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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


FIFTY-FIFTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 


SPECIAL SESSION OF THE SENATE. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 4, 1897. 


Hon. GARRET A. Hopart, Vice-President of the United States, 
having taken the oath of office at the close of the last regular ses- 
sion of the Fifty-fourth Congress, took the chair. 

PRAYER, 

Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

O Thon, the King of kings and Lord of lords, we are come to 
implore Thy benediction upon this solemn service, which engages 
the profoundest interest of our whole nation and enlists the sym- 

thies of all kindred lives and tongues—the induction of Thine 
eee servants according to the sovereign will of the people of 
the United States of America into the highest offices of the land, 
lifting them from the plane of private citizens to the level of the 
mightiest rulers of the world, and clothing them with vast pow- 
ers and awful responsibilities. As they bow before the majesty 
of Thy presence and throne, while clenching their faith to Thee 
and to the people by kissing the holy volume of Thy word, gird 
their loins and strengthen their hearts for the manifold and aren 
tasks and labors that lie before them. Guard their persons from 
disease, violence, and every form of danger. Endue them with 
health and soundness of body and mind, enrich them with equa- 
nimity, patience, long suffering, fortitude, and courage, and with 
a wise and understanding heart. And as under Thy guidance they 
seek the well-being of the whole people, rally to their support the 
patriotic devotion of the nation. 

Give ein our time, O Lord, and a friendly understanding 
with the republics, kingdoms, and empires of the world. Es- 
tablish among ourselves the reign of kindness and good feeling, 
of plain living, high thinking, noble doing, and the spirit of broth- 
erly love. us crown the Administration of ay servants with 
the success and honor that come from God. Likewise we pray 
that Thy blessing may rest upon Thy servants who this day enter 
into the fellowship of the Senate. Inspire them and their brethren 
of longer service, so that the coun on enter upon a new and 
an unexampled era of prosperity and well-being. Nor would we 
forget Thy servants who to-day lay aside the cares and toils and 
responsibilities of their offices as President and Vice-President and 
as members of the Senate and of the House of Representatives. 
God of our fathers, guide, preserve, and bless them. Cause Thy 
face to shine upon them, and give them length of days, Thy com- 
fort and peace. 

And so lifting our hearts to Thee as children to a father, we 

ray in behalf of the great-assembly within these walls, of our 
3 throughout the whole land, and through all lands, that 
the peace of God which e all . keep our 
hearts and minds in the knowledge and love of and of His 
Son Jesus Christ our Lord. And may the blessing of God 
Almighty, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost be amongst 
us and remain with us always. Amen. 

ADDRESS OF VICE-PRESIDENT HOBART. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, to have been elected to pre- 
side over the Senate of the United States is a distinction which 
any citizen would prize, and the manifestation of confidence 
which it implies is an honor which I sincerely appreciate. 

My gratitude and loyalty to the people of the country, to whom 


I owe this honor, and my duty to you, as well, demand such @ 
conservative, equitable, and conscientious construction and en- 
forcement of your rules as shall promote the well-being and pros- 
perity of the people, and at the same time conserve the time-hon- 
ored precedents and established traditions which have contributed 
to make this tribunal the most distinguished of the legislative 
bodies of the world. 

In entering upon the duties of the office to which I have been 
chosen, I feel a peculiar delicacy, for I am aware that your body. 
with whom, for a time, I will be associated, has had but a smali 
voice in the selection of its presiding officer, and that I am called 
upon to conduct your deliberations, while not perhaps your choice 
in point of either merit or fitness. 

It will be my constant effort to aid you, so far as I may, in all 
reasonable expedition of the business of the Senate, and I may be 
permitted to express the belief thatsuch expedition is the hope of 
the country. All the interests of good government and the ad- 
vancement toward a higher and better condition of things call 
for prompt and positive legislation at your hands, To obstruct 
the regular course of wise and prudent legislative action after the 
fullest and freest discussion is neither consistent with true Sena- 
torial courtesy, conducive to the welfare of the people, nor in 
bee pase with their just expectations. 

While assisting in the settlement of the grave questions which 
devolve upon the Senate of the United States it will be my en- 
dea vor to so guide its deliberations that its wisdom may be fruit- 
ful in works, at the same time exercising such fairness and im- 
partiality within the rules of the Senate as shall deserve at least 
your good opinion for the sincerity of my effort. 

Unfamiliar with your rules and manner of procedure, I can 
only promise that I will bring all the ability I possess to the faith- 
ful discharge of every duty as it may devolve upon me, relying 
always upon your suggestions, your advice, and your cooperation, 
and I should feel unequal to the task did I not trustfully antici- 
pate that indulgent aid and consideration which you have at all 
times given to my predecessors, and without which I could not 
hope to acquit myself to your satisfaction or with any degree of 
personal credit. 

It shall be my highest aim to justify the confidence the people 
have reposed in me by discharging my duties in such a manner 
as to lighten your labors, secure your appreciation of my honest 
effort to administer A rules with an eye single to the public 
good, and promote the pleasant and efficient transaction of the 
public business. 

I trust that our official and personal relations may be alike 
agreeable; that the friendships we may form here may be genu- 
ine and lasting, and that the work of the Senate may redound to 
the peace and honor of the country and the prosperity and happi- 
ness of all the people. 

The Secretary will read the proclamation of the President con- 
vening the Senate in extraordinary session. 


PROCLAMATION, 
i The Secretary (Mr. W. R. Cox) read the proclamation, as fol- 
OWS: 


Whereas public interests require that the Senate should be convened at 12 


o'clock on the 4th day of March next, to receive such communications as may 
be made by the Executive: 8 

Now, therefore, I. Grover Cleveland. President of the United States 
America, do hereby proclaim and declare 


of 
that an extraordinary occasion 


1 


of Washington on the 4th day of March next, at 12 o’clock 
8 who shall at that time be entitled to act as members of that 
reby required to take notice. 


Given under my hand and the seal of the United States, at 3 
the 24th day of February, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 


and ninety-seven, and of the Independence of the United States the one 


hundred and twenty-first. 
SEAL.] 
y the President: 
RICHARD OLNEY, 
Secretary of State. 


SWEARING IN OF SENATORS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The names of the newly-elected Sen- 
ators whose credentials are on file will now be called by the Secre- 
tary. They will come forward and receive the oath of office, four 
atatime. It has been suggested, Senators, that there will be no 

‘objection that Senator Morrill, of Vermont, shall take his place 
at the desk and be sworn in, his name being called. 

The Secretary called the name of— 

Justin S. Morrill, of the State of Vermont. 

Mr. Morrill was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Proctor, and the oath prescribed by law was a ed to h 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names. 

The Secretary called the names of— 

Edmund W. Pettus, of the State of Alabama. 

James K. Jones, of the State of Arkansas. 

George C. Perkins, of the State of California. 

Henry M. Teller, of the State of Colorado. 

As their names were called, the Senators-elect were escorted to 
the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. MORGAN, Mr. BERRY, Mr. WHITE, 
and Mr. PETTIGREW, respectively, and the oath prescribed by law 
was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of— 

Orville H. Platt, of the State of Connecticut. 

Alexander S. Clay, of the State of Georgia. 

Henry Heitfeld, of the State of Idaho. 

William E. Mason, of the State of Illinois. 

As their names were called, the Senators-elect were escorted to 
the Vice-President's desk by Mr. HAwLEY, Mr. Bacon, Mr. SHOUP, 
and Mr. CULLOM, tively, and the oath prescribed by law 
was administered to as, 

The Secretary called the names of— 

Charles W. Fairbanks, of the State of Indiana. 

William B. Allison, of the State of Iowa. 

William A. Harris, of the State of Kansas. 

Samuel D. McEnery, of the State of Louisiana. 

As their names were called, the Senators-elect, with the excep- 
tion of Mr. Harris, were escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by 
Mr. TURPIE, Mr. Gear, and Mr. Carrery, respectively, and the 
oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of— 


body are 
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George L. Welli n, of the State of Maryland. 
George G. Vest, of the State of Missouri. 
John P. Jones, of the State of Nevada. 


Jacob H. Gallinger, of the State of New i 

As their names were called, the Senators-elect were escorted to 
the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. Gorman, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. 
STEWART, and Mr. CHANDLER, r vely, and the oath pre- 
scribed by law was administered to them, 

The Secretary called the names of — 

Thomas C. Platt, of the State of New York. 

Jeter C. Pritchard, of the State of North Carolina. 

Henry C. Hansbrough, of the State of North Dakota. 

Joseph B. Foraker, of the State of Ohio. 

As their names were called, the Senators-elect were escorted to 
the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. Murry, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. 
Roach, and Mr. SHERMAN, respectively, and the oath prescribed 
by law was administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of— 

Boies Penrose, of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph H. Earle, of the State of South Carolina. 

James H. Kyle, of the State of South Dakota. 

Joseph L. Rawlins, of the State of Utah. 

As their names were called, the Senators-elect were escorted to 
the Vice-President's desk by Mr. Quay, Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, 
and Mr. Cannon, respectively, and the oath prescribed by law was 
administered to them. 

The Secretary called the names of 

George Turner, of the State of Washington. 

John C. Spooner, of the State of Wisconsin. 

As their names were called, the Senators-elect were escorted to 
the Vice-President's desk by Mr. WILSON and Mr. MITCHELL, respec- 
tively, and the oath prescribed by law was administered to them. 

SENATORS PRESENT. 


The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats in 
the Senate, the following were present: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus, 


in their 

U: ited States relying on the support of 
ni À 

voking the guidance of Almighty God. 


Arkansas—James H. Berry and James K. Jones. 
California—George C. Perkins and Stephen M. White. 
Colorado—Henry M. Teller and Edward O. Wolcott. 
Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt, 
Delaware—George Gray and Richard R. Kenney. 
. — — Aroa SE and Al der S. Cla 
ia —- Augustus O. n exander §, . 
Idaho—He Heitfeld and George L. Shoup. 7 
Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and William E. Mason. 
Indiana—Charles Warren Fairbanks and David Turpie. 
Jowa—William B. Allison and John H. Gear. 
_Kansas—Lucien Baker. 
Kentucky— William Lindsay. 
Louisiana—Donelson Caffery and Samuel Douglas McEnery. 
Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 
Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and George L. Wellington. 
Massachusetts—George F. Hoar and Henry Cabot Lodge. 
Michigan—Jnulius C. Burrows and James McMillan. 
Minnesota—Cushman K. Davis and Knute Nelson. 
Mississippi—Edward C. Walthall. 
Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 
Montana—Thomas H. Carter and Lee Mantle. 
Nebraska—William V. Allen and John M. Thurston. 
Nevada—John P. Jones and William M. Stewart. 
New Hampshire—William E. Chandler and Jacob H. Gallinger, 
New Jersey—William J. Sewell and James Smith, jr. 
New York—Edward Murphy, jr., and Thomas C. Platt. 
North Carolina Marion Butler and Jeter C. Pritchard. 
North Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and William N. Roach, 
Ohio—Joseph B. Foraker and John Sherman. 
Oregon—George W. McBride. 
Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose and Matthew 8. EN 
Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich and George P. Wetmore, 
South Carolina—Joseph H. Earle and 3 R. Tillman. 
South Dakota—James H. Kyle and R. F. Pettigrew. 
Tennessee William B. Bate. 
Teras — Horace Chilton and Roger Q. Mills. 
Utah—F¥rank J. Cannon and Joseph L. Rawlins. 
Vermont—Justin S. Morrill and Redfield Proctor. 
* Virginia—John W. Daniel and Thomas S. Martin. 
Washingt Turner and John L. Wilson. 
West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Charles J. Faulkner. 
Wisconsin—John L. Mitchell and John C. 5 
Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 


INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 
The persons entitled to admission to the floor of the Senate 


Chamber 3 admitted to the places reserved for them, 
the President, Senate 
Chamber, accom 4 8 
McKINLEY, of Ohio, and > 
ELKIN 


a eee of the committee were seated on his 
“fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will now exe- 


cute the order of the Senate relative to the inaugural ceremonies 
of the President of the United States. 


on. GROVER CLEVELAND, entered the 

i the President-elect, Hon. WILLIAM 
SHERMAN, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr, 
members of the committee of e oh eS and was 
to a seat in front of the Secretary’s desk, and the Presi- 


Those in the Senate Chamber proceeded to the platform on the 


central portico of the Capitol in the following order: 


The marshal of the Supreme Court and the marshal of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 


The Chief Justice, associate justices, and officers of the Supreme 


Court. 


Ambassadors to the United States. 
Ministers to the United States. 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the committee of arrange- 


ments. 


The President and President-elect. 

The Vice-President and Mr. Stevenson. 

The Secretary of the Senate and Senators and ex-Senators. 
Members of the House, members-elect, and officers, 

Governors of States. 

Heads of Departments. 

Major-General Commanding the Army and the Admiral of the 


Navy. 


All other persons who had been admitted to the floor of the 


Senate, followed by the occupants of the galleries. 


The oath of office having been administered to the President- 


elect by the Chief Justice of the United States, he delivered the 
following 


INAUGURAL ADDRESS, 


FELLOW-CITIZENS: In obedience to the will of the people, and 
ce, by the authority vested in me by this oath, I 
arduous and responsible duties of President of the 
yi countrymen and in- 
ur faith teaches that 
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there is no safer reliance than upon the God of our fathers, who 
has so singularly favored the American people in every national 
trial, and who will not forsake us so long as we obey His com- 
mandments and walk humbly in His footsteps. _ 

The responsibilities of the high trust to which I have been 
called—always of grave importance axe augmented by the pre- 
vailing business conditions, entailing idleness upon willing labor 


and loss to useful enterprises. The country is sufferin * 
Our 


money offer, in my judgment, a constant embarrassment to the 
Government and a safe the Tr y. refore I! 
lieve it necessary to devise a eras which, without diminishing 


uate revenue 


changes in 


apan the Government the necessity of 
maintaining so large a gold reserve, with its attendant and inev- 
itable temptations to speculation. Most of our financial laws are 
the outgrowth of experience and trial, and should not be amended 
without investigation and demonstration of the wisdom of the 
proposed changes. We must be both ‘‘sure we are right” and 
make haste slowly.” If, therefore, Congress in its. om shall 
deem it expedient to create a commission to take under early con- 
sideration the revision of our coinage, banking, and currency laws, 
and give them that exhaustive, careful, and dispassionate exami- 
nation that their importance demands, I shall cordially concur in 
such action. If such power is vested in the President, it is my 
purpose to appoint a commission of prominent, well-informed citi- 
zens of different parties, who will command public confidence both 
on account of their ability and ial fitness for the work. Busi- 
ness experience and public training may thus be combined, and 
the patriotic zeal of the friends of the country be so directed that 
such a will be made as to receive the support of all parties, 
and our ces cease to be the subject of mere partisan conten- 
tion. The experiment is, at all events, worth a trial, and, in my 
opinion, it can but prove beneficial to the entire country. 

The question of international bimetallism will have early and 
earnest attention. It will be my constant endeavorto secureit b 


cooperation with the other great commercial powers of the worl 
Until that condition is realized when the parity be — gold 
T ve 


and silver money eprings from and is supported 


value of the two m the valne of the silver coined 


and of that which may hereafter be coined must be k con- 
stantly at with gold by every resource at our command. The 
credit of the Government, the integrity of its currency, and the 


inviolability of its obligations must be preserved. This was the 
commanding verdict of the people, and it will not be unheeded. 

Economy is demanded in every branch of the Government at all 
times, but especially in periods, like the present, of depression in 
business and distress stone Se people. The severest economy 
must be observed in all public nditures, and extravagance 
stopped wherever it is found, ented whereyer in the 
future it may be developed. If therevenues are to remain as now, 
the only relief that can come must be from decreased expendi- 
tures. But the present must not become the permanent condition 
of the Government. It has been our uniform practice to retire, 
notincrease, our outstanding obligations, and this policy mustagain 
beresumed and vigorously enforced. Our revenues should always 
be large enough to meet with ease and promptness not only our 
current needs and the principal and interest of the public debt, 
but to make proper and liberal provision for that-most deserving 
body of public creditors, the soldiers and sailors and the widows 
and orphans who are the pensioners of the United States. 

The Government should not be permitted to run behind or in- 
crease its debt in times like the present. Suitably to provide 
against this is the mandate of duty—the certain and easy remedy 
for most of our financial difficulties. A deficiency is inevitable so 
long as the expenditures of the Government exceed its receipts. 
It can oply be met by loans or an increased revenue. ile a 
large annual surplus of revenue may invite waste and extrava- 

ce, inadequate reyenue creates distrust and undermines pub- 

ic and private credit. Neither should be encouraged. Between 
more loans and more reyenue there ought to be but one opinion. 
We should have more revenue, and that without cosy, hindrance, 
or.postponement. A surplus in the Treasury created by loans is 
not a permanent or safe reliance. It will suffice while it lasts, 
but it can not last long while the outlays of the Government are 
greater than its receipts, as has been the case during the past two 
years. Nor must it be forgotten that however much such loans 


may ‘temporarily relieve the situation, the Government is still 
indebted for the amount of the surplus thus accrued, which it 
must ultimately pay, while its ability to pay is not strengthened, 


but weakened by a continued deficit. are imperative in 
great emergencies to preserve the Government or its credit, buta 
failure to re, E ed revenue in time of peace for the mainte- 
nance of either no justification. 

The best way for the Government to maintain its credit is to 
pay asit goes—not by resorting to loans, but by keeping out of 
debt—throngh an adequate income secured by a system of taxa- 
tion, external or internal, or both. It is the settled policy of the 
Government, pursued from the beginning and practiced by all 
parties and ee istrations, to raise the bulk of our revenue from 
taxes upon foreign productions entering the United States for sale 
and consumption, and avoiding, for the most part, every form of 
direct taxation, except in time of war. The country is clearly 
opposed to any needless additions tothe subjects of internal taxa- 
tion, and is committed by its latest popular utterance to the sys- 
tem of tariff taxation. There can be no misunderstanding, either, 
about the principle npon which this tariff taxation shall be levied. 
Nothing has ever been made plainer at a general election than 
that the controlling principle in the raising of revenue from duties 
on imports is zealous care for American interests and American 
labor. The people have declared that such legislation should be 
had as will 3 ample protection and encouragement to the in- 
dustries and the development of our country. It is, therefore, 
earnestly hoped and expected that Congress will, at the earliest 
practicable moment, enact revenue legislation that shall be fair, 
reasonable, conservative, and just, and which, while supplying 
sufficient revenue for public p 8, will still be arpe bene- 
ficial and sr ris to every section and every enterprise of the 
pou To this policy we are all, of whatever party, firmly 

und by the voice of the people—a power vastly more potential 
than the expression of any political platform. The paramount 
duty of is to deficiencies by the restoration of that 
protective legislation which has always the firmest prop of 
the Treasury. The of such a law or laws would strengthen 
the credit of the Government both at home and abroad, and 


redemp 
constant for several years. 

In the revision of the tariff especial attention should be given 
to the reenactment and extension of the reciprocity principle of 
the law of 1890, under which so great a stimulus was given to our 
foreign trade in new and advantageous markets for our surplus 
agricultural and manufactured products. The brief trial given 
this legislation amply justifies a further experiment and additional 
discretionary power in the making of commercial treaties, the end 
in view always to be the opening up of new markets for the prod- 
ucts of our country, by granting concessions to the products of 
other lands that we need and can not produce ourselves, and 
which do not involve any loss of labor to our own people, but 
tend to increase their employment. 

The depression of the past four years has fallen with especial 
severity upon the great body of to of the country, and u 
none more than the holders of small farms. Agriculture has 
languished and labor suffered. The revival of manufacturing 
will be a relief to both. No portion of our population is more 
devoted to the institutions of free government nor more loyal in 
their support, while none bears more cheerfully or fully its pro: 
share in the maintenance of the Government or is better entitled 
to its wise and liberal care and protection. Legislation neptu to 
producers is beneficial to all. e depressed condition of indus 
on the farm and in the mine and factory has lessened the ability 
of the people to meet the demands upon them, and they rightfully 

t that not only a system of revenue shall be established that 

ill secure the largest income with the least burden, but that 
every means will be taken to decrease, rather than increase, our 
public expenditures. Business conditions are not the most prom- 
ising. It will take time to restore the prosperity of former years. 
If we can not promptly attain it, we can resolutely turn our faces 
in that direction and aid its return by friendly legislation. How- 
ever troublesome the situation may ap „Congress will not, I 
am sure, be found lacking in disposition or ability to relieve it as 
far as legislation can do so. 6 restoration of confidence and 
the revival of business, which men of all parties so much desire, 
depend more largely upon the prompt, energetic, and intelligent 
action of Congress than upon any other single agency affecting 
the situation. 

It is inspiring, too, to remember that no emergency in the 
one hundred and eight years of our eyentful national life has ever 
arisen that has not been met with wisdom and courage by the 
American people, with fidelity to their best interests and highest 
destiny, and to the honor of the American name. These years of 

lorious history have exalted mankind and advanced the cause of 
freedom throughout the world and immeasurab! 


ly strengthened 
the precious ions which we enjoy. "Phe people love 
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and will sustain these institutions. The great essential to our hap- 
piness and prosperity is that we adhere to the principles upon 
which the Government was established and insist upon their faith- 
ful observance. Equality of rights must prevail and our laws be 
always and everywhere respected and obeyed. We may have 
failed in the discharge of our full duty as citizens of the great 
Republic, but it is consoling and encouraging to realize that free 
speech, a free press, free thought, free schools, the free and unmo- 
lested right of religious liberty and worship, and free and fair 
elections are dearer and more universally enjoyed to-day than ever 
before. These guaranties must be sacredly preserved and wisely 
strengthened. The constituted authorities must be cheerfully and 
vigorously upheld. Lynchings must not be tolerated in a great 
and civilized country like the United States; courts, not mobs, 
must execute the penalties of the law. The preservation of pub- 
lic order, the right of discussion, the integrity of courts, and the 
orderly administration of justice must continue forever the rock 
of safety upon which our Government securely rests. 

One of the lessons taught by the late election, which all can re- 
joice in, is that the citizens of the United States are both law- 
respecting and law-abiding people, not easily swerved from the 
path of patriotism and honor. This is in entire accord with the 
genius of our institutions, and but emphasizes the advantages of 
inculcating even a greater love for law and order in the future, 
Immunity should be granted to none who violate the laws, 
whether individuals, corporations, or communities; and as the 
Constitution imposes upon the President the duty of both its own 
execution, and of the statutes enacted in pursuance of its provi- 
sions, I shall endeayor carefully to carry them into effect. The 
declaration of the party now restored to power has been in the 
past that of opposition to all combinations of capital organized 
in trusts, or otherwise, to control arbitrarily the condition of trade 
among our citizens,” and it has supported such legislation as 
will prevent the execution of all schemes to oppress the people by 
undue mange bee on their supplies, or by unjust rates for the trans- 
portation of their products to market.” This purpose will be 
steadily pursued, both by the enforcement of the laws now in ex- 
istence and the recommendation and support of such new statutes 
as may be necessary to carry it into effect. 

Oar naturalization and immigration laws should be further 
improved to the constant promotion of a safer, a better, and a 
higher citizenship. A grave peril to the Republic would be a cit- 
izenship too ignorant to understand or too vicious to appreciate 
the great value and beneficence of our institutions and laws, and 
against all who come here to make war upon them our gates must 
be promptly and tightly closed. Nor must we be unmindful of 
the need of improvement among our own citizens, but. with the 
zeal of our forefathers encourage the spread of knowledge and 
free education. Illiteracy must be banished from the land if we 
shall attain that high destiny as the foremost of the enlightened na- 
tions of the world which, under Providence, we ought to achieve. 

Reforms in the civil service must goon; but the changes should 
be real and genuine, not perfunctory, or prompted by a zeal in 
behalf of any party simply because it happens to be in power. As 
a member of Congress I voted and spoke in favor of the present 
law, and I shall attempt its enforcement in the spirit in which 
it was enacted. The p in view was to secure the most 
efficient service of the best men who would accept appointment 
under the Government, retaining faithful and devoted public 
servants in office, but shielding none, under the authority of any 
rule or custom, whoare inefficient, incompetent, or unworthy. The 
best interests of the country demand this, and the people heartily 
approve the law wherever and whenever it has been thus admin- 
istered. 

Congress should give prompt attention to the restoration of our 
American merchant marine, once the pride of the seas in all the 
great ocean highways of commerce. To my mind, few more im- 
portant subjects so imperatively demand its intelligent considera- 
tion. The United States has progressed with marvelous rapidity 
in every field of enterprise and endeavor until we have become 
foremost in nearly all the great lines of inland trade, commerce, 
and industry. Yet, while this is true, our American merchant 
marine has been steadily declining until it is now lower, both in 
the percentage of tonnage and the number of vessels employed, 
than it was prior to the civil war. Commendable progress has 
been made of late years in the upbuilding of the American Navy, 
but we must supplement these efforts by providing as a proper 
consort for it a merchant marine amply sufficient for our own 
carrying trade to foreign countries. e question is one that ap- 
peals both to onr business necessities and the patriotic aspirations 
of a great e. 

It Dak the policy of the United States since the foundation 
of the Government to cultivate relations of peace and amity with 
all the nations of the world, and this accords with my conception of 
our duty now. We have cherished the policy of noninterference 
with the affairs of foreign governments wisely inaugurated by 
Washington, keeping ourselves free from entanglement, either as 
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allies or foes, content to leave undisturbed with them the settle. 
ment of theirown domestic concerns. It will be our aim to pursue 
a firm and 1 foreign policy, which shall be just, impartial, 
ever watchful of our national honor, and always insisting upon 
the enforcement of the lawful rights of American citizens every- 
where. Our diplomacy should seek nothing more and accept 
nothing less than isdue us. We want no wars of conquest; we 
must avoid the temptation of territorial aggression. War should 
never be entered upon until every agency of peace has failed; 
peace is preferable to war in almost every contingency. Arbitra- 
tion is the true method of settlement of international as well as 
local or individual differences. It wasrecognized as the best means 
of adjustment of differences between employers and employees 
by the Forty-ninth Congress, in 1886, and its application was 
extended to our diplomatic relations by the unanimous concur- 
rence of the Senate and House of the Fifty-first Congress in 1890, 
The latter resolution was accepted as the basis of negotiations 
with us by the British House of Commons in 1893, and upon 
our invitation a treaty of arbitration between the United States 
and Great Britain was signed at Washington and transmitted to 
the Senate for its ratification in January last. Since this treaty is 
clearly the result of our own initiative; since it has been recog- 
nized as the leading feature of our foreign policy throughout our 
entire national history—the adjustment of difficulties by judicial 
methods rather than force of arms—and since it presents to the 
world the glorious example of reason and peace, not passion and 
war, controlling the relations between two of the greatest nations 
in the world, an N certain to be followed by others, I re- 
spectfully urge the early action of the Senate thereon, not merely 
as a matter of policy, but asa duty to mankind. Theimportance 
and moral influence of the ratification of such a treaty can hardly 
be overestimated in the cause of advancing civilization. It may 
well engage the best thought of the statesmen and people of every 
country, and I can not but consider it fortunate that it was 
N to the United States to have the leadership in so grand a 
work. 

It has been the uniform practice of each President to avoid, as 
far as e the convening of Congress in extraordinary ses- 
sion. It is an example which, under ordinary circumstances and 
in the absence of a 1 necessity, is to be commended. But a 
failure to convene the representatives of the people in Congress in 
extra session when it involves neglect of a public duty places the 
responsibility of such neglect upon the Executive himself. The 
condition of the public Treasury, as has been indicated, demands 
the immediate consideration of Congress. It alone has the power 
to provide revenues for the Government. Not to convene it under 
such circumstances I can view in no other sense than the neglect 
ofaplainduty. Idonotsympathize with the sentiment that Con- 
gress in session is dangerous to our general business interests. Its 
members are the agents of the people, and their presence at the seat 
of government in the execution of the sovereign will should not 
operate as an injury, but a benefit. There could be no better time to 
put the Government upon a sound financial and economic basis than 
now. The people have only recently voted that this should be done, 
and nothing is more binding upon the agents of their will than the 
obligation of immediate action. It has always seemed to me that 
the postponement of the meeting of Congress until more than a 
year after it has been chosen deprived Congress too often of the 
inspiration of the popular will and the country of the correspond- 
ing benefits. It is evident, therefore, that to postpone action in 
the 3 of so great a necessity would be unwise on the part 
of the Executive because unjust to the interests of the people. 
Our actions now will be freer from mere partisan consideration 
than if the question of tariff revision was postponed until the reg- 
ular session of Congress. We are nearly two years from a Con- 
gressional election, and politics can not so 57 distract us as 
if such contest was immediately pending. e can approach the 
problem calmly and patriotically, without fearing its effect upon 
an early election. Our fellow-citizens who may disagree with us 
upon the character of this legislation prefer to have the question 
settled now, even against their preconceived views, and perhaps 
settled so reasonably, as I trust and believe it will be, as to insure 
great permanence, than to have further uncertainty mena ing the 
vast and varied business interests of the United States. Again, 
whatever action Congress may take will be given a fair oppor- 
tunity for trial before the people are called to pass judgment upon 
it, and this I consider a great essential to the rightful and lastin, 
settlement of the question. In view of these considerations, Isha 
deem it my duty as President to convene Congress in extraordi- 
nary session on Monday, the 15th day of March, 1897. 

In conclusion, I congratulate the country upon the fraternal 
spirit of the people and the manifestations of good will every- 
where so apparent. The recent election not only most fortunately 
demonstrated the obliteration of sectional or geographi lines, 
but to some extent also the prejudices which for years have dis- 
tracted our councils and our true greatness as a nation. 
The triumph of the people, whose verdict is carried into effect 
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to-day, is not the triumph of one section, nor wholly of one party, 
but of all sections and all the people. The North and the South 


no longer divide on the old lines, but upon principles and policies; 
and in this fact surely every lover of the country can find cause 
for true felicitation. Let us rejoice in and cultivate this spirit; 
it is ennobling and will be both a gain and blessing to our beloved 
country. It will be my constant aim to do nothing, and permit 
nothing to be done, that will arrest or disturb this growing sen- 
timent of unity and cooperation, this revival of esteem and affili- 
ation which now animates so many thousands in both the old 
antagonistic sections, but I shall cheerfully do everything possible 
to promote and increase it. 
et me again repeat the words of the oath administered by the 

Chief Justice, which, in their respective spheres, so far as appli- 
cable, I would have all my countrymen observe: I will faithfully 
execute the office of President of the United States, and will, to 
the best of my ability, preserve, protect, and defend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States.” This is the obligation I have rever- 
ently taken before the Lord Most High. To keep it will be my 
single purpose, my constant prayer; and I shall confidently rely 
upon the forbearance and assistance of all the people in the dis- 
charge of my solemn responsibilities. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 2 o'clock and 10 minutes 
p. m., and the Vice-President resumed the chair. 


HOUR OF MEETING, 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock m. 
until otherwise ordered. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agréed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 11 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 5, 
1807, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


SENATE. 
FRI DAY, March 6, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
SENATOR FROM OHIO. 
Mr. FORAKER presented the credentials of Marcus Alonzo 
appointed ae he governor of the State of Ohio a Senator 

from that State to fill, until the next meeting of the legislature 
thereof, the vacancy caused by the resignation of John Sherman 
in the term ending ch 3, 1899. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. Hanna is present, and I ask that he be 


sworn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will take his place at 
mo Vice-President’s desk for the purpose of taking the oath of 
office. 

Mr. Hanna was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
FORAKER, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee, to consist of two Senators, be appointed by 
the Chair to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. ALLISON and Mr. Gon- 
MAN as the members of the committee. 
ACTING CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, CUSHMAN K. DAvis, a Senator 
from Minnesota, be acting chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


RECESS. 

Mr. ALDRICH (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate take a recess until a quarter to 1 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 12 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

PETITION. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William Giles Dix, of Pea- 
body, Mass., praying for a conference of all the American powers 
of the Western Continent, to be held in Washington, D. C., to 
consider means of relief for the suffering and oppressed in Turkey 
soa Greece; which was referred tò the Committee on Foreign 

ations. 


I move 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. ALLIson and Mr. Gorman, the committee appointed to 
wait on the President of the United States, appeared at the bar of 
the Senate, and 


Mr. ALLISON said: Mr. President, the committee 1 


by resolution of the Senate to wait upon the President and inform 
him that a quorum of the Senate had assembled and was ready to 
receive any communication he might wish to make, have executed 
that duty; and the President requested the committee to extend 
his kindly greetings, and to inform the Senate that he would com- 
municate immediately with the Senate in writing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the secretaries of the President, ap- 

ared at the bar and said: Mr. President, Iam directed by the 

resident of the United States to deliver to the Senate sundry 
messages in writing. : 

Mr. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and fifty-two 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 2 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate, on motion of Mr. 
1 adjourned until Monday, March 8, 1897, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March b, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF STATE, 


John Sherman, of Ohio, to be Secretary of State, vice Richard 
Olney, resigned. 


SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 


Lyman J. Gage, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Treasury, vice 
John G. Carlisle, resigned. ` i 


SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Russell A. Alger, of Michigan, to be Secretary of War, vice 
Daniel S. Lamont, resigned. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


Joseph McKenna, of California, to be Attorney-General, vice 
Judson Harmon, resigned. 


POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


James A. Gary, of Maryland, to be Postmaster-General, vice 
William L. Wilson, resigned. 


5 SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


John D. Long, of Massachusetts, to be Secretary of the Na 
vice Hilary A. Herbert, resigned. ms 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Cornelius N. Bliss, of New York, to be Secretary of the Interior, 
vice David R. Francis, resigned. 


SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, 


James Wilson, of Iowa, to be Secretary of Agriculture, vice 
J. Sterling Morton, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 5, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 
John Sherman, of Ohio, to be Secretary of State. 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Lyman J. Gage, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Treasury, 
SECRETARY OF WAR, 
Russell A. Alger, of Michigan, to be Secretary of War. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Joseph McKenna, of California, to be Attorney-General, 
POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
James A. Gary, of Maryland, to be Postmaster-General. 
SEORETARY OF THE NAVY. 
John D. Long, of Massachusetts, to be Secretary of the Navy. 
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Cornelius N. Bliss, of New York, to be Secretary of the Interior, 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
James Wilson, of Iowa, to be Secretary of Agriculture, 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, March &, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 


spproved. 
message in writing was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
A. H. HERR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a res- 
olution of the 2d instant, a report of the A e een ae 75 
of the Army on the amount found due A. H. Herr March 16, 1874, 

i ecessor, for the rent of his propery, while the same 
was in the. occupancy of the s Department; which, 
with the . papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ord be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented honse joint memorial No. 5 
of the legislative assembly of New Mexico, relative to the o 
tion of mines upon grants confirmed by the Court of Private Land 


Claims; which was read, and ref to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, as follows: 
House joint memorial No. 5. 


Whereas under the act of Congress establishing the Court of Private Land 
Claims, ved March 3, 1801, it was and is among other gence 
that all gold, silver, or 5 er mines or nitneral ol of the same 

nts confirmed 1 t Randa shall be eet re remain the property of he 
Gnited States, with the of working the + and 
Whereas under the 3 of the same 8 it is provided that such 
shall not be wor: without the consent of the owner of such grant 
uou the same oo be specifically authorized by an act of Congress to be 
reafter passed; an: 

Whereas the influx of capital into New Mexico is 8 and the 
interests of the Territory generally are . y the fact that an 
actof Congress has not been reed 
pp ee 1 act approved March 3. 1801: Now. 

erefore, 

Be it resolved by the legislative assembly of the 8047 of New Mexico, 
first, That the Congress of the United States be, and it is hereby rey Lge 
„ so doing ene — tight Yio mine on 

to parties authority on 
2 mts heretofore or hereafter to be confirmed by the Court of Private 
R 


Claims. 

Resolved, second, That tke attention of Congress is respectfully called to 
the bill introduced on this sujo at the first session of the Fifty- fourth Con- 
gress by Congressman BELL of Colorado, as embodying just and equitable 
aoe erin rior accra op papa casa sate cine to mineral exploration 


Resolved, third, That the chief clerk of the council and house of repre- 
sentatives be, and they are hereby, directed to transmit a copy of this me- 
morial to each the President of the United States and the * Spore of the 
.. tives, at W. 

We, the undersigned, the chief clerk of the house of representatives of the 
Thirty-second legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico and chief 
clerk of the 8 ae hereby certify that the e . and foregoing is a true, 
correct, and net panty? —— joint memorial No, 5. 

. ve hereunto set „ 


and purchase. 


Chief Clerk of the House oF 1 501 mtn tives, 
Chief Clerk of the Council. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
New York Chamber of Commerce, favoring the ratification of the 
nding arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered 
8 lie on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of the Sarsfield Club, of Hartford, 
Conn., remonstrating against the ratification of the pending arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr, CARTER presen 3 of the legislative assembly of 
Montana, praying for the lishment of a Government banking 
system to be managed through the Postal Department, etc.; which 
Was read, and referred to the Committee on fices and Post- 
Roads, as follows: 

TERED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 
S. Hogan, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby certify 
nett the ‘above i is, with the exception of correctionsin . 8 
tuation and insertion of omissions or substitute words in brackets, a true and 
correct copy of house acts memorial No. I enacted by the fifth session of the 
legislative assembly of the State of Montana, and ä by Robert B. 
Smith, governor of said State, on the 19th day of ies ing 
8 1 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and axed the great 
g 
Serge the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 27th day of Febru- 


bl rear ras T. S. HOGAN, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. L 


To the honorable the Senate and Sanay Fairy rag 
of the Faye ‘ates in Coron assembled: 


law, as ble, 

vestment the savings 
tment or such other 
ons as may be deemed 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 

S. Hogan, secretary of state oE She Stats — Ao Kon certify 
that the above is, with the exception of corrections in 5 pune- 
tuation and of omissions and 


n 
‘seal of said State. 
Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 27th day of Feb- 


ruary, A. D. 
[SEAL,] T. S. HOGAN, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 2. 
... the United Statea in Congress 


Lari ny och assembly of the 5 Se tome of re- 
e TE represent that we e upon the part 
the legal voters of the State of Montana that i — 5 5 Senators should 


be e a direct vote of the people, and the election of —.— 
States Senators 


legislative assembl — present ä 
the ios Benatars by the laws of the United actos tet retards and delays the busi- 


thereto —— 2 — À ee to take such steps as 
ore ve ou su 

y be necessary to secure such amendmen the Constitution and laws of 
thet United Statesas wit pre rovide for the 1 of United States Senators by 
a direct vote of the people; we our Senators and Representativesin 
Congress to use their best endeavors to secure fe oe amendments. 

Jt is further resolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to furnish a copy of this memorial to each of our Senators and 
resentatives in gress. 

Approved, February 19, 1897. 


Mr. CARTER presented a petition of the legislative assembly 
of Montana, praying Congress to provide by proper legislation to 
place the Union ific Railroad system in the control of the Gov- 
ernment; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 
I. T. S. Hogan, secretary of state of the State of 1 do hereby ce 


that the above is, with the exception of corrections in orthography an 
ion of omissions or substitute words in 


Your memorialists, 


overnor of 

In ORAT 5 I have Bare banca set — hand and affixed the great 

seal of said State. 

Done at She city Of Molona, the capital of anid State, this Mih dey. ot 
te 


Fe 7. D. 
fanart T. S. HOGAN, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 3. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United tes in Congress assembled: 
Whereas in the — of 3 1 for the welfare of our people, 
in the cause of VVV 
people and as a nation, 9 and 9 


5 eee e re aak O — to of the State 
on y represen we 
legisiation to place said Union Pacific Rail and ite allied fines ia 


the hands or control of That the socrota e instructed to 
ts 
furnish a copy of this memorial to 9 eee eee 

Approved, February 19, 1897. > 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of G. B. Jennings, of Shen- 
andoah, Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill 0. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, and 
also for the passage of House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage 
to 1 cent per half ounce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the house of representa- 
tives of 5 ing for the enactment of a bankruptcy law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

A resolution. 

Whereas it is the sense of this house that there exists urgent need of bank- 

tcy legislation; 


ru 
Witureneuach a bill relating to bankruptcy is now before Congress: There- 


fore. 
"Be it resolved, That our Senators, ALLEN and aes be requested to 
the passage of a measure befo: 3 t Congress adjourns: and 
athar Bett rosok That the clerk be instructed to send copies of this 
resolution to Senators 


V 1 
pos the house of ntatives of the S State of Nebraska, twenty- 
9 February 26, thirty: = of the session. 
ANK D. EAGER, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
TICKETS OF ADMISSION TO INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


Mr. ELKINS submitted a Fo tal of the committee of arrange- 
ments for the inan; tion of the President and Vice-President, 
relative to the auditing of the tickets of admission to the Senate 
galleries; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., March 6, 1897. 
SIR: ore Doaa E ted by the committee of arrangements for tho 


penn pyre wwe ea, and V. beommittee 
audit the tickets — admission to the Senate galleries delivered to you by the 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7 


Burea i distributed upon the orders 
FTT examined the 


tickets remaining and find 
First. There were 100 T of 
Senate received by you. You hold the receipt of of State for 


fro ureau, 
There were 200 tickets of admission to the Senate reserve 
received by you. You hold receipts from the 125 persons ted the 
committee to receive them, 1 was canceled for use at the door of said ery. 
and you have in your on the remaining 74, as they were receiv 

from the Bureau. 


e * 
Third. Fifteen hundred tickets of admission to the ether galleries were 
received by 2811 You were ordered by the committee to distribute 1,181 of 
these. You hold for 1,177 of these, and the 4 tickets allotted to Sen- 
£ are in your on, as he did not arrive in 
gton after conclusion of the es and sent you no 
order for the disposition of the tickets assigned to him. Eleven these 
tickets were used, r can as samples for use of the ticket takers 
of i Capitol, and I find in ete te pees 11 Thee 
e an ‘our e remain as they 
98 y you e Bureau of Engraving Printing. 
ore 


your possession 5. 
the engraver’s art and much desired 


- as they are 8 ens as 
souvenirs, I su that you the matter to the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Prin „that t 8 adopted as a public document in order 
that pee oy hid buted between the two Houses of Congress in the usual 

Yours, A 
respectfully, INO 1. 
R. J. BRIGHT, Esq., 2 
Sergeant-at-Arms, United States Senate. 


_ IRA INGRAHAM, 
- Mr. ALDRICH. Task for the adoption of the following order: 
Ordered, . — — — 2 second ses- 


Fifty-second Con, in te bill 1540, be 
Fade from the files of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the order be agreed to, subject to the 
rules of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been no adverse report, I will state. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the order will be made. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive iness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock p. m.) 
the Senate, on motion of Mr. Hoar, adjourned until Wednesday, 
March 10, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATION, 
Executive nomination received by the Senate March &, 1897. 
PENSION AGENT. 
Oscar A. Janes, of Michigan, to be pension agent at Detroit, 
Mich., vice Levi T. Griffin, shose term has expired, 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1897. 
PENSION AGENT. 
Oscar A. Janes, of Michigan, to be pension agent at Detroit, 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, March 10, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 
SENATOR FROM KENTUCKY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the 
governor of Kentucky; which was read, as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Frankfort, Ky., March 5; 1897. 


inted Andrew 


recess of the legi not being now in session 
aps ex until the next meeting of said | ture and election thereby 
of successor. 

In testimony of which as governor of said Commonwealth, my name, with 
seal of State, is hereto at ed, day and date above written, and in the one 
hundred and fifth year of the Commonwealth. 

WILLIAM O. BRADLEY. 

Attest: 

CHARLES FINLEY, 
Secretary of State. 

{SEAL.] By E. D. GUFFY, 

Assistant Secretary of State. 


Hon. GARRET A. HOBART, 
Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate. 


Mr, HOAR. I move that the Senator appointed from the State 
of 1 be now admitted to take the oath. 7 

Mr. GOR The Senate of course understands the question 
involved in this matter. I move as a substitute that the commu- 
nication and credentials be referred to the Committee on Privi- 
1 and Elections. 

. HOAR. I do not eg ay to antagonize the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland under the circumstances. I suppose my 
motion is pending, and then the motion of the Senator from Mary- 
land is that the motion I have submitted and the credentials 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr, GORMAN. That is ioy aoken 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland that the communication and the creden- 
tials be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and 
zigo ae the motion of the Senator from husetts be so re- 
erred. 
The motion to refer was agreed to. 


ANNEXATION OF LANDS TO IDAHO. 


Mr. SHOUP. I present a memorial of the F. eon of the 
State of Idaho, which I move be printed in the Rxoonb, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such will be the order, in the absence 
of objection. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ithought I heard the Senator from 
Idaho make a motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho presented a 
memorial, which, in the absence of objection, is ordered printed 
in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What was the subject of the 

nest of the Senator from Idaho? 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. It is senate joint memorial No. 3 of 
the legislature of Idaho, praying for the annexation to the State 
of Idaho of a part of the Stateof Wyoming. Is there objection to 
the request of the Senator from Idaho? 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to tho 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 
I, Geo. J, Lewis, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the 
annexed is a full, true, and ma ea transcript of senate joint memorial No. 
3. which was filed in this office the 2d day of A. D. 1897, and admitted 


to record. 
whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. 
Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 5th day of March, A. D., 1897. 
[sBAL.] GEO. J. LEWIS, Secretary of State. 


Senate joint memorial No. 3 (oy Bassett), praying for the annexation to the 
State of Idaho of a part of the State of Wyoming. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that that of the drainage of Teton River which is situated in 
the State of Wyo: g contains an area of approximately 3U0 square miles, of 
which about 10 square miles is agricultural land and the balance is mountain- 
ous; that there are twenty-five families g on said area; that the coun’ 
seat of Uinta County. in which said area is situate, is Hvanston, more than 
miles distant by the usual route of travel; that said usual route of travel ex- 
tends through Fremont. Bingham, Bannock, 
and Cache, gn pan Weber, 


Teton range of moun e eastern boundary 

impassable barrier; that the interests and business of the ple residing in 

said area are eni y with ont County in Idaho; that the i 

chting the State W. ee t no in, 
oming; noinjury can 
ep Aipsa ep fere 


rallel of 44° north lati- 
10 miles, more or to 

the waters N the Teton River 
jacksons 


the range di 
. thence southerly 


and pouthwestori along the mamit of sad Fange 20 milen nore or 
and southw: y more or less, to 
the intersection of said range and watershed with said Wyoming-Idaho 


In view of the facts herein set forth, ur memorialists respectfully ask 
that such action be taken by your — hi bodies as will result in the an- 


nexation of the said area to the State of Idaho. 
The secretary of state is hereby directed to forward certified ies of this 
memorial to our representatives in Congress at Washington within five days 


after the passage and approval of same. 
Approved March 2, 3 
FRANK STEUNENBERG, Governor. 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the resolutions passed by the 
legislature of Idaho have not been read, and I can only judge of 
their import from the reading of the title by the President of the 
Senate. I dare say that the legislature of Idaho, having been in 
session for a longer time than thelegislatureof Wyoming, improved 
its o n to ask for a portion of some good and fertile State 
to to that somewhat dry and barren one; but I assume that 
the legislature of Wyoming, had it been in session later and had 
it observed the action of that body, would have mded in a 
prones manner, as the representatives of the State of Wyoming in 

ngress will certainly do before the proper committee at the 
proper time, 
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REPRINT OF REPORT ON SENATOR APPOINTED FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. HOAR. Isubmit a resolution for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Ordered, That 300 copies of the Senate Report No. 1, Fifty-third Congress, 
speciai session, bs printed for the use of the Senate, and be delivered to the 

te document room. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. FRYE. What is the report? 

Mr. HOAR. It is the old report on the appointment of the 
ee ie Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I merely ask to have it 
reprinted. 

. BERRY. Ought not the minority report to be printed also, 
I ask the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr.HOAR. Certainly. Ithink the resolution covers the minor- 
ity report. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not so understand it as it was read. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let the resolution be so amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be amended so 
as to include the mana report. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 300 copies of the Senate Report No. 1, and views of the 


minority, Fitty-third Congress, l session, be printed for the use of the 
Senate, and be delivered to the Senate document room. 


ASCERTAINMENT OF PRESENCE OF A QUORUM. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to give two notices under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the first 
notice presented by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Fifty-fifth Congress, special session, Senate.] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. Hoar ee the following notice of an amendment intended to be 
pr d to the rales of the Senate: 5 

Notice is given that to-morrow, or at the next daily session of the Senate, a 
mo ion will be made to amend Rule V by striking out the second clause 
thereof and inserting the following: 

elt at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate any Senator shall 
state that he believes there is not a yan prosent, the presiding officer 
shall at once determine whether there is a quorum present, and make known 
his determination to the Senate. If he find that there is a quorum present, 
the business of the Senate shall proceed. If he find there be no quorum, he 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll, and shall announce the 
result. These proceedings shall be without debate.“ 

The purpose of the proposed amendment is to prevent the interruption of 
the business of the Senate by unnecessary calling of the 5 Se 


Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts ask that 
the proposed amendment be referred to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. HOAR. That motion will not be in order until to-morrow. 
It is the notice required by the rules, and when the amendment 
and the one about to be read are presented to-morrow I shall then 
move to refer them to the Committee on Rules. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the further 
notice. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


[Fifty-fifth Congress, special session, Senate,] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. Hoar presented the following notice of an amendment intended to be 
pro to the rules of the Senate, and that he will move the same at the 
next daily session: 
“Resolved, That the rules of the Senate be amended by adding the following: 
When any bill or resolution shall have been under consideration for more 
than one qay it shall be in order for any Senator to demand that debate 
thereon be closed. 


mt without further debate, 8 that every Senator 
rmitted to speak upon the measure not more 
than once, and not exceeding one hour. 

d shalt have been made by any Senator, no other motion 
shall be in order until the same shall have been voted upon by the Senate, 
unless the same shall fail to be seconded. 

After the Senate shall have decided to close debate, no motion shall be in 


order but a motion to adjourn or to take a recess, when such motion shall be 
seconded by a majority of the Senate. When either of said motions shall 
have been lost or have failed of a second, it shall not be in order to renew 
the same until one Senator shall have spoken upon the pending measure, or 
one vote upon the same shall ha ve intervened.’ 
“For the foregoing-stated Me the following rules, namely, VII, 
IX. X. XII. XIX. XXII. XXVII. XXVII. XXXV, and XL, are modified.” 
The purpose of this amendment to the rules is to enable the Senate to act 
upon pending legislation when it shall desire, after reasonable debate. And 
s much of them as interferes with the enforcement of 17 5 585 5 2 8 


Mr. HOAR. I move that both notices be printed as a document. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. HOAR. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLEN. That can not be done, more than three days in- 
3 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that the constitutional rule 
applies when the Senate is sitting alone, without the House. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not particular about the matter, but it 
occurs to me that the constitutional inhibition applies to the Sen- 
ate when alone in session just as much as when both Houses are 
in session. 

Mr. HOAR. How can it be that the Constitution, by saying that 
one House shall not adjourn without the consent of the other 
House, ever intended that the Senate should not adjourn over at 
all when the other House is not in session? Suppose the Senate 
should be called in executive session in midsummer and wanted to 
adjourn for three weeks 

Mr. ALLEN. I will withdraw the objection. < 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question. Ought not the Senate to adjourn sine die? The first 
session of the next Congress will begin on Monday, the 15th, and 
he proposes that the Senate in special session adjourn to the 
same time. It might be well, I suggest, for the Senate to adjourn 
to meet at half past 11 on Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify my motion and move that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at half past 11 on Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the inotion, 
which is now changed so as to move that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it be to meet at half past 11 on Monday next. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion as modified. 

The motion as modified was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, the Senate rescinded its order to ad- 
journ until Monday, March 15, 1897, at 11 o’clock and 30 minutes 
a. m.; when, on motion of Mr. Hoar (at 12 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.), the Senate adjourned sine die. 


NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate March 10, 1897. 
POSTMASTER, 


William R. Jewell, to be postmaster at Danville, in the coun 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois, in the place of William R. Jewell, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 10, 1897. 
POSTMASTER. 


William R. Jewell, to be 
of Vermilion and State of IIli 


tmaster at Danville, in the county 
ois, 
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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 


FIRST SESSION. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 15, 1897. 


‘The first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress commenced this day 
at the Capitol, in the city of Washington, in pursuance of the 
proclamation of the President of the United States of the 6th day 
of March, 1897. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT of the United States (Hon. GARRET A. 
Hoxarrt) called the Senate to order at 12 o'clock meridian, 

PRAYER. 


Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

O Thou in whose hand our breath is, and whose are all our ways, 
as Thy servants are met in the extraordinary session of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress, we come to pray that Thou wilt vouchsafe to the 
members of the Senate and of the House of Representatives, as 
well as to Thy servants so honored with the highest places in the 
nation, the President and Vice-President of the country, all the 

e and blessing which they need for personal comfort and well- 
Ging: and for the discharge of the high duties which are confided, 
tothem. As they are sent by the people and by the States of this 
Republic, stretching through many degrees of latitude and of lon- 
gitude, with manifold and diverse interests, we beseech Thee to 

t unto Thy servants wisdom, largeness of view, kindliness of 
feeling, grasp, patriotic and generous, of the vast interests which 
are intrusted to them. them in health and in strength, in 
brotherly kindness each with the other. O Thou, the Ruler of the 
world, prosper their deliberations and bring them to right conclu- 
sions, so that peace, good peas welfare, may extend throughout 
the land, and we be blessed with the sunshine of God's favor. 

We humbly pray through Jesus Christ, our Saviour. Amen. 

THE PROCLAMATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read the proclama- 
tion of the President of the United States, calling Congress in 
The Secretary (Mr. W. R. Cox) read the proclamation, as fol- 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED'STATES OF AMERICA. 
A proclamation. 
of the ‘United States 


uires the cae ae 
Capitol in thec ity of Washington, on the 15th day of March, 1897, at 12 o'clock 
noon, of which persons who shall at that time be entitled to act as mêm- 
bers thereof are hereby required to take notice. 
Given under my hand and the seal of the United States, at Washin; r 
the ôth day of March, in the year of our Lord 1807, and of the independence 


of the United States one hundred and twenty-first. 
SEAL.) WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
the President: 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
cretary of State, 


SENATOR FROM KANSAS, 


Mr. Harris was escorted to the Vice- President's desk by Mr. 
BAKER, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his:seat in the Senate. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The roll of Senators will be called by 
the Secretary. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

From the State of— 

Alabama—John T. Morgan and Edmund W. Pettus. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry. 

California—George C. Perkins and Stephen M. White. 

Colorado—Edward O. Wolcott. 

Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt, 

Delaware—George Gray and Richard R. Kenney. 

Florida—Samuel ‘Pasco. 

Georgia—Augustus O. Bacon and Alexander S. Clay. 

Idaho—Henry Heitfeld and George L. Shonp. 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom and William E. Mason. 

Indiana—Charles Warren Fairbanks and David Turpie. 

Jowa—W illiam B. Allison and John H. Gear. 

Kansas—Lucien Baker and William A. Harris. 

Kentucky—W illiam Lindsay. 

Louisiana—Donelson Caffery and Samuel Douglas McEnery. 

Maine—William P. Frye. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and George L. Wellington. 

Massachusetts—George F. Hoar and Henry Cabot . 

Michigan Julius C. Burrows and James McMillan. 

Minnesota Cushman K. Davis and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi Edward C. Walthall. 

Missouri—F rancis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 

Montana—Thomas H. Carter and Lee Mantle. 

Nebraska—William V. Allen and John M. Thurston. 

Nevada—William M. Stewart. : 

New Hampshire—William E. Chandler and Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—William J. Sewell and James Smith, jr. 

New York—Edwari Murphy, jr., and Thomas C. Platt. 

North Carolina Marion Butler and Jeter C. Pritchard. 

North Dakota—Henry C. Hansbrough and William N. Roach. 

Ohio—Joseph B. Foraker and Marcus A. Hanna. 

Oregon—George W. McBride. 

Pennsylvania—Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—George P. Wetmore, 

South Carolina—Joseph H. Earle and Benjamin R, Tillman, 

South Dakota—James H. Kyle and R. F. Pettigrew. 

Texas—Roger Q. Mills. 

Utah—Frank J. Cannon and Joseph L. Rawlins. 

Vermont—Justin S. Morrill and Redfield Proctor. 

Virginia—Thomas S. Martin. 

Washington—George Turner and John L. Wilson. 

West Virginia—Stephen B. Elkins and Charles J. Faulkner, 

Wiseonsin—John L. Mitchell and John C. Spooner. 

Wyoming—Olarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Seventy-six Senators have responded 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Harris, Senator-elect from Kansas, is e to their names. A quorum is present. 


ent and ready to take the oath of office. His credentials 
‘been heretofore presented and there are no objections to them. I 
ask that the oath be now administered to him. 


SENATOR FROM OREGON. 
Mr. MCBRIDE. I present the credentials of Henry W. Corbett, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there is no objection, the Senator- | who has been appointed by the governor of Oregon a Senator from 
elect from Kansas will take his place at the Vice- President's desk | that State. 


and be sworn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 
11 
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The Secretary read the credentials, as follows: 
STATE OF OREGON, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
$ Salem, March 6, 1897. 
The governor of the State of Oregon to Henry W. Corbett, of the city of 
Portland ane State of Green: 


Whereas on the 4th day of March, 1897, the seat of the Hon. John H. Mitchell, 
one of the Senators of the United States from the State of Oregon, became 
vacant by reason of the expiration of his term of office; and 

Whereas there has been no session of the legislature of this State at which 
such vacancy could be filled by the election of a Senator to succeed the said 
John H. Mitchell; and 

Whereas itis of vital importance to the interests of the State and nation 
thatsuch vacancy should be filled: Now, therefore, 

Be it known, t, reposing special trust and confidence in the capacity, 
integrity, and fidelity of Henry W. Corbett, a citizen of the city of Portland 
and State of Oregon, I, William P. Lord, governor of the State of Oregon, 0 
in the name and by the authority of said State, by these presents appoint ‘and 
commission him, the said Henry W. Corbett, to be a United States Senator, 
to fill the place made vacant by the yn eve of the term of the said John H. 
Mitchell, and to occupy the same until a successor shall be duly elected. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my name and caused the seal of 
the State to be affixed, at the city of Salem, on this the 6th day of March, 1897. 

WM. P. D, Governor. 

By the goxernor: 

[SEAL] H. R. KINCAID, Secretary of State. 


Mr. McBRIDE. In the absence of objection, I suggest that 
Mr. Corbett be sworn in. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, there are some unusual circum- 
stances surrounding the matter of this appointment, and the 
commission itself requires scrutiny. I move that the credentials 
be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr, HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed, to 
join such committee as may be 1 eer by the House of Representatives, 

wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a 
quorum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is 
any communication he may be pleased to make. 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire that the committee on the part of the Senate 
shall be appointed by the Chair. . 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Hoar 
and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
3 of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed to 

u ess. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian, until otherwise ordered. 


SMITHSONIAN BOARD OF REGENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT e Mr. MORRILL a member 
of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, to fill the 
vacancy caused by the expiration of his term as Senator March 4, 
1897. 


y to receive 


PETITION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of H. Planten & 
Son, of New York City, and of J. J. Broes van Heekeren, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used in the arts and in medic- 
inal and other like compounds; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I ask that an indefinite leave of absence be 
granted to my colleague [Mr. GEORGE], who is absent on account 
of sickness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and an indefinite leave of absence is granted, 


RECESS. 


Mr. ALLISON (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate take a recess until a quarter past 1. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa accept 
the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and name 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate take a recess until 2 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 2 o’clock p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


I move 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


At 2 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m., Mr. WILLIAM J. BROWNING, 
the Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, appeared below 
the bar of the Senate and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Representa- 
tives has assembled; that THOMAS B. REED, a Representative from 
the State of Maine, has been elected Speaker; that ALEXANDER 
McDowELL, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, has been elected 
Clerk, and that the House is ready to proceed to business. 

Also, that a committee of three has been appointed by the 
Speaker on the part of the House of Representatives to join the 
committee 2 8 on the part of the Senate to wait on the Pres- 
ident of the United States and notify him that a quorum of each 
of the two Houses has assembled, and that Congress is ready to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to make, and that 
Mr. Payne of New York, Mr. NoRTHWA of Ohio, and Mr. 
BAILEY of Texas have been appointed such committee on the part 
of the House. 

RECESS, 


Mr. ALLISON (at 2 0’clock and 32 minutes p. m.). Imove that 
the Senate take a recess until 3 o'clock. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 3 o'clock p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Hoar and Mr. COCKRELL, the committee appointed in con- 
junction witha similar committee of the House of Representa- 
tives to wait upon the President of the United States, appeared 
at the bar, and 

Mr. HOAR said: Mr. President, the committee who were ap- 
ponten by the Senate and directed, with such committee as the 

ouse should appoint, to communicate to the President of the 
United States that a quorum is present in each House and that 
the two Houses are ready to receive any communitation he ma; 
see fit to make, have attended to that duty. The President desi 
the committee to extend his cordial greeting to the Senate, and to 
state that he will communicate a message in writing within a 
short time. 

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


At 3 o'clock and 12 minutes p. m., Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of 
the secretaries of the President of the United States, appeared 
below the bar, and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate a message in yeui 

The message was received from the secretary, and handed to the 
Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, which the Sec- 
retary will read. 

The Secretary read the message, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

cin, Bob the necessity which has required me to call you 
together, I feel that your assembling in extraordinary session is 
indispensable because of the condition in which we find the reve- 
nues of the Government. Itis conceded that its current expendi- 
tures are greater than its receipts, and that such a condition has 
existed for now more than three years. With unlimited means at 
our command, we are 8 the remarkable spectacle of 
increasing our public debt by borrowing money to meet the ordi- 
nary outlays incident upon even an economical and prudent ad 
ministration of the Government. An examination of the subject 
discloses this fact in every detail and leads inevitably to the 
conclusion that the condition of the revenue which allows it is 
unjustifiable and should be corrected. 

We find by the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
revenues for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, from all sources 
were $425,868,260.22, and the expenditures for all purposes were 
$415,953,806.56, leaving an excess of receipts over expenditures of 
$9,914,453.66. During that fiscal year $40,570,467.98 were paid 
upon the public debt, which had been reduced since March 1, 1889, 
$259,076,890, and the annual interest charge decreased $11,684,- 
576.60. The receipts of the Government from all sources d 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, amounted to 8461,716,561. 
and its expenditures to $459,374,887.65, showing an excess 
receipts over expenditures of $2,341,674.29, 

Since that time the receipts of no fiscal year, and with but few 
exceptions of no month of any fiscal year, haye exceeded the ex- 
penditures. The receipts of the Government from all sources dur- 
ing the tiscal year ending June 30, 1894, were $372,802,498.29, and 
its expenditures $442,605,758.87, leaving a deficit, the first since 
the 5 of specie payments, of 869, 803, 260.58. Notwith- 
standing there was a decrease of 816,769, 128.78 in the ordin 
expenses of the Government, as compared with the previous fi 
year, its income was still not sufficient to provide for its daily 
necessities, and the gold reserve in the Treasury for the rsa 
tion of greenbacks was drawn upon to meet them, But this did 
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not suffice, and the Government then resorted to loans to replenish 
the reserve. 
In ct tmnt 1894, $50,000,000 in bonds were issued, and in 
fo! 


November following a second issue of $50,000,000 was deemed nec- 
essary. The sum of $117,171,795 was realized by the sale of these 
bonds, but the reserve was steadily decreased until, on February 
8, 1895, a third sale of $62,315,400 in bonds, for $65,116,244, was 
announced to Congress. 

The receipts of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, were $390,373,203.30, and the expenditures $4133, 178,426.48, 
showing a deficit of 842,805, 223.18. A further loan of $100,000,000 
was negotiated by the Government in February, 1896, the sale 
netting $111,166,246, and swelling the aggregate of bonds issued 
within three years to $262,315,400. For the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, the revenues of the Government from all sources 
amounted to $409,475,408.78, while its expenditures were $434,- 

78,654.48, or an excess of expenditures over receipts of $25,203,- 
245.70. In other words, the total receipts for the three fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1896, were insufficient, by $137,811,729.46, 
to meet the total expenditures. 

Nor has this condition sinceimproved. For the first half of the 
present fiscal year the receipts of the Government, exclusive of 
postal revenues, were $157,507,603.76, and its expenditures, exclu- 
sive of postal service, $195,410,000.22, or an excess of expenditures 
over receipts of $37,902,396.46. In January of this year the re- 
ceipts, exclusive of postal revenues, were $24,316,994.05, and the 
expenditures, exclusive of postal service, $30,269,389.29, a deficit 
of $5,952,395.24 for the month. In February of this year the re- 
ceipts, exclusive of postal revenues, were 824, 400,997. 38, and expend- 
itures, exclusive of postal service, $28,796,056.66, a deficit of $4,895,- 
059.28; or a total deficiency of $186,061,580.44 for the three years 
and eight months ending March 1, 1897. Not only are we without 
asurplus inthe Treasury, but, with an increase in the public debt, 
there has been a corresponding increase in the annual interest 
charge from $22,893,883.20 in 1892, the lowest of any year since 
1862, to $34,387,297.60 in 1896, or an increase of $11,493,414.40. 

It may be urged that even if the revenues of the Government 
had been sufficient to meet all its ordinary expenses during the 
past three years, the gold reserve wouldstill have been insufficient 
to meet the demands upon it, and that bonds would necessarily have 
been issued for its repletion. Be this as it may, it is clearly mani- 
fest, without denying or affirming the correctness of such a con- 
clusion, that the debt would have been decreased in at least the 
amount of the deficiency, and business confidence immeasurably 
strengthened throughout the country. 

Congress should promptly correct the existing condition. 
Ample revenues must be supplied not only for the ordinary 
expenses of the Government, but for the prompt payment of lib- 
eral ons and the liquidation of the principal and interest of 
the public debt. In raising revenue, duties should be so levied 
upon foreign products as to preserve the home market, so far as 
possible, to our own producers; to revive and increase manu- 
factures; to relieye and encourage agriculture; to increase our 
domestic and foreign commerce; to aid and develop mining and 
building, and to render to labor in every field of useful occupa- 
tion the liberal wages and adequate rewards to which skill and 
industry are justly entitled. The necessity of the pas of a 
tariff law which shall provide ample revenue need not be further 

The imperative demand of the hour is the prompt enact- 
ment of such a measure, and to this object I earnestly recommend 
that Congress shall make every endeavor. Before other business 
is transacted let us first provide sufficient revenue to faithfully 
administer the Government without the contracting of further 
debt or the continued disturbance of our finances. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 15, 1897. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the message 
will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 16, 
1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpbay, March 15, 1897. 


This being the day fixed in the proclamation of the President 
for the assembling of the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
the Clerk of the last House, Mr. ALEXANDER MCDOWELL, call 
the House to order. 

The Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, Bax. Henry N. COUDEN, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty and most merciful Father, in whose sacred presence 
we dwell and whose gracious spirit has ever moved upon the 
hearts of men to inspire and guide their thoughts, that Thou 
mightest, through Thy wisdom, control the destiny of individuals 


and of nations, we bless Thee for that influence which Thou has 
exercised over us as a people in all the past, and we fervently pray 
for a continuance of the same to all of our future. Teach us and 
make us susceptible. 

Let Thy favor, we beseech Thee, be upon our President, that he 
may be wise in his conceptions, strong in his convictions, and 
in his determination to do the right. And so let Thy favor be 
upon all who are in authority. 

Let Thy blessing especially, we pray Thee, come in all its abun- 
dance 5 the Congress now convened in extraordinary session, 
that each member may be pran by Thy wisdom so that he ma: 

me an instrument in Thy hands for the promotion of great 
good, and thus open the channels of industry everywhere, that 
prosperity may smile upon our people, and every home be blest 
with abundance. 

Keep us in peace with all the world. And to Thee we shall as- 
cribe all praise. In the name of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen, 

The Clerk then read the following proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, convening Congress in extra session: 


BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
A proclamation. 

Whereas public interests require that the Congress of the United States 
should be convened in extra session at 12 o'clock on the 15th day of March, 
1897, to receive such communication as may be made by the Executive: 

Now. therefore, I, William McKinley, President the United States of 
America, do hereby proclaim and declare that an extraordinary on re- 
8 the Congress of the United States to convene in extra session at the 

pitol, in the city of Washington, on the 15th day of March, 1897, at 12 o'clock 
noon, of which all persons who shall at that time be entitled to act as mem- 
bers thereof are hereby required to take notice. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the United States, at Washington, 


the 6th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1897, and of the independence 
of the United States the one hundred and twenty-first. 
SEAL.) McKINLEY. 
y the President: 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary of State. 


The CLERK. The hour having arrived, under the proclamation 
of the President, for the convening of the first session of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress, the roll will called alphabetically by 
States, to determine if a quorum of the members of the House of 
Representatives is present. 

e Clerk will the roll. x 

The roll was called, and the following members answered to 
their names: 


ALABAMA, 
Georges W. Taylor. John H. Bankhead. 
Jesse F. Stallings. Milford W. Howard. 
or D. Clayton. Joseph Wheeler. 
T. S. Plowman. W. Underwood. 
Willis Brewer. 

ARKANSAS. 
Philip D. McCull William L. Terry. 
John S. Little. Hugh A. Dinsmore. 
Thomas C. Mc Stephen Brundidge, jr. 

CALIFORNIA. 

John A. Barham. Eugene F. Loud. 
Marion De Vries. C. A. Barlow. 
Samuel G. Hilborn. C. H. Castle. 
James G. Maguire. 

COLORADO. 
John F. Shafroth. John C. Bell. 

CONNECTICUT. 

E. Stevens Henry. arles A. Russell, 
Nehemiah D. Berry nezer J. Hill. 

DELAWARE. 

Levin Irving Handy. 
FLORIDA. 
Stephen M. Sparkman. Robert W. Davis. 
GEORGIA. 


Rufus E. Lester. John W. Maddox. 


James M. Griggs. 
E ` 


B. Lewis. Farish Carter Tate, 

W. C. Adamson. William H. Fleming. 
midas F. Livi: W. G. Brantley. 
Charles L. Bartlet 
IDAHO. 
James Gunn, 
ILLINOIS. 
James R. Mann. Josoph G. Cannon. 
William Lorimer, Vespasian Warner. 
Hugh R. Belknap. Joseph V. Graff. 
Daniel W. M. Benjamin F, Marsh. 
George E. White. W. H. Hinrichsen. 
Edward D. Cooke. James A. Connolly. 
rge E. Foss. Thomas M. Jett. 
Albert J. Hopkins. Andrew J. Hunter. 
Robert R. Hitt. James R. Campbell. 
George W. Ce. Jehu Baker. 
Walter Reeves. George W. Smith. 
INDIANA. 

James A. Hemenway. Charles L. He: 
Robert W. Miers. Charles B. Lan 
William T. Zenor. E. D. Crum er. 
William S. Holman. George W. Steele. 
George W. Faris. James M. Ro 
Henry U. Johnson. Lemuel W. Ro; 


Jeremiah D. Botkin (at large). 


Case Broderick. W. D. Vincent. 
E E Ries Jercy en 
à e 
Charles — 
KENTUCKY. 
Sohn B. Giady George M De 
o 5 2 - 
John S. Rhea. Samuel J. Pu 
David H. Smith. Thomas Y. ick. 
Walter Evans. David G. Colson. 


LOUISIANA. 


rin 


Samuel M. Robertson. 


Seth L. Milliken. 
Charles A. Boutelle. 


William S. Knox. William G. ering. 
William H. Moody. John Simp! 
William E. Barre 


W Smith. 
Samuel W. Smith. 


James A. Tawney. Loren Fletcher. 
James T. McCleary. Page Morris. 
Joel P. Heatwole. Frank M. Eddy. 
C. Stevens. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

John M. Allen. John S. Williams. 
W V. van. F. Love. 
Thomas C. Catchings. Patrick Henry. 
Andrew F. Fox. 

MISSOURI. 
Robert N. Bodine. Champ Clark. 
Alexander M. Dockery. Richard Bartholdt. 
Charles F. Cochran. Charles F. Joy. 
William S. Cowherd. Charles E. Pearce. 
David A. De Edward Robb. 
James Cooney. Willard D. Vandiver. 
Richard P. B E. 

MONTANA. 

Charles S. Hartman. 

NEBRASKA. 

Jesse B. Strode. William L. Stark. 
id H. Mercer. J. D. Sutherland. 
8 Maxwell. William L. Greene. 
NEVADA. 
Francis G. Newlands. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Cyrus A. Sulloway. Frank G. Clarke. 
NEW JERSEY. 

H C. Loudenslager. James F. S 


tewart. 
Richard Wayne Parker. 
Thomas McEwan, jr. 
Charles Newell Fowler. 


NEW YORK. 
John H. Ketcham. 
Aaron V. S. Cochrane. 
George N. Southwick. 
David F. Wilber. 
Lucius N. Littauer. 
Wallace T. Foote, jr. 
Charles A. Chickering. 
James S. Sherman. 
George W. Ray. 
James J. Belden. 
Sereno E. Payne. 
Charles W. Gillet. 


Toph M. Belford. 
Denis M. Hurley. 
Francis H. Wilson. 
Israel F. Fischer. 
Charles G. Bennett. 
James R. Howe. 
John H. G. Vehs ‘ 
John Murray Mitchell. 
Thomas J. Bradley. 
Amos J. Cummings. 
William Sulzer. 


Richard C. Shannon. James W. Wadsworth. 
Lemuel E. Quigg. Henry C. Brewster. 
Philip B. Low. Rowland B. Mahany. 
William L. Ward. De Alva S. Alexander. 


Warren B. Hooker. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


Benjamin B. Odell, jr. 


Harry 8 r. Charles H. Martin. 

bE rt a White. = ©. 3 
owler. mulus Z. Linney. 

Will Bareak Richmond — 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
Martin N. Johnson, 


William B. Shattuc. John J. Lentz. 
Jacob H. Brom James A. Norton. 
John L. Brenner. Winfield S. Kerr. 

A. Marshall. Henry C. Van Voorhis, 
David Meekison. Lorenzo Danford. 
Seth W. Brown John A. 


Walter L. Weaver. 8 
Archibald Lybrand. Stephen A. Northway. 
James Southard. Clifton B. Beach. 
Lacien J. Fenton. 
Charles H. Grosvenor. 


OREGON. 
‘Thomas H. Tongue. William R. Ellis. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Galusha A. Grow (at J. Marlin E. Olmsted. 
Samuel A. Davenport (at large). James H. 
Henry H. Bi Horace B. Packer. 
Robert Adams, jr 


Daniel Ermentrout. Ernest F. Acheson. 
Marriott Brosius. John U. Sturtevant. 
oe —— Charles = Stone. 

01 je iliams. William le Arnold. 
Chari N. Brumm. 


RHODE ISLAND. ` 


Melville Bull. Adin B. Capron. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
William Elliott. Thomas J. Strait. 
W. Jasper Talbert. John L. McLaurin. 
Asbury C. Latimer. J. William Stokes. 
yarne 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


[At large. ] 

John E. Kelley. Freeman Knowles. 

TENNESSEE. 
Walter P. Brownlow. John Wesley Gaines. 
Henry R. Gibson. Nicholas N. Cox. 
John A. Moon, T. W. Sims. 
Benton McMillin. Rice A. Pierce. 
James D. Richardson. E. W. Carmack, 


Samuel W. T. 


Alston G. Dayton. Warren Miller. 


Henry A. Cooper. 


Edward Sauerhering. Michael Griffin. 
Joseph W. Babcock. Edward S. Minor. 
Theobold Otjen. Alexander Stewart. 
Samuel S. Barney. John J. Jenkins. 
WYOMING. 
John E. Osborne. 
DELEGATES FROM TERRITORIES. 
ARIZONA. 


Marcus A. Smith. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Harvey B. Fergusson. 
OKLAHOMA, 
James Y. Callahan. 


yet been filed with the Clerk. 


ing the Changos that have occurred since the 
members of 
incorporated in the RECORD, 


The CLERK. The Clerk desires to state for the information of 
members-elect that the roll as called is complete with the excep- 
tion of the Tenth district of Iowa, the Fourth district of Tennes- 
see, the Ninth district of Tennessee, the First district of Texas, 
and the State of Utah, credentials from those districts not having 


The Clerk also desires to present, for the information of the 
House and in order to make a permanent record, a statement show- 


regular 
Fifty-fifth Congress; and he asks that the same be 


1897. 
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The statement is as follows: 
List of vacancies since the regular election of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 


District. 


5 e get ® 
J... AEO E, OOB nasao Died Noy. 17, 1826. 


The CLERK. The roll call, being completed, shows the presence 
of 345 members. A quorum of the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress is present. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


The next business in order is the election of Speaker, and nomi- 
nations will now be received. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Clerk, I have the honor to pen for 
the office of Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress the Hon. THOMAS BRACKETT REED, a member-elect 
to this Congress from the State of Maine. [Applause.] 

Mr. RI DSON. Mr. Clerk, I have the honor to place in 
nomination for Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress the Hon. Josera W. BAILEY, a Representa- 
tive-elect from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of 
Texas. [Applause.] 

Mr. SI ON of Kansas. Mr. Clerk, I have the honor of plac- 
ing in nomination for Speaker of the House of Representatives of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress the Hon. Johx C. BELL, of Colorado, a 
member-elect to this House, 

The CLERK. If there are no other nominations, the roll will 
now be called. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Clerk, I desire to submit a parliamentary 
inquiry. Iamamember duly elected from the State of Tennes- 
see to Con My certificate of election was forwarded, but 

t mislaid before it was deposited with the Clerk. My name, as 

am informed, is not on the roll as now made up. 

The CLERK. That is correct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wanted to ask the House, at the proper 
time, to permit my name to be placed on the roll, so that I may be 
sworn in with the other members. 

But the parliamentary inquiry I desired to make is, whether 
this is the proper time for me to make that request, in order that 
I may cast my vote in this election for Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and the other officers? 

he CLERK. It will not be in order to make that request until 
after the election of a eee 

Mr. HENDERSON, . Clerk, I desire to give notice that the 
same condition exists with to the Tenth district of the 
State of Iowa. My colleague, Mr. DOLLIVER, was duly elected, 
and I shall at sad proper time make the same request. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Clerk, I think it competent to ask 
unanimous consent that both these gentlemen be sworn in now. 

Mr. COX. I desire to state, Mr. Clerk, that the same application 
will be made in behalf of my colleague, Mr. Rick A. JE, of 
the Ninth district of the State of Tennessee. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will appoint Mr. LoupENSLAGER, of 
New Jersey; Mr. HARTMAN, of Montana; Mr. RICHARDSON, of Ten- 
nessee, and Mr. Smorpson of Kansas to act as tellers to canvass 
the vote on the election of S gei? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, Clerk, I wish to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Would it not be in order to ask unanimous 
consent of the House to place the names of members who have 
been duly elected on the roll, but whose certificates have not been 
received? 

The CLERK. It would not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Would it be in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the privilege of voting on this election? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not think the House, under 
the present conditions, could give unanimous consent. 

The CLERK. It could not. 

5 McMILLIN. I so thought myself, but wished to test the 
matter. e 

The CLERK. The rol will now be called, and members, as 
their names are reached on the call, will indicate the candidate 
of their choice. 

The tellers having taken their places, the House proceeded to 
vote viva voce for Speaker. 

The following is the vote in detail: 


For Thomas B. Reed of Maine—200. 


Barrows, Boutelle, 
Bartholdt, 


2 4 Brewster, Pine 
exander, Beach, erick, 

old, Belden Bromwe Chickering 
Babcock. Belford, Brosius, My Clark, Iowa 
Baker, Ma. Belknap, Brown. Clarke, N. H. 
Barber, Bennett, Brownlow, Cochrane, N. Y. 
Barham, Bin Brumm, Codding, 
Barney, Bishop, Bull, — 
Barre Booze, Burton, Conn 


Hawley. McIntire, Sherman, 
Heatwo Mahany, ae ONE Mass. 
, Wis. Hemenway, Mahon, Smith, S. W. 
Cor! enderson, Mann, Smith, Wm.Alden 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Marsh, Snover, 
Henry, Ind. Mercer, 
Crumpacker, —— Mesick, Southwi 
owa Hicks, Miler, ‘palding, 
Kans. Hil Mil een 
* Hill. Mills. prague, 
Danford, Hitt, Minor, z 
Davenport, Hooker, Linney, Stevens, 
Baridona Hopkins, Moody, Stewart, N. J. 
avison, Ky. owe. Morris, Stewart, Wis. 
Dayton, Howell, Muda, Stone, ©. W. 
X ull, Northway, Stone, W. A. 
Dorr, Hurley, Odell, S e, Nebr. 
Dovener, Jenkins, Olmsted, Sturtevant, 
Eddy, Johnson, Ind Otjen, Sulloway, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Overstreet, Tawney, 
E Joy, Packer, Pa. Tayler, Ohio 
Faris, Kerr, Parker, N.J. Tongue, 
Fenton, atok, Payne, * apee is, 
er, irkpa an Voor! 
Fletcher, Knox, Pearson, Wadsworth, 
Foote, Kulp, Perkins, Walker, Mass, 
Lacey, Pitney, Walker, Va. 
Fowler, N.J. Lan Powers, W. 2 
Gardner, Mitch Prince, Ward, 
Gibson, Littauer, Pugh, Warner, 
Gillet. N. V. Lorimer, be À Weaver, 
Graz Loudenslage —. Wi Til. 
raff. uden: r; ves, te, 
Griffin, Lovering, Robbins, White, N. C. 
F Hansel ihata Pa; 
rout, ra: usse i 
Grow, McCall, — —.— N. T. 
Hager, A non, t, 
Hamilton, McDonald, Shattuc, Y 
Harmer, McEwan, Shelden, Young, Pa. 
For Joseph W. Bailey of Texas—114. 
Al Cranford, Lanham, ‘Robertson, La. 
Allen, Cummings. Latimer, Ro Ind. 
Baird, Davey, Lentz, Sayers, 
Baker, III. Davis, Lester, Settle, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Lewis, Ga. Sims, 
e G Little, Slayd 
Benner, De Vries, Livingston, Smith, D. H. 
Benton, Dinsmore, Love, Sparkman, 
perry. c Stallings, 
Blan Elliott, McCulloch, Stephens, Tex. 
Bodine, McDowell, Stokes, 
Bradley, Ermentrout, McLaurin, Strait, 

tley, Fitzgerald, McRae, Sullivan, 

8 Ohio btn trick, Maddox, e 
ewer, eming, Magui: wanson, 
Brow i Fox, Marshall, Talbert, 
Brucker, ‘Gaines, Meekison, te, 
Brun Griggs, Meyer, La. Taylor, Ala. 
Burke, Handy, ers, Ind. rry, 
p Hay, oon, Underwood, 
8 Henry, eng N Vandiver, 

y: Henry, Tex. ‘ehsiage, 
Clark, Mo. Hinrichsen, Osborne, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clayton, Holman, Otey, Wheeler, K 

‘hran, Howard, Ga. Plowman, Williams, 

y, Hunter, Rhea, Ky. Young, Va. 
Gooner, Tot. 23 a Zenor. 

iowher chin, ey, 
Cox, Lamb, Robb, 

For John C. Bell of Colorado—£81. 
Barlow, Howard, Ala. Peters, Strowd, N. d. 
Botkin, Kelley, Ridgely, Sutherland, 
Castle, Knowles. Shuford, Vincent. 
Fowler, N. O. McCormick, Simpson, 
Greene, Martin, mer, 
Gunn, Maxwell, Stark, 
For Francis G. Newlands of Nevada—t1, 
Hartman. . 


At the conclusion of the roll call, 

The Clerk said: The tellers agree in their tally. The total num- 
ber of votes cast is 336. of which Hon. THOMAS B. REED has 
received 200 votes, Hon. Josera W. BAILEY 114 votes, Hon. JOHN 
C. BELL 21 votes, and Hon. Francis G. NEwLANDs 1 vote. Hon. 
Tuomas B. REED, a Representative-elect from the State of Maine, 
having received a majority of all the votes cast, is duly elected 
Speaker of the House of Representatives for the Fifty-fifth Con- 

eee Mr. Grosvenor of Ohio, Mr. BAILEY of 
Taria, Mr. BELL of Colorado, and Mr. NEWLANDS of Nevada will 
please conduct the Speaker-elect to the chair. 
ADDRESS OF THE SPEAKER, 


The Speaker-elect, who on being conducted to the chair was 
greeted with loud applause, said: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, it has been the 
custom for more than a century for Speakers-elect to so fully ex- 
press their gratitude and their sense of honor conferred thatthe lan- 
gasy by which thanks are conveyed has been long ago exhausted. 

ill you on me if I confess that on all the occasions when I 
have stood here, I haye been moreimpressed by the sense of respon- 
sibility than cheered by the sentiment of thankfulness? 

Yet Lappreciate—no man more—the high honor of your vote 
and the confidence which has dictated it. But high as the honor 
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is, it will surely fade unless your favor N I can not, 


having had experience, expect to please all of you always; but I 
do hope, with your kind assistance and your kinder forbearance, 
to administer justice to each member and to both sides of the 
Chamber, under the rules established by the House of Representa- 
tives, without fear, favor, or the hope of reward. [Applause.] 

Jam now ready to take the oath of office. 

Mr. HARMER of Pennsylvania, having been designated by the 
983 administered to the Speaker-elect the oath prescribed by 

W. ; 

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER. The oath of office will now be administered 
to members, who will be called in the order of their States. 

The members presented themselves as their names were called, 
by States, and took respectively the oath of office provided by law. 

Mr. HENDERSON (when the names of the members-elect from 
the State of Iowa were about to be called) said: Mr. Speaker, as 
Iowa is about to be called, I wish to say that my colleague, Mr. 
DOLLIVER, who was elected by 10,000 majority, and in regard to 
whose seat there is no contest, has not received his certificate. It 
is now on the way and will be filed to-morrow. I ask unanimous 
consent that Mr. DoLLIVER be sworn in with the other members 
of the Iowa delegation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House is not nowin con- 
dition to give unanimous consent, : 

Mr. ERSON. I think this has been done heretofore 
under similar circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the oath of office 
should be first taken. by members-elect before any request of that 
kind is submitted. When members have been sworn in, the House 
will be in condition to do its work. 

The oath of office having been administered to the members- 
elect, the roll of Delegates was called; and as the Delegates came 
forward — 76 took the oath of office required by law. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I renew my request for unanimous con- 
sent that Hon. JONATHAN P. DOLLIVER, member-elect from the 
Tenth district of Iowa, whose credentials have not yet arrived, 
may be now sworn in. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to couple with the proposition of the 

ntleman from Iowa . HENDERSON] a nest that Hon. 
ERTE H. BALL, member-elect from the First district of Texas, 
may also be permitted now to take theoath. His credentials have 
not yet arrived, but his majority was in the thousands; there is 
no contest b pending nor any proposed. 

Mr. CO. I make a similar request in behalf of Hon. RICE A. 
PIERCE, member-elect from the Ninth district of Tennessee, and 
Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN, member-elect from the Fourth district 
of the same State. In neither of these cases is there any contest 
or the possibility of a contest. The certificates of election have 
been delayed by accident. 

There being no objection, Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. BALL, Mr. PIERCE, 
and Mr. MCMILLIN presented themselves and were duly qualified 
by taking the oath of office prescribed by law. 


ELECTION OF CLERK AND OTHER OFFICERS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of complet- 
ing tlie organization of the House, I offer for immediate adoption 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Alexander McDowell, of the State of Pennsylvania, be, and 
he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives; 

That Benjamin F. Russell, of the State of isso uri. be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives; 

That W. foe eg be, and he is hereby, 
ves; 

. McElroy, of the State of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, chosen 

Representatives; and 

That Henry N. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Asa substitute for the resolution just 
read, I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That James Kerr, of the State of Pennsylvania, be, and is 
hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fifth Con- 


85; 
That He H. Mohler, of the State of Illinois, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fifth Congress; 
That George M. Cruickshank, of the State of Alabama, be, and is hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives of the -fifth Con- 


E" That T. B. Stackhouse, of the State of South Carolina, be, and is hereby, 
chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-fifth Con- 


gress; : 5 
F: 5 i 
cht Rayan rath Delay te State ot Tara on hee 

Mr. BELL. I ask unanimous consent to offer as a substitute 
the resolution which I send to the desk, that it may be pending 
to be voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] 
asks to present a resolution, which will be read, as a substitute 
for the resolution last read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following named persons be chosen as officers of 
age of Reprewentaives fy tha Pty ditb ee , Seeta 

‘or Clerk o e House, J. A. rton, o eb a; for Sergeant-a 

Arms, Hon. J. F. Gilbert, of California: for Doorkeeper, O. W. 4 5 of 
Idaho; for Postmaster, Hon. W. E. Fountain, of North Carolina; for Chap- 
lain, Rev. Alexander Kent, of Washington, D. C. 

There being no objection, the resolution proposed by Mr. BELE 
was regarded as pending; and the vote being taken thereon, it 


officers-elect. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. S er, I desire to offer the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
offers a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the 
United States that the House of Representatives has elected Tous B. 
REED, a Representative from the State of Maine, Speaker, and Alexander 


McDowell, a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, Clerk of the House of Re 
resentatives of the Fifty- fifth Congress. Ki 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two Senators be appointed, to 

oin such committee as may be a inted by the House of Representatives, 

wait upon the President of the United States and inform that a quo- 
rum of each House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication he may be pleased to make. 

And that, in compliance with the foregoing, the Vice-President 
n Spponiter as said committee Mr. HOAR and Mr. COCKRELL. 

0: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a 
quorum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed 


business. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That a . be sent to the Senate to inform that body that a 
uorum of the House of Representatives has assembled; that THOMAS B. 
EED, a Representative from the State of Maine, has been elected Speaker; 


that Alexander McDowell, a citizen of the State of Pennsylyania, has 
elected Clerk, and that the House is ready for business. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer, for immediate 
consideration, the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
offers a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speak 
part of the House of Representatives, to join the comm: —.— — Sakon the 

t of the Senate, to wait on the President of the United States and no 

im that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled, and that Congress 

ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
RULES. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask for its immediate consideration 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DERSON]. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That until further notice the rules of the House of Representa 
tives of the -fourth Con; 

. the Fifty- th Guan . House + 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend, so that the 
resolution will read 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON. For what purpose does my colleague [Mr. 
HEPBURN] desire recognition? 

Mr. BURN. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolu- 
tion. Am I to be 8 to offer the amendment that I desire? 

Mr. HENDERSON, I will yield to hear the gentleman's state- 
ment, but not for any other purpose, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to amend the resolution so that it 
will read that the rules of the Fifty-fourth Congress be adopted 
as the rules governing the House of Representatives of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress for thirty days from this date. 


Mr. DERSON, I ask for a vote on my resolution, Mr, 
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Speaker. The probability is that the rules will be reported before 


the time suggested by my colleague. 4 : 

Mr. MCEWAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCEWAN. At this stage of the proceedings, when we 
have no rules, has not the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
g right to offer any amendment, under general parliamentary 

Ww? 

The SPEAKER. He hasa mene to offer any amendment, but 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is recognized to con- 
trol the question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I ask for the previous question, Mr. 
Speaker, and will say to my colleague [Mr. HEPBURN] that the 
rules will probably be reported long before the thirty days expire, 
but it is unusual to puta limitation of that kind in this resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We were unable to hear the gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, This is the usual course. I have no doubt 
that the committee which will have charge of the matter will re- 
pay before thirty days, and therefore this limitation is not needed. 
ee s usual resolution, and I hope the previous question will 

adopted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That answers in what we should like to 
hear from the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. and that 
is, whether it is the purpose of the committee—I infer that it is, 
but I think we might as well understand it—to report a code of 
zua and let there be an opportunity for the House to vote upon 


em 
Mr. HENDERSON. I think there is no doubt but that will be 
‘done. That has always been our Lh apa and that the House 
will have the fullest opportunity, I will say to „5 to 
offer amendments to the rules that will be presented. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. S. era 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
asks for the previous question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to raise a point of order. My amend- 
ment must be in order, in the absence of rules. There is no pre- 
vious- question without a rule, and there is no rule here which 
gives to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] the right to 
make that motion. His motion is to adopt rules, which is a con- 
cession that there are none. Therefore I insist upon my right to 
make this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 

q 


uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON] was recognized by the Chair, as I understand it. 
While we have no rules, no man is on the floor until recognized 
by the S er. Therefore 

Mr. H ERSON. The only question pending is the demand 
for the ea question. 
K The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous ques- 

on. 

The question being taken, Mr. HEPBURN and others demanded 
a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 158, noes 158. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JENKINS. Let us have tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 182, nays 154, not 
voting 18; as follows: 


YEAS—182. 
Acheson, Cannon, E. Hurley, 
Adams. Capron, Fowler, N. J. Jenkins, 
Alexander, ckering, Gardner, Johnson, Ind. 
Arnold, Clark, Iowa ibson Johnson, N. 
Clarke, N. H. Gillet, N. Y. oy. 

Baker, Md. Cochrane. N. Y. Gillett, Mass. err, 
Barber, S Graff, e 
Barham, Connell, Griffin, Kirkpatrick, 
Barney, Cooke, Grosvenor, Knox, 

rrows, Cousins, Grout, ulp, 
Bartholdt, Crump, Grow, Cey, 

ach, Crumpacker, Hager, i 
Belden, Curtis, Iowa Linney, 
Belford, Curtis, Kans. Harmer, Littauer, 
Belknap, Dalzell, Hawley. Lorimer, 
Sanam 8 ee Heatwole, o 

ingham, venport. emenway, uderislager, 
hop, Davidson, Wis. —— — Lovering, ‘d 
Ze. Davison, Ky. Henry, Conn. W, 

Boutelle, Dayton, Henry, Ind Lybrand, 
Brewster, Dingley, Hicks, 
Broderick, Dolliver, Hilborn, 2 
Bromwell, Dorr, Hill, McDonald, 
Brosius, Dovyener, Hitt, McIntire, 
Brown, lis, Hooker, Mahon, 
.Brownlow, Evans, Hopkins, n, 
Bull; Faris, Howe. Marsh, 
Burton, Fischer, Howell, Meekison, 
Butler, Foote,- ercer, 


Mesi Pearson, Smith, G. W. Tongue, 
Miller, Perkins, Snover, Üpdeg x 
Milliken, Pitney, Southard Van Voorhis, 
Mills, Powers, Southwick, Wanger, 
Mitchell, ince, palding, Ward, 
Moody, għ, perry, Warner, 
Morris, Ray, N. Y. Sprague, Weaver, 
Mudd, y Steele, Weymouth, 
Northway, Robbins, Stevens, Minn. White, N. C. 
Odell, Royse, tewart, N. J. Wilber, 
Olmsted, Russell, Stewart, Wis. Williams, Pa, 
Otjen, Sauerhering, Stone, C. W. Wilson, N. X. 
Overstreet, 8 on, Stone, W. A. right, 
Packer, Pa. Shaft tue, Strode, Nebr. Yost, 
Parker, N. J. Shelden, 8 vant, Young, Pa. 
Payne, Sherman, Tawney, 
Pearce, Mo. Simpkins, Mass. Tayler, Ohio 
NAYS—154. 
Ad Cranford, Lentz, Robinson, Ind. 
Allen, Lester, ps dr 
Bailey, Davey, Lewis, Ga. Settle, 
Baird, Davis, Little, Shuford, 
Baker, III. De Armond, Livingston, Simpson, Kans, 
Bali, De Graffenried, ve, Sims, 
Bankhead, De Vries, McCormick, Skinner, 
Barlow, Dinsmore, cClellan, Slayde 
Bartlett, Dockery, McCulloch, Smith, D, H. 
Bell, Eddy McDowell, Smith, Wm. 
Benner, Pa. Elliott, McEwan, Spar 90 
Benton, pes. Laurin, 85 
Berrx. Ermentront, McMillin, Stark, 
Bland. Fitzgerald, McRae, Stephens, Tex. 
Bodine, Fitzpatrick, Maddox, tokes. 
Botkin, Fleming, Strait, 
Bradley, Fowler, N. C. Mahany. Strowd, N.C. 
Brantley, Gaines, Sullivan, 
Brenner, Ohio Greene, Martin. Sulloway, 
rors d. G TA. Sutherland, 
roussar unn, eyer, u 

Brucker, Handy, Miers, Ind. Swanson, 
Brumm, Har Minor, Talbert, 
Brundidge, Hay, Moon, Tate, 
Burke, Henry, Miss. Newlands, Taylor, Ala. 

Henry, Tex. Norton, perry. 
Castle, Hepburn, Ogden, Todd, 
Catchings, Hinrichsen, Osborne, Underwood, 
Clardy. Holman, Otey, Vandiver, 
Clark, Mo. Howard, Ala. Peters, Ve 5 
e Howard, Ga. Pierce, Tenn. Vincent, 

‘an, Mo. Hunter, Plowman, Walker, 
Colson, Jett, Quigg, Walker, Va. 
Connolly, Jones, Wash. hea, Ky Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooney, tch Ric! Wheeler, Ky. 
Cooper, Tex. Knowles, Ridgely, Mise, 
Cooper, Lamb, Rixey, or. 

Cowh Lanham, Robb, 
Cox, Latimer, Robertson, La. 

NOT VOTING—18. = 
Barre Fox, Lewis, Wash. White, II. 
Campbell, Jones, Va. McAleer, Wilson, S. C. 
Corl elley, Shafroth, Young, Va. 
Fenton, g, Smith, S. W. 
Fletcher, Kleberg, Wadsworth, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER (during the roll call). The Chair desires to 
interrupt the roll call to announce the appointment, as the com- 
mittee on the part of the House to wait on the President, of Mr. 
Payne of New York, Mr. NortHway of Ohio, and Mr. BAILEY 
of Texas. 

RULES. 


Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his 
name was called and listening and failed to hear it? 

Mr. LESTER, I donot think we have any rules now, have we? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 

The name of Mr. LESTER was called, and he voted “nay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
Bo eet on the 5 side.] 

he SPEAKER. e previous question having been ordered, 
the question now is on agreeing to the resolution. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. A parliamentary inquiry. I suppose there 
are twenty minutes for debate on this proposition? 

8 ask HENDERSON. Not until the rules are adopted, Mr. 
penker. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. PBURN. If there is a rule, Mr. Speaker, for the pre- 
vious question. then it seems to meif part of that ruleis to be 
adopted we will got twenty minutes for debate upon a side. 

The SPEAKER. But there are rules and rules. 1 

There was a rule for the previous question in the Fifty-second, 
Fifty-third, and Fifty-fourth Congresses, and also a rule for the 
porion question in general parliamentary law. In the Houss of 

epresentatives heretofore the rule has allowed twenty minutes 
for debate, but that is not the rule under which we are now act- 
ing; and, perhaps the Chair ought to observe, there has been debate 
enough to cut off that twenty minutes before the previous ques- 
tion was ordered. 
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to the resolution. 
en; and the Speaker announced that the 


Mr. HEPBURN. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 157; noes 133. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
HOUR OF MEETING, 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
. ͤ ͤ 6b. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
. DRAWING SEATS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Ipresent the following resolution. 
The Olerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House do now to draw seats for Members and 
Delegates of the present Co! 


ngress, in pursuance of Rule XXXII of the last 
House, and when namesof members absent from the city on account of sick- 
ness are called, that seats be selected for them by their colleagues. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. CANNON. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I want to ask, Mr. Speaker, if it is under- 
stood that the minority side of the House shall have the right to 
occupy this tier of seats on the main aisle. I want to ask in behalf 
of the minority that they be allowed to occupy seats on the main 
aisle, and from there to my left. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I would suggest to my colleague and to the 
House that it is a matter of right, without having to be under- 
stood. Each member has the right to go in any of that territory 
if he chooses, without the House itself makes a contrary order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Just one word more. Of course there is 
no rule which fixes the location of a member when his name is 
called. We understand that; but we prefer, if we can. that this 
matter be arranged in advance, as has always been done in previ- 
ous Congresses. It is somewhat more convenient for members of 
the same to have seats together. I suggest that, in accord- 
ance with the long established and unbroken custom, we have an 

eement now, by common consent, that the minority of the 
ouse be accorded the seats on this side extending to the main 
aisle. Let me add that this is in strict harmony with what was 
done in the Fifty-third Congress. In the Fifty-second Congress, 
when the Democratic side of the House greatly preponderated 
over the Republican side, there being only about 85 or 90 Repub- 
licans in that Congress, the seats of the Democrats did go to the 
first aisle on the Republican side; but the Chair and other gentle- 
men will remember, and the RECORD shows, that in the Fifty-third 
Congress, when the Republicans had increased their number so 
that the present occupant of the chair received 121 votes for the 
office of $ er—just about the number of Democrats now upon 
this floor—the majority side then acceded to the suggestion of the 
resent occupant of the Chair, and the Republicans were allowed 
125 select these seats extending to the main aisle. 

Now, inasmuch as the minority members of this House are con- 
siderably ter in number than the minority in the Fifty-third 
Congress, i hope there will be no objection to the request which I 
make. Ican turn to the RECORD, if it be necessary, and have 
read the remarks then made by the present occupant of the chair, 
who insisted on behalf of the minority in the Fifty-third Congress, 
consisting of 121 members, that they should have seats extending 
to the main aisle, and the Democratic party, then in the majority, 
at once accorded them that privilege, and they did occupy these 
seats. I hope, therefore, that the same courtesy will now be ex- 
tended to the minority on this side, inasmuch as it is considerably 
more numerous than the minority in the Fifty-third Congress, 
there being one hundred and twenty and odd Democrats and some 
terenty-oad additional members of the House in opposition to the 
majority party, making a total minority of about 150 members, 
which, as gentlemen will see, is considerably larger than the Re- 
publican minority in the Fifty-third Congress. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. As I understand it, the proposition which 
the gentleman makes inyolves this: That no Republican members 
are to acquire seats on the left hand of the main aisle in the first 
block 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Until the other seats are taken. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then it is not proposed to exclude them 
absolutely from the first block of seats to the left of the aisle? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes; it is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I misunderstood the gentleman's ques- 
tion; that would be the effect of my s tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the House 
for 2 moment. There are 179 seats west of the main aisle. If 
Republican members, as their names are called, will occupy all 


The question is on 
The question was 
ayes seemed to have it. 


the seats upon this side of the aisle, there will still be 24 Repub- 
licans without seats. In the 1 there are, I believe, 121 
Democrats, and some 31 Populists, ionists, Silverites, etc, 
(Laughter. 

Mr. S. ON of Kansas. If the gentleman will allow me, 
there are 21 Populists, without the Silverites. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, if the Populists and the Fusionists and 
the other gentlemen come on this side of the aisle to take seats, 
then some Republicans will have to find seats on the other side. 
Now, I apprehend that every member has the legal right, when his 
name is called, to take any seat that is vacant, but I suppose that, 
following s peep cb the Republicans will occupy the seats upon 
this side of the aisle, and the 24 Republicans who can not find seats 
here will take seats in the two blocks over there in what is some- 
times known as the Cherokee Strip.” [Laughter.] There are 
64 seats over there, and the Republicans who are left, will, I sup- 
Pigg following precedent, find the best seats they can cay those 

That seems to be the way the matter has been settled hereto- 
fore, but I do not see that we can adopt any resolution about it, 
and now, with that statement, if there is nothing further to be 
said, I shall be glad to have a vote. 

The resolution of Mr. CANNON was adopted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a request con- 
cerning seats. My request is that before the drawing commences 
the ex-Speaker of the House, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. GRow, be permitted to select his seat upon the Republican 
side, and that the only member on this side who has served over 
fourteen terms shall be permitted to select a seat on this side of 
the House. This privilege has been granted on previous occa- 
sions, and I trust there will be no 8 to it now. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. , I think the request 
ought to include my colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER, 
who also has served more than fourteen terms. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I shall not object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], 

Mr. CANNON. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER, The proposition is that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. 
HOLMAN, be allowed to select seats in advance of the drawing. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And I suggest that the same priv- 
ilege be granted to my colleaguefrom Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is suggested that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER, be accorded the same privi- 
lege, and I am entirely agreeable to that. 

A MEMBER, And the gentleman from Missouri, Mr, BLAND. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if we are i, Eo that kind of 
business, I suggest that the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the last Congress, and some other gentleman who 
sec A selected on the Democratic side, be accorded the same 
privilege. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should be entirely willing to include the 
gentleman without asking the privilege for any additional member 
on this side. 3 

TheSPEAKER. What is the proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I submitted iby ay the p: tion that 
the e from Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow, who, as an ex- 
Speaker of the House, should, in accordance with custom, be 
awarded the courtesy now proposed, and also the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. HoLMAN, who now enters on his sixteenth term, be 
permitted to select their seats in advance of the drawing. Then 
there was a proposition that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. HARMER, the next oldest member in service on the other 
side of the House, should be permitted to select his seat. Then it 
was further suggested that the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
BLAND, who is the next oldest in service on our side, should have 
the same privilege. Thereupon the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
CANNON, suggested that an amendment be made which would 
include him 

Several MENBERS. Oh, no; that was not the proposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection whatever to including 
the gentleman from Illinois; but when it comes to this matter of 
determining seniority, it happens that I would be the next oldest 
in service on this side, though I am not yet old. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly not. 

TheSPEAKER. The proposition which the Chair will submit 
is that of the gentleman from Tennessee, unless he modifies it, 
Is there unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, Mr. Grow, and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, 
be allowed to select their seats in advance of the drawing? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Pending that uest, Í ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee to add to his proposition a similar re- 
quest in behalf of my colleague, Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The 8 from Pennsylvania 2 
WILLIAM A. STONE] can make that request su uently. I 
this proposition ought to be submi without that addition. 


ee PALA A STONE. Why not let this go in with the 
Other? 
objection to the proposition of the 


The SPEAKER. Is there 
gentleman from Tennessee? - 
I do not want to object to the 


House, and is enti as such to 


wing. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order! J 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will now take their places in the 
rear of the ain ape the drawing of seats will proceed in accord- 
ance with the rule. 


REPORT OF NOTIFYING COMMITTEE. 


During the drawing of seats, j 

Mr. PAYNE (who appeared at the bar of the House in company 
with Mr. NoRTHWAY and Mr. BarLey) said: Mr. Speaker, the 
committee appointed by the House to join a similar committee on 
the part of the Senate for the P of waiting upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States an E him that a quorum of 
the two Houses has assembled and is ready to receive any com- 
munications he may be pleased to make has performed that duty, 
and desires to report that the President sends to Congress his kind- 
est greetings, and says that he will communicate immediately in 
writing. 

The Seaview for seats was resumed and concluded, 


SPECIAL MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT. 


The following message from the President of the United States, 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, was read: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Regretting the necessity which has required me to call you 
er, I feel that your assembling in extraordinary session is 
indispensable because of the condition in which we find the rev- 
enues of the Government. It is conceded that its current expendi- 
tures are greater than its receipts, and that such a condition has 
existed for now more than three years. With unlimited means at 
our command, we are prenting the remarkable spectacle of 
e our public debt by borrowing money to meet the ordi- 
nary outlays incident upon even an economical and prudent 
administration of the Government. An examination of the subject 
discloses this fact in every detail and leads inevitably to the con- 
clusion that the condition of the revenue which allows it is unjusti- 
fiable and should be corrected. 

We find by the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the revenues for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1892, from all 
sources were $425,868,260.22, and the expenditures for all purposes 
were $415,953,506.56, leaving an excess of receipts over ndi- 
tures of $9,914,453.66. During that fiscal year $40,570,467.98 were 
paid upon the public debt, which had been reduced since March 1, 
1889, $259,076,890, and the annual interest charge decreased $11,- 
684,576.60. The receipts of the Government from all sources dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, amounted to $461,716,- 
561.94, and its expenditures to $459,374,887.65, showing an excess 
of receipts over expenditures of 82,341, 674.29. 

Since that time the receipts of no fiscal year, and, with but few 
2 of no month of any fiscal year, have exceeded the ex- 
pen itures. The receipts of the Government from all sources 

uring the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, were $372,802,498.29, 
and its expenditures $442,605,758.87, leaving a deficit, the first since 
the resumption of specie payments, of 869, 803, 260.58. Notwith- 
standing there was a decrease of $16,769,128.78 in the e Hae 
penses of the Government, as at ee with the previous 
year, its income was still not s ent to provide for its daily ne- 
cessities, and the gold reserve in the Treasury for the redemption 
of greenbacks was drawn upon to meet them. But this did not 
ce, and the Government then resorted to loans to replenish 
the reserve. 

In February, 1894, $50,000,000 in bonds were issued, and in No- 
vember following a second issue of $50,000,000 was deemed neces- 
sary. The sum of $117,171,795 was realized by the sale of these 
bonds, but the reserve was steadily decreased until, on February 
8, 1895, a third sale of $62,315,400 in bonds, for $65,116,244, was 
announced to è 

The receipts of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895, were $390,378,203.30, and the expenditures $433,178,426.48, 
showing a deficit of $42,805,223.18. A further loan of $100,000,000 
was negotiated by the Government in February, 1896, the sale 
netting $111,165,246, and swelling the aggregate of bonds issued 
within three years to $262,315,400. For the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1896, therevenues of the Government from all sources amounted 
to 8109, 475,408.78. while its expenditures were $434,678,654.48, or 
an excess of expenditures over receipts of $25,203,245.70.. In other 


words, the total receipts for the three fiscal years ending June 30, 

1 were insufficient by 8137,811, 729.40 to meet the total expend- 
res. 

Nor has this condition since improved. For the first half of the 


present fiscal year the Sa a4 of the Government, exclusive of 
postal revenues, were $157,507,603.76, and its expenditures, ex- 
clusive of postal service, $195,410,000.22, or an excess of expendi- 
tures over receipts of $37,902,396.46. In January of this year the 
receipts, exclusive of postal revenues, were $24,316,994.05, and 
the e ditures, exclusive of postal service, $30,269,389.29, a defi- 
cit of §5,952,395.24 for the month. In February of this year the 
receipts exclusive of postal revenues, were $24,400,997.38, and ex- 
penditures, exclusive of postal service, $28,796.056.66, a deficit of 
$4,395,059.28; or a total deficiency of $186,061,580.44 for the three 
years and eight months ending March 1, 1897. Not only are we 
without a surplus in the Treasury, but, with an increase in the 
public debt, there has been a corresponding increase in the annual 
interest charge from $22,893,883.20 in 1892, the lowest of any year 
since 1862, to $34,387,297.60 in 1896, or an increase of $11,493,414.40, 

It may be urged that even if the revenues of the Government had 
been sufficient to meet all its ordinary expenses during the past 
three years, the gold reserve would still have been insufficient to 
meet the demands upon it, and that bonds would necessarily have 
been issued for its repletion. Be this as it may, it is clearly mani- 
fest, without denying or affirming the correctness of such a con- 
clusion, that the debt would have been decreased in at least the 
amount of the deficiency, and business confidence immeasurably 
strengthened throughout the country. 

Congress should promptly correct theexistingcondition. Ample 
revenues must be supplied not only for the ordinary expenses of 
the Government, but for the prompt Dy dies of liberal ions 
and the liquidation of the principal and interest of the public debt. 
In raising revenue, duties should be so leyied upon foreign prod- 
ucts as to preserve the home market, so far as possible, to our own 
producers; to revive and increase manufactures; to relieve and 
encourage agriculture; to increase our domestic and foreign com- 
merce; to aid and develop mining and bnilding, and to render to 
labor in 3 of useful occupation the liberal wages and ade- 

mate rewards to which skill and industry are justly entitled. 
e necessity of the passage of a tariff law which shall provide 
ample revenue need not be further urged.. Theimperativedemand 
of the hour is the prompt enactment of such a measure, and to 
this object I earnestly recommend that Congress shall make every 
endeavor. Before other business is transacted let us first provide 
sufficient revenue to faithfully administer the Government with- 
out the contracting of further debt or the continued disturbance 


of our finances. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 15, 1897. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the evap -p just 
read be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, when ap- 
pointed, and be ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF BILL, z 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to present a bill to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States applause]; and I move the reference of the same to the 
Commi on Ways and Means, when appointed. 

The bill (H. R. 27) was read a first and second time, and, on 
motion of Mr. DINGLEY, ordered to be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, when appointed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lask unanimons consent for the consideration 
of a resolution for printing extra copies of the bill which I have 
just introduced, ere will be at once distributed to each mem- 

r of the House one copy for immediate examination; but there 
is, of course, a great desire for additional copies. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate con 
be yg: for the use of the two Houses 20,000 copies of House 
titled “A bill to provide revenue for the 


). That there 
Government and to Jeata tho 
industries of the United States,” 6,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 
14,000 for the use of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine 
whether it is contemplated to print the bill in the comparative 
form heretofore adopted on such occasions? 

Mr. DINGLEY. At present the bill in its simple form is all 
that can be printed. The comparative tables, however, will be 
ready in a short time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Can the gentleman give us any idea when 
the comparative statement may be had? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ican not to-night; but within a very short 
time, I will state. 

Lask a vote on the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rules, will appoint the 
following committees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Committee on Rules.—The Speaker, Messrs. HENDERSON, DAL- 
ZELL, BAILEY, and MCMILLIN. 

On Ways and Means—Messrs. DINGLEY, PAYNE, DALZELL, HOP- 
KINS, GROSVENOR, RUSSELL, DOLLIVER, STEELE, JOHNSON of 
North Dakota, Evans, TAWNEY, BAILEY, MCMILLIN, WHEELER 
of Alabama, McLaurin, ROBERTSON of Louisiana, and SWANSON. 

Committee on Mileage—Messrs. WRIGHT, BARHAM, Booze, 
COOPER of Texas, and LEWIS, 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING HOUSE SESSIONS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a resolution 
for immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House. x 


The resolution was agreed to. 

PRINTING FOR WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DINGLEY also submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to have 
such printing done as may be required in the transaction of its business. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, believing that the business of the 
House at the present stage of the session will be promoted by a 
recess, I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet 
on Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DISTRIBUTION OF COPIES OF THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, members desiring to obtain 
copies of the tariff bill can get them immediately by application 
at the desk of the Doorkeeper, and Lask the pages also to assist in 
distributing them. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 4 o'clock and 2 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Thursday, at 12 o’clock m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
3 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 1) toamend the immigration 
laws of the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. r 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. p. to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3) to secure 
to the people the advantages accruing from the issue of circulat- 
ing promissory notes by banks, to increase the volume of such 
notes, and to supervise and control banks by officers of the United 
States—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 7 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 4) to amend an act entitled 
An act to authorize and encourage the holding of a Transmissis- 
sippi and International Exposition at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, in the year 1898,” approved June 10, 1896—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5) to provide for the transfer of Fort Omaha 
Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ce 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6) to increase the limit of cost for the pur- 
chase of site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7) to authorize judges of United States dis- 
trict courts to appoint official stenographers—to the Committee 
on the J Son 1 à 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8) to amend sections 140 and 145 and repeal- 
ing sections 143 and 144 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to Presidential elections—to the Committee on 
Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 


ess. 
h a bill (H. R. 9) to establish postal savings banks and to 
encourage small savings to the Committee on the Post- Office and 
Post-Roads. i 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 10) to amend an act entitled “An 
act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 
to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, 
Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 
1892—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill S R. 11) to amend the act entitled 
«An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 


gua,” approved February 20, 1889—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12) to establish a bureau of public health 
the Treasury Department of the United States, to establish an 
maintain a system of quarantine, and to provide measures of se- 


curity against the introduction and spread of contagious and epi- 
demic diseases—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for prior years, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Rd A E EN 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 14) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on 5 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 17) to increase 
the general efficiency of the personnel of the Navy, etc.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 18) to prevent trespassin 
apon and providing for the protection of the Chickamauga an 
z 3 National Military Park- to the Committee on Mili- 

ry Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 10) to repeal section 4716 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 20) to provide for the adjudi- 
cation and payment of damages sustained by citizens of the United 
States in the border counties of York, Adams, Cumberland, Frank- 
lin, Fulton, Bedford, Somerset, and Perry, in State of Pennsyl- 
vania, from Union and Confederate troops during the late war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 21) to amend section 
4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22) for the erection of a monumental statue 
in the city of Washington, D. C., to the late James G. Blaine—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23) granting condemned guns and cannon 
balls to the Soldiers’ Home at Bristol, R. L—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24) to provide a suitable site for a post-office 
in the city of Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) donating condemned cannon, cannon 
balls, and shells to the State of Rhode Island to decorate the camp 
of the militia of said State—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26) for the establishment of a light and fog- 
signal station on or near Hog Island Shoal, Narragansett Bay, 
Rhode Island—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 27) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H. R. 
28) for the construction of fish-cultural and auxiliary stations on 
the Pacific and Atlantic coasts—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 29) to amend the act entitled 
“Anact to incorporate the itime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua,” approved February 20, 1889—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and agn Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30) to amend an act entitled An act to regu- 
late coinmerce”—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bili (H. R. 31) to provide for a publio 
building at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 32) to establish a classification 
division in the United States Patent Office—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 33) to authorize the registration of trade- 
marks, and to protect the same—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R.34) to provide for the publication of historical 
manuscripts in the Department of State, the records of the Conti- 
nental Con and Revolutionary records, and rolls now in 
possession of the Government, and such as may be loaned or con- 
tributed by the States or otherwise—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 
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By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 35) to amend an act entitled An 
act kor the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and to pro- 
vide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and com- 
missions paid on void entries of public lands“ to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36) to i topographic surve 
elevations on the arid lands—to the Committee on 
Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 37) to codify and arrange the 
laws relating to pensions—to the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 38) to refund the cotton tax—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 39) designating the officers before whom pre- 
liminary affidavits in entries of public lands may be executed—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 40) to extend the limits and laws of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and to enable the people thereof to form 
a constitution and State government and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 41) to equalize the postage on 
monthly publications when admitted to be carried as second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 42)to provide for a commission to investigate 
the consular and diplomatic service with reference to its reorgan- 
ization—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 43) to provide a uniform cur- 
rency for the United States of America—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44) to supply courts for the Indian reserva- 
tions, and to supplement the act approved February 8, 1887—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45) to create a commission to promote the 
uniformity of laws, to prepare codes of procedure in the Federal 
courts, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 46) relating to contests of elections of mem- 
8 S the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Elec- 

ons No. 3. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) to consolidate mail matter of the third 
and fourth classes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


and mark 
igation of 


Roads. 
Also, a bill a R. 48) for the establishment of a light-house on 
Swan Island, belonging to the United States, in the Caribbean 


Sea—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 49) to establish an arsenal 
at Birmingham, Ala.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 50) to amend 
the national-bank act, take the United States Government out of 
the banking business, refund the national debt, reform the cur- 
rency, insure depositors, improve and extend our banking system, 
and to provide funds in case of a deficit—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 51) to approve a compromise and 
8 between the United States and the State of Arkansas 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 52) to define and tax trusts and to authorize 
the free importation of articles covered by them, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

so, a bill (H. R. 53) for the free coinage of gold and silver 
and for the issue of gold and silver certificates—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 54) to revive the right of action under the 
captured and abandoned property acts, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 55) in relation to cigarettes, and 
to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between the sev- 
eral States and with foreign countries in certain cases—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 56) to establish a subtreasury 
at Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 57) to establish a marine hospital at Savan- 
nah, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 58) authorizing the Court of Claims to adju- 
dicate certain claims arising under the provisions of the act of 
March 12, 1863, entitled An act to provide for the collection of 
abandoned property, and for the prevention of frauds in insurrec- 
tionary districts within the United States”—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 59) to authorize the President to appoint 
three commissioners of claims—to thé Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 60) authorizing the Court of Claims to ad- 
judicate certain claims arising under the provisions of the act of 

arch 12, 1863, entitled An act to provide for the collection of 
abandoned property, and for the prevention of frauds in insurrec- 

. tionary districts within the United States“ to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 61) concerning carriers 


engaged in interstate commerce and their employees—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 
By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 62) authorizing the Secretary of 


War to ionge with the Oregon National Guard of the State of 
Oregon, giving Springfield rifles of the pattern of 1884 for the same 
make of rifles of the pattern of 1873, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 63) relating to the appointment 
of receivers for and the reorganization of insolyent railroad cor- 
porations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 64) to amend section 
4488 of the Revised Statutes, relating to life-saving appliances on 
shipboard—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 65) to equalize the pensions paid to the Union 
soldiers and sailors of the rebellion of 1861 to 1865, and to the 
widows of said Union soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 66) to aid in establishing homes 
in the States and Territories for teaching articulate speech and 
vocal language to deaf children before they are of school age—to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) 8 the lowest rate of pension for dis- 
ability to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) providing that the widows of pensioners 
married before the close of the late war shall receive the same rate 
of pension that the pensioner was receiving at the time of his 
death, provided that the rate of her pension shall not be less than 
$12 a month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 69) to levy and collect duties 
on wool, hair, sheep, cotton, and other fibers—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) establishing additional regulations con- 
cerning immigration into the United States—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. é 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8 provide for the erection 
of a public building at Washington, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public 5 and Grounds. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 72) to provide for the registra- 
tion of trade-marks on bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, 
half barrels, casks, half casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, tins, and 
other receptacles and vessels used in commerce with foreign 
nations, or among the several States, or with the Indian tribes, or 
among or in the Territories of the United States, or with or in the 
District of Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent use of the 
same in such commerce—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) to amend section 698 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 74) to amend the immigration laws of the 
United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


on. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 75) providing for the 
erection of an addition to the United States public building at 
Canton, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. PITNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 76) to extend the 
rovisions of section 4631, Title LIV, Prize,“ of the Revised 
tatutes, and of the act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize money 

to fleet officers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 77) to provide for organizing 
a naval battalion in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78)providing for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter for service on the Atlantic Coast of the United 
States, with headquarters at the port of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 79) authorizing an in- 
crease of pensions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80) providing procedure in certain pension 
cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 81) to establish an assay office at 
Baker City, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 82) to reorganize and in- 
crease the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy of the United 
States—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 83) to repeal section 3480 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 84) to provide for the erection of a 
pomi building at Freeport, Ill.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

P Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 119) to protect and administer 
public forest reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOODY (by request): A bill (H. R. 127) to provide a 
roll to be known as the medal-of-honor roll—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 128) to require all American 
vessels carrying lifeboats, yawls, gigs, dories, orsmall boats of any 
description to eqaip such boats with a provision safe—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) to incorporate the John A. Winslow 
Kearsarge Survivors’ Association—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 174) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to make certain uses of the Chickamauga and Chat- 
tanooga National Park, and other purposes—to the Committee on 
Mili 5 

By Mr. MERCER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 1) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan ordnance and ordnance stores for 
military instruction in high schools—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 2) providing for a 
survey of Tiverton, R. I., to ascertain the proper location for a 
drawbridge over the Sakonnet River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 3) for a suryey of Salt Pond, in Harwich, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOWE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 4) directing the 
Secretary of War to submit estimates for work upon Wallabout 
Channel, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 5) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution, providing for the election of Sen- 
ators of the United States—to the Committee on Election of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 6) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution, providing for the election of members of the 
House of Representatives of the United States every four years— 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in songra 

By Mr. BENNETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 7) 8 
Secretary of War to submit estimates for work upon Wallabout 
Channel, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, McCALL: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 1) relative to the Secretary of the Interior being authorized to 
place in the library at Boston, Mass., a set of printed specifications, 
etc., relating to American patents to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A resolution (House Res. No. I) rela- 
tive to the Secretary of the Navy furnishing the House of Repre- 
sentatives with probable cost of the construction of a plant for the 
manufacture of armor plate—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 85) granting a pension to 
Annie Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) to place Henry Biederbick, Julius R. 
Frederick, Francis Long, and Maurice nell on the retired list 
of enlisted men of the Army—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 87) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, of 
the State of New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 88) granting a pension to Joseph Buckle 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 89) for the relief of John E. 
Wilbur—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 90) 8 a pension to Eunice Taylor to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 91) for the relief of Hannah Howard, step- 
mother of Francis W. Howard, late of Company D, Sixty-fourth 
New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92) granting a pension to Auguste Whitmer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 93) granting an increased pension to Isaiah 
F. Force—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) granting an increased pension to Albert 
G. Mack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 95) for the relief of George W. Brooks—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 96) granting an increased pension to William 
R. Bancroft—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 97) to restore Lieut. Samuel How- 
ard to his proper rank—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of those who were killed by the explosion of the gun- 
cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at Newport, 
R. L—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 99) granting a pension to Ira Ingraham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100) authorizing the Secretary of War to 


remove the charge of desertion from Jasper L. Dodge, late of Com- 
pany F, First Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 101) to correct the naval record of and grant 
an honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, 
R. I.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 102) for the relief of George D. Nichols, of 
Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Phebe A. Thur- 
ber, of Providence, R. I., dependent daughter of Samuel Short, 
a Revolutionary soldier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) to remove thecharge of desertion against 
William W. Smith, late a private inCompany G, First New York 
Engineers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) for the relief of Frank Oldis, late of 
the Fifth Massachusetts Artillery and the Fourth Battery of 
ee Island Artillery Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 106) for the relief of William C. Stewart, late 
of Company A, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) granting an honorable-discharge certifi- 
cate to Hugh Kerr, late of Company K, First Battalion, Four- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 108) to correct the military record of John 
M. Knowles, Company D, First Rhode Island Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 109) granting a pension to Rose Doherty, 
mother of Daniel Doherty, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment 
Rhode Island Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) granting a pension to Dr. Charles G. 
McKnight, late lientenant and assistant surgeon from Rhode 
Island in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
9 irae as 

Also, a bill (H. R. 111) granting a pension to M R. Dean 
widow of Amos G. Thomas, 9 in the Eleventii Re; i 
ment of Rhode Island Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. G 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) granting a pension to Honora Breslin, 
widow of Morris Breslin, late a private of Company G, Third 
Regiment of Rhode Island Heavy Artillery Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 113) granting a pension to John Haeley, alias 
John Haley, late a private in Company D, One hundred re | nine- 
tieth 8 Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 114) for the relief of Thomas F. Tobey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 115) for the relief of E. W. and A. Cross, of 
Wakefield, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of Patrick J. Sullivan, 
John B. Dillon, Jeremiah McCarthy, and Bartholomew Shea, of 
Newport, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) granting an honorable discharge to 
Dudley Doherty, late private Company D, Sixteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) to promote Lieut. William McCarty 
Little, United States Navy, retired, to be a commander on the 
retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) to correct the military record of and 
grant an honorable discharge to Peter Rourke, late of Company 
C, Seventh Regiment of Rhode Island Infantry Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) authorizing the Secretary of War to 

ant an honorable discharge to Mathew Logan, late a member of 

ttery H, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) for the relief of the heirs at law of the 
late Duncan H. Campbell—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123) granting a pension to William F. Bolan, 
invalid son of John V. Bolan, late private in Company A, Third 
Regiment Rhode Island Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 124) granting a pension to Ellen Dowdell, of 
Warren, R. I.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 125) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Margaret F. Joyce, widow of William iam H. Joyce, late a sapian in 
Company F, Seventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer — 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 126) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah C. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 130) for the relief of Abner 


Abercrombie—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 181) for the relief of Capt. 
Fletcher H. ore ere the Committee on Mili ‘airs. 
Also, a bill ( 
on the pension roll—to the 


Aff 
R. 132) to place the name of Charles S. Devine 
3 — on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 133) for the relief of the work- 
men employed in the construction of Poverty Island Light-Honse, 
Lake Mi an—to the Committee on Claims. f é 

Also, a bi 4 R. 184) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow 
of Charles S. Tripler—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 135) for the relief of Michael tt—to the 
Committee on Pensions. of 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 186) to correct the military 
record of Boyd E. Baile—to the Committee on eve | Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 137) for the relief, of Annie ‘ell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 138) for the relief of James Starkey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 139) for the relief of Ferdinand Keyser—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) for the relief of Mrs. Mary E. V. Jones, 
widow of Col. James A. Jones, Twenty-fifth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) to reimburse Mrs. A. J. Smith, of Am- 
sterdam, Ohio, for stolen postage stamps—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 142) for the relief of Lieut. George E. O'Neil, 
late of 8 Thirtieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) to restore William Welsh, late captain, 
United States Army, to his proper rank and promotion in the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 144) for the relief of Isaac Shepherd—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 145) to correct the military record of Eli 
Wineman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 146) for the relief of Margaret Davis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 147) granting relief to James R. Shrodes for 
services rendered during the late civil war—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Thomas K. McCann, of 
Steubenville, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 149) for the relief of Thomas Reiley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) for the relief of Ross M. Stevens—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 151) for the relief of Jonathan Milburn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 152) for the relief of Sarah E. Chamberlain— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 158) for the relief of Sarah E. Chamberlain 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 154) for the relief of Jerome Brown—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 155) for the relief of John W. 
Lewis, of Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 156) ting a pension to J. M. Swift, of 
Baker City, Oreg.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 157) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, 
widow of the late William C. McKay, of Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 158) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 159) granting an increase of pension to John 
Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 160) to provide for the out of the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Jo ampbell, of 
Oregon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 161) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 162) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of 
Oregon—to the Committee on Claims. 

„a bill (H. R. 163) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, 
of Oregon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 164) nting an increase of pension to John 
P. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 165) for the relief of B. F. Dowell—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) for the relief of George Hughes, of Port- 
land, Oreg.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 167) for the amendment 
of the military record of Herman Wenige—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 168) to remove the charge of desertion from 
John Kelly, late an enlisted man in the United States Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Scanlan—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary í 
Also, a bill (H. R. 170) for the relief of Mary A. Flynn—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 171) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of 


Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 172) for the relief of David D. Smith—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 173) for the relief of heirs of Philip C. Rowe— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 175) granting a pension 
to Margaret Love Skerrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) for the relief of James and Emma S. 
Cameron for occupation and damages to property and for fuel 
taken and used by the United States Army during the war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 177) for the relief of Eva J. Stevens—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) for the relief of Charles Candy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 179) granting a pension to U. 8, Daniels—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) granting a pension to U. L. Daniels to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) for the relief of Enoch Vernon, a citizen 
of the United States—to the Committee on Milita irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) granting a pension to Hannah Dawd 
Vanderford—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 183) for the relief of George McFarland—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 184) for the relief of John E. Welch, a citi- 
zen of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) to increase the pension of W. H. H. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) increasing the pension of Socrates Drum- 
mond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) for the relief of John Q. Armitage—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) for the relief of Peter C. Lawyer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189) pranting a pension to Henry H. Al- 
corn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 190) granting a pension to Sophia Kroll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 191) for the relief of Andrew J. Sayre—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) for the relief of Craven W. Clowe—to 
the Committee on Military irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 193) for the relief of William Lyons—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Agnes Jenkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 195) for the relief of Stephen McNamara—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 196) granting a pension to Lawrence C. 
Power—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 197) granting a pension to James C. Wilson 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) granting a pension to Horace Barstow— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 199) granting an honorable discharge to Alva 
A. Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 200) to correct the military record of Theo- 
dore Winters—to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 201) to correct the military record of Henry 
Farley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) S an honorable discharge to 
Daniel O. Doherty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 203) granting a pension to George W. Richey— 
to the Committee on Invalid pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 205) granting a pension to May Henry—to 
vay 5 Pog . 0 Pensions. 7 ET 

so, a bill (H. R. 206 nting a pension to Mary A. Thorn- 
ton—to the Committee on invalid 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) granting a pension to Nelson B. Lutes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) granting a pension to Aries Butcher 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 209) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Cynthia J. Capron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) to correct the military record of Conrad 
Henning—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 211) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Patrick Cassidy, of Amboy, TIl., late private Company C, Thirty- 
fourth Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) to relieve Joseph S. Hurst from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 213) to amend the record of Fayette Adams, 
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Marca 15, 


ny I, Thirty-seventh Ilinois Volunteers to the Committee 
sates, 4 bl H. E. 21% grantin, Mrs. Mary A. Viel 
„a bill (H. R. anting a pension to iel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Com 
on 


By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 215) for the relief of Margaret | Mili 
„ 


Giebelhouse, administratrix of Philip Giebelhouse, 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) for the relief of Jacob Rosenband, etc.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 219) for the relief of C. M. Gilbert & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 220) for the relief of the owners of the steamer 
Leesbu to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 221) for the relief of Rosa M. Wyatt, of Bryan 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 222) granting a pension to Sallie V. F. Brown, 
Mary J. Brown, Florence D. Brown, and Hutoka H. Brown—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 223) for the relief of the estate of William I. 
Way—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) granting an increase of pension to Rosa 
Karger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 225) for the relief of Henry Field, of Savan- 
nah, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 226) for the relief of Christian Ubele, admin- 
8 of Christian Ubele, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 227) for the relief of William G. Ebbs—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 228) for the relief of Margaret Giebelhouse, 
administratrix of Philip Giebelhouse, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) to pay Margaret Doyle, administratrix 
of James Doyle, for certain captured cotton—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 230) for the relief of Mary A. Bell, of Emanuel 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tive of Maj. William Kendall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232) for the relief of Jacob Cohen—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 233) for the relief of Henry Fields, of Savan- 
nah, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 234) granting a pension to Sarah Spalding 
McIntosh and Hester Cook McIntosh—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 235) for the relief of George Wagner, admin- 
istrator of H. Mastick—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 236) for the relief of Natalie Epstein, admin- 
istratrix of John B. Epstein, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 237) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Anton Borchert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) for the relief of Francis Tillman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 239) granting an increase of pension to Rosa 
Karger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) for the relief of Charles V. Neidlinger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 241) for the relief of the owners of the 
steamer Leesbu to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 242) for the relief of the Importing and Ex- 
porting Company of the State of Georgia—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 243) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1833, and commonly known 
as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 244) for the relief of the estate of 
William Moss, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 245) for the relief of Charles W. Russey—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 246) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 
States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 247) granting an increase of pension to John 
Doebler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 248) to grant a pension to Rev. 
Warren Cochran, of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) to reimburse the city of Omaha, Nebr., 
for money expended in the construction of pavement adjacent to 


Government property, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 250) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the 3 of Jeremiah F. Brown to the Committee on 


tary 8 
Also, a bill (H. R. 251) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ingagainst John Daley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 252) for the relief of John Little and Hobart 
Williams, of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 253) for the relief of Thomas F. OReilly to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 254) granting a pension to Julia Beauchamp 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 255) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William Cameron, alias Samuel C. Cole 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 256) granting a pension to Susan A. Paddock 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 257) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 258) to pension Margaret Wilber, of Blair, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 259) granting a pension to Capt. J. Francis 
Hopper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 260) granting a pension to Benjamin Contal, 
of Blair, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 261) to pension Mrs. Esther M. Royce, of 
Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 262) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of George W. Witting—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Simon Trostler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 264) for the relief of W. W. Lowe—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 265) for the relief of Maj. W. W. Lowe—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill ee R. 266) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge, for compensation for 
the use by the United States of his invention relating to projec- 
tiles, for which letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 
25. 1852—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 267) to amend the military record of John 
H. Lamson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 268) to restore William F. Peck to the rolls 
of the Navy, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) for the relief of Samuel M. Blair—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 270) for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the Hawaiian bark Arctic—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) granting a pension to Nora McLain, 
mother of Alexander McLain—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 272) for the relief of Albert J. Pratt, ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 273) for the relief of McHenry Robinson, 
executor of the estate of Elizabeth S. Cushing—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 274) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert Downing—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 275) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Cousens, late of Company K, Thirty-second Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 276) 
widow of Capt. J. Henry 
Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 277) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 278) gran angian honorable discharge to Al- 
bert Locke, alias Shipley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 279) granting a pension to Mary E. Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 280) for the relief of Rufus M. Hodgkins—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 281) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Joshua Fairclough, alias Joseph Whittle— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) to restore the name of Flora Bartlett to 
the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 283) granting an honorable discharge to James 
Woods—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Patrick J. Madden—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of David D. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


anting a pension to Abby Wyman, 
yman—to the Committee on Invalid 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 286) to grant medals to survivors and heirs 
of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. y 115 

Also, a bill (H. R. 287) geaanng an increase of pension to Philip 
T, Greely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 288) for the relief of Alexander Sutherland— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 289) for the relief of Ed- 
ward G. Fugate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 290) to increase the pension of William H. 
Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 291) granting a pension to Mary D. Griffiths 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 292) appropriating $6,832.80 in payment of 
the claim of C. M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to 
the United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.—the Committee 
on Claims, > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 293) authorizing the President to place the 
name of Julius R. Frederick on the retired list of the Army, with 
the rank, pay, and perquisites of second lieutenant—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 294) for the relief of Robert Spaugh—to the 
Committee on War Claims. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 295) appropriating money to pay the claim 
of James C. Wheat for expenses incurred as adjutant of the 
Forty-ninth Indiana Volunteers, war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 296) for the relief of D. A. 
Bowman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 297) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane L. Fagg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles McAllister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 299) for the relief of Enoch Voyles—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Joseph U. Orr—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 301) for therelief of Adolphus Erwin Wells 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 302) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John Boyle, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 303) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
ap a in the case of David Miller—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 304) granting a pension to Katharine Quick 
Pepper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 305) for the relief of Amos S. Carkhuff—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 306) granting a pension to George Sutton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 307) granting a pension to Mary E. Peck—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) to correct the military record of Joseph 
A. Blanchard, late first lieutenant of Troop E, First New York 
Mounted Rifles—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. š 

Also, a bill (H. R. 309) for the relief of Caleb Aber—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 310) to increase the 
pension of Alice De K. Shattuck—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 311) for the 
relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States revenue 
cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massachusetts—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 312) for the relief of Ellen Wright, hospital 
nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 313) for the relief of Johanna C. Haft, widow 
of John Haft, private Company C, Forty-first Massachusetts In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of William H. King—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 315) for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Walter B. Chester—to the Committee on Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to Maria N. Flint— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 317) to increase the pension of Martha C. 
Carter, widow of Rear-Admiral S. P. Carter—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 318) for the relief of James B. Russell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 319) for increased pension of Frederick A. 
Slocum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; A bill (H. R. 320) for the relief of William 
G. Mayer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 321) for the relief of the Ber- 


Sore 5 Manufacturing Company—to the Committee on 
atents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 322) granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff 
Fyffe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 323) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Johnnot, Joseph Torrey, and Thomas Blackwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 324) for the relief of Winslow Warren—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of the First National Bank 
of Newton, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill cS R. 326) granting a pension to Jane Flynn, mother 
of Lawrence Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 327) granting an increase of pension to 
Dexter B. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 328) granting a pension to Joseph Gerstle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Mrs. Ann M. Madden— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 330) granting a pension to Mrs. Millie With- 
ington, mother of Lewis L. Fisher, deceased, late of Company E, 
Second Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 331) granting a pension to E. F. Haskell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 382) for the relief of Michael 
J. Higgins—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 333) extending the 
term of patent No. 227024—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 334) granting an honorable discharge to 
Samuel Johnston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 335) to authorize the payment of commuta- 
tion to David Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 336) for the relief of William W. Crissinger— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) granting an honorable discharge to Philip 
Kurtz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 838) granting an honorable discharge to 
Joseph Price—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 339) granting an honorable discharge to James 
Ammerman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 340) to correct the military record of William 
Hartzell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) granting an honorable discharge to Jacob 


Longacre, late Company F, One hundred and eighteenth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 342) granting an honorable discharge to 
David J. 1 —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 348) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Boylar o the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 344) granting a pension to Julia A. Beeler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 345) granting an increaseof pension to George 
D. Cook, late of Company K, One hundred and tenth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 346) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin I. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 347) granting a pension to Abram Cooper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 348) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 349) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
L. Saeger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 350) for the relief of M. M. Travis—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 351) granting a pension to Charles Howard 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 852) for the relief of 
Abram Treadwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 353) for the relief of Barnaby Du Charme to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 354) for the relief of David Dorland—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 355) for the relief of Mathias Pedersen—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 356) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. 
Austin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 357) for the relief of Frances E. Mason, re- 
married widow of Isaac A. Mason, deceased—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 358) for the relief of Catherine B. Blackman, 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Albert M. Blackman, deceased—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 359) for the relief of Abraham Judd—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 360) for the relief of Robert McFarland—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 361) for the relief of Daniel Kuhn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 362) for the relief of Kittie C. McCullongh— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 363) grant- 
ing a pension to William T. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 364) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Sib- 
ley—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 365) for the relief of Emily E. Ward to the 

Aso, a bill (H. R. 360) granti : to Willi 
„ a bill (H. R. 366) granting arrears of pension illiam 
H. Cmimin o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of John C. Howe—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 368) for the relief of Charlotte L. Walker 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 369) for the relief of Benjamin 
S. Barnes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 370) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 

against the name of les Amos—to the Committee on Naval 
airs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Charles H. Leland and to grant him an honorable discharge—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 372) for the relief of Cyrus H. Thurlow—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 373) for the relief of the heirs of William H. 
Steele—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 374) for the relief of Ogden H. Smith—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 375) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Dennis Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 376) granting a pension to Charles S. Hardy 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 377) . pension to Susan I. Bar- 
rows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) granting a 8 to Lowell H. Hop- 
kinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A resolution (House Res. No. 2) relative to 
referring H. R. 1002, for the relief of Needham Bullard, to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 16, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution to print 20,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 27) 
to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the in- 
dustries of the United States; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the President’s message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The motion is that the of 
the President, received and zed yesterday, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the order is made. 

PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurri: That there 
rinted 105 the use of the two Houses 2 


be 000 of H. R. 27, entitled “A 
to Por revenue for the Government and to e the industries 
nited States,” 6,000 for the use of the Senate and 14,000 for the use of 


of the 
the 


SENATOR FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. PASCO. I present the credentials of Mr. Henderson, who 
comes here by 7 . of the governor of the State of Florida. 
I ask that the read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the creden- 
tials of the Senator appointed from the State of Florida. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

STATE OF FLORIDA, Executive 


Department. 
I, W. D. Bloxham, governor of the State of Florida, by virtue of the author- 
in me vested by subdivision 2 of section 3 of Article I of the Constitution 
the United States, have, by reason oe a recency bepyentas the - 
ration of the term of Hon. Wilkinson Call as United States from 
State of Florida, on the 4th day of March, 1897, and during the recess of the 


legislature of the said State, made te: tment of Hon. John 
mporary appointmen on. A. 


a 
Hende of „Leon County, Fla., who is duly qualified theref. 
under the tion of yi oe of 


the United tes, to be Senato: of 
the United States from the State of Florida, from said 4th day of March, 1897, 
until legislature of the said State shall fill such vacancy. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set 5 the great 
bag eed me Tallahassee — 5 dal. this din da of March, A. D. 1897. 
a g 85 
[SEAL] W. D. BLOXHAM, 
By the governor. Attest: 
Jno. L. CRAWFORD, Secretary of State. 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. Henderson is in waiting, and I ask that he 
be now allowed to take the oath of office. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the propriety of letting the creden- 
tials go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as the 
others have gone. I move that they be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam not willing to consent to that course. The 
case of Mr. Henderson is different in many respects from the two 
cases which have already been ref to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and I see no reason why there should 
be any delay whatever in admitting him to his seat. When I 
presented similar credentials myself four years ago, without any 
objection, without any motion, I was admitted to my seat; and 
Mr. Henderson’s case 1s precisely the same as that which was then 
presented to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, 
his credentials were not 3 as these are now presented. 
His were presented some days before the Senator presented him- 
self to be sworn in. The case differs in that particular, and in 
several others. s 


Mr. PASCO. I do not think—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. PASCO. Ifthe Senator will wait one moment, until I re- 
ply to the Senator from New Hampshire, I will yield. The ques- 
tion of time is altogether immaterial. I was present on the first 
day of the session. The credentials were presented the day before. 
Mr. Henderson has come only a few days later. That does not 
change the situation in any respect. The credentials themselves 
are in all substantial respects same as those which were pre- 
sented on my behalf four years ago. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator wishes to get his statement 

entials were pre- 


accurate. He was not sworn in when his 
sented. His credentials had been presented some days previously 
and laid on the table or referred. There was time to examine 
them and to consider the case which was presented. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senate and of 
the Senator from Florida to the fact that there is a clear illegality 
in this proceeding, as disclosed by the credentials themselves. 
The governor has undertaken to appoint this gentleman to hold 
office until the legislature shall elect. Hehasnosuch power. He 
can only appoint, under the Constitution, until the next meetin, 
of the legislature. That has been extended by an ancient, well- 
settled construction to the time when the legislature either elects 
after 3 or adjourns without an election, but it never has 
been contended by anybody from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment that a governor could appoint until the legislature elected. 
They may meet and adjourn, and meet again and adjourn half a 
dozen times without an election. Strictly construed, this is an ap- 
paeent not merely for six years, but forever, if the legislature of 

lorida do not elect. But at any rate the governor made this 
spe supposing that he could appoint a man who would 
hold office certainly for the rest of the term of six yearsif the 
legislature of Florida did not agree. Non constat, if he were to 
appoint a man for a few days or weeks, he would not have appointed 
a very different person. So these credentials differ from all the 
other cases in the fact that they are materially defective them- 
selyes. Certainly the proposition which I make is grave enough 
to be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Bat I also desire, now I am up, to say to the Senator from 
Florida that having studied this matter as thoroughly as I can, it 
seems to me that all these cases—the three which have now been 
presented and some others which have been settled by the Senate— 
are governed and ought to be governed by one simple principle, 
which would require all three of these applicants to be admitted, 
as it required Mr. Blair and Mr. Bell in their day to be admitted, 
but which also would require the overruling of some recent and, 
it appears to me, quite erroneous action of the Senate. There 
ought to be a well-considered, careful dealing with this whole 
subject, first by the report of the committee, and afterwards by 
the action of the Senate. It is very much more important that 
we should extricate ourselves from the mud in which we have 
on this matter of executive appointment than that any one gentle- 
man should have the right of sitting a week or two earlier or 
later in this body. 

When the Senator from Florida himself came in, everybody 
knew that the matter was merely formal. His election by his leg- 
islature in the course of two or three weeks was as sure as any 
such thing in the future ever would be, and to have kept him out 
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while the committee scrutinized his credentials would have cost 
him his place on committees which he had earned by long service 
and would have left also the seat vacant. Therefore, his col- 
leagues on both sides of the Chamber thought it was not worth 
while to raise the question. I hope the Senator will not under 
the circumstances insist on having a long debate without the as- 
sistance of a report from the committee on these great constitu- 
tional questions. 

Mr. LEN. It has struck me all the way through the con- 
troversy over the seats from Florida, Grogan, and Kentucky that 
these cases are governed by substantially the same principle. 
While there is some slight difference in the facts surrounding the 
cases, I do not think there is sufficient difference to change the 

inciple which must be applied to all the cases. The Senate held 

the cases of Lee Mantle, which settled, in 1893, not only his case, 
but the case of Beckwith, of Wyoming, and Allen, of Washington, 
that the only vacancy 8 by the Constitution was one 
that occu: after the office once been filled, It held. further, 
that the legislature of a State having been in session and having 
had power to elect and haying failed or refused to elect, there 
was no vacancy within the sense of the Constitution, and there- 
fore the executive had no power to appoint. I voted to sustain 
the resolution of our lamented Senator from North Carolina, Mr. 
Vance, and I have never had occasion to change my mind. Per- 
sonally, I wanted to see the appointees seated in this Chamber, 
because they were all silver men and good men, and it would have 
given the silver element here the balance of power, or the control 
of the Senate at that time. But I was satisfied that the Consti- 
tution was 2 construed, and I am still satisfied that it was 
properly construed by the Senate in that case. : 

I recall well the case of the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] whose credentials were presented at the same time when I 
was sworn in. There was no contest over that cuse. rahe Ase 
understood that the Senator would be his own successor. e was 
admitted without any contest of any question. There is a con- 
test now going on in Florida for the Senatorship. While there is 
a vacancy in fact in the representation of Florida in this Chamber, 
there is no such vacancy as is recognized by the Constitution; 
there is not such a vacancy as would authorize the chief executive 
of that State to fill it by appoinment: I therefore think the 
Cael aoe ought to go to the Committee on Privileges and 

ections. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the question as to how long this 
appointment continues is a question of law, a question of consti- 
tutional interpretation. The mere form and language of the cer- 
tificate which is now before the Senate can not affect that ques- 
tion at all. Of course, we all know the appointment can have no 
effect after the legislature of Florida has met and has had an op- 
portunity to elect a Senator. 

I wish before this question passes from the consideration of the 
Senate, or before a vote is taken upon it, to state as clearly as I can 
the exact situation in which the State of Florida is placed at the 
commencement of a Senatorial term when the Senate meets in spe- 
cial session. Under the law of Con affecting the election of 
Senators, the legislature which is last chosen before the term com- 
mences elects the Senator. Thelegislature of the State of Florida 
was elected in October last. It first meets in regular session in 
April next. So there is no opportunity under the Constitution 
and the legislation of Congress for the State of Florida to be fully 
represented here until the meeting of the legislature next month 
except by virtue of a „ made by. the execu- 
tive, and it is in this way that Mr. Henderson comes here. That 
is the effect of our legislation here. It is by no fault of the State 
that she is unrepresented by her full quota of Senators. It is the 
3 of Congressional action. It is the result of Congressional 

islation. 
he State is entitled to her two Senators. After the law to 
which I have referred, regulating the time and manner of holding 
elections for Senators, was 3 several cases arose in the State 
of New Hampshire, under whose constitution the situation was 
8 the same then as that which now exists in the State of 
orida. The legislature of New Hampshire last chosen before 
the vacancy occurred did not hold its first session until after the 
time for the assembling of Congress, in case there was an extra 
session. When the State was unable to secure her full representa- 
tion by the action of her legislature under these circumstances, 
the subject came here for consideration, was fully and ably dis- 
cussed and certain precedents were established. 

The first case that came up for consideration after the e 
of this law involving the right of the governor of a State to 
appoint a Senator at the commencement of a term under such 
circumstances was the Bell case, in 1879. Mr. Bell came with 
credentials similar to those now presented in the case of Mr. 
Henderson. After debate, he was seated. Subsequently, other 
gentlemen with similar credentials came here, and they likewise 


were admitted. One of them was Mr. Blair, who first came into 
intment of that kind. Soon after I became 
te, I recollect that my friend the senior 


the Senate by an a 
® member of the 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was displaced for 
some considerable time by the appointment of Mr. Gilman E. 
Marston by the 8 of his State, filling up the period, accord- 
ing to the record here, from March 5, 1889, until June 19, 1889, and 
Mr. Marston was admitted without objection. He took his seat 
and filled it during that iod. The senior Senator from New 
Hampshire then came with credentials from the governor certify- 
ing his election by the legislature, and he filled out the rest of that 
term. 

Following the line of these precedents four years ago, when my 
first term expired, the legislature of the State of Florida having 
had no opportunity to elect a Senator, I came here with an appoint- 
ment from the governor substantially the same as that now be- 
fore the Senate. The certificate was presented, and when the other 
Senators were sworn in on the 4th of March, without a word of 
objection I was swornin. No one contested my right to a seat 
. — 5 fortified by the precedents which I have already 
spoken of. 

Mr. Henderson comes here with a similar case, and that is now 
before the Senate for its consideration. There seems to be no rea- 
son whatever, unless we should depart from the well-settled prece- 
dents of the past, why this case should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privilegesand Elections. TheSenator from Massachusetts, 
in a very able report which he presented to the Senate not very 
long ago in the Delaware case, showed the reason and the neces- 
sity for adhering to the decisions of the Senate made in cases upon 
which a deliberate judgment has been passed. He showed that 
the Senate should adhere to its judgments, and that there should 
be no changes after principles had been laid down and settled. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, there is nothing of 
that kind in my report. 

Mr. PASCO. I was going on to say that he 8 the fact 
that a new case might cause a reexamination of precedents, 
but all of the reasoning in that report as to final action in a par- 
ticular case bears out the position that I take in the present case, 
that well-established precedents should be adhered to, 

These well-settled, well-fixed precedents have been followed for 
years. It is the only way in which a State situated as Florida is 
can maintain without interruption its constitutional right of rep- 
resentation here. It may be argued that Florida, by changing 
the time for the meeting of her legislature, has consented to do 
without a part of her representation at times; but that is not a 
fair argument, because when the State of Florida changed her 
constitution these ents had been made, and it was well 
established by them that when such occasions should occur the 
— could be represented here through a gubernatorial appoint- 
ment. 

We are reminded that there are other cases that have been 
referred tothe Committee on Privileges and Elections. But those 
cases differ in material points, if I am correctly informed as to 
the facts, from the case that is now being considered. In those 
cases the time for the legislature to meet in regular session arrived 
before the terms . The legislatures have had the opportu- 
nity to organize and to choose Senators, and they have failed to 
discharge those duties, They have failed to elect Senators, and 
by a line of precedents which runs back to the Third Congress in 
the Kensey Johns case there has been no case ever decided in 
which, under such circumstances, Senators have been admitted. 
The cases that arose during the Fifty-third Congress, less than 
four years ago, were similar to this, and the Senate, after care- 
ful and deliberate examination and debate, decided that the gen- 
tlemen appointed after their legislatures had failed to elect were 
not entitled to seats in this body. It was not a political decision. 
Senators on both sides of thé Chamber voted on each side of the 
question. There were before the Senate two gentlemen alain 
to belong to one political party and one belonging to another, an 
those cases were decided without reference to any political advan- 

or any political division. 
. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Florida a 
question, if he will permit me. 

Mr. PASCO. 9 85 0 

Mr. GRAY. Does the legislature of Florida meet biennially? 

Mr. PASCO. It meets biennially. 

Mr. GRAY. And is chosen biennially? 

Mr. PASCO. And is chosen biennially, in October of even- 
numbered years. 4 

Mr. GRAY. And it meets in May following? 

Mr. PASCO, It meets in April following. e legislature will 
convene next month. 

Now, Mr, President, with the statute as it is, requiring the par- 
ticular legislature last chosen to elect instead of the legislature 
that last meets, by that statutory regulation there is no way in 
which the State of Florida can get representation here at the 
present time unless she gets it in this way. 

Mr. HOAR. She can alter her constitution. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Massachusetts suggests that 
she can alter her constitution. There is no time to settle her 
rights as to her representation here in the next thirty days by 
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altering her constitution. Besides, when the constitution was 
made, it was made after the law was passed; it was made after 


these precedents were established in the New Hampshire cases. 
The people of Florida finding it convenient to havetheir legislature 
meet in Apri, they had every reason to suppose that when cases 
occasionally occurred and the State was prevented from electing 
her Senators she could secure their places on this floor by appoint- 
ment. She hadaright to conclude that from the precedents which 
the Senate had established at that time. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Florida a question? 

Mr. PASCO. 3 

Mr. VEST. To what New Hampshire cases does the Senator 
refer as being exactly the same in fact as the case before the 
Senate? 

Mr. PASCO. The Bell case, the Blair case, and the Marston 
case are three of them. The last one occurred when the Senator 
from Missouri and myself were both apon this floor, and I recol- 
lect that Mr. Marston—I have just read the time of his service 
was seated here withouta word of objection from either side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. But I wish to call my friend’s attention to one fact. 
I have not looked at the record for along time. In the Bell case, 
which was hotly contested, there was a great difference of opinion 
without regard to party lines as to the law in thatcase. It is my 
8 now that a very respectable minority of the Democrats 
took a position antagonistic to that of the Senator from Florida at 
this time, and I think I was among that number. 

Mr. PASCO. There is not any doubt about that. The Senator 
from Missouri is correct. 

Mr. VEST. While my friend knows that my sympathies are 
with him in regard to the seating of his colleague, for I think 
every State should be represented fully in the Senate, I wish to 
state that it will be im ible for me to change my opinion, un- 
less possibly I might do it upon a reexamination. But as my 
mind now is, I can not support his position, which is exactly that 
which our opponents took in the Bell case. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Missouri is correct; that is ex- 
actly the position which he took when the Bell case was argued; 
and my recollection now is, as he has referred to the matter, that 
when Mr. Marston came here he i ex bes that he had not sur- 
rendered his convictions. But principles are established by prec- 
edents, the law is fixed by precedents, and certainly the prece- 
dents that have prevailed here now for a score of years or more 
ought to have some effect. The precedents with reference to cases 
like the Montana case have stood for a hundred gor They have 
stood ever since the Third Congress, and so well were they estab- 
lished that at a recent period, when it was decided that Mr. Du 
Pont was not elected as a Senator from the State of Delaware, 
the governor of the State of Delaware never attempted to fill the 

lace, because the legislature had had an opportunity to fill it and 

d failed todo so. The precedents of the past were accepted, 
and the governor of Delaware never sent anyone here with a cer- 
tificate after the failure to elect had been determined, and Dela- 
ware went unrepresented from that time until the present junior 
Senator presented his credentials only a few weeks ago. 

Mr. VEST. Before my friend from Florida concludes, I hope he 
will permit me to make one obseryation in regard to his statement 
as to the doctrine of stare decisis applying in this case. When the 
Kellogg case was before the Senate of the United States the prin- 
cipal contention on the part of our friends the Republicans and 
some six or seven Democrats who coincided with them in opinion 
was that the doctrine of stare decisis applied. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no! k 

Mr. VEST. I held then, and I hold now, that that doctrine does 
not apply to the action of the Senate, and that this tribunal is only 
a court when it sits in cases of impeachment. It is impossible for 
me with my present lights on the subject to change my mind in 
that regard. No matter what the Senate may have decided here- 
tofore, it seems to me that under my oath of office I am called 
upon to decide upon each case as it comes before me as a Senator, 
and not acting in a judicial capacity. 

Mr. ALLEN. at function does the Senate perform when it 
hears and passes upon one of these contested ? 

Mr. VEST. We act as Senators of the United States passing 
8 uestion of the qualification of the applicant for a seat 
t y. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis quasi juđicial, is it not? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; we are never judges under the Constitu- 
tion except in cases of impeachment. 

Mr. ALLEN. That function, of course, is altogether judicial. 

Mr. VEST. We are Senators not acting as a court of impeach- 
ment. This body never is a court under the Constitution except 
in cases of impeachment. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam well aware that we are not absolutely bound 
by precedents; but it does seem to me that the present case pre- 
sents a very strong reason ie should be bound LS fs rece- 
dents established in the New pshire cases. The State of Flor- 


ida relied on those precedents when she changed her constitution, 
It was the only way in which she could get representation here. 
At such a time as this I urge upon Senators the injustice and the 
unfairness of depriving Florida of a part of her representation. 

Mr. President, the Constitution can not be so changed as to 
deprive a State of its equal representation except by its own con- 
sent. It has been considered, in cases where the legislature has 
had the opportunity to meet and to elect a Senator and fails to do 
it, that the State is e with her consent; but in the 

resent case that can not be urged, because when Florida changed 

er constitution these decisions were here, these precedents were 
here, these Senators had been admitted under like circumstances, 
and she had every reason to rest upon those decisions and treat them 
as res adjudicata. It seems to me that that ought to have some 
weight with my friend from Missouri, and it should lead him to 
see the injustice of departing from those precedents which have 
been established by former and carefully considered decisions of 
the Senate after elaborate and full discussion. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not referred to the record in the Kellog; 
case since it was disposed of by the Senate, though I participated 
in the debate upon it. My recollection is that there were two 
positions, which I possibly ought to have stated before, assumed 
by those who advocated the 1 of Mr. Kellogg. The first 
was that the doctrine of res adjudicata applied and that the Sen- 
ate had already decided the identical case of Mr. Kellogg. The 
other was the doctrine of stare decisis and that there were prece- 
dents in the action of the Senate which ought to be observed. I 
recollect distinctly that we discussed the very question to which 
I alluded a few minutes ago, as to whether this was a court or not 
and whether we were acting judicially when we determined the 
right of a Senator to be admitted to his seat. I ought sibly te 
have stated that the doctrines both of stare decisis and res adju- 
dicata were inyoked here. 

Mr. GRAY, Mr. President, it seems to me that the case pre- 
sented by the Florida credentials just offered to the Senate does 
not involve any very complicated 3 of law. I suppose it 
will be conceded on all hands that the solution of this question but 
for thestatute of the United States passed in 1867 would have been 
found by the legislature elected two years ago and in session two 
years ago this winter performing the duty that would have de- 
volved upon it but for the statute, of electing a Senator to take his 
seat upon the expiration of the term ending March 3, 1897, because 
no legislature would be in session before that term expired and the 
legislature of two years ago-would be the only one in session be- 
fore the expiry of the term. But, unfortunately for that solution 
of the difficulty, the act of Congress to which I have just alluded 
provides that— 


The eeeieture of each State which is chosen next preceding the expira- 
o of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such State 
in Con; 


ess shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 

So the legislature that met two years ago in Florida could not 
obediently to the mandate of this statute have performed the func- 
tion of electing a Senator, and that duty was relegated to a legis- 
lature that was to be chosen thereafter, which was the legislature 
chosen in October last. 

Mr. PASCO. But the Constitution gives to Congress the power 
to fix the time, place, and manner of holding the election. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. The law having provided and designated 
and earmarked the legislature which is to perform the function 
of electing a Senator, there can be no doubt that the legislature 
properly to peram that function was the one chosen last October, 
and which does not convene until next month. So the case does 
not come within the scope of he objection which has been made 
and passed upon by the Senate, that a legislature has been in session, 
chosen in the proper manner, which could have ormed that 
duty and has neglected or failed to perform it. ere has been 
no legislature in session which could have performed that duty, 
and the only legislature which under the statute can properly 
perform it is the one that does not meet until next month. So 
the case absolutely comes under the language of the Constitution, 
that a vacancy has happened in the recess of a legislature, for no 
legislature has had an opportunity to fill the term commencing 
under the law March 4, 1897. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Delaware contend that, 
the former legislature having adjourned sine die, there is a recess 


within the meaning of the Constitution from that time until the 


convening of the new legislature? 

Mr. GRAY. I should say so. 

Mr. ALLEN. A recess applies to a body that has taken an ad- 
journment for a time being. 

Mr. GRAY. I may be wrong about it, as the Senator suggests, 
but I think it has been the accepted interpretation that a recess 
of the legislature means that period of time in which the legisla- 
ture is not in session and can not perform its functions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. The legislature, I understand, in 
Florida and all the other States dies by operation of law, under a 


constitutional limitation. The legislature convened in Florida a 


1897. 
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year or so ago and died by limitation, that is, it became functus 

officio, extinct, as though there never had been any such legisla- 

tive body there. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand the Senator’s position. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, the Senator from Delaware, I understand, 
contends that the time intervening between the expiration of that 
legislature and the meeting of the new legislature in April isa 
recess within the meaning of theConstitution, or within the mean- 
ing of the statute, which can be filled by appointment. : 

r. GRAY. It does not seem very important to make the dis- 

tinction that the Senator is insisting upon, which I think I can 
comprehend, for whether we consider it a recess of a 5 
that met two years ago and whose term expired in October, or a 
recess of the legislature which was chosen in October and does not 
meet until April, nevertheless this vacancy happens during a re- 
cess of the legislature, under the interpretation of that word put 
upon it by the Senate of the United States in all other cases. There 
is an absence of the legislature from its sessions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
no vacancy has happened. 

Mr. GRAY. The vacancy happened on the 4th of March. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; an office must have been started to be filled 
before a vacancy can occur in it. ; . 

Mr. GRAY, It is not worth while, and I did not rise for the 

urpose of splitting hairs with the ingenious and metaphysical 

Benator from Nebraska. All I meant to say was that it has been 

accepted by this very 8 Senate that a vacancy happens 

when a term expires and when there is no one to fill it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me a moment, I want 
to call his attention to the fact that he is in error. 

Mr. GRAY. Very probably, if the Senator differs from me, 

Mr. ALLEN. I differ with the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Then possibly I am in error. 

Mr. ALLEN. And possibly I may be in error, but it is part of 
mission to differ with the Senator from Delaware. I want to 
the attention of the Senator from Delaware tothe fact that 

we voted here in 1893 (the Senator from Delaware himself so vot- 

ing) to hold strictly to the doctrine that there was no such thing 

as a vacancy in a Senatorship except the vacancy should occur by 

death, resignation, or otherwise after a term had started to be 
The Senator from Delaware voted for that doctrine. 

Mr. GRAY. I have no recollection of voting for it, and I think 
it will be found that the Senator has stated it a little too broadly. 
I will only say, as the Senator speaks of differing with me, that I 
always feel stronger in my position when I agree with the Senator, 
and I am always inclined to reexamine my position when I find 
that I differ with him. But the question I rose to was different 
from that raised by the Senator from Nebraska. It is simply 
this: A statute passed by Congress in 1867 has made it incumbent 
upon the legislature of Florida to defer the election of a Senator 
until the April succeeding the expiry of the term of the Senator 
whose place is to be filled, and therefore this case does not come 
within the reason of any rule that has been discussed heretofore, 
and require the reference of the credentials to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. It seems to me perfectly plain that this 
appointment is one strictly within the constitutional power of 
the executive of Florida to make. It is consonant with the act of 
Congress d in 1867, and is not obnoxious, it seems to me, 
to any criticism that has been made upon other appointments by 
governors to fill vacancies happening in the recess of a legisla- 
ture. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, did the Senator from Nebraska 

. ALLEN] move that this case be referred to the Committee on 
ivileges and Elections? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the motion. 

Mr, HOAR. That motion is pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, Mr. President, the question before the Sen- 
ate is not that which has been discussed by any Senator who has 
spoken except the Senator from Nebr: . The question is 
whether this subject is fit for consideration by a committee before 
the Senate is called on to act upon it. 

With the exception of the case of the original taking of the oath 
at the beginning of a Congress, when we must deal with the cre- 
dentials as prima facie in order that the organization of the Senate 
may go on and that the change of public sentiment may take 
effect, there can be no reason why so important a question as the 
title to a seat in the Senate should not be dealt with in the man- 
ner in which we deal with every bill, public or private, great or 
small. Who ever heard of a discussion of the question of the 
reference of a bill introduced in the Senate by saying, It is a very 
plain case and we had better pass it without the report of a com- 
mittee?” We can not tell whether it is a very plain case until we 
have considered it for a few hours. The committee is the proper 
method of considering it. 

Now, to act on this case without a reference to a committee is 
to say, not that the Senate does not desire to decide it right, but 
that the Senate desires to act on it inconsiderately; and we are 


m 


departing from all our precedents and customs, departing from 
the method of procedure which belongs to every deliberative body, 
whose conclusions are ted to possess authority or weight 
anywhere, in endeavoring to get this hasty, snap judgment, : 

Mr. President, there is a very serious question upon these cre- 
dentials. If these credentials entitle this gentleman to his seat, 
then by the same course of reasoning a credential which says, “Í 
hereby appoint Mr. Robinson ”—or whatever the gentleman’s 
name may be—‘‘a Senator for life would be good to the extent of 
the governor’s real power. He has said, clearly without constitu- 
tional authority. I appoint this 8 to be a Senator until 
the legislature elect one.“ It may be at its next session or it may be, 
if that State has a like history with other States, after several ses - 
sions and adjournments of the legislature. Is not that a question 
to be considered by a committee? Is it to be decided offhand by a 
party vote? It isa matter which may hereafter return to very 
seriously plague the inventors. 

I am not expressing an opinion now on the question whether we 
may lawfully hold that the governor’s authority shall be well 
exercised, and the extent of it. Iam dealing only with the point 
that this is a question fit to be presented to the Senate by a com- 
mittee before we deal with it in the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to say, so far as the Senator’s remarks are 
addressed to me or have any reference to anything I said, that I 
came into the Chamber after the credentials had been presented, 
and the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] was onhis feet. Ihave 
not seen the credentials nor heard them read, nor did I propose in 
what I said to address myself to the propriety of reference, but 
merely rose to express my opinion, which was very clear, as to the 
difference between this case and other cases which had been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, on the ground 
that there was some irregularityin the appointment by the execu- 
tive so far as the right to appoint was concerned. As to the 
question which the Senator has gost made upon the framing of 
the credentials, that is one whic uires consideration, and I 
want to say that I am not here to ea partisan question of it 
or to seek to deal with it without proper consideration by the com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam very glad to hear the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, but I was addressing my remarks more par- 
ticularly to what the Senator from Florida had said. 

Mr. President, I for one, as at present advised, after very care- 
ful study of this matter, agree with the Senator from Florida in 
one particular. I think—and I go further than I understood him 
to go—I think that the Constitution intended that this body should 
be always full, and that its framers did not mean to have any dif- 
ficulties in the way. They were not quite so sure that the State 
legislatures would always elect or that the Senators elected would 
always accept in those days. The seats here were not the objects 
of ambition when the Constitution was framed that they have 
become since. The powers of the United States Government were 
few—at any rate, those exercised were few—the subjects of our 
jurisdiction were limited. It was a painful and di ble 
thing in those days for a man to leave his home for the seat of 
3 and travel here, and in many of the States there were 

nes established by law for the punishment of persons who refused 
to accept legislative and otlfer public offices. I might add further 
that down even to Mr. Webster's time one of the serious dangers 
which Mr. Webster spoke of as menacing our Government was that 
it might fall to pieces by the failure of the State legislatures to 
elect Senators and of the people to elect Representatives. Hecon- 
templated that as one of the serious dangers to our Government 
down to 1825 or 1830. 

It seems to me that the Constitution meant to say that when 
the legislature is in session it shall choose a Senator, and that if 
the office be vacant when the legislature is not in session a Sena- 
tor shall be appointed ad interim by the great authority represent- 
ing the State in all other of its great functions, the governor or 
executive, who in those days appointed the 13 and the great 
officers of the State. There was a simple, ample, sufficient 
method of providing for the keeping of seats in this body always 
occupied by the representatives of the different States, and all 
the subtleties and refinements which have been born of political 
desires where the votes of Senators have been affected by the 
question whether the man was a silver man or a gold man, a Dem- 
ocrat or a Republican, have 1 infinite mischiefs and have 
gone far to get us into difficulty; and I hope we shall go back to 
what was the simple and plain constitutional doctrine which was 
involved in the action by the Senate in the cases of Blair and Bell, 
and which was laid down in the report of the majority of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections in the cases of Lee Mantle 
and others. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is notcor- 
rect in his recollection of the Kellogg case. When . Kellogg 
applied for a seat in the Senate, his title was objected to on two 
grounds, first, that there had been corruption in procuring his 
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election, and second, that the body which had elected him was 
not the true and lawful legislature of the State of Louisiana. 
There was a full and elaborate examination of the question under 
a resolve of the Senate instructing the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to examine and report on the case on its merits— 
that was the phrase—and after full debate Mr. Kellogg was seated. 
He held the office for two years. In the next Congress, the polit- 
ical majority of the Senate having in the meantime become - 
ocratic, it was sought to unseat Mr. Kell and to annul that 
judgment without any newly discovered evidence, without any 
reason which would cause an ordinary court to grant a review of 
a judgment, but say 5 the ground that the political ma- 
ority of the Senate and they had the power to do it. 
That was all. A large n of Democrats, the late Senator 
from Georgia, Mr. Gordon, the late Senator from Mississippi, Mr. 
Lamar, the late Senator from Delaware, Mr. Bayard, and several 
others—six or eight Senators in all on the Democratic side—re- 
fused to act upon that doctrine, and the matter was dropped. 

The resistance of that attempt to unseat Mr. Kellogg was not 
pa on the ground that the Senate would not overrule an old case 

they were satisfied the principle was decided wrong, as other 
courts do, but it was put on the ground that it ought not to do 
what no court ever ought to do, overthrow a judgment in the 
same case affecting the title of the same parties merely because the 
court had its mind and had the power to do it. 

I think very few Senators on either side avowed the doctrine 
gu by the Senator from Missouri that the Senate is not a 
7 . The Constitution in terms uses the phrase that each 

ouse shall be the W ” when it decides questions, 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 


Mr. VEST. Does it use the — 
Mr. HOAR. It says each House han be the judge.” 


Mr. VEST. Yes, but not ta al 
Mr. HOAR. How could each House judge without being a 


ne 
r. VEST. Each House shall judge—form its opinion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Shall be the judge of the elections, returns, etc. 

n Shall be the judge of the qualifications of its own 
members. 

Mr. ALLEN. The language of the Constitution is that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. 

Mr. HOAR. Ina recent case, the Du Pont case, the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections unanimously united in a report in 
which they declared it would be prejudicial and dangerous to 
annul the ent against Mr. Du Pont merely because we had 
the power to doit, I not only joined in that report, but wrote it; 
but I expect, and then that if in the next Congress, or 
in this Congress, another Senator should present himself in another 
case with 8 the same title, no more and no less than that 
of Mr. Du Pont, I should vote to seat him; in other words, I 


there be a distinction between this case and the other two cases 
that distinction ought to be discovered and pointed out and stated 
in a ny Se of a committee. What condition should we be in 
before the tribunal of public opinion if we admit this gentleman 
from Florida to-day and keep ont these other two while the com- 
mittee are debating the same . Which has been decided in 
See 3 case woe Senate 

„Mr. ident, without any regard to their merits, I voted 
in the other two cases to send the credentials to a committee 
because I thought the committee ought to consider the cases, that 
they ought to consider and hear the arguments of the parties 
interested both for and against the seating of the members, and 
they ought to present to Senate, if they can, a clear and well- 
considered and deliberate view and statement of the whole ques- 
tion. These three cases belong together. Let the committee hear 
the parties, let it consider the facts; and if there is a distinction 
between this case and the other two cases, let it be pointed out by 
the committee, but it is certainly not proper to whisk and hurry 
Soen — through in a moment or on a brief consideration of 

s A 

Mr. President, this in all its bearings is one of the most im- 
portant and profound questions which can come before the Sen- 
ate. The questions which come up on credentials are peculiarly 
important, because they may have to be decided sometimes at the 
very organization of the Senate, when a new Congress comes in, 
I think we have got, or are about getting, into the mud, and that it 
is time we got out of it if we can, and I hope, and I trust the Senator 
from Florida will ee with me, that the Senate will commit 
this question to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and 
that we shall have a clear, full, thoughtful, and careful statement 
of the doctrine upon which in the end the Senate may agree, so 
that this whole difficult matter may be settled for the future. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, this is a most important mat- 
ter for the country and for the Senate. Previous to 1825 there 
were admitted several Senators, as I recollect the cases, who had 
been appointed to fill vacancies occasioned by the expiration of 
the term of office of Senators. In 1825 the Lanman case came u 
and it was discussed most elaborately. The same principle 
been frequently discussed before that time, as to whether a 
vacancy which occurred by the 3 of the term was a 
vacancy within the meaning of the titution, which provides 
that the governor may appoint if a vacancy happen by resignation, 
death, or otherwise. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ‘‘Resignation or otherwise.” 
The word “death” is not in the Constitution, The language is, 


“by Teano or otherwise.” 

Mr. S ART. Yes; “by resignation or otherwise.” The 
word ‘‘ death,” I now remember, is not in the Constitution. The 
Constitution provides, then, that the governor may appoint to fill 
a 1 by resignation or otherwise. 

In the caso it was deliberately decided that a vacancy 
which occurred after the expiration of a term was not a vacancy 
would overrule the principle of law on which the Senate acted, happening within the meaning of the Constitution. That was 
thinking it to be erroneous, and clearly erroneous, while at the red to as sound law until 1879, when the Bell case came up. 
same time I should respect the judgment, although it was founded | It is true there had been a Senator admitted from Arkansas when 
on an erroneous rule. the State first came into the Union, and owing to the drawing of 

The difference has been suggested between the doctrine of stare | lots to determine the class to which he should be assigned the 
decisis—that is, being governed by legal principles which have | Senator’s term expired before the meeting of the next legislature. 
been formally declared—and the doctrine 5 the sanctity | In that case the Senator was admitted on the appointment by the 
of judgment, on which, in the last resort, ost every human | governor; but in subsequent decisions and subsequent investi 

ight may be made to depend; so that there is no inconsistency. tions a distinction was drawn, and it was maintained that the 
wish to say further, in addition to what I have already said, | principle of the Lanman case was not intended to be overruled by 
that I think this gentleman is entitled to his seat as at present | that case, and was not overruled by it. Then came the Bell case, 
advised; I think ie is entitled to it on the doctrine of the Blair | which overruled the Lanman case, since which time several Sen- 
case and the Bell case, and on what seems to me the clear mean- | ators have been admitted on gubernatorial appointments. But 
of the Constitution, leaving out now the defect in his creden- | four years ago there were three States which failed to elect 
i I mean on the merits of the case—I am not speaking of his | Senators—W yoming, Montana, and Washington. Themajority of 
credentials. I think also that Mr. Corbett, of Oregon, and Mr. | the Committee on Privileges and Elections reported, through the 
Wood, of seeped hemi entitled to their seats by the same ruling. Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], in favor of the admission 
I can see no considerable or respectable distinction between the | of Mr. Mantle, from Montana, which was a test case for all 
cases. In each case the vacancy occurred when the i three, and after a long debate the Senate refused to admit him, 
was not in session. The legislature had met and adjourned in two | but followed the report of the minority of the Committee on Priv- 
of the cases before the 4th of March, unable to choose a Senator, | ileges and Elections, which was composed of Senators Vance, 
and in the other case the legislature had not met and could not Gray, Palmer, and Mitchell, of Oregon. They reported in favor 
choose a Senator, because they were not empowered to meet at a of the principle of the Lanman case, and on that report three 
time when they might do so. But the Constitution recognizes no | States were deprived of representation in the Senate. 
distinction between those two cases. The Constitution says that | During the time between 1825 and 1879 the governors ceased to 
“if vacancies happen,” which I interpret to mean if there happen | appoint. There were some ten or twelve cases where vacancies ex- 
to be a vacancy, if a vacancy occur—just as if it said, ‘‘If the 4th | isted in the Senate by reason of the expiration of the term, where 
of July happen on a Sunday, something shall be done the next no appointments were made. Thedecision in the Lanman case was 
day”—there can be no reasonable constitutional distinction be- taken to be the law, as a matter of course, for about fifty years. 
tween the case where a legislature could not meetand elect under | It was departed from between 1879 and 1893, and it was then 
their constitution and where, before the vacancy took place, it | solemnly adjudged << that the construction in the Lanman 
had failed to elect, to choose in anticipation of the vacancy, be- | case, which been held to be law for fifty years, was the true 
cause there were three or more opinions in the legislature, neither | construction. 
having a majority. It is not so material what the construction in this case shall be, 
So, then, if it is a matter to be determined by the Senate, if | but it is of paramount importance that we shall have a uniform 
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tut ion 

Mr. PASCO. Why not change the United States statute gov- 
erning the election of Senators? ras 

Mr. STEWART. A change in the State constitution should 
be made to conform to the United States statute on the subject; 
otherwise we shall have all the States in confasion over this ques- 
tion. We certainly ought to have a definite rule, because havin 
Senators appointed here and rejected on one ruling, and appoin 
and admitted on another ruling, looks like trifling with the subject. 

Iam in favor, therefore, of the reference of this question to a 

committee, and of having it again thoronghly examined When the 
Senate makes a precedent now, let it be such as will be followed 
hereafter. If it is best to depart from the rule which prevailed 
for a years, and which prevailed in the case of those three 
States, letit be known. Iwas rather of the opinion—and so stated 
in debate when the cases of those Senators were pending—that a 
fair construction and a beneficial construction was to decide that 
the governors might fill any vacancy, and that it was ble to 
80 construe the Constitution as to mean that if the legis- 
jatures, which at all times have it in their power to fill vacancies, 
did not perform that duty the governor might 2 but that 
suggestion did not meet with the approbation of the Senate, and 
the Senate went back to the ruling Which had been established as 
the law for half a century. 

Here we have the question apen: If we had not departed from 
that ruling we would not haye these cases here, and the States 
might have acted differently. If that ruling had not been de- 
parted from, the Senator from Florida would undoubtedly have 
offered an.amendment to the law, so as to allow the legislature 


leads the States into a y 

doubt that if the Senator from Florida had known that this gen- 
tleman could not be admitted, the appointment would not have 
been made. He would have taken measures to call itto the atten- 


tion of the 8 Committee and to haye the law so amended | 4), 
e; 


that the preceding legislature could fill the vacancy. All these 
evils grow out of our uncertainty, and there is a suspicion that 
the Senate will decide these cases not on the law, but on political 
grounds. That ought not to be. There ought to be certainty 
about filling the seats in this body, because nothing can injure 
the character of the body more than uncertainty. 

Iam not particular what the rule shall be, and I only rose to 
indorse the su ion that this case should be examined, and 
that we should have a report and should act deliberately upon so 
w important a question. 

r. ALLEN. . President, the very fact that this case has 
bronght up the discussion which has been indulged in, it seems to 
me, is sufficient evidence that it ought to go to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. I am as fully persuaded as I can be from 
the cursory examination made of this case that in principles it is 
on all fours with the two preceding cases, those of Oregon and 
Kentucky, both of which are now before the Committee on Privi- 
ee 3 ly to the very faceti 

rise more ic y to y very facetious argument 
of my learned and distingni friend the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray], who I regret is not in his seat at this time, and to call 
attention to the fact that the Senator from Delaware in 1893 sub- 
scribed to the doctrine which he now controverts. When the Lee 
Mantle case arose, the honorable senior Senator from Delaware 
was a member of the Committee on Privi and Elections, and 


rt. 
In that report section 3, Article I, of the Constitution was under 
consideration, the langyage of which is as follows: 


z: K they shall be assin bisi Tn sonsequence of the Bret sler: 
on 


they shall be divided as equally as may be into three classes. The seats of the 
be vacated at the tion of the second 

year, and of the third 

third may be chosen 
or 


make tem: r tments until the next meeting of the legislature, 
hah thes ail guct 


such vacancies. 
vision of the Constitution under 


That was the particular 
discussion in the Senate in 1893 in the Lee Mantle case, and it was 


In that case the Senator from Delaware subscribed to this doo- 
trine, and I read from the minority report: 


terms of the Senators of State must 
Fia any m begin by being 


The 

chosen legislature. way of a Senator is a 
Pointmont of tho executive to ll a vacancy which bas happened by resent 
„„„„ßßFßͥͥͥUB¹..ñqꝛ ombie. 
Tv constituting a Senator 


ping ey tance ch — Lote ended, resignati 

upon such as ‘ore rm ion, - 
ion, ication, or any other cause pe is 
e was elected 


se: goed to the doctrine that the office must have been 
filled in first instance by legislative election, and that a va- 
cancy must have happened by resignation or otherwise before the 

ief executive of the State was invested with power to fill the 
vacancy by an appointment. 

Now, I understand the Senator from Delaware changes his po- 
sition on this doctrine and holds to the contrary. That I may not 
mistake, I read further from this report, page 14: 
lig cvan emuxpocted oveate tints our IMASE we IARA ese of Cnet word 

ran 7 use 
F 
As the Senator from Massachusetts did this morning. 


to all 

g.“ because 

ven of statutes 

a month if it 
t It is true that 
to all men who are astronomers, and would sit down 
ons, that a certain date in a certain 7 1 
masses of mankind do not think of tt in that way. They speak 
as th the thing were absolutely uncertain, 
stance, that any natural even which all men know and look for, “ hap- 
pen ` to come at the time on which it was expected; wedo not say that the 


sun “ to rise ona certain day; we do not say that water “hap- 
pens” to down a descent ee force of gravity, t is a known law 
of nature. We do not say that Christmas “happens” to come on the 25th of 


December; by the universal consent of om t event comes on 
t day without x 
W. 


tha perad venture. We do not say that a note happens to 
fall due on the da’ CE h it no doubt 
is often said that it ha to fall due when the er not have the 
money to pay it. 

I doubt not the Senator from Delaware participated in drafting 


is report. 
Then I desire to read briefly from page 18 of the op. which 
completely answers the ar, ent of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] respecting the right of the State to representation here: 
ropos to th gument of th trolin rpose 
being to koop the Senate tall, suppose tho Coree of «new State chon 
spre t two to begin and send them here with their creden- 
t alleging that there was a vacancy. and with Soe tee eT Tor 
recei them 0 


the absence of a legislative election? Must we ve because 
importance of keeping the Senate full; or because without its consent we 


the m: rot the logisinture 
ed without filling that vacancy, 
that the governor can not again exercise the appointing power. 

The Senator from Florida voted for that doctrine. 

Mr. President. the Constitution confers power upon the chief 
executive of a State to appoint a Senator in an instance where a 
vacancy has happened. e ordinary mind will necessarily con- 
strue that language to mean that a term must have been begun, 
some must have been elected by the constitutional tribunal 
to discharge the office of Senator of the United States; he must have 
been set apart and designated for that purpose by the legislative 
branch of the government in whom the power is vested, and must 
actually have entered upon the discharge of his duties, and through 
resignation or death, or some other unforeseen event, a vacancy 
must have taken place in the office. 

If that were not true, if we give the Constitution a different 
construction, we not only violate the language of that instrument 
itself, but its clear policy and oe 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator how he reconciles the 
argument which he is now making with the construction which 
a been put yA = Senate, the 8 his advisers, two or 

hree opinions oi orneys-General, and the courts, on the pre- 

cisely similar phraseology in regard to appointments to executive 
offices by the dent: 
0 dent shall have 

ae LA CCC 

Now, if we make a new office and adjourn, the President grants 
a commission in the recess. The two phrases in the Constitution 
are precisely the same. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know that itis my purpose or that I 
am concerned in reconciling the difference between the construc- 
tion of the executive department of the National Government upon 
some other provision of the Constitution and the construction 
that has been given the provision under debate by the Senate. 
The very fact that the executive department may have given a 
different construction to the language quoted by the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts does not necessarily demonstrate that 
that position is correct. Here is language so plain and unequivo- 
cal that no man can misunderstand what it means. If a vacancy 
happens by resignation or otherwise, says the Constitution, then 
the chief executive or the governor has the power to appoint tem- 
porarily to fill the vacancy. A term of office must have been en- 
tered upon; some person must have been selected by the constitu- 
tional power of the State government to discharge the duties of a 
Senator, and after he has entered upon the discharge of those duties, 
a vacancy must occur by resignation or otherwise, otherwise 
embracing death or removal or expatriation or any other unfore- 
seen incident or fact. 

Mr. President, it is sought now by the Senator from Florida and 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who I understand have come to- 
gether in their opinions upon this 5 to give Florida repre- 
sentation in this Chamber, not to fill a vacancy that has happened 
by resignation or otherwise, but to enter upon a term—a term, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts well says, which will never ex- 
pire if the legislature of the State of Florida decline to elect 
o af they can be induced to adjourn from time to time without 

ecting. 

The power to fill that vacancy for one week or two weeks carries 
with it by principle the power to fill it for six years or twelve 
years, unless the legislature shall in the meantime convene and 
elect according to the provision of the Constitution. The element 
of time has nothing to do withit. It is the injection into our 
Constitution of a new provision that gives the chief executive of 
the State power to designate a man to fill an office in which no 
vacancy has occurred in consequence of resignation or any other 
unforeseen event. 

Now, one word more, Mr. President, in respect to the remarks 
made by the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and I 
will conclude. The Senator from Missouri seems to think that 
in 1 upon these questions the Senate is not exercising judi- 
cial functions, but a purely legislative function. Thatcan not be 
the true construction of the Constitution. Section 5, Article I, of 
the Constitution reads as follows: 

Each House shall be the ju of e 
of its own members, and CCC 1 
to do business, etc. 

That language was not loosely used by the framers of the Con- 
stitution. They understood, when they used the words each 
House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its own members,” that the Senate was using or would 
use and employ judicial functions. What is a judicial function? 
What isthe 1 of a judge as N from the power of a 
legislator? e power of a court is to hear and determine the law 
and the facts of a controversy. Jurisdiction, where it is full and 
complete, isthe power to hear, try, anddetermineacause. Here the 
Senate are set forth as a vooy of judges. They shall be the judges 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of their own member- 
ship. We take evidence by our committees; we take judicial 
notice of the existence of certain facts of which a court would 
take judicial notice; we listen to testimony taken ore tenus or 
taken in the form of depositions or presented in the form of docu- 
ments. We have all the powers of any court in the land, with 
full and plenary power to take evidence. Our vote is a judgment 
upon the controversy which is submitted to us. If the Senator 
from Missouri can point out the distinction between the exercise 
of that kind of power by the Senate of the United States and judi- 
cial power as he understands it, I am satisfied he would not only 
do eo country aservice, but that he would do the Senate aservice 
as well. 

No, Mr. President; the Senate of the United States is a judicial 
body. It is a legislative body. It is an executive body as well. 
We embrace within the compass of our jurisdiction judicial, leg- 
islative, and executive functions. When we are called upon by 
the Constitution to advise and consent respecting the appointment 
of aforeign minister or the adoption of a y with a foreign 
country, we are exercising neither judicial nor legislative func- 
tions, but purely executive functions. When we are considering 
the wisdom and policy of enacting a given bill into a law, we are 
exercising the functions of a legislative body. When we are con- 
sidering the testimony as to and the credentials of an applicant 
for a seat on this floor, when we are invoking constitutional 
principles and construing and applying them to the case, we are 
exercising strictly and purely judicial functions. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I wish to add a few words only to 
what I have already said in reference to this case. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that the case must be de- 


termined by the Constitution. Of course we all admit that, but 
the meaning of the Constitution must be determined by this body, 
which is the power authorized to pass upon and interpret its pro- 
visions relating to the election of Senators. As has just been said 
by the Senator who preceded me, the Senate is the judge of the 
elections and qualifications of its membership under the clause of 
the Constitution which he has read and referred to. 

Now, then, what has the Senate of the United States determined 
with reference to this class of cases heretofore, and if the decisions 
with reference to this class of cases hitherto, for a series of 

ears, have been uniform and consistent and itive, then the 
aw established by these cases ought to stand; then the well- 
settled precedents ought to be followed. I read now from the able 
report presented by the Senator from Massachusettsin the Du Pont 
case, which I did not have at hand when I spoke before: 


We can conceive of no case which can arise in human affairs where it is 
more important that a judgment of any court should be and should 


stand unaffected by caprice or anything likely to excite ion or to tempt 
virtue. When the Senate decided the e it was sitting as a h oon 
stitutional court. In its action we think it ought to respect the principles, in 


giving effect to its own decision, which have been established in other judi- 
cial tribunals in like cases and which the experience of mankind has found 
safe and salutary. 


Now, further on he recognizes the right of the Senate to pro- 


nounce a different judgment in subsequent cases, in the following 


language? 


We have no doubt that a — 8 doctrine involxed in a former judgment of 
the Senate may be overruled in later cases. But there is no case re in 
other judicial tribunals in which a final judgment in the same case can be 
rescinded or reversed merely because the composition of the court hag 
changed or because the members of the court who o y decided it have 
changed their mind as to the law or fact which is involved. 


I read that so that I may not do the Senator from Massachusetts 


sg Peg rg 
. PLATT of Connecticut. From what does the Senator read? 

Mr. PASCO. The report in the Du Pont case as found in the 
RECORD. Certainly the very same reasoning here made use of by 
the Senator from Massachusetts would apply with reference to 
following well-established precedents, 

If this class of cases has been decided uniformly and consistent] 
in a particular way, there is no reason why the Senate should hesi- 
tate to-day in following the decisions which have been made in 
the past. The Senate recognized that in the Marston case. The 
Senate recognized that when I presented my credentials four years 
ago, and in cases of that sort the judgment of the Senate ought to 
95 as settled and final, and one that should not be 
changed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does me 5 from Florida yield to the Senator from New 

Mr. PASCO. inly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Florida to the fact that after two or three appointments had 
been made from New Hampshire under peculiar circumstances, 
where the appointees were admitted, the Tooele of New Ham 
shire realized that that was an anomaly which ought not to 
tolerated, and changed their constitution, largely for the purpose 
of avoiding a gubernatorial appointee for three months of each 
term in the Senate. So now Florida is the only State that has this 
anomaly. If this precedent holds,and I think after due consider- 
ation by the Committee on Privileges and Elections I should be in 
favor of admitting Mr. Henderson, provided Mr. Wood and Mr, 
Corbett are also admitted, Florida is the only State in the Union 
that is going to put herself in the attitude of coming here every 
six years, and perhaps oftener, with an appointed Senator to sit 
here three months, The Senator hardly wants to put Florida in 
that position, and I would ask him why Florida has not changed 
her constitution? 

Mr. PASCO. I will state that Florida has not changed her con- 
stitution because she has relied upon the decisions of the Senate, 
because she has relied upon the interpretation of the Constitution 
as announced by the Senate and as adhered to for more than a 

uarter of a century, and I hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire does not mean to suggest that the Constitution of the United 
States has been changed simply because the State of New Hamp- 
shire has seen fit to change her constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER, No, Mr. President, I will tell—— 

Mr. PASCO. The Constitution means precisely the same that 
it did before New Hampshire changed her constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me a word, I do 
not contend that the Constitution does not mean the same, but it 
has something of a strain upon it when legislatures do not provide 
a Senator upon the 4th of March. The Constitution was not 
changed, either, by the courtesy that was extended to the Senator 
from Florida four years ago. Everybody knew that in three 
weeks he would be elected by the unanimous voice, almost, of the 
legislature. I am sorry that there were almost no Republicans 
there to vote against him. Everybody knew he would be here 
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three weeks later; no one objected, and a was extended 
to the Senator from Florida that has been exten to no other 
Senator whom I have ever known upon this floor. Now the Sen- 
ator wants to make a precedent out of that courtesy which shall 
prevent the usual course of referring the credentials now — 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections for their investiga- 
tion. I do notthink the Senator ought todo that. I think he 
ought to consent to allow the credentials to go to the committee 
a not precipitate this great constitutional question upon the 
Senate, where we are to have all the refinements stated over and 
over again that we have had this morning. I make the appeal to 
the Senator. y { 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Florida permit me to ask 
the Senator from New Hampshire a question? 

Mr. PASCO. Certain! 


5 y y- 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
desires to get rid of the constitutional question by a compromise 
under which he is to get two for one. Is that the idea of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire? , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the aid of the Senator from Georgia 
hereafter—a new Senator who has not participand in the lengthy 
discussions upon this question—I desire his aid, after the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections shall have reported, in finding out 
what is the true constitutional construction, for, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts has undertaken to show this morning in this 

ture discussion of the question, there is almost no shade of 
8 between the one case and the other. I am in favor of 
the broadest possible construction of the Constitution, as the Sen- 
ator from Florida well knows. IJ can not understand the pon 
of distinction that would admit an 2 4 paper Senator from — 
ida to-day, without any reference of his credentials, and keep out 
two appointed Senators from sany and Oregon. é 

I beg pardon of the Senator from Florida for intervening, but 
when four ago we admitted him withouta question, because 
ev e knew he would be here four weeks later, and because it 
Was not a very big constitutional question, and because we liked 
him, I want to ask him why a few months after he went voting 
with all his zeal and power against the admission of Lee Mantle. 
I do not think there is sufficient constitutional distinction to jus- 
tify the Senator from Florida. I want him to let this case go to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and see if we can not 
work out a principle that will not make fish of one and fowl of 
another. 

Mr. PASCO, I have heard a great deal of Senatorial courtesy, 
and I have received a great deal of it ee ten years I have 
been in the Senate. I appreciate very highly the kindly feeling 
that the Senator from New Hampshire suggests was extended to 
thet time by t 5 t of this Podr i beca they bell cat 
that time by the j en i use iev 
had a constitutional right to be here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Senator will allow me again. There 
was no discussion. The credentials were presented on the 3d; he 
stood up with the other Senators the next day and was sworn in, 
and there was no allusion whatever to this moot question. The 
Senator knows well that if it had not been for those peculiar 
circumstances, and the fact that every one knew Florida intended 
to keep such a distinguished representative here six years more, 
and no one else would have been chosen, he would not have been 


admitted as he was. 
Mr. PASCO. Ihave always taken it for granted that the case 
was 80 that no one thought was any reason whatever 


New Hampshire, I recollect when Mr. Marston came here, and 
if there was anything like Senatorial courtesy instead of con- 
stitutional law to control the case, the matter of courtesy would 
have required that Mr. Marston should not have been admitted, 
because the amiable Senator from New Hampshire at that time 
Was i a seat upon this floor, and he had to leave that seat 


until June in order that Mr. Marston might be admitted 
under the gubernatorial rad fig Sees which he presented here and 
under which he was seated. That was the precedent which im- 
mediately ed the one that was made by my own case. 

The trouble with reference to the situation that Florida finds 
herself in now and that New Hampshire found herself in before 
is that the Constitution gives to Congress the right to fix the time 
and manner of holding Senatorial elections, and these States felt 
obliged to follow the action of Congress in regulating these elec- 
tions. That power was exerted in 1866, and section 14, on page 3 
of the Revised Statutes, reads as follows: 

The legislature of each State which is chosen next preceding the Neg vans 
LE a ee ie 
3 — to elect a Senator in cy Pes 
E, when this legislation occurred, this section had been made to 
read, the legislature of each State which sits or meets next 
ceding the expiration of the time,” etc., or some words to that 


XX X—3_ 


effect, the whole 33 could have been removed and 


every 
have had power to elect a Senator be- 
fore the commencement of the term which he was to fill. But 
that is the law which controls this case. That is the law which 
the State of Florida has followed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Did not the supreme court of the 
State of New Hampshire, when its opinion was asked on this sub- 
ject, hold that the legislature chosen next before the expiration 
of the term meant a legislature which was chosen and also organ- 
ized before the term expired? 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from New argo WE can answer 
that question better than I. My judgment, which I announced 
in the remarks which I made on the Lee Mantle case, was that 
this legislation of Congress is unconstitutional, because it deprives 
a State situated as New Hampshire then was and as Florida now 
is of an op! ity to elect a Senator for six years. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Then I will ask the Senator from 
77) ͥ (v... Gon caine Od 

„upon its opinion being y 
not decide in effect that the legislature chosen next before was the 
i chosen and which met and organized? 

r. CHANDLER. The supreme court of New Hampshire did 
so decide. The facts were these: There was a large house of rep- 
resentatives which refused to ask the opinion of the supreme 
court. A bare majority of the State senate asked the opinion of 
the supreme court, and the supreme court ee that opinion. I 
was a member of the legislature in 1881. e paid no attention 
whatever to the supreme court. The legislature overruled the 
supreme court in that case. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. That is natural. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The- condition of the law then seemed to be 
that a committee of this body, the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, had reported that the earlier legislature had no right to 
elect. The supreme court of the State rendered an opinion that 
the earlier legislature ought to elect, and in that conflict of opin- 
ion the legislature of 1881 took its own course and did not elect a 
Senator. We then rested over two elections of a United States 
Senator by appointed Senators — ye into this body, 
making four, as I will state, Messrs. Cheney, Marston, and 


State in the Union wonl: 


from Florida has painfully caused mo to realiz ie eee 

ca me to r e, governor o 
New Hampshire di eek have that appreciation of my merits 
which the governor of Florida had of the merits of the present 
Senator from Florida, and appointed General Marston, who came 
here for three months before my reelection. But the people of 
New Hampshire came to realize that this was an awkward condi- 
tion of affairs, and they went to work and changed their constitu- 
tion. That is the point (I find I am given to reiteration) that I 
want to impress upon the Senator from Florida. If the advice 
will be taken kindly, the State of Florida ought to change her con- 
stitution and elect a Senator before there is a vacancy. 

Mr. PASCO, It would be much easier to this leg- 
islation. We could do that in a few days, and it would be a m 
simpler matter than to change the constitution of the State of 
Florida. But I wish to go on with what I was saying. 

I do not intend to enter upon the reasons for the two different 
lines of precedents which exist in these two different classes of 
cases. As I understand the Kentucky case, it is like the Montana 
case, and if rests upon a series of precedents which go back to the 
Third Congress, when the Kensey Johns case was determined. 
This was the resolution which was adopted, by a vote of 20 yeas to 
7 nays, in 1794: 


77. the — or of the State of 
States for 


Delaware as a Senator of the U: is not entitled te 
a seat in the Senate of the United a session of the of the 
id State having intervened between tion of said George 


said 
Read and the appointment of the said Kensey J 


There has never been a decision inconsistent with that since the 
time when it was rendered. 

The other class of cases, usually called the New Hampshire 
eases, has been standing fora quarter of a cen perhaps, or 
very nearly that time, and the Senate has invariably decided in 
those cases that where the legislature has had no opportunity to 
elect a Senator the governor may appoint. It was upon that 
class of precedents that I was appointed four years ago It was 

m that class of precedents that the gentleman who now has 
his application before the Senate has been appointed during the 
present month. 

I do not pretend to give the reasons why these two decisions 
have been made in these two different classes of cases. Suffice it 
to say, that those precedents exist, and that they have stood, that 
they have been established by the deliberate action of the Senate, 

f hold that we should follow and adhere to them. 

It is su by some of the Senators who have spoken that 

there might be some polities in these decisions. I wish to refer 
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to the final vote on the Montana case to show that that was 
decided without any reference to party lines, and thatin that case, 
which substantially settled three, two of the applicants belonged 


to one political party and the other belonged toanother. The vote 
in fayor of seating Mr. Mantle was as follows: There were 12 
Democrats, 16 Republicans, and 2 Populists who voted in favor of 
seating him. Against seating him there were 23 Democrats, 10 
Republicans, and 2 Populists. So no political difference appeared 
upon the vote that was taken in that case; and so well settled was 
that class of cases regarded, as I said before when I was on the 
floor, that in the Delaware case, which came up later, there was 
no effort whatever made to appoint a Senator after it was deter- 
Are by a vote of this body that Mr. Du Pont had not been 
elected. 

Mr. President, if these precedents are as I have stated (and it is 
admitted by everybody who has taken the floor that be exist), 
there seems to be no reason why this case should be tried or why 
it should be referred to a committee. To my mind the ber bys bd 
of the credentials is not animportant matter. The law settles the 
time that this certificate shall extend the service to, and whatever 
may be the words of it, it can only be effective until the legislature 
has met and has had its full opportunity to elect a Senator. 

But I admit that the criticism of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has some foundation, and the information which I had that 
the credentials were essentially the same as those which were pre- 
sented here four years ago is not correct. I will ask that the cer- 
tificate which was then presented to the Senate be read by the 
Secre . Lhave it here in the RECORD. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 

The Secretary read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 
8, 1893, page 2479, as follows: 

The Vice-President presented the credentials of SAMUEL PASCO, a 


80 inted 
by the governor of the State of Florida a Senator from that State to fill the 
vacancy to occur March 4, which were read, and ordered to be filed, as 


follows: 
STATE OF FLORIDA, Executive Department. 
To all persons to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


ear o! 
by the nonelection of said PAsco’s successor. 

To have and to hold said office of Senator of the United States until the 
next meeting of the legislature of said State, the said next meeting being the 
meeting of the legislature designated by the laws of the United States for 


the election of such successor, and being the first meeting of such legislature. 


at which such successor could be legal chosen. 

In testimony whereof, I, Henry „Mitchell, governor of the State of Flor- 
ida and executive thereof, have hereunto set my hand and caused the great 
seal of said State to be affixed at Tallahassee, the capital, on this the twenty- 
seventh day of February, in the year of our Lord 1893, and of the independence 
of the United States the one hundred and seventeenth 


SEAL.) HENRY L. MITCHELL, Governor. 
his excellency the governor: 


Joun L. CRAWFORD, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator closes his remarks, I 
wish to refer to his credentials, which have just been read. Was 
there not a statement made by the Senator from Massachusetts at 
the time those credentials were presented? 

Mr. PASCO. My credentials differed from those now before 
the Senate, and they are in harmony with the views of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. There was no debate upon them. Perhaps 
the Senator from New Hampshire did not catch what Isaid. I 
admit that the criticism of the Senator from Massachusetts with 
reference to the credentials now before the Senate has some foun- 


tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Senator from Massachusetts 
say about those credentials? Did he not give notice that in the 
way of courtesy to the Senator rather than as an expression of 
‘opinion on the question of constitutional law there would be no 
objsotion to the Senator being sworn in next day? 

Mr. PASCO. Not at all. 
so far as I remember. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nothing was said? 

Mr. PASCO. Notaword. I was admitted the next day with 
the other Senators when the roll of Senators was called, and, so 
far as my recollection goes, there was no criticism or word of objec- 
tion or remark made in that case any more than in the others. 

Mr. CHANDLER, It was not made the next day; I know that 
very well, because it was E ESSEE well understood by the Sen- 
ate that no objection would bemade the next day. 

Mr. PASCO. Relying upon this line-of precedents which I 
have stated, I have donn it was unn to refer this case 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I still believe 
that it is unnecessary. Almost every Senator who has spoken has 
admitted that this gentleman has a right to his seat, and that when 
the time comes he expects to vote that he be seated. Some, like 
the Senator from New Hampshire, want to couple it with an ar- 
rangement to vote for some other appointed Senators also, but, 


ot a word was said on the subject, 


with perhaps two exceptions, all who have eee e in the de- 
bate have recognized the right of this gentleman toa seat. DoI 
understand that the Senator from Nebraska has actually made a 
motion to refer? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska en- 
tered a motion to refer the credentials to the Committee on Privi- 
teges and Elections, 

. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from Florida, while 
he has made a very strong case, that under the circumstances, in 
view of the reference of the other two cases, he ought not to resist 
the motion to take this case to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. I trust the Senator will permit that course to be taken 
after the statements which have been made to-day on both sides 
in regard to it. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I have fully stated my views upon 
the question, and am willing to submit it to a vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska Mr. ALLEN], that the credentials be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. PASCO. I wish to ask the Senate, in order that there may 
be no doubt about the matter, that Mr. Henderson, the gentleman 
whose credentials have been presented and referred, be admitted 
to the privileges of the floor while he is alia upon the action of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I believe there is no 
positive rule on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ere can be no objection to that course; 
and I will ask, if the order has not already been made, that Mr. 
Wood, the claimant of a seat from Kentucky, may also be ad- 
mitted to the 2 of the floor. Ex-Senator Corbett, of Ore- 
gon, is entitled to the privileges of the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, _Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Florida and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? The Chair hears none. 


AFFAIRS IN CRETE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from the 
consul-general of Greece at New York, tendering the thanks of 
his Government for the resolution passed by the Senate on the 
20th ultimo; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Maryland and Washington Railway Company for the 
year ended December 31, 1896; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Baltimore 
(Md.) Annual Conference of the Pie th Church, pray- 
ing for the ratification of the proposed arbitration treaty with 
Gren Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

ations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Local Union, No. 276, Cigar- 
makers’ International Union of America, of Plattsmouth, Nebr. 

ra; ing for a decrease of the tariff on imported leaf tobacco of ali 
Kinde, or an increase of the tariff on imported cigars, and remon- 
strating inst any increase in the internal tax on domestic 
cigars; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

r. PETTUS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Florence, Ala., praying for the appointment 
of an impartial, nonpartisan industrial commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Florence, Ala., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to further protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the faculty and students 
of Beloit College, Beloit, Wis., and a petition of the Wisconsin 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, praying for the ratification of the 

roposed arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were re- 
forced to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Young People’s Chris- 
tian Union of Hingham, Mass., and a petition of the Heptorean 
Club, of Springfield, Mass., praying for the ratification of the pro- 
posed arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a memorial of Council No. 28, Inde- 
pendent National Association, of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstratin 
against the ratification of the proposed arbitration bdo wi 
Sags Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

ations, 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


35 


Mr. CLARK presented a petition of the legislature of Wyoming, 
praying for the restoration of true bimetallism by means of an 
international agreement with the leading commercial nations of 
the world, providing for the free and unlimited coinage of both 
gold and silver at a fixed ratio; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

STATE oF WYOMING, Office of Secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


5 oh le thereof 
e whole thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
5 pital, this Lith da f March, A. D. 1897. 
„ of Ma: 5 i 
t oe eyenne, the cap’ ay ah iae f 
Secretary of State, 
By ROBERT P. 
z Chief Clerk. 


[Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming.] 
Enrolled joint resolution No. 6, house of representatives, State of Wyoming. 
Be it resolved by 


ment with the ! g commercial nations of the world, provi for the 
free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver at a fixed ratio. efforts 
to secure such bimetallism will meet with our earnest commendation. 
JJ ĩ 
N 25 GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
President of the Senate. 
A. Du Speaker of the House. 
o) 
1897. 
Approved February 2%, 15 = 
Mr. CLARK presented a petition of the legislature of Wyoming, 
praying that an appropriation be made for procuring artesian 
water in sufficient quantity to greatly promote and enlarge the 
irrigation of land in the arid region of the West, particularly in 
the State of Wyoming; which was referred to the Committee on 
Trrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
STATE OF WYOMING, Office of the Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES oF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Charles W. Burdick, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
— oori that the annexed copy of enrolled joint resolution No. 2, 
senate of the 


‘ourth legislature of the State of Wyoming, has been carefully 
compared with the a ees filed in this office on the 2th day of Tuay, 
A 55 true, and correct copy of same and of the whole 
ereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Wyoming. 
Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this llth or of March, A. D. 1897. 
LskAL.] HARLES W. BURDICK, 
Secretary of State. 
ROBERT P. FULLER, 
By Chief Clerk. 


[Fourth legislature of the State of Wyoming.] 
Enrolled joint resolution No. 2, senate, State of Wyoming. 
To promote irrigation. 
Joint memorial to Con 
Be it resolved by the 1 of the State of Wyoming, That whereas both 
experience and the reports of the United States en corps 
Favs shown the feasibility of procuring artesian water in sufficient quantity 
50 greatly pmo and enlarge the irrigation of land in the arid region of 
Ə West; an 
Whereas there are large areas in Wyoming, and notably in Converse 
County, where the sinking of artesian wells would be of incalculable advan- 


to agriculture: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate of Wyoming (the house of representatives con- 
curring therein), That our Senators and Representative in the Congress of 
the United States are hereby requested to use their best endeavors to procure 
an appropriation for that Bg scam from the General Government, and pro- 
mote in sey brewer way the development of irrigation as set forth in 
memorial: d 

Be it further resolved, That upon the adoption of these resolutions the 
secretary of state is hereby instructed to send an authenticated copy of 
em 88 byt preci and 5 in 8 . = request that 

ey take the steps necessary to secure the above appro on. 

GEORGE E. ABBOTT, 
President of the Senate. 
A. D. KELLEY, 


Approved February 19, 1897. 
WM. A. RICHARDS, Governor. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry commercial and 
industrial organizations of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the 
prompt construction of the proposed new post-office building in 
that city, and also that an appropriation be made for the same; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

THE CHAMBER OF 9 on SAN FRANCISCO, 


neisco, March 4, 1897. 
Memorial to the honorable Senate and 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the commercial and industrial o. tions of San 
cisco, Cal., respectfull, 


y urge upon you the necessity and the wise policy 


of pompi constructing the new Federal post-office building, for which val- 
uable property has been purchased in this city several years since. 

We Dy uest that the unexpended balance remaining from the 
purchase price, s 


a) 1 at „000, be at once applies to this 
ar? gun and that an tional appropriation of $250,000 be added thereto 
with which to continue the work of construction. 

The absolute necessity of this work is admitted by all. San Francisco, the 
principal seaport of our ific Coast, a post-office which is commented 
upon asa to our Government, and in which the public service is at 
serious disad van Our citizens object to the policy of purchasing a valu- 
able property for this pu and permitting it to remain idle for years 
until the interest on its cost becomes sufficient to pay a la portion of the 
cost of the building intended to be placed upon it, meanwhile permitting the 
public interests to suffer from inadequate ties. 

Presenting these considerations asa basis for 8 prompt action, and con- 
fident of your favorable consideration, we have the honor, with high respect, 

Sabecetbe ourselves, 

Your fellow- citizens. 

THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO, 

HUGH CRAIG, President. 

THE BOARD OF TRADE OF SAN FRANCISCO, 

A. A. WATKINS, President. 

THE MANUFACTURERS AND PRODUCERS’ 

ASSOCIATION OF CALIFORNIA, 

JULIAN SONNTAG, President. 

THE MERCHANTS’ ASSOCIATION, 

F. W. DOHRMANN, President. 

TAE BUILDERS’ EXCHANGE, 

OSCAR LEWIS, President. 

TAE CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF TRADE, 

J. S. EMERY, Vice-President. 

OAKLAND BOARD OF TRADE, 

CRAIGIE SHARP, Secretary. 


Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the legislature of Cali- 
fornia, relative to the citrus-fruit industry and the fruit schedule 
in the new tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


SACRAMENTO, CAL., March 12, 1897. 
Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


In accordance with the instructions set forth in the following resolution, 
Ihave the honor to herewith transmit same to you. 
(Signed) F. J. BRANDON, 
Secretary Senate. 


[Senate joint resolution No. 16.] 
Joint resolution relating to the citrus-fruit industry. 


Whereas on January 3, 1897, there was introduced into the senate by Sen- 
ator Langford a joint resolution No. 2, relative to the fruit industry, which 
resolution duly passed both the senate and assembly and was transmitted 
to our Senators and Representatives in Congress; an 

Whereas said joint resolution contained various proposed duties on fruits 
raised in this State which Congress was asked to impose as a protection from 
fore: 9 and 

reas the said proposed duties have been construed to be the maxi- 

mum rates desired by the California fruit producers, whereas in reality they 
are the minimum duties , and are entirely inadequate to protect 
competition in several of the kinds of fruit 
and fruit products named: Therefore, 
_ Resolved, That the proposed duty of 1 cent p pound on Zante currants is 
inconsistent and — Say and if adopted will 
ow of Califo: 8 155 
fornia raisins of all descripti particularly with seedless varieties, and if 
admitted into this countr: ton a du of less than 3 cents per d take 
the place of and pen e domestic product; that the 
of raisins comprise 20 per cent or more of all the rai 
that the ed “Zante currant" is a seedless grape, clas- 
sified, and be made subject to the same duty as raisins and all dried grapes; 


at ong es rane Dropar 88 ee bows raisin corner A will largely and 

ro! an such enco ment a v 

Ee . . 
We refore believe a duty of 3 cents per 


d on aes: “Zante 
currants,” sultanas,and all er dried produ of the grape should be 


adopted. 
Pesolved, That we believe a duty of not less than 3} cents per pound be 
fixed on prunes and dried plums, and that ata less rate this ind must 
languish and the large sums of money inv in it become unprofitable, and 
thus lessen the opportunity for labor, when thousandsof laborers arealready 
without the tunity of supporting themselves and their families. 

Resolved, our Senators be instructed and our Representatives in 
Congress be nested to urge that the fruit schedule in the new tariff law 
to be submi' to Congress at its special session shall contain a duty of not 
less than 40 cents per cubic foot on oranges, lemons. and limes, laid at a uni- 

ess of the size of the 1 and when in bulk should be 

r thousand; and a duty of not less than 50 cents per cubic 

pe fruit, and pomelos, or $25 per thousand when in 

bulk. On citric acid there should be a specific duty of 15 cents per pound; 

75 cents per pound on essential oils of oranges and lemons, 5 cents per ‘pound 

on the finished product of candied oranges and lemon peel and preserved 

citron, and 3 cents per pound on citron of commerce, when in pickle or brine; 

and on concentrated lemon and lime juice, in proportion to the amount of 
citric acid it contains, at the rate of 10 er at pound. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be printed and duly attested, and a copy 
be forwarded to each member of the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House of Representatives and to each Senator and Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of California. 

Resolved, That this resolution be forwarded by telegraph to the Hon. 
9 2 CERED; United States Senator at Washin gton, by the secretary 
of the senate. 

I hereby ce: that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of senate 
joint ution adopted this 12th day of March, 1897. 

F. J. BRANDON, 
Secretary of Senate. 


Mr. GRAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark, 
Del., praying for the ratification of the proposed arbitration 
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treaty with Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark, Del., 
praying for = os or legislation to 5 the Saune 
sion of gambling bets and lottery messages by telegraph or tele- 
phone; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark, Del., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the interstate 
transmission of pictures and descriptions of prize fights; which 
was referred to the Committee on the J uocare 

He also presented the petition of sundry citizens of Newark, 
Del., praying for the enactment of legislation to raise the age of 
consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Territories; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark, Del., 

raying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
toxicating liquors in all 1 buildings; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark, Del., 

raying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law in the District of 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Rich- 
mond, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Muncie, Ind. 
praying for the passage of the so-called antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry petitions of citizens of Chillicothe, 
Fulton, Glasgow, Hannibal, and St. Joseph, all in the State of 
Missouri, praying for the passage of the antiscalping railroad 
ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented sun petitions of citizens of Florence and 
Smithton, in the State of Missouri, Praying for the enactment of 


legislation regulating and defining beneficiary societies, 
pity and peep eae which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented the petition of Mrs. A. M. Hol- 


lingsworth, of All y County, Md., taying Mint her claim 
against the United States for stores and su taken by the 
military forces of the United States from the farm of Harriet B. 
Hollingsworth, in Frederick County, Va., be referred to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication; which was referred to the 


Committee on 8 

Mr. HOAR nted a petition of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, praying that protection be ted working lithog- 
raphers against foreign competition; which was referred to the 
Committee on ce. 


PRINTING OF REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following concurrent resolution of the House 
Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
be ted ded eon the two Fouses 9000 of H. R. 
to 88 revenue for the Government and 
ee eee One for the use of the Senate and 14, 


), That there 
entitled “A 
the industries 
for the use of 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 1) to amend section 2502 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2) to establish uniform laws 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. i 

Mr. BERR introduced a bill (S. 3) to approve a compromise 

and settlement between the United States and the State of Arkan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. i 

Healso introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of Claims 
in favor of Jacob Lavender, late of Nev: County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 5) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of Claims 
in favor of David Maberry, jr., of Washington County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 6) to. into effect a finding of the Court of Claims 


in favor of Admiral I. Nunn, of Arkansas; and : 
A bill (S. 7) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of Claims 
in favor of Charles Cowell, late of Benton County, Ark. 
Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill e 8) directing the foreclosure 
acific railroads, and for other 


of the Government lien on the 


purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. n ae 

He also introduced the follo bills; which were severally 
7 and erred to the Committee on 


ce: 

A bill (S. 9) to protect the Treasury Department, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (S. 10) increasing the circulating medium, and for other 


purposes; 
A bill (S. 11 8 a place for the redemption of silver 
certificates and legal. tender notes, and for other pu $ 

A bill (S. 12) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act 

g the purchase of silyer bullion and the issue of Treasury 

notes thereon,” and for other pu ; and 

A bill (S. 13) to reduce the public expenditures, and for other 
purposes. 


A bill (S. 14) to regulate the military and naval forces of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 15) to prevent the appointment of cadets to the Naval 
or Military Academy of the United States from States, Territories, 
or districts in which such cadets do not reside, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (S. 16) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Frank Ferrin, of Omaha, Nebr., alias Cyrus F. Dunby; 

A bill (S. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Thomas Blackburn, of Keith County, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 18) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Emanuel Schamp; 

A bill (S. 19) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of James Plymate; 

A bill (S. 20) to provide for the transfer of the Fort Sidney Mili- 
tary Post Reserve to the State of Nebraska for educational pur- 


poses; 
A bill (S. he remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Benjamin Wilkes; 

A bill — 22) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Miles F. Durkee; 

A bill (S. 23) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Darwin J. Sparks; and 

A bill (S. 24) prescribing the qualifications of soldiers and ma- 
rines of the United States, and for other x 

Mr. introduced the following ; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce: 

A bill (S. 25) to prevent the overcapitalization of corporations, 
companies, and associations of persons doing an interstate — 
ing trade, and uiring the takin g out of a license therefor th 
certain cases, and for other pu ; and 

A bill (S. 26) requiring the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
hold at one session annually in the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


of | ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 27) for the relief of Isaac Marsh; and 

A bill (S. 28) ranting to the inco ted town of Valentin 
— 75 county of Cherry and State of Nebraska, certain lands, an 

‘or other TN 

Mr. introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

A bill (S. 29) restricting the jurisdiction of the Federal cgurts, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 30) to preserve the purity of national legislation, and 
for other ge peg 

A bill (S. 31) to repeal an act entitled An act to te the 
use of the Capitol Grounds,” approved July 1, 1882, and for other 


purposes; 

A bill (S. 82) to ent the abuse of legal processes by United 
States courts and judges thereof, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 33) defining the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in 
the determination of constitutional questions; 

A bill (S. 34) to authorize the judges of the district courts of the 
United States to appoint stenographic reporters, fix the duties and 
compensation thereof, and for other parpores; and 

E pil (S. 35) to Trat gor abuse of the writ of injunction and 
other , and for other purposes. 

Mr. ELEN ene the following bills; which were sever- 
1 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ims: 

A bill (S. 36) for the relief of B. W. Evits, of Fremont, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 87) for the relief of Charles B. Veazie, of Fremont, in 
the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 


1897. 


A bill (S. 38) for the relief of Lyon Backey, of Fremont, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 39) for the relief of George H. Briggs, of Fremont, in 
the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 40) for the relief of John Knecktel, of Fremont, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for 5 : 

A bill (S. 41) for the relief of N. M. Pilsbury, of Fremont, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other 1 ei 

A bill (S. 42) for the relief of J. H. Meyer, of Fremont, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 43) for the relief of J. H. Stewart, of Fremont, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 44) for the relief of Robert Kittle, of Fremont, in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 45) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Sanburn, late of 
Fremont, in the State of Nebraska, and for other p Ses; 

A bill (S. 46) for the relief of William C. Brady, of Oklahoma 
City, in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other eae 

A bill (S. 47) for the relief of Ella F. Brady, of Oklahoma City, 
in the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 48) for the relief of E. K. Valentine, of West Point, 
in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 49) for the relief of the heirs of William Thurston and 
G. G. Thurston, of Florence, in the Territory of Arizona, and for 


other pu $ 

A bil 15 50) for the relief of the heirs of D. B. Thurston, and 
for other f 7 

A bill (S. 51) for the relief of G. G. Thurston, of Florence, in 
the Territory of Arizona, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 52) for the relief of H. J. Gregory, of the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 53) for the relief of the heirs of Fred. R. Kittle, of 
Fremont, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 54) for the relief of the Sanburn Town Company, of 
Fremont, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposts; 

A bill G 55) for the relief of Daniel C. Hefferman, of Dakota 
County, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 56) for the relief of John Praning; 

A bill (S. 57) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. Davis; and 

A bill (S. 58) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 

A bill (S. 59) granting a pension to Joseph W. Skelton, of 
Nebraska; 
A bill (S. 60) to secure the rights of pensioners, and for other 


urposes; 
z A bill (S. 61) granting a service pension to soldiers, sailors, 
marines, and their widows and orphans, and for other purposes; 
A bill (S. 62) to grant a pension to Mrs. Lucinda Harrington; 
A bill (S. 63) granting a service pension to soldiers, sailors, 
marines, and their widows and orphans, and for other purposes; 
A bill (S. 64) granting the right to personally inspect and have 
attested copies of all evidence and reports filed or used in proceed- 
to obtain a pension, and for other p A 
A bill (S. 65) granting a pension to John F. Early; 
A bill (S. 66) granting an increase of pension to Thornton S. 
Crosley; 
A bul (S. 67) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Swallow, of Platte County, Nebr.; 
A bill (S. 68) granting an increase of pension to Hiram T. 


A bill (S. 69) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


A bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. 
Avery, of Petersburg, in the county of Boone, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 71 ) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Norfolk, 
in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 2 granting a pension to Thomas C. Kelsey, of Omaha, 
in the State ebraska; 

A bill (S. 73) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of Bel- 
videre, in the county of Thayer, Nebr.; 

A bill (8. 74) nting a pension to the Rev. Philip McKim, of 
Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (8. 75) to restore the pensions of widows in certain 


cases; 

A bill (S. 76) ting a pension to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, 
Nebr., invalid 8 of John Y. Cook, deceased, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 77) Dake certain persons eligible to the pension list 
of the United States, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to Hiram Daman; and 

A bill (S. 79) granting the right to personally i t and have 


inspec: 
attested copies of all evidence and reports filed or used in proceed- | Aff. 


to obtain a pension, and for other p f 
ALLEN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
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ae read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ucation and Labor: 

A bill (S. 80) to prohibit the purchase and use by the Govern- 
ment of the United States of prison-made wares, and for other 


purposes; and 
A bill (S. 81) to prevent professional lobbying, and for other 
p 8. 
. ALLEN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
all read W by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 82) restoring the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska 
and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of South Dakota, formerly 
known as and being a confederacy of the Medawakanton and Wa- 

oota Sioux Indians, to all rights, privileges, and benefits en- 
joyed by them and their ancestors under the treaties of 1837 and 
1851, and for other pares: 

A bill (S. 83) for the relief of the homestead settlers on that por- 
tion of the Great Sioux Reservation lying and being in the State 
of Nebraska, formerly in the Territory of Dakota (now State of 
South Dakota), and for other p s 

A bill (S. 84) to establish the official survey of fractional town- 
ships 31 and 32 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west, of the sixth prin- 
cipal meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the 
Niobrara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 85) 3 appropriation to pay the Santee Sioux 
Indians in Nebraska and South Dakota for lands, unpaid annui- 
ties, and for other purposes. 

r. ALLEN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands: 

A bill (S. 86) directing the Secretary of the Interior to make 
surveys for and determine and report on the cost of erecting res- 
ervoirs on certain rivers in the United States and their tributaries, 
and making appropriation therefor, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 87) to provide for an irrigation survey of the Great 
Plains and semiarid lands of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 88) to provide for the pur- 
chase of sites for public buildings in the cities of Hastings and 
Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 89) to prevent citizens of the United 
States from soliciting or receiving and accepting titles, patents of 
nobility, or degrees of honors from foreign nations, and for other 

urposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ommittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 90) to amend an act entitled An 
act to authorize and encourage the holding of a transmississippi 
and international exposition at the city of Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska, in the year 1898,” approved June 10, 1896, to repeal 
certain portions thereof, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Inter- 
national E itions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 91) to authorize the creditors of in- 
solvent national banks to elect a permanent receiver, and for other 

urposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Select Committee on National Banks. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 92) to protect the public forest reser- 
vations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. CHANDLER (for Mr. HALE) introduced a bill (S. 98) to 
facilitate the construction, working, and maintenance of tele- 
pome communication between the United States, the Hawaiian 

slands, Japan, and Australasia, and to promote commerce; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 94) to provide for the 
Twelfth and subsequent censuses; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Census. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 95) to amend the laws relat- 
ing to American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and 
to promote commerce; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 96) to provide for the inspection 
and treatment of trees, plants, buds, cuttings, , Scions, nurs- 
ery stock, and fruit imported into the United States, and for the 
rad peti and treatment of trees, buds, cuttings, grafts, scions, 
and nursery stock grown within the United States, which become 
a subject of interstate commerce; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


‘airs: 
A bill (S. 97) to pay the Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, 
Cal., for extra work on the Monterey; and 


38 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 16, 


A bill rhe for the relief of the Union Iron Works, of San 

neisco, Cal. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 99) granting to the State of 
California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of pub- 
lic lands in said State; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
H 5 papers, referred to the Committee on Public 

ands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 100) to authorize the United States 
Court of Private Land Claims to hear, try, and determine the 
issues as to the extent and boundaries of the Las Animas grant; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 101) for the relief of William J. 
Bryan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 102) granting a pension to John G. Nichols (with 


wig ese ver? fee papers); 
A bill (S. 108) to amend an act approved July 27, 1892, grant- 
ing pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars; and 

A bill (S. 104) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring 
(with accompanying paper). 

Mr. WETMORE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs: i 

A bill (S. 105) to promote Lieut. William McCarty Little, United 
States Navy, retired, to be a commander on the retired list; and 

A bill (S. 108) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives 
of those who were killed by the explosion of the gun-cotton factory 
at the United States torpedo station at Newport, R. I. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 107) to purchase a portrait 
of Daniel D. Tompkins, late Vice-President of the United States, 
painted by Jarvis in 1812; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 108) defining the rights and 
privileges of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and statutes 
of the United States, confirming the title of said Indians to their 
lands, allowing the same to be alienated under certain circnm- 
stances, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 109) for the erection of a public 
building at Aberdeen, S. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 110) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for 
the use by the United States of his invention relating to projec- 
tiles, for which letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 
5, 1852; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 111) to provide for a governmental 
telegraph system; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 112) to amend the immigra- 
tion laws of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 113) to provide for telegraphic 
communication between the United States of America, the Ha- 
waiian Islands, Japan, and China, and to promote commerce; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 114) to place Lieut. Henry C. 
Keene, United States Navy, retired, on the retired list of the 
United States Navy with the rank of lieutenant-commander; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 115) granting a pension to Lucy P. Demon; and 

A bill (S. 116) granting a pension to W. L. Faxon. 

Mr. LODGE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


s: 

A bill (S. 117) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the 
3 1 revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massachu- 
setts; an 

A bill (S. 118) for the relief of Laura J. Locke. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 119) to amend an act entitled 
An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 

urposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved 
uly 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act and other acts amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for the settle- 


ment of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the 
construction of Central Pacific and Western Pacific railroads; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 120) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to effect an adjustment between the United States 
and the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company in relation to 
certain bonds issued by the United States in aid of the construc- 
tion of said railway; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. y 

He also introduced a bill (S. 121) for the relief of Alanson D. 
Gaston, late of Company M, First e Iowa Cavalry Vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 122) concerning carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce and their employees; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 123) to suspend the further issnance 
of paper currency of a less denomination than $10; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 124) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Moscow, in 
the State of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
Sen bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
er; : 
A bill (S. 126) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. Con- 
way; an 
ae bill (S. 127) granting an increase of pension to William 


miley. 

Mr. PORAKER introduced a bill (S. 128) granting an honora- 
ble discharge and status of pilot in United States service to Oscar 
B. Jolly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 129) to amend An act 
for the correction of the military record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” 
approved July 21, 1892; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on 1 5 5 Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 130) relating to the construction of 
a public building at Racine, Wis.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs: 

A bill (S. 131) to enable the Secre of the Interior to we 55 
the account of J. Montgomery Smith, late a member of the Chip- 
pewa Indian Commission; and 

A bill (S. 132) to reimburse G. H. Kitson for money advanced 
to the Menomonee tribe of Indians of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (S. 133) for the relief of Richard 
King; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 134) wid hg for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Evanston, 
in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildi and Grounds. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: 

A bill (S. 135) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator 
of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
Thayer Bros. and others; 

A bill (S. 136) to provide for the Bf of the claim of 
Christian M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United Shet arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind. (with accompanying 

pers); an 

A bill (S. 137) appropriating money to pay the claim of James 
C. Wheat for expenses incurred as adjutant of the Forty-ninth 
Indiana Volunteers, war of the rebellion (with accompanying 


0). 
Pe TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
sony read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
A bill (S. 138) for the relief of Ira Miller, of Valparaiso, Ind.; 
A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
W. Buskirk (with accompanying papers); 
A bill (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Law; 
A bill (S. 141) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John W. 


A bill (S. 142) authorizing an increase of pensions in certain 


cases; . 
A bill (S. 143) granting a pension to Maggie E. Knight; 
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A bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lucy A. 
Harding; and 8 F . 
A bill (S. 145) granting a pension to Robert H. Brown (with 


accompanying papers). 

Mr. FURPIE introduced a bill (S. 146) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Indianapolis, Ind.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 5 

e also introduced a bill (S. 147) for the relief of William H. 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 148) to amend the military record of Temple Short; 

A bill (S. 149) amending the military record of, and granting 
an honorable discharge to, Nelson A. Potter; and À 

A bill (S. 150) granting to the Utah Orphans’ Home Associa- 
tion, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Utah, 
a portion of the Fort Douglas Military Reservation. 

à r. CANNON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
Sen read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 

A bill (S. 151) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Walton; and 

A bill (S. 152) to increase the pension of Esther Brown. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 153) for the relief of Verona 
E. Pollock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims? 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 154) on the subject of bank- 
ruptcies thronghout the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 155) relating to the landing of for- 
eign submarine telegraph cables within the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Co ttee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 156) to increase the pension of Capt. John H. Mullen; 

A bill (S. 157) to increase the pension of Gen. James W. Mc- 


; and 

A bill (S. 158) granting a pension to Peter Daly. 

Mr. NTLE introduced the following bills, which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 159) to amend section 34 of an act entitled An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1892, and for 
other pu approved March 3, 1891; 5 

A bill ( . 160) to provide for the disposal of the abandoned Fort 
Shaw Military Reservation, in Montana, under the homestead, 
mining, and other laws of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 161) providing for disposal of lands on abandoned 
portions of the Fort Maginnis Military Reservation, in Montana, 
and for the relief of certain settlers thereon. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 162) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to provide for holding terms of court in the district 
of Montana,” approved July 20, 1892; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 163) for the relief of Thomas Cush- 
ing; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 2 

He also introduced a bill (S. 164) to provide for the construction 
of a public pasiding at Butte City, Mont.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 165) to promote the safety 
of employees and shippers apo railroads by compelling common 
carriers to equip their freight cars with safety Spr to pro- 
tect such persons from injury resulting from falling between 
freight cars; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
oon (S. 166) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
mith; 2 
A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to Edward Yar- 


n; 
A bill (S. 168) granting a pension to W. P. Snowden; 
A bn (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to James M. 


imeral; 
Apa (S. 170) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
A bill (S. 171) granting a pension to Robert W. Oliver; 


o bill (S. 172) granting a pension to Mary A. Arnold, of Omaha, 
ebr.; 

A bill (S. 173) granting an increase of pension to Aurelius 
Roberts; 


A bill (S. 174) granting a pension to Loughlin F. Maginn; 
A bill (S. 175) granting a pension to George W. Field, of Omaha, 


Nebr.; 
A bill Ae 176) to grant a pension to Rey. Warren Cochran, of 
Omaha, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 177) granting a pension to Kate A. S. Connor; 

A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Susan A. Paddock; 

A bill (S. 179) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley; 

A bill (S. 180) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to the 
5 bnd er ok to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, of 

ill (S. granting a pension = ie E. eld, 
Omaha, Nebr.; 

A bill 85 182) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 183) granting an increase or peonman to John C. Knapp; 

A bill (S. 184) granting a pension to Catherine E. O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 185) increasing all pension allowances authorized under 
existing statutes of the United States to all officers, soldiers, and 
sailors of the late war of the rebellion, and to their widows and 
dependent relatives; 

A bill (S. 186) granting increase of pension to Franklin C. Plantz; 

A bill (S. 187) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined 
in so-called Confederate prisons; and 

A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Hazlip. 

Mr. TON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 189) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of George W. Witting; 

A bill (S. 190) to authorize the sale of a of the Fort Nio- 
brara Military Reservation, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 191) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Joshua B. Webster; 

A bill (S. 192) to provide for the transfer of Fort Omaha Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 193) for the relief of Wells C. McCool; 

A bill (S. 194) for the retirement of John Tempany, senior vet- 
erinary surgeon of the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry, United States 


Army; 

A din (S. 195) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
volunteer disabled soldiers and sailors at or near the city of Blair, 
Nebr., and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 196) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Jeremiah F. Brown; 

A bill (S. 197) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against John Daley; and 

A bill (S. 198) for the relief of W. W. Lowe. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

A bill (S. 10) Neer pera! section 604 of chapter 5 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 200) to amend section 673 of chapter 9 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (S. 201) to te the procedure in pension cases; 

A bill (S. 202) providing for an additional istri ict judge in the 
district of Nebraska; an 

A bill (S. 203) authorizing every judge of a district court of the 
United States to appoint a stenographic reporter, and fixing the 
duties and compensation of such reporter. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims: 
Wao (S. 204) for the relief of Charles L. Wood, of North Platte, 


ebr.; 

A bill (S. 205) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, 
of Omaha, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 206) to reimburse the city of Omaha, Nebr., for money 
expended in the construction of pavement adjacent to Government 
property, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 207) for the relief of Theodore L. Van Dorn; and 
A bill (S. 208) to reimburse the State of Nebraska the expenses 
incurred by that State in repelling a threatened invasion and raid 
by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance: 

A bill (S. 209) to establish a branch mint of the United States 
at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 210) to establish an assay office in the city of Omaha, 
Nebr.; and 

A bill (S. 211) to provide for the continuance in office of cus- 
toms officers and assistant treasurers until successors shall have 
been appointed and qualified. 
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Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry: 

A bill (S. 212) to amend paragraph 1 of section 1 of an act ap- 


proved August 30, 1890, entitled An act to apply a portion of the 
proceeds of the public lands to the more complete endowment and 
support of the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts, established under the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress 3 July 2, 1862;” and 

A bill (S. 213) to establish and maintain a national school of 


forestry. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor: 

A bill (S. 214) to provide a home for aged and infirm colored 


people; and 

A bill (S. 215) to establish a national university. 

Mr. TON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 216) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Grand Island, in the State of 
Nebraska; and 

A bill (S. 217) to increase the limit of cost for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill E 218) granting to the 
State of Nebraska, for the irrigation and reclamation of semiarid 
lands, and for other purposes, the public lands in said State; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 219) donating condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls to S. A. Douglas Post, No. 69, Grand 
Army of the Republic, De ent of Nebraska, at North Platte, 
Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 220) extending relief to Indian 
citizens, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 221) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1889; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on the Construc- 
tion of the Nicaragua Canal. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 222) to create a board of trustees of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and to fund the bond debts thereof, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr, TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 228) to provide a district 
attorney and a marshal for the western judicial district of the 
State of South Carolina; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 224) to limit the effect of the regu- 
lation of commerce between the several States and with foreign 
countries in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 225) for the relief of the Newberry 
College, Newberry, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: SHA 

A bill (S. 226) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; 

A bill (S. 227) for the relief of George A. Orr; 

A bill (S. 228) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

A bill (S. 229) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 

A bill (S. 230) for the relief of John M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 231) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens; 

A bill (S. 232) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of the 
Missouri Mili Academy, Mexico, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 283) for the relief of William O’Brien; 

A bill (S. 234) for the relief of Charles Brewster and to place 
him upon the retired list of the Army; 5 

A bill (S. 235) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 

record of George W. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 236) to restore S. S. Robinson, late of the Sixteenth 


A bill (S. 241) to make disposition of the increment and accre- 
tions upon the sums reserved by the Departinent of State from 
the fund received by the United States upon the account of the 

ayment of the awards of the late Spanish and American Claims 

ommission, and to pay and distribute the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 242) for the relief of 
Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 243) for the relief of Francis M. 
Owens; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 244) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a geet building thereon at Joplin, in 
the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 245) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
allotment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamis in 
F and for other purposes,“ approved March 2, 

A bill (S. 246) to authorize and empower the Secretary of the 
Interior to adjust and settle the accounts of the Kaskaskia, Peo- 
ria, Piankeshaw, and Wea Indians. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 247) to provide for the 
revision and consolidation of the statute laws of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws of the United States. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 
82 se (S. 248) for the relief of the Catholic church at Macon 

y, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 249) for the relief of St. Charles College; 

A bill (S. 250) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
Chouteau, ison & Valle; 

A bill (S. 251) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 252) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster; 

A bill (S. 253) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim; 

A bill (S. 254) to permit W. W. Wheeler to prosecute a claim; 

A bill (S. 255) for the relief of E. B. Bailey; 

A bill 256) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Hampton L. Lee, d 5 
ae ui (S. 257) for the relief of William H. Beck, assignee of A, 

urwell; 

A bill (S. 258) for the relief of Michael Dittlinger; 

A bill (S. 259) for the relief of Benjamin Peter Bailey, treasurer 
of the Missouri State lunatic asylum; 

A bill (S. 260) to refer the claim of David C. Allen to the Court 
of Claims; 
(S. 261) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt; 

(S. 262) for the relief of Calvin Gunn; 

(S. 263) for the relief of John L. Peters; 

(S. 264) for the relief of William M. Pleas; 

(S. 265) for the relief of Mary J. Bealmear; 

bill (S. 266) for the relief of Sarah E. B. Smith; 

bill (S. 267) for the relief of James Price; 

7 8 bill (S. 268) for the relief of D. K. Ponder, of Ripley County, 

0. 


ip, egal representatives of Moses Summers, deceased 
A bill (S. 270) for the relief of Edwin F. Mathews; 

A bill (S. 271) for the relief of John S. Logan; 

A bill (S. 272) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 


Mo.; 
A bill (S. 277) for the relief of L. W. Pritchett; 
A bill (S. 278) for the relief of J. C. Irwin & Co. and Charles 


Ao Ee aM) fe th elief of the legal tati f Do 
. 279) for ther of the legal representatives o 
deceased. we 


es States Infantry, to the Army and place him on the retired | las Dal 


t; 

A bill (S. 237) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters; 

A bill (S. 238) for the relief of Jacob Swofford; and 

A bill (S. 239) for the relief of Charles Wagemann. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations: 

A bill (S. 240) to authorize Joseph J. Kinyoun, passed assistant 
paragon of the ee Service, to accept a medal from 
the ident of the Republic of Venezuela; 


©, 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
8 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 


284 
. 285) for the relief of Mrs. Mary L. Roderick; 
286) granting a pension to James M. Ray; 
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A bill (S. 287) granting a pension to Samuel K. Williams; 

A bill (S. 288) granting a pension to Henry Sands; 

A bill (S. 289) granting a pension to Joseph Vanderpool; 

A bill (S. 290) granting a pension to Charlotte Poe, widow of 
Isaiah Poe, deceased; 

A bill (S. 291) granting a pension to Thomas L. Crowell; 

A bill (S. 292) restoring a pension to Mills T. Redmon; 

A bill (S, 293) to extend the privileges of the act of January 5, 
1893, to certain persons specified and described; 
A bill (S. 294) granting increase of pension to John J. Boat- 
wright; 

A bill (S. 295) for the relief of Dicey Bobbitt; 

A bill (S. 296) granting a pension to Melissa Dooley; 

A bill (S. 297) granting a pension to John Vogt; 

A bill (S. 298) granting an increase of pension to James E. 


cNair; 
rea bill (S. 299) granting an increase of pension to William Ca- 
rothers; 
A bill (S. 300 ting a pension to Charles F. Be K 
f ) 5 increase the pension of Edmund 


S. 805) for the relief of Zerelda Cobb; 8 
f A. Wilkins; 
(S. 807) granting a pension to Mary G. Isbell, widow of 
David S. Isbell; > > = 

A bill (S. 308) granting a pension to Sarah Bailey, late widow 
of Isaac Long, deceased; i 8 

A bill (S. 309) granting a pension to Christ Hahman; 

A bill (S. 310) granting a pension to Johnson Hays; 

A bill (S. 311) granting a pension to John A. Pitts; 

A bill (S. 312) granting a pension to John Bartmann; 

A bill (S. 313) restoring a pension to Alvin Rine; 

A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Henry Farmer; 

A bill (S. 315) granting an increase of pension to Zebedee Par- 
rett; 

A bill (S. 316) granting a pension to James M. Ray; 

Abil 8 317) granting a pension to William J. Ford; 

A bill (S. 318) granting a pension to Isaac Gann; 

Ei bill (S. 319) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
tlett; 

A bill (S. 821 granting a pension to Christ Bueltemann; 

A bill (S. 821) granting a pension to Calvin K. Bynum; 
A bill (S. 822) for the relief of Eliza Dickerhoff, widow of Louis 
Dickerhoff, deceased, of Company A, Cape Girardeau (Missouri) 
Mit Vall (fu B38) granting’« pendon tò Hamry e 

ill (8. granting a on nry man; 

A bill (S. 824) granting a pension to Margaret Garrison, widow 
of James S. ison; 

A bill (S. 825) granting a pension to John G. Hanna; 

A bill (S. 826) granting a pension to James F. Crump; 

A bill (S. 327 decay ye a pension to Lucy F. Watson, widow 
of Joseph W. ton, deceased; 

A bill (S. 328) granting a pension to Eli Browning; 

A bill (S. 329) granting a pension to Dora Sauer, widow of Peter 
Sauer, deceased; 

A bill (S. 210 for the relief of R. W. Barber; 

A bill (S. 381) granting a pension to Levi C. Faught; 

A bill (8. ran granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely, widow of 
Alexander Neely; 

A bill (S. 333) praning a pension to E. O. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 834) for the relief of the heirs of Catherine E. Nelson; 

A bill (S. 835) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reid; 

A bill (S. 336) granting a pension to Myra Freeman; 

A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Virginia A. Owen, widow 
of John Owen, deceased; 

A bill (S. 338) granting a pension to Anderson Morton; 

A bill (S. 339) granting a pension to William H. Shivers; and 

A bill (S. 340) to increase the pension to Louis Ische. 

Mr. C L introduced a bill (S. 341) for the relief of 
William Wolfe, of Shelbina, Shelby County, Mo.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 342) nting an increase of 
pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of Brig. n. Samuel D. 
Sturgis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 343) for the relief of the estate of 
A. H. Herr, deceased, late of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 344) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842. inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- 
proved July 27, 1892; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 


the ac of Seattle, in the State of Washington; and 

A bill (8. 347) providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington. 

Mr. WILSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 348) grani to the Western Washington Develop- 
ment Company a right o . the Queniult Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of Washington; and 

A bill (S. 349) to set apart a portion of certain lands in the State 
of Washington, now known as the Pacific Forest Reserve, as a 
public park, to be known as the Washington National Park. 

Mr. WILSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
res S $50 t, d confirm certain ts 

bill (S. 350) to accept, ratify, and co certain agreemen 
heretofore concluded with Korn Indians; and 

A bill (S. 351) to authorize the Auditor for the Interior Depart- 
ment to settle and adjust the accounts of E. C. Chirouse, Indian 
agent at the Tulalip ) Agency, rayi ar 

Mr. WILSON in uced a bill (S, 352) to relieve John Mc- 
Carthy of the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were sererai 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (8. 353) to grant a right of way through the Fort Spokane 
Military Reservation, in the State of Washington, to the St. Paul, 
Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway ere. 

A bill (S. 354) for the relief of Thomas H. Burns; and 

A bill (S. 355) for the relief of Robert Williams, ordnance ser- 
geant, United States Army. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 856) for the relief of Twy- 
man O. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
the Committee on à 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severall 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill 8 357) for the relief of William S. Grant; and 

A bill (S. 358) for the relief of the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany of Canada. 

. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 359) for the relief of Edgar 
Zielian; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 8 to amend an act entitled “An act to repeal the 
timber-culture laws, and for other p Ces 

A bill (S. 361) fixing times when, regulating the manner in 
which, and declarin e character of the accounts between the 
United States and the several public-land States, relative to the 
net proceeds of the sales and other disposition of the public lands 
made and to be made therein by the United States, which shall 
hereafter be stated and certified to the Treasury Department for 


payment; 

A bill (S. 362) to aid the State of South Dakota to support a 
school of mines; 

A bill (S. 363) granting the northwest quarter of the northwest 
quarter of section 30, township 17 north, range 3 east, Black Hills 
Poan, 5 the Nashville ATENA Church, of Nashville, 

í ; an 

A bill (S. 364) granting settlers the right to make second home- 
stead entries. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred tothe Committee 
on bil S 05) makin tion to enlarge th litary 

ill (8. ing an appropriation to enlarge the mili 
8 o Fort Meade, near the city of Sturgis, in the State of Sou 
akota; : 

A bill (S. 366) for the establishment, control, operation, and 
maintenance of the Northern Branch of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Hot Springs, in the State of South 
Dakota; and 
on bill (S. 367) to remove the charge of desertion from Ebenezer 

iley. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. — 5 granting a pension to Jennie E. Burch; 

A bill (S. 369) granting a pension to James Ballard; 

A bill (S. 370) granting a pension to Peter Lynch; and 

A bill (S. 871) granting a pension to Sarah E. Campbell. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and ref to the Committee 


on Indian Affairs: 
A bill (S. 872) to provide free homes on the public lands for 
actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve the public lands for that 


purpose; 

A bill (S. 873) for the restoration of annuities to the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians; 

A bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for other 

ſurposes; and 

A bill (S. 375) confirming the title of mixed- blood Indians to 
their lands and allowing the same to be alienated under certain 
circumstances. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 876) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy; which was r twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 377) for the relief of Dr. S. A. 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 878) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at dwood, 
in the State of South Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 379) to amend an act entitled An 
act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in 
Alaska,” and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Co: ttee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PASCO introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
2 — read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 380) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle the mutual account between the United States and the 
State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secre- 
vena under the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes; 


an 

A bill (S. 8 for the relief of Salvador Costa. 

Mr. PASCO introduced the following bills, which were sever- 
ay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 382) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Swanson, of Florida; ‘ 

A bill (S. godt See gi an increase of pension to William W. 
Tumblin, of B: ‘ord County, Fla.; 


A bill (S. 884) granting an increase of pension to Frederick L. 
Bridge, of Pasco County, Fla.; 
A bill (S. 385) 


5 a pension to Mrs. Selena McKay, of 
Suwanee County, .; and 

A bill (S. 386) granting a pension to Aaron Daniel, of Suwanee 
County, Fla. 

Mr. PASCO introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Milita Affairs: : 


A bill (S. 387) making an appropriation for the improvement 
of the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.; and 

A bill (S. 388) for the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly 
commissary sergeant, United States Army. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 389) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 390) to provide for an investigation 
of the obstruction of the aviganis waters of Florida, Louisiana, 
and other South Atlantic and Gulf States by the aquatic plant 
known as the water hyacinth, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. s 

He also introduced a bill (S. 391) to provide for connecting the 
survey stations of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
the United States Lake Survey, and the United States Geological 
Survey with the corners of the public-land surveys; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
L 


ands, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduted the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: é 

A bill (S. 392) to promote the efficiency of the militia; 

A bill (S. 393) to reorganize the line of the Army, etc.; 

A bill (S. 394) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 895) to correct the military record of Peter Buckley; 

A bill (S. 396) to simplify the system of making sales in the 
Subsistence De ent to officers and enlisted men of the Army; 

A bill (S. 397) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the Twen- 
tieth Regiment of New York Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 398) for the correction of muster of Adolph von Haake, 
late major Sixty-eighth Regiment Veteran Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 399) to provide for promoting Capt. William N. Ti 


dall, United States Army, now on the retired list, to the rank of 
major; 

A bill (S. 400) for the relief of Dorence Atwater; and 

A bill (S. 401) to determine the lineal rank of medical officers of 
the Army upon entrance into the service. 

Mr, HAWLEY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
eony read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 402) granting a pension to Cornelia L. Brownell; and 

A bill (S. 403) granting a pension to Julia A. Powell. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 404) for the relief of Augustus 
F. Rodgers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 405) to repeal section 8412 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LSON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 406) to reopen and adjust the account for service of 
Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers; and 

A bill (S. 407) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Benjamin H. Stewart. 

Mr, NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
me, read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 408) to restore a sion to Harriet M. Knowlton; 

A bill (S. 409) to increase the pension of Sarah Gresham, widow 
of Col. Benjamin Q. A. Gresham; 
an (S. 410) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Myers; 
aS l 

A bill (S. 411) for the relief of Samuel A. Lundborg. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 412) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minne- 
sota,” approved January 14, 1889; and 

A bill (S. 413) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay the moneys herein specified to the respective bands of 
Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, according to their 
respective rights and interests. 

Mr. NELSON introduceda bill (S. 414) subjecting national banks 
to the usury laws of the States where they are located; which was 
ee twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


iary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 415) for the relief of Anna W. Os- 
borne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 416) for the relief of Robert 
McGee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
oe twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary: 
A bill (S. 417) to regulate the removal of causes by Federal 


corporations; ; 

A bill (S. 418) fixing compensation of United States marshals 
and deputies, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 419) to amend section 1910 of chapter 2, Title XXIII, 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 420) fixing the compensation of the clerks of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States, and for other pur- 


es. 

21 VEST introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds: ? 

A bill (S. 421) to authorize the acquisition of certain real estate 
in the city of Washington, D. C., and the erection thereon of build- 
ings to be used for a hall of records, a folding room for the House of 
Representatives, a storage warehouse, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 422) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot 
Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park. 

Mr. VEST introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Select Committee 
on Transportation and Sale of Meat Products: 

A bill (S. 423) to prohibit monopoly in the transportation of 
cattle to foreign countries; and 

A bill (S. 424) to create a bureau in the Department of rh Brie 
ture for the giving public information of the production and ship- 
ping of live stock. 

. VEST introduced a bill (S. 425) to amend “An act to regu- 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which was read 
8 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 

mmerce. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 426) to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Missouri River between its mouth and the 
mouth of the Dakota or James River; and across the Mississippi 
River between the month of the Minnesota River, in the State of 
Minnesota, and Donaldsonyille, in the State of Louisiana; and 
across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the 
Illinois and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to pre- 
scribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 427) to make an 1 op for 
the improvement of the battlefield at Lexington, Mo.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 428) to amend the act entitled “An 
act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 429) to establish uniform laws 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States; 
which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ; k 

He also introduced a bill (S. 430) granting a pension to Caroline 
C. Couch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. e 

He also introduced a bill (S. 431) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Ann M. Madden; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 432) for the relief of the heirs of 
Sterling T. Austin, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 433) for the relief of Clara A. 
Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and 
Florence P. Lee, legal representative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, 
heirs of Lewis Smith, d ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 2 7 

He also introduced a bill (S. 434) enlarging the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 435) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John C. Howe, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 436) for the relief of the Continen- 
tal Fire Insurance Company and others; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 2 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 437) for the relief of the 
residuary legatees of Mark Davis, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 438) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles M. Roberts, d ; which was twice read by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 1) to prohibit 
the contracting of a liability or obligation on behalf of the United 
States in certain cases, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 2) authorizing and 
requesting the President of the United States to issue a proclama- 
tion recognizing the political independence of the Republic of 
Cuba; which was twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 3) to repeal 
the joint resolution in reference to the free zone; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 4) providing 
for the appointment of a commission to zepari upon the practica- 
bility of establishing near Washington, D. C., a ground map of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 5) declaring 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty a ted; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

. Mr. COCKRELL (for Mr. Harris of Tennessee) introduced a 
joint resolution (S. R. 6) proyiding for the adjustment of certain 
claims of the United States against the State of Tennessee and 
certain claims of the State of Tennessee against the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

MRS, HANNAH LETCHER STEVENSON, 


Mr. VEST. I introduce a bill, which I will ask the Senate to 


consider now. > 

The bill (S. 439) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah Letcher 
Stevenson, widow of the late Prig. Gen. John D. Stevenson, was 
paa the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
ollows: 3 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Hannah Letcher Steven- 
son, anon of the late Brig. Gen. John D. Stevenson, at the rate of $50 per 
mon 


Mr. VEST. A similar bill has heretofore been unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Pensions and unanimously passed by 
the Senate. It failed on account of the want of time in the clos- 
ing hours of the last session. The bill is for the benefit of a lady, 
Mrs. Stevenson, 77 years old, who was left in indigent circum- 
stances pyan husband, a most distinguished officer of the volun- 
teer and Regular Army of the United States. It proposes to give 
the usual pension under the rule of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I dislike very much to object to the proposition of 
the Senator from Missouri, especially as a billin which I am inter- 
ested, and which I have just introduced, is for a person in ve 
similar circumstances. It will be a very awkward precedent if 
we undertake to take up these broken threads of the last session 
of Congress. It would be very difficult to refuse to take them all 
up in that way if we begin, and I suppose my honorable friend 
the Senator from Missouri could easily get a favorable report on 
this bill from the Committee on Pensions in a half hour, 

Mr. VEST. The Senator did not hear my statement. The bill 
has been referred to the Committee on Pensions, and was unani- 
mously reported. 

Mr. HOAR., At the present session? 

Mr. VEST. During the latter part of the last session. There 
has been no change in the committee and no change in the bill. 
It then passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. HOAR. If the bill was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions now, I think by to-morrow morning the Senator could get 
another unanimous report from that committee, and he could 
have the bill passed then. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that it 
has passed the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand, precisely. 

Mr. VEST. It was so passed in the last days of the preceding 
session. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the honorable Senator did not hear me. I 
said I thought if we undertook to take up the broken threads of 
the legislation of last winter, we should have to pass hundreds of 
bills under like circumstances. There are four 9 bills, 
every one of which not only passed the Senate, but passed both 
Houses, and three of them passed through conference committees. 
There are innumerable private bills to which the samerule would 
apply. I can not see how we can deny the passage without a ref- 
erence to a committee of hundreds of measures if we begin that 
policy. My 8 to the Senator from Missouri was that he 
could get from the same committee, composed in the same way, a 
ser hac report within twenty-four hours if the bill were now 
referred. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that I could. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is a better way to do it. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, does he propose that 
the Senate shall snags beh our right, and, in fact, our Aut, to dis- 
criminate as to bills that come here for action? I stated that this 
lady is 77 years old and in indigent circumstances, and that if 
anything is to be done for her by the Government, it should be 
done very soon. That is the reason why I asked for immediate 
action. It is a peculiar case. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator thinks that something may happen 
in the next twenty-four hours, I shall not, after making my sug- 
gestion, interpose any further opposition. 

Mr. VEST. I think this is a peculiar case. 

Mr. STEWART. There will not be another presented for a 
beneficiary of the same age, and it can be no precedent. 

Mr. VEST. She is now nearly 78 years old, and needs anything. 
the Government can do for her very badly, and right now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the bill will 
De ordered to be engrossed for a third reading and read the third 


e. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, Idesire to make an inquir 
of the Senator from Missouri. Doss the Senator think it will 
facilitate action on the bill to have it passed to-day? 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not mean in the Senate, but in all its 
courses and movements? 

Mr. VEST. Ithinkso. I think if I can have the bill passed 
Tow, Tonger action in the other House, and if it is put off later, 

can not. 
1 ALLISON. Ihave great admiration for the Senator’s con- 

ence. 

Mr. VEST. I believe so. The House came very near passing 

it at the last session. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on International Expositions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
. to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted three amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was forties to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rin 
a Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendmentintended to be pro- 
by him to the sundry civil 10 bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
LABOR ON RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. FRYE. Isubmita Senate resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of War and the Civil Service 

on be, and are hereby, ested to furnish to the Senate from the 
files of their respective offices and the office of Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, copies of all orders, circulars, and instructions issued to, and of 
all correspondence with, em gonad officers in charge of public works relative 
to the application of the civil-service rules to the operations in charge of the 
Engineer Department. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Do I understand that this is a step in the 
direction of abolishing the civil-service laws? 

Mr. FRYE. I regard it as a step in favor of abolishing the 
civil-service rules so far as they relate to the employment of 
laborers, surveyors, etc., in the construction of public works hav- 
ing reference to rivers and harbors. 

. HAWLEY. Does the Senator mean their employment by 
the contractors or by the engineers? 

Mr. FRYE. By the engineers. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to see those rules abolished so 
far as they create a monopoly of offices. 

Mr, FR It is simply this: The civil-service rules have been 
extended by the President over the employment of all manner of 
servants by the Engineer Department of the Government, so that 
if a man away up 500 miles on the Columbia River wants to hire 
a alaborer for a week, he must have him certified by the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission. If he wants to cea ee a surveyor for two days, 
he must have him certified by the Civil Service Commission. It 
is interfering with the conduct of the business in the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, and it is absolutely absurd and stupid. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Exactly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF MEASURES BY COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, That no pas shall be received by the Senate from any standing 
committee 


or select committee unless such report has been considered by said 
at a session attended by a quorum of its members. 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Thursday next. 
The motion was to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 28 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, March 18, 
1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate March 16, 1897, 
AMBASSADORS. 

John Hay, of the District of Columbia, to beambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Great Britain, 
vice Thomas F. d, resigned. 

Horace Porter, of New York, to be ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to France, vice James 
B. Eustis, resigned. 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY, 


H White, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of the embassy 
of 3 States to Great Britain, vice James R. Roosevelt, 
resigned. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Hill Hastings, of Kentucky, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of United States. “a 

Claude H. Lavinder, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Taliaferro Clark, of the District of Columbia, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Maj. Henry Harrison Chase Dunwoody, Signal Corps, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, Signal Corps, March 15. 1897, to an original 
vacancy. 

Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. Louis Philip Brant, adjutant, First Infantry, to be 
captain, February 6, 1897, vice Barry, First Infantry, appointed 
assistant adjutant-general, who resigns his line commission. 

Second Lieut. Hiram McLemore Powell, Second Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, February 6, 1897, vice Noble, First Infantry, ap- 
pointed adjutant. 

Second Lieut. Fred Winchester Sladen, Fourteenth Infantry, to 
be firstlieutenant, February 10, 1897, vice Davis, Fourth Infantry, 
appointed commissary of subsistence, who resigns his line com- 


mission. 

_ Second Lieut. Harry Hill Bandholtz, Sixth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, February 12, 1897, vice Leavell, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Henry Thornberg Ferguson, Twenty-third Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, February 15, 1897, vice , Thirteenth 
Infantry, resigned. 

Second Lieut. Henry Grant Learnard, Nineteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, March 1, 1897, vice Owen, Fourteenth Infantry, 


Cavalry arm, 


_ Second Lieut. Melvin Weston Rowell, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, March 2, 1897, vice Haines, Fifth Cavalry, appointed 
quartermaster, 

Infantry arm. 


Candidate Corpl. Preston Brown, 5 Fifth Artillery, to 
5 3 March 2, 1897, vice Powell, Second Infan- 
promoted. 

Candidate Corpl. William D. Conrad, Troop I, Fifth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant, March 2, 1897, vice Sladen, Fourteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Candidate Corpl. Louis Herman Gross, Company G, Fifth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant, March 2, 1897, vice Bandholtz, 
Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. Thomas Franklin, Company A, Eighteenth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant, March 2, 1897, vice Ferguson, 
Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Corpl. 5 Steel, Company D, Fifth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant, ch 2, 1897, vice Learnard, Nineteen 
Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


erer names, Tommaso rer 

e Navy, from the y of Fe 5 vice Chie ineer 
William S. Smith, deceased. ah 

Asst. Engineer Urban T. Holmes, to be a passed assistant engi- 
neer in the Navy, from the 8th day of February, 1897, vice P. A. 
Engineer Edward R. Freeman, promoted. 
nsign George F. N to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 5th day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Louis S. Van Duzer, promoted. 

Ensign Edward T. Withe on, to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade) in 1 from the day of January, 1897, vice Lieut. 
(Junior Grade) Wilson W. Buchanan, promoted. 
> Benton C. Decker, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 24th day of February, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Augustus N. Mayer, promoted. 

Commander Charles V. Gridley, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 14th day of March, 1897, vice Capt. William B. 
retired, 
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THURSDAY, March 18, 1897. 
Prayer orne Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MuBURN, D. D. 


NELSON W. ALDRICH, a Senator from the State of Rhode Island, 
WILLIAM B. BATE, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, and 
Horace CHILTON, a Senator from the State of Texas, appeared in 
their seats to-day. s 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Tuesday last, when, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Local Union, No. 221, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of South Bend, Ind., remon- 
strating against any increase of duty on imported leaf tobacco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 134, Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union of America, of Laporte, Ind., remonstrat- 
ing against any increase in the internal tax on cigars or in the 
tariff on leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles W. Jaquith, of Nap- 
panee, Ind. , and the memorial of Huntington & Page, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., remonstrating against any appropriation being made 
for the free distribution of seeds; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of Hollis, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol W grounds; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Epping, N. H., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation prohibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Eeg oa 
ance Union of Epping, N. H., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Local Union; Young People’s 
Society of Christian. Endeavor, of Saco Valley, Me., praying for 
the ratification of the proposed arbitration treaty wi reat 
Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present the petition of T. Marsh Williams 
and 105 other citizens of Kent County, Del., praying for the ap- 

intment of a joint commission to inquire into the political con- 

itions existing in that State, averring that they are not those of 
a republican form of government, as contemplated by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Imove that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of G. D. Howe and 104 
other citizens of Camden, Hillsdale een be Mich., praying that 
the tax on Canadian cattle, as enacted in so-called inley 
tariff bill, be restored; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Branch County Farmers’ 
Institute, of Branch County, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent the sale of shoddy, or goods manufactured 
from shoddy, except under their proper name and on their merits 
as such, and also to prohibit the importation of shoddy from 
foreign lands; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the petition of Capt. A. H. Goodloe, 
United States Army, praying that he be placed on the list of 
majors in lieu of captain, United States Army, retired, under sec- 
tion 1251, Revised Statutes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Mr. EARLE presented a petition of the city council of Charles- 
ton, S. C., praying that an appropriation made to complete 
the approaches and grounds around the new post-office and 
United States court-house in that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of B. L. Mathews and sundry 
other citizens of South Carolina, praying that an appropriation be 
made to pay the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of let- 
ter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of 

egislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a peen of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the appointment of an 


impartial, nonpartisan industrial commission; which was referred 


to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to further protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibtang interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or 
otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a 1 4 8 0 of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

r. GORMAN presented the petition of Mrs. Betty Taylor 
Dandridge, widow of Lieut. Col. William W. S. Bliss, United 
States Army, praying that she be granted an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry lithographers of 
Massachusetts, praying that roves against foreign competi- 
tion be granted their work; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 440) to secure the relin- 
uishment of the Indian title to a portion of the Pyramid Lake 
rvation, in Nevada, and to the entire Walker River Reserva- 
tion, in said State, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were seyerally read 
twice by their titles, and refe to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill — 441) to reimburse the States of California, Oregon, and 
Nevada for moneys by them expended in the suppression of the 
rebellion; 

A bill (S. 442) referring to the Tr Department the claims 
of sundry persons for examination, adjustment, and report to 


Sry . 
A bill (S. 443) for the relief of P. S. Corbett; 

A bill (S. 444) to refund illegal internal-revenue tax collected 
of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United States district judge 
for the district of Nevada; and 

A bill (S. 445) for the relief of William J. rary ag late pro- 
prietor of the National Republican, of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. STEW ART introduced a bill (S. 446) to amend chapter 6 
of Title XXXII of the Revised Statutes, relating to mineral lands 
and mining resources; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
ue accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mines and 

ining. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 447) relating to the holding of 
terms of court of the ninth judicial district; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 448) to provide for the formation 
of cooperative business corporations in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 449) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Christine C. Barnard; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 450) for the relief of A. H. 
Goodloe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 451) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anna E. Pennebaker; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 452) for the benefit of Thomas W. Campbell, of Ken- 


tucky; N 

1 bin $ 453) for the relief of Sarah K. T. Baker; and 

A big S. 454) for the relief of the estate of Pearce Noland, de- 
ceased. 

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 455) to confer additional 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims for property of residents of 
the United States taken or destroyed by Indians, and for services 
rendered and property used in defending such residents against 
Indian n which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 456) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and for the erection of a public building thereon at Salt 
Lake City, the capital of the State of Utah, and at Ogden; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 457) to establish an assay office and 
branch mint of the United States at Salt Lake City, in the State 
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of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and swng, 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 458) to prohibit the issue of 
clearing-house certificates and other issues of national banks, ex- 
cept when issued against a deposit of lawful money of the United 
States of America, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 459) to provide for the reserves of 
national banks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 460) to extend the uses of the mail 
service; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 461) making an appro- 
1 toward the construction of a dry dock at the Portsmouth 

avy-Yard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 462) granting to the American In- 
valid Aid Society, of Boston, Mass., the abandoned Fort Stanton 
Military Reservation, in New Mexico, for the purpose of a national 
sanitarium for the treatment of pulmonary diseases; which was 
pay Aigiaes by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


nds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
2 twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary: 

A bill (S. 463) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. 
Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H.; and 

A bill (S. 464) for the purchase of the oil portrait of Mrs. Dolly 
Madison, by E. F. Andrews. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 465) to refer to the Court of Claims the war claims of 
the State of New Hampshire; and 

A bill (S. 466) for the relief of the administrators of Isaac P. 
Tice, deceased, and others. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 467) for the regulation of cemeteries and the disposal 
of dead bodies in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to sea the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
the use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as Georgetown; - 

A bill (S. 469) to regulate the service and fix the hours of labor 
for persons employed as policemen in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 470) to regulate the sale of poisons in the District of 
Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs in 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 472) for the relief of Georgo A. Gove; 

A bill (S. 478) for the relief of David O. Burleigh; 

A bill (S. 474) removing the charge of desertion from the name 
of James Russell; 

A bill (S. 475) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Patrick Larkin; 

A bill (S. 476) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the name of Mason W. Presby; and 

A bill (S. 477) removing the charge of desertion from the name 
of Myrick R. Burgess. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 478) to prohibit the sale or giving away of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in Government buildings; 

A bill (S. 479) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public Puflding thereon at Nashua, in the State of 
New Hampshire; t 

A bill (S. 480) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Keene, in the State of 
New Hampshire; and 

A bill (S. 481) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Littleton, in the State of 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I also introduce the bills which I send to 
the desk, and ask that they be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the pension bills be treated as read, 
withont an actual reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? If not, the 
bills will be considered as read twice, and they will be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


The bills were considered as having been read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, as follows: 
1 A bill (S. 482) to increase the pension of Margaret Custer Cal- 
oun; 
er Ma 483) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 
adford; 
A bill (S. 484) granting an increase pension to Carlton W. Muzzy; 
A bill (S. 485) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Frank; 
A bill (S. 486) gere a pension to Mary M. Macauley, widow 


of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, United States Volunteers; 
A bill (S. 487) ting a pension to Delia Gilman; 
A bill (S. 488) defining and regulating proof in certain pension 


cases; 

A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Beckford; 

A bill. (S. 490) providing for the appointment of a guardian for 
pensioners in certain cases in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 491) to pension Thomas F. Leahy; 

A bill (S. 492) granting a pension to Ella B. Cross; 

ill (S. 493) granting a pension to Mary A. Wise; 

. 494) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pen- 


. 495) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden; 

. 496) granting a pension to Simpson Everett Stilwell; 
. 497) granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. Olin; 
. 498) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Mc- 


. 499) granting a pension to Sarah R. Frary; 
(S. 500) granting a pension to Francis H. Staples; 

A bill (S. 501) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
Hanscom; 

A bill (S. 502) granting a pension to Rebecca P. Quint; 

A bill (S. 503) to amend section 3 of an act entitled An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 
fer the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 
June 27, 1890; 

A bill (8. 504) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Christine 
C. Barnard 


ad bill (8. 505) granting an increase of pension to Edward F. 
ams; 
A bill (S. 506) granting an increase of pension to Daniel G. 
George; 
Pitan (S. 507) restoring to the pension roll the name of Lucia 
. Hynes; 
A bill (S. 508) granting an increase of pension to John H. San- 


rn; 
A bill (S. 509) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette Teb- 


betts; and 

A bill (S. 510) granting a pension to Mary A. Hone. 

Mr. FAULKN ER. I ask that the bills which I now introduce | 
be considered as read twice and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees without Rak 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection on the part of any 
Senator? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 511) to remove the charge 
of desertion from John Lyons; which was considered as having 
been read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 512) fixing the time for holding the 
circuit and district courts in the district of West Virginia; which 
was considered as having been read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were considered 
as having been read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 518) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Huntington, in the State of 
West Virginia; and 

A bill (S. 514) authorizing the construction of a building for the 
accommodation of the United States Patent Office. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced the following bills; which were 
considered as having been read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 515) relating to acknowledgments of instruments 
affecting real estate within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 516) to provide for a municipal building and court- 
house in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 517) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced the following bills, which were 
considered as having been read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 518) granting a pension to S. H. Pierce; 

A bill 519) granting a pension to Caroline Vierheller; 

A bill (S. 520) granting a pension to Mary Throckmorton; 


A bill (S. 521) granting a pension to Hattie Woodmansel; and 
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A bill (S. KN anting an increase of pension to John S. Hall. 

Mr. FAUL ER introduced the following bills; which were 
considered as having been read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 523) for the relief St. J sonna Catholic Church at 
Summersville, Nicholas County, W. 

A bill (S. 524) for the relief of the 8 of the Methodist 
Ep pee Church of Flat Woods, Braxton County, W. Va.; 

(S. 525) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 

at Webster, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 526) for the relief of E. C. Trimble; 

A bill (S. 527) for the relief of George F. Anderson, of Jefferson 


Count; Va. 
A bill (8. 528) kor the relief of the executor of William Dillon; 
4 bill 68. 529) to authorize the Secretary of War to cause to be 
investigated and to provide for the payment of all claims for the 
use and occupation of 9 college, and school buildings for 
Government p the United States military authorities 
and the value of any 8 buildings destroyed during such occu- 
ation by the United States, and all claims for repairs to any such 
Buildings and the furniture of same rendered necessary by such 
fon by the United States Army; 
ill (S. 530) for the relief of William M. Coffman, adminis- 
trator of Samuel Coffman, deceased, late of Greenbrier County, 


W. V. 
A bill (S. 531) for the relief of John W. Kennedy; 
A bill (S. 532) for the relief of Mrs. Rhoda Neal; 
A bill (S. 533) for the relief of the trustees of et Methodist 
Protestant Church of Middleway, Jefferson County, W. Va.; 
Boi bill yen maa for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 


an ee g ee 385) S for the elie oE Motion Reed, of Barbour 
an 


536) for the relief of the trustees of the German Evan- 
urch of Martinsbur md 


W. Va.; 
x r bill (8. 537) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 
A bill (8S. 


ete the relief of Edward Tearney, administrator 
of William McSherry, deceased; 
A bill (S. 539) for the relief of the trustees of Trinity Episcopal 


Church; 

A bill (8. ea) for the relief of M. C. Davis 

A bill (S. 541) for the relief of the ae ‘of the Presbyterian 
Church of Springfield, Hampshire County, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 542) for the relief of Levi Teets; 

A bill (S. 543) providing for the payment of the amounts due 
the employees in, and the contractors who furnished castings to, 
the Uni States armory at Harpers Ferry, W. Va., from Janu- 
ary 1, 1861, to April 19, 1861, inclusive; 

Tek ban (8. 544) for the relief of the bray of the Methodist 

Church at Harpers ee W. Va.; 

A A Di (S. 545) for fee aie relief of William M. Morrison; 

A bill (S. 546) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, deceased, 
late of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 547) to refund to the State of West Virginia the 
money paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third 
marie te est Virginia Militia for services rendered during 
re 

A pill is. 548) for the relief of James M. Stout; 

A bill (S. 549) for the relief of Asa Kelly; 

A bill (S. 550) for the relief of Julia Barnet; 

A bill (S. 551) for the relief of the county court of Berkeley 
County, W. Va. 

A bi (8. 552) ‘tor the relief of the 5 of Andrew D. 

se ui deceased, of Harrison County, W. 

bill (S. 553) kor the relief of the ge er of Jacob Cop- 

lin, deceased, of Harrison County, W. V: 

A bill (8. 554) for the relief of the administrator of Andrew D. 
Sopin deceased, of Harrison County, W. 

bill (S. 555) | kor the relief of Lewis Karrickhoft, of Barbour 
5 W. Va. 
| (S. 556) ‘tor the relief of Elizabeth Mulvehill; 
oA, wi eye 557) for the relief of John Pickens, of Barbour 


| (S. 558) for the relief of Marion panoe 3 of 

e Lance, deceased, of Barbour County, W. 

A bill (S. 559) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Meisel: 

A bill (S. 560) for the relief of the trustees of St. J oseph's Catho- 
lic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 561) for the re ief of William F. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 562) for the relief of George W. Craig; and 

A bill (S. 563) for the relief of Moses Grathouse, of Harrison 
County, W. Va. 

Mr. HOAR. I introduce sundry pension bills, which I ask be 
8 e the Committee on Pensions and treated as haying been 

wice rea 


ter 15 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such will be the order,in the ab- 
panoe of objection. 
Mr. HOAR introduced the following bills; which were con- 
8 as having been read twice by their titles, and referred to 
© 


4 ill (S. 604) granting a to Mary J. C. Th 
ill (S. 564) granting a pension Troop; 
A bill (S. 565) granting a pension to John Eckland; 55 
A bill (S. 566) granting a pension to Mary A. Thomas; 
ji A bill G 567) granting an increase of pension to Oscar S. Col - 
ins; 
A bill (S. 568) granting a pension to Daniel Coonan; 
aie (S. 569) granting an increase of pension to ‘Clarinda 8. 
an; 
A bill (8. 570) granting a pension to Elizabeth baer 
A bill (S. 571) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Mellsop; 
A bill (S. 572) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth D. 
Marthon, widow of Lieut. Commander Joseph Marthon; 
A bill (S. 573) grennog a pension to Edmund C. Bailey; 
A bill (S. 574) g a pension to Sarah M. Bennett; 
A bill (S. 926 or t the relief of Lizzie M. Sibley; 
A bill (S. 576) for increase of pension to Geor; 
A bill 68. 577) — a pension to Ezra J. 
1 ee 13 . 578) grantin FE Ba pnmon to Mary Twine. 

AR introdu: ill (S. 579) removing the charge of 
5 from the name of Thomas Collins; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severall 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mill. 


tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 580) granting es of pay to Edmund C. Bailey; 

ae bill (8. 881 15 8 the military record of Daniel Coonan; 

ane ill (S. 582) for the relief of Francis S. Davidson, late first 
lieutenant, Ninth United States Cavalry. 

Mr. HOAR introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

A bill (S. 583) to fix the salaries of the chief justice and judges 
of the Court of Claims; ; 

A bill (S. 584) to punish obstruction of the exercise of constitu- 
uo ower by either House of Congress; 

(S. 585) to authorize the a 8 of an additional 
judge of 985 3 States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other 

A bill ( 5800 to tix the salaries of the several district judges 
or the United States. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill ie 587) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Flower and Thomas B. ower, etc.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
engl read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 588) Fee an 5 of pension to Eliza Adelaide 
Ball, widow of Maj. Edward Ball, deceased; 

an ‘pill (S. 589) to increase the pension of Caroline V. English; 


A bill (S. 590) an increase of pension to Isabella H. 
ee widow of Tent. d l. William Silvey, deceased. 
GEAR. I introduce the bills which I send to the desk, and 
asic that 75 5 be referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
Mr. HO I ask unanimous consent that all ion bills be 
treated as read without actual reading, and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, that will be 
the order with reference to all pension bills to be introduced this 


morn: 

Nr, GORMAN, I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that that course shall be taken with pen- 
sion bills alone. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall object to any other bills being treated 
in that manner. 

Mr. HOAR. I should myself object. These on bills are 
nearly all bills that were before Congress at eho beat session, and 
they are very numerous indeed. There probably will be hundreds 
ofthem. I myself just introduced fifteen. 

Mr. GORMAN. For the day I shall not object, but I think it 
is a very bad rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I think so, too, as to other bills. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think we have ample time to have them 
rea by title. My impression is that all bills ought to be read by 

lbie 

Mr. GEAR. Ihave sent up bills in the bundle which are not 
pension bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. They had better all be read by title. 


Hayes; 
iggs; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 18, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I dislike very much to differ with 
my distinguished friend from Massachusetts, but 


. HOAR. I will withdraw the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. The bills 
introduced by the Senator from Iowa will be read by title. 

Mr. GEAR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill 3 591) granting a pension to Mary R. Henderson; 

A bill (S. 592) granting a pension to Moreau J. Burt; 

593) eee eee Pennell; 
. 594) granting a pension to Mrs. ies Kingsley; 
. 595) granting a pension to Oscar Mad 
. 596) to increase the pension of Albert Head 
S. 597) to pension Frances E. Wickware; 
A bill G. 880 598) ) granting a pension to Elijah Herr Miller; 
8 a pension erring; 
X 601 5 = 22 88 . Tayl 
gran a pension ylor; 
(S. pat granting a pension to Jennie Leninhen; 
bin to) forte re ting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs; 
bill (S. 604) for the relief of the legal representative of P. S. 


Ferre 
a Ss 
$ E 


prere 
85 
235 
225 
Lae 79 
7 
2 
8 
B 
f 
pn 
8 
BL 


granting a pensi 
Mr. G: introduced the 3 bills; which were * 
ee root titles, and referred to to the Committee on 

tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 610) directing the Secretary of War to furnish a cer- 
tain number of unused rifles to Harper Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, at Keosauqua, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 611) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 

A bill (S. 612) for the relief of John A. Spielman 

A bill (S. 613) authorizing and directing the Secretary of W. 
to contract for the purchase of the letters patent granted to the 
De Beverly Kennon for his invention of a counterpoise battery; 


A bill (S. 614) to remove the charge of desertion against Philip 
Pfineger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 615) for the relief 
of Stewart & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims 

He also introduced a bill (S. 616) for the relief of Edward T. 
Latta; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
Sees 8888 ced 617) to equalize the posta 

in uced a eq e 

on monthly publications when pisani to be carried as secon — 
class matter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
cee Seer eee u and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


an bill (S. 618) graning a ponnien to Philip T. Greely; and 


A bill (S. Ae increase the pension of William N. Wells 
(Air. FRYE introdaced the 2 
Mr. FRYE aged the follo bills; 1 


mA bil (S. 620) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter 


A bill (S. 621) concerning tonnage tax; 

A ill. e21)conoeratng tonnage SE a des (with ao- 
com g paper); 
A bill (S. 628) to amend the laws relating to American seamen; 


dist Episcopal Church South against The United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 630) to authorize the use 
of devices or instruments in the cancellation of stamps, marks, or 
labels relating to internal revenue; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARTER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 631) for the relief of certain citizens of Montana claim- 
ing the benefit of the homestead laws; and 

A bill (8. 632) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres of 
3 in the establishment and maintenance of an asylum for 

e 

Mr. CARTER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
rauy zoa twice by their titles, Rippe ey the Committee on 


* mn — = for the relief of Albert L. Pitney; and 
8 eee eee the State of Montana the sum of 
$130 for ed in certain land selections. 

Mr. CARTER 2 the following bills; which were sey- 
ä and referred to the Committee on 

Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 635) to establish a bureau of ä and 
to promote the adoption of uniform military in the public 
schools of the several States and Territories; and 

A bill (S. 636) setting apart a ion of the Fort Keogh Mili- 
tary Reservation, in the State of Montana, for the purpose of an 
industrial school for Indian children, for the establishment of 
such school; for an snr for its establishment and main- 
tenance, and for r 

Mr. CARTER troda the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 637) granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. Sil- 
yey; 

A bill (S. 638) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon; 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Walker; and 

A bill (S. 640) to inerease the pension of Odilia Logan. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 641) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon balls to Wadsworth G Army of tho 
y ublic, of Helena, Mont.; which was read twice by its title, and 

erred to the Committee on Naval Aflairs. 

gas also introduced a bill (S. 642) to amend an act entitled An 
act to protect the birds and animals in the Yellowstone National 
Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for other ei 
which was read twice by its title, ae referred to the ittee 
on the J sora E 

He also in uced a bill (S. 643) for the relief of C. J. Baronet: 
of Gardiner, Mont.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 644) for the relief of Andrew Lind- 
say, of Rancher, Custer County, Mont.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian tions, 

Mr. EARLE introduced a bill (S. 645) for the relief of Michael 
B. Ryan, son and administrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SEW ELL introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally 3 twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Abin (s. BET) grantiog A pousion To Mi ney oe 5 
) granting a pension Mary M. n ug 
of George H. Kuhn, late sergeant in Company F, Ninety- third 
ent New York Infantry Volunteers. 
A bill (S. 648) granting an increase of pension to Elisha M. 


A bill & 624) to establish the Department of Commerce and | Luckett; 
A bill (S . 649) to t a pension to Emeline C. Sewell, widow 
A bill 8. 625 S the establishment of a light and fog signalon | of Ch Sewell, United States Navy; 
Duck Island, A 11 (S. 650) for the relief of Antoinette Acken, widow of 


signal at a 8 north of the bell bu part of the 
8 Shoals, on the coast of 
introduced a bill E 627) to facilitate the construc- 
tion aai maintenance of telegraphic communication between the 
United States, the Hawaiian , and Japan, and to promote 
commerce; which was read twice by ‘its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Fo: Pig 
He also introd S. 628) giving to any State having a 
claim for 9 in defense of the United States the 
right to have on tie ee same adjudicated by the Court of Claims; which 
2 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
udicia 
Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 629) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims in the case of The Book Agents of the Metho- 


and 
A bill (S. 626) for the establishment of a 1 and fog | Samuel Acken 
e 


5 of the schooner A. M. Acken 
in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 651) for the relief of Eugenia Woo 

A-bill (S. 652) 9 to an act Atte “An act grant- 
ing pent ea to so and sailors who were incapacitated for 
the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to 
maons, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved June 

„1890; 

ma bill (S. 653) granting a pension to William F. Johnson; 
SEN bill (S. 654} granting an increase of pension to Caleb M, 

rig 

A or (S. 655) granting a pension to Harriet R. Matlack; 

A bill (S. 656) granting a pension to William F. Johnson; and 

A bill (S. 657) to increase the pension of W. Smith, late 


a captain, Seventh Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


ey Affairs: 
A bill (S. 658) for the relief of Henry Lane; 
A bill (S. 659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 


the Army; 

A bill (S. 660) for the relief of John Stull; and 

A bill (S. 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 
in the Army. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 662) for the relief of Bridget Lane; and > 

A bill “35 for the relief of Warren Hall. > 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 664) to authorize and direct 
the Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the account 
of George H. Tice, postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. J., for postage 
stamps and money-order funds stolen from his office; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 665) for the relief of the heirs of 
certain seamen lost in the foundering of light vessel No. 37; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 


the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 666 ting a pension to William H. Morgan; 
A bill (S. 667) granting a pension to F. F. Callender; 
A bill (S. 668) granting a to Frances E. Pease; 


A bill (S. 670 ting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes. 

Mr. PLATT of — ed; introduced the followin: pills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and refi to the Com- 
mittee on Patents: 

A bill (S. 671) appointing commissioners to revise the statutes 
Taiston to patents, trade, and other marks; and 

A bill (S. 672) for the relief of the Berdan Firearms Manufac- 
turing Conan: A r ? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 673) to provide 
for light-houses and other aids to navigation; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 674) to provide for aids to naviga- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 675) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, 
administratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


- tae E e, for the relief of Isaac Davenport and others, cit- 
izens of Virginia; 

A bill 55 677) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
Richmond, Va.; : 
A bill (S. 678) to F the Court of Claims 
in favor of Lucy A. Jones, of Rappahannock County, Va. 


(with accompanying paper); 

A bin (8.679) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of Daniel T. Wood, of Frederick County, Va. 
(with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 680) for the relief of John A. Fairfax, of the District 
of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 681) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 682) to authorize the Hern- 
don and Aldie Railroad to construct a bridge over the Potomac 
River at or near the Great Falls; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 683) to authorize the purchase of 
certain r rs and correspondence of Thomas Jeffer- 
son; which was ice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
ree on the Library. 


. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 684) to establish postal savings 
banks and to encourage the saying of money in small amounts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

_ He also introduced a bill (S. 685) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Bolster; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 686) granting honorably discharged 
soldiers of the late civil war privileges under the land laws of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 687) to aid in the diffu- 
sion of knowledge among foreign nations of the products of the 


xs 


United States and to increase the efficiency and the value of the 
labor of its citizens; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 688) regulating the procedure in 
criminal causes in the States of North and South Dakota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
J ert ee 

Mr. C ON introduced a bill (S. 689) to grant to the State of 
Utah the Industrial Christian Home in Salt Lake City; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 690) to annex a certain 
Arizona Territory to the State of Utah; which was 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 691) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of George McAlpin, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 692) for the relief of Abner 
Abercrombie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 693) for the relief of John 4 and 
A pul hes 694) for the relief of Benjamin C. Shaw, of Indianap- 
olis, In 
Mr. TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
miy read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
A bill (S. 695) to increase the pension of George Smith; 
A bill (8. 857 granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob; 
A bill (8. 697) granting a pension to Abel S. Chase; 
A bill (S. 698) granting a pension to Miss Virginia Howland; 
A bill (S. 699) granting a pension to Amelia M. Grobe; 
A bill (S. 700) granting a pension to Irvin Dickison; 
A bill (S. 701) granting an increase of pension to Theodore B. 


Harlan; 
an bill (S. 702) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 


ers. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 703) to correct the military 
record of Lake B. Morrison; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories: 

A bill (S. 704) to amend an act entitled An act providing a 
civil government for Alaska;” and 

A bill (S. 705) to authorize the appointment of a commission to 
draft a code of laws for Alaska, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 706) to provido for the pur- 
chase of a site for and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Oakland, in the State of California; which was read twice by its 
aa, — referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 707) for the relief of Ames & Det- 
rick, of San Francisco, in the State of California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. Red- 
stone; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 709) to increase the pension of 
Wesley C. Sawyer; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 710) to provide for the pur- 
chase of additional land in the square now occupied by the cus- 
tom-house in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the erection of a 
new public building thereon for the accommodation of the Goy- 
ernment service in said city; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
zaa twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 711) for the relief of Louise Stewart, widow of 
George B. Stewart, late of Anne Arundel County, State of Mary- 


A bill (S. 712) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, 
deceased; 


A bill (S. 718) for the relief of Anna M. Anderson and Charles 
Y. G. Anderson, executors of George W. Anderson, deceased, 
late of Washington County, Md.; an 

A bill (S. 714) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., of Bal- 
timore, Md, 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 715) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Betty Taylor Dandridge; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced the following bills; which were 


rtion of 
twice by 


50 
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severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 716) granting a pension to Mrs, Mary E. Woodworth; 


and 
A bill (S. 717) granting an increase of 3 to Eva W. Bran- 
nan, widow of the late Maj. Gen. John Milton Brannan, United 
States Army. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 718) to provide for the 
readjustment and payment of dues to army officers in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 719) to authorize the construction 
of an addition to the public building at Hartford, Conn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 720) for the relief of Lydia T. Had- 
lock, administratrix of E. C. Hadlock, deceased, of Vermont; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 721) to pension James M. 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 722) granting the incor- 
pontod town of Valentine, in the county of Cherry and State of 

ebraska, certain lands, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read gone by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili ‘airs: 

A (8. 3 and eens J the Secre of War 
to remove the charge of desertion against James Day, of Company 
M, Thirteenth Regiment New York Cavalry, and to grant him an 
honorable discharge; x 

A bill (S. 724) placing the name of John W. Brooks, of Ells- 
worth, Kans., on the s of the Army, and granting him an hon- 
orable discharge with pay and allowances; and 

A bill (S. 725) for the relief of Stalnaker Marteney. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
— read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 726) granting a pension to James A. Southard; 

A bill (S. 727) granting a pension to Jerome H. Loveland; 

A bill (S. 728) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway; 

A bill (S. 729) granting a pension to Stalnaker 3 

A bill (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to John N. Cor- 
gan, of McPherson, Kans.; 

A bill (S. 781) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 
W if . 152) granting f to William H 

ill (S. 732) granting an increase of pension illi y 
H. Wright, of McPherson, Kans.; 

A bill (S. 733) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin; and 

A bill (S. 734) granting an increase of pension to Jackson Osborn. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 785) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
W a favor of William Garrett, late of Montgomery County, 

.; an 

A bill (S. 736) for the relief of Thomas P. Morgan, jr., for work 
done under contract for the United States in ing the harbor 
of Norfolk, Va. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 787) to equalize and regulate 
the duties of the judges of the district courts of the United States 
in the State of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 738) for relief of Leo L. 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
5 — — read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


aims: 
A bill (S. 789) for the relief of B. F. Dowell (with accompany- 


ing papers); 
A bill (S. 740) to provide for the carrying out of the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of John Campbell (with accom- 


anying papers); 
5 A pill (S. 741) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Chauncey M. Lockwood (with accompanying papers); z 
A bill (S. 742) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon (with 
accompanying ponen); and 
A bill (S. 743) for the relief of Thomas Guinean, of Oregon 


with accom; pers). 
: Mr. MODINE int a a] the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
re 8 0 ding for th yment of certain Indian 
ill (S. providing for the i 
police in Alaska; and 5 25 


A bill (S. 745) to amend “An act to provide for the allotment 
of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the 
Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” approved 
February 8, 1887. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 746) to provide for the examination and classification 
of certain lands in the State of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 747) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands.” 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill 8 748) granting an increase of pension to James A. Ray; 

A bill (S. 749) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hay- 
burn; and 

A bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Benjamin Franklin Dowell, 
of Oregon, for services with the Oregon Volunteers in the years 
1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 751) removing the charge 
of desertion from the name of Absaloam J. Hembree, who served 
as a private in Troop H, Third Regiment United States Cavalry; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 752) to provide for the construction 
of a public building at Salem, Oreg.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ; 

Mr. GRAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations: 

A bill (S. 753) to carry into effect the recommendations of the 
International American Conference by the incorporation of the 
International American Bank; and 

A bill (S. 754) to revive and amend and extend the act of Con- 
gress of August 15, 1876, to encourage and promote telegraphic 
communications between America and Asia, across the Pacific 
Ocean, from the western shores of the United States to the 
Hawaiian Islands, to Ja; and China. 

Mr. GRAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 755) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 


orris; 

A bill (S. 756) granting an increase of pension to Margaret D, 
Sharp; and 

A bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to John Smith, 

Mr. GRAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 758) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the 
United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he 
may be justly and equitably entitled to; 

A bill (S. 759) for-the relief of William H. Crook; 

A bill (S. 760) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Boyle, deceased; and : 

bill (S. ER conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to 
rehear and render judgment in the case of William Donnelly and 
Patrick Egan. x 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 762) to repeal an act entitled 
An act for the punishment of certain crimes therein specified,” 
approved January 30, 1799, being section 5335 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 763) for the relief of Augustus G. 
Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 764) to punish the false publica- 
tion of awards for merit and medals to exhibitors at the World’s 
Columbian E ition; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Select Committee on International ositions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 765) to declare the members of the 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory to be citi- 
zens of the United States and subject to the Constitution and laws 
thereof, to authorize them to revise their rolls of citizenship, to 
allot their lands in severalty, to provide for laying out towns 
therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
= referred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes 
of Indians, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 766) to establish the parity of gold 
and silver as measures of value; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 767) for the relief of the sureties of | 


1897. 
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Frank A. Webb; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. cS 

He also introduced a bill (S. 768) for the correction of the mili- 
tary record of Capt, Joseph H. Richards; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8. 769) to increase the pen- 
sion of Clark W. Harrington, late sergeant of Company I, Ninety- 
third New York Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 8) requiring 
the Mansion House, on the grounds known as the Arlington Na- 
tional Cemetery, in the State of Virginia, to be kept open to vis- 
itors; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 9) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
respecting an establishment of religion or the free exercise thereof; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 10) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for the election of 3 the votes of the qualified electors 
of the States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TURPIE. Task that the joint resolution be printed and 
laid on the table; and I give notice that on Tuesday morning next, 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine business of the 
morning hour, I shall move to take the joint resolution from the 
table, and I will at the same time ask the courtesy of the Senate 
to submit some remarks on the subject-matter of the same. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, 


Mr. COCKRELL, I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask 
to have read, and then immediately considered. It is a measure 
which affects the documents of almost every Senator as well as 
those of members of the House of Representatives. It was 
by the Senate at the last session after having been repo 
the Committee on Printing. } k $ 

The joint resolution (S. R. 7) regulating the distribution of 
public documents was read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the time 
allowed members of the Fifty-fourth Congress to distribute public docu- 
ments now to their credit or to the credit of their respective districts or 
States in the Government Printing Office, the Interior Department, the Navy 

rtment, or any other Department or Bureau, and to present the names 
of libraries, public institutions, and individuals to receive such documents, 
be, and the same is hereby, extended to December 1, 1897; and the time for 
such distribution by members of Congress who have been or may hereafter 
be reelected shall continue during their successive terms and until their right 
to frank documents l cease. = 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the 8 consideration of the joint resolution which has been 
read. Is there objection? : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution. was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


from 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 119) to amend an act entitled An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, 
and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said 
first-mentioned act and other acts amendatory thereof and supple- 
mental thereto, and to provide for the settlement of claims grow- 
ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of Central 
Pacific and Western Pacific railroads, reported it without amend- 


ment. 
se VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar as the unfinished business. I will state that I do not 
e t to have it taken up for at least a month. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We could not hear what the request is. 

Mr. GEAR. My request is for unanimous consent that the 
bill be placed on the Calendar as the unfinished business, not with 
the idea of taking it up at the present time, but to wait until 
other business has been transacted and to have it taken up prob- 
ably at the end of a month. 


Mr. ALLEN. Has the bill been reported from the committee? 

Mr. GEAR. It has been reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads, 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me the request should be accompanied 
by a motion to postpone the bill for a month, because otherwise 
it has to be laid before the Senate and informally laid aside every 
morning. 

Mr. GEAR, I accept that suggestion. I will name four weeks 
from to-day. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. GEAR. It is the same bill that was reported several weeks 


ago. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be read at length. 
gos VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the bill will 

read. 

Mr. FRYE. It would take some time to read it. It is the bill 
providing for a commission to settle with the Central Pacific. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it the bill that appeared in the House at the 
last session of Congress? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir; and it was reported to the Senate at the 
last session. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not care about having it read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that it is 
an unusual request in regard to a bill that it be made the unfin- 
ished business for a month ahead. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TLobject. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Missouri objects. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I see no possible gain by taking that course. 
I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that he give notice that at some 
time in the future, whenever the opportunity occurs, he will call 


it up. 
Mr. GEAR. If the Senate will agree to that course, I will 


accept the s geston: 

Mr. ALDR It can not be made the unfinished business by 
any process I know of fora month ahead. It can be taken up 
now, but there isno process, by therules or otherwise, that I know 
of by which it can be made the unfinished business four weeks 
from to-day. : 

Mr. GEAR. Then I will move that the bill be taken up now as 
the unfinished business, and I will let it be postponed from day to 
day as the unfinished business. That will meet the objection. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. COCKRELL. LI object. - 

ane VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill takes its place on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MORGAN. The minority of the Committee on Pacitic 
Railroads will file a report adverse to this proposed legislation. I 
have not had time to yey it because the session has been very 
recently assembled, and I did not suppose that final action would 
be taken on the bill to-day. I do not wish to delay the billin any 
respect at all except for the purpose of getting an opportunity to 
occupy a brief time to file a minority report. 

Mr. GEAR. That is accepted, of course, on the part of the com- 
mittee. I renew my request. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
state his inquiry. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask if the morning business has 
been concluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. The 
introduction of bills and joint resolutions is still in order. The bill 
reported by the Senator from Iowa as it stands has taken its place. 
on the Calendar. 

SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 120) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to effect an adjustment between the United States and 
the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company in relation to cer- 
tain bonds issued by the United States in aid of the construction 
of said railway, reported it without amendment. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANIES IN GERMANY. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the correspondence with the German 
Government relating to American insurance companies, Senate 
Document 140, laid on the table February 20 last, be taken from 
the table and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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RICHARD KING, 
On motion of Mr. CLARK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and vapers erp fod S. 1771, Fifty-fourth 
Congress, first session, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs to accompany 8. 133. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD MORTGAGES, 


Mr. GEAR. Loffer the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resol: That the Attorney-General is directed to send to the Senate 
copies of the record of 2 in any court of the United States, in a 
case or cases in which the United States isa many relating tothe foreclosure 
of any mo; against the property of the Union Pacific Company 


or its branches, in which cases the Attorney-General has entered an appear- 


ance for the Government. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
Mr. TURPIE. I ee 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution 
will lie over. 
MISCELLANEOUS PAPERS, STATE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations: . 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of e concurring), That there 
be printed —— copies of the calendar of miscellaneous papers in the State 


Department, of which —— be for the use of the Senate, — for the 
use of the House, and —— for the use of the State Department. 


ISLANDS OF Sr. CROIX, Sr. JOHN, AND Sr. THOMAS, 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be directed to cee 5 
ni 


St. John, a 


can be now purchased from the Govern- 


men 
whet these islands are not 8 by the 
that they will be sold by the 


NOTICES OF AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES, 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to give notice, under the rules, that to- 
morrow, or at the next daily session of the Senate, I shall pro’ 
certain amendments to the rules. I should like to have them 
printed in the RECORD. Isupposeitis not necessary to read them. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendments be read, so that we 
may know what they are. 

Mr. HOAR. They are 
gave notice some two wee xy: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. the Senator from Missouri 
desire the 2 notices of amendments to be read? 

Mr. CO . Let them be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the notices of amendments referred to by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will be printed in the RECORD, 

The notices referred to are as follows: 

[Fifty-fifth Congress, first session, Senate.] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


55 the same as those of which I 


than one day, it shall be in order for any Senator to 
tore present, the 

debat ing measure shall tak: 
he Senate shall decide to 
put upon the pending amendments, upon amendments of w. 
then be given, and upon the measure in its successive 

rules of the Senate, but without further debate, except that every 
who may desire shall be permitted to speak upon the measure not more 
once, and not exceeding one hour. 

After such d shall have been made by any Senator, no other mo- 
tion shall be in order until the same shall have been voted upon by the Senate, 
unless the same fail to be seconded. 

“After the Senate shall have decided to close debate, no motion shall be in 
order but a motion to ad, mn 9 a recess, when such motion shall be 


h notice shall 
tothe 

tor 
than 


seconded by a e When either of said motions shall have 
been lost or shall have failed of a second, it shall not be in order to renew the 
same until one Senator shall have upon the pending measure, or one 
vor the te i ro . the following rules, namely, VII, VIII, 
“For the foregoing- 9 
X XII. XIX XXI XX d XL. ed.” 


IX, X, í , XXXV, an are 
The of this amendment to the rules is to enable the Senate to act 
.. ta camera ae eect 
; orcemen re’ 
so much of them as in W. 3 


[Fifty-ffth Congress, first session, Senate. ] 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. Hoar submitted the following notice of an amendment intended to be 
3 to the rules of the Senate: 

Notice is given that to-morrow, or at the next daily session of the Senate, 
75 motion will be e eee ule V by striking out the second clause 


that there is a quorum present, 
the business of the shall p: . If he find there be no quorum, he 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll, and shall announce the 
result. These proceedings shall be without debate.“ 
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Marcu 18, 


The purpose of the proposed amendment is to prevent the interrupti 
the business of the Renate by unnecessary calling of the sh 1 shin 
. F. HOAR. 


PROPOSED PACIFIC RAILROADS INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


and deducted from the gross earnings of said roads and charged to the operat- 
8 
e said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to 
administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under oath touching the matters 
which they are apes empowered to investigate, and may hold their sessions 
during the recess of the Senate, and may appoint a clerk tor said committee; 
and E eys 8 moes be — ee of = order 
shall out of the contingent fund mate, upon vouchers a 
proved by the chairman of said committee. ü ag 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration; of executive business. After one hour and eighteen 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 2 o’clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Friday, March 19, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 18, 1897, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Powell Clayton, of Arkansas, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico, vice Matt 
W. Ransom, resigned. 

CONSULS-GENERAL. 

William M. Osborne, of Massachusetts, to be consul-general of 
the United States at London, vice Patrick A. Collins, resigned. 

John K. Gowdy, of Indiana, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Paris, vice Samuel E. Morss, resigned. 

APPOINTMENT ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Henry L. Marindin, an assistant in the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, to be a member of the Commission provided for 
in the act of Congress approved June 28, 1879, entitled An act 
to provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River Commission 
for the improvement of said river from the Head of the Passes, 
near its mouth, to its head waters,” in place of Henry L. Whiting, 
late of said Commission, deceased. : 

FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

Perry S. Heath, of Indiana, to be First Assistant Postmaster- 
General, vice Frank H. Jones, resigned. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 

Joseph H. Brigham, of Ohio, to be Assistant Secretary of Agri- 
culture, vice Charles W. Dabney, jr., resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department, 

Capt. Charles Shaler, to be major, February 22, 1897, vice Ar- 
nold, promoted. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 

Sylvester Peterson, of Ada, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at Crookston, Minn., vice Thomas A. Dunlava, deceased. 

Joseph Smith was appointed to said office December 4, 1896, dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, but his nomination failed of confirma- 
tion. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 18, 1897, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. Louis Philip Brant, adjutant, First Infantry, to be 


captain. 

A oand Lieut. Hiram McLemore Powell, Second Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Fred Winchester Sladen, Fourteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Harry Hill Bandholtz, Sixth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Henry Thornberg Ferguson, Twenty-third Infan- 

first lieutenant. 


„to be i 
pa See Lieut. Henry Grant Learnard, Nineteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 


1897. 
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Candidate Corpl. Preston Brown, Battery A, Fifth Artillery, to 
be second lieutenant. > 

Candidate Corpl. William D. Conrad, Troop I, Fifth Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. . y 

Candidate Corpl. Louis Herman Gross, Company G, Fifth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant. z f 

Candidate Sergt. Thomas Franklin, Company A, Eighteenth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant. r 

Candidate Corpl. George H. Steel, Company D, Fifth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant. : 

Cavalry arm. 


Second Lieut. Melvin Weston Rowell, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, March 18, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday was read and ap- 


roved. 
8 Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House 
that the Committee on Ways and Means will not be able to spori 
to-day, but expect to be al EAO MAFOA e ill in 
the morning. I therefore move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 


15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, calling attention to the 
need of an immediate appropriation for the expenses of the Postal 
Congress of the World—to the Commi on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 155 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, re of examination for obtaining 
a channel through icut d, Narragansett Bay, Rhode 
3 the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 

printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Ocracoke Inlet, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Pamlico River, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. . 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Treadwater 
(Tradewater) River, Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Union River, 
near the city of Ellsworth, Me.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. i 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, of examination and survey of 
Provincetown Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


—ä v4 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

sg Guar TERRY: A bill (H. R. 380) to amend section 1864 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to taking 
depositions de bene esse—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 381) for the better regulation of 
insurance companies doing business in the Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) to put in force in the Indian Territo 
and Oklahoma Territory the law of the State of Arkansas entitl 
An act to regulate the rates of charges for the carriage of pas- 
sengers ilroads,” approved April 4, 1887—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 383) in relation to issuance of writs of habeas 


corpus by Federal courts or judges thereof—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 384) to provide for an investiga- 
tion of the obstruction of the navigable waters of Florida by the 
aquatic plant known as the water hyacinth, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 385) to amend the civil-service 
laws of the United States—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. : 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 386) to amend section 9 of an 
act passed August, 1894, establishing bonded warehouses for man- 
F the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bi 8 R. 387) to insure creditors of corporations in the 
collection of their claims to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 388) for testing the Belduke combination 
propeller—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

„a bill (H. R. 389) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Jersey City, N. J.—tothe Committee on Public Build- 
e and Grounds. 

y Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 390) providing for the mobiliza- 
tion of the regular soldiers and marines and State militia—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 391) relating to the jurisdic- 
tion of the court of ap of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 392) to establish a postal-telegraph system 
and to enlarge the postal facilities of the people of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 393) to provide tract or property indexes in the 
office of the recorder of deeds for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 394) for the relief of certain enlisted men of 
1 naval force of the United States to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 395) to amend an act entitled An 
act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” 
approved January 16, 1883—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 396) to reimburse the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 
— the suppression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

ay Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 397) to establish Appomattox Park, 
in the State of Virgi to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 398) to provide a system of national super- 
vision, to secure a revenue for the Government from the corpora- 
tions organized under this act, and to create a class of securities 
which may be safely deposited with the Government as a basis of 
circulation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 399) to purchase a portrait of Daniel D. 
Tompkins, late Vice-President of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 400) to provide for reorganization and im- 

rovement of the musical service of the Army and Navy and 
ae Corps of the United States—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) for the erection of a monument in the 
city of W m to the memory of the late Commodore John 
Paul Jones—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 402) for the erection of a 
pat ic building at Malden, Mass.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 403) granting thirty days’ leave of absence, 
with pay, to the employees of the Government Printing Office and 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing—to the Committee on 


Printing. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 404) to amend ‘‘An act making appropria- 


tions for sun ci mses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1865, and for other purposes ”—to the 
Committee on the Li 


brary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) for the erection of a public building at 
aie Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

TOUN: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) providing that the members of the Presi- 
dent’s Cabinet shall be selected from the Senate or the House of 
Representatives—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 407) for the construction of a wooden dry 
dock at the United States navy-yard, Boston, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 408) to authorize the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy to make certain disposition of con- 
demned ordnance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective 
sip gegen ate the Committee on Military Affairs. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 409) to prevent the adulteration of candy in 

the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 410) to establish the department of commerce 
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and mannfactures—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 411) to amend sections 2527 and 2529 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 412) authorizing the Secretary of War to pro- 
cure medals for the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, who were the 
first fully equipped soldiers to arrive, on April 19, 1861, for the 
pe steed of the city of Washington—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 413) to increase the pension of those who re- 
ceive $72 per month under act of Congress of June 16, 1880—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 414) for the erection of a 
pe building at Tampa, Fla.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 415) to authorize the Secre of the Treas- 
ury to settle the mutual account between the United States and 
the State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secre- 
tary under the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 416) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Grand Haven, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 417) to amend section 8 of an act fixing the 
amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution of 
national-bank currency, and for other purposes,” approved June 20, 
1874—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) to amend an act entitled An act to 
amend sections 5191 and 5192 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, aud for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 419) to amend section 5191 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, $ bill (H. R. 420) to amend section 5191 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) providing for an additional circuit judge 
in the sixth jaaa circuit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 422) making the anniversary of Abraham 
oe as birthday a —. holiday to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 423) to amend sections 8 and 10 of an act en- 
titled “An act to enable national banking associations to extend 
their corporate existence, and for other purposes,” approved July 
12, 1882—to the Committee on Banking and ency. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 424) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Holyoke, Mass.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill ate 425) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 426) to equalize the several 
States of the Union in the grant of lands for school purposes—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 427) for the preserva- 
tion and protection of public records and documents, and provid- 
ing for the use of copies thereof as evidence—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 2 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 428) for the erection of a panio 
building at Alpena, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. r 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 429) providing for the trans- 
fer of a certain class of pensioners from one set of rolls to another 
set of rolls in the Pension Department—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 430) to protect the public forest 
reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. REEVES: A bill (H. R. 431) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a penie building thereon at 
Streator, in the State of Illinois—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, ‘ 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 432) to provide for the Twelfth 
and subsequent censuses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 433) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Abilene, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. ` 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 434) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a Rents building thereon at Dal- 
ton, in the State of Georgia to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 435) to create the northwestern division of 
the northern district of Georgia for judicial purposes, and to fix 


the time and place for holding court therein—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 436) to amend the judiciary act of August 13, 
1888—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 437) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to convey certain Government land to-the city of Wauke- 
gan, [11.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 438) providing for free home- 
steads on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and 
reserving the public lands for that purpose—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 439) setting apart a portion of the Fort Keogh 
Military Reservation, in the State of Montana, for the purpose of 
an industrial school for Indian children, for the establishment of 
such school, for an appropriation for its establishment and main- 
ae and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 440) to provide for the construction of a pub- 
lic building at Butte City, Mont.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 441) to establish the boundaries of the Yellow- 
stone National Park, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
tect the birds and animals in the Yellowstone National Park, and 
to punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 443) for the free coinage of silver to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3 for free homes for settlers on 
the ceded portion of the Crow Reserve, in Montana—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 445) providing for disposal of lands on aban- 
doned portions of the Fort Maginnis Military Reservation, in Mon- 
tana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. BALL: A bill (H. R. 446) to authorize enlargement of 
gab ic building at Houstón, Tex.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 447) for the erection of a 
custom-house and t-office building at Brunswick, Ga.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 448) providing for the election of 
a Delegate from the District of Alaska to the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 449) to allow postmasters in 
first and second class post-offices to suspend clerks and employees 
therein without pay, not exceeding thirty days, for neglect of 
duty and for other reasons, and to furlough clerks and letter car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 450) to extend the free-delivery system of 
the Post-Office Department, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 451) to reduce the 3 on fourth - class 
matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 452) to amend section 3829 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 453) to allow the Postmaster-General to grant 
leave of absence with full pay (in addition to the leave now granted 
by law) to any letter carrier or clerk in a post-office who shall be 
disabled by any casualty while in the performance of his duty, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 454) regulating rates of pos on second- 
class mail matter at letter-carrier offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 455) to prevent the establishment of letter 
boxes for the receipt or delivery of certain mail matter in prem- 
ises not occupied by post-offices or branch offices—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill am R. 456) raising the Christian Light Station, Dela- 
ware, to the fourth order, and authorizing a post light—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 457) to authorize postmasters at money-order 
offices to redeem postage stamps—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 458) toestablish the Mahon River Light Station, 
Delaware River, on a new site—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 459) for a relief vessel for the Fourth light- 
house district—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 460) to amend the act approved February 14, 
1885, entitled An act to authorize a retired list for privates and 
noncommissioned officers of the United States Army who have 
served for a period of thirty years and upward to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 461) supplementary to an act entitled“ An 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 


for the performance of manual labor, and providing pensions to 
widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved June 
27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

» Also, a bill (H. R. 462) to amend an act approved March 2, 1897, 
and sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, so as to confer the benefits thereof upon clerks to pay 
officers of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 463) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish certified copies of muster rolls—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 464) to amend chapter 67 of volume 23 of the 
Statutes at Large of the United States—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 465) to amend section 2743 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning the examination of 
drugs—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill 55 R. 466) to increase the efficiency of the Marine 
Corps of the United States and to reestablish its organization—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 467) for the SEE Bane of the military serv- 
ice of the officers and enlisted men of certain Pennsylvania mili- 
tary organizations—to the Committee on Military irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 468) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
adjust the salaries of 8 approved March 3, 1883 - to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 469) concerning the rank and pay of certain 
officers of the Navy having served a full term as chief of a bureau 
in the Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 470) requiring all duties on imported goods 
after March 1, 1896, shall be paid in gold coin, and repealing all 
acts inconsistent, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) appropriating $25,000 to the Franklin 
Institute, of Philadelphia, and the Purdue University, of Lafay- 
ette, Ind., for the purpose of determining the quantity of the 
so-called hammer blows,” ‘‘ centrifugal lift and tangential throw” 
of locomotive driving wheels in use on American railroads—to the 
Committee on Appr Opriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 472) making e for site and ped- 
estal of a statue of the late Maj. Gen. George G. Meade in the 
city of Washington, D. C. —to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. i es refund the outstanding United States 
and Treasury notes with bonds bearing interest at the rate of 2 
per cent, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking 
and 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 474) for the construction and completion of 
a dry dock at navy-yard, League Island, Pennsylvania—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 475) to increase the circulation of national- 
bank currency and to reduce the taxes thereon—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 476) to reduce the poraga on books trans- 
2 by mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 477) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and erection of a public building thereon at the 
city of Eau Claire, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 478) withdrawing from entry and sale and 
granting unto the State of Wisconsin certain lands for use as a 

t of its present military reservation—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 479) to prohibit the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in the Capitol building, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 480) to amend an act entitled An act to pro- 
vide for the adjudication and pme of claims arising from In- 
dian depredations,” approved ch 3, 1891—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 481) granting a service pension 
to all honorably discharged officers and enli men of the war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 482) to authorize the Wash- 
ington and Glen Echo Railroad Company to obtain a right of way 
and construct tracksinto the District of Columbia 600 feet—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of 
holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, and 
for other 5 the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DERSON: A bill (H. R. 484) providing for the erec- 
tion of an addition to the United States custom-house and post- 
office building in the city of Dubuque, Iowa—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 485) providing for the erection of an addition 
to the United States custom-house and post-office building in the 


city of Dubuque, Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 8 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 486) for the erection of a public 
building at Georgetown, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Build. 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 487) for the erection of a public building at 
Paris, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 488) to establish a cavalry post in Fayette 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 489) to provide free homes 
on the panie lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve 
the pub me lands for that purpose—to the Committee on the Pub- 

o Lands. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 490) to establish a term of the dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, Va., in 
the western district of Virginia—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

‘Ale: a bill (H. R. 491) to maintain and protect the integrity of 
the coins of the United States—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 492) to amend section 3255, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy fruits— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 493) to complete the execution of the ninth 
article of the treaty of 1819 between the United States and Spain— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 494) to restore a portion of captured and 
abandoned 27755 to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUC. : A bill (H. R. 495) for the construction of a 
pan ic building at Owosso, Mich.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 496) for the erection of an 

uestrian statue of Maj. Gen. Henry W. Slocum in the city of 

ashington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 497) for the purpose of pensioning persons in 
the civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 498) to increase the circulation of 
national banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 499) to provide for light-houses and other aids 
to navigation to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 500) for the erection of 
pub ic bailding at Lockport, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 501) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
ment to Robert Morris at Batavia, Genesee County, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 502) to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue bonds to maintain a sufficient gold reserve and to 

eem and retire United States notes, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 503) to purchase and inclose 
the sites, or portions thereof, of certain forts, battlefields, and other 
ground, . the graves of American soldiers, sailors, and 
marines,in the Maumee Valley—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) making an appropriation for a light and 
fog-signal station at or near terminus of what is known as the 
Straight Channel, in Maumee Bay, near Toledo, Ohio—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 505) to repeal tax on State banks and 
State bank associations—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 506) for the better control of and to promote 
a safety of national banks—to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 507) to regulate national currency and pro- 
vide for national money—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 508) to establish a gold cur- 
rency and a silver currency on a basis of interchangeable value 
3 the world—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) to fix the denominations of gold and 
silver coins to be issued Ni the United States, and to establish the 
free coinage thereof—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 510) to amend section 1754 of Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to preferences in the civil serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 511) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States“ 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) to extend the civil service to the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 518) to increase the circulation of national 
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banks and promote the redemption of legal tender and United 
States Treasury notes—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 514) to amend section 5138 of the Revised 
Statutes to provide for the organization of national banks in towns 
of notexceeding 3,000 inhabitants—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 515) to amend section 1 of an act entitled An 
act granting pensions to army nurses,” approved August 5, 1892— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 516) for the retirement of Government em- 
ployees in the classified civil service—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 517) to amend an act entitled An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” ap- 
proved January 16, 1883—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 518) to appropriate funds for 
investigations of tests of American timber—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 519) to relieve certain appointed or 
enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 520) to donate 4 condemned 
cannon and 16 cannon balls to De Golyer Post, Hudson, Mich.—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 521) for the erection of a 
pab ic building at Fitchburg, Mass.—to the Committee on Public 

uildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 522) directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reexamine and resettle the accounts of certain States 
and the city of Baltimore, growing out of moneys expended by 
said States and the city of Baltimore for military purposes during 
the war of 1812—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 523) to retire certain army 
3 and for other purposes —to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 524) to erect a public building at 
8 Mass. —to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 525) for the erection of a public 
building at Radford, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 526) to amend section 2117 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 527) amending section 2 of an 
act approved March 3, 1879, relating to arrears of pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 748) to preserve the grave of Gen. 
Daniel Morgan and erect a monument over the same—to the Com- 
mittee on the 8 

By Mr. CHAR W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 1055) to amend 
section 4766 of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Bradford, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. BARRETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 8) to amend 
section 6, Article II, of the Constitution of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judi A 

Also, a joint resolution (H. . 9) authorizing the President of 
the United States to arrange a conference between the United 
States and nations possessing territory on the American Continent, 
for the settlement of boundary disputes—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 10) proposing an amendment to 
een Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 11) relating pl aap addi- 
tional copies of the Official rds of the Navy d g the war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. $ 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 12) to provide for an investi- 
gation to determine a location for. the Naval Academy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 18) 
establishing a reciprocity commission—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. HR. 

By Mr. BURKE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 14) authoriz 
articles imported from foreign countries for the sole purpose o 
exhibition at the Texas State Fair and Exposition to be held at Dal- 
las, Tex., in 1897, to be imported free of duty, under regulations 

rescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 15) directing the 
Secretary of War to submit estimates for work upon the channels 


5 eng iaica and Canarsie bays—to the Committee on Rivers and 
arbors. - 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 16) calling for report as to 
feasible fortification of Romer Shoals, harbor of New York—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. HURLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 17) to provide for 
the purchase of the painting entitled “Eighteen hundred and 
sixty-four; or, Grant and his Generals,” by Hanson Balling—to 
the Committee on the Library. : 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 18) directing the Secretary of 
War to D propere and parth plans and estimates for dredging 
Coney Island Channel, New York Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 19) in relation to monument to 
prison-ship martyrs at Fort Greene, Brooklyn, N. ¥Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. SOUT D: A joint resolution (H. Res, 20) for print- 

ing Annotated Laws Relating to Pensions, with a Treatise on 
Practice in Pension Cases, by Frank E. Anderson—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 21) provid- 
ing for the distribution of a complete set of Official Records of 
the Union and Confederate Armies toduly organized Grand Army 
posts and associations of Confederate veterans in the United 
States—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 8) to refer 
the rules of the House to the Committee on Rules—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. : 

By Mr. MCEWAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 4) relative to 
the application of the principle of the initiative and referendum 
to Federal legislation—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 5) relative to 
debate on the tariff bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CANNON: A resolution (House Res. No. 6) pro 


a ial order for the consideration of House bills Nos. 13, 14, 15, 
16, making appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, in lieu 


eh ages bills which failed to become laws at 
the 8 session of Fifty-fourth Congress—to the Committee 
on es. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A resolution (House Res. No. 7) 8 
certain amendments to the rules—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A resolution (House Res. No.8) 

uesting the Secretary of State to furnish certain information 
to the House, if not incompatible with public service, relating to 
the agreement between the United States and Great Britain as to 
the maintenance of war vessels on the Great Lakes—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 9) requesting the Secretary of 
State to furnish certain information as to aliens in the consular 
and diplomatic service of the United States—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 10) requesting the Secretary 
of State to report to the House certain information relative to 
aliens in the consular and diplomatic service of the United States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (House Res, No. 11) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to arcenge for a conference with the Governments of the 
Republics of Mexico, Brazil, Central and South America, Haiti 
and Santo Domingo and the United States, for the adoption of 
such measures as will provide for the arbitration of disputes be- 
tween said Governments—to the Committee on “fade fe irs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A resolution (House Res. No. 12) to au- 
thorize and direct the Secretary of War to make a survey of the 
Straight Channel in the Maumee River and Bay—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, in 
taro of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, 
m TO of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 528) to correct the military 
record of Godlieb Best—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 529) for the relief of J. H. Sparks—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 530) to correct the military record of John B. 
Miller—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 531) to correct the military record of Henry 
McKitchen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 532) to amend the military record of C. Wil- 
son Walker, late of Company H, One hundred and thirty-seventh 
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Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 533) to correct the military record of G. W. 
Shirey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 534) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the name of James Eagan, late of Company A, Fifty-ninth 1 5 5 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry to the Committee on - 
tary Affairs. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 535) toremove the charge of desertion against 
the name of W. A. Jackson, late of Company F, One hundred and 
second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 536) granting an honorable discharge to James 
Garrabrant, late of Company I, One hundred and forty-eigh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 537) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against the name of Jerome Salisbury, late of konpos E, 
ifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 538) for the relief of Mrs. Celia Ford, late a 
laundress in Battery F, Second Regiment United States Artil- 
lery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 539) to corey og the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Susannah P. Swoope—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 540) for the relief of John Wassum, of Clarion 
County, Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 541) granting a pension to Henry C. Holter, 
late of oe D, Forty-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) to increase the pension of Fannie Mose- 
ley Lorain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 543) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the name of Samuel Kerr, late of Company E, Sixty-second Regi- 
FEN Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 544) to correct the military record of W. J, 
Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 545) een en increase of pension to Martin 
Funk, late of Company C, One hundred and forty-eighth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546) granting a pension to Edward Whitling, 
late a private of Company E, Seventy-eighth iment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 547) for the relief of William S. Williams, late 
of Company D, Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) ting an increase of pension to S. H. 
Griffith, alias H. S. Griffith, late of Company G, First Battalion 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 549) ting a pension to Jonas J. Boal—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. DIO) granting a pension to Andrew J. Baker, 
late of Company H, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment Penn- 
8 Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

1 a te B 5 nice yo to Sega J. 8 
a private o mpany egiment Pennsylvania 
Reserve Volunteers—to the Coennaieteson Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to William Lutman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 553) to refer the claim of the 
owners of the brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) for the relief of Joseph A. Greenwood— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. re for the relief of Thomas Collins—to the 
Committee on Naval i: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 556) 
to the Committee on Inv: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 557) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) to pension John L. Rumery—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 559) granting a pension to Benjamin L. No- 
lan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) granting a pension to James F, Burch- 
stead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of John Regan—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Henry Langãon—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 563) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 564) to pension Catherine B. Marshall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ting a pension to James Donovan— 
id Pensions. 


Also,a bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of William C. Allen—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 566) uting a pension to Frank J. Carr 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 567) granting a pension to John Eckland—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 568) to amend the records on file at the War 
Department to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 569) for the relief of Mrs. L. A. Barber to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 570) granting an increase of pension to Wood- 
bury Day, alias John White—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 571) to increase the pension of George E. Tib- 
bee GEN 5 Invalid Pensions. Be = 

iso, a bi . R. 572) granting a pension to Benjamin L. 
Nolan—to the Goinmittee Pi Invalid 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 573) granting a pension to Eleanor Shea to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 574) granting an increase of pension to John 
Newton Breed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 575) to amend the military record of George 
W. Wilder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of Alfred M. Burnham, of 
Lynn, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 577) for the relief of Charles O. Palmer—to 
the Committee on aera Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Mary Dunn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARROWS: A bill (H. R. 579) to remove the charge 
cen from Charles Ambsler—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill = R. 580) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Thomas J. Foley—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BING : A bill (H. R. 581) for the relief of Oliver C. 
Bosbyshell, late superintendent United States mint at Phila- 
delphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 582) to grant a pension to William Nugent, 
late of Company E, One hundred and eighty-third Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 583) for the relief of Lewis C. Overman—to 
the 80 2 bill 85 quia Affairs. 5 1 500 

Also, a bi . 584) granting a pension to Mary entine— 
te Je a bil tik K. 685) gra 8 Moses E. Osbo: 

5a 8 granting a pension to Moses E. rn 
to the 5 8 Pensions. pan e 

Also, a bi R. granting a pension to Clelia Eakins, widow 
of Samuel Eakins, late acting master, of the United States Navy— 
to 1 i na N Pensions. 5 

„a bill ( . 587) granting a pension to Henry H. K. Elliott 
to the Committee on Invalid PARA: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 588) making appropriation to the Department 
of Justice to pay Ellery P. Ingham, United States district attorney 
for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, for extraordinary services 
rendered in relation to the condemnation proceedings for sites for 
sa United States mint at Philadelphia—to the Committee on 


ms, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 589) for the relief of W. D. Gold & Co.—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 
Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) to correct the military record of Oliver 
Czesar—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) for the relief of William Brice & Co. and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of Hannah B. Crosman, 
executrix—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) to N Commodore Louis C. Sartori, 
now on the — tired 3 — 25 e Navy, to be * rear-admiral on said 

ist, in acco ce with his origi position on the Navy Regis- 
ter—to the Committee on N N aS 

Also, a bill (H. R. 595) for the relief of the Corn Exchange Na- 
tional Bank of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 596) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph B. 
Hull, late commodore, United States Navy, retired—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) to correct the muster of Adolph Von 
Haake, late or Sixty-eighth Regiment Veteran Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 598) directing the issue of a check in lieu of 
a lost check drawn by the Chief of the Ordnance Department of 
the United States Army in favor of the Independence National 
Bank of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 599) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the sum of $400 to The Brownell 
and Company, Dayton, Ohio, on account of penalty erroneously 
imposed by the Light-House Board—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 600) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Andrew Laukhoff—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 601) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ellen Key 
Messersmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Philip Beidle—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Ernest Klaus—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 604) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. 
Denny, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 605) for the relief of the legal owners of the 
Columbia Bridge, at Columbia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 606) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Henry Dimler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill nos R. 607) for the relief of John 
W. Devine, administrator John G. Newlee, deceased, late of Clai- 
borne County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of August 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 608) for the relief of Elzira Hamilton, of 
Claiborne County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 609) granting a pension to certain East Ten- 
nesseeans engaged in the secret service of the United States dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 610) granting a pension to Rachel Waddell, 
of Newport, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 611) granting pension to Susan Fields, widow 
of Jason Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 612) forthe relief of Robert Stone, of Tennes- 
see—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 613) for the relief of William M. Henry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 614) granting pension to James M. Grisham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of Samuel Cloyd, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 616) for the relief of Nelson McLaughlin, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 617) for the relief of Edmond B. Miller, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 619) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Rockwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 620) granting a pension to James McQuarter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 621) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 622) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Kleckner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Seibert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man Von Marsdorff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Sig- 
fried—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 626) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Mc- 
Veigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

REN a bill (H. R. 627) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Roach, d —to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 628) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, 
deceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage and deten- 
tion, and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, 
Boston, and Atlanta—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 629) 8 a pension to Casper Shutt to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 630) to increase the pension of Joel Metz to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 631) to confirm title to lots 13 and 14, in 

uare 959, in Washington, D. C. —to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 632) for the relief of the Columbia Brewing 
Company, of Shenandoah, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 633) nting a pension to 
Albert Hammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 634) for the relief of A. E. Red- 
stone to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 635) for the relief of H. L. James to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 636) for the relief of James 
Eganson, of Henderson, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 637) for the benefit of J. C. Rudd—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 638) for the relief of George W. Dun ning 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 639) for increase of pension to Charles B. 
Eades, Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 640) for the relief of Bedford Potts, Box- 
ville, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 641) for the relief of Jesse Cook—to ths Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) for the relief of W. M. Rhea—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 643) for the relief of John H, James—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of Walter Langley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 645) for the relief of Frank W. Clark—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 646) for the relief of A. T. Sands—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) for the relief of Francis Millet's widow— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 648) for the relief of Elizabeth Fulwiler—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 649) for the relief of William A. Short—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 650) to correct the military record of Nathaniel 
L. Lightfoot—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 651) for the relief of the estate of Mary H. S. 
Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23 for the relief of John J. Stodghill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of James N. Curry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 654) for the relief of John Anderson—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 655) for the relief of Sarah R. 
Burbridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5 8 Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 656) for the relief of the estate of 
J. E. Brennan, dece: „late of Nashville, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 657) for the relief of William M. Beasley, 
Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, 
widow of John W. Leftwich—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 659) for the relief of Joseph Williamson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 660) to increase pension of Emily E. Cash 
from $20 to $50 pa month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill = R. 661) Ponana a pension to Frederick W. Pal- 
more—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 662) to place the name of John J. Brewer on 
pension roll, soldier, late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 663) for the relief of parties for property 
taken from them by military forces of the United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 664) for the relief of William J. Hines—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 665) for the relief of J. S. Woody, Martins 
Mills, Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 666) for the relief of the estate of J. A. Mil- 
hous, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 667) for the relief of M. A. Buford—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668) for relief of S. E. Johnson, heir of John 
W. Johnson, deceased, late of Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 669) for the relief of S. J. Stodard—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) for the relief of Thomas M. Leneave, 
administrator of Irvy T. Leneave, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 671) for the relief of the legal representa- 
pya of Granderson Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War 


aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 672) for the relief of R. H. Ogilvie—to the 
Committee on War Claiins. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 673) for the relief of A. B. Phillips—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) for the relief of the estate of A. A. Dick- 
erson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 675) for the relief of the trustees of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 676) for the relief of Shields Sims and H. 
Bryant, executors of J. Youngblood, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 677) for the relief of John E. Horton Sims, 
Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
so, a bill (H. R. 678) for the relief of Walter O. West, for 
quartermasters’ 5 the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) for the relief of the estate of William 
Grigsby, deceased, late of Giles County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) for the relief of Jerrie Henson, of Wayne 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) for the relief of Snowden B. Herbert, of 
Lawrence County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) to authorize the rtermaster-General 
to investigate the claim of the representatives of Robert T. Wil- 
liams, deceased, against the United States—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of Thomas J. Lawson, sr.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 684) for the relief of Alfred A. Young, for 
himself, and as executor of J 1 Young, deceased, of Giles 
County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 3. 1888—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) for relief of James W. Hardin, and to 
remove charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) for the relief of the estate of F. M. 
Harris, deceased, late of Williamson County, Tenn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) for the relief of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church of St. Paul, at Franklin, Tenn. —to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of W. H. Felker, of Giles 
County, Tenn. to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) for the relief of Leman Montgomery, of 
Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) for the benefit of citizens of Tennessee, 
and to pay claims approved by the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of Rhoda Rucker, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 692) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Lucius Hough—to the Committee on War 


aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 693) for the relief of the estate of N. E. Per- 
kins, deceased, late of Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) for the relief of the estate of Washing- 
ton Miller, deceased, late of Murray County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 695) for the relief of George W. Davis, by 
oe charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) to out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of James T. S. Greenfield—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) for the relief of John D. Reed, adminis- 
apes of J. P. O. , deceased—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 698) for the relief of William M. Anderson — 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 699) to place John J. Brewer on pension 
roll, soldier, late war- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 700) eee sne military 
record of Louis P. Kleine and granting his widow, Sade P. Kleine, 
a pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) for the relief of Henry Schindehette—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 702) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Howell - to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 703) pensioning Mrs, Kate Crawford to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 704) for the relief of Mrs. Matilda G. Higbee 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) for the relief of Albert F. Wakefield 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 706) for the relief of the 
Erie Railroad Company to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 707) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth M. Sale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 708) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Crawshaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) granting a pension to Elizabeth Beesley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 710) granting an increase of pension to Maj. 
John H. Gearkee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 711) granting a pension to Anna M. Tate— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 712) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza 
E. Hebert—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 713) to correct naval record of Charles E. 
F. Brown—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 714) to pension Ella F. Syd- 
nor to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) for the relief of John W. Kennedy. of 
n Ohio County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill E R. 716) for the relief of James Humes, late captain 
of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment of West Virginia Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Ralph Whitehead, 
of Wheeling, W. Va.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 718) for the relief of Benjamin F. Vennum, 
3 Ohio County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 719) for the relief of H. H. John, of Weston, 
Lewis County, W. Va. —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 720) authorizing additional compensation to 
the assistant commissioners to the industrial exhibition at Mel- 
bourne, Australia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 721) to increase the pension of 
James K. Mahoney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 722) ganting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah A. Denny, an army nurse—to the Commi 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 723) for the relief of William H. Sprinkle—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of James H. Smith, of Man- 
chester, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 725) granting a pension to Nancy Whirley, of 
Ironton, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 726) to increase the pension of David W. 
Pennywitt, of Manchester, Ohio—to the ittee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 727) granting a pension to Olive H. South, of 
Jackson, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 728) for the relief of Frank E. Williams, of 
Hillsfork, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 729) granting a pension to Michael O'Neill, 
of Manchester, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 730) for the relief of John K. Dixon, of Ports- 
mouth, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 731) granting a pension to George W. Schach- 
leiter, Company G, Seventy-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 732) for the relief of Henry J. 
Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 733) for the relief of officers and crews of the 
United States gunboats Kineo and Chocura—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 734) for the relief of William Craig, to cancel 
order dismissing him from the United States naval service, March 
14, 1863—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 735) authorizing the President to 1 
Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank of com- 
mander—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 736) to grant a pension to Emeline C. Sewell, 
wife of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States Navy to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 737) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
M. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 738) granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Reade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 739) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
N. Roscher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 740) for the relief of Edmund T. Ryan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) to correct the military record of George 
C. Deininger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 742) for the relief of Stewart J. Donnelly—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 743) to correct the military record of Michael 
Keegan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 744) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 745) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William H. Battelle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 746) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William Fudge—to the Committee on Mil- 
it Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 747) granting an increase of pension to Lovenia 
Bayles—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 749) granting a pension to 
Nellie L. Groshon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 750) granting a pension to Elizabeth W. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 751) granting a pension to Malachi Cordeiro— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ittee on Invalid 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to Mrs. Winifred 


Rignig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 753) for the relief of Joseph Tousaint—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. B. F. 

Payne—to the Committee on Claims. 
so, a bill (H. R. 755) for the relief of Henry C. Worthington 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 756) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 757) for the relief of the estate of 
Zeph Turner, late of Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 758) for the relief of the trustees of the Brad- 
dock Street Methodist Fe ge Church, at Winchester, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Willie L. Morse— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8 to 2 out the findings of the Court of 
Claims i in es case of Woodward—to the Committee 
on War 

Also, a bill 1 (EL R. 761) to pension Sarah Wharton, a daughter 
25 a at volutionary veteran—to the Committee on Pen- 


also, a bill (H. R. 762) to te Com Lucinda Stone, daughter of 

a kada soldier—to Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 763) granting a pension to Mrs. 

Manta N. Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 764) for the relief of Ezekiel Downey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 765) for the relief of George Isenstein—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 766) for the correction of the record of and 
for the remuster of George W. Smith, late of Battery D, Third 
United States Colored Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 767) to remove the charge of desertion from 
ree record of Friedrich Bertram—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 768) for the relief of the owners and occu- 
ants of Car Camp Tyler, in Cook County, III.—to the Committee on 
me aim 
„a bill (H. R. 769) for the relief of Peter Casey, late captain 
any H, Ninetieth 9 aa Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to 


ier mittee on hie 
By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 770) increasing the msion of 
Celia A. Jeffers to the sum of $30 per month—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 771) granting an increase of 
pension to Bernard Dunn-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 772) gran an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 773) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher Bradley to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 774) for the relief of Samuel D. Hubbard—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Harriet Bache, widow of Commander George M. Bache, 
deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 776) granting a pension to 


Ellen Bradle al. is Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bi R. 777) to increase the pension of David N. 
Thom Boot the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Ales bill (H. R. 778) for the relief of the city of Dubuque, in 
the State of Iowa—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 779) for the relief of C. S. Lobdell, of Par- 
eg Me Iowa—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 780) pensio: H. C. Bedell, Com- 
y A, One handred and ninety-first New York Volunteers—to 
pany A, One h on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 781) granting a pension to Richard Myers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 782) for the relief of Isaac N. Jennings—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 783) for the relief of Dorence Atwater—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 784) to 8 the 1 record of Peter 
Buckley to the Committee o Affai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 785) to 5 the pensic 
Hanford, Company B, Thirteenth Connecticut Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a ee H. R. 786) to correct the 1 record of William 
9 5 55 e Committee on Military Aff 
ad Pi 11 HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 787) for the ‘relief of James C. 


patio the Committee on Military Affair 
, a bill (H. R. 788) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, 
of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 789) for the relief of Ella S. Claussen, widow 
of Peter J. Claussen, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 790) for the relief of Mrs. Annie F. Wilson 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) for the relief of the heirs of Catharine 
Gillin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) for the relief of John Groom, late a pri- 


vate in Company F, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York 
Volunteers—to Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 793) for the relief of G. Osburn—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 794) for relief of George C. Ellison—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 795) granting a panaon to William Henry 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 796) for the teliet 
of the heirs of the late Mrs. Catherine P. Culver—to the Com: 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 797) to increase the pension of Cor- 
nelia L. Brownell—to the par on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 798) to remove the charge of 
desertion now standing against e the record of Henry C. Bliss—to 


the Committee on Military 
Also, a bill (H. R. 709) 2 eee a pension to Michael Griffin— 
id Pensions. 


to the Committee on Inv. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 800) ting a pension to Clarissa Carruth— 

to the Committee on Inv. re Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 801) to remove the charge of desertion from 
ennedy—to the Committee on Military 


8 record of Lawrence 

Also, a bill (H. R. 802) gran @ pension to Benjamin F. Moul- 
ton—to the C G i Aal ee i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 803) to increase the pension of William Shar- 
rock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 804) for the relief of Angus McVigor—to the 
Committee on ete Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 805) to continue the pension to Alice E. 
Rodgers, the helpless ‘child of Henry Rodgers—to the Committee 
on Invalid 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 806) 3 a pension to Maria L. Phil- 
brick—to the Committee on Invali Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of the residuary 
Een of Mark Davis, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 808) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. 
Roberts, deceased—to the ittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 809) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) to pay to the Richmond Locomotive and 
Machine Works its claim for damages and losses incurred in the 
5 of the armored battle ship Texas—to the Committee 


DARD: a bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of Richmond College, lo- 
cated at Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 812) to authorize the Light-House Board to 
berlin, Delany & Svott the sum of $2,125—to the Com- 


pay to Cham 
mittee on Claims. 

8 LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 818) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of pean in the case of Isaac K. James—to the Com- 
eat on b (8. R. è. Bis or the relief of Newberry Coll to 

SO, & (H. e relie ew — 
the Committee on W 2 sit ssi 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 815) gran arrears of 
pension to H. Morris Husband—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to Penny F. Stephens 

the Canines on Pensions. ag “4 pj 

Also, a bill (H. R.817) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 818) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Chamberlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 819) ting an increase of pension to James 
Cushing Phillips—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 820) for the relief of Charles Win- 
we $ uartermaster, United States Navy—to the Committee on 

Nav airs. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 821) granting a pension to George W. 
Farnum—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) for the eae of Abraham Egbert, jr.— 
to the Committee on Military Affai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 823) fon the relief of Theo. von Bremsen— 
to the Committee on Military A: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 824) to 8 the pension of John D. 
Terry to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill nter R. ap —— the relief of George Frey—to the 
Committee on 

Also, a ll CHL K. 826) fer the relief of 198 survivors of the 
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dg New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 827) for the relief of Pleasant 
ore Church, Catoosa County, Ga.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) for the relief of the First Baptist Church 
of Cartersville, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 829) for the relief of James M. Lowry, of 
Floyd County, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 830) for the relief of Elisha Lowry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) appropriating $2,500 to pay for the de- 
struction of a brick church, corner of Fifthavenue and Second 
street, Rome, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) to pay the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Charles W. Morris, administrator of Wil- 
liam Morris, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 833) for the relief of the heirs at law of W. L. 
Barnes, of Cobb County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Samuel Kramer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 835) to pension William B. Matchett—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $36) for the relief of John W. Ferris—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 837) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Casey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. £38) granting a pension to Edmund P. Tier- 

to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 839) for the relief of William J. Bryan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 840) nting a pension to Carrie F. Ander- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 841) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and others for 
supplies furnished the Indian service—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) granting a pension to Mary Jane Debois— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 843) for the relief of James L. Ord, lately 
acting assistant surgeon in the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 844) for the relief of Thomas F. Riley, of Cali- 
fornia, late captain, Twenty-first Infantry, United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 845) granting a pension to Patrick Bogan— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Mary G. Dollard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) granting increase of pension to Louise 
K. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 849) nting a pension to Daniel Connors— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 850) authorizing and directing the proper 
accounting officrrs of the Treasury to audit and pay the claims of 
certain laborers in the custom-house at San Francisco, Cal.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of James Q. Shirley and 
the estate of Francis De Long, deceased—to the Committee on 


By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 852) for the relief of Thomas B. 
Reed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act approved h 3, 1883, commonly known as 
the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 854) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Maria N. Flint—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 855) granting a pension to James R. Zear- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 856) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. 
Avery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 857) granting a pension to S, V. Cornish—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 858) for the relief of John W. Arnold—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) granting a pension to Eunice P. Bige- 
low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of John 
M. Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) granting an honorable discharge to 
Ferdinand Tobe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 862) granting a pension to Ellis 
Norris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 863) granting a pension to 
Francis Shetais, alias Frank Stay—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 864) granting a pension to Maria E. Hess, 
widow of Florian Hess—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 885) to increase the pension 
of Anna E. Botsford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 866) to increase the pension of 
John Grimes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 867) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and 
Juriah Hall and their heirs and assigns all the right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the east 20 feet front by 
the full depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493 in the city of 
Washington, D. C., as laid down on the original plan or plat of 
said city—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 863) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Edward Johnston, of Harrison, N. J., and 
gran, him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 869) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John J. Waterkeyn, of Jersey City, N. J., 
and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 870) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Haug, alias John Hogg—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Samuel C. Schureman, alias Samuel C. Wadsworth— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) for the relief of George W. Spencer—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 873) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against James F. O’Sullivan—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) granting a pension to Charles Klopping, 
of Hoboken, N. J., a veteran of the civil war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) granting an additional pension to He 
Van Gelder, of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 876) granting a pension to Abraham C. Mer- 
ritt. of Jersey City, N. J., a veteran of the civil war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Charles F. Holmes, 
of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) 8 pension to Elizabeth Watts 
Kearny, daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 879) granting an additional pension to Hen 
yan Gelder, of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 880) for the relief of Jacob R. Smith, of Jer- 
y City, N. J.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 881) for the relief of Mary H. Noonan—to 
the Committee on War ims. 

By Mr. MILLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 882) to pension 
Elizabeth 8 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 883) granting a pension to James 
Whitten, Company K, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 884) for the relief of J. W. Chandler, of Hali- 
fax County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) for the relief of the heirs of the late J. H. 
McVeigh, of Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, à bill (H. R. 886) for the relief of Charles T. Plunkett, of 
Lynchburg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 887) for the relief of Nancy Susan Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 888) for the relief of W. T. Fitzpatrick, Bed» 
ford City, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
H. C. Wade—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 890) for the relief of Morgan 
College—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) for the relief of S. Plummer Morton, 
alias Martin Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) to remove the charge of desertion from 
John D. M. Perrow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 893) for the relief of R. L. Johnson, Dryburg, 
Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of E. H. Murrell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 895) granting a pension to Irena Redman—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 896) for the relief of the Free and Accepted 
Order of Masons, in the town of Keysville, Charlotte County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) for the relief of Arthur Connell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 898) to place on the pension roll the name of 
Mary A. Tracy, widow of John C. Tracy—to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) to increase the pension of Harriet J. 
Hutter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 900) to refund to city of Mil- 
‘waukee money expended by said city in paving Wisconsin street, 
in front of United States Government property—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, 
heirs and children of Thomas V. Walter, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 902) granting a pension to John W. Brisbois— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


(H. R. 905) to remove the charge of desertion from 
record of Joel B. Townsend—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 906) increasing the pension of Etta S. Still. 
son, widow of Philo B. Stillson, lieutenant-colonel One hundred 
and ninth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pension. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 907) granting a on to Emily J. Miller, 
blind and helpless child of Robert B. Miller, deceased, late of Com- 
pany C, One hundred and ninth New York Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) granting a poron to Zolman Tyrrell, 
imbecile and dependent son of Lewis R. Tyrrell, late Company A, 
First New York Engineers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) granting a pension to Lucy D. Heady, 
widow of Henry Heady, late Company F, Eighty-ninth New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 910) for the relief of 
Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry Fitzhugh, deceased, late 
of Spottsylvania County, Va., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 911) for the relief of William Johnson, admin- 
istrator of Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, late of Fayette County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
8, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) for the relief of Anna Hunt, administra- 
trix of George F. Hunt, deceased, late of Jefferson County, Miss., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies reported Pee Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1883, commonly known as 
the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 914) to remove 
the charge of desertion against Charles Sweet—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 915) for relief of Leo L. John- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 916) ting a pension to L. A. Slade—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of D. W. Price—to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 918) granting a 


sate Po to Elizabeth Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid. 


ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) for the relief of Rodman Hart—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. k 

Also, a bill (H. R. 920) granting a pension to Phœbe B. Beebe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 921) for the relief of Persons T. Carpenter— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) for the relief of A. E. Tower, late cap- 
tain of Company E, Sixth Michigan Cavalry, now of Ionia, Mich.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) for the relief of Carlton Neal—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) ting a pension to Hannah C. Rich 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 925) granting a pension to R. Randall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) granting a pension to Charles H. Van 
Etten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) granting a pension to Thomas J. Keyes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill Ge R. 928) for the relief of Adrian Yates—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 929) for the relief of Job Trumble, late a pri- 
vate in Company C, Tenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) for the relief of Eli W. Marble—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 931) for the relief of James Moore. Jate of 
Company C, First Battalion, Nineteenth United States Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 932) for the relief of Warren Shepard—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 933) for the relief of George W. Bannan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 934) for the relief of Edward Finnegan, late 
of Company H, Fifteenth Illinois Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 935) for the relief of Amasa H. Ross—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 936) for the relief of Benjamin Gilden—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 937) for the relief of John Gracy, late of 
Company C, Shea Se th Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 938) for the relief of Jacob Black, late of 
Company D, First Michigan Sharpshooters—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 939) granting a sion to Elizabeth Fitz- 
patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 940) granting a pension to Charles C. Epley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 941) for the relief of L. W. Bon—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 942) to increase the pension of Magnus D. 
Slack, late 3 Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 943) for the relief of John W. Beatty, laté of 
Company C, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 944) granting a pension to Catherine E. Bab- 
cock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 945) for the relief of M. H. McCoy—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) for the relief of Richard Bruner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill ga R. 947) for the relief of William Barber, late of 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill . . 948) for the relief of Peter Duchane, late of 
Company G, enty-first Michigan Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 949) for the reimbursement of the heirs of 
James Anderson for rtation and expenses in recruiting 
siti for service in the Union Army—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 950) for the relief of Samuel H. Keifer, late 
of Company A, One hundred and thirty-second Pennsylvania 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 951) for the relief of James W. Long, late a 
captain in the United States Army—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of Adam D. Shriner—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of John J. Waters—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 954) granting a pension to Charles E. Lewis, a 
dependent father—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) granting a pension to Dolly Burger—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of A. E. Tower, late cap- 
tain Company E, Sixth Michigan Cavalry, now of Ionia, Mich.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 957) to remove charge of 
desertion from record of Conrad Springer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 958) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of James Shepard—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) to remove the charge of desertion from 
record of Robert Mallion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 960) granting a pension to Jane Baker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) to pension Benjamin F. Bates, late a cor- 
| Sader of Company K, Fifth Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) to pension Samuel Glascow, late a mem- 
ber of what was known as the Squirrel Hunter’s Regiment” of 
Ohio Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 963) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Harring- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) to pension Milo Osterhout, Company H, 


1897. 


First Regiment Michigan Sharpshooters—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) to remove the charge of desertion from 
record of Edwin Horton—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 966) to increase the pension of Mrs. Margaret 
Custer Calhoun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 967) to correct the war record of George W. 
McBride—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) to correct the war record of Franklin 
Benham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 969) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Bell—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill = R. 970) for the relief of Fernando J. Moreno, 
late marshal of the southern district of Florida—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) for the relief of Sarah E. Caro and Henry 
O. Bassett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) for the relief of John Dunn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Edward N. Oldmixon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 974) to correct the military 
record of John Sanzenbacher, late private Company B, Thirty- 
seventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 975) tocorrect the military record of John T. 
Glascoe, late a private of Henderson Guards, Second Battalion, 
District of Columbia Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) to extend a patent to Joseph Zihlmann— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) to correct the military record of David 
Collins, late private of Company L, Third Ohio Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) to correct the military record of Charles 
Hollis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) to correct the military record of James 
Mally—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) granting a pension to William H. Tay- 
lor, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill G R. 981) granting a pension to Francis A. Kitchen, 
e surgeon, United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) to increase pension of Charles 8. Ely— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 983) to grant an increase of 
thaniel Haughton, late colonel Twenty-fifth Ohio 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) for the relief of George W. Bowen—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 985) for the relief of Frank Wenzel—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) to increase the pension of Solomon Kline— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) to correct the military record of Corydon 
Winkler, late private Eighth Company First Battalion, First Ohio 
Sharpshooters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) to correct the record of muster and dis- 
oe of Francis A. Kitchen—to the Committee on Military Af- 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 989) to correct the military record of the late 
Capt. Isaac L. La Flesh, Company A, Indiana Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 990) to pension George E. Welles, late colonel 
Sixty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) to grant arrears of Beate to George 
W. Boggs, late first lientenant Company G, Tenth Ohio Volun 
teer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 992) to correct military record of Bartholo- 
mew Malloy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) to correct the military record of Charles 
Bredt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 994) to increase the pension of Zachary T. 
Parcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) to increase the pension of Joseph S. B. 
Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 996) to increase the pension of George B. 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 997) to pension Mallissa La Flesh, widow of 
Capt. Isaac La Flesh, Ninth Indiana Volunteer Cavalry-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) to pension Dora Jones, invalid daughter 
of the late Orson H. Jones, Company I, Fifty-seventh Regiment 


msion to Na- 
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Tenth Ohio Cavalry, at an increased rate—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) to increase the pension of Edward 
Blanchard, Company L, Second Michigan Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) granting increase of pension to Francis 
L. Danford, Ninth Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. S 

Also, a bill (H. R.1002)toincrease the pension of Joseph Claire— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R.1003) for the relief 
of Calvin T. Hazelwood—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 1004) for the relief 
of Theodore F. Swayze, administrator de bonis non of the estate 
of John S. P. Wheeler, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1005) for the relief of F. R. Lanson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1006) granting, a pension to James Mc- 
Intyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1007) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ne against the name of Andrew P. Jones—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs 


Also, a bill | (H; R. 1008) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against 


ichael F. Newell—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. j - 
By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. preg erating a 
pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) granting a pension to Solomon Delzell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) granting a pension to Hiram Peck—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) granting a pension to Sarah P. Chessing- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Emanuel Benton Schamp—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1014) granting a pension to Thomas J. But- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) granting a pension to Daniel A. Stoke, 
late a private in Company D, One hundred and third Pennsylvania 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) prancing a pension to Henry Hart—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1017) for the relief of John M. Burks—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) granting a pension to Sarah E. Ingham, 
late an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) granting a pension to Susan B. Peck- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1020) granting a pension to Joseph Church 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1021) granting a pension to Elizabeth Culp— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1022) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peas- 
lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 1023) for the relief of A. C. Kerr, 
of Patterson Bluffs, Logan County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Housley, 
widow of Samuel Housley, veteran of the Florida war, 1836—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1025) for the relief of the trustees of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of P. E. Hogue, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of Warren Drake, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) 5 a pension to William J. Bris- 
tow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Á 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of James Franklin Wood, 
of Franklin County, Ark.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1030) for relief of the estate of Charles 
Labell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 1031) for the relief of 
the personal sie aap ane ai of James Rhodes, deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 1032) to reimburse the city of 
New Albany, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28 ar an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Paynter, widow of Christian Paynter, deceased, late second 


Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | lientenant Company D, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 999) to pension William Rice, Company G, | war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) granting a pension to William H. 
Byrum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 1035) for the relief of 
Mary McCarthy, mother of John E. McCarthy, Sixth Company, 
First Battalion New York Sharpshooters—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1036) for the relief of George J. Campbell 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1037) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of Patrick Dougherty, Company A, 
Thirteenth New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1038) for the relief of Hannah Howard, step- 
mother of Francis W. Howard, late of Company D, Sixty-fourt 
New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 1039) to grant a pension to 
Samuel L. Busick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1040) granting a pension to Mrs. Mae Pear- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 1041) for the relief of 
Susan Elizabeth Laughren—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) to remove the charge of desertion now 


standing against Charles G. Brigham—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill 118 R. 1048) to pension Nancy E. Hardy—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin M guardian of 


Ruth March—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) granting a pension to Mary A. Caul- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1046) to correct 
the military record of James P. McGee—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 1047) restoring Julia L. Rob- 
hah late Julia L. Doty, to the pension roll—to the Committee on 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) to increase the ion of Carlos Bom- 
bard, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteers 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) for the relief of the estates of John 
Flower and Thomas B. Flower, etc.—to the Committee on War 


aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1050) for the relief of Bridget Duffy to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1051) to amend the military record of Edwin 
F. Vinton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) granting a pension to Susan A. Wood— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1053) for the relief of Helen M. Evans—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) to amend the military record of George 
W. Allen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CONNELL: ee OL 3 of 3 Pa., coral 
emmending an appropriation for the payment o judgmen 
of the Court of Clams in favor of letter carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution from Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 295, of Scranton, 
Pa., protesting against a high tariff on leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union, 
No. 134, of Laporte, Ind., against increase of tariff on tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROW: Paper relating to increase of pension to Harriet 
Pachesto the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of Charles G. Smith and 6 others, of 
Columbus, Ohio, asking for enactment into law of the McMillan- 
Linton bills (S. 3589 and H. R. 10108) regulating fraternal and 
beneficiary societies, orders, and associations—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of John L. Whiting & Son Com- 

v. of Boston, Mass., for passage of a law granting a rebate of 

e tax upon alcohol used in the arts and in medicinal and other 
compounds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Robert J. Price and 5 others, of 
Morristown, N. J., asking for the e of an urgent deficiency 
bill providing for the payment of letter carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on 1 2 

By] . ROBINSON of Indiana: Pa relating to the removal 
of t pag of desertion against les Sweet—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs 
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Also, petition of lithographers,for protection against foreign 
competition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Papers to correct the war record of George 
McBride—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of John T. Taylor and others, pray- 
ing foran appropriation to pay judgments rendered by the United 
States Court of Claims in favor of mail carriers for wages—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 19, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SURVEYS IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Director of the Geological Survey, relative to appropriations 
for surveys of the Indian Territory, and recommending early leg- 
islative action thereon; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a pension of the National 
Arbitration Committee and a petition of the Annual Conference 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the ratification of the proposed arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of F.-A. Wilson and sundry 
other citizens of Bangor, Me., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing irrigation for the nonarable lands of the Indians, 
for the passage of an antiliquor law, and also for the appointment 
of a nonpartisan continuous commission on Indian affairs; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of W. H. Feague and sundry other 
citizens of Lewiston; of Thomas Stone and sundry other citizens 
of Biddeford and Saco, and of Local Union, No. 40, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union of America, of Biddeford, all in the State of 
Maine, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the duty on 
Saoer filler tobacco; which were referred to the Committee on 

nance. 3 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the legislature of Wis- 
consin, praying for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying for the election of United States Senators by a direct vote 

f the people; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 


I, George J. Lewis, secre of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, an se de by eed E of house joint memorial 
No. 5, — 9 was filed in this office the 27th day of February, A. D. 1897, and 


record. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 


Bone ut Boise Cit the capital of Idaho, this 13th day of March, A. P. 1897, 
one a * C , N „. . 
(SEAL. } a GEO, J. LEWIS. Secretary f State. 


House joint memorial No. 5. Election of United States Senators. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

We, your memorialists, the le; ture of the State of Idaho, tfull 
represent that the sentiment of tho Sante of Idaho is strongly in favor ot the 
election of United States Senators by direct vote of the people, and we — 
tion your honorable body to submit to the States an amendment to the Con- 
stitu of the Uni States which will require the election of United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people. 

Passed the house of representatives January 27, 1897. 


A. H. ALTOR 

Passed the senate February 10, 1897. $ 8 
GEO. F. MOORE, 

F 26, 1897 President of the Senate. 
Wit i j FRANK STEUNENBERG, 


Governor, 

Filed in the office of the secretary of state February 27, 1897. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a peson of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting relief and pay- 
ment of claims now pending against the United States for Indian 
depredations by the citizens of Idaho and other Pacific States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 


I, George J. Lewis, secre of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a f true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 


No. 10, which was filed in this office the $th day of March, A. D. 1897, and 
admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. 

Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 13th day of March, A. P. 1897. 

[SEAL.] GEO. J. LEWIS, Secretary of State. 


1897. 


“# Honse joint memorial No. 10. 
To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the senate and house of resentatives of the State of 
Idaho, would tfully request the of the bill now pending in the 
ess of the United States praning ze ef and pa ment of claims now 
pending against the United States for “Indian depre ons” by the citizens 
of the State of Idaho and other Pacific States; and your memorialists will 


ever pray. 
Pansed the house of representatives the Ist day of March, 1897. 
A. H. ALFORD, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Passed the senate the 6th day of March, 1897. 
f GEO. F. MOORE, 
President of the Senate. 
FRANK STEUNENBERG, 
Govern 


Filed in the office of the secretary of state March 9, 1897. 


Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a Cabinet officer to be known as the secretary of mines 
and mining; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 

I, George J. Lewis, secretary of the State of rere A do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of senate concurrent 
resolution No. 6, which was filed in this office the gd day of March, A. D. 1897, 
and admitted to record. 

In goon rey whereof Ihave hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the 7 

Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 13th day of March, A. D. 1897. 

[sHAL.] GEO. J. LEWIS, Secretary of State. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 6. By Donnelly. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Secretary's Office, Boise City, Idaho. 


Whereas the Cabinet of the President of the United States of America is 
now composed of a Secretary of State, a Secretary of the Treasury, a Secre- 
of the Interior, a Secretary of War, a Secretary of the Navy, a Secretary 
of iculture, a Postmaster-General, and an ‘Attorney-General; and 
Whereas that it is our belief that the greatest and most permanent wealth- 
protec industry of the United States should have a representative in the 
et: 


Approved March 8, 1897. 
or. 


enacted by 
known as the secretary of mines and mining; 

Second, that the secretary of state be, and is hereby,instructed to im- 
mediately forward a copy of this resolution to each of our Representatives in 


GEO. F. MOORE, 
President of the Senate. 


A. H. ALFORD, 
Speaker of the House. 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE, 
Boise City, Idaho, March 3, 1897. 
Ido hereby certify that the within senate concurrent resolution No. 6 
originated in the senate of the legislature of the State of Idaho at its fourth 


session, 
SWAIN BEATY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
aying Con to grant to that State all of the arid lands within 
e State which are nonmineral; which was referred to the Com- 
E on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Adopted by the house March 1, 1897. if 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 
I, George J. Lewis, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, an Coopera transcript of house joint memorial 
ao aco was filed in this office the 2d day of March: A. D. 1897, and admit- 

reco) 
In eee I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the Sta 

Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 13th gay of March, A. D. 1897. 

r GEO. J. LEWIS, Secretary of State. 


Honse joint memorial No.7, memorializin Congress to t the arid lands 
; ok the public domain to the State of Idaho. 


Whereas there is in the State of Idaho a very large acreage of the public |. 


pain 9 9 is arid in its nature and wholly worthless without artificial irri- 
on; an 
8 all of the public domain that is susceptible of irrigation by indi- 
vidual enterprise has been reclaimed; and 

Whereas thearid lands now unclaimed and unoccupied can not be reclaimed 
by individual enterprise; and 

Whereas to reclaim said lands will require a large expenditure of money 
and if ever reclaimed must be done by either the General Government or by 
the State: Now, therefore, $ 

We, the l ature of the State of Idaho, respectfully memorialize the Con- 
gress of the United States that they, by proper legislation, grant to the State 
of Idaho all of the arid lands within the State which are nonmineral, and 
under such re; tions as will enable the State government to receive pat- 
ents from the General Government upon compliance with such requirements 
as in the judgment of said Congress will both protect the General Govern- 
ment and the interests of the State of Idaho. 

This house cnt memorial No.7 was received by the governor this 26th day 
of February, 1897, at the hour of II a. m., and is approved this 2d day of March, 


FRANK STEUNENBERG, 
Governor. 
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Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying, in the event of the abandonment of Fort Sherinan, in 
that State, that a national soldiers’ home be established on the 
site and that the buildings be utilized for the purposes of the sune; 


which was referred to the Committee on itary Affairs, 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: a 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 


I, George J. Lewis, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 
No. 13, which was filed in this office the 9th day of March, A. D. 1897, and 
admitted to record. x 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. 

Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 13th day of March, A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL] GEO. J. LEWIS, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 13. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled; 

honed memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully rep- 
resent: 

That a military post having been established at the city of Spokane, State 
of Washington, Fort Sherman, at the city of Cœur d’Alene, Idaho, will in all 
probability be abandoned. 

Your memorialists further represent: 

That the said Fort Sherman is admirably situated for a national soldiers’ 
home, its site being most healthful, as shown by the records of the Medical 


Department of the United States Army; that there are now upon the grounds 
all necessary buildings for such purpose; that upon the reservation 
there is an abundance of icultural land for the use of such an establish- 


ment, and that an institution of this proposed character can be established 
with but little cost for building or land. 

Your memorialists further represent: 

That the proposal to establish a home at Fort Sherman, after its abandon- 
ment oY the Mad pee ge been indorsed by most of the posts of the 
Grand Army of the Republic of this State. 

_ Your memorialists would therefore respectfully ask that a national sol- 
diers’ home be established at Fort Sherman, city of Cœur d'Alene, State of 
Idaho, and your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the house March 1, 1897, 

- A. H. ALFORD, 
Speaker of the House, 


GEO. F. MOORE, , 
President of the Senate. 


FRANK STEUNENBERG, 
Governor. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of Typographical Union 
No. 6, of New York City, remonstrating Anainn the passage of 
the so-called anti-scalping railroad ticket bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Federated Trades Assem- 
bly of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ` 

Mr. HEITFELD presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying for the enactment of legislation giving the settler the 
5 of making free homesteads upon lands ceded to the 

nited States by Indian tribes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Passed the senate March 6, 1897, 


Approved March 8, 1807. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho, “ 


I, George J. Lewis, secretary of the State of Idaho, do he ‘certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house t memorial 
No. 2, which was filed in this office the 2d day of March, A. D. 1897, and ad- 
mitted to record 


In testimony whereof, Ihave hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 


Done ut Boise City the capital of Idaho, this 13th day of March, A. D. 1807 
ne a e CAD: Q! Os 8 ts) A. D. . 
[SEAL.] ji GEO. J. LEWIS, Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 2, asking Congress to give the lands frée to settlers 
on the Indian reservations. Pree S z 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: | 
Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Idaho, would thully request the passage of the bill now pending in the 
Congress of the United States Sing the settlers the privilege of mak 
free homesteads upon lands ceded to the United States by Indian tribes; ani 
your memorialists will ever pray. 
d the house February 1, é 
A. H. ALFORD, 
Speaker of the House, 


GEO. F. MOORE, 
President of the Senate, 


FRANK STEUNENBERG, 
Governor, 


Mr. HEITFELD presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the survey 
of the boundary line between Montana and Idaho from the inter- 
national boundary line to the crest of the Bitter Root Mountains; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 

J. George J. Lewis, 8 of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of house joint memorial 


No. 14, which was filed in this office the 2nd day of Mar 8 1 
aoe = 0 e y o ch, A. D. 18/7, and 


Passed the senate February 11, 1897. 


Approved March 2, 1897. 


7 5 ha ve hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 

o 

D t Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this of March, A. D. 1807. 
[SEAL] GEO. J. LE Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial No. 14. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
; : £ n Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully rep- 


resent: 
That i Aea the thirty-ninth meridian from the British Columbia line 
south to crest of the Bitter Root Mountains has been established as a 
of the boundary line between the States of Montana and Idaho; that in 
orria t idian runs there has recently been dis- 
covered valuable mineral 


ocated, using great uncertainty as 
to the jurisdiction of the said States over the territory in question and the 
property therein situated, as well as over the persons therein 7 
In consideration of the premises, your memo would respectfully 
ask that your honorable do e st as is necessary to 
cause such meridian to be surveyed, located, and marked; and your memori- 
PF 
ed the house of re; ntatives Fe À 
A. H. ALFORD, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate February 28, 1807. 


GEO. F. MOORE, 
President of the Senate. 


FRANK STEUNENBERG, 
r. 


Approved March 2, 1897. 


Filed in the office of the secretary of state March 2, 1897. 


Mr. HEITFELD presented a petition of the legislature of Idaho, 
praying that an appropriation of $80,000 be made for the purpose 
of lowering the outlet of the Cœur d’Alene Lake, Idaho, between 
that lake and Post Falls, a distance of 8 miles. to prevent the peri- 
odic overflow of that lake, io the great damage of settlers living 


adjacent thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 


merce, and ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Secretary's Office, State of Idaho. 
J, George J. Lewis, secretary of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that 
th xed is a full, true. and complete transcript of senate joint memorial 
No. 1, which was fled in this office the2d day of March, A. D. 1897, and admitted 
to record, 
In 1 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State. 2 
Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 13th day of March, A. D. 1897. 
[SEAL] GEO. J. LEWIS, Secretary of State. 


_ [Senate joint memorial No. 1.] 


A memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled. 

Your memorialist, the legislature of the State of Idaho, represents unto 
your honorable body as follows. to wit: 

First. That Casur d'Alene Lake, a body of water 30 miles long and from 1 
to 8 miles wide, situated in Kootenai County, in the northern of the 
a CCTWWCWC RIO as the Cœur and 

t. ers. 

Becond. Thatalong said rivers there are considerable tracts of land which 
are cultivated by farmers residing in said Kootenai County, and that these 
pee) are periodically sabjected to great damage by reason of the 

said rivers. 

Third. That the said overfiows are caused the water baing backed 
said rivers from Lake Coeur d'Alene, the said not having a sufficient out- 
let to allow the water to escape as rapidly as it enters during times of high 


water. 
Fourth. That these overflows conld be vented by lowering the outlet 
of said lake between said lake and Post a distance of 8 miles. 
Fifth. That if the said outlet was so lowered to the extent of 8 feet it would 
wholly prevent the said overflow and the consequent damages therefrom. 
Sixth. That the said damages are computed to be $30,000 yearly. 2 
Pee ee That the lowering of said outlet would require the expenditure 
0 G0. 
herefore your memorialist ys that the sum of $80,000 be appropriated 
by_ your . — ble body for the purposes herein set forth. 


senato F 
n GEO. F. MOORE, 


ows 


aioe President of the Senate, 
Passed the house February 28, ee nea ORD, 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved March 2, 1897. i 
Governor. 
Mr. ALLEN. I t the petition of Stephen W. Parker, 


attorney at law for the Old Settler Cherokee Indians, praying that 
the Secretary of the Interior be directed to pay to him his fees, ete. 
I move that the petition be printed as a document, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry lithographers of 
Nebraska, praying that protection against foreign competition be 
nted their work; which was referred to the Committee on 


ance. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the Business Men's 
Club, of Sheridan, Wyo., remonstrating against the recent Execu- 
tive order setting apart a certain tract of landin the State of Wyo- 
ming as a timber reserve; which was referred to the Committee 
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

DELAWARE SENATORIAL CONTEST. 

Mr. BURROWS. I present the petition of John Edward Ad- 

dicks, a citizen of the State of Delaware, setting forth that on the 


*| thereof, wi 


west of the Nio 


20th of January, 1897, by a majority of the duly elected and quali- 
the senate 


fied members of and house of representatives of the 
State of Delaware, he was duly elected a United States Senator to 
fill the vacancy in the United States Senate occasioned by the ex- 
piration of the term of Anthony Higgins, and that he was denied 
the usual and formal certificate of tion to which he was enti- 
tled. He further sets forth that Hon. R. R. Kenney, now holdi 
a seat in the United States Senate, was not duly and legally elec 
to fill the vacancy and is not legally entitled to his seat; that a 
jority of the citizens who met and assumed to act as the legi 

lature of said State and went h the form of i 4 
KENNEY were never elected, but usurped the office of members 
of the legislature. The petitioner further contests the right of said 
KENNEY to occupy a seat in the United States Senate and affirms 
that Mr. KENNEY is not legally entitled thereto. 

The petition further states that the three counties in the State 


of Delaware, which constitute the entire i , elected at the 
last election seven members of the i from each of the 
counties, and that a canvass of the since the election shows 


that in two counties, the county of Kent and the county of Sussex, 
the Republican candidates, seven from each county, were elected, 
or fourteen members of the lower house; and that, in substance. 

the members elected. together with those holding over, constituted 
a majority of the legislature in both houses. 

The petitioner prays that the matter may be investigated and 
his right to a seat in the Senate passed upon by the Senate. 

I move that the eee printed in the RECORD, and that it 
be referred to the C i on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GRAY. Lobject to its being printed in the RECORD. Let 
it be printed as a document. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will ask that it be printed as a document. 

Mr. GRAY. I have just come into the Chamber, and I heard 
the résumé of the contents of the petition by the Senator from 
Michigan. I wish to state that as a matter of fact there has been 
no canyass, in the legal or official sense of that term, of the votes 
of those two counties since the election. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection made to the 
request of the Senator from Michigan, to have the memorial printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on Privil and 
Elections? The Chair hears none, and that will be the order. 

AFFAIRS IN OREGON. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I present a statement signed by the gov- 
ernor and secre of state of Oregon, which I ask may be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Salem, Oreg., March 12, 1897. 
We, W. P. Lord. governor of the State of and 


2 A Oregon, H. R. Kincaid, secre- 
tary of state of said State of Oregon, do hereby certify that the nineteenth 
biennial session of the legislative assembly of the State of Oregon, under the 
constitution and laws of the State of Oregon, was to convene at the capital of 
said State on January 11. ; that on said day the senate duly convened and 

roceeded to the tion thereof and the election of permanent officers; 

] the members of Dae nones of representatives metin 

— und attempted @ permanent organization 
thereof; that pa pt part organization of said house of representatives was 
ever effected, thatafter the first day of the meeting of said house of repre- 
sentatives, to wit, ong wan 11, 1897, no quorum of the members thereof was 
and no ess of any cter was ever transacted by said 


bill, ive act requir- 
ing the concurrence of both houses ere Soe or by said legis- 
lat kind b. ture. 
of ¢ although duly 
nization of the house of - 


senate by its affirmative vo 
determined that th tives had never been regularly 


o Z 
e further Tni Agre neither the executive of the State of Oregon nor 
the secretary of ever re the organization of the house of rep- 
resentatives; that no communication was ever received by the executive from 
either the senate or the house of aA pape ae 
We further certify that the members of both branches of the legislative 
assembl and returned to their respective h wi g 
accom: any legislation or transacted any businessof a l lative char- 
acter, and that in our judgment no session of the legislature of the State of 
Oregon has been held since the adjournment of the Eighteenth biennial ses- 
swe urch certify that the of the State of Oregoff did not 
e er governor e not com- 
municate by message or otherwise with the 1 ture, or either branch 
was to conyene on ved 11. a 
Witness our hands and the great seal of the State of Oregon affixed hereto 
this 12th day of March, 1897. 
WM. P. LORD. Governor. 
[SEAL] H. R. KINCAID, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the certificate be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 84) to establish the official survey of frac- 
tional townships 31 and 82 north, of ranges 6. 7, and 8 west, of 
the sixth princi meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and 
a River, and quieting the title of settlers there- 
on, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


TARIFF STATEMENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 
8 resolution; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance are hereby authorized to have 
ted for the use of the committee comparative statements and other papers 

fh connection with the examination of revenue questions, and they are also 
thorized to ere 5 5 expenses ar 5 2 1 8 or oe 

o prosecution work, 
ete kee seedy see from the contingent’ fund of the Senate 


amount of such expenses to be 
on vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the 
Mr. GALLINGER subsequently reported, without amendment, 
the above resolution from the Committee to Audit and Control 
‘the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; and it was considered by 
imous consent, and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 770) for the construction of 
fish-cultural and auxiliary stations on the Pacific and Atlantic 
‘coasts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
‘mittee on Fisheries. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 771) to incorporate the Na- 
tional Florence Crittenton Mission; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District. of Columbia, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 772) to amend sections 713 and 714 
of the Revised Statutes, title Judiciary, chapter 12; which was 
1 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 773) to appoint Commodore Ed- 
ward E. Potter, United States Navy, now on the retired list, to 
the rank and pay of rear-admiral retired; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce: 

A bill (S. 774) to amend an act entitled An act to regulate 
commerce;” and 3 

A bill (S. 775) directing the Interstate Commerce Commission 
to prepare and 1 a classification of freight articles and rules, 
regulations, and conditions for freight transportation, to be known 
as the National freight classification.” : y 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds: ? 

A bill (S. 776) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Pekin, in the State of 
Illinois; 

A bill (S. 777) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Jacksonville, in the 
State of Illinois; 

A bill (S. 778) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Joliet, in the State of 
Illinois; and Pree 

A bill (S. 779) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
East St. Louis, III. : 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


ms: 
A bill (S. 780) for the relief of Jacob A, Henry; 

A bill (S. 781) for the relief of Goff A. Hall; 

A bill (S. 782) forthe relief of Andrew J. Whitaker, late special 
disbursing agent of the Navy Department; 

A bill (S. 783) for the relief of J. F. Bailey & Co. and others; 

A bill (S. 784) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert; 

A bill (S. 785) for the relief of Benjamin F. Fox; 

A bill (S. 786) for the relief of Bvt. fig James D. Vernay; 

A bill (S. 787) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish; 

A bill (S. 788) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Hiram Somerville; 

A bill (S. 789) providing for the adjudication of certain claims 
by the Court aims; and í 

A bill (S. 790) for the relief of John Burns. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
‘on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 791) to construct a road from Springfield, III., to the 
national cemetery adjacent thereto; 

A bill (S. 792) fixing the date of the restoration to rank of Capt. 
Tenodor Ten Eyck; 

a bill (S. 793) to remove the charge of desertion from Henry 
armon; 

A bill (S. 794) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of T. C. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 795) for the relief of Josiah Booker; 

A bill (8, 796) authorizing the retirement of certain officers of 


‘the Army; 
A bill (S. 797) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 
deceased; 
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A bill (S. 798) for the relief of Edward A. Foote, late of Com- 
pany L, First iment United States Artillery; 

A bill (8. ‘bed or the relief of Richard 8. Taylor; 

to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 

tary record of William W. Kerbangh; 

A bill (S. 801) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 

record of Frederick A. Noeller; 

A bill (S. 802) granting an honorable discharge to Henry H. 
Staub, late second lientenant in the Fifty-fourth Ohio Regiment; 

A bill (S. 803) for the relief of Louis Bruns from the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (S. 804) for the relief of Peter Mariann from thecherge of 
desertion; 

A bill (S. 805) for the relief of the persons who sustained dam- 
age by the explosion of an ammunition chestof Battery F, Second 

nited States Artillery, July 16, 1894; 

A bill (S. 808) for the relief of John C. Phillips; 

A bill (S. 807) for the relief of Frank Denham; 

A bill (S. 808) to pay William A. Terrell, of Company C, Fif- 
tieth Ohio Volunteers, pay and bounty; 

A bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; 

A bill (S. 810) to correct the military record of and grant an 
honorable discharge to Isaac H. Fitzmorris, he having served in 
the Army of the United States three years six months and six 


days; 

x bill (S. 811) for the relief of Thomas J. Spencer; and 

A bill (S. 812) for the relief of James B. Boyd, late a private in 
Company B,Seventy-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and Battery H, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 818) to increase the pension of Benjamin F. Douglas; 

A bill (S. 814) to increase the pension of Isaiah Weston; 

A bill (S. 815) granting a pension to Andrew Steed; 

A bill (S. 816) to pension Joseph F. Cison; 

A bill (S. 312 to increase the pension of James M. Rifenberick; 

A bill (S. 818) to increase the pension of Jason Booth; 

A bill (S. 819) to increase the pension of yeteransof the Mexican 
war: 

A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to Mary Selbach, widow of 
John Selbach; 

A bill (S. 821) to increase oe pasion of Thomas J. Hanghey; 

A bill (S. 822) to furnish artificial limbs to pensioners under the 
bill (8. 828) grai D 

ill (S. 828) granting an increased pension to John S. Dill, of 
Captain Mayo’s company, Black Hawk war; 

A bill (S. 824) granting a pension to Matthias Reed; 

A bill (S. 825) granting a pension to Mary Whetsel; 

A bill (8. 826) granting a pension to Peter J. Osterhans, a briga- 
1 in the Union Army in the late rebellion; 

1 5 ill (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to Joanna W. 
urner; 

A bill (S. 828) to pension John L. Smith; 

A bill (S. 829) granting a pension to James R. Zearing: 

A bill (S. 830) to increase the pension of William C. Gano; 

A bill (S. 831) granting a pension to John L. Kirk; 

A bill (S. 882) granting an increase of pension to William Emer- 


son; 

A bill (S. 833) in the matter of proof of death in pension cases 
under the old invalid law of 1862; 

A bill (S. 834) for relief of William Martin; 

A bill (S. 835) granting a pension to George W. Campbell; 

A bill (S. 836) granting a pension to Levi C. Mann; 

A bill (S. 837) granting a pension to Charles Bauermaster; 

A bill (S. 838) granting a pension to John J. Logan; 

A bill (S. 839) granting a pension to Anderson Sherman; 

A bill (S. 840) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Scrivener; 

A bill (S. 841) granting a pension to Mary Ann Hooper, mother 
of Samuel Hooper, alias Johnson; > 

A bill (S. 842) granting an increased pension to Washington T. 


tey; 

A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Henry L. Flint; and 

A bill (S. 844) to grant a pension to Eli D. Walker. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 845) providing that those 
who have commuted homesteads may avail Shonpelves of the pro- 
visions of the homestead act; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 846) providing for the entry of 
land for reservoir purposes; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 


-Arid Lands. 


He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
sry twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mines 


and Mining: 
A bill (S. 847) to open the Yellowstone Park Timber Reserve 
for the location of mining claims; and 
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A bill (S. 848) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public 
lands to the endowment and support of mining schools in the sev- 
eral States and Territories, for the purpose of extending similar 
aid in the development of the mining industries of the nation as 
already provided for the agricultural and mechanical arts. 


Mr. WARREN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Mil ST Affairs: 
A bill (S. 849) providing for the marking and monumenting of 
the battlefield of Massacre Hill; 

A bill (S. 850) for the relief of Isaac W. Blake; and 

A bill (S. 851) for the relief of Hattie A. Phillips. 

Mr. WARREN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 852) granting a pension to all honorably discharged 
officers and enlisted men who served in the military and naval 
service of the United States ninety days or more; 
pee bill (S. 853) granting an increase of pension to George L. 


bin; 
r 20 bill (S. 854) granting an increase of pension to John F. Craw- 
ord; 
A bill (S. 855) granting an increase of pension to Arthur Mahar; 
A bill (S. 856) granting pension to Margaret Rowsell: 
A bill (S. 857) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria N. Flint; 
A bill (S. 858) granting a pension to Cornelia De Peyster Black; 
A bill (S. 859) granting a pension to Josephine I. Offley; 
A bill (S. 860) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Morrison; 
A bill (S. 861) granting an increase of pension to S. J. Brainard; 


and 

A bill (S. 862) granting a pension to Mary A. Benjamin. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 863) to amend section 2324 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining 
claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

A bill (S. 864) amending chapter 804 of the laws of 1876, enti- 
tled An act to provide for the appointment of commissioners for 
taking affidavits, etc., for the co of the United States,” passed 
August 15, 1876; 

A bill (S. 865) to amend chapter 132, United States Statutes, 
second session Fifty-third Congress; and 

A bill (S. 866) fixing salaries for the clerks of the United States 
circuit and district courts for the district of Minnesota. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

A bill 5 867) to amend an act entitled An act to 2 for 
the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian dep- 
redations, approved ch 3, 1891; 

A bill 5 868) to amend an act entitled An act to prua for 
the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian dep- 
redations,” approved h 8, 1891; : 

A bill (S. 869) for the relief of Rev. J. A. Gilfillan; and 

A bill (S. 870) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: y : 

A bill (S. 871) for the relief of Jeremiah Sullivan from the 
charge of desertion; 

A fil (S. 872) to correct the military record of Reese P. Peoples; 

A bill (S. 873) to remove the charge of desertion against Edwin 


Higgins; 

Kilt (S. 874) for the relief of Charles T. Trowbridge, George D. 
Walker, and John A. Teomodoge, i 

A bill (S. 875) for the relief of Christopher Ellis; 

A bill (S. 876) for the relief of William Stanley; 

A bill (S. 877 for the relief of Richard W. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 878) to fix the rank, pay, and emoluments of the Com- 
mander of the Army of the United States; 

A bill (S. 879) for the relief of Capt. William Fletcher, United 
States Army; 

A bill (S. 880) to correct the military record of Reese P. Peoples; 

A bill (S. 881) for the relief of Lieut. Herbert Cushman; 

A bill He 882) to relieve Jacob Wolhart of the charge of deser- 
tion; an 

A bill (S. 883) to make Commodore William P. McCann, of the 
Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill E 884) for the relief of Mrs. Har- 
riet D. Newson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. $85) providing for the election of a 
Delegate from the District of Alaska to the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 886) for the relief of applicants to 
purchase public lands under the timber and stone act; which was 
Speen: by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publio 


He also introduced a bill (S. 887) to increase the appropriation 
for the erection of a public building at St. Paul, Minn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severall 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S, 888) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Clevo, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve; 

A bill (8. 889) granting a pension to Joseph Koehler; 

A bill (S. 890) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd; 

A bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Adoniram C. Harper; 

A bill (S. 892) granting a pension to Ann Connolly: 

A bill (S. 893) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Hippler; 

A bill (S. 894) granting a pension to William Brown; 

A bill (S. 895) granting a pension to David Hunter; 

A bill 8 896) granting a pension to Mary J. Hill; 

A bill (S. 897) granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson; 

bi is 800 granting a pension to John Benjamin; 
S. 899) granting a pension of $50 a month to C. L. Alden: 

bill (S. 900) granting a pension to Neil McNeil; 
bill (S. 901) granting an increase of pension to John Shannon; 

A bill (S. 902) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the Do- 
minion of Canada; 

A bill (S. 903) extending the benefits of the act of June 27, 1890, 
bi (. 364) f sion to Jerusha Sturgis 

il (S. ) granting a pension to Jeru is, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis; 
A bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Hans Johnson; 
A bill (S. 908) ting a pension to John Heinz; 


— 
BEE 


E 


gran 
A pill (S. 907) granting a pension to Martha A. McWhorter; and 


A bill (S. 908) for the relief of John Donnelly, dependent father 
of Frank Donnelly. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 909) for the relief of Anna W 
Osborne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to thé 
Committee on Claims. - 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 910) for the payment of the 
claim of M. M. Defrees for the construction of a sewer adjacent 
to the lands of the United States known as the Arsenal grounds,” 
in the city of Indianapolis, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 
A bill (S. 911) granting an increase of pension to A. S. Louder- 


A bill (S. 912) to give a special rating tocertain wounds received 
by soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion and other 
wars not heretofore rated in former pension legislation; and 

A bill (S. 918) granting a pension to Ransom Denny (with ao- 
1 pers). 

Mr. Mc LAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 914) to compel street railway companies in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to remove abandoned tracks, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (S. 915) to incorporate the Washington Cooling Company 
and grant thereto the right to lay pipes for distribution of mate- 
rials for refrigerating purposes; 

A bill (S. 916) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (S. Se to provide for the maintenance of the Free Public 
Library of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 918) to authorize the completion of the Washington 
Aqueduct Tunnel, and for other purposes; S 

A bill (S. 919) to incorporate the East Washington Heights 
Traction Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 920) to further protect the first day of the week as a 
day of rest in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 921) to regulate the use of the public parks and im- 
proved reservations in the District of Columbia under the charge 
of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army; 

A bill (S. 922) to amend an act entitled An act to prohibit the 
use of one-horse cars within the limits of the city of Washington 
after the ist day of January, 1893, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 29, 1892; 

A bill (S. 923) to raise the age of protection for girls in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to 18 years; and 

A bill (S. 924) to authorize the Washington and Glen Echo 
Railroad Company to obtain a right of way and construct tracks 
into the District of Columbia 600 feet. 5 

Mr. MILLS introduced the following bills; which were severally 
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read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (S. 925) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at San Angelo, Tex.; 

A bill (S. 926) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Beaumont, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 927) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Abilene, Tex. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 928) to amend section 27 of 
chapter 548, United States Statutes at Large, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were read twice 
beth titles, and referred to the Committee on the District of 

umbia: 

A bill (S. 929) for the relief of the estate of William B. Todd, 
deceased 


; and 

A bill (S. 930) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 931) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
a twice by their titles, and referred to the Committes on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 932) for the relief of the legal representatives of P. M. 
Craigmiles, d and 

A (S. 933) for the relief of George T. Vance and Guy P. 
Vance, executors of the estate of William L. Vance, deceased, late 
of Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 934) granting an increase of 
pension to Napoleon B. Breedlove; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. Harris of Tennessee) introduced the followin, 
pills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and refe 
to the Committee on Claims; 

A bill (S. 935) for the relief of Payne, James & Co.; and 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims: 
A bill (S. 937) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 


.; and 
A bill (S. 938) for the relief of the owners of certain cotton 
suppos from Natchez, Miss., in August, 1863, on the steamer 
Gladiator. 


Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 939) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Alfred Duplantier, d : which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: > 

A bill (S. 940) granting an increase of pension to Philip Metzger; 

A bill (S. 941) granting a pension to Mary Stewart Lasselle; 

A bill 68. el granting a pension to Louise Van Atter; and 

A bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Jane B. Johnston. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 944) to establish a university 
ðf the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee to Establish the University of the United 
States. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 945) exempting American coast- 
wise sailing vessels piloted by their licensed masters or by a United 
States pilot from the * to pay State pilots for services not 
rendered; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 946) providing for the collection of 
fees for furnishing certificates of title to vessels; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Eora 

A bill (S. 
Me Nair; 

A bill (S. 949 granting a pension to Joseph M. Waddell; 

A bill (S. 949) granting a pension to Levi R. Long; and 

ERE (S 950) granting a pension to Ann King, widow of Sam- 
ue 8 5 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 951) to provide for the 
private sale of public lands in Missouri; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 952) to amend the pee 
laws relating to first and second class mail matter; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 953) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome 
E. Morse, of the United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


947) granting an increase of pension to James E. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 954) granting a pension to Emily C. 


Merriman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 955) for the relief of Alice 
Walsh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled An 
act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. 


Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Minticsota,” 
approved April 24, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 4, 
1894, entitled “An act to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Lonis River between the States 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin;” which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 957) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to retire the instructor of swordsmanship at the United States 
Naval Academy, at the age of 62 years. on the pay of a lieutenant 
of the junior class in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 958) for the relief of the loga: rep- 
resentatives of John Roach, deceased; which was read twice vy its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 959) to increase the pension of Capt. 
Isaac D. Toll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 960) to reclassify railway. postal 
clerks and prescribe their salaries; which was read twice by its 
spe ayer referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 961) to ratify and 
confirm an agreement with the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa 
Indians in the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriation 
for carrying the same into effect; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 962) granting a pension to 
Riley W. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Nathan 
Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 964) granting to the Alabama tribe 
of Indians in the State of Texas 25,000 acres of land; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


rs. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 965) to amend an act enti- 
tled An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,” approv: arch 3, 
1891; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 966) providing for the establish- 
ment of a quarantine station at or near Astoria, Oreg.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 967) forthe relief of M.S. Hellman; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
Paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 958) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Jennie A. Kerr; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 
PRP see (S. 969) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie A. Kerr, of Concord, 

C.; an : 

A bill (S. 970) for the relief of Susan S. Rayner. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 971) to prevent discrimina- 
tion between various kinds of legal-tender money of the United 
States, and to maintain the eq debt-paying and purchasing 

wer thereof, and for other purposes; which was rat twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 972) to establish a postal-telegraph 
system and to enlarge the postal facilities of the people of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 978) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah A. Herndon; and 

A bill (S. 974) for the relief of the personal representatives of 
James Rhodes, d E 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 975) to regulate internal- 
revenue assessments, and to modify the law so as to leave assess- 
ments in certain cases to the court; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 11) authorizing 
the wearing of the distinctive badge adopted by the Sons of Vet- 
erans, United States Army,upon all occasions of ceremony; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 


itary 


- 
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He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 12) directing the 
{Public Printer to supply the Senate and House Libraries each 


with twenty additio copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. Lou died ie 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 13) directing issue 
of Sioux scrip in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, 
and re to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 14) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States relating to direct taxes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be propored 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
y him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re to 
Committee on Indian irs, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES E. M’NAIR. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I introduced March 16 the bill (S. 298) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James E. McNair, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. Lask that the Committee on Pen- 
sions be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be indefinitely postponed. There is some description in it 
that is not correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the committee will be Sys ie from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, and it will be indefinitely postponed. 


ESTATE OF TURNER MERRITT. 
Mr. McENERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: . 
Resolved, That the claim of the legal representative of Turner Merritt, lateof 


the of East Baton Rouge, La., now eee the Senate. ther with 
all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of the act of March 0 and an 

y mg of suits against the United 


act. entitled An act to provide for the bi 


States,“ approved March 8, 1887, to find and report to the Senate the facts 


Dearin the merits of said claim, including the loyalty of the person who 
was 5 the property at the time it is alle to have been taken, and 
all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts. 


AMENDMENTS OF THE RULES. 


Mr. HOAR. I gave notice yesterday of two motions to amend 
the rules. The proposed amendments are in print and it is not 
necessary to them again. I desire now to make those mo- 
tions severally in pursuance of the rule. according to the printed 
form, and ask that the motions be referred to the Committee on 


ules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to refer to the Committee on Rules 
two amendments to the rules proposed by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD MORTGAGES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
lution offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], direct- 
ing tho Attorney-General to send to the. Senate copies of the rec- 
ord of proceedings in any court of the United States in a case or 
cases in which the United States is a party, etc. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that that resolution, which was offered 
yesterday by the Senator from Iowa, who now happens to be out 
of his , be considered. It is a resolution calling for informa- 
tion, which I think we ought to have, and I am sure he is anxious 
that it shall be adopted. i - 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution go over until 
to-morrow. I should like to see it in print. 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution went over yesterday to be 
printed. It is a resolution which meets the approval of the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, asking for the records of the courts 
showing the situation of the litigation in the United States courts 
relative to the Union Pacific Railroad Company. : 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all, and it is information which I think 
the Senate ought to have. : 

Mr. FA ER. Let the resolution be read. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Gear, as follows: 


rd of 8 an 
Sases in which the United tes isa „relating to 
$ against the pro of the U. 
in which cases Al 
vernment. 


Mr. GEAR. I will state that I offered that resolution at the 
request of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, of which I have 
the honor of being chairman, and I hope that it will pass. 

Mr. COLLOM. [hope the resolution will be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution which has been read. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PROPOSED PACIFIC RAILROADS INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a resolution on the table, coming 
over from yesterday, which I should like to have di of. 

The VICE-P: ENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution which was submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW}, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice- 

gut. whose duty it shall be to investigate thé issue of patents for lands 
of the United States to the Pacific railroads and to the California and Oregon 
Railroad. Said committee shall also investigate and report to the Senate the 
amount due the sinking fund of the Union and Central Pacific roads 


count of su es paid the Pacific Mai 


1 Steamship Com y by said roads 
and deducted from the gross earnings of said roads and chaveed x the operat- 
ex 


said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to 
administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under oath touching the matters 
which they are 1 to investigate, and may hold their sessions 
during the recess of the Senate. and may appoint a clerk for said committee; 
and the 8 and proper expenses incurred in the execution of this order 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers ap- 
proved by the chairman of said committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent, Expenses of 
the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the resolution will be so referred. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Oraret; That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 3 o'clock and 52 minutes 
p. m.] the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 22, 1897, at 12 
o'clock meridian, 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 19, 1897. 
POSTMASTER. 

Charles U. Gordon, to be postmaster at Chic 

of Cook and State of Ilinois, vice Washington 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 

Willis Van Devanter, of Wyoming, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General, vice Isaac H. Lionberger, resigned. 

: UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Albert W. Wishard, of Indiana, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Indiana, vice Frank B. Burke, whose term 
expires March 21, 1897. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Samuel E. Kercheval, of Indiana, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Indiana, vice William H. Hawkins, whose 
term will expire March 21, 1897. 


o, in the count; 
esing, resigned, 


CONFIRMATIONS. z 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 19, 1897. 
AMBASSADORS, 


J ohn Hay, of the Distriet of Columbia, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Great Britain. 

Horace Porter, of New York, to be ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to France. 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Henry White, of Rhode Island, to be secretary of the embassy 

of the United States to Great Britain. - 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Hill Hastings, of Kentucky, to be an assistant surgeon. 

Claude H. Lavinder, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon. 

Taliaferro Clark, of the District of Columbia, to be an àssistan 
surgeon. 
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MARSHAL, 
uel ekg Taar tes r Indiana, to be marshal of the United 


tes for the district of Indiana. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 


Albert W. Wishard, of Indiana, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Indiana. 3 


POSTMASTER., 


Charles U. Gordon, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county 
of Cook and State of illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, March 19, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer oy. She Chaplain. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
THE TARIFF. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means to report back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, House bill No. 379, entitled! A bill to provide revenue 

or the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 

tates.” I ask that the bill, with the 3 report, be 
printed, and that the bill be referred to the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That will be the order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the brief time allowed to the 
minority of the committee has rendered it impossible for me to 
prepare and submit their views at the same time that the bill is 
reported and the report of the committee submitted to the House. 
The chairman of the committee and all of his associates recognize 
that fact; and I therefore ask unanimous consent that the minority 
may be given until Monday next to file their views. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘There is no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, by request of many members, I 
ask unanimous consent for the printing of 5,000 extra copies of 
the report accompanying this bill. Extra copies of the bill have 

y been ordered, but no provision has been made for the 


report. oN 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask my colleague on the committee 
whether this request contemplates the printing at this time of the 
statements, estimates, or calculations showing the rates of duty 
carried by the bill as compared with previous tariff measures? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that these are being printed now, so far as they have been received, 
and will be prepared and submitted in a separate form. That 
will probably be done to-morrow. 

LIN. The order to print, 2 by the gentle- 
man from Maine, ought to carry with it also an order for the 
printing of these tables. Iam quite willing to make the number 
of copies 5,000 or 10,000, or any other number he desires, with the 
understanding that it shall be accompanied by this data. If it is 
not, we may as well have a newspaper print. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are many persons who would like to 
secure copies of the rt alone, and many who would like the 
printed statement to which the gentleman refers. But since they 
are to be, and must necessarily be, separate documents, each can 
select what he desires. It is more convenient and will be-a little 
saving of expense to print them in the form that I have suggested. 
I think it will not make much difference— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, does the gentleman not contemplate 
having a print of this bill that carries with it, before the time for 
its consideration begins, the calculations showing the rates of duty 
in the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly. That will be ready before 
Monday, although the comparative statement already published 
shows exactly what is desired; but the expectation is that it will 
be ready to-morrow. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What statement does the gentleman have 
reference to? ; 3 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thecomparative statement that was published 
at the beginning of the hearings, united with the bill. The two 
taken together show what the rates are. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, the calculations are not 
run through this bill, and they shed no light upon the rate of du 
contained in the bill. Furthermore, those duties are confounded, 
one added on top of another, until it requires the work of an ex- 
pert, both painstaking and long, to show anything about the rates 
of duty carried by the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Partof the comparative statement has already 
gone to the printer, and it is expected that the remainder will go 
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3 ight, so that it can be obtained to-morrow, or, at the latest, by 


Mr. WALKER 

Mr. of Massachusetts. I will ask the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. vines! how many copies of the comparative 
statement are to be prin 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee have the right to print 1,000 
sa, es and extra copies can be ordered by the House. i 

. WALKER of Massachusetts. Ithink it would be better to 
have 5,000 copies, and I hope the gentleman will makethat request. 

Mr. McMILLIN have no objection to printing 2 that 
ought to be printed, but with this condition: That I think, as the 
calculations to which the gentleman refers are about completed, 
they ought to go with this print of the bill, and I hope the gentle- 
man will couple that request with the one which he has made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will conple with my request for uuanimous 
consent a request for the printing of 5,000 copies of the report and 
5,000 copies of the comparative statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, Mr. Speaker, what I want is that the 
comparative statement shall go with the bill, so that each section, 
with the comparative statement accompanying it, will show what 
rates of duty are carried by the bill. f 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it the gentleman's proposition that the com- 
parative statement shall go with the bili? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it be printed as it has been printed before, 
so that, run out neon each item of taxation, will appear the 
cates of duty figured ad valorem, so that each can be seen ata 


glance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman does not desire to have it 
go with the report, as I understand it. He desires to have it go 
with the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I think it ought to go with the bills that we 
are to have. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I mean as a part of the bill; not as a separato 
document. Noman has the time in this age to hunt up out of thou- 
sands of items the particular ones that he wants to know about, 
and he will have to do that unless it is run out in this way. 
shall have no objection to that sort of a print. Any other kind of 
a print is no better than a newspaper print, as I stated before. 

r. PERKINS. If the printing exceeds $500 in amount, the 
House can not order it by a simple resolution. $ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the only suggestion that occurs 
to me, especially in view of the remark of the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing [Mr. PERKINS], is whether we shall exceed 
$500, the limit allowed under the law and the rules of the House, 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it exceeds that, then we can pass a con- 
current resolution after that limit is reached. The prints will be 
useless unless they are made in the form in which I suggest. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will modify my request. 
Iwill make, first, the request that there be printeg 5,000 additional 
copies of the report and also of the views of the minority, and then 
I will make another request as to the comparative statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
asks unanimous consent for a reprint of 5,000 copies extra of the 


rr and the views of the minority. 
7: ing to object to that 


McMILLIN,. Mr. Speaker, I am not 
request; but in this connection I want to call attention to a colos- 
sal injustice which has been done to the minority side of this 
House in the consideration of this measure by the printing of this 
majority report before it was possible to bring in any minority 
repor Heretofore time has been given by the majority of the 

ays and Means Committee, so that the two reports would go to 
the country together. But, while I know that that injustice is 
increased when you prepare for the printing of one before the other 
report is submitted, still I shall not object, simply stating the fact 
to the House. 

Mr. DIN GLEV. Mr. Speaker, if that is the gentleman's objec- 
tion, I do not desire that the extra copies of the majority report 
shall be printed until Monday. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have not objected to it. The minority re- 
port, as well as the majority report, will go to the newspapers 


ar Saag t 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means a question. The other 
day we ordered 20,000 copies of the bill to be printed. Isee by the 
papers that the committee has agreed to various amendments since 
the order for the printing of these extra copies. What 1 wish to 
inquire is whether the printed copies that we are to have for dis- 

will have these committee amendments? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The extra copies ordered will be in the form 
of the bill now re 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is, this extra 5,000? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The resolution passed the other day was for 
the printing of the bill, and that bill will be as reported to-day. 
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Mr. BRO With all the amendments? 


Mr. DINGLEY. ith all the amendments. I now ask unan- 
imous consent that the number of extra copies of the bill as re- 
rted, together with the comparative statement that may be 
cluded within the cost allowed under the rules and the law, be 
printed for the use of the House. suet. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee will give his 
attention. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous consent 
that the number of copies to be printed of the bill and of the com- 
parative statement be to the extent allowed by the law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that much better than the other, 
which does not provide for the comparative statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 2 of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Rules to make the following privileged report. After it is 
read, I will ask for the previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 5, 
have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report the follow- 
ing as a substitute therefor with the recommendation that it do pa 

‘Resolved, Thatonand after Monday, March 22, 1897, and until the final vote 
on the bill hereinafter mentioned shall have been taken, the House shall meet 
on each legislative day at 10o`clock a. m.: that on each ofsaid days immediately 
after the reading of the Journal the House shall resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to enco the 
industries of the United States; that general debate shall continue on said bill 
during each day until5 o'clock p. m., and at evening sessions, to which a recess 
shall be taken, to be held from 8 o'clock till 11 o'clock p. m., until and includ- 
ing Thursday, the 25th day of March, unless sooner concluded; that from the 
conclusion of general debate until the3ist day of March there shall be debate 
upon the said bill b paragraphs, and during this time the bill shall be open to 
amendment as eaeh paragraph is read, but committee amendments to any 
pa of the bill shall be in order at any time; that not later than Wednesday, 

he 3lst day of March, at 3 o'clock p. m., the said bill. with all amendments 
that shall have been recommended by the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, shall be reported to the House, and the previous 


question shall then be considered as ordered on said amendments and said 


bill to its en. ent, third reading, and final passage, and on a motion to 
reconsider and lay on the table. 

“General leave to print remarks on said bill is hereby granted, to continue 
for twenty days after the final vote of the House thereon.” 

Mr: DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question. 

Mr. BAILEY. A parliamentary inquiry. In the event the 
previous question is ordered, I believe under the rule we are 
allowed twenty minutes on a side? 

The SP R. Twenty minutes on a side. 

Mr. BAILEY. I Would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 

lvania if he would not be willing to ask unanimous consent 
that that time may be extended to thirty minutes? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think twenty minutes abundant time to dis- 
cuss this resolution. It is an extremely short and simple one—— 

Mr. BAILEY. It is simple in its form of drasticness. 

Mr. DALZELL (continuing). And easily understood. f 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr, Speaker! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 163, noes 130, 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to my friend from Texas, now that 
the previous question is ordered, that I have no objection, so far 
as I am concerned, to an extension of the time, if he sees fit to ask 
the House for it. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. T hope that will be done. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent that the twenty 
minutes on a side be extended to thirty minutes on a side for the 
discussion of this proposition. : } 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mons consent that the time for debate be extended from forty 
minutes to one hour, one-half hour on either side. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. : i 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is recognized 
tocontrolone half of the hour, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] will be recognized for the other half. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I will repeat, in order that the 
House may understand the matter fully, what the provisions of 
this rule are. It contemplates that on Monday morning next the 
House shall assemble at 10 o'clock, and that on each succeeding 
day, until and inclnding Thursday, the hour of meeting shall be 
10 o'clock. It contemplates that on each of those days a recess 
shall be taken at 5 o’clock in the afternoon until 8 o’clock in the 
evening, and that there shall be a night session, beginning at 8 and 
lasting until 11 o’clock—all this time to be devoted to general 
debate. After the general debate, which will end on caret ay 
evening at 11 o'clock, the bill will be read by paragraphs and 
be open to amendment as each paragraph is read; there being a 
necessary provision that the Committee on Ways and Means shall 


be at liberty at any time to offer amendments to any part of the 
bill. After discussion of the bill by paragraphs, which will con- 
continue until Wednesday, the 3Ist day of March, at 3 o'clock 
p. m., the previous question is to be considered as ordered upon 
all pending amendments and upon the bill to its engrossment, 
third reading, and final passage, and upon the motion to recon- 
sider and. lay upon the table. Then, in addition to the opportuni- 
ties furnished for debate under this rule, there is a provision that 
for twenty days after the figal passage of the bill members of the 
House shall have leave to print remarks upon it. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LINNEY. Is the privilege of offering amendments to be 
confined to the members of the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. Any member of the House will 
bere aright to offer an amendment to any paragraph when it is 
Ti 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the passage of this resolution 
is both necessary and 8 might say, more emphatically, 
Absolutely necessary. e are met here to-day, confronting a great 
national exigency. In no single year for the last three years have 
the revenues of the United States Government been equal to the 
expenditures of the United States Government. In each and 
every one of those years there has been a deficit. In 1894, at 
the end of the fiscal year, there was a deficit exceeding 869,000. 000. 
In 1895 there was a deficit exceeding 842,000. 000. In 1896 there 
was a deficit exceeding $25,000,000; and the printed slip that comes 
in your mail this morning shows that from the Ist day of last 
July down to the present time, a period of about nine months, 
there is a deficit of more than 846.000, 000. In other words, for 
three years this Government has been running behind day by 
day, because of the inadequacy of the existing tarifilaw. The 
result is that we are behind to-day over $200,000,000, and, in addi- 
tion to that, we have borrowed for the ordinary expenses of the 
Government exceeding $262,000,000. 

So I submit to the House that we are here to-day facing a great 
national calamity, a condition of things that calls for relief, and 
for immediate relief, at the hands of the representatives of the 
American people. [Applause on the Republican side.] It is less 
than two weeks since the last Congress adjourned. e Repre- 
sentatives-elect of the American people are here to-day in answer 
to the summons of the President, exercising his constitutional 
right to summon them ina case of national necessity. Let me 
read you only a few words from the President’s message by way 
of emphasizing the statements that I have already made. The 
President says: 

R. tting the necessity which has u m N 
e g e e e bees 
the condition in which we find the revenues of the Government. It is con- 
ceded that its current expenditures are greater than its receipts, and that 
such a condition has exis for now more than three years. Wih unlimited 
means at our command, we are presenting the remarkable spectacle of in- 
creasing our public debt by borrowing money to meet the ordinary outlays 
incident upon even an economical and prudent administration of the Govern- 
ment. An examination of the subject discloses this fact in every detail, and 


leads inevitably to the conclusion that the condition of the revenue which 
allows it is unjustifiable and should be corrected. 


And then, with respect to the method of procedure, the Presi- 
dent makes this suggestion: 

Congress should promptly correct the existing condition. 

* * s * * a * 

The necessity of the passage of a tariff law which shall provide ample rev- 
enue need not be further urged. The 8 demand of the hour is the 
prompt enactment of such a measure, and to this object I earnestly recom- 
mend that Congress shall make every endeavor. Before other business is 
transacted let us first prones sufficient revenue to faithfully administer tho 
Government without the contracting of further debt or the continued dis- 
turbance of our finances. 


In the spirit which prompted that message, and appreciating 
the necessity for immediate action, on the first day of this session 
there was introduced into this House a tariff bill. I think it not 
improper for me to say in this connection that, from the 1st day 
of last December down to the present time, the Republican mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee have devoted their days 
and their nights to the preparation of that bill, so that we are 
ready to-day to have it considered by the House and to respond 
in the promptest and most expeditious way possible to the demands 
of the President and the still louder demands of the country. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. May I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question? 

Mr. DALZELL, Certainly. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I understand from the reading of 
the resolution that a certain time is set apart for the consideration 
of the bill b: N and for amendments. 

Mr. DAL LL. Five days. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And that during that time it shall 
be the right of the Committee on Ways and Means to offer amend- 
ments at any time and to any section? 

ALZELL. Certainly. 
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Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But it is not intended that the right 


munittee on 
Ways and Means? That committee is not to have the privilege of 
amendment over other members? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes; certainly. Under this rule the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means will be entitled to offer amendments 
at any time and to ngs paragraph 

Mr. WM. ALDEN TH. But the idea of the rule, as I under- 
stand, is to give 

Mr. Mc LIN. I rise to a point of order. We are wholl 
unable to hear the colloquy between the gentleman from Pennsyl- 

vania and the gentleman from Michigan. 

The SPE . The House will be in order. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I desire to emphasize this particu- 
lar question: Whether or not the right is guaranteed under this 
rule to the members of this House to propose such amendments 
as they may desire during the time set apart for the consideration 
of the bill by 5 ; i 

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly. The rule provides that the 
paragraphs as read shall be open to amendment by everybody. 

Mr. MARSH. Let me ask this question: Is there any assurance 
that the 47 will all be read? i 

Mr. DALZELL. That, I will say to my friend, depends entirely 
upon the action of the House. I think, if our friends on the other 
side of the House will debate this bill honestly, offering no amend- 
ments merely forthe purpose of delay, the whole bill will be read, 
every paragraph of it, and opportunity afforded for the offering 
of amendments by every member. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me ask 

Mr. MARSH. But if any paragraphs are not read, then no 
amendments can be offered to those paragraphs except by the 
committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the very point to which I wished to 
call the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania. Does he 
guarantee that we shall have the right to have this bill read 
through by sections, so that it my be amended section by section? 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, sir, the gentleman from Tennessee 
knows that if any guaranty on that subject is necessary, it must 
come from that side of the House, not from this. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not know any such thing. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iwill say to my friend—and I hope he will 

not interrupt me during the progress of my speech; he will have 
his time hereafter — 3 
Mr. McMILLIN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I will make 
statement later. I supposed that the gentleman in dealing 
th so important a matter would not object to any question that 


might elucidate the subject. 
I will cheerfully answer any 


to amend shall extend as a special privilege to the Co: 


m 


$ I will not. 
question that my friend sees fit to propound. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thegentleman himself will concede that my 
question is pointed and pertinent. This proposed rule provides, 
it is true, for the reading of the bill by sections or graphs; 
but suppose, on the arrival of Wednesday, the 31st instant, the 
time fixed by this rule for the final vote, we shall have passed over 
only half the bill—suppose the House has had time to consider 
only one-haif of the paragraphs or sections—then we must go 
without the opportunity to amend those sections. 

Mr. D LL. In the case which the gentleman puts, the 
situation would be just the same as it was when this House was 
cut off at a fixed time from making any further amendments to 
the Wilson bill—precisely the same. 

Mr. McMILLIN . Then there would be, under those circum- 
stances, no chance to amend? 

Mr. DALZELL. There will be no chance to amend by any 
member, outside of the Committee on Ways and Means, except as 
to such paragraphs as are read. If gentlemen on the other side 
of the House will submit no amendments except those on which 

they honestly desire to obtain the judgment of the House, my be- 
lief is that this bill will be read from the first paragraph to the 
last, and that opportunity will be given to offer amendments to 
each of them. f 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Wil my colleague allow me a 
question merely for information? As I understand, this rule pro- 
poses to give five days for the reading of the bill by paragraphs 
and the offering of amendments. _ 

Mr. DALZELL. 5 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is not that an unusually long 
time to be allowed for such purpose on bills of this character? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, it is abundance of time for the consid- 
eration of all amendments offered in good faith. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand, a restriction of 
this kind is entirely in accordance with precedent. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will come to that matter in a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Of course, if the other side of the 
a chooses to consume time by obstructive proceedings, it can 

80. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there are reasons, in addition to 

those I have already advanced, Why this bill should be . 
i of. If the figures which I have recited to the House are 
true, it is perfectly apparent that every day that the Government | 
continues in operation under the existing tariff conditions there 
isa loss to the revenue of a fraction of a million dollars, But 
there is another consideration in addition, and of a articularly | 
pressing character. No man familiar with public affairs is igno- 
rant of the fact that the passage of a iff bill under the most 
favorable circumstances results always in anticipatory importa- 
tions; so that the full effect of a tariff law in bringing revenue is | 

not as a rule felt the first year. “ 

But, sir, the circumstances that face us now are peculiar in 
character. One of the test revenue-producing articles in this 
bill is the article of wool. Wool is now upon the free list. It re- 
quires but little thought on the part of anyone to appreciate the 
immense temptation that exists on the part of the wool manufac- 
turer, the wool dealers, and on the parto speculators to now import, 
and fill up the market with wool that a month hence, or two or 
three months hence, as the case may be, will come in under a duty, 
So that not only does the daily loss of revenue face us, but the, 
additional temptation to increase importations of wool and sugar, 
resulting in a loss to the revenues of the Government. These are 
considerations that should induce us to prompt action—as prompt | 
as 


ble—on this revenue measure. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have noticed that our friends on th 
other side are 9 to cite precedents. They will say that 
this is an unpri ented p ing; that we are undertaking to 
compel the House, by a rule, to take measures such as have 
never heretofore been taken in all the legislative history of our 
country with t to tariff measures. I want to anticipate the 
argument that will be made by my friend from Tennessee [Mr, | 
McMILLIN] and my friend from Texas [Mr. Bamery] in the 
S hes that they are about to make when I shall have yielded | 
the floor. I want to call the attention of the House to the condi» 
tions existing in this body on the 13th day of Anpan 1894. The! 
‘Wilson bill,” so called, had d the House of apresentativ | 
had gone to the Senate, and come back to the House with, if 
my recollection is correct, 633 amendments appended to it. It 
went into conference. The conferees could not agree. Thi 
Democratic House brought in a rule which took that tariff bill 
out of the hands of the conferees, with the 633 amendments, not 
one of which was ever read in the House, about which the House 
peer ans whatever, and in two hours passed that bill through 

is y. 

But that is not all. Asa part and a parcel of the same infamy, 
they put wool on the free list by the introduction of a bill that 
had never gone to a committee, and which was debated for only 
fifteen minutes on each side. Nor is that all. As a part and par- 
cel of that same infamy, they put coal on the free list by a bill 
that had never seen a committee, and whi h had been debated in 
the House for only fifteen minutes on a side. By the same proc- 
ess they put iron ore on the free list; they put barbed wire on 
the free list, and so, when my friends on the other side shall assert | 
the ‘‘ infamy” of this p ing, I beg them to examinethe record 
they have made themselves with reference to infamous proceed- 
PEs [Applause on the Republican side. 

ut now, Mr. Speaker, I goa step further and state that this 
rule is not only necessary, but that it is a proper one. it gives 
four days of ten hours each—equivalent to eight ordinary legisla- 
tive days—for general discussion of this measure. It gives almost 
a week to its discussion by pa phs. 

Now, there are just two possible reasons for debate: One isin, 
order that we may understand the bill, and the other is that We 
may declaim. I submit that ten days for general debate and five 
for debate by paragraphs are sufficient to instruct every intelligent 
member of this House as to every provision contained in the bill. 
If time be not sufficient for declamation, then, I say, the conntry | 
does not want declamation, but it wants action. [Applause on the, 
Republican side.] Words are poor things tomen who want work. 
All the oratory of the House will not raise a dollar of revenue, | 
will not open a single mill, kindle a single furnace fire, or set in 
motion the spindle of a single loom. apoia] The press, the 
public, halting, hesitating capital, all the hosts of unemployed 
labor, join in demanding at our hands instant, immediate, and 
efficient ‘action. [Applause.] And I want to say to you, my 
friends on this side of the Chamber, that while we may, as amongst | 
ourselves, differ as to minor matters, there is one subject upon 
which we must stand together, shoulder to shoulder, every man 
in his place, and that is in agreeing upon the prompt, immediate, 
and efficient passage of this tariff bill as it now comes from your | 
committee. [Prolonged rs te on the Republican side.] | 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague from Ten- | 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] such time as he may desire. ! 
Mr. MCMILLIN. e I think in so great a tribunal as 

ngaged jn i 


| 
‘ 


this, where we are e considering questions so important 
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from Pennsy 
of the Wilson bill? One listen- 


erately by this body; that it was put through without being con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and was never considered in 
any committee or discussed, except in the fifteen minutes on each 
side in the House. Would ndt that be a fair construction of the 
impression made by the gentleman in what he has said? Can any 
intelligent gentleman come to any other conelusion from what he 
said? Why not be candid? Why not state the facts as they are? 
You can not gain any advantage by distorting them. This is an 


The telegraph, the telephone, the newspaper, 
thethousand appliances of modern civilization, have fallenathwart 
the path of men, and all your distortion can not change one fact 
or blind even ene fool. [Applause on the Democratic side.) 

Mr. Speaker, what are the facts? The Wilson bill was consid- 
ered in the Committee on Ways and Means. When we had per- 
fected it, gentlemen on the other side asked an opportunity to con- 
sider it and to frame their minority report before the bill was 
reported to the House and before the report of the way Sears went 
to the country. It was granted, Every opportunity for full dis- 
cussion was given. 

Mr. Speaker, when you were a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee, and when we were in power, you clamored for that 
right and we gave it. Then when you as Speaker appointed the 

t Chief Executive, McKinley, chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and he presided over that committee, we, 
who were in the minority, clamored for the same right, and your 
appointee conceded it. But this committee was br bate last 

onday. It met and submitted, in hot haste, its bill on Tuesday. 
Gentlemen of the majority magnanimously said that they would 
give us one day to consult together and look through the bill of 
some 162 pages, and then that a final vote must be taken the next 
day. The next day, when we got together, they made many and 
very important changes in the bill themselves. Then they re- 
dit to the House, and now, without your ever seeing their 
rt, without the statistics, for which you will be called upon 
to pay a good round sum a little later on, being printed and laid 
before you, without any opportunity for deliberate p ation 
upon the bill, without any man in this House, except mem- 
bers of the majority who framed the bill, knowing the full height 
and depth and breadth of its many iniquities, you are called upon 
pass a rule that shall put it through the House before the 3ist 
fae of March. You it ell through—blindly and heed- 
lessly through, immature and enormous. ; 

Sir, what are the further facts about the Wilson bill? It was 
reported on the 19th day of December. Gentlemen had all the 
time they wanted for general debate. They had all the time the 
wanted for debate by sections. The Wilson bill was gone throug 
by section and paragraph, and every member of the majority and 
every member of the minority given an opportunity for careful 
consideration; and then it passed the House. Finally, when it 
came back from the Senate, the Senate amendments were acted 
upon by aspecial rule; but the bill itself had careful consideration 

d most thorough deliberation in the Committee of the Whole 

ouse before it ever came to that stage. 

These are the facts. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 

L], with all his astuteness, can not them. He talks about 
ips take not wanting declamation. Then why declaim? 

Mr. 8 er, the gentleman from ering cage Wu. ALDEN 
Surf] and the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. SH] have pro- 
pounded most pertinent questions in connection with this meas- 
ure. Look at this rule. It carefully reserves to the Committee 
on Ways and Means the right to have their amendments con- 
sidered at any time. You may offer an amendment, and under 
this rule the committee that has had this matter in hand since the 
meeting of the last Congress—the very identical gentlemen who 
were upon the committee in the last Congress being apon it in 
this, so far as the majority are concerned—reserve in their 
the right, under this rule, to set your amendment aside and have 


theirs consi : 
Now, Mr. S. er, they give four or five days under this rule 
for general debate. They give about four days for the considera- 


tion by sections of a bill which aggregates, I believe, more than 
160 pages. Forty a day of taxes and tax levying you are to 
consider, and if, at the end of the time fixed in this rule, i 
not through with the consideration, as you surely will not be, it is 
wrenched from your keeping, the previous question being now 
ordered upon it, and it is put its passage without an oppor- 


tuni 
— d that the fact, but that is the intention, to throttle discus- 


to debate or amend by sections. That is the fact: and not 


sion and t amendment, because you dare not give ample op- 
portunity for this House to investigate this hotbed of trusts that you 
8 the further robbery of the le. [Applause 
on mocratic side.] The gentleman of the straitened 
condition of the Treasury, and says that $260,000,000 of bonds have 
been sold for the purpose of raising money for ordinary expenses. 
Ah, when did that dawn on the distinguished gentleman? That 
was borrowed for a different purpose. If that is true, or whether 
it is true or not, there is in the Treasury to-day $212,000,000 of 
money in addition to the outstanding obligations of the Govern- 
men 

Mr. HANDY. Two hundred and seventeen million dollars. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I thank my friend for the correction. Ihave 
not looked at the figures for three days. My friend from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HAND] says $217,000,000. That is $117,000,000 in 
excess of the amount that is required for the gold reserve. Now, 
that $117,000,000, even at the rate of deficiencies for the last two 
years, would supply the deficiencies and run this Government for 
two years longer, with the ordinary revenues under the Wilson 


bill. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH.’ Mr. S er, I should like to ask 
CMILLIN] a question. 


the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
With pleasure; but be brief, for my time is 


5 Mc 
ef. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is it not a fact, sir, that the amount 
of money now coming into the Treasury from customs duties is 
very largely increased by the importations now being made in 
view of the proposed legislation ot the Republican party on the 
tariff question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The country knows that the first chance 
you get at them, you are going to rob them. It is not unnatural, 
therefore, that the owner of the prerane should begin to bar the 
door when he knows that the robber is approaching. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. } 

Sir, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY} tells us this bill 
will increase the revenues by 8112.00, 000. Then what is on hand 
must be hoarded or squandered. The first keeps it still from 
trade and would be folly; the latter would be criminal. 

No, sir; there is no need for this indecent haste. There was no 
need of this bill at this session, and a few such days as this will 
convince the country that the election of this Congress was a mis- 
take and a 9 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend is so nonpartisan and so univer- 
sally tle and patriotic in his manner, 1 must yield to him for a 
question, if it is a 5 [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Purely a question. Does the gentleman 
fear that there is a robbery now threatened greater than the rob- 
bery which has been beggaring the laboring men of this country 
during the past four years? [Loud applause on the Republican 
si 


de.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there has been no effort on the 
part of the Democratie party at the robbery of the people by stat- 
ute in the last two years, and the gentleman knows as well as I 
that his question as an insinuation is wholly false. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having $117,000,000 of surplus in the Treas- 
ury over and above the gold reserve, why this hot haste? Why 
bring up this bill before you have even prepared the statistics? 
My friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] does not want the rates of 
this bill shown. He does not want the people of the United States 
to pass judgment upon it before it is voted upon, but proposes to 
rush it through without ample debate, without ample opportunity 
for amendment, without ample consideration, and then put 
throngh, as your next programme, $70,000,000 of appropriations in 
the same way, and go fishing! Why all thisrush? You can not 
get away from here for months. Why not legislate sensibly? 

Mr. COX. Will so ne yield to me for a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN, ith pleasure. 

Mr. COX. It isa mere question. Do I understand your ccn- 
struction of the proposed rule is this: That when we read the bill 
by sections, the amendments offered by the committee have pre- 
cedence over amendments offered by a member of the House? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is right. You may have your amend- 
ment pending, and the committee can come in and su’ your 
amendment, notwithstanding the rules of the House, and cut you 
out. Furthermore, if the committee sees that a dangerous point 
has been struck, one that they do not want considered, they can 
prevent the consideration of it by interposing other amendments 
and absorbing the time. 


1897. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the use of all this haste? Why not 
eee ere? were Mr. § „Jou are presiding over 
a House that at least ought to be deliberative, whether it is or not. 
Why tie the hands of the House before we get into the considera- 
tion of this measure? Are you afraid to trust yourselves? If so, 
how dare the country trust you? The gentlemen first framed 
their bill. Their own colleagues do not know even concerning it, 
and then, before there is any knowledge on the subject given the 
House, you call upon them to tie their own hands, tie the hands of 
members of this y, without due consideration, and impose 
$112,000,000 of additional taxes—taxes to protect trusts, taxes for 
the purpose of breeding trusts, taxes not for supporting the Govern- 
ment, but taxes to prevent commerce from doing its perfect work. 
Against the bill we protest; against this method of its passage we 
protest; and in the name of the American people we ask you to 
stay your hands in this effort at their further robbery. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side.] f 

r. BAILEY. Will the Speaker oblige me by saying how much 
time I have remaini 
The SPEAKER. 


ing. 

Nir. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Pennsylyania desire 
to yield to rt bog else now? 

Mr, DALZELL. No; I reserve my time, so as to conclude. 

Mr. BAILEY, May [inquire if the gentleman desires to con- 
sume the whole of his remaining time himself or yield it to a sin- 
gle individual? > 

ee? DALZELL. Ihave not determined that, I will say to the 

eman. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it but fair. The gentleman consumed 
fifteen minutes and we have consumed thirteen minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL, How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has nine 
minutes remaining, 

Mr. DALZELL. I reserve those nine minutes for the purpose 
of vate rie 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly recognize, Mr. Speaker, that the gen- 
tleman has the right to reserve those nine minutes, if they are to 
be consumed by one gentleman. I believe, however, the gentle- 
man would not insist that it was perfectly fair to reserve that 
time for three speeches, or even two, in conclusion, and all I ask 
3 gentleman's assurance that one gentleman will occupy that 


e. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not see why I should not yield it to half 
a dozen, should I desire to do so. The gentleman has seventeen 
minutes in which to make his speech and I have nine left to con- 
clude. 

Mr. BAILEY. But I would like to know what disposition the 
gentleman desires to make of his time, so as to determine the ap- 
portionment of my time. But it is a small matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is yours to do what you please with. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield five minutes to the 5 from Mis- 
souri [Mr. 1 Loud * on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BLAND. r. Speaker, I scarcely see the necessity of pro- 
longing the time when this calamity of my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania is to fall upon the country. Why undertake to practice a 
fraud upon this House and upon the country, with the pretense of 
an opportunity for amendment and debate, when every man who 
has served here understands that it is a fraud and a pretense and 
nothing else? The idea that a tariff bill, with all the schedules 
of this bill, can be property considered in the time allotted under 
this rule is known by every gentleman here to be absurd. Every 
intelligent man knows that you might just as well take this bill 
as it is and force it through the House right now, as you a 


ng? 
The gentleman hasseventeen minutesremain- 


to do later. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GROSVENOR] asked 
the gentleman from Tennessee something about a fraud“ that 
had been perpetrated upon the laboring people of this country. 
That question reminds me of a proceeding that took place in an 
extra session of a former Congress, when the gentleman from 
Ohio and almost a solid phalanx on his side of the House joined 
with a few members on this side to curtail the circulating medium 
of this country, and by that act brought calamity upon the peo- 
ple, threw labor out of employment, and ruined the industries of 
this country. [Applause. et here you are to-day, gentlemen, 

roposing to A ig sede another fraud and to bring another ca- 
55 upon country, by saddling untold taxes on the shoulders 
of labor without providing the money with which to pay those 
taxes, 8 on the Democratic side.] 

What r demands is money with whith to pay present taxa- 
tion—not that it be loaded with other taxes while deprived of a 
proper medium of exchange. But gentlemen on the other side in 
the last campaign contracted debts to monopolists, to trusts, and 
to combines, who poured millions into their coffers as a corrup- 
tion fund. Labor was intimidated and ou to a degree never 
seen before in the history of this country, and now these gentle- 
men are here in hot and eager haste to pay back the millions that 
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were contributed to their coffers by the trusts and combines. 
— lause on the Democratic side.] Do your best, tlemen! 

e w it means your worst, pplause on the Democratic 
side.] Do what you please with this tariff bill now; saddle these 
taxes upon the country. The day will come when an overbur- 
dened people will demand money with which to pay these taxes, 
and you who deny them this right will be turned ont of power, 
and the party that believes in low taxes and an abundant medium 
of exchange will give to the people of this country that p erity 
which they deserve. [Loud 8 on the 1 

Mr. BA . Mr. 8 yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from 1 .. WHEELER}. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise only for the 
rpo of making a reasonable request, with the utmost good 
aith, of the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means. 1 

ask that they consent to a very slight change in the rule now be- 
ing considered by the House. I pro that we omit the first 
reading of the bill, or rather consider the bill read for the first 
time, and that then a guaranty be given to us and to the people 
that the bill shall be fully read by paragraphs for amendment 
before the representatives of the people are called to vote upon it. 
The people have a right to this privilege. Already the great 
metropolitan rs of the country that advocated the election of 
Presid ent McKinley are, in tones of thunder, denouncing this 
measure as unwise, oppressive, and one that ought not to be en- 
acted into law. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. Speaker, if the assertions were made in good faith that this 
measure is necessary to give more revenue to the Government, 
every member of the Ways and Means Committee knows that a 
bill of less than six lines could add sufficient for that purpose. 

The morning paper informs us that the Senate Committes on 
Finance, upon a most casual examination of this bill, announces 
it defective in every schedule, and they are already subjecting it 
to a close scrutiny in order to incorporate absolutely necessary 
amendments when the bill reaches them for their consideration; 
and, Mr. Speaker, the amendments which they will add will tear 
this measure into atoms, and I hope to Heaven they will do it. 
[Laughter and 5 1 on the Democratic side. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May Lask the gentlemanaqnestion? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. A short one. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. L hope the gentleman will not fail, 
before he takes his seat, to tell us what these six lines are that will 
give us sufficient revenue. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One line might be to reduce the 
tax on whisky to a revenue basis. [Laughter.} 

Mr. WILL A. STONE. That is only one line. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. With our increasing revenues 
and the money now in the Treasury that might be enough. 
[Laughter and Hoge 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then it is all a matter of whisky? 


[Laughter. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We should also restore a duty 
upon luxuries; and now I wish to call attention to the course of 
the Republican party with regard to legislation of that character. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. es hter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, it is worthy of remark that four 
years ago we had a Presidential election which turned almost 
entirely upon the tariff question, and yet the Congress then chosen 
was convened in extraordinary session to deal with the financial 
question. Last year we had a Presidential election which turned 
almost entirely upon the financial question; and now Congress is 
convened in extraordinary session to deal with the tariff question; 
all of which justifies me in saying that those in authority are not 
always swift to enforce the decrees which the people render at 
Presidential elections. 

I desire to assure the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] that there is no disposition on this side of the House to un- 
duly protract the debate upon this bill. If we could hope ulti- 
mately to defeat it, we would feel required by a sense of duty to 
employ all honorable means to do so; but knowing that we can 
not preventits passage, we believe thatit will be better for the 
country and, in the end, it will be better for our party, that it shall 
pass without unreasonable delay. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] If it can produce the good results which its authors proph- 
esy it will, then the people ought to have the benefit of it as 
spoons as possible: and if it can not produce those results, then 
the sooner it is tried and found wanting the sooner it will be re- 
pealed and the sooner the people will be relieved of its unjust 
exactions. I warn you now that if this bill fails—as fail it wili— 
to bring the prosperity which the Republicans have promised, you 
will not live long enough to obtain a patient audience with the 
American people upon the absurd proposition that you cau make 
them prosperous by increasing their taxes. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Looking at the question purely as one of partisan advantage, E 
have every confidence that the Democratic party will profit by 
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the bill which you have determined to ; because I am confi- 
dent that its enactment will not bring the relief which vou have 
romised to the people. It has not been forgotten that during the 
st campaign both sides asserted that a widespread distress pre- 
vailed throughont the country. You attributed it to the tariff 
law of 1894, and declared that, given the power to replace that 
law with one of your own devising, you would promptly remove 
all cause for complaint. We insi that the distress was occa- 
sioned by the continuous fall in the prices of 2 which had 
resulted from the constant appreciation in the value of money. 
This is neither the time nor the place to repeat the arguments of 
that contest. It is sufficient here and now to know that a Repub- 
lican President and a Republican majority in this House, were 
chosen, or at least the lawfully constitu authorities declared 
that they were chosen; and we must assume that you persuaded 
the American ple to believe that you could correct the ills, 
many and great, under which they suffered. e 

Now, you must put your principles to a practical test. If you 
were right, your task is an easy one; if you were wrong, it is an 
impossible one. As for my , I was never more confident of 
any event in the future than Iam that your bill will disappoint 
its promoters and the people. Our political opinions are all at 
fault if you can make the people more prosperous by making their 
taxes higher—if dp can make them more contented by privileg- 
ing incorporated greed to still further prey upon their wasted 
strength. [Ap lause on the Democratic side} ou can undoubt- 
edly make the favored classes prosperous; but that was not your 
promise. You promised to make the times better for all the peo- 

le; and you must redeem that promise or be driven from the 
igh places which you occupy. 

Sir, we do not plead for unnecessary delay. We only ask fora 
reasonable time in which to expose the iniquities of your measure. 
So far from shrinking from it, we challenge you to pass it, because 
we know that as surely as right is right and truth is truth, nothing 
could more certainly convince the American people that youare un- 
worthy of their confidence than the abject surrender to the t 
trusts and combinations which characterizes this bill. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Four years of the taxation proposed in this bill will prove a 
severe drain upon the energies of our people aud the resources of 
our country; but if they demonstrate, as I believe they will, the 
vicious error of the protective system, the lesson, though costly, 
will be worth its price. Ap lause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. er, the speech to which we have just 
listened carries my mind back to scenes and utterances in this 
House three, four, and five years ago. We had then precisely the 
saine prophets, speaking from the same desks, in the same pro- 
phetictoneas we have heard here to-day, only the prophecy then was 
that we were in 1892 groping our way in darkness, when we might 
have even the desert blossom like the rose if the country would 
follow these guides and prophets. The country is much wiser 
to-day than it was four or five years ago, and the prophets on the 
other side who promised so much in 1892 are at a discount. [Ap- 
plause on the ublican side. | 

Now, Mr. S. er, the situation presented to us to-day is what? 
Following the lead of my friends on the other side of the House, 
listening to their siren promises, and adopting their policy, for four 
years the people of this country have found a ra meg f owing 
deficiency in the revenues, which, since the Ist day of y, 1893, 
has reached the enormous sum, closing this fiscal year, of upward 
of $200,000,000, or an average of about $50,000,000 per annum. 
This sum has been borrowed for the use of the Treasury by the 
sale of bonds in time of peace, and to-day the people of the coun- 
Br are paying interest on the bonds that have been sold. 

n this condition of our finances the President of the United 
States has convened Congress in extraordinary session; and has 
called attention to the fact that we are constantly running behind 
in the revenues; and has also pointed to the fact that the late 
Secretary of the Treasury has estimated that even for the next 
fiscal year, commencing on the ist day of July next, under ex- 
isting conditions this deficiency will continue at the rate of 
845.000, 000 a year. In this exigency Co has been convened; 
and we are here to-day to meet the humiliating position in which 
the National Treasury has been placed. A bill has been framed to 
increase the revenues of the country so as to meet our expendi- 
tures; and in the expectation of the passage of that bill gentle- 
men, whether for speculative e gsi or otherwise, are proceeding 
to import large quantities of wool, on which a duty is to be placed, 
and other articles now on the free list, or at a low rate of duty, on 
which a duty is to be placed by the passage of this bill, or on which 
duties are to be raised. In this exigency, running behind in our 
revenues to the extent of $50,000,000 annually, with anticipatory 
importations that will deprive the Treasury and the country of 
one or perhaps two millions of dollars a week in revenue, and turn 
that sum into the hands of private individuals, we are called upon 
to act and to act promptly. It seems to me, sir, that every consid- 
eration of duty, every consideration of regard for the public in- 
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terests, in response to the general desire of the people of this 
onthe Hip uires us to act, and to act without delay. [Applausé 
u 


on the lican side. ] 

Now, Speaker, there has been brought into this House a bill 
for the purpose of increasing the revenues, and for the purpose, in 
adjusting these duties, of assisting the stricken industries of the 
country, in order that our people may have work, on whose occu- 
pation and whose demand for products the prosperity of the coun- 
= necessarily te Sree The only question before the House ig 
whether we will delay, unnecessarily, in accomplishing the work 
set for us, or proceed promptly in the public interest. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The rule reported provides for five days of general debate and 
four days for the consideration of the bill by paragraphs. It is a 
shorter time, to be sure, than has been allowed in some other 
instances, but it should be remembered that there never was a 
situation calling for such prompt action as exists to-day. 

It has been suggested that the rule has been framed in an extraor- 
dinary way. Practically it is the same rule that was adopted by 
gentlemen on the other side in 1894. ; 

Criticism has been also made that the Committee on Ways and 
Means has the first right to offer amendments. Every committee 
reporting a bill to the House, under its rules, has always had that 
right, and this is no exception to it. The Committee on Ways 
and Means in 1894 had precisely that right, and exercised it, as 
will be remembered by gentlemen who were then in the House— 
exercised it for many days. There is nothing, therefore, excep- 
tional or extraordinary in this provision. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I trust that gentlemen, especially on 
this side, who have the responsibility of meeting this situation, 
will entertain no delay in accomplishing the result for which we 
de been sent here. [Prolonged applause on the Republican 
side. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion reported from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, let us have the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 180, nays 132, 


not voting 41; as follows: : 
s YEAS—1 

Adams, Davenport. Johnson, N. Dak. 
Alexander, Davideon, Wis. oy, * guise, 
Arnold, Davison, Ky. err, Reeves, 
Baker, Md. Dayton, Ketcham Royse. 

rber, Bain Kirkpatrick, Russel 
Barham, Dolliver, Knox, Sauerhering, 
Barney, Dorr, Kulp, Shannon, 
Barrows, Dovener, Lacey, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, dy, Land Shelden, 
Beach, Linney, im, kins 
Beiden. Evans, Littauer, Smith, III. 
Belford, Fenton, Lorimer, Smith, S. W. 
Belknap, Fischer, ud. Snover, 
Bennet Fletcher, Loudenslager, Southard, 
Bingham, Foote, Lovering, Southwick, 
Bishop, Lybrand, Spalding, 

Ze, Fowler, N. J. cCall, Sperry, 
Boutelle, Gardner, McCleary, Sprague, 
Broderick, Gibson, McDonald, teele, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. McEwan, Stevens, Minn. 
Brosius, Gillett, Mass. McIntire, Stewart, N. J. 
Brown, raff. Mahon, Stewart, W. 
Brownlow, Griffin, Mann, e, C. 
Ball, Grosvenor, Marsh, Stone, W. A. 
Burton, rout, Mercer, Strode, Nebr. 
Butler, Hager. Mesick, Sturtevant, 
Cannon, Hamilton, Miller, Sulloway, 
Capron, Harmer, ills, Tawney, 
Chickering, Hawley, Minor, Tayler, Ohio 
Clark, Iowa Heatwole, Mitchell, ‘Tongue, 
Clarke, N. H. Hemenway, M X Updegraff, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Henderson, Mor Van Yoorhis, 

‘lodding, enry, Conn. Mudd, Wadsworth, 
Colson. Henry, Ind. Northway, Walker, Mass, 
Connell pmt jen, Walker, Va. 
Connolly, ill, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Cooke, Hitt, Packer, Pa. Warner, 
88 Wis. Hopkins. Payne, Weaver, 
Corlis Howard, Ala. Pearce, Mo. Weymouth, 
Cousins, owe, rson, White, III. 
Crumpacker, Howell, Perkins, White, N. O. 
Curtis, Iowa Hull. Pitney. Williams, Pa, 
Curtis, Kans. Hurley, Powers, Wilson, NY. 

enkins, Prince, Wright, 
Danford, Johnson, Ind. Pugh, ost. 
NAYS—12. 
Botkin, Clayton, Elliott. 
Allen, Bradley, Coches „Mo. Ermentrout, 
Ealen Brantley, Cooney, Fitzpatrick, 
Baird, Brewer, Cooper, Tex. Fleming, 
Baker, Ill. Broussard, Cox, Fowler, N. O. 
Bankhead, Brandid Sonning Gain 
idge, mmings, es, 
Barlow. Burke, Davey, Greene, 
Bartlett, Campbell, Davis, Gr 
Bell, Carmack, De Armond, Gunn, 
Benton, Castle, De Graffenreid, Handy, 
erry Catchings, De Vries, ny. 
Bland, Clardy. Dinsmore, Henry, Mies. 
Bodine, Clark, Mo. Dockery, Henry, Tex. 
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cCormick, Plowman, Stokes, 
Holman, McCulloch, Rhea, trait, 
Howard, Ga. McDowell, Richardson, Strowd, N. C. 
Hunter, Laurin, Ridgely, ullivan, 
Jett, MeMillin, Robb, Sutherland, 
Jones, Wash. McRae, Robertson, La Swa 
elley, Maddox, Robinson, Ind. Talbert, 
è 8 
Knowles, Marshall, Settle, Taylor, Ala, 
mb, Maxwell, Shuford, my; 
Meekison, Simpson, A 
Latimer, Meyer, La. Sims, Underwood, 
Lentz, Miers, Ind. Skinner, Vandiver, 
r, oon, Slayden Vehslage, 
Ga. Ogden, Smith, Ky. Vincent, 
pe ene SENA; bad nce tes 
gsto ey, lings, eeler, Ky. 
Love, 5 Peters, Stark, Williams, Miss. 
McClellan, Pierce, Tenn. Stephens, Tex. Zenor. 
NOT VOTING-4L 
Fitzgerald, Mah 5 Sherman, 
amy Grow, Martin. Smith, Wm. Alden 
rott, tman, iken. Sulzer, 
Benner, Pa, Hicks, N ewlands, Ward, 
Bronner, Ohio Hilborn, Norton, Wilber, 
Brewster, Hooker, Odell. Wilson, S. O. 
Brumm Jones. Va. Olmsted Young, Pa. 
Cowherd, obe Parker, N.J. Young, Va. 
— 5 
OW. 0 
Faris, McAleer, Shafroth, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Hooker with Mr, BRADLEY., 
For this day: 


Mr. WILBER with Mr. Youne of Virginia. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. FITZGERALD. 
Low with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
. MILLIKEN with Mr. MCALEER. 
. ACHESON with Mr. Norton. 
. SHERMAN with Mr. CowHERD. 
. BABCOCK with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio, 
. BREWSTER with Mr. RIXEY. 
. BRUMM with Mr. EPES. 
. OruMP with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague, Mr. COWHERD, be excused on account of illness. 
ere was no objection. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Am from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 


nounced t the Senate had passed bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 
A bill (S. 489) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah Letcher 
Stevenson, widow of the late Brig. Gen. John D. Stevenson; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 7) regulating the distribution of public 
documents, 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate e That there 


be printed for the use of the two Houses 20,000 yap of H. R. 27, entitled “A 
bill to vide revenue for the Government and to enco the industries 
of the United States;“ 6,000 for the use of the Senate and 14,000 for the use of 


the House. 
CONSIDERATION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, Lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to offer the privileged report which I send to the 
Clerk's desk, and to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 6, have 
had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report the following as a 
substitute, with the recommendation that it do pass: 

Resolved, That on Friday. March 19, 1897, immediately after the adoption of 
this rule, the House shall proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 16) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other pu: ; that said bill shall be 
considered under the rules soreta neral debate auring tae said day for 
not exceeding forty minutes; that a e conclusion of such general debate 
the bill shall be read in extenso; that the previous question shall then be con- 
sidered as ordered on the bill to its fina’ passage; that after the final vote 
Bonar the Hona shall proosa 9 je 5 of the 4 LF ated 

a ons to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal 3 June 8 180% and for prior years, ann for other purposes; 
that said bill shall be considered under the rules governing general debate 
during the said — Bio not Seep ng Begs minutes; that at the conclusion 

of such general debate the bill shall be read in extenso; that the previous 

uestion shall then be considered as ordered on the bill to its final e; 

at after the final vote thereon the House shall proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 14) . for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending bes 30, 1898; that said bill shall be considered 
under the rules governin; eral debate during the said day for not exceed- 
Ing forty minutes; that at the conclusion of su eneral debate the bill shall 
be read in extenso; that the previous question shall then be considered as 
ordered on the bill to its fin passage; that after the final vote thereon the 
House shall p to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9 appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, and for other purposes; that said bill be con- 


the said day for not 


sidered under the rules governing genera! debate d 
eneral debate the 


ror peso, SADR minutes; that at the conclusion of suc! 

bill shall be read in extenso; that the previous question then be consid- 
ered as ordered on the bill to its final passage; and that this order shall con- 
tinue from day to day until all of the bills herein mentioned are disposed of.” 


_Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous ques- 


on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MeMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman if he will consent to 
the same order made a few minutes ago, that there may be thirty 
minutes on a side instead of twenty minutes? This involves four 
large bills, and in view of the magnitude of the matters involved, 
we should like to have ten minutes’ additional time on this side. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, after the previous question 
is ordered, I will submit that request. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. Is 
not this Ba eee, subject to division? 

The SPEAKER. That will have to be decided before we come 
toa vote. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Horx) there were—ayes 107, noes 95. 

Accordingly the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the debate, I hope 
that will be settled. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I can not understand what the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] says. As I said a minute ago, at 
the request of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] and of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], I now ask unani- 
mous consent that ten minutes’ additional time be given on each 
side for the discussion of this rule. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, just a word. I shall not object, 
but perhaps gentlemen will not insist on it when they notice 
that this order is a continuing one, and we have already adopted 
an order that commences on Monday next. Now, to execute this 
order will take to-day and to-morrow, and possibly a night session 
to-night. An extension of the time on this rule will take twenty 
minutes which would otherwise be occupied in the consideration 
a these bills; but I shall not object, if gentlemen on the other side 

esire if. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think, in view of the magnitude of the mat- 
ters involved and the method by which we are proceeding, this is 
a proper concession of time. 

r. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I see some indications of 
fighting in a dilatory way. If I believed that was going to govern 
the majority on the other side of the House, I should not submit 
this request. I was assured by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BalLey] that that was not their purpose; but the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], of course, had his right to do as he 
has done in thìs matter. Therefore, to act in perfect good faith 
in the matter, I make my request. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwas the man who made the request. I did 
not do it after consultation with anybody. I do not propose to 
indicate to anybody what his course should be. Every man can 
take the course he thinks best. 

Mr. HENDERSON, The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
came to me personally before action was taken and stated his 

uest. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the time be extended ten minutes on a side. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, since I have been named, I desire 
to state that I went to the gentleman from Iowa at the request of 
some gentlemen who wanted to speak on the subject. I believed 
it was better to 5 the time in speaking than in dividing the 
House, and I made the request as indicated. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to extend the time ten minutes on a side. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. NORTHWAY._ I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. After general debate on each bill, the rule contemplates 
the reading of the bill by sections? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; the bill is to be read in extenso. I 
will explain that—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ah! 

Mr. HENDERSON (continuing). 
disposed of. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from lowa? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to explain this rule to the House, 
The House is aware that four bills failed to become law in the last 
Congress; three of them—the sundry civil, the general deficiency, 
and the Indian bill—passed the House, were amended in the Sen- 
ate, agreed to in conference, and went to the President, but failed 


As soon as this consent is 


to receive his signature. 
Mr. BINGH The Agricultural,“ and not the general 
deficiency.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 


thave aaldthe “ Agrioultural Dif” and not he “general deficiency 
ve sai — i ” andn = iency.” 
Mr. SAYERS. Thatis the point to which 1 Lealred to call your 


attention. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The general deficiency bill this 
House, was amended in the Bonate, and failed while in confer- 
‘ence, and did not go to the White House. The p of this 


‘rule is this: To first 


‘deficiency bill, devote 3 T debate, aud vote 
on it. The same with the i bill, and the same with 

e Indian bill. The three 
‘and had the stamp of both Houses and the conference first upon 
them have been introduced exactly as they went to-the President, 
and are so embraced in the rule under discussion. The genaral 
deficiency bill is in exactly the condition it was when it left the 
House, 9 of all the amendments of the Senate. The propo- 
sition is to pe these four bills through the House in the con- 
dition that I have just explained. 

Mr. SAYERS. ill the gentleman allow me to make one re- 
mark with reference to the generaldeficiency bil? Idonotunder- 
stand that the general deficiency bill which has been introduced in 
this House is the same as the last bill, stripped of the Senate 
amendments. On the contrary, it includes such of the Senate 
amendments as were agreed upon in conference. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That may be true. I will ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. It includes the items agreed 
to in conference, and that conference sone as to the agree- 
ments, and excludes the items that were isagreed to. : 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam very glad to have had my attention 
‘called to that correction. 

Mr. SAYERS, And further than that, it not only excludes the 
items disa to, but it takes out of the bill the appropriation of 
$1,800,000 for the payment of the Southern Pacific Company. 

Mr. CANNON. at was disagreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. The amendment of the Senate was disagreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. It is out of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment? I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois if the amend- 
ment which provided for the payment of the Bowman Act claims, 
which was upon the deficiency bill in the Senate, had been 
acted ‘upon by the conference committee before the adjournment 
of the last session? 

Mr. CANNON. It was disagreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is not in this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. That is not in this bill. 

Mr. i I can not yield unless 

ini e condition 
ciency bill. : : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a single question? 
Does the rule priae for any ef eg a to amend either bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ido not hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this rule furnish an opportunity to move 
an amendment to either of these four bills? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It does not provide for an amendment. 
Now, the theory on which this rule is based is this: It came from 
the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee on Rules and 
represents the views of the majority of that committee. 

“Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that no one passed on 
this matter except the gentleman from Illinois. There is no Com- 
mittee on A iations in this House. 

Mr. HE ON. Lam speaking, and the gentleman knows 
it and I do not want a trifling interruption, even from my friend 

Texas—bnut I am speaking of this: He helped to frame this 

U. He was on the 3 on appropriati: Now, 
the purpose is to ose O ese bills during y and to-mor- 

San be that we an them in the manner and in the condi- 

on in which the House had impressed itself on the general defi- 
ciency bill, and the conference committee of both Houses on the 
other three bills, and get them through the House this week and 
out of the way before Monday comes, with the rule to take up the 
tariff 


Mr. LACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Inamoment. Let mecomplete my state- 
ment. Then the iation bills will be in the hands of the 
Senate, 20 that that body, if so disposed—and speaking only for 
myself, I believe it is so di —can pass them, and they can be 
sent to the President by the time the tariff rule shall have oper- 
ated in the House, so that the tariff bill can be sent to the Senate 
and receive prompt consideration there. 


Now, one word in regard to the policy of 5 bills in 
this way. are the a Selig a bills of the tals er. 
‘Gentlemen all how they ailed. I have already ex- 
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plained that. The idea underlying the present proposition is that 
the crystallized action of the last House ought to be a safe guide 
for us in dealing with these bills under existing conditions. No 
appropriation bill that is entirely acceptable to all the members 
eyer passes this House or both Houses of Congress. If we were 
to reconsider these bills in detail, we might perhaps make some 
changes, but if that were to be done, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations would have to be formed, and it would take weeks and 
possibly months to dispose of these appropriation bills. We are 
called here in extraordinary session to provide revenue for the 
Government, and the thought of those on the Republican side in 
charge of the appropriation bills is to pass them on as rapidly as 
ssible to the White House and clear this body of all basiness 
ut the great work of the session—the work of providing revenues 
to carry on this Government. 

Mr. CORLISS. May Lask the gentleman whether the general 
deficiency bill is included im this resolution? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CORLASS. Is it not true that the general deficiency bill 
was not agreed upon by the two Houses? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman evidently was not present 
when I discussed that. 

Mr. CORLISS. I was not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Thatisunfortunate, because we are pressed 
for time, and I can not go into that question again. The general 
deficiency bill is the bill as it passed the House with the Senate 
amendments added which were agreed upon in the conference, 
the bill being stripped of all those amendments which had not 
been agreed to by the conference committee when the hour of 12 
o'clock on March 4 arrived. A 

Mr. CORLISS. Isit not trne that certain war claims.contained 
in this bill were repudiated by the House? $ 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not know anything abont the details 
of the bill. Iam not a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

If the gentleman is specially interested in any matter in ‘the bill, 
he probably knows all about it. 
r. CORLISS. Iam asking the gentleman for information. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, I have told yon all I know. Iam 
not familiar with the details of the bill. 

Mr. CORLISS. Is it not true that in this bill are claims amonnt- 
ing to $800,000 that were rejected by a vote of this House and that 
site never been considered by the House since that vote was 

en? 


Mr. HENDERSON. There is nothing in this bill but what 


was agreed upon in conference. 
Mr. CORLISS. But was that conference report accepted by 
the House? 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I can not take up further 
time in this discussion. I now reserve the remainder of my time 
until we hear from gentlemen on the other side of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. . Speaker, I np eee it is understood that 
ons eee from Tennessee [Mr. MeMiLiax] controls the time 
on side. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand what the 
gentleman from Indiana said. 
ion that the gentleman 


Mr. HOLMAN. I made the suggesti 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] should contro] the time on this 
side of the House unless the gentleman from Texas has some 
desire in the matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I do not think that is exactly right. 
3 are some of us that know something about these bills, 
an — 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, so far as the kind remark of 
my friend from Texas is concerned, being a member of the Com- 
mittee on Rules reporting the rule, I intend to have something to 
cot 85 this matter, whether I know anything about it or not. 

. SAYERS. My remark did not refer to the gentleman from 
Tennessee at all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, Iam glad the gentleman from 
Texas did not refer to me. 

Mr. SAYERS. So far as the gentleman from Tennessee is con- 
cerned, he can take all the time if he desires. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not seek to prevent the gentleman from 
Texas from having a chance to be heard on this rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this is not to come out of my time of this 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Just keep on, gentlemen. We 
will give you all the time you want. Š 

The SPEAKER. Ths gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I simuply want to know whether, as a mem- 
ber of the committee reporting this resolution, I am to control the 
time on this side, er whether my friend from Texas is to control 
it. If he is entitled to it, I shall not complain. 

Mr. r 1 N not sought to control the time. My re- 
mark was simply m iu response to a remark, to a suggestion, 
made by the gentleman from indiana. 


1897, 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. I cheerfully accept the gentleman's state- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the from 
Tennessee [Mr. MoMILLIN], as he is a member of the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, we have a more im t mat- 
ter before the House than any man’s controversy. never 
was any such proceeding proposed in this House in a wholesale 
Way as is pro now. 

Mr. Speaker, you (if I may speak personally) changed the rules 
of this House for the purpose, as was claimed, of enabling the 
House to do business.” Now it is proposed by this rule 
to set aside all the rules of the House in order to have the House 
“do business.” It is unfortunate if, after so long and fierce a con- 
troversy, your contention has wholly failed of its p . What 
is the proposition here? A new Con, has met. Four impor- 
tant appropriation bills failed in the last Congress. They involved 
an expenditure of $72,000,000. There are 148 members of 
in this body who were not in the last Congress, and who had 
nothing to do with the consideration of those bills in that Con- 
gress. It is now proposed that those 148 members tie themselves, 
shut their eyes, and, like young birds, take whatever is adminis- 
tered to them, whether it is good or not. 

Under the 
ered. And whatare the general rules of debate? One is that the 
first man who gets the floor can occupy it for an hour. There- 
fore the 3 from Illinois .[Mr. Cannon], rising to one bill 
or to all four bills, will have it in his power to occupy the whole 
time in debate, never yielding the floor to anyone else; and 
whether he yields it or not, the House will have already cut off 
from itself the right to deliberately consider the measures. 

Mr. Speaker, the rules of the House provide for the appointment 
of committees. Why? In order that those committees may care- 
fully consider the weighty measures that come before the House, 
and make recommendations to Congress. Then a still further 
bulwark was erected by which, when money bills came before the 
House, the whole House was resolved into a great and important 
committee called the Committee of the Whole, to consider them 
section by section, with ample right to amend, with ample right 
to debate. All that is cut off. Your first committee is dispensed 
with; the first committee's consideration of the measure is dis- 
pensed with; the Committee of the Whole is dispensed with; and 

ou are asked to abandon your right to amend and to discuss ad 

ibitum. The right to consider these bills by sections is hurled to 
the winds. No right is reserved in the hands of any member of 
this House. Who knows what they contain? If meritorious, in- 
vestigation will only strengthen them. 

Mr. Speaker, you have an important trust committed to your 
keeping—that of retaining in the body of this House the sevens 
power of the people. But that power is to be abandoned. this 
can be done—if, under the rule we adopted this morning, one hun- 
dred and twelve millions of taxes can be raised in nine days, and 
seventy-two millions of money spent in less than nine hours—with 
no chance to amend, with no opportunity to debate, with the 
members of this House, the representatives of a great people, 
abandoning their rights, what is the refuge of the common people? 
Esau is said to have sold his birthright and heritage for a mess of 
pottage; but I suggest to the members who may be willing to 
abandon their rights as Representatives in this way that they get 
not even a mess of pottage, and have not the poor, pitiful plea of 
hunger to justify them in that abandonment. We protest against 
it. This is not the TERS way to legislate. If anything could jus- 
tify the delay and deliberateness of the Senate, it would be just 
such hasty, inconsiderate, unparliamentary, and improper method 
of legislation as is pro here. 

Mr. Speaker, there is ample time before us. You have already 
adopted a rule to force the tariff bill through the House the 3ist 
of this month. While it is being considered in the Senate com- 
mittee we can send these bills to the Senate in the ordinary and 
orderly way, and avoid just criticism. 


Is it possible you are afraid of the House, afraid of yourselves, 
afraid to trust the representatives of the people? us not 
abandon the ogatives and customs of the House. 

Mr. HOL To whom does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. MCMILLIN. To any gentleman who may wish to occupy 
five minutes of the time remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from Indiana will suspend, 
I will yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] whatever 
time he desires, if he desires any. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time can the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has twenty- 
four minutes remaining. 

McMILLIN. How much time does the gentleman from 

Texas want? 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill say tothe gentleman from Tennessee that 
if there are other gentlemen who desire to speak on this resolu- 


eral rules of debate these bills are to be consid- 


tion, I prefer to speak when one of these appropriation bills is 
under consideration. I believe that then there will be twenty 
minutes’ debate on each side. 
Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
to speak, and also the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DR Armonp]; but neither of these gentlemen, I 
believe, desires more than four or five minutes. 
Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. A1 85 five minutes to the gentleman from 


Indiana ark HOLMAN 

Mr. HOLMAN. . Speaker, I wish tlemen to under- 
stand that there was no occasion for any ill blood growing out of 
the fact that I suggested that the Sper rer from Tennessee 
Mr. MCMILLIN] control the time of this side of the Honse. Idid 
so for the reason that he had first obtained the floor when this reso- 
lution was offered in the House, and, as I thought, was entitled to 
that courtesy. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the most F measure that has 
ever been before the House. The first rule adopted by the House 
of Re tatives at the opening of the First Congress—it may 
have the Second, but I think it was the First—the very first 
rule adopted by the House of Representatives of the United States 
(if I am correct in my recollection) was that every bill making a 
charge upon the people should have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. And Mr. Jefferson gives as a reason 
for this that there might be ample and complete debate upon any 
measure imposing a charge upon the people, with free right of 
amendment. Yet in the opening years of the second century of 
our Goyernment—in spite of the fact that the men who framed 
our Government were so anxious to preserve the rights of the 
people—four great sppropriasion bills are brought in here and 
the proposition is made to pass them without submitting the pro- 
visions of those bills to the judgment of 143 members of this 3 
who have never read those provisions; for I think I can safely say 
that those 143 gentlemen now here, who were not members of the 
last House, have had no opportunity since they came here to 
examine these measures. 

These bills contain very extraordinary provisions. I venture to 
say that uf on the whole they are the most extravagant bills that 
ever passed any House of Representatives, except one. And yet 
you are called upon to rush through the House virtually without 
debate or right of amendment four bills involving an expenditure 
of $72,166,889.21. Yes, sir, the House is called upon to appropriate 
this vast sum of money without consideration and without dis- 
cussion in the face of the fact that we have ample time at our 
disposal. But, Mr. S. er, only one hundred and sixty minutes 
can possibly be employed under this rule either in support or 
criticism of these bills. There is no 8 offered for debate; 
no 1 offered to amend. hat madness, what folly, it 
is to talk of debating either of these bills in forty minutes, and 
without an opportunity to amend them. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, whither are we drifting? What has become 
of the traditions of our Government? Beginning with protesta- 
tions of the utmost anxiety for the safety and the welfare of the 
people, to protect them from improper burdens, here is a proposi- 
tion to take more than $72,000,000 from their hard-earned earnings 
without care or consideration, 148 members of this House never 
having even seen the bills—I think I am safe in making that asser- 
tion—148 members of this body, nearly a quorum, never having 
examined any of these bills that it is proposed to pass now without 
debate and without opportunity of amendment! 

Mr. LANHAM. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if it 
is not a fact that many of these items encountered serious opposi- 
tion in the House? 

Mr, HOLMAN. Why, of course; and one of these bills was 
pending in conference when Congress adjourned. It has never 
tinally passed the House at all. 

Mr. Speaker, it is interesting to see our Republican friends in- 
dorsing this policy in the face of the assertions they have been 
making to this country for the past few years—assurances of 
economy. What is the need for all of this haste? There is but 
one bill in this number that requires the slightest haste, and that 
is the eral deficiency bill. The appropriations embraced in the 
other three bills are not required until the ist day of next July. 
There is ample time for their consideration. There is no occasion 
for this hot haste. Where is your economy in public expendi- 
tures? Where are the promises you have made to the people of 
retrenchment? ` 

Is it possible, in the face of your promises, that the Republican 
side of this House intends to say to the country, We deliber- 
ately take up and pass, within a period of less than six hours, four 
great appropriation bills which have never even been opened by 
148 members nearly a quorum of the House—and involving over 
ane of eapon turet 

re , where are their 
e pea 
at one period in our country’s history. 


i of economy? Where is your 
teven for this? There was, of course, fearful temptation 
When the pillars of our 
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great Republic were tottering to their fall, and our people, with 
unexampled enthusiasm, were rushing forward to hold up the 
tottering fabric, a body of most patriotic and intelligent men— 
and I speak no word of disparagement of their successors—one of 
the most ag es and intelligent bodies of men that ever con- 
vened in this Hall, members during the whole period from July 4, 
1861, until virtually the close of the war, when the public safety 
often commanded extreme haste—no proposition was brought for- 
ward in the most perilous hour so arbitrary as this; never was 
there any intimation of such a measure of arbitrary haste as this 
propo measure; no bill was passed during that war period 
without due and ample consideration. And now, at a time of 
B peace, when there is no haste, you are called upon, 

emocrats and Republicans alike, to give your sanction to this 
extraordinary course of proceeding. Is this force measure an act 
of legislation? 

But gentlemen say that this Congress was convened in extraor- 
dinary session for aspecial purpose; that it was called for a special 
object—to revise the tariff. It stands on the same footing as an 
extraordinary session called by the predecessor of the present occu- 
pant of the Presidential chair, when he promised the people a com- 
plete remedy for all public evils then existing. I read with 
anxiety the President's message. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana has 


ired. 
Ar. HOLMAN. I would be very glad to have a minute longer. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will yield a half minute to my friend. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isay, Mr. Speaker, I have read the me of 
the President, showing as it does the extraordinary growth in 
public expenditures compared with the decline in the public rey- 
enues of the Government, and regretted that it contained no 
urgent appeal to Congress in behalf of economy, some word 
urging attention to the fact of the extravagance of Congress, for 
that extravagance has had a great deal to do with the fearful de- 
ficiency we are to meet. The thoughtful people are saying, gen- 
tlemen, that it is economy in Government expenditure, honesty in 

vernmental a yeh and not increased taxation that they 

emand, and while the President of the United States points out 
the growth in the deficits of the Government, he does not urgently 
suggest, as many of his illustrious predecessors have done, that 
there is a loud demand on the part of the people for economy in 
the public expenditures. 
e SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois occupy a 
portion of his time now? 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. NortHway]. 

Mr. NORT. AY. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry that there 
are not more members present to listen to the discussion of this 
question, I Sporehena that a cool and dispassionate consideration 
of the proposition will show nothing unnatural or improper in 
what is sought to be done by this resolution. 

Gentlemen on the other side object to the passage of appropria- 
tion bills in this way. If it were an origin question to take up 
and these appropriation bills in the Congress where they 
shouid be considered, there would be objection. But we must 
not forget that there are three bills, the sundry civil, the Indian, 
and the Agricultural appropriation bills, which have been acted 
upon by a Congress here which had jurisdiction of them, and if 
they had been signed by the President this Congress would have 
had no power.. Why? Because the . passed by that 
Congress would have been the law, and we would have been com- 

elled to yield to them. But we have a different condition here. 
The President failed to sign these bills. They come back, then, in 
their original shape. There is no new estimate of any of the 
Departments of the Government to be considered; there is no new 

roposition to be considered. That mere statement, that these 
Bins have passed one Congress where they originated, and which 
Congress had the right to consider and paes them, having failed 
the President's signature and have come back, is of itself sufficient 
to show that they need but little consideration at our hands. 

There is no political question involved in these bills. Itis said 
that this Congress ought not to submit to this, because it will take 
away from you the prerogative that belongs to you. Had the 
President performed his duty and signed the bills, this Congress 
would not have considered three of them, at all events. So that 
itis not a hardship to pass upon these bills,as the Fifty-fourth 
Congress passed them and sent them to the President. Every item 
had been considered by that Congress. All of the estimates. 

Mr. PEARSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. b 

Mr. PEARSON. Does the gentleman not remember that the 
sundry civil bill was not open to amendment? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iremember what the sundry civil bill was; 

es. I remember all about it; but nevertheless it passed the 

ouse and went to the Senate, and there it was considered. It 
was sent to conference, and the conference report was adopted, 


and it went to the President for his signature. Now, that is the 
fact with reference to three of the bills. The general deficiency 
bill was considered in the Fifty-fourth Congress, passed the House 
and went tothe Senate. A large number of amendments were 
attached to the bill by the Senate. A committee of conference 
was soporten by the Speaker, and that committee of conference 
considered all of these matters. It agreed tosome amendments 
and disagreed to others. It broughtin a report to this House, and 
that report was adopteđ. Every amendment that the House con- 
ferees agreed to was voted upon and adopted by the House, with- 
out division, in the Fifty-fourth Congress. peers amendment 
tacked on by the Senate and di to by the committee of con- 
ference was disagreed to by the House. 

Now, the general deficiency bill which comes here for this Con- 
gress to act upon is precisely the deficiency bill as it finall 
the House without division or question. Now, where is the hard- 
ship, I submit? aiy should we not gs these appropriation bills 
just as they passed the Fifty-fourth Congress, three of them sim- 
ply aing to become laws because they were not signed by the 

esiden 

Mr. PEARSON, Will the gentleman allow me? Will we not 
have abundant time after the 1st of April in which to consider 
these bills? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ican not enter upon a discussion in five 
minutes. I want to say tothe new members here that it does not 
take from you any prerogative, because if these bills had become 
laws in the last Congress you would have had nothing to do with 
them. They have been considered by the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
Now, why should we take weeks and months of time for the con- 
sideration of these bills, when there is not a new estimate to be 
submitted by any Department? There can be no new estimates 
until the regular session in December; and it is just a question 
whether these bills which failed by a technicality to become laws 
shall now become laws by the action of this Congress. It takes 
nothing from this Congress; it confers nothing upon the old. It is 
not a matter of disrespect to this Congress to pass these bills. It 
is simply to hasten matters and to save time and to do precisely 
what, if everything had been py done by the late President, 
would have left nothing for this Congress to do. So, I submit, it 
seems to me, that it is not an improper thing, it is no hardship, it 
is not a matter of disrespect to this Congress at all; but it is 
ie doing that which, it seems to me, ought to be done. 

r. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
take his time now? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not control of the time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire 
any more time? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. S er 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know it was arranged that the 
Missouri [Mr. DE ArmMonpD] should be recogniz The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MoMLLax] does not happen to be here, 
and I ask the Chair to recognize the gentleman from Missouri, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND.] 

Mr. BAILEY. For five minutes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, we are, very early in this 
Congress, about to do, in a very short time, a great deal of very 
important business. There has already been adopted a rule, 
under the operation of which the tariff bill will have passed this 
House by the last day of thismonth. Sometime will probably inter- 
vene between that date and the date of its passage by the Senate! 

There has been no indication or intimation so far as to the use 
to which the services of the members of this House shall be di- 
rected during that time. As was pertinently asked by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. PEARSON], and as was not 
answered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NortHway], through 
lack of time or a lack of material for an answer that would 
satisfactory, will there not be abundant time after the Ist of 
April, not for the hasty, pell-mell passage of these bills, but for 
their due consideration, and for their orderly passage after con- 
sideration? 

What is the spectacle which the majority of this House are 
invited to present to the country? Here are 344 pages of appro- 
priation bills, four of the thirteen great appropriation bills annu- 
ally passed, and the House is asked to dispose of them without the 
Ne uae to change a line, without the 3 coe any- 
thing but to vote them up or down, blindly; and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. NortHwavy] tells us that no hardship is involved 
in this procedure; that there is no disrespect to this House in the 
performance! It is matter of comparatively trifling concern, Mr. 
Speaker, as to the disrespect to this House or as to the hardship 
upon this House, But there are to be passed, for the people of 
this country to pay, larger appropriation bills than ever before, 
without the slightest iS babel for their representatives upon 
either side of the Chamber to consider them, without an oppor- 
tunity to amend a solitary item in any one of them. 


ntleman from 
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Mr. Speaker, there can be but one reason for this extraordinary 
procedure. It is not want of time. The one solitary reason is that 
these bills are of such a character that, if they could be submitted 
in the ordinary, orderly, regular way to themembers of this House, 


there is great fear on the part of those who have them in charge 
that they would fail in their present form—would be reformed into 
something less burdensome upon the country and less beneficial to 
special interests regarded by them. f 

In the closing days of the last Congress I had occasion to call 
the attention of the House to an item or two in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. Iwill again call the attention of the House to 
at Iasi oneitem. This bill, containing 138 pages, carrying more 
than $53,000,000, was put through the last House under whip and 

ur, without opportunity to amend a line of it. That was done, 
it was said, because there was not time for its consideration. 
Now it is to be done because there is time for its consideration, 
and you will not useit! [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 


cratic side.] 

I venture to say that legislative history will not produce a par- 
allel to the outrage of this legislation. Here is the greatest appro- 
priation bill of a 


the a dh Se bills, and the greatest of its 
class ever submitted to this House or to any other representative 
body ef free people. This bill is to be twice passed. Once when 
the session was well-nigh run, once when the session was just 
begun. Twice it is to be put through the House, without an op- 

rtunity for amendment, without opportunity for criticism. 
17 What plea? There is not even time given to state that. 

I will give you a sample item, and there are many others of a 
similar kind, and from such items it may easily be determined 
why this extraordinary spectacle is presented to the country. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DE ARMOND.. Give me two minutes more. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 
The gentleman desires that time, and I yield it to him. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Here is the item: 

To enable the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers to locate, establish, and construct_a branch of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers within the limits of the town of Dan- 
ville, in the cone of Vermilion, State of Illinois, and for each and every 
purpose connec with such erection, establishment, and construction, to 

immediately available, $150,000. 

Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

anville is the town in which lives the honored chairman of the 
late Appropriations Committee [Mr. Cannon], the gentleman who, 
I suppose, will be the chairman of the new Appropriations Com- 
mittee, if we are to have one. Every man who represents con- 
stituents in the Mississippi Valley, every gentleman within whose 
district lies an eligible point for this home—every one—consents 
to cut out his own people from competition for the location of this 
home, if, by his vote, he allows the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] , by virtue of the position which he had in the last House, 
and which it is presumed he will itn in this (I will not say 
with favor, but without right), to locate the soldiers’ home in the 
town of his residence. If it were left to the Board of Managers of 
the Soldiers’ Home to determine where, for the benetit of the peo- 
ple who pay the taxes, or for the comfort of the old soldiers who 
are to be provided for, that branch home should be located, then 
there would be an opportunity for 5 in the Mis- 
sissippi Valley to bid for the location, e result would be that 
Oe money would be saved to the country and a more eligible 
location than Danville would be found. 

That is only a sample, In order to pass this job and other jobs 
like it, this bill is to be hurried through in this way. Gentlemen 
upon the other side have the power; let them take the responsibility 
for its exercise in this arbitrary, outrageous way. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion? Will the effect of the adoption of this rule be to prevent 
every one of the 143 new members of this House from proposing 
ay amendment—— 

r. DEARMOND. Absolutely. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Upon the ditferent sections of the bill? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Upon any part of the four bills; and will 
also shut out all the old members. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Delaware. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, as a new member, under ordinary 
circumstances I should prefer not to speak, but to listen to those 
who have had experience here, and to learn, if possible, how to 
vote wisely and patriotically; but this rule, which forces four 
great appropriation bills to an immediate vote, brings me as a 
new member, necessarily, to my feet. If adopted, it will rob me 
and every new member of this House of all opportunity to vote 
intelligently. 

There are 148 new members of this House, members who were 
notin the last House. One hundred and twenty-two of us have 
never served in Congress before. These new members represent 
more than 25,000,000 people in this country who pay taxes, and 
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are therefore interested in the expenditure of the public money, 
Our people wish us in this Congress to be economical. Our reve- 
nues do not justify extravagance. I sat near by and heard our 
new President deliver his inaugural address; I heard him com- 
mend economy, and I heard the roar of approval with which the 
multitude greeted that utterance. Under present circumstances 
how can we new members have the least knowledge of the wisdom, 
of the justice, or of the economy of the provisions in these bills? 
But there is one thing that the new member does know. The 
new member knows that the Fifty-fourth Congress, which framed 
these bills that we are now called upon to vote for so hurriedly 
and without the privilege of amendment, was, to say the least, 
enerous, if not lavish, in its appropriations. We know at least 
that much. We know that the appropriations of that Congress, 
including these bills, footed up over $1,043,000,000. We know 
that of these particular bills which we are now called upon to 
pass three out of four are under suspicion. They are under the 
suspicion which attaches to a bill that passes both Houses of 
Congress and yet fails to meet the President’s approval. They 
are substantially in the attitude of vetoed bills. en the Presi- 
dent vetoes a bill, it takes two-thirds of the members of each House 
of Congress to pee it over his veto. It stands in a less favorable 
light than a bill introduced for the first time. Now, these bills 
come to us after being vetoed by the President of the United 
States, and that in the most fatal way, because they have received a 
pocket veto.” Yet gentlemen come in and ask of us to pass these 
bills by a majority vote without discussion, without opportunity 
for amendment, without any chance to defend theinterests of our 
constituents, 


Far be it from me, Mr. Speaker, to seek to cripple the public 
service by inadequate appropriations; but am I not entitled, is 
not every new member of this House fairly entitled, to an oppor- 
tunity to examine the provisions of these bills? I appeal to the 
older members of this House, to the gentlemen who framed these 
bills, and to those who became familiar with them in the last 
House, to give us new members some chance for discussion, some 
privilege of amendment, some opportunity for investigation, be- 

ore they force us to vote“ yes” or“ no“ on bills that carry $72,000,- 
000 in bulk. Why, Mr. Speaker, I wonder whether any legislative 
body in the history of the world ever yoted such a sum of money 
on such brief and inadequate discussion and consideration, These 
bills have never been considered by a committee of this House, 
We have as yet no Appropriations Committee to consider them, 
Seventy-two millions of dollars with one hundred and sixty min- 
utes of discussion! Nearly 8500, 000 a minute! The sundry civil 
bill alone carries $53,000,000, and it is proposed to pass it after 
forty minutes of discussion! Here we are to make the unparal- 
leled record in appropriation of a million a minute. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair kindly inform me 
how much time is left on the other side? 7 

The SPEAKER. The other side has six minutes remaining, 
and there are fifteen minutes remaining on this side, 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask the gentleman on the other side if he 
desires to use any further time? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will use it now if he de- 
sires to use it at all. I do not apprehend that I shall use all my 
time, and, as [am entitled to close the discussion, I would prefer 
that the gentleman should use his time now if he intends to use it. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Personally I do not desire to occupy any more 
time, but I yield three minutes to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Pearson]. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to be in- 
debted for time to the Democratic side of the House, because one 
of the main reasons of my opposition to this proposed rule is that 
it will force the passage of a bill which requires the Republicans 
of this Congress to give to Democrats a sugar bounty amountin 
to $1,085,000, which accrued after, after, after the Democrats had 
perpetrated the stupendous and ruinous folly of passing the Wil- 
son bill. [Laughter.] They re ed these bounties; they put 
themselves in a hole, and now ask us to pull them out when they 
have exhausted our means. 

But, as my time is very limited, I will simply say this: There 
are many items in these bills that ought to be considered on their 
merits. I have heard it said by a wise man that one bad is 
enough to spoil an entire omelet. There is one of these bills in 
which thirty-seven bad’eggs have been beaten up, and the nau- 
292 5 ae is more than can be thrust down my throat. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MIERS]. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am one of the 148 new 
members. We are asked to consider and to vote finally upon 
353 pages of printed matter, every line of which either votes, or 
goes to the voting of, the people's money for some purpose. These 

53 pages vote $73,000,000 for some purpose, an average of nearly 
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one-quarter of a million dollars to each line. What is the pur- 
po Iam told as a member of the minority, Tou shall neither 

ve time nor opportunity to read and determine for yourself 
what purpose these $73,000,000 are to be voted for.” A neighbor 
near me says that we are to vote on the faith that the bill passed 
the last House. For one, Mr. Speaker, as an humble member of 
the minority, entirely new here, with the suspicion of extrava- 


gance that attaches to the session of ge, ees just closed, I can 
not vote this money upon thatfaith. [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] 

I believe that as a Representative of a Congressional district on 
this floor, I have a right to cast my vote knowingly and on my con- 
science, andI will not give my vote to take $73,000,000 of the people's 
money on the dictation or the faith of some other gentleman or 
the action of some other session of Congress. Therefore, when, 
with full time at our disposal for the consideration of these meas- 
ures, we are asked to cut off debate and say that there shall be 
less than three hours allowed for the consideration and voting 
away of §73,000,000, I suspect there is some reason for this extraor- 
dinary haste. I shall be compelled, when voting upon the bill 
under a restriction of that kind, to vote against it, not knowing its 
contents. 42 7772 

Mr. Mc IN. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee Cox]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MeMit- 

oe 00 K. Mr. Speak I 155 for th oof saying onl 

s . Speaker, I rise for the purpose of sa; ya 
word, I think that this incoming Congress is ebe of the 
same rights as the Fifty-fourth Congress had; that we have a 
right as members of this Congress to examine these bills and 
scrutinize the appropriations which they contain. The members 
of this Congress are entitled now to exercise the same right which 
we exercised as members of the last Congress. If this proceeding 
is to go on—if the Fifty-fourth Congress is to dictate the policy 
of the Fifty-fifth—it seems to me it would have been better that 
the Fifty-fifth Co: had not been called to er and that the 
Fifty-fourth should have continued indefinitely to run the busi- 
ness of the Government. 3 

Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
e R S ed ILLIAM A, STONE]. 

Mr. WIL A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the task imposed on 
this House is simply to correct a mistake made by the late Presi- 
dent, who failed to sign the mody civil appropriation bill—a bill 
which was carefully considered by both Houses; carefully con- 
sidered in the first instance for more than three months by a sub- 
committee of the House; then considered for a long time by a 
committee of the Senate; then considered by the Senate itself, and 
finally considered for a week by a conference committee, and which 
was then allowed by the late President to fail because he did not 
choose to sign it. In proposing to pass this bill now, in the shape 

on by the two Houses in the last Congress, we are not 
attempting a high-handed piece of extravagance, but are simply 
undertaking to cure a PERA made by a President representing 
the gentlemen on the other side. 

These bills would not be changed if they were considered for 
three months more. The very items of this sundry civil bill which 
have been so strongly objected to were passed over the President's 
veto by a large majority (as they would be again), members upon 
both sides of the House voting for them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to caution this side of the House. 
The last vote showed 107 in the affirmative and 95 in the nega- 
tive—a narrow majority of only 12. Members on this side of the 
House should remain here, because by remaining here this after- 
noon they will save themselves the trouble of remaining here for 
the next three months in the consideration of these appropriation 

bills. These bills do not properly belong to this House. They 
were the creatures of the last House, which spent full time upon 
their consideration. We are now forced to do the unpleasant 
duty of patching up the failures of the last Administration. 
Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I appeal to members on this side of the 
House to remain in their seats and vote for these bills and dispose 
of them. The bills will come back later on from the conference 
committees; this is not the last opportunity we shall have to act 
u a them. There will be time enough to consider them—plenty 
me. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a word in conclusion, and then I 
shall be ready for a vote. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. ares) well says, these bills were fully consid- 
ered at the late session of Congress. And I want to say another 
thing. As the sundry civil bill has received criticism at the hands 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE Armonp], who does not 
know anything about the bill, and never will know anything 

_about it [laughter], I want to say (measuring my words) that 
that bill, if you exclude the river and harbor and the sugar- 
bounty items, is the best, the most economical sundry civil bill 
that has passed in twenty years. $ 

I said “exclude the river and harbor items,” A majority of this 
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House does not want to exclude those. They are in this bill in 
pursuance of law, passed a year ago, passed over the late President's 
veto; and the great bulk of them are deserving items. Substan- 
Haly, Miey are subject only to the criticism that the Treasury may 
not be, and probably is not, in the condition now that it-ought to 
be for so great an expenditure. But the nditure is authorized 
by law, and it was to meet the law and the contracts that this 
sundry civil appropriation bill was passed. 

en MoMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question right 

ere 


Mr. CANNON, Yes, if it is brief. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It will be brief and pemen to the bill. 
Did not the gentleman put through that bill in the closing hours 
of the last session under a suspension of the rules and without 
allowing members a right toamend, on the ground that there was 
no time then for the deliberate consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Two weeks before the last session closed—it 
has been done many times before at short sessions of Congress— 
this bill was ed by the Honse under asuspension of the rules. 
Two-thirds of the House passed it against the kick“ of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, as I believe a majority of this House will 
sit 5 this order cir his! kick.“ j 

. MCMILLIN. One other question. 

Mr. CANNON. I prefer not to yield. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Lask the gentleman to yield on just one point 
upon which, as I think, he has misled the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; ask the question quickly. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I will do so. The gentleman has said that 
the appropriations in this sundry civil bill are to fulfill provisions 
of existing law. Is there any existing law to authorize the con- 
struction of a soldiers’ home at the gentleman’s own town? 

Mr. CANNON, Yes; there is existing law that authorizes the 
care of disabled Union soldiers. [Laughter.] There is a report 
from the Board of Managers of the National Soldiers’ Home that 
more quarters of this character ought to be provided. 

Mr. MCMILLIN rose. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield. 

There is a 7 from the Committee on Military Affairs. of the 
last Con, t this home ought to be built, and ordered it built 
at Danville, The late Congress so thought, and passed the bill in 


thatform. [Applause on the Republican sey. And Iam going 
to ask this one to pass it, the gentleman from Tennessee and the 
gentleman from Missouri and other “kickers” to the contrary 


aie (Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Now, gentlemen, in conclusion, what have we before us? They 
say this is an “extraordinary” proposition. Well, this is an ex- 
traordinary session of Congress. [Laughter.] The late Admin- 
istration was an extraordinary Administration, [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] It found the country at the 
high flood of prosperity and left if in the deep rut of damnation. 
[Renewed laughter and applause on the Republican side.] The 
people distrusted you last fall, and in November said that you 
should right about face. [Applause.] 

aisha Mr, Speaker, with a new President, with a new Adminis- 

on—— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona (interrupting). And new methods, 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; with new methods, and new men to en- 
force them, who have the courage of their convictions. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] What this country needs, and what it 
is going to have, is action along the whole line laid down. The 
people of this country want it, and they want it now, and the 
want it badly. res aes on the Republican side.| And tha 
God, the Republican party always when clothed with power has 
had the courage of its convictions, and it will not fail at this time. 
We have already made the order for consideration of the reve- 
nue bill. Gentlemen on the other side objected, and they scolded. 
I wish [had my ‘chestnut bell“ to ring on them on these occa- 
sions. [Laughter and applause.] But the great sin, to them, was 
then committed, 

Now, what is the position? With these bills, well considered, 
good bills, and with the exception of the river and harbor items, 
as I have said, having the approval in the late session of that intel- 
ligent and able gentleman from Texas, Governor SAYERS, who 
does know about the sundry civil bill [applause]. we believe that 
it is the duty of the hour, that it is a duty incumbent upon us, 
without delay to pass these bills in that same shape. hc ere 
Pass them new, pass them promptly, and I trust the Senate wi 
pass them without the dotting of an i“ or the crossing of a t.“ 
and send them down to a President who will have the courage 
Side. to veto them or sign them. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

But, Mr. Speaker, suppose our friends on the other side should 
take command. In the frst place, there is not enough of them. 
1 The people did not appreciate their fitness. [Laugh- 

.] They did not send enough of you here. They sent you back 
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in the minority, and you are not responsible for the present legis- 
lation. They could not safely trust you. We have come now to 
make the laws and assume the responsibility for our action. But 
suppose you had your way, what would happen No Speaker of 
a vase just beginning, a new House, could place the committees 
short of some three to four weeks, and do it intelligently. f 

Now, the Indian Committee makes up the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; the Agricultural Committee makes up the ltural 
bill; the Appropriations Committee the sundry civil and deficiency 
bills. No man in less than a month can place the House intelli- 
gently upon these important committees, and then if our friends 
on the other side had their way, day in and day out, month in 
and month out, we would go along, debating all of these items 
until finally, in some manner or other, we would get the bill 
through the House and go to the Senate, where they would talk 
and talk; there would be a disagreement between the two Houses 
on added amendments, and final conferences between the two 
Houses; and, measuring my words, Mr. Speaker, no one of these 
bills would be any better than it is now, and with a good, fair 
chance for all of them being much worse. [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

ow, I am responsible for my actions. I appeal to the country, 
and will take the consequences. I am y to help write the 
tariff bill upon our laws, and to help pass these appropriation 
bills that the late President ought to have signed promptly, and 
we will be away from here before the dog days come. [Applause. ] 
And if our Democratic friends and our Populist friends want to 
stay throngh the dog days, let them stay by themselves and love 
each 3 [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, 
that we gave them additional time for discussion the under- 
standing that they would not delay the passage of these bills. 

Mr. McMILLIN. On the contrary, I tell you now that I made 
no such promise. We asked additional time to discuss this rule. 

Mr. DERSON. We gave you additional time with the 
understanding 

Mr. McMIL I deny any understanding. 

Mr. HENDERSON. All right; we will know how to treat you 
the next time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When we are — to face a matter of 
public concern so important as this, we do not feel at liberty to 

e unwarranted concessions. 

Mr. HENDERSON. All right, if the gentleman insists, let us 
have the yeas and nays. I demand the yeas and nays myself. 

Mr. Mo LIN. And you shall have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BAILEY. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply desired the ee of 
saying to my friend from lowa that he misunderstands if he sup- 

that the agreement reached the passage of the resolution. 
Ti was only on ordering the previous question that such an agree- 
ment was made. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to say to my friend from Texas 
that when it is absolutely certain, when the vote is taken, that the 
resolution is to be carried, after twenty minutes’ additional time 
has been given to that side, good faith, it seems, does not warrant 
this further delay in demanding the yeas and nays: What the 
House needs and what we must have now is prompt action. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman must realize that we could not 
bind ourselves to such a proposition as that under these circum- 
stances. [Cries of“ Regular order!“ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BAILEY. The regular order was demanded. [Cries of 
“ Regular order!” 

The SPEA. Tho regular order is demanded. As many 
as favor the passage of the resolution will, when their names are 
paa say ‘‘aye;” those opposed, “no.” The Clerk will call the 
ro 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 174, nays 117, 
not voting 62, as follows: 


A8 —171. 
Adams. Bennett, Burton, Cousins, 
Alexander, cn. Butler, Crump, 
Arnold, Bishop, Cannon, _ Crany ~ 
Barber, Capron, Curtis, Iowa, 
Barham, Bouteille, Chickering; Cu 
Barney, rewster, Clark, lows 
Barrows. Broderick, Clarke, N. H. Danford, 
Bartholdt, Bromwel Cochrane, N.Y. Davenport, 
7 ro Godding, Davey, 

Belford, —.— Goole. j Davi dee 

o; rownlow, 5 
Belknap, Corliss, Dingley, $ 


Doliver; Howe, M 4 Sperry, 
Dorr, Howell, Morr 8 
Dovener, ull, Mudd, Steele, 
Eddy, Huriey; Northway, Stevens, Minn. 
Ellis, Jenkins, Otjen, Stewart, N. J. 
Evans, Johnson, Ind. Overstreet, Stewart, Wis. 
Fenton, Johnson, r, Stone, C. W. 
scher, Joy, 0. Stone, W. A. 
Fletcher, Kerr, Pearce, Mo. Strode, Nebr. 
Foote, Ketcham, er. Sturtevant, 
so Kirkpatrick, Pitney, Sulloway, 
Fowler, N. J. Knox, rowers, Tawney, 
Gardner, Lacey, Prince, ‘Tayler, Ohio 
Gibson. Landis, Tongue, 
Gillet, N. Y. Littauer, 8 EB, Updegraff, 
Gillett, Mass, Lo ry v. Van Voorhis, 
Graff, Loud, Reeves, Wadsworth, 
Griffin, Lovering, Robe La. Walker, Mass. 
Grosvenor, Lybrand, Royse, Walker, Va. 
rout, sine Russell, Wanger, 
Hager, eDi d, Sauerhering, Warner, 
Hamil Melntire, Shannon, Weaver, 
Hawley, hon, Shattue, Tormod 
Heatwole, U. Shelden, White, 
Hemenway, Marsh, sherman, White, N. © 
or son. der, Smith. III. Wilber, 
Henry, Conn. M th. S. il 
Henry. Ind. Meyer, La, Smith, Wm. Alden Wilson, N. Y. 
Hilborn, Miller, Snover, Wrig 
Mills, Southard, Yost. 
Hit Minor, ath 
Hop Mitchell, Spalding, 
NAYS—117. 
Adi o Armond, Lester, Sayers, 
Allen, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Ga. Settle, 
Bailey, Vries, Linney, Shuford, 
Baker, IL Docke 8 ot 
er, ry, ms, 
Bankhead; neen N Nc br Se 7 
Zrmen È! yden, 
Barlow, tzpatri —— Smith. Ky. 
Boll. Fleming, McCulloch, gs, 
Benton, Fowler, N. C. McDowell, rk, 
Bland, Fox. MeMillin, Stephens, Tex. 
Bodine, Gaines, cRue, tokes, 
Botkin, Griggs, Maddox. it. 
Brantley, Gunn, Maguire. Strowd, N. O. 
Brewer, dy; Mars! livan, 
Brucker, Hay, Maxwell, Sutherland, 
Brandidge, Henry, Miss. Meekison. Talbert, 
Burke, Henry, Tex. Miers, Ind. Tate, 
Campbell, Hinrichsen, Moon, Taylor, Ala. 
Car Holman, Ogden, ‘erry, 
Clardy, Howard, Ala. Osborne, š 
Clark, Mo. ward, Ga. v. Underwood. 
Opio Hunter, Pearson, Vincent, 
C m, Mo. Kelley, Pierce, Tenn. er, Ala. 
Cooney, Kitchin, Plowman, Wheeler, Ky. 
Cooper, Tex, Knowles, en, Miss, 
3 z 
m dgely, 
oO i Latimer, obe 
Davis, Lentz, Robinson, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—£2. 
Acheson, Cowherd, Kulp, 
Ba k, Dayton, Lewis, Wash. Rixey; 
Baker, Md. Epes, Loudenslager, Robbins, 
Barrett, — — Ae 1 
0 tzgerald, 0 1. mpkins, Mass, 
Bennan Pa Greene, eCa Bparkanen, 
— Grow; McEwan, Sulzer; 
Bradley, mer, MoLaurin, son. 
Brenner, Ohio Hartman, Mahany, Vandiver. 
Brosius, Hepburn, Martin. Vehslage, 
Brumm. Hicks, Milliken Ward, 
Castle, Hooker, Newlan Wilson, S. G 
Catchings, Jett, Norton, Young, Pa. 
Colson, Jones, Va. Odell, Young, Va. 
Connolly, Jones, Wash. Olmsted, 
Cooper, Wis. Kleberg, Parker, N. J. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For this day: 

Mr. Corson with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. Kone with Mr. Youne of Virginia. 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. MCLAURIN. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. COWBERD. 

Mr. BARTLETT (having previously voted). Mr. Speaker, I 
am paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. SIMPKINS 
and therefore withdraw my vote. I voted in the negative, an 
the tieman from Massachusetts Mr. SIMPKINS, if present, 
would have voted in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence indefi- 
nitely, on account of sickness in my family, 
There was no objection. 
SUNDRY CIVIL.APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER. In accordance with the resolution, the first 


‘bill to be considered is the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations 


for sun civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
suite 9825 30, 1898, and for other purposes. The Chair will 
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recognize the N from Illinois [Mr. CaN NON] and the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to control the time. 

Mr. CANNON. should be glad to have my friend from 
Texas [Mr. Sayers] take such time as he wishes. I do not want 
to talk now. 

Mr. SAYERS. I shall want the time allowed on this side, 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think I shall use all my time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then you will not yield to anyone else? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I should not like to say that, because, 
although nobody has indicated any desire to use any time on this 
side, still some one might do so, and I might want to yield. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, there should be no partisan con- 
sideration or discussion of this measure. It is an appropriation 
bill on which we are called to pass, and gentlemen on both sides 
of this Chamber ought to be alike interested in the passage of such 
appropriation bills only as are necessary to an economical an 
efficient administration of the Government. 

This bill carries a sum total of more than $53,000,000, more than 
$50,000,000 of which has never been considered by this House, 
either at the present session or at the past session of the last Con- 
gress. Bear that in mind, if you please, that this bill, to the 
extent of $50,000,000 and more, has never been considered by the 
representatives. of the people, either in this House or at the last 
session of the last Congress. 

Gentlemen who were members of the last Congress will re- 
member that when this bill was called up for consideration, instead 
of being considered item by item, the rules were suspended and 
only twenty minutes allowed on each side. No member was per- 
mitted to offer an amendment to the bill. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], and other gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber, have found fault with the late President for not signing 
this bill. The President did right. He should have had time for 
the consideration of this bill, being required to affix his signature 
to it in order that it might become a law. 

Now, when did the sundry civil bill pass this House? On the 
15th day of February. At the last session of the Forty-third Con- 

ess the sundry civil bill passed the House on the 25th day of 
1 three weeks in advance of the bill which we are now 
considering. This bill reached the President but a few hours 
before the tinal adjournment of the last Congress, as also did two 
other bills embraced in this order, while the general deficiency 
bill did not reach him at all. Fifty-three million dollars, cover- 
ing about 1,000 different items, and covering 138 pages of printed 
matter! Suchis the character of the bill on which you are called 
to vote, and I say now, if this House had the opportunity to con- 
sider this measure item by item, there are more than $5,000,000 
of it which would certainly go out of the bill. Let us briefly con- 
sider some of the items. How many votes do gentlemen think the 
single item for the payment of the sugar bounty, amounting to 
$1,080,000, would receive in this House? And yet they are called 
upon to vote for that item, as well as for other items which are 
not absolutely necessary for the support of the Government. 

Take the items for rivers and harbors, for instance, amounting 
to more than $19,000,000, some of them exceedingly objectionable. 
Yet we must vote for them also. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] says that, because of the fact that these items were 

rovided for in the river and harbor bill which passed during the 
fast Congress, this Congress should make 1 to carry 
on these works, whether worthy or unworthy. In this I differ 
from the gentleman from Illinois. It is the duty of this Congress, 
if the legislation of the 7 has been bad, to 
it at once, and not to ratify it by appropriations. Besides, Mr. 
5 er, not one of the contracts which were provided for in the 
river and harbor bill of the last Congress has yet gone into effect, 
because the law distinctly provides that no contract under that 
bill should go into effect until the Ist day of July next. 

Now, this Congress has the opportunity now and here to initiate 
a reform in the matter of expenditures. It is within the power 
of this House, if it will only do it, to prevent this azo r ex- 

nditure of public money, and to say to the people of the United 
Btates that Congress will face right about from the extravagance 
of the last Congress, and shape its appropriations so as to fall 
within the current revenues of the Government. When this bill 
was before the House at the last session of the last Con „a plea 
was used that we had not sufficient time to consider the bill item 
by item. We have the timeto-day. Under the order just adopted 
the tariff bill will have passed the House by the ist day of April, 
and from the 1st day of April until the 30th day of June, when 
these appropriation bills, except the general deficiency, will _ 
come operative, we will have time to consider and pass these bills. 

Mr. PEARSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. : 

Mr. PEARSON. What could we ibly be doing between 
the Ist of April and the time when the Senate passes the 
bill? What occupation will we have without committees? 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman can answer that question as 
well as I; but if he can not answer it let him ask the Committee 
on Rules, and they will advise him. [Laughter.] Public build- 
ings. Why, in this bill there are more than a dozen such items 
which would go out on a point of order, embracing large sums of 
money. Bounty on sugar. More than $1,040,000 which would 
not receive the approval of this House. 

Mr.OGDEN. Willthe gentlemanallow metoask him aquestion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. OGDEN. How do you know it would not receive the ap- 
probation of this House? What authority have you for making 
that statement, even from the Democratic side? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have this authority, that when the $5,000,000 
was appropriated in the closing hours of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding that it had the support of a 
gentleman prominent in this House and who had been selected to 
be Postmaster-General, it only carried the House by about four or 
five votes. I take it that the sentiment of the country has not 
changed in this respect; and my judgmentis that if left to a yea- 
and-nay vote, that item would not stay in this bill. Such, Mr. 
Speaker, is this bill. 

Now, gentlemen, are you going to vote for it? Every member 
that votes for this bill, not knowing its contents, is responsible for 
its passage; and he can not plead that it was in the closing hours 
of a session, and that it was n to pass this bill in this 
manner in order to provide means for the support of the Govern- 
ment. But we have another body in this Congress; and I trust 
that that other body will give this bill the consideration which it 
ought to receive. Fifty-three millions of dollars. and three more 
bills following, aggregating a sum total of more than $72,000,000! 
There are 142 members in this House who were not members of 
the last House, and who, therefore, have not had the opportunity 
to even read this bill. 

I will supplement the statement by another that there are those 
who were members of the last House of whom not one in ten has 
ever had an ee as to read it. It comes here reported by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], not considered by the 
Committee on Appropriations, for there is no such committee. It 
is reported by hi f; and gentlemen of the majority are urged 
to vote for its passage upon the statement made by him that the 
bill is in everything correct. I am not going too far to say that 
if the gentleman from Illinois pe Cannon] had the preparation 
of this bill and was responsible for it, carrying as it does more 
than $53,000,000, it would not carry over $43,000,000. The gentle- 
man from Illinois knows well how these items were discussed, 
especially those aggregating $18,000,000 and more for the improve- 
ment of the rivers and harbors; and it was with extreme reluc- 
tance, I will do justice to the gentleman from Illinois to say, that 
these were put upon this bill in the last Congress. 

Now, one word about the river and harbor contracts, in order 
that the minds of gentlemen may be disabused of the misinforma- 
tion which has been given them. There is no necessity, either 
from a legal or moral standpoint, for making the appropriation 

or the rivers and harbors authorized in the last river and harbor 
act. By the terms of that bill the contracts were subject to appro- 
priations to be made by Congress from time to time. And, fur- 
ther, no one of these contracts was to go into operation until the 
ist day of July next. 
. Speaker, I have said about all I care to say upon this sub- 
ject. Gentlemen on the other side are as deeply interested in this 
matter as the minority; and I warn them. It is true they are here 
to-day by more than fifty majority over all the others combined; 
but let them remember that a majority almost as large in the 
Fifty-first Congress was overthrown by the penile. In the Fifty- 
third Congress the appropriations were nearly $60,000,000 less 
than they were in the past Congress, including these four bills. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. How did the appropriations of the 
Fifty-second Congress compare with the appropriations of the 
Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr.SAYERS. Theappropriations of the Fifty-second Congress 
were less than the appropriasions of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I always understood the contrary. 

Mr. SAYERS. They were less; and when the Fifty-third Con- 

ess was assembled they fell some 838.000, 000 more. 

I wish to say this for the information of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and I say it in all good faith, because he and I are alike 
interested in an efficient and economical administration of this 
Government. No man regretted more than I to see these contracts 
authorized by the last Congress, because I believe that if these con- 
tracts had not been authorized, the appropriations of the last Con- 
gress would have fallen below those of the Fifty-third Congress by 
at least $25,000,000, and this Congress could have easily carried on 
the reform; and instead of 3 a billion dollars or more 
a year we would expend not excee 


ing $450,000,000 for the fiscal 
year nS une 30, 1899. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman does not under- 
stand me as favoring extravagant appropriations, I hope. 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is going to vote for this resolu- 
tion, is he not? 
Does that imply that I am in favor 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
of extravagant appropriations? 

Mr. SAYERS. To that extent his vote establishes the fact that 
he is in favor of extravagant appropriations: > 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. ill the gentleman gn us any 
guaranty that by delay we can get a less extravagant bill? : 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe so. I have such confidence in this 
House that I believe if the bill were subjected to its consideration, 
item by item, the bill would be at least from five to seven millions 
less than it is to-day. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman may speak with 
some authority for the House; but how about the Senate? 

Mr. SAYERS. No appropriation bill can pass unless the House 
gives its consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. We all know what that means. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, there will follow after this 
pill a deficiency bill amounting to more than $3,000,000, Follow- 
ing that will come the Indian bill, carrying more than $7,000,000, 
and next will come the Agricultural bill, with more than $3,000,000. 
These four bills, aggregating $72,000,000, which this House is to 
pass on to-da and to-morrow without considering a single item 

8 the hammer fell.] i 

. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the time is twenty minutes on a 

side, I believe? 

The SPEAKER. It is twenty minutes on a side. 

Mr. CANNON. If the House will give me its attention, I think 
I can get through in less than ten minutes with what I desire to 
say about this bill. The bill does carry, in round numbers, 
$53,000,000. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. ; 
Mr. KELLEY. Being a new member, I wish to ask the gentle- 
man to explain why it is that the majority does not choose to give 


more time for the consideration of these bills? 

Mr. CANNON. Was my friend here during the discussion on 
the adoption of the special order that we are proceeding under? 

Mr. LLEV. I was here part of the time. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman did me the honor to listen to 
my remarks on the adoption of the special rule, he must have 
heard my statement of the reasons for urgency; and now, Mr, 
80 er, I want to give what time I do occupy to the consideration 
of this bill. It does carry 

Mr. KELLEY. I listened attentively to your remarks, but I 
failed to find any reason given therein why we should not have 
ample time for the consideration of these measures. 

r. CANNON.: Well, I never contracted to give my friend the 
ability to discover or recognize a good reason. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought so. 3 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there are some items in this bill 
which, if I could have my way, I would leave out. 

Mr. PEARSON, What are they? 
ect CANNON. One of them is a million dollars for sugar 

unty. 

Mr. PEARSON. If that were left out, I should feel better. 

Mr. CANNON. But what is the history of that million dollars 
for sugar bounty? That was put on the bill by a Senate amend- 
ment. The history of it is this: Just about the time the Wilson 
bill passed, the Louisiana Representatives, who were Democrats, 
“kicked.” [Laughter.] Previous to that time their constituents 
had been getting a sugar bounty, and the Wilson bill repealed 
the bounty. That bill put a duty upon foreign sugars because 
the Democrats wanted to take care of their Democratic constitu- 
ents. In the McKinley Act we gave free sugar and gave a bount; 
to promote the sugar industry at home. I opposed the bill whic 
gave $5,000,000 asa gratuity, while at the same time it had enacted 
the tariff on sugar contained in the Wilson bill, but the House 
was Democratic and the five-million appropriation passed. It 
turned out that that $5,000,000 was not enough to cover the class 
of claims that it was designed to cover. It lacked one million. 

Mr. PEARSON. But the extra million accrued after the Dem- 
ocratic party had the Wilson tariff bill. 

Mr. CANNON, It lacked a million of being enough, and now 
on the Senate side an appropriation of a million dollars is put into 
this bill, and that appropriation is on all fours with the five mil- 
lions previously appropriated. I objected to that item when it 
came back here as a Senate amendment, but this House, after dis- 
cussion, voted it. I opposed it with what little power I could 
command, but I amounted to about as much as a small willow 
stalk in the presence of a cyclone. [Laughter.] And now, does 
rps: He i that if the matter were tried again there would 
be any different conclusion? If the five millions for sugar bounty 
was right, then this extra million is right. The five millions was 
paid. The sugar men got their money. So much for that. 

The gentleman says there are river and harbor items here that 
he does not like. There are river and harbor items here that I do 
not like. He says that if this bill were considered in the House 


now the appropriations would be $5,000,000 less. Well, there are 
many items in this bill that are subject to points of order, tech- 
nic; speaking. The appropriation for the Kentucky River is 
one of them. Thatwas in the riverand harbor bill, but there was 
a mistake in the provision, so that there could be no effective ap- 
permoni following existing law. The Senate amended this 

ill in that particular, and the House concurred in the Senate 
amendment. Then there are four dams on the Ohio River in re- 
gard to which the same may be said. The House concurred in 
the Senate amendments. ose provisions would be subject to 
points of order. We could in that way get rid of them in the first 
instance. But I be the Senate would put them back, and 
after the Senate had put them back a House of Representatives 
in favor of internal improvements would concur in the Senate 
amendments. There is another provision, that for Oakland Har- 
bor, California—a real harbor. t would be subject to a point 
of order, there haying been a mistake in the river and harbor bill 
in regard to that item. In substance, Oakland Harbor and the 
several improyements I have named areincluded in the legislation 
mee which these other appropriations are made, but technically 
not. 

Now, the honorable gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Hanpy] 
made his first appearance here a few moments ago. What is his 
opposition to this bill? We take care in this bill of the Delaware 
Breakwater. Does that grieve him? Does that cut him to the 
heart? We do not take care of Wilmington. While there was 
a provision for Wilmington in the river and harbor bill, the pro- 
vision was so defective in form and in substance that the Engineer 
ups said that they could not spend the money if we appropri- 
ated it, and the Senate did not amend the bill in that particular. 
Is that what is the matter with the new member from Delaware? 
[even Oh, I sometimes, in the discussion of these matters 

e to cut down through the muscle and get into the marrow, and 
see whether men are performing to the galleries or whether there 
is some real trouble. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], whom I compli- 
ment as being a good legislator, as having been a good, careful 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in Congresses past, 
when his party was in power—a gentleman who was a leading 
member of the minority in the late Congress—signed this con- 
ference report; he blessed this bill, with the exception, substan- 
tially, of the sugar bounty and some items for rivers and harbors 
that he said ought not to be in the bill and which he thought were 
extravagant. 
aes ae The gentleman does not wish to mislead the 

ouse 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman mean to say that I signed 
the conference report in favor of concurring in the sugar bounty 
and in those river and harbor items? 

cis CANNON. Oh, no; the House concurred in those amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. Ido not want the gentleman to con- 
ve oe . reas that I gave my assent to those items. 

.O ON. If my language conveyed any such impression 
I take it back. I had no such intention. My friend knows that I 
would not willingly, for the thousandth part of a second, place 
him in a wrong light. 

Now, what is the fact? The river and harbor items, talk as you 
please, are substantially in ee of the law which was en- 
acted at the first session of the last Congress; and the appropria- 
tions here follow that existing law. That is all there is of it. 
said then, and I have said since, that while in favor of internal 
improyements, I believed we were going too fast—too fast purely 
because Uncle Sam’s breeches and vest were not meeting under 
the late Democratic Administration. That is all. [Laughter.] 
That was my objection. But that matter is past and done. The 
law is enacted. ny contracts have been made; and we are now 
making . for the next fiscal year to begin on the Ist 
day of next July. 

ut, says my friend, the President did right in not signing these 
bills; there was no time. Let us see about that. Take the Agri- 
cultural Appropriation bill. It went to the President on the 25th 
day of February. There were seven days that he set that enor- 
mous person of his square on that Agricultural bill [laughter]— 
within three days of the constitutional limit. Speaking of him 
respectfully, I say it was his duty, aided as he was by his whole 
Cabinet, to send that bill back with his approval or his veto. He 
did neither. 

Oh, but, says my friend, these great bills went to him in the 
last days of the session. So do these bills generally. These bills 
were as prompt in the late session as they have been on the average 
within the last quarter of a century. 

Gentlemen say that the President had no time to read these bills. 
What is his Cabinet for? What is every chief of bureau for? 
What is every chief of division for? When bills are introduced 
here and pass the House and the Senate it is the business of the 
Executive to keep track of them. And there are in the city of 
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many people—in the main, skilled people—whose 
duty, whose expert duty, it is on demand to give the President 
full information. Why, sir, the late President could not have 
examined one of these bills in five days, if he had been obliged to 
examine it all by himself and exhaust the merits of it. [Laugh- 


ter.] In this remark, I am speaking respectfully. 

Now, if you gentlemen think that these river and harbor appro- 
priations are too large, vote down this bill, but if you vote it down, 
recollect one thing: It means, if you make that vote effective, that 
yon turn round and repeal the river and harbor bill twelve 
months ago, where contracts have not been made. And I know 
that you could not repeal one tithe of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman mean to say that if we fail 
to make appropriations to carry out this contract work, it will 
have the effect of repealing the law to which he refers? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Isaid that, if you do not make these 8 
tions in pursuance of law, because they are improvident or use 
(the object being worthy) the appropriations go too far, then the 
necessary thing to do, in order to be consistent and effective, is to 
turn round and repeal the legislation of a year ago. That is what 
I said. 

Now, Mr. S. „I try to talk about these appropriation bills 
from the standpoint of fact, and as a practical man. Mere fancy 
does not go when you come to matters of 9 Youcan 
‘*vex the ear” and fill the Recorp. But, what you want is — 
common-sense facts in this connection. My friend from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS] also 2 from the standpoint of facts, and I am 
willing to take what he says about the bill on its consideration, in 
the conference reports and elsewhere, and abide by it. 

Now, Mr. S r, I do not want to take any more time. In 
conclusion, I a want to state to the House that there are four 
of these bills. This bill has got to be read as soon as I quit talk- 
ing. It will take an hour or an hour and a half to read it, and 
then the vote. Then this bill is to be followed by the deficiency 
bill—forty minutes for debate on that—and that has got to be 
read; then after the debate of forty minutes, a vote, so that it will 
take from now until 10 or 11 o'clock to pass the two bills. If we 
sit right along and pass them, 8 our quorum here, then 
to-morrow we can pass the other two bills; and it is necessary, 
let me say, to finish this order to-day and to-morrow, so that on 
Monday we can take up the revenue bill under the special order 
made before this was made. [Applause.] And I will ask the 
House—this side of the House—as the House is new, to try the 
experiment of one night session and let us get this order executed; 
let us get this driftwood that has come down to us from the last 
Administration, representing its shortcomings, out of the way. 


[Laughter. 8 

Mr. SA . Does the gentleman call an expenditure of 
$72,000,000 „ driftwood?” i 

Mr. CANNON. The $72,000,000 is tocarry on this Government, 
and it ought to have passed in the last Congress. But as it did 
not, we propose to pass it now. It furnishes the water to the 
machinery where it ought to be furnished. 

Mr. RICHARDSON: . The gentleman from Illinois undertakes 
to put the responsibility on the late Administration for the failure 
of the passage of these bills? 


Mr. CANNON. Ido. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does not the gentleman know that the 
deficiency bill did not even the conference committee? How 
can you hold that Administration responsible for the failure to 

that bill, when it never passed the House and never reached 
Bim? Will the gentleman answer that? How can he be respon- 
sible? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, who has the time, the gentleman 
or I? 28 its 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for 
that inquiry. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will content his soul in 
patience, in good time I will answer his ing A — 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I hope the gentleman will do so. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman be seated? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask, How is it possible that the late 
Executive can be held 8 for the failure of the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, which never passed either House? 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the gentleman has asked his question, 
and I will answer it. That bill is to immediately follow, in its 
consideration, this one, and will be up for discussion after this—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, but ; 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Oh, but” I decline to yield. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a word? 

Mr. CANNON. In a minute I Will. 

In the second place, I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 


that the three A eee eee e 
„ President of the United States and did not 
receive 


Now, as to the deficiency bill, the House such a bill, pure 
and simple, and clean, under the rules of the House. The Senate 
amended it by putting on proper items certified to that body 
after we had it. Then it put on 90 of amendments 
part of them Bowman Act cases, part old e that had danced 
for two generations about Washington and been condemned time 
and time again by every accounting officer andevery court having 
eee and the Senate wove them in all together in this bill. 

y tried to have the necessities of the Government for the public 
service carry through those 90 pages of amendments, and under 
such humble leadership as I was able to furnish, supplemented— 
or rather I should say under the leadership of the gentleman 
from Texas, supplemented by myself and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. NortHway]—we resisted those 90 pages of amendments 

ughter], and the House stood by us. And if my friend from 
ennessee wants to know further in reference to the Senate bill, 
or the Senate amendments to which I have referred, or any ap- 
propriation bill that I have the honor to be connected with, I give 
notice that I will give him full information on that point when 
the proper time comes, and will resist improper amendments as 
long as I have the power to do so. 

r. RICHARDSON. But that is not what the gentleman said. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman find fault with the Presi- 
dent for not akong the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, . 


Mr. SAYERS. Then permit me to venture the prediction that 
the President of the United States will not sign it if it goes to him 
in its present shape. I do not believe he would do so. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have great confidence in my friend 
from Texas, but I would never shoot him fora prophet. aa 
ter and 5 The President of the United States must per- 
form his duties for himself as he sees them. We perform ours 
for ourselves. Along the line of that duty, I ask for the reading 
of this bill, giving notice to this side of the House that Lam going 
to ask them to stay until we pass the sundry civil bill and the 
deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the bill. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to interrupt the reading just long 
enough to state that there is a misunderstanding among the mem- 
bers of the House. Many gentlemen think that we are to take a 
recess at 5 o'clock, If the House will be with me, we shall stay 
here until this bill and the deficiency bill are disposed of. Other- 
wise we can not get through to-night. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, And take no recess. 

Mr. CANNON. And take no recess. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It will save three months’ time in 
hot weather, gA 

The Clerk pen with the reading of the bill. 


At 5 o’clock p. m., 8 
Mr. ALLEN said: Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). 
state it. 
Mr. ALLEN. Weare operating under the rules of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress. Are we not required, under those rules, to ta 
a recess at 5 o'clock on Friday? 
The SPEAKER protempore. The special rule takes the place 
Mr ALLEN. There is nothing in this special rule repealin 
~ ere is nothing in spec e 
that part ot De gonere rule. yi 
The SP pro tempore. Itsuspends that rule in so far as 
it relates to the proceedings of this 7 8 
The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order, the previous 
mestion is considered as ordered on the bill to its final passage. 
e question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 
The question being en, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Holux) there were—ayes 120, noes 54. 
Accordingly, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was read the third time. 
7 5 8 pro tempore. The question is on the passage 
of the bill. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 74, not 
voting 121; as follows: 


YEAS—158. 

Adams, Bisho Chickerin Davenport, 
Alexander, Bauten Clarke, N H. Dave be 
Ao Boutelle. Cochrane, N. Y. Davi Wis. 
Baker, Broderick, Connell, Davison, Ky. 
Barber, Brom well, Connolly. ver, 
Barney, Bro Cooke, rr. 
Bartholdt, Brown — — Tex. Dovener, 
Beach, Brownlow, Cor! lis, 
Bae, Bull. Cousins, Evans. 
Belfi Butler, Crump, Fenton, 
Belknap, Cannon, enn Fischer. 

F letcher, 
— Danford, Foote, 
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Mr. Cotson with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. WX. ALDEN SuitH with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Coppa with Mr. BREWER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Manon with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Wurrz with Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. Barrett with Mr. TALBERT. P 

Mr. RICHARDSON (having previously voted). I am paired 

with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Quad. I voted by 

inadvertence. I desire to withdraw my vote. If the gentleman 

from New York [Mr. Quico] were present, I should vote no.“ 
Mr. BARTLETT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mas- 

sachusetts, Mr. SIMPRINS, he were present, I should vote no.“ 
Mr, SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Iam present. Iwas paired 

with the gentleman from Georgia . BARTLETT]. I did not see 

the gentleman present, and so refrained from voting. I should 

like, if possible, to be recorded in the affirmative, and the gentle- 

man from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] would like to be recorded in 


the PORNITA: 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present at 
the time his name was called, and was he listening? 

Mr. SEMPEKINS of Massachusetts. I was nt. I did not 
vote because I thought I was paired. Ih my name and an- 
swered ! present.“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under the gentleman's state- 
ment, the Chair can nat entertain his request. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then I desire it to appear that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Sturgis] and myself are paired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pair was announced on the 
previcus vote. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I have received a telegram from 
the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Youne, asking that he be 
excused. I ask that he be excused on account of important 
business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- 
man from Virginia will be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 
aa SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13 king iati to ily deficiencies in the 
priations for the Ascal wane 8 une 36 1807 and for 5 po for 
other purposes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the Clerk begins, I want to ask to be 
excused, on account of some business connected with the com- 


mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- 
man will be excused. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. Under the order, forty minutes are allowed for debate, 
twenty minutes in favor and twenty minutes op to the bill. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Nox] in favor of the bill, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] in opposition. 

Mr. ON. I will just say a word in reference to the bill. 
This bill, Mr. Speaker, is the . deficiency bill. It carries a 
little over $8,000,000. It is a deficiency bill, pure andsimple; that 
is to say, it is for the service of the Government for the remaining 
months of this fiscal year, which expires on the 30th day of next 
June. In my judgment, it has not an item in it that is not neces- 
saryfor a well-ordered and economical service of the Government. 
In addition to those items, the bill carries judgments of the Court 
oi Claims and audited accounts, and, altogether, makes up $8,000,- 
000 and a little overin amount. It doesnot carry any of the items 
of claims or other items that were carried on the deficieney bill 
in the last Congress that were disagreed to in conference. ow, 
with that statement, I think, so far as I am concerned, Iam ready 
for a yote, unless something is said that calls for something in 


reply. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] such time as he may need. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker. I ask the indulgence of the 
Honse for a very few moments, and will endeavor not to occupy 
the entire time allowed to this side of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, a good deal has been said in the discussion to-day 
upon the question of inadequate revenues. Briefly I desire to in- 
vite attention to a field of discussion which shall include within 
its scope both reyenues and appropriations. Congress is now con- 
vened for the thirteenth time in extraordinary session. The rule 
under which these four Sopranon bills are being considered 
and pr to is without precedent in all our history. 
Tho bills carry about $73,000,000; and all debate is limited to one 

and forty minutes, with no right of amendment. 


So the bill was passed. z 
Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that, not vang 
able to be present during the entire consideration of the bill, an 
having no other opportunity to read or have it read [Cries 
‘of Regular order! ] ¢ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s name will be 
called, and he will have an opportunity to vote, if he desires. 
| Mr. KELLEY. Not having had an opportunity to understand 
ithe bill, I vote no.“ [Cries of “ Regular order!" ] 
~ The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. MoMiIIxax. 
Mr. Horxrss with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 
For this day: 
Mr. SNoVER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. Rossis with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 
Mr. Joy with Mr. LESTER, 
Mr. GARDNER with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. OTEY. 
Mr. Yost with Mr, Lams, 
Mr. Quidd with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. BRANTLEY, 
Mr. Burton with Mr. Gnidds. 
Mr. BIN HAM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. LENTZ. 
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I desire especially to challenge the attention of Representatives 
to that part of the President’s message in which he refers to the 
uestion of revenues. It sets out in great detail the current 
eficiencies of each of the three fiscal years preceding the current 
fiscal year, which, added to the deficiency of the last eight months, 
make the total current deficiency $186,061,580.44, 


The President also incidentglly alludes to the fact that during 
the Administration of Mr. Harrison bonds of the United States 
amounting to $259,076,890 were purchased. He does not make 
the direct statement that the deficiency is in any wise due to that 

urchase; but a fair inference may be drawn that the President 
1 that in mind. If so, a complete comparative fiscal exhibit 
should have included $338,074,850 of bonds purchased and re- 
deemed during the first Administration of Mr. Cleveland. It 
appears, therefore, that, although the bond purchases by Mr. Cleve- 
land exceeded those of Mr. Harrison, there was an ample current 
surplus during the four-year period from 1885 to 1889. So much 
for the bond purchases of the two Administrations. 

Mr. Speaker, the President adverts with much emphasis to the 
unfortunate condition of the National Treasury. It is admitted 
that the current income is unequal to the task of meeting current 
liabilities, but it is also true that the borrowed surplus in the 
Treasury, amounting on yesterday to $217,898.196.61, supple- 
mentedby current revenues under the existing tariff, will be ample 
to meat the liabilities of the Government for the ensuing two years. 
The Treasury surplus is the result of the sale of $262,315,400 of 
bonds, for which the Government received $293,454,272.98. 

It is also proper to say that the Treasury surplus, amounting as 
it does to more than two hundred and seventeen millions, would 
be larger still but for the payment of $19,656,000 of bonds issued 
in aid of the defaulting Pacific railroads. 

Confronted with this fiscal situation, the President urges an 
increase of taxation. His recommendation meets a prompt and 
cordial response on the part of the Committee on Ways and Means 
by the report of the Dingley bill, which proposes an annual addition 
to the burden of taxes estimated at more than $100,000,000. 

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that in the brief message sent by the 
President to Congress there is no suggestion of the necessity for a 
reduction of Federal expenditures. I have examined the message 
with much care, and although it bristles with suggestions of in- 
creased taxation there is nowhere even an intimation that expend- 
itures should be reduced; and yet, in the closing hours of the last 
Congress, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], made this declaration: 

o) e, my judgment, in excess of th 
3 eee this not, while greatly to be 
deplored, is not in my opinion properly chargeable to the action of either of 
the great political parties of the country. 

That is to say, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois, while 
conceding that the appropriations are in excess of the legitimate 
demands of the public service, excuses himself and 1 
everybody else by declaring that neither of the great political par- 
ties is responsible. Now, sir, I am sure that our Populist friends 
are not responsible [laughter], so that 1 am at a loss to know 
just where to locate the responsibility unless I follow the lead of 
the gentleman from Dlinois and fix it upon the rules of the House, 
or leave the responsibility to be shared between the rules and the 
Executive Departments of the Government. I concur, in some 
measure, with the view of the gentleman from Illinois as to the 
responsibility of the executive branch of the Government. I do 
not believe that the Executive Departments, in preparing their 
estimates, have at all times exercised that close and exacting 
scrutiny which should be exercised before submitting their esti- 
mates to Congress. 3 

But, Mr. Speaker, the President appeals to Congress for prompt 
action, and, as I have heretofore stated, urges more taxes as the 
remedy for the Treasury ailment. 

HISTORY OF DEFICITS. 

Let us review the history of past deficits and see whether it is 
thus practicable to secure information that will aid us toa just 
and patriotic conclusion in respect to the proposed legislation 
touching revenues and appropriations. ; 

Mr. Speaker, during our entire history there have been, prior to 
the existing deficiency, but two Treasury deficits in time of peace. 
There was, of course, a deficiency during the civil war, and the 
current revenues were also inadequate during the war with Mex- 
ico; but I repeat the statement that only two deficits have vexed 
the Treasury in time of peace. Both deficits were due in large 
measure to too great a reduction of the rates of taxation. They 
were not the result of reckless appropriations. The first deficit 
occurred in 1840, and was the result of the enactment of the com- 
promise tariff of 1833 and business depression. Gentlemen will 
remember that this tariff act contemplated a gradual reduction 
of tariff rates. It provided that each alternate year from 1833 to 
1842 there should be a reduction of the duties on imports, so that 
at the end of the period the uniform ad valorem rate should be 20 
per cent. The revenues steadily declined under this measure 


until 1840, when the Treasury was empty. The surplus vanished 
pone legislation had crippled revenues and thus impoverished 

e 2 

President Tyler convened Congress in extra session in June, 
1841, and the deficiency was met by an increase of taxation for 
the reason that it had resulted mainly from an excessive reduction 
of taxation, and was not the result of extravagant appropriations. 

The second Treas deficit made its 1 under the Ad- 
ministration of President Buchanan, and was attributable to the 
passage of the tariff act of 1857, which unduly reduced the reve- 
nues of the Government and was also consequent in some degree 
upon adverse business conditions. 

On the tst of July, 1860, the public debt, less cash in the Treas- 
ury, aggregated $61,140,497, and when Mr. Lincoln was inaugu- 
rated in 1861 the actual deficit was about $70,000,000. Let it be re- 
membered that this deficit was not due to lavish appropriations, 
Indeed the aggregate of the expenditures during the four years of 
Mr. Buchanan’s Administration were less than the expenditures 
of the preceding four years under the Administration of President 
Pierce. The deficiency in this caso having resulted mainly from 
too great a reduction of taxes, the situation was finally relieved 
by increasing the tax rate. 

In this connection, Mr. S er, and in support of the statement 
that these deficits occurred because of an unwarranted reduction 
of taxation, and from unsatisfactory business conditions, I will 
read excerpts from the remarks of Hon. James A. Garfield, made 
on this floor in 1874. He was at that time chairman of the Com- 
mittee on rd dda Seog ae In discussing the history of the first 
deficit, which occurred in 1840, Mr. Garfield said: 

The deficit appeared, and it was unquestionably due to too great a reduc 
tion of taxation. 

Later on in the same debate, referring to the deficit which oc- 
curred under the Administration of President Buchanan, he said: 

The deficit, then, did not arise from an increase of expenditures, but from 
a decrease of revenues. 

A little further on, in answer to a question by the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. Niblack, Mr. Garfield said: 

In view of this history, I am warranted in the declaration that our deficits 


in time of ce have resulted from legislation that has cxtppled the reve- 
nues, and t such deticits have been overcome only by replacing taxation 
too recklessly repealed. 


Mr. Garfield's statement of the remedial measure adopted was 
hardly necessary inasmuch as it follows in orderly and logical 
sequence. If the deficits were occasioned by an excessive reduc- 
tion of taxation, of course the only intelligent remedy was an 
increase of taxation to balance income and e diture. Again, 
Mr. Speaker, in the course of the same debate Mr. Garfield 
declared: 

In times of . 0 — 
ous demands 5 a deficit 9 — 
of unwise legislation or reckless and unwarranted administration. That 
legislation may consist in too great an increase of appropriations, or in too 
great a reduction of taxation, or in both combined. 

Mr. Speaker, that was the opinion of the great leader of the 
Republican party, Mr. Garfield—afterwards President of the 
United States. If, therefore, deficiencies are due to too great a 
cut in our revenues because of a low tax rate, the remedy is an 
increased tax rate. If, however, deficits result from prodigal 
appropriations, the way of escape is by a reduction of appropria- 
tions. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must hurry on, as time is so limited. In 
1875 a Treasury deficiency was barely avoided, for which thanks 
are due primarily, to the then able, conservative leadership of the 
Republican party. Menaced by an approachng deficiency, the 
Republican party, with absolute control in both House and Sen- 
ate, did not pile up appropriations, but followed Garfield when 
he declared that “retrenchment of expenses is the first duty” of 
the Government. Following that declaration came the recom- 
mendation of Secretary Sherman in his annual report for 1877, 
as follows: 

Assuming that Congress will not increase the aggregate national taxation 
ata time when all industries are oppressed by the weight of local taxation 
the Secretary recommends that the aggregate appropriations for the fiseal 


year ending June 3), 1579, exclusive of interest an 


Fae sinking fund, should not 
8 000. 


exceed $140. This will require the appropriations to be reduced at 
least $11,000,000 below the estimates submitted above—a reduction that,in the 
opinion of the Secretary, can be made without crippling any branch of the 
public service. = 

Both Mr. Garfield and Mr. Secretary Sherman urged Congress, 
in view of the stringent Treasury situation then existing, to reduce 
appropriations; and the Forty-third Congress did reduce appro- 
priations, under the leadership of Mr. Gartield. The Republican 
party under its then leadership did what the Speaker of this House 
[Mr. REED] has tried to do—an effort in which he has found him- 
self with but a limited number of followers on the Republican 
side of the Chamber. 

The Republican party reduced, as I have stated, the appropria- 
tions of the Forty-third Congress under those of the 8 Con- 
gress. Following that reduction came the memorable Forty-fourth 


1897. 
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Congress, in which this House, under the leadership of that great 
Pennsylvanian, Samuel J. Randall, secured a further reduction of 
about $30,000,000. A deficiency was thus avoided. 


CAUSES OF EXISTING DEFICIENCY. 


I come now to the consideration of the existing deficit. What 
has occasioned this deficiency? Let us examine official records. 
They furnish anampleexplanation. In submitting a comparative 
exhibit, I exclude only the income and expenditures on account of 
the postal service and payments on the principal of the public 
debt. The average annual income of the Government from 1870 
to 1874, inclusive, was $358,880,650.04. The average annual ex- 
penditure during the same period was $291,365,566.07. From 
1875 to 1879, inclusive, the average annual income, because of the 
effects of the panic of 1878, dropped to §275,214,748, But, Mr. 
Speaker, under Democratic leadership on this floor, the average 
appropriations for the same period were reduced to $255,131,- 
081.68, so that a deficiency did not appear. With returning 

rosperity, the average annual income from 1880 to 1884, inclusive, 
e te to $368,928,321.14, while the average annual expendi- 
tures during this five-year period were but $259,174,333.36, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us see what the record of subsequent 
Congresses has been in respect to revenue and expenditure. The 
average annual income from 1887 to 1891, inclusive (being the five 
fiscal years preceding the enactment of the McKinley law), was 
$386,682,568.24. The average annual expenditures during the same 
period were only $303,792,115.07. Theaverageannual income under 
the McKinley law, from 1892 to 1894,inclusive, was $346,193,144.09. 
After the wasteful appropriations of the * billion-dollar Congress,” 
the average annual expenditures of the Government lea from 
$303,792,115.07, as they were from 1887 to 1891, to $365,342,188.30 
during the fiscal years from 1892 to 1894, inclusive. 

Mr. LACEY. Which “billion-dollar Congress?” 

Mr. DOCKERY. The first billion-dollar Congress.” 

Mr. MAGUIRE, This is the second. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; the last Congress was the third. The 
Fifty-second Congress, because of the legislation of the Fifty-first 
Congress—first ‘billion-dollar Congress”—was also a billion- 
dollar Congress.” The last Congress was the third billion-dollar 
Congress.” 

The annual average income during the tinge? ezis 1895 and 1896 
under the Wilson law, was §320,183,137.94. The average annual 
expenditures for the same period were 8354. 187,372. 18. 

. Speaker, the average annual reduction of income during the 
five-year period from 1875 to 1879, inclusive, under the period from 
1870 to 1874, inclusive, was 883, 163,902.04. Expenditures were re- 
duced, however, so that the average annual reduction of expend- 
itures during the same comparative periods was 836, 234, 484.39. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the average annual reduction of income 
under the two years of the Wilson Jaw below the ave of the 
three years of the McKinley law (1892 to 1894, inclusive) has been 
only $26,010,006.35; but the average annual increase of expendi- 
tures from 1892 to 1894, inclusive, exceeds the period from 1887 to 
1891, inclusive, by $61,550,073.23. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that my time is so limited that I will be 
unable to comment at length upon these exhibits. They tell the 
story of the origin of the existing deficit and speak with no *‘ double 
tongue reduced revenue, it is true, because of reduced rates of 
taxation and the effects of the panic which first made its appear- 
ance in 1892, They also tell the story of enormous appropriations 
which began with the first“ billion-dollar Congress,” and which, 
with the sie sewer of the Fifty-third Congress, have been main- 
tained from that time until the present. 

The deficit is due in a small degree to a reduction of taxation, 
but the revenues have not been reduced to the extent that they 
were from 1875 to 1879 under a high tariff. All our industries 
languished during the two periods of great commercial stagna- 
tion consequent upon the panics of 1873 and 1893, and as a result 
revenues declined. I haye shown, however, that the falling off 
was relatively greater during the panic of 1873. Then revenues 
declined, while expenditures were correspondingly decreased. 
Now revenues decrease in but a limited degree as compared with 
the McKinley law, but 3 run riot, the average annual 
increase for the three fiscal years of 1892 to 1894, inclusive, over the 
five preceding fiscal years having reached the appalling aggregate 
of $61,550,073.23. 

But, Mr. Speaker, large as these expenditures have been, there 
still would not have been a deficit in the Treasury under the Wil- 
son Act but for the decision of a majority of the Supreme Court 
in respect to the income tax, overturning the decisions and prece- 
dents of more than one hundred years of our history—a decision 
which, if it had been made prior to the civil war, would have 
deprived the Government of a large part of its income collected 
from 1861 to 1865 to maintain our armies in the field. 

This decision deprives the Treasury of from 830,000,000 to 
$50,000,000 of revenue annually by exempting from taxation the 
accumulated wealth of the country. 


So, Mr. Speaker, the current Treasury deficit is due to that deci- 
sion, which is without precedent in our judicial history, to the 
widespread business depression, and to profligate appropriations. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

. CANNON. Mr. S. er, I think I can say in from three 
to five minutes all that I desire to say, and then I shall ask for 
the reading of the bill under the rule. 

Gentlemen can declaim; gentlemen may indulge in glittering 
generalities, and it is all very nice. But the logic of facts has 
much more potency. 

There has been an increase of e ditures since the legislation 
of 1890-91, but substantially all of that increase is to be found in 
the increase of pensions growing out of the dependent pension bill 
that was enacted in the Fifty-first Congress. Now, then, if we are 
to. be condemned for that legislation, we will have to stand it. 
But you can talk by the hour about extravagant e 
and piling up mountain high the expenditures of the Government, 
and yet when you come, I say again, to inquire as to the items 
which involve this increase, you will find that mainly the increase 
of pensions to the soldiers of the late war and a little bit to the 
soldiers of the Mexican war lies at the bottom of it. So much for 
that; and as I have said, we will have to stand it as best we can. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me ask the gentleman if the increase 
has not been largely due to the increase of river and harbor ap- 
propriations? _ 

.CANNON. Averyslightincreasefromthatsource. Some- 
what, of course. 

But now, having made the general statement, bear with me while 
I show the increase of the last two years, the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, including the bills we are providing for, over the Fifty- 
third Congress. And I crave the attention of the gentleman from 
Missouri while I speak of it. It is proper that I should speak of it. 

The Democratic party had full power in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress—they had the President, the Senate, and the House. Their 
appropriations for that Congress were, in round numbers, $989,- 
000,000, No trouble about their legislating if they had wanted 
to. They did not decrease the appropriations or curtail the ex- 
penditures to any substantial degree, but they did decrease the 
revenue, not only by their legislation, but following swift in the 
footsteps of their legislation came distress and suffering; and we 
haveit still with us. Now, I do not care about treading ont any 
old straw, and so much for that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment; and if I do not cover what the 
gentleman wants to ask I will yield later on. 

The gentleman tells us that the appropriations of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress were an increase over those of the Fifty-third— 
an increase, in round numbers, of some $49,000,000. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is, including the bills we are now passing, , 

Mr. CANNON. That is, including these bills—in round num- 
bers, $49,009,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Fifty-four million dollars, I think. The gen- 
tleman is in error in his statement. 

Mr. CANNON. No; $19,000,000. I am correct. 

Now, then, Mr. Cleveland President, a Senate that did not belong 
toeither party, anda Republican House. Now, whatare the items 
of this increase? I am glad the gentleman called attention to 
them. Let me give you four of them. 

For fortifications, $12,500,000. We did, to fortify the great sea- 
ports of the country, 5 $12,500,000 more than the last 
Congress (the Fifty-third), which was a complete Democratic 
Co ; and let me say that eighteen months ago there was 
much talk of the authorization of a hundred millions for fortifica- 
tions. But we proceeded with care, so that to-day Portland, New 
York, Washington, Baltimore, and San Francisco are substan- 
tially free from blackmail in the event of a war with any nation 
on the earth, by reason of the increase of these fortifications. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the geutleman if Mr. Samuel J. Til- 
den, 5 ee his 1700 oe pot eee upon the American 
people the expenditure of $100,000, or this p e? 

ah 8 PITNEY. Recommended the expending of the entire sur- 
plus, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was he a Democrat? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON, That is so; and our Democratic friends, a few 
years ago, proposed to repose in his bosom, instead of Abraham’s, 
when they passed over. [Laughter.] 

What is the next item of increase? For the Navy. We made 
an increase of $9,000,009, in round numbers, much of it author- 
ized by the Fifty-third Congress. The Fifty-third Congress did 
well by the Navy. They authorized the building of many battle 
ships, costing from five to six million dollars each, and authorized 
the contracts, and left us to pay the bills, and we are paying them, 
as we ought todo. There is $9,000,000 on that account. 

Now let me give you another item. For the postal service 


$11,000,000. I think it is too much. I believe that the Fifty-third 
Congress, and that the last Congress, might well have made a less 


increase necessary for the postal service by legislating and decreas- 
the amount we pay for railway mail transportation. But that 
islation was not made, and the growth of that Department re- 
quired an increase of $11,000,000 to carry it on for the last two 


he more than for the two years represented by the Fifty-third | il 


gress. Now, there are three items. . 
Item No. 4, $24,000,000. What for? For the interest and sinking 
fund of the money that was borrowed by the great and good Cleve- 
land, whom yon elected in 1892. [Applause on the ublican 
Side.] Did I say that appropriations were extravagant, when 
I was talking for another Lhd eve and on another branch of the 
subject, in the closing hours of the last session? Yes; but here is 
the greatest extravagance. You are not going to charge Brother 
Cleveland’s shortcomings, if they were shortcomings, to us, are 
you? ponr hter and apalan on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. ill the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. CANNON. We did not elect him. We did not bless the 
child when it was born. We did not keep house; we did not pass 
the Wilson bill; we did not destroy business; we did not destroy 
confidence, and bring about a state of affairs that made the reve- 
nues fall off until the President had to borrow money, to pay the 
interest upon which cost $24,000,000 in two years. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to say that you 
22 refuse to pass a joint resolution prohibiting him from issuing 

bonds? [Applause on the Democratic side.] Anda Repub- 
lican Committee on Ways and Means made an adverse report on 
that resolution. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, when the country is brought to 
the brink of destruction and repudiation by bad legislation and 
worse administration, then there is nothing left but to borrow. 
But let me say to you, anathema maranatha upon your pretenses 
and ee, that brought this condition. [Applause on the 
7 side. > 

ow add up four items, and what do they amount to? 
Thess four items, fortifications, Navy, postal service, and interest 
upon the money that was borrowed by the last Administration, 
amount to $57,000,000. That is $8,000,000 more than this late 
Congress exceeded your Democratic Congress, the Fifty-third. 
Now. what is the use of multiplying words? I want to say to 
the Republicans, we may not meet public expectation. God 
knows we can not make things any worse than we found them. 
Topalan on the Republican side.] We will do the best we can. 
e will try, under wise legislation and administration, to encour- 
age the country to pull out of the slough and get upon the high- 
Way as rapidly as we can, as conservatively as we can, as wisel 
as we can. I do hope and believe that in the light of the experi- 
ence of this country for the Jast four years, the country will give 
us their aid, countenance, and cooperation to that end. 

Now I am ready for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that I think 
it is rather ungenerous for that side of the House to criticise an 
Administration which contributed so largely to your success. 

Mr.CANNON. Success! Success must come to the Republican 

ty always when it has lost power, and the expectations that 

The country had in placing some one else in power, like the apples 

a N turn to àshes upon the lips. [Applause on the Repub- 
an side. 

Mr. ERSON. It will be safer for some Democratic mem- 
ber to attack the Danville Home again. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 


bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Sayers) there were—ayes 131, noes 89. 

Accordingly, the bill was 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill and joint 
resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


follows: 

A bill (S. 489) granting a pension to Mrs. Hannah Letcher 
Stevenson, widow of the late Brig. Gen. John D. Stevenson—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 7) regulating the distribution of public 


documents—to the Committee on Printing. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


lows unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
WS: 
To Mr. Joy, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 19, 


To Mr. WEITE of North Carolina, for four days, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Rrxey, for one week, on account of sickness, 
To Mr. Norton, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 


y. 
To Mr. CLARK of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Brostus, for the remainder of this day, on account of 
important business, 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. SPALDING, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
> the cases of the following, no adverse report having been made 

ereon: 

H. R. 8347. Conrad Springer; 

H. R. 9373. Jane Baker; 

H. R. 9164. Robert Mallion; 

R. 9167. Samuel Glascow; 

R. 9165. Benjamin F. Bates; 
R. 9166. Milo Osterhout; 

R. 9374. Elizabeth Ann Harrin 
R. 3924. Franklin Benham; an 

H. R. 8255. Edwin Horton. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Cannon (at 8 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


H. 
H. 
H. 
H. on; 
H. 


COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, 
transmitting an inventory of property under his c e—to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o 18 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1057) for the retirement of 
enlisted men and certain petty officers in the Army and Marine 
Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 1058) to fix the standard of 
weights and measures by the adoption of the metric system of 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill Ser R. 1059) for the recognition 
of. officers of the Army to whom the Congressional medal i pane 
has been awarded—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 1060) to repeal all provi- 
sions of the law for the paruni by the United States of one-half 
of the appropriations for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) to prevent the issue of interest- i 
obligations of the United States—to the Committee on Ways an 


eans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) to further define the duties of the Fed- 
eral courts concerning contempts and punishments therefor—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1063) to provide for the assessment, by jury 
of the punishment of persons found guilty of felony in courts of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1064) to authorize the use of 
devices on instruments in the cancellation of stamps, marks, or 
labels relating to internal revenue—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 1065) for the recognition of 
the military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain State 
mili organizations—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1066) to divide the 
district of Nebraska into two divisions, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to the city of Lincoln, Nebr., one-half 
of the cost of constructing pavements in front of the public square 
owned by the United States Government in said city—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) to promote the safety of employees and 
3 8 8975 railroads by compelling common carriers to equip 
their freight cars with safety appliances to protect such persons 
from injury from falling between freight cars—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 1070) to authorize certain per- 
sons who have intermarried Cherokees to sue for their interest in 


certain moneys of the tribe in which they were excluded—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also (by request) a bill (H.R.1071) for the payment of arrears 
of interest to Chickasaw Nation of Indians—to the Committee on 


Affairs. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 1072) for the relief 
of certain State militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 1073) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge across Niagara River—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. - 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 1074) granting increase of 
pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to their 
widows—to the Committee on Pensians. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 1075) to further protect the 
first day of the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. : 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 1076) to regulate and discharge 
tho payment of contracts in any money made a legal tender by 
‘law for the payment of debts, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
‘mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) amending an act of January 29, 1887, 
relative to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war—to the Com- 
‘mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) to provide that United States railroad 
corporations shall, for purposes of jurisdiction, be deemed citizens 
of the respective States into which their line of railway may ex- 
‘tend—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 1079) to enlarge and improve 
the United States public building at Columbus, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 1030) to amend 
sections 4965 and 4970, chapter 3, Title LX, of the Revised Statutes 
nf the United States, relating to copyrights—to the Committee on 

tents. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) to establish the sociological institution 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) to relieve vessels from seizure in ad- 
miralty—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) to amend section 5 of an act to relieve 
certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps 
from the charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1888—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr, LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 1084) to repeal the civil-service 
laws and to secure to every elector an equal chance touching the 
honors and benefits of official life—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 1085) to amend section 766, 
chapter 9, of the Revised Statutes, in regard to habeas corpus—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 1086) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Glen- 
wood Springs, in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1087) to authorize 
the construction and operation of an electric railroad in the Yel- 
lowstone National Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 1088) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Elizabeth City, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1039) to prohibit the further issuance of in- 
terest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) to repeal the civil-service laws—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) to protect lumber—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 1032) for the recognition of 
the military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain 
State military organizations—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1093) to regulate the importation 
of gunpowder, nitroglycerin, and other explosive substances—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 1094) to prevent the 
multiplication of suicides - to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) for further security of holders of mort- 
gage bonds and of other creditors of 55 created by act 
of Co to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 1096) making an vy aria nay 
for a steam fog whistle at Ottawa Point, entrance to Tawas Bay, 
Lake Huron—io the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LORIMER: <A bill (H. R. 1097) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to enter into a contract for the purchase of 
armor plate for use of the Government for a period of twenty 
years, at not exceeding $240 per ton to the Committee on Naval 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) to prevent conspiracies to blacklist—to 
the Committee on Labor. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) to amend section 2324, Revised Stat- 
aus relating to mining claims—to the Committee on Mines and 

ning. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 1100) giving to any State 
having a claim for expenses incurred in defense of the United 
States the right to have the same adjudicated by the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) to provide for a complete system of fil- 
tration of the water supply of the United States Capitol—to the 
Committee on Public Building and Grounds. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1102) to grant the mates of 
the United States Navy a warrant rank—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1103) to provide for the enrollment and 
organization of naval-reserve forces—to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) relating to com tion of fourth- 
ost-Office and Post- 


Sas emcees te the Committee on the 
8. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) to re: te the pay of printers in the 
Army—to the Committee on Ai Afas 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) to regulate the pay of printers in the 
Navy and Marine Corps—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1107) to grade substitute letter carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) providing for an international humane 
and sanitary conference—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to establish a fog signal at or near the Battery, New York— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) granting thirty days’ leave of absence 
with pax to the compositors and pressmen employed in the awards 
division of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Treasury De- 
partment—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) regulating the salaries of printers, book- 
binders, and other skilled workmen employed in the Government 
Printing Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) to amend section 5 of the act for the 
relief of certain enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps, 
approved August 14, 1888—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1113) providing for the preservation of the 
petrified forest of Arizona—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the 
Statutes at Large of the United States—to the Committee on Nayal 


3. 

By Mr. DANFORD (by request): A bill (H. R. 1115) to aid in 
the diffusion of knowledge among foreign nations of the products 
of the United States, and to increase the efficiency of the labor of 
its citizens—to the Committee on 5 Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A H. R. 1116) for the re- 
lief of the acting (volunteer) officers of the United States Navy in 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 1117) to provide for the 
reinstatement, ‘readjustment, settlement, and 5 of dues to 
army officers in certain cases—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) to pension every soldier and sailor who 
served thirty days in the late war of the rebellion and who was 
honorably 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 1119) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 1120) to authorize a retired 
list for enlisted men and appointed petty officers of the United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1121) granting 
to the Muscle Shoals Power Company the right to erect, construct, 
operate, and maintain dam or dams, inlet and outlet races or 
canals, and power station or stations in the Tennessee River, at 
Muscle Shoals, in the State of Alabama—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) to grant to the Birmingham, Sheffield 
and Tennessee River Railway Company a right of way over the 
panie lands traversed by it—to the Committee on the Public 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) authorizing the Court of Claims to adju- 
dicate certain claims arising under the provisions of the act of 
March 12. 1863, entitled “An act to provide for the collection of 
abandoned pro , and for the prevention of frauds in insurrec- 
tionary districts within the United States - to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 1124) for the erection of a 
pa blic building at Plymouth, Mass.—to the Committee on Publio 

nildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 1125) to provide for the erection 


of a monument to Abraham Lincoln—to the Committee on the 


Library. : 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 1126) pronoma for free homesteads 
on the mblic lands for actual bona fide settlers and reserving the 
ublic lands for that purpose—to the Committee on the Public 


ands, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 1127) to create a new 
division in the eastern judicial district of the State of Tennessee 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. z 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 1128) to ex- 
tend the uses of the mail service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 1129) 5 and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish 1 piece of con- 
demned cannon and 24 cannon balls to the Grand Army of the 
Republic post and the town of Elizabethton, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 1130) to secure open and unre- 
stricted markets in foreign countries for American tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1131) concerning delivery of 
letters in rural towns—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. $ eet 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1132) for the erection of a public building at 
Waterbury, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1133) for the erection of a public building at 
Meriden, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. i 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 1134) to amend section 
2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by 
“An act to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States,” approved February 26, 1895—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. ; a 

By Mr. MILLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 1135) 5 
lief to West Virginia State troops—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 1186) to raise the age of 
protection for girls in the District of Columbia to 18 years—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 8 ; ie 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. at to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1138) to provide a public building for the use 
of the post-office and other civil offices of the city of Pine Bluff, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) to provide for a building for the use of 
the post-office, office of the superintendent of the Hot Springs 
Reservation, and other civil offices in the city of Hot Springs, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) to provide for the free coinage of gold 
and silver and the maintenance of the reserve fund, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on 1 55 Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill . R. 1141) authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to accept the bequest 
of the late Peter Von Essen for the use of the public white schools 
of that portion of said District formerly known as Georgetown— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 9 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 1142) to reclassify railway 

ostal clerks and prescribe their salaries—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 1143) to amend section 1004, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. > 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) to punish the fraudulent use of inspec- 
tion stamps or counterfeits thereof—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

fio a bill (H. R. 1145) to provide relief for such explores. in 
United States navy-yards as may be disabled by accident while 
in the performance of their duty, and, in the event of fatal casu- 
alties, for the relief of their suffering dependents—to the Com- 
mittee on Nayal Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) toamend the Articles for the Govern- 
ment of the Navy-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) for the construction of a wooden dry 
dock at the United States navy-yard, Mare Island, California—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. `; d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) to provide for the erection and equip- 
ment of a gun factory at Benicia, Cal., for finishing and assem- 
bling ordnance for the Army and Navy-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Oakland, in the 
State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
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the erection of a public building thereon at Woodland, in the, 
ooh = California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1151) to authorize the purchase of the prop - 
erty known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, in the city of Washing - 
ton, P. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) to provide for organizing a naval re- 
serve battalion in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1153) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the 
8 es California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22575 providing for the use by the United 
oad 15 devices covered by letters patent to the Committee on 

aten | 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 1155) granting obsolete shot and ; 
shell to States wherein the Government has built batteries—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. i 

By Mr. SPAR : A bill (H. R. 1156) to grant land to the 
State of Florida for the use of the normal college for white pupils’ 
at De Funiak Springs and for the use of the normal college at 
Toonane for colored pupils—to the Committee on the Publié 

ands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) making an appropriation for the pur 
pre of constructing a sidewalk in front of the public building at 
. Fla.—to the Committee on Publio- Buildings and 

rounds. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) to furnish the reports of the United 
States circuit courts of appeals to the various district and circuit 
courts, and circuit courts of appeals of the United States to thi 
Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) to establish a fish-hatching and fish-, 
culture station in the State of Florida—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, | 
5 a pu (H. a 100) 5 donate oertain condemned N to, 

e city of Pensacola, Fla., for ornamen urposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1161) to amend an act entitled “An act grante 
ing pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842 
inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokes 
disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892—to 
the Committee on Pensions. l 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 1162) to fix the compensation 
of district superintendents of life-saving stations—to the Commits! 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1163) to fix the compensation of the ċrews he 

| 


life-saving stations—to the Committee on Interstate and Fore 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) amending section 2 of the pension Ons OF 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) amending section 8 of the pension act of; 
June 27, 1880—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 1166) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish to L. L. Eggleston’ 
Post, No. 184, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of it, N. V., a condemned cannon—to the Committee 
on Militar airs. | 
By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 1167) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. | 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1168) for the establishment 

of a light and fog-signal station near Homer, Kachemak Bay, 

om Inlet, Alaska—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
mmerce. 


By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 1169) providing for a naval 
training station on Lake Michigan, at the city of Milwaukee, in 
the State of Wisconsin to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 1170) to pro- 
tect State antigambling laws from nullification through interstate 
gambling by telegraph, telephone, or otherwise—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 1171) to provide further perma- 
nent improyement of the Ouachita River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

eT Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 1581) for the better government 
of Hot Springs Reservation, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 1582) to provide to whom contracts 
for carrying mails shall be awarded—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1583) to provide for the construction of a mac-, 
adamized roadway from the town of Fort Gibson, Ind. T., to the 
United States national cemetery near Fort Gibson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) to define the liability of receivers or, 
managers of railroads or other property appointed by the United 
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States courts, to 3 where and how they can be sued and 
served, etc.—to the Committee on the J N 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1585) to repeal the act of March 3, 1887, regu- 
lating the removal of cases from State courts—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (EL. R. 1586) to amend section 3331 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the J zaua 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 1587) to aid and encourage mili- 
tary training and instruction by donation of public land—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. N 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1588) to authorize the 
President to appoint five commissioners of claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 1589) in relation to con- 
tempts of court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 1590) to provide for licenses to cer- 
tain officers of seagoing passenger steam vessels—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine und Fisheries. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1591) to increase the efficiency of the postal 
service—to the Committes on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Allso, a bill (H. R. 1592) to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1593) to facilitate the construction, working, 
and maintenance of telegraphic communication between the 
United States, the Hawaiian Islands, Japan, and Australasia, and 
to promote commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1594) for establishing a fog-signal vessel at 
San Francisco Bar, California—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) to amend an act to permit the use of 
the right of way through public lands for tramroads, canals, and 
reservoirs, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1596) to amend the postal laws relating to 
ed fy postal cards to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1597) to amend section 17, chapter 180, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 1598) to forbid the transmis- 
sion by mail or interstate commerce of any picture or description 
of any prize fight or any of its accessories—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ' 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 1599) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Durham, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 1629) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to secure payment of certain bonds and 
stocks owned by the United States and held under authority of 
the act of Congress of August 15, 1894, relating to the custody 
of the Indian trust fund—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Littlefalls, in the 
State of New York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1631) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Rome, in the State 
of New York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1632) to reduce 
salaries so long as the gold standard is continued—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1633) to donate the public lands located within 
the State of Alabama to the State of Alabama for educational pur- 

—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1634) making appropriation for improvement 
of the Tennessee River—to the Committeeon Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief of homesteaders—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 22) relative to 
improvement of Chicago River from its mouth to the stock yards, 
on its South Branch, and to Bel:nont avenue, on the North Branch 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 23) to author- 
ize the purchase of the painting by Victor Nehlig representing 
Pocahontas saving the life of Capt. John Smith—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 24) relative to the medal of 
honor authorized by the acts of December 21, 1861, and July 16, 
1862—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. EV ANS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 25) amending a joint 
resolution continuing in force section 2 of the act approved June 3, 
1896, entitled An act to repeal section 61 of ‘An act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes, which became a law August 28, 1894—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. HEPBURN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 26) for the pre- 
vention of the introduction and spread of contagious and infectious 

i into the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 15) 
providing that the House go into Committee of the Whole for con- 
sideration of private pension bills and bills removing political dis- 
abilities and charges of desertion at 5 o'clock p. m. on each Fri- 
day, and that the committee then take a recess until 8 o'clock 
p. m 1 5 the purpose of considering said bills to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A resolution (House Res. No. 16) request- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish the House certain infor- 
mation relating to promotions of meritorious warrant officers of 
the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (House Res. No. 17) to employ an 
additional clerk in the file room of the House—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A memorial of the legislature 
of the State of Washington, asking Congress to appropriate 
$150,000 for the purpose of building a harbor and light-house at 
the mouth of Quillayute River, in the State of Washington—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON; A bill (H. R. 1172) granting a pension to 
Samnel Burns—to the Committee on Pensions. : : 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 1173) for the relief of 
Warren A. Woodson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 1174) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to John Holderby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) for the relief of Patrick Morris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1176) for the relief of William E. Griffiths 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) for the relief of John Warner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1178) granting an increase of pension to 
Lloyd Beall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) for the relief of Barbary Brooks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting a pension to Reuben Balin- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie F. Bissell, of Pueblo, Colo,—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ed granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
John Fay, of Pueblo, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1183) granting a pension to T. R. Le Tel- 
lier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1184) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas B. Hanoum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) for the relief of D. H. Dickason—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1186) for pension to Joseph N. Nash, late 
corporal Company A, Thirty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin F. Kimball—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) for the relief of Thomas H. Breen—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1189) for the relief of William Morehead, of 
Lake City, Colo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill 85 R. 1190) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly, 
of Pueblo, Colo., late captain of Company H, Second iment 
Colorado Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) for the relief of George F. McReynolds, 
ole or Company B, Tenth Ilinois Cavalry—to the Committee on 


ims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1192) granting a pension to Michael Devine, 
of La Junta, Colo., late of Company L, Second New York Artil- 
lery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1193) greng an honorable discharge to 
Andrew J. Branson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1194) for the relief of Sarah S. Baker, of 
Montrose, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1195) for the relief of George McCracken—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1196) for the relief of P. B. Monell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1197) for the relief of Henry C. Smith, late of 


Company B, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1198) to provide for the reinstatement in the 
Railway Mail Service of C. W. Merrick, of Pueblo, Colo.—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1199) granting an honorable discharge to 
Harrison S. Crites—to the Committee on weenie Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1200) for the relief of Willbert Bowen, of 
Cripple Creek, Colo,—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1201) granting an honorable discharge to Rol- 
lan Prentice—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1202) for the relief of Drury Shrewsbury—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1203) for the relief of Joseph Clucas—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1204) for the relief of Gerald Russell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1205) granting a pension to John J. Lockrey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1206) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophia W. Buxton, of Durango, Colo.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1207) granting a pension to Frank J. Hood, 
of Georgetown, Colo., and late of Company D, Thirty-seventh 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, Two hundred 
and fourteenth i ae Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1208) for the relief of J. H. Daniel, of Flor- 
ence, Colo,—to the Committee on ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1209) for the relief of G. W. Seaman, late 
postmaster at Red Mountain, Colo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1210) for the relief of John H. Shaw, of Del 
Norte, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1211) for the relief of O. E. Noland, of Man- 
cos, Colo.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1212) granting an increase of pension to 
ale Logan, of Buenavista, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) granting an honorable discharge to W. 
me Neeley, of Canyon City, Colo.—to the Committee on Mili itary 

airs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1214) to pension James N. Livengood—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1215) to pension Stephen B. Yeoman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY (by ks est): A bill (H. R. 1216) for the relief 
of Stewart & Co. and A. P. H. Stewart, agent.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 1217) for the relief of 
Thomas G. Tiernon, late captain of Company H, Tenth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) for the relief of John L. Jefferies, late 
captain of Company K, One hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1219) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie Kautz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 1220) for the relief of Lewis 
F. Self—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) for the relief of G. T. Larkin—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1222) to correct the muster roll of William 
H. Nelson in the First Tennessee Volunteer Infantry and in the 
Fifth Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1223) for the relief of R. R. Robinson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1224) for the relief of Solomon S. Crosswhite— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1225) to amend the military record of certain 
enlisted men of the war of the rebellion, named therein, and for 
other p es—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1226) for the relief of Col. S. K. N. Patton 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1227) for the relief of Lincoln S. Jones, of 
Tennessee - to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1228) for the relief of Isaac Esterley, of 
Cocke County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1229) for the relief of Mary E. Simerley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) for the relief of Alexander Cawood, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1231) for the relief of Mack Fulton, of Mor- 
ristown, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1232) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Wallace, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. J 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1233) for relief of Caty Jones, administratrix 
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of William Irvin, New Canton, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


aims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1234) granting a pension to certain East Ten- 
nesseeans engaged in the secret service of the United States during 


| the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 1235) for the relief of William 
= talloway, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1236) for the relief of A. M. Applewhite, ad- 
ministrator of Andrew J. Newsom, deceased, late of Fayette 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1237) for the relief of Sarah S. McLemore, 
administratrix John C. McLemore, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1238) for the relief of Joseph Townsend, ad- 
ministrator of Peter Townsend, deceased, late of Tipton County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bil] (H. R. 1239) for the relief of Ann Kannell, admin- 
istratrix John Kannell, deceased, late of Memphis, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1240) for the relief of M. V. Dalton, admin- 
istratrix of Carson R. Dalton, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1241) for the relief of H. R. Thomas, admin- 
istrator of B. R. Thomas, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1242) for the relief of George W. Beasley, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1248) for the relief of J. Harvey Mathes, ad- 
ministrator of Benjamin Cash, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1244) for the relief of T. S. Galloway, admin- 
istrator of Darling Allen, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1245) for the relief of T. S. Galloway, admin- 
istrator of Thomas J. Waller, deceased, late of Fayette County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1246) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1247) for the relief of Mary E. Bates, admin- 
istratrix of James K. Bates, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1248) for the relief of C. M. Hunt, adminis- 
trator of John W. Hunt, deceased, late of Hardeman County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1249) for the relief of M. A. Gober, admin- 
istrator of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased, lateof Fayette County, 
Tenn. to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1250) for the relief of Thomas N. Doyle, ad- 
ministrator of Newton Doyle, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1251) for the relief of Lucy E. Dowdy, execu- 
trix of W. P. Dowdy, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1252) for the relief of Charles F. Beezley, ad. 
ministrator of John C. Lanier, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1253) for the relief of B. J. Kimbrough, ad- 
ministrator of James Kimbrough, deceased, late of “Shelby 
County, Tenn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 1254) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Ann D. Halsey, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 1255) to pension Col. James 
Lin —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 1258) to increase the pension of 
Capt. Isaac D. Toll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1257) granting a pension to 
Louisa uet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen O’Rorke— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1259) for the relief of Thomas K. Hughes 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1260) granting an honorable discharge to 
Carl P. Larsen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of Samuel Sentenne—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1262) granting a pension to Annie M. Post 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1263) for the relief of John Fox to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1264) for relief of Mary Oulahan, widow of 
Richard Oulahan—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1265) for the relief of Albert H. Geering—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1266) to reimburse the mayor, aldermen, and 
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commonalty of the city of New York for moneys ded for the 
United States in raising, equipping, supplying, and arming mili- 
tia and volunteer forces, and in other ways to aid in suppressing 
the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1267) for relief of George C. Ellison—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1268) to correct 
the military record of Patrick Hanley—to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. £ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Clause Maxfield—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. à 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1270) granting a on to Cornelia A. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1271) granting a pension to Clara A. Short— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 1272) for the relief of 
Thomas Rosbrugh—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1273) for the relief of Freeman W. Peverly— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Sat í 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) for the relief of Christina Daniels—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) for the relief of John D. Hudelson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) for the relief of James B. Martin- to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1277) for the relief of Daniel W. Snider—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) for the relief of Isaac N. Denham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1279) to grant a pension to Mrs. B. C. Lowe 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of S. E. Edwards—to the 
Commi i 


ttee on Pensions. < 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 1281) granting a pension to Julia 
E. G. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 1282) for the relief of M. S. Hell- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 1283) to carry ont the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Thomas W. Campbell, assignee 
of Miles Kelly, against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1285) for the relief of John Veeley—to the 
Committee on Claims. X 

Also, a bill (H. R.1286) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the estate of William Thixton, —to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1287) for the relief of Dr. John R. Hall, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1288) for the relief of Samuel McKee—to the 
ze, a bill ( R. 1280) granting an i f pension to 

„ & R. an increase of pension 
Thomas Crawford, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1290) for the relief of t. I. B. Webster, of 
Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on War 18. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1291) for the relief of G. Dwight Hamilton 
to the Committee on War Claims. She 

Also, a bill (H. R. Hogan ng an increase of pension to New- 
ton H. Gaar, Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 1293) for the amendment 
of the record of Henry McAlevey, late an enlisted man in the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1294) for amendment of the record of Felix 
Sellim, late an enlisted man in the United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1295) to increase the pension of Frederick G. 
Moore, late of Company I, One hundred and fifth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1296) for the amendment of the record of 
James Johnson, late an enlisted man in the United States Navy 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1297) to increase the pension of James F. 
McGunnigle, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1298) for the relief of the Globe Works, of 
Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Payne, 
James & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1300) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims in the caseof The Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
1 South against The United States to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 1301) ing a on to 
‘William iam P. Moran—tothe Committee on Mirai N . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1302) for the relief of William N. Tisdall, 
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3 in United States Army, retireũ - to the Committee on Mili- 
airs. 
Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 1803) to provide compensa- 


tion fora bridge and for buildings and other improvements con- 


structed by certain upon public lands afterwards set a 
and reserved as the 8 ational Park—tothe Commit 


art 
ttee 
on 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 1304) for the relief of the estate of 
Henry M. Baker, deceased, late of Frederick County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1305) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah N. 
Randolph, of Virginia—to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 1306) increasing the pen- 
sion of William Warner to $72 a month—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 1307) to correct the naval 
record of G. K. Knowlton, late of the United States Navy—to the 
Coila a bill (HL R. 1309) grant ga pansion to Leoia K. Gaus 

SO, & ) a pension er- 
rez—to the Commities on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1309) referring the claim of Hannah S. Crane 
and others to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1310) for the relief of the settlers on the 
Rancho Corte De Madera Del Presidio, Marin County, Cal.—to the 
tie eal fl. A. 101.) non George K. Knowl- 

o, & bill ( . 1811) granting a pension to e Ow! 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1312) to correct. the military record of Con- 
ane 8 a Coe on Military Affairs. F 

80, & R. 1313) ting a pension to Margaret J. 
Hart—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1314) relative to the Rancho Colus, in the 

1 50 of 5 ane aceon on Private — pe eg 
80, 4 (H. R. 5) granting an increase pf pension 
William Boyer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1316) granting a pension to Kate OC. Mo- 
Dougal—to the Committee on Nava Affairs 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) to restore William McElroy, late a first 
lieutenant in the United States Army, to his former rank, and for 
other 5 the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a Se R. 1318) for the relief of the widow and minor 
children of John W. Geering, of Vallejo, Cal.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) for the relief of William R. Wheaton 
and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1320) to correct the military record of Louis 
W. Mayer—to the ittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1321) granting relief to Alexander W. Cham- 
bers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1322) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Howland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1323) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth D. Stevenson, widow of the late J. D. Stevenson, formerly a 
colonel in the United States Army—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) to correct the naval record of G. K. 
Knowlton, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) to correct the military record of Frank 
D. Sweetser, late captain of Company E, Second (Berdan’s) United 
States Sharpshooters, and to grant an honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 1326) for the relief 
of John A. Bates—to the Committes on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of Thomas 
Stack—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 1328) granting a pension to Amos 
Gustin, invalid son of Hugh A. Gustin, late corporal of Company 
G, One hundred and thirtieth Illinois Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1329) for the relief 
of Myron E. Billings—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY (by request): A bill (H. R. 1380) for the relief of 
William iam Wolfe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 1331) for the relief of Goff 
A. co aa the Commies sa ar Claims. 

Mr. LACEY: iH (H. R. 1332) granting a pension to Joseph 
KW elt—to the Committee on invari e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1333) authorizing a reappraisement of the 
steam transport boat Planter, captured by Ro Smalls, and for 
a distribution of proceeds thereof—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 1334) granting a pension to Caro- 
line Wilkinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 1335) to pay heirs of John Ro 
a Duval for legal services—to the Committee on i 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1336) for the relief of Mrs. Mary L. Bryan, of 
Grant County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1837) for the relief of the estate of William 
P. Burrough—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) for the relief of the estate of John Kirk 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1339) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of Sterling M. Turner, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1340) granting a pension to Cyrus D. John- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1341) for the relief of George H. Preddy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1342) for the relief of J. C. Thompson to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1343) to grant an honorable discharge and 
remove the charge of desertion against John Kelly—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) to grant an honorable discharge to and 
remove the charge of desertion against Thomas Hardin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1345) for the relief of James A. Mitchell, of 
Sebastian Coated Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of George W. Davis, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1347) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Tra- 
week, of Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1348) for the relief of C. W. Threlkeld—to 
the Commi tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1349) for the relief of John McDermott—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) to carry into effect a finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Admiral I. Nunn, of Arkansas—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) for the relief of James A. Mitchell, of 
Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1352) for the relief of the estate of James 
Scull, late of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of certain persons residing 
in the original Hot Springs Reservation of Arkansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1354) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Tra- 
week, of Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1355) for the relief of Elvy Brewer, of Saline 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1356) for the relief of the firm of Bertrand & 
Scull, late of Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) for the relief of Mrs. Salome Sengel, 
widow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1358) for the relief of the estate of J. H. Moseby, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1359) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. 
Jones, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill m R. 1360) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tivesof Calvin B. Cunningham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H R. 1361) for the relief of theestate of William B. 
Pool, dece: —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1362) for the relief of the estate of Holliday S. 
Ravell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1363) for the relief of Thomas Boles—to the 
Committee on Claims. à 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 1364) directing the Secretary 
of War to investigate the claim of John C. Phillips—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) 5 the Secretary of the Navy 
to procure and present a suitable medal to John Coyle—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ` - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1866) for the relief of Patrick Gavin—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1367) for the relief of Peter Clark—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1368) to grant Mary S. Callan, of Washington, 
D. C., an increase of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1369) for the relief of Charles Thompson—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. ) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1370) for the relief of Mary P. Mullin—to the 
Committee on War Claims, f 

Also, a bill (H. R.1871) to correct the muster roll of the Biby 
first United States Colored Regiment—to the Committee on - 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1372) grantin. 4 a pension to Richard C. En- 
right to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) for the relief of Frances P. Trumbull, 


Sessa of Matthew M. Trumbull—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) to t a pension to Elizabeth Sadler 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1375) for the relief of O. C. Roberts—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1376) for the relief of John O. Phillips—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 1377) for the relief 
of Joseph Curriden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 1378) for the relief of the legal representa- 
5 of James R. Thompson, deceased - to the Committee on War 
aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1379) granting a pension to Harriet R. Mat- 
lack to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1380) for the relief of Isaac N. Forrester to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1381) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha M. Luckett—to the Committee on Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1382) granting a pension to Anna B. Lloyd— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 1883) for the relief of June Poite- 
vent, administrator of the estate of William J. Poitevent, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claiins. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1384) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
and commonly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 1385) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Andrew Govan—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1386) for the relief of the Rev. William J. 
Larkin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) to increase the pension of Victor Beau- 
boucher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Michael Baker—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1389) to increase the pension of Margaret 
Madden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 1390) for the relief of 
Henry P. Grant, of Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1391) for the relief of the Old School Presby- 
terian Church of Helena, Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1392) for the relief of J. W. Frazer, admin- 
istrator of William J. Hendricks, deceased, late of Monroe County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1393) for the relief of E. M. Ford, adminis- 
trator of Richard L. Ford, deceased, late of Phillips County, Ark.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1394) for the relief of the estate 
of August Heberlein—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1395) for the relief of James O. Tappan, ad- 
ministrator of Samuel J. Sutton, deceased, late of Phillips County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1396) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Higgins, late of Phillips County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of Ed. S. Carl Lee, admin- 
istrator of Cora C. Bancroft, deceased, of Woodruff County, Ark., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 8, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1398) for the relief of Mark W. Izard, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1399) for the relief of Thomas Wallace, of 
Phillips ouat, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1400) for the relief of James M. Humphreys, 
of Phillips County, Ark., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1401) for the relief of the estate of Jobn 
Caruth, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1402) for the relief of Martha A. Lanford— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1403) for the relief of John J. Govan—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1404) for the relief of Mary E. Whitehead— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1405) for relief of Mary F. Pollan, adminis- 
tratrix of William H. Po , deceased, late of Crittenden County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) for the relief of J. M. Thomas—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1407) to compensate the Baptist Church at 
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Helena, Ark., for destruction of its buildin furing the the late war by 
the Federal ‘Army: to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) for the relief of the * of William 

. Se rome late o ips County, Ark.—to the Com- 


mittes itteo on War O H. R. laima f lief of hil =e Hamil- 
or re 0 us 
ton, 9 aunty, Ark.— Tori er of ap War 
3 a et tas a R. 1410) fox the relief of the estate of. A. C. G 
of Jackson County, Ark. —to the Committee on 
War la Claims. 


Also, a pill (H. R. at phillip Co the relief of A. M. Scott, a 
trator of Sarah Slate, of P County, Ark., as 9 aue ord C) 
Court of Claims under the act at March 8, 1883—to the Commi 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1412) to place the name of Little Berry Sul- 


livan on the openen roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) for ‘the relief of Dr. J. H, ar Caine 
surgeon, United States —to the Commi on War 


so, a bill (H. R. 1414) for the relief of Thomas V. Hud 
ston—to the Committee on Pensions 
Also, a bill apr R. 415) for the relle of M. B. Woodyar 
Alice N. Rush, Sue T. Smox, and Joseph N. 
heirs of Col. N M. Woodyard—to the AETR on oirir 


Also, a bill Rey 1416) for the relief of Mrs. C. S. Davis and 
8 Li —to the 1 17 on Private Land Claims. 
Mr. MoRAE: A bill (H. R. 1417) for the relief of Thomas 

Me en—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

BOS a bill (H. R. 1418) for the relief of the estate of William 
F. Martin, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1419) for the relief of Robert Burton—to the 
Committee on itary 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1420) for the relief of William Crow—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1421) for the relief of Asa Townsend—to the 
Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) for the relief of J. H. Langston—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1428) for the relief of the = of Elias 
Wheat, deceased—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1424) for the relief of "the hi of William 
Wesley Turner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1425) for the relief of the saints of John W. 
Montgomery—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1426) for the relief of . S. A. Johnson, of 
Desha County, Ark. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) to carry into effecta finding of the Co 
of Claims in favor of Jacob Lavender, late of Nevada Coun 
Ark.—to the ae on War Claims. 


Gains. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1429) for the relle of Lucretia Curtis to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) for the relief of Nathan Eldrige—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1431) i the relief of Lucinda Hitchcock— 
to the Committee on Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3 for the relief of Thomas C. Simpson— 


to the Committee on P 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1 kor the relief of D. J. Smith- to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 1484) to au 
the Secretary of the Treasury to refund certain moneys co 
by the United 5 the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) for the relief of B. Randolph 
bese ean pew 8 AGE R, 1 R recognizing 
u 
eee the Eleentit W West x 0 nited States 
soldiers, eto. —to the Committee on Seay 
Also (b 8 R. 1437) ing Co ny B 


of the Wend West Virginia poe as United States soldiers— 


to the Committee on Milita: 
B Nr. III TEN A bil (H. R. R. 1438) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Louis B. Weymouth—to the Committee 


itary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1439) . eein to Herbert W. 
Leach—to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1440) to remove the change ol desertion against 
Daniel W. Morton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
„Also, a bill (H. R. 1441) granting a pension to Robert W. 
Groves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1442) granting an incr of pension to John 
W. Channing—to the Committee on Invali Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1443) E a pension to Olive Brown to 
the Genuss on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) for the relief of the late owners of the f Marso: 


brig Abby Ellen—to the Committee on War Claims. 


IEK y 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1445) for the relief of Samuel Robbins—to 
the Committee on Claims. 
H. R. 1446) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James Gray—to 2 Committee on Mili Affairs. 
one a bill i R. R. 14st) for the relief of Walter R. Gray—to the 


mumittee o 
Also, a bill | (H. R. 1 R. 1448) granting a pension to John Dow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Ba on Soho a bill (Ee page ) granting a 6 Andrews 
n 


Also, a bul H. K. 1450) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pitcher and Axel . ape set Otis and George B. Fergu- 


Also, a bill at H. R. 14 R. 1451) granting a p a poi to Susan W. New- 
Committee on 
Also, a bill 55 R. 1452) for the relie ofti the owners of American 
ship Belle of Bath—to the Committee on Claims. 
, a bill (H. R. cy for the relief of William S. Grant—to 
the Cor tes on War 
„a bill (H. R. 1454) toremove the e of desertion against 
Char arisa Abbott—to the Committee on Military 1 5 5 
By M r. PIERCE of Tennessee: = H. R. 1455) for the mf, 
of John A. Roe, of Gibson Coun „as 3 by the 
Court of Claims under the act of 8, 1883—to 
tee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1456) for the relief of Mary R, Rowlett, ad- 
istratrix Caleb R. ag ea re tga , late of Gibson County, 
and due by Court ee ie act Gl 
EAN 3. 1 to the C es Age 
y Mr. RAY of New York: 1 5 Dl ting an 
crease of pension Charles W. W. i ia "of aachen C, One 
Peace and fifty- fourth New Lork on Invalid 
ensions. 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: ae (H. R. 1458) granting a 
pense | to Joshua Parker—to the Co ttee on fide d Pensio: 
0 Bni . RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 1459) — an honora 
pharge to George A. 5 Mar hy the tie on Military 


‘Also, a pin (HL. R. 1 e 
against Robert ria» 
ot Gali Mr. SETTLE: eee oat Mes of the heirs 
atherine a Mang a 
ae) ‘or . 55 ief of L. T. 


i (H. R. 1 Cine gon Wa © relief TF Josiah L, Bell—to the 
) for Ar. re relief 85 John J, Tolson, 5 


istrator of 6 Co: ee on War 

By Mr. ill (H. R. 1 1483) to ba ha a Thomas- 
son—to the on 

B 8 : A bill ( R.1460) for the relief of Mary E. 
ae deceased, late of Camden County, 


A the Co: 
Also, a bill (H. 1467) to pension 1 panah widow of 
Joseph Jan ett, late assistant k pe of Shoal Light-House, 
North Carolina to the ons. 
Also, a (H. R. 1468) for the relief of J. E. Merriam—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

bay oe a bill (H. R. 1469) for the relief of William E. Bond—to 

the Committee on 


Also, a bill (U. R. 1470) for the relief of Morgan Gs C. gordon, of 


beep p a err i ae — Ge 5 
80, & g a on to Lue oore, 
widow of pd Moore—to the 9 Invalid J 5 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Dorcus F. Mur- 

hy, widow of Rufus D. K. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel T. 
Carrow, late of North Carolina, deceased—to the Committee on 


= aims. 

y Mr. SMITH of Minois: A bill (H. R. 1474) to refer the claim 
of 3 W. Parish to the Secretary of the Treasury for exami- 
nation and payment of any balance found due to thé Committee 
on Glaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1475) to restore and retire, as a captain of 
cavalry, Thomas J. Spencer, 1 captain, Tenth Uni States 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Mil itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1476) for the relief of the Continental Fire 
Insurance Com ay and others—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SAMUE W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 1477) for the relief 
of Frank Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 1478) for the relief of 1 
Y. Porter, late captain and assistant 5 United States 
Army to the Committee on Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) for the relief of ‘the heirs of Manette 
ms, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) granting an honorable discharge to 
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James Brown, of ee A, First Florida Volunteers to the 
Committee on Mili airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) granting a pension to Jesse H. Tucker. 
eee Manatee County, Fla. —to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) reimbursing T. F. MeGourin, late post- 
master at De Funiak Springs, Fla. to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1483) granting a pension to 
Jane L. Buckingham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) for the relief of Helen Larned—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 1485) to increase the 
pension of Caroline V. English—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) 8 an increase of pension to Isa- 
bella H. Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William Silvey, deceased—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 1487) to pension Catharine Moon— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1488) to pension Walter R. W. Atkins—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) for the relief of Stephen M. Honeycutt— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1490) for the relief of Margaret S. Fain—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1491) to pension Hix Patterson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1492) to pension Dorcus Elliott, widow of 
Jesse Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1493) for the relief of Hiram A. Darnell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) for the relief of Samuel Garner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1495) for the relief of Webster R. W. Atkins— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1496) for the relief of Sanford A. Pinyan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1497) for the relief of James B. Fowler—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1498) to amend the records of the War De- 

artment in case of Curtis C. Hutcheson—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1499) for the relief of William N. Hammon- 
tree—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) to amend the records of the War De 
ment in the case of Jesse Elliott—to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


Airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) for the relief of Martha Mitchell, widow 
of Thomas W. Mitchell, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) for the relief of John M. Johnson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1503) to pension Synthia Ann Mason, widow 
of Austin Mason—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1504) to pay Mrs. Mary J. Hix certain money 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) for the relief of George R. Mullins—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) to increase the pension of Bedney F. 
McDonald, of County, Ga.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) to pension Jason C. Chastain—to the 
Committee on Pensions. > 

Also, a bill Sa R. 1508) to pension Mrs. Marzey Collins, widow 
of Charles O. i mmittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1509) to pension Sanford A. Pinyan—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1510) for the relief of George W. Hansard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 3 a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Benjamin Davis to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of Hix Patterson —to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. é 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 1513) to increase the pension 
of Capt. John H. Mullen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mir, TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1514) for the relief 
of 12 Selma and Meridian Railroad Company - to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 1515) to correct the military 
record of William B. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1516) for the relief of Mrs. Sallie Brown, of 
Johnson County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief of the estate of Elias N. 
Conway, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of the estate of John A. 
McDaniel, of Pulaski County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) for the relief of the estate of Parkes & 
Ward, of Yell County, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1520) to amend the military record of J. R. 
Utley, late private of Company D, Third Arkansas Cavalry, United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1521) to correct the record and muster of 
Henry N. Posey in Company A, Fourth Arkansas Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to discharge him from Compeny I, Second Arkansas 
Volunteer many eie: —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 1522) to remove the 
charge of desertion in the case of Oliver Armsey—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1523) to correct the military record of John 
H. Finfrock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1524) toremove the charge of desertion from 
the naval record of-James A, McElroy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) for the relief of Theodore D. McCad- 
don—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1526) to grant an honorable discharge to John 
A. White—to the Committee on Military Affairs. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1527) to remove the charge of desertion from 
re military record of John Porcella—to the Committee on Military 

airs. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) for the relief of the widow of Robert C. 
Berry, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1529) granting an increase of on to Wil- 
liam H. H. Nevitt to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1530) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Hamme—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1531) granting a pension to Jane Linn to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1532) to remove the arge of desertion from 
the military record of Nicholas Swingle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1533) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Christopher Parish—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1534) for the relief of Benjamin F. Fortney, of 
2 Washington County, Ohio—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1535) for the relief of Columbus F. Hayward 
and the executor of Charlotte G. Hayward—to the Committee on 


aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1536) to muster into the United States service 
and grant an honorable discharge to Charles Edward Hawn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1537) to remove the charge of desertion from 
oe military record of John Snyder—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1538) for the relief of Nicholas Krier and 
others—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1539) nting a pension to Mary J. Fouts— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 1540) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1541) ting an increase of pension to 
George W. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1542) for relief of John Breen, lately post- 
master at Gladwyne, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1543) for the relief of Helen W. Mauck—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1544) ting a pension to Helen V, Rorer— 
to the Commi on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1545) for the relief of Samuel T. Morris—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) granting a pension to Mrs. Annie Wit- 
tenmyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) granting a pension to Sarah E. Daub 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 1548) granting an increase 
< pension to John Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1549) for the 
relief of John B. Hardman, of Alabama, as found due by the Court 
of Claims under the act of March 3, 18883—to the Committee on 
War Claims. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1550) for the relief of Thomas J. Hargiss, of 
Jackson County, Ala., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) for the relief of William C. Williams, 
of Center Star, Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1552) for the relief of Mollie Hurley, heir of 

iliam D, Hurley, deceased, late of Lawrence County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
W. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1554) for the relief of William Moseley, jr., 
administrator of the estate of Mrs. Temperance Moseley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1555) for the relief of the La Grange College, 
of Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) for the relief of Thomas W. White— 
to the Committee on Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Athens, Limestone County, Ala., to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1558) to refer claim of Thomas M. Hobbs to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1559) for the relief of Mrs. Mary S. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1560) for the relief of William Cunningham, of 
Courtland, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. É 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1561) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Primitive Baptist Church, of Huntsville, Madison County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. WILSON of New York (by Li! Neen A bill (H. R. 1562) 
for the proper official recognition of William F, Tiemann—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. men 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1563) for the relief of William H. 
Bell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1564) for the relief of Frank 
Della Torre and Susan F. Della Torre, heirs of Peter Della Torre, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. š : 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1565) for the relief of Maj. Wil- 
liam M. Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army—to 
the Committee on Militgry Affairs. r ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) to amend an act entitled An act in 
relation to the Japanese indemnity fund,” approved February 22, 
1883—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1567) to remove charge of desertion against 
the name of John S. Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Roach, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) to remove charge of desertion against 
the name of John S. Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1570) for the relief of Eliza Percival—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1571) to remove the charge of dismissal 
standing against William H. Harlin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. ali 
against the name of Michae 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1573) granting a on to Julia Walke, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral Henry Walke, at the rate of $100 
per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of the estate of Abel 
Adams, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1575) for the relief of George M. Clapp, of 
the Washington Iron Works—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1576) to increase the pension of Mrs. Char- 
lotte B. Cozzens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1577) to amend the 77 8 record of 
Clarence V. Beecher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 1578) to provide for promoting Capt. 
Richard G. Shaw, First United States Artillery, now on the retired 
list, to the rank of major—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Julius 
A. Kaiser—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 1580) author- 
izing the restoration of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, late 
captain, Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the 
Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of retired offi- 
cers—to the Committee on Mny Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 1600) for the relief of the 
Deposit Savings Association, of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 1601) for the relief of John 
Millan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of Michael Lally—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1603) to remove charga of desertion against 
Bernard Wortman—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) to remove charge of desertion against 

Jacob H. Tourje—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) for the relief of Charles Brewster, and 
to place him upon the retired list of the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 1606) to remove charge of desertion against 
William H. Nember—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1607) to remove charge of desertion against 
Jacob M. Hamburger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


to remove the charge of desertion 
Quirk—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) for the relief of Lieut. Herman M. 
Lillie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1609) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James Norris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1610) to increase the pension of Patrick 
Culhan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1611) for the relief of Col. C. M. Lum—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1612) to refund to Jesse H. Farwell money 
paid as import duty on the schooner Southampton—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 1613) for the relief of the Union 
Tron Works, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San 
Francisco, in the State of California—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1615) to pay the Union Iron Works, of San 
Francisco, Cal., for extra work on the Monterey—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 1616) for the 
relief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1617) for the relief of George Rushburger— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 1618) to refer 
claim of Thomas M. Hobbs to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1619) to increase the pension of John W. 
Carter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1620) to restore the name of Henry Graves 
to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1621) to grant two nee of land for the 
use of the Normal and Industrial School at Normal, Ala., and 
the State Normal College at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 1622) for the relief of John 
H. Fralick—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) to increase the pension of Susan D. 
Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1624) to increase the pension of Mrs. Nettie 
B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) to pension Napoleon B. Marsh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1626) for the relief of the State of New York— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) for the relief of Milo Loomis—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of Benjamin Franklin 
Handforth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following PS ig and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Pyr BULL: Preamble and resolution of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Rhode Island, in favor of legislation 
providing for military instruction in public schools—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Portsmouth, R. I., protesting against 
the free distribution of seeds by the Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of Charles B. Seidel, of Louisville, 
. praying for relief to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the legislative commit- 
tee of the National Grange of the Patrons of 
memorial of the Reading Tin Plate Company, of Reading, Pa., 
relative to tariff on tin plate; also from United Diamond Work- 
ers’ Union of New York, asking that a tariff of 15 per cent be 
placed on manufactured diamonds and that unmanufactured 
diamonds be placed on the free list in Schedule N (sundries); also 
memorial from the Harness Manufacturers’ Protective Associa- 
tion of Philadelphia and vicinity, asking for protection from for- 
eign manufacturers; also memorial from the Paint Club of Phil- 
adelphia, protesting against a proposed measure to remit the tax 
on alcohol; also memorial on harness and saddlery; also memorial 
on tobacco, from the Philadelphia Tobacco Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against the proposed tariff schedule on imported leaf to- 
bacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of John McAndrews and 73 other citi- 
zens of Iowa, asking for the passage of a service-pension bill; also 
petition from R. T. Elson and 117 others, of the same State, mak- 
ing the same request—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. HARMER: Petition of John Lindsay, formerly lands- 
man in the United States Navy, praying that the charge of deser- 
tion may be removed from the records in the Navy Department 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition concerning forest re- 
serve in Whatcom County, State of Washington—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of citizens of North Middleboro, 
Mass., urging the Government to take decisive steps in regard to 


the Armenian outrages—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of A. J. Ferguson and 29 other citi- 
zens of Nebraska, praying for the recognition of God in the Con- 
stitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRIS: Petition of Rey. E. V. Campbell and 41 other 
citizens of St. Cloud, Minn., praying for the recognition of God 
m tag Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Memorial of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Fort Wayne, Ind., against increase of tariff on unmanu- 
factured tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of H. H. Austin and 136 other citi- 
zens of Bridgehamton Township, Sanilac County, Mich., asking 
that there be embodied in the tariff bill now being formulated a 
tax on Canadian cattle; also petition of Peter McDonald and 320 
other citizens of Brown City, Mich., and petition of Thomas J. 
Philp and 93 others, of Badaxe, Huron County, Mich., making 
the same request—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. V. VOORHIS: Resolution of Hazlett Post, No. 81, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, urging the 

assage of the per diem service pension bill; also resolution of 
campment No. 118, Union Veteran Legion, of Zanesville, Ohio, 
making the same request—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Washington G. Dengler Post, 
No. 622, Grand Army of the Republic, stationed at Perkasie, Pa., 
favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Morrisville Council, No. 915, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, denouncing the Spanish conduct of 
war of General Weyler and favoring the independence of Cuba— 
to the Committee on os a irs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolution of New Haven (Conn.) Chamber 
of Commerce, relative to financial legislation—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. C LES W. STONE: Protest of cigar manufacturers 
and members of Cigar Manufacturers’ Union, No. 122, of Warren, 
Pa., against an increase of tariff on unstemmed tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 20, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SPECIAL EMPLOYEES, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I present the following reso- 
lution for present action. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

g That John Ke Sage og Shag ame s in ne smear held by 
under the control nd direction of the Speaker, salject toremoval for cause 
at any time by him. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is that reported by the Commit- 
tee on Accounts? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. ; : 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will be glad to have it reported again. I did 
not catch the ate 5 : Y 

Mr. GROSVENO If the gentleman will allow me, this ap- 

intment, made by the House, is the ordinary appointment of 
Mr. Chancey on the one side and certain other gentlemen on the 
other side of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatistrue. The only difference is that the 
minority had some consideration for many years. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The minority have had very liberal con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state for the benefit of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, if he will allow me, that the minority selected 
four employees in caucus. I have the resolution, which I desire to 
offer as soon as this is acted upon. : < 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is matter that requires 
unanimous consent. 5 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Ohio 
for how many years this appointment has been made in the inter- 
est of the majority? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think about as long ago as when the 
gentleman from Indiana first came here, or beyond the memory of 
man. 1058 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, not beyond the memory of ‘‘ the gentle- 
man from Indiana.” [Laughter.] 


Mr. DOCKERT. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 


question. This r a very old and faithful one, is carried 
ou the legislative bill for the ensuing fiscal year? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 


Mr. DOCKERY. My inquiry is whether he is not provided for 
in the E ir tive bill for the current fiscal year? a 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He is provided for in the legislative bill, 
and that is the reason why his salary is not charged to the contin- 
gent fund. The other employees, on the Democratic side, are 
charged to the contingent d of the House. This has been the 
course for a t many years. 

The SP R. Is there objection to the present considers- 
tion of the resolution presen by the gentleman from Ohio? 
[After a pause.] The ir hears no objection. 

The 1275 Was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I now offer the following 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
— consent for the present consideration of the following reso- 

ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the Fifty-fifth 
of the ZINT STIR EAA, TaT, R. Ant de nti tee to act as n special 
employee at a compensation at the rate of $1,500 per annum; that George I. 
Browning and Felton B. Knight be authorized to act as messengers 
of the House of Representatives at a compensation at the rate of $1,200 per 
annum each; and authorized to act as a s 
tives ata „ at the rate ot 

o bo paid from 3 — 


until the organization 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause. he Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the resoluffon was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table, 
DOCUMENTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House a 
resolution on the part of the Senate, if there beno objection. Will 
the ntleman from Iowa, the former chairman of the Committee 
on Printing, give his attention? Does the gentleman desire to 
bring up that resolution in regard to the ibution of docu- 
ments 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call up the joint resolution passed 
by the Senate yesterday, and Iask unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

TheSPEAKER, The Chair is informed that this is a matter that 
concerns members of the House, and therefore ventures to present 
it. [After a pause.] The Chair finds that it has been sent to a 
committee. It can be called up later. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the Agricultural ap- 
riation bill. 

e Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14 riati 

8 (H. — — — 23 for the Department of Agriculture 

The 55 Twenty minutes for debate are allowed on 
each side. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to debate the 
bill at all, but I will make a very short statement with regard to 
it for the benefit of new members. The Agricultural bill is the 
smallest of the appropriation bills that are presented for the con- 
sideration of Congress. Gentlemen who were in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress will bear me out in the statement that this bill was con- 


sidered very carefully not only in the Committee on Agriculture, 
but in the Committee of the Whole House, and was discussed by 
phs under the five-minute rule. It went to the Senate and 


was there fully considered. There was a conference on the disa- 
5 of the two Houses, and the conference agreed upon the 
ill and it was passed. This bill carries no extraordinary appro- 
riation, with perhaps one exception, the appropriation for the 
ee distribution of seeds. With that exception all the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill are practically for the support of the 
Agricultural Department upon well-established lines. The bill as 
penod by both Houses appropriates $3,182,902, which is $73,000 
ess than the amount carried by the bill for the current fiscal year. 
This is all I think it necessary to say now, but I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time, and shall be glad to answer any questions that 
gentlemen may desire to ask. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. S cr— A 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recognized 
for 1 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield five minutes to the gen- 


tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], reserving the balance of my 


time. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the longer a man lives 
the more he learns. First and last I have said a good many unkind 


1897. 


things about the Senate of the United States, and have poked a 

deal of fun at it, and in August, 1894, during the dog days, 
Was so much aggravated with it that, notwithstanding the fact 
that I believe in two legislative bodies, I was almost in favor of 


abolishing the Senate of the United States altogether. ughter. ] 
But, Mr. Speaker, in this distinguished presence I wish to retract 
most of the criticisms that I have made upon the Senate. I thank 
God to-day that the Senate of the United States still remains a 
deliberative body. [Applause on the Democraticside.] Iunder- 
take to say that yesterday and to-day we have been going through 
the most unprecedented, astounding, and rating perform- 
ance that ever took place on the American . lause 
on the Democratic side.] When the rules of the y-fourth 
Congress were adopted, and when I read them in the retirement 
of private life [laughter], I concluded that the House of Repre- 
sentatives had at last rigged upa perfect business machine. But, 
lo and behold, the very first thing that happens in the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-fifth Congress is that the rules of the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, drastic as they are, are not drastic enough 
to suit the majority in this House, and, as some gentlemen on that 
side may neyer have read their own rules, I wish to read to them 
section 3 of Rule XXIII: 

All motions or rede a ar or hg? PA the People, ei 
Bona of n or property. oF penuitritix sch & ropriation to bean e, or 
authorizing — out of appropriations already made, or releasing any 
liability to nited States for money or p rty, or referring roaa 

Hurt of Claims, shall be first conside: in a Committee of the ole, 
and a pointof order under this rule shall be good at any time before the con- 
sideration of a bill has commenced. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here we have the amazing spectacle of no 
Committee on r being appointed, and of aman who, 
in all probability, i the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Fifty-fifth Congress, but who has no moreright 
to consideration now than 17 25 other member of this House, ge 
up and proposing that this House 5 millions upon mil- 
lions of dollars without any report from any committee—indeed, 
without reference to any committee. 

Future generations will hardly believe that on the 19th day of 
March, A. D. 1897, the House of Representatives, under whip and 
spur, passed a bill appropriating over $52,000,000 after only forty 
minutes’ debate—a Pi which 148 members of this House, who 
were not members of the Fifty-fourth Congress, never saw, of 
which they had no opportunity to read a line, and which, so far 
as they knew, might contain the hugest jobs ever perpetrated by 
any House of Representatives, 

To this complexion has it come at last. 

The House of Representatives of the United States has become 
“a business body“ with a vengeance. 

Gentlemen of the majority, you are making history, and making 
it very rapidly; and in the fierce and all-pervading light which 
will beat upon your record in the future you will cut a pitiful, a 
shameful figure—debate choked off, free discussion stifled, and a 

rearranged programme rushed through by brute force, the recol- 

Tation of which will make you shudder in the days that are to 
come. 

You can prevent a fair discussion of bills here in which the tax- 
payers of the land are vitally interested; but I give you fair warn- 
ing that we will discuss them—and force you to discuss them—in 
that greater arena, before the American people, where speech is 
free and where debate is unlimited. 

In the last campaign the leaders of the majority party prowled 
over the United States and falsely charged 6,500,000 voters in this 
country with being anarchists. Gentlemen of the majority, I 
want to say to you now its are the anarchists. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] t is anarchy? It is an absence of 
all rule or government. You are running here without rules; or, 
if you have any, you are violating them. You are now doing the 
very thing which you charged us with doing or seeking to do, and 
as sure as you live a day of reckoning is in store for you. [Ap- 

lause on the Democratic side.] The Republican party have always 

n very long on promises and very short” on performances. 
ughter. Applause on the Democratic side. ou went over 
is country saying to the people, Just elect McKinley and see 
what will come.” You told them they would not even have to 
wait for the other Administration to go out—and I thank God it 
has gone out. [Applause.] We on this side will at least not be 
8 held responsible for the sins of this one. You told them 
they would not even have to wait for that Administration to go 
out, but that as soon as McKinley was elected a tide of prosperity 
Was going to roll over the land that would come a to the very 
chins of the people. ughter.] Where is that tide of prosper- 
ity now? It seems to have gotten stunted somehow, belated some- 
where. It is clearly a case of arrested development.” [Laugh- 
ter and applause. 

Mr. McKinley, instead of going over the country like another 

Haroun Alraschid, scattering blessi around the land, sits at 


essings 
the other end of the Avenue with blanched and careworn face and 
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with hollow eyes, while the members on the other side are athi g 
to break through the rules of that beautiful and hypocriti 
“ snivel service reform ” system for the benefit of their dear con- 
stituents at home. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Prosperity is coming, isit? You are bringing it now, are you? 
Let me tell you about it. Republican prosperity is— 
Like es spread, 

You seize the flower, its bloom is shed; 

Or like the snow, falls in the river, 

A moment white, then melts forever; 

Or like the borealis race, 

That flits ere you can point the place; 

Or like the rainbow’s lovely form, 

Evanishing amid the storm. 


You have the strength. You know what a very wise man says 
about a giant’s strength—that itis nice to have it, but that itis 
dreadfully unwise to use it like a giant. Taree ngt be the cor- 

ughter. 

Now, Kons omen, I want to propound to you two or three ques- 
tions. y did you not let us find out what was in these bills? 
Are you afrai l to have them discussed? I think that is what is 
the matter with you. It is given out in the pa this mornin 
that the deliberative assembly at the other end of the Capitol is 
going to sit here until the dog star waxes tolerably strong. What 
are we going to do? Sit around here and look at each other? 
Convert ourselves into a mutual admiration society? Why not 

ive these 132 new members who have never been in this House 
fore a chance to try their oratorical wings? I do not ask that 
chance for myself; I have had it before. You might as well have 
given them such an opportunity. You could have passed these 
bills whenever you got ready; we could not have kept you from 
it. ButI will tell you what we can do. If we can keep our 131 
members together on this side of the House, we can put you on the 
defensive half the time and keep you explaining to your constitu- 
enis why you were not in your seats. 

Now, [want to make a suggestion about the rules; for this may 
be the last opportunity I shall have on that subject. The present 
Speaker in the Fifty-first Congress originated the quorum-counting 
rule. I have always said—I say it now—hedid right. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] I helped pass a similar rule in the Fifty 
third Congress. The most anger-provoking and contemptible spec- 
tacle that I can conceive of is to see a man at least 25 years old, 
whom some people have thought fit to come to Congress, a man 
drawing $5,000 a year, and when his name is called he sits here 
with glassy eyes staring at the Clerk, showing no signs of anima- 
tion. When the biography of the present Speaker comes to be 
written, that quorum-counting rule of the Fifty-first Congress will 
be the corner stone on which his fame will be built. [Applause 
on the Republican side. 

The SPEAKER, 
l 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just one minute more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield the gentleman one 
more minute. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Say two minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; I yield the gentle- 
man two more minutes, 

' Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; that corner stone” ought 
to be finished. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It was unkind in the Chair to cut 
me off while in that particularly 1 strain. [Laugh- 
ter.] But there are two other rules, Mr. Speaker, that I want to 
see adopted. One is that of the Fifty-third Congress, which the 
present incumbent of the chair sneered at as ‘‘a police regula- 
tion,” that members not attending here shall have their salaries 
“ docked.” One other provision I would have made, and then you 
will have a perfect code of rules so far as that goes: Fine a mem- 
ber ten, fifteen, or twenty dollars every time he fails to answer on 
the roll call without good excuse. Then we shall keep our 131 
men here and make it mighty hot for you gentlemen on the other 
side. [Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, without committing myself 
to the procedure under which these bills are being passed, I want 
to say there is but one reason why this Agricultural appropriation 
pill was left over from the Fifty-fourth to the Fifty- Congress. 
President Cleveland, who has just retired, had a very strong sym- 
pathy with the gentleman whom he put in charge of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. That man, poor as he was in administra- 
tive ability, and poorer in judgment, saw fit to attack this House 
in regard to the distribution of the seeds allotted to us; and when 
he discovered that he could not defeat the distribution, he began a 
system of purchasing and distributing to us a class of seeds that 
have almost condemned the whole business in the estimation of 
everybody, North, South, East, and West. Somehow that Secre- 
tary of Agriculture made the President believe that the money 
spent for those seeds was a useless expenditure, and only for that 


rect reading, but it is an improved one. 


e time of the gentleman has expired. 
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reason did the President 
die with the expiration of the Fifty-fourth Congress. Outside of 
that, Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose there is a man on our side of 
the House or on the other who can object to the bill. 

This bill makes a decrease of $102,780 upon the estimates—a 
decrease of $46,000 and more in the salaries estimated for. And I 
want to say in behalf of the gentleman who was the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture in the last Congress (I was not 
myself a member of the commitiee) that he presented perhaps the 
most economical bill of the thirteen r ar appropriation bills 
submitted to the House. I repeat, that I am not in favor of this 
procedure. I think this bill in the present Congress . — to have 
gone to the Committee on Agriculture; it ought to have come 
regularly before the House from that committee, and ought to 
have been discussed under the five-minute rule. Every member, 
new or old, ought to have had an opportunity to understand all 
about the bill—what it proposed to carry and what it did carry. 
But as to the bill itself, I repeat, there is nothing in it that either a 
Democrat or a Republican, in my humble opinion, can object to, 
except the provision in regard to the purchase and distribution of 
seeds. And I want to say now, Mr. er, that as long as the 
farmers of this country have any influence in this House they 
will demand that a provision of that kind shall ap from year 
to year in the Agricultural appropriation bill, and that the amount 
shall be increased rather than diminished. And if, Mr. Speaker, 
the time allotted to me permitted, I would like to show that the 
money thus expended is beneficial to and excites patriotism 
amongst that class of people generally throughout the country, 
and is not a waste of public money, as it was taken to be by the 
former Secretary and President. No, Mr. Speaker, the farmers 
will not willingly surrender this small benefit from the Govern- 
ment. 

I surrender the balance of the time back to the gentleman from 


ississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, except for the 
p of emphasizing my opposition to the unnec and 
extraordinary method of putting this bill through the House at 
this time, there is no reason, in my judgment, why any member, 
whether a Republican or a Democrat, should vote against the bill. 
The Agricultural Committee flatters itself, and the Democratic 
members of that committee as well as the Republican members, 
that it is an economical, intelligent, and well-considered bill, and 
is drafted in the best interests of the working of the Department 
of iculture. : 

With these few remarks, I waive the balance of the time on our 
side and am ready for a vote. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman de- 
sires to be heard, I ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would like to ask permission of the House, 
since the gentleman from Georgia made reference to the paragraph 
in the bill with reference to seed distribution, with a view to sav- 
ing the time of the House, that I may have printed in the RECORD 
two letters from constituents of mine who are in the garden-seed 
business, protesting aguna the paragraph in the bill in reference 
to the appropriation of $130,000 for free seed distribution. 

If there is no objection—and the letters are in excellent taste 
and a good argument from the standpoint of my constituents—I 
ask that they be ee in the RECORD, and I think there can be 
no objection to them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, March 19, 1897. 

DEAR Srp: I write this letter to ask your kind cooperation in defeating the 

distribution by the Department of Agriculture for the coming year. 
There is invested in my business over $100,000; during the last twenty years 
I have spent more than t uarters of a million dollars in advertising and 
buildi. Toas business. After expending so much capital and energy, it 
is a hard thing to have the United States Government for so serious a com- 
titor. I can truly say that the Government d distribution has in- 
ured me this year alone to an amount exceeding $50,000, and should the Gov- 
ernment persist in carrying on the distribution as conducted at present, it 
will eventually compel me to close my establishment. 

When it is considered that last year alone I paid the Philadelphia post-office 
more than $30,000 for postage, and have in various other ways increased the 
revenues of the Government to a very considerable extent, the injury done 
my business the last few yoat from this pieceof paternalism is the more 
exasperating; in fact, it is very much like presenting a company with the 
sinews of war with which to give you a firs licking. 

Hoping for your kind cooperation in stopping this abuse when the subject 
comes up before the House, I remain, 

Yours, truly, 
WM. H. MAULE. 

Hon. HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
75 PHILADELPHIA, March 11, 1897. 


My Dran SIR: I have been connected with the trade for ten years, and 
have practically devoted my entire time to studying the many details of the 
business, and to find at this time, when 1 am getting toa position where I can 
commence to reap the benefits of my close study and hard work, that I must 
submit to laws passed by Congress depriving me of the benefits of my work, 
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2 not help but think something is radically wrong with lawmaking leg- 
m. 


ion. 
There are from time to time brought up in Con, bills to protect the 
American workingman. But what kind of legislation is t this which is to estab- 
22. make orem that Conia Dee 
of the members gress e known the u nts in the seed line 
and have their wishes tified? ea . 

My ten years’ experience has given me some little theoretical and practical 
knowledge of growing and selling seeds, and each year has strengthened a 
rere ee o formed: The business of growing and selling should be fos- 
tered by our Government, and not throttled, as it now seems the intention of 
our est legislative body to do. 

I was very much surprised to learn that a horticulturist of such standin 
as Mr. William R. Smith, of the Botanic Garden, should go on record with 
a printed circular letter in favor of the continuance of the free-seed distri- 
bution. Perhaps I am notin a position to judge this action critically, as I 
have not yet experienced giving away things at the expense of others. 

Let me try and tell you what the free distribution of seeds means: 

Distress to all those employed in the growing and selling of seeds. 

Financial ruin to our employers. 

A beginning for paternalism which I understand the Constitution forbids. 

Greater depreciation in the value of farm lands. 

Irreparable damage to the high 8 of seeds as now obtained. 

An end to all bilities of the further improvement of all vegetables, 
flowers, and fiel ah ecg ce 
Mx position includes the management of an experimental farm on which 
is expended thousands of dollars in the interest of horticulture, and if you 
orany of your fellow-members of Congress could give meat any time an hour 
or two of your time during the height of the season (July and August) you 
babes oa not, Iam sure, l te against the business, as you now seem inclined 

o do. 

Let me illustrate a little incidence connected with trouble incurred in 
breeding any particular variety of vegetable to a higher type. Some years 
ago I made a selection from a crop of tomatoes for the purpose of obtalning 
a ed | which would give a ri 5 fruit, perfectly round in 
shape, of good size, solid, containing few s,and of excellent quality. I 
worked hard for several years perfecting the variety and finally had suf- 
ficient seed to plant 4 acres. The 4 acres, to be plain, gave me fruits of all 
sorts and sizes, and my work was in vain. 

My house is not the only one having had such experience, but there are 
many others that frequently have several cro; l after years of earnest 
work and at a great expense, not only for labor, but for land and manure. 

As an employee rsd the oxi = g also * the other e er 
me urge upon you the necessity of voting against an appropriation for 
continuance of the seed distribution. 

y, yours, 


Hon. Henry H. BINGHAM, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will now be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask a vote upon the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be en. and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 7 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
ane SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the next 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and _ contingent 
expenses of the Indian Departmentand for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1588. and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask to control the time 
in ink it neither t to explain in detail th 

think it neither necessary nor ient to e in detail the 
provisions of this appropriation bil. tt is sufficient to say that 
the bill was read by sections in the last House, and was discussed 
for two or three days prior to its passage; that it was considered 
for several days—about a week—in the Senate, and was in confer- 
ence on the disagreements between the two Houses for several days 
thereafter, three different conference reports being made before 
the bill was finally disposed of. 

The bill, as presented, is not absolutely what I would like, or 
perhaps what every member of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
would like. It is not absolutely what the Senate committee or 
the Senate itself would like; but, like all other appropriation bills, 
it has reached its present condition by compromises on certain 
features of the bill. 

I believe, on the whole, it is an excellent bill, and see no reason 
why it should not in its present form. I do not care to oc- 
cupy more time, 8 er, but prefer to reserve it to be used 
if it shall be necessary hereafter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I Would like to ask the gentleman if the item in 
the bill with reference to the Uncompahgre Reservation meets 
his approbation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask if it meets the approbation of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not, and did not in conference com- 
mittee. It was one of the items that the House conferees did not 
like, but we were obliged to accept it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then the gentleman thinks it a vicious item? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish it wero not in the bill. I opposed it 
as strongly as I could. It did not meet my opava but 1 haye 
stated the reasons why it was incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. COOPER of 


HOWARD M. EARL. 


isconsin, I would like to ask the gentleman 


~ this Uncom 
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from New York a question for my own information. I wish to 
ask him with reference to the insertion of the item regarding the 
Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in Utah, about which the gen- 
tleman from Texas has just made inquiry. As I understand it, 
the United States Government has made a survey, has it not, of 
e Reservation? 

Mr. SHERM A geological survey. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It has made a geological survey? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And has published the result of 
the survey in an official document? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Setting forth definitely that that 
reservation contains asphaltum mines of very great richness? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Or gilsonite; yes. . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Gilsonite; the same thing. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Les; there is such a publication as that. 
gentleman is correct. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Said to be among the richest 
asphaltum mines or gilsonite mines in the world. is bill pro- 

does it not, to turn over to anyone who can hurry up and 

t onto these immensely rich properties the right to own them in 

ee simple for nothing? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; not for nothing. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. For how much an acre? y 

Mr. SHERMAN. It proposes to open them up under the min- 
eral-land laws. I believe the price is $5 an acre. 

` Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Five dollars an acre! Is that all 
the compensation the Government is to receive after having dis- 
covered and definitely located these immensely rich mines? 

Mr. LACEY. The law contains further provisions with ref- 
erence to working them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis 8 to open up these lands under 
the mineral-land laws of the United States precisely as other min- 
eral lands have been opened up for a great many years, precisely 
as lands which have contained gold and silver have been opened 
up. And my friend would hardly contend, I imagine, that gil- 
sonite is more valuable than those metals. This land is to be 
opened up under precisely the same laws. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In no previous survey has the 
Government of the United States definitely located and then pub- 
lished to the world the location of rich gold mines and then turned 
them over to any m who could get onto them for $5 an acre. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I< can not say where it has done so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. en the analogy which you have 
alluded to is not a one. Now, do you think it wise and 
proper for the Uni States, knowing itself to be the owner of 
exceedingly rich asphaltum mines, knowing the exact location of 
those mines, they being the property of the people, to turn 
them over to anyone who can get upon them, the first one to 
reach them, for $5 an acre, and no other compensation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, I think it is wise for the Government 
to pursue a consistent icy. If itis going to open up any min- 
eral lands, they should be opened up in the same way as such 
lands have been opened up for fifty years. I do not know that 
there is any special reason why a new policy should be pursued 
in reference to this particular field or this particular mineral. I 
do not know why this should not be opened up in the same way 
that all other mineral lands, for all time, have opened up in 
the United States. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
New, York [Mr. SHERMAN] a moment ago admitted that the anal- 
ogy was not good with reference to other mineral lands. 

i NO SHERMAN. I did not admit anything of the kind. The 
gentleman stated that the analogy was not good, I did not say 
anything about the gentleman’s analogy. 

. COOPER of Wisconsin. You do not deny the statement 
now, do you? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do not deny what statement? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The truth of my statement that 


The 


your analogy was not good. 
oe SHERMAN. I deny that I said that your analogy was 
good. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I know that; but do 
that my statement that your analogy is not good is true 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not deny any of the gentleman’s state- 
ments. : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then you admit it to be true, do 
you not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What do you do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman can make any statement he 
desires, on his on responsibility; but I prefer that the gentleman 
one not put statements in my mouth that I did not make—that 
is all. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I supposed that when I said a 


you deny 


certain thing was true, which was pertinent to this discussion, 
and you did not deny it, of course it was admitted to be true—that 
silence gave consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I assume that the gentleman does not make 
sie statement that is not true. 

r. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, let me repeat it, and see if 
the gentleman from New York . SHERMAN] will answer the 
direct question. He said that the Government of the United 
States, in the matter of these gilsonite findings, proposed to follow 
the exact policy which it had pursued with reference to other 
mineral lands. I then asked him if he knew of any instance 
wherein the Government of the United States had gone to the 
expense of a geological survey, had ascertained the definite loca- 
tion of an exceedingly rich gold mine, and then had opened up 
the reservation where that gold mine was, or the land where that 
gold mine was located, to settlers at $5 an acre. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And I said I could not refer the gentleman to 
any specific case. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from New York 
that the Government made very full surveys of the Cripple Creek 
mines, of the Leadville mines, and of the Nevada mines; that it 
spent thousands and thousands of dollars in surveys in every 


direction in all of those lands. 

Mr. SHERM I was not sr pene of thatinformation. It 
is a very important fact to have before the House, and Iam greatly 
obliged to the gentleman for the information. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nevertheless, I would like to say 
to the gentleman, if that be true, and I was not aware that the 
Government, having all the property—rich proporsies of that 
kind—after it has prospected for and been at the expense of find- 
ing them, would then turn them haphazard over to anyone who 
chose to enter upon them at$5an acre. If that has been t e policy, 
it is a shameful policy to pursue; and that policy is to be still fur- 
ther pursued in this bill, is it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill opens up the gilsonite property on 
the Uncompahgre Reservation, which is only an Executive order 
reservation, these Indians having no fee title to the reservation. 
It open up these lands for entry under the mineral-land laws of 
the United States. There is no question but what that is precisely 
what it does. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will e fag allow me to ask him this 
uestion, n the utmost g faith, because I have heard a great 
eal about this particular reservation? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. This matter has been pending in Congress for 

the last three or four Congresses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In one form or another. 

Mr. SAYERS. What I want to ask the gentleman is this: Was 
there any information before the conferees of the House on this 
bill that there was an association, a syndicate of persons, who are 
interested in the p of this measure; and were not the con- 
ferees of the House told that if they did not accept that amend- 
ment that the bill should fail? Now, if the gentleman can answer 
that question I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The conferees were not told that there was 
any combination to seize this land. I believe that statement was 
made, in effect, in the discussion in the Senate. The conferees 
were told, of course, by the Senate conferees that this provision 
in its present form, somewhat modified from the form in which 
the Senate passed it, must be accepted; that the Senate would 
agree to nothing less. 

Mr. SAYERS. Did not they say that if it was not accepted that 
the bill should fail? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate conferees gave it as an ultimatum, 
substantially, that this provision must be in the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think this House ought to reject this bill on 
that account. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman give me a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This matter of asphaltum is a matter of 
some importance. I beg the attention of the House while I make 
a very brief statement in regard toit. The consumption of as- 
phaltum in the United States amounts to about 125,000 tons per 
annum. It is produced on the Island of Trinidad and at one or 
two other places. It is owned by a single combination of persons. 
They pay to the Crown of England, so far as the Trinidad matter 
is concerned, about $4 a ton. They pay about a dollar for the 
loading of it upon vessels. They pay about $5 a ton for its delivery 
in the city of New York; so that it costs them about $7.40 a ton. 
It is held and owned by asingle corporation on this side of the 
water, and is sold at $28 up to $40 a ton in the United States. 
They control the product and sale of it as far west, at least, as 
Omaha. Latterly there have been investigations made which show 
that there are large deposits of this article in the United States. 
The deposit is said to be inexhaustible on the Pacific Coast, in the 
State of California. But the long haul of the material puts a 
practical monopoly in the hands of the owners of this foreign 
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The discovery of it in the Indian reservation under con- 
sideration is not very fully detailed in the reports of the Govern- 


article. 


ment. But if the article is there in such large quantities as in- 
dicated, it is a matter of the utmost and vi portance to the 
people of the United States, because it will at once enter into 
competition with the article that is sold now at the lowest price 
at four times its cost and at the highest price nearly seven times 
its cost, and will at once make it possible for the cities of this 
country lying west of the Mississippi River and lying west of the 
Alleghany Mountains to have competition in a product that is now 
coming from abroad. Iam not quite sure of my figures, but my 
best judgment is that it will appear that during the last year there 
were impo: into this country 90,000 tons, and that the total 
product of the United States for that year that came into the 
market was about 25,000 tons, perhaps; so it will be seen what 
magnitude is attached to the value of these lands if they are the 
3 of the vast deposits of this material which it is said 
ey hold. 
. SHERMAN. I reserve the remainder of my time. 
n Me oe Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to be 
ear 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ido. ` 
Sans LITTLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

diana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, of course no gentleman who was 
not a member of the last Congress has had an 1 to ex- 
amine this bill even in its general details; but 148 new members 
of Congress must vote upon the assurances and recommendations 
of the excellent tlemen, members of the last Congress, who are 
now directing irs. We will be very much interested in hear- 
ing the answers that will be made to the constituents of the 148 
new Congressmen, whether Democrats or Republicans—how it 
happened they abdicated their duties as Representatives in Con- 
gress and voted on the recommendation of even so well-informed 
and so excellent a gentleman as the tleman from Illinois, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON]. 

This will hardly be regarded as safe legislation by our plain 
people at home. deed, it is in no sense legislation at all. In 

lancing hastily over this bill there are but two items to which I 
ve been able to give any attention. The bill as a whole appro- 
priates $7,670,220.89. In the main, these appropriations are for 
carrying on the Indian Bureau under existing laws. The aggre- 
te is larger than usual, but that is true of all the appropriation 
ills of the last Congress. The items, I say, are larger than usual 
for the general expenditures of the Department, because there is 
but one treaty ratified by this bill for the purchase of lands—that 
with the Shoshones and the Arapahoes. Most of the other pro- 
visions are for the purpose of carrying on the Indian service. 

Now, no gentleman can read this bill of 92 pages without being 
struck by the fact that a yazim portion of the appropriation 
which it carries goes not to the Indians, but to the great army of 
white men employed in the Indian service. One of the points to 
which I wish to direct attention has already been discussed by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, but in so modest a tone 
of voice that members over in this corner were not able to catch 
the drift of the discussion. The provision (which is purely legis- 
lative and subject to a point of order under the rules of both Sen- 
ate and House) in re; to the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, 
or, more properly) he Ute Reservation, for I think that region of 
country is owned by the Utes formerly of southern Colorado—this 
provision is one to which I 22 invite the attention of gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the House, because if it is not considered 
now, it will have to be considered hereafter, and unless I am greatly 
deceived, will come back to plague us. The provision is as follows: 

That the mineral lands of the Uncompah; Indian Reservation in the 
State eg e declared open to public entry under the mineral- 


land laws of the United States, and no person shall be allowed to make more 
than four claims on lands containing Sannita; And on and after January 1, 
1898, all of said rese: tted to Indians shall be open to public en- 


rvation unallo 

try under the land laws of the United States. 
I donot know anything about what transpired upon this subject 
in the committees of the last Co: I presume nothing e t 
what appears on the face of this bili ; but what took place in the 
ing Congress satisfies me that this provision ought not to 
. It puts these asphalt d its, which are said to be exceed- 
ingly valuable, far more valuable than any of our mineral lands— 
it puts them under the mineral-land laws, so that they may be 
disposed of at, I believe, $5 per acre. It was shown to the satisfac- 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Congress preceding 
the last that this deposit of asphalt was very extensive, and that 

combinations, syndicates, were even then forming for the p 
of getting control of those ng tae lands. This is the only impor- 
tant deposit of asphalt as yet discovered in our country or in North 
America. Weare dependent now upon the Island of Trinidad, and 
rhaps islands in the Caribbean Sea, and some tions of Cuba, 
or this material. Those are all the deposits of asphaltum that 
have been discovered in America, although it is said to be found 

in large quantities in Asia Minor, 


The opening up of this great deposit of asphaltum under pro 
safeguards against monopoly will be of enormous value A The 
United States. This provision involves vast interests. No one 
can overestimate the value of the property which is authorized to 
be given up to syndicates and ey y the apparently inno- 
cent provision I have quoted from this bill. 

Let us save something from N In all likelihood this 
deposit e (gilsonite), unless sheltered by provident leg- 
islation, give rise to a most disreputable and dishonorable 
event in the history of Congress. We seem of all nations the most 
afflicted py opman and syndicates of great influence in leg- 
islation. The case is a clear one. The only deposit of this valu- 
able material which has so far been discovered in the United States 
is the one on this Ute Indian Reservation. It is now under the 
absolute control of Congress, and it isnow proposed to turn it over 
absolutely to a syndicate formed to control it several years ago 
wore sy N against ee certain to follow 

ess guarded against by proper legislation. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

. HOLMAN. I have barely touched upon the subject, Mr. 
Speaker, but my friend from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] is better in- 
formed than I am about it and will probably enlighten the House 
more than I could. 

Mr. LITTLE. I gioa the gentleman one minute more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ell, Mr. Speaker, since my friend is so indul- 
gent, I will go on a little further on this subject. I insist that this 
measure should not become law, and that this House will make a 
very Gare mistake if it adopts it. There is plenty of time to con- 
sider the subject. There is no provision in this bill of any moment 
that takes effect until the Ist day of next July, so that there is no 
occasion for haste. Let us proceed slowly and understand what 
we are doing, for I am confident that when gentlemen have studied 
this question, whether the Senate consents or not, the House will 
not consent that this combination, this syndicate, shall monopolize 
and reap the benefits of this great deposit of natural wealth. The 

uestion will come up again—it will force itself upon us within a 
few years if we make a mistake—whether or not whatever is real- 
ized from this deposit ought not to be held for the benefit of these 
Indians—the Utes—who have a possessory title to these asphalt 
lands. Every Indian reservation that was occupied by Indian 
tribes north of the upper Missouri was held by the same title by 
which the Utes hold this land, yet we have recognized their titles 
as valid and have paid them for their lands. We paid the Black- 
feet and the other tribes upon exactly the same basis as if they 
had held those lands by final title, and ultimately we shall do the 
same with the Ute Indians. I hope, therefore, gentlemen will 
take time to consider this question. Let this bill go over, and let 
us have a little time for investigation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one other matter. Some years ago we ap- 
8 $85,000 for the benefit of the Absentee Cherokees, the 

estern Cherokees, as they are generally called. I find by this 
bill that about one-half—I have not made the computation accu- 
rately, but I think I can eres, fier from a hasty examination of 
the figures that about one- ə money that you appropriate 
for the benefit of these children of nature, these wards of the Goy- 
ment, is to be given toenterprising lawyers and claim agents who 
have fastened themselves on this fund. Now, do you intend to 

such a proposition as that? Does my friend from IIlinois 
Blr. 2 6 aga to see such a provision passed under his eye? 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman want an answer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from New York undertake 
to defend such a measure before the country? You propose to 
carry out as a matter of justice and ‘public honor an agreement 
made forty or fifty years ago by which you secure $85,000 to these 
Indians; and now you propose to dole out that money among the 
claim agents around this Capitol. I have been informed within 
the last hour—we do not information on these matters in a 
minute—that in the long list of these agents there are the names 
of many who have never been recognized as e i of the 
absent Cherokees—the Western Cherokees. Why should we thus 

rovide for men who have never been known as attorneys for these 

dians? I should be glad to have the gentleman from New York 
explain how it has happened that this provision got into the bill. 
I know that the gentleman is well informed; I know that he isan 
honorable ane 0 87 0 man. 

Mr. SHER Does the gentleman desire me to answer now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to my friend that the provision in 
reference to the Western Cherokees 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] has expired. 

Mr. L LE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Texas 


OE 8 Es Say three. 


SA 
Mr. LITTLE. Two minutes are all that I can give the gentle- 


man, J 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to briefly call the attention 
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of the House to the provision now under discussion. For two 
Congresses an association of men in this country have been endeay- 
oring to get their hands upon this reservation; and we are told by 
the 5 from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] who was chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the last Congress, and 
who was one of the conferees upon this bill on the part of the 
House, that the House conferees were told that this appropriation 
bill should fail unless this provision was incorporated init. Ifa 
bill embracing this provision had come before this House in regu- 
lar form under the rules, the provision would have gone out on a 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And in this respect the Senate rule is the same 


as ours. 

Mr. SAYERS. Upon fair and full discussion, the majority of 
this House, without reference to party, would, in my judgment, 
vote against the provision. ] 

I believe that the late President was right in refusing to sign 
this bill with such a provision init. I believe that this House, 
with all the time that it will have before final adjournment, will 
do wrong if it should pass the bill with this clause init. Every 
member who may vote for the bill in its present shape will make 
himself a party to the wrong which this provision will perpetrate 
not only upon the Government and the people of the United States, 
but also on the Indians. In my judgment,this provision is but 
little less than robbery, providing as it does for the sale of these 
lands at $5 per acre, and it ought to be rejected by the House 
without a division. 

Why, sir, for two Congresses the parties interested in this mat- 
ter have been endeavoring to get such a provision through Con- 

In the last hours of the last Congress, the Senate haying 
put this amendment on this bill, the conferees of the Senate took 
the conferees of the House by the throat and told them that unless 
they accepted this amendment the entire bill should fail. Ido 
hope that the House will rise up and assert its equal right in legis- 
lation—will demand that this item be stricken from the bill and 
that it be acted upon, not in an appropriation measure, but sepa- 
rately, so that explanation of the matter may be given and 
each member may be enabled to vote on the question with an 
understanding of all the facts of the case. On account of this 
provision I shall vote against the bill, and I do trust that the vote 
of every member, especially on this side of the House, will be re- 
corded against it, because, as said by the gentleman from Indiana 
Fea Hotman], if this provision be allowed to pass it will come 

ack to plague us. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
Ir. LITTLE. I yield now tothe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Mappox] as much of my time as he may desire to occupy. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the point made 
against this bill by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
as to the fees allowed attorneys for the Cherokee Indians, I wish 
to say for the benefit of the House that in the bill as it originally 
passed this body it was left entirely with the Cherokees to settle 
with these attorneys as they might see proper. The provision 
designating the attorneys with the amount to be paid to each is 
an amendment which was put on in the Senate. But I want to 
say on this point that the amount proposed to be appropriated here 
is not half the amount that the Indians agreed to pay on the con- 
tracts with these attorneys themselves. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It covers one-half the amount. 

Mr. MADDOX, Not one-half. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; the amount is $44,000. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman is mistaken about that. Ihave 
the contracts here. 

These Indians contracted with these attorneys. The purpose of 
the committee was that, instead of legislation being adopted on 
this subject by the Congress of the United States, these . 
should pay to their attorneys Whatever might be agreed upon 
between them. The bill as it left the House left that matter to be 
settled by the Indians themselves with these attorneys as they 
might see pro The provision r eg the attorneys, with 
the amounts they are to receive, was, as I have just said, an amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the Interior Department approve of the 
employment of all these persons by the Cherokee Indians? 

. MADDOX. I understand so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand not. 

Mr. MADDOX. Well, that is where we differ. We have been 
investigating this matter lately. 

Another question presented here is that which has just been dis- 
cussed by the eae from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. The provi- 
sion to which he objects is also a Senate amendment, one which 
the House committee fought as long as it was possible to do so with- 
out sacrificing the bill. ow, I wish to say to members on this 
side of the House that while I do not approve the methods by 
which these bills are being passed through the House, while I 
believe it to be the duty and the right of every Representative to 
examine every appropriation bill brought before the House for its 


action, so that he may vote intelligently upon it, I wish to say 
that so far as this bill is concerned, it is, with these two excep- 
tions, one of the most carefully considered bills, so far as the In- 
dian appropriations are concerned, that have been passed by this 
House since I have been a member. I was a member of the sub- 
committee that prepared this bill. We considered carefully every 
item, taking into consideration the interests of the Government 
and also our duty to the wards of the nation. I do not believe 
that we made any mistake, 

Now, it occurs to me that, if the House agrees with myself and 
others on this subject, unanimous consent might be asked (if it 
be in order) to arap arom the bill this provision with reference to 
the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation. Let that be left out, if it 
can be done by unanimous consent, 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman from Georgia says 
that he does not 8 of this amendment? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not; and I do not think that any member 
of the committee does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then suppose you strike out both provisions. 

Mr. MADDOX. I should not object, so far as Iam individually 
concerned. But I think this provision with reference to the Un- 
compahgre Reservation should be stricken out at all events. 

i mo HOLMA Suppose you ask unanimous consent to strike 
oth out. 

Mr. MADDOX. I think the chairman of the committee will 
probably make that request, 

Mr. Speaker, it is suggested that I ask unanimous consent to 
Ske out this provision with relation to the Uncompahgre Res- 
ervation. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And also the forty-four-thousand-dollar pro- 
vision. 

Mr. MADDOX. Let us take one at a time. 

So far as the other provisions of the bill are concerned, while I 
do not ask gentlemen who have not been members of a former 
Congress to take my word, yet, if it be worth anything, I would 
state that this bill has been carefully considered. It will not be 
bettered by a further delay, and I am willing to take the responsi- 
bility for my part in framing the bill as it stands. Otherwise I 
should have offered@™ minority report. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Both of these provisions were inserted by the 
Senate, I believe? 

` Mr. MADDOX, They were. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman that he ask unani- 
mous consent to strike them out. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MADDOX. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman understands, does 
he not, that these lands are worth millions of dollars? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Do you think that you have, or we 
have, as legislators, any right to sell these lands for $5 an acre? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not; and I do not think that any man 
ought to be allowed to make four settlements, as an individual, 
on them, either. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Do you not think that we ought to 
sell that property, that we know to be worth millions of dollars, as 
we woul our own private property—thatis, to the highest bid- 
der, or else retain the lands and get royalty from them on the 
minerals which we know to exist there? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do; and my suggestion is that we now, b 
unanimous consent, strike this provision entirely from the bil, 
and then I think that the bill should pass without objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I am in order, I will ask 
unanimous consent that we strike from the bill this provision on 


67. 

4 he SPEAKER. What is the clause the gentleman proposes to 
strike out? 

Mr. SAYERS. The clause on page 67, from lines 1 to 8, inclusive. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is correct, Mr. Speaker, lines 1 to 8, in- 
clusive, on page 67. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the provision proposed to 
be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike from the bill the following words: 

“That the mineral lands of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Utah, are 8 declared open to public entry under the mineral 
land laws of the United States, and no one person s allowed to make 
more than four claims on lands containing gilsonite. And on and after Jan- 
nary}, 1898, all of said reservation Anale to Indians, shall be open to 
pu 


entry under the land laws of the United States.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent to strike this provision from the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. [I object. 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Thope the gentleman will not insist 
on his objection. 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. I must insist. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It will simply compel a number of 


members to vote against the bill. I re it in its present form 
as a profligate waste on the part of the Representatives, and I for 
one can not pretend to support the bill with this provision in. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order 
to move to strike out that provision? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Would it be in order to recon- 
sider the rule which was adopted? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. MOODY. Would it be in order, Mr. Speaker, after the 
previous question is ordered and the bill has passed to its third 
reading, to move to commit the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole with instructions to strike out that clause? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when it 


is raised. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question, with his consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The proposition now suggested to be 
stricken out is one that the Senate inserted, as I understand it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is. s 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is what I supposed; 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I ask, Mr. Speaker, what time is remain- 
ing to each side? 

he SPEAKER. The time controlled by the gentleman from 

Arkansas has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


IIlinois [Mr. Cannon]: 

Mr. CANNON. r. Speaker, I am not on the committee that 
helped to prepare this bill. The bill is in the form finally agreed 
upon by both House and Senate after repeated conferences. 

As to the item in dispute, the Government of the United States 
has passed mineral laws for the entry of lands. The gold deposits 
and the silver deposits are sober to those laws, and many of the 
claims are worth untold millions of dollam. Aye, more, the 
Government of the United States, through the Geological Survey, 
has payed the way and pointed out the valuable gold and silver 
deposits, as it has pointed out this gilsonite deposit. This work has 
been all throughout the intermountain country; and we now 
have a surveying party up in Alaska doing the same thing. It 
has been the policy of this Government to blaze the way in the 
development of its territory, and under that policy any of the 
citizens on the frontier are permitted to file their claims and 
become owners of mineral lands on the payment of $5 an acre. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I have but three minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, I will ask the gentleman, if that 
is the custom, is it not a custom more honored in the breach than 
in the observance? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; it is a good custom. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It is a profligate waste. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no proposition to repeal the mineral- 
land laws; and for the miner, for the man who labors, taking his 
life in his hand, going forth to make a subsistence, and helping to 
develop the country, the minerallawsareright. Every year min- 
eral claims of tenfold the value of these claims on this Indian 
reservation have been located under Executive order, and will be 
located again. 

Now, so much for the general policy. It seems to me that wis- 
dom would dictate that we should pass the bill. We did pass it 
in the late Congress, after repeated conferences, something being 

iven by way of compromise between the House and the Senate. 

do not know any man in Utah, with the exception of perhaps 
five or six; certainly no man in Utah or anywhere else who pro- 
pos to make these locations or be in any way interested therein; 

ut unless we are prepared to repeal the mineral-land laws, and 
prenasa to take possession of all the gold and silver properties 
and other mineral properties, and to levy royalties, if you please, 
reversing the time-honored policy of the Government, I can not 
see any reason for turning our backs upon this measure because 
somebody alleges that somebody else wants to get hold of this 
property and work it, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [should like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois a question. 

Mr. CANNON. If I have time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is it not a good reason for this House to 
refuse to pass this bill when the chairman of the committee says 
this proposition was put in here against his opposition and against 
his will and against the will of every member of the committee? 

Mr. CANNON. The House must act foritself. From the best 
information I can get, gentlemen are proposing to make an excep- 
tion of this mineral deposit, without touching other mineral 


deposits that are many times more valuable, and are proposing to 
reverse the policy of the Government always followed 8 
with reference to mineral lands. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the chairman of the committee has 
said that it was an improper measure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ow, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have two min- 
utes remaining. I want to call the attention of the House to this 
fact, that we are following out here, as my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] has said, the exact policy that has always been pur- 
sued with reference to mineral lands; but that, whereas in refer- 
ence to all other and more valuable mineral lands any man can 
take as many claims as he desires and can locate, in this bill we 
limit the number of claims that any single individual can take to 
four. The provision is more restrictive than any proposition 
affecting mineral lands that the Congress of the United States has 
ever passed, so far as Iknow. To be sure, these are valuable lands: 
but they have got to be opened up in some way, and we never yet 
have sold mineral lands at auction; we never yet have demanded 
royalties; we have always opened up mineral lands in precisel 
the way in which this amendment proposes to open up these gil- 
sonite fields, except that heretofore we never have put any restric- 
tion on the number of claims that any man could take, and in this 
provision we restrict the number, as I have said, to four. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But you are opposed to the provision, as I 
understand it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I opposed the provision in conference, that is 
true; but I do think that when the provision comes in here as one 
of the provisions of this entire bill it ought to be accepted. It 
was accepted by the last House. I was not in favor of the provi- 
sion. I did not believe it protected all the rights of the Indians 
just as it ought to; but we frequently have to yield somewhere, as 

entlemen know, and this was one of the provisions on which we 
id yield. I think now that we ought to accept the bill, as we 
have accepted the three other bills, in precisely the same form in 
8 it passed the two Houses in the closing hours of the last 
ongress. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Supposing this proposition is 
stricken out of the bill, what shape would it leave it in 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would leave nothing about it in the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Would they then be permitted to 
locate these claims? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is an Indian reservation. 

Mr..DOCKERY,. Then they are not included under the min- 
eral-land laws? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not until we put them under those laws. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a second, to make a request? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
unanimous consent, if it is proper, that the time be extended a 
few minutes to enable these gentlemen to further explain this 
provision. If it is right it ought to stay in, or if it is expedientit 
ought to stayin. If it is a proper thing to do, and I think it will 
be time saved, I ask unanimous consent that the time for debate 
be extended ten minutes on a side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that ten minutes on each side be granted for 
additional debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Lask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to renew the re- 

uest, which was 0 maNy made by my colleague from Georgia 
p r. MADDOX], that lines 1 to 8, inclusive, on paso 67, be stricken 

om the bill. Iask that my colleague from Missouri [Mr. BAR- 
THOLDT] be allowed three or five minutes to make a statement, he 
having objected heretofore and desiring to make a statement be- 
fore 5 objection. 

The SPEAKE ro tempore (Mr. HENDERSON). The gentle- 
man from New York asks unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Missouri be allowed thres minutes to express his views. Is 
there objection? eed a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I have objected to the strik- 
ing out of this provision in the bill because I am thoroughly 
impressed with the justice of this paragraph, the assertion of my 
distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], that itis robbery, 
to the contrary notwithstanding. I am somewhat conversant 
with the facts in this case, and for that reason, perhaps, I may be 
pardoned for occupying the attention of the House for a few 
minutes. At the present time the American people are compelled 
to pay from $30 to $60 a ton for asphaltum, imported, as nearly 
all of it is, from foreign lands. If you open this reservation, 
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within a few months the price of asphaltum will go down from 
$60 to $15 or $10 a ton, and that article could then enter into man- 
ufacturing processes where it can not now be used because of its 
expensiveness. I regard it a criminal neglect, if not a crime, that 
these lands, upon which neither bird, nor fish, nor beast can live, 
have not been opened to civilization heretofore. There is no 
wrong to the Indians involved in this matter, because not a single 
Indian is living upon this territory to-day. The last Congress 
ssed this provision in both Houses, and the President signed the 
ill containing it. Yes; your Democratic President signed a bill 
containing this very provision, or one very similar to it; and it is 
my honest judgment that your Secretary of the Interior should 
have been impeached for not enforcing and carrying out the law 
of Congress in this regard. 

It is said that private interests are involved in this matter. 
Well, where would we be, Mr. Speaker, what would be the aspect 
and condition of our country, if it were not for individual enter- 
prise and private interests? It is true that there are a number of 
gentlemen in the city of St. Louis, which I have the honor in part to 
represent upon this floor, whoare operating a gilsonite or asphaltum 
mine in the neighborhood of this territory. That is true; but all 
these gentlemen desire Congress to do is to open these lands, so 
that theSt. Louis Company can build arailroad for the purpose of 
enabling it and «ther companies that may be organized to compete 
with the importers who bring that article from Trinidad and other 
foreign countries. 

The PERENE pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

. BARTHOLDT. Iask five minutes more, if I can have it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, we have all the light upon this sub- 
ject that we need, and I shall object. 

Mr. PAYNE. I trust the gentleman will not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
objects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I beg my colleague from Mississippi to allow 
the gentleman to finish his statement. The agreement was that 
he would withdraw his objection if he were permitted to make a 
statement before withdrawing his objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not know that the gentleman was going to 
argue this question. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sissippi object? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ves, sir. 

The SPEAKER ps tempore. x 

Mr. SAYERS. r. Speaker, I rise to a 5 inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman from New York to 
couple with his request that the gentleman from Missouri be 
allowed five minutes, or three minutes, another request—that the 
clause in question should be considered as stricken from the bill. 
I understand the two requests go together, making practically 
one request. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the House gave its consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand. 
The request was made for three or five minutes for the gentleman 
from Missouri, and three minutes were accorded by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought it was five minutes 
lowed. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes’ additional time. Is there objection. 
The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the main argument of the 
opponens of this paragraph is this: Make out of the wealth of 
these deposits as much as you can for the Government of the 
United States;” and I am with them on that proposition. But if 
you want to do that, gentlemen, you will have to depart from the 
time-honored policy of this Government, which has permitted the 
development, by private enterprise, of gold mines, silver mines, 
deposits of copper and tin and lead and petroleum, which has per- 
mitted your Standard Oil Company and all your other great com- 
panies to operate. Iam ready and willing to vote with gentlemen 
upon a proposition to depart from that old policy and to declare, 
on the part of the people of the United States, that the wealth 
which is embedded in the bowels of the territory of the United 
States is the property of all the people and not merely of some of 


Does the gentleman from Mis- 


Objection is made. 


that he was al- 


The gentleman requests five 
After a pause.] 
issouri is recog- 


the people. ag pee But you can not do that on an appro- 
puation bill. lieve that even my friend from Texas Tr. 
AYERS], conservative, wise, honest, as he always has proved him- 


self to be, would not consent to soimportant a departure from the 
time-honored policy of the United States by a provision inserted 
in an appropriation bill. This Paragraph contains nothing but 
what is in entire accord with the policy that has always prevailed. 
It provides for opening these lands just as lands containing gold, 
silver, petroleum, lead, copper, tin, or any other mineral have n 


opened. 


2 


© 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Has this provision relating to Indian lands 
anything to do with approp ramon deficiency or otherwise? Is 
not the putting of such legislation into the body of an appropria- 
tion bill a departure, and a vicious departure from the regular 
ractice? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iwill say to the gentleman that in my 
judgment this is an 8 Provision of the bill. There are 
hundreds of thousands of laboring men in this country out of em- 
ployment, and if you open these lands you will give a chance of 
employment to at least fifty if not a hundred thousand laboring 
men and miners. One word more, Mr. Speaker, and I am through. 
It has been said that this rich deposit in the State of Utah might 
be monopolized by afew. Yes; it will be monopolized by a few 
if you put it up to auction. If you say that an acre shall cost so 
much and that you will not sell it for less, in that case only the 
wealthy corporations will be able to compete, and the poor discoy- 
erer and the r laboring man will be absolutely barred from 
participation in the natural benefits of its development. 

Mr. CALLAHAN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will, if the gentleman will be brief. 
Mr. CALLAHAN. Will you tell us how many poor men will 
be benefited by buying these lands? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. They do not have to buy them. 
Mr. CALLAHAN. Is it not a fact that this legislation will 
lead up to an opportunity for a body of loaded men to run in and 
take possession of that which at the present time belongs to the 
Government? s 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in answer to that question, I 
will say to the gentleman that his remarks imply an accusation 
against this House, against the Senate, against the Executive, 
against the Government, against the peop e of this country, be- 
cause what is proposed here has been the policy of the American 
people from time immemorial. 
Mr. MCRAE. Why is it that these lands can not be opened 
under the act of August, 1894? Why is it necessary to pass this 
provision? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iwill answer the gentleman. These lands 
are an Indian reservation, and are occupied at the present time by 
a tribe of Indians who were temporarily located there by an ex- 
ecutive order of the President of the United States. They were 
told to stay there until better quarters could be found for them, 
and they occupy the lands at the present time—not the mineral 
lands, but the agricultural portion of the Uncompahgre Reserva- 
tion. The commission that went out under the authority of alaw 
passed by the last Congress found that the lands which are pro- 
osed to be opened by this bill are of such a character that neither 

Peset ue bird oan live upon them; and ers = neoa Indians nor 

any other people occupying any part or parcel o now—— 
Mr. Men. But, Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentieman from Missouri has 


Fired. 

. MCRAE. I should like to have a minute to have this law 
of August, 1894, read. There seems to be a total misapprehension 
as to its ees 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection, in 
the hope that the Senate will correct the mistake of the House, and 
that the House members in conference will agree to a restitution 
of this section. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I renew the objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
After this bill is ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, I 
understand that, under the order of the House, the previous ques- 
tion is ordered upon the bill to its passage. My inquiry is whether 
at that time it would be in order to move to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Rules with instructions to report it back to the 
House with these lines stricken ont—the bill having come before 
the House on a report from the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be in order. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 
The SPEAKER. Theobjectionis withdrawn. Is there further 
objection? [After a pause.] “The Chair hears none, and the pro- 
vision is stricken out. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and-read a third time; 
and it was ey read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The Chair supposes the House understands that the bill the passa, 
of which is proposed has the provision relating to the Uncompah- 
gre Reservation stricken out. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, the Speaker 

declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr: EVANS. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

5 The yeas and nays were refused, only 15 members voting there- 
or. 

The bill was 

Mr. SHER. 


assed. 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
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= passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILEAGE AND STATIONERY FOR MEMBERS, ETC, 


Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately available the appropria- 


tions for mileage and stationery of Senators, resentatives, and Dele- 
gates of the House of Representatives. 


Resolved, ete., That the appropriations for mil and stationery of Sena- 
tors, Members of the House of Rourasntative and Delegates from the Ter- 
ritories made in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, approved February 19, „be, and the 
same are, made immediately available and authorized to be paid to Senators, 
Members og the House of Pc amir a re and Delegates from the Territo- 
ries for attendance at the session of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was so much confusion during the read- 
ing that this resolution was not distinctly heard. As J understand, 
it proposes to pay an independent mileage for the present extraor- 
dinary session of Con and provides also for the usual supply 
of stationery. I ask that the resolution be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution simply makes immediately 
available the appropriation for mileage and stationery for Senators 
and Members, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before unanimous consent is given—I think 
no objection should be made to the consideration of the measure 
in open House, and I shall not insist upon the point that the reso- 
lution be sent to Committee of the Whole—I wish to make a state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that there is no objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the resolution, 

Mr. HOLMAN, I did not finish my statement. I was about to 
suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that before consent is given 
to the consideration of the resolution, a short debate upon this 
subject be permitted. I suggest a debate of twenty minutes—ten 
minutes on a side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that debate be allowed on this resolution for ten minutes 
on each side. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. 3 Mr. Speaker, after the gentleman from Illinois 
is heard 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois in charge of the 
resolution is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON, I think, Mr. Speaker, that until further ad- 
vised I have nothing to say. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of 
the House to the rather singular character of this proposition. It 
is to make ayailable, I believe, at this time, the appropriations 
made for these two purposes for the regular session. Now, I 
should like the ear of the gentleman from Illinois. , Do I under- 
stand him to mean by this 8 that this payment is in lieu 
of the appropriations already made for the first regular session of 
this Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
in my judgment the money appropriated in the legislative appro- 

riation bill which is to tuke effect on the ist day of next July, 
For mileage and stationery, should be available to members now, 
at the beginning of the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 


The resolution speaks for itself. 
Mr. HOL . This is in lieu, then, of mileage and other 
compensation 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not in lieu of anything. The resolu- 
tion speaks for itself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, as I understand, the gentleman pro- 
poses to pay three mileages during the present Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. We will meet that question when it comes up. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that is just what the gentleman in- 
tends doing. He will not say to the contrary. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If we do that, it will only be fol- 
lowing the precedent of the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know all about that. But that proposition 
as brought before the House was to pay mileage at the extra ses- 
sion in lieu of the appropriation for mileage at the regular session. 

Now, I have heard it stated that the law contemplates mileage 
for each session. That is not the fact. The law is very specific 
on this subject. This question received attention some years ago, 
and was very fully discussed. The law upon this subject, which 
is embraced in the act of 1856, provides that the compensation of 
each Senator and Representative and Delegate to Congress should 
be $6,000 for the full Congress—that is, $3,000 a year ‘‘and mile- 
age as now provided Us bers for two sessions only.” I have looked 
this matter up, and I find that the act of 1874, repealing what was 
known as the retroactive salary bill,” or more generally as the 
is ab“ (rather a rough term), refers to the provision of 


the act of 1856 and continues it in full operation. It contem- 


plates the payment of mileage for two sessions—two mileages for 


the Con, . That has been the law for many years, although 
in the Fifty-third Congress, when I had the honor to submit a 
measure containing a provision that the payment therein pro- 
vided for should be in lieu of the appropriations made for the 
regular session—thus making the measure conform to the exist- 
ing state of the law—the Honse struck out that last clause and 
passed the measure in substantially the form now proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

I have never known a more patriotic body here than that which 
metin the . N on the 4th of July, 1861. Iam 
sorry my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] is not present, 
for he would like to indorse my views on that subject. But this 
question came before that body; the statutes in relation to mile- 
age were referred to; strong patriotic impulses filled the hearts of 
men at that time, and respect for law and precedent, and both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives refused to make an ap- 
propriation for mileage for that extraordinary session of Congress 
which met on the 4th day of July, 1861, T think the question of 
stationery stands on a little different footing, though perhaps on 
the same ground, as the mileage question. Ihave no e to 
the measure, provided it is in conformity to the law, and it is paid 
now instead of next December. For it makes no difference to the 
Government when it is paid, whether now or in December. The 
money is already appropriated for this mileage, and whether it 
be made available now or not paid until then is a matter of no 
consequence. It will be convenient, perhaps, to members who 
have come here to this extra session on the spur of the moment to 
have their mileage paid now. It is convenient to them and not 
injurious to the Government, so I, of course, can have no ob- 
jection. 

But my objection is to three mileages, and that is just exactly 
what my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] means in this matter. 
If he will consent that the words be ad to the resolution, ‘‘in 
lieu of appropriations for these purposes already made for the first 
session of this Con s,” there would be no objection. Do you 
object to that? [Addressing Mr. Cannon. ] 

T r. GAN NON. I will answer the gentleman when he gets 
ough. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the salary of members was increased 
from $8 per day, which occurred in 1856, to $3,000 a year, it was 
deemed appropriate by our ancestors who then represented the 
American people in Congress that in view of that increase the 
mileage, which is largely in the nature of compensation—not en- 
tirely, but largely so—that the mileage should be paid for but two 
sessions of Congress, and was so clearly expressed in the act of 
1856; and when the act of 1874 was passed the mileage was fixed 
at 20 cents per mile each way, going and returning. The same 
language, in substance, was repeated—for each regular session 
of Congress.” : 

Now, I do not deny the power, Mr. Speaker, of Congress to ap- 
propriate this or any other sum of money by way of compensation 
to themselves. There is no constitutional barrier. But I think, 
gentlemen, we should have a decent respect for the laws and for 
the opinions of those who have gone before us and who have 
framed in large part the system of laws under which we are act- 
ing at this day. 

Ir. POWERS. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
say that we ought to regulate our actions by the judgment of 
those who have gone before us—our ancestors? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. POWERS. The gentleman, I believe, was a member of the 
Fifty-third Congress? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. And himself proposed the resolution giving 
this extra mileage? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, my friend ought not to repeat what I 
have said. I said I reported the measure to the House, paying 
mileage for that special session in lieu of the mil which was 
provided for in the appropriation bill for the re session in 
the following December. 

Mr. POWERS. And at the next regular session a provision was 
made for mileage also for that session? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just as it is now proposed to be done. 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly; Iam perfectly frank about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, you are franker even than my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. POWE I understand the gentleman is opposed to the 
granting of mileage for three sessions of this Congress? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I favor standing by the law, the law provid- 
ing a compensation for mileage at the rate of 20 cents per mile 
each way for each regular session of Congress. 

Mr. POWERS. I suppose my friend did not hesitate to take 


three mileages himself in that Fifty-third Congress? 
Mr. HOL . Is that a matter that concerns you, my friend? 
(Laughter.] 
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Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think not. 

Mr. POWERS. I want to ascertain what our ‘‘ ancestors” have 
done in regard to it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit that it is utterly 
impossible to hear the response of the gentleman from Indiana to 
the inquiries of the gentleman from Vermont. We would like to 
have order upon the floor. 

The SP. . The Chair will endeavor to secure order upon 
the floor, and will ask members to resume their seats. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker 


Mr. RICHARDSON. T hope the gentleman will let us hear the 
question that was propounded, and the response. : 
Mr. POWERS. What I desired to submit, as a matter of in- 


quiry, to the gentleman, was, whether he had accepted the three 
mileages in that Congress? 2 3 : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, you may goand inquire of my family with 
reference to my domestic matters. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POWE: Well, the trouble is, they are not here, and you 
are. I do not desire to meddle with the gentleman’s domestic 
affairs, but I would like that information for the reason stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, you are entirely too solicitous—too solici- 


tous. 5 

Mr. POWERS. I only wanted to know if the gentleman had 
accepted the three mil = 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, you have announced your purpose to 
take the money if it is 1 and that is sufficient, 

Mr. POWERS. And I think you are going to take it, too. 


[Laughter. | : 
Mr. HO And I sup the gentleman would take even 
mye than three mileages, perhaps, if Congress forced them upon 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, it was impossible for 
anyone to hear what was the answer of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 


Mr. HOLMAN. “The gentleman from Indiana” makes no an- 
swer to an impertinent question. [Laughter.] 
The SP. R. The gentleman's time has expired. [Laugh- 


ter. 

i. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the time 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be extended five 
minutes in which to answer the very pertinent question of the 


gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers], and for no other pur- 
pose. acs of“ ar order!“ 
Mr. CANNON. . Speaker, I will take two or three minutes 


of time to read the law as contained in the Manual, on page 428. 
There are three sections, and by reading the whole together the 
matter will be understood. 


By the seventeenth section of the act of J 
6 y the nearest route 
y traveled in going to an Sica, Bi Manner gh any fe ge ng of Con- 
gress, shall be allowed to each Representative and egate, the accounts 
thereof to be certified by the Speaker. 8 
By the joint resolution of December 28, 1857, it is provided that on the first 
day of the first session of each or as soon thereafter as he may be 
in attendance and apply, each Representative and Delegate shall receive his 
mil as now provided by law; on the first day of any subsequent session 


he h Sect C 20, 1874, “repeal 
© ws were reviv e an “re - 
ing the increase of salaries of members of Congress and other officers.” 


Now, the law unquestionably, at least in my judgment, is that 
at erry regular session of Congress each Member and Senator is 
entitled to mileage; that is, at the first session, and at each sub- 
sequent session. This is the first session. The appropriation, 
however, that was made by the late Congress is not available until 
the Ist day of July. In the meantime this first regular session 
has called under the Constitution and the law, and the Con- 
gress is now in session and the mileage is due, but the money is 
not available. This resolution makes it available for the first ses- 
sion, as it would be available without the resolution on the Ist 


9 5 of July next. 

ow, one step further, to meet the question of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HotmAn], as I desire to meet it fully. I have 
no doubt that the law gives to each member of Congress the mile- 
age for each regular session of Congress. It would not give it for 
an adjourned session of Congress. Suppose weshould 5 for 
three months, or one month, or one week, we would not be entitled 
to mileage, under the law, for such adjourned sessions. 

Now, this has been construed. The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. e p Weg this same resolution in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, except that he put in a proviso that it should be in lieu of the 
mileage at the next session. The House, which was Democratic, 
struck out the proviso, and pora the resolution substantially as 
I propose to pass it now, and at the next two regular sessions the 
mileage was appropriated and received. 

Now, I think that is enough on the facts; and I want to say 

leasantly to my friend from Indiana . HOLMAN] that as a 
ocrat probably had to come from his district, I welcome him 


here. Lam glad to see him. It reminds me of old times. Ido 


it is provided that 
ARK = 


not ask him to his methods or to change his views. I 
think it would be as easy to get a leopard to change his spots. 
I have no doubt after we vote this mileage, under the law, as we 
are entitled to it, that my friend will take it, as he ought to, and 
take every mileage that he is entitled to under the law, as I pre- 
sume he has heretofore and will in the future. But I want to sa 

to my friend that matters have changed a little bit since he and 

were boys together. We used often to take things ‘‘ unbeknownst” 
to ourselves. We used to take them with a protest, an if,“ ora 


therefore,“ or a “notwithstanding.” [Laughter.] 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, this matter is not personal at all. It is a 
matter of public concern. 


Mr. CANNON. In these days of newspapers and telegraphs, 
we can not conceal from anybody what we do, and the best way 
is, being entitled to it, to have the courage to walk up and take 


it. ares 

Mr. Hi . I think it was understood that the measure 
was to be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, 
I therefore move to amend by adding the following words: 

In lieu of the mileage to be received at the next regular session. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, have I some time remaining? 

The SPEAKER. eee has four minutes anda half 
remaining. The Chair only recognized the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN], as he supposed, on a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Well, it is a matter of parliamentary inquiry, 
I believe that this subject is now before the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and is subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is subject to amendment, provided the gen- 
Sa in charge of the resolution does not move the previous 

uestion. 
4 Mr. HOLMAN, Of course he would not act so discourteously 
as that. Aan anA 

Mr. C ON. . Speaker, in exact fairness, as my friend 
has exhausted all his time, I want to be abundantly fair, and yield 
three and a half minutes—having four—to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY], whom I am informed is against 
this resolution. I want to be fair about it. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, a wise maxim of the law, and in 
my opinion one of the wisest, is that which forbids any man to 
be a judge in his own case. Nemo debet esse judex in propria 
sua causa.” I think you will find in the records of the English 
courts that, where a number of judges, probably five, passed upon 
a question, years afterwards—a number of years afterwards, too— 
it was ascertained that one of the judges was interested to a very 
small amount, that judgment, five years afterwards, was declared 
fraudulent and absolutely void upon the ground that the judicial 
mind that passed upon it was tainted to thatextent; and notwith- 
standing that the remaining four judges were not touched by this 

ison—this infirmity self-interest—still the judgment of the court 
was that the smallest amount of personal interest in the cause 
vitiated the whole judgment. 

One of the wisest provisions of the constitution of North Caro- 
lina fixes the fees of the members of the general assembly. 

In my humble judgment, in a Republic like this, no legislative 
body, or any other body, ought to have the right to pass upon 
their fees, because that influences the ju and exposes him to 
a dangerous temptation to do wrong; and there is always phi- 
losophy in moak parton of the Lord's prayer, Lead us not into 
temptation.” e can not afford to ignore this philosophy—this 
principle of Christianity. It is actually dangerous to personal 
integrity. Weare about to commit a great wrong here, gentle- 
men of this House, when we take and put into our pockets many 
hundreds, yea, thousands of dollars, that do not belong to us. We 
are no more entitled to that money than the wolf is to the mutton 
hetakes by moonlight. [Laughter.] We are about to take it, 
too, by reason of the fact that we are unable to resist that tempta- 
tion which always forces itself upon the mind of the judge when 
sie is giving an opinion whether or not it is to be his or somebody 
else's. 

In my humble judgment, this House will confer the very highest 
mark of distinction upon itself and establish to the satisfaction of 
the world the personal integrity of every individual member thereof 
if it will have the moral courage to rise to the importance of the 
occasion, when we consider the principle involved, and say, Get 
behind me,” you tempter of morals here below; we will have none 
of this. It is wrong, Mr. Speaker, I respectfully submit. We 
already get 20 cents a mile for the ar sessions (counting both 
ways). Now, you take a member from the extreme West, and 
his mileage becomes of very great concern to him. He makes 
probably 17 cents by every mile of travel. 

Now, if you take the statute, which is already too liberal, and 
make it apply to this special session, by the very same reason you 
can make it apply to every adjournment; and in that way you 
will double the compensation paid to members of this House. A 
member residing 4,000 miles distant already gets 83,200 mileage 
for the two regular sessions; if we give him a third mileage, 
$4,800 mileage. Iknowitis going to pass. [Laughter.} Why, itis 
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going to pass simply because of that reason recognized by the Eng- 
ish justice, that when a man becomes the judgein his own case he 


will always vote for himself. [Laughter.] For myself, I will 
vote against it. Isay to this House, us not into tempta- 
tion.” The increase of the mileage made by this resolution in its 
application to the members living farthest from the capital is 
more than the average wealth of 75 per cent of the electors by 
whose votes he is aCongressman. Many of them did not gohome 
at all since the end of the regular session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 


gress. 

Mr. CANNON. Only a word in reply, if I ought to reply. I 
am not familiar with the English case to which my friend refers, 
but under our Constitution I do not know of any way to get 
money out of the Treas except by act of Congress, passed by 
the House and Senate and signed by the President; and so long 
as we are entitled to pay, I do not know how in the world we can 

et it, or anybody else can get it, at all unless by this or a similar 
ind of authority. 

Mr. LINNEY. We are already getting twice as much as we 
are entitled to. [Laughter.] I mean for mileage. [Cries of 
„Vote!“ “ Vote!”] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana offers the fol- 
lowing amendment. ` 

Mr. CANNON. I do not submit to any amendment. I move 
the previous question. I have no objection to its being read for 
information. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no motion for the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was recognized by the Chair. 

5 SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
jana. 

Mr. CANNON. For an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. For an amendment. 
have demanded the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought I did. 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman said he was ready for a 
vote. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, let it be offered. 


The gentleman should 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In lieu of the appropriation heretofore made for the above purposes for 
first regular ——.— of this Congress. = 


Mr. CANNON. Now I move the previous question upon the 
resolution and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question Was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask for a division, at least. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 192. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Seventeen gentlemen have arisen—not a suffi- 
cient number; and the yeas and nays are refused. On this ques- 
tion the ayes are 30, noes 192; the noes have it, and the amendment 
is rejected. The question is now on the engrossment and third 
reading of the joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division! 

Mr. LINNEY. Leas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Eighteen gentlemen have arisen—not a suffi- 
cient number; and the yeas and nays are refused. Does the gen- 
tleman from Indiana demand a division? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


PAY OF SESSION EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 33) was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of cs hc Th ga etc., That the appro- 

riations in the legislative, executive. and judicial appropriation act for the 

Fiscal year 1898, approved February 19, 1897, for compensation of on em- 
ployees of the House of Representatives be, and the same are hereby, made 
available from and including the 15th day of March, 1897, until the close of 
the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress; and persons employed under said 
appropriations shall be paid from the date of their actual employment, with- 
out regard to the date of their respective oaths of office, and at the rates per 
diem or per month as provided in said act. 


There being no objection. the joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 5 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider tbe vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed ‘was laid on the table. 


. FREE ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
255 55 consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 25) which 

send to the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That a joint reso- 
lution, re January 8, 1897, continuing in force section 2 of the act ap- 
proved June 3, 1896, entitled An act to repeal section 61 of An act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,“ 
— became a law August 28, 1894, be amended so that it shall read as fol- 

That the provisions of section 2 of the act approved June 3, 1895, entitled 
An act to repeal section 61 of An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes,“ which became a law August 
28, 1894, be, and they are hereby, continued in force, and the joint select com- 
mittee heretofore appointed under said section shall, when they have reached 
a final conclusion, report the same to Congress not later than ten days after 
the bostoninga its next December session, together with such information 
as they shall have obtained.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, is that resolution reported from 
the Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. EVANS. It is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Reserving the right to object, I shall be glad 
to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. EVANS. It has been reported from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and a very brief explanation will satisfy everyone 
that it ought to at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it reported from the committee at this 
session of Congress? 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, reserving theright to object, Ishall 
be glad to hear the gentleman’s explanation. 

. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, when the last Congress re ed 
section 61 of the tariff law known as the Wilson Act, which had 
given the privilege of free use of alcohol in the arts, a joint com- 
mittee of the two Houses was appointed to investigate that sub- 
ject and make report to Congress. The committee did not have 
time to make its report before the beginning of the second session 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress, and by a joint resolution the time 
was extended until the tenth day of the next session of Congress. 
Of course the precipitation of the extra session at this time makes 
necessary the passage of this proposed amendment, which simply 
exten the time until the tenth day of the December session of 

Jongress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the subject which that joint com- 
mittee is to investigate? 

Mr. EVANS. The question of the use of free alcohol in the arts 
and manufactures. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this joint resolution unanimously reported 
by the committee? 5 

Mr. EVANS. Itis. There was no objection to it in the com- 
mittee. The extension of time was seen to be absolutely necessary. 
Without this amendment we would have only until the tenth day 
of the present session to make a report upon evidence which the 
members of the committee, and especially those who have been 
engaged in the preparation of the pending tariff bill, have never 
bad an opportunity to read since it was taken. This amendment 
simply carries out the spirit of the original resolution. But for 
this extra session the joint committee would have had until the 
tenth day of the first regular session of this Congress, but the call- 
ing of this special session makes it necessary to have this amend- 
mentadopted in order that the committee may have time to examine 
the evidence and make its report. 

E Mr. 5 This joint committee has been appointed, 
as it not f 

Mr. EVANS. Oh, yes; and it has progressed far in the investi- 
gation, but it has not had time to report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The same joint committee is to be con- 
tinued, then? 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up fromthe Speaker’s table 
the Senate joint resolution regulating the disposition of public 
documents, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 7) was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the time allowed members of the Fifty- 
fourth Con to distribute public documents now to their credit or the 
credit of their 5 districts or States, in the Government Printing 
Office, the Interior 8 the Navy Department, or any other Depart- 
ment or bureau, and present the names of libraries, public institutions, 
and individuals to receive such documents, be, and the same is hereby, ex- 
tended to December 1, 1897; and the time for such distribution by members of 
Congress who have been or may hereafter be reelected shall continue during 
their successive terms and un 


their right to frank documents shall cease. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this provision, or its equivalent, 
was carried in the sundry civil bill, but the delay in the passage 
of that bill has made it necessary to pass this joint resolution in 
order to avoid confusion and protect the rights of members. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If this resolution should be passed, will 
it not take away from new members of Congress the documents 
which may be published between now and next December? In 
other words, as I understand, if Congress had not met in extra 
session, the members of the Fifty-fourth Congress would have 
received all public documents printed ope the meeting of the 
regular session. Now, if this resolution be passed, will not those 
documents go to the old members, when otherwise they would go 
to the nt members? 

Mr. PERKIN S. The resolution does not disturb in the least 
the rightsof any member. It is intended only to protect the rights 
of members. y 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then all the documents published since 
the adjournment of the last Congress 

Mr. PERKINS. This resolution has nothing to do with that. 
Under the law these documents are distributed by the Superintend- 
ent of Documents; and, under a resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress, those documents were to be distributed prior to the 4th 
of March. Now, those documents having been placed to the credit 
of members of the last Congress, they will remain to their credit 
under this resolution and will not 2 the property of the 
Superintendent of Documents. 

. HOLMAN. But for this special meeting of Con , the 
outgoing members of the last Congress would exercise the frank- 
ing privilege up to next December and would receive, I presume 

though I do not know the state of the law on that subject), the 
ocuments published prior to the 4th of March ony: 

Mr. PER S. is does not change that at 

Mr. HOLMAN. But what is the state of the law on that sub- 
ject? 

: Mr. PERKINS. Under the law those documents remain to the 
credit of the omgom member until the following ber. 

Mr. HOL ; en this resolution, if seems to me, would 
oare: with it not only the right to the documents, but the right to 
frank them. 

Mr. PERKINS. The resolution does not change in any respect 
whatever the law on that subject. It simply protects the right of 
members to control documents which were to their credit on the 
4th of March last. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If this resolution should fail to pass, 
to whose credit would those documents go? 

Mr. PERKINS. As I said a moment ago 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. There are certain documents to the credit of 
members with the Superintendent of Documents; butif not drawn 
prior to the 4th of March, they would, in the absence of some 
provision to the contrary, become the property of the Govern- 
ment, to be disposed of by the hi bray pacer of Documents. 
Congress undertook to protect the rights of members in this regard 
by a provision in the sundry civil appropriation bill; but that 
having failed to become a law, it is now necessary to pass this 
resolution in order to carry out the intent of Congress on this 


subject. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. But what I want to get at is this: 
red. te this resolution fails to pass, will the new members con- 
trol these documents? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir; not at all. This does not affect the 
rights of new members in any particular. 

. HANDY. If these documents should to the credit of 
the fy encen of Documents, what would he do with them? 

Mr. PERKINS. They would then be for sale. The documents 
could not be secured by members except by purchase. I repeat, 
that this resolution does not interfere in any respect whatever with 
the rights of new members. It protects the rights of members. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it not true that for many years it has been 
customary to pass, before the expiration of a Congress, a joint 
resolution of this kind, giving to retiring members the right to 
control for the ensuing nine months the documents assigned to 
them? As I understand, a provision of this kind was carried in 
the sundry civil bill which failed, and but for the failure of that 
bill the provision would have become a law before the expiration 
of the last Congress, and the resolution which the gentleman from 
Iowa now presents would have been unnecessary. 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman says that a provision similar to 
that placed in the present resolution was included in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. Have we not repassed that bill, and does 
it not cover this point? 

. PERKINS. But that bill is not yet a law. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. We wish to avoid confusion in regard to these 
documents. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I call for the reading of the resolution 


again. Some gentlemen say it does not interfere with the rights 
of new members, and some say it does. I have thus far been 
unable to hear the resolution. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] will not object to the rereading of the resolution. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I was not able to hear a word of the 
colloquy between the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] and 
other gentlemen in regard to the effect of the resolution, and I 
have not even heard the resolution read. Until I can hear it, I 
must object to its adoption. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! Withdraw the motion. 

Mr. STEELE, I withdraw the motion on condition that we are 
to have no more hes. 

Mr. of Indiana. If I can hear the resolution reported, 
I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will 
be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed; there being on a division 
(called for by Mr. GricGs)—ayes 126, noes 39. 

On motion of Mr. PER. S, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
; tg the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted as 
‘ollows: 

To Mr. WALKER of Virginia, for six days, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. VEHSLAGE, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. FENTON, for one week, on account of important business. 

The motion to adjourn was then to; and accordingly (at 
8 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House, in pursuance of its 
previous order, adjourned until Monday next at 10 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication from the Di- 
rector of the Geological Survey relative to appropriation for sur- 
vey of the Indian Territory exclusive of the Chickasaw Nation, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. = 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
3 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 1636) for the relief of the home- 
stead settlers on that portion of the Great Sioux Reservation lyi 
and being in the State of Nebraska, formerly in the Territory o; 
Dakota (now State of South Dakota), and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. f 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 1637) to reimburse excessive 
demands from preemption and homestead settlers on annulled rail- 
road subsidy grants—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 1638) to amend the laws 
relating to American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, 
and to promote commerce—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, A 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1639) donating the 
abandoned military reservation in Wheeler County, Tex., to the 
dep or Texas for school purposes—to the Committee on the Pub- 

c Lands. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 1640) to encourage the erec- 
tion of mills to manufacture sugar and sirup from sugar beets— 
to the Committee on peers and Means. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 1641) constituting Greenbay, in 
83 a port of delivery to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) for the erection of a public bailing 
= boiler es Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings an 

rounds, 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 1643) to provide a site and 
erect a papie . Covington, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) for the protection of railway mail clerks 
while in the discharge of their official duties—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 1645) to in 
8 oe eee, = prani thereto the right to oy 
ipes for distribution of materi or igerating purposes— 

e Committee on the District of Columbia. z 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von 


te the 


Essen, deceased, and to distribute same among the distributees 
of said deceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1647) to establish a national military park at 
To battlefield of Stones River—to the Committee on Mili itary 
‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) requiring all partnerships doing busi- 
ness in the District of Columbia to record with the recorder of 
deeds of said District the full name of each member comprising 
the firm, etc.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 1649) to construct a mili- 
tary road from Atlanta to McPherson Barracks, in Georgia—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) to amend the act of July 16, 1894, pro- 
viding for the entry to the second class of mail matter of per 
on E the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of United States prisons—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1652) for the erection of a public building at 
Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1653) to amend an act establishing Atlanta, 
Ga., a port of delivery, approved February 28, 188i—to the Com- 
mittee on rete and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 1654) to authorize the readjust- 
ment of the accounts of certain army officers—to the Committee 
on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 1655) to amend an act entitled 
An act providing P the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 1656) to amend section 22 of an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, and amended March 2, 1889, and to permit common carriers 
to allow reduced rates to persons traveling on missions of mercy 
or charity, and to commercial travelers, and other persons habitu- 
ally traveling from point to point on any legitimate business—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 1657) to define and regulate the 

ractice in the Pension Department—to the Committee on Invalid 

msions. : 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 1658) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of New 
Brunswick, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 1659) to facilitate the con- 
struction and maintenance of tele; hic communication with the 
Hawaiian Islands and Japan an i to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 1660) for the relief of the Miami 
Tadians of Indiana—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 1661) regulating the 
conduct of certain executive officers of the Government of the 
United States, and providing for the adjudication of constitutional 
questions arising in the Executive Departments—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 1662) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to Gen. Thomas Sumter—to the Committee on the 


. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 1663) for the erection of a public 
at Carrollton, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Build- 

Also, tin (H. K 1664) to i the limit of th i 

a R. increase the of the appropria- 
tion for a ablic building at Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Public dings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1665) amending section 1 of an act granting 
pensions to army nurses, passed August 5, 1892—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) to require persons who make their resi- 
dence on boats on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers to obtain license, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 1859) to provide for a public 


Li 
buildin 
ings 


bu ding at Winston, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 1860) directing the issue of 
bimetallic certificates, and to maintain the parity o 
ver at the present legal ratio—to the Committee 


oy. 
By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 1861) providing for the enroll- 


Id and sil- 
on ing and 


ment of the Mississippi Choctaws, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 8 S 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) to amend section 17 of an act 
appropriations for the sundry civil nses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1867, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Mileage. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 1863) regulating leases of lands 
for the production of coal, oil, and other mineral products in the 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 1864) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act granting ions to the soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887— 
‘o Also, a bill (HP R. 1965) to equalize th 

„ a bi 2 R. 1 to equali e pos on 
publications when admitted to be carried as ee e 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas (by request): A joint resolution 
(H. Res. 27) to repeal the joint resolution in reference to the free 
zone—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX: A joint resolution (H. Res. 28) providing for the 
adjustment of certain claims of the United States against the 
State of Tennessee, and certain claims of the State of Tennessee 
against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 29) 
providing for the purchase of historical g , a relating to 
the District of Columbia to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 30) author- 
izing Musadora, Victoria, Ella, and Frank Wasson, of Tennessee, 
to present their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 81) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution, providing that Senators be 
elected by the people of the several States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWE: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 3) instructing the Committee on the Library to ascertain the 
cause of delay in the completion of the chiaro-oscuro in the 
Rotunda of the Capitol—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A resolution (House Res. No. 19) to 

rint the bulletin of the Department of Agriculture called 
tton Plant—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MINOR: A memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin to 
secure the of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McRAE: A memorial of the general assembly of the 
State of Arkansas, asking for the permanent improvement of the 
Ouachita River—to the 3 — on Rivers and Harbors. 


month] 
matter— 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 1667) for the relief of the 


Mobile Marine Dock Com to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 1668) 8 a pension to 
David E. Redmon, of Pendleton County, Ky.—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1669) granting a pension to Milton C. Tully— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1670) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Joseph B. Kennedy and to grant him an honorable dis- 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1671) for the relief of Lewis Stephens—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill — R. 1672) for the relief of Fannie Bostwick, widow 
of Martin B. Strader— 


the Committee on Claims. 
Also, bid R. 1673) for the relief of N. C. Pettit, of Camp- 
bell County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1075) for the benefit of Alice Smith, of New- 
port, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1676) for the benefit of Ira E. Neville, of Day- 
ton, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1677) for the benefit of Anna M. Wehe, 
mother of William Wehe, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1678) for the benefit of Thomas F. Beach, a 
soldier of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1679) for the relief of William Bramble, etc., 
of Kenton County, Ky.—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1680) for the benefit of James W. Hall, of 
Grant Souny; A ee the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) granting a pension to Columbus O. 
Carter, of Zion, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1897. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth W. Sutherland—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1683) for the benefit of J. D. Thompson, of 


Trimble 7515 7 Ky.—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1684) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Richmond, etc.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1685) 
vivors ot the Mexican and 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1686) to correct the military record of Jesse 
Closser, ete.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1687) for the relief of John Ellis, of Kenton 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) for the benefit of John M. Hart, of 
Bourbon County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1689) granting a pension to Henrietta S. iez 
mings, widow of James P. Cummings, late lieutenant of Com: 

E, Hight Kentucky Cavalry to the, Committee on Invalid ac 


agree a bill (H. R. 1690) granting a pension to Hans Castor, of 
Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1691) for the benefit of John W. Kirby, late 
sheriff of Gallatin County, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1692) grons a pension to Susie Margarite 
Landrum, of Warsaw, Ky.—to th ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1693) for the relief of Henry Cook, of Coying- 
ton, Ky. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a = 5 R. 1694) for the benefit of Ellen Steevers, of 
Covington, K —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 11 R. 1695) for the benefit of George Turner, of 
Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a ‘bill (H. R. 1696) to correct the military record of Ma- 
thew C. Lyons—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1697) for the benefit of Richard Gallivan—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1698) granting a pension to Henry A. Tho- 
burn, of Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1699) for the relief of Charles Morgan, M. C. 
Mordaci, O. B. Payne, and the Southern Steamship Company—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1700) 2 a pension to Christian Hohn 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1701) for the relief of Charlotte H. Fenton 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1702) for the relief of R. F. Harrison to the 
Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17 03) for the benefit of George W. Hender- 
son, of Campbell County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1704) for eae relief of John W. Ray, etc.— 
to the Committee on Military Aff: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1705) ating E a pension to Anna M. Sweet, 
of Newport. Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1706) for the benefit of Theodore Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1707) for the benefit of Francis M. Faront, of 
Bellevue, K 5 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ee R. 1708) 8) granting a pension to Lucy B. Bryson— 
tothe: on Invalid Pensions. 


Ales bill (H. a bill (H. R. 1709) 5 the relief of John Armstrong, jr.— 
to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1710) for the relief of James M. Blackburn, of 
Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1711) to ee the charge of desertion from 
thename of Turner Rodgers, of Frankfort, Ky.—to the Committee 
ee (HB 


nting increase of pension to sur- 
dian wars and to their widows—to 


LR. 1718) for the relief of Rebekah Willains, widow 
Aang to the Committee on War Claims. 

a Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 1714) gran a pension to 
William Seymour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 1715) for the relief of Daniel 
D. er, Company D, Eighth New York Heavy Artillery to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1716) 5) for the relief of Robert B. Tubbs, Com- 
poos T I. Eighth Michigan Cayalry—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8 for the relief of Thomas Rodigan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 1718) for the relief of John A. 
Barr—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1719) to grant a pension to Mrs. Sarah D. 
Lightfoot, of Owensboro, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 
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By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 1720) for the relief of 
W. T. Scott and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 1721) for the relief of 
Samuel Sentenne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1722) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen O’Rorke—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 1723) for the relief of John H. 
Brunning, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1724) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Gru- 
ber, of. Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1725) granting a pension to Mrs, Eliza Rich- 
ardson, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1726) to place the name of Leonard P. S. Tay- 
lor upon the rolls of Company G, One hundred and seventh Reg - 
iment United States Colored Troops, and for the issue of an hon- 
orable 8 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 1727) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Timothy W. Riley, alias John Hennessy—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1728) to increase the pension of Michael H. 
Burke, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Inya- 
U An “GREENE: A bil (H. R. 1729 pensi: 

y Mr ( ) granting a on to 
Joseph W. Skelton, of Nebraska—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 1730) for the relief of Reuben A, 
Finnell—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. rg Ht increase the pension of 
Mary A. McCauley, widow of Patrick H. McCauley, major of the 
8 Wisconsin Infantry to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1732) for ee relief of Jacob L. Hauger—to 
the Committee on Military 

By Mr. HOLMAN: 2 bill H. E. = R. 1733) sr the relief of EE 
F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 

deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Bros., and others—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) for the relief of John Schierling, admin- 
istrator de bonis non of the estate of Gallus Kerchner, deceased— 
o fr MS 511. 40 bl H. R. 1735) ting nsion to E 

( gran a pension mma 
T. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1736) to increase the pension of John Purka- 
pile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 1737) for the relief of William 
Lewis . of Boone, N. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 1738) for the: relief of John 
J. Hart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1739) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1740) for the relief of Edman Green, of Jones- 
boro, Clayton County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1741) for the relief of Mrs. Emily Evans to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Young- 
blood, of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of the trustees of St. Phil- 
lip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Tino; a bill (H. R. 1744) for the relief of Mira M. Harbin, ad- 
ministratrix of Nathaniel P. Harbin, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) for the relief of William Ellis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1746) for the relief of Ambrose Chewning— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1747) for the relief of Benjamin F. Rogers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of Mark Miller—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1749) to correct the naval history of John C. 
Dull—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1750) for the relief of George T. Reeves—to 
the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of the estate of Leander C. 
McLellan, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Miss Honora Ryan—to 
the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1753) for the relief ne the estate of Frank H. 
Nichols—to the Committee on War Clai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1754) for the relief of th the Selma and Meridian 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1755) for the relief of Richard re oi 
Brooklyn, N. V., as found due by the Court of Claims under th 
act of March 3, 1883—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1756) for oe relief of Samuel I. Gustin—to 
the Committee on War C 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1757) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Needham Bullard, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1758) for the relief of James Condon—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to William Barrett 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1760) for the relief of Elsas, May & Co., of 
Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of W. J. Fletcher, of 
Georgia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1762) for the relief of Elias E. Barnes—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1763) for the relief of Michael Kries—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 1764) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
mony known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 1765) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Kibele—to the Committee on Inyalid RR 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 1766) granting a pension to Carrie 
Dale, widow of N. H. Dale, late a colonel of the Second Wisconsin 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1767) to correct the military record of Michael 
Garvey, late of Company H, Twelfth Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1768) for the relief of William H. Crook—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1769) to correct the military record of William 
Marshall, of Sturgeon Bay, Wis.,and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 1770) for the relief of Nathan 
Plummer—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 1771) to increase the pension of 
Fannie A. Marable—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 1772) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane E. Peck, widow of Henry A. Fowler, late of Company 
= , Fifth New York Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) centages pension to Robert Persley, 
late a Government employee in the United States military railroad 
service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) granting a pension to Rachel Engle, 
widow of Jacob Engle, late corporal Company H, One hundred 
and ninth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1775) removing the charge of desertion against 
and correcting the rear Site of Elmer Stickle, late Company 
D, Fifteenth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (r R. 1776) nting a pension to Ross W. Titus, 
late Company I, Eleventh United States Colored Artillery—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 1777) to increase the pension of Enoch B. 
Chadborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) for the relief of 8 
of Company C, One hundred and ninth New York Volunteers, 
and 2 G, Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1779) granting a pension to Florence E. Bond, 
widow of John G. Bond, late first lieutenant United States Reve- 
nue Marine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) for the relief of Reuben H. Waters 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 1781) for the relief of 
Thomas M. Emerson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) for the relief of J. M. Carney, of Frank- 
lin County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) for the relief of C. C. Lowe,of Ruther- 
ford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1784) for the relief of L. D. Sugg—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) for the relief of Joseph H. Thompson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) making an appropriation for the benefit 
of the Presbyterian Church at Murfreesboro, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) for the relief of Dobson Johnson, of 
Dekalb County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) for the relief of Barclay M. Tillman, of 
Bedford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) for the relief of the Cumberland Pres- 
byterian Church, Fayetteville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 20, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) for the relief of L. D. Sugg—to the 


Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1791) for the relief of J. J. McCowan, of 
Lincoln County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims un- 
der the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) for the relief of John Leiper—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1793) for the relief of James C. Hoover, of 
Rutherford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 1794) to remove 
the charge of desertion now standing against George Alcott on 
re rolls of the War Department—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 1795) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Henry L. Snow—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) granting a pension to Annie C. Col- 
lier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to Esther Jackson 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: A bill (H. R. 1798) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Carl F. W. Stolle, of Iron Ridge, 
Wis.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 1799) granting a pension to 
Frances E. Pease—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 1800) to reimburse George W. 
McKinsey, postmaster at Kokomo, Ind., for money paid out by 
himas said postmaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. e an increase of pension to 
Catherine Clifford to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) E a pension to Mary E. Wallick 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1803) for the relief of Joseph P. Patton to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1804) for the relief of Edgar Carson, private 
and sergeant ye pa E, Fifty-eighth Indiana Volunteers—to 

ar Claims 


the Committee on i 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1805) granting a pension to Martha M. Claw- 
ensions. 


son to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) ting a pension to Martha E. Grant 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) to grant a pension to Eliza Tait, a 
dependent sister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, à bill (H. R. 1808) granting a pension to Henry M. Hyde 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1809) granting a pension to Eli Overhultz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1810) for the relief of Charles T. Brant—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1811) for the relief of Augustus Somers, 
member 2 F., First Regiment Cavalry, Connecticut Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 1812) for the relief 
of Thomas Bevington and Delilah Bevington-to the Committee 


on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1813) removing charge of desertion from 
military record of Martin Mehaffey—to the Committee on Military 


Van Over, late | Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James Charles Cramer—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1815) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William A. Fuller—to the Committes on 
Militar airs. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 1816) to remove charge of de- 
yp hac against Hiram Robbins—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) for the relief of the administrator of 
Mr. W. R. Wooten, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) to correct the muster rolls of Company 
K, Second Arkansas Cavalry, as concerns Isaac Thompson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) granting a pension to William H. Led- 
ford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) for the relief of L. J. Lawrence—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) for relief of estate of Joshua Hill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1822) for the relief of the Little Rock and 
Memphis Railroad 5 the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 1823) to relieve Alice Utz, heir 
and legatee of Joshua Wiley, and to give the Court of Claims 
jurisdiction, and to remove the bar of statute of limitations—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 1824) for the 
relief of Robert Smalls—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 1825) to increase 
the pension of David Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 1826) for the relief of M. G. 

Cumby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

` Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) for the relief of Matilda H. Reed, of 

Aa Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1828) for relief of Andrew Brown, heir of 
David Brown, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) for relief of John W. Williams, heir 
H. G. Williams, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1830) for relief of George Kimberley, heir 
of M. P. Kimberley, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H#R. 1831) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hubbard, of 
Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1832) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Epa a Church, of Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) for the relief of Isabella Rowsey, of 
Alcorn County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) for relief of estate of Francis Whit- 
field—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1835) for the relief of the trustees of Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Corinth, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1836) for the relief of the{Christian Church, 
8 Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss. —to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1837) for the relief of David Ingram, of 
Itawamba County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1838) for the relief of Dr. O. R. Early, of 
Lowndes County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1839) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
D. Fielder, of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1840) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah M. Ozborn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) for the relief of Fletcher B. Neblett, 
administrator of Richmond T. Rutledge, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 1842) for the relief of William 
J. Norton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 1843) to correct and amend 
the military record of oN Alexander McDonald, of Company I, 
Seventeenth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantiy—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) for the relief of W. P. Marshall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 1845) to amend the record 
of Capt. Thomas H. Reeves, United States Army, retired—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 1846) for the relief of Charles 
A. Nazro—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1847) granting a pen- 
sion to George F. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 1848) nting a pension to Eliza 
J. Britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the naval record of William Kiernes—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) removing the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Charles Buchling—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to Maj. 
Samuel P. Dill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) removing the charge of desertion from 
z naval record of Patrick Naddy—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1853) removing the charge of desertion from 
the a ac od record of James Murphy—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) removing the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Frederick Castine—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Waring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1856) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Jeremiah Cleary—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 1857) for the relief of Charles 
H. kwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) for the relief of William Manley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of 
Senate bill No. 3589 and House bill No. 10108, Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and asso- 
ciations—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Memorial of William A. McGregor and 271 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., asking for the discontinuance of 
the appropriation for the free distribution of seeds—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petition of George Dougers and 52 other 
farmers of California, praying that a duty of 14 cents per pound 
be placed on raw chicory—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of B. S. Mathews and other letter 
carriers of Charleston, S. C., praying for an appropriation to pay 
judgments of the Court of Claims in their favor—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations: 

By Mr. BURN: Petition from the Epworth League of Bal- 
timore Conference, representing 15,000 members, asking for the 
passage of a bill to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate 
commerce of pictures and descriptions of prize fights—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

py Mr. HOWE: Resolutions of the Kings County (N. Y.) Re- 
publican committee, favoring the grantingof belligerentrights to 
Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolution of the Western Waterways Con- 
vention, asking for the permanent improvement of the Ouachita 
River in Arkansas and Louisiana; also memorial from the Cam- 
den Commercial League; making the same request; also resolu- 
tion of the Arkansas ercial Convention, bearing on the same 
subject—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Papers to accompany bill to 


remove c of desertion against George Alcott—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. RU: L: Resolutions of Williams Post, No. 55, Grand 


Army of the Republic, of Mystic, Conn., in favor of service-pen- 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SNOVER: Petition of Ed Heaton and 93 other citizens 
of ton, Mich.; also petition of R. Waggoner and 60 other citi- 
zens of Pinnebog, Mich.; also petition of A. L. Wright and 62 
other citizens of Badaxe, Mich., asking for an adequate tax on 
Canadian cattle to protect the American cattle industry—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TODD: Memorial of the Cigar Makers’ Union of Kala- 
mazoo, Mich., protesting against the proposed increase in the tariff 
bill of duties on such raw tobacco material as is not produced in 
this country, and in favor of an increase on manufactured cigars— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 22, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

JAMES K. JONES, a Senator from the State of Arkansas, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 

The Secretary 3 to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last; when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 7) regulating the distribution of public 
documents. : 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 13) makin, sy a aban to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 14) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898; 

A bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 25) amending a joint resolution con- 
tinuing in force section 2 of the act approved June 3, 1896, en- 
titled “An act to repeal section 61 of ‘An act to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,“ 
which became a law August 28, 1894; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately available 
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the appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates of the House of Representatives; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 33) making immediately available 
ap ropriations for the payment of certain employees o 1e House 
of Representatives during the first session of the Fifty- n- 
gress. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented petitionsof the Emmet Club, 
of Bri rt, Conn.; of the Society of Friends, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., and of representatives of the Religious Society of Friends for 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, praying for the ratifi- 
cation of the proposed arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Thirteenth Encampment of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of St. Paul, Minn., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the necessary = sg and maintenance 
of the U. S. frigate Constitution and the U. S. sloop of war Hart- 
ford; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VEST . a petition of the Texas Live Stock Associa- 
tion, of San Antonio, Tex., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion establishing in the Agricultural Department a bureau of 
information and statistics concerning live stock; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of W. B. Griswold and 
sundry other citizens of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against 
further appropriations for the free distribution of on, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented sundry affidavits and letters to accompany the 
bill (S. 65) granting a pension to John F. Early; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON presented sundry petitions of citizens of Spring- 
ville, Utah, praying that a tarif be placed on sugar; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE. I present resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
leading citizens in Faneuil Hall, Boston, Mass., favoring the 

rompt ratification of the proposed arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain, and the enactment of some measure restricting immigra- 
tion. I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented the 8 of J. W. Westlake and 35 
other citizens of Lake Helen, praying for the ratification of 
the proposed arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the city council of 
Jacksonville, Fla., condemning the course that is being pursued 
by the Spanish authorities in the Island of Cuba and commendin 
the stand taken by Gen. Fitzhugh Lee, United States consul-gener 
at Taan Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of the John L. Whiting & Son 
Company, of ton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used in thearts and 
in medicinal and other like compounds; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of pastors and members 
of sundry churches of Romeo, Mich., praying t9 the enactment 
of legislation to restore the former law of the District of Columbia 
against Sunday traffic; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

He also presented petitions of D. H, Barrows, of Armada; of 
C. J. Fleischaeur, of Reed City; of the Reid-Carlton Company, 
of Jackson; of W. B. Gale, of Fowlersville, and of F. A. Percy, of 
St. Johns, all in the State of Michigan, praying that no further 
appropriation be made for the free distribution of seeds; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of George W. Smith and sundry 
other citizens of Lexington, Mich., praying that an uate tax 
be imposed on Canadian cattle to protect the American industry 
from the ruinous competition that now menaces it; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Ina Gray, Rev. G. B. 
Foster, and sundry other citizens of Jackson, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to reenact the Sunday-rest law of the 
District of Columbia, for the appointment of an impartial, non- 

i industrial commission, to raise the age of consent to 18 
years in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and also to 
prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, or other- 
wise; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Iowa commandery of 
the Loyal Legion of the United States, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to establish a national mili park at Vicksburg; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of Farmer & Sons, of 
Anderson, Ind., remonstrating against any further appropriation 
for the free distribution of seeds; which was referred to Com- 
mittee on iculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present the petition and statement of Wil- 


without amendment, and submitted a 


liam P, Buckmaster, of St. Louis, Mo., to accompany the bill 
(S. 252) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster. I move that 
the petition and statement be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
where the bill is now pending. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of B. E. Grinnell and sun- 
dry other citizens of Hammond, Wis., praying that a tariff be 
placed upon wool; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented the petition of Seery & Messer and ee 
other 8 8 of 3 praying that a 3 duty be pla 
upon all imported slack-barrel cooper stock; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 2 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (> 3) to errs a ages hues and settlement 
between the United States and the State o a. reported it 
t thefeon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 83) for the relief of the homestead settlers 
onthat porns of the Great Sioux Reservation lying and being in the 
State of Nebraska, formerly in the Territory of Dakota (now State 
of South Dakota), and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 82) restoring the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska and the 
Flandreau Sioux Indians of South Dakota, formerly known as and 
being a confederacy of the Medawakanton and Wapakoota Sioux 
Indians, to all rights, privileges, and benefits enjoyed by them and 
their ancestors under the treaties of 1837 and 1851, and for other 
3 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 372) to provide free 
homes on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers and 
reserve the public lands for that purpose, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and submit a report thereon. 

I wish to give notice that at the earliest possible moment I shall 
ask the Senate to consider the bill. 

Pia VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: Just coming 
into the Chamber, I am informed that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs has a 8 855 favorably the bill which is 
sometimes called the free-home bill. Idesire to say that I did not 
and do not concur in the report of the committee upon that bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 875) confirming the title of mixed- 
blood Indians to their lands and allowing the same to be alienated 
under certain circumstances, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
m CA to Sathorn 3 3 deg ny eni Tr 

pay the moneys therein i the respective bands of Chi 
pewa Indians in the State of Minnesota according to their Sense 
tive rights and interests, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 363) granting the northwest quarter of the 
northwest quarter of section 30, township 17 north, range 3 east 
Black Hills meridian, to the Nashville Presbyterian Church, of 
Nashville, S. Dak., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 16th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil gn inca bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Bs Sere which was agreed to. 

. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 631) for the relief of certain citizens of 
Montana claiming the benefit of the homestead laws, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 632) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres of land 
to aid in the establishment and maintenance of an asylum for the 
blind, rted it without amendment. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Immigration, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 112) to amend the immigration laws of the 
United States, reported it without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally ce eir es, and referri 

hich read twice by their titl d referred to 
the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 976) for the payment to the lodges of Odd Fellows in 
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the States of Iowa, IIlinois, Kentuc 
sissippi, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, orth Carolina, Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee, Rhode Island, Texas, Virginia, Delaware, ornia, 
Arkansas, Florida, Connecticut, indiana, and Louisiana, and other 
stockholders 1 u ted by the Odd Fellows’ Hall Association of 
aie — a. FE the use of, — 5 ges to, pane occupation 
of its real and personal property, an estruction of personal prop- 

the troops of the United States (with accompanying 


erty b; 
1 
y A bill (S. 977) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. 


A bill (S. 978) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refund certain moneys collected by the United States; 

A bill (S. 979) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of Mary O. Planche, of Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 980) to pay to Marie Eliza Payne, of Natchitoches 
Parish, La., an amount found due by the Court of Claims; 

A bill (8. 981) to authorize Charles E. Fenner, executor of 
George E. Payne, deceased, to prosecute his claim before the 
Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 982) for the relief of 55 estate of Michael Knight, de- 
ceased (with accompanying g pa per); 

A bill (S. 983) for the relief o John Rhodes and wife; 

A bill (S. 984) for the relief of the estate of James K. Benjamin, 
deceased, late of New Orleans, La.; 

A bill (8. 985) for the relief of the estate of J. T. Strother, 
deceased, late of Louisiana, and Mrs. J. T. Strother, of Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 986) for the relief of J. A. Oubre, administrator of 
Eugene bre, deceased, late of Point Coupee Parish, La., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883; 

A bill (S. 987) for the relief of Alphonso Meuillon, adininis- 
trator of Antoine Donato Meuillon, deceased, late of St. Landry 
Parish, La., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March’ 8, 1883; 

A bill (8, 988 988) for the relief of Nanie A. Badley, administratrix 
of ny Badley, te of Baton Rouge, La., as found 
due by the Court of Claims 5 the act of March 3, 1883; and 

A bill (S. 989) for the relief of Abram A. Harvey, of 

ashington 


„Maryland, New York, Mis- 


the children of Abram A. Harvey, deceased, late of 
Parish, La., as found due by the ourt of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883. 

Mr. BERRY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


ms: 
A bill (S. 990) for the relief of E. M. Ford, administrator of | Mass.; 


Richard L. Ford, deceased, late of Phillips County, Ark., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883; 
A bill (S. 991) for the relief of James C. Tappan, administrator 
of Samuel J. Sutton, deceased, late of Phillips County, Ark., ne 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 8,1 
A bill (S. 992) for the relief of the estate of Parkes & Ward o of 
Yell County, Ark. (with an accompanying ppn); j 
A bill (S. 993) a the relief of R. B. Carl administrator of 


Charlotte C. Bancroft, deceased, late of Phillips County, Ark., as | p 


found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3. , 1883; 


and 
A bill (S. 994) for the relief of J. W. Frazer, administrator of 
William J. 3 d , late of Monroe County, Ark., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883. 
„AL introduced a bill (S. 995) for the relief of George 
M. Anderson, of the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by 
its title, mee with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands. 
He also introduced a bill 5 996) for the relief of Peter Coyle; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, Te! referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


also introduced a bill (S. 997) to establish a uniform system 


County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 
of March 3, 1883; 
A bill (S. 1004) for the relief of Rebecca L. Bolling, administra- 
trix of Emily R. Martin, deceased, late of Vicksburg, Miss., and 
A bill (S. 1005) for the relief of James G. Ferguson, of clined 
County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the 


of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. DANIEL) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and refe to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1006) for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator 
of Henry Fitzhugh, deceased, late of Spottsylvania County, Va., 
7280 an 1 by the Court of Claims under the act of March 8, 
A bill (S. 1007) for the relief of the heirs of ne plate Mrs. Mary 
Ann Sree tis Lee, of Fairfax County, V. 

Mr. MARTIN (for Mr, DANIEL) introduced a bin (S. 1008) to 

uitclaim and confirm title to lots 13 and 14, in square 959, in 
as) „D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (for Mr. DANIEL) introduced a bill (S. 1009) to author- 
ize the thy gr ge Board to pay to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott 
the sum 125; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac 
Steamboat Company; which was are twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claim: 

Mr. CANNON introduced a ill | (8. 1011) to increase the pension 
of Erika A. Norman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1012) for the relief of Dr. 5 — 
Benjamin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1013) for the relief of Mrs. 
R. M. Bartleman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1014) coi carriers en · 
gaged in interstate commerce and their 5 Which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committeeon Claims: 

A bill (S. 1015) for the relief of Charles Speare; 

A bill (S. 1016) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, 


and 
Nt bill (S. 1017) for the ag of a Globe Works, of Boston, 
with an accompan 


Mie bills; w 
were severally twice tele titles, and sari to the 
mittee on Claims: 


A bill (S. 1018) for the relief of Frank Della Torre and Susan F, 
Della Torre, heirs of Peter Della Torre, deceased; and 
A bill (S. 1019) for the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, a 
in the United States Army. 
ate wee on seguon) introduced a bill (S. u 1 bad 
ie on of William F. Tiemann; 
ae its title, and referred to the Committee on Milter 


“Hoa also a H. Bell wih introduced a bill (S. 1021) for the relief of 
was read twice by its title, and referred 
. ne e on e 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
ra bul (S. 1029) granting a to Mrs, Lily O. Kingsl 
) granting a pension ey; 
A bill (S. 1023) granting a pension to Jane L. Buckingham; and 
A bill (S. 1024) granting an increase of pension to Grace T. 


of bankruptcy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | Arms. 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. WALTHALL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and wer to the Committee 


on Claims: 
ar bill (S. 998) for the relief of J. R. Eggleston, of Hinds County, 


aa bin a 999) for 57 relief of Anna Hunt, administratrix of 
e . Hunt, late of Jefferson County, Miss., as found due by 
the urt of Claims under the act of March 8 
A biil af 1000) for relief of Stephen Dennen ‘Marshall and 
George Miller, executors of the will of Levin R. Marshall, 


A bill (S . 1001) for the relief of Edward V. Dickens, of Panola 
ty, , as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 


q 1883; 
8. 1002) for the relief of Martha J. Stewart, of Jefferson 
„as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 


, 1883 
A bill (8. 1003) for the relief of Calvin Cheairs, of Benton 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 1025) for the 
relief of C. W. Michaels; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1026) for the relief of Richard E. 
Hayden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1027) for the relief of Louis H. Bris- 
tol, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 1028) to promote the purposes 
of the National Conservatory of Music of America; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1029) for the relief of the Port- 
land Company, of Portland, Me.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1030) to remove discriminations 
against American vessels in the trade; which was 
read twice by itstitle, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He alsointroduced a bill (S. 1031) 
Pillsbury; which was read twice by 
Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1032) for the relief of 
William H. Hugo; which was read twice byits title, and referred 


granting a pension to Noah 
ts title, and referred to the 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill 8 1033) 

A bill (S. 1034) 


Ky. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform 
laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1036) granting the use of cer- 
tain lands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for a public park, and 
for other pur ; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1037) for the relief of 
Mrs. Charlotte C. Leathers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1038) for the relief of the 
Mobile Marine Dock Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. i 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1039) granting a pension to 
Alice D. Ray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1040) to provide compensa- 
tion for a bridge and for buildings and other improvements con- 
structed by certain persons upon public lands afterwards set apart 
and reserved as the Yellowstone National Park; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1041) amending section 
4716 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce: 

A bill (S. 1042) amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regu- 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and to enlarge the 
membership of the Interstate Commerce Commission; and 

A bill (S. 1043) to protect American producers, manufacturers, 
and shippers from unjust discrimination in transportation charges 
in favor of foreign producers, manufacturers, and dealers, and to 
prohibit preferences to foreign merchandise over American com- 


merce, 
Mr. CHANDLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs: > b 
A bill (S. 1044) concerning retirements and promotions in the 


Navy; 

‘A lin (S. 1045) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome E. Morse, of the 
United States Navy; and ; 

A bill (S. 1046) providing for the use by the United States of 
devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in its service 
and covered by letters patent. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library: 

A bill (S. 1047) authorizing the purchase of that portion of the 
unpublished correspondence and manuscripts of President James 
Monroe known as the Gouverneur collection;” and 

A bill (S. 1048) for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virginia. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1049) to provide for a 

pular loan through postal savings notes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1050) referring to the Court of 
Claims a certain claim for the use of hook attachments for fire- 
arms; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. f 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1051) to amend the various acts 
relative to . and to provide for the exclusion of alien 
anarchists; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1052) increasing the pension of James A. Luddington; 


an 
A bill (S. 1053) increasing the pension of William H. Webster. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 1054) to amend section 
996, Revised Statutes, as amended by an act approved February 19, 
1897, relating to the deposit of moneys in the registry of United 


granting a pension to Mrs. Anna B. Lewis; and 
or the relief of James Eganson, of Henderson, 


States courts to the credit of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1055) appropriating money to pa: 
the claim of the Western Paving and Supply Company; witch 
ise read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. > 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 1056) sel i for a public 
building at Cleveland, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1057) to prevent in- 
ventors and others from being deceived and defrauded by alleged 
patent attorneys; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr, GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1058) to compensate 
Sophie Kosack for injuries sustained and reward her for bravery 
displayed in rescuing the imperiled in the Old Ford’s Theater” 
disaster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1059) nting increase 
of pension to survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars and to 
their widows; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1060) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Wheeler; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present to accompany the bill the applica- 
tion of William Wheeler for an increase of pension and sundry 
affidavits. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1061) granting a pension to 


Richard Sheets; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1062) for the relief of 
W. R. Austin & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1063) for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1064) for the relief of 
Harry S. Kellogg, administrator of the estate of Lyman M. Kel- 
logg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1065) for the relief of E. D. 
Coe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1066) granting a pension to Ole 
Steensland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
15) for the relief of William Bond & Co. and others; which was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 16) ci for 
estimate of cost of certam improvements of Bridgeport Har- 
bor, Connecticut; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was Sere tee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

nted. 
r. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the 8 . bill; which 
was 5 to the Committee on ims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
fatted. to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposa 
by him to the eral deficiency ag riation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be 


printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


1897. 


Mr. CANNON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DEATH OF DR. RICARDO RUIZ. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


VICTOR H. M’CORD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the * 
message from the President of the United States; which was s 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

poem bert ap ae EETA OEE 
. 8 case of Victor H. MacCord requested by said 


resoluti 
ps WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 22, 1897. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills and joint resolutions were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


ons: 

A bill (H. R. 13) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 14) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898; 

A bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Dorerin and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; 828 

A bill (H. R. 16) . for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1898, and 
for other purposes; $ 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately available 
the appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, Kepro: 
sentatives, and Delegates of the House of Representatives; an 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 33) making immediately available ap- 

ropriations for the payment of certain employees of the House of 
3 during the first session of the -fifth Congress. 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 25) amending a joint resolution con- 
tinuing in force section 2 of the act approved June 3, 1896, en- 
titled ' An act to repeal section 61 of ‘An act to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’” 
17 7 15 became a law August 28, 1894, was read the first time by 
its title. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to make a statement with 
regard to the joint resolution and then ask that it may be put upon 
its passage without reference toa committee. The 8 Com- 
mittee has been consulted informally with respect to it. 

A joint select committee was appointed at the first session of 
the last Congress to consider the question of free alcohol or alco- 
hol free of tax to be used in manufactures and in the arts. That 
committee investigated the subject as much as it was possible to 
do in the recess of Con , and made a report at the opening of 
the December term, and asked for an extension of its powers. 

The joint resolution pro to be amended is one which was 
passed in January, extending the time for the committee to make 
a report until ten days after the first session of the present Con- 
gress. The only change in the joint resolution is to amend it so 
that the committee shall have until the next December session to 
conclude its labors. This joint resolution was passed by the 
House, and I ask that it may be put upon its passage now. 

5 8 ALLISON. I should be glad to hear the joint resolution 
read. 

í The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as fol- 
ows: 

Eesolved, etc., That a joint resolution approved Jan 8, 1897, contin 
in force section 2 of the act approved June 3, 1896, entitled “An act to re 
JE... 
ment, * 
amended so that it shall read al follows: 

That the provisions of section 2 of the act e June 3, 1896, entitled 
‘An act to repeal section 61 of “An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 


for the Government, and for other purposes,“ which ea law August 

1804, be, and they are hereby, continued in force, and the joint select com- 
mittee heretofore appointed under said section s , when they have reached 
a final conclusion. report the same to Congress not later than ten days after 
the 1 its next December session, together with such information 
as they shall have obtained.“ 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the effect of the joint reso- 
lution is to continne the committee until December. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no objection to it. I think it is a wise 
thing to do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 


in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. $ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and fifty min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

COMPENSATION OF SESSION EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, towhom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 33) making immediately 
available appropriations for the payment of session aera of 
the House of Representatives during the first session of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress, reported it without amendment, and asked for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It makes 
available from March 15, 1897, until the close of the first session 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress the appropriations made in the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1898, approved Febr 19, 1897, for compensation of session em- 
ployees of the House of Representatives; and provides that persons 
employed under those appropriations shall be paid from the date 
of their actual employment, without regard to the date of their 
respective oaths of office, and at the rates per diem or per month 


as provided in that act. 

The joint resolution was to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third re g, read the third time, and passed. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR MILEAGE AND STATIONERY. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on ee to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately 
available the appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates of the House of Representatives, 
reported it without amendment, and asked for its present consid- 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
that the appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, 
Members of the House of Representatives, and Delegates from the 
Territories, made in the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 

ropriation act for the year ending June 30, 1898, approved 
ebruary 19, 1897, shall be made immediately available, and be 
so to Senators, Members of the House of Representatives, and 
legates from the Territories for attendance at the first session 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Senate (at 5 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 23, 1897, 
at 12 o'clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 22, 1897. 
FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Joseph L. Bristow, of Kansas, to be Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 
General, vice Robert A. Maxwell, resigned. 
COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 
Binger Hermann, of on, to be Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, vice Silas W. Lamoreux, resigned. 
AUDITOR FOR STATE AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS. 
Ernst G. Timme, of Wisconsin, to be Auditor for the State and 
other Departments, vice Thomas Holcomb, resigned. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
Boyd B. Jones, of Massachusetts, to be attorney of the. United 
States for the district of Massachusetts, vice Sherman Hoar, re- 


signed. 

James D. Elliott, of South Dakota, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of South Dakota, vice Ezra W. Miller, whose 
term will expire April 2, 1897. 

REAR-ADMIRAL IN NAVY. 

Commodore Joseph N. Miller, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 2ist day of March, 1897, vice Rear-Admiral John G. 
Walker, retired. 


120 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 19, 1897. 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
3 S. Heath, of Indiana, to be First Assistant Postmaster- 
neral. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 22, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Powell Clayton, of Arkansas, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Mexico, 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 
res ange H. Brigham, of Ohio, to be Assistant Secretary of Agri- 
©. 


CONSULS-GENERAL, 
William M. Osborne, of Massachusetts, to be consul-general of 
the United States at London. 
John K. Gowdy, of Indiana, to be consul-general of the United 


States at Paris, 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Maj. H. Harrison Chase Dunwoody, Signal Corps, to be 
lieutenant-colonel, Signal Corps. a 

APPOINTMENT ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Henry L. Marindin, an assistant in the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, as a member of the Commission provided for in 
the act of Congress approved June 28, 1879, entitled An act to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a Mississippi River Commission for 
the improvement of said river from the Head of the Passes, near 
its mouth, to its head waters.” 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Charles V. Gridley, to be a captain. 

P. A. Engineer Edward R. Freeman, to be a chief engineer. 

Asst. Engineer Urban T. Holmes, to be a passed assistant en- 


gineer. 
Ensign George F. Cooper, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
r Edward T. N to be a . (junior 
grade). 
Ensign Benton C. Decker, to be a liéutenant (junior grade). 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Sylvester Peterson, of Ada, Minn., to be register of the land 
office at Crookston, Minn. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 22, 1897. 


The House met at 10 o'clock a. m. Prayer by Rev. A. G. 
Rogers, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

DISPOSITION OF COPIES OF TARIFF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, under the rule of the House, 
as I understand it, the 5,000 copies of the comparative statement 
ordered to be prepared last week would go to the folding room. 
The folding-room officials are busy finishing up the work of the 
last Congress. I therefore ask unanimous consent that these 
copies of the comparative statement be placed in the document 
room i of in the folding room, so that they can be immedi- 
ately available. 

. DINGLEY. There should be no objection to that. Ihope 
it will be done. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] 


asks unanimous consent that the com tive statement may be 
sent to the document room instead of to the folding room. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE TARIFF, 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule adopted, the House now re- 
solves itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the tariff bill (H. R. 379), and 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from New York, Mr. R- 
MAN, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 


zopan 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Wa ill (H. R. 22 ro vide revenue for the Government and to encourage 


ustries of the United States. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill at length. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk has completed the reading of the 
bill. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is recognized. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope to be able to complete 
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my remarks within the hour allotted to me, but it is possible that 
in considering some of the details I may run over for a few min- 
utes, and in order that I may not be interrupted—althongh I 
promise the House not to take much more than an hour, if any 
more—I ask unanimous consent that I may proceed without limit. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that he may pr without limit. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, Congress has been convened 
in extraordinary session by the President for the purpose of 
viding adequate revenue for carrying on the Government. Phe 
exigency which has brought us here is so clearly stated in the 
message of the President, and is so fully recited in the report of 
the Committee on Ways and Means submitting the pending re- 
5 tariff for topo consideration orme si pra I need 
no you repeati e story so comp within your own 
knowl The net facts = these: 7 7 
_ 1. Inthe four fiscal years commencing July 1, 1893, and clos- 
ing on the 30th of June next the revenue of the Government has 
been insufficient to meet the expenditures to the extent of more 
than $200,000,000, or an average of $50,000,000 per annum, 


Deficiency fiscal year ended June 30— 
D ane natignle ancl adnvenban mali ` - $09, 280 
z eat] 
5 — 25, 208, 246 
hh „000, 000 
PAE a m a Pe e A Ea aeak eno 203, 811, 729 


2. The late Secretary of the Treasury, in his last annual report, 
estimates that under existing conditions this deficiency will con- 
tinue, and will reach $45,000,000 more the next fiscal year. 

3. This deficiency of $200,000,000 up to the close of the present 
fiscal year has been met by borrowing; that is, of the two hun- 
dred and ninety-three and a half millions realized from the sale of 
two hundred and sixty-two and one-third million bonds sold, in the 
last analysis over two hundred millions has been used to pay cur- 
rent expenditures in excess of revenue. 

4. This chronic deficiency of revenue and the use of the bor- 
rowed reserve, or (what is the same thing) of the United States 
demand notes, redeemed with gold ob ed by borrowing, has 
promoted distrust, intensified and prolonged the run on the 8 
ury, and weakened business confidence. 

5. This deficiency of revenue has nearly all arisen from the fall - 
ing off of revenue duties on imports (and not from a decline 
of revenue from internal taxes) since the results of the national 
election in November, 1892, first forecasting and subsequently 

ially accomplishing a revolutionary change of tariff policy, 
to arrest industries. In the fiscal year beginning July 1, 
1892, the revenue derived from the duties on imports was two hun- 
dred and three millions, an increase of twenty-six millions over 
the previous year, and up to November, 1892, it was the confident 
expectation of the then Secretary of the that the revenue 
in the succeeding fiscal year would reach two hundred and twen 
millions; but this expectation was blasted when anticipated tari 
Ha Speen) that would largely reduce duties began to defer impor- 
tations and subsequently to disorganize industries. 

The revenue derived from duties on imports and also from in- 
„ taxes for each fiscal year, beginning with 1892, was 
as follows: 


Year. 


$153, 971, 073 

161,027, 624 
147, 111, 283 
143, 421, 672 
146, 762, 864 
150, 000, 000 


In the light of this course of events, and in the face of the chronic 
deficiency requiring immediate relief, the Committee on Ways and 
Means have the pending bill to revise the tariff for the 
ends indicated the title, to wit, to provide additional revenue 
to carry on the Government and at the same time, in adjustin, 
the duties to secure this revenue, to encourage the industries o 
the United States. 

In this revision the committee have endeavored to discard mere 
theories, and have addressed themselves to the framing of a prac- 
tical remedy, at least in part, for the ills which have for so many 
months overshadowed the country. 

THE PROBLEM BEFORE US. 

It is a condition and not a theory which confronts us.” Our 

problem is to provide adequate revenue from duties on imports to 

on the Government, and in imposing duties to secure this 
result to so adjust them as to secure to our own people the pro- 
duction and manufacture of such articles as we can produce or 
make for ourselves without natural disadvantage, and thus pro- 
vide more abundant opportunities for our labor. Forrestassured 
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that no economic policy will prove a success unless it shall in 
some manner contribute to opening up employment to the masses 
of our poopie at good wages. When this shall be accomplished, 
and thus the purchasing power of the masses is restored, then, 
and not until then, will prices cease to feel the depressing effect 
of underconsumption, and the prosperity of our people rise to the 
standard of 1892. 

The great secret of the prosperity of the United States up to 
1893, especially after the resumption of specie payments in 1879 
was the fact that our people were all at work at good wages, and 
thus had large purchasing power. It was this large consuming 
and purchasing power that made our markets the best in the world, 
that maintained prices at fair rates—in short, that made this coun- 
a admiration and envy of the world. ‘ 

en, by first the anticipated and then partially realized over- 
throw of rotection, industries were arrested, machinery stopped 
wages reduced, and employees discharged, through the transfer of 
the producing and making of part of what we had previously 
made to other lands, then the purchasing power of the masses was 
diminished and the demand for products decreased, and this gorged 
the markets, abnormally lowered prices, and prostrated industries 
and business. 

WISDOM GAINED IN THE HARD SCHOOL OF EXPERIENCE. 

Mr. Chairman, the past four years have been dee He 

8 to candid investigators of economic problems. We have 

n attending a kindergarten on a gigantic scale. The tuition 
has come high, but no people ever learned so much in so brief a 
time. [Laughter.] Hereafter theories, preached in however cap- 
tivating language, will have to give way to the teachings of experi- 


ence. 

It has been the favorite assumption of some theorists that reve- 
nue and protection in the same tariff schedule are impossible. But 
we have had, in the past seven years, in the contracted working 
of the protected wool and woolens schedule of the tariff of 1894, a 
most striking demonstration otherwise. 

PROTECTION AND REVENUE ILLUSTRATED. 

The importations of clothing wool in 1893, under the tariff of 
1890, was nearly 40,000,000 pounds, and of manufactures of wool 
about $36,000,000—mainly goods worn by the well-to-do, who think 
it is the thing to wear foreign-made cloth and who are willing to 
pay the duties im: uponit. From these importations of wool 
ry Sy or in 1898 the Government derived a revenue of about 

500,000. 

The importations of clothing wool in the fiscal year 1896 exceeded 
117,000,000 pounds—three times as much asin 1 and of manu- 
factures of wool more than twice as many pounds in 1896 as in 
1893; and yet the revenue derived by the Government from this 
enormous increase in the imports of wool and woolens in the fiscal 
year 1896 was only $23,000, loss of $21,000,000 from that 
realized in 1893. 

In other words, by placing wool on the free list and 3 
the duties on man ures of wool, the Treasury lost 821, 000, 
of revenue, our farmers lost a market for the 80,000,000 pounds of 
wool which they raised in 1892 in excess of what they raised in 
1896-97, as well as nearly 10 cents per pound in price, involving a 
loss to them of nearly $30,000,000 per annum already on this one 
farm product, and our manufacturers and their workingmen lost 
a market not only for the goods which increased foreign imports 
had supplanted, but also a market for goods which the farmers 
and masses of the people were able to purchase in 1893, but which 
they could not buy in 1896 because of a loss of employment and 

g power. 
FREE WOOL AND FOREIGN TRADE. 

Beyond this it has been demonstrated that by placing wool on 
the list, to the injury of the farmer and manufacturer, we 
have not been thereby enabled to increase our exports of manu- 
factures of wool (as was claimed would be the case), but we have 
greatly increased the use of shoddy by diminishing the purchasing 


power of the masses and thus compelling them to seek the cheap- 
est cloths. In1893less than 300,000 pounds of shoddy and woolen 
rags were imported, but in 1896 the imports of these exceeded 
11,000,000 pounds. 

THE TRUE TEST OF CHEAPNESS. 

If it be claimed that this has reduced the cost of clothing to the 
people (rather a surprising ition for men who have been be- 
wailing the fall of prices), the reply is obvious that it has done so 
only in appearance, because in point of fact the masses, deprived 
of work and wages by what has given foreign manufacturers the 
making of so large a part of our goods, have found it harder to 
buy their clothing than they did before. The true test of real 
cheapness is always what any article costs in labor, not in dollars. 
Nothing is cheap that is thus made by degrading man. Nothing 
can be cheap in the last prone ie when it is thus made by purchas- 
ing abroad what we can produce or make without natural disad- 
vantage, when such pur necessitates the idleness of many of 
our own workingmen. 


This is the lesson taught by the bitter experience of the past 
four years. 


THE FARMERS’ WOOL PROTECTED. 

Profiting Re this experience, the Ways and Means Committee 
in framing the padio bill have taken wool from the free list, 
where it was so unjustly placed by the present tariff, and have 
restored it to the dutiable list at the same rates as it bore in the 
tariff of 1890 (11 cents per pound for class 1, clothing wool, and 
32 per cent on the great y of carpet wools); and have also re- 
stored the same compensatory duties on manufactures of wool as 
provided by that act, in order to place the manufacturer of wool 
on the same basis as to his material as his foreign competitor, as 
is always pieced fore order to provide a market for our domestic 
wool. A few kinds of wools heretofore classed as carpet wools, 
which are used for clothing pape’ have been transferred to 
clothing wools. To this has been added in a partly specific form 
duties practically equivalent to the ad valorem duties imposed by 
Dom the tariff of 1890 and 1894 as a protection to the wool manu- 

acture. 

This, it is believed, will preas aid the woolgrower, stop the 
further depletion of our flocks, and presently regain what we have 
lost in the past four years, and ultimately result in the home pro- 
duction of nearly the clothing wool that we require. It will 
also greatly encourage the wool manufacturing industry, which 
has suffered so severely under the tariff of 1894, by giving a partly 
specific duty on imported wool goods, and also by increasing the 
purchasing power of the farmers. At the same time it will ulti- 
mately increase the revenue from duties on wool and woolens not 
less than twenty-five millions per annum. 

SHALL WE PRODUCE OUR OWN SUGAR? 

The duty on sugar has also been increased, both for purposes of 
revenue and to encourage the production of sugar in the 
United States, and thereby give to our farmers a new and much- 
needed crop. We now pay foreign countries about $84,000,000 for 
imported sugar, notwithstanding the abnormally low price, and 
this sum will soon be increased to $100,000,000. The success which 
has attended Mio Towing of sugar beets and the production of 
beet sugar in California and Nebraska in the past five years, not 
to mention the progress in the production of cane sugar in Loui- 
siana, has made the problem of producing our own sugar no longer 
doubtful; and now that we must have the increased revenue from 
sugar for the present, a favorable opportunity presents itself to 
give this boon to our agriculture. 

The duty on sugar proposed is specific according to polariscopic 
test of the degree of saccharine strength, commencing at 1 cent 
per pound for sugar polarizing not more than 75°, and increasing 
the duty three one-hundredths of 1 cent for each additional degree, 
and proportionally for fractions of a degree. This would make 
the duty on raw sugar of the same polariscopic test as refined 
sugar (100°), 14 cents. To this is added one-eighth of 1 cent for 
such sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color (refined sugar), 
making the duty 1.875 cents. This eighth, with whatever may be 
added by the countervailing duty on all sugar imported from 
export-bounty-paying countries, is the protection which, it is be- 
lieved, will maintain the refining industry here, notwithstandi 
the present differential of one-eighth and a 40 per cent all roun 
duty is double that p This will be the only differential 
between raw and refin sugar, because if the refiner uses sugar 
of less saccharine strength t 100°, as he must, it requires pro- 
portionally more of such sugar to make a pound of refined sugar. 

We have made the duty specific, according to the policy of the 
tariff of 1883, because this seems to us to be the only way to make 
the revenue certain, and because the administrators of the law 
and the sugar trade outside of the refiners regard it as the fairest 
and most easily administered. It will be remembered that when 
the act of 1894 was passed, it was estimated that the oy on 
96-degree sugar on the 40 per cent ad valorem basis would be 1} 
cents and the revenue forty-two millions. But on account of the 
decline in sugar, however, last year the duty on 96-degree sugar 
was only nine-tenths of 1 cent, and the revenue from sugar was 
only twenty-nine and one-half millions; and the present fiscal year 
it will not exceed twenty-seven millions. 

There is little doubt that the increase of nearly three-fourths of 
1 cent per pound in the duty will be sufficient to gradually develop 
beet-sugar production in this country, and that for the present it 
will increase the annual revenue twenty millions. 


FLAX PRODUCTION AND LINEN MANUFACTURES. 


An increase has been made in the duty on flax and hemp, as 
well as jute and manufactures thereof, to practically the same as 
that borne by coon Epon This will both increase the revenue for 
the time being and ultimately develop flax cultivation and the linen 
manufacture here. From the evidence before the committee, we 
are persuaded that the time has come for a gradual development 
of both flax culture and flax manufacture in this country, which 
has been possible only to a limited extent in coarse articles under 
prior low duties. Specimens of beautiful linen goods made from 
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Minnesota flax are exhibited which seem to give assurance of a new 
development in this direction. 
DUTIES IN OTHER SCHEDULES. 
For the most part otherwise the increase of duties in the pend- 


ing bill to the fi of the tariff of 1890 have been in the sched- 
ules or paragraphs covering luxuries like tobacco, liquors, silks, 
laces, etc., Which, being articles of voluntary consumption, are 
always regarded as objects which will bear the highest duties. 
The exceptions are the earthenware and glass schedule and the 
agricultural schedule, on which the duties have been placed the 
same as in the act of 1890, because no other rates seemed to be 
protective. 

The iron and steel schedule, except as to some advanced prod- 
ucts, has not been changed from the present law, because this 
schedule seemed to be one of the two of the present law which are 
differentiated from most of the others and made in the main pro- 
tective. Thus, iron ore, pig iron, steel rails, structural iron, and 
most other forms of common iron and steel remain in the pending 
bill as fixed in the tariff of 1894. The duty on tin plate, the man- 
ufacture of which was so successfully established under the tariff 
of 1890 by the duty of 2} cents, has been increased from me f 
cents duty of the present law to 1} cents, which it is believed 
prove as protective as the higher rate of 1890, now that the indus- 
try has been so successfully established. 

e same is true of the cotton schedule, which has been left as 
it was placed in the act of 1894 for the most part, with some 
needed advances on fine goods, 

In all the other schedules the rates proposa in the pending bill 
are between the rates of the tariff of 1890 and the present law. 


TRANSFERS FROM FREE LIST TO DUTIABLE. 


There have been transferred from the free list of the tariff of 
1894 to the dutiable list of the proposed bill not only wool, lum- 
ber, salt, burlaps, bags, cotton ging, and cotton ties, which 
should never have been made nondutiable, but also argols, crude 
opium, asphaltum, chicle, paintings, and statuary, except when 
imported for free exhibition by an established Jery or institu- 
tion; straw ornaments, etc., which under existing conditions 
ought to contribute something toward the much-needed additional 
revenue. 

PAINTINGS AND STATUARY. 


Inasmuch as there has been some criticism of the action of the 
committee in transferring paintings and statuary from the free 
list, where they were placed in 1894, to the dutiable list, except 
where such articles are imported for an established art gallery 
which has free days for the public, it is proper that the reasons 
should be presented for this transfer, for when these reasons are 
carefully considered the critics will, for the most part, see that the 
change is necessary to cut off abuses. 

The subject was brought to the attention of the committee by 
the president of the Board of General Appraisers at New York, 
who pointed out that under the ‘ free art r so called, 
about 84,000,000 in value of these articles had been imported free 
of duty, and that not 10 per cent of them had gone into any art 
gallery or anywhere else that the public could reach them. Gen- 
erally they had gone into private houses. 

The committee could see no reason why a millionaire should be 
able to import free of duty hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth 
of paintings and statuary for the decoration of his own house, not 
for the cultivation of the general public taste, while every humble 
citizen of this country is contributing his part toward the expenses 
of the Government. Therefore, while still allowing the free im- 
portation of art articles, paintings, statuary, etc., for museums or 
galleries or other institutions where the public may reach them, 
we have so modified this aph as to make other importations 
dutiable. So far as articles of this class are, when imported, used 
in such a way that the public may reap the fruits of them, your 
committee are perfectly willing that they should be admitted free; 
but they do not think that in the present exigency of our Treasury 
such articles should be kept upon the free list when they cease to be 
public educators of the æsthetic tastes of the masses o Lat poo le. 

Furthermore, it is reported by the administrators of the law 
that there have been abuses of an extensive character. It is the 
testimony of the appraisers of the custom-house that under this 
innocent provision, conceived for an excellent purpose, appropri- 
ate within its legitimate sphere, there have been imported, under 
the guise of paintings, fans worth from five hundred to a thou- 
sand dollars, with painted designs upon them. These have been 
admitted free on the ground that they were paintings for the pur- 
pose of cultivating the esthetic tastes of the people of the country! 

Now, your committee believe that in the present condition of the 

, all articles which are simply for personal adornment, 
for personal use, for furnishing the houses of individual citizens— 
whether these articles be called paintings, statuary or what not— 
should pay the same’ duty as similar articles under other condi- 
tions, but that where these articles are to be placed in an insti- 
tution or art gallery,in order that the people of the country may 


have free admission to them, at least on some day, for the cultiva- 
tion of ssthetic tastes, it is entirely appropriate that they should 
be admitted free; but we believe that such admissions should stop 
here and should not extend further. 

We have also modified the provision relating to the admission 
of clothing, wearing apparel, and personal effects of tourists. I 
need not recount to gentlemen here the serious abuses that have 
grown up in respect to these matters under the present law. 
We believe that by the limitation here Babee?) we shall cover 
all that should be legitimately included as articles of ap 1 
and necessary for immediate personal use, instead of it- 
ting, as has been done under the existing provision, thousands and 
thousands of dollars’ worth of wearing apparel and other articles 
of e adornment or for the adornment of the residences of 
individuals. Under one of these paragraphs, horses and carriages 
of large value have come in as the simple, personal effects of gen- 
tlemen perorang to this country from tours abroad. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that there will be more or less criti- 
cism of this attempt to cut off abuses; but I am sure that the good 
sense of the House and of the country will sustain the committee 
in whatever is necessary to curtail the abuses which -have arisen 
under these several provisions, and to secure appropriate reyenue, 
while at the same time doing full justice to 9898 that is of 
public advantage. 

Let me call your attention to the fact that under the provision 
allowing the free importation of antiquities and souvenirs . an- 
tiquity ” and“ souvenir ” establishments have been set up in various 
parts of Europe, manufacturing furniture in antique form, draper- 
ies, and other articles of that kind, and these have been admitted in 
large quantities free of duty, while other people were paying duty 
upon the articles that they chose to import. It is time that some 
of these abuses should be cut off. The original intention was all 
right; but in matters of revenue it is found that when the camel’s 
nose gets into the tent for an appropriate purpose the body sooner 
or later follows and takes possession of the tent. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose at this time to discuss the 
details of the pending bill, because those can be attended to bet- 
ter in the five-minute debate. I desire to call attention to two or 
three things connected with the preparation of the bill. 

~ SPECIFIO DUTIES. 

Perhaps one of the most important policies which has been 
adopted in the preparation of this bill has been the attempt to do 
away, so far as possible, with exclusively ad valorem duties and 
to adopt specific duties; or when that was impracticable, to adopt 
compound rates in which the specific element should prevail. 0 
have done this to a very large extent in this bill; and we have 
done it not only by the advice of the administrators of the law, 
but at the urgent request of the best class of importers, who 
affirm that they are unable to import goods in competition with a 
certain class of men who have become professional adepts in 
undervaluation. Therefore, in the silk schedule we have adopted, 
for the first time as to piece goods, a specific form of duty which 
is equivalent to the ad valorem of the law of 1890. In makin; 
these duties specific we have the approval of some of the mos 
reputable importers in the land. 

t will be remembered by many gentlemen that both ex-Secre- 
tary Manning and ex-Secretary Fairchild, in elaborate rts, 
weed apon Congress the adoption especially of specific duties on 
silk g and upon other goods so far as possible, 

It is surprising, Mr. Chairman, that this country should haye 
been so backward in this direction. Every country in Europe, 
outside of Turkey, I believe, has an exclusively spomi tariff, 
while we in the existing law have duties that are ost exclu- 
sively ad valorem, outside of two schedules. 

It is impossible, from the nature of the case, in a large proportion 
of goods of varying value, whose market price is not clearly de- 
fined, to prevent wholesale undervaluation where duties are ex- 
clusively ad valorem, and therefore the revenue not only suffers 
from the fact that the duty actually collected is so much less 
than that which is intended, but the people of the country who 
manufacture similar goods are also injured by a failure to obtain 
the protection which the law, on its face, holds out to them. 

In many cases, where exclusively ad valorem duties are imprac- 
ticable because of the varied character of goods, compound duties 
have been devised which so minimize the ad valorem feature as to 
take away a large part of the inducement to undervalue. 

AD VALOREM COMPARISONS OF TARIFFS. 

While it is difficult to compare the rates of a tariff almost en- 
tirely ad valorem, like the act of 1894, with a bill whose rates are 
so largely specific as the pending measure, yet the fact that very 
few duties in this bill are higher than those of the act of 1890 and 
nearly all outside of the few schedules referred to are lower, and 
that two important schedules are for the most part the same as 
the duties of the present law, clearly show that the actual average 
rates of the proposed bill are lower than those of the tariff of 
1890 and some higher than those of the present tariff, notwithstand- 
ing the average per cent ad valorem duty under the pending bill 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


123 


on the po. reduced prices will appear to be higher than the 
present law and a little higher than that of the act of 1890. 

Per cent averages are always misleading when estimated on 
different bases. Thus a duty of 50 per cent imposed on an im- 
ported article valued at 60 cents abroad and 90 cents here, making 
30 cents the difference of cost of production, becomes a duty of 60 
per cent when the foreign and domestic costs are each reduced 10 
cents, but the duty is still 30 cents. J 

Again, different specific or compound duties imposed by lines 
of value always give a rich opportunity for juggling with the per- 
centages, For example, if a duty of 50 cents is imposed on an 
article valued at between $1 and $2, and 75 cents on the same kind 
of article valued above $2, and so on for higher lines, then the un- 
candid percentage manipulator, shutting his eyes to the fact that 
the importer will adapt his goods so as to fall but slightly below 
the lines erected, proceeds to declare that a duty of over 70 per 
cent has been placed on an article valued at $1.05, when, as a mat- 
ter of fact, goods anywhere near $1 will come in under the 50-cent 
duty,and goods paying 75 cents duty will be those valued at about 
$2, so that in point of fact the actual duty is less than 40 per cent. 

It is because of these facts that it has been found difficult to 
so compare rates under two tariffs so different in character by 
equivalent ad valorems as to make the comparison acceptable or 
satisfactory. This difficulty is increased by the fact that per- 
centage estimates are made on the undervalued foreign prices 
under the present law. i > 

It is the belief of your committee, Mr. Chairman, that in this 
one direction, if in no other, there will be an unexampled increase 
of reyenue 111 7 5 — the adoption of this system of specific duties; 
that there will be less friction at the custom-houses; and that there 
will cease to be the grave injustice between the honest and dis- 
honest importer which now exists, and that it will carry with it 
protection to the industries of this country far beyond that to be 
obtained under any ad valorem system. 

I desire to say a few words now with reference to the compari- 
son of the proposed bill with the prevailing law and with tariff 
systems that have heretofore been adopted. r 

Mr. LINNEY. Before the gentleman proceeds from the point 
he is just discussing, will hè permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwill yield for a question bearing on the point 
Tam 3 

Mr. LINNEY. I see on page 19, Schedule D, section 95 of the 
printed bill, the following proviso is appended: 

Provided, That in case any fore country or dependency shall, either di. 
rectly . impose upon pine, spruce, elm, or other saw logs, or round 
unmanufactured timber, pulp wood, stave bolts, shingle bolts, or heading 
bolts, an export duty, discriminating crown dues, ground rents, customs 
regulations, or other duty or tax, when such articles, or any of them, are 
exported or intended for Lot ys to the United States from such country or 
dependency, then a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem upon the lumber men- 


tioned in this paragraph shall be levied, collected, and paid in addition to the 
duty herein imposed when the same is imported from such country or de- 


pendency. 

The question I would like to ask the gentleman is whether there 
is—beyond that duty which may be im d in the event of for- 
eign countries imposing a duty upon logs from this country— 
3 there is a duty now in the bill on pine, spruce, or other 


saw logs? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will answer the gentleman by saying that 
logs are on the free list in the pending bill, and that they have 
always been on the free list in every tariff we have had. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the chairman of the committee allow me 
to offer an amendment just at that point? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I can not, of course, be inter- 
rupted in thismanner now. No amendment is in order at this 


time. 
Mr. LINNEY. I give notice that at the proper time I shall 
offer an amendment with reference to that paragraph in the bill. 


COMPARISON OF PROPOSED TARIFF WITH OTHER TARIFFS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say that itis 
always. difficult to compare tariffs under different conditions, 
ially where one bears exclusively ad valorem duties and an- 
other specific or compound duties. Itis difficult to present any 
comparison which shall be intelligent or which will carry an im- 
pression that is just and proper under such circumstances. Ihave 
already shown why this must be the case. 

The average ad valorem of dutiable schedules under the act of 
1890, on the basis of imports of 1893, was 49} per cent, and with 
the lower prices of 1896 it would have been at least 53 per cent. 
But this was with sugar on the free list and liquors and tobacco less 
than in the proposed bill. If sugar and liquors had borne the same 
duties as under the proposed bill and prices had been as low in 1893 
as in 1896, the average duty under the act of 1890 would have ex- 
ceeded 60 per cent. nder the act of 1894 the average duty in 1896 
was 40 per cent, but this was with sugar at only 40 per cent and 
tobacco, liquors, laces, and silks considerably less than either in 
the act of 1890 or the propon bill. Unquestionably the average 
duty under the act of 1894, if sugar, tobacco, liquors, silks, and 


laces had borne the same dù 
reached at least 47 per cent. 
law, with the higher duties on sugars and luxuries, is estimated 


as in the proposed bill, would have 
he average duty under the proposed 


by the experts at 57 per cent, 

Deduct sugar alone from the pending bill, and the average ad 
valorem would be 54 per cent. Deduct sugar and tobacco alone 
from the pending bill, and the average would be 50} per cent. 
Deduct sugar, tobacco, and spirits from the pending bill, and the 
average duty would be 49.85 per cent. Deduct sugar, spirits, 
tobacco, and wool, leaving wool upon the free list, as in the pres- 
ent law, and the average ad valorem would be only 41 per cent. 

THE RECIPROCITY PROVISION. 

The report of the Committee on Ways and Means has set forth 
the fact that the pending bill has not only restored the provisions 
of the tariff of 1890 as to reciprocity under which our trade was 
so successfully enlarged, but has extended that poi: As the 
8 from Illinois . Hopkins], who has specially devoted 

attention to this subject, will hereafter explain in detail what 
is proposed, I will leave that interesting subject to him. 
PROBABLE REVENUE. 

The inquiry naturally arises as to what will be the probable 
annual revenue derived from the proposed tariff revision in case it 
should become law. The only solid basis from which we can draw 
inferences is that supplied by the estimate of Mr. Evans, the statis- 
tician, who has prepared the comparative statement, which shows 
that on the basis of the importations of the fiscal year 1896 the pend- 
ing bill enacted into law would yield an increase of revenue of 
about $113,000,000, the details of which are given in the report of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. The committee estimate, 
after making liberal reductions, that for the first year, in case the 
bill should become a law by May 1, the additional revenue would 
reach $75,000,000, and that for every week thereafter in case its 
paano should be deferred there would have to be a deduction of 
from one to two million dollars for wool, sugar, and other articles 
imported on speculation to avoid the increased duties. For the 
second year itis believed the proposed bill would yield $100,000,000 
of increased revenue, i 

It must be obvious from any point of view that prompt action 
by the two Houses of Congress is indispensable to secure the 
revenue which the pending bill isintended to yield. Theexigency 
isan unusual one. The people, without regard to party affilia- 
tions, are asking for action. Business awaits our final eee 
With this great question of adequate revenue to carry on the 
Government settled favorably by such an adjustment of duties as 
will restore to our own people what has been surrendered to others 
during the past four years, with restored confidence in the future, 
there is reason to believe that gradually and surely there will 
come back to us the great prosperity which we enjoyed in the 
decade prior to 1893, and which the greatest of living English 
statisticians so strikingly eulogized when he said in 1892 that It 
would be impossible to find in history any parallel to the progress 
of the United States in the last ten years.” [Long-continued 
applause on the Republican side.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a m e from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senatehad passed without amendment 
joint resolution (H. Res. 25) amending a jcint resolution continu- 
ing in force section 2 of the act approved June 3, 1896, entitled 
“An act to re section 61 of ‘An act to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’” which 
became a law August 28, 1894. 


THE TARIFF. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, from the day of 
the election of President McKinley up to the 4th of March, the 
Republican press announced that Congress would be convened 
immediately upon the inauguration of the newly elected Repub- 
lican President, the reason being assigned that the deficiency of 
revenue made it imperatively necessary. 

On the 6th of March the proclamation for the extraordinary 
session was issued. The message of the President, which was 
received the day we convened, was devoted exclusively to anargu- 
ment which endeavored to prove that the condition of the finances 
were such that prompt measures to increase the revenue were 
imperative. The message told us that the expenditures of the 
Government had exceeded the receipts during the last three years 
as follows: 

Year ending June 30, 1894 
Year ending June 30, 1895. 
Year ending June 30, 1896 

This proves that had the income tax, which would have yielded 
$40,000,000 annually, not been nullified by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the receipts would have far exceeded the ex- 
penditures, which fully vindicates the Wilson bill as a revenue 
measure. It also shows that, notwithstanding the loss of the 
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income tax, the deficit had been constantly decreasing—last year 
the deficiency being only $25,203,245.70. 

The m of the President fails to mention the important 
fact that on the day of his inauguration there was 8212, 725,207.74 
in the Treasury available for the payment of Government expendi- 
tures, This proves that there was no ibility of this fund be- 
in ng exha or even seriously reduced until we could in the most 
orderly way pass revenue measures at the regular session if, indeed, 
at that time it became apparent that there was a necessity for addi- 
tional revenue, In that event the large Republican majority in 
this House could enact some law which would give the necessary 
revenue without disturbing the general tariff laws of our country. 
Or if the necessity had been apparent, as contended as early as last 
November, a bill of that character could have been easily passed 
during the last session of Congress. The fact that nothing of this 
character was attempted during the Congress just closed (the last 
session of the Fifty-fourth Congress) shows very conclusively that 
other results were sought than to raise revenue, 

This apprehension is strengthened from the fact that for the 
first time in the history of our Government there is presented to 
the House of Representatives a revenue bill which confesses in 
its title that the purpose of the bill is to protect American indus- 
tries. Even the framers of the famous McKinley bill, which was 
so severely condemned by the country, did not have the effront- 
ery to incorporate any such expressions in the title of that bill. 


WILSON BILL NOW YIELDING A SURPLUS. 

To further show that the condition of the revenue did not make 
this extraordinary session necessary, I will state that since March 
4 the receipts of the Government, so far from being less than 
expenditures, have very far exceeded them, the excess of receipts 
over expenditures being as follows: 


And the report of the Secretary of the Treasury tells us that the 


amount of money in the Treasury this morning available to pay 
expenditures is $218,050,908.78. And yet with these facts staring 
them in the face, the disti ished chairman of the Committee on 
Waysand Means, who has just closed his speech, opened the debate 
in these words: 

ongress has been convened in extraordinary session by the President for 
the purpose of providing adequate revenue for arian tote the Government. 

But the most astounding feature in all this is yet to be told. 
The speech of the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee and the message of President McKinley both insist 
upon the immediate passage of what is practically the old McKinley 
bill, for the Lg vies as they say, of preventing deficiencies in the 
revenue, when the fact is staring them in the face that the deficien- 
cies under which we have suffered are due to the very legislation 
which is insisted upon by them as well as all the Repu mem- 
bers of this House, and when the further fact also stares them in 
the face that at this time the Wilson bill which they seek to repeal 
is yielding revenue far in excess of expenditure. 

LARGEST DEFICIENCY WAS UNDER THE M’KINLEY BILL, 

All educated men in this country know that every particle of 
the $69,803,260.58 deficiency for the year ending June 30, 1894, was 
under the McKinley bill, and was directly dne to the unwisdom 
of that measure, and the same can be said of a portion of the 
$42,805,223.18 deficiency for the year ending June 30, 1895, because 
the McKinley bill was in full operation until August 28, 1894, and 
parts of it remained in force until Jannary 1, 1895. Therefore, 
the year ending June 80, 1896, was the first year of the full oper- 
ation of the Wilson bill, and we see that the deficiency that year 
was but little over one-third the deficiency under the McKinley 
bill for the year ending June 30, 1894. But in addition to that, 
during the five months next preceding March 4, 1893, under Harri- 
son’s Administration and under the McKinley bill, the deficiency 
was $5,184,074.90. 

This shows that the deficiency commenced under a Republican 
Administration and under the McKinley bill, and that the greater 
part of the deficiency which now exists was due to that measure. 

BILL SEEKS TO GIVE BOUNTIES TO FAVORED CLASSES. 

The facts that I have recited show beyond question that this 
Congress has been convened for the purpose of enacting a tariff 
law, not to increase the revenue, but for the we aires of giving 
special bounties to the protected industries which aided in the 
nomination and election of the present Executive. 

The bill which has been presented to the House ig strictly a bill 
to attain such a purpose. It was framed in a secret star chamber 
by the eleven Republican members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. The Democratic members were not allowed to take any 


part in the framing of the bill, nor were they informed as to a sin- 
le one of its provisions until the bill was printed and introduced 
to the House of Representatives, - 


The bill is framed almost entirely from petitions placed before 
that body of eleven men by the agents of the protected interests of 
our country, and many paragraphs of the bill are almost in the 
exact language of those petitions. On last Monday, when the bill 
for the first time was placed before the people of this country and 
was seen for the first time by the Democratic members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, an outburst of indignation was 
heard from all sections of our land. The greatmetropolitan 
the New York Herald, the New York Times, the Evening Post, all 
the leading papers—joined in denunciation of the measure, and on 
last Friday, when the bill was reported to the House, I appealed to 
the oy dtp members of the committee to omit the first reading 
of the bill and to give us a guaranty that it should be read by sec- 
tions, so that the representatives of the people should at least have 
ano ty of submitting their views by offering amendments, 
to the end that the bill might be perfected. The principles of our 
Government demand this, and the experience of 1890, when the 
McKinley bill was forced through this House, tells us that without 
such a 1 the pending measure will be passed before one- 
third of it have been read by paragraphs for consideration 
or amendment. 

Istated then, as I do now, that if the purpose of the bill was onl 
to raise additional revenue, a bill containing a few lines wai 
fully attain that p 5 

y contention is t to restore taxes upon luxuries used by 
the rich, all of which were removed while the Republican party 
was in full power, would give abundant increase to the revenues. 

I give below a table which I have prepared, and certainly feel 
that the restoration of the tax upon some of these items would be 
good legislation and give adequate revenue: 

Table showing taxes taken from 8 luxuries during the period from 
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Every dollar of these taxes, which yielded $205,436,886.55, was 
taken from luxuries at periods when the Republican party had 
full control of every branch of the Federal Government, and when 
this great amount of tax which had been crea the rich was 
removed an equal amount was of necessity p m the hon- 
est and worthy toilers, who by their labor create all the wealth of 
our land and when war comes fight the battles of our country and 
i 8 of peace struggle for daily sustenance for themselves and 

amilies. 
REPUBLICANS RELIEVE THE RICH FROM TAXES AND IMPOSE THEM ON THB 


The Republicans abolished taxes on incomes and made it by 

ing sugar, rice, and salt an average of 100 per cent. The 
swept away the taxes on banks, insurance, express, and 
companies, and replaced the deficiency thus created by levying a 
Te O TS per oo gree dree and coat and 
planet which shielded poor man’s family from the cold of 
winter. 

They repealed the tax on bankers and bank deposits, and im- 

an equal amount on farming and mechanical e rst 
y took the tax from legacies and successions, and in place 
thereof taxed every coffin and shroud. 

They repealed the laws which taxed articles of luxury and col- 
lected stamp duties, and filled the gap thus occasioned by collect- 
ing taxes on every article which is found in the cottages and tene- 
ments of the people who work. 

This is the party which with such precipitate haste has forced 
the bill which we are considering before the House; a bill which 
adds to the burdens of every laboring man in the land, and will 
do more than any previous tariff enactment to create trusts and 
combines and add millions to the coffers of the people of wealth, 
and intensify the poverty and sufferings of those who work. 

This bill raises many schedules far above the rates of the McKin- 
ley bill, and in many respects is more objectionable than that 
measure, 
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The assertions by those who profit by prohibitory tariff that the 
McKinley bill would be restored was denounced by our last na- 
tional convention in the following words: 

We denounce as disturbing to business ee threat to restore 
the McKinley law, which has twice been cond: by the people in national 
elections, and which enacted under the false plea of protection to home in- 
casey, proved a prolific breeder of trusts and monopolies, and enriched the 
few a e of the many, trade, and deprived the producers 
of the great erican staples of access to their natural markets. 

Mr. Chairman, a land with a few princely edifices in which 
millionaires reside may impress with its splendor those who do 
not see the miserable hovels where vast populations are striving 
to eke out an existence; but a land covered with neat, cheerful 
homes is a happy land, and such can exist only where the laws 
are equal and just and therefore democratic. [Applause.] 

AMERICAN PROGRESS IS IN SPITE OF PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 


The statement, Mr. Chairman, that the progress of the last thirty 
years has been due to the protective system is entirely without 
foundation. It is the inventive genius and enterprise and en- 
ergy of the people of America that have brought about this great 
change, this vast addition to the prosperity of the land. It has 
béen accomplished in spite of the burdens imposed by the protec- 
tive system. 

It was because Whitney invented the cotton gin and because the 

people of the South applied their talent and energy to opening and 
putting into cultivation the alluvial lands of that rich country that 
the great American staple was raised so abundantly and with such 
little cost as to clothe the entire world. It was this that made 
us the cotton-producing country of the world, not a tariff protec- 
tion bill enacted by the Republican Congress. I repeat that not 
one whit of benefit or aid in that direction came from any protec- 
tive system. 
Up to 1846 we taxed raw cotton; and in reading the speeches in 
this 1 you will find that those who insisted on the continuance 
of that tax maintained that if cotton were made free, the price 
would fall and we should be overflooded with cotton from aay 
land. But the wisdom of our people viewed the matter in a dif- 
ferent light, and the policy of the Democratic triumphed. 
Cotton was made free, and from that moment the price of cotton 
rose and rose continually until 1861. 

Between 1846 and 1860 the cotton of the United States 
more than tripled; the crop of 1846 being 1,778,651 bales weighing 
431 pounds each, and the crop of 1859 and 1860 being 4,861,292 
bales weighing 460 pounds each, and the price rose from 8 to 13 
cents, and during that period our exports of raw cotton increased 
from 1,241,200 bales to 3,774,173 bales. i 

Steel has become abundant and cheap enough to be used for 
thousands of new processes, not because of any tariff bill, but 
because of the invention of new methods by which it is made 
directly from molten iron into the best of steel—either steel rails 
for . or any other form desired. It is not due to tariff leg- 
islation that the wonderful electrical forces were applied to me- 
chanical devices to exercise t power in material developments, 
or to give us its brilliant light. This was due to the inventive 
power of Edison and others whose eae has done so much for 
the comfort and happiness of mankind. Yes, Mr. Chairman, it 
was Edison and nota protective tariff bill that developed this great 
force which has been so well applied to aid the great progress of 
civilization. Ichallenge any man to show one element of prog- 
ress, one element of wealth, that has been aided or brought about 

the protective system—that has not rather grown up in spite 

of that system. The advocates of a protective tariff—in many 

cases a prohibitory tariff—appear to entirely ignorant of the 

groat change which our country has erperiencol within the last 

fty years, a change which has made all the arguments in fayor 
of a protective tariff utterly impracticable and inapplicable. 

The advocates of a protective, and in many cases a prohibitory, 
tariff appear to be entirely ignorant of the great change which 
our country has experienced in the last fifty years—a change which 
has made all the old arguments in favor of a protective tariff 
entirely inapplicable. 

WE PRODUCE NEARLY ONE-HALF THE STAPLES OF THE WORLD. 

When Henry Clay and Daniel Webster were making their 
speeches in favor of a protective tariff, the United States was not 
a manuf ing country. We make now as much steel every 
day as at that time the entire country made in ten years. We 
now make ten times as much pig iron every year as the whole 
world made at the time these speeches were being uttered in Con- 
gress. We have, in fact, risen to be the producing nation of the 


earth. 

To-day we are producing nearly 40 per cent, nearly one-half, of 
the itech produced in the whole world. We also produce 33 per 
cent, or one-third, of the pig iron produced by the whole world. 
We also produce nearly one-third of the coal and between one- 
2 and one-third of the iron ore of the world. We produce 

8 per cent of the wheat and 87 per cent of the corn produced by 


the world. We also produce 80 per cent of the raw cotton of the 
entire world. In short, we are now producing nearly one-half of 
the staple products of the earth. We have but 4 per cent of the 
population, and it will be 3 for us to continue a great 
p and development unless we can open the markets of the 
world to become the purchasers of the products of American toil. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In order to place this matter clearly before the members of this 
House, I have prepared tables showing the amount produced by 
oa nations of 


the earth of these staple products, and I submit, 

5 , thatthe problem before the American people should 
be to devise such legislation as will induce foreign nations to pur- 
chase these products. 


Table showing the products of the United States,and also the products e 
rest of the world, and the per cent of the production of the United States of 
the eight leading staples. 
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I state that outside of the United States 2,000,000 bales of cotton 
was produced. This is a liberal estimate of the cotton which 
finds its way to the world’s markets. In 1895 Europe imported 
1,708,420 bales from countries other than the United States, and 
in 1896 the United States exported to Europe 6,120,000 bales, thus 
furnishing 82 per cent of Europe’s supply. 

The total amount of cotton grown in the world at the latest 
dates is as follows: 


Table giving worid’s cotton production (in 500-pound bales). 


Countries. 


This shows that, even including the cotton grown in foreign 
countries which does not leave the locality where it is produced, 
the United States produces 66 per cent, or two-thirds, of the cotton 
of the world. 

This shows that we produce more than one-third of the steel of 
the world and almost one-third of the iron ore, coal, and pig iron. 
It also shows that we produce nearly nine-tenths of the corn and 
nearly eight-tenths of the cotton, 18 per cent of the wheat, and 12 per 
cent of the wool of the entire world. On the average, it shows 
that we produce more than 40 per cent—almost one-half—of the 
staple products of the earth, and Irepeat that as we have less than 
4 per cent of the population, it is evident that we can not continue 
our unless the markets of the world are open to purchase 
the 8 of the toil in our factories and on our farms. 

e now make ten times as much pig iron every year as the 
whole world made when these speeches were being made in that 
Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] How can we 
progress, producing as we do nearly one-half of the staple product 
of the earth, the steel, the iron, the corn, the cotton, unless we 
open the markets of the world to the products of the American 
soil? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I recollect, sir, when the McKinley bill was being enacted by the 
Committee on Ways and Means of this House, the Republican 
members of that committee, in answer to this argument, sa 
that the iron markets were a myth, a shadow-dance—that there 
was no such thing; and they reiterated what was said to-day by 
the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
when he said this bill was to enlarge the markets of America 
and increase the purchasing powers of the people of our country. 
But he is too intelligent a man not to know that the effect of the 
McKinley bill was to close more factories than have ever been 
closed for the same peog in the whole history of our country. 

In orđer to place this matter clearly before the members of the 
House and the country, I have prepared and will publish a series 
of tables showing the amount of staple products produced by all 
of the nations of the earth, and I submit, sir, that the problem 
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before the American people is to devise legislation to induce for- 
eign nations to purchase them from us. 

And now let me stop one moment to call attention to the great 
progress of our country. In 1790 we produced but 30,000 tons of 
steel, a mere fraction of what was produced by the rest of the 
world. Now we far exceed England or any other nation of 
Europe in the production of steel. 

We now produce almost twice as much steel as either England 
or Germany, nine times as much as France, Austria, and Hungary, 
and from ten to twenty times as much asis produced by other 
steel-making nations of the world, and we hear Bepanligans cry 
out, We must have protection laws to defend ourselves from the 
products of other nations.” 


ALABAMA'S GREAT PROGRESS. 


Why, Mr. Chairman, the little State of Alabama to-day pro- 
duces almost as much pig iron as Russia or France. She produces 
as much as Austria and Hungary. It produces more iron than 
Belgium. Alabama produces now twice as much as is produced 
by Sweden and Norway combined, and five times as much as 
Spain, and ten times as much as the combined total of Canada, 

exico, Africa, Australia, Japan, India, Greece, and Italy. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

That is a production, too, that was never accelerated one par- 
ticle by a protective system. The Alabama mines find their mar- 
kets by the very doors of the iron furnaces of England, and the 
last seven months the city of Birmingham has ship 110,000 tons 
of pig iron to England and other European countries. 1 
on the Democratic side.] Ah, our opponents say they are shippin 
their surplus! But I te Made they are selling at a great profit, an 
they would have shipped three times the amount if they could have 
got shipping to carry it there. Sed ecg 

When I wrote to the furnaces and told them that a tariff bill 
was to be considered, and asked what they wanted in the way of 
a tariff, they said, Tell the committee to make pig iron free.” 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 
ruption? 

7 WHEELER of Alabama. I can not deny my friend from 
10. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will you publish in your remarks the let- 

ter Som some iron manufacturer in your State who has made that 
uest 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. I will do so, and I will tell you 
now the name of one of these writers is Mr. Maben, of the city of 
New York, who wrote to me and stated that Alabama iron inter- 
ests would not suffer if pig iron was put on the free list, and that 
gentleman has his fortune in the furnacesin Alabama. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Why is it? Because we make pig iron 
there at one-half of what you make it in Pennsylvania. risive 
laughter on the Republican side.] The exact cost of pig iron, 
given by the furnaces in 1895, was $5.27 per ton. In 1891 the same 
iron cost 810.70. Here is a statement showing every ingredient 
entering into this product, and giving the actual cost as I have 
stated. All we want is to have the markets of the world opened 
to the products of our toil, so that we may compete with the whole 
world, with the labor of any country, and supply the world with 
what they want, either in cotton g or iron, or any other prod- 
uct of America. 

Alabama produces as much iron as the whole world produced 
when our very old men were boys. 

Alabama produces more cotton than was produced by the whole 
world a hundred years ago. [Applause on Democratic side.] 

The iron furnaces at Sheffield, in the district which I have the 
honor to represent, are exceptionally well situated for economical 
manufacture. They are adjacent to the limerock, coal, and iron 
ore of very re quality, and, as they are upon the banks of 
the Tennessee River, they ship by water to Cincinnati, Pittsburg, 
St. Louis, and New Orleans. ey sell their pig iron to the Pitts- 
burg iron men cheaper than the same article can be made in that 
city. I have repeated the statement of Alabama iron men that 
they can prosper without protective tariff in order to illustrate 
the great advantages which they mjoy, but I beg to assure my 
friends from Pennsylvania and other Northern States that they 
realize 5 tariff is necessary to the production of pig iron 
in the North, and they do not propose to insist upon any change in 
the tariff upon that article, but they are unanimous against an 
increase of the duty on pig iron to the McKinley rate or to any 
increase above the rate fixed by the Wilson bill. 

We realize that we are here to legislate for the entiré country, 
and the pebple of the South have never advocated any legislation 
which would destroy or in any way injure the pr ity of any 

rtion of our land, but, Mr. irman, we do feel that the Repub- 

can members of the committee might have left the tariff low 
at bagging and iron ties for cotton, as provided under the exist- 
aws. 


The people of this free Republic have a right to purchase what 


they require in the cheapest market and to sell their products in 
the highest market, and any legislation which prevents this or tends 
to preven; it is vicious and un-American. 

When we pass laws to prohibit the products of other countries 
being brought to us, we make it im ible for American products 
to be sent abroad to foreign countries. Even if foreign countries 
were willing to send empty ships to our country to carry our 
products to their shores, it is evident that these ships, having but 
one cargo, would be compelled to charge freight rates so far in 
excess of the rates charged in countries where they have reciprocal 
trade that that alone would put our producers to a very serious 
disadvantage. 

WILSON BILL GAVE GREATER PROSPERITY THAN M’KINLEY BILL. 
In answer to the unwarranted statement that manufacturin 
industries have suffered by the enactment of the Wilson bill, I will 
pua a table showing the statistics upon this question. It is as 

ollows: 


Production of iron ore tons.. 15,957,614 
Production of pig Le REE ESS 9, 446, 308 
Iron furnaces in blast. 242 


per cent 

The production 
The iron furnaces in blast are 
of iron and steel have increased 


This shows that our productions of iron ore are 40 
greater than they were under the McKinley bill. 
of pig iron is 25 per cent greater. 
25 per cent greater. 

20 per cent under the Wilson bill, and our consumption of iron 


ore has increased 45 
In answer to the c 


r cent. 
ge that the reduction in tariff on iron ore 


from 75 to 40 cents per ton would cause large importations, I will 
call attention to the fact that the imports of iron ore in 1895, un- 
der the Wilson bill, were less than the exports. 

The latest Monthly Summary of Finance and Commerce, by the 
Bureau of Statistics, 
values of exports and 


page 1008, gives the following as the total 
imports of merchandise: 


* Eight months. 


Under the McKinley bill the exports of iron and steel were as 
follows: 


„ 


We then enacted the Wilson bill, reducing tariff rates, and our 
exports of iron and steel commenced to increase, and during 1895, 
the first year under the Wilson bill, they were $35,062,838, a larger 
export than was enjoyed by the United States during the existence 
of the McKinley bill. 

These figures show that, contrary to the predictions and asser- 
tions of the high-tariff Republicans, the production of the great 
staples under the Wilson bill have far exceeded what they were 
under the McKinley bill. It also shows that, contrary to the pre- 
dictions of the high-tariff Republicans, the importations have not 
largely increased, and, more important than all, it shows that, 
contrary to the warnings of the high-tariff Republicans, the 
exports of iron and steel were much larger under the Wilson bill 
than they were under the McKinley bill. 


WILSON. BILL ADDS TO THE COUNTRY'S WEALTH. 


The Tepora from the Treasury Department also show that in 
1893, under the McKinley bill, we imported $18,735,728 more than 
we exported, showing that under that law the United States be- 
came poorer by that amount. It also shows that in 1895, under the 
Wilson bill, our a eer exceeded our imports by over $75,000,000; 
in 1896 by over $100,000,000, and during the last eight months our 
exports have exceeded our imports more than $312,000,000. 
is shows that during a period of less than two years under 
the Wilson bill we have enriched the country simply from the ex- 
cess of exports over imports to an amount far exceeding 8400, 000, 000. 
To show that the 1 were mreng in their statement 
that importations would increase under the Wilson bill, I give the 
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folio ing statistics of imports under tHe first year of the McKinley 
ill, in 1891, and thelast year of the Wilson bill, in 1896: 


Importations. 
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First nine months under the McKinley bill. 


This shows that under the McKinley bill our imports of silk, 
iron and steel manufactures, and glassware have far exceeded the 
imports under the Wilson bill, thus proving that in every attitude 
of the case the country has red under the Wilson bill far 
more happily than it did under the McKinley bill. 

It shows that the Wilson bill added wealth to our land, and was 
in favor of Democratic principles, in favor of civilization, in favor 
of reason and justice and honesty and constitutional enactments. 
A on the Democratic side.] But to-day it is better still. 

have here the latest figures, dates up to yesterday. I can not 
read the figures, but the excess is very gratifying. Yetthe Repub- 
licans say to us that we have got to hasten this bill because the im- 

rts are coming in without limit to get advantage of these low 
Anuas, Well, Isay, Let them come. It will benefit those who pur- 
chase them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WILL Our importations from foreign countries 
have fallen off as compared with the McKinley bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Very materially. 

Mr. GAINES. Is it not a fact that during the debate on the 
McKinley bill Mr. William L. Wilsonstated that the manufacturers 


went before the Committee on Ways and Means and actually 
wrote portions of the McKinley bill? 
Mr. LER of Alabama. Well, that was done this time. 


E It is always done by Republicans. The McKinley 
ill was framed by that method. You just take up this bill and 
take the reports of these hearings, and tell your friend to read the 
bill while you hold the hearings in your hand, and you will find 
that some of them are alike, verbatim. 

Mr. GAINES. In their own handwriting. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is in prne mup same thing. 
The manufacturers seemed to have everything pretty much their 
own way. They seemed to know about all that was going on. I 
would read in the papers that such and such things were agreed 
upon by the committee. I received letters from all over the coun- 
try saying it was reported that such and such schedules had been 
fixed, and when I would go to my Republican friends on the com- 
mittee and say, I hear thus and so; is it true?” they would be as 
dumb as oysters. [Laughter.] They would not say a word. 
Our information about what was done came from the public 
press and from men who were admitted to the sanctity of their 
star chamber. They got what they wanted, and came out, and 
unwittingly told Democrats what they had accomplished. 

Mr. MCRAE. They met regularly in the committee room? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, They had a committee room up 
in the Cochran Hotel. 

Now, of all the erroneous statements ever made on earth, none 
approximate the fearful error of Republicans when they talk about 

e relative cost of labor in this country and England. My dis- 
tinguished friend from Maine, the chairman of the committee 
EA DINGLEY], talks to you about American labor and wages. 

ell, now, Iam going to put a table in my speech showing re- 
ductions in the price of labor in over forty manufactories just 
after the McKinley bill was passed, and also another table, show- 
ing increases of wages after the passage of the Wilson bill, 

: LACEY. Then we are really having pretty good times 
under the Wilson bill, you think? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Two hundred per cent better 
than under the McKinley bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many of these manufacturers of iron 
in the South have made assignments during the last three years? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Not one single iron furnace in 
Alabama or in the South has made an assignment in the last two 

ei All the failures were under the McKinley and other high- 
aws. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is greatly mistaken in his 
facts. He certainly does not want to mislead the public in that 


way? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am pretty well uainted 
with them, and would know if there had been any such cases. 
Will the gentleman name one of the failures or assignments? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill later. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Tennessee Coal and Iron 
Company owns many of them 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is worse than an assignment, 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The stock of that great com- 


pany—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is worth about 30 cents. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is worth about 80 cents—I 
think 28 cents; but there is $10,000,000 of stock. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And they are shipping iron to Great Britain. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They are shipping iron to Great 
—— and the value of the stock far exceeds the original cost of 

e plant. : 

Now, then, the gentleman from Ohio got frightened when I 
commenced to talk about labor, and tried to turn me off in an- 
other line ef argument. [Laughter.] 

Inan effort to show that labor in England is paid much lessthan 
in America, tables have been prepared in which the wages paid 
to boys and girls in England have been compared with wages paid 
to skilled adults in America. The amount received by persons 
who only work three days during the week in England has been 
put side by side with those paid to American workmen who work 
the entire six days in the week. 

SUPERIORITY OF AMERICAN LABOR MAKES IT THE CHAEPEST IN THE 
WORLD. 

Mr. Blaine appears to have appreciated the difficulties to which 
I have referred in obtaining accurate information about compara- 
tive . and America. On page 98 of his Report on 
Cotton Trade of the World he says: 

Owing tothe different arrangements of the English and American tables 
of wages, it is difficult to give comparative analyses thereof which would 
show at a glance the difference in wages of the operatives of both countries. 

Another very important point seems to have not been given 
proper consideration. 

e census of 1890 informs us that the value of products in 
American manufactures in 1890 was $9,372,437,283, and that the 
number of persons employed was 4,712,622, showing that the aver- 
agé product of each laborer was $1,988. 

I have also a statement from Mulhall 3 that the product 
per hand in other countries was as follows: England, $798; France 
and Germany, $545; Belgium, $547; Switzerland, $431; Austria, 
$411; Russia, $384; Spain, $368, and Italy, 8267. 

This shows that the productive capacity of American workmen 
is two and one-half times that of England, three and one-half 
times that of the workmen of France, Germany, and Belgium, 
more than four times that of Austria, Switzerland, Russia, or 
Spain, and seven times that of Italy. 

In order to get accurate information on the subject, the State 
Department, with the aid of the American consuls, made an ex- 
haustive investigation. Numerous and detailed reports were re- 
ceived by the porey or State, all of which were carefully 
analyzed and verified. ese reports were presented to Con 
by Mr. Blaine, together with his comments and recommendations. 

In this paper Mr. Blaine gives extracts from the reports of the 
consuls, together with elaborate tables showing the actual pay 

iven to operatives in cotton mills both in the United States and 
in England, and on page 98 he sums it up in these words: 

The wa; of spinners and weavers in Lancashire and in Massachusetts, 
according to the foregoing statements, were as follows per week: 

Spinners: 55 10 10 to $8.40 (master spinners running as high as $12); 

erican, 3/. J. 

Weavers: English, $3.84 to $8.64, subject, at the date on which these rates 
were given, toa reduction of 10 per cent; American, $4.82 3 

The average wages of employees in the Massachusetts mills is as follows, 
according to the official returns: Men, $8.30; women, $5.02; male children, 
$3.11; female children, $3.08. According to Consul Shaw's report, the average 
Wi of the men employed in the Lancashire mills on the Ist of January, 
1 was 1 per week, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent; women, 
from $3.40 to $4.30, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent. 

The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are 56,in the Massachusetts 
mills 60, per week. The hours of labor in the mills in the other New England 
States, where the wages are generally less than in Massachusetts, are usually 
60 to 69 per week. 

SECRETARY BLAINE’S CONCLUSIONS, 

An analysis of these figures shows that the average wages paid 
men in Massachusetts cotton mills is $8.30 per week for sixty 
hours’ work, while in England the average wages paid to men in 
cotton factories is $8 per week for fifty-six hours’ work. There- 
fore, according to this official report, factory hands get 14 cents 
and a fraction per hour in old England, and for the same workin 
protected New England they get 13 cents and afraction per hour. 

Mr. Blaine seems to have appreciated not only that American 
operatives work more hours than the English, but also their 
greater efficiency. On pages 98 and 99 he uses this language: 

Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American oper- 
atives are more t ualized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their 
longer hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as itseems 
to be ved from official statistics, it would be a very important element in 
the blishment of our ability to compete with England for our share of the 
cotton-goods trade of the world. 

In the same report, backed by elaborate statistics, Mr. Blaine 
estimates that the British mills consume 1,220,000,000 pounds an- 
nually, and that in 1880 American mills consumed 724,800,000 
poun 
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He estimates the output of piece goods that year in British mills 
at 5,439,645,000 yards, and the output of piece goods in American 


mills at 2,131,580,000 yards. He estimates that the British mills 
employed 500,000 operatives, while the mills of the United States 
only employed 181,000 operatives. And he puts the number of 
indles in the United States at 10,920,000, and the number in 
reat Britain at 40,000,000. 
Mr. Blaine then gives the relative value of the English and 
5 cotton manufactures, and makes this gratifying asser - 
on: 
From these returns it is seen that every American spindle consumes 66 


pounds of raw cotton, while each British spindle consumes only 32 pounds, 


or less one-half the American consumption per spindle. 
It thus appears 


that each American operative works up as much raw ma- 
terial as two British operatives, turns out nearly $1.50 worth of manufactures 
to the British rative’s 25 worth, and even in piece goods, where the supe- 
rior quality weight of the American goods are so marked, the American 
operative turned Out 2.75 yards to 2.50 yards by the British operative. 


SECRETARY EVARTS ON LABOR. 


I yan now quote from another distinguished Republican Secre- 

of State. 

n May 17, 1879, the Hon. William M. Evarts, Secretary of 
State, transmitted to the Forty-sixth Congress a report upon labor 
cee e giving rates of wages, covering, as he says—I read from 
page 

The labor question in all its apoti in Bolgan, Denmark, France, German: 

land, I Scotland, Wales, Italy, Holland, Spain, and Switzerland 
(which, with the United States, may be said to comprise the world of edu- 
cated and progressive labor). 

After giving numerous and most elaborate reports and various 
kinds of evidence, Mr. Evarts says—I read from page 36, para- 
graph 9: 

The average American workman performs from one and one-half to twice 
as much work in a given time as the average 3 wor! This is 
so important a point in connection with our ability to compete with the 
cheap labor manufactures of Europe, and it seems on Arst thought so 
that I will trouble you with somewhat lengthy quotations from the reports 
in support thereof. 

Mr. Evarts quotes a number of authorities to sustain this state- 
ment, and then says: 

For the first time our manufactures are now assuming international pro- 
portions At a time of universal we have met those nations which 

Id a eee of the world's mar met them in their strongholds, and 
established the fact that American manufactures are second to the manufac- 
tures of no other nation, and that, with a proper and patriotic understanding 
between capitalist and laborer, we can command a fair share of the buying 


world’s patronage, and command that patronage with —. — profits to the 
italist =o higher wages to the laborer than can be or paid in any 
other country. 


Mr. Evarts thenspeaks of the superior individuality and inventive 
genius of the people of the United States, and says, page 87: 

One workman in the United States, as will be seen from the foregoing ex- 
ew ge one ma peace hn as two 5 in most ot the . 9 SA ë; 
— j I American workmen. nA c 

I desire to call special attention to this important and well-known 
fact, that immigrants, under the influence of our free institutions, 
soon become Americanized, become imbued with our progressive 
spirit, do twice asmuch work as they did in their native land, and 

us rapidly acquire competence. The difference between the 
American workman and the foreign pnnt is then expressed by 
the honorable Secretary in this terse language: 

We ha ressed and id „tt! intelligent than 
ane ech e Fete Affe iber aod eker 

SECRETARY FRELINGHUYSEN ON LABOR. 


I have also before me volume 25, miscellaneous documents, 
Forty-seventh Congress, which contains a i from Mr. Fre- 
linghuysen, President Arthur’s Secretary of State. On pages 43 
and 44 are some tables showing the rates of w: paid for weav- 
ing printing cloth in some of the principal districts of England and 

erica. 

The report thus refers to them: 

As one of the latest and fullest comparisons between English and Ameri- 
can manufactures, I believe the following tables and remarks from his pen 
Will be found reliable. 

I present these tables without any comment, except that they 
go far to refute the many erroneous impressions which have been 
created regarding English and American factory labor. 

The following is the rate of wages paid for weaving printing 
cloth in some of the principal districts of England and 8 : 


28-inch, 56 reed, 14 


genet 60 Feed, 10 picks 


(Gt by 64), 58 y: 


$ America. 


Description of cloth. SS 


Provi- 
dence. 


Fall R 1 , [Avere 
iver.| Lowell. age. 


23-inch, 56 reed, sak igen 


Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents. 

(60 by 56), 58 = 16.82 17.26 ý X a 
25 duch. 6 Pest 18 i >e ed baat’ 
(Gt by 64), 58 y: Unknown 22.30 23.20 | 22.90 


23.20 


Summary of cost of manufacturing printing cloth. 


The report goes on and says: 
F given in the fı 


ta 
costs that, in the ma of wages, America is as cheap as d. . 


OUR GREAT PROGRESS DUE TO AMERICAN CIVILIZATION, 


The great progress which has blessed our country is due to the 
spirit of American institutions; the American method of educa- 
tion and training; the high order of American civilization which 
has made the people of this great; Republic superior to all others 
in energy, genius, co , manhood, and individuality. It is 
these elements which have instilled into our people that t pro- 
gressiveness which has enabled America to outstrip all the nations 
of the Old World. 

It was these characteristics which made the American soldier 
superior in war to those of all other nations. 

t is these characteristics which have made our people superior 
to all others in avocations of 3 

The great progress of the United States during the last thirty 
years has been attained in spite of the tariff laws which have been 
enacted by the ublican party. 

It is an insult to the manhood of Americans to say that this 
3 progress and development is the fruit of the character of 

egislation which has prevailed in the t Empire of China for 
hundreds of years. Forcenturies they have maintained a protect- 
ive tariff if possible more exclusive and detrimental than that 
insisted upon by 3 It has brought down that nation, 
old in civilization as it is, to a degraded position among the nations 
of the earth. 

Now, it will be observed that since we passed the Wilson bill 
our exports of cotton goods have increased more than 50 per cent 
and have reached a total of $16,000,000, a higher figure than they 
ever reached before. 

will admit that the price of labor is highest when the de- 
mand for it is greatest, and therefore the best way to increase the 
price of labor is to increase the demand, and the way to increase 
the demand for American labor is to increase the demand for the 
products of American labor, and the only way to increase the de- 
mand for the products of American labor is to find purchasers 
for those products, and the way to accomplish this is to 
open the markets of the world, so that as far as possible the people 
of the whole world will become the purchasers of the products 
of the factories and farms of our country. This is the theory of 
the Democratic 2 

The Democra s pariy is convinced that the bill now before the 
House will not only fail to attain such purposes, but its effect 
Will in all respec’: be to the contrary, and that is one reason why 
tey oppose is bill. 

5 e CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
until he concludes his s 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I only desire a few minutes. I 
realize that many | ag desire to spoek: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLIN] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

OPEN THE WORLD'S MARKETS TO OUR MANUFACTURED COTTON AND WB 
WOULD BE THE RICHEST PEOPLE ON BARTH. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to enter into this 
question quite deeply, but I can not do so on the floor. I will, 
however, include in my printed speech some statistics showing 
the facts. We can make cotton goods in the South for two-thirds 
the cost they can be made for in England. England last year 


1897. 


exported cotton goods to the amount of 8400, 000, 000. It is not 
surprising that she pays her labor more than we do. The demand 
for labor in England is thirty-two times greater than it is in 
America—I mean for labor to make cottons for export and as the 
price of everything is regulated by demand and supply, it is to be 
e that where the demand is so great in England the com- 
pensation should be high. 

pad Aa that we manufactured our cotton and exported the 
manufactured goods; what would be the effect? We sell our cot- 
ton now for $350,000,000, and if the cotton crop were cut off, which 
brings $250,000,000 a year to this country from Europe, the Repub- 
lican party and all the rest of us would go into 8 
prang ter.] Suppose we manufactured this cotton; what would 

the effect? England one year purchased cotton for which she 

id $112,000,000. She spun and wove that cotton and exported 
it and sold it in her own and in the markets of the world for 
$569,000,000, an increase in value of more than fivefold. Let us 
spin and weave our product, and it would sell for nearly $2,000,- 
000,000, and would not only make the South the richest country on 
earth, but would make all America rich, and the shadow of desola- 
tion would rise over that land which is governed by Queen Vic- 
toria, because her cotton-goods trade is the basis of the wealth of 
Great Britain. 

I will now read an extract from the works of that great philoso- 
pher, Mr. Buckle, in which he treats of the effects of the protec- 
tive system upon all nations where it has been adopted or applied. 
Mr. Buckle clearly proves that no country can long remain pros- 
perous or free in which the people are not gradually extending 
their power, enlarging their privileges, and, so to say, incorporat- 
ing themselves into all the functions of the State.” And in com- 
menting upon the effect of the protective policy upon nations by 
which it is adopted he says: 


It is this which induces them to retain restrictions which their trade 
has long been troubled, and to ve monopolies which in our country a 
freer system has effectually destroyed. It is this which causes them to inter- 
fere with the natural relation between producers and consumers, to disturb 
the ordinary march of tb oe and, under pretense of pce their na- 
tive laborers, diminish the produce of labor by diverting it from those profit- 
able channels into which its own instincts compel it to flow. 


And the deplorable effects of the principle of protection, when 
carried to extremes, is then forcibly portrayed in these words: 


When the protective principle is carried into trade, these are its inevitable 
results. When it is carried into politics, there is formed what is called a 
peaa government, in which supreme power is vested in the sovereign or 

afew privil classes. When it is carried into theology, it produces a 
sition to whom is re- 


pow church and a numerous clergy, every op 
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erty, the principles of civilization, the principles of right, will 
continue to live to all eternity. [Loud and long-continued ap- 
plause on the Democratic iA 


Table showing the world's production of iron ore, coal, tron, and steel dur- 
ing the year 1895, and the per cent of the production pig ir United States. 


Coal and 
lignite. 
Tons. Tons. Tons. 
United States 172, 426,366 | 9,446,308 | 6,114, 834 
bb 7 7,703,459 | 8,359,963 
Germany and Luxemburg X 5,464,501 | 3,962,775 
Franco sons poe res nce se 226, 2, 005, 889 716, 931 
5 820, 234 867, 917 
1,122,175 730, 630 
See ee 1, 454, 325 574, 112 
462, 930 197, 830 
206, 452 73, 254 
„„ tae nie 9,213 60, 314 
5 87,829 17,000 
125, 000 5,000 
eo eae eee 28, 867, 315 


Percentage of United States 


I give below the world’s production of pig iron at each decennial 
year from the inauguration of Washington down to 1880, and the 
semidecennial years from that time: 


Tuble showing the world's production of pig iron at each decennial year from 
1790 to 1880, and the semidecennial years from that time. 


BL aca France. Germany.] Various. Total. 

Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. 
30, 000 68,000 40,000 380, 000 110,000 278,000 
40,000 190, 000 60,000 40,000 130,000 460, 000 
55,000 250,000 85,000 46,000 180, 000 616,000 
110,000 400, 000 140,000 90, 000 270,000 | 1,010,000 
189, 000 680,000 220,000 120,000 385,000 | 1,585,000 
290,000 | 1,390,000 350, 000 170,000 480,000 | 2,680,000 
560,000 | 2,250,000 570,000 402,000 640,000 | 4,422. 000 
820, 000 | 8,830,000 900, 000 530,000 | 1,100,000 | 7,180,000 
670,000 | 5,960,000 | 1,180,000 | 1,300,000 | 1,710,000 | 11,910,000 
840,000 | 7,750,000 | 1,730,000 | 2,750,000 | 2,090,000 | 18,140, 000 
050, 000 | 7,420,000 | 1,630,000 | 2,690,000 | 2,310,000 | 19, 100, 000 
600,000 | 8,250,000 | 1,720,000 | 4,530,000 | 3,060,000 | 25,160,000 
446,308 | 7,703,459 | 2,005,889 | 5,464,501 | 4,247,258 | 28,867,815 


sented as an insult tothe public morals. These are the marks by which pro- 
tection may be r World’s production of wool. (Latest dates.) 

Mr. Chairman, these expressions sound like the teachings of the pooni Pounds. 
Democratic party—the party of which I am proud to be a mem- 8 928600 Ale arin Dents Ge 8905000 
FFC 77 apres Da ta ont | Taaa 3888 

of the people, to enlarge their power, and by every form N re „900. 
of legislation to n the peo 55 in all the fonctions of | Great Britain. +000; 000 6 4.00.00 
our Government. Such has always been the purpose to Which nee „610,000 | Portugal 13, 410, 000 
this great party has been devoted, It was for this that this | pein -y Natal, oto * epg 
party rang into existence; and its destiny will never be achieved British z — 85, 000,000 * ged 
un this glorious, godlike work has been accomplished. [Ap- | Turkey and Balkan Pen- — 65,000,000 
plause.] Austris H 0000 | West Indies mo g an x 

This party, Mr. Chairman, was born when the spirit of liber Radila in 000, 000 000" 
planted this glorious Republic on this continent. This party A rmany 358, 000 1 030 00 
seen party after party rise and live and die while the Democratic | Uruguay 9 8 — 50.000 
party lived. It saw the great Federal party rise, exist, and die, Asiatic Turkey 000,000 2,582 106.000 
while the great Democratic party, led by Jefferson, rose an 4 Kite 
lived. World's production of wheat. (Latest dates.) 

1 The ee of the gentleman from Alabama els Bushels 
. WHEELER expired. nited States 7, 103, 000 5 
Diir WHEELER of Alabama. I ask for one minute more. e 2.889.000 ners 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the gentleman from Alabama be. Erance.-..--- 3 #2, 481, 000 
allowed time to conclude his remarks. ä 148" 000, 000 Ee OR 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I shall not occupy more than a | Germany --- 110, 000, 000 21, 500, 000 
minute; I do not wish to detain the House. Italy ..-...-- 106, 181, 000 18,000, 000 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Barry] | g xc 82 90 orton 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Alabama be | Roumania. 68, 503, 000 14.000; 000 
allowed time without limit in which to conclude hisremarks. Is | Argentina 60,000, 000 14, 000, 000 
there objection? The Chair hears none. Sends Tasker 88 10, 000, 000 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I shall not detain | Austria 41, 200, 000 2,552, 077,000 
57 ponn: I recognize that there are many gentlemen who want 

A Corn. 

This Democratic party, Mr. Chairman, saw the great Whig Bushels. 

party rise, exist, and die, while the great Democratic party lived. ...- 2,151, 139,000 

t saw the American party and the Greenback party rise, exist, | Hun 80, 540, 910 
and die, while this great party, the party of the people, the party sed 
_of the Constitution, the — of liberty, continued to live. And 40, 000, 000 
it saw the great Republican party rise, with its might, and its 28, 972, 709 
ower, and its wealth, and its audacity, and it will see that party ay, ae — 
„While the great Democratic party, with the principles of lib- 18, 965, 691 
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I give below the world’s production of steel for 1850, 1870, 1881, 
1889, and 1895: 
Table showing world’s production of 3 Sor the years 1850, 1870, 1881, 1889, and 


I will now read a table showing the amount of cotton imported 
into Europe during the year 1895 and the countries from which the 
cotton was exported: 


Table showing the aniount of cotton imported into Europe during the year 1895 
got the 8 From which s said cotton was exported. 


AT ͤ ² AA AE ³·¹¹ ̃ !A ENS OTE TIO 
Brazilian 5 


Russia. as we have seen, has raised a tariff on raw cotton to 44 


cents per pound, and is 1 efforts to produce 
that article in such quantities that the supply from Russian fields 
will make it independent of all other cotton countries. 

The Statesman’s Year-Book, published in January, 1896, in speak- 
ing of this effort of Russia, says: 

The cotton crops in Turkestan, which co eP pacia 8 wasthe Ken 


supply annually t 5 at 5 
cotton have e in Transcaucasia, crop of 1891 attaining 2,900 
hundredweight in Elisabethpol and 200,000 hundredweight in Erivan; 9,833 
acres were cotton trees in 1882. 

I will now read a table which shows the exports of domestic 
cotton from the United States and amount exported to each for- 
eign country: : 

Table showing amount of domestic cotton exported to various foreign countries. 
Abs. 715,884 Other E - 
United Kingdom 1 oe er European coun 


tries (pounds) --.- 125, 072,479 


a „N, „ 
Ce do... 386,410,699 Other countries..lbs.. 102, 688, 423 
Italy... ---do... 166,827,989 — — 
Spalt TPF do. 127,839,376 Total ........do... 8,502,171, 787 
usa do.. 70,80, 4 


legislation that will restore confidence to capital, prosperity to our 
industrial and agricultural interests, and give employment to 
labor. The message of the President clearly and most admirably 
sets forth the causes that have led to this political revolution. 
Four years of Democracy taught all classes the utter hollowness 
of the claims and pretenses of their leaders for supreme control, 
and the utter inability of that to successfully 

the affairs of the nation. The bill which is now under considera- 
tion is framed on Republican principles and in accordance with 
the well-known policy of our party. It is presented to Congress 
at this early day in response to an almost universal demand in 
the country that speedy action be taken to relieve our depleted 
and bankrupt Treasury, and to again start all of our industrial 
interests upon the highroad to prosperity. Ishall later on * 
more particularly of the various sched in the bill, and of the 
principle of reciprocity, which has been made one of its promi- 
nent features, Before, however, doing this, I desire, as briefly as 
I may, in view of what has been said by learned gentlemen on the 
other side of this Chamber respecting the policies of the Repub- 
lican and Democratic parties, to review the condition of our 
country under these different policies. 

I had supposed that the experience of the last few years would 
teach even the Democratic leaders in this House that free trade 
meant the closing of our factories and the turning of labor from 
employment; that it meant a depleted Treasury, business depres- 
sion, and bankruptcies generally. Our experience in this House 
during the last few days has verified the old statement that a 

uine Bourbon Democrat never forgets an error and rarely 
Caw anew fact, You would suppose, Mr. , from the 
3 of one of these men, that the Republican y had 
brought nothing but unnumbered woes upon our people; that it 
is organized simply to plunder and destroy. The same argu- 
ments that Ihave heard repeatedly in this for the last ten 
are repeated in their speeches against the measure now un- 

er consideration, with but slight variation. They are prophets 


of despair; and if their words were to be taken as they express 
them, our countrymen have been, under Republican Administra- 
tions, the most downtrodden and oppressed people on the face of 
the earth. What are the facts? History tells the story of Repub- 
lican success and of national and individual prosperity. The 
years of Republican control in this country mark the golden 
period of our national existence. From 1865, when we were just 
emerging from the most gigantic civil war of all times, to 1893, 
mark the years of Republican supremacy in this country. Dur- 
ing all this ong porion no law was enacted that did not the 
impress of the Republican party and mark the statesmanship of 
our great leaders. This period includes the first four years that 
Grover Cleveland was President of the United States, but you 
will bear in mind that during that Administration the two Houses 
of Congress were Republican, so that no law was framed that did 
not meet with the approval of the great leaders of our party. 

In 1865 our national interest-bearing debt ted $2,381,- 
530,204. When the Republican party, on the ech da y of March, 
1893, surrendered the control of the nation to the ocratic 
party, that immense debt had been reduced to $595,034,260; in 
other words, during the period of which I speak, by the policy 

ursued by the Republican party, $1,796,496,034 of the national 


50 ebt had been paid, and that without i yee a single individ- 


ual, or without levying taxes that would disturb the pr ity of 
any class of our citizens. No country, ancient or cp acl can 
show such a marvelous record as this. No nation, ancient or 
modern, ever paid a national debt with the rapidity that these 
figures indicate, and yet, as I have said, Mr. Speaker, this period 
marksa ter prosperity among our people than any other period 
in our history. The wealth of the nation more than quadrupled 
during this time. Our population more than doubled; nine new 
stars were added to our national emblem, and nine new States 
2 and received recognition upon this floor and in the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me ask the gentleman what 
paty was it that provided the territory out of which the nine 

tes were car ved whose admission added nine stars to the na- 
tional emblem? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Democratic party, the same party that 
later in its history tried to take eleven stars away from that em- 
blem, but failed. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

During this same period our manufacturing and other industries 
multiplied and increased in a manner that amazed our foreign com- 


petitors. Our agricultural interests prospered and ans n ina 
8 


manner that placed our nation first, from an agricul tand- 
point, among all the civilized nations of the earth. Villages de- 
veloped into beautiful cities, and cities small and inconspicuous 
in 1865 had grown in 1893 into great commercial centers, Our 
manufacturing industries multiplied and diversified to such an 
extent that we were recognized as one of the greatest manufac- 
turing nations in the world, and the condition of labor kept pace 
with all of these other developments. ‘The wages of mechanics 
increased, and as industries multiplied and greater skill and 
higher intelligence were required they improved, until to-day they 
rank as the first in skill, in i igence, and in ability. They are 
the best paid workmen in the world. ‘There is nothing accidental 
in the marvelous growth of our country, in the wonderful devel- 
opment of our resources, and the great improvement made in the 
condition of labor. It is the industrial policy of the Republican 
party that has wrought such splendid results as I have here but 
faintly described. It was the overthrow of that policy in the great 
Presidential election of 1892 that brought distress and want upon 
labor and an almost perfect paralysis of all our great manufac- 
turing and business interests. I remember, Mr. Chairman, hear- 
ing the n who opened the debate on the Democratic side 
on this bill, nearly seven years ago characterize what is known as 
the McKinley law with as savageterms as he has indulged in here 
to-day. I heard him and his colleagues claim that it was the cul- 
mination of industrial aeons and that it meant an accumula- 
tion of burdens upon an already overtaxed people. 

That great measure, Mr. Chairman, has vindicated itself. Dur- 
ing the brief period that it was upon the statute book, and while 
the Republican y was in control, it amply justified the expec- 
tations of its friends. It raised a revenue sufficient to pay the 
expenditures of the Government, stimulated and encouraged labor, 
and caused additional capital to be invested in the development of 
old industries and the building of new. The receipts of the Gov- 
ernment under this law from October, 1890, to November, 1892, 
aggregated $759,456,825, while the mses of the Government 
during the same period amounted to §731,211,184, leaving a clear 
surplus during that time of $28,245,641, an average monthly sur- 
plus of receipts over expenditures of $1,129,821. I have stopped 
with November, 1892, because that is the time when the ple of 
this country determined that free trade should be tried under - 
ocratic control, and no fair test of that law could be had after the 
decision of the people in that great Presidential election. But what 
marks the success of that great measure, in my opinion, more than 
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these figures, is the fact that during this period $40,000,000 of new 
capital was used in the development of old industries in this coun- 
try and the construction of new ones, and employment was given 
to 37,000 additional workmen. r 

Here, Mr. Chairman, is a record that the Republican party may 
well be proud of; a record that more than ful the statements of 
the framers of that great measure when they were appealing to the 
members of this House for support and indorsement, and a record 
which puts to confusion the men who denounced that law as they 
to-day denounce the measure which we have presented here for 
the relief of our country and our suffering countrymen. It was 
under this law, Mr. Chairman, and a Republican Administration 
that our industrial and commercial prosperity reached high-water 
mark. Under this law our exports and imports exceeded those of 
any other period of our history, and it was during this time that 
there was not an enforced idle man in America. In 1892, when 
General Harrison was President of the United States, and this 
much-abused McKinley law was upon the statute book of our 
country, no man sought employment in vain; every man that 
desired a day’s work was furnished it, and at wages higher than 
had ever been known in this or any other country. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. of Alabama, ill the gentleman be kind 
enough to inform us whether it was under the McKinley law or 
the Wilson law that Coxey’s army came here? : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Coxey’s army came here after the Democratic 
party had come into power. It came here at a time when all the 
world knew that free trade was to be the order of the day—after 


the McKinley law had been paralyzed by its enemies. : 
Mr. MAG Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. MAGUIRE, If all of our citizens were employed during 
the campaign of 1892 and immediately prior thereto; if all the 
country was then prosperous, why was the gentleman’s PN so 
unmercifully “turned down” in the election of 1892? Isay the 
gentleman’s assumption is incorrect; that the disaster at that 
time had already fallen upon the country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer the r question. It 
Was N. of the false pretensions of the tic leaders. 

ughter and 4 What have our Democratie friends 
show as a result of their great victory in the Presidential cam- 
ign of 1892? What man among them can look to the four years 
PP the late Administration with pride or pleasure? What has been 
the result to the country and to the people of their efforts to change 
the industrial polioy of the country and ingraft upon our laws 
their much-vaun rinciples of free trade? Their revenue meas- 
ure has brought to the Government a depleted and bankrupted 
Treasury. It has brought to the people hunger and want; it has 
destroyed industries, in pted commerce, and paral; indus- 
trial enterprises. Itis a matter of surprise to those of us who 
were in the House when the law of 1894 was under discussion to 
hear the gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber now speak 
of that measure as though it now or ever had possessed any merit 
whatever. One of the most unfortunate days this country has 
ever known was when that act became a law. It repealed a law 
and reversed a policy that has made this country the richest, 
greatest, and grandest among all the nations of the earth. It re- 
versed a policy that has made this country the greatest industrial 
nation among all civilized people, and reversed a policy that has 
done more to dignify labor than any other one policy that hasever 
influenced civilized man. 

The measure that took the place of the McKinley law has never 
received the unqualified approval of any man in public or private 
life in this country. It is a measure that is full of crudities, full 
of unreasonable and unjust discriminations, and one that directly 
tends to stimulate and increase the industrial prosperity of our 
foreign rivals, while it destroys industries upon this side of the 
Atlantic. It is a measure that has received the severest criticism 
not only among Democratic members of this House and the Sen- 
ate of the United States, but is a measure that the late Democratic 
President refused to sign, claiming thatit represented nothing but 
perfidy and dishonor. What has been its effect, Mr. Chairman, 
upon the interests of the country? Has it increased our revenues? 
Look at our Treasury reports. But two months during the four 

ears that Grover Cleveland was President of the United States 

d the revenues of the Government equal or exceed our monthly 
expenditures, The balance sheet shows that during these four 
years of Democratic control the Government expended $203,811,729 
more than was received from all sources. The luxury of a Dem- 
ocratic Administration, with a Democratic Congress, cost the peo- 
ple of this country on an average $4,000,000 per month more than 
its receipts, and every day that that party was in power, from 
March 4, 1893, up to and including March 4, 1897, cost the people 
of this country more than $140,000 over the receipts of the Govern- 
ment from all sources. And yet gentlemen upon the other side of 
the Chamber have the hardihood tostand here and insist that they 
are the genuine representatives of the peopie of our country and 
that the policy and principles they advocate are the ones that will 


inure to the benefit of the American people instead of the princi- 
ples of the Republican party. 

In view of the record shown by the Treasury Department of the 
Government, what right have they to be heard on this great reve- 
nue measure now under consideration? What weight should be 
given their criticisms respectingit? Have they shown themselves 
capable of framing a measure that would meet the needs of the 
Government and that would bring the smile of prosperity to the 
people? They have been tried and have utterly and ignominiously 
failed to meet the expectations of the public or to fulfill any of 
the pledges they made when the great charge of administering the 
affairs of the Government was p in their hands by a confid- 
ing people. Turn where you will, Mr. Chairman, and you find 
the wrecks of their control and the sad effects of their legislation 
and administration. It is not alone of the great industries that 
receive protection, under the Robey of our party, that I speak, but 
every industry, every kind of business, as well as labor itself, has 
received almost a deathblow as the result of their principles being 
made a part of the laws of our country. 

J can not find a better illustration to show the utter inability of 
the Democratic party to successfully administer the affairs of the 
Government and the inadequacy of their industrial policy than 
to call the attention of the members of this House and of the 
country to the condition of the railroads of the United States 
during the four years of Democratic administration. You will 
remember, Mr. i , that when the last great ublican 
measure, the act of 1890, was under discussion in this House the 
claim was made by the Democratic leaders upon the other side of 
the Chamber that that bill tended to build up individual interests 
at the expense of the people, and that only those who were directly 
affected by an increased import duty on articles would be the re- 
cipients of any benefits whatever under that law, and that all other 
classes and other interests that were not specially and specifically 
enumerated in the bill would be the sufferers, and would be com- 
paed to pay from their earnings what, they claimed, was taken 

om them under increased import duties and placed in the pock- 
ets of the wealthy manufacturers. They claimed, among other 

i that the railroads of the country would prosper under free 
trade, and that railroad employees would also be benefited, as 
they had prospered under the protective principles of the Repub- 
lican party, and illustrated their position by saying that the prod- 
ucts of the farm must be rted to the seaboards and that 
the imports from foreign countries here must be carried through 
the various States to the localities where the people could consume 
them, and that this industry would prosper better under the policy 
of free trade, as advocated by their party, than under the indus- 
trial system that has been made so prominent a part of the history 
of our ee . Our contention then was, and always has been, 
that under a well-regulated and graduated tariff law every indus- 
try and every citizen in all of the various vocations of life would 
be ae at vha hrings prosperity to one interest brings 


it w all. This been amply and adequately proven again 
and again. 
Let me, sir, present to you some to show how the rail- 


2 and railroad employees have suffered during the four years 


Past. 

Since the Wilson-Gorman bill was enacted into law, 174 rail - 
roads have gone into the hands of receivers. These railroads rep- 
resent 26,300 miles of road; more miles of road than are possessed 
by any other country excepting Germany. These roads repre- 
sent an aggregate capital stock of 8692, 490, 479. Here are some of 
the fruits of free trade and Democratic administration. The 
tonnage of the railroads of the United States for the year ending 
June 30, 1893, aggregated 747,119,482 tons. In 1895 the to 
of the railroads of the United States aggregated 696,761,171 tons, 
a decrease in 1895 as compared with 1893 of 48,358,311 tons. The 
earnings of the railroads of the United States for the year ending 
June 30, 1893, the last year of the last Republican Administration, 
aggregated $1,220,751,874. The earnings of these same railroads 
for the year ending June 30, 1895, under free trade, and Demo- 
cratic administration, was $1,075,371,462, a decrease in the gross 
earnings in 1895 as compared with 1893 of $145,038,412. 

Think of itforamoment. These figures seem almost ineredible. 
yore it, Mr. Chairman, that so many railroads have gone into 
the hands of receivers and such a vast capital as represented by 
them has been tied up in the courts of our country? It is because 
of the fatal policy of the Democratic party. It is because the 
great industrial policy of our party, in a day almost, was over- 
thrown and the antiquated notions of a past generation reenacted 
into life by the legislation of this a Lis was repudiated at the 
polls in the election last November. the decrease of earnings 
of these railroads is a loss to millions of people, representing all 
classes and conditions in life, who had their sayings tied up in the 
stocks and bonds of the great railroads which span our country in 
every direction. 

But this, sir, does not represent the full force of the blow the rail- 
road interests of the country have received from the Democratic 
party. The results that I have briefly given do not represent the 


132 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ManU 22, 


greatest hardships that have been placed upon our people. The 
railroads of this country, on June 30, 1893, gave employment to 
873,603 men. On June 30, 1895, only 785,034 found employment. 
An army of 88,568 railroad employees were thus turned out upon the 
highways to seek in vain for employment, and in many instances 
to be compelled to beg for bread for themselves and families. 
These men in 1893, according to the statistics which I have ob- 
tained from the Interstate Commerce reports, received in wages 
$51,285,300. This, Mr. Chairman, is what the Democratic party 
has cost the laboring men in the railroad business alone. 

But this, sir, does not measure the full extent of the loss to 
labor in this one department of the proni industries of our country 
during the period of which I speak. The men who remained in 
the employ of the railroads, according to the report from which 1 
get these figures, suffered a reduction in their wages in 1895, as 
compared with what they had received in 1893, of $9,800,000, so 
that the loss to railroad labor that has been brought upon them 
by this policy of free trade aggregates the marvelous amount of 

1,085,300. Is there a railroad employee in the country to-day 
that believes that his interests will besubserved by the restoration 
to power of this repudiated Democratic party, or that the policy 
of free trade will bring him and his family the comforts, to say 
nothing of the luxuries, of life? But, sir, what is true of this great 
branch of business of the country is equally true of all of the 
great manufacturing interests and agriculture as well. 

I can give you an illustration, Mr. Chairman, that occurred in 
my own district that shows as marked a fall in the wages of labor 
as in the industry to which I have just adverted. The Elgin 
Watch Company, located in the city of Elgin, in my home county, 
for years prior to the 4th of March, 1893, was one of the largest 
and most successful watch factories in the world. Commencing 
as it did years ago with a small capital and few employees, it 
steadily develo until, when Grover Cleveland was sworn into 
office March 4, 1893, 2,900 employees found steady work in that 

eat industry. The aggregate wa paid them in 1892 was 

1,711,072.62. No finer class of workmen can be found in the 
world; intelligent and capable, they form a large portion of the 
population of that beautiful city. In 1896 their w: had been 
reduced, by reason of the hard times that had fallen upon our 
country, more than 38 per cent, representing in the aggregate 
three-quarters of a million dollars. The present condition of em- 
ployment in that industry, as given to me by-the manager of the 
company, is as follows: There are now 1,700 people instead of 
2,900, as there were in 1892, and these employees receive wages 
amounting to $50,000 per month as against $142,000 per month 
paid them in 1892. The output of this company of watch move- 
ments in 1892 was 613,428; in 1896, 319,425. The value of the output 
in 1892 gated $2,078,491.11; in 1896, $979,280.72, a decrease in 
the value of the output in 1896, as compared with that of 1892, 
of $1,099,210.89. These figures tell their own story. 

No language can be framed that will more forcibly condemn the 
policy and principles of the Democratic party as represented in 
the law which we seek to repeal, by the adoption of the bill now 
under consideration, than the figures Ihave here given relating to 
the railroads and their employees and the watch factory in my 
own district. But, sir, this result can be paralleled in almost 
every section of the United States, and almost every industry 
that was in o tion in 1892. The great iron and steel indus- 
tries have suffered quite as much as the industries to which I 
have herein alluded, and we all know the great textile industries 
of the country have been badly ies peat and many of them 
ruined during the time that Mr. Cleveland occupied the White 
House. Millions of men and women who had steady employ- 
ment at remunerative wages under the last Republican Adminis- 
tration, by reason of the changed conditions in our country, 
wrought under the law which we are seeking to-day to repeal 
and replace with this splendid protective measure, lost their em- 
pornon and many of them were thrown upon public charities 

‘or support, 

The story of their sufferings and privations form one of the 
saddest chapters in our history. I pray God that never again in 
the history of our Republic may an industrial condition exist that 
requires the establishment of soup houses in the great cities of the 
country to feed and care for the poor and Sita ey fir I much 
prefer, Mr. Chairman, that system of legislation that will develo 
and create new industries and give employment to these men an 
women. I much prefer thatsystem that dignifies labor by giving 
it steady employment and minimizes public charities. In this 
country we are all political equals, and an industrial condition 
should exist that will enable every honest man to earn a livelihood 
for himself and the family that is dependent upon him for sup- 
port. It is because I believe in this that I favor the speedy 
sage of the measure that we have under consideration, believing, 
as I do, that it will reopen the closed factories, that it will relight 
the dead fires in our furnaces and give an impetus to all industrial 
interests in this country. We advocate the policy which inspires 
labor with hope and crowns it with dignity. Our Democratic 
opponents advocate that which pauperizes labor and leads it to 


want and see sp I haye noticed, sir, during the discussion of 
the pending bill, that our Democratic friends are assuming that 
they are the friends of the farmers, and that the legislation which 
they advocate is in their interest, while ours tends to oppress them. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, in answer to this assumption, I appeal 
the facts of history. Fortunately for the Republican party A 
for the people of our country, careful records have been kept of 
the working of the law known as the Wilson-Gorman law, and 
the Republican law which it repealed. The records of the Treas- 
ury Department will show the amount of agricultural products 
imported and exported during the period covered by both of these 
measures, and statistics prepared by the Agricultural Department 
show an accurate estimate of the condition and value of farm 
products of all kinds, and of domestic animals. During the last 
year that the law of 1890 was in operation the value of the agti: 
. imported into this country was only $51,414,884. 

The Wilson-Gorman law repealed this law, as its advocates said, 
in the interest of the farmer. The Wilson-Gorman law, through 
its low rates of duty, during the first year of its existence permitted 
$107,342,522 worth of agricultural products to be imported into the 
United States. You will see from this that the farmers were 
cheated out of a market of $55,927,678 during the first year this 
law was in force. Not only this, but during this same year there 
were $70,000,000 worth of tdi products less sold abroad 
than were sold under the McKinley law during a like period, so 
that the farmers of the country were injured, not only by the ex- 
traordinary increase of the importation of foreign agricultural 
products, but their foreign markets were 3 the amount 
of $70,000,000, making a loss, as you will note, of $125,927,678, 
Such friendship as this for the American farmer means his ruin. 
This is the friendship the wolf shows for the sheep, and the fox 
for the hen. This is the friendship that has much impaired our 
home markets for all kinds of farm products, and has practically 
closed all European and other markets for the surplus products of 
our farms, These figures, however, do not aw the extent of the 
loss to the American farmers under free-trade principles. 

These figures do not indicate what the farmers have paid for four 
years of Democratic administration. The hard times that have 
thrown so many hundred thousands of people out of employment 
have caused them to consume less of the farm products, and while 
our foreign markets for these products have been lessened, and in 
many places closed, the home markets have been much inferior 
to what they were during the period of Republican administration 
and protective laws. It is estimated by unquestioned authority 
that the per capita consumption of wheat in this country in 1892 
was 5.91 bushels; of corn, 30.33 bushels. In 1896 the per capita con- 
sumption of wheat in the United States was 4.78 bushels; of corn, 
14.73 bushels; a less consumption of wheat in 1896 per capita, as 
compared with that of 1892, of 1.13 bushels; multiply this by the 
70,000,000 people in this country and we find that there was con- 
sumed of wheat grown in the United States, in round numbers, 
80,000,000 bushels less than there was in 1892, when everybody had 
employment, was receiving good wages, and living well. The per 
capita consumption of corn was 15.60 bushels less in 1896 than it 
was in 1892, thus making a lessened consumption in the year 1896, 
as compared with that of 1892, of 1,050,000,000 bushels. 

These figures are simply startling. And yet they are compiled 
by reliable authority and account, in part, at least, for the har 
times that have been experienced by our farmers during the las 
three or four years. This is not the limit of their suffering, how- 
ever, during the period that the Democratic party controlled the 
destinies of the nation. A comparison of the values of domestic 
animals—horses, mules, cattle, sheep, and swine—during the last 
year of General Harrison’s Administration and the last year of 
the Cleveland Administration will give a better argument in favor 
of the policy that has always been maintained by the Republican 
party toward the great 1 Geeamnd sare interests of this country than 
any of the figures which I have before given. 

T find from statistics that have been compiled by the Secretar 
of Agriculture that the value of domestic animals in the Uni 
States, namely, horses, mules, cattle, sheep and swine, aggre- 

ated, in 1892, $2,483,506,681. In 1895 their aggregate value was 

1,819,446,306, a loss in three or more years of Democratic rule of 
$664,060,375. Consider again these figures! Here is a shrinkage 
in the value of live stock that averages more than $500,000 per day 
845 working day the Democratic party was in power from 1893 
to 1897. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr.SIMPSON of Kansas. Does not the gentleman from Illinois 
know that cattle are ornen higher prices now than they have 
brought at any time for the last eight or ten years? 

Mr. HOP S. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I haye not the slightest 
doubt in the world that they have increased even since Mr. Mo- 
Kinley took his oath of office. [Applause on the Republican sgo] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does not the gentleman know tha’ 
they increased rapidly in price before he went into office at all? 


1897. 


Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir; I do not know anything of the kind. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Then you ought to inform yourself 
before undertaking to enlighten the House. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The figures I have given, Mr. Chairman, have 
been carefully compiled by the Democratic Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. They show the value of live stock in the country for a cer- 
tain period, and then for another certain period. These figures 
show this great farming interest shrunk in yalue on an average 
of over half a million dollars per day for the four years that the 


Democratic p was in power. : 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Has the gentleman examined the 
whole report? What else does it tell you? 


Mr. HOPKINS. Ihave given the figures. I have shown the 
value of the live stock in 1892, the last year of Mr. Harrison's 
Administration, a Republican Administration, and I have given 
the value of the live stock of the United States as shown by the 
report of the Secretary of Agriculture in 1895, which was the last 

ear of the Democratic Administration, and I have taken the one 
5 the other and find that the decrease in value aggregates the 
immense sum of six hundred and sixty-four million and some odd 
hundred thousand dollars. These are facts that the gentleman 
can ascertain for himself upon inquiry. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. But the gentleman 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to indulge in 
any further remarks on this subject. These figures have been 
given from high authority, and I do not believe they can be ques- 


oned, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Has there been any changein the 
tariff duties on cattle since Mr. Harrison went out of power? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. What are they? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, well, I will say to the gentleman that while 
Ican not undertake to run a kindergarten school at this time, I 
will furnish him ample material if he wants facts which will en- 
able him to know these things hereafter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, I am seeking for information, 
That is the reason I interrogated the gentleman. Lask, therefore, 
what material change has been made in the tariff on cattle in the 
period to which the gentleman refers? 

Mr. HOPKINS. the gentleman will go to the room of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, I will furnish him with plenty of 
matter to answer his inquiry and to satisfy his mind on this point. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, I would like to have it now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman wants exact information, 
the tariff is 20 per cent ad valorem under the Wilson bill, which 
amounted to $1.50, on an 5 ae head, as against $10 per 
head under the McKinley bill. ides that, under the McKinley 
law only a few scattering cattle were brought into the country 
occasionally, while under the other—the Wilson tariff act—nearly 
800,000 head came in in one single year. The gentleman from 
Illinois might suggest that to the gentleman from Kansas in an- 
swer to his question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, the gentleman from Kansas knows that 
as well as ch 8 alpe. He simply wants to show himself. 

Mr. OGDEN. Does the gentleman from Illinois mean to say 
that this tremendous fall in the value of the farm products of the 
country and in cattle has been caused by the passage of the Wil- 
son tariff bill, and that there were no other causes, financial or 
otherwise, which had ay material effect in producing that result? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman that I take facts 
as I find them. I find this statement in the A 
supplied by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
doubt the accuracy of the statement. 

Mr. OGDEN. His purpose was to prove the gold standard. 

Mr. HOPKINS (continuing). I find that there has been an in- 
crease in the value of the farm products during the one period, as 
I have shown, and I find a remarkable decrease during the other 
period. Now, there must have been some underlying cause to 
produce that result. If the gentleman can find any other theory 
to explain the paralysis that has come npon the country and the 
depreciation in the value of all farm products under the last Ad- 
ministration, he will undoubtedly have an opportunity to formu- 
late his ideas during the continuance of this general debate. 

Mr. HENDERSON. He might show that the Democratic party 
has been raising hell” all the time. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican aael 

Mr. OGDEN. And yon are trying to do it now by this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We are trying to put our idle people in 
the country to work. 

Mr. OGDEN. Give us money and we will give you the work. 
Do not try to tax ee to do it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. r. Chairman, Iam pleased to have aroused 
a little interest in my friends on the other side of the Chamber in 
favor of the American farmer, and trust they will study the sub- 
ject further and join with us in passing the bill now under con- 
sideration; a bill that I trust and believe will restore a meed of 


icultural Report, 
see no reason to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


133 


prosperity at least to that oppressed class of our American citi- 
zens. No wonder, Mr. Chairman, that the farmers of thiscountry 
have had enough of Democratic administration and free-trade 
legislation. No wonder they desired, in the last Presidential elec- 
tion, to restore the Republican party to power and again secure 
legislation that would insure them prosperity. No interest in 
this country has suffered more under Democratic legislation than 
the farmers of America; no class of our citizens deserve greater 
recognition or are entitled to more consideration than the tillers 
of our soil. All wealthsprings from them. When they are made 
prosperous all other industries improve. It is under the legisla- 
tion of our party that the greatest agricultural developments have 
been made, and it is under Republican legislation that the highest 
prices have been obtained in our home markets and that foreign 
markets have most readily opened and received our surplus prod- 
ucts. The bill that is under consideration, if enacted into law, 
will amply and fully protect this great interest. No class of our 
citizens will profit more quickly or permanently by the enactment 
of this bill into law than the American farmers. 

But, sir, this bill has not been prepared in the interest of any 
special class or any special industry. It is American in principle 
and as broad as the continent itself. It is intended to meet the 
demands of the public by raising revenue sufficient to meet the 
daily expenditures of the Government, and it is so framed as to 

ive new life and new energies to all of the great manufacturing 
interests of the country. It is not intended as a radical measure. 

The objects we had in view in framing this bill were, first, to 
raise sufficient revenue to meet the needs of the Government; 
second, by conservative action to restore to all of the interests of 
the United States a fair protection, which has always been the 

olicy of the Republican party. It is estimated by experts who 

ve gone over the various schedules in the bill, that on the im- 
portations of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1596, it will increase 
the revenue of the Government, over what is received under exist- 
ing law, $113,479,793. Even if our imports fall off somewhat from 
the estimate here made, the bill is sure to produce sufficient 
revenue to meet our expenditures and still leave a surplus in the 
Treasury, as with restored prosperity and an increased business, 
as we all trust will be experienced under its influence and opera- 
tion, the revenues will steadily increase until they reach the figures 
I have here given. This large increase in the revenues of the 
Government not been taken from one schedule, You will 
find upon examination of the bill, commencing with the chem- 
ical schedule and ending with sundries, Schedule N, that each 
schedule has been framed so as to yield an additional revenue, 
But this has been secured largely by a readjustment of the articles 
and a change from ad valorem to specific duties. On a number 
of schedules we have restored the McKinley rates, notably earths, 
earthenware, and glassware. The justification for this is found 
in the history of these industries, which are destined to rival those 
of any of the great manufacturing concerns of the world. The 
metal and cotton schedules have been little changed from what 
they are under existing law. Wool has been placed back u 
ae list, and the woolen schedule of the McKinley law 
restored. 

The farmers have been protected from unreasonable and unjust 
importations of agricultural products from Canada, Mexico, and 
other foreign countries. The greatest change, however, that can 
be found in the bill is the substitution of specific rates for ad 
valorem. The demand for this change comes not alone from Re- 
publicans. Honest Democrats and honest importers have united 
with Republicans and all classes of manufacturers in asking the 
Ways and Means Committee to do away with the system of ad 
valorem rates and restore ific duties, so that the system of 
undervaluation, by which the Government has been robbed of 
millions of money, may be stopped, and honest importers placed 
on an equality with dishonest ones importing goods into this coun- 
try and placing them on our markets. 

hat, however, in my judgment, will prove to be the chief 
glory of the bill, if enacted into law, is the reciprocity principle 
that was made so prominent a part of the law of 1890. The reci- 
poy portion of this bill is framed on somewhat different lines 
om that of the law of 1890. You will remember that under that 
law the President was authorized to enter into reciprocal agree- 
ments only when he became satisfied that the government of any 
country or colony producing and exporting to the United States 
certain articles that were then upon the free list imposed duties 
or exactions upon the products of the United States, which, in 
view of such free importations, he deemed to be unreasonable and 
reciprocally unjust. In the geen bill the principle of reci- 
procity has been enlarged. and adapted to our commercial rela- 
tions with France, Germany, Belgium, and other European coun- 
tries, as well as Mexico and the Central and South American 
States. It provides that for the purpose of equalizing the trade of 
the United States with foreign countries and their colonies, pro- 
ducing and exporting to this country the articles named in the 
reciprocity amendment, that the President be authorized, as soon 
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as may be after the passage of this act, and from time to time 
thereafter, to enter into negotiations with the governments of 
those countries exporting to the United States the articles men- 
tioned in the reciprocity portion of the bill, or any of them, with 
a view to the arrangement of commercial agreements in which 
reciprocal and 9 concessions may be secured in favor of 
the products and manufactures of the United States; and it then 
provides that when any such country producing any of the articles 
named shall enter into a commercial agreement which, in the 
opinion of the President, shall be reciprocal and equivalent, he 
shall be authorized to suspend during the time of such ment 
or concession, by 8 to that effect, the imposition and 
collection of the duties mentioned in this act on such articles 
exported to the United States from the country named, and there- 
upon and thereafter the duties levied, collected, and paid upon 
such article or articles shall be as is specified in the reciprocity 
portion of the bill, which is a lower rate than the one as the 
regular duties to be collected. 

e seek in authorizing the President to d the rates of 
duty, and that thereupon and thereafter there shall be collected a 
lower duty than the one specified in the bill, to make it an object 
for countries producing the articles named in the first part of this 
reciprocity bill to enter into these reciprocal agreements, or make 
equivalent concessions in favor of the products of our farms and 
factories which enter theirmarkets. Let me illustrate. Wefur- 
nish for Germany to-day her lar; market for beet s . Mil- 
lions of dollars’ worth of this product, manufactured in Germany, 
is yearly consumed by American citizens. In framing this bill, 
in order to raise cient reyenue to run the Government and 
meet all the expenditures that the Administration may be called 
upon to pay, we have imposed a certain rate of duty on sugar, 
commencing with 1 cent per pound on all sugars that will test 75 
by the polariscopic test, and increasing three one-hundredths of 1 
cent on every additional degree until we reach 100°, and then adding 
one-eighth of 1 cent per pound for refined sugar. Now, we have 
provided in this reciprocity branch of the bill that only 92 per cent 
of this duty shall be collected from countries im rting sugar 
here that enter into reciprocal T Sear) with the Unit States, 
and we believe that will be a sufficient inducement to the German 
Government to reopen her markets for all of the products of our 
farms and factories, We, however, are not limited in the bill to 
sugar alone. There are other articles of German production, like 
cham e, and all sparkling wines, still wines, mineral water, 
etc,, that are produced and shipped in large quantities from that 
country to this, They will all havea lower rate of duty under the 
conditions I have indicated than would otherwise be required. It 
is hoped on the part of the members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee that the inducements we have placed in this bill will be 
3 to cause the German Government to enter into 
the most friendly commercial agreements with the United States 
and permit again our cattle, sheep, and hogs to be sold freely in 
her markets, We trust it will sufficient to again create a 
demand for our wheat and flour and other cereals raised on our 


8. 
Mr. KERR. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 
while he is speaking of the reciprocity provision of the bill, I 
should like to ask him at what rate of duty can American flour 
be sent to Cuba? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will come to that a little later. 

Mr. KERR. I should like to ask the gentleman a question in 
that connection. I understand that the present rate of duty on 
flour imposed by the Spanish Government is about $4.16 a barrel. 
Under the McKinley reciprocity arrangement we got it in at a 
ony of about 60 cents a barrel, 

r. HOPKINS. Eighty-eight cents a barrel. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman knows a great deal more about 
the subject than I do, but I understand that you can not get flour 
in there at less than $1 or $1.50 a barrel; that is, that the duty 
ought to be more than that. Now, I ask the gentleman whether 
he expects the Spanish Government will surrender three or four 
dollars a barrel upon flour in order to get the one-eighth per cent 
taken off the sugar duty? That is the concession which I 
understand is proposed on sugar. In other words, does the gen- 
tleman expect the Spanish Government to give up $3 a barrel 
upon flour for the purpose of getting so slight a reduction upon 


ar? 

8 HOPKINS. The one-eighth per cent differential was the 
figure taken after mature deliberation on the part of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and after we had consulted with eminent 
authority. The gentleman knows, if he is familiar with the state 
of affairs which existed between Cuba, Spain, and the United 
States, under the reciprocity feature of the law of 1890, what 
splendid results were accomplished. : 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman 55 me entirely. Ido 
not mean the differential duty, but I mean the power given to the 
present duty. 


President to reduce the duty to 92 per cent of 
Mr. HOPKINS. Les. 


Mr. KERR. That is simply throwing off 8 per cent of the duty 
imposed in this bill. Now, that is the only concession you can 
make to any country upon the sugar duty. 

Mr, HOPKINS. The gentleman evidently does not understand 
the 92 per cent. The average on the Sugar schedule, as given by 
aparts we have relied upon, and who I am sure are correct, is 
a differential of more than one-eighth of 1 cent a pound. Iam 
satisfied that that is sufficient to reopen the Cubau market; but 
if it is not, we have argol, Which is a large product of Spain; we 
have wines and other Spanish products, which will readily 
induce her to enter into an agreement with us. That is the judg- 
ment of the men who have given the most attention to this, and 
I fully concur in the opinion they hold. 

Mr. KERR. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. KERR. On these articles the reduction is only about 25 
er cent. That is, suppose you impose the duty fixed now in the 
ill, and under the reciprocity treaty you reduce the duty about 

25 percent. That is the concession you offer to aforeign country 
and at the same time you ask in return a reduction of 75 per cent 
in the duty they 3 upon American flour. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman misapprehends the entire scope 
of this. It will average more than 25 cent, but_I will say to 
the gentleman that France, Germany, Ronde, and other countries 
have this system of legislation that is outlined in the present reci- 
procity feature of this bill. The differential in France averages 
jast abont 25 pr cent, and the industrial records of that country 
show that under that differential she has been enabled to make 
commercial agreements with foreign countries of-a very advan- 
tageous character. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from IIlinois has 


expired. 
“Mr. BROSIUS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIR The gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. 
Brosius] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois have his time extended sufficiently to enable him to conclude 
his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
his courtesy. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan Mr. 
Wu. ALDEN SmitH] has asked me how it is that we fixed a minimum 
rate instead of taking all the duty off. That is a reasonable ques- 
tion, and one that I am glad he has called to my attention. Under 
the law of 1890 the reciprocity feature of the bill simply related to 
the products that were upon the free list, such as sugar, coffee, hides, 
etc. andthatlawauthorized the President, whenever he found there 
were unjust discriminations or unreasonable exactions placed upon 
the products of our country entering the ports of foreign countries 
pr ucing these articles, that he should have the privilege. by proc- 

amation, of taking these articles from the free list and putting 
them upon the dutiable list at rates provided for in the bill. Un- 
der the bill now being considered, we haye changed the policy 
somewhat. We have arra it so that if we enter into a com- 
mercial agreement with such countries as Germany, France, Bel- 
gium, or Spain, we simply lower the rate of duty in the bill to the 
figures 3 in the reciprocity part of it. The reason for 
that is t Sugar is to become one of the great products of this 
country. The investigation made by our committee has led every 
member of it to believe that under a proper protective duty we 
can produce in the United States all the sugar that will be con- 
sumed here as well as we can produce the cotton cloth worn by 
our people and the woolen garments, the boots and shoes, or any- 
thing else mannfactured in the United States. We stand for pro- 
tection first and foremost, and we desire to couple with that the 
principle of opening foreign markets for our goods; but the gen- 
tleman can see that it would not do at all to take ali the duty from 
sugar, because if we did Germany would furnish us all the sugar 
that would be consumed here, and would destroy the industry in 
this country. We must have a maximum and a minimum rate 
on all articles manufactured and produced in this country. ; 

Mr. KERR. Iwant to get information from the gentleman. 
pappas you make the duty 75 per cent of the present duty, how 
much would that reduce the revenue that you expect from sugar 
under the 5 of reciprocity? 

Mr. HOPKINS. About $13,000,000 or $14,000,000. 

Mr. KERR. That is, a reduction of the revenue of $13,000,000 
to $14,000,000? 

Mr. HOPKINS, France is another country that should hold 
the closest and most friendly relations with the United States. 
We buy large quantities of silks, laces, wines, and other products 
from France, and there is no reason why she should not open her 
markets to the surplus products of our farms and factories, as we 
do to her products. But unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, for the 
American people, since the -r 1 of the reciprocity features of 
the McKinley law the markets of both these countries, Germany 
and France, have been practically closed to American products. 
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And what is true of them is true of Belgium and Denmark, and 
all of northern Europe. We have reached a point in our indus- 
trial and agricultural development where, in order to further the 
continued success and prosperity of our people, we must have our 
full share of the foreign trade of all the great countries, not only 
in Europe, but in Central and South America, Wecan not ac- 
complish this in any other manner, in my judgment, than under 
the principles of reciprocity. The old idea that a trade means that 
one party shall gain at the expense of the other has long since 
been exploded. The enlightened sentiment of this century has 
taught commercial people. as well as all other classes, that commer- 
cial transactions can had that will be mutually beneficial to 
those concerned in the same. I know that originally, in some 
uarters, a prejudice existed against this kind of legislation, but 
Tpeliere that the principle of reciprocity is in perfect harmony 
with the doctrine of protection. Reciprocity is scientific protec- 
tion, and is adapted to our improved commercial conditions and 
civilization. It is a principle that to-day is recognized in the laws 
of France, Germany, Russia, and other European countries. It 
has been found to work admirably in those countries. It has 
iven them the control of the markets of the world on many of 
e articles specified in these commercial or reciprocal agreements. 
The United States, up to 1890, pursued a different policy. What- 
ever we could not successfully produce in this country, from cli- 
matic or other conditions, was placed upon the free list, and no 
concessions were asked on the importation in our markets of any 
of such products. This has cost the people of this country millions 


of dollars, not only millions of dollars on imported ucts, but 
it has curtailed our foreign market until to-day we find countries 
that from geographical situation ought to be our political and 


industrial allies seek their market not here but in t coun- 
tries in Europe and in the Orient. Let me give you one illustra- 
tion to show the folly of the policy that has prevailed in this coun- 
try in the past on the part of both advocatesof protection and fres 
trade. There lies to the south of us the Republic of Brazil, acoun- 
second only to the United States in area and population in the 
estern Hemisphere, a country that is destined to rank in the 
future with the great commercial nations of the world. Thechief 
exportations from Brazil are coffee, sugar, hides, india rubber, 

tta-percha, and like articles. At the close of the war we had a 
Sate of 8 cents per pound on coffee, a duty on hides, india rubber, 
and all these articles. Brazil was seeking to obtain more favor- 
able conditions in our markets. Instead of applying the principle 
of reciprocity that is embodied in this bill and com ng that 
country to permit the products of our farms and factories to enter 
her markets under more favorable conditions than they were re- 
ceived before lowering or taking off any of these duties, our legi 
lators recklessly threw away this market by placing all these Bra- 
zilian products upon the free list and allowing them to come here 
without paying any duty whatever. 

In the last thirty years of trade between this country and Bra- 
zil more than $1,500,000,000 worth of products of that country have 
been sold in the markets of the United States, and during the same 
period her people have taken from the people of the United States 
only about 8250,00, 000 worth of our products, including mer- 
chandise of all kinds, thus leaving 81,230,000, 000, which has been 

aid in gold or its equivalent, to settle this balance of trade. 
nder existing laws the produets of our farms aud factories 
and merchandise of all kinds that are shipped to Brazil pay a heavy 
duty before they are admitted to her ports, While more than 92 
per cent of the products of Brazil e to this country come 
in free of duty. Why should not Brazil come to the United States 
for the flour and wheat and other products consumed by her peo- 
ple instead of going to Europe or the Argentine Republic? If 
coffee, hides, india rubber, etc., exported by her find a better 
market here than in Europe or any of the South American Repub- 
lics, why should not trade relations be established between the 
two countries whereby concessions will be granted to farmers and 
3 of this country so as to give them a better market there 
or their surplus produce than is now accorded to them under 
existing laws. As long as the Government of the United States 
throws open the markets of this country to Brazil and submits to 
the imposition of the high rates of customs duties which are im- 
posed upon products from this country shipped there and then 
consents to her people going to Europe to buy most of the prod- 
ucts they need, we will find the le of Brazil will consult their 
own convenience and profit; but if it is once established that trade 
must be reciprocal, and that coffee, hides, etc., will not be per- 
mitted to enter the markets of this country free unless concessions 
are extended to the farm and other products of this country that 
are shipped to Brazil, a reciprocal agreement will be readily en- 
Leite j aa between the two countries which will be mutually ben- 
eficial. 

The beneficial results of reciprocity upon our commerce is no 

Jonger in doubt. While the law of 1890 was limited in its scope, 


the beneficial results received under the commercial agreements 
negotiated under it fully justified the faith of its authors and, in 


my judgment, has made reciprocity a permanent feature of our 
tariff legislation. No political party hereafter in the revision of 
the tariff will ever ignore this principle or repeal its provisions. 
It will be extended from time to time, until it will comprehend the 
whole subject of our tariff laws. 

In the hearings had before our Committee on Ways and Means, 
relative to this subject, a vast amount of testimony was taken 
from all classes of American citizens and those engaged in allkinds 
of trade and business, and the almost universal judgment was that 
it should be reenacted in the present revision of the tariff laws 
and its principles be extended so as to still further enlarge the for- 
eign markets for the surplus products of our farms and manufac- 
tories. I have not the time to quote from all of them in extenso, 
but I desire to call attention to the deep interest that has been 
taken by the American Millers’ Association, which represents, in 
fact, all of the flouring mills in the United States. This interest, 
as the members of the House are well aware, is the largest manu- 
facturing interest in the United States. In 1890 the mills of the 
United States paid 8132, 150, 292 for material, and the total product 
of that year of these mills aggregated $573,971,474, which was 
$83,000,000 more than the total value of the iron and steel output 
in the United States, $110,000,000 more than lumber, $246,000,000 
morethanthecotton-goods industry, and $380,000,000 more than the 
value of the output of the woolen mills. There are 18,470 flouring 
millsin the United States. They are scattered over the entire 
country and in almost every Congressional district in every State 
in the Union. The milling industry was emphatic in asking for 
the legislation that is provided for in this bill. I qnote the fol- 
lowing from an editorial in one of the leading papers devoted to 
this great American interest: . 


The effect of the reciprocity arrangements referred to was favorable in 
the ens degree to the foreign commerce of the United States, and espe- 
ae that portion of it contributed by the millers. Reciprocity met with 
the meaning a roval of all millers, irrespective of party. It was regarded as 
the most telligent aid to our foreign trade ever given it, as a common-sense, 
businesslike policy, based on principles which were without question sound, 
logical, and thoroughly . Practical experience under its provisions, 
made by practical business men, increased the favorable sentiment which its 
inauguration awoke. By its means our export trade in flour found new 
fields in which to expand and derelop, and an enterprii 
spirit was gradually extending our rts into countries hitherto unknown 
tous. Themilling industry had just n to appreciate and profit by the 
reciprocal arrangements when, by an utterly useless and seemingly unrea- 
sonable move, Co ss completely destroyed them. 

The effect of their repeal was extremely bad. It was a blow at our com- 
merce—unex) , unnecessary, and ill advised. It resulted in a serious 
loss of foreign trade, with no a rent gain from any quarter. 

Itis both expedient and ad ble to zpply the principle of reciprocity to 
future tariff legislation. This idea meets with the approval of lers gen- 
erally, without reference to party. They regard it as a common-sense and 

asinesslike settlement of the ff question, the true principle upon which 
our trade with foreign countries should be conducted. A general law authoriz- 
ing the President to negotiate eg! treaties with foreign nations as far 
as possible, and as soon as ble, would, in our opinion, be of immense ad- 
vantage to our export trade and of vast benefit to our country generally, 

Much can be accomplished by diplomatic negotiations in extending our ex- 
pex trade. Countries now closed to us by prohibitory tariffs could ungues- 

jonably be opened by such negotiations. At present, as far as American 
flour is concerned, we bavo pushed our trade, industriously and with enter- 
Hing and vigor, in every land from which we are not barred by tariffs so 
igh as to be practically prohibitory. 1 opened to us by reci- 
rocity have me closed by its repeal. ese might easily be recovered 
y intelligent negotiation. 


To show you that the beneficial results of reciprocity are not 
confined alone to the milling industry, I quote the following from 
a statement of the general manager of the Illinois Consolidated 
Wire and Steel Company: 


Referring to the question of a van to American manufacturers under 
the reciprocity treaties, we could sa at from the time these treaties were 
put into effect with the Latin-American countries, and until their termina- 
tion, our trade in barb wire with those countries increased rapidly and uni- 
formly, and in addition to trade in barb wire, we were able for the first time 
in the history of our company, which covers more than eighteen years, to 
introduce. to a certain extent, plain-wire and wire nails, and eve g indi- 
cated a continued expansion of the volume of our business the condi- 
tions remained the same As soon, however, as these treaties were ab: ted 
by the adoption by the United States of another tariff law, our trade with the 
countries which it affected became practically nothing. A similar condition 
of affairs, it is true, in a ea or less- degree, resulted with all other coun- 
tries with which the United States had ilar arrangements. In general, 
we may say that the reciprocity treaties were absolutely and unqnalifiedly 
of greatadvantage to erican manufacturers, and we would be very glad in- 
deed, to see either the same or similar ones reinstated, because under no other 
known set of conditions can American manufacturers pay American prices 
for iid and material and successfully compete with foreign manufac- 


Hon. S. W. Allerton, representing the live-stock industry of the 
United States, in speaking on this subject, said: 

Reciprocity enabled us to work off our surplus meat and find a ready mar- 
ket for ourlive stock. Under it ourshipments abroad were much larger than 
they are now.. They were distributed under it through France, Germany, 
Belgium, Sweden, and Norway. 

The representatives of the live-stock industry who appeared 
before our committee were most emphatic in favoring the resto- 
ration of the principle of reciprocity in the future legislation of 
the country, and expressed themselves as looking upon it as the 
one hope for securing better conditions abroad for the sale of the 
live stock produced the United States. When Grover Cleve- 
land took the oath of office as President of the United States, 
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March 4, 1893, there were reciprocal agreements in existence be- 
tween the United States and the following countries: 


Date treaty was pro- 
claimed. 


77VVVTſVT—TTTTTTTTT—T—B— <a eeranee eet April 30, 1892. 
Great felon pas A 8 1. * 
Santo n ugust 1. R 
Salvador sember 27, 1802. 
Nicaragua -..- March 12, 1892, 
qale 3 Rico July Es pi 
ustria-Hungary - May 20, 1892. 
Brazil ae 5 4 s 3 5, 1891. 
Ahe — May 18, 1892. 


Ican not consume the time of the House by taking up each of 
these agreements and showing by statistics the exact benefits 
that accrued to the American people from their successful nego- 
tiation. I desire, however, to illustrate this position by consider- 
ing a few of the more prominent countries. I have already re- 
ferred to our important commercial relations with Germany. 
Germany and Austria entered into reciprocal agreements with 
the United States, under which, in consideration of the free ad- 
mission of their beet . 5 into this country, the agricultural 

roducts of the United States were admitted into those countries at 
argely reduced rates of duty. The discriminations in favor of the 
United States amounted to 35 per cent on wheat, rye, hops, flour, 
and other mill products; 374 per cent on oats; 33} per cent on 
e; 20 per cent on corn and lumber; 25 per cent on pulse, tim- 
ber, and fresh meat; 15 per cent on pork and butter, and corre- 
sponding rates on other articles. ese rates were such as to 
greatly increase our trade with Germany and Austria. The re- 
strictions and limitations that had been placed upon our trade, 
especially on our hogs and cattle and other live stock for years 
rior to this agreement, were removed, and the American hog 
Sook in Germany the proud position that he has maintained so 
long in this country. Our wheat and flour trade increased in a 
corresponding manner. Toshow you how rapidly our trade with 
Germany improved under these reciprocal agreements, I desire to 
call your attention to the item of fiour alone. In 1891 our ship- 
ments to Germany of flour aggregated 8,864 barrels. In 1893 it 
had increased to 209,719 barrels; in 1894, to 286,229 barrels. 

Our flour trade in France shows quite as great an increase. In 

1802 we exported to France 210,402 barrels of flour, valued at 
1,178,474. 
$ When the McKinley law was repealed, no provision was made 


by the Democratic party, then in ponon to continue these favor- 
RAE commercial agreements with ce and Germany to which 
I have alluded. ark the result. We sold 30,000 barrels of 


flour less in Germany the first year after this reciprocity feature 
was repealed. American millers say that France, Belgium, and 
Germany, since the abrogation of these treaties, have put pro- 
hibitory duties on American flour. This is quite evident in France, 
because the moment our eement with France was destroyed 
by the repeal of the McKinley law, our exports in 1895 dropped 
from the figures I haye just given to 1,102 barrels, yalued at 
4,175. 
+ Our trade with Cuba, under ihe reciprocal agreement nego- 
tiated by our minister, Mr. Foster, with Spain, shows a wonder- 
ful increase. In 1891 we sold Cuba 114,441 barrels of flour; in 
1892, under this reciprocal agreement I have just mentioned, the 
trade increased to 366,175 barrels; in 1893 it had increased to the 
enormous figures of 616.406 barrels, and in 1894 to 662,248 barrels. 
This shows an increase in trade of 480 per cent during the period 
this reciprocal agreement was in force. Under that agreement 
American flour entered Cuban ports at a duty of 88 cents per bar- 
rel. The moment the Democratic party repealed the McKinley 
law and destroyed this commercial agreement with Spain, Spain 
put a duty of $4.16 per barrel on flour, which in that market is 
ractically prohibitive, and the result is that our market there 
has been ruined. 

A reciprocal agreement was negotiated by Mr. Blaine on behalf 
of the Government of the United States with Brazil under author- 
ity contained in the law of 1890. The testimony taken before our 
Committee on Ways and Means shows a marked growth under that 
agreement in our trade with that country. American flour was re- 
ceived there under conditions that practically gave the control of 
the markets to Americans, and all other farm produce found a ready 
market there. Both England and France felt the effects of our in- 
creased trade under this reciprocal agreement. The exportsof Great 
Britain to Brazil in 1891 were $41,450,195, In 1894, when the re- 
ciprocal agreement between the United States and Brazil was in 
operation, the exports of Great Britain to that country dropped 
to $37,629,930. 

The exports from France to Brazil show a more marked decrease 
than those of England. In1891 French exports to Brazil amounted 
to 102,934,876 francs. In 1894 this trade had dropped to 33,612,072 
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francs. Since the repeal of the McKinley law and the abrogation 
of our 5 with Brazil France and England have re 1 5 
all they lost in the wayof 1 to that country and the Üni 
States has lost practically all that was gained during the period 
the reciprocal relations existed between these countries. Enough 
is here shown to demonstrate to every candid mind that the policy 
of this Government hereafter should be to establish with all com- 
mercial countries of the world such reciprocal agreements. 

All of the reciprocal agreements which I have heretofore men- 
tioned were destroyed by the repeal of the McKinley law and the 
substitution of our present tariff law. In every instance statistics 
show that the abrogation of these commercial treaties have worked 
disastronsly to our foreign trade. Protests were made by Ger- 
many and Austria and all of the Central and South American 
States with whom we had theseagreements. These protests were 
unheeded by the last Democratic Administration. These foreign 
Governments received but slight consideration at the hands of the 
then Secretary of State, who was not in sympathy with this great 
principie of international trade. The result is that discriminations 

ave been made by 1 all of these countries against our 
surplus products. To-day the most severe and unreasonable re- 
strictions are established in Germany, France, and Belgium, and 
other European countries against all of our E gaan products, 
It is practically imposmble to get any of our hogs, cattle, sheep, or 
other live stock into the German markets, and our flour trade has 
been absolutely ruined in that country, France, and in all of 
northern Europe. 

These markets will remain closed until this bill becomes a law 
and our present Chief Executive is clothed with the authority that 
is contained in the reciprocity portion of this bill to enter into 
negotiations with all these countries ard exact from them even- 
handed justice, Fortunately for the people of our country, we 
have a President who is in perfect harmony with the praa le 
upon which we urge favorable consideration of this bill. fie 
stands ready and willing to use the power that is contained in this 
measure to aid the farmers of the United States in again obtaining 
control of the markets of France, Germany, Belgium, and Den- 
mark, and other countries of northern Europe. 

Mexico and all the Central and South American States, on every 
consideration of political and industrial policy, should be in per- 
fect harmony with us on this principle of reciprocity. The mar- 
ket that we furnish all of these countries for their products is 
greater and more remunerative than the markets of any other 
country in the world. Their institutions, many of them, are mod- 
eled after our constitutional form of government, and their people 
look to us for guidance and assistance. The most friendly feeling 
should be cultivated between Americans and all of these countries. 
I hope the time is not far distant when the great international 
railway that was advocated by our great Secretary of State, James 
G. Blaine, will become an accomplished fact and these countries 
south of us united, not only by water transportation, as they are 
now, but in a manner that will unite and cement them into a rela- 
tion as close, in a commercial way, as the several States hold with 
each other. This bill furnishes a splendid opportunity to the 
American people to enlarge their commerce and extend their trade 


with all of these countries. 

As Republicans we have a t opportunity to demonstrate to 
the American people the wisdom of this legislation and restore 
that degree of prosperity for which all classes of our citizens are 
hoping and praying. Our country has a grand future. In extent 
of territory, in diversity of climate, in richness of our soil, and in 
mineral resources we surpass every country thateverexisted. By 
wise and 3 legislation we shall give the people an opportuni 
that will be unsurpassed for the development, improvement, an 
extension of our trade and commerce. 

The measure we have under consideration to-day embodies in 
principle the best features of all the yarious tariff laws that have 
preceded it in the history of our country. It is a measure, in my 
judgment, if speedily enacted into law, will avoid the necessity 
for another issue of bonds to pay the daily expenses of the Goy- 
ernment. It will check the flow of gold from this country to Eu- 
rope. It will put the money that is now locked in the safe-deposit 
vaults in cir tion in all the channels of trade. It will give em- 
3 to labor. It will start anew the busy hum of industries 
and will bring a degree of happiness and prosperity to the people 
of this country which has been unknown in recent years. [Pro- 
longed applause on the Republican side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. PARKER of New Jer- 
sey having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amendment joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately available the 
appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates of the House of resentatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 33) making immediately available 
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appropriations for the payment of session employees of the House 
of Representatives during the first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress. 

THE TARIFF, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, the man who wrote protabiy the best 
mey of the tariff in this country announced that it wasimpos- 
sible for him to rely upon information received from the high- 
tariff people, and that it was Sa impossible for him to rely 

n the information received from the free-trade people, because 
of the fact that every time something occurred that was for the 
benefit of mankind when the tariff was high the extreme high- 
tariff men said that the tariff had caused it; while if anything 
disastrous occurred in the same period, the free traders always 
said that the evil was caused by the high tariff. Therefore this 
writer said he had to pass by the politicians and thestump speakers 
and the men in Congress who argued these questions. 

Mr. Chairman, have we not had on this occasion a clear illus- 
tration of the wisdom of this gentleman’s conclusion? Itseems to 
me that the principles upon which tariff legislation is based have 
hardly been touched upon. What we have had has been either 
eulogy of what occurred under a high tariff or eulogy of what 
8 8 under a low tariff, without regard to the principles in- 
voly 

Now, I desire for a little time the attention of the House, not as 
a high-tariff advocate and not as a low-tariff advocate, but as one 
who desires to consider existing conditions and the tendencies of 
the times. In doing this I may be somewhat tedious, but I ask 
gentlemen to follow me. 

The Populist party, of which I am a member, has taken no de- 
cided stand upon the tariff as a whole, because it never has believed 
that the tariff was in fact the seat of all our difficulties. Never- 
theless, I think it can be safely stated that all Populists believe 
that while the Government raises its principal revenues by im- 
pr duties, those duties should be nse over all of our industries 

n such a manner as to benefit our home products, if that can be 
done, without discrimination against any section of the country, 
without discrimination against anything that is called raw mate- 
rial or anything that is called finished product. 

The Populist party further believes that no tariff bill is fair, 


and that the system is unfair, unless you incorporate with it a 
graduated income tax which provides for the wealth of the count 
paying something for the advantages it receives. [Applause. 


Our customs duties are amply sufficient to furnish a basis of suc 

rotection, and more than is necessary to preserve our wage scale 
if they could be equally distributed, and I take it that the war 
that is made upon the tariff is not a war upon the system itself, 
but is directed against the pernicious system of giving protection 
to one industry or to one community and making other industries 
and other communities go without protection. k at the tariff 
in any part you please, and you find that its effect is largely 
to give to the densely populated parts of the country along the 
coast the advantages of protection on their finished products 
while leaving the producers of the so-called (raw materials” in 
the interior territory without protection, thus throwing them into 
competition with the whole world. 

But our friends upon the other side say that they levy a tariff for 
the benefit of the wage workers. I say to you that any tariff bill, 
I care not from whom it comes, that does not contain a provision 
for prohibiting the free inflow of immigration from foreign coun- 
tries is oblivious of the rights of labor and is opposed to the inter- 
est of all wage workers. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us look at this tariff question without 
losing ourselves in discussions of what the Democrats have done 
or what the Republicans have done. If we follow blindly in the 
footsteps of our friend from Illinois who has just taken his seat 

Mr. HorEINs], we shall think that the population of this country, 

e births and the deaths, all stop when the Republican party goes 
out of power. [Laughter.] Let us look at the facts. The tariff 
question has been greatly obscured by the professional politician 
and the stump apea er calling a tariff on imports, when made into 
law by the Republican party, a protective“ tariff, and calling the 
same tariff, when enacted by the Democratic party, a Free- 
trade” tariff, or ‘‘a tariff for revenue, with incidental protection,” 
which is the same thing under a different naine. Then when the 
Democrats put an article on the free list the Republican party 
shouts ‘Democratic free trade!“ while at the same time, when 
the Republican wants to put it on the free list, he has a little 
scheme which he calls “reciprocity, but which is simple free 
trade in its most cunning form, under another name, under which 
the Republicans sometimes even bribe other countries to join in 
free trade with us. [iapehter. | 

Our friends talk as if they had just discovered reciprocity. 
Why, sir, it has been a principle of every political por It isas 
old as the first tariff act. We had reciprocity with France in 1778, 
based solely upon reciprocal utility and the advantages of mutual 
commerce and just rules of intercourse.” John Adams tried for 
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years to arrange reciprocity with England when she was operat- 
ing under the protective system. e had reciprocal relations 
with Canada from 1854 to 1866. But that was reciprocity indeed. 
I want to know whether our friends on the other side want rec- 
iprocity now, or is this principle to be perverted for the purpose 
of letting some sugar monopoly of Cuba or Se pe their su 
into this country for the benefit of the monopoly? It may be that 
we shall have to wait to see what this reciprocity means. 

Now, I wish to say this: With but few important and distinct 
exceptions, such as some raw materials and specific instead of ad 
valorem duty in part, and ignoring the income tax, there is no 
more difference between the Gorman- Wilson bill in principle and 


this bill than there is between tweedledee and tweedledum. And 
the changes are in the main against the sirugeun masses. Let 
us see about this. For the income tax, provided by the Wilson- 


Gorman bill in order to lighten the burden of the poor and require 
the rich to contribute to the protection of their own property, is 
substituted in this bill a tax on Svety nonna of sugar and on every 
stick of lumber and every sack of salt—upon everything that is 
consumed. The Wilson-Gorman bill adhered to the ad valorem 
system in part—as much as ible—fixing a given per cent of 
duty on the value of each article, which largely inured to the bene- 
fit of the poor. A specific duty with an assumed minimum cost 
. most heavily on the poor. 

By the tariff act of 1816 a specific duty of 25 per cent was laid 
upon cotton goods. And, by the way, that duty was changed 
twice, and in each case the change was to make the duty higher. 
The minimum cost was fixed at 25 cents on the yard. The cotton 
cloth used by the poor soon fell to 8 cents a yard, but upon the 
assumption that it was still worth 25 cents a yard, the people who 
wore 8-cent cloth paid 75 per cent duty, while the opulent who 
could use 25-cent cloth or even higher grades paid only 25 per 
cent duty. That was the effect of the act of 1816, and such has 
been the abuse under the woolen schedule and every other schedule 
in our tariff bills. 

Now, let us see what there is in common between these two 
bills. They both seek to raise the necessary es nin of operating 
the Government by import duties and internal-revenne taxation. 
They both have in view incidental protection—I do not care b 
what name you callit. Itis unfortunate that partisanship an 
the general dissemination of partisan misinformation for cam- 
paign purposes have so misled voters that after nearly a century 
of experience with the protective system the people know but little 
about the real difference between the two parties on this overwhelm- 
ing issue. As I have said, the issue between the Wilson-Gorman 
bill and this bill is largely an issue of schedules, neither par 
contending for a duty on a few lucrative revenue items like tea an 
coffee which we can not produce and must import—such duties 
as England imposes, accompanied by general free trade between 
competitive articles. We have never had such a revenue act, 
especially since 1816. ~ And that is the distinction between a free- 
trade system and a protective system 

Now, let us make an application to one of the items in this bill, 
We observe that there is a tariff laid on carpet wool; and the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy] says that it isa paige reye- 
nue duty, because we do not produce that particular A of wool, 
That is free trade ge tanto by the Republican party. Now, if we 
lay a duty of, say, 3 cents a pound on carpet wool (and that is about 
the amount in this bill) or on other articles which we do not pro- 
duce and are obliged to import, then we supply pay the Govern- 
ment 3 cents by way of tax on each poun t we consume, 
That is all there is of it. In that light the duty is arevenuo wae 8 
If we impose 35 cents a yard on every piece of broadcloth imported, 
this being a competitive article, it enables the home manufacturers 
to push the price up 35 cents above that of foreign countries. If 
this additional 35 cents to the foreign article prevents importation, 
then we buy the home product—usually at the increased price 
and theman who makes the American cloth, not the Government, 
gets the increased price, while the Government gets no revenue, 

owever, if the foreign goods come in notwithstanding the duty, 
then the Government gets the 35 cents; but we buy the foreign 
Peco and the tariff does not protect the home manufacturer. 

we did not buy it, the article would not come in. 

In this case of carpet wool, the 3 from Maine says that 
this is a mere revenue item; in other words, with respect to that 
item the free-trade principle is adopted. But the woolgrower of 
the interior will take it as a mere convenient device by which to 
let in most of the competitive wools under the name of carpet 
wools,” in order that the great woolen mills may have approximate 
free wool as heretofore. I think that is an a ent difference 
largely between the Wilson-Gorman bill and this bill. 

The difficulty is not so much in the theory of our protective 
system as in its flagrant abuse and the influence of great aggrega- 
tions of capital and favored industries. Protection is always 
asked in the interest of others. Now, observe how it is asked in 
behalf of the poor laboring man—just enough to cover the differ- 
ence between the European scale of wages and our own. What 
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hypocrisy! Who ever heard of the laboring man getting rich 
manufacturing? The statisticians clearly figured from the census 
of 1880 that about 6 per cent on our dutiable list would cover the 
difference between the European wage schedule and ours, or that 
about 18 per cent ad valorem covered the entire labor cost of our 
list of 1880. While the manufacturer then asked for the poor 
laborer his 6 per cent, he got for himself at the hands of Congress 
six times 6 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is one of the objections to the pro- 
tective system. Under the most favorable application of it there 
never has been a question in the minds of statesmen or economists 
as to the innate injustice and inequality of a protective import 
tariff tax; but it has been adopted generally because of the facil- 
ity of the methods of getting adequate revenue into the Treasury 
with a nominal cost for collection, and because the tax is hidden 
from the party paying it and silences his complaint. 

In fact, the fear of Federal taxation in this regard threatened 
the very consummation of the Union. John Fisk, the author of a 
splendid work upon Civil Government, which is used as a text- 
book in many of the schools of the country, including those of 
this city, has referred to thissubject. See whathe says about the 
introduction of this system of taxation: 

A chief source of op tion to the new Federal Government was a dread 
of Federal taxation. With lo in such a mood it was necessary 
to proceed cautiously. * * When the tax is wrapped up in the extra 50 
cents paid on a yard of cloth, it isso effectually hidden that most people do 
not know that itis there. 

Further on the same author says: 


Direct taxation bears most heavily upon the wealthy e, while the tariff 
bears most heavily on the pi and however it may be with the very rich 
e 


¥ t and those of rate means out much 
e 5 paad ens of Gavi ö — account oft their direct 
es. 
The State, county, and municipal taxes are assessed on the indi- 
vidual’ property, the tariff on what he buys; the former on what 
he has, the latter on what he has not but has to purchase, and the 
tariff is added to the song pe for him to pay, 

Further on the same author says—and you will remember that 
when the original tax law was framed they put a heavy tariff on 
whisky and on tobacco, because they thought they might expose 
them to the view of the public, and say that these are luxuries, and 
that those who chew tobacco and drink whisky should be made 
to pay for the luxuries which they crave—this same author says: 

This excise be a tax which the ple could see and feel, was very 
unpopular; and in 1794 the opposition it in western Pennsylvania grew 
into the famous whisky insurrection, against which President Washington 
thought it prudent to send an army of 16,000 men, as many as he commanded 
at Yorktown when he captured the army of Cornwallis. 

The great lish statesman, John Bright, said in the debates 
in Parliament that the rich man paid only 1 per cent of his income 
in protective tariffs, while the wage worker—the poor man—paid 
20 per cent of his wages in income duty. And that was probably 
the foundation of the principle of the income tax in Great Britain, 
to even up what the wage earner paid out of his income with that 
which was paid by the rich man out of his. 

Is it not well, then, for us to examine critically and carefully 
into the conditions at present prevailing, and in view of former 
legislation upon this subject, relieved of all former positions of 
parties, and try to reach some of the real difficulties that have 
produced the want and misery generally throughout the world, 
over all the free-trade as well as the protective countries? My 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Horxrys] would have us understand 
that everything is flourishing in such high-tariff countries as Rus- 
sia, Germany, ce, and every other country in the world, ex- 
cept this country, England, Switzerland, and one or two other 
small free-trade nations. But that is not true. The difficulties 
and distress are universal in gold-standard eountries. They are 
found in every country known to humanity, except where there is 
no money trust. We were told repeatedly by every stump speaker 
of the successful party in the last campaign that it was lack of 
confidence” that was at the root of this trouble. Perhaps you 
have all heard this before. [Laughter.] They said if this lack 
of confidence was relieved these trying conditions would cease in- 
stanter. The peons were assured that the moment the opposition 
were certain President McKinley would succeed that prosperity 
would burst forth. They told us we would not have to wait long. 
The people gave the Republican ree all they demanded, and yet 
that turn of prosperity has not followed the election. Hard times 
continued unabated. Enterprises did not move with the restora- 
tion of the long-lost confidence. But now and then we find a 
straw which shows the direction of the danger. I want you to go 
with me in this for a little while. I want you to go with me 
through some of the commercial reports. 

In the review of R. G. Dun & Co., in their weekly review of 
trade dated February 12, it is stated: 

No other eyent of the week approaches in importance the disruption of the 
steel rail pool. In two days 

Says the report 


after ita greater tonnage of rails was ybably purchased than the entire 
production of the last year, reported at 800,000 tons. And instead of $28 in 


Decembe' d in . 17 
Ose mbar an sce fen anaty g 2 bold the price at which works East and 

Says the report— 

the Carnegie Company has been selling at $17,Chicago delivery. These sales 
will empl h i 0 i 
ol . py Tany — game 8 ME an important decrease in the cost of 

Now, my friends, let me ask you, was it the rising or lowering 
pre that employed. these thousands of men? Our friend Mr. 

OPKINS of Illinois tells of the benefits of a higher duty on iron 
andsteel. Did thesteel-rail pool need more tari Ah, my friends, 
have not the tariff and dishonest money rallying cry been used as 
a mask merely, under which the great trusts of this country have 
been plundering the public? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Pittsburg Times, in speaking of these commercial reports, 
says: 

Th full of t. Th 
principal cities has increased. ‘Thousanis of man bave been gives omploge 

nt— 

Why? Because of McKinley’s election? No. 
prospect of the passage of this bill? No. Why?— 
PR totic ya Sart ener given in the aes ge 88 by the breaking 

0 > e etlect on 
eerie tnt Ao è rag e which t movement was 

The breaking of one gigantic trust did what the election of 
McKinley and the restoration of confidence could not do, and 
more than the prospect of any reformation of the tariff did do. 
Why not break all of the other trusts and thus start all the mills? 
fe or tary on the Democratic side.] 

hat is the condition the great manufacturers do not want. 
They Mop es than start mills under the present trust system, 
Senator Lexow's committee has just shown that the great trusts 
that dominate this country have made extortionate profits on 
their real investments, while individuals languished in poverty 
and ruin all around them. They did this by shutting down a 
number of mills. The raising of the tariff will enable them to 
shut down more mills. At a meeting in New York a few days 
ago for the relief of the poor, John T. McDonough, of the labor 
statistics bureau of Albany, said among other things: 

Sage pe I hep as — 3 more —— * Toan: each under 
oath, of su verty au £ 
Christians, while their employers were RAE ork Satie oT 

He says further: 


Is it any wonder that the masses cry out when they look into their empty 
coal 2 and 3 ae — ig eee of four 805 an Panay ee oan 
raise the price of coal 50 cents a ton uri their coffers 
pay luxurious dividends on watered stock? = 


Does this not indicate a real cause for individual and govern- 
mental depression outside of tariff lines? The Republican party 
and I want to refer especially to my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Horxixs], and answer one of his points right here—the Re- 
publican party has continually held up before the country the 
prosperous times prior to 1892, and attributed the present strin- 
gency to the Wilson-Gorman bill. Now let us see? Did the Wil- 
son-Gorman bill cause the Carnegie Company to charge $11 more 
per ton for steel rails under their ling system than they have 
contracted their products for during the year 1897, when they 
e ted a rise in the tariff? If the lowering of prices in the iron 
industry opens the steel mills, how will rising prices open the 
other mills? Did the Wilson tariff bill interfere with the great 
rubber trust, the coal trust, the sugar trust, the money trust, and 
other combines making extortionate profits, while free competi- 
tors were failing on every side of them? 

The public has observed the hedging of these prophets of good 
times for an escape from their present confusion; and I want to 
call your attention especially to this. Before the election the peo- 
ple were told from every rostrum that the main cause of the pre- 
vailing distress was a loss of confidence caused by the agitation of 
the financial question. We heard but little about the tariff in the 
campaign: the Republican party was following the Cleveland ré- 
gime. This is acontinuation, gentlemen, of the Cleveland Admin- 
istration that set this example of running the campaign on one 
issue and | ss on another. This is one of the many things in 
which this Administration will follow the preteding one, The 
machinery of the two Administrations is pretty nearly as much 
alike as two black-eyed peas. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] They assured the people that the election of 
Governor McKinley would restore confidence, and start the buzz 
of industry in every hamlet and dell in the land. He has been 
elected more than four months, and the withering blight showsno 
sign of abatement, except as the result of the breaking of one 
3 pee trust that had nothing to do with the election. 

public is now being warned by magazine articles and news- 

paper editorials that they must not expect a return of the pros- 
peny ca ailing from 1879 to 1800.“ Icommend that to our friend 
om Illinois. y do they say we can not expect that, as these 
were abnormal times, blessed with the settling of the great West 
with 2,000,060 of Pipe building 80,000 miles of railroads, open- 
ing hundreds of thousands of farms on the Western prairies, and 


Because of the 


great fortunes. 
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establishing six new States in the far West, thus making the 
prosperity of this period an abnormal one, which will never occur 
again u the erican continent, and that everybody that 
ts it will be chasing a rainbow“? f 2 

his is what they are saying now. This is the apology; this is 
the escape from their confusion. I want to say that it is remark- 
able that it is just dawning on the Eastern people that they killed 
the goose that laid the golden egg when they destroyed the indus- 
tries of these six States that they were planting and making this 


phenomenal prosperity. [Lond applause.] It is also sad to see 
these bright stars you planted in the West now repudiating your 
party. 


Now, this man has stated it correctly; and when our friend 
comes forward to tell us how the railroad business has fallen off, 
just let us remind him that the great mining portion of the West, 
when they were permitted to mine, kept every factory in New 
England moving, kept every railroad moving, and there is not in 
all history anything that consumes so much piping, that con- 
sumes so many engines, so much hardware, that consumes so 
much material, as silver mining in the great rugged Rocky Moun- 
tains. where the miners have to take it up on the backs of burros; 
and when they use them a short season they are hardly worth 
carrying down. This made a stream of business everywhere, and 
it was the settling, as I have always said, of these great States: it 
was the development of that great country that made your ideal 
era of prosperity; but you were not satisfied until you destroyed 
it. I Want to say to you gentlemen now that if our silver had 
been in Pennsylvania and the iron in the Rocky Mountains you 
would never have heard of the demonetization of silver and there 
would never have been a whisper about cheap silver. [Laughter 
and applause. | 

Why did you not tell the people before the election that these 
et times could not return? They have been cited to these days 

m every Republican rostrum as the legitimate results of high 
rotectionand confidence, and you agreed to rehabilitate these con- 
itions if let into power. This bill is the remedy offered. There 

are but a few crumbs in this bill toaid the oppressed farmer of the 
interior, or the laborer, but thousands of things to further oppress 
him. Higher sugar, higher salt, higher lumber, higher clothing, 
higher manufactured products, and absolutely nothing to raise 
the price of labor—a high tariff on labor’s products, limiting the 
demand for his labor by narrowing the market, but throwing the 
po wide open for the free importation of other laborers from 


oreign countries to freely compete with his work. 
Consistency, thou art a jewel! 


The “ pauper-labor outery ” is the present stay of the high-tariff 
system. It is inconceivable to me how the manufacturers can 80 
terrorize and lash the workingmen under cover when it only pro- 
tects the prodnets of labor owned by the manufacturer from 
competition and leaves labor itself owned by the workingmen 
open to the free competition of the world. By a high tariff the 
manufacturer seeks to cut off competition from all countries for 
the products of labor he owns and create such.a scarcity as to 

ive him a high price for his goods, but leaves the ports open to 

e free importation of labor owned by his men from all E an 
countries. They say that the manufacturer’s high prices enable 
him to make a higher labor schedule than other countries. The 
same law that accelerates the inflow of the products of labor 
when our ports are open to free entry invites laborers to invade 
alllabor marts where superior inducements are made until labor 
of a like efficiency finds a general level the world over, when the 
labor ports are open to free entry. 

There isa marvelous pein ci between the statistical history 
of the world and the claim of the high protectionist on the wage 
schedules of the high-protected indusiries. Russia has the highest 
protective system of Europe and the lowest schedule of wages. 
Austria, Germany, and France follow in regular order, and that 
one with the lower tariff in each case pays higher wages, and the 
miuch-dreaded ‘‘free-trade England“ has for forty years paid 

igher habe than any other country of the Eastern Hemisphere, 

nder the Walker revenue tariff wages increased 17 per cent in 
the United States. 

Now, my friends on the Democratic side have not said, and there 
is but one ina thousand who would say, that that was caused directly 
by the low tariff. I claim that that was caused by the discovery 
of gold in California and Australia, and the increase of the money 
volume, and not in consequence of low tariff; and the people forgot 
all about the tariff from 1846 until 1861, except for the purpose of 
making it a little lower in 1857. When they went to raise the 
tariff, when they attempted to make the Morrill tariff, the manu- 
facturers never asked for protection. They said they only wanted 
to get back to the tariff of 1846; even Senator Sherman rose to his 
feet and said the manufacturers did not want to go back to 1846, 
but to the low tariff of 1857. 

So the manufacturers said they did not want a high tariff. 
They knew very well that when they made the tariff higher it 
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would bring manufacturers here from every other country, and 
they would make the competition so great that there would be 
overproduction, and there would be lockouts” and “shutdowns,” 
just as we have them now. At that time the trust piracy had not 
invaded this land. For forty years after this Government was 
organized, until 1816, we ran on free-trade lines, and every time it 
was proposed to raise the tariff the laboring men and those who 
were with them said, No, don't do it; becauseif you do you will 
have to cut down wages in order to compete with other countries.” 
And in fact, with practical free trade in this country wages were 
100 per cent higher than they were in mother England with a 
high protective system. It was not until 1840 that any serious 
argument was made coupling high tariff and high wages. 

Mr, Taussig says the idea was mentioned in the thirties once 
or twice, but high tariff and high wages were never made an issue 
until 1840, and the contrary view prevailed up to that time. 

John Bright said that “ wages in England had increased 40 per 
cent since the system of free trade was introduced there in 1846.” 
Wages in England have increased 100 per cent during this century. 
Adam Smith said that wages in the United States when we had 
free trade were 100 per cent higher than in England at the same 
time and when England had the high 3 tariff system. 

Is there any reason why a high tariff affects wages injuriously? 
Yes; by enabling employer to build np a vicious trust system for 
the manufacturer and against the laborer. The high tarif makes 
the manufacturer complete master of the wage worker. 

If the manufacturers can make as much profit under a high 
tariff on 1 ton of steel rails as wey can make on 2 under a low 
tariff and an extended market, would they benefit by making 1 or 
2? What is the difference in fring the manufacturer a double 
profit through a high tariff or through a pool? Do they ever share 
the profits of the Reet with labor? No. Will they ever share the 
profits of tariff? Never. 

It takes no political economist to answer these questions. If 
the United States manufacturers can reap twice the profit under 
a high tariff by limiting themselves to the home market and run- 
ning half time, why should they run full time and invade foreign 
markets? They never will. T. will sit down comfortably and 
sell their limited supply of g for increased profits, making 
them more than whole, while the laborer tramps the country in 
search of work just as they now do under the trust system, 

This bill will increase the manufacturer’s profits on the indi- 
vidual articles, but will lessen the power of the people to buy or 
use his wares, 

It is the poverty of the consumer, itis the poverty of the farmer 
and of the unemployed laborer, that has depressed the world. 

It is the povan of the buyer, not the producer, that must be 
relieved before things will thrive. 

A Hie manufacturer has every facility to produce, but no facility 
o sell, 

If you would break some more of these trusts, if you would les- 
sen the burdens of transportation and furnish more circulating 
medium, then the farmer could get an increased price for his crop 
and lower rates on manufactured articles and could consume 
something, and the wage worker could step out of the army of 
the unemployed into a remunerative place. 

It is the consumption that must first be stimulated, and that 
will stimulate production. 

“Give the American workmen the home market is another 
deceptive outery that is showered incessantly upon the ears of 
every voter: but your laws give the American 155 market to the 
lowest responsible bidder of the world, excluding the Chinese only. 

As long as we have free trade in labor, the wage worker must 
be injured rather than benefited by a high tariff. 

One-third of our population are farmers, and there is and can 
be no real lasting prosperity unless they, your chief-consumers, 
can buy. There is no way to aid this depressed class on staple 

oducts in this bill, or otherwise, unless you give a bounty or 

ower the rates on everything they consume, 

With our present facilities of transportation the price of all 
nonperishable 3 is controlled by the world's market. 

If you shoul A the wage worker in the mills from our 
own population, the farmer would but feed the same number of 
people, but would lessen the army of the unemployed, and if in- 
cr from immigrants, this would simply consume more of our 
farm products here, but at the same price that our surplus wheat 
and our surplus cotton, which fixes the price of the whole crop, 
brings in Liverpool, less the transportation. 

If the whole cotton crop was worked up at Mobile and Charles- 
ton, it would be purchased at home for the price in Liverpool, 
less the freight. The farmers have mortgaged or lost their farms 
in Pennsylvania and Connecticut quite as generally as in Kansas, 
Nebraska, or Minnesota. This bill will further distress them by 
increasing the price of everything they buy without increasing 
the price of anything they sell. The amount of the duties would 
5 but for the glaring impartiality with which it is 
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Why has the wool tariff of the poor sheep herder been antago- 
nized, or always put on under protest and to gr their aid to help 
the manufacturer, or put on the free list and the manufactured 

roduct under an exorbitant duty? Ask the great woolen mills of 
ew England. Only they can answer. 

Why have lead ores been under a small duty and the finished 
product under an enormous one? Only the great white-lead trust 
can answer. Why have the cowhides of the poor, struggling 
farmer been placed on the free list and the finished product exor- 
bitantly protected? None but the great leather trust and the shoe 
manufacturers of New England can tell. The United States is 
the chief hide-producing country of the world, yet the farmer 
must compete with the cheap labor of South America and Mexico. 

But the shoemaker of Massachusetts says that the hide of a cow 
is but a by-product. We say that the woolon a Western sheep is 
as much a 7 pronaos because the sheep are largely grown for 
mutton as well as for wool; but the woolgrower is entitled toa 
tariff as much as the manufacturer. But there are not enough 
cattlemen organized to wield the force either in the Ways and 
Means Committee or in this House to give them the protection 
which, as a matter of justice, they should have. 

Why put sugar on the protected list and hides on the free list? 
Every poor farmer raises a few cattle; but few grow sugar. 
Ah, there is a gigantic sugar trust in this country to push thesugar 
schedule to the protected list, and a gigantic leather trust and the 
shoe manufacturers of New England to push hides to the free list. 

We have been aware for forty years that we had as fine ee 
beet soil and as suitable a climate, reaching from Virginia to Cali- 
fornia, as they have in central Europe. y have we not utilized 
it in beet growing? Because of the great amount of hand work 


and e ive transportation 1 as compared with other 
crops t can be cultivated with machinery and fed upon the 
farm 


The growing of other crops, even at the low prevailing prices, 
was more profitable. We have tried beet growing. e know 
that we have in Colorado as good beet-growing soil as there is in 
the world. But you can not find Americans to do as they do in 
Germany—to take thirty loads of fertilizer and with it coat an acre 
of land, and then have the whole family go out and weed it and 
plow it, and loosen the roots and ao them up by hand. We will 
never do that in this country. lands are subdivided. Why 
have we not supplied our mills with flax and hemp? For the 
same reason. hen our lands are so divided that the family will 
concentrate its efforts on a small piece of ground, we will not be 
excelled in the world on fiax, hemp, or mear: 

We have tried flax raising. e have had every kind of a tariff 
on flax, from 80 per cent down. We have tried to build up this 
industry, but could never do it. Why? Because it required so 
much hand work, so much that must be done without machinery, 
that our people would not undertake that kind of labor while they 
have an abundance of land upon which they could use machinery. 
They never will do so until the lands are divided up—when a few 
people can take a small piece of land and all of them work upon 
the soil. That is the way flax is raised. That is the way sugar is 
raised in central Euro I say that the sugar tariff to-day has 
but little to do with building up the sugar industry in this coun- 
try. Some of the great sugar trusts have manipulated this meas- 
ure in their interest rather than in the interest of the poor farmer. 
I reside in a sugar-beet district. We have the proper soil; but 
without a proper manufacturing plant, which must cost hundreds 
of thousands of dollars, there is noman who can make sugar from 
the beets which we may raise. 

It is unfortunate that the humdrum of the tariff has been sounded 
in the ears of the people until many of them really believe that 
foreign trade is unimportant, if not a curse. Why did the break- 
ing of the steel- rail pool put so many men to work? It was because 
the consequent lowered price for iron and steel brought most lib- 
eral orders from abroad as well as at home. Who made the mil- 
lions and tens of millions of manufactured goods sent abroad in 
1896, which, coupled with our other products, gave us a balance of 
trade exceeding $300,000,000, the largest ever reached? It was the 
wage worker. Suppose the tariff had been prohibitive and we 
would have been confined to the home market, Would the manu- 
facturers have made so many goods? No; but they would have 
doubled their profits on what they did make; the people could not 
have bought so many because of the increased price. Who would 
have suffered? First, the workmen, because they would have had 
fewer goods to make; secondly, the consumer, because he could 
not have bought so many at a higher price. Who would have 
been benefited? The manufacturer, because he might have made 
and handled less 5 e made a double profit, and really have 
gained, as he would have had fewer to handle for the same profit. 

It is my understanding of foreign trade that every country ex- 
ports the articles which it can produce with less effort than the 
country to which they areconsigned can, and it 9 exchange 
the products which its neighbor can produce with less effort than 
is required of the consignee from some climatic or other favorable 
condition. Upon this theory both countries deal with a profit. 


We export petroleum, corn, and wheat because we can produce 
these staples with less expenditure than can any European coun- 
try. We import tea, coffee, tin, and other articles becauso Brazil, 
China, and England can produce them under more favorable con- 
ditions cheaper than we can. Therefore we are benefited bo 
by the export and by the import, and likewise the other countries 
dealing with us are benefited. 

All thrifty and prosperous nations buy, as well as sell, liberally. 
It is only the half-civilized nations that regard selling as all gain 
and buying as all loss. The Orient for four pine ii years sold 
to Europe without buying anything in return. 

Europe bought liberally of the Orient, and sent her goods to all 
countries, and bought in exchange such articles as could be pro- 
duced abroad with less effort than Europe could produce them 
and paid for them in surplus European products that she could 
prođuce at a less cost than she could produce the ones importe 
and thereby Europe became rich and prosperous and the Orien 
remained poor an EUS 

It is certainly beneficial to buy abroad, when articles can be 
obtained that we have not the climatic or other natural conditions 
to produce to advantage, for products that we can produce for 
export with greater advantage than the country abroad can pro- 
duce them. 

Foreign tradeis, after all, largely an exchange of products. We 
ship our surplus 17555 to Brazil, take the proceeds, and buy 
coffee, rubber, and such things as she can produce toa greater 
advantage than we can. Our gain is reaped from the concentrgy 
tion of our efforts on the production of a surplus of such things 
we possess a ae dag natural advantage for, to exchange for the 
surplus products of foreign countries where nature has bl 
them with a superior advantage, giving us some of the advanta, 
of foreign as well as domestic climatic conditions. 

Now, 8 „in conclusion, it is vain for us to protest 
against the passage of this bill as your cherished remedy; but we 
predict that until you legislate some for the consumer and laborer, 
who are powerless to protect themselves, that the masses will cona 
tinue to go into bankruptcy, and the army of the unemployed 
continue its tramp in search of work. What the people want 
the money of the Constitution, a free competition in our own couns 
try, and a fair chance in the markets of the world for all the pegs 
ple and for all of our industries. What the masses of the people 
want is the distribution of the expenses of operating the Govern» 
ment over allof our industries that may be benefited thereby, 
without regard to section or industry. is bill will make the 
rich richer and the poor poorer for the few years it remains on the 
statute books. The scramble for private interests in this bill has 
blotted out the lines between public duty and selfish private inter- 
ests; the great aggregations o ae at the centers of population 
will be made complete masters of the interior of the country and 
of the wage earners during its short life. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise, under the 
order heretofore adopted by the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consid- 
eration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 

FLEMING for four days, on account of important business. 
RECESS, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection on the part of 
House, the Chair will declare the House to be now in recess un 
8 o'clock this evening, and will ask the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. HOPKINS, to act as Speaker at the evening session. 

There was no objection; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 59 
minutes p. m.) the House was declared in recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House resumed its session, with 
Mr. HorRINs, of Illinois, in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER Bes tempore. In accordance with the special 
order previous! opted, the House will resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
ps of considering the revenue bill, and the gentleman from New 

ork [Mr. SHERMAN] will take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill the title 
of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. it a provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROBIN- 
sox] is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this is an extraor- 
dinary session, not only in the technical sense of the term, but 
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also in the character of legislation already enacted, and in that 
whch is proposed by the pending bill. 

But a few days ago, the country witnessed a speed in legislation 
here, unparalleled in the history of countries, ancient or modern. 
The new members of this Congress were taught a system of dis- 
franchisement unknown hitherto in the annals, and the people 
as a result must bear the burden of this offspring, the progeny of 
the last Congress, a twin brother of the billion-dollar Congress. 

There are 148 new members here, a large majority of whom are 
on this side of the House. Ispeak for those on this side and accord 
to those on the other side an equal patriotism, an equal desire with 
those on this, to discharge their duty to their constituents. 

We came here, with the needs of our constituents still ringing 
in our ears, to do our best and our utmost to stay the reckless 
spirit of extravagance that possessed the former Congress, and to 
enact such legislation as would inure to the benefit of the people, 
already too much disheartened by the oppression of the times and 
discouraged by the wasteful extravagance that has marked an 
epoch in our country's history in the last two years. 

EXTRAVAGANT APPROPRIATIONS. 

With these motives and p , at the very first step in the 
performance of our public duties, when the House of Representa- 
tives had not yet been two full days in legislative session, we were 
confronted with four appropriation bills, carrying the enormous 
sum of $72,000,000, to be wrung from the people by taxation, 

Every . of the 353 printed pages of these four appro- 

iation bills bristled with its part of a million of public money. 
These bills with their tremendous import are presented to a com- 
mitteeless House without the sanction of a committee's report and 
the benefit of a committee's consideration. These bills are laid 
npon the tables of the members of this House in one hour and in 
the next the majority members of this Chamber vote to consider 
them atonce. The constituents of 148 new members, represent- 
ing over 25,000,000 people, are thus disfranchised in the sacred 
name of the people's interest by a rule of the majority of this 
House, dangerous in its conception, far-reaching in its baleful 
inflnence to the Beto in its execution. 

This rule is adopted, and with it restrictions limiting debate to 
forty minutes on each bill, or one minute for every two pages, and 
otherwise stated, two minutes for every million of dollars appro- 

riated. And this with no chance for amendment under the rule. 
n short, the majority here seek to teach us that we have ampl 
performed our duty to the country when we sit idly by and wate 
the people’s money passing from their , without the safe- 
ds of discussion, amendment, and consideration, and we the 
while must console ourselves with the unhappy thought that our 
disfranchised constituents are fortunate that the majority did not 
raise their appropriations from seventy-two to one hundred and 
seventy-two millions of dollars, 

Omitting the time taken in the reading of these bills, the House, 
under this rule, voted out of the Treasury of the United States 
$72,000,000, at the rate of one million every four minutes. It was 
asked that the new members, composing nearly a quorum of this 
body, with a faith born of confidence, should pass without debate 
or amendment these bills pak dened this appalling sum at the re- 
quest of the appropriation members of the late ‘‘ billion-dollar Con- 
gress, junior,” nearly one-half of which House of Representatives 

- have, for public extravagance or other causes, been retired from 
the discussion of the appropriation bills in the arena of this House 
and have been succeeded by new members, fresh from the people 
whom they represent. Are the sentiments of the new members 
of this body to be molded? Are their opinions to be formed like 
clay by the potter? Are their duties to be prescribed by the late 
lamented Congress? 

The passage of these appropriation bills, in the manner in which 
it was accomplished, is a fit accompaniment for the career of 
waste and extravagance inaugurated by the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Why all this undue haste, undue concern, undue extravagance? 
It is stated here to be the result of the mistakes of Grover Cleve- 
land in failing to sign those bills. It is not denied that he exer- 
cised a constitutional right in refusing to sign them. So long as 
a President exercises a right given to him under the law, in the 
light of reason, can this be urged in excuse of a denial to the rep- 
resentatives of the people, fresh from a new election, to pass upon 
those measures in that safe, deliberate, and sacred manner provided 
by the Constitution and the laws of the country? 

What prompted the pocket vetoes? The President may have 
been shocked at the extravagance, at the want of consideration, 
the hurry with which these bills were passed, their defects asa 
result thereof. 

True it is that the duty of a new member to the people he repre- 
sents is not governed or controlled by the actions of an officer of 
another branch of the Government and who held his office by 
virtue of a previous election. 

I am not here to criticise or defend the actions of the former 
President in respect to these appropriation bills; but this much I 
say, that so long as he exercised his prerogative under the Consti- 


tution, the other side of this House shonld not unduly criticise, 
unduly condemn, For months, during the last campaign, we 
heard Republican audiences applaud at the mention of his name, 
and will you now, the representatives of a great party, in the 
hour of its triumphal march, be ungrateful and erect a funeral 
pile in the sunset of his political career? Not content, you will, 
by the passage of this bill, blast the cherished hope of his ambi- 
tious life, by destroying the low tariffs and wiping away the free 
lists from the tariff schedule. You say the fault is his; that the 
deficit is due to his Administration: that his Administration is 
responsible for the issuing of two hundred and sixty-two millions 
of Government bonds. Passing over the fact that the Adminis- 

tration previous to his had prepared the plates to issue bonds, 
waiving the consideration that there is in the Treasury now mil- 
lions of money in excess of what is required to maintain the gold 
reserve, I charge the loss of revenue to a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


INCOME TAX BILL. 


The income-tax features of the Wilson bill were declared invalid 
ona pantay close law point, by a painfully close-divided court. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] But we are told in the lan- 
guage of menace that we must not lay our finger upon the Supreme 
Court of the land. When in the history of this Government and 
its institutions has a creature of the people risen above its source? 
The courts of every State in this Union have overruled their deci- 
sions, and overruled them again and again. The people in their 
struggle for this income-tax measure rallied around the central 
pillar of a struggle for human liberty, won through their repre- 
sentatives in Congress, but were doomed to disappointment by a 
decision of a court nearly equally divided on a doubtful question 
of law, and upon which the best minds of the country have studied 
and differed. Nocourt on a doubtful and pivotal question of law 
cal bing the consciences of those from whom its powers were 

erived. 

On what theory of government should any branch of this Gov- 
ernment be free from moderate, fair, and just criticism? I im- 
pugn the motives of noman. I cast apersions upon no set of men, 
but when the filmy gauze of doubt for so long a time obscures the 
judicial vision thatit takes a change of mind to reverse a de- 
cision, then such a doubtful case is presented as justifies the non- 
judicial but patriotic mind to form and express an opinion, in a 
case like this, based upon a just conception of the institutions of 
the country, its onward march, and ultimatedestiny. In all great 
questions of the state, where doubt is shown, itis the right and 
the duty of all good citizens to take an interest in discussing, criti- 
cising, and censuring with moderation, any action of any of the 
branches of the Government, involving the sacredness and safety 
of American liberty and American institutions, 

SOLDIERS. 

The Democratic acted upon the sentiment of Edmund 
Burke and waged a great battle of human rights around the ques- 
tion of taxation. Incomes were taxed that those who profited in 
the safety of their property, in the issue of the war, should pay to 
the Government for those brave soldiers a part of the income 
derived from what was saved for them by those soldiers; and here 
I might say that I agree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] that it is commendable to be liberal to the soldiers of 
the war, and I am sure the complaint of extravagant appropria- 
tions does not come from the voting of money to them. A coun- 
try should protect its soldiers in time of war and with a liberal 
hand provide them against the calamities, the results of the war. 
But with this sacred obligation upon us comes another—to protect 
that soldier and the humble citizen by taxing those for whom and 
for whose interest that soldier fought, and protect them all against 
unwise extravagance. When we do this, we provide the means 
to aid the disabled soldier, the natural object of a country’s bounty. 

A party to an action in court mustabide the decision or appeal. 
From a court of last resort there is no appeal. In sucha case 
involving public questions the last court of appeal in doubtful 
cases is public opinion. In doubtful cases the interpretation 
given by those concerned is always considered. So long as we 
have a pilaster of free institution, so long will our people 
have and exercise the right, in cases of doubt, to comment on and 
criticise principles in line with the genius and spirit of our insti- 
tutions. The judiciary of the country itself sets the example, 
The Supreme Court of the United States, a minority of its judges, 
sets the example of criticism of the opinions of those who chance 
to be in the majority on a doubtful proposition of the law. 

TARIFF HEARINGS. i 

I will now to the consideration of the manner of getting 
up this pending tariff bill—some of its general features and some 
of its effects upon the already oppressed people of the country. 

Did the voters of the last election declare for higher taxes? The 
leaders on the other side, losing sight of the paramount issue in 
that campaign, say they did. In view of the knowledge on the 
part of voters, that the money issue was the one upon w 
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thoy voted, it can not seriously be maintained that the issue set- 
tled the question of a return to a higher tariff basis. In every 
campaign in which that issue has been fully and fairly presented 
by the platforms of the parties and to the voters of the country a 
majority has decided in favor of moderate tariff taxation. 

So it was in 1892, The 8 of this committee prompting 
this bill do not profess to defend the rates of the McKinley tari 
bill. On the contrary, the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], so far from 
defending the McKinley rates, says that this bill is lower than 
under that law and higher than the rates of the Wilson bill, a 
medium between the two. 

With this admission that higher tariff rates are not desirable, 
we will find to-day Representatives who defended the McKinley 
measure as the quintessence of tariff requirements protecting and 
defending this bill as the most superb handiwork of man. At one 
time they must have been wrong. 

The committee would have it understood that they seek to make 
the duties as moderate as they were under the existing law, knowing 
that the high tariff rates had been twice repudiated by the people; 
but the clamor of the protected industries for higher rates has 
resulted in many rates being fixed as high as those in the McKin- 
ley law, and in some instances eyen yet higher than that. With 
these trusts, this evidence of trusts, these representatives of trusts, 
8 halo of trust influence was shed around this committee that was 
well calculated to dazzle and confuse the most brilliant and deter- 
mined minds, With the proneness of human nature to imbibe 
the spirit of its surroundings, is it strango that these tariff hear- 

are reflected in this tariff bill? 

e of the greatest minds that ever lived, whether considered 
as a philosopher or a statesman, Edmund Burke, said: Let a story 
which is and incredible be repeated every day for a year in 
the ear of a man who at first ref to give credit to it, and by 
the end of that time he will really believe it to be true.” 

The Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee, 
wedded to the theory of tariff taxation, intensified and t 
by their elected President, met, and without the encouraging in- 
fiuence of their Democratic colleagues, gave hearings to the coun- 
try on the yarious tariff schedules and invoices embodied in their 
proposed new revision. 

As a result of these hearings, a few days ago the Representa- 
tives of this House had placed before them a form of a printed 
tariff bill, and accompanying it these tariff h entitled 
and in the form of schedules from A to N, with a free list in addi- 
tion, a careful perusal of which latter will conyince one that it is 
not a free list, as the people heretofore have understood that term. 

The total printed hearings embrace 2,105 pages, of which 14 
pages, Schedule L, are devoted to silk and silk goods, and 300 pages 
toagricultural products and provisions. In the 300 devoted 
to hearings on agricultural products, but few every-day farmers 
have been heard; on the other hand, the pages are replete with 
ingenions arguments and discussions by able and dextrous attor- 
neys. Men from every speculative walk of life were there. Yet, 
where are the toilers, the tillers of the soil, the hewers of wood, 
the drawers of water? Where were the smoke-begrimed men of 
the factoriesand theshops? Where were the men with mortgages 
upon their little homes? The middle-toll-gatherers came in myri- 

Those who were unable to secure an audience submitted argu- 
ments in writing, ingeniously pointing out in their wisdom te the 
committee how an industrious but burdened people could haye 
those burdens lightened by putting on some more. Ah, sir, they 
show the common people the steep and thorny way to heaven,” 
while they the primrose path of dalliance tread.” 

Their theory is, if a jaded mule is heavily loaded down, it will 
not do to take any of the burden off, or the mule will collapse; 
a 3 t ao is to put on more burden, and the mule will walk 
0 right. 

A e once went down to the seashore in a storm and 
prayed the Lord to be a rock for those who were far ont upon the 
sea. The consumers of this country will find this act in favor of 
trusts will be a rock in their voyage on the sea of prosperity. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

TRUSTS AND COMBINES. 

Beneath the mask of A bill to provide revenue for the Goyern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States” is 
concealed the direct effect to encourage trusts and monopolists of 
the land; and while we are here devising ways and means to ob- 
viate a deficit we should devise a plan to relieve the people against 
combinations and trusts. Those who live in manufacturing cities 
know the ruins and devastations wrought by trusts and combines. 
Shops closed, men thrown out of employment. The neadjustment 
of labor, with all its evils and concomitants, has been unfolded in 


every manufacturing city in the land. 

So exultant are the trusts in the anticipation of the passage of 
this bill (and they draw an inspiration from it as they did from 
the decision of the Supreme Court to which I referred) that they 
are setting out to conyince the people and their representatives in 
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Congress that trusts are a benefit to the country: that they.reduce 
the prices of articles controlled by them. This doctrine that they 
seek to enforce will be strange news to those connected with the 
great wire-nail trust, that recently collapsed under a decision of 
the United States court, after having magnified several fold the 
prices of their products—strange news to the many people of this 
country who have been unjustly affected by kindred combines of 
capital to enhance their profits and to make the people pay. 

otwithstanding the experience of the American people on the 
subject of trusts, one F. B. Thurber has lately invaded with his 
leafiets the State which I have the honor in part to represent, 
and others in his line are presenting their arguments to Repre- 
sentatives in this House to convince ns and the people that trusts 
are benefits and that the people who have amassed vast fortunes 
under the fostering care of such laws as this are public benefactors. 
Mr. Thurber, in proof of his contention, cites the following table 
to show that the Standard Oil trust has resulted in cheaper prices. 
Hp gives the prices per gallon, by years, of refined oil exported, as 

ollows: 


nts. Cent 
S2 le oma eee ooo ( ce 145 
1873. 183.5 | 1877-2 I 21.1 


1873_-.- 
Is74.__. 5. 5 
1875.—— — 15 9.9 


He cites another instance, the decline per pound of granulated 
refined standard sugar under the old American Refining Company: 


But wholly fails to mention the decline per bushel in wheat for 
the same years, which is as follows: 


This 
the trusts the reduction of prices, wheréas it was due to the ap- 


modern economist attributes to the beneficent actions of 
p iation of money. As was well said the other day in this House 
y the 1 from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], you are saddling 
untold taxes on the shoulders of the laborer without furnishing 
the money with which to pay these taxes. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Still worse, you are encouraging the trusts to 
levy a tribute upon every man, upon every woman, upon every 
child in the land; none of which tribute so extorted ever reaches 
the public Treasury. It is not surprising that self-interest should 
prompt such preposterous contentions on the part of the agents of 
the trusts, that they are organized in great ont of kindness 
to the human family. Helvetius of old was right when he referred 
all human action to self-interest. In this day and age of the world 
this rule is as good as it was in early days of Greece and Rome. 

Let us now take a glance at the horny-handed sons of toil who 
appeared before this tariff committee; the dust-covered workmen 
of the factories and the wage earners of the shops and the mines; 
the agriculturists of the fields and the farms. Few, indeed, of the 
laboring people, the payers of the taxes, were there. 

These tariff hearings remind me of the people of the world who 
2 0 together once upon a time, and, in concert, each was to 

alloo at the top of his voice. When the signal was given, each 
one, anticipating the tremendous result, expecting to see the for- 
ests shaken, houses to ple, and the earth open up, waited and 
hesitated, and the result was, of the whole number only one voice 
was heard. So with these tariff hearings: the trusts and com- 
bines were in force, each with a special privilege to solicit at the 
expense of others was on hand, and all the beneficiaries of this 
munificent Government bounty—but of the consumers but one 
poor lone voice. 

Schedule G of the agricultural hearings discloses such names 
0 ips, companies, corporations, associations, and com- 
bines who appeared ad libitum as follows: Akron Salt Company, 
Alpha Milling Company, American Chicory Company, American 
Company, Anglo-American Provision Company, Bachman 
& Brandt, Barton & Co., Boyd, Lunham & Co., Brewster Cocoa 
Manufacturing Company, Castruccio & Sons, Chicago Packing 
and Provision Company, Contencin & Sons, Continental Packing 
Company, Mexican Cattle Corralitos, Grave & Martin Company, 


Cudahy Packing Company, Durkee & Co., Ellice & Co., and the 
Erie Fish Association. > 
The next is D. M. Ferry & Co., a name not unknown to the 
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members in this Chamber as an advocate of self-interest on the 
uestion of the distribution of seeds through the Department of 

is Government. P 
This firm appears before this tariff committee in favor of higher 


tariff rates, and would thus enhance the prices of their products, 
which are purchased by the farmers. But be it known that these 
self-constituted guardians of the interest of the farmers of this 
country, in common with many of the wholesale men, have 
written to members of this House, have sent circulars to besigned 
by constituents and forwarded to members, demanding that the 
Government should no longer freely distribute seeds to the farmers 
of the nation. These people have solicited newspapers to adyo- 
cate their cause, and seek to join the newspapers in a common 
interest with them. 
SEEDS TO CITIZENS. 

These people indulge in a peculiar tone of complaint because the 
Government, in its Bounty, distributes to the ers (the onl 
thing they get) a few rare seeds to adyance the cause of agricul- 
ture and to lighten but a trifle the burdens of the farmer. About 
March 18, 1897, they wrote to the Indianapolis Sentinel, my home 
State paper, that— 


2 all dealers in seeds, if the a 


i 
curtail their advertising expenditures in no b; 
and unequal competition. The tros istribution of 4 ai against 
of our Government, which should be that the people support the Govern- 
ment and not the Government the people. It likewise fosters paternalism 
and beggarism. 


And yet these men would be not only censors of the public but 
advisers to the tariff committee as to what is of interest to the 
farmer. 

Still other names ap in this Schedule G as advisers: Fruit 
Buyers’ Union of New York City, The G. H. Hammond Company, 
Harvey & Outerbridge, Hanley & Hoops, Indian River haere, 
Growers’ Association, International Packing Company, I n 
Macaroni and Vermicelli Company, G. A. Jahn & Co., W. M. 
Johnston & Co., Kansas City Live Stock Commission Company, 
Kansas City Stock Yards Company, Kansas Salt Company, us 
& Stetten, Krembs & Co., Lane & Libbey, 8. H. Levin’s Sons, 
Libby, McNeil & Libby, T. T. Lipton Company, Lone Star Salt 
Company, Lorraine Manufacturing e W. H. Marvin & 
Co., Otto G. Mayer & Co., W. T. Mesterud & Co., Michener Bros. 
& Co., Michigan Bean Jobbers’ Association, Michigan Salt Manu- 
facturers, Moller & Bro., Monarch Orange Company, Nelson Mor- 
ris & Co., G. B. Miller & Co., National Hay Association, National 
Starch Manufacturing Company, Nebraska Central Milling Com- 
pany, New Live 1 Salt Company, Onondaga (N. Y.) Coarse Salt 
Association, Reid, Murdock & Co., J. B. Rice & Co., wood & 
Co., August Rolker & Sons, Salina (N. Y.) Coarse Salt Company, 
porion = N 9 protest — sees 3 

0 ay, V. ro Company, i s m- 
7 y. J. M. Thorburn & Co., P. C. 8 & Co., Union Pacific 

t Company. Wallace & Co., Waverly Manufacturing Company, 
Wean, Horr, Warner & Co., Weickel & Smith Spice Company, 
Wells & Richardson Company, West Point Rice Company, S. D. 


Woodruff & Sons, Worcester (Mass.) Cholesterine Company, and 
Zerega's Sons. 
This book of agricultural tariff hearings is a fair sample of all 


the hearings, alphabetically classed from A to N. A few other 
names than the firms, companies, combines, corporations, and 
associations appear, but they are few. A t mass of these ad- 
visers are not the growers, but the reapers of profit. Notable 
among the names of individuals that a is that of J. A. Baigel, 
who wanted a duty on goldfish; Silas F. Gibbs, who asked a duty 
on pineapples, and John F. Brooks, who desired the McKinley 
duty on tallow, and several others who wanted the tariff rates 
raised on onions. : 

As a result of these hearings this tariff bill is presented, em- 
bodying in a large measure the features of the McKinley law, of 
low tariff rates on many luxuries, and higher tariff rates on some 
of the necessaries of life, principally among which latter is sugar. 
The poor man who lives in his little cottage will need as much 
sugar, this necessary of life, as he who watches over his millions 
and revels in his luxury. That cottager may have joined the 
Army to fight to save the other's property and to preserve for him 
a country where he could multiply his fortune, After the e 
of this bill, like the other, he will pay his inereased taxes when fs 
eats his sugar. But this humble man can be satisfied that if he 
desires something in the line of an exclusive luxury that the tariff 
tax will not be so high, and no higher than the other pays. 


FRERE LIST. 

But little relief from these heavy tariff duties imposed is pre- 
sented in the free list of this bill. It has seemed to be the aim of 
this committee, with a few exceptions, to place a tariff tax on every- 
oy cscs Sey Sat [Applause on the Democra 


Amoni thie articles omitted from the tariff rates and on the free 
list can found the following: I read from the bill: Acorns— 
this will be good news to the tax-burdened sufferers; ashes 
[faughter]; asafetida—the dying man would almost sooner die 
than take it to save his life [laughter]: beeswax; birds, stnffed, if 
not suitable for millinery ornaments; dry blood; clay; coffee—for 
this article the coffee drinkers of the country, without regard to 
ags „rank, or previous condition of servitude, are thankful; cut- 
tlefish bone; dandelion roots; dragon’s blood—I have been taught 
that a dragon is a fabulous animal; his blood is on the free list 
[laughter]; eggs of birds, fish, and insects; fish skins; fossils—of 
no earthly use to the farmer; gold-beaters’ molds and gold-beaters’ 
sups laughter]; hoofs; horns; ice—as well might the committee 
have put air on the free list to increase the size of the schedule; 
leeches—it will be gratifying to the ple who have these taxes 
to pay to know that the real live leech is on the free list . 
and applause on the Democratic side]; rags provided that they 
are not otherwise heretofore taxed in the bill; silkworm eggs; 
teeth; tobacco stems—for those who smoke; turtles—the size or 
the country they inhabit not stated. 

In 1890 those who advocated the 1 our system of 
laws the features contained in this bill made hall vocal with 
their declarations that the foreigner paid thetaxes. This position 
was abandoned, as all contentions must be that are based upon 
arguments that can be penetrated by the light of reason. The 
consumer wants no more taxes than are necessary to run the 
Government administration with economy. 

The farmer does not want a law that enables the manufacturer 
of farming implements to sell to the farmers of this country for 
one pace and to the foreigner for another and much less price. 
The laborer and mechanic only wants such discrimination as will 
g his aged yia siai on ore 7 3 vana a 

er price on hi and clothing, but asks only for protection 
ray labor. 

Mr. Chairman, these classes will rise up against the inequalities 
of a measure such as is proposed in this tariff bill. 

It was not my purpose in rising to enter into a general discussion 
of the ial features of this bill, nor review the general subject 
of the tariff tax. The extraordinary methods resorted to for the 

e of this bill and the limited time for its examination pre- 
clude such action. But I content myself with a statement of 
some of the general features of the measure as it affects the peo- 
ple of the State which I have the honor in part to represent. 

TAX ON EVERYTHING. 

If this measure is passed by this Congress and signed by the 
President, the American citizen can well exclaim, in the language 
of an Englishman of long ago: “‘A tariff tax on everything that 
enters the mouth, covers the back, or that is placed under foot; 
taxes upon everything that is pleasant to see, hear, feel, smell, 
and taste; taxes on raw material and every fresh value that is 
given to it by the industry of man. A fax on every on the 
earth and on the waters under the earth; on the sauce that pam- 
pers man’s appetite, and the drug that restores him to health; 
on the brass nails of the coffin, and the ribbons of the bride. Un- 
der this law the schoolboy will spin his taxed top; the beardless 
youth will ride his tariff-taxed horse, sit on a tariff saddle, and 
will guide the animal on to extra exertion with a protected whip. 
The dying American will out his medicine, which has paid 
25 per cent, from a bottle that pays 20 per cent, into a spoon that 
pays 35 per cent; will throw himself back on his bed that pays 50 
per cent, and expire in the hands of his physician, who charges 

im, by indirection, on account of these tariff duties, a larger fee 
for the privil lh ipsae him to death. But now that he is 
dead, you say, ill be taxed no more. The end is not yet; his 
body is placed in a taxed and protected coffin, hauled in a taxed 
and protected hearse, drawn by taxed and protected horses, and he 
is laid away and surely will be taxed no more. But the end is not 
yet. His virtues are handed down to posterity on a taxed and 
protected tombstone, and then, and not till then, is he gathered 
to the home of his fathers to be taxed no more.” [Applause on 
the Democratic verte 

Mr. GREENE, Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
GREENE] is recognized for forty minutes. 4 

i to spenda 


Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, it is not my p 
great deal of time in a discussion of the subject before this House, 
have listened with a great deal of interest to the speeches made on 
the other side of this Chamber, as well as to those made on this side. 
I haye listened to the songs sung by gentlemen on the glories of 
Republican protection, of the beauties of Republican tariffs, I 
have Histened as gentlemen have told about the glorious record 
moy have left behind them. 
ow, Lam willing to grant, at the very inception of my remarks, 
that the Republican party has behind it in the dim past a record 
that is covered all over with glory. ~ Some of the grandest leaders 
thatever graced these Halls, or the other end of this Capitol, some 
of the greatest statesmen who have ever lived in this country or 
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any other country, were the leaders of the Republican party. 
But, sir, I never in my life thought that it was much of a boast to 
int with pride into the dim past. If we, to-night, could bring 
is satanic majesty from the infernal regions and stand him upon 
this floor, he might, with equal grace and truth, point his gaunt 
and blood-stained finger into the remote ages and say, I point 
with pride to my illustrious past.” For there was a time, we read, 
when he sang among the angels along the banks of the river of 
life. aughter and applause.] There was a time when he 
lucked the fruits from Life’s tree, when he was a great leader. 
ut the natural inquiry wouldarise in the mind of every thinking 
man, Old gentleman, while you have a glorious past, what are 
ou up to now?” [Laughter.] The question is not what you 
ve been in the past or what you have done in the past so much 
as what you promise for the future; not what is recorded of you 
in the pages of history gone by, but what have you done in the 
recent past, and what has been the effect of your conduct upon 
the American people? That is the question that we ought to con- 
sider, and we ought to consider it seriously. 

When I read the message sent to this House by the President of 
these United States but a few days ago, I was struck with the 
frankness of the document. Why, sir, if that document had been 
written by a Democrat or a Populist out in the West four years 
ago, they would have said he was a calamity howler. At last our 
President has become acalamity howler. He has pointed ont to us 
the dire distress, the poverty, and the misery of our people. Now,I 
am glad that he has come to see the facts as they really exist. He 
has come to consider that, as was said by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DinGLEY] in his speech this morning, it is a condition that 
confronts the people of the United States and not a theory. He 
might have enlarged upon the condition of the country. While 
it is true that our mills are idle, that the fires have gone out and that 
the smoke has ceased in the chimneys, that the spindles no longer 
turn nor the wheels make music, it is likewise trne, as a conse- 
quence, that thousands of our laboring men are out of employ- 
ment and are tramping up and down this country to the music of 
starvation. It is not only true that the laboring men are out of 
employment in the mills, but it is likewise true that the agri- 
cultural portions of this country are to-day depressed as aad have 
never been in the history of the country. No man can look over 
the land and see the condition which exists to-day without feeling 
and knowing that these statements are correct. 

The question which confronts us, then, Mr. Speaker, is not what 
we have done in the past, but what is the cause that produced the 
condition which confronts us now. Why, we are met by our 
Republican friends and their allies, and we are told it is because 
of the atrocities of the Wilson bill, enacted in the reign of Grover 
the First. [Laughter.] Now I say to my Republican friends, if 
you can possibly think less of Grover Cleveland than I do, you 
are good ones. [Laughter.] You can not look with more dis- 

tor contempt upon the doings of that Administration than I 
Ao and when you ne it was a failure, I feel like pronouncing a 
good old-fashioned Methodist amen. [Laughter.] It was. I 
want to ask you, in all candor and sincerity, was there no miser 
in this country until Grover Cleveland took his seat the secon 
time? Was it all serenity, peace, and happiness until then? How 
is it that gentlemen so early forget the facts of history? How is 
it? Isay to you, sir, that before I shall finish, if I have time, I 


will try to convince Pont man who will listen that everythin 
was not as it should have been even before Grover Cleveland too 
his seat the first time. 


Now, why are the mills stopped? There is a reason for it. 
Nothing in this world happens by chance. There is a cause for 
every effect, and if we only know how, we may trace from the 
effect back and find the cause. The mills have sapped simply 
because the owners of the mills, the manufacturers of this country, 
can find no market for their . Will say entleman ques- 
tion this statement? If the mills of the Uni tates could find 
a market, does any gentleman think they would not run to supply 
that demand? So then, sir, it goes without saying that the mills 
do not run because they can not sell their goods. e 

That leads us to another question. Why can not the mills sell 
their goods? Why, our tariff friends say, use under the Wil- 
son bill foreign manufacturers have flooded our markets until the 
people are surfeited and can not buy the surplus of the American 
Hill But let me say, sir, our ple are not surfeited. If gen- 
tlemen on the other side would travel through the great South 
and the great West, they would find the people of those sections 
of the country are not only not surfeited, but are longing for an op: 

rtunity to unload the goods from Eastern mills and supply the 

omes, their wives, and their children with the comforts of life. 
The manufacturers of this country find a market for their goods 
where? Largely in the at South and West. Why do these 
? Not, as I said, because they are sur- 


ple not buy their g 
Feited That is not the case. But it is because, sir, they have 
La el That is the reason. 

want to ask those gentlemen on 


nothing with which to buy. 
Nothing with Which to buy! 


the other side to tell me how will these people buy the surplus of 
the mills if you open them up, as you say you will, when they can 
not buy what you have already produced? [Renewed applause. ] 

How will they doit? I saw in the campaign, and it haunted me 
sometimes asa nightmare, a picture. You gentlemen sawit. On 
one side they had placed W. J. Bryan standing at the door of the 
United States mint, and here was a Chinaman and a Dutchman, 
and sn Englishman and a Frenchman, and a Spaniard, all com- 
ing up to dump their surplus silver into our mint. I wondered 
then, and I wonder now, where these etic would get that 
surplus todump. I thought then, and I think now, you ought to 
have made a rar tl and had a picture of Alaska and Brit- 
ish Columbia and Norway and Sweden going down to South 
Carolina and dumping their bananas. On the other side of that 
picture was Major McKinley with a large key in his hand. I sup- 
pose that is the Dingley bill. In the background were numerous 
manufactories, from the chimneys of which smoke was rising 
heavenward. Out in front of the Major stood a couple of dudes 
impersonating workingmen [laughter and applause], with their 
hats off, cheering the Major as he was about to open the mills. I 
tried to get my Republican friends in the campaign to tell me how 
he would open the mills. Oh, he would just open the mills.” 
How could he open the mills unless there was a market for tho 
products of the mills? How could he get a market for the prod- 
ucts of the mills by making the product higher than it is, when 


the ve have nothing with which to buy now? [Applause. 
Well, I got the answer, Well, we will just open the mills. 
(Laughter. } 


Why, they say they have some kind of reciprocity. I have never 
seen but two great examples of reciprocity enacted by the Repub- 
licans and a certain element of the Democratic party in their 
lives, One demonstration of reciprocity was when the Repub- 
lican party in this House and at the other end of the Capitol joined 
with Grover Cleveland and his allies to strike down the money 
with which the people bought goods. [Applause.] 

Again, I saw reciprocity last fall, when the trusts got alarmed 
and the leaders of the Republican party became scared and fright- 
ened. They went to Grover and said, ‘‘ You must reciprocate, 
[Laughter.] We tickled you; you must tickle us. We came to 
your aid when you were trying to strike down the great South 
and West and 1 le and ruin the agricultural people of this 
country; we joined hands with you, Groyer, to help you; we are 
in trouble now; reciprocate.” Grover said, You can depend on 
me.” [Laughter.] The Indianapolis conyention was called to 
carry out that reciprocity. They did reciprocate. They hel 
yon to elect the present occupant of the White House, and they 

elped to elect a number of gentlemen on that side to seats in this 
pee ray 11 ought not to abuse them, for they are your friends. 
aughter. 

When you talk about Grover I feel like onio tons you have no 
right to do it. He that saith of his brother Thou fool” shall be 
in danger of hell fire. [Laughter.] You are brethren. There is 
another passage in that good old Book to which I direct your atten- 
tion—the passage which tells how and how pleasant it is to 
see brethren dwell together in unity. [Laughter.] We of the 
West and South do not object to a reasonable protection of East- 
ern industries. We are willing to berobbed alittle. Thank God, 
beneficent heaven has blessed us with such a soil and climate that 
under the sunshine and the rain, our fertile fields enable us to stand 
being robbed a little. We are willing to be, but we do not want 
to be robbed all the time. [Laughter and applause.] There is an 
end to all things. There is a time when forbearance ceases to be 
a virtue. We are willing, I repeat, that a reasonable protection 
may be granted to Eastern manufacturers, but we say that we of 
the great West and of the great South ought to have some show 
in the race for happiness, for life, and for its enjoyments. We 
ought to haye. 

ave.we any? Is it not true that we must sell our wheat in the 
open markets of the world? But my Republican friends say there 
isa tariff of 25 cents a bushel on wheat in the Dingley bill. Yes, 
that is true. But will that affect the price of wheat? What did 
you put it there for? You knew that the only wheat imported 
into the United States was wheat for seed. You knew that when 
zon put that provision in your bill. What did you put it there 
or? You knew that it would not make one whit’s difference in the 
price of wheat. You knew it would not raise the price of wheat 
the thousandth part of a mill. You knew that the farmer sold his 
wheat in the open markets of the world and that the price of his 
product was fixed in Liverpool. Then what did you put that in 
our bill for? I will tell you what you did it for. ou did it to 
ool somebody. [Laughter.] Yes, you did it to fool somebody. 
You wanted to go out and tell these farmers how good you had 
been to them—that you had put a protective tariff of 25 cents a 
bushel on their wheat! Are we protected on corn? Oh, yes; you 
ut a tariff on corn, too. How much corn was imported into the 
nited States in 1896? Not so much as we raised in one township 
in Nebraska. [Laughter.] Yet you give us a protective tariff on 
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corn. What for? To fool the farmers. Did you ever read in 
II Samuel where it tells that Joab, when he met Amasa, ap- 
hed him in a gentle and friendly manner and said: Art 
thou in health, my brother?“ He reached out his hand and took 
Amasa by the beard to kiss him. But Amasa took no heed to the 
sword that was in Joab's hand; so Joab smote him therewith. 

Mr. TALBERT, Under the fifth rib. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GREENE. Yes, under the fifth rib. „Mr. Chairman, 
these Republican gentlemen propose to approach the American 
farmer and laborer and say to them, How is your health, breth- 
ren?” They propose to reach forth and take the farmers and 
laborers by the beard to kiss them. They hope the farmer and the 
laborer will not see the sword that is in the other hand. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you not mean the Populists? 

Mr. GREENE. No,I mean the Republicans. If we had the 

ntleman out in 3 we would make a Populist out of 
fim in forty-eight hours. [Laughter.] They hope, I repeat, that 
the farmers and laborers will not see the sword that is in the 
other hand, with which 5 to thrust them under the fifth 
rib and let their bowels gush forth. [Laughter.] But I want to 
ah to gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber that I do not 
believe they can fool the people of the great West and of the great 
South much longer. 

Mr. TALBERT (sitting on the Republican side). You are look- 
ing at me, but I 8 n the other side. [Laughter.] 

t. GREENE. Well, I did not think you looked as if you be- 
longed on that side. [Laughter.] I repeat, gentlemen, I do not 
believe you can fool the people much longer, and while Iam on 
that point let me say that I have sometimes been pained to hear 
and to read remarks of a very uncomplimentary character about 
the people of the great West. Gentlemen on the other side some- 
times refer to us who live out on the Great Plains as “anarchists” 
and ‘‘repudiationists.” Sir, there is not an anarchist on the soil 
of the great State from which I come. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] There is not a repudiationist within all her bound- 
aries. But the sting comes home to the heart when we, who— 
some of us—have gone from New England homes and from the 
Middle States, and have taken up our abode and risked our fortunes 
with the people out there, have heard ourselves branded by the 
men of our father States and of our mother States as “anarchists” 
and repudiationists“ because we are not willing to be robbed. 
No people are more long-suffering than the people of the West. 
No people love the old flag better than they love it. No people on 
this earth are more willing to pay their debts than the people of 
the West are to pay theirs, an 
the people who have gone to that country, have blazed it out, and 
pd it, are not only not anarchists, not repudiationists, but they 
are among the best men and the best women on the soil of America. 
forest applause.] We love New England. We love the East. 

ut we want to see such laws enacted that the peo le of the East 
and the people of the West and the people of the North and the 
people of the South will all be protected in their rights and enjoy 
the fruits of their labor. We want that, and that is all we want. 


Applause. 
[ Mr. HAMILTON What relief do you propose for the Amer- 
ican farmer? 

Mr. GREENE. I will tell you. The relief we propone for the 
American farmer is to go back to the money of the Constitution 
that you took away from us and thereby destroyed the price of 
our labor and our produce.’ [Applause on the N side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON. You have told me. 

Mr. GREENE. Yes; I have told you. That is one way to give 
us relief. Another way to give us relief is to keep your hands out 
of our pockets, and give us a fair show, give us an open field. 
That is all we ask, and it is all we ever have asked at your hands. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Whose hands have been in the pockets of 
the Western farmers? 

Mr. GREENE. The hands of the protected monopolies and 
trusts of the East have beenin our pockets. [Laughter. Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (addressing the Republican side). Ask 
him another question. = 

A MEMBER. Hit him again. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Tell us how they do it. 

Mr. GREENE. I will tell yoa how they do it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Iam asking for information, 

Mr. GREENE. I will gladly tell you how they doit. They do 
it by putting an exorbitant tariff on everything we have to buy, 
and then robbing us of our money, so that we sell in the open 
ea of the world and get nothing. That is the way they 

oit. 
1 Is not everything that you have to buy 
cheap 

Mr. GREENE. Les, sir; everything we have to buy is reason- 
ably cheap. That is what you are complaining of. ughter. | 
You, sir, are seeking to make the things the farmer and the laborer 
buy higher. You say that is the object of this kind of legislation, 
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want to say to gentlemen that 1873 


and you propose to leaye them the small pittance with which to 
buy that they had before. 

want to call attention to another fact, and I shall be just as 
brief as I possibly can. Under the theory and system and practice 
of the Republican party, it is true that the wealth of this country 
has drifted out of the hands of the people into the hands of a few. 
Why, sir, in the year 1850 the assessed wealth of this country was 
only $8,000,000,000, of which sum the farmers owned five billions. 
In 1860 the wealth of the United States was sixteen billions, of 
which the farmers owned twelve billions. In 1870 the wealth of 
this country was thirty billions, of which the farmers owned 
eleven billions. In 1880 the value of all property in the United 
States was forty-six billions, of which the farmers owned seven 
billions. In 1890 the wealth of the country was sixty-two billions, 
and the farmers had but nine billions. Do you see how this 
thing has been going? 

Now, I want to call your attention to another table, for Iwantto 
convert my Republican friend. The wealth has been so concentrated 
into the hands of a few people that in 1890 70 families in the United 
States owned $2,635,000,000; 90 families owned $1,025,000,000; 100 
families, $1,440,000,000; 135 families, $968,000,000; 160 families, 
$1,650,000,000; 1,750 families, $4,036,000,000; 6,000 families, $7,500,- 
000,000; 7,000 families, $4,550, 000,000; 11,000 families, $4,125,000,000; 
14,000 families, $3,220,000,000; 16,500 families, $2,722,000,000; 30,- 
000 families, $5,000,000,000; 75,000 families, $4,500,000,000; 200,000 
families, $4,000,000,000; 1,000,000 families, $3,500,000,000; 2,000,000 
families, $4,000,000,000; 9,620,000 families, $7,215,000,000. So, as 
we keep on down, the figures continue to get larger until we have 
9,620,000 families with only 87, 215,000,000. 

A MEMBER. Apiece? 

Mr. GREENE. No; allthefamilies. If my friend can not un- 
derstand a plain statement, I am not responsible. I have tried to 
make this matter so clear that even a Republican can understand 
it. [Laughter and applause. ] 

ile wealth has been passing into the hands of the few, prices 
of all farm produce have been steadily falling. 

Take two standard or staple products, corn and wheat: 


Corn. 


Lear. 


Production. Value ot crop, 


f 


982,274,000 | $447, 183,020 
850, 148, 500 550, 043, 080 
1,321, 069, 000 555, 445,930 
T; 283, 827, 500 475,481, 210 
1, 342, 558, 000 480, 643; 400 
1, 388, 218, 750 441, 153, 405 
1,547, 901, 790 580, 486, 217 
1,717, 434, 543 679, 714, 499 
1,194) 916, 000 759, 482, 170 
1,617, 025, 100 783, 807. 175 
1, 551, 068, 895 658, 051, 485 
1, 795, 528, 000 640, 735, 560 
1, 938; 176, 000 635, 674, 630 
1, 665, 441, 000 610, 311, 000 
1, 456, 161, 000 646, 106,770 
1,987, 790, 000 677,561, 580 
2, 112, 892, 000 507, 918, 829 
1, 489, 970, 000 Tt, 433, 451 
2° 080; 154, 000 836., 430, 228 
1, 828, 464, 000 642. 146, 630 
1,619, 490, 131 591, 025, 82T 
1,212, 70, 052 554, 719, 162 
2, 151, 138,580 567, 509, 106 
Wheat. 

281,254,700 | $323, 504; 805 
508, 102, 700 291, 107,895 
292, 138, 000 204, 580, 900 
289, 856, 500 300, 259, 300 
364,164, 140 894) 895,779 
420, 122, 400 828, 346, 424 
448, 756, 630 497, 088, 142 
498, 549, 868 474,201, 850 
383, 280; 090 456, 890, 427 
504, 185, 470 444, 602, 125 
421. 086, 160 383, 649, 272 
512, 785,000 330, £62 280 
857, 112,000 275, 320, 390 
457, 218, 000 314, 226, 020 
456, 329, 000 310, 612, 960 
415, 868, 000 385, 248; 030 
490, 560, 000 342, 401, 707 
309, 262; 000 334,773, 678 
611, 780,000 513.472.711 
515,49, 000 322, 111.881 
896, 131,725 213.171, 381 
267,416 225, 902, 025 

467, 102, 947 237, 938, 998 


The total wheat production for 1873 was, as shown above, but 
281,254,700 bushels, and brought the raiser the sum of $323,594,805 
while in 1895 the amount produced was 467,102,947 bushels, an 
brought the raiser only the sum of $237,938,998, 
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In other words, in 1895 our farmers produced 185,948,247 more 
cdg of wheat than they did in 1873, and received $85,655,907 

ess for it. 

This is not only true of wheat, but of oats, barley, cotton, and 
in fact all other products of the farm. 

Sir, our people can never buy either the products of our own or 
foreign mills or manufactories while this condition remains. 

While the people are so depressed, to whom are the manufac- 
turers to look fora market? You might as well talk of corking up 
Vesuvius with a corncob as to talk about opening the mills.” 

By looking over these figures anyone can see (and it does not 
take a very astute mind to discover it) that the wealth of the 
country ever since the Republican party came into power has been 
drifting away from the masses into the hands of the few. And 
while protection has enriched the manufacturer, the price of 
American toil has steadily fallen. Tell us why thatis so. Why, 
sir, all this time they have been singing the siren's song to the 
laboring men. Why, sir, that old book, the Bible, tells about 
those persons who in the last days will come as an of light 
and, if possible, deceive the very elect. These gentlemen have 
deceived the people until they have swept from them the wealth 
of the country—until 140,000 people in the United States own 75 
ng cent of its wealth. Yet these gentlemen say they are acting 

the interest of the people. 

They tell us that they are going to give prosperity by this bill; 
they say-they are going to bless the American laborer. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois HopkINs] who occupied the floor this 
afternoon in the discussion of this question said that under Repub- 
lican protection in 1891 and 1892 every man who wanted employ- 
ment had it. A marvelous statement! I want to call attention 
to a few figures to determine whether or not we have had this 
remarkable p: rity. 

In 1881 we had in this country 929 strikes and 9 lockouts. In 
1882—remember the Republicans had this Government in both 
branches and also the Presidency all that time, and the laboring 
men were happy, you know—in 1882 we had 1,105 strikes and 42 
lockonts. In 1883 we had 2,755 strikes and 117 lockouts; in 1884, 
2,364 strikes and 357 lockouts; in 1885, 2,284 strikes and 183 lock- 
outs; in 1886, 10,053 strikes and 1,509 lockouts; in 1887, 6,580 
strikes and 1,281 lockonts; in 1888, 3,506 strikes and 180 lockouts: 
in 1889, 3,786 strikes and 132 lockouts; in 1890, 9,434 strikes and 
$24 lockouts. In 1891. when, as claimed here, all the laborers 
were employed, we had 8,116 strikes and 546 lockouts. In 1892, 
when the McKinley bill was in the full blaze of its meridian 

lory, we had 5.540 strikes and 716 lockouts. In the two years of 
fick inleyism—i want to impress this fact upon you—in 1891 and 
1892 we had 18,652 strikes and 1,262 lockouts. [Applause on the 
Democratic 3 

Mr. LACEY. ill the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. GREENE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Why do you not bring your list down to date 
and show whether we have been having strikes during the last 
four years? 

Mr. GREENE. If you want the records down to this date, you 
can readily find them. 

Mr, LACEY. Has or has not the Wilson bill substantially 
done away with the striking business? 

Mr. GREENE. No, sir. And I want to say that with the 
British gold standard prevailing in this country you never will 
ai the strikes [appia]; 5 never will ap the lockouts. 

r. MITCHELL, Wi e gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GREENE. Les, sir. 


Mr. MITCHELL. As the second Administration of President 
Cleveland approached, the strikes increased in number, did they 
not? 

Mr. GREENE. No, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the gentleman to say that there 
were 13,000 just about that time. 

Mr. GREENE. That was in the two years that I named. The 
greatest number of strikes that we ever had in one year was in 
1885, when we had 10,053 strikes and 1,509 lockouts. . 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was about Grover’s time, too, was it 
not? 

Mr. GREENE. And that was the time when you gentlemen 
said Grover was all right. e on the Democratic side, 
and derisive laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the Republican party say in 1895 that Gro- 
ver Cleveland was all right? 

Mr. GREENE. Why, you have indorsed everything he did. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. In 1895 what measure did the Repub- 
lican party indorse? 

Mr. GREENE. I will say that when you met at St. Louis last 
— you indorsed the actions of Grover Cleveland’s Administra- 

ion and adopted the single gold standard which he recommended. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] z 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him an- 

other question? 


Mr. GREENE. Idecline to be further interrupted, if it is to 
be taken out of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further. 

Mr. GREENE. I will answer all questions that gentlemen 
want to ask, if they are not to be taken out of my time. Now, 
can any man look over this record and still say we had glorious 
times? Why, sirs, go with me back even as far as 1873. Do you 
remember when the country was full of tramps from one end to 
the other? Was Grover Cleveland responsible for that? Cer- 
tainly not. You can look over the record, and from the first 
moment when you struck down one-half of the metallic money of 
this country ruin set in and stalked abroad all over this land. 
Prosperity never came back until 1878, when that money was 
partially rehabilitated. Ruin never set in in this country again 
until you joined with Grover Cleveland and his forces to again 
strike it down, in 1893. Now you turn around and curse Grover 
because you helped him do the identical thing that he commanded. 

Mr, TALBERT. Tarning state's evidence. 

Mr.GREENE. Nowthey are turning State’s evidence on Grover. 
And they are . criminis. [Laughter.] 

Now you ask how to bring eg weg Let me tell you. The 
only way to bring prosperity is to bring plenty to the home of the 
consumer of the products of your Eastern mi The only way to 
bring plenty to the home of the consumers of the products of 
Eastern factories is to restore to this country that thing which in 
every age of the world, in every civilized country on the face of the 
earth, and in every stage of the nation’s history has made prices 
high or prices low in proportion to the yolume among the people. 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL. I move that the gentleman be permitted to proceed 
until he finishes his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he has parceled 
ont the time for the evening except ten minutes. If the gentle- 
man desires the other ten minutes to complete his speech, the 
Chair will recognize him for that further time. 

Mr. GREENE. I will finish in the ten minutes. 

You 8 talk about laboring men out of employment. I 
remember that following the 1 of the purchase clause of the 
Sherman law the trains on the Burlington and on the Union Pa- 
cific were all covered with laboring men getting out of the great 
mining districts of the West. Whocl them? Did Grover do 
it? Yes; and yon helped him doit. Who sent those hundreds of 
laboring men down these great thoroughfares begging bread and 
hunting soup? Why, the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 
talked about Cleveland erecting soup houses. God bless your dear 
souls, we erected them all along the line of the Union Pacific and 
the Burlington to feed your progeny as they got away from the 
ruined mines. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Restore that 
money to us, Open up the great mines of that country and thou- 
sands of laboring men will leave the Eastern shops and seek em- 
ployment in the great West again. Replenish the circulating 
medium of this conntry and the farmers’ produce will rise in 

rice. When it rises in price, the farmer will buy more of the 
products of the woolen mill and of the cotton mill with which to 
clothe his wife and his children. He will buy more of the shoe- 
maker’s goods to keep their feet from the frosts of winter. He 
will buy more lumber to build him a comfortable home. Then 
we will take the surplusfrom the milis. Then and prosper- 
ity will come back to this country, and, thank Will be dwell- 
nears and West, North and South, under the Stars and Stripes 
alike. That is what we ask. That is what we will have. Let me 
say to you now, we will have it! [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
ſuestion? 
Mr. GREENE. Yes; if it does not come out of my time. 
Mr. BUTLER. Is the gentleman in favor of this revenue bill 
or against it? 
Mr. GREENE. I want you to pass it. We dare you to pass it. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman answer my question? 


Mr. GREENE. I have answered your question. No; I am 
against it. Itisarobbery. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
It is a robbery of the American people. We dare you to pass it. 
We want you to pass it. We expect you to pass it. 

Mr. BUTLER. If you live until the 31st day of thismonth, you 
will see whether we will pass it. 

Mr. GREENE. Iwanttosay to you that when you vote “aye” 
on that bill you will be sounding a requiem over your coffin. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then we shall be angels. 

Mr. GREENE. No; you will not be angels. If so, you will be 
angels of the other gentleman, some of you. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Then we shall be singing under our coffins. 

Mr. GREENE. Now, then, I want to protect the American 
laborer. I want him honestly protected. I want protection that 


will protect. I want protection that will furnish a market for the 
products of America. I Want to furnish a consumer; that must 
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come before they buy the products of the mill. That will protect 
the manufacturer; it will give oyment to the laborer, and it 
will bless the consumer as well. e want that. 
Mr. BUTLER. What is the remedy? A 
Mr. GREENE. Ihave been telling you half an hour, and if 


ou do not comprehend me, I am not ri msible, [Laughter and 
x plause. That is the great trouble. Thad that trouble last fall. 


newed laughter and applause.] I found that Icould not pound 
ge: bn into them. I worked with them. I labored with them. 
r. BUTLER. You did not lack steam. f 

The . The Chair begs to call the attention of 
gentlemen to the fact that there is but one way to properly inter- 
Tupt a gentleman who hus the floor, and that is to address the 
Chair and ask the gentleman if he will yield. The Chair begs that 
gentlemen will not otherwise interrupt a speaker. 

Mr. GREENE. It does not interrupt me at all. If the gentle- 
man gets any comfort ont of it, [am willing. [Laughter.] Now, 
then, I say that is the kind of protection I want. It is the only 

onest protection there is. I want the laborer protected. I want 

hon honestly protected in New England and in New York; I 
want him protected on the great plains; I want him protected in 
the great mines; I want him protected in the farm, in the work- 
Pop. on land and on sea, wherever he may be. I want this great 

overnment to reach out its strong arm and say we will give 
equal rights to all and special privileges to none. That is all we 
ask. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CAR- 
MACK] is recognized. É : z 

Nr. CARMACK. Mr. Chairman, in the short time during which 
Ishall claim the attention of this House I shall not attempt any 
élaborate discussion of the principles of tariff taxation, and sti 
less shall I attempt to review in detail the features of the pending 
pill, which members on this side of the Chamber have barely had 
the time to hastily read. The most hasty reading, however, is 
sufficient to show that it is a bill to exorbitantly increase the rate 
ot tariff duties and to pile higher and heavier the burdenof taxes 
on the shoulders of the people. ‘The precipitate manner in which 
this bill was prepared and the unseemly haste with which it is be- 
ing pressed on toitspassage seem to indicate that gentlemen on the 
other side of the 8 believe that they have been commis- 
sioned and instructed by the people to pass this particular measure 
without the slightest modification or amendment. In no other 
way can we explain the manner in which this bill is being tele- 
graphed through this House and the lack of consideration shown 
to members on this side of the Chamber. 

Whence comes the demand for the passage of this bill? I as- 
sert, Mr. Chairman, that there is absolutely nothing in the his- 
tory of the late campaign to justify the assumption by that side 
of the Chamberthat the people of this country approved, intended, 
or expected the passage of such a measure. It seems to me that 
in the prominence now being given to the tariff question by the 
Republican party they are making an issue here that was not an 
issue in the campaign. We see here repeated, with variations, the 
history of the campaign of 1892. In that contest the tariff ques- 
tion, so far as the Democratic and Republican parties were con- 
cerned, was the leading, the all-absorbing issue. Both the great 
rival political organizations agreed to put the money question 
aside with a few soothing platitudes and propitiato: neralities 
and to make “high tariff and low tariff” the shibboleths of 
the campaign. 

In that contest the Democratic or low-tariff party achieved a 
great triumph, and Grover Cleveland, called to be an apostle of 
tariff reform, was elected President, with a Democratic Congress 
at his back. But, Mr. Chairman, hardly had he been inducted 
into his office before he forgot that the tariff question was living, 
and proceeded to call Congress together in extraordinary session 
to legislate in favor of the gold standard. The legislation that 
followed and the policy of the Administration for the money 

uestion to the front and made it the great issue of the campaign. 
at was the issue upon which the people divided and the oppos- 
ing forces cume together in conflict on the gd day of November. 

In that contest free traders and protectionists fought side by 
side for the gold standard; free traders and protectionists fought 
side by side for the free coinage of silver. Mr. McKinley and Mr. 
Cleveland marched shoulder to shoulder under the same flag, and 
the distinguished Speaker of this House and one of his predeces- 
sors, Mr. Carlisle, kept step to the same music, slept under the 
same blanket, ate in the same mess. I say to you, Mr. Chairman, 
that Mr. Cleveland, Mr. Carlisle, and all that class of free traders 
did not vote nor intend to vote for a high protective tariff when 
they helped to restore the Republican party to power. The result 
of that campaign was not a victory for protection, nor was it a de- 
feat for free trade. It was simply a defeat for the cause of bimet- 
allism and a victory for the single gold standard. It was the gold 
standard and not the protective tariff that brought to your help 

the hour of your poi the money power, not only of this coun- 

, but of the world. 


Throughout the campaign yon appealed to all classes opposed 
to bimetallism to lay aside their differences on other questions and 


unite with youin maintaining and perpetuating the single gold 
standard. Yet, while the din of the gins: conflict is still echoing 
through the land, before the smoke of battle has lifted from the 
stricken field, the newly elected President hastens to call Congress 
together in extraordinary session and tells us that the Wilson bill 
is the source of all our troubles and a high protective tariff the 
panacea for all our woes. During the campaign you told us that 
the industries of the country were alyzed by the dread of 
ʻi money —by the dread that the Democratic party would 
Ri a law to diminish the purchasing power of the poor man's 
ollar.” You now propose to calm those fears by increasing the 
prices of the necessaries of life and, to that extent, diminishin 
the purchasing power of every dollar in the country. [Applause. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is one thing that should be said wi 
respect to the protective-tariff policy of the Republican party. It 
recognizes the existence of an actual evil and the necessity of a 
remedy by legislation. It is an evil, too, that was not wrought by 
the Wilson bill nor by the Democratic party, for it was recognized 
by the Republican party to be in full force and operation when 
that party was in control of every branch and department of the 
Government. It is the evil of falling prices and the inevitable 
depression and demoralization of industry that results. This is 
the evil which the Republican party has vainly sought to remedy 
through its protective legislation. 

In 1890 the Ways and Means Committee, of which Mr. McKin- 
ley was chairman, conducted an investigation, which showed that 
there had been a general fallin the prices of commodities of about 
14 per cent in the preceding eighteen months, and in the report 
that accompanied the McKinley bill its author declared that there 
was widespread depression, especially in agriculture, frankly 
avowed that falling prices was the great evil that afilicted the in- 
dustries of the country, and that it was the purpose of his bill to 
arrest this downward tendency. If, in the campaign which fol- 
lowed, the Republicans were able to show in some cases that prices 
had not advanced in proportion to the increased rate of duties, it 
was simply a confession that a law ayowedly intended to raise 
prices was not strong enough to resist the force that was pulling 
them down. 

Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentlemen who framed and 
reported the McKinley bill, that falling prices must inevitably 
depress the industries of the country; but this is an evil that can 
not be reached or remedied by tariff laws. The economic law that 
the prices of commodities are determined by the volume of money 
can not be repealed or reversed by any statute or any Congress. 
The most that can be done by high-tariff laws is to aggravate the 
evil by suspending the downward tendency as to a few selected 
articles while leaving it in full force and effect as to all others. 
So far as the great body of the people, and especially the agricul- 
tural classes, are concerned, no amount of sophistry can bring 
them under the alleged benefits of this or any other protective 
measure. The farmer must sell his products in open and free 
competition. The price of every bushel of wheat und of every 
pound of cotton sold in this country is fixed by the price of the 
surplus in Liverpool and by the competition of the most degraded 
pauper labor on earth. No tariff law can prevent the competition 
of the Russian peasant, the Indian ryot, and the Egyptian fellah 
with the American 3 of the field and farm. The farmer, 
while thus compelled to sell in open competition with all the 
world, must buy the necessaries of life in a market where protec- 
tion laws exclude competition from abroad and trusts and com- 
bines have strangled competition at home. He is thus ground 
between the upper and the nether millstone of competition and 
monopoly, and crucified between the foreign pauper and the 
Ameni thief. {Laughter and loud applause on the Democratic 

e. 

It i, vain, Mr. Chairman, to talk to the American farmer about 
the great blessings of the home market” with the fact of his 
growing dependence on foreign markets constantly before him. Do 

entlemen on the other side think to delude the farmer with the 

ope that by this proposed law you can give him a market at home 
for every pound of his cotton and every bushel of his wheat? Sir, 
we have had this blessed system of protection for nearly forty 
years, and year by year we see a great and increasing surplus of 
our products going abroad for a market; and there are millions 
of acres of land yet to be subjected to tillage and to pour their 
wit of wheat and corn and cotton into the markets of the 
world. 

Is it possible, Mr. Chairman, for any sane man to even hope for 
the time when all our agricultural products will be bought and 
consumed at home? By what process is this to be accomplished? 
Gentlemen tell us that by “fostering American industries,“ by 
encouraging the building of mills and factories, we will increase 
the number of constfmers of American farm producis. But there 
is a limit beyond which we can not pass in this matter of creating 
consumers by developing mam es. The manufacturers 


148 


themselves must find consumers for their products, and when- 
ever they reach the point that they can find no more they have 
reached the limit of their own capacity to consume the prod- 
ucts of others. I believe it is true that in nearly all the great 
branches of industry in this country there is a capacity to pro- 
duce in six months more than the American people can consume 
in twelve months. Sir, American industry has already grown so 
great that it can grow no more until it breaks down the walls that 
confine it to one country and goes out upon the sea. [Applause.] 
We are sometimes told, Mr. Chairman, that we are unpatriotic 
or un-American, in that we do not fully appreciate the greatness of 
our country and its ability to live within itself. Those who say 
this themselves underrate the mighty force of American genius 
when they seek to bind it to a single continent. 

The people of this country are indeed great to consume; but 
they are inoomparabiy greater to produce. If there are 75,000,000 
mouths to be fed and 75,000,000 bodies to be clothed, there are 
150,000,000 hands to supply the clothing andthe food. Our “‘home- 
market” friends are fond of telling us of the greatness of this 
country, of its 75,000,000 people, of its vast expanse of territory. 
Mr. Chairman, this is a great country; if has a vast territory; 
but, vast as it is, it is not vast enough to contain the victorious 
energies of the American people. [Applause.] As have said, in 
almost every branch of industry the productive capacity is far 

eater than the capacity of all the American people to consume. 

us we haye shut-downs. Thus we have lockouts. Thus we 
haye mills and factories running on half time, and thus we have 
American industry working with one hand tied behind it, lest 
with both hands employed it produce more than it can sell or con- 
sume. Sir, trusts and other forms of monopoly to limit produc- 
tion and arbitrarily fix prices and a constantly increasing number 
of idle workingmen are the inevitable result of a system of laws 
that confines the industries of the country to a market too narrow 
for their capacity. ; ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, as I have shown, the American people, despite 
the proud boast of the home marketers,” are large exporters of 
stele farm products, and must continue to be. If the protection- 
ist dream could be realized and every product of foreign labor 
should be excluded from our soil, let me ask who would buy our 
exported products and how would they be paid for? Do you sup. 

they could be paid for in gold? hy in a few years it would 
rain the gold of Europe down to the last dollar. If for six 
months, or three months, the people of Europe were compelled to 
ship us gold to pay for our exports, it would cause a financial col- 
lapse that would shake the industrial world from center to cir- 
cumference. There is not gold enough nor money enough in 
Europe to pay for the exports of this country if they could only 
be paid for in that way. How are they to be paid for? They can 
not be paid for in money; they can not be paid for in gold or sil- 
ver. the exported products of this country can only be paid for 
in the products of other countries; and whenever and to whatever 
extent you restrict the right of other countries to sell to us to 
that extent you limit their power to buy from us. Every restraint 
upon the importation of foreign goods is a restraint upon the ex- 
portation of American goods. 4 

It is urged, Mr. Chairman, that we should enact this law in the 
interest of American labor. I do not wish to be uncharitable, but 
I can not help feeling a trifle suspicious and a trifle incredulous 
when 1 observe such manifestations of tender solicitude for the 

r workingman on the part of those who have wrung their 
l-got wealth from the tears and bloody sweat of their toiling 
countrymen. Mr. Chairman, there was once a historic character 
who, upon a notable occasion, expressed a like solicitude for the 
oor. It was when Mary came to pour her precious ointment at 
er Saviour’s feet, when all the disciples were gathered around, 
and when every eye was wet and every heart was touched by this 
simple act of womanly devotion. All but one. A certain Judas 
Iscariot was there, and he said, Why was not this ointment 
sold and the money given to the poor?” Ah, Judas, does your 
heart really ache for the sufferings of the miserable and the un- 
fortunate? My friends, the Bible tells us that this he said, not 
that he cared for the poor, but because he was a thief and carried 
the bag and bare what was put therein.” 

Now, I do not mean to say that the protected manufacturers are 
thieves, but I do say that they carry the bag, and they bare what 
is put therein. [Laughter and applause.] Every dollar that is 
taxed out of the pockets of the American people for the pretended 
benefit of labor goes first into the pocket of the protected manu- 
facturer. He carries the bag, and I seriously doubt whether he 
would evince so much tender e for the poor workingman 
if he did not carry the bag. [Laughter and applause. 

Sir, whenever and wherever my voice is raised I shall speak, in 
an humble way, as the champion of all the producing masses of 
this country, whether in the field or the factory, the mill or the 
mine. They more than all others deserve the highest consideration 
from the lawmaker, for their toil creates the wealth of the world, 
and on their honesty, patriotism, and intelligence, as on a founda- 
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tion of adamant, rests the fabric of free government and the hope 


of freemen. But let me ask, How do you protect the workingman 
by a system that breeds trusts and Bid ei which enthrones 
monopoly, which strangles competition, which arbitrarily restricts 
production, which denies to him the full employment of his energy 
and his faculties by restricting him to a market that can not con- 
sume the products of his labor? Start up all your mills and facto- 
ries, let them run on full time and at the top of their capacity, and 
in six months you will have glutted the American market, and for 
six months more the American workingman will have nothing to 
do but to walk the highways and meditate upon the beneficence of 
a protective tariff. [Applause.] 

Sir, this country is not large enough, the wide world is none too 
large, to give ample scope for the genius and enterprise of Ameri- 
can industry. The greatest protection to American labor is that 
which the American workingman has within himself—his su 
rior skill and productiveness, his energy, his intelligence, his in- 
dustrial prowess, which make him more than equal to any com- 
petitor the world can send against him. I remember once sit- 
ting in the gallery of this House and listening to a speech by a 
distinguished advocate of protection. In that speech he drew a 
pictureof the American workingman—strong, stalwart, intelligent, 
full of spirit, of energy, of hope; rejoicing like a strong man to 
run a race. Then he pictured his European rival and competi- 
tor—a poor, miserable, ignorant, half-staryed, and hopeless crea- 
ture; and next he made an eloquent appeal to the House to pro- 
tect the stalwart American against the assaults of his miserable 
and decrepit rival. Put the two in the same arena; pit them one 
against the other—the trained and clever athlete against the puny 
and stupid staryling—and which of them needs a shield and puck- 
ler against the other? Mr. Blaine demonstrated a great truth 
when in his Report on the Cotton Goods Trade he showed that, 
while the American operatives received a higher wage rate, they 
turned out more goods for every dollar they received than any 
other workingmen on earth, and that, in fact, their labor was 
cheaper to their employers than the labor of European operatives. 
The same is true in practically every branch of trader and industry. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

. CARMACK, Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Granting all that you say about the Ameri- 
can workingman’s ability, will you kindly give us your views on 
the question how we can get the necessary money to run 
Government without a protective tariff or without a tariff? 

Mr. CARMACK. A protective tariff does not coin money, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not say that it would. 

Mr. CARMACK. So far as that is concerned, I will say to the 
gentleman that the law now on the statute books, the Wilson Act, 
is yielding ample revenue to meet the needs of the Governmen 
and there is a surplus in the Treasury. It does not necessarily 
follow that your protective tariff law is going to produce the revy- 
enue you expect. The McKinley Act was a measure of much the 
same character as this, and it reduced the revenues so largely 
that the Government was on the verge of bankruptcy, and had to 
resort tothe expedient of staving off its a ecard and asking its 
creditors to call again next Saturday. [Laughter.] And the 

lates had already been prepared for an issue of bonds when Presi- 
ent Harrison went out of office. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Oh, no. 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes, sir: that is true. I heard it asserted on 
the floor of the Senate by Senator Blackburn at the extra session 
of 1893 and admitted to be true by Senator Sherman. 

Mr. LENTZ. And Secretary Foster admitted the same thing. 

Mr. CARMACK. Les, sir. Mr. Foster, who was at the head 
of the Treasury Department at the time, admitted it; and, in fact, 
there is no shadow of doubt about it. How does the gentleman 
know, when he goes back to McKinleyism, that he will not have 
another McKinley deficit in the revenues? To the extent that a 
tariff law is protective, it checks imports and thereby destro 
revenue. This was the avowed object of the McKinley bill. At 
that time we had to deal with a surplus revenue, and the very title 
of the McKinley bill was ‘‘An act to reduce the revenues.” The 
8 party in its national platform had declared in favor of 
reducing the revenues by making the tariff so high that it would 
cut down importations to diminish the revenue of the Govern- 
ment by increasing the taxes of the people. It carried out that 
object so well that it swept the Treasury clean and deprived the 
Government of the means to meet its current obligations. Yet 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber continue to charge 
the Wilson bill with destroying the revenues. 

Mr. Chairman, I am no apologist for the Cleveland Administra- 
tion, and especially am I no apologist for its scandalons bond 
issues. But there is this to be said in extenuation: When the 
Cleveland Administration came in it inherited from it predecessor 
an empty Treasury, a deficit in the revenues, and the plates on 
which to print alot of bonds. The Republican party was like a 
malicious person defeated in an action of ejectment, who, before 
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vacating the premises, proceeded to burn the fence rails, to poison 
the horse pond, and throw a dead cat in the well. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] When the new Administration came in it 
had to repair the waste of its predecessor. It had to rebuild the 
fences; ithad to drain off the horse pond; it had to fish out the cat. 
ughter.] So far as the question of reyenue is concerned, Mr. 
hairman, you can levy a tariff that will not foster monopolies, 
that will not breed trusts, and will yet supply an abundant reye- 
nue for the needs of the Government. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you kindly give us your ideas of that 


kind of a tariff? 

Mr. CARMACK. My friend, I can not undertake to draw a 
tariff bill in a speech. But if I were going to draw a revenue bill, 
Ishould levy revenue duties. . 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I was going to suggest that gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber took pains that we should 
have no time to draw any bill except thisone. [Laughter and 


applause on the Democratic side.] $ 

Mr. CARMACK. That is quite true. But I would say that if 
I were drafting a revenue bill, 1 should as nearly as possible levy 
duties for revenue only. 

Mr, CALLAHAN. And you could levy an income tax. 

Mr. CARMACK. Les, I would do that if I could; and I would 
put a small duty, such as would not materially add to the cost to 
the consumer, on coffee, tea, sugar, and other articles not produced, 
or produced only to a limited extent, in this country. I Would put 
just as much of the tax into the Treasury as I could, and put just 
as little into the pockets of protected favorites as possible. In 
short, Mr. Chairman, I would not farm out the taxing power to 
favored classes and suffer them to levy tribute on the people for 
their own private gain, but I would use it only to supply the needs 
of the Government, economically administered. Iwould,ifIcould, 
raze to the ground every barrier to peaceful commerce, I would 
strike every shackle from the limbs of trade, and I would leave 
American genius and enterprise free to adventure forth to the 


uttermost parts of the earth. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
x the hammer fell.] a 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


1 recognized. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, itcertainly would be an imposition upon the House should I at 
this hour undertake to go into.any general discussion of the merits 
of this bill as a whole. I singly want at this time to call attention 
of the gentlemen upon the other siđe and of my colleagues upon 
this side to one or two features of the bill. Itis rather amusing 
to me to hear the gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber, 
and especially the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs], talk 
about the dear laboring men,” and how this proposed bill is going 
to benefit them. Now, so far as I am concerned, I desire in the 
brief time allotted to me to undertake to demonstrate that that 
feature of the bill which I shall address myself to, if enacted into 
law, will not rekindle a single furnace, will not give an additional 
day’s labor to the laboring man, and will not add one penny to the 
amount that he will receive per day. Irefer particularly to the 
wood schedule, and that portion of it which undertakes to place 
a duty of $2 per thousand on rough lumber. 

Now, I come from the portion of Michigan known as the Sagi- 
naw Valley, which has perhaps produced more lumber and more 
salt than any other portion of this great country; and in this bill 
it is proposed to place a tariff upon lumber of $2 per thousand, 
ostensibly for the purpose of benefiting ‘‘the dear laboring man.” 
In the Saginaw Valley to-day we are peculiarly situated. The 
pon, pine industry of Michigan is practically gone, The stand- 

g trees, the natural wealth of this country, years ago were gob- 
bled up by speculators, bought at Government prices; a tariff put 
upon lumber for the purpose of protecting the operators in the 
woods, upon the rivers, and in the mills, ostensibly; but the men 
who purchased and acquired that timber, the men who converted 
it into lumber, and finally into money, after they had come to the 
American Congressand got their protection of $2 a thousand upon 
the lumber, went back home and into Canada and e in 
Canada, A thousand men wanted in the American pineries;” and 
they came and glutted the labor market of Michigan, and they 
employed these men, the pauper labor of Europe, as they termed 
them, imported for the very purpose of competing with the dear 
American workingmen whom they professed their tariff bill was 
intended to protect—absolute free trade in labor during all these 
years. 

Now, I say to-day, look at the situation of affairs. In 1890, 
when the McKinley bill was enacted, they did not ask for the 
exorbitant rates that you find in this Dingley bill to-day. The 
pine industry then was on the wane. The highest rate asked for 
at that time was $1.50 a thousand upon lumber. They got it in 
the House; but when it went over to the Senate, what happened? 
I state it upon authority, and I know whereof I speak, that a gen- 
tleman who heretofore represented the district that I now have 


the honor to represent in this Congress, no less a personage than the 
late Hon. Roswell G. Horr, came to Washington in connection 
with an honored citizen of inaw, another Republican, the late 
Judge Edget, and through their influence in behalf of the indus- 
tries of the Saginaw Valley got that tariff rate reduced from $1.50 
to $1 a thousand. : 

With a retaliatory clause similar to the one found in this Dingley 
bill. Now, what is proposed to be done to-day? You take the 
standing pine of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, and they 
are owned by thal abnor ye or individuals that you can almost 
count upon your fingers’ ends. The men who own the factories 
do not in a majority of instances own a stick of standing pine 
trees, and they compete with one another on the saw bill. The 
men who own the pine trees let the contract of logging, let the 
contract of driving, let the contract of sawing, and when the lum- 
ber is piled upon the docks they then convert it into money. Who 
are the men that they engage in these industries? Do they dis- 
criminate between American citizens and the pauper labor of 
Europe? By no means. To-day, my friends, it is a fact that 
there are nearly as many mills running upon the Saginaw River 
and giving employment to men—mills sawing Canadian logs, 
towed across the lake and up the river—as there are mills on the 
river cutting American pine; and now they come here and ask 
Congress to place a tariff of $2 a thousand on lumber. 

Who will it benefit? It will not benefit the man that is operat- 
ing in the woods asa jobber. It will not benefit the man with 
cork boots driving the logs down the river, or the men who oper- 
ate in the mills, because there is free and open competition in the 
labor market of the Saginaw Valley and with Canada, Do they 
pretend that by placing this tariff of $2 a thousand upon lumber 
they are going to pay the American laboring man higher wages? 
I stand here and state it as a fact, and it can not be contradicted, 
that the wages paid in the Canadian pineries are equal in amount 
to the wages paid in Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin pineries. 
There are to-day as many native-born Americans working in the 
Canadian pineries as there are Canadians working in the Ameri- 
can pineries. Who will this benefit? It will benefit no one but 
the men who own the pine trees. Who are the men who own the 
pme trees? A few men, as I say; you can count them upon your 

ngers’ ends. This legislation is proposed in their interest, and at 
a cost of §2 a thousand to the American consumers, without add- 
ing a dollar or a farthing to the American workingmen engaged 
in this industry. 

Now, in addition to that, human nature is human nature, the 
world over. I have said that a large number of the mills along 
the lake front and on the Saginaw River are operating to-day upon 
logs that are cut in the Canadian pineries and are towed across the 
lake and up these rivers. I will tell you what these gentlemen are 
after—these men whoown the fewstanding pine trees that are still 
left in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota. There is a retalia- 
tory clause in this bill providing that if Canada puts an export 
duty upon her saw logs, the import duty shall be increased upon 
sawed lumber over and above the two-dollar rate. These men 
want Canada to do that very act. Let Canada place an export duty 
upon her saw logs, and it will stop one-half of the mills upon Lake 
Huron and the Saginaw River from operating, because they do not 
own the pine trees in Michigan, but are dependent upon Canadian 
logs as a source of their supply. 

this day and age of enlightenment and invention the men 
who operate these large lumber limits and these mills, with all 
their seers machinery and all their facilities for doing busi- 
ness (and they are all wealthy men or corporations)—these men 
come before the American Congress and say what? Let us be 
honest and fair about this matter. They say: ‘‘ We have acquired 
the natural wealth of the country—these pine trees. No man ever 
prew them or produced them. Nature produced them and we 
ve got them. Whether we bought them at speculative prices, 
or how we got them, makes no ‘difference. We own them now, 
and we are here before this Co ss to say that, with all our cap- 
ital, with all our improved machinery, and all our facilities for 
cutting this timber and manufacturing it into lumber with abso- 
lute free trade in labor, we can not do it unless this great Repub- 
lic steps in and gives us a protective tariff of $2 a thousand to 
protect us against the Canadian who perhaps owns the pine trees 
upon the other side of the lake!” They ask this upon the plea of 
protecting the American laborer and paying him higher wages. 
I stand here to say that I have had fifteen years of practical ex- 
perience in those mills 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
tion there? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I presume you are from that district 
where they manufacture this lumber? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Les, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Have you any idea that they will 
divide this extra $2 a thousand among their laborers? 


Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
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Mr. BRUCKER. I was just going to say that I had had prac- 
tical experience in that line. Gentleman talk about the dear 
laboring man, and about giving the manufacturers protection so 
that they may look out for the laboring man and his interests. As 
Isay, I have had fifteen years’ experience in those mills, and that 
experience leads me to the conclusion that the only friend in God’s 
world that the laboring man has is himself. The rule is: Ev 


man for himself and the devil take the hindmost.” ughter. | 
That is the experience of the laboring man on the Saginaw River. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Did you own the mill in which you say 
nobody looked after the interest of the laboring man? z 

Mr. BRUCKER. No, sir. I never possessed wealth enough to 
own a mill. I was at work for one of these very institutions who 
are asking for this additional tax of $2 per thousand. [Laughter. 
ADDAN on the Democratic side.] 

r. MORRIS. May I ask the gentleman how long it is since 

the duty on lumber was $2 a thousand? 

Mr. BRUCKER. I think that was the rate under the Morrill 


tariff. 

Mr. MORRIS. Up to what date was the duty $2 a thousand? 

Mr. BRUCKER. It was reduced by the McKinley bill, I be- 
lieve, to $1 a thousand. 

Mr. MORRIS. The duty was $2 up to 1890, was it not? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRIS. And then it was made $1? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRIS. Prior to 1890, for many years, the people in the 
Saginaw Valley were sawing their own pine, were they not? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Les, sir. 

Mr. MORRIS. What was the duty on lumber while they were 
sawing their own pine? 
1 RUCKER. I think it was 82 a thousand from 1874 to 


ee Was not their own pine nearly all sawed out 
1890? 

Mr. BRUCKER. All the Michigan pine? 

Mr. MORRIS. All the pine in the Saginaw Valley. Was it 
not nearly sawed out by 1890? 

Mr. BRUCKER. No, sir. 

Mr. MORRIS. Was it not, about that time, fast approaching 
the point of being sawed out? 

r. BRUCKER. I should say that the pine industry in the 
Saginaw Valley had reached its height about the year 1886-87. 

Mr. MORRIS. And it was then rapidly diminishing, was it not? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRIS. It was about that time that the Saginaw lum- 
ber manufacturers were acquiring every limit they could in 
Canada, was it not? 

Mr. BRUCKER. I presume that is a fact—— 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. BRUCKER. I have answered the ee question; 
but if he is under any impression that I am here representing any 
Canadian interest, or any inaw mannfacturer, or the interest of 
anyone else who owns Canadian limits, I wish to say I do notlook at 
that selfishside of the question. My proposition is this, that human 
nature is human nature the world over; and if, after we place a 
duty of $2 a thousand on Inmber, Canada should retaliate by 
placing an eR duty on logs, Canadian logs being now the 
source.of supply of many of the mills on the lake front and the 
Saginaw River, that supply would be cut off. 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the gentleman permit a further question? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRIS. It was about that time, was it not, that that in- 
dustry, through its representatives, came down here and had the 
duty reduced to $1? 

r. BRUCKER. In 1890? 

Mr. MORRIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUCKER. It was done at the instance of gentlemen from 
the valley who had the best interests of the future of the Saginaw 
Valley in view. 

Mr. MORRIS. Now, is it not a fact that most of the lumber- 
men in the naw Valley get all their pine from ? 

Mr. BRUCKER. No, sir; it is not a fact, though they get a 


be portion of it. 
. MORRIS. Is not most of their lumber in the Saginaw Val- 
ley obtained from Canada? 
„ No, sir; they do not buy any lumber from 
anada. 
Mr. MORRIS. I mean their logs. 
Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir; a quantity of the logs now sawed 
in the mills of the Saginaw River come from across the lakes. 
Mr. MORRIS. They come from Canada? 
Mr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir; from Canada. 
Mr. MORRIS. That is what I supposed. Now, will the gen- 
tleman permit another question? Does he not know that up to 


the year 1890 there was no laboring man in the woods who re- 
ceived less than $26 a month? 

Mr. BRUCKER. I know as a positive fact that as early as 1888 
men were working in Michigan pineries for aslow as$18 a month. 

Mr. MORRIS. ‘Then the condition of affairs was different from 
what it was in Minnesota. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I know what I state to be a fact. 

Now, I say it is a sad commentary upon the intelligence and 
business ability of these men, owning as they do this natural 
wealth, which is disappearing in these great States of Michigan, 
Wisconsin, and Minnesota, that they should at this day come down 
here begging at the hands of the American Congress to be pro- 
tected against the Canadian manufacturer of lumber. 

à Mei S ON of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
on 

Mr. BRUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. As I understand from the gentle- 
man’s argument, this bill will giye an oppor asy to rob the 
American consumers to the extent of $2 a thousand extra on the 
lumber they consume. 

Mr. BRUCKER. That is my judgment; that is the conclusion 
which I have reached in case the duty is placed so high that im- 
portation is 8 prohibited. 

Mr. SIMPSON of —.— I think you are right. [Laughter 


and mig te : 

Mr. BRUCKER. The tendency will be at the same time to nag 
Canada into putting an export duty on logs, so as to prevent the 
logs from coming over here and prevent the mills that now use 
those logs from operating. Then these men will have the exclu- 
sive markets, except what Canada may ship under the higher rate. 

I shall, when the proper time comes, offer an amendment to re- 
duce the rate of duty on sawed lumber of all kinds from $2 to $1. 
Some gentlemen may ask, Why do that? Why not ask to have 
the duty entirely removed?” ell, while this plunder is going 
around all over the country Iam not selfish enough to stand u 
and argue that our people ora certain portion of our people shoul 
not have a part of it. e 

There is another feature of this bill to which I wish to call at- 
tention. These are the rebate clauses. There is a tariff on salt, 
which I shall support. And then there is a rebate in that section 
permitting whom to do what? Permitting Phil Armour and the 
great meat eee, and curers of fish to import their salt practi- 
cally duty free—men who can afford to pay a duty upon any arti- 
cle. The salt is imported and the duty paid in the first instance 
by Phil Armour & Co. Butif afterwards he or one of his agents 
makes an affidavit that that salt was used in the curing of meat or 
fish for foreign exportation, the duty under this bill is to be re- 
funded. Now, why pick out Phil Armour and these great corpora- 
tions to receive this special privilege? 

Mr. LITTLE. They ‘‘putup” during the campaign, [Laugh- 


ter. 
itr. BRUCKER. Yes, sir; they put up” during the cam- 


paign. 

There is another clause, the rebate upon lumber—lumber, for 
instance, imported by the Standard Oil Company. Go to the 
Treasury Department and find out who are the individuals who 
take advantage of these rebate clauses under our tariff laws and 
the amount of money that they take out of the Federal Treasury. 
Under the provisions of this bill the Standard Oil Company can 


import lumber into this country, pay the duty on it in the first 


instance, then use it in boxing their foreign exports, and afterwards 
make affidavit or certificate that the lumber has been so used and 
then they can draw back the money which they paid as duty. 
Why did you make an exception of these individuals?. It is un- 
doubtedly because they contributed very heavily to the late cam- 
paign fund. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] 
And I shall at the proper time offer amendments striking out these 
rebate clauses, 

Now, I would not stand here and urge either of these proposi- 
tions if I did not think they were for the interest, not only of my 
constituents, but for the interest of the toiling millions, the con- 
sumers in this country. I say that a protective tariff of $2 per 
thousand upon lumber to-day is an outrage. I say the lum 
industry does not need it. Talk about it being an infant industry, 
needing the helping hand and encouragement of this Government! 
I do not see how men can have the cheek and hardihood to come 
here to Congress, come before the Committee on Ways and Means, 
knowing the condition of the pine industry of this country, and 
ask for a two-dollar protective tariff on lumber to-day. But they 
have all been here. I hold in my hand Schedule B, Wood and 
manufactures of wood, tariff hearings before the Committee on 
Ways and Means.” The manufacturers have all been before this 
Committee on Waysand Means. They have had their day in court. 
Now, you would naturally think that if the laboring men of Michi- 
gan, of the Suginaw Valley, were interested in a two-dollar tariff 
upon lumber, or any tariff upon lumber, if it was going to better 
their condition, to add to the amount that they would earn per 
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day, you would naturally think that some of the great labor unions 
of the Saginaw Valley would have been 55 before this 
committee, would have at least sent an application or written a 
letter to this committee, asking it to puta tariff of $2 per thou- 
sand upon lumber to benefit them. Read the hearings through, 
read the petitions that were sent, read the letters that were sent, 
and yon can not find the letter or application of one laboring man 
in that whole State of Michigan that ever asked this Committee 
on Ways and Means to put a two-dollar tariff rate upon lumber. 

I thank yon for your attention, gentlemen. [Applause on the 


Democratic side. 

The CHAIR The Chair would like to inquire if any other 
tleman desires to be heard this evening. The e from 
th Dakota [Mr. KELLEY], who was to speak this evening, has 

notified the Chair that he does not desire to speak. The Chair is 
ready to recognize any gentleman who wishes to speak now. - 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Hopkins having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States, and-had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 10 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 10 o'clock 
A. m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

g we following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 1866) to repeal an act entitled 
“An act to repeal timber laws, and for other purposes“ —to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 1867) changing the time to 
an earlier date when the first regular session of each new Congress 
shall begin—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 1868) to secure the safe trans- 
mission of public documents—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1869) for the relief of tobacco growers—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) to facilitate the payment of pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1871) to authorize personal payments of pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) to pension disabled teamsters—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1873) to restore widows to the pension rolls 
in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) to do justice to the widows of our sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1875) to do justice to all Union soldiers and 
sailors who were confined in rebel prisons—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) to grant a pension to all Union soldiers 
and sailors in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) to increase the ponnani of all helpless 
soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) to amend section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) to do justice to pensioners by quieti 
ng tito une Commie on Inraid Pn and 
so, a bill (H. R. ) to prescri e ing, practice, 
po in prosecuting pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1881) for the relief of the National Guards of 
East Tennessee to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 1882) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to effect an adjustment between the United 
States and the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company in rela- 
tion to certain bonds issued by the United States in aid of the con- 
sale Bag of said railway—to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads, ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) to incorporate the Columbia Telephone 
Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 1884) for the relief of settlers 
on the Mille Lacs Indian Reservation, in Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1885) to amend an act entitled An act for 


the relief and civilization of the 8 Indians in the State of 
14, 1 to the Committee on In- 


Minnesota,“ approved January 
dian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) to amend the act of Congress approved 
May 14, 1880, entitled An act for the relief of settlers on the 
public lands "—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1887) to promote the 
purposes of the National Conservatory of Music—tothe Committee 


on Education. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 1888) to amend the act of 
January 16, 1883, entitled An act to regulate and improve the 
civil service of the United States“ —to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 1889) to provide for the 

mrchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
linville, in the State of Ilinois—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 1890) to obtain more 
silver and gold currency for farmers through international ar- 
rangements—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 1891) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Elmira, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Public Bulong and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 2053) to ađjust the pensions of 
those who have lost limbs or were totally disabled in them in the 
late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 34) ake ey, a 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 35) declaring the 
lands within the former Mille Lac Indian Reservation, in Minne- 
sota, to be subject to entry under the land laws of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 36) to extend the time of pay- 
ment to settlers on the ceded agricultural lands of the former Red 
es Indian Reservation, Minn.—to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 37) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make experiments to 
determine the best material for minor coinage, and to submit to 
Congress new designs for coins—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. ; 

By Mr. TODD: A resolution (House Res. No. =) of inquiry rela- 
tive to delay in payment of pensions to veteran soldiers at Detroit, 
Mich., and to prevent delay of the public business to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

PT Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 1892) for the relief of 
Michael Dittlinger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 1893) to remove the charge of 
ee against John Crawford, etc.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary i 


airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) for the relief of John Riley—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James . to grant him an honorable discharge 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1896) to increase the 


sion of Clark W. Harrington, zeant of Company I, 

Ninety-third New York Infantry—to the ittee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 1897) ting a pension to Mrs. 


Susan A. Huber, Louisville, Ky.—to 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 1898) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) to increase the pension of Jordan A. 
Lively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church 
8 Loudon, Loudon County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War 

aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of S. M. McGuire, of 
Whitepine, Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) for the relief of Michael Low—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1903) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of Robert McIntyre, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) for the relief of Calvin Mallacote—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) for the relief of John B. Malone, of 
Union County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1906) for the relief of Sarah E. Massey, of 
Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


e Committee on Invalid 


Scott . Tenn. —to the 


152 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


MARCH 22, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) to correct the military record of William 


B. Malone to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) to grant a pension to Robert A. Mee 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1909) to grant a ion to Elizabeth H. 
Melton, of Loudon County, Tenn. —to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1910) for the relief of Herman J. Miller, of 
Union County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) to restore the pension to Robert W. 
Mills—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) to grant a pension to Hogen S. Morris, 
of Morgan County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1913) for the relief of Robert E. Newman, 
late a second lieutenant in the Ninth Tennessee Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1914) for the relief of Wesley C. Owens—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1915) for the relief of Kate K. Parsons, of 
Mayo, Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1916) for the relief of the heirs of W. H. H. 
Price, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1917) for the relief of George W. Qualls—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1918) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor 
of Samuel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of 
Joseph R. Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1919) to pension Nancy A. Robbs, of Roane 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) for the relief of David Hampton Rosier— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1921) for the relief of Miller E. Rosier—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1922) to pension A. D. Rutherford—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1923) to restore the pension of David M. Sar- 
tain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1924) for the relief of Philip Schlosshan—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) to restore the name of Pleasant Sharp 
to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1926) granting a pension to William H. Shil- 
lings, of Roane County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1927) for the relief of Milton Shootman—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1928) for the relief of William Stephenson 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1929) to pension Elizabeth Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1930) to grant a pension to William Cecill, of 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1931) for the relief of William Cecill, of Scott 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1932) for the relief of the trustees of Carson- 
Newman College, at Mossycreek, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1933) to pension Giles M. Caton, of Sevier 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 1934) to grant a pension to William B. Cald- 
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1935) for the relief of William B. Caldwell 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1936) for the relief of James H. Bunn, of Oli- 
yer Springs, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1937) to correct the military record of Thomas 
Burnett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1938) for the relief of Joseph A. Brown, of 
Anderson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1939) for relief of John C. Buckner, of Union 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1940) for the relief of Ellkenney Broglin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1941) for the relief of John T. Brown—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1942) for the relief of the personal repre- 
sentatives of Horace L. Bradley, deceased, of Knoxville, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1943) for the relief of Eli H. Bright—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1944) to grant a pension to Sarah A. Blazer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1945) to pension John S. Boling, of Sevier 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1946) to restore to the pension roll the name 
of Mary F. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1947) granting a pension to Mary A. Bird, of 
Fox, Sevier County, Tenn.—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1948) to increase the pension of Darius M. 
Acuff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1949) granting a pension to Andrew L. 
Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1950) for the relief of the trustees of Holston 
0 at Newmarket, Tenn. —to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1951) for the relief of James W. Holt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1952) granting a pension to Mary Chambers, 
of Scott County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1953) to grant a pension to Rebecca L. Cham- 
bers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1954) for the relief of William C. Chandler 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1955) 8 a pension to Ann E. Chap- 
man- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1956) for the relief of the personal represent- 
atives of Mitchell J. Childress—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1957) to increase the pension of William P. 
Cooperio the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 1958) to grant a pension to Narcissa Coving- 

ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1959) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 

partment—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1960) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Coward— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1961) for the relief of H. T. Cox—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1962) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Cox—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 
Also. a bill (H. R. 1983) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, executrix 
of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War 


ims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1964) to grant a pension to Mary E. Daugh- 
erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1965) for the relief of R. A. Driskill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 8 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1966) for the relief of Isaac A. Duncan, of 

Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1967) for the relief of Warham Easley, of 
Grainger County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1968) to increase the pension of John W, 
Fielden, of Newmarket, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1968) for the relief of Jacob S. Fritts—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of Samuel E. Gass—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1971) to grant a pension to James J. Gibbs, 
of Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1972) for the relief of William M. Goforth, of 
Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1973) for the relief of Jason R. Gossett—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1974) to grant a pension to Amon Gross—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1975) to grant a pension to Martha M. Hel- 
ton, of Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1976) for the relief of Jacob Henry—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of James C. Hodges, of 
Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1978) for the relief of P. C. Culvahouse—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1979) to increase the pension of Harvey N. 
Dail—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1980) for the relief of the personal represent- 
ante of Michael Staples, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1981) to do justice to the survivors of the 
shipwreck of the Sultana—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1982) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strick- 
land, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1983) for the relief of J. T. Taylor—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1984) for the relief of Alexander L. Taylor 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1985) to grant a pension to George A. Til- 
lett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1986) to correct the military record of George 
A. Tillett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


153 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1987) for the relief of George Tucker, of Jef- 
ferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1988) to fot a pension to George Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1989) for the relief of Thomas J. Wear, of 
Sevier County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) to pension Jane Turner—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1991) to authorize the investigation by the At- 
torney-General of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprie- 
tors of the Knoxville Whig for advertising, and authorizing the 
payment thereof—to the Committee on Claims. 

5 a bill (H. R. 1992) to increase the pension of Creede N. 
715 of Mossycreek, Tenn. to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1993) to grant a pension to Hugh Kline to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1994) for the relief of R. S. Wilshire, of An- 
derson County, Tenn. to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1995) for the relief of Henry B. Jones to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1996) to pension John Alexander Kelly, of 
Knox ! Tenn. to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1997) to increase the pension of John Houk 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1998) to grant a pension to Dicey Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 1999) for the relief of George 
M. Anderson, of the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2000) granting the incorporated town of Val- 
entine, Cherry County, Nebr., certain lands, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 2001) granting a pension 
to Robert D. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Cornelia I. Skiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 2003) for the relief of the legal 
representative of Samuel Tewksbury, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 2004) for the relief of George W. 
Harbaugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 2005) for the relief of David 
Morgan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 2006) granting a pension to 
Lydia G. Cate—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2007) granting a pension to Hen- 
rietta B. Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 2008) ee pension to Wil- 
liam H. Zombro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2009) to increase pension of Mrs. Rhoda A. 
Connell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 2010) for the relief of Mrs. 
Celia Ford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2011) granting a 
. to Isaac A, Chandler to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2012) granting a pension to Robert T. Davis 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2013) granting a pension to Cook Burk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2014) granting a pension to Leander Wood 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2015) granting a pension to Elisabeth Lane— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 2016) for the relief of John Red- 
den, late of Company D, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2017) for the relief of Julius C. Kloenne—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief of Anna W. 
Osborne—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Benjamin H. Stewart—to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2020) granting a pension to Peter Daly to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2021) to restore a pension to Harriet M. 
Knowlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 2022) granting a pension to 
Margaret Rowsell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 2023) to pension Henderson H. 
Boggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill a R. 2024) to pension Joseph Fipps—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) to pension Daniel B. Hadley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2026) to pension Sarah A. 
Halter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2027) to correct 
the military record of Lewis F. Morgan—to the Committee on 
airs. 


Mili 
By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2028) for the relief 
of Stout, Hall & Ban to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 2029) granting a pension 
to Julius M. Bates, late first lieutenant Company A, Two hundred 
and eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 2030) for the relief of the estate 
of Henry W. Long—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2031) for the relief of the estate of Reese 
Pritchard—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2032) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Robert Logan —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2033) to correct the military record of John 
Tyner, John Chitwood, and T. W. Butts, of Logan County, Ark.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) for the relief of the widow of Patrick 
P. Burton—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 2035) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of George Anderson 
Casedy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2036) to remove the charge of desertion from 
ve military record of Alfred Hall—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 2037) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to remove the charge of desertion as to Thomas 
Dunn—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2038) granting a pension to James Laird—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2039) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Cutler D. Sanborn—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2040) for the 
relief of Joel A. King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) to increase the pension of O. M. Jen- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2042) for the relief of H. Wilhite—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2043) for the relief of John M. Higgins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) for the relief of the estate of Aman 
Price, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2045) for the relief of J. H. Stovall and 
William Hughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2046) for the relief of K. Battoe—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) for the relief of Benjamin B. Rhodes 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2048) for the 
zeH of Samuel H. Sentenne and Paul Boileau—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 2049) for the relief of Stalnaker 
Marteney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 2050) for the relief of J. C. 
Ades & Co. and Charles C. Perry & Co.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Bridger, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2052) to increase the pension of William A. 
Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 2053) to adjust the pensions of 
those who have lost limbs or were totally disabled in them in the 
late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following poong and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition 5 and shippers of bitu- 
minous coal, requesting that no advance be made in the duty; also 
request of Monson & Son and others, of Cleveland, Ohio, for duty 
on fresh-water fish, and protesting against the free importation of 
fish caught in Canadian waters—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petition of farmers of Queens County, N. V., 
relating to agriculture and the proposed tariff law to the Com- 
mittee on iculture. 

Also, resolutions from Freeport Council, No. 57, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Freeport, Long Island, advoeating 
the recognition of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, in favor 
of discontinuing the free distribution of seeds—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 
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By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Resolution of Mexican war vet- 
erans of Missouri, praying for the placing on an eq 8 older 
class of soldiers with those of a younger generation who partici- 

ted in the late war between the States—to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Also, communication of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 44, of St. 
Louis, relative to tariff on cigar wrappers—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROW: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Samuel Tewksbury—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Iowa commandery of the 
Loyal Legion of the United States of America, indorsing the bill 
to establish a national reaper at Dak to commemorate the cam- 

aign, siege, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Mack & Co., of San Francisco, Cal., 
favoring a law granting a rebate tax on alcohol used in the arts 
and compounds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Boston (Mass.) market gar- 
deners, regarding duty on onions, potatoes, and cabbage—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the American Labor Protective e, with 
regard to immigration legislation—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolution of business men’s convention of 
Arkansas, regarding the permanent improvement of the Arkansas 
River; also same request from Arkansas Improvement Conven- 
tion—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 1429, for the relief of 
Lucretia Curtis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of Sioux City (Iowa) Cigar Mak- 
ers’ Union, No. 150, relative to tariff on tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TODD: Memorial of William Wrigley, jr., & Co., of 
Chicago, protesting against the proposed duty on gum chicle—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of Spurrier & Yocum and 
others, of Chesterhill, Ohio, protesting against the free distribu- 
tion of seeds by the Government—to the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Ellwood Lee Company, of Con- 
shohocken, Pa., relative to granting a rebate of the tax on alcohol 
poh a the arts and for compoun to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 23, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD MORTGAGES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 19th instant, certain information relative to the fore- 
closure of any mortgage against the property of the Union Pacific 
Railr Company in which cases the Attorney-General has 
entered an appearance for the Government; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the ee aoe joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 7) regulating the distribution of public 
documents; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 25) amending a joint resolution con- 
tinuing in force section 2 of the act approved June 3, 1896, enti- 
tled An act to repeal section 61 of ‘An act to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’” 
which became a law August 28, 1894; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately available 
the appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates of the House of Representatives; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 33) making immediately available 
appropriations for the payment of session employees of the House 
of Representatives during the first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, WALTHALL presented a petition of the Mississippi Bap- 
tist State Convention, praying Congress to forever prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquorsin the Capitol ice which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of Dwyer & Vhay 
and sundry other merchants of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating 


against the proposed duty of 2 cents per pound on pineapples; 
which was referred to the Committee on TAROS: ee 

He also presented a poanion of General U. S. Grant Command, 
No. 18, Department of Michigan, Union Veterans’ Union, of De- 
troit, Mich., praying for the enactment of a per diem service pen- 
sion law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of General U. S. Grant Command, 
No. 18, Union Veterans’ Union, Department of Michigan, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to enable all the survivors of the 
late war to file with the Pension Bureau, during their lifetime, 
the necessary proofs of marriage and a record of their minor chil- 
dren; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Iowa, pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the payment of the judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims in favor of letter carriers; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Society of 
Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratification of the 
proponon arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of members of the Society 
of Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratification of 
the proposed arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the monetary convention 
held at Indianapolis, Ind., January 12 and 13, 1897, relative to the 
history of the movement for the monetary convention and the 
report of its proceedings; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of the Wilson Grocery Com- 
pany, of Peoria; of B. H. Hoopes & Son, of Bloomington, and of 

ppersmith & Welch, of Chicago, all in the State of Mlinois, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Payson, II., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, granting suffrage 
= ee which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman 

rage. 

He also 3 a petition of the Young People's Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the First Presbyterian Church of Rockford, 
III., praying for the enactment of a prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of Bloom- 
ington, III., and a petition of sundry letter carriers of Elgin, III., 
praying that an appropriation be made for payment of the judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims rendered in favor of letter carriers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


He also esented a petition of the Raymond Lead Company, of 
Chicago, III., praying for an increase in the tariff on manufac- 
tured lead ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Illinois and 
New York, pra ing for the passage of the so-called antiscalping - 
railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also a, the petition of Dr. Charles W. Zaremba, of 
Riverside, III., praying for the retention of the tariff on Mexican 
oranges; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of I. Lawzar, of Chicago, III., 
praying for the adoption of a high tariff on leaf tobacco; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Berriman Bros., of Chicago, 
III., and the memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 71, of Elgin, 
III., and Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 243, of Chicago Heights, Hil 
remonstrating against an increase of the tariff on leaf tobacco; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

` He also presented the petition of Sydney Richmond Taber, of 
Chicago, III., and a petition of the Women’s Club and sundry 
citizens of River Forest, III., praying for the ratification of the 
proposed arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of members of the Methodist, 
Presbyterian, Baptist, Free Methodist, United Brethren, and 
Congregational churches, and of the Salvation Army, all of Har- 
vey, III., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Columbia equal to the most efficient State Sunday law; 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of J. Rossat, of New York City, 
remonstrating against the proposed tariff on Italian wines; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the peanon of Koch Sons & Co., of New York, 
prain Saas photograph albums, autograph albums, and scrap- 

s be provided for in the pending tariff bill, and inserted in 
the paragraph relating to the manufacture of paper, subject to 
such ad valorem duty as may seem most advisable; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
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ADDITIONAL ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present two communications from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates of appro- 
jations submitted by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
for 1898 and prior years; and also a letter from the Secretary 
of War, submitting an estimate of appropriation, $1,000, for re- 
pairs to the roof of the Executive nsion. I move that the 
communications and accompanying papers be printed, and that 
they be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 373) for the restoration of annui- 
ties to the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux In- 
Saos reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

He also, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 360) to amend an act entitled “An act to 

the timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 361) fixing times when, regulating the manner in which, 
and declaring the character of the accounts between the United 
States and the several public-land States, relative to the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales and other disposition of the public lands made 
and to be made therein by the United States, which shall here- 
after be stated and certified to the ee Department for pay- 
a reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

reon. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the 
subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1067) for the relief of the 
estates of Daniel Woodson and of Ely Moore; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1068) for the relief of W. H. L. Pep- 
perell, of Concordia, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 1069) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones, of Paola, 


ans.; 
A pill (S. 1070) granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of 
Wichita, Kaus.; 
4 A 505 S. 1071) granting a pension to Abigail R. Ellet, of El- 
orado, Ag 
A bill (S. 1072) granting a pension to J h Fipps; 
A bill S: 1073) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dunaway, of 
Garnett, s 
A bill (S. 1074) granting an increase of pension to Allen T. Ontis, 
of Atchison, Kans. (with accompanying paper); 
A bill (S. 1075) granting an increase of pension to Edward Stan- 
l 


ey; and 
A bill (S. 1076) granting an increase of pension to Allen Buck- 
ner, of Baldwin, Kans, 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1077) for the relief of 
W. L. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1078) to regulate the establish- 
ment of submarine telegraphic cable lines or systems in the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
5 twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1079) to A nie for the compulsory support of chil- 
dren by parents in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (S. 1080) authorizing the employment of day labor in the 
construction of certain municipal buildings and works in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1081) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and Juriah 
Hall and their heirs and assi all the right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the east 20 feet front by the full depth 
of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493, in the city of Washington, D. C., 


as laid down on the original plan or plat of said city (with accom- 
ar A paper); 2 $ 
A bill (S. 1082) to provide for the elevation of the tracks of the 


Baltimore and Ohio Rai in the city of Washington, and for 
other ad Oba 

A bill (S. 1083) to provide for widening the Aqueduct Bridge 
and la thereon a single track for street railway use; 

A bill (S. 1084) to er regulate the sale of milk in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A-bill (S. 1085) for the prevention of smoke in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1086) in relation to wills and other written instru- 
ments in the District of Columbia (with „„ paper). 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1087) to increase the ion of Mrs. Elizabeth S. 
Roberts, widow of the late Gen. Benjamin 8. Roberts, United 
States Army (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1088) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances C. De Russy 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1089) ting a pension to Harriet Clarissa Mercur, 
widow of James Mercur, late professor of civil and military engi- 
neering in the United States Military Academy at Westpoint, 
N. V. (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1090) to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sessford (with accom- 
panying papers); i ; 

Ab = 1091) granting a pension to Jane S. Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 1092) to increase the pension of John H. Bieling, of 
Detroit, Mich.; 

A bill (S. 1093) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth H. David; 

A bill (S. 1094) granting a pension to Adelaide Sessions; 

A bill (S. 1095) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annie Gibson 
Koai widow of Capt. George W. Yates, Seventh United States 

valry; an 

A bill (S. 1096) granting a pension to William P. Moran (with 


accompanying papers). 

Mr. MILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
1 25 8 8 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: ; 

A bill (S. 1097) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins (with ac- 
companying papers); 

A bill (S. 1098) for the relief of Thomas Antisell (with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1099) for the relief of Walter S. Kimmel. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1100) for the relief of 
Thomas Chambers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1101) for the relief of Eunice Tri 
ler, widow of Charles S. Tripler; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1102) to establish wind si dis- 
play stations at South Manitou Island, Lake Michigan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1103) for the relief of Ellen A. Dunn; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1104) providing for an additional 
circuit judge in the sixth jndicial circuit; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1105) to provide for the publication 
of the Revolutionary archives in the Department of State; which 
was read twice by its title, and ref: to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
McMinnville, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 1107) for the relief of Stewart Coll now the South- 
western Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, Tenn. 

Mr. BATE (for Mr. Harris of Tennessee) introduced a bill (S. 
1108) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies 
reported = Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
approved reh 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman 
Act; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1109) to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: : 

A bill (S. 1110) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 


m; an 
— bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to Joseph V. 
wie. 
Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 1112) for the relief of John 
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Mellifont and Ellen Riordon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce: 
me bill G 1113) to establish a marine hospital at Sabine Pass, 
ex.; an 

A bill (S. 1114) for the establishment of a light and fog signal 
on or near Sabine Bank, Texas. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the Jegal representatives of John 
Roach, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1116) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage and detention, 
and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, Bos- 
ton, and Atlanta. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1117) for the relief of John 
Veeley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1118) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Chamberlin; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 1119) granting a pension to 
Cassius M. Clay, sr., a citizen of Kentucky and a major-general 
in the Army of the United States in the war of the rebellion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1120) granting to the 
State of North Dakota 30,000 acres of land to aid in the mainte- 
nance of aschool of forestry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1121) authorizing the restoration 
of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain, Seventeenth 
United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing 
that he be placed on the list of retired officers; which was read 
2 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. : 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 1122) granting a pension 
to Charles A. D. Wiswell, of Ainsworth, Nebr.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 1123) to provide for the examination and classification 
of certain lands in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 1124) to amend an act to permit the use of the right 
of way through public lands for tramroads, canals, and reser- 
yoirs, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1125) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of California. 

r. PERKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1126) authorizing the President to appoint Lieut. 
Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank of commander; and 

A bill (S. 1127) to provide relief for such employees in United 
States navy-yards as may be disabled by accident while in the per- 
formance of duty, and, in the event of fatal casualties, for the 
relief of surviving dependents. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1128) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to secure payment of certain State bonds 
and stocks owned by the United States and held under authority 
of the act of Congress of August 15, 1894, relating to the custody 
of the Indian trust fund; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1129) to carry into effect the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and 
GRETA for supplies furnished the Indian service; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1180) granting a pension to Bowman H. Peterson; and 

A bill (S. 1181) granting a pension to Mrs. Adonia Huard, of 
New Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, deceased. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 1132) for the retirement 
of John Tempany, senior veterin surgeon, Ninth Cavalry, 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. DANIEL) introduced a bill (S. 1138) to 

ay to the Richmond Locomotive and Machine Works its claim for 
e and losses incurred in the construction of the armored 
battle ship Teras; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1134) 
to restore medical freedom to the people of the District of Colum- 


bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1135) to provide for fixing a 
uniform standard of classification and grading of wheat, corn, oats, 
barley, and rye, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1136) to increase and limit 

the appropriation for a public building at Portland, Oreg., and to 
designate its uses; which was read twice byits title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1137) defining and permanently fix- 
ing the northern boundary line of the Warm Springs Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bil 5 1138) entitling veterans of Indian wars to admission 
to the Soldiers’ Homes in the United States on the same terms as 
veterans of the late war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1139) removing the charge of desertion from the name 
of James K. Parker, who served as a private in Company B, Third 
East Tennessee Infantry, and also as a private in Company B, 
Ninth Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1140) for the relief of Col. George H. Mendell, Corps 
of Engineers, United States Army, retired; and 

A bill (S. 1141) to reimburse the States of California, Oregon 
and Nevada for moneys by them expended in the suppression o 
the rebellion. : 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1142) providing for the 
tablishment of a quarantine station at or near Astoria, Oreg.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1143) to establish an assay office at 
Baker City, in the State of Oregon; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1144) for the relief of certain officers of the Corps of 
Engineers, United States Army; 

A bill (S. 1145) for the relief of Orville T. Porter, late United 
States marshal for the District of Alaska; 

A bill (S. 1146) for the relief of William A. Starkweather, of 
Oregon (with an accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 1147) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of Oregon 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1148) for the relief of H. W. Shipley (with an accom- 
panying paper); and 

bill (S. 1149) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of 
Oregon (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 1150) for the relief of D. J. Holmes, of Portland, 


Oreg.; 

A bill (S. 1151) to regulate the taking of proofs and filings in 
certain land cases; 

A bill (S. 1152) explanatory of an act entitled “An act to settle 
certain accounts between the United States and the State of Mis- 
sissippi and other States,” and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, 
(with accompanying paper). 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

bill (S. 1154) for the relief of George Hughes, of Portland, 


Oreg.; 

A bill (S. 1155) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, of 

gon; 

A bill (S. 1156) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 1157) to provide a pension for Godfrey Beck. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1158) granting an increase 
of pamon to C. Cunningham; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANTLE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1159) to educate 
foreign nations in the knowledge and availability of the products 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 17) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

TENTS FOR MISSISSIPPI RIVER FLOOD SUFFERERS. 

Mr. BERRY. I introduce a joint resolution, for which I ask 

present consideration. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 18) directing the Secretary of War 
to furnish tents to the sufferers from the floods of the Mississippi 
River was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, 
That the Secretary of War be. and he is hereby, authorized to purchase 1,000 
tents, or so many thereof as may be necessary, to shelter and relieve the suf- 
ferers from the flood in the Mississippi River, and a sufficient sum of money 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated to carry out the purposes of this resolution. 


Mr. BERRY. I have a telegram from Helena, Ark., in which 
it is stated that 500 refugees from the flood are e ted to be 
landed there by a steamer, They asked me to see the Secretary 
of War and have tents sent them to shelter the sufferers. I had 
communication with the . and he stated to 
me that all the tents the rtment had on hand were sent yes- 
terday to Memphis, some being sent to Cairo the day before. e 
joint resolution proposes to authorize the Secretary of War to 
purchase 1,000 tents, or so many as may be necessary, to be shipped 
to the flood sufferers on the Mississippi River, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be . 
by him to the general deficiency APPrOPTIA NON bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be pe 
by him to the eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EARLE (by request) submitted an amendment intended 


to be pee by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed 


Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. DANIEL) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
28 5 va referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

rinted, 

e also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 

by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the . on Nava airs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
BULLETIN ON APICULTURE. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That these 
be fea ,000 extra copies of Bulletin No. 1, new series. Division of Ento- 
mology, Department of iculture, entitled The Honey Bee: A Manual of 
Instruction in Apiculture, by Frank Benton, M. D., of which number 6,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 12,000 ies for the use of the House 
7 and 2,000 copies for distribution by the Secretary of 

sure. 


~ REFERENCE OF CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolutions; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Clai in e of the provisions of the act of 
entitled “. act to provide for the bringing of suits against the United 
States,“ approved h 3. 1887. to find and report to the Senate the facts 
bearing upon the merits of said claim, including the loyalty of the person 
who was owner of the property at the time it is alleged to have been taken, 
and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts. 

Resolved, That the claim of the legal representatives of Samuel J. za 

. late of Jefferson County, Ark., now pending in the Senate, together with 

the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Clai in pursuance of the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, and an 
act entitled An act to provide for the brin; of suits against the United 
States,“ approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the Senate the facts 
bearing upon the merits of said claim, including the 1 of the person 
who was owner of the property at the time it is all © have been taken, 
and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts. 


Resolved, That the claim of the legal representative of James R. Laffe: 
late of the State of Arkansas, now pending in the Senate, together with 
the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, pursuance of the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, and an 
act entitled An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the United 
States,” approved 8, 1887, to find and report to the Senate the facts 
bearing upon the merits of said claim, including the loyalty of the person 
who was owner of the property at the time it is alle: have been taken, 
and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts. 

Resolved, That the claim of the legal representative of the firmof Bertrand 
& Scull, late of Jefferson County, Ark., now pending in the Senate, together 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the 2 hea ttm of the act of March 
1883, and an act entitled An act to provide for the bringing of suits car 
the United States,“ approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the Senat 
the facts bearing upon the merits of said claim, including the loyalty of the 
person who was owner of the property at the time it is alleged to have been 
taken, and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts. 

Resolved, That the claim of the 1 representative of James Scull. late 
nding in the Senate, together with all the 


to 
said claim, including the loyalty of the person 
is all 70 have been taken, 


5 referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the act of March 8, 1883, and an act entitled An act to provide for 
i i the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, to 
nate the facts bearing upon the merits of said claim, 
including the loyalty of the person who was owner of the property at the 
time it is alleged to have been taken, and all other facts contemplated by the 
provisions of said acts. 

Resolved, That the claim of Margaret E. Watkins, of White County, Ark., 
now ponding in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, 
and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in 5 ot the 

rovisions of the act of March 3, 1 and an act entitled“ act to provide 

‘or the bringing of suits against the United States.“ approved March 3, 1887, 
to find and report to the Senate the facts bearing upon the merits of said 
claim, 8 the loyalty of the person who was owner of the property at 
the time it is alleged to have been taken, and all other facts contemp. by 
the provisions of said acts. 

Resolved, That the claim of the legal representative of William B. Pool 
late of Jefferson County, Ark., now pending in the Senate, together with 

e accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pnrsuance of the provisions of the act of March 3, end an 
act entitied “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the United 
States,“ approved 3. 1887, to find and report to the Senate the facts 
bearing upon the merits of said claim, inclnding the loyalty of the person 
who was owner of the property at the time it is all haye been taken, 
and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts. z 

Resolved, That the claim of the legal representative of Holliday S. Ravell. 
late of Jefferson County, Ark., now pending in the Senate, ther with all 
the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby. referred to the Court 
of © in pursuance of the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, and an 
act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the United 
States,” approved 887, to find and report tothe Senate the facts 
bearing upon the merits of said claim, inclu the loyalty of the person who 
was owner of the proverty at the time it is alleged to have been taken, and 
all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said acts. 


REMOVALS FROM OFFICE FOR ALLEGED POLITICAL REASONS, 


Mr. ALLEN. Isubmita resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the 
Civil Service be, and they are hereby, directed to examine and report to the 
Senate if Dr. W. S. White, William Holmes, John Zeller, A. Dalton, and 
Mary Flynn, or any of them, were dismissed from their tions as micros- 
copists to the Bureau of Animal Industry at South in the State of 
Nebraska, and if so, for what reason or reasons; and if for a political reason 
or reasons, whether the dismissal was justified under the law governing the 
civil service, and what authority or jurisdiction the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners have to correct such an abuse of power, and if they have taken any 
steps to do so, and whether they have the necessary force and means at their 
disposal to make a thorough and prompt investigation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. . Mr. President, before the question is put on agree- 
ing to the resolution, I desire to make a remark explanatory of it. 

On the 13th of February last I had the honor to present to the 
Senate a resolution of inquiry directed to the Civil Service Com- 
mission, asking them for information as to the discharge of Mary 
A. Dalton, Mary Flynn, John Zeller, William Holmes, and Dr. 
W.S. White from their peers in the Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try at South Omaha, and the resolution was passed by the Senate 
on the 17th. On the 18th of February the Civil Service Commis- 
sion promphy responded to the resolution, admitting that these 
parties had been discharged from their positions, and that the 
positions were in the classified service; admitting also that the pur- 
ties had denied the charges made against them, upon which they 
were removed, and had asked for an investigation of the facts, and 
that they, the Commissioners, had declined or refused to order the 
inquiry in consequence of a lack of means at their disposal to 
make a proper investigation. So the matter ended so far as the 
Civil Service Commissioners were concerned, 

They disclose also in their report a very singular fact, to me at 
least. They set forth in the report a letter from the then Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, dated December 28, 1896, directed to them, in 


158 


which he inclosed certain affidavits against these 
which he asked them to hold the affidavits from public view, and 
if they can not do so to return them to him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Senator’s statement? 


and in 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Missouri asks me to make the 
statement again. In the letter of the Secretary of Agriculture to 
the Civil Service Commissioners he asks them to withhold from 

ablic inspection certain affidavits which he incloses to them, and 
they can not do so to return the affidavits to him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So as to keep them off the file. 

Mr. ALLEN. So as to keep them off the file. It is stated in the 
body of the letter, in brackets: 


Here follow five affidavits which were returned to, and are now in the pos- 
session of, the Secretary of Agriculture. 


Not being entirely contented with that statement, the Senate 
adopted a resolution on the 22d of February, calling upon the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture for these identical affidavits, and on the 25th 
the Secretary returned a reply, Document No. 155, second session 
Fifty-fourth Congress, in whieh he sets forth a few so-called affi- 
davits, taken in the form of depositions. in no one of which is there 
disclosed any fact against any one of the persons removed from 
their positions in the Bureau of Animal Industry any further than 
the mere conciusion of the witness that the person removed neg- 
lected his duty can be said to be a fact. 

In what particular Miss Flynn and Miss Daiton were 
incompetent to discharge their duties as assistant microscopists in 
that Bureau no witness pretends to state, nor does the Secretary 
of Agriculture pretend to state. 

After all this had taken place, after the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners had been importuned and appealed to to grant some kind 
of an investigation of the charges made against these parties, and 
had refused to do so, affidavits were taken by them covering every 
charge made against them and refuting every assertion against 
them in the most direct and positive manner. Those affidavits 
were filed with the Civil Service Commissioners, and they have 
never opened their lips yet in response to the affidavits and the evi- 
dencg placed on file, and, presumptively, they never will. They 
never will take any action. They never will do anything to relieve 
the persons who were removed by made in the dark against 
them or to investigate the charges until Congress or some superior 
authority takes action in the premises. 


In support of my statement 5 the affidavits filed re- 
cently, I send to the desk and ask to have read the following 
letter. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OMAHA, NEBR., February 23, 1897. 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: Inclosed you will find the affidavits of Dr. White, Mary A. 
Dalton, Mary Flynn, John Zeller, William Holmes, George Seay, Howard 
Me: , Henry 1, and Louise Walters, to be filed in the matter of the pro- 
test of Dr. W. S. White et al., who were discharged from the Department of 


Animal Industry at South Nebr. We desire to have each affidavit 
poe as pice rig on the behalf of each of the parties in support of their pro- 


the discharge com: ed of. We notice that to news- 
per report you have stated to the Senate that the cases of two—we do not 
a were still open for investi; 


w which two—of the 
We know no distinction fore between the parties discharged 
all no pel nde stand in the same attitude and are entitled to the sume 
consideration. 
We do not hesitate to say that by the affidavits we hereby submit to your 
he parties -were disch for 


Omaha, together with the post-office department at Omaha. and. in fact. the 
entire Federal service of the State of Nebraska, has been for the last four years 
used as a political machine to J ] 
ose affidavits show that during th 

ha, post master at 
a, used the rome placed in their hands as Federal officials to club the 


pasos referred to, in which we may be able 
appear 
5 t of the Morton machine at 
. right to be bang given an oppor- 

in > 
tunity to examine the charges and the testimony submitted against 8 


: dustry, a 
We desire to direct your attention ticularly to the affidavits of Dr. W. S. 
White. r illi —5 en ask you whether xn will 
ou 
orton has stated that the 


3 t upon an agent bheing sent to South Omaha to inv. 

c and; 8 ou ta Ea oan AAAI provi that i 
not neg! uty inany way, t were competen 

fai and worthy servants, and have been di A 3 to sa ths 

spleen of those who sought to compel them to surrender their manh and 

womanhood, their rights and independence as citizens, to hold the positions 

to which tang fer been appointed. 

Yours, 7 


te those 
persons 


W. H. HERDMAN, 
I. J. DUNN. 
J. J. O'CONNOR, 
Attorneys for White et al, 
Mr. ALLEN, At the time that letter was sent to the Civil 
Service Commissioners the original affidavits, copies of which I 
hold in my hand, accompanied it. I now ask leave to make these 
affidavits a part of my remarks without being read. 
The affidavits referred to are as follows: 


In the matter of the protest of Dr. W. S. White, chief microscopist; FARE 
an 


Her, tagger; Holmes, stock examiner; Mary A. Dalton 
ry Flynn. t mi ists, against their removal from their 
positions in the Bureau of Industry at South Omaha, Nebr. 


AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM HOLMES, 


THE STATE OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, ss: 
William Holmes, being first duly sworn, on oath de’ 
is the William Holmes who was removed from the 


in the Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr., on ber 15, 
1896. That in the order of removal no cause whatever was assi; for the 
same. That he was appointed to said Soy a on October 3), and served 
continuously until removed asaforesaid. Affiant states that when he received 


the order removing him from his position, he asked Don C. Ayer, chief in- 
spector at South Omaha, the reasons for his removal and if it was done at his 
(Ayer’s) suggestion, and that said Ayer replied that he did not know the rea- 
sons for the removal, and that he (Ayer) did not have anything to do with it, 
and he only did his duty in . the order of remo Affiant fur- 
ther states that about an hour afterwards he met Dr. Scheimer, 8 in 
e e of abattoir No. 14, in which afflant was stationed, and asked Scheimer 
if he knew the reasons of afflant's removal; that Scheimer replied that he did 
not, and that afflant's work, so far as he knew, was entirely satisfactory. 
Affiant denies that he ever at any time neglected any of his duties as stock 
examiner, but that at all times, to the best of his ability, he his 
duty in the way and manner as instructed by his superior officers, Don O, 
Ayer and Dr. Scheimer, Affiant states that if an investigation be had he can 
prove the truth of these statements by the testimony of Dr. Scheimer, in- 
a pone in charge; George Seay, stock examiner; Jacob Burkhardt, tagger, 
stationed in the same abattols with affiant; and Patrick Coyle, John Gas- 
Siday. and other employees of the Hammond Packing Company, the same 
being abattoir No. 14. t states that he has reasons to believe, and does 
believe, that be was removed solely for political reasons. Affiant states that 
during the late campai he was a supporter of the regular oeratic 
ticket, nominated in Chicago, III., but denies that he ever in any way neglected 
his duty to take part in the campaign; that he belongs to no cam eln 
did no work, and took no part in the management and control 
the cam or any ticket. Affiant states that on or about the date therein 
he received from Euclid Martin, postmaster at Omaha, the following letter: 


OMAHA, NEBR., October 26, 1826. 


DEAR Sin: I shall be pleased to see you some time during the forepart of 
this gok, when you are in the city, and have time and convenience to call. 
ours, 


: EUCLID MARTIN. 
Mr. WILLIAM HOLMES, G. 
South Omaha, Nebr. 


plied was taking no par 
civil service and did not think that he had a Fight to do anything in the mat- 
ter. Mr. Martin then said that he and Mr. T. J. Mahoney had taken upon 


themselves to the Pa in this State, and 
that Mr. Morton — the tion at Washington greatly desired the 


Mr. as ested by Mr. Martin, all of which beca; 
Martin and through him 
statos that Euclid Martin is w 


Sow 
both appointments and remo’ ; that Martin told affiant, 
removal, that e Morton had instructed the special agents to report 
to him (Martin); that Sheldon, the special agent sent out after the removals 
to take testimony, was instructed to report to him; that Sheldon did call to 
see him, but that he (Martin) was ont and did not see Sheldon. Afflant fur- 
ther states that Martin said that Sheldon at other times had reported to him 
and showed him the ratings of the stock examiners at South Omaha, but that 
he could not at that time remember affiant's rating. 
of any 
is not 
Affiant 


John Zeller, who was removed from the position of tagger 
at the Bureau of Animal Ind at South Omaha on November 15. 1805; that 
he was stationed at abattoir No. 14; that affiant saw him every day, and 
knows that he was attentive to his duties; that Dr. Scheimer, the inspector 
in charge of the abattoir, repeatedly told this aiant that Zeller was one of 
the most faithful and efficient men on the force. 

Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this —— day of Febru- 
ary, 1897. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


In the matter of the protest of Dr. W. S. White, chief mieroscopist; John 


Zeller, William Holmes, stock examiner; Mary A. Dalton and Mary 
Fly: t microscopists, against their removal from their positions 
in the uot Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr. 


AFFIDAVIT OF GEORGE SBAY. 
Tar STATE OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, 8s: 

George Seay, be first duly sworn, on cath deposes and says that he 18 
the George Seay on was removed from the tion of stock examiner at 
the Bureau of Animal Industry at South on December 15, 1896; that 
in the order.of removal no reasons for the same were assigned; that he was 
d position on eee psa he served continuously until 

or twhen he was ordered 
ant further states that 
ed at abattoir No. 14, with Dr. Scheimer, e gp in charge; 


every day, and so far as affiant knows he never neglected a sin 
affiant bas never heard of any. complaint being made against " that 
affiant repeatedly heard Dr. Scheimer, inspector m charge of abattoir No. 14. 
say that John Zeller was one of the most faithful and efficient men on the 
force. Affiant says that the only time that he lost or was absent from duty 
was on election day in 1805, and that he was absent on that day because he 
was ordered by James B. Sheean, secretary of the Democratic State central 
committee, of which Euclid Martin was rman, to.serve as challenger in 
the first precinct of the Seventh Ward of the city of Omaha; that affiant 
obeyed said order and served as challenger at said polling place on said day; 
that so far as affiant knows no complaint was ever ə because of his 
absence, although the pay for said day was deducted from his wages. Affiant 
— t he rir 1 any a romp asstock examiner, and appeals 
e records y the Bureau at South Omaha. 
x GEORGE SEAY. 


. in my presence and sworn to before me this day of Feb - 
[Copy. Original sworn to. 


In the matter of the porte of Dr. W. S. White, chief microscopist; John 
Zeller, tagger; Wil Holmes, stock examiner; M: A. Dalton and 
Mary Flynn, assistant microscopists, against their removal from their 
positions in the Bureau of Aninial Industry at South Omaha, Nebr. 

AFFIDAVIT OF MARY FLYNN. 

THE STATE OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, ss; 

Mary Flynn, being first duly sworn, de and says that she is the Mary 
Flynn who was removed from the ion of assistant microscopist in the 
Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr.. on November 15, 1806, 
for alleged neglect. of duty. Afflant states that between June 1f, 1893 (the 
date of her appointment), and November 15, 1896 (the date of her removal). 
she never in any manner neglected her duties as assistant microscopist, and 
that during all of said time she was not absent from her work more than three 
days, except upon furlough by order of the Department. Affiant further 
says that between September, 1893, and the date of her removal she worked 
under the direct supervision of Dr. W. S. White, chief mi „ and that 
at no time during said period had anyone else any authority to t or 

e the work performed by this affiant; that at no time did the said 

Pr. ite this affiant with any neglect of duty, nor did this afflant 

ever have any intimation from the said White nor anyone else that 

affiant was ever neglectful of her duties. AMant states that the hours of 


that sho w. 

that she Aware N the duties assigned her in the manner required 
by the rules of the Pe eo frag cages Weer further states that said witnesses 
refuse 
vented from so doing 4 fear of losing their positions. 
says that at the time 

tion, Don C. Ayer, chief inspector of the Bureau of Animal Industry at 

th Omaha, stated to this affiant, in the presence of Mary A, Dalton, that 
he was ignorant of the cause of her removal. and that the order was as much 
of a surprise to him as it was to her.“ Affiant further says that the ch: 
of neglect of duty made against her are false and entirely without founda- 
tion, and afflant has d reasons to believe and does eve that she was 
removed solely for political reasons. Affiant further states that one of the 
assistant microsco a Mrs. Ida E. Bushnell, who is a sister of Mr, Tobias 
Castor, of this State, epee heya this affiant ghey the late campaign 
that affiant would be one of the first to be discharged if * elected. 

MARY FLYNN. 
Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this—— day of Fob- 
ruary, 1897. 
(Copy. Original sworn to.] 


In the matter of the protest of Dr. W. S. White, chief microscopist; John 
Zeller, tagger, William Holmes, stock examiner; Mary A. Dalton and Mary 
Flynn, stant microscopists, against their removal from their positions in 
the Bureau of Anima! Industry at South Omaha, Nebr. 

AFFIDAVIT OF MARY FLYNN. 


Tun STATE OP NEBRASKA, Douglas County, ss: 


Mary Flynn, Dale esas duly sworn, on oath d and says: That onthe 
16th day of syne 883, she began work as assistant microseopist in the 
Bureau of Anim Nebr., under a io; 


imho at South Omaha, n 
issued by the Secretary of Agriculture, J. rae) Morton; that she con- 
tinned in said employment until November 15, 1896; that fro 

her appointment to abont 88 1, 1898, the d ent in which she 
Was employed was under the direction and control of Dr. Siggins, and from 
about September 1. 1883, up to November 15, 189), she worked under the direc- 
tion of Dr. W. S. White, chief microscopist; that during said period of her 
said aren Figen from September, 1883, up to the time of her discharge on 
November 15, 1806, she was not absent from duty more than three days, ex- 
cept such time as she was absent on furlough by order of the department; 
that the hours of work were from 8.80 a.m. to 330 p.m. Affiant further 
says that said Dr. W. S. White was in ae of all work done by her duri. 
the time above named, and superintended the performance of the same, an 
that affiant was in a position to observe, and did observe, in whatmannerand 
to what extent the said Dr. White attended to the duties of his department; 
that duringall of said time Dr. White attended strictly to his duties as chief 
microscopist, and, so far as the observation of this t could determine, 
did not in any manner neglect his duties or an 5 9 be thereof; that during 
the year 1806 she never heard him discuss political matters or etre a 
others to do so; that had he neglected his duties in 8 onl — 


I orking hours she would have known it 
and vector ta 4 would have heard him. 
in my presence and sworn to before me this —— day of Febru- 


In the matter of the protest of Dr. W. S. White, chief microscopist; John 
Zeller, tagger; William Holmes, stock examiner; Mary A. Dalton aud 
Flynn, assistant microscopists, in the Bureau of Animal Indus 
Omaha, Nebr., against their removal from their positions in said Bureau. 

AFFIDAVIT OF MARY A. DALTON. 

THE STATE OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, 83; 

Mary A. ee first duly sworn, on oath d. 


and says that she 
began work inthe Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr.. on the 
16th day of June, 1893, and continued to work in said department until some 
time in Se ber, 1893; that in July, 1884, she again was employed in the 
Bureau of Industry at South Omaha, and continued to work in said 
department until November 15, 1896, when she was removed from said posi- 
tion; that from July, 1894, until November 15, 186, she was employed inthe 
mic: e department, under the direction of Dr. W. S. White, chief micros- 
copist, at South Omaha; that during said period she was absent at no time 
except on furlough by order of the Department; that during all of said time 
she had an gt and was in a position to observe to what extent, if 
any, the said Dr. White neglected the duties of his department; affiant fur- 
ther says that, so far as she was able to observe, the said Dr. White at all 
times attended to the duties of his department, and at no time neglected any 
part of his work; that she can remember of no time during the year 1896 
when he was absent from said department during working hours; that, so 
far as the knowledge of this afllant A poes, said Dr. White was always on time 
m 47 a gt ie and remained until the work of said department was fin- 

ed each day. 

5 in my presence aud sworn to before me this day of Febru- 


erya 5 
Copy. ] 
In the matter of the protest of Dr. W. S. White, chief mieroscopist; John 
Zeller, tagger; William Holmes, stock examiner; co A. Dalton Mary and 
a 


Flynn. tant eee ce ye against their removal from their tions 
in the Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr. 


AFFIDAVIT OF MARY A. DALTON, 
THE STATE OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, ss: 


Mary A. Dalton. being first duly sworn, on oath deposesand says: That she 
was appointed assistant micrescopist at South Omaha, Nebr., and entered 
upon said employment June 16, 1803, and continued until about September, 
1806, and began work again in said de ent in July, 1804, and continu 
until November 15, 189), when, by order of J. Sterling Morton, she was dis- 
e from said department for all neglect of duty. Affiant further 
says that from July, 1804, until November 15, she was absent at no time, 
except upon furlough by order of the department; that during said time she 
was pele ee to-report at 8.30 a. m. and remain until 3.30 p. M.; that during 
all of said time this affiant reported for duty at the time required by the rules 
of said department, and remained until time of quitting work under the rules 
of said department; that during said period above named affiant. perfo 
the work assigned her promptly and in the manner required, and at no time 
neglected any part of her duties. Affiant further says that all of her work 
was subject to thei tion of Dr. W. S. White, chief microscopist, and had 
to be passed upon by him; that no other person at any time had charge of 
said work and no other m bad e of the performance of said work, 
or authority to inspect the same, and that during all of said period no com- 
plaint was made by said Dr, White charging this affiant with neglect of duty, 
and no fact or circumstanee were called to his attention or the attention of 
this affiant even tending to show that this affiant had in 8 or at 
any time neglected her duties as assistant mi aC affidavit of 
Dr. W. S. White on file here.) Affiant further says that she can show by the 
testimony of Mary K. Giblin, Nellie Dennis, Margaret Hogan, Maggie Fahey, 
Nannie 3 and others, employees of said department, that the charges 
of neglect of duty made t this affiant are not true. Aftiant further 
says that several of the assistant 5 eer in the Bureau of 
Animal Industry at South Omaha will testify to the above facts, but state 
that they are afraid to make an afidavit regarding the facts for fear that 
1 5 will be discharged if they make such affidavit, and therefore refuse to 
make such affidavit. Affiant further says that Don C. Ayer, chief of in- 
spectors of animal industry at South Omaha, stated to this affiantin the 

resence of Mary Flynn, at the time she was discharged on November 15, 
806, that he. said Ayer, was ignorant of anything regarding their dismissal, 
and that their disc was as much ofasurprise to him as to them. Affiant 
further says that one Mrs. Ida E. Bushnell, assistant microscopist in said de- 
partment, who is a sister of Tobe Castor, formerly member of the Demo- 
cratic national committee from Nebraska, said to aant during the late 
campaign that if McKinley was elected President she, the affiant. would be 
disc . Said Mrs. Bushnell was an enthusiastic 4 80 9 — 85 . 
— ae 


8 in my presence and sworn to before me this —— day of Febru- 
Tr. Original sworn to.] 


In the matter of the protest of Dr. W. S. White, chief microscopist; John 
Zeller, tagger; William Holmes, stock examiner, and Mary A. Dalton and 
ry Flynn, assistant fp patti e. against their removal from their 
positions in the Bureau of Ani Industry at South Omaha, Nebr. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DR. W. s. WHITE. 
Tre STATE or NEBRASKA, Douglas County, as: 


Dr. W. S. White, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: That he 
the Dr. W. S. White who, on the löth day of November, 1896, was removed 
from the position of chief microscopist in the Bureau of Animal or eat Fen 
South Omaha, Nebr.; that he was fp bara to said tion on or about - 
tember 1, 1893; that du all of time he had c 4 —— the ä 
department at South O. n and control over uss t mieroscopists at 
that station; that in the order of dismissal it is stated that he was removed 
for neglect of duty. Afflant denies that he ever, in any manner, neglected his 
duties as chief mic but to the contrary, states the fact to be that to 
the best of his ability he at all times discharged his duties as such officer. 

t 3 denies that he followed his profession as a pareo re- 
ceived or attended to patients or made professional calls during the working 
hours of his department; that he refused to do so, although requested by 
various persons on numerous occasions so todo. <Affiant states that if an 
investigation can be had he can establish the truth of his statements ere 
testimony of cond t Beal, A. G. Laidlaw, Rey. C. C. Smith, Rev. D. C. Win- 
ship, and Howard Meyers, 1 citizens of South Omaha; also Nellie 
M. Dennis, K. Giblin, Margaret Hogan, Lulu E. Gibson, Maggie Fahey, 
and Nannie L. Vaughn, whoare connected with the Bureau at South Omaha, 
and others employed at the same place. Affiant states the fact to be that 
when off duty he did follow his profession, and that he did this with the 

owl and consent of and by the advice of Secretary J. Sterling Morton; 
that Secretary Morton on one occasion inquired icularly as to how he, 
the affiant, was getting on in his practice, arin he (affiant) replied, * Not d 
much." Affiant remembers that Secretary Morton, during the summer 
1894, at the Paxton Hotel in Omaha, remarked that afflant's practice would 
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di 
Morton that he (afflant) should build upa practice as a physt 
er 


WASHINGTON, D. C., November 16, 1898. 


DEAR SIR: Your letter of November 14, addressed to the Secretary, is 
received, and I have to inform you that Mr. Morton left this morning for 
York and expects to return to Washington in afew days, when your com- 
munication will be brought to his attention. In the meantime, I take the 
liberty of informing you, for your own satisfaction, that the Secretary’s 
recent action in your case was based on what he considered the strongest 
and most indisputable evidence from several reliable sources as to very 
decided pernicious polices activity on your part during the recent campaign. 

uly, 


Very respect: 
JOHN NORDHOUSE, 
Private Secretary. 
Dr. W. S. WHITE, 
Bureau of Animal Industry, South Omaha, Nebr. 


Affiant states that he has good reasons to believe and does believe that he 


take in politics, and ordering them to do political workin behalf of Secretary 
Morton's political associates; affiant states that the truth of these statements 


mony of the employeesat the Bureau at South Omaha, particularly by the tes- 
4 th 


ad afiant a letter, in which hoped 
that you will now see to it that delegates to the State convention from the 
west end of Otoe County are men who have sensible viows on ce and 
who sustain the President's policy.” In explanation, afiant would say that 
his home is at Palmyra, in the western part of Otoe County, and that the 
Democratic State convention had been called, aud was to be held a short 
time after the date of this letter. That on August 26, 1893, affiant received a 
letter from Secre orton, which notified him that he had been trans- 
ferred to the tion of chief of microscopists at South Nebr. The 
same letter also contained the following: Do not forget your duties rela- 
tive to the delegate convention nor fail to see that men holding your eco- 
nomic and financial views are sent up toOmaha. Let me hear from you as to 
the possibility of free-coinage men taking possession of the State convention.” 
In a letter from Secretary Morton of date September 16, 1893, the Secretary 
used the onenig language: “Hereafter when you write me I desire that 
your personal and political matters should bein lettersentirely separate from 
all cial duties and 9 E e epang; never mix your letters, 

rsonal and political matters may found in official communica- 
ich have to be put on file here to remain forever.“ On September 21, 
1893, Secretary Morton wrote afflant as follows, viz: 


[Personal—Confidential.] 


DEAR Sik: It is important that you do go down to Otoe County and attend 
to matters there, as I wrote you the other day. It seems that our friends 
are nar asleep and inert, and the friends of free coinage are all awake and 

e: 

Yours, trul, 
85 J. STERLING MORTON. 

Dr. W. S. W 


HITE, 
Bureau of Animal Industry, South Omaha, Nebr. 


On June 5, 1894, afflant received from Secretary Morton a letter which con- 
tained the AAt i “Should Dr. Schiemer desire to visit McWilliams and 
a fu 


in economics. 
every reasonable effort to 1 hean ee financially all those 
byt. 


8 t be 
in a convention to be held during next August or Septem 
year. There will be no excuse for any miscarriage if .. in char 
roperly attend to the patient now right along.“ On November 30, 1 
ecretary Morton ad the affiant as follows: 

“DEARSIR: I have your letter of the 27th instant, and desire you to inform 
me more fully as to rand Zellers. Wecan probably secure men who 
are in perfect agreement and who will do their work just as well as they do. 
It is important that the character of the service be unimpeachable in every 
respect. To make it effective it ought to be in perfect accord with the rules, 
regulation, principles, and policies of its superior officers. 


“Yours, respectfully, 
“J. STERLING MORTON. 
oe 5 Vie Di Br f Animal Indust: 
“ Microscopic Division, Bureau of Anim ustry, 
£ > “South Omaha, Nebr.” 


On August 17, 1896, Secretary Morton addressed the afflant a letter which 
closed as follows: “Hoping that you are satisfied with your position as it is, 
and that you may continue to give a useful and efficient service to the Govern- 
C IV, yours, J. Sterling Morton.“ Afflant further 
states that Secretary Morton told him at his (orton s} hese the 3 
night before the Bourke Cockran meeting in Omaha, that he (Morton) ha 
never heard a complaint against aftiant or his department. In explanation 
of the above, affiant would say that the said Bourke Cockran meeting was 
held some time in September, 1896. Affiant further states that Euclid Mar- 
tin, postmaster at Omaha, told him in the latter part of 1894, or in the first 
part of 1895, that Secretary Morton had authorized him (Martin) to wire to 


covery Morton's chief clerk, Donald McCuaig, any time he desired re- 
movals at South Omaha during Morton's peter on his trip to Europe, and 
that the Secretary had instructed McCuaig to have ‘Assistant Becretary Dab. 
ney make removals on the telegrams from Martin. Afflant further states 
that Euclid Martin at that time told him that he (Martin) had had certain 
persons at South Omaha removed shortly prior to that time, and that the 
said Martin also, in 1895, told affiant that he wished Morton would give Don 
©. Ayer, chief of the Bureau at South Omaha, authority to fire every man 
who would not do right. Affiant further states that suring the time he was 
chief microscopist at South O there was more t a year's time that 
he had practically nothing to do, no microscopic work being done at that 
place; that during said time affiant’s duties were only such as are prescribed 
in the following letter: 
APRIL 25, 1895. 


get this 
Very respectfully, 
D. E. SALMON, Chief of Bureau. 
Dr. W. 55 WH 


ITE, 
icroscopist, South Omaha, Nebr. 


Mary A. Dalton and ae Flynn were assistant microscopists; that they were 
removed on November 1 1800. forall that 
during all the time that they were under his char, 
— e never having to correct them, and never heard of àa complaint being 
e against them; cien 


used tọ 
rsons removed at South 


tain the removals, in order that she might hold her 88 Affiant further 
states that although he took no active ee in the late political campaign, 
except to exercise his right of suffrage, he voted for the regular Democratio 
ticket as nominated at the convention held at Chicago, III. M K w. 


5 in my presence and sworn to before me this 23d day of Febru- 
“[Oopy. Original sworn to.) 5 


In the matter of the protest of Dr. W.S. White, chief microscopist; John 
Zeller, tagger; William Holmes, stock examiner; Mary A. Dalton and 
8 Flynn, assistant 8 against their removal from their 
positions in the Bureau of Industry at South Omaha, Nebr. 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN ZELLER. 

THE STATE OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, ss: 

John Zeller, being first duly sworn, on oath can and says that on the 
18th day of Apm, 1893, he was appointed to the position of foreman of 
rs in the Bureau of Animal Industry at South Omaha, Nebr.; that he 

held said position until July 1, 1893, when said office was abolished. On June 

23, 1893, he was appointed the Bee of r in said bureau, the ap- 

8 to take effect July 1, 1893; that he held said position up to Decem- 
r 15, 1894, when he was removed, as he believes, for pannon reasons, upon 

the recommendations of Euclid Martin, who 5 boasted that he 

afflant removed; that during the fall of 1894 Eucli was the chairman 
of an alleged Democratic State committee, and as such chairman had the 
control and management of the campaign of a bolting State ticket; that 
affiant refused to support said ticket, all of which was known to said Euclid 

Martin; that on the 2/th day of June, 1595, affiant was reappointed to the po 

sition of tagger in the bureau at South Omaha against the wish and over the 

uclid Martin, and that affiant held said position up to November 

5, 1896, when he was removed for alleged neglect of duty. Affiant denies 

that he ever at any time, in any manner whatever, negl any of his duties 
as tagger, but states the fact to be that at all times, to the best of his ability, 
he 2 is duties . the instructions from his superiors, 
Don C. Ayer, chief inspector, and Dr. Scheimer, inspector in charge of the 
abattoir at which affiant was stationed. Affiant denies that during all the 
time he was connected with the bureau at South Omaha he was ever absent 
from duty during working hours a day or an hour, except when ordered 
ope 3 to report elsewhere for political work, the particulars of 
which be here r given. Afflant states that if an investigation can 
be had, he ean prore the truth of these statements by the records of the bu- 
reau at South maha, the testimony of Dr. Scheimer, inspector in charge of 
the abattoir at which he was stationed, by the ers with whom affiant 
worked, and by the numerous employees of the g house where afflant 
was stationed. Afflant states that he no 3 as to what specific act 
of neglect of duty was charged against him, but that he has been informed 
that Sheldon, the special agent of the Department, when at South Omaha tak- 
ing evidence relating to these removals, some two months after the removals 
were made, stated to certain persons that affiant was charged with neglect- 
ing his duties to attend, in April, 1806, a 5 the Democratic county 
central committee, of which affiant was a member. Affiant admits that he 
was absent at said time forsaid purpose. But affiant states that heattended 
said meeting at said time because he was ordered by Don C. Ayer, chief in- 
spector of the bureau, to attend said meeting, with other employees at 
South Omaha, who were also members of said committee, and to assist James 
B. Sheean and others, by their votes, to capture aud control said committee 
meeting, and to send the delegation from Douglas County to the convention, 
which was called by Euclid n as chairman aud James B. Sheean as 
secretary, of a bolting committee of the Democratic party; that the purpose 
of the said State convention, to which the delegates selec’ by this commit- 
tee meeting were to be sent, was to select delegates to the Democratic national 
convention, held in Chicago, III., July 7, 1896. Affiant further states 
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at the time said arr geye be A of 8 
necessary that he should be on hand early at said meeting and do all in 
power to assist the Administration men to capture said 
e A Pg omised affiant that he wo 
ts work that afternoon, and that said Ayer did order 
orn hae M 85 5 Richard Nichols, and Patrick Butler, taggers at South 
Omaha, to do affiant’s work that afternoon, and that said persons did do 
afflant’s work that rocker ering Affiant states = if an inv m be 
had, he can show these facts by the 5 


with the bures 

mony of W. D. McHugh, preseut judge of the United States district court 
of the district of Nebraska, and B. S time 
secretary of the bolting Democratic committee. 
that during all the time he was connected with the bureau at South 
it was used and W sah asa ical machine 


. Mctiegh aad 
een B. rarer referred to above, ane Lee Spratlen were the political 


and controlled the bureau at South Omaha. Aant further states that 


if an investigation be had,he can show that Lee Spratien, bearing after ma 
election in stated that removals would be Wade in the bureau at 
South Omaha. and stated that nothing could save affiantfrom being removed 


Boren and Sewall an prof ly supported Palmer and. 1 — that 
affiant took no active part in the cam of 1896, mer vna for and 
Sewall, all of which was well known to Martin, McHugh, and Spratlen. 


Affiant further says that he is acquainted with William . 
moved from the position of stock examiner on 5 15, 1806; that Holmes 
wasstationed at the same abattoir asthe affiant; that affiant saw said Holmes 
almost every day; that so far as affiant See said Holmes never neglected 
his duties as stock examiner; that so far as afflant knows no complaint was 
ever made at the manner in which Holmes disehar; his duties, and he was 
regarded by the other Government employeesand employees of the pack- 
ing house as one of the efficient men on the force. 
JOHN ZELLER. 


9 presence and sworn to before me this —— day of Febru- 


se feared Original sworn to.] 
Sron OF NEBRASKA, Douglas County, ss: 


VV 1 That he is a resident and 
a n Fe Sant Onin Hake has so resi for the past th Samba 
Affiant further sa ite, 


that he is FEC W. 8. 
who has treated affiant’s family on several occasions. a. Senge 8 Sori 
that the said Dr. W. S. White never called or waited on his f: 5 
business hours. or . 2 on duty for beer Government. Afflant fu: T says 
that in June, 1306 è his afflant called an {of this fiant during b W. S. 

to call ence and treat a chile of affiant during business hours 


or when on duty for the . Dr. W. S. then and 
eg informed this affiant that his 8 — hours belonged to 
the Government and he could not 


That, as afor — 3 TTT 
family only when uty for the Government, and further afian! eth not. 
= A HENRY BEAL. 


Sig aaz in my presence and sworn to before me this th day of Feb- 


ML] A. L. SUTTON, Notary Public. 

Mr. ALLEN.. I also ask at this time to submit, as part of my 
remarks, brief extracts from a very interesting ‘correspondence 
between the late Secretary Morton and Dr. White, which I will 
send to the desk. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

EXTRACTS FROM LETTERS RELATING TO THE SOUTH OMAHA DISMISSALS. 

August 19, 1893. Morton to Dr. William 8. White. 

It is to be ho; that you will now see to it that delegates to the State con- 

3 from the eee end E Otoe ap ees! are meN who have sound 


finance, and who sustain the policy as the only one 
Which is patriotic ee wae er nee best interests. 
Some advoca! declare that in six months from the time 
wo enter upon that absurd ver will advance to $1.29an ounce. The same 
hemselves in favor of g money for the poor. 
E wond Hike thema to explain to mo how tha man cean get dollars made 


for 5 than they 
If these economists can ex- 


when wheat is 40 cents a bushel, 


mighty and will prevail. It may not prevail in my time, but sooner or later 
i¢will triumph over all obstacles. Holding this fai has kept me in a minor- 
ity, € . 6 gation, has always been in the 

rity in Nebraska. t Christ ved and died in a min und 
many preachers of to-day teach that evil is in the maj and the 
Z i fs here. refore I am not so very much tled by the 
howls of the in Otoe County. Let the 


August 26, 1893. Morton to Dr. White. 


Do not for; ur duties relative to the delegate convention, nor fail to 
see that men 8 views are sent up to Omaha. 
Let me hear from you as to the possibilities of free-coinage men 


possession of the State convention. 
September 16, 1893. Morton to White. 

The matter of free-coinage and ee leagues in Nebraska has been oea 
to my attention, and I understand that silver e Ley been formed in 
nearly every county. The object of PA looga to inspire all the Demo- 
crats who voted = _— the Populists in the year 1892 to now. a the Demo- 
cratic primaries in 5 ecinct and county, so as to send to the State con- 
vention on the ith of Octobera lot of frea-coinage advocates 5 resolutions 
denunciatory of the mone views and policy of President Cleveland. The 
silver lodges of the money-f: 1 are quite liable to control that con- 
5 unless you and other men go to work against them at an early 

y 


September 21, 1893. Morton to White. 


rtant that you poi down to Otoe County and attend to matters 
wrote you the other day. It seems that our friends are all asleep 
45 Wert. and the friends of free coinage are all awake and alert. 


XXX——l1 


Pacis tg 


April 28, 1894. A. J. Sawyer to Dr. White. 
LINCOLN, NEBR., April 28, 1894. 
kindly ađvise me, by return gan 15 attitude of Mr. 


DEAR SIR: Will 
Mat to the 8 in a recent speech made by him in South 
ve been told that he gave vent to very bitter ee of 
the Administration, President Cleveland, and Secretary Morton. I wish 
poema certain information, if it can be had, upon this subject, and I 
ve you can procure it if anyone can. 
Yours, very traly, 


Dr. W. S. WHITE, South Omaha, Nebr. 
June 5, 189. Morton to White. 
Probably it would depend, oon vce to write to friends in Nebraska City, 
upon whom you and stir them up to active labor in the secure- 
eek ofa — hin na shall stand for sound money and the best inter- 
ests of all the people of Nebraska. 
June 25, 1894. Morton to White. 
You and Dr. Scheimer will be largely Tene to the next State con- 
vention for the 5 of the = tion m Otoe. You ought to corre- 
enry 2 ni Ed. S 


A.J. SAWYER. 


any 

attend to the patient now right along. 

November 23, 1394. Morton to White. 

Tell me what sort of men Zeller (John), Casey, Harper, Leddie, 

and Butler are, who seem to be among the employees of your . 
Omaha? Do you think that the service would be improved or 5 by 
5 à those gentlemen out of their jobs 8 tone in men o 

November 30,1896. Morton ta White. 


Thave 8 letter of the 2th instant, and desire you to inform me more 


Soe as to rand Zellers. We can “probably secure men whoare in 


agreement and who will do 127 work just as well as they do. It is im- 
8 that the character of the service be unimpeachable in every respect. 

o make it effective it ought to be in perfect accord with the rules, regula- 
tions, pr’ es, and policies of its superior officers. 


November 16, 1898. John Nordhouse (private secretary to Morton) to White. 
is re- 


“i the prot ab I take the fadei ot informing you you, for 3 satisfac- 
action in on what he 
aviience te from several reliable 


and most 
sources, as to very Lor at 5 iean ous political activity upon your part dur- 
V JOHN NORDHOUSE, 
ery „Fours, 
Z 7 Private Secretary. 


Dr. W. S. Wurre, South Omaha, Nebr. 
renee es 1896. D. E. Salmon, Chief of Bureau, to Dr. White. 


5 you on the sub; 
Fours, 
Dr. W. S. WATIE, South Omaha. 
November 20, 1896. Morton to Robert M. Taggart, Nebraska City, Nebr. 


Dr. Fonte an. and other 
service at South Omaha have —— Sent pained to take 9 oaa 3 up 
to the United States Civil Service ission and endeavor to secure their 
reinstatement, I am aan . . giving you any details in the matter. It 
the investigation which 


D. E. SALMON, Chief of Bureau. 


the Doctor and his friendsare 


Mr. ALLEN. In a permit to say that all through the 
correspondence between Secretary Morton and Dr. White the 
Doctor was invited to use every influence he could in political 
circles to carry out the views of the late Administration upon the 
financial question. He was advised to manipulate caucuses and 
conventions in the interest of Mr. Cleveland's Administration. 
And yet when these parties could not be used for that pose, 

that their sentiments were not the sentiments of the Ad- 
ministration, 8 were discha for no other reason than that 
they supported Mr. B an and cause of free silver during the 
late campaign. which I have embodied with my re- 
marks, from the pevate secretary of the late of Agri- 
culture, Dr. White was given distinctly to understand that he 
was discharged from the service in consequence of pernicious 
activity in politics—pernicious activity on the wrong side. 

Mr, President, the civil-service law of this 9 to be made 
efficient, must be carried out in good faith as to all classes of em- 
ployees. Here are these employees, almost 1,500 miles from the 
national capital, who have m discharged and thrown out of 
their positions upon charges, not knowing the character of the evi- 
dence introduced against them, never being pama ermitted to see it, 
and yet they are told in a cold. brusque manner by the Civil Service 
Commissioners that they will not investigate these charges and 
ascertain the truth. Why not investigate them? They put it 
apon s the flimsy pretext that they do not have the means to inves- 

ga 
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Mr. President, there is not an intelligent citizen in the United 
States who does not know that their statement in that respect is 
an absolute and unqualified falschood. They have the means in 
money, in agents, and in inspectors. It would not cost $250 to 


send a competent agent to South Omaha and investigate these 
charges. Yet these gentlemen sit here and spend hundreds of 
thousands of dollars of the le’s money, doing absolutely no 
service whatever—and not only absolutely no service, but they are 
as little useful to the public service of this country as a tramp or 
a common beggar would be. It is time the United States Senate 
should take some energetic action respecting this so-called civil 
service. Itis time, when people 3 positions under the 
classified service are discharged, that they should be permitted to 
know the evidence that has been introduced against them and to 
know by what means the charges are supported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. the Senator from Nebraska de- 
sire to have the affidavits read? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir, but that they appear as a part of my 
remarks, and that the resolution be now put upon its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the question is put, I should like to have 
the resolution read. I did not hear it. i 
4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 

on. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood that it called for a special commit- 


tee. 

Mr. ALLEN. No. sir; the resolution is directed to the stand- 
ing Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 

rvice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the motion is put, I will ask the 
Senator from Nebraska why he proposes to send the resolution to 
the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service. It occurs to me that it ought to go to the regular Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. Ichance to bea mem- 
ber of the former committee, but that committee is ornamental, 
and the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment is, I think, 
the proper committee to investigate the matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I think not. 1 think the Committee to Ex- 
amine the Several Branches of the Civil Service is the very commit- 
tee that should consider it. It is a part of their business to 
inquire into the efficiency of the service. They have not much 
ad, and possibly they would like to have an opportunity to make 
an investigation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me for a mo- 
ment, I will look at the membership of that committee as it is 
now constituted. Such investigations (I will say while I am look- 
ing this matter up) have always besn made by the regular Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. I feel very sure in 
my own mind that the resolution ought to go to that committee 
rather than to the one the Senator suggests. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire be kind 
enough to state any reason why it should go there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an impression, Mr. President, that 
one good reason is that the Committee to Examine the Several 
Branches of the Civil Service has been somewhat depleted in its 
mE ae 

Mr. ALLEN. No more so than the other committee, and I sup- 
pose, of course, that the committee will be reorganized within a 
reasonable time. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from New Hampshire desires to 
destroy the force of this resolution and the efficiency of the inves- 
1 I would have no objection to his stating so. 

. GALLINGER. I will reply by saying that I have no such 
disposition, but I think there is a proper method of procedure in 
the Senate; and it strikes me that the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment, of which the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr, PRITCHARD] is chairman and the junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Loben] is a member, is the committee to which 
invariably matters of this kind have been referred. 

Now, I chance to be a member of the committee to which the 
Senator proposes to send this resolution. I donot shirk my duty, 
as Senators Eao, and if the Senate chooses to send the resolution 
to that committee, I will promise, so far as I am concerned, that 
I will endeavor to discharge my duty. That is all I care to say 
about the matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Committee to Examine the Several Branches 
of the Civil Service is a standing committee. It is composed of 
three eminent gentlemen, to whom I would be perfectly willing 
to intrust any question—the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setis [Mr. Hoar], the honorable Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. GALLINGER]}, and the honorable Senator from Delaware Mr. 

RAY]. Ithink it is a very competent and efficient committee, 
and two of them are very eminent lawyers. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, the Committee to 
Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service was organized 


and created for the very purpose he has now in view. The Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment was created to consider 
the expenditures of the different Departments and any abuses that 
might exist or occur in regard to extravagance in the money ex- 
penditures. 

I happen to have been the first chairman of the Special Com- 
mittee to Examine the Different Branches of the Civil Service, and 
it was from that committee—although I did not report the bill, 
for it was reported by the late Senator Pendleton, of Ohio—that 
the original civil-service bill emanated. Mr. Pendleton was made 
a member of the committee in order to make that report. I was 
not so zealous an advocate of the bill as he was, but the Special 
Committee, which is now a standing committee, to Examine the 
Several Branches of the Civil Service is the proper committee be- 
yond any question, and to that committee the resolution ought 


to go. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not see the chairman of the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment in the Senate 
Chamber at this moment. We have held several of these investi- 
gations, and I can assure the Senate we are not anxious to engage 
in such labor unnecessarily. I should be very happy, as a member 
of that committee, if this inquiry could be referred to the other 
committee which the Senator from Nebraska suggests. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will not order 
this investigation at all justnow. Itisa proposition that the Sen- 
ate investigate a complaint, apparently well founded, certainly 
plausible, that the late Administration removed some public offi- 
cers somewhere in the country in violation of what are usually 
termed the principles of civil-service reform and in violation of 
the pledges with which it assumed office or the late President 
sought office as a candidate, and in opposition to like declarations 
which have been made by other Presidents, his predecessors, of 
different political faith. 1 knowof a good many such cases, on in- 
formation which I trust, where the late President showed great 
kindness and consideration in keeping in office his political oppo- 
nents where many of his predecessors would have removed them, 
but I know of other cases, as I basa am speaking, of course, 
only of knowledge on other people’s information—where in reck- 
less violation of those principles ms were removed from office. 

Those things have usually, where there has been no charge of 
corruption made, been left to the ple in the elections as to the 
principles which govern the President in the exercise of his con- 
stitutional function of removal and of appointment. The people 
take care of those things. Now, if this body intends to enter upon 
that field of inquiry, I do not see why there may not be brought 
to our attention cases by the thousand in the last Administration 
and in this Administration where we will be bound, if we set this 
precedent, to make an examination. I think, therefore, that this 
resolution had better go to a committee, first to determine as a 
matter of sound general principle what ought to be the scope of 
such inguiry, and not be compelled to enter into the investigation 
of an individual case until that is settled. 

I ought to say to the Senator from Nebraska that I see that I am 
left the acting chairman of that committee, because there is a va- 
cancy made by the late chairman going out of the Senate. I hap- 
pen to be chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and I happen also 
to be the acting chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, who are 1 e deal with a very important constitu- 
tional question affecting the title of three Senators to their seats; 
and until the Senate has determined whether it will make new com- 
mittees or go on with the old ones as they are, or fill up the vacan- 
cies in the old ones, I do not see that it will be possible within an 
reasonable time for me to do justice to the important matter whic 
the Senator from Nebraska wishes to submit to that committee. 
Of course, everybody knows that when a tariff measure is approach- 
ing, Senators from manufacturing States are deluged with com- 
munications affecting the very life of hundreds and hundreds of 
important industries, and they have got to study into them and to 
attend to them by making the proper communications to the 
House and by making the proper communications to the Finance 
Committee here. I do not think the Senate ought, when we have 
inet for this special purpose in special session, to put on any one 
of these committees this herculean task. 

If the Senator will allow the resolution to go to this committee, so 
that we can report some general principle to govern the Senate as 
to the extent to which it will inquire into the misconduct of the late 
Administration, we will, I have no doubt, make a prompt report 
and enlarge or narrow or stand by the resolution of the Senator 
as we shall see fit; but if we are going to begin inquiry into the 
shortcomings of the Democratic party under any Administration 
and its violation of its principles, it would be difficult to stop,and 
it would be difficult to find any other task which would equal it, 
unless we shorld undertake to do the same thing by the Repub- 
lican party, and it having hada good deal longer term of office, 
might afford more material. So I will move, before I sit down, 
that the resolution be referred to the committee named in the 
resolution, 
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Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Senator means by moy- 
ing that the resolution be“ referred to the committee named in 
the resolution,” in the light of what he has just said. I regret 
that the Senator from Massachusetts, who will be called to act in 
a quasi judicial capacity as a member of the committee, should 
announce, before any Senatorial action apon the resolution, that 
he is against it, and that he wants to it by sending it to a 
committee where it will be smothered. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not make any such announcement in sub- 
stance, in BP od ig or in language. 

Mr. AL That was the evident logical deduction from the 
language of the Senator from Massachusetts, and yet, notwith- 
standing that, so great is my faith in the integrity, ability, and 
eminent fitness of the Senator from Massachusetts to discharge 
his duties impartially, that Iam perfectly willing that this reso- 
lution when adopted shall be acted upon by him and by his asso- 
ciates. 

Mr. President, there are a great many ways of not doing a thing, 
and no man in this Chamber is more s in devising ways and 
means to avoid responsibility than the honorable senior Senator 
from Massachusetts. He wants this resolution sent to some com- 
mittee for their eminent judgment, in the first instance, as to 
whether it should be adopted or not. In four years’ service in this 
Chamber I never have seen a resolution sent to a committee for 
the purpose of the committee determining whether it should be 
adopted or not which has ever been reported back and adopted. 
Every Senator understands when he votes to send such a resolu- 
tion to a committee for investigation that that is the end of it, 
and whenever a Senator makes a motion of that kind he under- 
stands that his ulterior purpose is to defeat the adoption of the 
resolution, and all the Senators understand that that is his motive. 

Now, why not investigate this case? Why not investigate the 

uestion whether these persons were properly discharged from 
their positions in the classified service of this Government? The 
honorable senior Senator from Massachusetts says it would lead 
to thousands of other investigations, or hundreds possibly, or I do 
not know, but I will modify that and say numerous other inves- 
tigations. But what does that signify? Mr. President, if the 
civil-service law of this country is inefficient, if it is being used 
by the Commissioners appointed by the President of the United 
States to carry it out in good faith and in full vigor and to the 
justice of all concerned, and is being violated or misused in any 
respect by these Commissioners, why should not the Senate of the 
United States take up the case of the humblest clerk or employee 
under that service and investigate it and correct the wrong? 
There is not the slightest doubt, nor is there a pretense, that the 
men and women named in this resolution were discharged from 
their respective positions unlawfully, without any substantial rea- 
son for it, and use their 1 sympathies were not with 
the Administration; and yet, Mr. President, so close has been the 
alliance between the Republican party and the Cleveland wing of 
the Democratic party in the last campaign that they are willing 
in this Chamber to make common cause against these humble 
employees. 

I will discharge my duty, whether others see fit to dischar 
theirs or not. I will say here and say elsewhere, as is the truth, 
that an attempt to refer this resolution to a committee for a pre- 
liminary investigation means the stifling of the purpose of the 
resolution and means to absolutely decline to investigate the truth 
or falsity of these charges. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to refer the resolution itself for pre- 
liminary investigation to the Committee to Examine the Several 
2 the Civil Service. [Putting the question.] The Chair 
is in doubt. s 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. Let us have a division. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 
I did not happen to be in the Chamber when the Senator from 
Nebraska first proposed this resolution to the Senate. I want to 
ask if the resolution was offered by the Senator this morning? 

Mr. ALLEN. It was offered this morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then, under the rules, a single objection 
will carry it over, and I make objection to its present considera- 
tion, so that I may examine into it a little further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent was given for 
the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isubmit that the question was put by the Chair 
as to whether there was objection, and no objection was offered, 
and the resolution was put uponitspassage. The objection, there- 
fore, is too late. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If that be so, I make no objection to it; 
but before the motion is put by a division or by the yeas and nays, 
I 80 to make a single further observation concerning this 
matter. 

I am situated very much as the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] chances to be in reference to committee work. 
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If Senators have taken note of the fact, they will have observed 
that more than one-half of the bills which have been presented to 
the Senate during the past week have gone to the committee of 
which I chance to be chairman; and I desire simply to say here 
and now thatif this resolution goes to the Civil Service Commit- 
tee, on which I hold membership, in all human probability it will 
be utterly impossible for me to give it that attention which I 
always try to give matters that I am charged with considering in 
any way. However, Mr. President, if it be the will of the Senate 
to send the resolution to that committee, either for preliminary 
consideration or for investigation, I will only say that I will do the 
best I can under the circumstances to perform my duty in the 
premises, 

But I want, Mr. President, to add a single word concerning this 
matter. I think Iam safe in saying that on my desk in my com- 
mittee room more than twenty grievances have been placed before 
me in writing concerning the action of Department and bureau 
officers in the matter of removals from office or of the degradation 
of public officials or of the unjust promotion of other public offi- 

ials. I do not believe that life is long enough for this Senate to 
undertake to investigate the civil service of this Government. 
There is a shorter and easier way, and that is to get rid of the 
whole thing. 

It may be known to some in this Senate—it is certainly known 
to some nearer to me perhaps than Senators may chance to be- 
that I look upon the civil service of this Government as it is admin- 
istered to-day as a monumental 3 from top to bottom and 
from inning to end. [Applause in the galleries. 

rig 


Mr. LEN. That is right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have voted against it in the other House 
of Congress, I have voted against it in the Senate whenever oppor- 
tunity offered, and what I desire is to cast my vote to blot out that 
statute and to let us return to a condition of things and to a form 
of administering the affairs of this Government that will give to 
every man and to every woman in our country an equal right to 
hold office with every other man and every other woman in our 
5 1 in the eries. ] 

The VIC ESIDENT. If applause continues in the galleries, 
the Chair will direct the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to notify the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] that if that is his doctrine about what is 
known as civil-service reform, and the question comes up in our 
committee, if he undertakes to act upon it there, there will be a 
pretty lively fight. 

Mr. GAL GER. Well, Mr. President, I am always ready 
for a fight, especially with a man older than myself. [Laughter. 

Mr. President, that is my position, that is my conviction; and 
want to say here that when Senators of the United States and 
members of the House of Representatives ask the men of this coun- 
try to exert themselves to secure office for Senators and for Rep- 
resentatives, that those men have aright to come to us and ask us 
that we shall exert ourselves to procure for them employment 
under the Government of the United States; and I shall stand 
upon that proposition whether it be in the consideration of this 
resolution or upon any other matter that may be presented to the 
ree while I may chance to be a member of this honorable 


y. 

Therefore I say, Mr. President, that I do not think I am a com- 
petent judge in this matter. I am willing to retire from this 
committee and have some civil-service reformer put there in my 
stead; but I serve notice upon my honorable friend from Nebraska 
that if he expects me to give very much of my time to the partial 
and incomplete consideration of a subject that I look upon as I 
look upon civil service as it is being administered in this Govern- 
ment to-day, I fear I shall disappoint him in the purposes he has 
in view, because, Mr. President, if we are to consider these few 
cases in Nebraska, there are multitudes of other cases, scores and 
hundreds of other cases in other States that we ought to couple 
with this investigation, and we will launch out upon a sea so full 
of difficulties that I am afraid we shall not be able to weather the 
storm 1 this extraordinary session of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that I fully agree with him that the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners and the service itself are two of the most monumental 
Humbugs in the United States, and that I will vote with him or 
any other man or any other party at any time to wipe out the 
whole thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam glad to hear that. Iholdin my hand 
a newspaper clipping, that I have reason to believe is accurate, 
which, to my mind, exposes the absurdity of this entire system. 
It was a little time ago announced to the people of this country 
that a vacancy had occurred which was to be filled by competi- 
tive examination. Now, what was this? Why, Mr. President, 
there was to be a competitive examination held in the city of 
Washington and in other cities in the United States where there 
might be applicants, to do what? They were to examine men for 
“a vacancy in the position of photomechanical engraver in the 
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United States Geological Survey at a salary of $3 per diem.“ It 
says here that: 

ersons must be rt in photolith = tography, photo- 
Mi pateses and mint ist half-tone and tea wae — must be — — 
independently in all of the above branches. 

In other words, a position requiring expert knowledge was to be 
filled, and the man receiving the appointment was to get $3 a day, 
and we were to have competitive examinations at the capital of the 
nation and in every other city where there chanced to be an appli- 
cant, to saat 8 5 man who could do peek og- 
raphy, photography, an oto-engraving on copper and zinc, in 
half-tone 2 line work, should get that important position that 
paid him $3 a day! 

Mr. GRAY. We ought to pay him more. 

Mr. WILSON. We are going to have an examination in my 
State in a short time for a cook at the United States penitentiary 
at McNeils Island. (Laughter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Les; if we are examining men for that 
accomplishment, I am inclined to think it would be a good idea to 
extend it to the city of Washington. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON. the Senator will allow me, I do not know 
whether this Commission has any book upon cookery or not that 
they will promulgate to a long-suffering people, or whether they 
will examine this man in the history of the lost tribes of Israel, or 
in differential calculus, but we need a cook, and we are going to 
have him examined by the Civil Service Commission; and right 
after that we are going have another examination for a sawyer 
upon the Colville Indian Reservation at 8900 a year. [Laughter.] 
It is a humbug, a delusion, a snare, and a frand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know how it may be about cooks, 
but I agree with the Senator from Washington that the entire 
system is a humbug and a snare. 

I noticed a little time ago that they were examining men for 
positions in the Government Printing Office. If Lread the civil- 
service law aright, that statute was never intended to cover that 
workshop, but the Civil Service Commission, loving power as 
men love power always, reaching out and ing for additional 

wer wherever they can secure it, have extended this civil serv- 
ice to a workshop in the District of Columbia, and they are exam- 
ining men to set type. Among other things, they have got to ho 
twelve times on one foot in the room before they are consider 
competent to set type in the Government Printing Office. They 
have got to take twelve hops without a break before they are 
ETADIR O ap ee 5 2 [Lenght 

a . Is it a hop, skip, and a jump? ughter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If you take the rules that are lai 
down by the Civil Service Commission which declare eligibility 
for positions in the Government Printing Office, I am satisfied 
there is no intelligent man in this Chamber or outside of this 
Chamber who will not say that civil service has run mad in the 
United States of America. 

PE COCKRELL. How many hopsare the applicants required 
e? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Twelve hops. 

Mr. ALLEN. All on one foot? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not care to discuss further that absurd 
requirement. I wanted simply to serve notice on my honorable 
friend from Nebraska that Iam not an unbi judge, and that 
I think he ought not to send the resolution to me as a member of 
a committee if he me to 1 this subject with a 
mind free from prejudice and with that judicial mental condition 
which I think ought to pervade every man in this Chamber who 
undertakes to investigate these great problems of governmental 
action. 

Mr. ALLEN. Just one question. The Senator from New 
Hampshire neglected to state the important fact, or the fact as 
respec sa pve oe paige truth—upon which foot the applicant is 
require op. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, we will not pursue 
that phase of the discussion any further. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator seriously is it true that any 
such foolish requirement is exacted of an applicant for a position 
in the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is absolutely so. a 

Rest ALLEN. I thought possibly the Senator might be joking 
about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. And it is no more absurd than 
a great many of the other requirements which are made Whenever 
these examinations are carried on. 8 that are pro- 
pounded, as the Senator from Nebraska will see if he will inyesti- 
gate the matter a little further, are usually so absurd as to disgust 
men who take a practical view of the concerns of this life. It may 
not be amiss for me to say that I have no sympathy with the 
method of so-called civil service that enables one political party— 
and I care not what political party it is—to fill substantially every 
oftice without civil-service examination with men of a particular 
political faith, and then by a stroke of the Executive pen to extend 


faction in the country in 


a blanket of protection over them, whether they are qualified or 
not qualified to fill those places, saying to all men outside who 
have not been so protected and so covered that they can only get 
employment under the Government by passing a civil-service 
examination, when every position under the Government has 
been filled, and they are absolutely precluded from getting such 
employment. 

I believe that this matter ought to be investigated, but it ought 
to be a more thorough investigation than can be had upon the 
resolution which the Senator from Nebraska has submitted to the 
Senate. I believe that the American people ought to go to the bot- 
tom of this thing, and I am here to say thatin my judgment if the 
matter were thoroughly investigated and thoroughly probed the 
Congress of the United States would hasten to get rid of this un- 
American, Chinese legislation that was foisted upon the people of 
the United States in the year 1883. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, when this office-brokerage 
establishment was first organized, I thought I could see where it 
was good. I have refrained from saying much about it because 
it is not worth while. Any criticism of this system by an indi- 
vidual would bring down upon him a volume of testimony in favor 
of the honesty of the concern, which would be published iu the 
Mugwump papers, at whose instance the office-brokerage system 
was organized; and no individual has sufficient time tomake the nec- 
essary investigation or the means or the knowledge. I have been 
aware that individual cases and individual protests would amount 
to nothing, but I think in this case my friend the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is mistaken. This isan investi- 
gation proposed to be had by a committee of the Senate, and if we 
can establish the facts in this case, we will show the country that 
office brokerage is liable to the same abuses that are incident to 
any other kind of trading. There is no doubt it is a system of 
pro favoritism, of office grabbing and office selling, of dealing in 
offices. 

When the last Administration came in, we would hear—and so 
with all Administrations—that a Department had discharged fifty 
or a hundred or two hundred employees for want of employment. 
In some way or another the friends who had influence at court 
would secure the passage through the civil service of a few men, 
and they would be put in over others. Those who were not dis- 
charged were reduced in their salaries in order to give place to 
oiher iha i did not do = 8 a isa 9 convenient way of 
conso g power and of using the power of pa to carry 
out a purpose. As the last Administration went out itthrew this 
cloak over everybody it could reach to protect those whom it had 
putin. The present Administration can do nothing unless it goes 
on with the system of discharging men to make room, and then 

utting in new men—a wholesale system. It is a close corpora- 
ion to deal in offices. 

I donot pretend to say that civil-service examinations might 
not be very proper for heads of divisions and such officers, in order 
to get competent men, and then hold them ible for admin- 
istering the office, but I do undertake to say, after conversing with 
many heads of divisions for years back, that the service is not as 
efficiently performed as it might be if they had the power to make 
their own investigations as to the qualifications of the employees. 
I should like one object lesson to be given. They = system 
is perfect. We have to begin somewhere. I think the country is 
pretty sick of this thing, an: If we show one case, they will 
draw their inference as to the others. It is impossible to examine 
all the cases of outrage, because they are almost universal. Every 
man who lives here and has men who have been kicked out come 
to him, and who makes inquiries of others at the Departments as 
to how the discharged employees performed their duties and how 
they stood, understands how injustice was done. Everybody 
knows it. What we want is an investigation of a specific case, 
and I presume this is one of them. 

Take one at a time. Let us have a start, because we all know 
yay well that a system of monopolizing offices will not be toler- 
ated in this country. It will come to a violent end some time, and 
the country may begin to understand it. There is more dissatis- 
to the way it is conducted than 
as to any other department of the Government. Go anywhere, 
and people will tell you stories of injustice and hardship every- 
where; and the system that satisfies no one except those who get 
in by it is certainly prejudicial. It is not in harmony with our 
institutions.. The man who is fit to be at the head of a Depart- 
ment ought to be able to select his employees. 

Suppose that the Pennsylvania Railroad had civil-service rules 
over its railroad. No man would ride on the road. Theman who 
is doing executive work must have the power to discharge his 
employees if they are at fault. Several cases have come before 
the Committee on Claims for relief where the postmaster had civil- 
service men under him, whom he could not discharge, and the 
became defaulters, and he was held on his bond. We repor 
from the Committee on Claims a case from San Francisco. The 
officer had done all he could in that particular case. The power 
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was denied him, and the man turned out to be a defaulter. Men 
are held in various departments on their bonds for the misconduct 
of their employees, and they have not the power to select those 
employees. This is going on all the while here, and I should like 
to see some little investigation. It is time we paid some attention 
to it. If I am all wrong, let it be shown. The Senator from New 
Hampshire says it will be a tremendous job, and he wants to take 
up the whole work at once. What we want is a report as to afew 
cases, and from them we can judge as to what the whole thing is; 
we can see what modification need be made, what is possible to be 
maap under the law, and what is done under the law and the regu- 
tions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have some reasón to believe 
that the administration of the Civil Service ission, the con- 
duct of affairs at headquarters, is in a state of a good deal of con- 
fusion, arising from lack of experience, or, to frankly, 
from incompetency to keep up the work and properly to direct it 
over this wide field, this field of minute nagany and appointment., 
Let me call attention to the fact that at the headquarters of the 

issioners in this city there are seven principal in- 
cluding the Commissioners, and six of them are Democrats. The 
only Republican among them is one who is kept there by an im- 
perative statute, becanse only two of the Commissioners can be of 
the same political party. 7 

I had the honor to be chairman of the Committee on Civil-Serv- 
ice Reform which, after long investigation, reported the o r 
bill. Istand by the general principles of that act, and, kept within 
the limits of possible, thorough, tical examination, the civil- 
service law is a blessing. But by confusion or n in 
orders from headquarters—I do not know what—it has come now 
to be full of the bitterest complaint and conspicuous incompetency. 

Iwill add one tothe amusing incidents thataccompany its admin- 
istration. A distinguished engineer officer tookcharge of aconsid- 
erable improvement ina harbor along Long Island shore—I might 
as well say on the Connecticut shor when he came there to 
supervise and start the contractors upon the work, he wanted, of 
course, a capable inspector. One of the citizens from along the 
shore there came to and said, Now, Colonel, here is a man 
for you. For twenty-five years he has been captain of a steamer 
through this harbor to New York. He is just now out of service, 
and he is exactly the man you want, for he knows e sand bank 
and rock in that harbor.” ‘ Well,” the Colonel said, ‘‘I should 
be greatly delighted to take him; I know something of him; but 
they have sent me a schoolmaster from Rhode Island.” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I sincerely hope that this investi- 
gation will be ordered, and I do not think it makes much differ- 
ence to which committee if goes, so long as the investigation is 
held, and thoroughly held. That is what committees are for. 
There is nothing, moreover, that should be so carefully and so 
thoroughly investigated as the administration of a law which 
relates to all the branches of the civil service. During the time 
I have had the honor to serve in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate, now ten years, I have seen these investigations 
demanded, and I have seen them held a arene many times. They 
have occurred over and over again. I have never seen one that 
came out with any proof of the allegations that were made on 
the floor of the House or Senate with regard to the civil service. 
That does not in the least make me think the investigations ought 
not to be made. On the contrary, I think 1 be made. 
I think the matter ought to be probed to the bottom, but at the 
same time it is no new thing. Aninvestigation in regard to some 
printers has been held since I have been in the Senate by a com- 
mittee of which I am a member, and I have seen many like it. 
bn ought to be continued. 

I have also heard the observations made a great many times 
that have been made here this morning. They are not new obser- 
vations. The remark about the Chinese system is very old, and 
the differential calculus has done duty as a piece of American 
humor in debate here about civil service a great many times. I 
do not offer that as an objection. An old joke, I think, is gener- 
ally better liked than a new one; but this is not new, and as a friend 
of the classified civil service, as a believer in the system now 
established, which I always have been, I am not in the least dis- 
turbed, any more than I have been during the last ten years, be- 
cause eminent | peta say itisafraudandahumbug. Asa friend 
of the system I hope it will be investigated to the bottom. I h. 
every case such as the Senator from Nebraska brings up will 
8 i by a committee of this body or of the House. 

ow what the questions are that are asked and what 
the tests are on some better authority than a mere statement on 
this floor, whichis ofteninaccurate. If there are absurd questions, 
let the fact be brought out and let them be stricken from the list. 
If there are absurd requirements, let it be known and let the law 
be perfectedin every possible way. Yet I think it will end as the 
other investigations have done, although I do not in the least say 
that as an objection, for I hope the resolution will be adopted. I 
am not sure that I understand what the question is at present. 


I think the reselution was introduced by the Senator from Ne- 


braska. He desires it to go to the Committee to Examine the Sev- 
eral Branches of the Civil Service, and that, I understand, was in 
my colleague’s motion. Am Icorrect? 

Mr. . No; the resolution directs the Committee, fo 
Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service to make 


3 
Tosg DGE. It directs the committee to make the investiga- 

on. 

Mr. ALLEN. The senior Senator from Massachusetts moves 
5 send the 3 without any direction 3 33 for 

purpose of preliminary investigation; is, to see whether 

or not the resolution should finally be adopted. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not understand the point before. 

+ Istrenuously object to that. 


Mr. LODGE, ‘The resolut specifically directs an investi 
F: i e resolution y an investiga- 
tion by one of the committees of Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. I think that is the proper thing to do. I can see 


no ible objection to it. 

Mr. ALLEN, Of course I oppose the motion of the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word further on 
the resolution. I am persuaded that it may be well that the 
investigation shall be had. I was rather impressed with the sug- 

ion just made that this may be a test case, and that the fi 
ings may lead us to make further investigations in the same direc- 


Mr. President, I wasinterestedin the delicate sneers of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopdx] as to the ancient flavor that 
some of the observations had which have been made on this sub- 
ject. The Senator from Massachusetts, of course, is always orig- 
inal. He comes from a State distinguished for its culture, its 
refinement, and its education, and he never indulges in repetition, 
or in anything that has ever been said by any other person on the 
face of the earth. So much for that. 

Let it be ancient. Let it, Mr. President, offend the æsthetic 
taste of the Senator from Massachusetts, who is well known as an 
ardent advocate of civil-service reform. I stand upon my own 
responsibility, as I stood in the other House before the Senator 
from Massachusetts made his advent in that body, and there I 
made my record against the law, and I have not had occasion to 
change my opinion from that day to this. 

The Senator says that he has heard the suggestion that it is a 
Chinese law. Mr. President, the two countries on the face of the 
earth that have the most perfect system of civil-service reform are 
India and China, and, as 1s perfectly well known, they are the two 
most corrupt Governments on the face of the entire earth. We 
copied this law largely from China. Everybody knows that who 
has investigated it, and it is, whether the Senator from Massachu- 
setts likes it or not, a Chinese law to all intents and purposes, and 
we are following in the wake of that distinguished nation which 
has evolved so much of purity in governmental affairs, of advance- 
ment in Christian civilization, and of enlightenment so far as its 
citizens are concerned. Let it be ancient. Let the observations, 
if you N g even beyond the memory of man, but for myself 
I stand upon the simple 3 that it is an un-American law 
and that every citizen of this Republic has an equal right with 
every other citizen of the oe to seek employment under the 
Government of the United States, and whenever I get an copes: 
tunity, whatever the n may be, to vote to blot this law 
off the statute books, I so vote, and I shall take my chance 
with the people whom I happen to represent in part in this Cham- 
ber without reference to how it may strike the «esthetic tastes of 
the pepe of Massachusetts. 

Mr. RMAN. Mr. President, I 3 very much with 
our friends on the other side of the ber in the discussion of 
this question. It is true that at the last general election, and at 
every election so far as I know in the past six or eight years, the 

arty in which my distinguished friend the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is a shining light has simply out- 
Heroded the men whom the Democratie party have placed in power, 
and who tried to enforce and enlarge the scope of the civil-service 
law. The time has come when the election is over; our friends 
on the other side are in power in all branches of the Government; 
the hungry are with them, and their anxiety to open the door and 
provide for the followers who shouted for reform is perfectly nat- 
ural. I sympathize with them. I have witnessed here for the 
past four years our friends not giving us any sympathy when we 
were sup to be in power. 

Now, as to the pending resolution, there is no earthly necessity 
for it, if the Senator from Nebraska will pardon me. Areroa 
knows that the law has not been enforced fairly. Everybody un- 
derstands perfectly, without investigation, that favoritism has 
grown up under it; that men have been removed from office simply 
because were not the servants of the executive power. 

Mr. I Want the people to know it. 
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- Mr. GORMAN. The people do know it. The people are as well 
aware of it as are the Senator from Nebraska and I. But, if the 
subject is to be dealt with, let our friends on the other side deal 
with it as indicated by the distinguished Senator from New Hamp- 
shire—modify the law, bring your proposition to restrict the power 
of the Executive, to authorize the repeal of the orders, having the 
force of law, which have been made by the recent President, ex- 
tending it to everything above a charwoman in the Government 


service. 

The President to-day has the power to appoint Commissioners 
who will make rules that are practicable, if the system is to be 
continued in force, not the ridiculous requirements cited by the 
distinguished Senator from New Hampshire, of men hopping on 
one foot for twelve steps to determine whether they can get into 
the Government Printing Office. I am told that that requirement 
was modified yesterday, however. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was, I think. 

Mr. GORMAN. It applies to some other branch, but not to the 
Printing Office. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. GORMAN. This is all time lost. There is no intention on 
the part of Congress to repeal this law. I do not believe, after 
the committals of our friends on the other side, that that party 
will have the courage to step out manfully and boldly and modify 
the orders that have been made by ex-Presidents Harrison and 
Cleveland. Between the two they bave embraced all the small 
offices in the country with the civil-service regulations. Their 
theory is that the employees are to be permanent, to be retained 
except for cause. 

Mr. STEWART. They do not do it. 

Mr. GORMAN. They do not do it in certain cases, but as a 
rule it is done. It has excluded, except after an examination, the 

ibility of getting offices by anybody, and the sooner the fol- 
8 of our friends on the other side become aware of that fact 
the better it will be for them. With both feet they can not hop 
into office in Washington as it stands now. ż 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. GORMAN. And the quicker this army becomes aware of 
the fact that the President of the United States and the party in 

ower are pledged to perry, out the reforms that were instituted 
by their predecessors, and leayes the city, the better. There will 
be no relief until such time as a party shall come into power with 
a declaration such as the Democratic party made at its last con- 
vention, that there ought to be a fixed term for these officers, of 
four or six years, as you please, and that there ought not to be a 
permanent set of officers in this Government, high or low, except 
the Supreme Court, of course, and certain other courts. 

Mr. STEWART. In making these suggestions, the Senator 
from Maryland is not talking in the interests of the boarding 
houses in W. ashington. He has not thought of that. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. I am not talking in the interest of any- 
body, except to remind my friend who offered the resolution that 
there is no necessity for it, as the facts he desires to develop are as 
well known in the country now as they will be after the investi- 

tion. But if there is to be relief, if there is to be a change, our 

iends on the other side of the Chamber, who control the com- 
mittees and all branches of Congress and the executive branch, 
can do it by formulating a measure and bringing it in. Nobody 
will be deceived either by the investigation or by the declarations 
made upon this floor. No repeal of the civil-service law is likely 
to take place. No modification of it, except such as will be made 
by an Executive order, is likely to occur during this Administra- 
tion. Therefore, for one, I shall vote to refer the resolution to a 
committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Maryland will not do 
that. Here are five persons whose character is involved to a very 
great extent in the charges made, including two good women, ab- 
solutely helpless. Charges are made against them in the dark, 
which are sustained, and they are removed from office, and when 
appeal after appeal is made and affidavit after affidavit is filed in 
refutation of every conceivable charge made against them before 
the Civil Service Commission, the Commissioners stubbornly re- 
fuse to act. Iwantthetruth and they want the truth to be known. 
So why not adopt the resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. That isclearly an act for the executive branch 
of the Government. Of course I know nothing about the circum- 
stances of this case. I have no doubt there are a great number of 
such cases. I know of men who have been removed from public 
position within the last six months because they had the manhood 
to assert upon the public rostrum their views on political ques- 
tions. There is no question about the fact that the removal was 
because of that—none whatever—but there is no remedy through 
an investigation by the Senate of the United States. Their rem- 
edy is to appeal to the head of their Department and to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who, I have no doubt, will appoint 
Civil Service Commissioners who ought to do justice, at least. 


at this matter so far as we can do anything to relieve the distress 
which our friends upon the other side are in, let them formulate 
their measure and bring it forth. I am not an advocate of the 
civil-service system, and never have been. I have never sustained 
it. I believe that the abuses growing up under it are equal to 
those under the old system. Ido not say that I would not have 
some proper ascertainment of qualifications for office, but this is 
not the way to doit. It will deceive nobody. It will accomplish 
no good, in my judgment; but our friends on the other side, as I 
before said, have this whole matter in their hands. They are re- 
sponsible for the conduct of the affairs of the Government. They 
are pledged, it is true, to sapport this law and its enforcement as 
it has been enforced, and I have no idea that they will attempt 
during the next four years to modify it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Maryland permit 
me for a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator mean to assert that a 
pledge in any platform, national or State, that may be in conflict 
with the views or opinions of an individual member of a party 
binds that member? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not; not in all its details. I under- 
stand the position of the Senator from New Hampshire thoroughly. 
But I pora of our friends as constituting a party. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator’s party has control of each of 
these committees. The Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment may bring in a measure to-morrow, if they see proper to do 
it, for the modification of the civil-service law, or the President 
of the United States, if he has the power, which I understand is 
questioned, can modify the orders which have heretofore been 
made by his predecessors, which have the force of law, You can 
give him that power, as you attempted to do in the case of the 
forest reservations or attempted under the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, if there is any question as to the power authorizing the 
modification of it. That is a matter entirely within his control. 
It can not be reached by this investigation. We all understand 
it. Sympathizing as I do with the individual cases referred to by 
the distinguished Senator from Nebraska, I see no good to aries 
from such an investigation, and therefore I for one shall vote to 
efer the resolution to a committee. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, it seems that I in some manner 
offended the keen sensibilities of the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] when I referred to the civil-service law and 
8 as a humbug and a fraud. I did not state any old joke. 

only stated a fact that had occurred in my State, and I stated my 
belief. I am entitled to my opinion in regard to civil service the 
same as the Senator from Massachusetts is entitled to his. When 
I found a system inaugurated that put all of the minor appoint- 
ments in my State under the civil service, not one of the persons 
having ever a civil-service examination, and that barred 
all others, I commenced to think it was a fraud. 

We all know that when the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] rises to his feet he speaks about the control that this side 
has of the committees and claims that we have the power to leg- 
islate; but I am afraid that he has not examined the committees 
lately. Iserve on two important committees of the Senate. One 
is the Committee on Indian Affairs, upon which we have three 
Republicans. The other is the Committee on Public Lands, upon 
which we are in the minority. The chairmanof both committees 
is a Populist. I think the Senator from Maryland had better 
examine the committees. They may have changed somewhat 
since his distinguished speech: in the last Congress. We have had 
some people leaving the Republican party, but none of them have 
left the positions they held upon these comunittees. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of a proper and reasonable civil 
service that has got some sense to it, but I am not in favor of a civil 
service under which the former President of the United States 
waits almost four years, until he has appointed every Democrat 
that he can, and then puts a blanket over them and keeps them in 
office. Not one of them in my State ever passed an examination 
for the position he now holds. If the President wanted to extend 
the civil service, why did he not say that at a certain date, at a 
given place, examinations will be held for these positions, open to 
all the people. But he did not say that. He appointed his Demo- 
erats, and now they are to stay in power by and through his blanket 
order. Let us see how it works. 

We have at Carlisle one of the best Indian schools in the United 
States. Ithas been presided over for the pastthirty years by a very 
distinguished and able man, a man who rendered great service to 
his country, who has built up the school there until it is a model 
of that character throughout the country. What has happened 
at Carlisle? He is having some trouble with the civil service. 
What do they propose to do for him? He has just been notified 
that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or rather the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, would ‘‘select and send to him such petty em- 


The Senate is powerless to act in the case, but if we want to get | ployeesas one assistant seamstress, and two assistant laundresses,” 
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these to replace employees who have been employed there for 
months and some of them for years. Now, we have the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission examining women for laundresses and for the 
pon aon of seamstress and sending them there to perform these 

uties, without-any knowledge whatever on the part of the gen- 
tleman who is in charge of that department, and who is well 
known throughout the country to have conducted it fairly and 
honestly and honorably in the interest of the Government and in 
the interest of education. Therefore I say it is a humbug. 

Over here at the insane asylum the other day what did we have? 
That is about the proper lise for it, I think. We had a civil- 
service examination for What? For a skilled poultry and egg 
producer, $540 per annum.” So I said it was a joke to fill the 
place of a skilled poultry producer, a cook in a penitentiary, a 
warden at a penitentiary, and all that sort of thing. I say, in all 
respect to the Senator from Massachusetts, a man may not be as 
well educated as the people of Massachusetts, but he knows how 
to make a horseshoe, and yet he has got to pass a civil-service ex- 
amination in trigonometry and such branches. A man may be a 

‘ood teamster, and yet he had to state before the Civil Service 

Jommission a few days ago the sources of the Ohio River and 
through what States it flows in order that he might hold the reins 
and drive a wagon. 

Therefore, Mr. President, not intentionally wounding the feel- 
ings of so hacks ore a Senator and so learned a people as are 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts and the people of 
his State, I denounced this thing and stated that, in my humble 
opinion, although coming from the far West and from some- 
what of an undesirable State, I thought it was a fraud; that I 
thought it was a delusion; that I thought it was a snare. And I 
say to the Senator from Maryland that before this session is over we 
will give him an opportunity to vote yea“ or ‘ ae upon a prop- 
osition to repeal the humbug. I think in some artments, in 
some places, we might have a reasonable civil service, but to ex- 
tend it all over the United States and to all remote districts, all 
over the Indian agencies, all over the reservations, to every place, 
will cause ultimately to fail that which you desire. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am very sorry that the little 
remark which I let fall in regard to the humorous statements 
about China, trigonometry, differential calculus, etc., not being 
new has so nettled my good friends from Washington and New 
Hampshire. It reminds me of what Mr. Labouchere said once in 
the House of Commons. He was attacked on the ground that the 
story he had told was neither new nor true. He said that what 
had been stated pained him very much; that he did not mind his 
veracity being impugned, but when anybody said his stories were 
not new, it. hurt his feelings, because while they might not be 
true, he was sure they were new, for he made them all himself. 

Laughter.) Now, I did not mean to hurt anybody's 1 1 

id not mean to intimate that the remarks I made had any flavor 
of originality, for this isa very old subject, and has been tossed 
over a great many times. 

But I do not agree with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] about there being no necessity for an investigation. I think 
the administration of the civil service ought always to court in- 
vestigation as it always has done. If these wrongs and absurdi- 
ties exist, let us know them. The Senator from Maryland says 
there is no need of an investigation, because everybody knows 
these charges to be true. What everybody knows, Mr. President, 
is very apt to be inaccurate, to use a mild term. What I want to 
get at is something that somebody provet: General knowledge is 
often erroneous and often incorrect, and proof of one substantive 
fact is of more value than all the posa statements in the world 
about what everybody knows. Therefore I think we ought to 
1 this case. If a wrong has been done, if an absurdity 
exists, let us have it out and have it known. If this law is being 
worked uout let us know it. the rules are unfair, let us 
know it. The Senate has the power to investigate; it has the 
power to remedy if wrongsexist. Let us exercise this power here. 

I want to say also to the Senator from Maryland what has been 
better said than I can say it by the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. WILsoN]J. When he states to the country that the Republic- 
ans have control of the committees here, he is stating what I am 
sure he must realize is not correct. The Republican party does 
not control one important committee in this body as far as I know. 
If you would have us responsible, give us the control of the com- 
mittees; give us a working Republican majority on every com- 
mittee of the Senate; cease to count against us as 5 in 
the organization of the committees men who have left us, who 
have fought us tooth and nail for the last three months, and are 
fighting us now. If you want us to take the responsibility, give 
us the tools with which alone we can work. We refuse to take 
responsibility without power. Give us a working majority of 
Republicans in the committees, Republicans of the last campaign, 
Republicans of to-day, who supported and now support President 
MeKinley. Then yon are welcome to hold us responsible for all 
ie legislation reported to the Senate, and not till then shall you 

0 80. 


But the Senator from Maryland knows very well that we are at 
a deadlock on the matter of committees; that you on the other 
side, with your combination, will neither take control of the com- 
mittees yourselyes nor give us control. Iam quite willing to see 
your combination take control and stand before the country as 
responsible for legislation in the Senate. I wish you would do it; 
and then the whole country would know who has control. If you 
are not willing to do it, then give us control of the committees. 
Give us a majority of straight Republicans. Do not charge up 

ainst us men who have been our worst enemies politically, who 
did not vote for a Republican President, who have done every- 
thing they could to beat us, and who are counted as Republicans 
only when it comes to the make-up of the Senate committees. 

Mr. GOR Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to interrupt him, as we have only a minute before 2 o’clock? 
As the committee that would take charge of the very measure we 
are discussing stands now, by the resolution of the Senate, it con- 
sists of Mr. Hoar, of Massachusetts; Mr. GALLINGER, of New 
Hampshire, and Mr. Gray, of Delaware. I ask the Senator if 
there are not at least two Republicans on that committee as it 
stands now? 

Mr. LODGE. That committee as it stands is unquestionably a 
Republican committee at this moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Two Republicans and one Democrat. 

Mr. LODGE, May I ask the Senator how many members that 
committee requires when full? 

5 GORMAN. Ah, but under the resolution it stands perfect 
to-day. 

Mr. LODGE. It is perfect. I understand the Senator inter- 
prets that to mean that the committee is full under the continu- 
ing resolution. 

r. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, it is not full; but it is so 
constituted by resolution of the Senate, and it is competent to 
act 

Mr. LODGE. And therefore can act without a quorum, 

Mr. GORMAN. And report to-day. 

Mr. LODGE. It has a quorum? 

Mr. GORMAN. It has a quorum. 

Mr. LODGE. I am delighted to hear it, for it makes consider- 
able difference in the present situation in some committees. 

Mr. GORMAN. It has a quorum under the resolution, and is 
authorized to act. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope we may have a vote on this question 
before 2 o’clock is reached. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. As to the other committees (and the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I am sure, desires to be perfectly fair), the 
Republican pariy through its combinations created every com- 
mitteein this pe the last session. 

Mr. LODGE. Unquestionably. 

Mr. GORMAN. And because there have been changes of senti- 
ment in the meantime are yon to come here and charge us with 
haying the onsibility for making the committees, when the 
Senator himself and his party made them? 

Mr. LODGE. Those were committees of another Congress, dead 
and gone, and changes in politics have occurred since, as the Sen- 
ator is very well aware. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. I do not desire to prevent a vote. I only desire 
to say in conclusion that on this matter of the civil service I stand 
upon the platform of my party and in hearty accord with the ut- 
terances of the President of the United States in favor of defend- 
ing, maintaining, and honestly enforcing that system. 

Mr. GORMAN. But this ought to be said in addition 

Mr. STEWART. Let the resolution be continued after 2 o'clock. 
I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that he ask unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; I do not care to prolong the debate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no unfinished business. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will ask merely as a parliamentary inquiry if 
there is any unfinished business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is none. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Indiana [Mr, 
TURPIE} desires to address the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar of General Orders isthe 
r ar business at 2 o'clock. 

r. GORMAN. There is no unfinished business. I suppose 
we can go on with the resolution, but I do not desire to prevent 
the senate from Indiana from taking the floor if he wishes to 
speak, 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope we may take a vote on this matter now. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will defer what I desire to say on this sub- 
ject until later on, when there will be plenty of . 7 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
that his resolution does not provide any means of making the in- 
vestigation. The committee will need a stenographer. It will 
have to examine some witnesses. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill attend to that later on. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator will attend to that later on? 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee to ine the Several Branches of the 
Civil Service for preliminary investigation. On this question the 
yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the resolution read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service be, and hg? Grote hereby, directed to examine and report to the Sen- 
ate if Dr. W. S. te, William Holmes, Jahn Zeller, Mary A. Dalton, and 
Mary Flynn, or any of them, were dismissed from their as micros- 
copists in the Bureau of Animal Industry at South. in the State of 
Nebraska, and if so, for what reason or reasons; and if for a political reason 
or reasons whether the dismissal was justified under the law governing the 
civil service, and what authority or jurisdiction the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners have to correct such an abuse of 
steps to do so, and whether have the 
disposal to make a thorough and prompt investiga 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and called the name of 
Mr. ALDRICH. 

abil gly I addressed the Chair before the roll call com- 
menc : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to point out to the Senate that if there is 
one doctrine on the face of the earth to which every Democrat in 
the Senate is committed, if he has held his seat for any consider- 
able length of time—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not like to interfere with the Senator from 
Massachusetts, but he is out of order. A name has been called 
upon the roll call. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was no response. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 rose and addressed the Chair before the name 
was called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No pees was made. 

Mr. HOAR. The first name on the roll was called after I ad- 
dressed the Chair. 
ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts is 

er. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is any doctrine to which every Democrat 
in this body is committed it is that we have no right to inquire 
into the reasons which operated on the Executive mind in the re- 
inoval of officers, and it is a thing which the legislative branch 
can not interfere with. The Democratic party went through a 
long controversy when it was attempted by the Senate to make 
such an inqui 
Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds. I did not 7 7 5 with him, 
and after the matter had gone on a little while I introduced a 
proposition repealing what was known as the tenure-of-office law. 
‘The measure was carried in both Houses of Congress, and it put 
an end to that controversy, it was supposed, forever. 

I think if the resolution is to pass it ought to be modified so as 
not to make it a clear affirmation of what certainly a very large 
proportion of this body are solemnly committed against holding 
as a constitutional doctrine. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do I understand that the Senate is to adopt 
the resolution, or to refer it for consideration? 

Mr. HOAR. To refer it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
the motion to refer the resolution to the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. It ought to be modified in accordance with the 
notion of constitutional power. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the pending motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to refer the resolution to the com- 
mittee for preliminary investigation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is right. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isee the Senator from Connecticut is in error as 
to the status of the question. Itisa resolution directing the Com- 
mittee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service to in- 
vestigate this matter unequivocally and unconditionally. The 
Senator from Massachusetts undertakes to emasculate the resolu- 
tion by sending it to the same committee for a preliminary inves- 

igation as to whether they will report it back favorably or not. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, torefer 


the resolution to the committee for preliminary investigation. 
FFF 
Mr. GEAR (w his name was called). Iam paired with the 


senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surra]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ nay.” 


Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was ealled). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 


„and the Senate was under the lead of the late | 10 


Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. Not knowing 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If he 
were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

5 Lask if the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 


has not voted. 
with that Senator. 


I am pai with 
HITE], and therefore 


Mr. MILLS. Iam 

Mr. PENROSE (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to withdraw my vote. Iam pai with the junior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], who is absent. 

Mr. SHOUP. I have made ments with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] to transfer our pairs so that 
we will vote on this question. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL. I vote nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 43; as follows: 


YEAS—I. 
Caffery, z Murphy, Wi 
— 5 Lindsay, te. Cnn, W. 
8 ery, arren, 
Hawley, — Wetmore, 
NAYS—43. 
Allen, Cockrell, Mantle, 
Bacon, Cullom, Martin, Se . 
Baker, Earle, Tes Shoup, 
Bate, Elkins, tchell, tewart, 
Berry, Fairbanks, Nelson, Thurston, 
Burrows, Foraker, Pasco, Tillman, 
Butler, Gallinger, Perkins, Turpie, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Vest, 
5 Heitfeld, Pettus, Walthall, 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. W. 
Clay, Lodge, 
NOT VOTING—20. 
a Gear, Kyle, Parus 
ison, George, Bride, Smi 
Chiton? Hanna, Mans etter v 
Shilton, 8 
Dan Harris, ore Turner, 
Davis, Harris, Tenn. Penrose, White. 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
e, Kenney, Quay, 


So the Senate refused to refer the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by adding the fol- 
wing 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TuRPIE] desires to address the Senate. I had hoped that the 
resolution would go through without meeting the antagonism of 
anyone; but in view of the fact that it has not done so, I ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be passed over without pregal until 
to-morrow morning, so that the Senator from Indiana may now 
address the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. We did not hear on this side the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska. > 

Mr. ALLEN, The Senator from Indiana desires to address the 
Senate upon some matter that he will bring before it, and that we 
may not interfere with him I ask that the resolution be passed 
over without prejudice until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. LER. I desire to suggest that the Senate is ready 
to vote u the resolution. Is it not? 

Mr. . Very well; if we can have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 


The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the resolution: 
And, further, to examine the ration of the law creating the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, and report whe 


the same should be continued, amended, 


Mr. BURROWS. That is good. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will accept that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is accepted. The 
question is on the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska as 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether he will not accept also an amendment to have the other 
committee which has been named, the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment, substituted for the Committee to Examine the 
Several Branches of the Civil Service, which was really intended 
largely as an ornamental committee. Some Senator in the mi- 
nority was made its chairman, and it never had a meeting so far 
as I ever heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not accept an amendment of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. The other committee has had in its charge this 
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matter. Isupposethe original Civil Service Commission law came 
asa t from that committee. The Senator from Connecticut 
pe. WLEY] was, I think, its chairman in those days. It has 

d constantly the jurisdiction of all subjects relating to the work- 
ing of the civil-service law. It seems to me that it is not reason- 
able to transfer from that committee the subject which it was cre- 
ated to deal with and put it on another committee which was 
created for a very different pi e. ante 

I will say to the Senator n in all good faith that it will be 
almost i ible for me or for the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], as he has stated, to render any serious service 
on that committee without interfering with other duties, if Iam 
to continue a member of the Judiciary Committee, i 
am to continue its chairman, with also very grave and engrossing 
duties 


Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator is addressing any of his speech to 
JJC any change, it is love’s labor 
t. 


Mr. HOAR. I was addressing the Chair, according to the rule, 
and I have the floor. I have not yielded so far to the from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will not consent to the change. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to aj to the Senate that this matter 
ought not to be placed upon the committee which is mentioned in 
the resolution. It ought to go to the committee having that sub- 
ject in charge, and if the Senator does not assent to the change I 
will make a motion to substitute the other committee. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me, as I am a member of this orna- 
mental committee—and we have found out how ornamental com- 
mittees are constituted—the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar} and the Senator from New Hampshire . GALLINGER] 

ing the others—I think it would be a great risk to impose a seri- 
ous duty like this upon a merely ornamental committee. I do 
think, in addition to what has been said by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that it would be unwise in the Senate to commit 
to a committee so constituted—professionally constituted, so to 
speak—a serious examination such as this no doubt will turn out 
to be; and I should like to add my protest to that of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware will allow me to ob- 
serve that in speaking of this as an ornamental committee I did 
not mean to imply that any member ornamented the committee, 
but that the committee ornamented the membership of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that the jury to which I de- 
sire to send this case have all expressed their opinion against me, 
“I will submit to the suggestion of the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar], who is always wise on these occasions, to 
substitute the committee which he names. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope that change will be made in the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the proper name of the committee to 
which the Senator refers? 

Mr. HOAR. The Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 


ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out of the resolution 
the words ‘‘ Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service,” 
and insert Civil Service and Retrenchment;” so as to read: 

That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, etc. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The change is correct. That committee is the 
legitimate successor of the committee that reported the original 
civil-service bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESID The question is on the amendment to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the adoption 
of the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE, 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask that the joint resolution (S. R. 10) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing for the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified 
electors of the States be taken from the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the order, and the joint reso- 
Iution is now before the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask to have the joint resolution read at len 

Boy Lifes ag ered pe oe hag ag ee en be read. 

e Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 10) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States 5 
for the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors 
of the States, as follows: 3 

the £ ives o ited States o; 
J 8 


That the following amendment to the Constitution of the United States ie 
proposed to the legislatures of the several States, which, when ratified by 


il In 


three-fourths of said legislatures, shall become and be a part of the Consti- 


tution, and shall be known as the sixteenth amendment: 
“That. — — Se of the United States shall be composed 


in represen 
tion or otherwise, the executive thereof ma 


make appointments 
until the next general election in such State for members of the House of 
Representatives in Congress, when such be filled by a vote of 


the people as aforesaid. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the text of this amendment con- 
tained in the joint resolution is the same as that which was re- 
rted to the Senate by the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
In the last Congress. Great care has been taken, in drafting the 
text of the amendment, to use words already made use of in the 
body of the Constitution, and uently such as have been con- 
strued and inte: ted by long-established usage and by judicial 
opinion, so as to have at to them a settled meaning. The 
only new word written in the text of the amendment is plural- 
ity,” defined by Webster to be the excess of votes cast for one 
individual over those cast for any one of several competing candi- 
dates,” so that in the holding of an election by the le of the 
several States for United States Senator therein the candidate 
receiving the largest number of votes shall be deemed chosen, 
whether this be or be not a majority of all the votes cast. 

It is said that this ent would produce a change in the 
form of government, which is true. The Constitution is the form 
of government. It is that instrument in accordance with the 
provisions of which the States stand together in the covenant of 
the Union. The SupremeCourt of the United States, in speaking 
of this instrument, designate it as a Constitution or frame o 
government.” (12 Wheaton, page 455. 

The preamble of the instrument, We, the people of the United 
States, in order to form a more perfect union. do ordain 
and establish this Constitution of the United States of America,” 
uses the word “form” as indicating the act done thereby. Any 
proposed amendment to the organic law must, if yy erg: of 
necessity change the frame or form of government. The fact that 
such change may occur is not an argument against this or any 
other particular amendment proposed, but it is an argument 
against any or all amendments to the Constitution. It is an im- 
peachment of the wisdom of that article in the Constitution which 
provides for amendments thereto and prescribes the manner in 
which the same may be made. Fifteen amendments have at dif- 
ferent times been made to the Constitution since its adoption, 
The last of these was ratified on the 30th day of March, 1870. 

This historie sequence of amendments shows by infallible proof 
the prudence and wisdom of the framers of our Government in 
providing for such changes in the form or frame of it, and it also 
shows the willingness of the people to avail themselves of this 
high prerogative whenever the public welfare may in their judg- 
ment require its exercise. 

There are only two limitations upon the right and power of the 
people of the States to make amendments to the Federal Consti- 
tution. One of these, in relation tothe importation of persons to be 
held inservitude, has already, long ago, lapsed by reason of the date 
fixed for its expiry, to wit, the year 1808. The other one of these 
limitations is yet in full force, and is of perpetual obligation. It 
relates to the Senate of the United States. Article V, the article 
concerning amendments, after prescribing the mode thereof and 
the vote 5 their adoption, proceeds to declare: Pro- 
vided, * * * at no State, without its consent, shall be de- 
prived of its equal suffrage in the Senate.” These provisions are 
made in an article, one of the grand divisions, of the Constitution. 
They are not made in any clause or sentence or section, but in an 
independent and separate article, thus showing the eminence and 
importance of the subject-matter. The limitation above cited 
does not relate to the qualification of Senators. These qualifica- 
tions may at any time be changed or modified by amendment. 
It does not relate to the powers or duties of Senators. It does not 
relate to the number of Senators. An amendment might be 
adopted providing one Senator for each State, or three Senators 
for each State. Fach State must have an equal number, what- 
ever that number may be. This limitation upon the power of 
amendment does not relate to the manner of choosing Senators, 
That is left subject, at any fime, to amendment or modification; 
but the equal suffrage or representation of the several States in 
the Senate of the United States is not subject to change, and is 
expressly placed beyond the power of amendment. We may well 
conceive the people of the tes, as well as the makers of the 
Constitution, having their special attention drawn in this article 
to the composition of the Senate of the United States asking the 
question. Is there anything which we wish to make perpetual in 
regard to the nature and character of the Senate?” And they did 
decide and determine that there was one thing which should be 
and forever remain unchangeable in the character of this body, 
and that is the equal suffrage of the several States therein; and if 
the founders and framers of the Constitution had thought that 
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the mode of choosing Senators by them adopted was of such con- 
sequence or importance either to the form or frame of the Goy- 
ernment that it never ought to be changed or questioned, they 
would undoubtedly have inserted in the instrument a provision 
to that effect, in the same manner as they enacted in perpetuity 
the equality of the suffrage of the States in the Senate. 

The name of this body indicates its place of origin. The first 
senate met at Rome. It was instituted in the time of the first 
ruler of that imperial race, Romulus, and it continued to exist in 
some form under the monarchy, under the republic, and during 
the empire until the destruction of the Roman power. The first 
senate contained 100 members. They were commissioned by the 
chief ruler of the state, but were first nominated and chosen by 
the people—three senators for each tribe at large and three for 
each curia of the several tribes. The number of senators grad- 
ually increased afterwards to 300, then during the republic to 400. 
The senate of Julius Cæsar consisted of 900 members. Herein we 
may see the evidence in those days of most violent political storm 
and stress; something akin to t action, taken more than once 
in England, where a new creation of peers has been made to over- 
come an adverse aay yf The Emperor Augustus, however, 
reduced the number to 600, which remained, after his reign, the 
usual limit. Senators held their office for life, but might be, and 
were very frequently, removed or expelled for cause. 

Some of the rules of the Roman senate resembled our own. No 
business could be transacted without the presence of a quorum. 
The question of a quorum, as familiar in that assembly as in this, 
might be raised at any time, by any member, in two words ad- 
dressed to the presiding officer—numera senatum—count the sen- 
ate. A senator desiring to speak sometimes addressed the chair, 
but in every case his fellow-members, collectively, as patres con- 
scripti. The speeches of the senators might be and often were 
read from manuscript, a practice which has lasted even until this 
day. There was no previous question or cloture. Debate was 
held without limit as to time. Those who grossly abused this 
right of speaking without interruption were sometimes forced to 
quit by the noise and clamor made by their fellow-members. Oc- 
casionally the whole senate joined in these demonstrations. The 
presiding officer attempted to interrupt, more than once, an ob- 
noxious speaker, but this was not tolerated by the senate. When 
a certain senator, one day, in order to prevent a decree from being 
passed, tried to waste the time in speaking, Cæsar, who was then 
consul, and by virtue of his office the presiding officer of the sen- 
ate, ordered him to be arrested and taken to prison; but the whole 
house rose to their feet to follow him, which caused Cæsar to re- 
scind his order, and the senator held the floor. The debates were 
sometimes, Figs rarely, prolonged into the night, when lamps 
were ordered and lighted; but night sessions of the senate were 
especially discouraged by two of its rules. No new reference 
could be made or question raised after the tenth hour, or 4 o'clock 
in the afternoon; no decree could be passed after sunset—rules the 
reasonableness of which might well be, inour own day, worthy of 
consideration. The senate held executive or secret sessions, when 
everyone except members were excluded from the building, and 
a committee of senators was appointed in such cases to make 
and keep a journal of the proceedings of the session. One of 
the consuls for the year usually presided in the senate. In his 
absence, some other of the high officers of the government was 
designated by law to perform this duty, but the Roman senate 
does not appear to haye ever had the power to appoint its own 

resident. The vote of the senate was taken by division. A ma- 
jority vote decided all questions. Senators did not retire; the 
division took place in the chamber where the senate held its ses- 
sion. This was always in a temple near the capital, within or with- 
out the walls of the city, except once in a very perilous emergency, 
after the defeat at Capua, and the threatened movement o Han- 
nibal against the capital, at which time the senate convened in 
the camp of Flaccus, with the armed legions serving in the field 
against the public enemy. 

The decree, or senatus consultum, of the senate was, like our 
own bill, not a finality. It could be defeated by the veto of the 
tribune or be voted down by the people in their comitia or pr 
mary meetings. The senate was the only legislative chamber; 
it had the initiative always, but the people had a full referen- 
dum. But in the best aaga of the senate andthe Republic, such 
was the prossu and authority of a senate decree that it usually 
became the law of the land. The name given to a member of 
the body, even from its first institution, seven hundred years 
before the Christian era, was F the same as that now in 
use in our daily colloquies and intercourse, Senator. Thus the 
authority and prestige of the senate of Rome, and in a certain 
sense the supremacy of the Latin law and language, are yet extant 
at the close of the nineteenth century, and seem for the future 
to be established in perpetuity. 

There are two very old decreesof the Roman senate yet in force 
and universally obeyed. They do not relate to general policy or 
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3 They are in the strictest sense of the term special 
egislation. These decrees were passed after the death of the first 
two Emperors, and enacted that the fifth and sixth months of the 
calendar as then in use should thereafter be named and called in 
memory and in honor of Julius and Augustus; so that the whole 
world, in speaking of July and August, continues yet to pay acer- 
tain verbal tribute to the Cæsars. No other eart ers have 
had monuments so well known or so enduring. The senates of 
the Italian Republics during the Middle Ages and every senate 
since created have been more or less modeled after that of Rome; 
but in this brief sketch of the origin and history of that assembly 
it may be especially noted that it began with and from the people. 
The Roman people not only in the first instance adopted the 
scheme of government which included the creation and constitu- 
tion of the senate as a part thereof, but they directly chose the sen- 
ators; so that in the present amendment we are cals returning to 
the grand precedents of ancient historic liberty, to the fountain 
of all free political authority, the people. The friends of the 
nding amendment do not, however, ground their action upon 
oreign precedents, whatever may be their antiquity or excellence, 
We stand firmly upon those of our own history. 

For thirty-five or forty years after the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution the members of the State senate in the several States 
were chosen by suffrage; but it was a suffrage closely restricted. 
There was a double limitation in such case. The candidate for 
State senator was required to certain property qualifica- 
tions, and the citizen who voted for him must also possess certain 
property qualifications. These qualifications were different in 
the different States, but they obtained in all the States in refer- 
ence to the election of members of the State senate, yet now, 
everywhere, these restrictions are no longer in force. They have 
long since been abandoned. For nearly fifty years the members 
of the senate in the several State legislatures have been chosen by 
a direct vote of the people, by universal manhood suffrage, with- 
out restriction or qualification either as to the candidate or as to 
the voter. What loss has followed? The members of the senate of 
the great State of New York are now chosen by unrestricted pop- 
ular election. They represent a constituency twice as numerous 
as the whole population of the United States at the time of the 
adoption of the Constitution. They represent even a larger pro- 
poruon of the wealth, resources. and industry of the country. 

hey have presented to them for their action legislative problems 
relating to the rights of persons and property, the government 
and control, under the constitution of their State, of a great vari- 
ety of general interests, and of municipal public boards and in- 
stitutions as extensive as those dealt with here, yet no one would 
assert that the legislature or government of the great State of 
New York has lost anything either of Glenity ox authority by this 
change in the method of choosing the members of the State sen- 
ate. Who is there, anywhere, who would deprecate this change 
and demand a return to the old manner of choosing senators? 
The same might be said of the States of Massachusetts. Pennsyl- 
vania, Georgia, and others. These States have all deliberately, 
one after another, rejected the old method of electing their sen- 
ators in the State legislatures and have adopted the new mode of 
choosing them by direct vote of the Ren le; that is, by the lawful 
voters of the district or county whic ey represent. This long 
tee 55 peer aes electin, bases pick of Ssl poses sen- 
ate by a vote o e people pass yond the of experi- 
ment and has become the law of the States. It has been 3 
said, and often witten in papers and books upon the subject, that 
the office and function of the Senate is to prevent hasty legisla- 
tion, to revise and correct the action of the other House, but 
although this may be assumed as one of the functions of the Sen- 
ate, certainly its most important office is to preserve in continuity 
the policy of the Government—it is to establish and follow prece- 
dents. It is to give stability and permanence to legislative action 
and procedure; but none of these functions or offices of the Senate 
are particularly subsérved or aided by the manner of choosing 
Senators. 

It is not the manner of choice, but the length of term, which 
gives to the Senate, and its members, that prolonged acquaintance 
with precedents, and that experiencein public affairs upon which 
stability and certainty of action depend. It may be reasonably 
presumed that in any given period in the history of our country 
there may be found members in this body who have, from their 
long service, become familiar with public affairs, political ques- 
tions, foreign and domestic policies, not so apt to be found in 
members of the other House, but all these useful qualities are not 
due to the manner in which Senators are chosen, but to the length 
of service for which they are chosen, and this proposed amend- 
ment does not make any change in the term of service; that re- 
mains the same. Nor does this amendment interfere in any man- 
ner with the notion that the Senator is peculiarly the representa- 
tive of the State, or the sovereignty of the State, for if he be 
elected by the people at large, as this amendment proposes, he 
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would still be, even yet more than he is now, a representative of 
the whole State as such, in contrast with the members of the 
other House, who represent the several districts of a State. 

Article I, section 1, of the Constitution declares ‘‘ that all legis- 
lative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives.” It is not written “all legislative powers,” but all 
legislative powers herein granted.” The words“ herein granted” 
not only imply power reserved, not granted, but necessarily point 
out the primary source of all legislative powers, whether they be 
granted or reserved; that is, the people of the several States. 

Congress, thus composed, is the legislative department of the 
Government, and it is altogether just and equitable that in a free 
Government the representatives acting in the legislative depart- 
ment, in both Houses, should be chosen directly by the ponle, and 
should be immediately responsible to the people for their action. 
Senators of the United States are now chosen by proxies of the 
people. They ought to be chosen by the principals. No inter- 
mediate agents are needed in such transaction. The executive 
department of the Government necessarily acts by proxies, because 
its acts in the execution of the laws are so numerous, and so widely 
diversified, both as to time and place, that no single person could 
discharge these duties; but there is in the legislative department, 
vested primarily in the people, no such necessity. A legislative 
agent or lawmaker should be always chosen directly by the con- 
stituency which he represents, for there is no delegation of such 
power which shall be so wise, prudent, honest, and upright as 
the immediate action of the people themselves in the choice of 
such representatives. 

EVILS OF THE PRESENT SYSTEM. 
There is certainly a very clear incongruity between legislative 
duties and the office of choosing Senatorsof the United States. This 
disagreement has become greater as the country has grown older. 
It is not now uncommon that the legislature of a State spends the 
whole time of its session in the effort to elect a United States 
Senator, and adjourns without succeeding in the attempt. This 
results in the total neglect by the members of the general assem- 
bly of their functions as lawgivers of the State. us the rights 
and interests local to the people of the State are submerged, over- 
whelmed, and forgotten in the struggle over the Senatorial elec- 
tion. Besides this, the condition of political parties becomes 
sometimes so evenly balanced as that a very 
or threé members of the legislature belonging to some middle or 
third party in a small minority among the people—is able to de- 
termine the choice of Senator, or to prevent one beingmade. The 
inability to elect_by the legislative body is becoming more and 
more frequent. Itis not a physical disability; it is rather a politi- 
cal or functional inability induced by the too close equilibrium of 
dissenting forces which are unable to unite upon a choice. 
It is true, as has already been noted, that the Federal Constitu- 
tion provides that no State shall be deprived of its equal suffrage 
in the Senate, but the fact is that under the present mode of 
choosing United States Senators by the legislatures many of the 
States have been, from time to time, deprived of their equal suf- 
frage in the Senate. Washington, Wyoming, and Montana, in 
the cases of Allen, Beckwith, and MANTLE, and Delaware until a 
quite recent date were so situated, and at this very time the States 
of Oregon and Kentucky are deprived of their equal representation 
in the 8 by reason of the inability of the legislatures to elect. 
Take the case of Oregon. It is not sin r. There have been 
many cases of the kind before this—not similar in circumstances, 
but wholly similar in results. In the case of Oregon the State 
constitution provides for biennial sessions of the legislature. The 
legislature met there on the second Tuesday in . They 
stayed forty-five days the whole of the constitutional limit. They 

did not organize during this entire term. There was no act; there 
was no resolution; there was no legislative action by either house, 
and no recognition of the two houses by any department of the 
State government. When the forty-five days had expired, the 
persons who had been elected to the general assembly did not 
adjourn because they had never met. They folded their tents, 
like the Arabs, and went back, each to his own residence and con- 
1 It is a case, sir—and there have been many like it 
where the inability of the legislature to elect destroyed, extin- 
guished, the legislative function in a sovereign State. e Sena- 
torial election was a question so dominant and destructive that 
the choice of Senator prevented even an aem at organization 
or normal legislative action. All these evils will disappear Dy this 
change in the method of electing Senators. The pele at large 
would not be hindered by any such disability. They would vote 
for the Senator the same as they do for the governor, and a count 
of the vote would decide the election. 

The election of Senators by a direct vote of the people of the 
several States is a reform much needed at this period of our his- 
tory to bring the whole scheme of government into harmony with 
its several parts, so that Senators, whether serving at Washington 
or in the capital of the State, shall be the immediate agents and 
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servants of the people and be personally answerable directly to 
the people as such. The propie in more than a hundred years of 
our history, in peace and war, in prosperity and adversity, have 
shown themselves entirely worthy of this trust and confidence. 

The era of almost exclusive supremacy formerly enjoyed by the 
legislatures of the States has passed away. The only remnant of 
it remaining is the election of United States Senators, a method 
out of accord with the broad and liberal extension of the franchise 
now everywhere prevalent. The extension of the elective fran- 
chise during the last fifty years has been very great, but the exer- 
cise of it in choosing the officers of the government in the several 
States has been yet greater. The number of voters in the States, 
by the abolition of restrictions on the franchise, has been very 
much increased, but the number of officers to be voted for has 
been even more enlarged. In the early days of this Republic, the 
legislatures of the States chose the whole body of the executive 
and judicial officers therein, and often selected them from among 
their own number. Thomas Jefferson was elected governor of 
Virginia by the legislature of Virginia. He was elected a member 
of Congress under the Articles of Confederation by the legislature 
of Virginia. Even in my own lifetime I recollect being canv: 
as a member of the legislature, because the legislature elected cir- 
cuit judges and the governor and the State senate appointed 
supreme judges. All thissystem has vanished. Thatera has dis- 
8 These vast delegations or power have melted away in 
the presence of the people, and this remnant left alone will dis- 
solve also. 

Now, in every one of the forty-five States, but with few excep- 
tions, these officers, from the highest to the lowest, are elected by 
a direct vote of the people. The pending amendment does not 
propose so great a change as this, but it does propose that the Con- 
gress, in both branches, shall be chosen by the people in the same 
manner as the senate and house of the legislatures of the States 
are now chosen. Thus we may perfect the symmetry of our frame 
of government, and recognize the immediate sovereignty of the 
people in its legislative department. 

A SUCCESSFUL DESPOTISM. 

I have heretofore, in my remarks on this subject of February 
6, 1896, called attention to a present and very prevalent evil. 

The danger to our institutions, and especially to the free ex- 
ercise of our legislative functions, comes from another quarter. 
That levity of assent which we have used in the creation of cor- 
porations both in the State and in the nation has reared from 
small beginnings a power unnamed, unknown, not mentioned in 
the Constitution, which, like the famous genii of the Arabian 
tales, at first confined in a small space, but unwittingly released, 
overshadows the whole country with its gigantic form. This 
power is much ter than that of the constitutional executive— 
with infinitely larger patronage, with a proletariat com of 
thousands of dependents; aiming at a dominion unrestricted by 
law, and despising liberty. Neither the dogma nor 5 
of fee distribution of powers is known to or recognized by this 
autocracy. : 

These numerous creatures of our own too facile legislation are 
wholly artificial, gifted, as is said by Blackstone, with a sort of 
legal immortality by reason of their prerogative of perpetual suc- 
cession. 

Had these incorporated societies confined themselves to their 
legitimate business, the profits to be made by skill, diligence, and 
ingenuity in their several crafts and vocations, and had there- 
with content, they would still have been accounted as among the 
most remarkable phenomena of the present century. But they 
are not thus content or satisfied. They aspire to control the po- 
litical functions of the Government and to enlarge their gains by 
direct legislation having for its object the increase of the value of 
their shares and dividends, 

To this end certain of these associations have formed an organ- 
ism, representing the aggregate mass of incorporations having the 
same or like interests—which is called the trust—alias the pool— 
otherwise the combine or combination. The life and force of this 
organism is concentrated in what is known as the executive com- 
mittee, This new executive assumes strange powers, uses meth- 
ods unknown before. 

And these new executives, abandoning the form of committees, 
have further combined to forma t syndicate of trusts, making 
common cause against the liberties of the people and combining 
the whole interests of these corporations in favor of a particular 

olicy of taxation or finance which they may choose to adopt. 
is syndicate of the trusts in its action bears no relation to the 
actual business carried on by any of its incorporated members, 
such as transportation or manufactures. Its aim is political su- 
premacy by direct control of the ballot among its very numerous 
employees and agents. It presents the question, bare and naked, 
to every employee, whether he will vote the ticket of the syndi- 
cate or cast his ballot as his conscience and judgment may dic- 
tate, with the alternative of losing his place and wages, and this 
to a class of men whose livelihood depends upon their daily work 
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This is an instance of tism so odious and 
to the inborn freedom of manhood, in such 


and earnings. 

desi kocie to iberty and justice uld only have bee 

y and j „as CO only have n 
shameless i 


invénted and enforced by the insolence and audacity 
of the syndicate of trusts. 

The force bill, not long ago driven from this Chamber in defeat 
and discomfiture, has been, with marvelous unanimity of expres- 
sion by the public press of the country, denounced as infamous, but 
this later force bill of the syndicate of trusts is tenfold more worthy 
of such a designation. The oligarchy of the trusts say with list- 
less, Ia d indifference, “ The laborer is worthy of his hire ; then 
they add with sharpest emphasis, but not of his vote; his vote is 
ours.” 


This oligarchy of the thirty trusts professes intense opposition 
to free lumber, free wool, free coffee, free coi „but it abhors 
with most perfect hate the free ballot. With the free ballot, this 
e of trusts would be sent back to their original calling, 
that of furnishing shoes and sugar, calico and carpets, transpor- 
tation for freight and 2 purveyors of goods and mer- 
chandise, common carriers of the public; all very useful and hon- 
orable vocations, if honestly pursued, but not to be compared in 
their estimation with that which they to-day 3 assume, 
oe rouzo of the legislation and of the Government of the United 

tates. 

I do not include all corporations, Some of these have acted 
quite honorably, but they were not considerable in number. The 
late election was as free to their employees as elections had been 
formerly—they were not in, or of, the trust oligarchy. 

The plotters in this y of trusts have not tried to avail 
t ves of the terms of the public law; they have not even a pre- 
tense of authority. They skulk behind secret orders of the com- 
pany, and hide among the shadows of the inco ted wraiths 
and ghosts, who, unseen and unknown, conduct this insidious raid 
against the franchise. 

Suppose, now, the syndicate of the trusts should come to Con- 
gress with the draft of an enactment containing provisions neces- 
sary for their scheme, and covering their past, present, and actual 
conduct. It would read after this manner: Be it enacted that 
every employee of any corporation engaged in the business of 
transportation, or interstate commerce, or manufactures, being 
a voter, shall vote for the candidates upon the ticket or ballot 
designated by the executive board, the committee of the trust, 
of which he shall have due notice from the superintendent or 
ahaa and upon failure so to do, he shall be forthwith dis- 
charge Fos 

No lawmaker would vote for this, not even the most ardent ad- 
mirer of incorporated interests, incorporated enterprise, or whatis 
called industrial development. If, then, the enforcement of the 
policy embodied in such a statute would not be sanctioned, even 
under authority of law, how much more intolerable must be its 
enforcement without law. This is no argument against corpori 

tions as such, against incorporated capital or enterprise employed 

in its legitimate vocation, but this is an argument against the un- 
lawful use of corporation powers and influence, against the abuse 
of corporation franchises, against the lawless interference by cor- 
poration trusts with the freedom of the people, to whom they owe 
their charters and their existence. 

Whatever may be the business of any e corporation, 
trust, or syndicate, it is the business, the duty, of every free gov- 
ernment to see that justice, equal and exact justice, is done to 

every citizen, and especially in the exercise of the elective fran- 
chise; that the section hand, with his pick and shovel, be as free 
to cast his ballot as the director in the pete car. Very happy 
would we be to join in any legislation which shall curb the ille- 
itimate usurpation of political power by trusts and syndicates; 
ut, like some other eyils, the marrow of this iniquity is very 
difficult, if not impossible, to reach by law. The employer has 
many ways of disguising his oppression; the workman has many 
and weighty reasons for concealing it. The actual condition 
resembles those intimate miseries of the married state, where the 
victim, subject to the insolence and abuse of a brutal husband, 
herself for life a suffering captive, makes it a point—a point of 
honor—to hide and to conceal the grossest insults and injuries, 
rarely disclosed, and even then too late for relief or remedy. 

The misery of such a condition is not far from that stage wherein 
we can neither bear the evils suffered nor the remedies therefor. 
But there is one remedy, external to thiscondition, quite apparent. 
The voters, under the malign dominion of the trusts, although 
they sometimes act with what becomes a majority, are not a ma- 
jority, are only a small minority of the whole number of voters. 

e voters not dependent either for work or wages upon these 
incorporated trusts are in a great 8 The voters not under 
duress may come to the relief of those who are. The threatened 
dominion of these trusts and syndicates, the most ruthless of all 
d ism—I make no exception of any form of government known 
to civilization—may be overthrown by the action of a free major- 

ity more suddenly than it has been created. The banditti of the 


trusts who are concerned only in the commercial value of the bal- 
lot would cease to perpetrate these crimes when no profit accrued 
to them thereby. 

It is in aid and reenforcement of this action of a free majority 
that we propose the pending amendment. 

The legislative caucus, which at the capital of a State usually 
selects the candidate for a membership of this body, is an assem- 
bly peculiarly adapted to the machinations of syndicates and 
trusts. The whole number of such a conference is small. The 
number necessary to control its choice is yet smaller. The mem- 
bers of it are persons in the exercise of delegated powers, distant 
from their constituencies, and most liable to temptation. In such 
an assembly the intrigue and corruption of the trusts are plants 
ofindigenous growth. All this evil, and what is of almost as much 
moment, the 3 of evil, is obliterated; it is swept away by 
the change which we propose. When each voter of the whole 
mass of voters in the State is allowed the privilege of personally 
choosing the Senator, the power of that syndicate, which is always 
a minority in numbers, is broken. Nor is it any answer to these 
considerations to assume that a State convention would be as sub- 
ject to these malignant influences as a legislative caucus; even if 
this were true, the action of a conyention is not final. It must yet 
abide, under our plan, the scrutiny of a popular vote, while the 
action of the caucus is final, and may often result in a choice 
directly adverse to popular rights and interests. 

hile it would be manifestly unjust to charge the membershi 
of this body, in any given age, with the sins and shortcomings o 
a legislative caucus, yet we are faily chargeable with the present 
system of election, which makes such offenses possible, and which 
leaves to the political usurpation of the trusts an open field for 
their operation. By the Phenes ion of this amendment we give 
at least the opportunity of reform and improvement. We rid 
ourselves of further nsibility for the continuance of the mis- 
chiefs which infest the present method of election. We place our- 
selves in the open light of day as opposed to the political usurpa- 
tion and SH bebe ers of the syndicate of incorporated trusts, who 
would defile or destroy all legislative authority by corrupting the 
sources of its origin. 

It was long stated as a maxim that the strength and pros- 
perity of a republic depend upon the honesty and good faith of 
the individual voter. 0 uieu announced that as a maxim 
in the middle of the sixteenth century. Republics were then 
as perfectly described and as carefully delineated as they have 
ever been since, The theory was perfect and the principles laid 
down can not be found fault with. The pr ity and perpetu- 
ay of every republic depend upon the good faith and honesty 
0 85 1 voter. EN 

true policy is, t ore, to give ev possible support 
to such good faith and in ity. Tt ds to make each ae ook 
electoral unit in the several States, as powerful as may be consist- 
ent with his position, that of a sovereign ruler, and to connect 
him by the closest ties of political affinity with the lawmakers 
of the country. In this way we create in him not only a con- 
sciousness of his own supremacy but of his own responsibility 
which arms him against the illicit S corey of intimidation or 
corruption. At least this is the tendency of such legislation as 
that now in argument, for although there may be, voters, even ' 
in a ular election, of infirm purpose and indifferent hon- 
esty or or, who would yield to temptation, yet, unless our 
whole system of popular government is wrong, we must assume 
that the great mass of electors are actuated only by their real 
convictions as to the wisdom and expediency of any given policy 
submitted to their determination. 

When we therefore propos to give to each voter of the several 
States the right personally to choose the member of the Senate 
therefrom, we give him therewith an additional emblem and proof 
of his sovereignty, an additional motive, an incentive ever present 
to its free, pure, and perfect exercise. If the question were asked 
to-day, ‘‘ What right is lacking to the qualified voter in all the sev- 
eral States which ought to be enjoyed by a free man in a free 
country?” the answer might certainly be made, The right to vote 
for United States Senator.” This is lacking, and the qualified 
elector in any State is as much entitled to this right, and morally 
and politically as worthy to possess it, as the right he already has 
to vote for the members of the other Honse or members of the 
State legislature. This body can assuredly lose nothing, but will 
gain much by a closer, nearer approach to the people. The States, 
as such, from the least to the greatest, will be andized, each 
and . this increment of power, this potent and supreme fran- 
ona conferred upon the citizen residing within their territorial 

mits. 

Many and great States have shown their favor to this amend- 
ment by instructing their Senators and uesting their Repre- 
sentatives to vote for its submission, and it may be easily con- 
eeived how a member of this body might be personally opposed to 
its policy and yet vote for its submission. The fact that certain 
powers not granted are reserved fo the people by the text of the 
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Constitution itself makes it very apparent that any particular 
power of those 8 may be, at any time, resumed by the 
people, unless it be barred by the limitations in the article con- 
cerning amendments. 5 

The only mode of such resumption of power granted is by con- 
stitutional amendment. The method of choosing Senators is not 
barred by any such limitations. The power granted to the legis- 
latures of the States to elect members of this body is lawfully and 
legitimately subject to this resumption by the people. The right 
to resume power can not be denied; to admit the existence of 
this right, and yet to ong, Baca exercise by defeating the submission 
of the amendment, is as illogical as it is unwise and impolitic. It 
is not to be accounted strange, that after the exercise of this dele- 
8 by the State legislatures for more than a century, 

e popie of the States should desire and demand its resumption. 
The polity of free popular government was not stillborn in the 
adoption of our ape law. On the contrary, its wth and 
development were foreseen—expressly provided for in the terms of 
that grand constitutional ordinance. 

The pending amendment is in strict accordance with the great 
precedent of growth and advancement set forth in the preamble 
of the Constitution. Our iar is to form a more perfect union 
by bringing the National ture in complete accordance with 
the legislative assemblies of the States; to establish justice b 
granting to the voters of the States that ear Sosa e whic. 

present system denies; to tuate the b of liberty 
to ourselves and our posterity by a further and nobler recognition 
of duties and rights inherent in all citizens, so that the suprem- 
acy of the people, never gainsaid, so often with the lips confessed, 
with the tongue asse and maintained, shall at last be and be- 
come a vital force, a living presence, a fact accomplished, in the 
government of the Republic. 

This will give to our past its full meaning, to the future hope 
yet more abounding; for the present it would place a fixed star in 
the galaxy of progress, visible in all the latitudes of liberty 
throughout the world. . 

I move that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

SURVEY OF LANDS IN NEBRASKA, 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 
81, a little local bill pertaining to the State of Nebraska with ref- 
erence to a „It has the Senate on one occasion. 

The PRESIDING OFFI (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent for the con- 
Santin of a bill which will be read for the information of the 

ate. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 84) to establish the official sur- 
vey of fractional townships 31 and 32 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 
west, of the sixth 8 meridian, in the State of Nebraska, 
north and west of the Niobrara River, and quieting the title of 
settlers thereon, and for other purposes; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 


The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered ha 


to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was read the third time. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to 1 of the Senator from 
Nebraska whether the question of settling the title to this land is 
in litigation in the courts of his State? 

Mr. ALLEN. The land is not in litigation at all. This bill was 
introduced by me last year. It was recommended by the Interior 
Department, and passed the Senate. I will say, for the benefit of 
the Senator from Alabama, that there have been one entire survey 
and two partial surveys since that time, varying from a quarter 
to half a mile from the original line. The settlers who have 
entered upon the reservation and settled under the laws of the 
United States have taken their claims according to the original 
survey, which the bill establishes as the lawful survey. Theycan 
not get title to their lands, the surveys being in dispute, until Con- 
gress establishes which is the lawful survey. It is for the purpose 
of settling that difficulty before any litigation arises that this bill 
has been introduced. The bill meets the approval of the Interior 
Department. and was here a 585 ago. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 


pass? 
The bill was passed. 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Mr. HOAR. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptcies throughont the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not propose to ask the Senate to have the bill 


read to-day or perhaps to-morrow, but I wish to make it the un- 
finished business and have it read at some time when it is conven- 
ient to the Senate. 


Mr. ALLEN. I rose to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. The Committee on the Judiciary have reported 
this bill at the present session? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish tosuggest to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that two other bills have sent to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and I should like to know whether they have been 
acted apen by the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. They have not been acted upon, but the general 
scheme of those bills and of this bill has been considered by the 
committee. This bill has been very carefully gone over in detail 
by a subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee; and those bills, I 
suppose, will come up in the Senate as substitutes, including the 
bill introduced by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. The bill which has been reported and which the 
Senator now desires to call up is what is commonly known as the 
Torrey bill? 

Mr. HOAR. It is the Torrey bill very much modified and 
chan The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIxp SAN] reported 
it. It is the bill introduced by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. ALLEN. Can we have some assurance from the Senator 
ah he other bills will be reported in one form or another before 
ong 

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly, either adversely or favorably. I 
suppose the way to bring a those bills would be to present them 
as substitutes for this bill. I wish to repeat that it is not my pur- 
pose to ask the Senate to go on this afternoon or even to-morrow 
with this bill, but I want to make it the unfinished business. 
Whenever the first opportunity comes I shall ask the Senate to 
hear it read, which is something of a job; and then I shall con- 
sult the convenience of Senators on both sides of the Chamber as 
to a time to take it up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to proceed to the consideration 
of the bankruptcy bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bankruptcy bill be informally laid aside. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it is understood that the bank- 
saper bill is to be info: y laid aside to allow other business 
to be transacted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bankruptcy bill will be 
temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 
INDEMNITY TO ALIENS FOR PERSONAL INJURIES. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to transmit to the Senate 


a statement of the sums paid by the United States in recent years as indem- 
nity to aliens for nflic h 


by the United States, and if no such efforts have been made 


PUBLIC-LAND ENTRIES, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 860. It isa bill that has passed the 
Senate and passed the House, and it went to the President, but 
did not receive his signature. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 360) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other pur- 

3,7? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will make an inquiry whether the bill has 
been reported from a committee and is on the Calendar or not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, it passed the House of Representatives and the Senate, 
and went to the President, but he was too busy fishing to sign it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not ask that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
bill was reported this morning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I noticed that the bill was not on the Cal- 
endar, I make no objection to it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is an amendment reported by the 
committee. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 6 of an act entitled “An act to repeal the timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes,” on page 1098, United States Statutes at 


Large, Fifty- Congress, so as to read: 

mo 6, That section 2301 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read 
as follows: 

„Su. 2301. Nothing in this ny ptor shall be so construed as to prevent any 
person who shall hereafter avail himself of the benefits of section 2289 from 
poring the minimum 9 for the quantity of land so entered at any time 
after the expiration of fourteen calendar months from the date of such entry 
and obtaining a patent therefor, upon making proof of settlement and of 
residence and cultivation for such period of fourteen months; and the pro- 
visions of this on as to making proof and obtaining patent after fourteen 
months’ residence shall apply to the lands embraced in the ceded portion of 
the Sioux Reservation in South Dakota, opened for settlement under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 2, 1880, and no other payment shall be required for 
any person who has heretofore or may hereafter make poy of said lands 
than is required by the provisions of the act of March 2, 1889, opening said 
lands to settlement.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
bill was reported without amendment. ; : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a report accompanying the bill 
which contains the amendment the committee desire to have in- 


serted. 

Mr. BATE. Do we understand that the bill has been before a 
committee? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It has been before a committee and re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. BATE. At this session? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. At this session. 

After the words South Dakota,” in line 21, I move to insert 
the words ‘‘ Nebraska and North Dakota.” 
ee DAS OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words South Dakota,” in line 21, 
it is proposed to insert Nebraska and North Dakota.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and pened. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 44 minutes 
p, m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 

1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 23, 1897. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Bernard Bettmann, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for Lor First district of Ohio, to succeed Joseph H. Dowling, re- 
enhn RECORDER OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Chester H. Brush, of Connecticut, to be recorder of the General 
Land Office, vice Lucius Q. C. Lamar, transferred. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 23, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Willis Van Deyanter, of Wyoming, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Ordnance Department. 
Capt. Charles Shaler, to be major. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 23, 1897, 


The House met at 10 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain. 

het ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was Sean and ap- 

roved. 
8 SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Wilson of 
Sonth Carolina, is present, and ready to be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will step forward. 

Mr. Wilson of South Carolina appeared at the bar of the House, 
and the oath of office was administered to him. 

THE TARIFF, 

The SPEAKER, In accordance with the rule adopted, the 
House resolves itself into the Committe of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the tariff bill, 
paa e BORREN from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] will please take 

e chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr. GIBSON] 
is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, as we all know, no government 
can live without money, as no human body can live without blood. 
Revenue is toa political body what blood is toa natural body; and 
how to raise the requisite amount of revenue to runa government 
has always been a great problem in political economy, and no 
doubt will continue to be a great problem for many generations to 
come. 

Under our form of government there are, in a general way, 
three methods of raising public revenue, First, by the system 
generally called internal- revenue taxation; second, by direct taxa- 
tion; and third, by tariff taxes upon property of all descriptions im- 
ported into our country from foreign lands. 

MEANING OF DIRECT TAXATION. 

All parties seem now to agree that internal- revenue taxation has 
come to stay; for how long it is not necessary now to determine, 
And so I shall have nothing to say upon the subject of internal- 
revenue taxation, except to remark that I will welcome the da 
when all internal-revenue taxation shall be remitted to the sever: 
States of our Union, and there shall no longer be any Federal tax- 
gatherers circulating among our people, collecting revenue for 
the support of the National Government. 

The second method is by direct taxation, and on this subject I 
desire to say a few words, because there are many men in the 
South belonging to the Democratic party and many men in the 
West belonging to the Populist party who claim that they prefer 
a direct system of taxation to any other. I am afraid that some 
of these gentlemen, or else some of their constituents, do not fully 
understand what is meant by direct taxation. Direct taxes are not 
levied in our countr: . the valuation of the propert; 
that pays the tax. nder our Constitution direct taxes are levi 
in proportion to population and not in proportion to property, and 
one State with a given population of comparatively po people 
must pay the same amount of Federal taxation under the direct tax 
system as another State with the same population but five times 
as rich in taxable wealth. To prevent invidious comparisons, I 
will compare iny own State of Tennessee with the State of Rhode 
Island, by way of illustration. The population of Rhode Island 
was 345,000 by the census of 1890; the population of the State of 
Tennessee was 1,700,000. Now, while our population exceeds that 
of Rhode Island five times, the assessed valuation of property in 
the State of Rhode Island is almost exactly what it is in the State 
of Tennessee, and consequently under a direct of taxation 
Tennessee, with the same valuation of property as Rhode Island, 
having five times as much population, must pay five times more 
taxes than the State of Rhode Island will be required to pay. 


THE FATE OF THE DIRECT TAXERS, 


I take it, Mr. Chairman, that no man on this floor—I care not 

what his politics may be—would be willing to go home to his peo- 
le with a vote recorded here in favor of direct taxation, when it 

made known to his constituents that that vote had lifted a great 
burden of taxation from the so-called plutocrats in the East and 
dumped it upon the so-called popocrats of the South and West, 
for he would be sure to meet some such reception as the Ameri- 
can officer informed Benedict Arnold would be accorded to him 
if he should eyer be caught on the soil of America, saying to him, 
that that leg of his which was wounded at the battle of Sara- 
toga while he was fighting for American liberty would be cut off 
and buried with all the honors of war, but the balance of his body 
would be hungona gibbett.” And any man of the South or West 
I do not care what his politics may be—who would vote for direct 
taxation, vote to tax his people several times more than the peo- 
ple of the North and East, when he went home his people would 
cut from his throat that silver tongue of his which pleaded the 
cause of 16 to 1 and bury it with all the honors of war, but the 
balance of his carcass they would hang upon a gibbet. [Laugh- 
ter and 5 

The people of the United States are not prepared for direct tax- 
ation; and, above all, the people of the South and the people of the 
West are not prepared for directtaxation. Under direct taxation 
the people of my section would have five times the amount of 
taxes to pay that the 257775 of the New England States would 
have to pay; and so, while it is easy to talk about direct taxation, 
3 by a party that comes here without any formulated 
scheme whatever, fig ting everything that the Republican party 
has ever said or done and everything that the Democratic par 
has ever said or done, I will undertake to say that they will hesi- 
tate long and pray long, if they pray at all, before they ever sanc- 
tion a measure in this Congress levying a direct tax upon the 
American people, [Applause.] 
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A TARIFF FOR REVENUE AND PROTECTION. 

That being so, Mr. Chairman, nothing remains for us to do but 
to raise a revenue by tariff taxation, When we come to a revenue 
derived from tariff taxation, the great question then is, How shall 
that tax be levied? I am not here to-day to talk about schedules, 
or about how much tax shall be levied upon this item or how 
little upon that item. I am not going into the vulgar fractions of 
the question. Iam going upon the broad principles that must 

ide this House in its legislation upon this subject. Shall we 
fos a tariff on the principles laid down by the fathers of our Con- 
stitution, a tariff for revenue and protection also; or shall we levy 
a tariff according to the principles laid down by the fathers of the 
Confederate constitution, a tariff for revenue only, without any 
discrimination in order to protect or foster any branch of indus- 
upon our own shores? The language of the Confederate con- 
stitution is: No duties or taxes on importations from foreign 
nations shall be laid to protect or foster any branch of industry.” 
As I understood it, Mr. Chairman, when I took my stand in front 
of your desk, I swore to support the Constitution of the United 
States of America, and not the constitution of the Confederate 
States of America. [Applause.] And so I stand here to-day. 
where George Washington stood when upon that famous second 
Fourth of July he signed the first tariff bill ever passed by the 
American Congress, which declared for the principle of protec- 
tion for American industries; and when he signed it, he stated 
that he was signing ‘‘the second declaration of American inde- 
pendence.” [Applause.] 

Fortunately for us, Mr. Chairman, both of these systems have 
been tried in the recent past. The American people understand 
these two great divergent principles of revenue taxation more 
thoroughly than eyer before. e two great political parties 
went before the people five years ago, and the Democratic party 
by fraud and misrepresentation and misinformation—and I want 
to say that these advocates of a tariff for revenue only possess 
the largest amount and variety of misinformation possessed by 
any class of disputants except those who argue against the value 
of the Holy Bible Naughter|—decelved the American people into 
voting inst a protective tariff. , ‘ 

But no question is ever decided finally until it is decided rightly. 
We went before the people again. e demanded a new trial, 
and last year we were given that new trial. The case was re- 
argued, the case was reconsidered, and the case was redetermined, 
and the verdict of five years ago was reversed, overwhelmingly 
reversed, and reversed for that reversal to stand, and to stand for 
many Congresses, The American people haye now declared in 
favor of the principle of protection, an 
rod out their mandate. Gentlemen may kick and grumble as 
much as they choose, but when the American people have de- 
clared for a policy, while kicking and bling may not be 
treasonable, it will be futile and unavailing, because that man- 
date will be obeyed by the 8 majority in this House, 
and will be obeyed in short order; and the less debate upon the 
subject the better, because when a master issues an order the 
time for debate has passed. The main question has already been 
debated, and debated by 10,000 orators before 14,000,000 voters, 
aon oe verdict has been rendered, and we are here to enter that 
verdict. 

FREE TRADE TRIED AND FOUND WANTING. 

Mr. Chairman, as I observed a moment ago, we have had these 

two systems of tariff taxation tried in the near past. We have 
had the Democratic party, as it were, in the saddle, with its 
‘‘tariff-for-revenue-only” ideas in the ascendency, and with full 
‘opportunity—a Democratic Senate, a Democratic House, and a 
Democratic President. The experiment has been tried. Oh, how 
our Democratic brethren longed for a chance to try that experi- 
ment! In almost every campaign that I have participated for 
the last thirty years my Democratic adversaries have been com- 
plaining that they could not get their free-trade ideas incorpo- 
rated into the statutes because of a Republican Senate, or becanse 
of a Republican President, and they told the people how, if they 
could only get a free-trade tariff, everything would flourish; how 
the waste places and the deserts would blossom as the rose; how 
American laboring men would get big wage and be so happy 
that every one of them would wear a big sunflower in his coat 
lapel [laughter]; how the farmers would get $1.50 a bushel for 
their wheat, and corresponding high prices for all they had to 
sell; how our cities would grow: how prosperity would every- 
where prevail; how our mercantile marine would increase; and 
how, in short, we would be so happy, times so good, money so 
plentiful, and goods so cheap that we would be the envy and the 
admiration of the whole world and of all the ages. [Laughter.] 

Well, Providence at last gave them the opportunity they had so 
long prayed for. It is an old saying that Fools rush in where 
angels fear to tread.” The Democrats were given a chance, and 
they rushed in. [Laughter. Applause on the Republican side.] 
What was the result? Such calamity as has not stricken this coun- 


try before since the last Democratic Administration before the war, 


ordered this Congress to 


the one under James Buchanan. The real fact is, Mr. Chairman, 
that Democratic Administrations in this country always bring 
calamity, so that Democracy and calamity have come in American 
political economy to be synonymous terms. [Laughter.] 

RESULTS OF FREE TRADE IN THE PAST. 

Free-trade tariffs have always brought calamity to our country. 
The experiment has been tried three times before the war and once 
since the war, and hard times have been the invariable result. In 
1817, 1837, 1857, and 1894 the free-trade visionaries succeeded in 
lowering the tariff, and each time a fearful financial panic struck 
our country like an earthquake, shattered the business of the 
merchants, destroyed the industries of the manufacturers, and 
made almost worthless the products of our farms and our mines, 

Every time free trade has been inaugurated it has been done 
under the pretense that it would benefit the farmer, whereas it 
has invariably been a curse to the farmer. Henry Clay, the great 
Whig champion of a protective tariff, declared that during the 
free-trade tariff of 1817 successive unthrashed crops of grain per- 
ished in our barns and barnyards for wantof a market;” and that 
there was universal complaint of the want of employment and 
the consequent reduction of wages.” 

5 Ewing, of Ohio, speaking of the same low-tariff period, 
said: 

Year after year stacks of wheat stood unthrashed, scarcely worth the man- 
ual labor of separating the grain from the straw. I knew 40 els of wheat 
given for a pair of boots. 

This has been the invariable result of a free-trade tariff. It has 
always been the mother of calamity, and, it is safe to say, always 
will be so long as an American citizen requires higher prices for 
his labor and products than a citizen of Kuro e. The prices a 
European would get rich on an American would starve on. 

There is nothing more reasonable than a tax on foreign 
brought into our own country. When goods are made here, the 
manufacturer pays taxes here, he spends his money here, he buys 
our raw material, his laborers buy from our merchants and our 
farmers, and the factory is a source of profit to all our people, 
besides giving employment to many. 

But the man who manufactures these foreign goods does noth- 
ing for our country. He does not live here; he pays no taxes here; 
he spends no money here; none of his laborers live here; they do 
not buy from our merchants or from our farmers; they benefit us 
inno way. Why, then, should we allow their goods to be sold 
here free? 

Our own people are entitled to our own market, and no for- 
eigner should be allowed to enter that market until he has paid 
to the General Government a tax equal to that our own manu- 
facturer pays to our State and county. 


MANUFACTURERS AND MINERS THE FARMERS’ FRIENDS. 


Sometimes it is supposed that there is some conflict of interest 
between our farmers and our manufacturers. Nothing can be 
more erroneous. The interest of the farmer is to have as many 
people engaged in manufactures as possible, for the more people 
there are engaged in manufacturing and mining the more people 
there are for the farmers to feed. If every man was a farmer, 
where would the farmer find a market for his grain, vegetables, 
hay, and animals? It is greatly to the interest of farmers to have 
as many people as possible engaged in some other business than 
farming. And right here is the grand secret of the protective 
tariff. It builds up manufactures, it opens mines, it develops 
quarries, it utilizes timber. In this way hundreds of thousands of 
pepis are given employment, and thus the farmers are given a 

ome market for all they have to sell. Whereas free trade floods 
our country with foreign goods, makes it impossible for our own 
manufactures to thrive, throws out of employment millions of 
men, and thereby robs the farmers of their best customers. And 
thus under free trade we have the melancholy spectacle of farmers 
with plenty to sell, but no buyers, and laboring men starving for 
food, but no money to buy with. 

To give some idea of the enormous amount of money we are 
sending out of our country every year, I give this table of our 
imports last year: 

Value of imports in 1896. 


Tmiports free: th TK , 000, 
imports subjett to tariff G46 210 000. 000 
Aar e ye ey ed Be were E ps 780, 000, 000 


Think of it, Mr. Chairman, 780 millions of dollars sent out of 
our country last year to bny foreign goods and foreign products; 
and what is more, 3,806 millions of dollars sent out of our country 
in the last five years to buy the products of other nations! We 

are importing too much, Mr. Chairman. We are spending every 
| year hundreds of millions of dollars in foreign lands that ought 
to be spent with our own people. We are enriching foreign 
farmers and pauperizing ourown. We are filling the mouths of 
foreign laborers and starving our own. We are doing a great 
| deal to help foreign manufacturers, and at the same time are 
trying to destroy our own. Ifa millionaire manufacturer lives in 
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Europe, we worship him as a god; if he lives in America, he is 
cursed as a devil! 

And yet some men can not understand why we do not pr ! 
In the name of common sense, how can we expect to prosper when 
we do not use as much judgment in running the business of our 
country as is used by the average Tennessee farmer in running his 
farm? Every farmer knows that if he quits raising his own pro- 
visions and stops his own loom and buys everything at the store, 
that he will soon be in the poorhouse orin the jail. And yet here 
we are as a people buying about 800 million dollars’ worth of the 
products of other nations every 575 on an average, when fully 
one-half of the amount could far better be spent here in our own 
country. 

z THE MILLIONS WE ARE MISSPENDING ABROAD. 

Let me give a few of the articles we bought in foreign lands 

last year. 
Products of the farm imported in 1396, 
Animals (horses, cattle, sheep, eto.) ------22--20e2e- $3,252, 000 


Breadstuffs (wheat, oats, barley, etc.)- =- 2,780,000 
Frnits and nuts — 19,032, 000 
TOR De Eee SS SLO SEN Sat oN eee -- 2,083, 

NOR Soo argh acta adorns ig EAEE esas P cee E aaa eye E 32,145,000 


lll ↄ e ER See A A A E A 59, 892, 000 

Over 59 millions of dollars spent abroad last year in the purchase 

of animals, grains, fruits, nuts, seeds, and wool, nearly all of which 
can be raised in our own country. 

I will give a few more items, most of which can be mined, 
quarried, or manufactured in East Tennessee in sufficient quanti- 
ties to supply the whole United States for a thousand years. 

Products of mines, factories, quarries, and forests imported in 1896. 


SSC pein ce edn ELEA een O E dont hot R EEOAE O $3, 559, 000 
Earthenware, etc... 10,605, 000 
Glass and glassware 7,528,000 
Tron and steel 25, 338, 000 
OSD So sine adeans EEN 2,144, 000 
Wood and manufactures og. „ 587, 000 

TTT bow dens Speake A G9, 741, 000 


I regard every ton of coal, every ton of iron, and every cubic 
foot of marble landed on our shores from foreign countries as an 
invader more dangerous than a hostile soldier with weapons of 
war in his hands. It is both a crime and a sin to bu 


from other 


Row BB 
28838885 
88888888 


buy them would have greatly helped to soften the hardness of 
the times, and would have made a million American homes more 
happy. 

kaa Mr. Chairman, what is the plea of these Democratic free 
trađers? Oh, they say, free trade makes our blankets, wool hats, 
trace chains, and barlow knives much cheaper: They say free 
trade makes all woolen goods and all iron and steel goods much 
cheaper. 

HIGH PRICES BETTER THAN LOW PRICES. 


Now,ađmitting this to be true, of what benefit are cheap goods 
to men who have no money? You can buy a cheap suit of clothes 
now, but who has the means? I would rather pay $15 for a suit 
of clothes when I have 820 in my posket than to pay $10 for a 
suit when I have only $5 in my pocket. [Applause. 

Give our laboring men good work and good wages, give our 
farmers good crops and good prices, and they will not grumble at 
paying a fair price for all the store goods they need. Laboring 
men know that fair wages and fair prices go together, and farmers 
know that fair prices for what they have to sell must go along 
with fair prices for what they have to buy. 

For my part, I am a believer in the gospel of high prices. I 
would rather seo the average laboring man get $2 a day, and pay 
810 for a coat, than get 50 cents a day and pay $5 for the same 
coat. I would rather see the farmer get $2 a bushel for his 


wheat, and everything else in proportion, and have to pay $2 for 
a blanket, than see him get 50 cents a bushel for his — ——— and 
pay $1 for a blanket. 

ive us big prices all around. A man feels more like an Ameri- 
can citizen when he gets $2 a day than when he gets 50 cents a 
day; and a farmer feels more like a patriot and a freeman when 
ta 3 82 7 2 for his wheat or 8200 for an average horse. 

pplause. 

Mr. i show me a land where labor is cheap and prices 
low and I will show you a land where ignorance prevails and the 
masses are but little more than toiling slaves, 

The thing for us to do, Mr. i , is to protect the American 
laborer, the American farmer, and the American manufacturer 
by putting a tariff tax on everything brought into our country 
that we can produce or manufacture, and by putting that tax 
high enough to porai our own farmers and manufacturers from 
being undersold. 

Some say, What will you do with so much revenue?” Oh, 
we will have plenty of use for the revenue! We will improve our 


ooo | rivers. We will do full justice to the Union soldiers who are yet 


living, and to the widows and children and parents of those who 
are dead, and we will do justice to the Union people of Tennes- 
p gad other 3 2 who have pare yet been paid for 
e horses, cattle, hogs, „grain, and provisions su 
plied to the Union Army darne the war of The n ‘And 
then, if we have any left, we will use it to pay back those 8262, 
000,000 Grover Cleveland borrowed aneng tis Democratic free- 
trade Administration. [Laughter and applause. ] 


OUR GROWTH UNDER A PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 


‘Nothing, Mr. Chairman, more fully demonstrates the beneficial 
influence of a protective tariff than the growth of our country 
since 1860. From 1861 down to 1894 we lived under a protective 
tariff, and not only lived, but grew, thrived, prera ourished, 
as no nation ever flourished before in the whole history of the world. 

In 1860 the valuation of property in the United States was 16,000 
million dollars; in 1890 it was 66,000 millions, a gain of 50,000 
millions in . years. 

In 1860 we had only 30,000 miles of railroad in the United States, 
whereas in 1892 we had 165,000 miles. 

In 1866 there were only 75,000 miles of telegraph wires in our 
country, while in 1892 there were 739,000. In 1866 there were but 
2,000 telegraph offices, whereas in 1892 there were 20,000. 

In 1865 there were 20,000 post-offices and 142,000 miles of mail 
routes, while in 1892 there were 67,000 post-offices and 447,000 
miles of mail routes; and what is more, there is now a triweekly 
or a daily mail where there used to be only a weekly mail. 

If a protective tariff is the awful curse these free-trade Demo- 
crats swear that it is, how did it happen that our country pros- 
ai so wondrously during all of these protective-tariff years? 

ey say that it p in spite of protection.” Well, if it 
“ prospered in ser of protection,” why did it not prosper in spite 
of Mr. Cleveland’s free-trade tariff? [Laughter] I would rather 
have a tariff that does not prevent p: ity than a tariff that 
does. Mr. Cleveland’s Democratic tariff for revenue only not 
only did not allow of prosperity, but actually brought calamity. 
It failed to produce revenue enough to run the Government; it 
necessitated the borrowing of $262,000,000; it stopped our facto- 
ries; it closed up our mines and quarries; it lessened the value of 
our timber; it converted over a ion of contented workingmen 
into idlers, beggars, or tramps; it made the prices of farm prod- 
ucts so low as not to pay the cost of carrying them to market, and 
so crazed the public mind with trouble and anxiety as to make the - 
poison of free silver seem to be a medicine and the humbuggery 
of Bryanism a gospel of salvation. 

WHAT A PROTECTIVE TARIFF EXABLED US TO DO. 

I have already shown the ing eg ie and marvelous growth of 
our country from 1861 to 1893, but I neglected to state that in that 
same time this same ublican protective tariff reduced our 
national interest-bearing debt from 2,385 millions in 1865 to 585 
millions in 1892, a reduction of 1,800 millions, or nearly 67 mil- 
lions a year on an average, a reduction absolutely unparalleled in 
the history of any nation that ever lived. [Applause.]} 

But not only did this Republican protective tariff run the Gov- 
ernment, improve our rivers and harbors, help to build the great 
railroads to the Pacific Ocean, erect beautiful public buildings in 
every important city of the Union, and reduce the public debt 
1,800 millions; but in these same 27 years it paid over 1,400 million 
dollars in pensions to our Union soldiers and their widows, chil- 
dren, and mts, paying over 52 millions a year on an average. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, we had had a Democratic tariff for rev- 
enue oniy from 1861 to 1892, what think you would have been the 
result? here would we as a nation be to-day? Ifin four years 
of a Democratic free-trade tariff our debt has increased 262 mil- 
lions, and general ruin has fallen upon our country, where would 
we have been if we had had this Democratic tariff ever since 1861? 
How much of that 2,885 millions of our national debt world we 
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have paid? How many of those 1,400 millions of 8 money 
would we have paid? I repeat, where would we be to-day if we 
had been cursed with this Democratic free-trade tariff ever since 
1861? I am afraid, Mr. Chairman, we would have been where 
that frog got to that fell down the bottomless well—in a country 
where there is no eo and all tariffs are for revenue only. 
{Laughter and applause.] n : 

Tam one of those men who believe in America. I am for my 
own country against the world, Iam proud of that country. 
rejoice in her greatness. I glory in her history. I believe she is 
destined to be the empress of the empires, and to give law to 
the whole earth. I want to contribute to her aggrandizement 
and to promote her prosperity, and I believe this bill will pull us 
out of the mire of misfortune and put our feet once again on the 
solid rock of permanent prosperity; and so believing, I will give 
it my vote, knowing that I am traveling in the Sy which has 
been blazed out by Washington, Jackson, and Clay, and which 
still shows the footprints of Lincoln, Blaine, and McKinley. 

If I had ever entertained a doubt as to the superiority of a Re- 
publican protective tariff over a Democratic free-trade tariff, the 
contrast between the last Republican Administration and the last 
Democratic Administration would have completely removed that 


doubt. 
FREE TRADE AND PROTECTION CONTRASTED. 

We have had four years of a Republican protective tariff under 
Mr. Harrison, and four Sep of a Democratic free-trade tariff 
under Mr. Cleveland. The result was a great object lesson, em- 
blazoned, as it were, on the political skies where all might see and 
read it. On the Republican side, in letters of living light, with 
the word ‘‘ Prosperity ” written in a rainbow above, we read these 
lini * 


es: 
“A ublican protective tariff and its happy results: 

First. Labor well employed and well paid. 

Second. Farmers getting fair prices for their products. 

Third. Money active and plentiful. 

Fourth. Times prosperous and good. : 

Fifth. The public Treasury full and overflowing. 

Sixth. The national debt decreased $259,000,000. 

Seventh. The high-water mark of American progress and pros- 
perity.” [Applause.] 92 

On the Democratic side of this great political blackboard, sur- 
mounted with a legend like that Dante saw over the gate of hell. 
„All hope abandon, ye who enter here,” and written in letters of 
midnight blackness, appear these lines: 

2 ocratic free-trade tariff and its deplorable results: 

First. Labor starving to death in the streets. 

Second. Farmers not able to pay their taxes. 

Third. Money hoarded and scarce. 

Fourth. Times ruinously hard. 

Fifth. The Treasury borrowing money to run the Government. 

Sixth. The national debt increased $262,000,000. 

Seventh. The low-water mark of business stagnation and finan- 
cial depression.” [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

These were the two ee the American people saw in the 
campaign last fall; and when asked which policy they wished to 
adopt— ‘protection and pr rity” or “free trade and calam- 
ity —they responded, as intelligent patriots will always respond, 
by declaring in favor of ‘protection and prosperity” and by 
N to the Presidency of the United States that great high 
priest and apostle of protection and that grand advance agent of 

rosperity, William McKinley. [Loudapplause.] And they also, 
5 an immense majority, issued a mandate to us, as the servants 
and representatives of the American people, to pass a tariff law 
based on the principles of Republican protection; and that man- 
date this Republican House will obey in the spirit of true obedi- 
ence, not doubting that it will bring back prosperity to our peo- 
ple and happiness to all of our homes, [Applause.] 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it is not possible for Repre- 
sentatives other than members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means to make a critical analysis of the schedules of this bill. 
Complaint has been made because of the limited time allotted, 
both for general debate and debate under the five-minute rule. 
My criticism, Mr, Chairman, primarily and essentially, is that 
this bill, affecting nearly all the varied industries of this country, 
imposing annual taxation upon the people to the extent of about 

75,000,000, is reported and pressed to consideration without offer- 
ing Representatives a sufficient opportunity to examine its pro- 
visions, without giving the minority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means the privilege of preparing a report before consideration 
began and the necessary time to frame a substitute measure. 
This, Mr. Chairman, is the complaint I lay at the door of the 
management of the Republican party on this floor. 

The debate as it has progressed thus far, in compari with the 
tariff discussions of former Congresses, as I recall them, seems to 
be relatively tame and uninteresting, and to me this is not a mat- 
ter of surprise. 
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more money and less taxes, [Applause on the Democratic maat 
This bill does not represent, or relate to, the issue which divi 
the two great political parties in the last canvass. And in this 
connection I am reminded, Mr. Chairman, of a curious political 
paradox growing out of the national campaigns of 1892 and 
1896. We won the campaign of 1892, and triumphed gloriously, 
on the tariff question. The bonfires had scarcely burned ont, 
the shonts of enthusiastic Democrats had hardly died away on 
the air, when President Cleveland convened Congress in extraor- 
dinary session to revise the currency laws, notwithstanding he 
had won his election on the tariff issue! In 1896 the Repub- 
lican party triumphed on the money question, and thereupon 
with hot haste President McKinley convenes ae in its 
thirteenth extraordinary session to consider the uf question! 
Disaster to the Democratic party followed swiftly upon the con- 
clusion of the labors of the extra session of 1893. 

necessary, in view of existing conditions, to posse gift 
of oe to predict that a like disaster will overtake the 
Republican party as a result of the extra session of 1897. There- 
fore I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that it should not occasion surprise 
that this issue fails to excite much attention or enthusiasm here, 
as it will not among the great masses of the people of this country, 

The question of taxation is, of course, as important now as it 
has been in all the centuries past. Many of the great struggles for 
liberty have revolved around the exercise of the sovereign power 
of taxation. Indeed, sir, this Republic was born of a contention 
abe Dingiey bill, levyi th le, as it d U 

e Dingley bill, levying upon the people, as it does, annually 
additional taxes estimated at $113,000,000, becomes n ily a 
measure of commanding importance. 

But, sir, speaking for myself, and, I believe, voicing the senti- 
ments of the Democratic party, I say we would prefer to support 
a measure which would pss $113,000,000 more in circulation 
among the people rather than withdraw that volume of money 
from circulation by taxation and put it into the Treasury of the 
United States. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

COMPARISON OF ADMINISTRATIONS. 

But, Mr. Chairman, right on the threshold of this debate an at- 
tempt is being made by the leaders of the Republican party to 
divert attention from the real issue fought out by the people last 
November. The accomplished gentleman from Maine, the chair- 
mn of the Committee of Ways and Means, in his gf an etched 
yesterday stated that este people of this country during the last 

our years had heen attending a bia hc on a gigantic scale. 
The able gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hor xs], emulating the 
example of the gentleman from Maine, attempted a comparison 
between the alleged ‘‘ prosperity” under the Administration of Mr. 
Harrison and the “adversity ” that came to the country under the 
Administration of Mr. Cleveland. The tleman from Tennes- 
see Mr. Geson] who has just spoken has also reiterated the 
statements made by those two gentlemen on yesterday. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that we can afford to be frank with 
each other. We ought to be truthful, because if we are not, the 
people will sooner or later find out the exact situation. What 
were the conditions, obtaining both as to the Treasury and the 
business interests of the country, under the two Administrations? 
And let me say here, before I proceed to contrast the first Admin- 
istration of Mr, Cleveland with the Administration of Mr. Harri- 
son, that it is not a seemly proceeding for the Republican party to 
criticise Mr, Cleveland on account of bond issues. Democrats 
have done so and do sonow. But ee of the Repub- 
lican party indorsed the policy of bond issues in the last Congress. 

Applause on the Democratic side.] You will remember that in 
the early days of June, just before the close of the first session, 
the Senate passed a joint resolution prohibiting the further issue 
of bonds without the specific authority of Congress. That resolu- 
tion came to the House. It was 
Ways and Means—a sap, Sag Som committee, presided over by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dine_ey]. That committee consid- 
ered the resolution, and after such consideration brought it back 
to the House with an adverse report, thus indorsing the Ad- 
ministration of President Cleveland on the question of bond issues. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] This is not all, Mr. Chairman. 
Although the joint resolution was privil under our rules and 
could have been called up at any time by Chairman DINGLEY, and 
although days passed after the resolution had been e 
reported, the leaders of the Republican party in this body decli 
to give the House an opportunity to vote on the question, because 
upon inquiry it was found that perhaps fifty or sixty tlemen 
on that side representing constituencies in the great West an- 
moors their purpose to support the resolution if it were pressed 
to a vote. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; for a question only. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Does the gentleman suppose that we 


The truth is that the people of this country want | would have indorsed the bond issues if we had had a tariff producing 
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revenue enongh to pay, the expenses of this Government and the 
interest on the public debt? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the gentleman, as I understand, admits 
that they did indorse bond issues. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I am glad to have that admission. Now, then, that brings 
me to another question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Just one moment further. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield for a question; I can not allow the 
gentleman to make a speech. 

Mr. RAY of New York. We did not indorse President Cleve- 
Jand’s bond issues; but we stood by 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not yield for a speech. If the gentle- 
man has a question to ask, let him ask it. 

The C Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Only for a question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I trust the gentleman is not worried. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not in the least by any interrogatories the 
gentleman has propounded up to this time, [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not see anything very funny about 


that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will excuse me, My 
time is limited. I desire to be courteous to the gentleman—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, I am very sorry that the gen- 
tleman will not allow an opportunity for me to explain—— 

Mr, DOCKERY. Go on—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Does not the gentleman know per- 
fectly well-— 

Mr. DOCKERY, But I can not yield for a speech, 

See CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yie 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman yielded, as I under- 
stood, for a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will please excuse me; my 
time is limited. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not blame the gentleman for not 
wanting to discuss certain phases of this question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will yield to the gentleman for any ques- 
tion. If the gentleman desires to make a speech, he can do so in 
his own time. 

So much, Mr, Chairman, for the responsibility of the Repub- 
lican party as to bond issues. 

CLEVELAND AND HARRISON, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us contrast the Administration of Pres- 
ident Cleveland from 1885 to 1889 with the Administration of 
President Harrison covering the four-year period from 1889 to 1893. 
The gentleman from Illinois po: HorkiNs] has invited the com- 
parison by the declaration that the Democratic party impoverished 
the National Treasury and intimidated the business interests of the 
country. 

Let us first submit the Treasury comparison. 

When Mr. Cleveland surrendered the Presidency on the 4th of 
March, 1889, he left a Treasury surplus, including the gold re- 
serve, of $183,827,190.29. When he resumed the duties of the 
Chief Magistracy on the 4th of March, 1893, he found a surplus, 
including the gold reserve, of but $124,128,087.88. That was then 
the limit of the so-called meager surplus, notwithstanding the 
Republican party had defaulted in the requirements of the sink- 
ing fund under the Administration of Mr. Harrison to the amount 
of nearly $50,000,000; notwithstanding it had extended $25,364,500 
of bonds of the United States maturing September 1, 1891; not- 
withstanding the receipts of Mr. Harrison’s Administration were 
$88,063,343.84 more than the receipts of Mr. Cleveland's first Ad- 
ministration; notwithstanding it had reduced the disbursing offi- 
cers’ balances $24,390,389.60, and finally, notwithstanding it had 
covered into the Treasury $54,207,975.75 of trust funds belonging 
to the holders of national-bank notes. 

The Republican Administration turned over to Mr. Cleveland 
this impoverished Treasury, with an actual surplus, as stated, of 
but $24,128,087.86, exclusive of the gold reserve, the order having 
already been given by Secre Foster to 1 plates for the 
issue of bonds. I quote the order, doubts still existing in some 
minds as to the order having been given: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 

Sin: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the3 per 
cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now pend- 
ing. The denominations which should receive attention are $100 and 
$1,000 of the coupon bonds and $100, $1,000, and $10,000 of the registered bonds. 

This authority is given in advance of the enactment in view of pressing 
contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the designs 
and plates in every possible manner. 

Linclose a memorandum for your guidance in preparing the script for the 
body of the bond 


8 CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 
To the CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
As conclusive proof of thestringent Treasury situation, itis only 
necessary to add the testimony of Secretary Foster himself before 


the House Committee on Ways and Means, February 25, 1893, in 
which he makes the following replies to queries: 


Mr. TURNER. Taking into consideration all these conditions which you 
abe peed what in your judgment would be a fair conjecture of the condi- 
tion of the Treasury at the end of the next fiscal year? 

Secretary FOSTER. I should say the next fiscal year would show a deficit. 

Mr. TURNER. Can you give an approximate estimate according to all the 
data accessible to you? 

Secretary FOSTER. I will onl 
ment of the Treasury I should 
tent of $50,000,000, 

Mr. TURNER. In order to meet those conditions which Fon anticipate? 

Secretary foster. Not only those conditions, but the gold conditions as well. 
WHEN THE DEPRESSION BEGAN. 


Mr. Chairman, I should not again have referred to this oft-told 
story of the Treasury but for the efforts of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and the gentleman from Mlinois ash Hor- 
KINS] on yesterday to fix the responsibility for its depleted con- 
dition upon the Democratic party. 

I pass now to a cursory review of the business situation and the 
time when the business depression first became manifest. The 
9 1 5 from Maine, Governor DINGLEY, and the gentleman 

om Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] in discussing this question are not as 
candid as is their usual habit in debate. When did the panic of 
1893 originate? 

Mr. Ray of New York rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman please allow me to proceed? 

ae CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY, In what year did the existing depression be- 
gin? Our friends say that it began after the election of Mr. Cleve- 
land in 1892 and the enactment of the so-called *‘ free-trade Wilson- 
Gorman bill.” That is the proposition they announced yesterday; 
and yet the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] stated in this 
presence that the Committee on Ways and Means had adopted as 
a part of the Dingley bill substantially the great schedules of the 

ilson Act relating to the iron and steel and cotton industries, 
The Wilson industrial monster” does not seem to be of such 
“frightful mien“ in the light of this action of the committee. It is 
said, however, by the Republican party, for political purposes 
only, that this alleged sinister instrument of taxation has wrecked 
the industries of the country. 

Let us investigate this proposition. 

When was it, Mr. Chairman, that labor was first deprived of 
employment? When was it that the smoke first disappeared from 
the chimneys of our manufactories? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Just as soon as Cleveland was elected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Willthe gentleman kindly allow me to retain 
the floor, and speak in his own time? 

fee! CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When was it that agriculture and all other 
industries first felt the approaching paralysis of commercial inac- 
tivity? Why, sir, I have here the report of Mr. McKinley, the 
Chairman of the House Committee on Ways and Means of the 
Fifty-first Congress, now the President of the United States. I 
will quote his declaration as to the condition of agriculture then. 
Speaking of the agricultural industry in this report, made to the 

ouse on the 2ist of April, 1890, long before President Cleveland 
was reelected, long before the Wilson tariff law had been placed 
upon the statute books, he said: 

The committee have given months of investigation to the existing condi- 
tions of agriculture and matters connected therewith. This great industry 
is foremost in magnitude and importance in our Panay 

Its success and ar biog pee are vital to the nation, o prosperity is possi- 
ble to other industries if agriculture languish. Insofar as the fostering care 
of Government can be helpful, it must be faithfully and forcefully exerted to 
build up and strengthen agriculture. 

That there is widespread depression in this industry to-day can not be 
doubted. Every remety within the scope of practical legisla on known to 
your committee has been recommended in the proposed measure to meet the 
urgent requirements of the situation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let us pursue this examination a little fur- 
ther. From 1889 to 1892, inclusive, there were 5,924 strikes in this 
country. There were 26,867 establishments involved, and 1,107,238 
men lacked employment because of those strikes. You will find 
the details set out on page 8 of the report of the Commissioner of 
Labor for the month of November, 1895. 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but in 1891, the first year of the 
operation of the McKinley Act and preceding the reelection of Mr. 
Cleveland in 1892, there were 1,718 strikes, 8,117 establishments 
aes in those strikes, and 299,064 laborers lacked employment 

ereby. 

This is not all the story, Mr. Chairman, of unemployed and dis- 
contented labor. The last census shows that for the census year 
ending May 31, 1890, there were 3,013,117 males and 510,613 females 
10 years of age and over, formerly engaged in gainful occupations— 
8,523,730, all told—who were out of employment in the United 
States under the operation of the McKinley law. 

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, if we class the 3,523,780 people who 
were out of employment by avocations, it appears that 13.45 per 
cent were engaged in agriculture, fisheries, and mining, 8.64 per 


say this, that if I was to have the manage- 
nsist upon an increase of revenue to the ex- 
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cent in professional service, 25.60 per centin domestic and personal 
service, S per cent in trade and transportation, and 22.16 per cent 
in manufactures. So, Mr. Chairman, it is obvious that the de- 
pression in all the avennes of business was pronounced and unmis- 
takable under the administration of the McKinley law and long 
prior to the reelection of Mr. Cleveland. i 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will, for a question only. 

Mr. LACEY. I know the gentleman wants to be accurate. 
This census was taken before the passage of the McKinley bill, 
was it not? : 

Mr. DOCKERY. As of date May 31, 1890, and while the tariff 
act of 1883 was in force, which was essentially protective in every 
schedule and Say line. 7 

Mr. LACEY. Lou said that condition of things was due to the 
McKinley bill. You did not mean that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I thank the gentleman from Iowa. If I so 
stated, it was an inadvertence. I did not mean to be understood, as 
to the census exhibit, that the facts therein recited covered any 

iod after the passage of the McKinley Act; but, as to the strikes, 
Paid desire to be understood that in part they occurred under the 
McKinley law—all of them under a high tariff. 
THE HOMESTEAD TRAGEDY. 

It can not be denied, Mr. Chairman, that grave business depres- 
sion existed before the election of 1892. If not, will some Repub- 
lican Representative on this floor explain to the House the cause of 
the Homestead riot on the 30th day of June, 1892, under the Me- 
Kinley Act, while Mr. Harrison was President, and many months 
prior to the election and inauguration of Mr. Cleveland? 

Mr. DALZELL. If you will allow me, I will explain it. The 
Homestead riot was a contest between organized labor and the 
opponents of organized labor. f 

. DOCKERY. In which organized, armed Pinkerton detec- 
tives, 5 by Andrew Carnegie, a protected manufacturer, 
shot down laboring men employed in that 8 industry. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Iremember well, Mr. Chair- 
man, when the wires first flashed the news of that awful nomer 
at Homestead. In yonder space in front of the Speaker’s chair 
had a conyersation with a distinguished Representative on that 
side of the Chamber, now an equally eminent member of another 
body, in which he said, commenting upon that tragic catastrophe, 
which occurred under the McKini ey law and before Cleveland 
was reelected, that it was the worst disaster which had befallen 
the Republican party in twenty years; and so it proved to be. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if thrift and happiness abounded then, if 
manufactories were unvexed and unrestrained, if iculture was 
amply rewarded, if legislation upheld the arms of labor, if tramps 
did not crowd the railways of the country, if everywhere there 
was sweet, abiding prosperity, tell me why the American people 
rejected Mr. Harrison and the Republican party in 1892 by an 
overwhelming majority? Was it because there was thrift? Was it 
because manufactories were running without limit, with satisfac- 
tory profits? Was it because agriculture was prosperous and all 
other industries crowded with men engaged in profitable business? 
No, no, Mr. Chairman; the people know better. Their memories 
are not so short as some gentlemen seem to think. The intelligent 
judgment of the American people will condemn as unworthy and 
untrue the statement made in this debate on yesterday that ad- 
verse business conditions first appeared afterthe Democratic party 
came into national control,and subsequent to the enactment of 


the Wilson law, 
AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am admonished that time is passing, and 
I therefore desire to make a brief reference to the icultural 
schedule of the Dingley bill. It advances the rates of duty and 
substantially restores the provisions of the McKinley Act. Ihave 
no expert knowledge in respect to other schedules of the bill, and 
some of my Republican friends may be of the opinion that my 
knowledge of the agricultural schedule is not that of an expert; 
but, sir, representing, as I do, anagricultural constituency, know- 
ing something of their wants and their condition, I think I can 
comprehend the schedule of this bill relating to their interests. 

Mr. Garfield said upon a notable occasion: 

The Government is an artificial nt, and the power that moves it is 
money—money raised by taxation and distributed to the various parts of the 
body politic according to the discretion of the legislative power. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States actually expended during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, $443,115,058—exactly $6.21 for each 
one of our population. The Democratic view of taxation is that 
it is not necessarily a blessing; on the contrary, we hold that 
taxation is a n evil. We are quite willing, however, to 
support the Government in all its various functions, provided tax- 
ation be limited to public purposes and be levied upon terms of 
absolute equality to all interests. The system of local taxation 
by which municipalities, counties, and States are maintained is 
based upon the value of property. The system of Federal tax- 
ation, in so far as it relates to import duties, is based upon con- 
sumption. The one levies tribute upon what we have and the 
other upon what we need. The indirect system of national tax- 


ation has been employed since the organization of the Govern- 
ment, and we make no complaint against the system if duties are 
so laid as to distribute its burdens equally among all classes, 
Sepang the necessaries of life so far as practicable from tax- 
ation. e insist, however, that articles in daily use among the 
people should bear, if any, the lightest weight of taxation. 

THE PRESIDENT’S RELIEF MEASURE. 

The President in his message requests Congress to supply ‘‘am- 
ple revenues,” and forthwith the Committee on Ways and Means 
increase the tax levy so that it will raise annually $113,000,000 
additional to the present income of the Treasury. 

The President also submits a sort of political economic chart to 
guide the Congress in raising the additional revenue he insists is 
necessary because of the ore of the Treasury situation. I 
quote the exact language of the Chief Executive: 

Congress should promptly correct the existing condition. Ample revenues 
must be supplied, not only for the ordinary expenses of the Government, but 
for the prompt payment of liberal pensions and the liquidation of the prin- 
cipal and interest of the public debt. In raising revenue, duties should be 
so levied upon foreign products as to preserve the home market, so far as 


possible, to our own producers; to revive and increase manufactures; to 


relieve and encou 1 to increase our domestic and foreign com- 
merce; to aid and 


evelop mining and building, and to render to labor in 
every field of useful occupation the liberal wages and adequate rewards to 
which skill and industry are justly entitled. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not comment at length upon the benefi- 
cent results the President expects to follow the exercise of the tax- 
ing power by the increase of its burdens, except in so far as they 
relate to agriculture. It may be said, however, in passing, that 
our total exports during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, were 
increased by $69,807,888 over the preceding fiscal year. 

It is also worthy of note, as an answer to the plaint that our 
manufactures have languished to a greater degree than other in- 
dustries, that for the same fiscal year they increased their foreign 
exports by $44,975,435, or an increase of 51.27 per cent over the pre- 

ear, 
3! THE AGRICULTURAL SCHEDULE. 

What does the President suggest to ‘relieve and encourage agri- 
culture”? It is conceded that agriculture has been very tly 
discouraged, according to his own report at least, since the 2ist 
day of April, 1890, t is the remedy pro’ ? In my view 
there is but one way by which you can relieve and encourage 
agriculture.” It is to give the farmers an uninterrupted right of 
way for their surplus products to whatever markets they choose 
to seek, freed from taxation, tolls,or bounties beyond the necessi- 
ties of an honest and frugal administration of the Government. 
But, sir, this is not the fundamental proposition upon which the 
President's theory of relief and encouragement rests. The Presi- 
dent’s method of ‘‘relieving and encouraging agriculture” finds 
its expression in the pending bill. 

- “McKinleyism” and Dingleyism“ are synonymous terms in 
so far as they relate to taxation. They are equivalent and inter- 
changeable expressions. Both mean higher-priced goods to be 
purchased with a restricted volume of money upon the basis of 
the existing gold standard. Dear goods and dear money are the 
equivalent of cheap labor, declining agriculture, and decadent 
commerce. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me read a few of the relief items of 
this agricultural tax-rate schedule, which, it is alleged, will re- 
lieve and encourage agriculture.” The bill proposes to tax cattle 
valued at not more than $20 per head, 1 year old or over, $6 per 
head; if less than 1 year old, $2 per head; all other cattle valued 
at more than $20 per head, 30 per cent. 

Hogs—the committee desire to ‘relieve and encourage” that 
“infant industry” by a tax of $1.50 per head. 

Horses valued at $100 or less, $20 per head; if valued at over 
$100, 25 per cent. As to mules, a 25 per cent tax is expected to 
give great relief and encouragement” to that branch of our agri- 
culturalinterests. [Laughter.] 

Sheep less than 1 year old are to be taxed 75 cents per head; if 
more than 1 year old, $1.50 per head. All other animals at the 
uniform rate of 20 per cent. 

Corn is to be relieved and encouraged” by a tax of 15 cents per 
bushel; corn meal by a tax of 20 cents per bushel; oats, 15 cents 
per bushel; rice, 2 cents per pound; rye, 10 cents per bushel; 
wheat, 25 cents per bushel; wheat flour, 25 per cent; cheese, 6 
cents per pound, and fresh milk, 2 cents per gallon. 

Just think, Mr. Chairman, of the ‘‘relief and encouragement” 
that will be given to the farmers of Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, 
and other Western States by these taxes! [Laughter.] 

Beans even are to be protected“ at the tax rate of 50 cents per 
bushel; cabbages, 3 cents each; eggs, 5 cents per dozen; hay, $4 
per ton; 5 25 cents per bushel; apples, green or ripe, 25 
cents per bushel, and dried apples, 2 cents per pound. 

Bacon and hams are to be relieved from the jeopardy of foreign 
competition by the imposition of a tax of 5 cents a pound; beef, 
2 cents per pound; mutton, 2 cents per pound; pak, 2 cents per 
pound. Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, are to be pro- 
tected” by a duty of 25 per cent; lard, 2 cents per pound; poultry, 
3 cents per pound, and tallow, 1 cent per pound. Without going 
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further into details, I will state that the average tax rate upon the 
ultural schedule is 39.94 per cent. 

Mr. SAYERS. If thegentleman will permit a 8 if he 
will add that there is a tax put upon cotton ties and bagging, he 
will make his list almost complete. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is quite true, but I only made a hurried 
memorandum of some of the articles. upon this schedule in which 
Missouri and other Western States are most vitally interested. My 
friend from Texas, however, is, as usual, accurate in his statement. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, let us look at this question candidly, 
logically, and in the light that is given us by the lamp of experi- 
ence. An illustrious American statesman once said that he could 


with the great interest in which half our PS So = engaged. 
o agricultural ow 


offered by the na ee partyarrestthisdownwardtendency? It 
0 


What is the remedy for this untoward condition? In my opinion 
it is found only in the policy which restores to the farmer financial 
freedom and permits him the privilege of seeking the best markets, 
both for the sales of his surplus products and the articles he is 
compelled to buy. How is it possible, after all, to eee Maa: 
cultural products? The avowed purpose of a protective tariff is 
to “protect” the products which we raise here from competition 
with like products of other countries. That is to say, we raise 
the tariff barriers so high that foreign products can not afford to 
come here to enter the field of competition with our home prod- 
ucts, Now, then, if it be true that foreign corn and foreign wheat 
and foreign bacon and foreign hams, and all the other products 
named in the agricultural ule to which I have referred, do 
actually seek an entrance to this market to compete with the like 
home products, then this agricultural schedule is absolutely log- 
ical and consistent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman know what proportion of 
our total imports in 1896 were agricultural products? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, Iunderstand whatthe gentleman refers to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman answer the question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. You class as agricultural imports tea and 
coffee and sugar and Bermuda toes, and articles of that kind, 
foreign products, articles which in fact are not produced in this 
country at all, or, asin the ease of sugar, to a very limited extent. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that about 50 per cent of our 
total importations for 1896 were agricultural products? 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Oh, no; not in any 8 I will fur- 
ther answer the gentleman’s question by asking him one. Will 
he kindly advise the House Tras etn go of the agricultural 
products to which I have refi are imported from foreign 
countries to this market? 

Mr, TAWNEY. L have not time to answer that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I to the gentleman from 
Missouri that he omitted one importantitem. This bill putsa tax 
of one dollar and a half on straw. ughter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; I believe I omi that item in the 
eee of perenne a few notes to aid mein the consideration of 
this bill; but the gentleman from Kansas ought not to criticise 
me for that im t omission. [Laughter.] I admit that in 
the haste of preparation I overlooked the immense relief and 
encouragement” that will be given to the farmers of Kansas, 
Missouri, and the West by the imposition of a tax of a dollar and 


a half upon straw! aune] 

By the way, there ìs a eal of old straw being thrashed 
over in this debate up to this time not on this side of the Cham- 
ber, however, allow me to suggest to my friend from New York 

. PAYNE}. Of course, I would not have made that observation 
if my friend from New York had already spoken; and I trust, 
therefore, he will not take the criticism as personal to himself. 

But, Mr. i let us examine this question from a prac- 
tical point of view. Let us not confuse the issue. If these for- 
eign agricultural products do come here seeking a market, the 
co: onding home 3 might be protected“ by a tariff. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman answer this question: Is 
it not a fact that foreign agricultural products do come into com- 

ition with the agricultural products of this country? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, they do not; and if the gen- 
tleman will give me his attention I will answer him in detail in a 
moment. 

AGRICTLTUBAL PRODUCTS SOLD ABROAD. 

I desire his attention, hecause, even though he be a Republican 
member of the Ways and Means Committee, I have hopes that he 
may yet see the light and turn from the errors and iniquities of 
the Di bill. There is practically no competition as to the 
agricultural products referred to. This country 8 a large 
surplus of them which must find a market beyond the seas; hence 


the utter inability of a tariff to help the farmer in his contest for 


remunerative prices. 

The total agricultural exports for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, were $569,879,297. other words, 66.02 per cent of our 
en port trade consisted of the products of the farm. Agai 
Mr. Chairman, of the $569,879,297 of agricultural products fore 
to seek a foreign market because the home market was utterly in- 
adequate, breadstuffs, including corn, corn meal, oats, wheat, and 
flour, constituted in value $141,356,993 of the total; provisions, in- 
cluding beef, hogs, mutton, dairy products, etc., constituted $131,- 
503,590; live animals, $41,840,969, and raw cotton—the product of 
the South—$190,056,460. That is to say, 8504, 758,012 of the $589,- 
879,297 worth of agricultural products which were coerced into 
seeking a foreign market consisted of the great staple articles pro- 
duced by the farmers of the West and South. This country an- 
nually produces a surplus of these articles, which can be produced 
here de than elsewhere in the world, and the United States 
therefore ae all 
its sur- 


the question pro- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I will reply etara Eey 
[Mr. FAWNEY] and en- 


8 by my friend from Minnesota 
e 


of the 

im of many of the agricultural arti- 
cles involved in this ses a 

official figures pre 
ury Department, for the year ending June 30,1896. During 
that fiscal year the United States sold abroad of wheat and flour 
(reduced to bushels) 126,443,968 bushels. We imported 2,116,303 
bushels in the form of wheat and flour, the wheat being imp 

in the main for the ad ge of furnishing improved seed for our 
Western farmers. bill, therefore, proposes to advance the 
duty on wheat to ‘relieve and enco the farmers of Minne- 
sota—the State from which my fri hails—hy prohibiting or 
limiting this enormous (?) importation of 2,116,303 bushels of 
wheat in the form of wheat and flour. It is true that the enhanced 
duty, if not ok prohibitory, will require the farmers of 
Minnesota and the West to pay more for their imported seed 
wheat, but still I can imagine that my friend from Minnesota 
already begins to see the farm mortgages lifted from the splendid 
acres of 8 he has the honor to represent. 

Mr. TA I Will state that they have no farm mortgages 
in the district. I have the honor to represent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. None! Well, I do not know whether the 
gentleman represents an agricultural district; but I venture the 
assertion here and now, and challenge him to go to the official 
records, that there is not an agricultural Congressional district in 
the United States that is without the luxury of farm x 
[Applause on the Democratic side, and cries of That's so!”] 

y, sir, under this system of taxation the business of invest- 
ments in farm has grown to be a great industry, even 
in that magnificent 3 Commonwealth from Which I 
hail! You may go to any of the cities and small towns and 
you will see signs over the door ways. Eastern money to loan on 
improved farms;” and that industry is embracing within its grasp 
some of the finest and most fertile soil of the great West under 


the protective m of ‘‘ relieving and encouraging” the farmers! 
. TA . Haye any of the farm mortg in your dis- 
trict been lifted under the . bill? [Laughter and 


applause on the Republican 
Mr. DOCKERY. Why, my friend, there has been a little im- 
provement in that direction. [Laughter.] But let me say to the 
tleman from Minnesota that the trouble about the Wilson- 
0 law (and the gentleman knows the circumstances under 
which it was enacted) was that there remained in the bill the 
taint of protection in almost every one of its schedules except 
that rela’ to free wool. $ 
E. Will the gentleman allow me one question for 


Ma DOCERE I yield for a question only, because my time 
is so brief. 

Mr. GREENE. I want to ask the gentleman whether it is not 
true that in the joni La Konea there 2 2 m te i 
amounting to $37,709,574, and mortgages in ition on homes 
amounting to $27,953,450? oe use on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Chairman, I would have accept 
that statement presented by my friend from Nebraska from the 
official records, but I can not do so- courtesy forbids me to accept 
that official statement—when the gentleman from Minnesota 
himself stands here and in the face of the record denies it, [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. TAWNEY rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, let me proceed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman will permit me to say that 1 
was speaking of my own Congressional district, and I desire to 
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ically no farm mortgages in that 
e oft Oh!” “ Oh!” onthe Democratic side. 


understood that there are practicall, 
D Y. Well, Mr. Chairman, the tleman will fin 
upon examination of the official tables that he makes the same 
error in regard to his own district that he has in dealing with the 
larger area of the entire State of Minnesota. But, Mr. 5 
I must hurry to a conclusion. 

The United States exported for the fiscal year of 1896, of corn 
and corn meal, 101,100,875 bushels. How much imported? That 
is one of the great farm products of the West. We imported, all 
told, 4,888 bushels of corn last year. And the Dingley bill in- 
creases the tax on corn, thus proposing to “relieve and encour- 

” the farmers by keeping out 4.338 bushels of foreign corn 
brought here for seed purposes, or else compelling the farmers to 
pay an enhanced price. Of tallow, we sold abroad 52,759,212 
pounds and imported 8,262,597 pounds; lard, 509,584,256 

unds and imported 2,116 pounds. Of canned we expo 

,698,180 pounds; fresh beef 224,788,225 pounds; salted 
beef exported, 70,709,209 pounds; cured meats exported, 514,503 

ounds, while we imported but 598,608 pounds of beef of all kinds. 
DE oats, we sold abroad 13,012,590 bushels and imported but 47,505 
bushels. Of green apples, we exported 360,002 barrels and im- 
ported 60,724 barrels. Of bacon and hams, we exported 425,352,- 
187 pounds and 129,036,351 pounds, respectively, while our imports 
of both were but 275,503 pounds. Of mutton, exports were 422,950 
pounds; imports, 158,068 pounds. Dried apples, exports, 26,691,963 
pounds; imports, 13,648 pounds. Fresh por rts, 744,656 
pounds; pickled pork, 2 O oE pornas, while the imports 
of pork of all kinds was but 29,847 po Š 

have not time to make further citations, because I note the hour 
is nearly up; but the list can be multiplied until the going down 
of the sun, disclosing the fact that there is substantially no foreign 
competition with our 8 products, except, perhaps, as to 
the one product of wool, Moreover, there can be no foreign com- 
petition in this market as to agricultural products, because our 
unrivaled resources give us absolute control of the home market. 
Will some gentleman on the other side tell the House and the 
country how it is 8 to protect our farmers from foreign 
competition when there is no foreign competition? 

WOOL AND WOOLEN GOODS. 

Wool, it is true, Mr. Chairman, is in some degree brought into 

competition with foreign wool. The competition, however, is not 

or direct, for the reason that this country does not and 
can not produce more than one-half of the wool n for 
our consumption, and for the further reason that most of the 
wools grown here are of inferior grades, requiring them to be 
intermixed with foreign wool in order to make the best grades of 
woolen goods. Notwithstanding wool and woolen industries were 
shielded by enormous protective duties by the act of March 2, 
1807, and all subsequent tariff AONE DEIO YO DE acer dg 
Wilson Act, the number of — n this country is substantially 
the same that we had in 1868, while the value of the sheep has 
also remained practically stationary, the prođuction of wool 
having slightly increased. 

Itis true the estimated value of sheep in 1896 was largely re- 
oe the reduction is only in proportion to alike reduction in 
the of hogs, cattle, and almost every other animal found on 


farm. 
In 1868 the number of RARER was 88,991,912; 
production of wool, 168,000,000 pounds; estima‘ 


estimated amount n f 
percentage of i wat used, 
was 44,336,072; i 
sumption, 877,911,076 pounds tage of foreign wool used, 

sum 911,776 po ; percen ‘oreign w 
27. 1 the number of sheep was 38,298,783, and their esti- 
mated value $65,167,735. 

Iam unable to give the estimated production of wool for the 
fiscal year 1896, but 5 of wool for the fiscal year 1895 
is estimated at 309,748, ; the estimated amount neces- 
sary for consumption 509,159,716 pounds; the percentage of foreign 
wool used being 40. 

The Dingley bill restores and in some respects exceeds the 
duties of the McKinley Act upon both wool and woolen $ 
The author of the measure in his opening remarks was finent in 
censure of the Wilson Act, stating that it had operated to the 
detriment of the farmers to the extent of about thirty millions 
annually. I confess my inability to fully comprehend the: atti- 
tude of the gentleman from Maine in submitting this criticism. 
If this amount was in fact “lost” to woolgrowers, it was at least 
gained by wool consumers. Indeed, in my view the woolgrower 
ae vip ue aw oe ee Ba 3 o oe ee by 5 
product under the pro ve sys e has ever gai 
the protection enjoyed upon the limited amount of wool 2 

Mr. Chairman, Whether this be true or not, I am here to de- 
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icy which restores onerous taxation upon wool and 
s—articles RER 


nounce the 


If, however, the protective policy requires taxation levied upon 
wool, it mightbe well for the ublican majority to explain their 
failure to restore the duty on hides, placed on the free list in 1872. 


man from 


gives the same advan , both as to home and foreign markets, 
that manufactures of leather have enjoyed since the act of 1872 
freed hides from taxation. If wool is to be again burdened with 
taxes, hides should also be. Their interests are indissolubly asso- 
ciated, and there can be no just reason for an approval of their 
divorce by the Dingley bill. Every economic reason commands 
the National Legislature to deal with them upon equal terms, even 
though the New England leather man sternly demand 
the continuance of hides upon the free list. 
CANADIAN COMPETITION. 
Mr. Chairman, it may also be well, before pas to a succinct 
review of the home-market theory, to note the claim that our 
farmers are menaced with the danger of agricultural importation 


from Canada. The Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Depart- 
ment has no reliable official reports of our Canadian exports and 
imports other than those furnished by the Canadian official returns, 


from which it appears that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
Canada sold $7,011,256 of agricultural products to the United 
States, and the United States sold to Canada during the 828 od 
$8,046,619. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, sold 
agricultural products to the United States amounting to onl 
$6,177,875. Iam unable to give the amount of agricultural prod- 
ucts we sold to Canada for the same year, inasmuch as the returns 
have not been completed and tabulated. 

It is obvious, however, that in the exchange of icultural 
products between Canada and the United States under the Wilson 
Act the United States has been the beneficiary. ; 

HOME-MARKET DELUSION. 


output., Moreover, Mr. 
abroad in 1890 $596,182,808 of his ts, the manufacturers’ 
export for the same time only $151,102,376. That isto say, 
the manufacturers had a market at home for their entire product, 
except 3.59 per cent, while the farmers were compelled to send to 
foreign mar. 24.02 per cent of their entire output. The manu- 
facturer enjoys a monopoly of the home market, and sells, as a 
rule, his limited surplus to foreigners at rates below those received 
athome. The farmer supplies the home market, and then sends 
his surplus, amounting to about one-fourth of the total value of 
the agricultural product, to other countries, where it comes in 
competition with free-trade labor, and can therefore derive no 
benefit from tariff laws. Indeed, sir, there is no way by which 
the farmer can be protected re i by giving him an export 
bounty on what he sells abroad, and that is not proposed by the 
Dingley bill or the Republican party. 


WAGES AND TRUSTS, 

Mr. Chairman, if time permitted, I should like to discuss the 
question of wages in connection with the theory of protection, 
which, in effect, makes the manufacturer the disbursing agent of 
the bounty of the Government. It can not be denied, however, 
that in the employment of labor the manufacturer bases the scale 
of wages pL tp the value of labor. If the labor supply ex- 
ceeds the , wages rule low. If, however, the demand for 


labor exceeds the supply, wages rule high. If the law of supply 


and demand is fairly Wages are normal and satisfactory. 
It is only to add that after more than thirty years of 
and inadequately 


the protective system labor is often discontented 
rewarded. It is obvious that the condition of labor is in no wise 
improved as compared with the farming class. Indeed, labor or- 
ganizations have accomplished more to maintain the rights and 
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dignity of labor than all the protective tariffs which have been 
placed on the statute books. 
I should also like to discuss the question of trusts and monopo- 


lies, Which are the legitimate and logical sequence of a closed 
market. It is true that in some measure they are the result of the 
discovery and application to machinery of the marvelous powers 
of steam and electricity, which have made it impossible for indi- 
vidual enterprise to cope with changed conditions. 

These conditions require the aggregation of large masses of cap- 
ital with corporate powers, and thus make it easy to stifle compe- 
tition. It has been said by a great writer on political economy that 
“where combination is possible, competition is impossible.“ This 
maxim has been fully vindicated in the business history of the 
last two decades. Grèat corporations have combined to overthrow 
weaker ones, and npon their ruins trusts and monopolies have 
been developed and built up. 

It is obvious that this evil is widespread and the danger immi- 
nent. Both national and State governments should exercise all 
their powers to crush these industrial vampires which seek arbi- 
trarily to raise prices without regard to the cost of production 
and in defiance of the interests of the people. These trusts, as I 
stated a moment ago, have been fostered by the protective system, 
and if opportunity presents itself I shall offer the following pro- 
viso to the first section of the Dingley bill putting upon the free 
list all articles which are used by or in anywise relate to a trust: 

Provided, That when it is shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that such articles are manufactured, controlled, or produced in the 
United States by a trust or trusts, the importation of such articles from 
foreign countries shall be free of duty until such manufacture, control, or 
production shall have ceased in the opinion of the Secretary of the ry. 

I regret also that I have not an opportunity to discuss the claim 
of the Republican party that the protective yh has operated to 
reduce the prices of manufactured products, but time flies, and the 
Chairman advises me that the gavel will soon fall. I must there- 
fore hasten to a conclusion. 

CONCLUSION. 

I desire to say finally, Mr. Chairman, that agriculture, com- 
merce, and manufactures are the three great interests which con- 
stitute the web and woof of our industrial fabric. Each interest 
must be prosperous in order that prosperity may come tothe homes 
and firesides of all the people. 

Agriculture employs almost one-half of all the people engaged 
in gainful occupations, and, as stated by the President in his cele- 
brated report to the Fifty-first Congress, no 8 is possible 
to other industries if agriculture languish.” How shall prosperity 
be restored? mas 

Inmy judgment, the way to regain prosperity speedily is toreduce 
expenditures, restore the income tax, enlarge the volume of money, 
and recognize by statute the equality of our great industries, in so 
far as the taxing power is involved. I woul pr to every class of 
our people absolute equality of opportunity. Under the protective 
policy the United States has attempted the impossible feat of sell- 
ing to every nation and, so far as practicable, buying from none. 
Reciprocal trade is the relentless law of foreign commerce, and the 
result has been the degradation of the Republic to an inferior rank 
among the great commercial nations of the world. This polic 
has surrendered the great highways of ocean commerce to England. 
It has driven the flag of the American mercantile navy from the 
seas. Ithas diverted currents of wealth from natural into artificial 
channels. It has burdened the laboring classes, multiplied pau- 
pers, and impoverished the farmers of the United States. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

eg the hammer fell. ] 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEW- 
LANDS] is recognized for forty-five minutes. 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
[Mr. LACEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is 
recognized for one hour, i 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, the tariff is not a new econ- 
omic proposition, nor is its discussion of recent date. Ever since 
the establishment of organized government, the idea of a tariff in 
some form or other has obtain In fact the first and one of the 
most important duties of every government is to provide a revenue 
to meet public expenses. = i 

With us the question of tariff has been a fruitful source of dis- 
cussion since the formation of our Government. It was begun in 
the First Congress, and, I venture, the last will find it unde- 
termined. At the precise hour that the Senate of the United 
States was counting the electoral yotes which made George Wash- 
ington first President, James Madison, then a Representative, was 
a A a resolution which declared ‘‘That the following duties 
ought to be levied on goods, wares, and merchandise imported 
into the United States,” etc. In accordance with this resolution 
Congress did pass among its first measures a bill. 

The cent report of Alexander Hamilton on The Manu- 
factures,” followed in 1792, which laid the foundation of all sub- 
sequent discussion of this subject. 


Since then argument, experience, theory, and deduction have 
all been called upon to contribute to a final settlement, and yet 
more than a century later Congress is convened in extraordinary 
session to still further debate this apparently interminable question. 

SUBDIVISIONS OF THE TARIFF. 

During the past one hundred years our wise legislators and 
political economists have succeeded in subdividing this intricate 
proposition as follows: 

(1) A tariff for protection to home industry; (2) a tariff for rev- 
enue; Ag a tariff for revenue only; (4) free trade, and (5) reci- 
procity. ? 

A tariff for protection places all customs duties upon imported 
products, either raw or manufactured, which can be produced in 
this conntry, and admits free of duty all products which can not 
be produced in this country. 

A tariff for revenue places customs duties upon imported prod- 
ucts for the single purpose of raising revenue, without regard to 
the incidental protection which in some cases follow. 

A tariff for revenue only is the opposite of a tariff for protec- 
tion, and places customs duties upon such imported products as 
can not be produced in this country, and its duty free all 
products that this country can produce. 

Free trade means unrestricted commerce, with no duties levied 
upon imports. 

Reciprocity is an agreement between two nations, where each 
admits certain products of the other free of duties. 

The interpretations I have given to these several divisions of 
this question are those generally accepted, and disclose very dis- 
tinctly the vast field for debate which this question presents. 

RECIPROCITY BETWEEN THE SECTIONS, 

I shall discuss neither protection nor free trade, a tariff for rev- 
enue or a tariff for revenue only, but will confine my remarks to 
the doctrines of reciprocity. In doing so I shall not undertake to 
present the bénefits of this proposition among nations, but shall 
seek to apply it to the sections and people of our own country. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the time has come when the represent- 
atives of the people of my section of the country should govern 
their actions by business sense and business facts and not by sen- 
timent or tradition. The money question is the paramount issue. 
The tariff is no longer entirely a party question; the debates and 
votes and the Wilson bill itself is ample proof of this fact. 

The bill before us is not framed entirely on protective lines, and 
is, therefore, to a certain extent a compromise. In view of this 
fact, the discussion of this question will doubtless take a very 
wide range and many new ideas be presented for the considera- 
tion of this body. 

As Democrats we have contended for a revenue tariff; we have 
combated the doctrines of a protective tariff at every point and 
voted our sentiments at every opportunity, and what is the result? 
. wealth in the East, with aggravating poverty in the 

south. 

In fact, when I reflect upon the positions of the two old parties 
regarding tariff and finance, I am at once led into a series of seem- 
ing contradictions that I am unable to reconcile. 

i find the Republican party demanding a single gold standard and 
a protective tariff on the one hand, while the Democratic party is 
contending for free coinage of silver, an increase of the paper cur- 
rency, and free trade on the other. The proposition that an in- 
crease in the volume of domestic currency will increase the price 
of labor and its products, while a decrease in the volume of cur- 
rency will decrease the price of labor and its products, is at this 
date uncontradicted. To increase the value of labor and its prod- 
ucts is also the declared object of a protective tariff. The Repub- 
lican party is, therefore, demanding higher prices through a pro- 
tective tariff, and forcing lower prices through the operation of a 
single gold standard. In other words, the Republican party seeks 
to pay higher wages to laborers and higher prices to manufactur- 
ers with less money among the people. I believe all such efforts 
will be as futile in the future as they have been in the past. 

Since 1861 we have been living under the operation of a protec- 
tive tariff, and during that entire period the people of the South 
have been laboring inst unfair discrimination. It is this un- 
fair discrimination of which I complain in this bill and would see 
removed, and in its place established a just and fair reciprocity 
between the sections. 

A JUST RECIPROCITY OF PROTECTION DEMANDED. 

We must admit the fact that for the next four years at least the 
doctrine of protection will control our revenue system, and for 
one I propose to demand a reciprocity of protection between the 
as for all the industries of this country, South as well as 

Such action may bring criticism; but having considered the 
matter thoroughly, I am fully convinced that my duty lies in that 
direction. One solid fact, in my opinion, is more convincing than 
any amount of theory or sentiment, and I will refer to one which 
I deem of great importancein connection with the discussion now 
pending Not long since I heard honorable members of this body 

om the North, especially from New England, defend the single 
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old standard on the ground that free coinage would cheapen the 
dollar and bring a loss to the laboring people of that section whose 
money was deposited in savings 5 p 

That statement struck me with great force, and I determined to 
investigate the causes which made such deposits possible. I was 
well aware that no such condition existed in my State; that in- 
stead of the laboring people of my section having bank accounts, 
they had store accounts, which a majority of them were unable 
to pay when due. 

BANK ACCOUNTS VS. STORE ACCOUNTS, 

This statement—and I have no reason to doubt its truthfulness— 
that the laboring people of one section of this country could have 
bank accounts, while a similar class in another section could not, 
forced the conclusion upon me that something somewhere was 
radically wrong. In looking into the matter I overed enough 
to convince me, at least, that the interests of the laboring and pro- 
ducing classes of the South had to a certain extent been sacrificed 
to the doctrines of free raw material. I imagined I detected the 
fact that the enthusiasm and heat of debate, together with an 
intense opposition to the policy and principles of protection, had 
caused us to forget or neglect todemand a just reciprocity for our 
own people when at the beginning, as now, we fully ize that 
any and all opposition will fail. Under such circumstances, what- 
ever consideration is given to Southern interests comes almost 
without a demand and is always of such a character as to inter- 
fere as little as possible with interests in the North and East. In 
other words, men who advocate the theory of free raw material 
and denounce a tariff as rob are not in a position to ask reci- 
procity for their own e who produce this free raw material 
aut pee Day it back in the manufactured article with a heavy 

u e 

By reason of this unfortunate situation, the people of the South 
have been compelled to stand the expense of a practical test of the 
doctrine of free raw material. It is the only section that has not 
filled the corridors of this Capitol with lobbyists and besieged the 
Ways and Means Committee for protection to their industries. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed to any further experiments in that 
direction. If we are to have protection for the finished product 
in New England, I demand a similar right for the raw product in 
South Carolina and the balance of the South. If we are to have 
a protective duty for cotton cloth, let us have protection also for 
the cotton out of which the cloth is manufactured. No one should 
deny the fairness of this proposition. 

Are those whe manufacture cotton cloths more entitled to gov- 
ernmental favor than those who toil in the hot sun to produce the 
raw cotton? If those who spin and weave in New England can 
have bank accounts, are those who plant and make the cotton less 
worthy of a similar privilege? I undertake to say that one is as 
worthy as the other, and that under a truly popular government 
there should be no specially favored class, section, or individual, 
but that all sections, all classes, and all industries should be placed 
upon the same footing, ‘* with equal rights to all and special priv- 
ileges to none,” under the law. 

This is Ut th thre and the purpose I would seek to accom- 
plish. We know that the people of the North and East durin 
the past thirty years have been piling up wealth almost beyon 
measure. We know that the people of the South are compara- 
tively poor. Whence this difference? 

LET THE SOUTH CEASE TO BE THE ONLY VICTIM OF PROTECTION. 

As Democrats we have denounced the doctrines of protection 
and declared that the protected industries of the North and East 
were robbing the balance of the nation. Believing this to be true, 
and knowing that in spite of all our efforts for thirty years this 
doctrine still continues in operation, is it wise, is it just to our 
people not to demand fair play for our section? Must our own 
people suffer because of our obstinacy or pride? Let us demand 
equal privileges for all the products of the South, to the end that 
if the tariff is robbery our own section will cease to be its only 
victim. If 3 really brings higher prices, as we claim, let 
the people of the South realize that fact when they market their 
cotton, sugar, tobacco, rice, lumber, etc. 

I am sure not one of them would object, but on the con 
vonia make excellent use of this additional remuneration for their 

r. 

That the surplus money of the country finds its way to New 
England and the manufacturing centers, where all the profits of 
production finally lodge, can be demonstrated beyond a doubt. 
And just so long as our people in the South continue to produce 
Taw material at a lossand buy the manufactured article back with 
a protective duty added, just so long will they remain poor and 
dependent on the North and East. 

he South needs factories and other business enterprises to 
develop her resources and manufacture her raw material. It re- 
quires money to do this, and money she has not; neither will she 
ever have until she stops selling her raw material at a loss and buy- 
ing it back from New England at a high price. 

It the raw products of the South could be protected equally with 
the manufactured products of New England, the South would soon 


be independent and her laboring people in far more comfortable 
circumstances than they are now. 

I am not discussing this question from a theoretic or philan- 
thropic standpoint, but simply demanding equal rights and a full 
share for my own section of the benefits which may accrue from 
legislation, whether such legislation accords with my political 
creed or not. That I do nōt stand alone in this demand I quote 
from the News and Courier, of Charleston, S. C., one of the ablest 
journals in the South. In answer to a correspondent, who de- 
manded a duty on cotton, this journal, under date of December 


31, 1896, says: 
We urged the im: ition of such a duty long before Mr. MCLAURIN became 
a Con; and continued to urge it whenever the tariff was under con- 


sideration. The cotton producers and their proper representatives in Con- 
gress have manif a persistent indifference to the subject, however, and 
we have not felt called on to press it under such conditions. We have only 
to repeat, what we have often said before, that in our opinion it is an outrage 
that the cotton planters should be taxed for the profit of the cotton manu- 
facturers and other ar actos ais and yet denied the protection of a 
duty on foreign cotton, and that this flagrant discrimination against them 
would not be tolerated for a day if their cotton was grown in any other sec- 
tion of the country. That Egyptian cotton would be subjected to a prohib- 
itory duty if the competing product were cultivated in the northeastern 
States and the fine cotton of that section were operated in the South 
is a statement that carries conviction in the stating. That the same foreign 
cotton should be subject to astiff, if not prohibitory, duty in the existing con- 
ditions is not a question for a. ent. The 3 demands, both of 
bare justice and of a short national revenue, for the duty. It has not 
been imposed heretofore, and probably will not be imposed by the next Re- 
publican and protection Congress, simply because it would work the wrong 
Wway—would “ protect an 1 industry of the South at the expense 
of a manufactu’ industry of a more fayored section. 

The 9 of the manufacturing industries have guarded their 

interest in this matter watchfully and effectively, as the cotton tariff sched- 
ules and the rapidly growing tapora of Egyptian cotton show. The repre- 
sentatives of the agricultural industry have been negligent and indifferent 
when they have not actually op: the duty. The relative attitudes of the 
two classes of representatives were well exhibited in the report, published 
yesterday, of the tariff hearing before the Committee on Ways and Means“ 
on Tu y. Mr. W. R. Craig, of Mississippi, on behalf of the producers of 
— EE E cotton, asked for protection against Egyptian cotton, and pre- 
sented their claim clearly and strongly. It is unanswerable from the protec- 
tionist standpoint. The man turers who use the foreign cotton were rep- 
resented by one of their ablest men. The cotton growers appear to have had 
no representative except Mr. The report adds: 
C. P. Baker, treasurer of the Lawrence Manufacturing Company, said 
that the Egyptian cotton was used in preference to the American product, as 
there was less waste in working it. The two cottons could not always be 
used for the same pu The American article could not entirely take 
the place of the Egyp n product. 

Mr. Wheeler asked if the South would not be selling its birthright for a 
mess of 1 to ask for this. 

“Mr. er said that he would not like to say. 

“ Mr. Wheeler was asked what this birthright was. 

He replied: * Free trade and free institutions.“ 

It is enongh for Mr. Baker and those whom he represents, it is seen, that 
they prefer the Egyptian cotton to the American cotton and can get it 
cheaper. That is reason enough for admitting it duty free 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the gentleman kindly give the extent 
of the importations of Egyptian cotton? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iwill cover that in a few minutes, if the 
gentleman will permit me to reach that point in my speech: 

The American cotton producer prefers E cotton goods to New 
England ‘goods, and can get them cheaper, and European goods must be 
taxed to prevent him from ex: his preference and to compel him to bu 
New England goods. That is to say, the cy of the Government shoul 
be freo trade. As it is not, however, the South should concede free trade 
wherever that ponos will profit any interest in the North and reject the ac- 
cared policy wherever its application would profit any interest in the South. 

e have no patience with such folly. 


Mr. Chairman, what this article demands for cotton should be 
demanded for every industry, agricultural or manufacturing, in 
the Sonth. 

NOT A PROTECTIONIST. 

I say this not as a protectionist (since I believe in the practical 
5 aig of a revenue tariff), but as a matter of justice and fair 
play among all the people, of all the sections of our commoncoun- 
try. At this point I propose to give some facts and statistics con- 
cerning the different sections of the country with reference to the 
increase of wealth, the accumulation of wealth, and the distribu- 
tion of capital and wealth. I expect to disclose such an unequal 
distribution in favor of New England and the North as to force 
. as to its cause and its remedy from all who love equity 
and despise favoritism. 

During the early months of 1895 the Atlanta Constitution, an- 
other leading Southern journal, succeeded in collecting data from 
the auditors and comptrollers of forty-three States regarding the 
increase and decrease of property valuation in their respective 
States for the years 1893 and 1894. 

The following table is a summary of the facts gathered: 


$25,172,590 | $243,171, 
28, 468, 153 27,061, 

173,428,484 | 171,965 

1,218, 700,000 | 1, 205, %18, 

238, 722,417 | "208/905, 

102) 965,406 | 104,240, 

452,64,907 489.012. 

33, 000, 000 28, 000, 

ois. 847,191,516 | 824,651, 
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Indian . $1, 302, 004, 669 | $1, 275, 485, 377 
2 os tec — 565, 857, 709 556, 412, 766. 
— 856,621,818 | 7,501, 
Kentucky 706,799,076 | 696, 220, 313. 
Louisiana. 250,045,508 | 251, 091, 348 
Maryland 221,050,211] 18.103 
Maine 270,812,782 | 272 310,370 
2,701, 582,144 | 2,815,883, 621 
642; 903,651 | 648,750, 254 
160,949,527 | 159,058, 438 
994. 589,787 | 099, 951, 960 
104.781 128 f 
4 + 
26,178,060] , 23,629, 720 
274,816,342 |" 269, 683, 799 
768, 295,274 | T74, 398,332 
43, 630, 240 41,123, 620 
4, 038, 058,049 | 4, 273, 942) 431 
281,717,727. |} 2 927, 119 
15, 029, 927 TATT E E 199, 432 
1, 752, 990,930 | 1, 742,662, 115 10, 828, 815 
168,088,995 | "150; 399, 383 17, 689, 522 
8,115,320, 549 | 9, 162,114,251 | 46,793,702 |... 
170,242,281 |- 173,508,209 | 6.208, 008 
186, 082,840 | 128,048,765 7, 986, 075 
338,781,726 | 319, 822, 197 18, 909, 529 
886, 175,395 -| 867,814, 305 18, 361, 090 
117,505, 815 90, 542, 472 17, 962, 903 
176,051,385 | 175, 182, 912 918,453 
466,945,118 | 464, 038, 922 2,908, 198 
285,634,246 | 228.358, 572 BY, 277, 874 
222, 8.151] 220, 007, 407 2210, 747 
654,000,000 800, 000,000 54, 000, 000 
32, 356, 801 29, 198; O41 3.188, 760 


The official record of the value of rty returned for taxation in 1893 
pct ecb a 


and 1891: Five hundred millions 

This table is given to prove that whatever financial disasters 
may overtake the balance of the country, New England and its 
allies remain undisturbed and continue their work of accumula- 


tion, 


m the South and the West. 


NEW ENGLAND AND ITS ALLIES. 

Out of these 43 States and Territories only 12 show an increase 
of property valuation, while the remaining 31 show almost uni- 
form decreases. 

The total increase for the 12 States is $337,800,753. 

Of this amount $235,883,482 comes from New York alone. Sev- 
enty per cent, it is seen, comes from New York, and 70 per cent of 
the balance comes from Massachusetts and Pennsylvania. The 
total increase in the remaining 9 States is $30,822,092. 

The 31 States and Territories show a falling off. This decrease 
in property valuation amounts to the enormous sum of $500,- 
185,795. It is widespread, there being no such radical decrease as 
New York shows in opposition. New Hampshire and Vermont 
show a decrease, but taken as a whole the entire New England and 
Middle Atlantic States show a net increase in property valuation 
for taxation of $312,110,555.. Only 2 of the Western and Middle 
Stony foots up $310,824785., Inthe 12 Southern States given. 4 
ri foots up $319, e ern given, 
North and Bonth Carolina, Florida, and Louisiana, show a small 
increase. I am at a loss to account for such an increase, unless it 
be from the same cause as in South Carolina, where a reassess- 
ment of railroad and bank properties was effected which materially 
increases the taxable valuation of the State. 3 

But with this increase the net loss for that section is $90,284,580. 
Bear in mind that the year 1894 is gar ae with the panic year 
of 1893. These figures are startling. It is a story of stupendous 
losses the people have sustained and of the extraordinary gains 
that have been made by the money and manufacturing centers of 
the East at the expense of the other sections. 

It is a story of increasing poverty and disaster on the one hand 
and increasing power and wealth on the other. As I understand 
it, this immense sum refers to the loss in property values usually 
listed for taxation. It does not refer to or include the depreciation 
of the products of labor, the depression in business and its losses, 
or the enforced idleness or waste of labor efforts. Such losses can 
not be approximated, much less be given in detail. 

Such a statement as this ought to reveal quite clearly that a 
vast difference of conditions and degrees of prosperity exists 
among the people of this country. y 

Mr. . If the gentleman will allow me to interrupe 
him, I should like to suggest to him that Lathe, ded which he has 

iven and the statements which he has just e show two things 
First, that the whole country, including New England, has been 
suffering under the low tariff of the last four years; and second, 
that the West and South, under this low tariff, have suffered even 
more than New d has suffered. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The facts which I have stated only show 
that New England has plundered the West and the South, as I 
shall demonstrate before [ get through. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. è 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If some of the New England gentlemen who 
have loaned their money in the West and South could get back 


the principal, or even 50 per cent of it, they would be exceedingly 


Mr. McLAURIN. Well, sir, if you will give us the free coinage 
of silver, our people will be able to pay you those debts. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

A MEMBER. In 50-cent dollars. 

Mr. McLAURIN, No; in 100-cent dollars, 

Mr. CARMACK. Fifty-cent dollars are better than no dollars. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I should be glad to get 10 per cent of what I 
have invested there. 

ier allver, and if your patty will pass ie; and if Mar; free 
age of silver, ‘our pass it, an 3 i 
will sign it, you will get 100 cents on a dollar, and I doubt xs J 
much your ever sing anything if you do not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. 5 ell, I think you are correct in the latter 
part of your statement. 


Mr. McLAURIN. In order to sustain my contention that the 
East has been piling up vast. accumulations of wealth, while the 
pom producing sections of the nation can barely hold their own, 

Lange oe pe ison the census of 1880 and the cen- 
sus 0 . 


other country. It is ogi 


opsis of the census bulle- 
tins by Mr. S. S. King, found in his book entitled Bondholders and 
Bread Winners. I will begin with the States of Indiana, Illinois, 
Iowa, Nebraska, Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, and 
North Carolina. These nine great States are those upon which 
the country depends for the production of wheat, corn, and other 
cereals, meat, dairy products, sugar, cotton, tobacco, rice, and. 
piment everything that the agricultural portion of our country 
produces, 

With these I will compare the States of Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, 
New Jersey, and Pennsylyania. In these nine States is found the 
great manuf ing and money centers of the nation. The rela- 
tive condition of these two groups of States should give a fair 
interpretation of the truth or falsity of my position. The first 
group of States has 486,040 square miles of land, while the second 
eS mere has but 168,665 anara miles, about 3 to 1. The 
population of the first group is 13,409,167 people, while the second 
is 14,507,407. the ten years between 1880 and 1890 the first 
group, or producing States, gained in wealth $559,441,974. While 
the second group, or manufacturing and money-loaning States, 

ined in wealth $3,054,762,722. In other words, the nine manu- 

acturing States, with but one-third as much land, and less than 
two million more people, gained in wealth five times as much as 
the producing States. The producing States gained 22 per cent in 
people and 20 per cent in wealth, while the manufacturing States. 


Again a ike us compere Cicer nln sitet ote aie 
in, let us com nine ucing States e sin- 
gle State of iaer gaii As I stated before, these nine States 
contain 486,040 square miles. Massachusetts has only 8,315 square 
miles, These nine States contain 13,409,167 people, while re bo 
chusetts has but 1,783,085. These nine States in 1880 had an as- 
sessed valuation of $2,792,919,155. The assessed valuation of 
Massachusetts was $1,584,756,802. The relative ition which 
these nine States held to Massachusetts regarding land, labor, and 
capital was: Land, 58 to 1; labor, 7 to 1, and capital, 2 to 1. The 
FFT 7 times as much 
labor, and double the amount of capital that Massachusetts had. 
Under such conditions, it would seem that with all these advantages 
the increase of wealth would be largely in favor of the nine pro- 
ducing States, but such is not the case; while these nine produci 
States increased in wealth during the ten years between 1880 
1890 $559,441,794, the little State of Massachusetts increased in 
wealth $569,377,824. This one little manufacturing State in- 
creased in wealth nearly ten 5 — than ee 
nine producing States. Striking as these figures are, they 
will surpassed as the comparison is continued. To these nine 
great producing States I will add Florida, Kentucky, and Kansas, 
and compare these twelye States with the State of Pennsylvania. 
These twelve States contain 667,100 square miles. Pennsylvania 
has but 45,215. In 1880 these twelve States contained 16,323,441 
people. Pennsylvania only 4,282,891. The assessed valuation of 
these twelve States in 1880 was $3,335,313,121, that of Pe 1 
vania 81,683, 459,016. The gain of these twelve States in wealth 
in ten years was 8897, 184, 100, while the gain of Pennsylvania for 
the same period was $909,382,016.. With fourteen ti as much 
land, four times as much labor, and twice as much capital, these 
twelve great States were led by the single State of Pennsylvania 
more than $12,000,000, 

To these 12 States I will add Tennessee, Virginia, and West 
Virginia, making 15 States, and compare them with New York, 


1897. 
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These 15 States have an area of 776,480 square miles, New York 
has but 49,170.. These 15 States had a 8 of 19,996,827 in 
1880, while New York had 5,082,871. The assessed valuation of 
the 15 States at that date was $3,995,169,502, while that of New 
York was $2,651,940,006. The gain of these 15 States in wealth 
during the ten years named was $1,117,188,213, that of New York 
was 51, 123,385,932. 

With one-sixteenth as much land, one-fourth as man people, and 
but two-thirds as much capital, this one State of New York in- 
creased its wealth about six millions more than these 15 great pro- 
e It seems impossible, but such are the figures. 

1 make but one more comparison. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Willmy friendallowmeonefurther question? 

Mr. McLAURIN, I oo not to be interru: 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask my friend what he calls 
“a producing State,” for it occurs to me that New Vork should be 
called a producing State, as it produces not only the products of 
the farm, but many others. One more question, and I will not 
trouble the gentleman further. If your statements are correct, 
and of course I am not here to deny them, do you not think it 
would be better to adopt ri pegi that has been followedin New 
En; d and New York, grow rich by the same policy that 
we have, rather than get us to adopt your policy and make us poor? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I do not think it is ever right to adopt a 
policy of rob That is the result, and we have been rob 

Mr. We would be very glad to get back some of 
neg eas = g VOMAS BO arse bs dened) PODIRA OEA 

Mr. McLAURIN. My friend must have been hit somewhere 


in a boom town. [Laughter.] see he is a little sore. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no. 


Mr. McLAURIN. To the 15 States named I will add Missouri, 
Arkansas, South Carolina, Maryland, Delaware, and the great 
State of Ohio, making 21 States in all. Here is an empire in extent 
and in the diversity of its productions. Theresources of this vast 
territory are almost beyond comprehension, while the industry 
and intelligence of its people are uns 

These 21 States, with all their possibilities, I will compare with 
the 9 States first mentioned, the 6 New England States, with New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania added. The area of the 21 
States is 985,635 square miles, that of the 9 States 168,665 square 
miles. In 1880 the population of the 21 States was 28,242,922, 
while that of the 9 States was 14,507, 407. 

Tho assessed valuation of the 21 States in 1880 was $6,889,554,- 
628. That of the 9 States was $7,559,998,915. The 21 States 
FSintes during that E aini $3 684702 728. These 9 Staton 

uring :054,762,722. 
a as much as the 21 States in the face of all this 
isadvantage. Surely this showing makes good the declaration 
of the poet— 


The seed ye sow another reaps; 
ine wealth ye LATHA eae: 


Applause. 
aan, o ospital invested in the manufacturing industries 
i 121 per cent from 1880 to 1890, while during that same 
period farm values shrunk from 30 per cent of the total wealth of 
the country to 20 cent of the same. 
5 print a table showing the losses in farm values from 1850 


Total values. 


T OAE a Sacra manufacturing wealth 
andas y decrease in farm . 


FACTORY AND FARM LABOR COMPARED. 


The census ts contain the following complete statement re- 
garding the entire manufacturing interests of the country: 
Entire capital invested. - «éé„%„4„„„%7“ $6, 524, 475, 305 
Value of all manufactured products. 9, 370, 107, 62+ 
expe i ˙—⅛Q-—— ; 
TTT... a 2, 282, 823, 265 
Cost of * 7: ae an 5, 18.858 353 
> 8, 072, 635,676 
Bg es AREER Ay A hr See bans A Ree 1,297, 471, 918 


This table shows a net profit of 20 per cent on the capital stock 
of all manufacturing concerns for the year 1590. 

The census also gives a correspondence but not so complete a 
statement regarding agriculture: 
Number of farms in the United States in 1890 
Number of acres in farms 
Number of acres in average farm 44444 
Total value of ea ON ee eae, ag tae ett ay SS 
Value of farm products sold, consumed on the farm, and on 


hand. 
Value of farm products per average farm 


$15, 982, 267, 689 
460, 107,454 
de, 5538 


A careful comparison of these statements will furnish material 
for much serious consideration. The manufacturing interest, with 
capital of sixand one-half billions, made a net profit of $1,297,471,948, 
and paid for labor over two. billions of dollars. During the same 
year agriculture, with nearly sixteen billions capital, made a gross 
profit of $2,460,107,455, andiscredited with paying nothing for labor. 

The census shows more laborers on the farm than in the fac- 
tories, but if we call the number equal and give them like wages 
we find the net profits of agriculture to be only $177,279,189, or but 
1 per cent of the capital invested. 

A difference in remuneration of 19 per cent per annum between 
agriculture and manufacture is unfair and can not be defended, 

I will print the following statement, sent Senator MILLS, of 
Texas, in response to an inquiry, which bears upon the question 
under discussion: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., February 6, 189%. 

My Dear Sm: In 


consult Lestimate the average annual i in all manunfacturing indus- 
tries in the countries named by you to be as follo S 


WS: 


3 


885 
2358858885 


8888888888 


SR DUR ot 
BS 


E3 


8888888888 
288 8882882 
SSS 8880 


458 


p 
— 


i 


1, United States, $347; 2, Great Britain, $204; 3, ce, $175; 4, Belgium, 
guos; 8, Germany, $156, Austria, $130; 7, Switzerland, $150; a $000; & 
above estimate has been made, so far as the United States is con- 
from joyed and the total 


ie 


estimates may not be more than a 
ons, I feel sure, are fair. 


Vi ully, 
is a CARROLL D. WRIGHT, Commissioner. 
This letter gives authentic information regarding the average 
ived by operatives in our manufactories, which I will 
compare with the average wages paid ers. 

In the statement just given regarding agriculture we find 
that the total income from an average farm of 137 acres is 
8538.94. If flve persons are allowed for each family, and we 
bet that number, it will show a gross income for each of 

7.75. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? Ought you not to remember that in this 
the agriculturist has a living besides? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Wait a minute, and I will answer that. 

The gross income of the factory operative is placed, in the letter 
to Senator Mills, at $347, or more than three times as much as 
that of the farm laborer. If we again divide this amount by the 
number of days in the year (365), we obtain for those who have 
to depend on the farm for a living an average per capita income 
of 29 cents per day. 

It must be remembered that this $538.94 per farm, or 29 cents 
per day per capita, is not the profit made from the average farm 
or day’s labor, but constitutes the value of the entire crops; it 
inola es that portion consumed on the farm as well as that portion 
sold. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gross proceeds. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes; it takes in the gross proceeds; and out 
of this amount the farmer must pay his tax, insurance, interes 
seed, hired help, wear and tear of farm implements, repairing o 
fences and buildings, and feed for his teams for one-year while 
cultivating the crops. All these items must be paid out of this 
8 before the farmer can have anything for himself and 

ily. The question then is, How much will the average farmer 
and his family have for their own sup after paying all these 
items? Will they have 15 cents per day per capita? No. Will 
they have 10? Possibly yes; yet I doubt it; but for argument's 
sake we will admit that ouragricultural population received a per 
capita income of 10 cents per day, out of which they must secure 
food and clothing, educatethechildren, and pay incidental expenses. 

Mr. Chairman, the facts and fi s I have given prove beyond 
a doubt the t advantages which the people of one section of 
this country hold over theremaining portions. These statements 
are not manufactured for the occasion, but are taken from Gov- 
ernment ts. That the evils which they disclose have not 
been remedied is one of the marvels which attach to our people 
and Government. They reveal a want of investigation 
the masses and a neglect on the part of national legislators: that 
is truly alarming, 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you not think, if your statement is cor- 
rect, that you would injure the farmer very much if you were to 
close the manufactories and get those people to work on the farms? 
Do yon not think if you increased the number of producers that 
you will lessen the number of consumers? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Well, sir, the farmer is a consumer as well 
as a producer, and I am not proposing to close the factories, but 
that there should bea fair division of the profits between the 
manufacturer and the farmer, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Who will buy the products if there are no 
manufacturers? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Our farmers need some other products, just 
as well as the manufacturers do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes; but is it not true that the richer the 
manufacturer the more he can buy of the farmers, and the more 
manufacturers you have the more the farmers will prosper? 

Mr. McLAURIN. When he gets very rich, he goes to Europe 
and spends his surplus money over there. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Very few of them. 

Mr. McLAURIN. He could buy more, but does not do it; and 
the richer he is the less he wants to buy. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CAPITAL AND WEALTH. 

I will now take up the distribution of the capital and loanable 
funds, which will show a greater megiality than that which ex- 
ists in either previousstatement. In this connection Iwill printa 
table from the report of the Comptroller of the Currency for 1893: 
Table showing, by States and Territories, the population of each on June 1, 1893, 

and the te capital, surplus, undivided profits, and individual deposits 

of national and State banks, loan and trust companies, and savings and 


private banks in the United States on or about June 30, 1893; the average of 
these, per capita of population, and the per capita averages of such resources. 


All banks. 
Popula- 
States and Territories. tion June Average 
Capital, eto. per 
capita, 
664, 000 go, 707, 745 $135.10 
885,000 02, 646, 545 266. 60 
333, 000 47, 883, 258 143. 79 
2,462, 000 803, 901, 450 326. 52 
867, 000 142, 298, 067 887.73 
791, 000 218, 071, 008 275. 69 
6,311,000 | 1,839, 989, 879 291.55 
1,557,000 | ` 136,820, 702 87.88 
5, 600, 000 635, 096, 309 113.40 
175,000 15, 630, 358 89.31 
1,069, 000 110,397, 805 193.27 
269, 000 22, 384, 276 8.14 
Virginia 1, 696, 000 44,329, 571 28.13 
West Virginia... 800,600 22, G24, 943 28.28 
North Carolina. 1, 668, 000 13.107, 178 7.89 
ling. 1, 184,000 19,010,617 16. 06 
1,917,000 38,014, 463 19. 83 
437,000 8, 624, 906 19.74 
1, 582, 000 14, 144,814 8.94 
1,332,000 12, 162, 893 9.13 
1, 160,009 38,082, 893 32.78 
2,386, 000 73, 245, 261 80. 70 
1, 222, 000 8, 357, 230 6.83 
1,905,000 78, 873, 840 41.40 
1.820, 000 37, 623, 635 20.62 
2,845, 000 176, 600, 771 62.07 
3, 804, 000 246, 557, 236 64.81 
2, 250, 000 78, 054, 829 35.09 
4,119, 000 285, 184, 145 69, 23 
2, 237,000 130, 848, 877 58.50 
1.828.000 97, 715, 823 53. 51 
1, 982, 000 123, 873, 045 62.49 
1, 498,000 110, 295, 433 73. 62 
1,516, 000 52, 497, 761 34.63 
1,305, 000 81, 135, 798 62.17 
46,000 1, 074, 641 23.36 
873, 000 17, 982, 442 48.15 
495, 000 89, 446, 851 79. 00 
230,000 14, 040, 602 61.04 
108, 000 28, 348, 828 11.01 
179, 000 3,577,740 131.72 
77,000 4, 598, 619 59.72 
165, 000 8, 386, 024 20.52 
253, 000 10, 885, 193 43. (2 
430, 000 13, 499, 311 31.59 
485, 000 30, 715,357 63.33 
64,000 1,814, 601 28.35 
1,317,000 289, 584, 676 219.88 
ry — 130, 000 1,523, 792 11.57 
Indian Territory 8 195, 000 891, 822 4.72 


Total United States 67,021,000 | 6,412,980, 95 
This vast fund of so-called loanable funds does not stand for the 
money incirculation alone. It includes not only that, but the de- 
posits, redeposits, and bank credits which enter into our complex 
commercial system. 
A STARTLING COMPARISON. 

Taking the table asit stands, it will be seen that the eleven Eastern 
States, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, and Delaware, control $4,142,372,216 out of the aggregate 
amount of $5,412,939,953. The eleven Southern States, Virginia, 
West Virginia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Ala- 


bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas, control but 
$291,711,760, and the remaining twenty-seven States and Territo- 
ries control $2,078,758,969. In other words, the eleven Eastern 
States hold 64 per cent of these loanable funds, while the eleven 
Southern States have but 5 per cent. A careful analysis of this 
statement will be required to discern itsfullimport. The eleven 
Eastern States, with an area of 117,062,640 acres, control $4,142,- 
872,216 of this fund, while the eleven Southern States, with 479,- 
995,758 acres, have but $291,711,760. Reduced to an average, this 

ives the eleven Eastern States $35.38 per acre, and to the eleven 

uthern States less than 7 cents per acre. . 

Again, the population of the eleyen Eastern States is 18,984,000. 
The population of the eleven Southern States is 14,967,000. Re- 
duced to a per capita 8 gives each individual in the Eastern 
States 8216 and each individual in the Southern States $14.63. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 
I am from a Southern State. 

The CHAIRMAN mr BENNETT). Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LINNEY. Onlyaquestion. I representa part of the State 
of North Carolina, a near sister of yours. I like the people of 
South Carolina, What is there to hinder North Carolina and 
South Carolina from doing as these wealthy Northern States have 
done—build manufactories in our own States, instead of cursing 
de for beating us? [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I think that question answers itself. It is 
3 of the Populists and the Republican Fusion party 
in North Carolina, and the condition of affairs that exists there 
to-day. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side, | 

While a family of five in these Eastern States can use $1,100 of 
these loanable funds without trenching upon the proportionate 
allotment of others, a similar family in the Southern States must 
be content with the use of $93, 

While the State of Rhode Island has $387.73 per capita of this 
fund, the State of South Carolina has $16. The State of Massa- 
chusetts has a per capita of loanable funds amounting to $326.52, 
while North Carolina has only 87.89. While New York has 
$291.55 per capita of such funds, the State of Arkansas has but 
$6.83. hen a man in my State has borrowed $80.60, he has se- 
cured all of thisloanablefund to which heis entitled. If hesecures 
mon he is taking what would belong to others under a per capita 

vision. 

No one save those who live under such conditions can realize the 
industrial blight which it breeds. If more funds are needed, the 
alien and the stranger must be applied to. With every mile from 
home that we go to seek money it comes with an additional tribute 
to the lender. With every loan comes new and exacting condi- 
tions until finally the. effort is abandoned or entered into under 
most unfavorable terms. This financial tyrant is the legitimate 
offspring of these protected industries and is doing the work for 
which it was originated with crushing force and effect, 

SHALL MANUFACTURES AND MONEY RULE? 

Mr. Chairman, I have shown by comparison of losses between 
the sections, by a pan pariees of gains between the sections, and 
by the distribution of loanable funds among the sections, that the 
manufacturing and money centers of the East, in each, hold a de- 
cided advantage. Ihave shown also that these advantages are 
increasing every year, and now submit the question whether this 
state of affairs is to continue or not? Shall the manufacturers 
and money loaners of the East continue to exact tribute from the 
balance of our people? Shall these two interests stand on the 
highway of national progress, and, like the buccaneers of old, de- 
mand tribute from all who pass their way? 

The cry for relief from the insatiate greed of these two absorbers 
of wealth is 8 from our people louder and more earnest 
every day. Something must be done in my judgment, and that 
at once, to stay the rapacity of the one and lighten the burdens of 
the other. At this point it is proper to ask what has brought 
about this vast difference in conditions. While many, no doubt, 
will refuse to accept my interpretation, yet I firmly believe that 
unequal taxation and the increased purchasing power of money 
lie at the root of this great evil. Unequal taxation brought un- 
fair exchange between the sections, and the increased purchasing 
power of the dollar took what remained after the transaction. 

UNFAIR EXCHANGE GAVE MONEY ITS PRESENT ADVANTAGE. 

Many of our ablest statesmen believe that the manipulation of 
our finances is alone responsible for present conditions. I am 
ready to concede that our financial system is wholly bad, and has 
been a potent factor in bringing about the distress we see on every 
hand. But, Mr. Chairman, there must have been unfair exchanges 
among the people before money secured its present powerful posi- 
tion. And, sir, it must be true that so long as exchanges are fair 
and equal between the sections, just so long will the people of the 
1 sections secure their proper share of the money in circu- 

ion, 

When the sections which produce raw material receive propor- 
tionate remuneration with sections which manufacture, the pro- 
ducers of raw material will prosper reciprocally with those who 
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manufacture. In other words, when there is a reciprocity in re- 
muneration, or profits for all labor in all sections, there exists an 
uality of results, which eliminates the advantage of one class of 
TA DOrOS over another. Under such conditions, no matter whether 
the volume of money be great or small, every one who labors will 
receive his proportionate share, and the money of such a country 
will remain divided among its people, and can not be secured and 
hoarded by a few while the many go without. The very moment, 
however, that one section obtains an advantage, unequal exchanges 
begin and unequal division of money follows. : 
oney is the lifeblood of business, flowing through the arteries 
and veins of commercial exchange. When these exchanges are 
fair and just the entire economic system thrills and vibrates with 
this life-giving element. But when exchanges become unfair, 
when some of the veins and arteries are clogged, and this life- 
giving element does not or can not return, the entire system be- 
comes deranged, and the lifeblood is found co in some 
parts and wanting in others. The result is disaster and death. 
An unfair protective tariff gave the Eastern manufacturing States 


anadvantage. This advantage in taxation made unfair and un- 
equal exchan throughout the country. Through its applica- 
tion the manufacturer obtained a larger remuneration for his labor 


than those who produced the raw material used in the factory or 
the food products consumed by the operatives. 

Under such conditions the manufacturing centers graduaily but 
surely received an unequal share of the general fund of circulat- 
ing medium, and became the money as well as the manufacturing 
centers of the nation. With every exchange between the East 
and the balance of the country an unfair division of profits or 
remuneration took place, and an unequal portion of the general 
stock of money went to New England. It was through this 
method of unfair exchange, made possible by unequal taxation, 
that the East obtained more than its proportion of the money of 
the country, and now bids defiance to the balance of the nation. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I est that the gentleman 
carry his comparison a little further by showing that the East and 
North have the advantage in the number of paupers, having about 
80 per cent of all the paupers in the country. 8 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes; and the reason is this: After robbing 
the balance of the country through these protected industries they 
have doubled the 3 power of money, and in doing it have 
made paupers of their operatives. 

Mr. . Let me suggest to the gentleman that the returns 
of the Internal Reyenue Bureau show that the largest manufac- 
turing district in the United States is the city of Chicago, and the 
census of 1890 shows that the center of the manufacturing indus- 
tries of the country, instead of being in New England, is a little 
south of Canton, Ohio. Would those facts make any difference 
in your argument? a 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; they would make a certain amount 
of difference, because that statement is based on whisky. [Laugh- 


ter. 

. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman 
from Connecticut has mistaken the political center for the manu- 
facturing center of the country. 

Mr. L. Not at all. Both are about there. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They are the same. 

Mr. McLAURIN, They are pretty much the same. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I will ask the gentleman how 
much more time he requires to finish his speech? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Not very much. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from South Carolina be allowed 
to proceed to the conclusion of his speech, 

here was no objection. 

Mr. McLAURIN proceeded as follows: 

OUR STREETS FILLED WITH TRAMPS AND THE UNEMPLOYED. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the factors which have made such glar- 
ing inequalities so plainly seen among our people. Through these 
agencies our streets have been filled with tramps, and our land 
with the cry of the 8 

Thomas Paine declared, after seeing the condition of France, 
„When old men are sent to the poorhouse and young men to 
prison, something must be wrong with the economic condition of 
the country.” Equally true with us, where is found on one hand 
men and women unable to obtain work to keep themselves and 
family from want, and on the other such exhibitions of brutal 
wealth as witnessed in the Bradley-Martin ball held recently in 
New York. 

If these extremes do not foretell serious complications for this 
nation, the history of the past brings with it no warnings. 

This ball, which has been so widely discussed, was made possible 
by reason of the lawful methods through which the producers of 
this country have been so vanny prodee It was the result of 
those rapid methods of accumulation which obtain only among 
our people. 

As I have stated before, the situation calls for immediate atten- 


tion. Reliefin some form must be given the 3 sections 
of the country or they will be utterly destroyed. I believe the 
initial step in that direction lies in a reciprocity of tariff taxation 
extended to every form of industry. 

are duties upon the product of all labor, whether raw ma- 
terial or manufactured, will deprive the East of that great advan- 
tage which it now holds over other sections. 

For the same advantages to be given to the producer of raw 
material that is given to the manufacturer, or withhold such ad- 
vantages from both, is a 8 which I predict in the near 
future will be accepted by the people of this nation. Since un- 
equal taxation carried the great portion of our accumulations to 
the East, I contend that equal taxation will not only prevent fur- 
ther unjust accumulations, but will tend to bring back that which 
has been unfairly obtained. 

WOULD LIKE TO VOTE FOR FREE COINAGE. 

I would like to see the purchasing power of money decreased 
through the free 189 5 0 of silver and the establishment of State 
banks of issue. I would like to vote for such a measure, but Iam 
debarred that privilege. 

We have only the pending tariff bill to consider, and I deem it 
the part of wisdom to contend that its burdens and benefits shall 
rest equally upon all those who labor in production. 

Have we not in the South for many years been making raw ma- 
terial without a profit? Have we not for the past thirty years 
“sold the hide for a sixpence and bought back the tail for a shil- 
ling”? Most assuredly we have, and the time has come when this 
system of exchange robbery must cease, or the great producing 
sections will be destroyed. 


CAN NOT INDORSE THE DOCTRINE OF FREE RAW MATERIAL. 


Mr, Chairman, I can not indorse the doctrine of free raw mate- 
rial. Its application is unjust, and if continued will bring ruin 
and disaster. Just why the cloth out of which my shirt is made 
should be protected 5 cents a yard and the shirt itself protected 
40 per cent ad valorem, while the raw material out of which the 
cloth is woven is not protected at all, and the plan considered fair 
and logical, is beyond my comprehension. my shirt is to be 
protected by a customs duty, I say the cotton out of which it is 
made should receive adequate protection also, and if this is impos- 
sible, withhold protection from both. [Applause.] 

This, and this alone, can insure a reciprocity between those who 
made the shirts and those who made the cotton. It would be 
equal, honest, and fair. This is a proposition which I emphatic- 

y indorse, and one which I believe would benefit the people I 
represent. 

DOES FREE RAW MATERIAL BENEFIT THE CONSUMER? 

It is said that free raw material cheapens the manufactured 
article. As a business proposition this should be true, but it does 
not necessarily follow that the consumer receives either all or 
part of this benefit. The manufacturer obtains all he can for his 
products, and in these days of pools and combines prices are in 
many cases established by boards of directors instead of legiti- 
mate competition. In other words, free raw materials do not of 
themselves insure lower prices for the manufactured product to 
the consumer, but only to the manufacturer. 

The doctrine of free raw material compels the producers of such 
raw material to sell in competition with the whole world, and 
permits them to purchase in a restricted market only. They are 
forced to dispose of their products at a competitive price and 
compelled to purchase the manufactured article at a fixed or 
arbitrary figure. Such methods are neither legitimate nor fair, 
and bring about unequal exchanges. In fact, the producer of the 
raw material is plundered for the benefit of the manufacturer and 
“consumer. 

Mr. LINNEY. Let me ask the gentleman if free raw material 
is not the pa doctrine of the Democracy? 

Mr. McLAURIN. If my friend will ask a question that has 
5 it, I will try to answer him. 

. LINNEY. Weil, if there is anything in you to answer the 

gocen, answer it. [Laughter.] I ask you if the doctrine of 

ee raw material has not been the pet doctrine of the Democracy 
for twenty years? 

Mr. McLAURIN, It has been the pet doctrine of that portion 
of the Democracy represented by Cleveland and Carlisle, who have 
prostituted the very name of Democracy and made it a stench in 
the nostrils of all patriotic Democrats. They are the men who 
were your assistants in the last campaign. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. LANDIS. Did not William J. Bryan vote for free wool? 

Mr. McLAURIN. William J. Bryan is responsible for his own 
votes and conduct, and J. L. McLaurin is responsible for his, and 
is accountable to nobody except his constituents. Mr. Chairman, 
I have been endeavoring to discuss this question from a sensible 
and scientific standpoint, not from that of party; but as the ques- 
tion has been asked, I want to say that the doctrine I enunciate 
was promulgated in the great State of Texas, which, as I under- 
stand, repudiated the doctrine of free raw material, and it was 
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incorporated in the Chi platform a which Mr. Bryan 
stood. However, Lam not ion to talk politics. 

Resuming the line of myremarks, the manufacturer gets cheaper 
raw material with which to conjure trade, the consumer gets only 
the benefits forced from the manufacturer, while the farmer waits 
in vain for the eee of this theory to work him a profit. As 
an illustration of this theory take the woolgrower, the man whose 
moneycropis wool. His product was protected by a customs duty 
until the passage of the Wilson billin 1893. Since then he has pro- 
duced and sold what is called a raw material. How has he fared 
under this condition? He sells his product now for less than half 
what he received prior to 1898. The same amount of wool which 
brought him $10,000 in 1893 brings him about $5,000 now, making 
a loss of fully $5,000. This loss can be properly. charged to the ap- 
plication of the doctrine of free raw material, and the question pre- 
sents itself as to how much and in what manner is this woolgrower 
benefited. How much of this five-thousand-dollar loss is returned 
through other channels? I venture to say that his netloss would 
eee nine-tenths of the whole. His lawyer fees, doctor bills, and 
taxes are no less, and quite likely to be more. The new national 
mo: of three hun and sixty-two millions of peace bonds 
include his property with the balance of the country. He is com- 
pelled to stand his share of billion-dollar Congresses. and other ex- 
3 when his products brought twice as much. In fact, 

e may scan his bills ever so closely, and he will find in its last 
analysis that all his compensating credits come from other un- 
fortunates who produce other kinds of raw material. It is one 
class of labor competing against another class of labor, while the 
3 and money loaner thrives and fattens on their 

T. 
WHY FAVOR MANUFACTURERS MORE THAN PLANTERS. 7 

Mr. Chairman, it is claimed that the manufacturer, by reason 
of his investment in buildings, machinery, etc., should be encour- 
aged in his rise, and to a certain extent insured against loss. 
Just why this class should be selected for Government favor Iam 
unable to conceive. The census shows that there are more farmers 
than manufacturers and operatives, with nearly three times as 
much invested in lands, buildings, etc. Why is the investment 
of one class more sacred than that of another? Why should one 
be favored by legislation and the other neglected? A glance at 
the real facts will disclose that the planter runs far more risk in 
his occupation than the manufacturer. 

There is no other business compelled to take as many chances 
as that of agriculture. There is no other business that can adapt 
itself less to circumstances than agriculture. When prices ad- 
vance, the manufacturer can put on more help and run on double 
time. On the other hand, when prices decline, he can discharge 
part of his help, lessen the hours of labor, or close down entirely, 
and thus against losses. With the planter he must decide 
at the season of planting how many acres he will cultivate, and 
whether prices go up or down he can neither increase nor decrease 
i manner protect himself against coming loss 


his ameaga or in an 

or take advantage of in 3 The manufacturer turns 
his bay: ca many times during the year, and usually with a profit 
each time. 


The planter, on the contrary, can use his capital but once, and 
must stake his profit or loss upon a single cast. We may examine 
the entire method of producing raw materials and finished prod- 
ucts, and we will find that the manufacturer has the advantage at 
nearly every turn. Besides, the producer of raw material is not 
consulted; he has no voice in determining the price he is to receive 
for his product or the price he is to pay for the product of others. 
He takes his cotton, wheat, or wool to market, and the price is fixed 
by others, and he has only the choice of selling or carting his prod- 


uce back home, 

When he into the store to make a purchase, the price is 
named which he must pay or go without. 

He is absolutely in the clutches of his despoilers, who take his 
substance and return him the least remuneration ible. All 
receive a certain profit for their labor, which must be paid before 
the producer can claim anything for his own effort. Take, for 
instance, the cotton planter. In a majority of cases the entire 
family, men, women, and children, work in the hot sun to make 
the cotton crop. Their toil is almost unremitting, and yet there 
is no assurance that it will be rewarded. Let us follow a bale of 
cotton in its usual course. First, the cost of bagging, ties, and 

inning must be met, after which it is placed upon the market. 
Phe buyer gets his per cent, the weigher his, the railroad its toll, 
the warehouse its charges, the cotton broker his commission, and 
at last, after drayage and other charges are met, it reaches the 
manufacturer. must have a profit, his broker a commission, 
the wholesaler a profit, the retailer another profit, and when the 
manufactured cloth reaches the home of the cotton planter he 
finds, by a careful investigation, that the price of his raw cotton 
was established by a minute calculation of what the man 
article would sell for after a profit or commission had been given 
all the numerous agents, including insurance companies and 
money lenders, through whose hands the raw material or manu- 


factured product had passed. In my judgment an indus laced 
in this situation is more deserving the care of the Gere eons 
than any other. 

NO SUCH THING IN COMMERCE AS A RAW MATERIAL. 

Mr. there is no such thing in commerce or exchange 
as a raw material. The very moment that the hand of labor 
touches it it cases to be a raw material, and so far as this labor- 
er's effort goes becomes a finished product. [Applause.] The 
rough and muscular arm of the miner who takes the iron ore from 


the bowels of the earth is as necessary to the manufacture of the 
delicate ma ing of my watch as the skillful hand which finally 
fashioned it. © the mainspring was the finished product of 


its maker, the iron ore was no less a finished 3 to the miner. 
Cotton and wool are classed as raw materials, while the fact is, 
they are indeed a finished product. I venture the assertion that 
the labor, time, and money expended in selecting, grading, and 
bringing to its almost perfect state the fiber and texture of our 
present wool and cotton have been more than has been expended in 
77777... manner pd reamed Then 
why, I „are the fostering arms of the Government thrown 
about the one while the other is made to shift for itself? 

Again, is the cheapening of the manufactured article through 
free raw material or the lowerin ight. ee ee e the 
pooper I contend it is not, e- whole world would seem to 

ve gone daft over the idea of cheapness. To sell cheap or to 
buy cheap seems just now to be the real test of business qualifica- 
tion. The tyranny of money is at the bottom of cheap production. 
When the East had, through its protected industries, plundered 
the balance of the country of nearly all its stock of money, it insti- 
tuted a series of Congressional enactments which doubled the pur- 
chasing power of every dollar. The refunding act of 1870, the 
demonetization act of 1873, the resumption act of 1875, and the 
crowning infamy of 1893, when the purchasing clause of the Sher- 
man Act was repealed, were the important acts of Co: which 
have doubled the purchasing power of all money, and made the 
balance of the country depe: t tribute bearers to the East. 

Now, the East owns all the money, controls all the mannfac- 
tures, and holds all the indebtedness of the nation, which enables 
it to dictate terms to all lines of industry. It is this monopoly 
of monsy and manufacture that we of the South especially meet 
face to face in all of our productive efforts. And it is this monop- 
oly that would be broken to a certain extent if equal rights were 
extended to each and every industrial enterprise regardless of place 
or kind. It is this monopoly that hascheapened production at the 
expense of labor and raw material, and which will continue to 
exercise this power until we of the South awake from our present 
theoretical dreams and grapple with the stern realities that con- 
front us. The census givés some facts that should not pass 
unheeded. While manufactured productsincreased from $5,249,- 
000,000 to $9,054,000,000, or 69 par cent, the prođuct of raw mate- 
rial increased from $8,395,000,000 to $5,018,000,000, or 47 per cent. 
No one will deny that the raw material increased in volume as 
much asthe manufactured product; in fact, the census confirms 
that proposition. Why, then, should it not increase equally or 
more in value? To me the reason is . Was ps hd 
ey and manufactures. As long as 


THE SOUTH DISCRIMINATED AGAINST. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill favors the manufacturer as against the 

ucer of raw material, which I contend is not only harmful 

t in the ultimate will bring disaster to both. 

It is claimed that manufacturing investments are entitled to 
special privileges because of their character; that they are cash 
investments and largely employ labor. 

I submit that the plantations of the South and the farms of the 
West are cash investments, and that they also employ labor. I 
have before me a letter from the superintendent of a cotton mill 
in my State in which I am interested, who says that the plant cost 
about $145,000, and consumes 5,000 bales of cotton annually. I 
will venture the assertion that the plantations upon which this 
amount of cotton is made are worth at least double the cost of the 
cotton mill, and give employment to many times the amount of 
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labor. This will hold good in nearly all cases. It is a grave mis- 
take to assume that there are no investments in agricultural 
pursuits, or that agricultural laborers are a produet of the soil, 
and that the chief mission of both is to conserve the interests of 
manufacturers and money. Upon these agricultural lands stand 
the foundations of our Republic, and the people whocultivate them 
constitute a law-abiding, cing. economizing, prudent, 
and taxpaying portion of our citizens, whose rights should be rec- 
ognized and whose wrongs must be remedied. 3 
This bill discriminates against the raw products of the section 
which I in part represent, and I shall undertake to point ont its 
inequalities and demand fair play. In fact, this discrimination 
does not stop with the manufacturer of the East, but extends to 
the products of raw material in the West. This condition is the 
t, no doubt, of a vigorous contest on the part of the Western 
agriculturists for a reciprocity of these privileges, while the 
South was made the victim because of the demand on the part of 
her representatives for free raw materials. In this re: t the 
South has been considered fair game for the balance of the coun- 
try and plundered as a consequence at every turn. I will cite a 
few flagrant instances of this character. Our Navy needed a cosl- 
ing station in the Pacific Ocean and one was secured in Hawaii. 
Did our Government pay for it in money? No, indeed, It sim- 
ply gave Hawaii the privilege of i ing raw products free 
into this coun And what were these products? Sugar, rice, 
bananas, etc., all of which were produced only in the South. 


To such an extent has this been carried that Senator Sherman | 


declared we had paid $48,000,000 for a miserable little coaling sta- 
tion; while the late Senator Dolph stated that a fair duty upon all 
imports from Hawaii would have paid $12 for every acre of land 
in these islands. The South has been asking for free raw mate- 
rials, and here is a casein point where its request was granted— 
400,000,000 pounds of sugarand 5,000,000 pounds of rice came into 
this country last year duty free from Hawaii. Does anyone im- 
agine that atenth part of this amount either in wheat, corn, cloth, 
or other manufactured articles could haye been imported in this 
manner without a loud protest from the East and West? The 
South in this instance was 3 because the majority of its 
representatives advocated free raw material and were in conse- 
quence barred from making any objections. r 
RICE COMPARED WITH HAY AND POTATOES. 

I will take the Southern product of rice in this connection and 
compare it with the Northern product of hay and potatoes. This 
country uced in 1805 297,237,370 bushels of potatoes and im- 
ported 137,976 bushels. It produced the same year 47,078,541 tons 
of hay and imported 247,897 tons. The per cent of imports on 

roductions is almost too small for calculation, being about one- 

of 1 per cent. In 1895 we produced 168,665,440 of rice 
and imported 219,564,320 pounds. In other words, we i rted 
50,889,880 pounds more rice than was produced in the entire South. 
We find potatoes protected by a duty of 25 cents per bushel, and 
hay $4 per ton, while Southern rice received but 1} cents per 
pound. This unequal per cent of importation proves conclusively 
a want of Sop peasy! in tariff duties upon these products. There 
are millions of acres in the South that will produce rice if it can 
be made remunerative. I will insert a table giving the production 
of rice for the past ten years: 

PRODUCTION OF RICE, UNITED STATES, 1887-1396. 
[Statistics Dan Talmage’s Sons Company. Pounds cleaned.) 
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Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. How much is that rice worth 


per posant 
r. McLAURIN. Prime to choice, 54 to 6 cents per pound; 
good, 4% to 5.cents. 

— FOWLER of New Jersey. Then the duty is about 30 per 
cent, 

Mr. McLAUDRIN. There are different grades of rice; there is 
paddy rice, broken rice, uncleaned, and clean rice. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. Which of them pays a duty of 
acent and a half? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Uneleaned rice pays 1} cents a pound. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. Then the duty is about 40 per 


and cotton, the two great 


cent. That is a higher duty than there is on potatoes, which is 
only 25 cent. 

Mr. McLAURIN. But am arguing this question on the theory 
of the protectionists. You protectionists say that you are going 
to protect; home industries, and Iam showing that you are not 
doing that. You are protecting the industries of the North, but 
not t of the South. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. How much do you think the 
duty on rice ought to be? t 

Mr. McLAURIN. Tamsatisfied with it as it stands in the bill, 
because I am not a perec omik 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. 
raw materials? : 

Mr. MLAURIN. I do, if you are going to protect the manu- 


But you believe in protecting 


factured product. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. Well, how much do you think 
the duty on rice ought to be? 

Mr. McLAUR I think it is high enough onthe cleaned rice, 


but it ought to be higher on the un ed rice for the benefit of 
the rice farmer. You doin this schedule what you doin all the 
schedules; you protect the big rice mills and allow the producer of 
rice to go unprotected. 

Mr. MORRIS. What is uncleaned rice worth? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I do not know. 

Mr. MORRIS. What is the duty on it? 

Mr. McLAURIN. A cent and a quarter. 

Mr. MORRIS. How much is it worth per pound? 

Mr. McLAURIN. About 3} cents, I suppose. 

Mr. MORRIS. Then the duty is about 50 per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The duty on rice is the heaviest duty on any 
agricultural product. 

SUGAR AND CORN COMPARED. 

Mr. McLAURIN, Following out this idea, I will compare the 
sugar of the South with the corn of the North and West. Under 
the present bill corn is protected by a duty of 15. cents por bushel, 
and 20 per cent ad valorem under the Wilson bill of 1893. 

In 1895 the corn crop amounted to 1,212,776,052 bushels, with 
imports amounting to 16,575 bushels. One small train load of 
corn would represent the total sion pba for 1895. In 1894, with 
400,000,000 bushels more corn produced, the imports were only 
2,000 bushels. 

5 speaking, the imports of corn amounted to 
nothing. 

During the year 1895 there wer poan 729,392,561 pounds of 
cane sugar and 37,617,076 gallons of molasses. During that year 
3,574,510,454 pounds of sugar and 15,075,879 gallons of molasses 
were imported. The duty on sugar is 40 per cent ad valorem, and 
on molasses from 2 to 4 cents per gallon. 

In this case there was five times as much sugar imported as pro- 
duced, and nearly one-half as much molasses; and yet the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. HorRINs] tells us, as a great ee e 
that they intend to let the sugar of 3 in free, provi 
they let in corn, meat, wheat, and other Northern products. 
5 of as usnal, a Southern product for the benefit of one of 

e North. ‘ 

I shall not attempt to saya details or bring forward any theo- 
ries in connection with this comparison, but simply say that there 
is something radically wrong, as this showing diseloses, and the 
burden, as usual, falls upon the South. When, on the one hand, 
we find no corn being i and on the other more than a 
score of nations sending their sugar to our shores, the conclusion 
must force itself upom everyone that a grave injustice is being per- 
petrated, and a fair reci ity does not exist. If raw sugar re- 
ceived the same fostering care the Government as the manu- 
factures of New Prenc it would require but a few years for the 
South to produce all the sugar we consume. But the present bill, 
by means of its differential duty, largely favors the refiners at the 
expense of the producers. s 

COTTON PLANTER PLUNDERED BY THE WHOLE WORLD. 
I will make but one more comparison, and that between wheat 
money crops of this country. In 1895 
the wheat crop amounted to 460, 267, 416 bushels, while the imports 
that year were 1,433,299 bushels. 

The amount of cotton produced in 1895 was 5,036,964,409 pounds, 
Theimports of cotton during the same year were 49,332,022 pounds. 
It will be seen that the per cent of imports in wheat was only 
about one-third of the per cent of imports in cotton. The Mc- 
Kinley bill of 1890 gave wheat a protection of 25 cents per bushel, 
and the Wilson bill of 1893, 20 per cent ad valorem. It is hardly 
necessary for me to say that cotton is and has been on the free 
list. While the importation of wheat does not seem to increase, 
the imports of cotton are making rapid strides. To further show 
the injustice done the South, the wheat grower gets free twine to 
bind his protected wheat, while the cotton planter is forced to b 
prote bagging and ties to cover his free cotton. (Applause. | 

While the bulk of wheat importation comes from Canada an 
British Columbia, no less than fifteen di nt countries are send- 
ing raw cotton to our shores. The imports of raw cotton have 
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1896. Itisa mistake to assume that all the cotton imported is 
long staple. Out of the imports of 1896 but 43,574,769 pounds 
came from Egypt, leaving nearly 12,000,000 pounds to be sent 
from other sections: It is safe to infer that all of this is not 
long-staple cotton. Just how much is short staple I have been 
unable to ascertain. Be the amount what it will, it is a danger 
signal that should not remain unnoticed. 

will print a table which gives some facts relating to these 
importations: 


Imports of raw cotton into the United States by countries during the year end- 
ing June 30, 1896. 


Cotton, and manufactures of. Pounds. | Value. 


Unmanufactured (free)—1896. 

CA E AERE A PT AOS O ERA EN 26, 737 $2,373 
Russia, Black Sea. 1,950 98 
United Kingdom 9,530,252 | 1,189,070 
MGSIGO) < <5 vies 5- 3,145 231 
West Indies—British 3.442 216 
Chile 4,561 425 
Ecuador 21, 625 1, 605 
Peru... 661, 333 209, 319 
C 55,075 4.807 
East Indies British. 9,360 548 
Hongkong 10 1 
Turkey in Asia 35,441 4,201 
British A 52, 206 4,570 
French Oceanica.........- . 402 
Turkey in Africa—Egypt..........-.....-...-------- 5, 129, 256 

r adel AE 6, 578, 212 


Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I should like to know whether the 
gentleman from South Carolina would support a duty upon raw 
cotton? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; I would. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. So would I. 

Mr. FOWLER and others. So would I. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I think you need it. . 

Mr. McLAURIN. Why did not your committee provide for 
such a duty in this bill? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I am notamember of the committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let the gentleman from South Carolina offer 
such an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN, Iam going to. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We will vote for it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. When the whip cracks, you will not. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 9 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman vote for this bill if we put 
a duty on cotton? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will if you will strike out the other in- 
equalities and injustices of the bill that Iwill point out. Will the 

entleman vote for free cotton ties and bagging along with the 
ree twine he has given the wheat grower? 

Mr. STEELE. No. Iam in favor of protection, and I vote for 
it. You want protection on your own commodity, but you will 
not vote for the bill even if it gives it. 2 

Mr. McLAURIN. Why, is there not protection on the twine 
that you bind your wheat with? 8 i 

Mr. STEELE. You get free twine to bind your rice with. 

Mr. McLAURIN. How much do we need? The important 
thing to us is free cotton ties and bagging. You vote for free ties 
and I will vote for free twine. That is reciprocity. 

Mr. STEELE. On the bagging for our wheat we impose a duty. 

Mr. McLAURIN. But you fellows do not pay it. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. What would the gentleman suggest 
in reference to raw cotton? 

Mr. McLAURIN. I would suggest a duty of 2} cents a pound. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I will support you in that. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iam glad to hear it. ; 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I think you need it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. The adoption of a duty on cotton or the tak- 
ing off of the duty on manufactured cotton goods would bring 
about a fair reciprocity between the manufacturer and the pro- 
ducer, for which I am contending in regard to all products. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to ask the gentleman which is the 
more favorable to Southern industries, the Democratic Wilson 
bill or the Republican Dingley bill? : 

Mr. McLAURIN. Well, sir, I have not instituted such a com- 
parison between the two bills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish the gentleman would do so. 

Mr. McLAURIN. But neither of them suits me. I think that 
the Dingley bill is a faint copy or imitation of the Wilson bill; and 
as I always prefer the substance to the shadow, I would take the 
ae bill in preference to its shadow or imitation—the Dingley 
bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman think the Dingley bill 
is a “ faint” bill? f ; 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; it will make some of our industries 
feel“ faint” when it goes into operation. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman thinks that it is “faint” 
in the sense that its duties are too low and too mild! 

Mr. McLAURIN. Well, they are too low and mild on the thin 
of the South and too high and brash on the things of the North. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How about the rice of your State, which 
has the benefit of the highest agricultural duty in the bill? 

Mr. McLAURIN. ell, you have done tolerably well by rice, 
but not nearly so well as you ought to have done. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How about sugar? 

Mr. McLAURIN. How about our bagging and ties? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You do not produce any. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Well, we use a great quantity of them. 

Now I trust I shall be permitted to continue my remarks with- 
out any interruption. 

The Government reports show that from 1866 to 1889 the annual 
imports of raw cotton had not exceeded 6,000,000 pounds. If the 
imports of cotton increase as rapidly for the next ten years as 
they have during the past ten years, the cotton planters of the 
South will be driven to the wall. 


` NOTHING CHEAP TO ONE PRODUCER THAT IS MADE CHEAP AT THE EXPENSE 


OF ANOTHER PRODUCER. 

Mr. Chairman, is it not time for some Representative from the 
cotton States to stand on the floor of this House and defend the 
interests of the cotton planter? Should not a reciprocity of pro- 
tection for his toil be demanded? Why should the wheat grower 
be protected against his near neighbor and the cotton planter left 
to be plundered by the whole world? In my opinion it is an out- 
rage and should no longer be permitted. The amendments which 
I will propose, placing a duty of 24 cents per pound on all im- 

rted cotton uncleaned, is but simple justice to the South. If you 

ecline to accept my amendment for a duty on raw cotton, then 
you should in justice strike out from this bill all duties on the man- 
ufactured article. This would reduce the price of cotton goods 
and thereby increase their consumption, and as a result the price 
of raw cotton would be increased by reason of increased demand. 

The profits of the manufacturer are enhanced just as much by 
free raw material as by a high duty on the finished product. But, 
Mr. Chairman, I have seen enough and heard enough in the com- 
mittee room and elsewhere to know that no duty will be imposed 
on raw cotton, because it would increase at least the price of lon 
staple cotton, and thereby lessen the profits of the New Taslan 
mills. 

The mills using this cotton are situated entirely in New England, 
and the people producing this cotton are in the South. This is 
quite sufficient to outweigh argument and justice. The adoption 
of either course would bring about that fair reciprocity as to cot- 
ton for which Iam contending for all others. It is not my pur- 
pose to demand specifically certain ratios of reciprocal duties on 
other productions of the South that are entitled to them, since I am 
not sufficiently informed. I assume, however, that a committee 
who can frame a tariff bill which will benefit one section at the 
expense of another has the wisdom to formulate a measure that 
will insure a reciprocity in such duties among all the sections. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the South are entitled to this con- 
sideration. They have the right to demand equal and exact jus- 
tice with other sections at the hands of Congress. It is unfair, 
nnwise, and un-American to compel them to bear more than their 
share of the burdens of government. This importation of raw 
cotton strikes at the very vitals of the one great industry of the 
South. It is a standing menace to the cotton planter, which but 
few seem torealize. Fifty-five million pounds of cotton is not far 
from 120,000 bales. This represents the product of nearly, if not, 
quite, 20,000 average farms. It also represents the income of 
more than 100,000 of the people of my section. If the mannufac- 
turers of the East and the farmers of the West are to be protected 
against the pauper labor of other countries, have not the people of 
the South a right to demand a similar safeguard? Is it fair to ask 
the people of the South to submit to certain conditions which the 
East and the West refuse to endure? I have made no distinction 
in regard to the different kinds of cotton, since they are all affected 
by these imports. If by reason of this duty long-staple cotton 
should be excluded, much of the land now used in Ray short 
staple would be used in producing the long staple. This would 
lessen the crop of short staple and increase its price. In this indi- 
rect manner the grower of short staple would be benefited. It is 
assumed by some that these duties on wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and other products of the North and West does not increase their 

rice. If that be true, why are these duties imposed? Are such 

uties placed upon the statute books to deceive? Are they in- 
tended as bribes to the Northern and Western farmers from the 
cunning manufacturers of New England? 

Mr. Conia if the duties upon agricultural products of the 
North and West should be eliminated from this bill, it would be 
voted down by this House, Iam led to believe that the disasters 
that overtook the woolgrowers because of the Wilson bill, which 
made his product a free raw material, together with the promise 
of a protective duty by the Republican party, was one of the 
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potent factors which compassed the defeat of the Democratic 
party in the late election. 

The woolgrower of the West is naturally with us on the para- 
mount issue, and the time is not far distant when he will repudi- 
ate the miserable seesaw sophistry that this bill discloses, of legis- 
lating higher prices by a tariff and forcing lower prices with a sin- 
gle gold standard. He will then unite with the other producers 
of raw. material in driving you from place and power. 

If the agricultural products of the North and West are to be 
favored by national legislation, in the name of justice and fair 
dealing let the agricultural products of the South receive similar 
consideration. t the statute books of our country disclose a 
record of equality and reciprocity to all sections and for all the peo- 
ple, The South is worthy of this action at your hands. It stands 
to-day as the most available portion of this great nation where 
capital and development can be made profitable. It is rich in re- 
sources, rich in the variety of its products, and possesses the best 
labor in the world. It seeks no advantage, and only asks an equal 
chance with other sections of the country. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do not the duties on agricultural products in 


this bill apply to icultural products all over the United States? 
1 McLAURIN. I should like to get through with my re- 
marks. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I should like to have the gentleman answer 
that question. He has been alluding constantly to the agricul- 
tural products of the West. I claim that the duties imposed by 
the bill on agricultural products apply to agricultural products 
all over the United States—in the South as well as in the West. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; but it affects only those that are 
staple money crops of the West. The gentleman's argument is 
about as specious as the schedules in this bill. 

We are told that the consumer should be considered in this mat- 
ter, and some would frame a tariff in the interests of the consumer 
alone. I can not consent to such a doctrine, since, in fact, every 
producer is a consumer, and the maxim ‘‘that nothing is cheap to 
one producer that is made cheap at the expense of another pro- 
ducer” will hold good the world over. Hence, when a product 
consumed by one producer is cheapened, he can with certainty 
conclude that his own product must be cheapened accordingly. 
The only real consumer, however, is he who subsists upon past 
accumulations; who does no work, who produces nothing. Such 
a man is a blemish, a wart on our body politic, whose example is 
demoralizing and tends to excite evil among the people. Isee no 
good reason why the toil of others should be cheapened in order 
that this class may live at less expense, 

In my cpinion this idea of cheapness is all wrong and is rapidly 
leading our people into great difficulties. Cheap products mean 
cheap men, and cheap men mean national decay and retrogression. 
Cheap products is but another term for poorly paid labor, which 
in turn is sure to bring want, rags, and wretchedness. Hard times 
and cheap products always walk hand in hand, while good times 
and higher prices always run together, This has been true in the 
past, and no doubt willcontinue truein thefuture. The products 
of labor for years have been gradually cheapened, and both debt 
and financial disaster have followed closely in its path. The 
argument for free raw material, in order to cheapen the manufac- 
tured article, I can not entertain. It is a theoretical assumption, 
based upon the false idea that aman who sells a bale of cotton for 
5 cents per pound can buy more cloth than he could with cotton 
at 10 cents per pound. In my opinion we want nothing cheap in 
this country but money. For years past labor and its products 
have been getting chee and the dollar has been growing cor- 
respondingly dearer. This has continued until the farms and 
homes of our people are covered with mortgages and all business 
is stagnant and demoralized, with financial distress spread broad- 
cast 8 the land. Iam in favor of a change of conditions, 
of giving the people an opportunity of getting out from under this 
vast accumulation of debt and misery. Since it was a dear dollar 
and a cheap day’s work that wrought this hayoc, let us have a 
dear day’s work and a cheap dollar, to prevent further destruc- 
tion and repair the damage already done. 

I do not mean a cheap dollar in the sense of a cheap coat, but 
through an increase in the number of dollars. Dollars became 
cheap by increasing their number, just as hats or stockings 
cheapen when their numbers are increased. But, say some, the 
dollar will now buy more of the necessities of life than ever; yet 
we know that millions of our citizens are seeking these dollars, 
but are unable to find them. These same individuals tell us that 
a day’s labor will bring as much or more than ever before. Yet 
no one will deny that there are from three to five millions of our 
own people who are looking for this day's work, but can not find it. 
Granting the truth of both propositions, it sae proves my con- 
tention. Will the day's labor buy as many dollars as it used to? 
Will the product of the day's labor buy any more dollars than it 
did in the past? When we find that neither labor nor its products 
will purchase as many dollars now as it did in past years, we are 
forced to consent that dollars have grown dearer and labor and its 
products cheaper. 5 


This idea is combated with the plausible theory that if wages 
were increased the cost of living would be correspondingly in- 
creased and the laborer would not be benefited. This theo: 
finds its chief advocates among the money-loaning and debt. 
owning classes, since cheap commercial values are to their ad- 
vantage. If there were no debts, the high or low value of labor 
and its products would work no injury. But the people are in 
debt, of which fact the business failures seen on every hand are 
grave reminders. To lift this great burden of debt and free the 
people from its growing incubus bad Seer haye higher prices for 
products and steady employment. Nothing else will do it. 

I will disclose thé sophistry of low wages and cheap living with 
a single example. Suppose a laborer has a little home mortgaged 
for $500 that he is striving ig pay. Heis now getting $1 per day, 
and with steady work earn§ $300 a year. By strict economy he 
pense $250 for family expenses and interest, and pays $50 annu- 

y on the mortgage. ith no accidents, he will pay out, at this 
rate, in ten years, By doubling his wages he would receive $600 
per year, and by doubling his cost of living he would expend $500. 

ut in this case the difference in the amount of his savings would 
be doubled also, and he could pay $100 each year on the mortgage 
instead of $50. This would enable him to pay off his debt in five 
ears and give him the other five years in freedom and happiness, 
his doubling of wages and prices would work the same in all 
cases and soon bring to our people joy and contentment. 
ONLY REMEDY. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have previously stated, I would work and 
vots for a measure that gave the people an increased volume of 
currency, since an adequate supply of money and equal taxation, 
in my judgment, are the oy remedies for the present industrial 
paralysis. Since the bill under consideration deals with taxation 
only, I have sought to impress upon this House the necessity and 
justice of making its provisions just and reciprocal. The condi- 
tion of the South, its opportunities and necessities, the hopes and 
anxieties of its people, its development and proper status in the 
nation, all conspired to induce me to make this appeal in her be- 

All she asks is equal and exact justice, an equal chance in 
this great commercial strife, and she promises to do her part in 
making this the grandest and most prosperous nation on earth. 

Mr. Chairman, I can find no more expressive language with 
which to close than that made use of by Thomas Jefferson, that 
great statesman and 8 during the formative period of our 
anaona existence. In writing to one of the patriot fathers he 
said: 

Let us found a government where there shall be no extremely rich men 
and no abjectiy Door ones. Let us found a government upon the intelligence 
of the people and the equitable distribution of property. Let us make laws 
where there shall be no governmental partnership with favored classes. 
Let us e all in life, liberty, and property, and then say to every Ameri- 
can citizen, with the gifts that God has given you, your brain and brawn and 
energy, work out your own fortunes under a just government and an equal 
j prudence. > 

1 on the floor and in the gallery. 

r. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I propose to state, in the 
time allotted to me, some of the reasons why the pending measure 
will, in my judgment, meet the approval of the American people, 
And the first thing I like about the bill is the name of it. For 
the first time since the first act of the First Congress, a protective 
tariff bill has had the candor to state the purpose of it in the title. 
That may be taken as an evidence of the complete ascendency of 
the protective-tariff doctrine in the public thought of these times 
and of the general acceptance by the people of the old-fashioned 
Republican idea that the true way to take care of the national 
revenues is to protect the national industries. 

For the first time since 1816 every great employment of the 
American people is united in a common recognition of the im- 
portance and value of a reasonable discrimination by our laws in 
favor of our own people; the farmer, because nearly everything 
that he has for sale must be sold here or not sold at all: the manu- 
facturer, because he has found it impossible to sell home-made 
gonds in a market place that has already bought itself poor at the 

argain counters of Europe and Asia; and commerce, becanse a 
nation like this, that goes past the closed doors and broken win- 
dow lights of its own factories to the ends of the earth for what it 
buys, invites a condition speedily fatal to all commerce, domestic 
and foreign. 

In the early stages of the tariff controversy it was the custom of 
the mercantile classes to push agriculture forward to the front o? 
the battle for free trade. The farmer of the United States got out 
of that line of battle two generations ago, and for fifty years has 
been the most reliable supporter of the protective-tariff system. 

He stood by the side of Henry Clay throughout his great career, 
and he was found with William McKinley in the decisive contest 
of the last campaign. [Applause on the Republican side.] On the 
very day when the millionaires of the Rocky Mountains were riding 
in their carriages to the voting place to give in their ballots for the 
poor man’s money, the farmers of the Mississippi Valley, weary 
under the weight of four miserable years, walked in the rain to the 
polls and cast their ballots for the integrity of American business 
and the tariff policy of 1890. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
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The appeal made to them was a masterpiece of shiftless and un- 
scrupulous politics. No such effort was ever before made to cap- 
ture the passions and prejudices of burdened and troubled men. 
But the farmers of the Mississippi Valley, the unpretentious home- 
steads of Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, again vindi- 
cated the credit of the American farm by choosing to suffer 
affliction with the people that pay their bills rather than to enjoy 
the advantages of 16 to1 fora season. aughter.] They did not 
have to go to Chicago to find out what the issue Was. 2 

They remem! that curious spectacle in this House, which 
many of us saw, when Professor Wilson had finished his h 
on the tariff bill which, for want of competition, will probably 
always bear his name. [Laughter.] How a young champion of 
free trade from our Western country, who has since mon 
nearly the entire visible supply of Demveratic enthusiasm, plunged 
down the aisle, and, amid the infatuated yells of his associates, 
lifted the exhausted statesman to his shoulders and bore him, 
kicking and protesting, to the seclusion ot the cloakroom; so that 
afew months afte , When the same gallant young leader 
came among them and beamed benevolently upon them from the 
platform of his adyertising car, offering them new and untried 
remedies for their troubles, warranted to kill or cure, God only 
knew which, the farmers of the Middle West, without for a mo- 
ment losing sight of the paramount issue, could not for the life of 
them keep their eyes off of the somewhat diminished figure of Pro- 
fessor Wilson, still kicking and protesting, but still on the boy 
orator’s” back. [Great laughter. : 

It is an encouraging evidence of the healthful course of things 
that the doctrine of free trade, in addition to the loss of its polit- 
ical standing, is to-day almost withont support in the mercantile 
community, even among the importing merchants of the United 
States. The recent vote of the commercial cities was more than 
a verdict against the confusion of the national finances. It 


marked also the conversion of the mercantile community from | 


the delusion that an importing honsecan make anything through 
the injury of domestic production or has anything to gain by 
bringing foreign merchandise into a community already impor- 
erished for the loss of its own industries. : 

The Ways and Means Committee heard a great number of intel- 
ligert importing merchants of the United States. Not oneof them 
came before us to protest against tha protective tariff. They pro- 
tested only against the undervaluation of imported merchandise 
and against the system by which foreign factories are enabled to 
consign the goods that they produce to their own agents in the 
United States. a 

The only voice still faithful to the sacred cause of tariff reform 
raised before the committee, after a general invitation to the 
world to come forward and be heard, was the voice of a single 


ed | in his own neighborhood; and it will soon be 


man, the representative of the most debilitated remnant of the | 


inau ion of 1892, the Free Trade League of New Eng- 
land. [Laughter.] He complained in the Boston newspapers 
that the committee laughed at him, and I am sorry that they did, 
for the sight of the only surviving friend of the present tariff 
law ought not to have excited laughter, but sympathy rather, on 
account of the unique if not splendid isolation of that serene and 
imperturbable soul. [Laughter.| : 

The present revision of the tariff may, therefore, be said to be 
in an important sense a response to the practically unanimous de- 
mand of the American people, and the committee charged by this 
House with responsibility in the matter has taken it up, fol- 
lowing closely the lines of legislation laid down by our fathers, 

iving no countenance to fads, experiments, or radical e 
of any kind. If I were called upon to pick ont from the economic 
literature of our country an official document that completel; 
states the working pmo on which this bill is constructed, 
should take it from the letter of Secretary Dallas, sent to this 
House on February 12, 1816, in answer to a House resolution. 
The eu eee the national industries according to the 
state of their development, and to each class applied the protective 
principle in words that have, every one of them, been verified by 
the national experience. 

The matured state of the first class of manufactures— 

He said— 

ith ct to them ot anꝝ im t 
a Da nae fale noel pe the impot atik of ie 
i wholly or nearly to a prohibition without endangering a 
supply. while competition among the domestic manufacturers 
entl. consumer . pee 
market erally by the standard of a P apor 
ther 
tic tion be 
but without to or dedu 
— diminished by that operation and the 
lanted. It is, therefore, a question between 
hə manufacture, to ba 


>; but a wise to sacrifice a por- 
ion of its revenue ich private enterprise and wealth 
have connected the public prosperity and independence, 


The class of manufactured articles to which the 3 
luded in the above has grown from the meager list of 1816 it 
to-day includes 3 article of comfort or necessity which enters 
into the daily life of our people, and every word which he wrotë 
as to the 8 pes mantfactures of his day has proved true. 
He predicted that they would increase and e d under the 
early and continued practice of the Government to afford encour- 
agement to domestic products” without any sacrifice either 
eat or lasting.“ The ingonveniences of the day,” hesaid. will 
amply compensated by future ad . agriculturist, 
whose produce and whose flocks. de for their value upon the 
fluctuations of a foreign market, will have no occasion even 
to regret the op ity of a ready sale for his wool or his cotton 
understood that the 
suecess of the American manufacturer, which tends todiminish the 
profit (often the excessive profit) of the importer, does not necessa- 
rily add to the price of the article in the hands of the consumer.” 

He concludes his survey of the situation by laying down the 
genera! principle on which protective duties ought to be levied— 
a principle as sound and applicable to-day as it was when the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury first stated it to Congress. I will ask you 
to hear it, because it is the working principle on which this pro- 

osed measure has been framed from the first paragraph to the 

st. He says: g 

It must be upon all šands, that the amount of duties should be such 
as will enable the manufacturer to meet the importer in the American mar- 
ket npon equal terms of profit and loss. and that the mode of imposing the 
duties Gonid be sach as to secure the resulting competition from the Bild- 
ences cf clandestine or illicit practices. Americun Stale Papers, Finance, 
Volume III. page 90, 

We hare followed strictly the paths marked out by our ances- 
tors, not only because they were all of one mind on the question, 
but because at that early day the subject had not been entirely 
confused by the noise of debate and the contentions of party poli- 
tics. Even John C. Calhoun, a predecessor in this House of the 
gentleman who has just spoken [Mr. MCLAURIN], supported the 
act of 1516. which was reported to this House by his colleague, 
Mr. Lewndes. He defended it on the broadest national grounds 
for the sake of the national independence, and because it created 
an interest strictly American.“ He understood What some of you 
gentlemen on the other side do not understand and probably never 
will—that the tariff question and the financial question are not 
two questions, but one; for he said that with insufficient duties 
the specie is drawn away to pay the balances perpetually accu- 
mulating against us, and the result is a total derangement of our 
currency.” When our manufactures are grown to a certain 
perfection.” said he, “as they soon will be with the fostering care 
of our Government, we will no longer experience these evils. The 
farmer will find a ready market for his surplus products, and, 
what is almost of equal consequence, a certain and cheap supply 
of all his wants.” 

Against that practical philosophy there was only one influential 
voice raised—thke shrill declamation of John Randolph, of Roan- 


oke. He alone among his contemporaries foresaw the part. to 
be played by the slavcholder and the slave in the rising Republic. 
g for the plantations of the South, he av the whole 


doctrine of free trade just as we have heard it announced here to- 
day, a doctrine which has since been active enough in our Amer- 
ican polities to find a full expression, if not in statute book, 
at least in three historie public documents—the ordinance of uul- 
lification, the Confederate constitution, and the midnight amend- 
ment of the Democratic platform of 1892. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 
Randolph denounced the tariff as a scheme of public robbery,” 
exactly as our friends denounce it to-day. He denounced the idea 
of ing the country rich by taxation, just as my friend from 
Texas did the 8 day. He ee it as an 8 fae on 
one ponin of the community to put money into ts of 
another,” just as my friend from South Carnitas Mr Motaves| 
did a moment ago. He said it was a to men to exercise 
their own callings for their own ormen “a duty 
exotic manufactures,” 


on the 
Noth- 


fairly; not asa 
ing with it airs 
FFV 
n narrow eyesig e jestic ject of creating an 
industrial state was dwarfed to mace 28019 x 


to a shoemaker’sshop or set up a spinning jenny? — (Annals of 
O: 9 first session, 
said on this floor, and the remarks of my young friend from South 
Carolina lead me to say again, that there never was an argument 
in behalf of free trade uttered in this Chamber that does not of 
right belong to the literature of American slavery—a literature 
that grew up around the idea that the planting States had no 
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concern in the wages of labor and could have no portion in the 
industrial development of the country. The labor that builds 
civilization and lays atrue foundation for the commonwealth must 
be well housed, well fed, well clothed, must be independent, must 
be free. The clamor of the planting States, which ee SER 
into anarchy in Andrew Jackson’s time, had no other foundation 
except the industrial detachment imposed upon them by the insti- 
tution of slavery. 

That fact appears in all the messages of the Southern governors 
that filled the winter of 1828 with a rude outcry against the 
National Congress, and is the burden of the solemn resolution of 
proset of the legislature of South Carolina in 1829, when that 

tate said to Congress that from her peculiar situation she must 
always be devoted 3 mainly to agriculture and only to that field of 

iculture which could be profitably carried on by slave labor. 

re was force, reason, and pathos in the sifuation in which 
South Carolina thought herself placed, and as I have listened here 
nearly seventy years afterwards to one of her sons more than half 
repudiating record and platform of the Democratic party, I 
can but express my gratitude to God that that odious institution, 
which cost the American people so much while it lived and went 
down at last in the midst of infinite horrors, no longer stands be- 
tween the North and Sonth to alienate and estrange brethren and 
shut out the unfortunate community which harbored it from a 
share in the industrial achievements of the world. [Loudapplause 
on the Republican side.] 

Iam only sorry that the broken and crumbled argument of free 
trade has managed to escape from the tomb to which slavery was 
committed to find a more comfortable grave, a 5 repose, 
in the speeches of the gentleman from Alabama p . WHEELER], 
8 in the records of Congressional debate. 1 

which the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN] has made on this floor, a speech which contains some 
sentiments which I am sorry to hear in this Chamber, although 
there are in it indications of the progress made by the South Caro- 
lina Democracy [laughter], leads me to say tnat in my judgment 


the best thing about this bill is that no sectional influence has 
been heeded in the aration of its schedules — [ Applause. ] 

No man has “y's ere is this industry or that?” The only 
question has been, ‘‘Is this an American industry now suffering 
or likely to suffer a 3 foreign competition?” and with im- 
partial consideration, we have tried to bring the law to the rescue 


of every interest, whether of farm or mine or 
To have done less would have been beneath the high national plat- 
form on which the protective tariff stands. T was a time 
when our tariff laws undoubtedly often operated upon local or sec- 
tional lines, but the protective tariff of to-day says toevery section 
and to every State: ‘‘ You have the men, you have the material, 
vou have the chance; go in and make the most of them, and while 


ry. in every State. 


you are at it no alien you of the market places of 
your own country.” [Applause.] Nor have the States once en- 
tirely without oceu outside of the farm and the village, been 


slow to enter upon these new and favorable opportunities. 

The movement of our industries, I will say to my friend from 
South Carolina, is west and south. Iron and steel, cotton and 
woolens are going west and south, drawn by natural forces which 
in the long run will set the finished output of labor by the side of 
the great resources with which it deals. But that not do any 
harm to anybody. If the new cotton loom goes south, as it has 

me, and as it is going, into the very heart of the State of South 
8 England will not alarm. for the old cotton 
loom, in the hands of the skill that turns the fiber into textures as 
fine as woven silk, will remain on the banks of the busy river 
where the protective tariff first established the cotton-weavers’ 
art in America, [Applause.] If the woolen mill follows the 
sheepfold into the interior, as it undoubtedly will, nobody will 
be harmed, for the training and experience of the old woolen fac- 
tory will go on to that fection which will one day tempt even 
the dudes of the Uni States into the e: iment of wearin 
American clothes. a and applause.] If the time shou 
come when the State of Alabama should stop doing what the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] boasted yesterday she is 
doing—should stop selling pig.iron go to making steel; if Chi- 
cago should resolve to furnish all the rails n for Western 
roads; to make all the structural beams that lift her edifices above 
the cities of the world, or even to forge the armor for an occasional 
warship [applause], Pittsburg will have no fear, for the age of 

is only just begun, and her trained and ingenious enterprise 
will eagerly turn to new undertakings. 

Mr. Chairman, I like this bill, because it is neither Eastern nor 
Western, neither Northern nor Southern. It is American through 


and through [applause], opening the doors of o nity to every 
section and to every See My friend from Alabama 8 


quoted a line from a Berlin AERE saying that this bill was 
aslap in the face of Germany.” at is no new style of foreign 
literature in relation to American protective tariff legislation. 
The act of 1890 was editorially denounced in Le Temps, a Paris 
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newspaper, as ‘‘a prodigious act of ingratitude toward Europe.“ 
[Laughter.] Yourcommittee, gentlemen, without fear of or favor 
toward any foreign country, has conscientiously undertaken to 
make this bill a patriotic act of good will toward the United States 
of America. [Great applause.] 

There is another thing about this bill that suits me and that I 
think will suit nearly everybody whose attention is called to it, 
and that is the effort we have made to convert the existing ad 
valorem ratesinto a specific statement of the duties levied. How 
any man, with the history of the United States Treasury at hand, 
could give his consent to ing the whole scheme of import 
duties to the innumerable devices of the ad valorem system, as was 
done by the Fifty-third ess, almost passes human compre- 
hension or belief. It was done for the purpose of minimizing the 
protective efficiency of the bill, and it accomplished that end, at 
the same time ously diminishing the public revenue. 

If the abuses of the ad valorem system were new and hitherto 
unheard of, some apology might framed for that Congress. 
But every one of them is old—familiar to the custom-house here 
andeverywhere. The tariff hearings of the last Congress brought 
to light an abuse now in full operation at every i rtant 
the direct consignment of merchandise from the factories of the 
Old World to their own agents on this side. With an ad valorem 
rate no possible diligence can prevent inequalities almost as nu- 
merous as the imported cargoes, and business, instead of being a 
fair competition, becomes a mere contest of skill in the falsification 
of invoices. Itis even worse than that; for, in the case of goods 
consi and not sold directly to the trade, the invoice is useless 
and the mercantile community, especially of the interior ports, 
suffers a ruinousinjury. These tricks of the importers’ tr: are 
as old as the custom-house and more prejudicial than formerly, 
only because the art of the revenue swindler, while by no means 
new, has more than kept 2 with modern improvements. But 
the general features of the swindle may be instantly recognized 
from the picture made of them by Secretary Crawford in his let- 
ter to this House of January 20, 1818: 

The practice of ship merchandise from Europe to the United Stateson 
account of the foreign ipper has greatly increased since the lata 
The manufacturers, dispose of the products of their labor in the 
accustomed the character of exporting merchants and 
pa a their merchandise directly to the United States, where it has been 
pane the agents or pang ape In adopting this on not only Ge nee 
fani ofthelatter,but also the — the revenue sustains invoicing the 
merchandise at the actual cost of the raw matcrial and the ot the labor 
employed in its manufacture. Should any 8 not be realized 


from cireumstance ef the merchandise 
from an 


These abuses adhere from necessity to any levy of duties on the 
pasii of soree values, and for that reason the ad valorem system 


a square „ or 15 cents a cubic foot, the mercantile world is 
placed on an equality, the domestic producer is uniformly 
tected,and the is in the keeping of its own officers. Tho 


the United States an actual i 
for this bill, therefore,in the third place, because it fixes the duties 
to be paid, instead of allowing cheerful gentlemen residing abroad 
and persons not connected with the Treasury at e, to 
fix them for themselves. 8 

Again, I am in favor of this bill because its aim is in a practical 
way to increase the te revenues of the United States. The 
es ie dee = e n OE 5 of ay 
Cleveland’s dministration eragged edge o ari 
in the last presents an t almost comic and grotesque. Ə 
burden and misfortune of the years, it is true, is somewhat light- 
ened by the American sense of humor which has been able to see 
and realize that the President's breathless proclamation against 
the surplus of 1887 has ever since appeared in Democratic news- 

pers and orations as a of the general assets of the Treasury. 
1 and laughter. 

The late Administration has had its trials and its triumphs— 
trials with which we have all sympathized, and triumphs, like 
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the pending treaty of arbitration, in which we have all rejoiced. 
But amid them all, one persistent error has vitiated all its calcu- 
lations, and that is that a dollar borrowed is the fiscal equivalent 


of a dollar collected. [Laughter.] And so every effort made by 
Congress to increase the national income has been laughed to 
scorn; and the Secretary, even when his office was crowded 
with the bond dealers, has presented to the world the confident 
air of an institution with money to loan. [Laughter. 

Now, I do not wish to be misunderstood. Neither here nor at 
home have I censured the late Administration for borrowing 
money, either to maintain the public credit or to Pi the public 
expenses. I will not even say, though I confidently believe, that 
the chronic state of the Treasury has been the most potent factor 
in the unfortunate disturbances of the currency through which 
we have passed. We complain of the policy which brought 
American business to a situation that por the Treasury and 
nearly everybody else into the hands the money changers. 
And I want to lodge in the public mind the historical fact that this 
country never has had a free-trade tariff that did not bring the 
Treasury of the United States to the street. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Grover Cleveland is not the only President 
who ever took the United States to a loan office in time of peace. 
If you will read the Statutes at Large, inning with the extra 
session of Congress of the Twenty-fifth Congress, you will see 
that he only followed where Martin Van Buren and James Bu- 
chanan had often gone before him. 

Now, in my judgment, it is not an accident that three Demo- 
cratic Administrations, far apart in time, have spent all their spare 
moments in consultation with syndicates about the price of bonds. 
The tariff- reform habit and the bond habit, historically considered, 
appear to be kindred infirmities, 3 in the same cause 
and manageable by the same remedies. We propose to handle 
them to-day exactly as Abraham Lincoln proposed to handle them 
fifty-four years ago when, as chairman of the committee of Whi 
members of the legi of Illinois, he drew up and publishe 
an address to the people of that State, and, acount to the news- 
paper which I have here, offered the resolution which I will read, 
in order that you will see how perfectly akin Dingleyism and Lin- 
colnism are, when examined in the light of history. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] This is the resolution: j 

Resolved, That a tarif of duties on imported goods Riek erin sufficient 


revenue for the ent of the necessary expenses of the National Govern- 
ment and so ad. as to 8 American industry is indispensably nec- 
essary to the prosperity of the American people. 


That sounds just like the Governor. [Laughter.] But Mr. 
Lincoln went on; and I wish you to listen to this, my Democratic 
friends. I wish I could reach the ears of the whole business com- 
munity of the United States, for never in the history of the world 
has there appeared so robust an intellect, so faithful a leader of 
the people, so rugged an example of plain common sense, Mr. 
Lincoln wrote in part as follows: 

The question of revenue we will now briefly consider. For several years 
past the revenues of the Government have been unequal to its expenditures— 

That sounds exactly like Governor DINGLEY’s opening speech, 
does it not? 
and consequently loan after loan, sometimes directly and sometimes indi- 
rectly in form, has been resorted to. By this means a new national debt has 
been created, and is still growing on us with a rapidity fearful to contem- 
plate—a rapidity only to be reasonably expected in time of war. This state 
of things has been produced by a pro unwillingness either to increase 
the tariff or resort to direct taxation. But the one or the other must come. 
Coming expenditures must be met and the present debt must be paid, and 


money can not always be borrowed for these objects. The system of loans 


ust soon explode. It is a system not 

— 5 . that must hon fail and leave us desti- 

tute. As an individual who undertakes to live by borrowing soon finds his 

iginal means devoured by interest, and next no one left to borrow from, so 
must it be with a government. 

I commend these words that I have found here on the yellow 

of the old Sangamo Journal of Springfield, of March 10, 
1848. to the considerate judgment of this House. We are prepared 
for the ordinary criticisms of the free-trade orator of to-day. We 
welcome the rather explosive utterances of my friend from Ala- 
bama. But I say to him and all who join with him that the 
American people are not with you. They are with us, as we try to 
find our way back past the broken fortunes and the ruined business 
of the last four years to the platform and principles of Abraham 
Lincoln. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

The average annual deficit of the last four years has been 
$50,000,000, and this year it is likely to reach $65,000,000. That 
indicates that we must raise in the neighborhood of $75,000,000 
a year more than we are now raising in order to save the busi- 
ness reputation of the Government from reproach, and to make 
the Treasury comfortable. Now, that is not an easy thing to 
do. We of the Committee of Ways and Means have worked 
upon the question day and night for three months, We realize 
probably as well as anybody in this House the imperfections of 
our labors. We have been compelled to take from the free list 
many articles made free by the act of 1894, and even some made 
free by the act of 1890. But we have done the best we could to 
give you a revenue bill that will produce money enough to meet 


the financial exigency in which the Government is placed. Of 
course it is not always possible to calculate and forecast with abso- 
lute accuracy the importations of a given year. If we have erred, 
we have erred in favor of the Treasury, and not against it; for we 
have learned by experience, in case the revenue should prove redun- 
dant, how much easier it is to cut it down than itis to build it up. 

So that, whatever the reponga abridgment of free im orts, we 
may with assurance look forward to the time when erican 
commerce shall again handle a free list equal to the free list of 
1890, when, witbout injury to a single domestic interest, 60 per 
cent of our imported merchandise entered into consumption 
absolutely free of duty. 

There is another thing about this bill that commends it to me, 
though it seemed to disgust my friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
MoLAURIN], and that is the effort that has been made in this bill 
to adequately protect the natural resources of the United States. 
I quite agree with him that the early protective tariff bills seem 
rather to have aimed to take care of the labor employed in the 
factories than of the interests of labor employed on the farm, in 
the mines, and in the forests. 

For instance, it was the pitiful 40 cents a ton on coal, insisted 
on by the Senate, which called from the Executive that dramatic 
denunciation of the law of 1894, which left the Fifty-third Con- 
gress with a permanent reputation of perfidy and dishonor, Yet 
the President e. ted us to give free admission to the coals of 
Nova Scotia without even asking the Dominion Government to 
consider the justice of taking off the Canadian duty on coal sent 
to them from the United States. This bill corrects that blunder, 
restores theold duty on coal, and exercises a just care for the men on 
our on railways and in our own mines, by giving to Americans 
the right to sell coal to Americans. 

Now, originally the American farm, except in some textile 
fibers, was entirely without competition, and for that reason no 
duties were needed to protect the ordinary prodncts of the farm. 
But that state of things no longer exists in the United States, 
Last year Mexico sent to us nearly 300,000 head of cattle. I re- 
ceived a telegram night before last from a packing house in Chi- 
cago, stating that the proposed duty of $6 on Mexican cattle was 
8 and adding that they were buying their canners in 

exico. I replied that the duty of $6 on Mexican cattle was in- 
tended to be prohibitory, and that we had canners for sale out in 
our own Western States. [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
8 side.] Last year the Dominion of Canada and I should 

ike to have the attention of our friend from Missouri [Mr. 

Dockery|—poured into the American market place, a market 
place helpless and distracted, millions of dollars’ worth of the or- 
dinary products of the farm. 

Against that state of things, whether the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERY] knows it or not, the American farmer has 
complained, and his complaint has reached the ears of the com- 
mittee which . these schedules. I do not know but what 
we shall live long enough to be able to get into Canada without 
going out of the United States [applause]; but until that time 
comes I intend to support no tariff law that does not set before 
the American farm the shield of the same law that shelters the 
American factory. 8 It is in vain for any man, even 
so distinguished a man as my friend from Missouri Mr. Dock- 
ERY], to undertake to belittle these provisions of the proposed law; 
for, in point of fact, they deal with the largest productive inter- 
ests of the American people. There must be something a little 
out of the way in a man’s intellectual make-up who, in the pres- 
ent state of statistical knowledge, can stand on this floor and 
deride the efforts we have made to secure to the farmers of the 
United States an advantage in the use of the market places of 
their own country. 

I live in a State almost entirely devoted to agriculture; and if 
our people out there had no other interest in a protective tariff 
except its indirect effect on the American market place, if they 
had no foreign competitors, as my friend [Mr. DockERY] claims, 
I should still feel authorized to appear for them in behalf of this 
bill, because if there is one thing that we have learned by experi- 
ence; and a bitter experience at that, it is the hardship and burden 
of trying tosell farm produce in a market place stricken and pros- 
trate by the idleness of a population once busy and prosperous. 
[Applause.] The farmers of the United States, my brethren, are 
eager, not for the fabled markets of the world; they are ene 
ing for the music of the old factory bell, calling back the idle mil- 
lions to the deserted workshops of the United States. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Theroar of furnaces that are now cold, 
the noise of looms that arè now silent, will mean a good deal to 
the working people of the United States. It will mean not less 
to the scattered households on distant prairies remote from smoke 
and noise where, for four years, industrious men have seen the 
fruits of their toil waste in the fields that produced them. 

Open the Statistical Abstract of the United States. What do 
these Tiara mean? The consumption of wheat fallen off in thè 
United States a bushel and a half for every man, woman, and 
child in it; the consumption of corn fallen off nearly a billion 
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bushels in a single year. Gentlemen, there is“ the skeleton in the 
corncrib,” if you will pardon a phrase from your friend Governor 
Carpenter, of Iowa, affectionately remembered by the older mem- 
bers of this House. z i 

I stood last winter at a street corner in the city of New York 
and saw the hungry multitudes waiting to be fed 9 the hand of 
Christian charity; and as I looked upon that general assembly of 
poverty, that rendezvous of human misery, I said to myself, Here 
is a facsimile of the free-trade famine of 1855, described by Horace 
Greeley in the old New York Tribune, when before his eyes thou- 
sands of men 77 5 like wild beasts for a place at A. T. Stewart's 
daily banquet of free-trade che a : 5 2 

On January 15, 1855, the Tribune printed this picture of life in 
the commercial metropolis of the country: 

Whois hungry? Goandsee. You that are full fed and know not what it 

to be hungry—perhaps never saw a hungry man—go and see. and see 
thousands, men and women, boys and girls, old and young, black and white, 
of all nations, crowdin; and jostling each other, almost fighting for a first 

nce, acting more like hu wolves m human be: a land of 

plenty, waiting till the food is ready for distribution. Such a scene may be 

nm every day between II and 2 o'clock around the corner of Orange and 
‘Chatham streets, where charity gives a dinner to th 
bread their bl ilie: 


0 
gave food to 2,256. In the Sixth 
Shari urday, Jam 13. And this is only one day in one ward. 
Meanwhile, cabins of a ike nature are being enacted all over th city. 

Gentlemen, you may talk of silver and gold until your friends, 
in an undertone, begin to express their alarm. [Laughter.] You 
may argue about bonds and mortgages and and capital 
and labor until the wheels in your head revolve like a velocipede 
but you will never get back prosperity in the United States until 

ou give back to the American people the work and that 
ey lost four years ago. [Applause.] The first step in that 
direction is to stop buying our goods in Europe and Asia and to 
resume the steady Republican habit of making them for ourselves. 
[Applause on the Republican side,] In that the American farmer 
is your ally, offensive and defensive, enlisted for the whole con- 
test for a live market place and the right to live in it. We must 
have a larger and a steadier demand for our crops and a higher 
price for them. We understand that in Iowa as well as anywhere 
else, but we do not want prices doubled by the legal debasement 
of the standard coin of the realm. That is mere child’s play, even 
if it did not produce misfortune, in the midst of which all solvent 
business enterprises would perish. 5 ; 

Professor Fiske, in his History of the United States, says that in 
Boston during the Revolution corn sold for $150 a bushel. If we 
have political friends out in Nebraska and elsewhere who are 
anxious to do something for us, why do they not do something 
handsome, Iike that? [Laughter.] But the historian gravely adds 
that it was paid for in continental money, which was not worth a 
continental. “aE, abe High prices, of course; exactly as if 
you should make a foot out of 6 inches; instead of standing before 
you, a timid traveler toward the tomb, I should loom up in this 
stately presence a gigantic Populist statesman, 12 feet high. 
[Laughter.] Gentlemen, the farmers of the West do not want 
prices doubled by the cyanide process. [Laughter.] mts 

We know that the existing farm prices can be multiplied by 
three without damaging anybody’s interests and without depreci- 
ating a single note or clipping a single coin of the realm. Weknow 
that absolutely, for we were on earth in the early autumn of 1892 
and saw it done. [Laughter and applause. ] e have a favor to 
ask of this Congress, and it is to give us back our customers. 
We need families for our customers instead of tramps, men with 
time checks in their pockets instead of soup tickets. [Applause.] 
We look to this bill with anxiety and hope and courage, not only 
because it undertakes to restore the ruined occupations of Ameri- 
can labor, but because it contains in it the machinery that will 
enable our Government to abate the unjust restrictions that for- 
eign Somane have imposed upon the admission of our breadstuffs 
and meats. 

The nations of Europe which have enforced fraudulent sanitary 
decrees against the live-stock industry of the United States will 
find in this measure influential motives to deal with the American 
farm in justice. I do not pretend to say that we will get back all 
the advantages we enjoyed under the legislation of 1890. It is a 
hard thing in this world to get back all that you throw away. 
The Fifty-third Congress, with its eyes shut, with its mouth open, 
and its ears stopped, threw them all into the sea, and we may never 
live long enough to get them all back. But I venture to express 
the hope and the opinion that we will make a sure and steady 
progress toward the conditions which in 1891 enabled us to enter 
on fair terms all the market places of Spanish America and of 
central Europe. A government that buys in pr rous years a 
billion dollars’ worth of merchandise abroad has nobody but itself 
to blame if its industries are left at the mercy of the horse doctors 
of foreign countries. [Applause.] 


The original scheme of reciprocity, brought forward by Mr. 
Blaine, proposed to use wool as well as sugar for the basis of 
reciprocal ents. Only one of them was available then, and 
neither one of them is entirely available now, because the state of 
the Treasury requires the sugar duties and forbids the sugar 
bounties. But the elasticity of the duties on sugar and other 
articles mentioned in section 3 of this measure will, in the judg- 
ment of those who have carefully examined the question, enable 
the United States to find a working basis for new reciprocal 
agreements. Itis not likely that the time will ever come when 
we can use free wool asa part of the mechanism of reciprocity, 
for the reason that free wool, in the long run, means foreign wool, 
and no policy that sends the people abroad for their clothes is con- 
sistent with the independence of the country. I know that that 
view of the case has little weight with the present-day fanatics of 
free trade, but our fathers understood it, and for my I pre- 
fer the wisdom of Andrew Jackson to any form of wisdom that 
has ever since issued from the State of Tennessee. [Laughter 
and applause, } 

The proposed bill reclassifies the clothing wool, notwithstanding 
the statement of my friend from Colorado [Mr. BELL] to the con- 
trary. Itputsintheclassof clothing wool all the woolsof the world 
that can be used for clothing wools, and it restores the protective 
rates of 1890, in order that the American flocks may not be further 
scattered and in order that agriculture may enter ppn and possess 
this half-occupied field of domestic production. The existing law 
was in gontonay framed to give cheap wool to the factories, and 
it accomplished that, incidentally putting most of them into the 
hands of a receiver. [Laughter.] Therein lies a double afflic- 
tion on the American farm, because no rate of duty, as my friend 
from South Carolina ought to know, is worth anything to the 
farmer unless the factories of the United States are busy, since the 
American clip must either be sold in the United States or kept 
over as a souvenir of legislative stupidity. [Laughter.] 

The woolen factories of New England, which my friend from 

South Carolina talked about, never asked for free wool; and they 
pare it with doubts and fears; nor is it too much to say that 
all their fears have been realized, for the statement made yester- 
day by our honored leader [Mr. DINGLEY], as to the effect of 
this legislation on the farm and factory and on the Treasury is 
fully corroborated by the official reports. It was intended only to 
slaughter the sheep; it has operated to slaughter the factories and 
to slaughter the Treasury. ey said that the price of wool would 
be kept up by the activity of the mills, and the revenues of the 
Government would be kept up by the activity of the custom-house. 
Their theory is as beautiful as any dream that ever grew in the 
imagination of man. We were not only to hold our own, but we 
were to go out with our free-wool cloth and divide with Bradford 
and Chemnitz the job of clothing the naked inhabitants of the 
earth. [Laughter.] 
That was the theory. What has actually happened may be 
stated in a few plain words and figures. Tenmillion sheep driven 
to the slaughter; 80,000,000 pounds of American wool displaced 
in our own market; the importation of cloth multiplied by 2; 
half the woolen mills idle and locked up, and the other half on 
scant wages and short time; the Treasury of the United States 
$21,000,000 shy [laughter]; our choice and select gentry vai! yobs 
ing themselves in German, English, and French clothes, and the 
rest of us shinning around in overcoats purchased during Harri- 
son’s Administration. [Applause and great laughter. ] 

Mr. MAGUIRE. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, 
RoE: not the remedy for that be to do away with the civil-service 

es? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Possibly that might help in the case of some 
of the gentleman’s constituents. pauses] Now, oo 
we propose to stop the slaughter of American flocks. at is the 
first thing. We propose to reopen the doors of the American fac- 
tory; that is the second thing; and we propose to put $40,000,000 
into the Treasury every year instead of 820,000, 000: that is the 
third ae What we have done we have done in the face of the 
world and before theeyes of all men, and I tell you right now that, 
so far as I am concerned, I welcome the lightning calqulators of 
the Democratic party to begin their figuring on the McKinley ad 
valorems [laughter], and I will tell you another thing, gentle- 
men. Yoursympathy for the poor man compelled to work a week 
for his clothes and another week to get them out of the custom- 
house has grown somewhat stupid and ridiculous in the glare of 
experience. 

t is my judgment about it. Besides, your sympathies have 
taken another channel since you made your last attack on the 
protective tariff. It is an embarrassing thing for many of yoa 
that the old fountain of grief, the historic reservoir of woe, has 
been set in the background, and the entire party has been sum- 
moned to abandon the robber tariff and gather around the crime 
of 1873 and there pour out their sorrow, as devout pilgrims gather 
at the wailing place of the Jews, just outside the broken walls of 
the city, to make their lamentations over the waste places of Zion. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 
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It will be an embarrassing experience to most of you gentlemen and burdened and pi for so many years that they tumbled 
to put aside annual catalogue of the people’s burdens, attrib- | over each other into ptey the very moment the relief expe 
uted heretofore to the tariff, to lay away the stump speeches of a | dition appeared around the corner. ughter and 


lifetime, in order Say the new issue a chance to get its breath, 
[Laughter.] Nor will the embarrassment be any less for the rea- 
son that most of you have been denouncing us for keeping the 
people out of the blessings of cheap goods, when now nearly all 
of you haye become the apostles of a faith whose express object 
is to double the prices of everything in this world, now grown too 
low for human comfort and safety. [Laughter. 

It must come hard for a man like y. friend from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] to excha one warehouse of sympathy for 
another in that way, and as I listened to him by the hour yester- 
day trying not to do it, I could not keep from admiring the ease 
and with which his great Ne leader was able to trans- 
fer his entire emotional plant to the new location the moment he 
made up his mind that it was better adapted to the old business. 

Laughter and applause.] Those of us who were members of the 
ifty-second Congress will find it hard to forget that theatrical 
appeal of hisin behalf of the young married couple, caught in 
death grip of the protected man laughter]; but as 
many of you were not then present to hear it, I intend to read a 
few lines of it, Shone Iam well aware how far my r render- 
ing of it is below the level of that eloquence which has since 
raised the roofs of half the railway stations in the United States, 
[Laughter.] He said: 

When some young man selects a young woman who Be trust her 
future to his strong right arm, and they start to build a little home, that 
home which is the unit of society, upon which our Government and our 
prosperity must rest—when they start to build this little home— 

What happens? He tells you. He says that the lumber man 
reaches out and robs them, the table-cover man reaches out and 
robs them, the glassware man reaches out and robs them, the car- 
pet man reaches out and robs them, the paint and oil man reaches 
out and robs them, everybody they buy anything of reaches out 
and robs them—all by virtue of the protective tariff — 
and finally they pass naturally and easily into the poorhonse, if, 
indeed, they escape the fate of those other citizens of Nebraska 
whom the villainous barons still pursued, chased up the cannibal 
tree, and danced around it until the life of the victims was extinct. 
[Great laughter and applause.] i 

Now, after having delicately conveyed a young married couple 
through the poorhouse to the grave, you would think a fellow 
would let them stay there, would you not? But he has not done 
50. He has dug them up; and if you e wins at a picnic 
in western Pennsylvania last fall, you would have seen 
there in the flesh, and still in the society of their friend and pa- 
tron from Nebraska. C= laughter.) How do I know that? I 
know it. Here is what he said at that picnic: 

g commu — man- finds 
CCT 
arm, and they start out to build a home 

You see they are the same people. [Great laughter. 

Now, what were they doing out there at that farmers’ picnic in 
Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 

ired 


[Cries of Go on! T 

. SWANSON and others asked that Mr. DOLLIVER be allowed 
time to conclude his remarks, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to thank these gentlemen for the 
: uest and the Committee of the Whole for its courtesy. 

os friends, that is the most versatile gon married couple 
that ever appeared in the tics of the United States. For ten 
ears they have been on exhibition out in my country at the front 

r of the chamber of tariff horrors that has been maints by 

the Democratic managers for the entertainment of the public [great 
laughter], and I do not doubt that for the next ten years they will 
appear over the United States under the management of the 
same political fakirs to illustrate the horrors of the gold standard. 

But, my countrymen, the American people are weary of all that. 
They do not ask anybody to tell them that the times are hard. 
They do not ask anybody to come to them and tell them that busi- 
ness is depressed; that all enterprises languish. All this they know. 
And they know, by the almanac, the hour of the day, when these 
things befell them; and there is no earthly use for my friend from 
Missouri or my friend from South Carolina to try to hustle us back 
to 1873. You can not get us past the 4th day of November, 1892, 
to save your lives. [Laughter and applause. ] We know the ex- 
act day when the evils that have troubled us came upon us. We 
know with absolute certainty out in my State that whatever has 
happened to us has happened in thelast four years. And thegreat 
majority of our people attribute it to the returns of the election of 
1892. 


Of course every now and then you have somebody coming along 
with another explanation. Every now and then some fellow says 
that our disaster was the ultimate and legitimate result of 5 
years of protection; that is to say, that the people had been rob 


applause, 
Others say that the cause could not have been lig s a ty 
third Congress did, because the trouble came before the Fifty-third 
Congress convened. That is so; but the trouble did not come 
untilafter the Fifty-third Congress was elected; and in my humble 
judgment that election was a more potent factor in the s msion 
of pot than anything that the Fifty-third Congress did or did 
not do. 

From the hour of that election the American people suffered 
all the tortures of bankruptcy, exactly as a prisoner condemned 
to death loses his interest in earthly affairs, even though all the 
bailiffs of the court come to him and tell him, Cheer up, m 
friend, you are not to be hanged for six months yet.” (Laughter. 

T have often thought, and perhaps sometimes have said, ‘that the 
threatened revolution of our industrial affairs, when once thé 
Democratic party was in position to execute their threat, is alone 
sufficient to account for the sus ion of business in the United 
States, and that absolntel without regard to the merits of the 
8 they pro; m 

. ME 3 the eman it me a question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certain! = 8 a 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I should lke first to read a few lines. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I must object to the gentleman reading any- 
thing. I will entertain his question with t pleasure. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Lask permission to read about ten lines. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Lam compelled to decline the gentleman’s 
request, because I am crowding out others who are entitled to 


Mr. MAGUIRE. I realize that. I simply ask the gentleman 
how he would explain the industrial depression ocenrring between 
1873 and 1878, the depression proper commencing in 1875 under 
the highest protective tariff that any country had ever had up to 
that time—a depression which Mr. Carroll D. Wright, in his re- 
port, says Was the severest depression we ever had before or since. 

Mr. DO Well, Mr. Carroll D. Wright ought to be out 
in some parts of the country now. [Laughter. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is the retort which is always given to 
that question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I wish to finish my speech. Iam not ambi- 
tious to compose a catechism; but I say to my friend that as I 

the panic of 1873 was produced by the depreciation 
and disorder of the currency of the United States. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I admit that as a cause which operated for 
two years before the commencement of the ic in 1875. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But that it disa and remained out of 
the sky of our politics from the day that the American dollar was 
of known and stable value throughout the world. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

I ay that without regard to the character of the legislation pro- 
posed by that Congress, the mere election, the success of the threat 
at the: Was enough to account for all that followed. Isuppose 
the. bi ter down in St. Louis who plastered the dead walls 
of that town the other day with the announcement, Tornado 
coming,” is wondering to this hour what there was about the 
show that emptied the places of popular amusement, closed 
the public schools, and drove half the population down to their 
cellars, besides creating a local sentiment on the crest of which 
the theatrical agent was enabled to hurriedly leave town. augh- 
ter.] Ibelieve that the millennium, if advertised to occur at a given 
time, would stop business at least long enough to let peo fo seo 
what a genuine millennium looks like; and, of course, a 
millennium, looking more like the crack of doom than the dawn 
of perfect day,” would operate even worse. [Applause.] 

So that in my humble judgment 5 of the United States 
are right when they attribute nearly the calamities that have 
come upon us to the unfortunate result of the election of 1892. 
Of course there are a good many people who say that it was the 

of the Sherman law that caused this trouble; there are 
0 who say that it was the enactment of the Sherman law 
that didit. Ihave examined both contentions, and take stock in 
neither. The Sherman law was repealed at an opportune time. 
If it had been repealed before the panic came, the people 
would have believed that its repeal brought on the ic; and if 
its repeal had ena to stay the tide of industrial misfortune, 
the people would have laid the panic to its enactment. As it is, 
every man whose intsllectual apparatus is not entirely obsolete 
may feel sure that the misfortunes in the midst of which we are 
wandering originated neither in the enactment nor the repeal of 
the Sherman law of 1800. But I would not, even in my zeal for 
an explanation of this phenomenon, by any means acquit the 
Fifty-third Congress of its share in this awful responsibility. 

The Wilson law still stands, and has for three years stood on the 
statute books of the United States, stealing the revenues from 
the Treasury, wasting the resources of the people, stealing away 
the earnings of American labor, taking from the American farm 
its market place in the United States and in the world. That law 
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stands on the statute book to-day, and brings this Congress to- 
gether in extraordinary session. Now, ordinary sessions of Con- 
gress do not attract any public interest, except a languid expres- 
sion of relief sometimes when tho session is at an end. Th 
American people, in extraordi times, look to Congress ve 
much as the F 5 astorm, 
not particularly because he expects anything, but use every- 
thing else has been washed overboard. {Laughter.] Nor is this 
slim and feeble faith of the people in Congress entirely to bé 
reproved; for in the world in which we live the most that is done 
for us—and you will pardon the figure—we have got to do for our- 
selyes. So 1 any man e ts the American Congress to lift all 
the burdens from society by an enacting clause, or to make the 

thway of business easy and satisfactory by a joint resolution, 
ie is chasing the gleam of a vain hope. s ; 

There are no miracles in the everyday business world in which we 
live. Itisasteady, arduous, difficult, and often discouraging moye- 
ment. Congress can do something both for and against, but not 
everything either for or against, though vastly more against than 
for. If the American people ever get their 1 back, it Will 
come by their own individual enterprise and courage, not by edict 
and proclamation, but by the honest and careful settlement of 
conditions favorable to industry and investment. If William 
McKinley has been described as an advance agent, hastening to 
the seat of government in order to deliver prosperity to the people 
from the east portico of the Capitol in a few well-chosen wor 
the conception belongs to the world of dreams, and not tothe earth 
on which we live. No man bears any such relation to the pros- 

rity of a great people; but a man may stand, and I reverently 
belleve that William McKinley does stand, as the chosen instru- 
ment in the hand of Providence to restore in the United States a 

ublic policy under which the American people have never yet 
failed, y their own hard work, to secure, out of the resources of 
their own country, a fair level of prosperity, a reasonable reward 
for their labor, and a reasonable dividend on their investments. 
(Continued applause on the Republican side. ] 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The committee informally rose; and the Speaker signed enrolled 
joint resolutions of the following titles: k 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 25) amending a joint resolution con- 
tinuing in force section 2 of the act approved June 3, 1896, en- 
titled “An act to repeal section 61 of ‘An act to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,“ 
which became alaw August 28, 1894; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately available the 
appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates óf the House of Representatives; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 33) making immédiately available ap- 

ropriations for the payment of session 1 of the House of 
Representatives during the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress; 


an 
Joint resolution (S. Res. 7) regulating the distribution of public 
documents. 
THE TARIFF, 


The committee resumed its session. 
[Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. NorTHway haying 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed a joint resolution of the following title} in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 18) directing the Secre of War tofur- 
nish tents to the sufferers from the floods in the Mississippi River. 


THE TARIFF, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that he has 
offered time for the balance of the afternoon to twenty-three dif- 
ferent gentlemen, and none of them has expressed a desire to 
speak at this time. So far as the Chair knows, no other gentleman 
desires to speak this afternoon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do 1 understand that no gentleman desires 
to Cy the floor at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman has expressed that desire to 
the Chair, and the Chair has offered time to twenty-three different 
gentlemen. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr, Cock- 
RAN of Missouri, would like to occupy about twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will be very glad to recognize the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I haye listened 
with interest, and I hope not entirely without profit, to the exposi- 
tion of the formula 8 by the gentlemen of the other side 
for the alleviation of the country's ills, They tell us that the bill 


under consideration, avowedly intended to largely increase the ex- 
poon of 1 by increasing the prices of the necessaries of 
ife, will do the Work. 

Mr, Chairman, I recall nothing that occurred in the recent cam- 
paga wWattanting thissupposition. Finance, not the tariff, was the 
subject of discussion during therecentcampaign. Historyis bein 
fepeated In 1892 the money oligarchy supported Cleveland, an 
he tariff was the sole topic of discussion. rdly had the result 
been announced when he turned his back upon the Democratic 
party, joined the Republicans, and began a crusade for the com- 
plete demonetization of silver. Nowa Republican occupies the 
White House. Mr. McKinley’s election could not have occurred 
without the aid of Cleveland and the money bags back of him. It 
was brought about by means disgraceful to the candidate and to 
the party that nominated him, and, in so far as argument figured 
in Hanna's campaign, the issue was the reformation of the finances. 
Mr. McKinley's supporters did not deny that a money famine pre- 
vailed everywhere except at the money centers. They admitted 
that this was the evil to be remedied, and contended that they and 
they alone could be safely trusted to afford relief. They admitted 
that our currency system was in disorder; that under the existing 
laws the vast agricultural regions were being reduced to poverty 
and despair; but contended that the success of the Democratic 
nominees and the enforcement of the financial policy enunciated 
5 — the Chicago platform would intensify instead of curing the 

iction. 

To maintain their hold upon the Government, in 1892 the stock 
jobbers and dollar mongers took charge of the Democratic con- 
vention, nominated the distinguished ex-sheriff of Buffalo for the 
Presidency, and in every part of the country raised the shib- 
boleth of tariff reform, and it was carried to triumphant victory. 
But the Cleveland Administration was devoted wholly to an effort 
to render the gold standard perpetual in this country. Now, Mr. 
McKinley succeeds his great friend and supporter by the help of 
men who placed Cleveland in the White House, after a campaign 
in which currency reform was the only subject seriously discussed, 
and announces thatthe tariff is the only subject worthy of the con- 
sideration of his Administration. Howsweetly the goldbug breth- 
ren dwell together in unity! Major McKinley seems to forget that 
he was enthusiastically supported by the free traders of New Eng- 
land and New York, on the ground that the finances and not the 
tariff needed attention, as Cleveland forgot that he was elected to 
the Presidency by the farmers, who expected tariff reform and not 
a crusade against silver. 

Last year the money question was paramount. Here and there 
a puny voice demanded a return to McKinleyism, but the occa- 
sional cry of the lonely protectionist was drowned by a thousand 
voices demanding a reformation of the finances. This it was that 
marshaled to the support of McKinley and Hobart the inventors, 
followers, and lickspittles of an Administration, Democratic in 
name but distinctly Republican in its policies. For I call atten- 
tion to the fact that while every means fair and foul was resorted 
to by Mr, Cleveland to insure the success of his campaign in fa- 
vor of the gold standard, as President never did he lift a finger to 
secure the enactment of tariff laws in harmony with the declara- 
tion of the Chicago platform, and that at the end of three years 
of unceasing warfare upon the party that placed him in power 
he went over bag and baggage to the enemy, and, thank God, has 
been there ever since. ere let him remain. He is congenial 
company, and his successor need only allow the works of Grover 
to remain untouched, and the triumph of gold monometallism 
will be complete. 

The Wilson bill is a protective measure, with few features to 
distinguish it from the enactments placed on the statute books by 

ublicans. The pretense that there is even a suggestion of free 
trade in it is ridict ous. Free trade, as a practical question, has 
had no place in political discussions in this country during this 
generation. It has been discussed as an academic question, but 
hot as a practical one. All parties have agreed that in this coun- 
try, under existing conditions, free trade, or anything nearly ap- 
proachingit,isimpossible. The enormous sums required to defray 
the expenses of the Federal Government can only be raised by 
levying duties upon imports, and these duties necessarily give home 
manufacturersan advantage over foreign competitors in the Amer- 
ican market. I assert, without the fear of successful contradic- 
tion, that revenue duties levied with no thought of affording pro- 
tection for the sake of protection would impose upon every item 
of every schedule in the bill now pending before this House the 
gross labor cost of the commodity in any part of the world, In 
zaon; as often as protection has been the subject of discussion in 
his Chamber its walls have echoed speeches demanding the impo- 
sition of protective duties equivalent to three or four times the 
labor còst of the commodities., Thedemand for the imposition of 
ese prohibitive duties has been based upon the pretense that 
ey were intended to cover the difference between the cost of 
labor in this country and Europe. Meantime vast combinations, 
undisturbed by competition from abroad, have taken shelter im 
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these infamous enactments and subjected the people of the con- 
tinent to unrestrained pillage and plunder. 

What evidence has been or can be produced to show that under 
the Wilson bill American manufacturers are unable to do a profit- 
able business? What manufacturing plant has closed on account 
of excessive . è know that hundreds have 
ceased operation because the poverty of consumers has left them 
without customers. We know that the people’s pockets are empty 
and that trade is stagnant because they areempty. We know that 
there is no demand for manufactu goods, but we know also 
that this is because the scarcity of money has curtailed demand, 
Thonsands are in rags and many more thousands in straightened 
circumstances, hence a slight demand for clothing. Thousands are 
hungry because they are without employment and destitute of 
money. If there has been a falling off in the output of the Ameri- 
can manufacturer, there has occurred a larger decline in the amount 
of foreign manufactures imported into this country. Scarcity of 
money accounts for one as well as for the other. 

Much stress has been laid upon the evil effects of the Wilson 
bill upon our wool manufacturers. I assert that, with a normal 
demand for woolen goods, our woolen manufacturers would pros- 
ad under the Wilson bill as they never have porpora hereto- 

ore. In the city in which I reside is one of the largest woolen 
mills in the country. Last year, more fortunate than most con- 
cerns of its kind, it found a steady demand for its product. The 
result was an unprecedented volume of business and satisfactory 
profits for its owners—the first it had earned in eight years, for, 
singular as it may seem to my friends on the other side of this 
Chamber, this same factory did not earn a dollar of profits nor 
declare a single dividend while the McKinley law of 1891 was on 
the statute books. [Applause. 

Gentlemen, what yonr constituents need is more money to buy 
goods with, and not higher prices for goods. What the manufac- 
turers need is higher paeen for farm products, so that the masses 
rag receive for their labor sufficient compensation to enable them 
to buy the necessaries of life. The people can not buy larger 
amounts of manufactured goods, at higher prices, than they have 
been buying at prices now prevailing. [Renewed applause. ] 

How can gentlemen persuade themselves that high or low tariffs 
are responsible for the existing depression? How can they shut 
25 eyes to the fact that for years, everywhere—throughont the 

Id World as well as in this country—industrial conditions have 
been similar? In Germany, where protective duties are highest 

d in free-trade England, the agriculturist, the small trader an 
shopkeeper, and the laborer—the humbler classes, comprising the 
vast majority of the population are in despair, and in every quar- 
ter of the globe debtors are being ground to powder. Over and 
oyer again the world’s greatest statesmen and economists have 
pointed to this dead level of misery—to misfortunes which prey 
alike upon all countries and all peoples—as affording conclusive 
evidence that the same cause operates everywhere to produce the 
same effect. 

Mr. Chairman, misery prevails everywhere, because everywhere, 
except in the countingrooms of the money centers, a money fam- 
ine prevails, A money famine which n with the demoneti- 
zation of silver in 1873, which has been increasing in intensity 
ever since, and which has caused and is still causing a shrinkage 
in the value of all forms of 5 and a corresponding increase 
in the value of money. The owners of money, mortgages, and 
ponds, and other beneficiaries of governmental favoritism, have 
12 while misfortunes unescapable by all others have multi- 
p 


Not content with monopolizing the money of the world, the 
great syndicates of the money centers have obtained mastery of 
éyery field affording opportunity for the monopoly of the natural 
resources of the earth, or for profit making, by virtue of govern- 
mental favoritism. They own the railroads, the ships that plow the 
deep, the coal mines, the forests, and the fisheries. They own the 
street-car lines, the telegraph, the telephone, the water works, and 
all utilities essential to the transaction of business. They preside 
over the trusts and combines that will profit by the enactment of the 
pending measure. By resort to the ample means provided by laws 
of their own enactment they have, through the medium of the 
modern corporation, organized a network of companies and com- 
bines which everywhere exercise the highest function of sover- 
eignty—the right to impose taxes. The bill under consideration 
is intended to clothe the tariff barons of the United States with 
this power of sovereignty. The license so long enjoyed by the 
great railroad magnates to arbitrarily fix the terms upon which 
the people may use the public highways clothes the stock jobbers 
and financial desperadoes of two continents with the taxing power, 
and they have exercised it with a wantonness and a disregard of 
the rights of mankind hitherto unheard of in the annals of the 
world. The coal barons stand next in the list of public enemies 
who, by the exercise of the taxing power, are preying upon defense- 
less humanity. The Standard Oil Company, the sugar trust, the 
steel-rail pool, the wooden-ware pool, the nail trust, the barbed- 


wire trust—the almost innumerable children of class legislation 
that for a quarter of a century have preyed upon the people, have 
been enabled to do so under the cover of governmental favoritism, 
and by exemption from prosecution for the violation of the laws 
of the country by the beneficiaries of laws conferring special privi- 
leges. And the entire brood of monsters are housed in the same 
countingrooms. 

1 of modern monopolies was devised by the classes 
who will be benefited by the passage of the pending measure, 
The money monopoly is the legitimate parent of every member of 
the family of corporation vampires that prey upon mankind and 
civilization. The people have set for themselves the task of killing 
the parent, to the end that thereafter they may discipline its rapa- 
cious progeny. Nothing that you can do will permanently divert 
them from this purpose; nothing can obscure the issue joined in 
1896. You may enact this law, as you undoubtedly will, avd 
others like it, in the vain hope that thereby the tariff and not tke 
money question will be made the paramount issue of American 

olitics. The ruse will fail. Our constituents and yours—Repub- 

icans, Democrats, Populists, all the pee t not legisla- 
tion intended to visit upon them the affliction of higher prices for 
the necessities of life, but legislation effectively reforming the 
finances. We differ as to methods but not as to the requirements 
of the situation. While ridiculing the plan proposed by the Dem- 
ocrats, you proposed another, and, by means and methods which 
I do not mean to discuss, have secured possession of the Govern- 
ment in all its branches. The people will hold you to the per- 
formance of your promise or scourge you from this Chamber for 
its nonfulfillment, and nothing that you can do, no artifice of 
which you are capable, will retire this question from considera- 
tion until “itis settled, and settled right.” i 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen discuss the existing world-wide de- 
pression of trade as if it had come upon mankind suddenly 
as if no one expected its visitation. Why, even before the fatal 
departure of 1873 the appalling consequences of that act were 
accurately foretold. A year before the passage of the law known 
as the demonetization act, one of England's most enlightened 
economists, after a critical examination of the bill, wrote to Mr. 
Hooper, of Massachusetts, then a member of this House and the 
one chargeable with the responsibility of the ge of the law, a 
letter sounding a note of warning, and faithfully picturing the 
appalling consequences that have followed. In reference to the 
section substituting the gold for the silver dollar as the unit of 
value, the writer expressed the fear that Mr. Hooper and other 
Americans had fallen under the influence of extreme British mono- 
metallists, and in conclusion said in substance that if the United 
States should take the initiative and other great nations should fol- 
low our example, and undertake to make the gold standard uni- 
versal, the attempt would be followed by consequences fatal to 
the prosperity of all nations and injurious to classes except 
owners of money and those who live on fixed incomes. I do not 
pretend to quote his exact words, but this is almost the exact lan- 
guage in which Mr. Ernest Seyd, of England, foretold the appall- 
ing evils about to be brought upon the world. Here was tore: 
shadowed the paralysis of trade, the stagnation of industries, the 
destruction of fortunes, the evictions from mortgaged homes, the 
suffering of labor, which have filled the world with despairin 
men, weeping women, and starving children, [Loud rel pa 
For want of time I forego 1 from others, notably many 
distinguished Americans, who a little later sounded a similar 


warning. : 

Mr. 8 upon what did these 7 predicate their 
forebodings? Why, upon a principle of monetary science that 
never has been and never will be questioned by a respectable 
authority. I challenge any gentleman on the other side to hazard 
his reputation by W the infallibility of the quantitive 
theory of money. Those who protest against increasing the vol- 
ume of currency on the ground that inflation would produce evil 
consequences recognize the quantitive theory. Those who protest 
against the contraction of currency recognize it. The objection 
to inflation is that it would produce an unhealthy increase in 
prices. The objection to contraction is that it would produce a 
ruinous decline in prices. If any proposition in economics is 
actually unassailable, it is that the quantity of money in circula- 
tion determines the price of commodities. Increase the volume 
of money in circulation and prices rise; diminish it, and they fall. 

What was more natural, then, than that political economists of 
all schools should have concurred in the belief that the experiment 
of gold monometallism, embarked in in 1873 and stubbornly con- 
tinued ever since, would be productive of the unhappy conditions 
now existing in all parts of the world? Here was a proposition to 
outlaw one-half the world’s supply of metallic money and to dimin- 
ish by one-half the source from which throughout all the ages it 
had been replenished: Metallic money is the basis of all forms of 
creditmoney. Todeplete the base was to necessitate the depletion 
of the superstructure of credit resting upon it. Hence, sooner or 
later, credits also must be scaled down. 
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But why make an argument to sustain this position? The Re- 
publican party recognized it and admitted the whole case made 
out by the Democrats by inserting in the St. Louis platform a 
demand for international bimetallism. This demand for interna- 
tional bimetallism was a plea of guilty to the indictment charging 
that the demonetization of silver was either a blunder or a crime, 
Loud applause on the Democratic side.] You admit the neces- 
sity of returning to bimetallism. What is this but an admission 
that the demonetization act of 1873 was the beginning of a financial 
8 essentially wrong and injurious in its inception and which 
is still wrong in theory and injurious in practice? The same men 
and the same influences now controlling the poe of the Govern- 
ment procured the enactment of the law of 1873, and they claim 
that they and they alone are capable of righting the mischief. If 
the passage of the law was a blunder, shall we trust the blunderers 
to apply a remedy? If a crime, shall the 3 of the crimi- 
nals be intrusted to their own hands? [Renewed applause.] 

And why do yon demand international bimetallism? Is it not 
because you know that on account of the scarcity of gold its pur- 
chasing power has immensely increased, and that this increase in 
the purchasing power of money has crippled all industries and 
impoverished all producers? If this is not true, then there is no 
necessity for the restoration of bimetallism. If it is true, how will 
higher tariffs, which mean higher prices for commodities, relieve 
the distress produced by a money famine which deprives millions 
of the ability to buy goods at any price? 

If the depression is the result of an unwise change in the mon- 
etary aya, why do gentlemen seek a remedy for a particular 
class of sufferers? If they are bent on pursuing this policy, are 
they quite sure that in selecting the manufacturers of this country 
as governmental favorites they are helping the chief sufferers? 
Have the tariff barons suffered greater misfortunes than the farm- 
ers? Are the classes who appeared before the Ways and Means 
Committee and clamored for the help of the Government being 
evicted from their homes by the New England loan and insurance 
companies? Who would be most benefited by bimetallism, whether 
brought about by international agreement or by independent ac- 
tion of this country—the owners of bonds and mortgages or the 
men who must pay these bonds and mortgages? I assume that 
everybody will agree that the debtors would be most benefited, 
The 8 is unescapable that the debtors have been the chief 
sufferers from the vicious financial policy which Republicans say 
can oy be displaced by international agreement, and which we 
contend must be displaced before the restoration of prosperity is 
made possible. Under such circumstances, how have you arrived 
at the conclusion that the money lenders and not the borrowers; 
the rich, and not the poor; the trusts, combines, and corporations, 
and not the people, should be made again and again and continu- 
ally the subjects of governmental favoritism. 

ALREADY THE BENEFICIARIES OF CLASS LEGISLATION 

Are the owners in fee simple of a large part of the continent and 
hold mortgages on the rest. For years they have had signs hung 
up at every crossroad west of the Mississippi advertising ‘‘ East- 
ern money to lend.“ Already the agricultural regions, East, 
West, North, South, are plastered with mortgages which repre- 
sent the profits of the beneficiaries of class legislation, and the 
cities, large and small, are only a little better off in this respect; 
so that in addition to ownership and control of all natural monop- 
olies, and to the monopoly of the production and distribution of 
most of the necessaries of life acquired under the shelter of class 
legislation, the projectors of the pending bill—the ones that will 
profit most by its p have mortgages covering nearly every- 
thing else. nese are the interests, these the persons, to whom a 
paternal Government is about to stretch out a helping hand. The 
passage of a law for their benefit is to be proffered to the country 
as a fulfillment of the promises by which thousands were induced 
to vote for McKinley, ‘‘sound money,” and a reformation of the 
finances. In a little while it will announced that the next 
thing in order is the passage of a law rendering the national bank- 
ing system ah eign „and the same gentlemen who are here to- 
day declaring that protection will restore pr ity will then be 
telling us that the perpetuation of national ks is the thing 
indispensable. Want of time precludes me from calling attention 
to more than one of the objectionable features of this system. 
The vast accumulations of money at a few of the great cities and 
the fact that the people of the interior are compelled to rely every 
day in the year upon these money centers for a supply of currency 
is attributable ost entirely to the operations of the national 
banking laws. 

Under the law the national banks in the interior must keep on 
hand 25 per cent of their depositors’ money. This reserve can not 
be loaned by the bank that owns it, but one-half of it may be de- 
posited ina New York national bank, then three-fourths of the 
amount thus deposited may be loaned. This sweeps millions of 
bank reserves that can not be loaned by the banks owning them 
into the vaults of Gotham to be loaned to the stock popes and 
forestallers of markets to the great ‘‘captains of industry,” and 
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to the horde of babbling “financiers? who are continually point- 
ing to the large accumulations of money in New York as an evi- 
dence that too much currency is the cause of the country’s ills. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Every line and syllable of 
existing financial peg and the policy pursued by successive 
administrations of the Treasury for twenty-five years have aimed 
at the same object—the concentration of capia at great banking 
centers. No remedy that does not reverse this policy will relieye 
the outlying districts from existing embarrassments, and norem- 
edy that proposes to accomplish this will ever meet the approval 
of the bankers’ oligarchy. 

Aside from the coinage of silver, various remedies have been 
suggested. And on what grounds have they been opposed? The 
repeal of the 10 per cent tax on State-bank circulation has been 
proposed, and forthwith the money monopolists have declared 
in a chorns that this would usher in another era of wild-cat money. 
Mr. Chairman, I am thoroughly convinced that no such danger 
would be incurred. With modern means of publicity and discus- 
sion it would be impossible to place upon the statute books of a 
single State a law providing for unsafe or insecure bank issues, 
It is not true that the free system of banking in vogue at the out- 
break of the great civil war did not afford stable and safe currency 
to the people. The era of the wild-cat bank had passed and the 
currency issued by the State banks was performing efficiently in 
almost every State in the Union the offices of a circulating me- 
dium. In specie holdings Louisiana stood next to New York, and 
when General Butler took possession of New Orleans ha found 
the people of that State conducting their business on a specie basis 
and the banks of New Orleans promptly redeeming their ‘‘ wild- 
cat notes” in gold and silver. B I can not go into this 
question extensively, but refer to it and appeal to the facts of his- 
tory to prove that under the system of free banking prevalent 
prior to the civil war it was impossible for a few great bankers 
and a few great money centers to corner the money supply of the 
country and thereby assert complete mastery over the commerce 
of a continent. 

Recurring more specifically to the measure under consideration, 
let us examine the fundamental question involved. The protec- 
tionists say they desire to reduce imports—that is, to prevent for- 
eign countries from disposing of their wares in the American 
market, I assert that you can not, by legislation or in any other 
manner, reduce imports without diminishing exports. The one 
must be substantially the counterpart of the other. In the dis- 
cussion of international exchanges the words buy” and sell“ 
are frequently used in such manner as to be misleading. Under 
normal conditions international exchanges take place without the 
use of money, and necessarily the exports and imports of a country 
are of about the same value; that is, unless one of the parties is a 
debtor to the other and uses commodities to discharge its foreign 
obligations. Under the management of the Wall street financiers 
this country has contracted an enormous indebtedness abroad, so 
that the factor of foreign indebtedness enters largely into the 
problem. We can not hope to export more commodities than 
are necessary to pay for our imports and to discharge our foreign 
Aso, erate Therefore the proposal to reduce imports is a pro- 
posal to reduce exports. The proposal to give American trusts 
a monopoly of the American markets is a proposal to bar Amer- 
ican farmers and producers out of European markets. In so far 
as the proposed legislation effectuates the object of its authors, it 
will operate as a two-ed sword against the American farmer, 
At home it will subject him to pillage; abroad it will bar the way 
to consumers, to whom alone he can expect to sell his surplus 
commodities. 

Butyou propose to give usreciprocity. Reciprocity with whom? 
The McKinley law gave us reciprocity, not with the great states 
of Europe, that consume the surplus agricultural products of this 
country, but with some of the Spanish-American countries and 
with some of the small islands adjacent to our coast. What did 
we send to the Spanish-American Republics? Agricultural imple- 
ments and farm machinery to be used in developing their wheat- 
fields that are now competing with our own. o was benefited 
by these reciprocity treaties? The same trusts and combines that 
were benefited by other features of the McKinley bill of 1891, and 
will be further benefited by the passage of the bill now under con- 
sideration. 

Since the inevitable consequences of this legislation will be to 
curtail the exports of American produce, why not entitle it An 
act to prevent the American farmer from marketing his produce 
in foreign countries?” Such a title would be just as appropriate 
as to callit “An act to protect and encourage American indus- 
tries.” [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side,] The 
exploits of the last Administration—for the retirement of which 
we are all truly Seger Beare an object lesson on this sub- 
ject. Early in 1893, as the result of an assault upon the currency, 
credit, and business interests of the country by that distinguished 
Republican leader, Grover Cleveland laughter -an assault par- 
ticipated in by that other great Republican leader, Mr. Sherman 
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. and supported and defended by an almost solid Repub- 
ican vote in both Houses of Congress shop-made panic was 
pompieren upon the country. e thumbscrews were applied 

y foreign and domestic creditors to coerce American public senti- 
ment into the adoption of a British financial policy. The Wall- 
street gang joined hands with their London pariners, and the panic 
was inevitable. An adverse balance of trade, caused by this shop- 
made object lesson, called for the exportation of large sums of 
ready cash. We did precisely what any other nation would have 
done under the circumstances. We did everything ible to 
restore a parity between imports and exports, Here, I say, is an 
object lesson, proving the correctness of the assertion that no 
country can expect to export commodities largely exceeding the 
value of its imports, for no country can find specie wherewith to 
pay for the imports. It must pay for them in commodities, 

Arr. Chairman, this is not the first time the gentlemen on the 
other side have undertaken to prescribe a cure for the ills of the 


peri Not afew of them, during the extra session of 1893, made 
eloquent hes advocating Mr, Cleveland’s unconditional-repeal 
policy recommended it as a panacea. So did the interest- 
ing tion usually described as gold Democrats. A combi- 


nation of nearly all the Republicans and a small number of Demo- 
crats in this Chamber sustained the President’s first assault upon 
the tenets of his party and the currency of his country. It was a 
forward movement in the consummation of the programme mapped 
out a ere of a century ago, and from that day until this the 
evil effects of the poliey of contraction, so long pursued, have been 
felt with increasing severity. 

The gentleman from Iowa pr DOLLIVER] has said that our 

rosperity closed in 1892, and that the change came when it was 
own that taxes were to be reduced. In the limited time at my 
disposal I can not pay the attention to this suggestion that I would 
like to, but I wish to remind him that under the Sherman law 
84.000, 000 a month was added to the currency. Under the Bland- 
Allison law, for a long period, $2,000,000 a month had been added 
to the currency. During this period did the country suffer from 
an oversupply of money? as complaint heard about the re- 
dundancy of currency? If not, this constant enrichment of the 
circulating medium was indispensable to the general welfare; and 
yet the policy of Cleveland, which substituted contraction for ex- 
nsion of the money supply, was championed by the Repub- 
icans on this floor and fastened upon the country by their votes in 
both Houses of Congress. When and where had the Republican 
leaders announced their intention to enter upon this fatal policy? 
What had been their reply to the demand of the Democrats, voiced 
in free-coinage laws, passed first by this House and later by the 
Senate? Had they at any time signified their intention to bar the 
white metal out of the mints absolutely? Nay, verily; their pro- 
fessions had been precisely to the contrary. 

While the Bland-Allison bill was in force they said, Are not 
twomillions a month in silver dollars 5 to the currency 
of the country? Is not that enough for all purposes? Does not 
that expand the currency as rapidly as business can expand?” 
And when, in 1891, in order to avoid placing a Republican Presi- 
dent on record upon the guenon the representatives of the Repub- 
lican party at this end of the Capitol substituted the Sherman law 
for an unconditional free-coinage act, what did they say? They 
said, “The law repealed by this act gave you only $2,000,000 a 
month additional currency, which is not 8 Se we give you over 
$4,000,000 a month.” And from the day of the enactment of the 
Sherman law down to election day in 1892 this was the reply of 
the Republican orators and statesmen to demands for the restora- 
tion of real bimetallism; this was the only answer to complaints 
continually made about the scarcity of money. And lo, in a few 
brief months, we found these same gentlemen cheek by jowl with 
Cleveland, lifting their hands in holy horror and declaring that 
the law of their own invention, the law attributed to the very 
chief of all the gold bugs, John Sherman, was responsible for all 
our misery. So was wiped from the statute books the only law 
that provided for the use of an additional ounce of silver in our 
currency, or the addition of a dollar to the country’s supply of 
currency. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time granted to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN] has expired. l 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman be extended. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I second the motion. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I desire only a little more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] will proceed. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The repeal of the Sherman law 
made matters worse. Now the same doctors recommend higher 
taxes. Now, how is this tariff law to produce a larger volume of 
commerce? I observe in Nebraska that the value of an acre of 
cultivated corn, 30 bushels to the acre, is in the neighborhood of $3. 
Now, suppose the farmer, after growing his corn and getting it into 
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the crib, should concludeto buy a coat worth $3 with the proceeds, 
On reflection he would probably say, No; I can not; I must pay 
the interest on my mortgage.” How are you going to sell him a 
a six-dollar coat when he is too poor to buy a three-dollar one? 
(Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. | 

I want to call attention toa remarkable thing in connection 
with the title of the proposed law. In 1890, when the McKinley 
law was enacted, it was called ‘‘An act to reduce the public reve- 
nnes and to encourage American industries.” Here to-day we 
have an act very much like the McKinley law, but it is called An 
act to increase the reyenues and to encourage the industries of 
the country.” What a wonderful measure! It fits all conditions, 
meets all exigencies. By its benign operation the factory wheels 
are to be set in motion; through its influence prosperity is to be 
brought to all the people, wherever sojourning or whatever the 
business in which they may be engaged, and no matter whether 
their purses are full or empty. 

In 1890 prosperity was to be brought by decreasing the revenues. 
The Mc ey bill was brought forward. You now pe ose to 
restore prosperity by increasing the revenues. The McKinley bill, 
or a measure dissimilar principally because it has a new name, 
is 2 forward. 

Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee and his Republican associates spent several months in the 
preparation of this bill, and now it is reported to us under a rule 
requiring the 3 to enter upon its discussion upon forty- 
eight hours’ notice. You spent months in preparing the measure 
and expect us to discuss it with barely two days for preparation. 
This is either a compliment to our intelligence or a reflection 
upon your fairness. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You 
either impute to us a degree of ability which you do not possess, 
for it took you ninety days or more to investigate the subjact, or 
you are depriving us of the right to know the nature of legislation 
affecting our constituents, upon which we are compelled to pass. 
There are a number of new members on the other side. I am not 
pprap for them. They do not want to know anything about 
this bill. [Laughter.] ey are willing to swallow it whole, 
and they expect the ublican masses to do the same thing. 

I know perfectly well that such an eloquent and entertainin 
speech as was made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER 
reflects a conscientious conviction upon the subject of the tariff; 
but I can not believe that all the Representatives of the farming 
States can look over the schedules of this bill with complacency. 
I will mention one item only. It imposes a tax of $2 a thousand 
on sawed lumber, thus restoring the bounty so long paid to the 
lumber kings as an inducement to destroy the American forests. 

The wholesale destruction of the forests of Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, and Minnesota was a crime against the people of the United 
States, a wanton violation of the mandates of history, and evinced 
a total disregard for the lessons of human experience. You have 
been paying a bounty for removing the forests from the great 
watersheds of the continent, and as a result have increased the 
ravages of annual floods, and have brought about climatic changes 
visiting frequent droughts upon large areas of the country. All 
this you have done, well knowing that foreign countries pay 
bounties for the planting of trees to atone for the folly of past 
centuries in destroying the woodlands. Recurring famines in 
Asia are attributed by scientists to the destruction of forests, as 
is also the impoverishment of the soil of the older countries. Yet 
many years ago you entered upon the destructive policy which 
you are about torenew. And this indefensible provision of this 
wholly indefensible measure will receive the Hi he of scores of 
Western members whose constituents must bear the burdens thus 
imposed, but receive no share of the profits. Who is to be bene- 
fited by the tariff on lumber? How many Western members have 
constituents who will parii pate in the booty? Will the farmers 
of Kansas, Iowa, Indiana, Illinois, Nebraska, Minnesota, or Mis- 
souri be benefited? Will Republican constitnencies in Western 
States tamely submit to this imposition, or will they agree with 
me in the opinion that instead of paying a bounty to induce mil- 
lionaires to cut down the forests, thus stuffing the purses of men 
who took good care to secure the ownership of the pine lands 
before they started in to protect American industries, it would 
have been the part of wisdom to plant more trees and extend the 
area of the forests of the continent? 

Examining the question of protection theoretically, we might 
admit the whole theory upon which the system is based, and yet, 
on account of the infamous method of its application, it would be 
indefensible. You contend that certain industries, or a large 
number of industries, need protection against foreign competi- 
tion. Obtaining assent to the proposition, you proceed to place 
upon the list of protected articles almost everything that enters 
into the daily consumption of the household. A Congressman with 
a pitiful little macaroni factory in his district feels constrained to 
vote for the infamous measure because macaroni is protected. 
The representatives of three or four States complacently vote to 
protect lumber because it ‘‘ benefits their States,” and probably 
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because the politics of their States is manipulated by the men who 
own the pine forests. In the end, asmany items are placed on the 
protected list in order to obtain the necessary votes to pass the 
measure as are placed there on the theory that particular indus- 
tries need protection. 

We hear, occasionally, murmurings on this side of the Chamber 
indicative of the baneful influence of this system of legislative 
logrolling. ‘‘ My section must have something because some other 
section obtains something” is the explanation made by many of 
the ag leg of 1 avowedly designed to pillage millions 
for the benefit of afew. I am op to the accursed system in 
its entirety. It picks the pocket of the consumer for the benefit 
of governmental favorites. It enriches classes 3 opulent at 
the expense of the humbler members of society. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Iam opposed to paternalism and every- 
thing rea a in paternalism. [ama Democrat. I believe that 
government should be confined within austere lines. It should 
provide convenient highways, accessible to all the people on pre- 
cisely even terms. The railway is the modern highway, and the 
Government and not the stockjobbers should control its operation, 
and name in detail the terms upon which it may be used by the 
citizen. This Government should provide a financial system in- 
accessible to the control of the usurer, responding to the necessi- 
ties of commerce and untainted by the intervention of the foreign 
money ngs, who for half a century have held the crowned heads 
of Europe in pawn and exercised almost unlimited influence upon 
the destiny of foreign countries. It should provide judicial tri- 
bunals, presided over by just men, untarnished by the icion of 
associations or pathies inimical to the faithful disc of 
official duties. Not the fostering care of a paternal government, 
but a vigorous enforcement of every law intended to protect the 
weak from the strong, is what is demanded and what should be 
accorded by public servants charged with the administration of 
the Government. Instead of 5 and combines by the 
imposition of taxes and tariffs upon the people, it should destroy, 
with righteous and ruthless hand, these oppressors of the people. 
Instead of conferring ial privileges upon the opulent at the 
expense of the poor, let us remember that the true province of 
Sipe ar a is to protect the weak against the encroachments of 

estrong. Let us study the lessons of history and learn that if 
you once commit this Republic to the policy of paternalism, and 
educate all the people to believe in its vicious maxims, free govern- 
ment will be Seya at an ree for 8 mg xigh a y 
enjoy special privileges and immunities by reason of legi ve 
enactments, so may another. The bestowal of special privileges 
upon one class is an invitation to other classes to ask some form 
of governmental favoritism. It introduces into the Republic all 
the vices of the monarchy, and will end in clothing the mere 
shadow, the specter of a dead Republic, with powers as absolute 
and prerogatives as cruel as ever were exercised by the wearer of 
a crown. 

Mr, Chairman, I have called attention to the enormous holdings 
of the influential and opulent classes of the Northeastern States. 
I had not expected to ad the House to-day, and am therefore 
not prepared to present official statistics illustrative of the unequal 
distribution of wealth in this country, which, I contend, results 
almost entirely from class legislation and the flagrant, notorious, 
and public violation of existing laws by the beneficiaries of class 
legislation. Who will a pt to defend the methods by which 
three or four syndicates obtained possession of all the railroads in 
the United States? I frequentlyhear it said that these roads were 
built with Eastern and foreign capital, and that without this East- 
ern and foreign capital they would not have been built at all, the 
inference boma that the people of these United States should feel 
under deep obligation to the Goulds, Garretts, Huntingtons, Stan- 
fords, and Vanderbilts. As a matter of faet, the enormous bonded’ 
debt resting on American railways, and the enormous issues of 
stock which are a charge upon their earnings, are only memorials 
of a course of lawlessness and rapine equaled only in the annals 
of times in which the night rider and the freebooter were paving 
the way to the ennoblement of their families by predatory inroads 
upon the property of theirhumblerneighbors. Most of the Ameri- 
can railroads were built long before this country became indebted 
to foreign capitalists to an extent necessitating the payment of 
$200,000,000 a year in interest. The Union Pacific, the Atlantic 
and Pacific, the Central Branch of the Union Pacific, the Kansas 
Pacific, the Northern Pacific, the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe— 
all the great trunk lines west of the Mississippi River were built 
with the proceeds of Government lands and the proceeds of Gov- 
ernment and municipal bonds, and when completed, were stolen 
and plastered with mortgages by a combination consisting of home 
talent and London stock brokers. 

First there came to Washington a company of New England 
patriots, intent upon doing a little something for the benefit of 
the country and a great deal for themselves. They bought states- 
men in job lots, stole the public domain, secured exceeding a 
hundred million of Government bonds, and built the roads out of 


the proceeds of these subsidies, worth in money twice or thrice 
the cost of their construction. Western communities voted mil- 
lions of city and county bonds to provide for the construction of, 
additional railroads. n came the era of railroad wreckin 
and consolidation. Jay Gould set the pace that was follo 
throughout the country. By judicial proceedings which were a 
mockery of justice, by manipulation of the stock exchanges, by 
the misapplication of the funds of corporations, by every means 
possible to be invented by knaves of exceeding shrewdness, the 
same men who now as guardians of the country’s honor and 
protectors of its credit seized and now hold possession of the great 
public highways built at the expense of the people and transferred 
to the hands of their present managers by means as lawless as 
are resorted to by the highwayman who takes one’s purse by 
violence. [Applause on the Democratic side.] In the manage- 
ment of the great properties thus obtained wanton disregard of 
. and private rights have become so common as to attract 

ittle attention. Commissions and tribunals, legislative enact- 
ments, and the judgments of courts have offered no impediment to 
this uniform course of lawlessness. What this country needs 
to-day, and what it will have before the contest between the To: 
pe and the classes is ended, is equal access to these great public 

ighways by every citizen and their equal use on even terms by 
Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
Government and not the stock jobbers should control the public 
highways and define the terms upon which they may be used by 
the people. Iam not in favor of the Government ownership of 
1 but I am opposed to the railroad ownership of Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him, I feel very much interested in his remarks, but we have an 
emergency resolution. I understand it can not be passed if the 
gentleman should proceed until 5 o'clock, and I would like very 
much to have consideration of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Task that tne gentleman be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks to-morrow morning. 

Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. I am thankful, but will not avail 
myself of that privilege. A tew words more will conclude my 
remarks. I warn the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
that what the farmer demands is the effectual reformation of the 
finances, access to more numerous markets, and better prices for 
his produce. All these things you have promised, and unless the 
legislation you propose shall redeem these promises you will be 
given the same treatment you were in 1892 and be again consigned 


every community, 


to obscurity. [Lond applauso] 
The CHAIR! 3 ithontobjection, the committee will now 
rise 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 379, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


SUFFERERS FROM FLOODS IN THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr, McCULLOCH, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up and ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of Senate 
joint resolution 18. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: z 
Joint resolution (S. R. 18) directing the Secretary of War to furnish tents to 

the sufferers from the sin the Mississippi River. 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to Forcu 1.000 tents, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to shelter 
and relieve the sufferers from the flood in the Mississippi River, and a suffi- 
cient sum of money is hereby appropriated, out ot any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the purposes of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. S MAN. I should like the tleman to state some 
reason why the Secretary of War should expend $15,000 for such 
3 as the Government does not own for the purpose of lend- 

them? 

r. McCULLOCH. I desire to say that in 1890 a similar resolu- 
tion, or perhaps it was in the form of a bill, passed Congress by whic! 
anumber of tents were purchased for the 1 of relieving citi- 
zens in Missouri, Ark usas, aud perhaps Tennessee. These tents 
are being used by the Secretary of War, but he has not a sufficient 
number to enable the people now suffering to be protected. This 
resolution, I would state to the gentleman from New York, has 
been submitted to the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and it meets his consent; and 
I hope the gentleman will not interpose any objection. 

Mr. S MAN. I understand, then, we need not expect any 
such resolution again until 1901, which is seven years, 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I can not state that. I know nothing, of 
what will be the workings of the wisdom of the great Disposer of 
all events. Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.“ 
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Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman from Ilinois is satisfied, I 
will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? fone a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. and pasen 

On motion of Mr. McCULLOCH, a motion to reconsider the 
Pate) by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 
table. 
The SPEAKER. It being near 5 o’clock, the Chair will, with- 
out objection, declare the House to be in recess until 8 o’clock this 
evening, and the gentleman from Ilinois, Mr. HorkINs, will 
please act as Speaker. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House was 
declared in recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. by Mr. HOPKINS as S er pro tempore. 

Pursuant to the special order, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for fur- 
ther consideration of the tariff bill. 

THE TARIFF. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. How- 
ARD] is recognized. 

Mr. HOWARD of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I shall vote for 
the pending bill, not because I am so foolish as to believe that we 
can make the people rich and prosperous by taxing them, but be- 
cause I believe in the broad, patriotic principle of protection to 
American industry and American labor. 

I shall vote for this bill, not because I believe that it is a panacea 
for the ills from which we suffer, but because it, in some measure, 
protects American labor against the pauper labor of other coun- 


tries. 

My greatest regret, Mr. Chairman, however, is that the Repub- 
lican party proposes such slight relief to the people who need so 
much; that the clamor of the idle men, the moans of starvin 
women, and the wails of helpless children are to be answere 
alone by this tariff bill, which at best can searcely afford them a 


surcease of sorrow even for a brief period, 
THE ENTIRE NATION IS TERRIBLY AFFLIOTED. 


In Biblical language, “The whole head is sick, and the whole 

heart is faint.” d yet we, the doctors called in by the people 

rescribe for the Renee’, have so poorly 0 gn the case tha 

instead of prescribing a remedy which will drive disease out o 

the body and heal every member, have discovered only a pimple 

on the face of the pan mt and are busily eng appl our 
tent nostrums to this pimple, while , like a terrible can- 

er worm, gnaws into the vitals of the body. 

We ma able to héal the slight pimple which we are doctor- 
ing, but if we fail to go to the ae of the trouble and eradicate 
the germs of disease the patient die. 5 

I grant you that this bill will afford a modicum of relief to the 
manufacturers of this bees E breathing spell, so to speak, 
before they are compelled to take the final plunge into bankraptcy 
and ruin. 

We may protect them for a season against the manufactured 
products of the pauper labor of other countries, but if we do no 
more than to enact this measure into law, the time will speedily 
come when the foundation of the structure which we are building 
will crumble away and the whole fabric will fall. 

No truer words were ever uttered than those spoken by the 
great and patriotic Lincoln, when he said: 

ve capital. It rior to and independent of capital, for capi- 
tal 000d 12 were it 7 fest created by Tater 1 5 

But we are endeavoring to proot and build up e e losing 
sight of labor, hoping that when yer gine prospers, when the mil- 
lionaires grow fat off of the labor of the masses, when they have 
piled a few more millions into their already bursting coffers, that 
some good spirit will prompt them to unclasp their greedy, shy- 
lock hands and allow some of their prosperity to drop down on 
the common herd below. 

We have reversed the natural order of things and placed capital 
above labor. 

Labor sits at the gate of Dives, gaunt and hungry, clothed in 
sackcloth and ashes, licking its sores, watching for the crumbs to 
fall’from Shylock’s table, which the very dogs refuse to eat. 

Labor crawls in the dust and squirms like the blind worm 


beneath the iron heel of capital, but it says, in its rage, Beware, 
for my fa are not yet drawn, and I will turn and sting those 
who trample upon me!” 

You may protect the manufacturer all yon please, but unless 

you give us proper financial legislation, destroy the trusts and 
monopolies, and curb the arrogant power of the railroads, the day 
is not far distant when the looms in your cotton mills will be 
silent, and the cotton of the world will be manufactured in China 
and Japan, and your factories and furnaces will become the 
dwelling places of bats and unclean birds, _{ applause.) 
In these countries we have dangerous rivals along manufactur- 
ing lines, for labor can be obtained at a nominal cost, and goods 
can be transported through the Suez Canal and landed in New 
York at $5 per ton of 40 cubic feet. This is less than our generous, 
patriotic railroads would charge for hauling the same quantity of 
freight across any one of the larger States. 

You may attempt to protect the wheat grower inst the 
wheat grown in India, Siberia, and other countries, but when 
you consider the fact that in western Siberia, for instance, supe- 
rior wheat is grown by labor costing 19 cents a day in seedtime 
and 28 cents a day in harvest time, on land rented from the Gov- 
ernment of Russia, which costs $2.25 per annum for 40 acres, you 
may well feel appalled at the task which you have undertaken. 

er reg this wheat and these cotton and other manufactures 
of these countries we must compete in the markets of the world, 
and that, too, when most of these wages can be paid in silver at 
double the price of its bullion value with us, thus practically 
affording our rivals a bounty of 50 per cent over us. 

You seek to protect the manufacturer, but what are you doing 
for the cotton farmer of the South and the wheat grower of the 
West? Neglecting them; allowing them to languish and die. 

This bill is intended to protect the manufacturer; but I tell you 
that we can not long compete in the marts of the world with 
China, Japan, India, Russia, and Egypt. I tell you that our home 
market must languish unless our people are able to purchase the 
manufactured products of our mina and factories, and that they 
can not purchase unless they have money with which to buy; that 
our farmers, wing wheat at a loss, corn at 15 cents, and cotton 
at 6 cents, will be forced to curtail their purchases of manufac- 
tured goods from year to year, and that in consequence the man- 
ufacturing industry of this country will suffer dire consequences. 

It has become the fad to talk of protection to capital—and capi- 
tal is doubly protected and doubly remunerative to what labor is 
and ya the labor of 5 is the capital of to-day. 

What we need to do is to protect, doubly protect, not the labor 
of 8 which has become capital, but the labor of to-day 
a to-morrow, which is the wellspring and lifeblood of the 
nation. 

But the modern theory is that we should protect capital and 
allow capital to protect labor. God save the mark! 

The protection which capital affords labor is the same sort of 
protection which the hungry wolf gives the innocent lamb. 

We have built up an aristocracy of wealth, venal and corrupt. 
Por hase it has been protected and fostered, and what has it done 

or * 

Go to the coal mines of Senator MARK HAN NA and ask the care- 
worn men who earn 75 cents a day and live in hovels where the 
plutocrat would not house his horse. Look into the sad, listless 
eyes of the wives of these miners, and read your answer there. 

Go to the factories of the East, where men, women, and children 
work from ten to eighteen hours a day at starvation wages, and 
huddle in poorly ventilated, ill-smelling rooms, and read the 
answer there. 

Go to the cotton fields of the South, and the corn and wheat 
fields of the West, where men labor and women toil, where chil- 
-dren stay away from school and barefooted share the burden of 
the farm work, and read the answer there. 

Go into the 5,000,000 homes where there is not enough to eat 
from year’s end to year’s end, and there read the answer. 

Go to the recorder’s book and look over the list of mortgaged 
homes, and there you will find your answer. 

Go to the almshouses, where old men and women jabber in 
senile idiocy, and read the answer. 

Go to the 2,000,000 tramps who wander up and down the face 
of the earth, with no place to call home, out of work—human 
wrecks cast forth upon life’s great, pulsing sea—and read the 
answer. 

Go to the graves of the suicides and there read the answer. 

Go to the half million women and girls who have been driven 
5 lives of shame by this boasted capital and read your answer 

ere. 

WHAT HAS CAPITAL DONE FOR LABOR? 

Go to the railroads that stand like the highwayman at every 
crossroad of commerce and order the public to stand and deliver, 
and if you are wise you will find your answer. 

Go to the Vanderbilts, the Rockefellers, the Goulds, the million- 
aires of the land, who haye grown rich off of the toil, the sweat, 
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the groans, the prayers, the tears, and blood of labor, and you 
will find an answer there. f 

Capital has made slaves, abject, helpless slaves, of more than 
20,000,000 of our fellow-men. ` 

Capital has ground the faces of the poor, robbed the toiler of 
his bread, gathered all the wealth into the coffers of a few, and 
now stands like greedy, grasping Shylock of old, demanding his 
pound of flesh. - 

He plunges his knife into the bosom of labor to cut therefrom 
his pound of fiesh, and at the sight of the bleeding victim the 
masses cry aloud against the terrible outrage, and the minions of 
capital shout, ‘‘Anarchists! cranks! fanatics! fools!” 

e people are told that they must calmly andpatiently submit 
to the fetters which are being forged for them, and that if -N 
protest, if they do not quietly submit to slavery, they will distur 
the business of the country and do great violence to capital. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Revolutionary war disturbed busi- 
ness. 

When the gallant Lafayette was told that if he took part in the 
war which our forefathers were waging for freedom it would dis- 
turb business, he did not act the craven’s part and idly fold his 
hands, as we are doing, while men—men!—are being butchered and 
women outraged, as is being done in Cuba, for fear that we may 
disturb business, but he came to our rescue. [A piano 

When 3,000,000 black slaves were pleading for freedom, Wendell 
Phillips and William Lloyd Garrison were told that their agitation 
would disturb business; but, fearlessly and undaunted, they raised 
their voices in protest against the foul blot on our civilization 
until the slaves were freed. [Applause.] 

To-day there are more than 20,000,000 white slaves in this coun- 
try, and when we dare plead for them we are told that we are 
anarchists—that we will disturb business. 

And what business is it that we will disturb? The business of 
shylock! The business of the men who are reaping where others 
sow! The business of the men who rob labor of its just due! 

The business of the men who control all the money, and thus 
become the masters of all industry and commerce. 

The business of the stock gamblers, the foul trusts, the corrupt 
monopolies, the parasites of society, the human ghouls who follow 
to the very grave the toilers of this country. 

Ves; it would, perhaps, disturb their business. And let us pray 
God break it up 3 2 

I know that it is not popular in some quarters to agitate this 
question—to demand justice for the laboring people of this coun- 
try. I know that the public man who favors special privileges 
to capital and who flatters and bends the cringing knee to plu- 
tocrac anes thrift may follow fawning, though he be an empty- 
head own, will be styled by the plutocratic Seg “a great 
statesman.” And that the same press will bark like a pack of 
hellhounds at the heels of the man who dares stand up for the 
rights of the masses. But I tell you here and now that labor is 
ph to have its dayin court. It is knocking at the door de- 
man a hearing, and it will not take ‘‘ No” for an answer. 

Labor is tired of wearing pauper's rags while the garments it 
has fashioned are worn by those who are not entitled tothem. It 
is restless as it languishes in hovels standing in the shadow of 
palaces which it has builded. 

The people have asked for bread, and we have given them a 
stone; they have pleaded for fish, and have been answered with a 
serpent. 

And how has capital done this? By making money so scarce 
and so dear that it robs the poopie of all the fruits of their toil, to 
get the pitiful dole which Shylock measures out from his greedy 

t. 


This bill is entitled An act to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States.“ 

It seems to mg, Mr. Chai „that we are too much exercised 
about providing revenue. Wealready have an abundance of reye- 
nue if we only exercised common honesty in its expenditure. 

Has it ever occurred to gentlemen on this floor that instead of 
seeking uew avenues through which to squander the people's 
money it would be infinitely better to try and economize and save 
some of the money wrung from honest toil? [Applause.] 

When hunger and want stalk abroad in the land, it is a shame 
and a disgrace for the American Congress to squander the hard 
earnings of an overburdened people. . : 

Only the other day we passed an appropriation bill carrying 
more than $53,000,000 and allowed ony forty minutes for debate, 
and no right of amendment! A bill filled with jobbery and steals! 
A bill so infamous that its stench rises to heaven! 

No wonder that we are continually needing more revenue! 

Anyone who will watch the surging lobby—the male lobby and 
the female lobby—as it haunts the corridors and committee rooms 
of the Capitol, swarming like a horde of cormorants, foul and un- 
clean, leaving its leprous spots wherever it touches, will not 
wonder that we need more revenue. 

The lobby serves its masters, the trusts and monopolies, and 


although millions have poured into its capacious maw, it always 
cries for more. 

The lobby has in itself onto the lawmaking department 
of our Government, and its breath, like the dreaded simoon of the 
desert, leaves blight and ruin in its wake. 

If we stand so much in need of revenue, we can easily raise an 
5 sum of $30,000,000 by placing a tax of $1 a barrel on 

T. 
Why do you not propose this in your revenue measure? 

Because the lobby is against it. Because it would offend the 
wealthy brewers of this country and 8 and this you dare 
not do. Because the great American House of Representatives 
= too cowardly and too weak to defy this Seih 

on. 

The Republican party has a great opportunity. It comes into 

wer after four years of Democratic misrule and blundering, 

ill it bring relief to the people? Or will it follow in the wake 
of Grover Cleveland, the lone fisherman of the White House 
[laughter], the Izaak Walton of modern Democracy [laughter], 
and go down with him and his party to a dishonored grave, un- 
wept, unhonored, and unsung?” 

ill it strike down the trusts and monopolies? Or will it rather 
e growing evils which threaten the very existence of our 
ublic? 

When I seo the Republican party cowering and cringing in the 
presence of the evils which surround us and the dangers which 
threaten us, I feel like exclaiming: ‘‘ Oh, for one hour of Abraham 
Lincoln, that he might imbue you with the spirit of his matchless 
patriotism!” 

THE PZOPLE HAVE SUFFERED LONG AND PATIENTLY. 

As their burdens have grown heavier, they have only groaned 
beneath them, until at last, well-nigh crushed to earth, they cry 
alond against their oppressorsand are mockingly called ‘‘cranks” 
and “ anarchists.” 

They will not always suffer in silence. They will not always 
tamely submit. They will not always grovel in the dust at the 
feet of their oppressors. But as sure as truth is eternal, as sure 
as God is just, they will throw off the yoke of bondage, and woo 
be to the Pharaohs who attempt to pursue them across the Red 
Sea of their deliverance. [Applause.] 

The night of waiting has been long; the darkness has been appall- 
ing, and sometimes almost overpowering; but labor, educated 
labor, dignified labor, has caught faint glimpses of the dawn, and 
shoulder to shoulder, heart beat answering to heart beat, it has 
caught step to the music of an enlightened age and is marching 
toward the rising sun of progress, whose earliest beams will blaze 
the path of goy to universal prosperity, and on its banner is 
emblazoned this motto: 

Press on! Surmount the 

Climb boldly o'er the 9 pe Ty 
He fails alone who feebly N 


ul organiza- 


He wins who dares the hero's march! 
Be thou a hero! Let thy might 

‘Tramp on eternal snows its way, 
And through the ebon walls of t 

Hew down a passage unto day. 


ore ap lause.] 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, to one of the six and one-half 
millions of alleged anarchists who voted last fall for honest money, 
honest taxation, and honest government, upon a platform pans 
embodying the views of theablest statesmen in the better days of 
the Republic, the proceedings of the present Congress afford much 
interest, if but little satisfaction. The novel method of legislating 
entirely by machinery, unless its results happily disappoint our ex- 
pectation, will demand the insertion of a new pl in our next 
platform to denounce legislation by machinery, as well as govern- 
ment by injunction. [Laughter.] To railroad through a tariff 
scheme of vast proportionsin a few days, partly for revenue, when 
over two hundred millions are in the Treasury; partly for protection 
patched up from hearings accorded tothe fayored classes, whodonot 
even claim to need charity more than other people, without even 
specifying for the benefit of the country which parts are intended 
for revenue and which parts to com ate the manufacturers for 
pes services, would ordinarily be bad in itself, But you must 
o into consideration how cheaply the bill is gotten up, how 
kind the generous-hearted manufacturers have been to come and 
direct the compilation of the bill, so as to make great saving of 
time and labor. feu hter.] The most admirable innovation, 
however, was displayed in full exercise last week, when many 


millions of dollars were appropriated in two days, without the 
necessity for information, thought, or deliberation on the part of 
the House. [Laughter. 


It is true some few older statesmen coming down from former 
enerations had heard something about these bills in a preceding 
Jongress, and on the faith of their statement the theory was that 
148 new members were to act, or, if preferable, shut their mouths 
and let the other fellows act. ughter.] Now, carried to its 
last analysis, that plan of legislation would dispense with the cost 
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of maintaining Congress, and with one or two witnesses to de- 
clare the announced views of some boss at a former session, legis- 
lation could proceed with the presence of Tarta men, without 
expense or friction. [Laughter.] It is true this view excludes all 
idea of the country’s being benefited by new blood, or the change of 
membership affecting in any way the views of the body; but econ- 
omy is the one star feature that makes the new plan luminous, and 
of course that accounts for its poparty with a Republican Con- 
re [Laughter.] At first blush the machine method of legis- 
ation appeared to be adaptable to general purposes; but when I 
applied to the distinguished engineers in ¢ of the machinery 
to 1 it long enough to enact into legislation a couple of little 
bills of my own, which are just full of merit and bear in their pro- 
visions no harm to anybody, my request was denied with the infor- 
mation that it was not built for that sort of work. [Langhter.} 

I believe in a tariff levied upon imports for the purpose alone of 
supporting the Government, noona administered and meet- 
ing its obligations legally contracted. No government can exist, 
much less prosper, without the power of taxation. The revenue 
is the government,” and ought to be sufficient for all proper and 
honorable purposes. 

There was a time, before the adoptionof the Constitution, when 
certain manufacturing States objected to the levying of imposts 
by the General Government for the reason that those States them- 
selves claimed the exclusive right to tax the trade of half the 
Union, but this was overruled, and the right conceded in the Con- 
stitution; and a sarcastic historian was uncharitable enough to 
say: Too unlearned in the simplest e of economic science 
to realize that import duties are paid by theconsumer, the Ameri- 
cans at large failed to discern the preposterous injustice of the 
pretensions of the importing States.” 

That sentence would proye a lively dynamite bomb now in the 
middle of a Republican oration retailing the sophistries of protec- 
tion under the pretense of arguing economic questions. [Laughter 
and applause.] But, Mr. Chairman, this bill, by its caption and 
provisions, in addition to raising revenue for the ite cy pro- 
poses to lend its power to private interests to be used by them in 
extorting from the people many times more money than the Goy- 
ernment will ever realize under the bill. This we so-called anar- 
chists object to as not one of the powers and purposes covered by 
the Constitution. If reference to that antiquated and obsolete 
document, however, be obnoxious to any progressive gentleman 
here, I will be more careful in futureremarksaboutit. [Langh ti] 
I do not care to indulge in a dangerous search for precedents tha 
might prove inconvenient. I doubt not that there may have been 
a few indiscreet Democrats and some few honest Republicans, byt 
I will say that Iam glad the dominant party has been bold enoug 
to come squarely out, eschewing indirection and hypocrisy, and 
declare in the caption of the bill, substantially, eron of its pur- 
pore is to support and aid a small portion of the American people 

use at this particular juncture they are not making as much 
money as they ought to make or have been promised, and it is the 
duty of the balance of the people to come up and contribute to 
make good the shortage. ter.] 

This is not a new demand in this country, though the evolution 
of the doctrine has been remarkable. The tariff demanded by 
the Federalists would be regarded as a mild type by the Demo- 
crats of to-day; while the act of 1828, often denominated “The 
bill of abominations,” would be hailed by a grateful people with 
glad acclaim if permitted to take the place of the present mon- 
strous compilation. The Whigs distanced the Federalists in their 
strides; and the Republicans put to shame the proudest effort 
of the Whigs. Wrong and oppression are always progressive. 
Error grows in magnitude and insolence by toleration. Endured 
for a while, it is indorsed and professed by its victims, who be- 
come its apologists, until grown fat, insolent, and intrenched it 
shakes the hoary hairs of antiquity at us and calls itself the wis- 
dom of ages, and sometimes furnishes the material arguments ad 
hominem in a campaign of education, when able party chairmen 
find it necessary to deyelop extraordinary counting capacity, and 
vote the faithful, in doubtful States, largely in excess of their 
normal voting and fighting strength. [Laughter and applause.) 
The protection demanded by Henry Clay for American industries 
would have shocked the corisciencé of Alexander Hamilton, while 
the McKinley and Dingley bills are enough to arousé to life and 
indignation the bones of Hamilton and Clay to denounce the rob- 
bery committed in the name of their doctrines. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

In the days of Calhoun, when foolish honesty seemed to prevail. 
those who sought to enact an increase of taxation were told tha 
the burden was on them to show a necessity to meét the expendi- 
tures, and that the expenditures themselves were ne t 


ecessary, 
economy had already done its perfect work, that useless expendi- 


tures had been lopped off, that retrenchment been enforced, 
and that none of the resources of the Government rown 
away. But, then, there was no Republican Congress im that day. 


Iam not citing it as an argument, nor making it point a mor 


nor adorn a tale, but use it simply as a liter and political 
curiosity to portray the innocence and simplicity of former states- 
men who had not mastered the finesse of abandoning govern- 
mental functions and prostituting sovereign prerogatives to the 
parpose bt allowing duties and imposts laid in the name of law, 

own in advance to be barren of any revenue to the Govern- 
ment, because utterly prohibitive thereof, but known and intended 
to authorize the unconstitutional, dishonest, and damnable exac- 
tions of onerous tribute from all the laboring and producing 
classes for the enrichment and reimbursement of leagues, trusts, 
and syndicates, which are its creatures, while they reek with loath- 
some responsibility for every success and ascendancy of the dom- 
inant party. [Prolonged Spence] 

The specious pretext of upholding American labor is an assump- 
tion unwarranted in fact, and bold as is the caption of the present 
bill, it does not speak the exact truth. The bill is designed to 
encourage and enrich favored paron conducting particular 
industries at the expense of all other labor, trađe, and enterprise 


in the United States. It can not 5 improye the condition 
of a sin gle labo: man except the small number employed in 
those industries. I deny, upon the authority of history and exper- 


iment, often observed, that ware invariably follow the rise and 
fall of duties. But admitting that they do, the protection in this, 
bill would, by shutting out competition, impoverish millions of; 
other laborers in this country by compelling them to trade at 
arbitrary prices with the manufacturers. Ihave faith enough in 
the inherent integrity of American manhood, toiling in the fac- 
tories of this country, uncorrupted by politics and unhampered 
by campaign obligations, to hazard the declaration in their behalf 
that, knowing the facts, they would spurn the filthy gain thus 
extorted in their interest and repudiate the voluntary champion- 
p of the Republican , which discredits their manhood to 
find a pretext to rob the people for the benefit of the manufac- 
turers. [Great applause.) 

If protective duties would enhance the profits of substantially 
all, or eyen the majority of all, the real laborers of the United 
States, the suggestion would be worthy of tful considera- 
tion; but the man who swings the scythe or follows the plow, or 
hews the log, or builds the house, shaves your face or blacks your 
shoes, works your laundry or shoes your horse, digs your ditches 
or makes your bricks, and a long category of others comprising 
nine-tenths of the working people of this country can not possibly 
be benefited one cent by your being excluded from selling your 
produc in a foreign market, compelled to sell at home at a loss, 

at all, and pay an arbitrary increase for all you buy; but all 
those laborers suffer with you in that their markets are restricted, 
their labor and produce depreciated, and they are unmercifully 
filched to pay the same unrighteous profits extorted from you for 
what they have to buy, and not a cent of that going to the Gov- 
ernment for revenue. 

But I have arguments from high sources in the protective-tariff 
campaign of education, demonstrating entirely to their own satis- 
faction that protection does not raise the price of the manufac- 
tured article; that foreign competition being shut out domestic 
competition is encouraged and stimulated, factories opening up 
and multiplying in number while they grow in capacity, and fill- 
ing the land with goods, vie with one another in their efforts to 
supply their beloved countrymen at low prices. What, then, be- 
comes of the vaunted arguments that protection would force a 
market, hold up prices, and raise the wages of operatives? Those 
logicians may be fresh hands at the business, and may realize 
sooner or later ‘‘ what a tangled web we weave when first we prac- 
tice to deceive;” but a careful consideration of the stock arguments 
used by the protectionists in trying to fasten their incongruous 
eh fy upon the variant interests and sections of this great country 

ill forcibly remind any candid man of the unhappy pilgrim who 
“t traveled a road so crooked that he repeatedly met himself com- 
ing back. 2 [angat] 

it is in the nature o! charity or bounty to those people because 
mey are unable to realize a living from their factories that you 
make us help them, are you prepared to enlist the Government in 
1 5 business of supplementing their incomes and looking after 
eir private affairs? You can not do that fairly and honestly by 
limiting thé Government's bounty to one or a few classes. You 
mus poss it around and give equal attention to all citizens; and 
either event common decency will dictate that never, never 
shall you, the authors of such a scheme, taunt our Populist 
friends with the charge of paternalism. [Laughter and applause.] 

Calhoun, quoted uty by the other side as high authority, 


Later experiences have not shaken the conclusion. . 
Upon the doctrine of protection considered as a national policy 
Ishall make no extended argument, but invite attention to the 
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following extract from the writings of a profound historian, which 
shows clearly how the subject appears to intelligent and impartial 
people: f 


If the paternal system of prohititio: hich all governments are so un. 
wa ich chased to bountrine th 


tries then regarded as natural 
and a half might have ela: before 
én would have regacted the principles as falla- 
cious and injurious tothe real interests of a country. Not half a century since 
those who advocated a con ion were denounced as hard-hearted 
political economists. Logicians of character still linger in a few provin- 
cial towns, and even a grave historian dates the certain ruin of our people 
from the establishment of commercial freedom. Great states in our own 
day look upon the vast extension of the trade of these islands, but make very 
small advances to accomplish the same ends by the same means. The most 
espotic government in Europe dares not encounter the monopolists of iron. 
‘The transatlantic Government that claims to be at the head of free institu- 
to its exclusive tariff. Nations have their infancy as well as indi- 
* When I wasa child,” says the Apostle of the Gentiles, “ Ispoke as a 
child, I understood as a child, I thought as a child, but when I became a man 
BS ec (oth DAA S a e cin ae 
feet trom alling. They still delight to play with straws and feathers, 

There is no such thing as competition between home and foreign 
manufacturers. Imports and exports are interchangeable and 
reciprocal. Exports draw imports. Without one the other can 
not exist. The competition is then between different lines of busi- 
ness in our own country, our manufacturers and our exporters, 
who exchange our surplus products with foreign manufacturers. 
How can affect us, cheapening productions in countries to 
which we export nothing, and consequently from which we haye 
no imports? But I do not acknowledge the assertion that protec- 
tion increases the wages of all American laborers, nor do I admit 
that as a general rule manufactured goods can be produced and 
freighted to this country more cheaply than they could and ought 
to be produced here. I have more respect for my fellow-conntry- 
men, their talents and their merits, than to base a political heresy 
upon a denial of the proposition that with American brains, Amer- 
ican skill, American industry, economy, inventive genius, and 
improved machinery a given number of American workmen can, 
in a given time, turn off as much work of a given quality at as 
low cost as any equal number of men on earth, and in the mean- 
time live better t nine-tenths of the farmers and artisans in 
this country, [Applause.] 

I know that in my section of the Union there is no fear of com- 
petition with foreign nations. The factories which have been 
erected there convenient to abounding raw materials have no 

difficulty in producing goods cheaply enough. Their great trou- 
ble will be to sell the products for a living price in markets re- 
stricted and cheapened by the baneful effects of protection. They 
know that an illiberal policy that closes our ports to other nations 
inevitably closes their markets to our products. They know that 
in commerce as in religion only ‘‘the liberal soul shall be made 
fat.” And people as shrewd as the proverbial Yankee professes 
to be ought not to fear competition in skill and sharpness and 
address with all the people of the earth, in all the ports and 
on all the seas. With the best cotton staple in the world and 
water power enough to run all the factories, and all the iron and 
coal and minerals and woods, and all the metals contributed by 
nature, composing resources sufficient to tempt us into rivalry 
with all the nations, our people ask nothing of the Government but 
exemption from exactions which favored a Sache have been permit- 
ted to make under color of law. [Applause.] The Government 
has nothing that it can rightfully give; it has nothing but what it 
takes from the people, and it can not rightfully do that except for 
honestpubli c ae aes If it will but exercise its power to keep 
other people’s ds out of our pockets, we will cheerfully honor 
all levies for the support of Government, whether of money for 
its expenses or soldiers for its defense, and we will rely confidently 
upon our industry and manhood and the material resources with 
which Heaven has blessed us in the race for progress, prosperity, 
and greatness. [Great applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have ignored as irrelevant all subjects but the 
tariff. Ido not desire, however, to be understood as conceding that 
any action on the tariff can promise full relief to our people until 
ourfinancial blunders and crimes haye been corrected and the peo- 

le allowed to enjoy a curreney adequate to make their exchanges. 

Applause.] But whatever legislation may be enacted, I shall not 
abandon faith in my country nor prophesy irreparable collapse as 
a people. Glorying in the boundless resources and mighty terri- 
tory of this country, dominated and utilized by the most sturdy, 
intellectual, and skillful people on earth, with inexhaustible soil 
fructified by favoring seasons and climate, no patriotic American 
can question the greatness and glory of our future, despite unfor- 
tunate conditions and unwise systems which occasionally afflict 
us. [Applause.] But if by reason of our strength we overcome 
barriers and continue to advance, we should not be blinded in 
ascribing our partial success to the very obstacles which our pingi 
enables us to surmount. [Applause.] A country whichcan with- 
stand the ravages of the Republican party for tl yous may 
reasonably hope to survive all possible c: ties, political or elé- 
mental, wars, pestilencé, or famine, and live to rejoice in prós- 


perity, power, and freedom when the sectional party of corpora- 
Poia 5 and corruption shall have fallen to rise no more. 
plause. 

Mk. SP. Y. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention not to have 
said one word upon the tariff bill which is before us for action. I 
am a pronounced protectionist, and I fancy that my ideas upon 
that subject are not unknown to the people of my ict gener- 
ally. I have participated in many tariff debates, and have always 
been willing and glad to do what little I could to enlighten the 

e of my district upon the subject-matter of the tariff. But I 
ve a special duty to perform to-night. Ihave received a petition 
from some of the people of my district with a request that I pre- 
sent it to the House of Representatives, and that petition I have 
no right to withhold. It comes from one of our largest universi- 
ties, and asks that this Congress shall not depart from the old 
policy which has been in vogue ever since 1784, and place upon 
the dutiable list books and philosophical instruments imported 
for our colleges. 

Never in the tariff legislation of this country save during the 
war haye duties been levied upon such books brought from abroad 
for ourcolleges, libraries, schools, and universities. Ifthe principle 
of protection were involved in this case, I might not find myself a 
ready advocate of the proposition contained in this petition, but 
I do not see that the principle of protection is involyed. The 
books which the colleges and universities require to import are 
books that are published by scientific gentlemen upon the other 
side of the water: books giving accounts of explorations, excava- 
tions, experiments, records of the advance of science in all its 
branches; books which do not have a large sale and the price of 
which is generally exceedingly high. 

Now, to.attempt to increase by a tariff duty the price of these 
books, which, as I have already said, do not come in competition 
with books published here, is not, in my judgment, to apply the 
true principle of protection. The prices of thess books are very 
high, ranging from 810 to perhaps $100: and if a large collection 
of them is to be made, it will be seen that the cost must be very 
great, and to add to that cost the 25 per cent duty now proposed 
would be to very largely discourage and embarrass the institutions 
which require them. As every gentleman here knows, most of 
our educational institutions are maintained by charitable offer- 
ings. There is hardly one in the country that is not supported 
by gifts. In some cases those gifts were made at the origin of 
the institution, and in many instances they are still continued. 
What these petitioners ask is that we shall not now abandon the 
settled policy of the Government which has prevailed since 1784, 
and place these scientific books upon the dutiable list. I believe 
that the petitioners are right in their idea, and that their request 
ought to be granted, and, in accordance with my judgment in the 
matter, I pr „at the proper time during the consideration of 
this bill, to offer two amendments. The petition I will now read. 
It is signed by the president, the faculty, and all the professors of 
Yale University, numbering some seventy-five, more or less. It 
is as follows: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

The unde 

8 Spon the pocas and members of the several faculties of 


y submit to your honorable body the follo 
siera ons . Ig T 
osop! a us, ete., rted for the use of colleges, pu 
libraries, and other incorpora fnstitations ¢ * = 
1. Such would be at variance with the uniform of the Govern- 
ment in the Under every tariff act from 1789 to 189 books for such nse 
have been The same is true of hical apparatus, with 


and 
be, we submit, just A tegen for aopn were 0 time-honored 


when our 


2. The Government is now paying to the colleges for culture and the 
e arts, established in the several States under the grants of 1 
annuities which are to be perpetual and amount in the aggregate to 24000000 
ayear. We find it im 
higher ä the 


our free public libraries, alread: pecans the most valuable of our 
num 


c 
TT 
8 resent generation our pu i es have received, in gifts 
for buildings MA endowments, not penk ipen $25,000,000—in the State of jig 
chusetts alone $6,000,000. Stilllarger have been the gifts to our institutions 
of higher education. Anything which should tend to check the flow and 
the sources of these gifts would bring serious loss to the country, which 
common beneficiary of these most beneficent charities, We are not with- 
out apprehension that the pro legislation would have this effect. 
bes possible benefit —.— cont 5 —. We r vrtom bie duties 
on e wou oju nt of your itioners, be 
3237 TTT 
or reasons we y rovisions contai i 
graphs 413 and 585 of the present law may be lefts undisturbed. 8 


At a proper time during the course of this debate, when amend- 


ént can be offered, I propose to offer the amendments which I 
fave i icat ts 805 ial, I believe that when this matter is 
ó; ý undérs no free trader or protectionist would think 


to., how exe 
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of casting a yote which would in any form or manner tend to in- 
jure the cause of education among the people. I believe that the 
principles laid down in this pre are right. I believe that no 
principle of protection will be interfered with by the amendment 
which I hayesuggested. So believing, I shall act and yote accord- 
ingly, provided the opportunity be offered to do so. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have some time left, I want to correct 
while upon my feet some remarks which have been made by gen- 
tlemen on the other side of this House in claiming that protection 
is robbery—that by a protective tariff the people of the country 
are robbed.. I want to give a little of my practical knowledge 
and experience upon this matter, for I know that if my friends on 
the other side understood the facts they would not thus charac- 
terize a tariff upon manufactured articles which come into com- 
petition with articles produced upon the other side of the water 
which are made for the purpose of being sent here and upon 
which we as protectionists are trying to impose a sufficient tariff, 
so that the products of foreign industries may not improperly 
interfere with our domestic w: and products, so that our labor 
may continue to be as well paid as it is now or formerly. i 

I recollect having made in 1892 a practical demonstration of this 
matter in order to determine the 95 Whether a protective 
tariff is truly robbery or not. then said, We will throw 
theory to the winds and we will look at this question in a pae 
tical way.” Thereupon I went through the streets of one of our 
larger cities; I went into the larger stores, those that had been in 
operation prior to 1860 under free trade or revenue tariff. I went 
into those stores for the purpose of ascertaining, if possible, what 
light I could get upon the comparative condition of things at that 
time and at the present day. Ientered a particular store a large 
establishment where oftentimes 2,000 persons are found buying 
goods at the counters. Iconversed with a member of the firm, who, 
by the bye, was a Democrat—a friend of mine of many years’ stand- 
ing. Isaid to him, “I want to ask you some questions which I 
wish you to answer; and I shall publish the answers precisely as 
you give them. Iwant to know what proportion of the goods on 
your shelves prior to 1860, in free-trade times, were of domestic 
manufacture and what proportion were of foreign manufacture.” 

I said, “Now, don't be in a hurry to answer; take your time.” 
s Well,” said he, Mr. Sperry, Iam ready to answer now. Prior 
to 1860 not 10 per cent of the goods in my store were domestic 
goods. Ninety per cent at least, or even more, were of foreign 
manufacture.” Then I said to him, My dear friend, how is it 
to-day? We have now been living thirty years or more under pro- 
tection.” His reply was, The reverse is true. I have now upon 
my shelves at least 90 per cent of domestic . Indeed, I do 
not believe I have 5 per cent, but we will say at the outside Ihave 
10 per cent of foreign goods, though I do not believe [ could find 
that proportion.” as t 

Then sai „Do I understand you to say that within thirty 
years the foreign goods in your store have been displaced to this 
extent and domestic have taken their place?” He replied, 
% Mr. SPERRY, it is the truth.” Then I said, Now, I want to 
ask you two other questions in order to demonstrate this matter 
fully. What is the quality of these goods that you have now upon 
your shelves in so large proportion?” The qualityis better than 
was the quality of the foreign ds prior to 1860. I warrant 
every article of silk and velvet of American manufacture that I 
have in my store.” Now,“ said I, “there comes another ques- 
tion, and it is the crucial one. They say our tariff is a ‘ro 
tariff;’ it has been in operation for thirty years; and your answer, 
Democrat as you are, will determine whether it is a robber tariff.“ 
„Why,“ said he, the goods on my shelves to-day are made by 
Americans, while in former times, prior to 1860, they were made 
upon the other side of the water; and these goods I sell to-day at 

rices 30 to 50 per cent less than the prices I charged prior to 1860 
Por foreign goods.” } 8 

Now, my friends, vou speak of a ‘‘ robber tariff;” but a tariff 
which will do what the Republican or protective tariffs have done 
since 1860, which will remove 90 per cent of foreign goods and 
substitute 90 per cent of American goods, goods made by Ameri- 
cans, can not be a robber tariff.“ The money which purchases 
these goods is kept here; it is paid out to American butchers, 
American bakers, American doctors, and spent by them in buying 
such articles as they require. 

I went into other stores asking similar questions, for I thought 
perhaps I might have struck upon one which would not be a cor- 
rect index of the others. 1 traveled in this way for many days 
in order to find whether what was true in this one establishment 
was true in others. I found that such was the fact. It was true 
in dry goods departments; in departments of fancy goods; in car- 
pet departments; it was true in iron and hardware store. Why, 
sir, I remember going into one of those hardware stores that had 
been in operation under free trade or revenue tariff. I said to the 
man in charge, What amount of goods prior to 1860 did you have 


that were of domestic manufacture, and what amount of foreign 
goods?” He replied, “I had a few axes, a few adzes, a few shay- 
ing knives; that was about all. Now the whole thing is changed. 
The articles upon my shelves are American articles made by 
American men, and they are sold from 30 to 50 per cent less than 
similar articles were sold in free-trade times, prior to 1860.” 

Such being the facts—and I state them without fear of contra- 
diction—how can my friends on the other sidestand here and call 
this tariff, which we propose to enact upon . lines, a 
robber tariff? I protest against it in the name of common honesty. 
It is not true, my friends, and if you do not believe it, make 
a trial as I made it and demonstrate it for yourselves. [Loud 
applause. 

— g RMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall begin my remarks by 
explaining to the gentleman from Kentucky who has just taken 
his seat—— 

Several MEMBERS. From Connecticut. 

Mr. LITTLE, The wooden nutmeg State. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELLEY. Why it is I do not want to see a high tariff as 


he does. 
Mr. SPERRY. I want to beg your pardon. While I should 
like to have the honor of coming from the State of that great pro- 


tectionist, He: Clay, yet I happen to come from Connecticut, 
and not Kentu Laughter and applause. 
Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman tells you, Mr. Chairman, that 


protection was a good thing. I believe that he is right that it was 
a good thing, and that a limited amount of protection is a goop 
thing. Ibelievethat the embargy levied by Thomas Jefferson was 
a good thing. It stimulated industry in the United States. I be- 
lieve that the protection, or the tariff, imposed under the Morrill 
Act in 1861, for the purpose of raising revenue to defray the ex- 
penses of the civil war, was a good thing; but I want to tell you, 
my friends, you can overdo a good thing. I want to tell you, gen- 
tlemen, why it is I believe that this tariff business is overdone. I 
have known physicians in my time to administer strychnine to 
their patients, and it was good for them. But an overdose of it 
was bad, and ruinous in its effect. And so it may be when you 
come to give an overdose of tariff. 

Isay a reasonable amount of tariff and a reasonable amount of 
pence may be a good thing, and I believe it is a good thing. 

believe that the manufacturers of the United States ought to 
have such a rate of protection as the difference between the rates 
of wages paid in this country and other countries which ship their 
manufactured articles in here. But I believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
after you have imposed that rate of duty thatitisenough. Ido 
not believe that this House nor the Committee on Ways and 
Means ought to sit here from day to day and invite the manufac- 
turers and the trusts and the monopolies from one end of this 
land to the other and permit them to say how much tribute they 
wish to levy upon the industrial classes of this country. 

I believe that there is geny a limit to these things; and when 
gentlemen, distinguished gentlemen, rose in their places on the 
floor of this House and told us that the Wilson bill is free trade 
they knew that the facts would not bear them out. They knew 
that the Wilson bill is the highest protection ever imposed upon 
the consumers of this country except the McKinley bill. Why, 
then, come before the people of this country and tell them that we 
have had four years of free trade? I sometimes seriously question 
the honesty of men who say such things as those; and whi eI hate 
to do it, i hate to believe any man, a fellow-member of this body, 
would willfully and knowingly get up and misrepresent the facts, 
nevertheless I say that if all the statements that have been made 
upon this floor are believed oy the men who made the statements, 
you have the most wonderful credulity of any set of men I have 
ever known. [Laughter and applause.] Somebody has seriously 
imposed ti ee if you believe all that you have said. 

r. McCORMICK. They do not believe it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I r whether they believe it. The men 
who are instigating this Dingley bill come before you and tell you 
what they want, and you let them have it; and you go before the 
people and say that the Wilson billis a bad thing. I want to sa 
to you, my Democratic brethren and my Republican brethren, 
am not going to defend the Wilson bill. I am not an advocate of 
free trade, nor am I an adyocate of your high-robber protection, 
I believe that is the right word. [Applause,] Tam not an adyo- 
cate of either of them. Lou tell us you have got to pass the 
Ding)oy. bill, which you say is practically a facsimile of the 
McKinley bill. You say you have got to do it in order to provide 
sufficient revenues to bear the expenses of the Government. 
want to disabuse your minds of that fallacy, if you are still labor- 
ing under it, and Tam sorry that a few more of our Republican 
friends are not present. 

I want to call yos attention to the fact that from the da; 
the enactment of the McKinley law to its repeal, which hap} 
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on the 28th day of August, 1894, the revenues, the customs reye- 
nues, declined under that bill; and still you come before this peo- 
ple and you give it as your excuse—and it is the pretext upon 
which you are demanding the passage of this bill—that the Wil- 
son bill does not furnish sufficient reyenue, Gentlemen, I want 
to tell you what the receipts under these two bills have been. In 
1890 the customs duties received were $229,668,585. In 1891, 
after the McKinley bill was one year in full force and effect, the 
revenues were $219,522,255. In 1892, even before the shadow of a 
Democratic victory had appeared upan the horizon, your reyenues 
declined, under the MoKinley ill, to $174,452,964. In 1893, 
$208,355,017, and in 1894 to a little over one hundred and thirty- 
one millions. There, gentlemen, is a continuous decline, with the 
exception of one year, and a positive decline since the first year 
of its enactment, each and every year, under the McKinley law. 
And there is a positive increase of revenue under the operation of 
the Wilson bill from the day of its enactment down to the present 
time. Yet with these facts patent to you, taken from the United 
States Statistical Abstract just issued by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, you come here and demand the repeal of the Wilson law, 
ena th E eee iss of what you say is nearly a facsimile of the 

c ey law. 

You on again that the enactment of the Wilson bill, or the 
election of Grover Cleveland and a Democratic Administration, 
has brought all these hard times we have suffered for the past four 

ears. I deny it. Why, the Wilson bill was enacted and the 
McKinley law repealed on the 28th day of August, 1894. Your 

anic was precipitated nearly eighteen months goo to that day. 
Peay that the election of Grover Cleyeland could not have precipi- 
d that panic, could not have brought these hard times upon 
this ople: Oh, but you say that it was brou ht about because 

0 eee Were talking about the tariff. Did anybody ever 
know of a time for forty years when Democrats and Republicans 
were not ing about the tarii? And I say if talking about the 
tariff could have produced a panic, you would have had nothing 
but panics for the last half century. It could not have done so. 
Why did not the first election of Grover Cleveland produce a 
panic? It did not. He also had behind him the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and they passed what was known as the Mills bill, 
making a horizontal reduction all along the line. And yet there 
was no panic. But you say the Democrats did not have control 
of the Senate, and the people knew that the Mills bill could not 

ass. No, the Democrats did not have control of the Senate; but 
ediately after the passage of the Mills bill by this House, the 
nate passed what was called the Senate tariff bill, and it was 
their boast that it reduced the tariff still lower than the Mills bill 
did; and yet there was no panic. 

I say, ntlemen, if the fear of a tariff bill could have produced 
& panic, the panic that came upon this people in March, 1893, 
would have come upon us immediately after the election of Grover 
Cleveland, in November, 1892. But it did not. I deny absolutely 
that the Wilson bill or the election of Grover Cleveland ever pro- 
duced that panic. That panic was a well-laid plan by the mone: 
power of this nation, in collusion with the Rothschilds, with head- 
quarters in Lombard and Thread Needle streets, London. It was 
0 and abetted by Grover Cleveland and Judas Iscariot Car- 

isle. That is what produced that panic, and not the Democrats 
talking about the tariff. It was conceived in iniquity; it was exe- 
cuted by men who have ruin upon their hands and rapine in their 
hearts. The villainous conspirators of Wall street, who would 
feast upon the brightest hopes God Almighty ever 5 pea in 
the human breast, those are the men that conceived and executed 
that panic, the effects of which we still feel, the effects of which 
still force the farmers of this country to sell their products below 
the cost of production. serron come before this people now and 
tell us that a higher tariff will remedy all our ills. 

I tell you, my friends, more tariff is not what the people of this 
country want. You can not deceive the agriculturists of this 
country, and I say to you, representatives of the great manufac- 
turing industries of the East, it is not to your interest toimpover- 
ish the culturists of the country. It is not to your interest to 
force us tosell the products of labor lower and lower, as day suc- 
ceedsday. As you doit we buy less of your manufactured goods; 
and claim what you may for all your other great industries, I 
still claim for agriculture that it is the root from which all the 
others derive sustenance. It is the spring from which the life- 
sustaining currents flow. Destroy it, and all your other great in- 
dustries will necessarily languish like a mighty oak the taproot 
of which issevered. It will flourish for a time, but eventually its 
leaves will wither and its branches will decay, 

So it is, I say, with the great industries which you are now try- 
ing to bolster up. You have practically ruined the agricultural 
industries; but you have not done it to any great extent by a 
tariff. Ido not want to be understood as charging this entirely 
to the tariff, or in any great measure to a tariff, as extreme 38 
trade gentlemen will do. I claim that 1 has been de- 
stroyed in the United States largely by the appreciation of the 


dollar. As the dollar appreciates in value, it takes more of every 
product of human industry to obtain that dollar, There is no 
ower that can sustain the price of commodities against appreciat- 
ing money except the mighty trusts that are backed up by this 
Government by the enactment of a high tariff. By this means, 
and by this means only, can you sustain prices against appreciat- 
ing money. 
have heard several distinguished gentlemen upon this floor in 
the last few days tell us how well off this country was before the 
misfortune of the election of Grover Cleveland came upon us in 
1892. There are none who deplore the election of Grover Cleve- 
land more than I. You Democracts elected him. You reelected 
him—God forgive you for it [laughter]; but after you did that, 
he immediately gave you the “marble heart.” [Laughter.] And 
you Republicans, even before he was through with the delivery 
of his inaugural address, clapped a preemption right upon him 
and took possession of him by the exercise of the right of emi- 
nent domain. pangaten] ou have had him ever since. He 
has been your President. Deny it if you can. The records will 
bear me out in that statement. Why, my friends, almost his 
first official act was to call Congress in extraordi session for 
the purpose of repealing the Sherman law, for the purpose of 
denying to silver further admission to the mints, for the p so 
of making money scarce and dear. And we find that when Con- 
gress assembled 88 per cent of the Republican party turned in and 
voted with Grover Cleveland. : 

It was then discovered that the heart which beat in the capacious 
bosom of Grover and the great Republican heart that throbbed 
throughout the length and breadth of the land beat in perfect 
unison. [Laughter.| It was later realized with greater force when 
Grover made his first issue of bonds, and the distinguished gen- 
tleman who now occupies the position of Secretary of State de- 
clared that Cleveland was one of the greatest financiers that this 
country had ever produced, The opinion was confirmed when 
Grover Cleyeland issued another batch of bonds and sold them 
for one dollar and four, when everybody knew that they were 
worth one dollar and sixteen in the open markets of the world 
and the Republicans all smiled and looked pleasant. aughter.| 
It was reconfirmed when he sold his last batch of $100,000,000 o 
bonds and let J. Pierpont Morgan, the American agent of the 
Rothschilds, have a large slice of them at 2} cents less than was 
offered by a responsible cash bidder in the city of New York, and 
we heard no criticism from the Republican party. 

You gentlemen sustained him in all these things. It was again 
Rove that he was your President after the people of the United 

tates found out that he was ray iee things, when a resolu- 
tion was introduced in this House to bring impeachment proceed- 
ings against him and, loand behold, the distinguished leader from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] rose in his place and objected. In all of 
these things it has been painfully evident that Grover Cleveland 
Was your President. And Grover Cleveland was not unmindful of 
the favors that you extended to him. There is one thing that you, 
at least, can not accuse him of, and that is of being an ingrate. 
When it came your turn, when Ton needed help, Grover Cleve- 
land and his cuckoos, from the Atlantic to the ific and from 
the Lakes to the Gulf, took off their coats and whooped it up” 
for you, did they not? ee hter. Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Ves, you know they did. 

Now, I want to ask you, in view of these facts, by what 5 
in truth, in justice, or in equity, do you now undertake to palm o 
this man, Grover Cleveland, on any other party in the United 
States except your own? [Langhter.] He is yours, and make the 
most of him. [Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side.] 
The Republicans tell us that everything was lovely until the Dem- 
ocrats elected Grover the second time. Let us see about that. 
We are told that 1892 was the time of the millennium, But let 
us look over the record and see just what the conditions were 
prior to 1892. I want to call your attention to the last census 
taken in the United States, under the superintendence of Mr. 
Porter. It plainly shows that 52 per cent of the American people 
were not at that time owners of their homes. Mr. Porter te 
you that 35 per cent of the remaining 48 per cent of the American 
people held their homes subject to mortgage, leaying but a trifle 
over 31 per cent of all the people in this the greatest nation that 
ever existed in the history of all time who were free and inde- 

ndent home owners. I heard a distinguished gentleman from 

he State of Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] claim on this floor to-day 
that there was not a real estate mortgage on file in his district. 

I hold in my hand an abstract of the last census, to which I 
have already referred, on page 213 of which I find that the in 0 
in the percentage of real estate indebtedness in Minnesota 17 en 
1880 and 1890 Was 296—an increase of almost 300 per cent in ten 

ears in that State. Why, my friends, if that gentleman would 
ook over the Statistical Abstract he never again would make a 
statement of that kind. I find further in this book, on the same 
page, that there was real estate indebtedness existing in the State 
of Minnesota in 1890 of $152 for every man, woman, and child in! 
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the State. 
be. It is not given in the census. ano 1 
gentleman, from the State of Dlinois, say that there Was not onè 


man out of employment in this country until after the 
Grover Cleveland. I say it is a fact that we have been a prosper- 
ous people as a nation. I say it is a fact that the industrial pee 
of the United States have produced more wealth in the past forty 
years than the people of any other nation that ever existed upon 
this planet ever produced in a hundred years. 

re the hammer fell. 

motion of Mr. BELL, the time of Mr. KELLEY was extended 
ten minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY.. There is no question but that the American 
people are an industrious people. There is no question but that 
they have produced untold millions of wealth. But I want to ask 
my Republican brethren who are here ‘to-night is, Be is that 
those men who have produced these untoid millions have got so 
little of it as they now 

Mr. BUTLER. Because they have not had time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Because they have not had time! My dear sir, 
will your tariff bill give them more time? [Laughter.] 

Why, sir, then you ought to have atime bill, not a tariff bill. 
[Laughter and applause.| No, they have not had the time,” but 
you have had the time, and your party has had the time. There 
never was a law placed upon the statute books of the United States 
from the inauguration of Abraham Lincoln until the inaugura- 
tion of Grover Cleveland on the 4th of March, 1898, that was not 
placed upon the statute books by Republican votes. There was 
never a law repealed but was repealed by Republican votes. 
There has been no party within those thirty years that ever had 
the power to enact a law or repeal a law but the Republican party. 
Lask you now have you not had the time? 

Mr. OLMSTED. We had good times in 1892. 

Mr. KELLEY, You had good times in 1892! Will you make 
that statement, my friend, with that book before you—the census 
taken by General Porter? Have you forgotten the 1,298 strikes 
that took place in 1892? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Do not strikes always occur in good times? 

Mr. KELLEY. Lou gave labor plenty of time then, did you 


not? 

Mr. BUTLER. Are there not always more strikes in good 
times than in poor times? Will the gentleman look at the record 
and answer? 

A MEMBER. Is it not the fact that laborers alwoys strike when 
they are getting high wages, rather than when they are not so 


prosperous? 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the gentleman from South Dakota answer 
the question. 3 

Mr. KELLEY. What question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Answer the question which the gentleman over 
there just asked. 

Mr. KELLEY. The question, I understand, is whether it is not 
always the fact that laborers strike when they are getting high 
W. Do gentlemen who ask such questions pose as the friends 
of the laboring man? In the name of justice is it not enough that 

ou take part in the robbery of the laboring man [applause on the 
88 side] without coming on the floor of the Congress of 
the United States and adding insult to injury? You have for- 
gotten what was the condition of things in 1892; you forget, I 

resume, the great Homestead strike; you forget the great Buf- 
falo strike; you forget that a condition of civil war practically 
existed under the McKinley bill at that time in more than six 
States and Territories of this Union. You have forgotten that 
the soldiery were called out, and that those protected laborers 
were shot down like dogs while you preached high tariff and 
protection to them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does not the gentleman know that in 1892 the 
laboring men were getting higher wages at Homestead than they 
now? 

V. I do not doubt it a particle; and if we live 

old standard five years more they will be receiving 

wages still lower than what they are getting now. [Applause on 
the floor and in the plane: x : x 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to advise visitors in the 
galleries that applause on their part is out of order. 

Mr. EDDY. tt the gentleman will yield a moment, I want to 
ask him whether it is not a fact that during all the time that the 
Republican party has controlled the administration of the Gov- 
ernment the laboring men of this country have received better 
wages than when the Government was under the control and 
administration of any other party? 1 want to ask the gentleman 
further 

Mr. KELLEY. I can not yield for a speech unless my time is 
extended. I do not know but what I can answer that question in 
the affirmative. Iam going to answer the gentleman'g question, 
and I hope it will be to his entire satisfaction. Did the gentle- 
man hear my remarks to the effect that the Republican party 
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enacted or repealed every law placed upon or remoyed from the 
statute books of the United States from 1860 to 1893? Did he hear 
my further remark that this party appropriated Grover Cleveland 
ow, in the name of 

ty ever had control of the Govern- 
use 


common sense, what other 
ment? 1 8 7 7 and a 3 

Mr. EDDY. I have not the slightest donbt that you and your 

party are perfectly willing to donate Grover Cleveland to the 

ublican ; but we are not obliged to accept the donation. 

r. KELLEY. I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that it is absolutely 
futile to try to reason with a man who has lived on tariff near! 
all his life. [Laughter.] But I say the tariff taxation as im: 
upon the consumers of to-day is nearly double the tariff taxation 
that was imposed under the Morrill bill for the purpose of defray- 
ing the expensesof the civilwar. Yet youarenotsatisfied. You 
must be a set of gormandizers—absolutely insatiate. [Laughter 
and applause.] Gentlemen, can you not lay aside your partisan- 
ship a little while? 

Mr. HILL. Let us all do it. 

Mr. BUTLER (to Mr. KELLEY). Why not do so yourself? 

Mr. KELLEY. Ihave done so long ago. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps the gentleman would like us to vote 
against this bill? 

Mr. KELLEY. I should like to see you for once vote in the in- 
terest of the industrial classes of this country. I do not want you 
to vote against the bill. Iniquitous as I consider this bill, if 
could not pass it in any other way. I do not know but I might be 
rt “io to give you my vote. I believe so long as a man wants 
tariff, so long as he thi tariff is good for him, he will continue 
to want it, come what may, and I believe you will continue to 
give the people doses of tariff just so long as you can administer 
the affairs of the country, and the trusts administer the affairs 
of your party. You remind me very much of an old doctor I once 
heard about, who was a quack. He came to visit a patient who 
was very sick, and he administered water gruel and bleeding. 
He came back the next day and found that the patient was worse. 
He said the best treatment was to give him more water gruel 
and bleed him. The next day he came and repeated the dose, and 
the fourth day the patient was dead. The or said it was a 
pity that he had not got there im time to give him another dose of 
water gruel and bleed him. [Laughter.| 

Now we find Drs. Dix GLR, DOLLIVER, and DaLZELL around 
the patient with their medicine cases, and Dr. McKinley at the 
head, and they just want an opportunity to Five the patient one 
more dose. ell, you will give the patient the dose; there is no 
doubt about that. But I want to tell you, my friends, enact this 
law, and hold us at the same time to the gold standard, and if 
you can make the farmers wealthy, if you can make them able to 

urchase the products of the manufacturers of the East by forc- 
ha them to sell the products of their farms for a lower price by 
means of the gold standard, and compel them to pay higher prices 
for what they buy by means of an unjust tariff, if you, sir, can 
make people prosperous and happy by that means, you can accom- 
plish a feat that was never accomplished before in this or any 
other age. But I say, go on and enact your tariff law, but you 
will be disappointed; and yet it is not your tariff law that I com- 
plain about so much. 

I do not believe that the condition existing in this country to- 
day exists because of the McKinley tariff or because of the Wilson 
tariff. I believe that it exists because they have made money 
scarce, and consequently dear [applause], forcing the farmers, 
who are nearly all debtors, to give more and more of the products 
of their farms to obtain the d with which to pay their debts, 
thus robbing one class and enriching another. Thefarmers know 
that you can not benefit them to any extent by a tariff. They 
know that when the supply of an cle ex s the demand in 
5 the surplus shi abroad fixes the price of the 
whole. 

This is true of cattle, , horses, wheat, oats, barley, and potae 
toes, but we can not sell the latter either at home or abroad. I 
know of but two things produced on the farm that I should expect 
the price of to be sustained by a tariff wol and hides. The pro- 
duction of these doesnot 5 pace with the demand. Vet wool Was 
forced by the gold standard to the lowest price ever reached in 
this country, while the highest rate of duty was on it, under the 
McKinley bill. And hides haye been and are still by this bill con- 
veniently placed on the free list. 

On the question of wool a beautiful sop is thrown tothe farmer. 
If it were possible for a tariff on wool to benefit him, he is denied 
even that, to any appreciable extent, under the provisions of the 
Dingley bill. though the attempt is and cleverly too; to 
make it appear that wool is highly protected. Wool of the first 
class is listed at 11 oema por poan Wool of the second class is 
listed at 12 cents t wool of the third class, w. 


per pound, 


is 

the kind most commonly imported to this country, is listed at 33 

fi: | per gentad valore ratoni Af cont pe pound. GG Sf conne, 
5 
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coal, salt, sugar, nails, and almost everything he has to buy, en- 
ables the trusts to hold up their prices against rg ee g money, 
he finds himself beautifully protected on the following articles; 
‘and even thongh it does not help him on prices, it makes a fellow 
feel to know he is protected. Here is the list: 

Straw, $1.50 per ton. 

Vegetables, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Tedsels, 80 per cent ad valorem. 

Cabbages, 8 cents per head. 

Onions, 40 cents per bushel. 

Hay, gi per ton. 

Green pease, 40 cents per bushel. — f i 

Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel—which will certainly gladden the 
hearts of some of my good Republican constituents, for potatoes 
are far below that figure now in South Dakota. 

Poppy seed, 15 cents per bushel. This will also interest mycon- 
stituents, 

Oats, 15 cents per bushel. That means something to us, too, for 
oats are now selling at 10 cents. —— 3 

Barley, 30 cents per bushel. This is a grand thing for barley, 
as it has been sluggish of late. 3 

Corn, 15 cents per bushel. That means a rise of 50 per cent in 
the price of corn, and will go a great ways toward paying all the 
trafic will bear. 

Flax straw, $5 per ton. 

Flax not hackled or dressed, $20 per ton. 

Flax straw hackled, $60 par ton. : 

This certainly ought to bring about transformations of straw 
stacks to gold mines. > e 

In closing, I wish to point out that from a comparison of the 
importations under the McKinley bill and the Wilson bill it does 
not appear that foreign goods flooded our markets or closed our 
mills. The following are the total imports from 1890 to 1896: 


[Statistical Abstract of the United States, page 78.] 
Imports. 


racy, as stated by a distinguished ex-Senator of the United States, 
18— 


A sentiment not to be a ed, pted, or compromised. It knows no 
baseness; it cowers to no r; it oppresses no w ess. Fearless, gener: 
ous, and humane it rebukes the Arrogant, cherishes honor, and sympa’ 

with the humble. It asks nothing but what it concedes; it concedes nothing 
but what it demands. Destructive only to despotism, it is thé sole conserv- 
ator of liberty, labor, and property. It is the sentiment of freedom, of equal 
rights, and equal obligations. 

These are the basal principles of the party to which I adhere... 
Now let us apply these principles for a moment, and see how they 
affect this great industry of which I speak. Taxation for protec- 
tion. That sounds well. Now, if everybody could be protected, 
it would not be such a one-sided thing; but in this country there 
are over 2,000,000 people on our farms and in our factories who are 
dependent for their daily bread and for their prosperity upon prod- 
ucts which must find a market in foreign countries. The general 
products of agriculture make up from 66 to 75 per cent of the ex- 
ports we send from this country, They largely pay the balances 
that we owe for the goods that we receive from foreign countries. 

In 1896 the exported oe of American farms aggregated 
$570,000,000 in value. That is a gain of $17,000,000 over the year 
before, and still the per cent is less—only 66 per cent during that 
year—although, as I said, the increase was $17,000,000. The rea- 
son for that was the enormous amount of manufactured goods 
sent from this country during that year. Im 1895, $184,000,000 of 
manufactured products were sent abroad. In 1896, $228,000,000 
of manufactured products were sent abroad. So that there was 
in 1895, 72 per cent, and in 1894, 74 per cent. I make these intro- 
ductory remarks to show the importance of this great industry, 
and to show another thing—that our products must largely seek 
a market abroad. 

Now, you hear constantly of the home market. I wish to say, 
so far as these products are concerned, the home market is a 
fallacy. It is liable to deceive. There is but one market for all 
the general products of this country and all other countries, and 
that is the world’s market. There is only one market that gove 
the whole matter as to all products that are surplus and whi 


965 | must, if they find a market at all, be sent abroad, and that is the 


The McKinley bill became a law during the spring of 1890, and 
was repealed August, 1894. Some other reason must exist, then, 
for the e of this bill than to preyent wire goods coming 
in or to fu revenue, as I explained before. But time will tell 
whether this ome is wise and just or otherwise. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
5 855 is recognized. : 

© Mr.CLARDY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
during the discussion of this question you have had eloquence and 
eloquence, and now I trust you are in a condition to listen with 
commendable patience toa plain Business talk. In the fewremarks 
which I shall make, it is not my purpose to discuss this question 
in its general character. That has already been done, far more 
ably than I could do it, even if I had ample time. So, after mak- 
ing a few introductory remarks, it is my p to spend the 
most of my time upon a subject which has not been discussed at 
all or touched upon during the discussion of this question, but 
which I regard as very pertinent to the interests of my own peo- 
ple. If it were not for that fact, I certainly should not take up 
any of yourtime atall. It is through asense of duty tothem that 
Iam here to say even the few words which I propose to say to- 
night. 

n 1890 the McKinley bill was passed. It was then announced 
that it was a bill to reduce the revenue, and for other purposes. 
Now we have before us its twin sister, the Dingley bill, and the 
announcement is made that it is a bill to produce revenue, and to 
encourage the industries of the United States. Now, that may be 
true to some extent; but I represent what I understand to be the 
greatest of the industries of this country, and I undertake to say 
that the Dingley bill, in its present form, while it may be intended 
to do so, can not encourage or promote the agricultural industry. 

Agriculture is the greatest of all the industries. In fact, it is 
that industry upon which all the rest are based. It is the founda- 
tion of the wealth and prosperity of this country. The country 
can never be prosperous until the people who till the soil are pros- 
perous. Prosperity can never begin at the top. It must begin at 
the bottom, where the wealth of the country has always been 
made, and where, if it is made at all. it must continue to be made. 
It is true that this bill may make a certain class of the people in 
this country prosperous, but that will beat the expense of all those 
who are not so fortunate as to belong to that class. As I under- 
stand the principles of the Democratic party, to which I adhere, 
it is certainly inimical to the principles of t party. This sys- 
tem of taxation for protection is necessarily one-sided and partial 
in its effects, and contrary to all just principles of Government as 
well as to the basal principles of the Democratic party. Democ- 


XXX——14 


condition we are in now. Our main agricultural products are 
made in excess of the demand in this country. They can not be 
consumed here. You have heard of that ery of home market” 
all your lives, and we are not a whit nearer to it to-day than we 
were a hundred years ago. Another fact: The main agricultural, 
products and other products that have to be transported from this 
country to find a market are increasing all the time. 

But, as I said, I do not intend to discuss this question at length. 
I want to talk to you about another subject. Before I commence 
I will read to you an amendment which I offered to the commit- 
tee when considering this bill. They did not adopt it, but said it 
ought to be passed as a separate bill. Now, I want you to listen, 
because I have found a great lack of information upon this par: 
ticular subject. There is a product of the country where I live 
which must, if it finds a market at all, find that market in for- 
eign countries, and that paronia roduct that I refer to is the 
article of tobacco, which is raised very largely in the State of 
Kentucky and some of our other States. You must remember 
that the State of Kentucky raises about one-half of the tobacco 
raised in the United States. 

There are two distinct varieties of tobacco raised in the State of 
Kentucky, and they seek different markets. There is what is 
known as the red and white burley tobacco, raised in the blue- 
grass section, and in one or two counties in Ohio—in fact, it origi- 
nated in Brown County, Ohio, quite anumber of yearsago. This 
is a domestic tobacco, raised to be manufactured and used in this 
country. There is another distinct variety of tobacco, raised in 
the southern and western part of the State, in Tennessee, a part 
of Virginia, and to some small extent in Maryland. It is a rich, 
heavy, dark tobacco, which is not consumed to any great extent 
in this country. It is the tobacco that is raised in my district, 
and, in fact, in all that of Kentucky and Tennessee known 
as the Hopkinsville and Clarksville dark-tobacco district. It is a 
tobacco, as I have said, that to find a market at all must be ex- 
ported. Why? Because we have more of it than we know what 
to do with. Foreign countries want it. They can not get it any- 
where else. T must get it from the United States. 

Now, what is the condition of our market in respect to the sale 
of this particular farm product? Do yon gentlemen know that 
an American citizen can not ship a hogshead or a pound of tobacco 
to France and sell it through the regular channels of trade? Do 
you know that an American citizen can not ship a hogshead or a 

und of tobacco to Italy or Spain or Austria-Hungary and sell 
it through the regular channels of trade? Do you know that all 
these countries have put such restrictions upon this trade that no 
American citizen can ship any amount of tobacco, small or great, 
and sell it in the open market in any of these countries? 

Mr. of Alabama. atis done, is it not, in retalia- 
tion against our protective tariff? Is that the reason for it? 


210 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 23, 


Mr. CLARDY. No, it is sold in these Countries 
and most unsophisti: 


the purest 
cated monopolies that ever existed in any 
country. It is a matter of revenue with them, and for this reason 


they refuse to allow it to be sold through the ar channels of 

trade. It is not to retaliate especially; but it is the object of this 

5 pe us to retaliate against them if they do not take this restric- 
on off. 


Mr. LITTLE. Will you tell us how this monopoly exists in 
France and in other States? 

Mr. CLARDY. I will tell you in a moment. I wish to read 
the bill I offered to the Committee on Ways and Means, and which 
I have introduced as a separate measure, which was the sugges- 
tion I received: 


E t the demand, 8 all competition, and control the price: 

Now. in order to secure as as m be open and unrestricted markets 
for American tobacco in foreign coun the Presidentof the United States 
is hereby authorized to make such inv tions as will elicit all the facts 
in reference to the restrictions put upon tho sale of American tobacco in 
certain fore countries under what is known as regie contracts” and 
otherwise. d he is further authorized to enter into negotiations with the 
Governments of these countries with a view to o a mi tion or 
removal of these restrictions; and in pursuance of this object may, in his dis- 
cretion, place such restrictions on the exports of these countries to the 
United States as may seem just and reciprocal, until the restrictions on our 
products are removed. 

Now, I will show you how this operates. In France the sale of 
tobacco is purely a Government monopoly. The Government 
makes a ae es with certain individuals or firms, with head- 

uarters in New York, to furnish them with so much tobacco, of 
tices different grades, A, B, and C, at a stipulated peice These 
men or their successors have held these contracts for years and 

ears. They make France a bid to furnish her this tobacco. 

ance limits the amount which she will receive, There is alwa 
a surplus over and above that which is necessary to supply 
contracts in these countries. The consequence is that syndi- 
cate at New York sits down and fixes the price upon this product 
even before itis planted, and there is so little competition that 
actually the price has been reduced now until it is below the cost 
of production. 4 
hat particular kind of tobacco is now selling at less than 4 

cents a pound on the average, which is less than it can fairly be 
produced for. Everybody who sells tobacco in France is a gov- 
ernment officer and sells it under the direction of the Government. 
Tobacco is bought under what is known as ‘‘regie contracts,” 
that is, government or“ king” contracts made with these indi- 
viduals. When the law requires that more than one bid shall be 
made, that is gotten around by having a dummy“ who bids a 
little less or a little more than the regular syndicate bid, and they 
always arrange it so as to keep control of the price of our tobacco, 
I mentioned a moment ago seed-leaf tobacco and the tobacco 
raised in the New England States and in Minnesota. 

Mr. EDDY. May I ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion? 

Mr. CLARDY. Les, sir. 

Mr. EDDY. Is it not a fact that this government control of the 
tobacco trade in the countries which you have mentioned, espe- 
cially in France, has been in existence for a great many years? 

Mr. CLARDY. Ever since 1810. It is a part of their revenue 
system. Now, the committee has had oe. ai on a protective 
tariff to protect the tobacco raised in the Eastern States and in 
Minnesota. The tobacco raised in Minnesota is seed-leaf tobacco 
and is used in this country. They put a tariff of from 65 cents to 
$2.50 a pound upon Sumatra tobacco, which is raised in an island 
quite near China and by Chinese labor. We never can make 
tobacco in this country to compete with it, because 1 pound of 
Sumatra tobacco will wrap more cigars than 2 or 3 pounds of 
American tobacco. While we may get considerable revenue by 
this tax, we can not keep out the Sumatra tobacco, because it is 
worth at home $1.40 or $1.50 a pound, and even at that price it 
costs far less than substitutes raised here. But while the com- 
mittee are so careful to impose a tariff to protect a little over a 
hundred million pounds of tobacco raised in the Eastern States, 
they refuse or neglect to open the markets (which is all we ask) 
for 800,000,000 pounds of tobacco that must and does seek a mar- 
ket in these foreign countries. 

In Spain they manage the business a little differently. They sell 
these contracts to certain individuals. Lou all know that in Spain 
every Office is a matter of money-making—in the army, out of the 
army, everywhere—and the syndicate pays so much for the privi- 
lege of selling all the tobacco. In Russia and Hungary tobacco is 
BA through the consuls—another monopoly—and no individual 
from America is permitted to participate in the sale of tobacco in 
any of these countries. All that we ask is that we may be per- 
mitted to put our tobacco on these markets on equal terms with 
all other products. If there is anything at all in 2 here 
is a place where it can be used to advantage for the benefit of a 


large portion of our country, for in the States 
Tennessee, and other States, among our small farmers tobacco is 
the 8 that clothes their children, sends them to school, and 
pa s the doctors’ bills and the taxes, and the farmersmust rely upon 
t for these things. If this Congress would take steps to open the 
mar of the world to us, what would be the result? 

That the demand would be largely increased and in consequence 
the se to the producer correspondingly increased there can be 
no doubt. 

We can judge from experience, because there are two countries 
where we can sell tobacco, namely, England and Germany. The 
Germans raise about half the tobacco they consume, but they 
must have a large quantity of our heaviest and richest tobacco to 
mix with their own. Turkey also makes considerable tobacco. 
Germany and England take more than half the tobacco that we 
export, about 150,000,000 3 a year. With their compara- 
tively small populations, they take as much as all the other coun- 
tries together. France takes eight or ten million dollars’ worth, 
and Spain takes from sixteen to eighteen thousand ho heads, and 
Italy nearly as much, each welening 1,400 pounds. Hungary and 
Austria take about 6,000 hogsheads. They restrict the amount 
they take. Why? They have made the tobacco trade a part of 
their revenue system, and out of the tobacco that France gets 
from the United States she makes a clear profit of from sixty to 
seventy million dollars a year, and she mates it upon tobacco for 
which she does not pay exceeding $10,000,000 in this country. 

You see, gentlemen, the difficulties of the case. France will be 
loath to give up this trade, because she makes $60,000,000 a year 
out of it. But England makes even more than that, and ‘still 
England is the best market we have. How does she make so 
much? B a very simple process, well understood by the Repub- 
licans of House. e puts a tax of 76 cents a pound upon all 
the tobacco that goes into the Kingdom from this or any other 
country. Tobacco that is bought in this country for from 7 to 10 
cents a pound pays to the English Government when it is taken 
out of her bon warehouse for consumption a tax of 76 cents a 
pound. Now we are willing that France shall put a tax on this 
tobacco and that the other countries shall do the same. All that 
we ask is that American citizens shall have the same privilege in 


of Kentucky and 


respect to the sale of tobacco in those countries that French and 
Spanish and Italian citizens have in this country, where they 
may be seen in almost every town and village sell the fruits 


and other products of their native lands. I re 
thing in reciprocity, if there is anything in 
a place to apply it. 


at, if there is any- 
e principle, here is 


ow, what can just and fair legislation do for the great agricul- 
tural products of this country? It can open the avenues of trade 
and remove the obstructions from the highways of commerce. It 
can give us a market in which we can sell without prohibitory 
restrictions the products which we are compelled to send to forei 
countries, Taxation for protection can protect a few things like 
wool anda few commodities on the border of Canada and other 
places; but the great staple agricultural products of this country 
can never be protected by a tariff. It is a farce, an insult to the 
wheat growers and farmers of this country to have a pretended 
ae of 25 cents on wheat and 15 cents on corn and similar prod- 
ucts. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question in that connection. The statistics of the Department 
show that in the last year of the operation of the McKinley law 
the total importation of linseed to this country was about 800,000 
bushels. During the first year of the Wilson-Gorman law the 
importation was nearly 4,000,000 bushels, 

Mr. CLARDY, Well, I say that you can protect some things; 
but you can not protect the great agricultural staple products. 

Let me mention for the benefit of the gentleman another thing 
that has been protected. It has been found by actual observation 
and close calculation that hens in Canada can lay cheaper eggs 
than the hens of the United States. [Laughter. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. That is undoubtedly true. 

Mr. CLARDY. Because of that fact a tax of 5 cents is imposed 
on every dozen eggs, to protect the hens of the United States. 
Now, I want to know who Pays that tax? Here are 5 cents added 
to the price of a dozen eggs. How many people in all the country 
are there who eat eggs as compared with the few who have the 
hens that lay the eggs? There are probably 500 people taxed on 
every dozen eggs that they consume in order that one man may 
make a profit on an American hen because she can not discharge 
her duty as cheaply as can a Canadian hen. [Laughter.] 

At the proper time I want to bring before Congress such a 
measure as I have indicated. And I do not see why anybody 
should have any objection to it. If legislation should do anything 
for the agricultural people of the country, it should open the mar- 
kets for the sale of their products. Is not that a fair 1 

The Dingley bill will have the same fate that the McKinley bill 
had. It may give some temporary measure of p rity. I 
think it will. But let me ask my friends on the other side one 
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question. When these manufactories start up and when there has 

‘been accumulated a large surplus 5 Who is going to buy 
that surplus? The farmers can not do so; the ordi consumers 
of the country can not do so, because those classes of articles are 
now cheaper than they will bel under a tariff which is purposely 
intended to raise the prices of all such products. You do not pro- 
pose to give any additional facilities to these producers to enable 
them to pay for these goods. What, then, will be the condition of 
these manufacturers? Why, sir, they will be a good deal like the 
prophet to whom the angel gave the little book. Itwas to be, you 
recollect, sweet as honey in his mouth, but when he had swal- 
lowed it, it was bitter in the stomach. You will probably come 
to the bitter sooner than you expect. You will be like the man in 
the Scriptures whose soul was swept and garnished, but the devils 
returned, and the last end of that man was worse than the first. 
inan e I only hope that by that time the Democratic party 
will have sense enough to inaugurate and establish such laws on 
the financial question and the revenue question as will bring to 
this country permanent prosperity. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume further time; and I 
will only add that so far as this icular measure is concerned 
I have had a hearing before the committee on the subject, which 
Iintend to have printed, because gentlemen here have not had an 
opportunity to study this question, and a gregt many of them do 
not know that these facts which Istate are true. I could go on and 
show by reference to the consular reports all about the condition 
of the countries to which I have referred. It is a fact, as I have 
stated, that this particular productis refused access to these coun- 
tries through the regular channels of trade. They only take so 
much as ef may be willing to take as a 1 e do not 
treat them that way. After fixing such a tariff as seems to us 
proper, we permit their goods to come into this country without 
other restriction. 

Now, is it unreasonable or unfair to adopt such a policy as I 
proposet The principle of the Democratic party, according to the 

eclaration which I have read, is that we s demand from for- 
eign nations no more than we are willing to accord them. We 
accede to them the privilege of selling their products in this coun- 
a All we ask is that they shall give us the same opportunity to 
sell our products in the open market. 

I am very much obliged to you, gentlemen, for your kindness in 
giving me your attention at this late hour. 1 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the committee 
now rise. 

There was no objection. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Hopxins having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN, i n 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

reported that that committee, having had under consideration the 

(H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 10 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 10 o'clock 
a, m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ot 1155 following titles were introduced and severaliy referred as 

ollows: : 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 2054) to restrict the application 
of the doctrine of contributory negligence so as to permit persons 
guilty of negligence which is not the proximate cause of an injury 

persons or property to recover dam: , and to define the term 
“ proximate cause,” and the rights of litigants to haye the same 
determined by a jury, and the duties of Federal judges in such 
cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHELDEN: A bill (H. R. 2055) making an appropria- 
tion for a light-house on what is known as the Whalesback, near 
Cedar River, Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) for the erection of a 3 building at 
8 Mich. —to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2057) to establish wind signal display sta- 
tions at South itou Island, Lake Michigan—to thé Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) making an appropriation for a fog 
signal on what is known as Ottawa Point, in Tawas Bay, near 
East Tawas, Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2059) making an appropriation for a light- 
house on what is known as Peshtigo Reef, near Peshtigo Harbor, 
Wisconsin—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

merce, 


_ By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2060) for the estab- 
lishment of a light and fog signal on or near Sabine Bank, Texas— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Dene Commerce. 

By Mr. LER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2061) to amend 
an act approved January 29, 1887, entitled An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war,” and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2062) fixing the time for hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts in the district of West Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2063) to adjust 
the pensions of those who have lost limbs, or were totally disabled 
in them, or have additional disabilities, in the late war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 2064) to incorporate the 
National Grand Lodge of the Order of the Sons of Hermann—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2085) to establish a 
marine hospital at Sabine Pass, Texas—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 2121) to enforce respect for the 
American flag by the employees of the National Government—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. f 

By Mr. EVANS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 38) respectfully 
requesting the President to give notice of the desire of the United 
States to terminate the existing commercial reciprocity conven- 
pon with the Hawaiian Republic—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

Sy Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of John Ellis, 
of Kenton County, CRAEN the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHIN S: A bill (H. R. 2067) for the relief of Emily 
Thrift, administratrix of 8. B. Thrift, deceased, late of Warren 
County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 
of March 8, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) for the relief of estate of Preston Chavi 
deceased, late of Warren County, Miss., as found due by the Co 
3 Claims under the act of March 3, 1883 - to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2069) for the relief of Rebecca L. Bolling, of 
Warren County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of James G. Ferguson, of 
Warren County, Miss.,as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2071) for the relief of Rebecca L. Bolling, ad- 
ministratrix of Emily E. Martin, deceased, late of Vicksburg, 
Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
8, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2072) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George F. White—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 2078) granting a pension to 
Adonia Huard, of New Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, 
deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 2074) granting a pension to Jane 
H. Sanborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: a bill (H. R. 2075) for the relief of John 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 2076) to compensate Jesse 
Johnson for legal services rendered by direction of the Attorney- 
General—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2077) for the relief of Robert D. Benedict 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 2078) to pension Laura E, 
Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2079) for the relief of W. S. Hammaker—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) to correct the military record of Ed- 
ward T. Jennings—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. Sof Indiana: A bill (H. R. #091) graning a pen- 
sion to Joanna C. Dillman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) to increase the pension of Charles Mc- 
Carty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) granting a pension to William Ross— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) granting a pension to Hiram Runyan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2085) for the relief of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claxns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2086) for the relief of David W. Harrison— 
to the Committee on Militury Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) for the relief of Rudolph Staats—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) to pension Michael M. Peters—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) to pension John Parsons—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) to pension Elizabeth Short—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2091) for the relief of John R. Fortner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. tg for the relief of Thomas Matheny—to 
the Committee on War ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2093) to pension John W. Gillespie—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ey to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against the name of Newell—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) for the relief of F. F. Morris—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2006) to pension Allan C. Vickars—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) to pay John Foster, of Elizabeth, W. Va., 
for ferrying United States soldiers during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) for the relief of William Seicks—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) for the relief of Benjamin F. Hall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) for the relief of James Burnett—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) for the relief of Amos Dyke—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) to pension Richard Wilcoxton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

H. R. 2103) to pension William J. Allen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) for the relief of the Methodist 8 
Church, of Point Pleasant, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PEAROCE of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2105) for the relief 

harles P. Chouteau, survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle 
to the Committee on War Claims. = 

By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H. R. 2106) to correct the military 
record of Abram Lewis—to the Co: ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHELDEN: A bill (H. R. 2107) for the relief of Mary 
Chambers, widow of Thomas bers to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. a Franke a pension to Mary Bemus—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Thurlby-—to the Committ d Pensions 
— © ee on mi 5 

Aleo a in ¢ be dale of Dr. H. C. Farrand to 
on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2110 fox the relief of certain parties, sufferers 
by the burning of the tug Mystic while in Government employ— 
to the Committee on Claims. z 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 75 75 (H. R. 2112) for the relief of Herbert 
e the Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2118) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucy Ord Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 2114) for relief of Matthew T. 
Lewis—to the Committee on tary Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2115) for the 
relief of Marie ville—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) for the relief of Anna V. Ingerton, 
widow of William H, n, late lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth 
Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) to correct the record of Charles Schmel- 
ler, late of Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Infantry, by 5 shane of desertion from the 
same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 2118) 8 @ pension to 
James M. Kercheval—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 2119) to gant a pension to Miss 
Sallie Work—to the Commi on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. S : A bill (H. R. 2120) for the relief of the es- 
tate of William Ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 2122) increasing the 

ion of William R. Christy—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) increasing the pension of William P. 
Haskell, lieutenant, e I, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2124) for the 
ə Committee on Claims. 


B 
relict of Albert C. Brown—to 
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PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

Tae laid tn th Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 3 
y Mr. ADAMS: Petition of H. K. Mulford & Go., of Phila- 

delphia, for rebate tax on alcohol used in the arts and for medici- 
nal purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
C 
ing for the passage of House 0. -fo 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 * 

(i Page LOUD: Petition of Mack & Co., of San Francisco, re- 
ger g rebate tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 


By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to.acecompany House bill No. 2, 
to 2 for the erection of a public building at Indianapolis, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PETERS: Papers relating to the claim of Henderson H. 
Pongi ig the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. ROBBINS: Papers to accompany bill to grant relief to 
Sallie Work, of MES eager the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of the heirs of Thomas B. Wig- 
gins, deceased, late of Pitt County, N. C., in reference to his war 
claim, under the provisions of the Bowman Act; also petition of 
the heirs of Elizabeth Gatling, deceased, late of Gates County, 
N. C., praying for the reference of her war claim to the Court of 
Claims under the Bowman Act; also petition of the heirs of Siddie 
Haslett, of Gates County, N. C., praying reference of her war 
claim to the Court of Claims; also petition of James W. Twine, of 
Perquimans County, N. C., Ne to have his war claim referred 
to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Resolutions of Iowa Command- 
ery of the Loyal Legion of the United States, in reference to a 
national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, 8 of B. J. Hempel and other citizens of Plattsmouth, 
Nebr., favoring the assage of the service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nebraska, Rraying for the passage 
of the McMillan-Linton bills, S. 3589 and H. R. 10108—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr, SPALDING: Pa to accompany House bill provid- 
ing for the relief of M. T. Lewis—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


By Mr. TODD: Memorial of the Featherbone Corset Company, 
of amazoo, Mich.. protesting against the pro: tariff on 
Barmen (Germany) trimmings, as contemplated in the Dingley 
bill—to Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 24, 1897. 


Prayer py 775 Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
EUGENE HALE, a Senator from the State of Maine, appeared in 
his seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I present the petition of President William 
J. Tucker and 25 other gentlemen of Hanover, N. H., associated 
in the faculty of Dartmouth College, who state their belief that 
advancing civilization demands the substitution of judicial methods 
for war in the settlement of international controversies, and they 
therefore desire the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty. 
They state that, if this treaty be given effect by the two great 
branches of the English race, their example can not fail to induce 
other nations to adopt the principle of arbitration. They say they 
have refrained from an earlier expression of their views, because 
they realize that the Senate is bound to scrutinize so important a 
treaty with deliberation; but now that full time has elapsed for 
its careful consideration, they think it proper to add their support 
to the expression of an almost universal public opinion from all 
sections of the United States in favor of the treaty. 

I move that the petition be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLEN presenteda petition of sundry citizens of Holdredge, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called antiscalping rail- 
road ticket ill; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. TURNER presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Fairhaven, Wash., praying that the Executive order of Feb 
22, 1897, creating a forest reserve of all that portion of the State of 
Washington lying between the forty-eighth and forty-ninth par- 
allels of latitude and the one hundred and twentieth and one hun- 
dred and twenty-second meridians be revoked and canceled; which 
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was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

Your petitioners, the Commercial Club of Fairhaven, Wash., respectfully 
ask that the Executive order of February 22, 1897, crea’ a forest reserve ot 
all that portion of the State of Washington lying between the forth-eighthand 


forty-ninth els of latitude and the one hundred and twentieth and one 
3 revoked and canceled. 


pally for its mineral de ts and a few eb i J 
There are many N paar * the 8 over 2,000 mining 
aff hap el Whatcom Bis Singit Sn . and O 5 
ected, nam . no: kanogan. ol e 
‘districts are: Monte Cristo, Casca ae Thunder Creek, Slate 
Creek, Squaw Creek, and Goat Take ude gold, silver, cop- 
„lead, coal, iron, asbestas, 3 by reliable author- 
Kies that over $400,000 n — on development 
within the reserve. 


thon been expended on wagon roads, and trails within 
The Everett and Monte to risto Railroad, buil t solely for 

tion, — 5 the reserve for many miles. 
ash: invested over $30, 


confidently country is always most difficult 
t was confident 5 until the order of r develop. 


— 8 m ween two sections is a 
pagar hihi i Tes re are several post-ofices, ang 
paniis 000 sett the reserved limits. Even if th ts are 
in the order. vill chanco of growth is blighted and the reservo isan 

Ben das that ze the efforts of half of the State. ne 


tate of as are all rivers flowin, 3 ppal * those 
to — Dor demand 


that there is 


‘or ying the water flow manne: . Ts dense under- 
growth that exists over the entir tain region serves this pur- 
pose as well as the wW might cut for the opening of 
e ve tizens of this unanimous in con- 
of the act, which 5 m rich in 
ag ey mice gg ly eam DATA NOA 
55 e ee 


J. J. DONOVAN, 
= R. 9 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 
Approved: 
ELI WILKIN, President. 


Attest: 
O. M. HUNTER, Secretary. 


Mr. TURNER presented a petition of the Board of 2 of New 
Whatcom, Wash., relative to the forest reserve in Whatcom 
County, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Petition concerning forest reserve. 


Whatess the late Semen cf tte nites inte, Grevar bya 
issued Fe 1897, reserve in the State 
of Washington, embracin; that territ in ald State from one hun- 
dred and twentieth of tude to the one hundred twenty- 
second meri and from the forty-eigh of north de to the 
forty-ninth p=) or the no. of this State, 8 
mountainous area se Cnernonr ange ce 00 from north tosouth 
miles from east to west, which cuts off from the four spp nee ent — 
counties of this State—Okan pom Skog and full 
ment and 


one-half of the Sny otee eac. Bit etal og! 
wns thet IN par eee tory has litle or no timber of any com: 


5 5 mountainous coun and is 
ically Ñiy valueless for rea other that its gr its great and 3 


. ; and 9 — 9 . — 
many y 8 Panty = ‘tad Sy oper ores Ste frontier iif ha Bad bat fost just 
reached such such condition (by reason of 


heretofore benefi- 
cent policy of the Government — — on 2 my beer ipe surveyed 
unsurveyed) thet they mee now and hereafter enjoy, the advantages and 
— ere financially and y, to themselves and families resultant there- 
om; an 


Whereas within the limits of said reserve are included all the deposits of 
the s metals in our county which until the last few years have lain 
„ tcom County alone wi the last three 
seasons inan thousands of prospectors and 3 have put in all their time 
and many thousands of do in 3 and developing mines, both 
2 and quartz, as well as copper, iron. and other minerals, and the 
season many thousands of men would be em 3 in mines already 

Seine worked and in contemplati ked and in 
reason of the lack of 


. and locating mining by 
em tin . aaa 1 locations great hardship and 
suffexng fae woul be — on the should this avenue of em- 
ployment be rr ons and 

ereas in tha t portion of Whateom County included in such reserve 


openen for — at the land Ayres elch L the intention of 
said land shall 7 — — 2. — ect to en 
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there 5 peio means ana 5 in the n of said county 900 
— locations, an ere been expend eve . . 
erty. a trails, and constructing roads thereto, by the miners t tall 
$525,000; and as many of said 


go upon vacant lands 
opponi acaat landa snd niong th tthe at by reason of tho innocessibility and as 


8 worthless and the vast 


has yery Tittle or no value from a e view Bow pane as the 

d and scrubby and not 
more than sufficient to supply the needs of the corre Ma for timbering mines, 
ete., 1 8 the inaccessibility of the 8 makes it ible to remove tho 
samo to mar and the miners will as Fog usly the timber from de- 
struction as could the 5 an 


Shall be fully presented. ds toget er with the grievous wron —— — 
ing fa dam be done to the si 8 „and labor - 


that wi 
county, State, and nation, the onder creating said reserve 
— be rescinded, $ 
e, your 5 Whatcom, 
Whatesm ully any tion the President 


paon 
ton, respectf 
8 he United States for the immediate revocation and cancel- 
aden othe 0 the order of proclamation of Fe 1897; and we request our, 


Senators natives in a use their utmost endeavors for 
that „and that a Rar g Pee tition ane resolution be forwarded to 
the ent of the Uni * to each of our Senators and Congress- 
men. 
Recommended by mining committee. 
J. W. ROMAINE, 
MILLER G. SCOUTEN, 
GEO. E. GAGE 
J. J. DONOVAN, 


Committee on Mining, 
Eae gers 12, 1897, unanimous! by the Board of Trade of New What- 


S. B. IRISH, 
President Board of Trude. 


‘com, W. 


5 ALDERT E. JONES, Secretary. 
7 - ot FRIZELL, 


Q; 


UIST, 


00 
Executive Committee. 

Mr, TURPIE presented a memorial of Local Union, No. 54, 
9 International Union of America, of Evansville, 
an increase in the duty on leaf tobacco; 

hich wa wee sae to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Branch County 
Farmers’ Institute, of Coldwater, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of leg islation to prohibit the importation of shoddy; which 

was . to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Wisconsin State 
Cranberry Growers’ Association, praying that a duty be imposed 
upon 5 which was referred tothe Committee on Finance. 


Mr. CHILTO eee the petitions = C. W. Simpson, pub- 
lisher of the Spokesman, of Colorado; of T. Curtis, pu isher of 
the Newton County Record, of Burkeville, and of Thomas Mar- 


tin, publisher of the Democrat, of Centerville, all in the State of 
Texas, praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating 
to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Commit- 
+ aio lag presented a petition of Palestine Lodge, No. 868, Broth- 
e resen a petition o estine 0. 
erhood of of Railroad Trainmen, of — vee raying for the 
enactment of legislation to further protec the frst da day of the 
week as a day of rest in the District of 8 which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
He also per resented a petition of Palestine „No. 368, Broth- 
erhood of rept i Trainmen, of Palestine, Tex, az praying T for the 
appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan industrial commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and eee 


ce. 
. OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed ie: Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, to report it without amendment. I shall ask the 
Senate to take 75 bill at some convenient time. 
. IDENT. The bill will take its place on the 
en 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, reported two 

amendments intended to be proposed to the general deficiency! 
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appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Vest on the 22d instant, 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, reportedit without amendment, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 

to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. GEAR on the 22d instant. intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
it without amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. HANSBROUGH on the 22d instant 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported it without amendment, and moved that it bereferred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 22d instant, intended to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
it without amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was to. 

Mr. BURROV S. The report ngon these amendments is made, 
not by the whole committee, but by a poll of the committee. A 
majority of the members of the committee recommend the report. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 22d in- 
stant, intended to be pro to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved thatit be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the Library: 3 

A bill (S. 1160) to authorize the erection of a statue of the late 
President . at Gettysburg, Pa. (with an accom- 

nyi ); an 
POA bill 8.4161) to procure a site and erect a peace monument at 
Appomattox, Va. : 

r. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Ed- 
ward A. Young, of the State of Illinois; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1163) to remove the charga of 
desertion from the military record of John C. Carroll, alias John 
T. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. A i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1164) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William H. Brady; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE (for Mr. Harris of Tennessee) introduced the fol- 
lowing bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: e 

A bill (S. 1165) for the relief of W. J. Smith and D. M. Wisdom; 

A bill (S. 1166) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of Samuel 
Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of Joseph R. 
Anderson, deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1167) for the relief of the Overton Hotel Company, of 
Memphis, Tenn.; 7 

A bin (S. 1168) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 1169) for the relief of J. E. Dromgoole, of Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: : 
A bill (S. 1170) for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. Duncan, 


A bill (S. 1171) for the relief of George T. Vance and 8 
Vance, executors of the estate of William L. Vance, deceased, late 
of Memphis, Tenn.; l ; 

A Dill (S. 1172) for the relief of the trustees of McDaniel’s 
Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Shellmound, Marion 
County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 1178) for the relief of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of St. Paul, at Franklin, Tenn.; ; 

A bill (S. 1174) for the relief of Mary Sharp College, of Win- 
chester, Tenn.; f 

A bill (S. 1175) for the relief of William Johnson, ađministra- 
tor of Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, of Fayette County, Tenn., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883; 

A bill (S. 1176) for the relief of Sarah McClay, administratrix 
of Robert McClay, deceased, late of Davidson County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 1177) for the relief of John Zimmerman, of Madison 
County, Tenn.; and í 

A bill (S. 1178) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Loudon, Loudon County, Tenn. 
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Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1179) to repeal section 1753 of 
the Revised Statutes, and all acts and parts of acts amendato 
thereof or supplementary thereto, and for other purposes; whic 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the bill be read at length and referred 
= the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 

rvice. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That section 1753 of the Revised Statutes and all acts 
and parts of acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, as well as 
all Executive orders that haye been issued and based thereon, be, and the 


same are hereby, repealed and annulled. 
Sec. 2. That and after the of this act it shall be the duty of 


every head of a Department of the United States of America to estab! 
reasonable and just rules, in writing. for the examination of persons apply- 
ing for positions in the civil branch of the Government under the control of 
such Department, and said rules shall have reference to the specific fitness of 
an applicant to discha: the duties of the particular office or position for 
which he may apply. and for which he may be employed or appointed, or that 
may be involy n the exercise of the duties of such office or position. But 
nothing herein contained shall be so construed as in any manner to deprive 
any citizen of the United States of eligibility to any given office or position 
in the several branches of the civil service of the United States whose quali- 
fications shall be made to appear for the particular office or tion to which 
he aspires, or for which he may be an applicant, because of lack of education 
in any other respect, or because he may not possess a university, collegia! 
or academic education; nor shall any rule or regulation of any Departmen 
be made or enforced which shall have a tendency to deprive any citizen of 
the United States of eligibility to an ticular office or position in the civil 
service of the Government for whichhe may have specific fitness, it bein 
the intention and purpose of this act to restore every citizen of the United 
States to eligibility to the service of his Government in all its several civil 
branches where it shall be made to appear that any such citizen is qualified 
to 1 and acceptably discharge the duties of the particular office or 
position for which he applies or to which he may be appointed. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 1180) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to expend a portion of an existing appropriation for 
making a survey and location of the improvement of the water- 
way connecting the waters of Puget Sound with Lakes Union and 
Washington, and preparing a cadastral map; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1181) to increase the pen- 
sion of Anna E. Botsford, widow of Eli W. Botsford, late major 
of Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 1182) for the relief of The- 
ophilus Fisk Mills; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1183) for the relief of John Green; and 

A bill (S. 1184) increasing the pension of Fletcher S. Kidd. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1185) to amend the act 
of January 16, 1883, entitled An act to regulate and improve the 
civil service of the United States;“ which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1185) to provide for the further 
distribution of the reports of the Supreme Court; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1187) to prohibit the reproduction 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories, by kinetoscope or 
kindred devices, of such pugilistic encounters and fights as are 
forbidden by the act of Congress of February 7, 1896, and for 
other poe which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1188) for the relief of 
Capt. Francis A. Beuter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Charles 
Gallagher, and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims; which 
g= read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. GORMAN introđuced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 


A bill (S. 1190) for the relief of Adel Virginia Spangler, of 
Frederick County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1191) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood; 

A bill (S. 1192) for the relief of James Legg: 

A bill (S. 1193) for the relief of the heirs of Edmund Wolf; 

A bill 8 1194) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson; 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of William P. Wood for services 
rendered the Treasury Department; 

A bill (S. 1196) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt; 
ae bill aB: 1197) for the relief of Rinaldo P. Smith; of Baltimore, 

. an 

A bill (S. 1198) for the relief of James Hooper. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
aay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 


1897. 
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A bill (S. 1199) to increase the pension of Jessie S. Habersham; 


A bill (S. 1200) granting a pension to Miss Hayne; 
A bill (5. 1201) granting F E. Wyse, 
widow of Lient. Col. F. O. Wyse; and 


A bill (S. 1202) to increase pension of Emily M. Tyler. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1203) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry W. Freedley, late major in the United States fog and 

A bill (S. 1204) to correct the military record of James Irwin, 
alias James Williamson. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the Library: 

A bill (S. 1205) to aid in the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Gen. William Smallwood and the soldiers of the Mary- 
land Line in the war for American independence; and 

A bill (S. 1206) for the purchase of the oil portrait of Maj. Gen. 
William Smallwood. 

Mr, THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 1207) granting a pension 
to Emily M. Gillespie; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GEAR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1208) granting a pension to Elizabeth Beesley; 

A pal (S. 1209) granting an increase of pension to Maj. John H. 

ee; 

A bill (S. 1210) granting a pension to Paul Kempter; and 

A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Herman Dellit. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be 3 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. RAWLINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed, 

r. TURNER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be 2 

r. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION CONTRACTS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereb 
inform the Senate of the amount of money expended by the 
by and through contracts made by the Missiselppi Riyer Co: on since 
its organization; when, where, and in what manner the same has been ex- 

nded, and with what result, and also what number of incomplete contracts 

now in existence with the Government of the United States for work on 
the Mississippi River from Cairo, in the State of Illinois, to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, the names and residences, respectively, of the cont: and the 
amount of money necessary to be expended by the Government in fulfillment 
of said contracts. 


INVESTIGATION OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and it is hereby, directed 


to inquire and report to the Senate to what extent the resent disastrous 
overflow in the eastern part of Arkansas is the result of Government im- 


directed to 
nited States 


rapher for said committee; and the necessary an proper expenses incurred 
in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
mate upon youchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The Secretary 
will state the first order of business. 

The bill (S. 119) to amend an act entitled An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also 
an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act and other acts 5 thereof and supple- 
mental thereto, and to provide for the settlement of claims grow- 


ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of Central 
Pacific and Western Pacific railroads, was announced as first in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we shall hardly be able to take 
that bill up as an unobjected case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. The next bill 
on the Calendar will be announced. 

The bill (S. 120) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
effect an adjustment between the United States and the Sioux 
City and Pacific Railway Company in relation to certain bonds 
issued by the United States in aid of the construction of said rail- 
way was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let that go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 3) to approve a compromise and settlement between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar, and was read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill may be passed over, re- 
Sunog lace on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. Ishall not, of course, object to the bill being 

assed over at this time, but I wish to give notice that at the oe 
st 8 I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill. Is 
seek to have it considered at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator name a day? 

Mr. BERRY. I did not name any specific day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to the consideration 
of the bill if the Senator will give a notice, fixing some time when 
he will call it up, so that Senators who desire to be heard upon it 
may have an opportunity to be present. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. I hope to be able to call up the bill 
on next Monday, if I can get an opportunity to do so. I shall 
make an effort to call the bill up at that time and from that time 
on until I do get an 15 ag to bring it before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After four hours and thirty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, March 25, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 24, 1897. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Lo C. Dana, to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado, in the place of H. A. Fer; m, 


whose commission expired February 18, 1897, Edward J. Morath, 
who was confirmed by the Senate March 1, 1897, not having been 
commissioned. 

Ruel Rounds, to be 8 at Idaho Falls, in the county of 
Dinghies and State of Idaho, in the place of E. P. Coltman, re- 
moved. 

John L. Underwood, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Bear Lake and State of Idaho, the appointment of a 
8 for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

ident on and after January 1, 1897. z 

Augustus H. Heiple, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Ilinois, in the place of D. S. 
Sheppard, resigned. 

Fred J. Hermann, to. be postmaster at Tell Ciy in the county 
of Perry and State of Indiana, in the place of Philip Zoercher, 
whose commission will expire March 27, 1897. 

James F. Lawson, to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Owen and State of Indiana, in the place of Orris T. Dickerson, re- 


signed. 

James H. Warnock, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Gibson and State of Indiana, in the place of Ollin M. Kolb, 
removed. 

John Zimmerman, to be postmaster at Cannelton, in the county 
of Perry and State of Indiana, in the place of Albert A. May, 
whose commission will expire April 5, 1897. 

Evan Gibbons, to be postmaster at Dyersville, in the county of 
Dubuque and State of Iowa, in the place of Evan Gibbons, whose 
commission expired January 14, 1897. 5 

Alfred Hocking, to be tmaster at Melrose, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of eee in the place of Charles W. 
Ellison, whose commission expired May 9, 1896. 

Joseph E. Watson, to be postmaster at Bronson, in the county of 
Branch and State of Lat ary in the place of Joseph E. Watson, 
whose commission expired January 5, 1897. 
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Albert L. Jurden, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of patie and State of Missouri, in the place of Azariah Peecher, 
removed. 

George W. Smith, to be postmaster at Sweet Springs, in the 
county of Saline and State of Missouri, in the place of William C. 


Hall, whose commission will expire March 27, 1897. 

Leopold Hahn, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county of 
nee eae State of Nebraska, in the place of R. B. Wahlquist, 
removed. 

William W. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Burt and State of Nebraska, in the place of William W. Hop- 
kins, whose commission expired January 17, 1897. 

George E. Drumm, to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county 
of 18 5 05 and State of New York, in the place of James Elliott, 
resigned. 

Cornelius D, Gist, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Athens and State of Ohio, in the place of Thomas H. Craig, whose 
commission expires March 29, 1897. 

Robert S. King, to be tmaster at Gloucester,in the county 
of Athens and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 

Harry F. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Beaver Falls, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Harry 
F. Hawkins, whose commission expired . 6, 1897. 

James M. Worrall, to be postmaster at Kennett Square, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lydia 
B. Walton, whose commission expired January 5, 1897. 

John A. Sheldon, to be post: r at Rutland, in the county of 
eee. and State of Vermont, in the place of John D. Hanrahan, 
resigned. 

Benjamin Howell, to be postmaster at Rock Springs, in the 
county of Sweetwater and State of Wyoming, in the place of 
Charles Sorenson, deceased. 

MARSHALS, 

Alexander J. Cooke, of Mississippi, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Mississippi, vice Dayid T. Guy- 
ton, whose term expired March 21, 1897. : 

George H. Thummel, of Nebraska, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Nebraska, vice Frank -E. White, whose 
term will expire March 26, 1897. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Harry K. Chenoweth, of Arizona, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona, to succeed 
Samuel F. Webb, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. John Charles Fremont Tillson, Fifth Infantry, to 
be captain, March 18, 1897, vice Johnson, Fourteenth Infantry, 
deceased. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

P. A. Surg. Henry B. Fitts, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 

the 28d day of March, 1897, vice Surg. Thomas C. Craig, retired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 24, 1897, 
COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Binger Hermann, of Oregon, to be Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. 
AUDITOR FOR STATE AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS, 
Ernst G. Timme, of Wisconsin, to be Auditor for the State 
and other Departments. 
MARSHAL, 
George H. Thummel, of Nebraska, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Nebraska. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 24, 1897. 


Tho House met at 10 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. ; x 

THE TARIFF. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the rule adopted, the 
Touse resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the tariff 
bill, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] will please 
take tho chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the 
Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Go t and to rage 
the 8 of tne Fuuga States, ALY TS 2 


Mr. FOX. Mr. Chairman, I know that it is difficult for anyone 
to contribute any additional learning to a subject about which so 
many volumes have been written, and which has engaged the earn- 
est attention of the greatest thinkers for ages. But as the repre- 
sentative here of an agricultural people, the prices of whose prod- 
ucts are fixed in foreign free-trade markets, and who are not 
in competition with importers, and who are therefore not bene- 
fited by a protective tariff, but who, on the contrary, are taxed by 
its provisions to help other Reape make a living, and what is 
worse, to help other people make fortunes, I desire to protest 
against a measure so unjust, and one that in the judgment of the 
greatest teachers of political science is not only violative of the 
spirit of the Constitution, but violative of sound morality. 

In any system of taxation the farmers ought to be treated fairly 
for several reasons. In the first place, because there are in this 
country 8,497,000 persons engaged in agriculture, twice as many 
as are employed in manufactures and in all the mechanical arts 
combined. Second, becanse they have $13,000,000,000 invested in 
farms which are constantly đecreasing in value under the pro- 
tective system, from which they receive no benefit, and of which 
they bear far the greater share of the burdens. In the next place, 
manufacturers must find a home market for their products amon: 
the farmers, and it is difficult to understand how you can exten 
your market by making higher prices, when, as has been pointed 
out, many farmers are unable now to purchase the necessaries of 
life at present prices. Impoverish the farmers and destroy their 
business, and the fires will go out in every furnace, and every 
mill in this country will close. 

But the greatest reason, Mr. Chairman, why farmers should be 
treated fairly is that agriculture is the only industry that is not 
protected, and the farmers constitute the only class not asking 
the Government to helpthem. They constitute the most consery- 
ative and perhaps the most patriotic of all classes. They are 
always for the maintenance of law and order in time of and 
are always ready to surrender their lives in defense of their coun- 
try in time of war. They ask for no special favors or privileges, 
but only demand that the Government be administered for the 
general welfare of all classes, and not in the interest of the few 
at the expense of the ere masses. Yet, instead of the fair 
treatment they deserve, this bill is an insult to every producer of 
corn, wheat, and cotton in the land. Under the present law agri- 
cultural implements of all kinds, and bagging and ties for wrap- 
ping cotton, are on the free list, and this is the only protection 
that farmers can receive—that is, to be let alone and not tax the 
implements of their toil. Under the proposed law heavy duties 
are imposed on these articles, and if this law , the farmer 
can not do a day’s work for the support of his family without pay- 
ings tax to the manufacturer for the privilege of doing so. 

griculture, Manufactures, and Commerce were declared by 
Thomas Jefferson to be the great pillars of our prosperity, and he 
said that these were most thriving when left most to individual 
enterprise. This is true, for the very simple reason that you can 
not help one except at the expense of the others. No candid man 
will donga protection is intended to and does restrain com- 
merce. No candid man. will deny that the at icultural 
staples of this country—cotton, corn, wheat, and oats—have never 

any of the benefits of protection, and in the very nature of 
things can not, because after supplying the home markets a 0 
ae us is produced for export, and there are practically no impo: 
of these products. The result is that under the protective system 
that has been enforced since the civil war Agriculture is prostrato 
under the heavy burden imposed for the benefit of manufactures. 
That this is true is conclusively shown by the census reports. 

In 1850 two-thirds of the wealth of country was on tho 
farms; in 1889 there was only one-fifth invested in farms. Much 
has been said about mills being shut down and furnaces stopped, 
while no consideration is given to the loss of billions of dollars in 
farm values, which has been brought about by the financial and 
READE PONOS of this Government. In whatis known asthe North 
Atlantic division, consisting of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania, the value of farms in 1870 was $3,159,030,197, 
In 1880 it was. $2,803,443,402. In 1890 it was $2,539,200,537, a de- 
crease in the value of farms of $619,839,660. In New York alone 
the value of farms decreased from $1,272,857,766 in 1870 to $968,- 
127,286 in 1890, a decrease in valuation of 8304, 780, 480. In tho 
State of Ohio there was a decrease in the valuation of farms dur- 
ing the last decade of $77,466,525. In the South and West, which 
have been greatly developed in the last ten years, there has been a 
vast increase in the acreage and therefore in farm valuations, but 
not a corresponding increase in profits. In Missouri 70 per cent 
more was invested in farms in 1890 than in 1880, while the increaso 
in profits was only 5 per cent. In Kansas the increase in farm 
valuations for the same period was 138 per cent, while the increase 
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in the value of farm products was only 80 per cent. In Texas the 


increase in farm capital was 162 per cent and the increase in profits 
only 71 per cent. Indiaw& the increase in the value of farms 
from 1880 to 1890 was $119,543,999, while the decrease in profits 
was $19,948,820. In Illinois for the same period there was an in- 
crease in the value of farms of $253,376,007 and a decrease in the 
profits of $19,221,124. In Michigan there was an increase of farm 
capital of $57,087,499 and a decrease in profits of $7,498,468. In 
Tennessee the increase in farm investments was $35,951,203 and a 
decrease in profits of $7,882,130. In the entire United States the 
increase in the value of farms during the same period was 30 per 
cent, while the increase in the profits was only 10 per cent, and 
Dr. Spahr, an eminent teacher of political science in Columbia 
University, declares that the profits of farming decreased 20 per 
cent from 1890 to 1895. 

The same author shows by reports of the Bureau of Labor of 
that State that the net profits of the manufacturers in Massachu- 
setts for the year 1890 Was 12.95 per cent. These figures are start- 
ling, and conclusively show that the impoverishing of the masses 
and the concentration of wealth in the hands of the great Liar Fates 
tions of the country have been steadily 8 for thirty 

ears, until, as Dr. Spahr declares, 82, 600, 000, 000 of property have 
m taken by taxation from the consumers of the country and 
iven to the capitalists, and 1 per cent of the families of the coun- 
ear hold more wealth than the remaining ‘ninety-nine. If it is 
true, as Dr. Spahr declares, that the distribution of wealth 
is under the direct control of laws for which the national con- 
science is responsible,” then there can be no doubt that this de- 
plorable condition of things has been brought about by the vicious 
system of financial legislation and tax legislation. 

It is pretended that protection is necessary to give American 
workingmen employment. Mr. McKinley, in one of his cele- 
brated veranda 8 said: What the American working- 
man wants is a job that means money to him, and the American 
Economist, the organ of the American Protective League, quoting 
this, adds: And every American workingman Who is now idle 
shall have a job before the end of the year if Congress will pass 
the kind of protective tariff that will suit the President-elect.” 
This is paternalism of the rankest character; it is communism 
that would satisfy the most extreme German or Russian socialist. 
Edward Bellamy, in his wildest dreams, would have been delighted 
with the idea. The proposition in its last analysis means that 
there is a vast army of men who are unemployed because the 
millionaire manufacturers are unwilling to pay them wages, and 
Congress must raise a wage fund by taxing consumers, and espe- 
cially farmers. It means to say to Mr. Carnegie, employ your 
laborers and we will tax the agriculturists to pay their wages, 
and then you need not employ an army of Pinkerton detectives 
to coerce them to submit to starvation wages at the muzzle of 
Winchester rifles. All over the country there are armies of 
Sampe many of whom, as I believe, are made tramps because 
they have been taught by the paternalistic teachings of political 
demagogues that it is a function of government to make a living 
for them. Such a pokey destroys the individual energy of its 
beneficiaries and is degrading to American manhood. The idea 
is happily illustrated by a picture in the American Economist, in 
which the Government is represented by a great mastiff with the 
collar of protection around its neck, holding in its paws a help- 
less puppy labeled American Industry.” This is the idea of 
the function of government promulgated by the American Pro- 
tective Tariff League. In Mississippi, where we have no protec- 
tion and every man has to make a living for himself, there are no 
tramps out of a job except those who come there from manufac- 
turing districts, and, alt ough we feed them when they ask for 
bread, they will not work. No man eyer heard of a Mississippi 
tramp standing with his hands in his pockets waiting for a 
paternal government to give him a job with money in it, espe- 
cially when the money that is in it is obtained by robbing some 
other honest worki of the fruits of his toil; and I extend a 
cordial invitation to all honest workingmen who have been turned 
out of se ek gh by the manufacturers and whose places have 
been filled by the pauper labor of Europe to come down and we 
will give them honest jobs, without asking other people to pay 
their wages. 

But this paternalistic doctrine that it is the function of soren 
ment to furnish people jobs with money in them would bad 
enough if a protective tariff would doit; but I assert that as far 
as labor is concerned protection does not protect. Before elec- 
tions the most inflammatory appeals are made to workingmen 
and plausible arguments are used to convince them that Govern- 
ment can and ought to take care of them by protection. This is 
the argument: e United States has protection; England has 
free trade. Wages are higher in the United States than in Eng- 
land; therefore wages are made higher by protection. Volumes 
of statistics are published to support this . Statistics 
are very good evidence, but wrong conclusions are sometimes 
drawn from them. As an illustration of this, the Hon, HENRY 


CABOT LODGE, in an article published in a recent number of the 
North American Review, entitled ‘‘ Meaning of the votes,” shows 
by his statistics that those States which have the greatest per- 
cen of illiteracy voted for Mr. Bryan in the last election, and 
therefore concludes that many of those who voted for Mr. Bryan 
have not had the advantage of public schools and have not 
been taught how to vote intelligently. Mr. LODGE’S statistics 
were all right, but his conclusions were wrong. The great mis- 
take he made was that in those States where the 8 of 
illiteracy was greatest, the illiterate voters were all for McKinley, 
and the intelligent voters, who were competent to be instructed 
by the great campaign of education, with a few honorable excep- 
tions, were for Bryan. Those States were carried for Bryan not 
because of their illiteracy, but in spite of it. 

So the fact that wages are higher in the United States than in 
England does not prove that protection is the cause of it. While 
wages are one and one-half times higher here than in free-trade 
England, they are three times higher here than in European coun- 
tries which haye protective tariff. Wages are higher now in 
England under free trade than when they had pro on. Wages 
were much 5 in America in colonial days than in England 
under protection. Wages have always been much higher in some 
States of the Union than in others. As Dr. Spahr well says, 
„Common observation is more trustworthy than statistics of the 
most unprejudiced experts,” and common observation shows that 
labor does not share in the benefits of protection; else why the 
various labor unions in all the manufacturing districts organized 
to protect themselves, and why the numerous strikes among the 
employees of manufacturers, which occurred even while the Mc- 
Kinley law was in force, and which were simply a rebellion of 
slaves t the tyranny and injustice of their masters, who 
invariably supplant the strikers by employing pauper foreign 
labor. This condition of things has continued until, as an econ- 
omist of repute, in writing of the New England factories in the 
February number of Scribner’s Monthly, says: 

The American farmer's daughter who worked in cotton mills fift 
ago has been almost wholly displaced by women of foreign birth, 
senting the lowest types. 

The object of protection is confessedly to enable manufacturers 
to sell their ucts at higher prices, not in foreign markets, but 
in home markets. In foreign markets, if free-trade markets, the 
compete with the world, and must sell at free-trade prices. 
they sellin markets protected by a high tariff, they must them- 
selves pay the tariff instead of reaping its benefits. So that all 
the increased costs which protection imposes is borne by the home 
consumer; and one class of our people are benefited at the expense 
of another class, instead of at the expense of foreigners. 

Protection not only enables the manufacturer to exact from the 
home producer a greater price for his products, but it enables him 
to pay freight on goods to foreign markets and sell them in com- 
petition with the world, because the home consumer pays the 
costs. In other words, it enables him to sell at higher prices in 
home markets and lower 1 in foreign markets. Steel rails 
have been shipped from this country to Japan for $23 per ton, 
when the price to Americans at the mills was $29 per ton. Thus 
we are taxed to help the J 1 to build railroads. Agricul- 
tural implements are shipped to Mexico and sold at a lower price 
than to American farmers, and thus the American farmer is forced 
a Gana to help the Mexicans Pe for their farming implements. 

e radical school of protectionists favors a tariff that stops the 
importation of foreign goods altogether. Here is another picture 
illustrating the idea in the American Economist of January 1, 
representing McKinley locking the ports of entry, and underneath 
is the order, Shut the gate.” This policy, instead of raising rev- 
enue, destroys it, and the only object is to raise | goa In open- 
ing the canvass last fallin Ohio the distinguished gentleman who 
is now the Secretary of State declared that that was the best dol- 
lar which had the greatest purchasing power. Taking this as the 
keynote, orators went everywhere warning the people against a 
po icy that would put prices up and e the consumer pay more 

or what he buys; and now come these same gentlemen and de- 
clare that as to everything their constituents manufacture and 
sell a dollar has too much purchasing power, and that prices ob- 
tainable under natural laws of trade are not remunerative, and 
the Committee on Ways and Means have spent the entire winter 
in devising ways and means to increase the price of many of the 
necessaries of life, and now an extra session of Congress is called 
to execute the ways and means devised by the committee. And 
whom did this committee invite to help themsolve this great prob- 
lem with which they were wrestling? Did they invite from the 
universities the great teachers of political economy who have de- 
voted a lifetime to the study of the gree problems of finance and 
taxation? No. Itwasnot wisdom they were after. They invited 
representatives of the great corporations and trusts, who had fur- 
nished the money to carry the election, and said to each, How 
much do we owe you? Make ont your bill, and we will make the 
taxpayers of the country pay you.” 


years 
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The Democratic party offered a pokey toar would insure remu- 
nerative prices by natural and economic laws by furnishing asound 
currency through the free coinage of gold and silver on equal 
terms. For this they were denounced as repudiators and anarch- 
ists by the very men who now want to accomplish the same end 
by violating all economic law and all laws of justice—by robbing 
Peter to pay Paul. 

In conclusion, I desire to repel the assumption of its advocates 
that protection is an American idea and that its opponents are 
afflicted with Anglomania. Ana ent that in order to appeal 
to the patriotism of our people is glibly made, but one that is not 
consistent in those who assert that America, with all its wonder- 
ful resources, is not able alone to maintain a sound and correct 
financial policy, and that we must submit to the dictation of Eng- 
land in maintaining the gold standard, though in the opinion of 
many of the great leaders of the Republican party it will bring 
wreck and ruin to the country. 

Protection is not an American idea. It is an old British doc- 
trine, which the awakened conscience and enlightened judgment 
of that people have discarded. When Adam Smith wrote his great 
book, the greatest book that has ever been written on the subject, 
it was a protest against the extreme protective policy then enforced 
by the British Government; and that book probably had as much to 
do in influencing the British people to abandon a policy so much 
in restraint of trade and to take the shackles of monopoly off of 
individual energy as Uncle Tom’s Cabin had in the abolition of 
another form of slavery, no less inhuman than the slavery of mil- 
lions of so-called free men which exists in this country to-day and 
which has been brought about by unjust taxation. 

Protection is not an American idea. American ideas do not find 
expression in the resolutions of American protective tariff leagues, 
which have for their object the fostering of monopolies and trusts, 
the concentration of wealth in the hands of a few and at the ex- 
pense of the masses, 

American ideas do not find expression in the platforms of great 
national political conventions, many of whose delegates are the 
representatives of these great protected interests, and many others 
coming from the South never had an American idea, or any other 
idea, but are the pliant tools of their political masters. 

American ideas do not always find expression in the result of 
national elections, and clearly did not in the last Presidential elec- 
tion, according to the highest Republican authority. The Hon. 
Henry CABOT LODGE, in the article to which I have referred 
shows conclusively that McKinley could not have been elected 
without the vote of foreign-born citizens. He shows that the per- 
centage of foreign-born voters in the McKinley States was 30.99, 
and that eight Southern States voting for Bryan have the purest 
American blood of any section of the Union, the percentage of for- 
eign-born voters being only 2.13. Mr. LopGer’s conclusion is that 
the foreigners voted the Republican ticket, or, to use his own lan- 
g „took a conservative view of things; and it is perfectly 
clear that the so-called American idea of protection was repudiated 
by Americans, a great majority of whom voted for Bryan. Nor 
is this all. The great corporations boldly assert that the millions 
of laborers they employ have no right to vote against their mas- 
ter’s interests. They believein the feudalism of capital as strongly 
as the people of the Middle Ages believed in the feudalism of force. 
They assert that their laborers are their retainers and are not com- 

tent to think and act for themselves, and they assume the right 
i exercise a sort of paternalism over them and instruct them how 
to vote. If this doesnot suffice, they say to them, you shall vote 
as we direct.” This policy overthrows the old Democratic doctrine 
that all men as citizens are equal and that every citizen is a sover- 
eign. There should be no relation of master and servant when it 
comes to voting. The brakeman on the freight train is the equal 
of the president of the railway company; the clerk in the palatial 
store on Broadway is the equal of the princely merchant who em- 
ploys him: the humblest butcher in Armour’s ‘king house is 
the equal of that great millionaire. Freedom of thought and free- 
dom of conscience should be as sacred in politics as in religion. 
Coercion and intimidation are as dangerous in one as in the other. 
Either will foreyer destroy free government. 

Neither do American ideas always find expression in laws 
enacted here, which are too frequently the fulfillment of promises 
made to those who furnish the campaign boodle. Before the hold- 
ing of the last national Republican convention a distinguished 
Republican leader, a United States Senator, is reported as saying: 


If McKinley is nominated we shall have to meet the cha: that we fried 
the fat out of the manufacturers in the last campaign, we fried the fat out of 
them again to secure his nomination, that he is continuing tofry the fat to 
buy his election, and as a result he will pay his political, debts with a tariff 
bill framed solely in the interest of manufacturers. 


It may well be asked whether the bill now before the House is 
the fulfillment of this prophecy. 

The American idea finds its highest and broadest expression in 
the American Constitution, which was the deliberate work of the 
founders of the American Union, who had rebelled against unjust 


and oppressive taxation. The American idea as to taxation is 
fully expressed in section 8 of Article I of the Constitution: 

The 
ene oa neha shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 

For what purpose?— 
to the deb 
3 Pe — 5 whe and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 

There is no warrant in the Constitution except this for Congress 
to lay duties and imposts, and the purposes for which these duties 
are to be levied are clearly defined—to pay the debts, not debts 
due manufacturers by the party in power, but the debts of the 
Government economically administered. The war tariff, which 
was perhaps necessary to provide for the common defense, carried 
with it such immense protection that it corrupted parties, cor- 
rupted Government, until, instead of reforming the tariff on a 
peace basis and reducing the opp opinions toan economical basis, 
it has become the avowed policy of a great political party to in- 
dulge in the most profligate extravagances in every department 
of Government in order to justify a tax and to levy a tariff on con- 
sumers, not for the general welfare, but for the welfare of a 
favored few. The advocates of a high tariff have attacked most 
bitterly the advocates of the free coinage of silver and an income 
tax, on the ground that these measures would destroy values and 
were an attack on capital. Be consistent. It is as wrong to take 
from the mouth of labor the bread that it earns as it is to depre- 
ciate the stocks and bonds of the millionaire. It is as wrong to 
take from the toilers of the country the fruits of their labor for 
the benefit of the manufacturers as it is to repudiate the debts of 
the Government. We warn you that the conservative forces of 
this country, those who are in favor of upholding the Constitu- 
tion, those who are in fayor of protecting life, liberty, and pro 
erty, must finally prevail. The rights of 8 and the right 
of every citizen to enjoy the fruit of his toil must be sacredly pre- 
served. The Government must not be prostituted to the unholy 
purpose of laying hands on one class of citizens to make rich an- 
other class. 

Mr. Chairman, if it is true that a great emergency confronts us, 
and that the Government is bankrupt, then let us obtain relief by 
stopping extravagance and reducing the appropriations to an 
economical basis. Let us amend the Constitution, if need be, so 
that an income tax can be imposed on capital and capital will 
share with labor the burdens of Government. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I hops the length of time assigned 
to me will not scare any of you, though I am very grateful even 
for that, and will say that is all I ask. 

We are called Me pd in extraordinary session for what pur- 
pose? When was Congress ever convened in extraordinary session 
except when it was snap! to enact emergency legislation? 
What is the emergency? An alleged deficit in the revenues, with 
$118,000,000 in the Treasury over and above the gold reserve which 
can be applied to current ses, and which can not be applied 
in any other way. 1 hee he same deficit were to continue for 
three years more. We have enough in the 8 to meet that 
deficit. Then why this emergency legislation, and why should 
this bill be railroaded through at breakneck speed? 5 — the 
manner of patting this bill through, the logical conclusion would 
be that we did not have a dollar to meet the necessary expenses of 
the Government. 

The election of 1892 turned upon what? 
as paramount and decisive. Con was called together to do 
what? Toenact legislation in conformity with that decisive issue? 
No; to treat of the financial question, to repeal the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman law; and the angry discussions that grew 
out of that extra session split and tore our party asunder until, 
when the time came to consider the tariff question, we were not 
unanimous or harmonious, and did not get a law in accordance 
with the promises made the people. I believe that if Con 
had been called together for the purpose of enacting a tariff bill 
pursuant to the wishes and the verdict of the people in 1892, that 
the manipulated panic of 1893 would not have occurred. The 
5 who manipulated it would have had other things to 

ook after. But it came. 

Now, what was the decisive issue in 1896? Was it the tariff? 
Was it the beauties of the doctrine of protection that carried the 
State of Carlisle and Watterson into the ublican fold? Does 
anybody believe it? And was it a conversion to the belief and 
doctrines of protection that carried New York and New Jersey 
and Indiana and Maryland into the Republican fold? Nobody 
can believe it fora moment. Was it a disbelief in the doctrines of 
protection that carried the States of Colorado and Kansas and 
those other Western States into the Democratic fold? No. There- 
fore it is as plain to us as anything of that nature could be that — 5 
financial question was the decisive issue in the election of 1896; 
and yet we are called together to enact legislation on revenue 
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matters. I do not know of a single convention State, county 
municipal, or civil district—to which the delegates were selected 
with reference to their belief or disbelief in the protective theory. 
Why, at Nashville I was present, and every man was marched up 
and asked but one question, How do you stand on the silver 
question?” I know it was paramount in our party. I know it 
Was paramount in the other. The results of the election proved 
it. And now we are called together for what? To enact legisla- 
tion to increase the revenue, to produce revenue. Why, this bill 
was introduced almost identical in 1890, to reduce the revenue.“ 
It was introduced then as a revenue reducer and now asa revenue 
producer; then as a Treasury depleter, now as a Treasury re- 
pleter. We have arrived at the time when like causes do not 
produce like effects. The bill was named in 1890 to popularize it. 

A few days ago I had the honor of being introduced tothe great 
Speaker of this House, I told him that as my district embraced 
the Tennessee River from Alabama to Kentucky I would like to 

o upon the Rivers and Harbors Committee. . REED, with 
8 depicted in his face, asked me, How big a steal do you 
want?” T thought it a very appropriate inquiry, as no doubt 
many ‘‘steals” have been put through this House under the pre- 
tention of making necessary improyements of rivers and harbors. 
I have often thought since how appropriate and pertinent this 
inquiry would have been if propounded to the various representa- 
tives of special interests when 5 a hearing before the Ways 
and Means Committee when this bill was considered by them. 
Why did not Mr. DINGLEY, as he could in all candor have done, 
ask each of those representatives, when knocking at the door of 
his committee room, How big a steal do you want?” This ques- 
tion candidly answered, the committee would have had nothing 
to do except to adjust the details necessary to accomplish that 
result. 

Instead of giving us financial legislation, we are to havea mone- 
tary commission composed of 5 15 7 to investigate and report 
before anything is to be attempted by Congress. 

We all know what a monetary commission means. It means a 
tomb, a grave into which every proposed measure of financial 
relief is to be buried. The reason adduced for a monetary com- 
mission is the need of expert knowledge on the part of those who 
undertake to deal with the question. Permit me to ask, Does it 
take a higher de; of expert knowledge to frame a financial 
measure than to framo a tariff bill? Then, for the same reason, 
why not pass a bill creating a tariff commission composed of 
experts to whom shall be referred all tariff measures before any 
tariff bill is If we are going into the commission business 
on the money question, why not be consistent and have a tariff 
commission also? There is not the slightest danger of an actual 
deficit in the Treasury in the next three years, if ever; then what 
better time could we have to the experiment of a tariff com- 
mission along with the propose steak commission? A 

Mr. Chairman, I insist that it is an absolute wrong and injustice 
to increase the taxes while there is a surplus of $118,000,000 in the 
Treasury that can be applied to the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. We are paying interest on the bonds that were sold to 

rocure this surplus, and I insist that this surplus shall be used in 
ihe payment of the obligations of the Government before the taxes 
are increased. 

The whole truth is, and the people will find it out, that this bill 
is not intended to increase the revenues of the Government, but 
to increase the profits of those manufacturers and special interests 
who wrote the schedules of this bill. [Applause.] 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker announced his 
signature to enrolled ani resolution of the following title: 

oint resolution (S. R. 18) directing the Secretary of War to fur- 

nish tents to the sufferers from the floods in the Mississippi River. 


THE TARIFF. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, few few things 
have been more amusing in the legislative history of our country 
than a comparison of the arguments made by the majority party 
to the country prior to theelection with the arguments made by 
them tothe country through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD now. 
During the campaign the McKinley wing of the Republican party 
represented that all that was necessary to renewed prosperity was 
restored confidence, and that all that was needful in restoring 
confidence was that the people should pronounce against the free, 
unlimited, and independent coinage of silver by the Government of 
the United States, and thereby restore faith in the money and cur- 
rency of the nation, quieting all fear of “repudiation ” and of an- 
archy,” which threatened the people in the shape of the possible 
election of Bryan. We were told that after the vote in November 
had settled that the existing gold standard should not be interfered 
with except as a result of international conference, business would 
regain its lost vitality, uncertainty about the future would be 


abolished, foreigners would again accept our securities, money 
lenders would furnish the money to carry on our great factories 
ros farms, and we would be restored to good old Republican 

VS. 

The McKinley wing of the Republican party admitted the ex- 
istence of the disease of constantly, continuously, and indefinitely 
falling prices, but said that the remedy did not consist in inde- 
pendent bimetallism. They agreed with us as to the evil, but 
differed as to the rey: 

The Cleveland wing of the Republican party, that great national 
aid society which was so potent in enabling the McKinley wing 
to win victory, said that there was no disease, or that the disease 
was temporary and local in its character, growing out of lack of 
confidence in the money of the country;” and thus the two wings 
arrived at the same conclusion from different premises, namely, 
that an announcement by the election to the world of the fact that 
the existing monetary system would be maintained would be suffi- 
cient to restore and insure 3 Now, when the thing de- 
manded has been given them and has not been followed by the results 
predicted; when, on the contrary, the great body of the people are 
in a worse condition than they were even pior to the election, 
and nearly all of theagricultural staples are lower than er were; 
when the manufacturer still finds it 3 to sell to the job- 
ber, the jobber to the retailer, the retailer to the consumer, I am 
not astonished that our friends on the other side of the Chamber 
are put to it for new premises and new predictions. 

Perhaps the most consistent speech made has been the one of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. It is consistent because he 
empon at once by logical intuition to the position which all of you 

epublicans must ultimately occupy, namely, a defense of Cleve- 
land and Clevelandism. McKinleyism is practically Clevelandism 
continued in our next.“ [Laughterandapplause.] It is amusing 
to note, however, that he, as well as all of the debaters upon the 
other side, now draws the picture of dire distress and prostration 
for picturing which we, during the cam ign, were denounced 
as ‘calamity howlers.” His colleague (Mr. OLLIVER], who has 
done as much as any man in this House to reproduce its old-time 
oratory, whose high-flown periods of eloquent diction wrestled 
with an acute sense of humor for the mastery, “yearned for the 
factory bells calling millions back to work,” Thethoughtexpressed 
in this is not novel. It was 3 by Mr. McKinley during the 
late campaign when he said that what we wanted was not the 
opening of the mints, but the opni of the mills.” May Lask 
the gentleman from Iowa, and through him the country, why he 
desires, or why anyone should desire, to open the mills? Do you 
want to open them for fun, just to see them run? I dare say not. 
The object in opening a mill is to manufacture something; the 
object in manufacturing something is to sell something; the object 
in selling something is to make a profit out of it. Of what use, 
then, is it to open the mills if the mills have, already manufac- 
tured in their warehouses, more goods than they can sell to the 
jobber, although they offer them at the cheapest prices which have 
ever prevailed in the history of the world, and when the jobbers 
have on their shelves under the same conditions more than 
they can sell to the retailer, and when the retailer has on his 
shelyes under the same conditions more goods than he can sell to 
the consumer, and when the consumer is hungering and is shiver- 
ing sor want of the goods for which he yearns, but which he can 
not buy? 

Mr. 5 how can increased duties upon manufactured 
articles aid the capital or labor engaged in manufacturing, except 
by increasing prices, and how can increasing the price enable the 
consumer to buy more goods than he is able now to purchase at the 
lower price? And how can it be said that the trouble with Amer- 
ican manufacturing consists in foreign competition, when that 
competition is less to-day than it ever was in the history of the 
Repnblic? How can it be said that the distress of the laboring man 
engaged in manufacturing is due to the fact of the importation of 
foreign goods made by the pauper labor of Europe,“ when the real 
fact is that importations are to-day less, comparatively, than ever 
before, and are growing day by day less and less, notwithstanding 
increased opportunities to import? The startling fact stands out, 
like Banquo’s ghost, not to be downed by any amount of sophistry, 
by any amount of eloquence, by any amount of humor, or by any 
amount of false statement, that the volume of foreign goods im- 

orted into the United States during the last fiscal year was 
5160.000000 less than the value of the importations during the 
fiscal year 1893, which was itself a year of restricted importations. 
Look on that dagger-like fact! [Applause.] How can the trouble 
be “the invasion of the home markets by foreigners” when the 
fact is that the foreigner is less in the home markets than he ever 
was before? How can the remedy for existing troubles be to give 
the home market to the American manufacturer when he already 
has it to a greater extent than ever since the treaty of Versailles? 
That is what little there is left of it. The home market! 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I can not yield to the gentle- 
man, as I have only twenty minutes. But I will yield to the gen- 


tleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. No; I will not interrupt the 
The home market! This fetich 


gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
with which the ignorant among the agricultural classes have been 
conjured to aid in cutting their own industrial throats—such of it 
as remains to anybody—the home manufacturer now has. What 
is lacking, Mr. Chairman, is not at the manufacturer's end of the 
line of exchange. It is at the consumer's end of the line, and the 
consumer is chiefly the farmer. What is lacking is the ultimate 
purchasing power. By years of iniquitous class legislation, both 
in the way of customs duties and in the way of currency revolu- 
tion, you have succeeded in killing the which laid the 
golden egg.” The country is unable to buy, therefore the city is 
unable to thrive. The farmer can not purchase, therefore the re- 
tailer can not sell, therefore the jobber can not market his goods, 
therefore the manufacturer can not make them to a profit, 
and therefore the manufacturer can not employ laborers on full 
time or on full wages, and therefore it is that the tleman from 
Iowa *‘ yearns for the factory bells calling back millions to work.” 
[Applause.] The gentleman says that we must stop buying 

from Asia and Europe. How magnificently doth his elo- 
quence conceal the fact! We are not buying as much goods 
from either Europe or Asia as we didin the more prosperous days 
of the Republic. 

The truth is that we are not paying them anywhere. We can 
not buy them. That is the trouble. The gentleman from Iowa 
says that this country ‘‘never yet had a free-trade tariff that it 
did not go to the loan office.” Perhaps the truth of this remark 
grows out of the fact that this country never yet had a free-trade 
tariff. Yet the gentleman from Iowa was right about one thing, 
which he said in reply to the gentleman from South Carolina; 
this tariff issue is not a sectional issue. It is a class question. 
A protective tariff proceeds upon the assumption that the manu- 
facturing class is born booted and spurred to ride, while the i- 
culturists walk; that the right exists to tax the capital and labor 
engaged in agriculture in order to give artificial. law-bred pros- 
perity to the capital and labor engaged in manufacturing. The 
moment a tariff ceases to be class legislation and becomes uni- 
versal in its attempt to confer benefits, then it ceases to be of 
any benefit to any Then it amounts merely to a system of 
taxing one dollar from John and Peter in order that Paul may be 
profited pene while you tax Paul and Peter in order that John 
may be profited, and tax Paul and John that Peter may profit 
thereby. The upshot of such an arrangement is that each one at 
the end quits the game with the exact amount of money which he 
had before he started, less the expense of collecting and disbursing 
the tax. [Laughter.] 

A tariff tax may legislate money into the pockets of an individual 
or class of individuals, but it must first legislate it out of the 
pockets of other individuals or other classes, for the simple rea- 
son that the money must be gotten from somewhere before it can 
be piron anywhere. Asa Democrat who believes in free trade, 
or the nearest possible approach to it, I rejoiced in the passage of 
the Wilson-Gorman bill. Not because the tariff features of it 
were Democratic—for, on the contrary, they were protective—but 
because the act contained the income tax, and I ed the pas- 
sage of the income tax in time of peaceas the tirst step on the high 
road toward asystem of raising revenue for the Government from 
the net accumulations of wealth rather than from the backs and 
bellies of the people. There was within it a germ from which 
something approaching free trade might have come by evolution. 

But of all sad words of rave or pee 
The saddest are these: It might have been!” 
Since one Shiras, of the land of Pennsylvania, on the way to the 
—the Damascus—of plutocratic desire—a nullification of the 
income tax—saw suddenly a light or vision or something, even 
this germ has disappeared [laughter], and it would seem that we 
are condemned permanently to tariff taxation for Government 
revenues. 

Gentlemen said much in the last campaign about revolution“ 
and ‘‘revolutionary projects,” but this sudden conversion by the 
wayside of one Shiras from the land of Penn marks an epoch 
of revolution in the history of our institutions—revolution by 
judicial construction, by this corps of ‘‘sappers and miners of 
the Constitution,” as Jefferson himself called them—exceeding 
in importance any that has taken place on this continent since 
that great revolution of an exactly opposite character was inau- 

ated by our ancestors when they declared their independence 
from Great Britain. I know when I say that the tariff is a class 
question that the assertion will be disputed by Republicans gen- 
erally, and they will point with pride“ to the fact that in the 
pending bill they have a duty on barley and cattle and horses 
and oats and hay and butter and eggs, and I know not what else 
of agricultural products. Their confidence in the stupidity of 


Western farmers is simply immense. The entire value of our 
agricultural products during the last fiscal year, in round num- 
bers, was two thousand millions of dollars. Our rts of agri- 
cultural products amounted to $580,000,000. Our importations 
of staple agricultural products, in round numbers, amounted to 
$12,900,000, and was composed as follows: 


Compare these 
value of our agricultural products, and it would seem that there 


cultural importations with the immense 


could not be found in the length and breadth of the land any 
farmer fool enough not to see that no possible tariff upon animals 
or breadstuffs or provisions could raise the price of ahorse or cow 
or sheep, or a bushel of corn or a bushel of wheat or a bushel of 
oats, or a pound of butter or beef or pork one iota. And the very 
fact that a tariff upon the articles cited above could not raise their 
price and would not cause the nditure of another single dime 
from the pockets of the manuf: ing capital or manufacturing 
labor of country, to whose subsistence they are necessary, is 
the very reason Way ae Republican party has put a tariff upon 
them. If it could have raised prices, there would have been no 
tariff placed upon them, because the very class who demand and 
dictate tariff legislation would have demanded and dictated a 
cessation from legislation whose effect would be to raise prices 
of the things upon which they subsist and which they purchase 
from the farmer. To show how transparent this pretense is, 
take the item of cotton. Here I find importations amounting to 
$5,600,000 and that these imports have grown many fold within 
the last five or six years. Here is, then, a real threat to one branch 
of American agriculture—not to the cotton industry at large, but 
to that portion of capital and labor engaged in it which is produc- 


ing . 

A tariff, ore a reyenue tariff—as proposed by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina in the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and as will be proposed here under the five-minute rule, would 
actually raise the price of a certain staple of cotton, and would 
raise it up to, or almost up to, the limitof the tax. The very fact 
that this would have been the effect, caused the manufacturers of 
the Northeast and their representatives on the Ways and Means 
dis Kepupl to defeat Sar 5 in a and will cause 

ublican party on this floor, representing the manufacturing 
interests of the country, to defeat it. While the gentleman from 
South Carolina was ing about it, many of you gentlemen on the 
Republican side raised your yoices in unison and said that you 
would vote for such an amendment. The gentleman from South 
Carolina replied that he hoped you would, but that he knew that 
you would not when the whip was cracked over you.” The whip 
will be cracked over you and you will not vote for it. You dare 
not vote for it, for the very simple reason that if 2 did there 
would be a howl from every New England cotton factory which 
uses Egyptian, sea island, or Allen long-staple cotton, to the 
effect that they would have to go out of the business” and cease 
to manuf: certain lines of cotton goods unless they could 
get the ‘‘raw material”—long-staple cotton—free. You have not 
only refused, as you have always refused and always will do, to 
put any protection“ upon a staple agricultural product which 
enters as a necessary into the cost of living of manufacturing 
labor when it can raise the price, but in connection with the 
cotton-growing interest of this country you have gone still further. 

You have in this bill taxed bagging and the Southern farmer's 
cotton ties, while you have left the Western farmer's grain twine 
upon the free list. You have taxed cotton gins. You have taxed 
his plows and all his implements—the salt to feed hisstock. You 
have done all you could in this bill to make his expenses of pro- 
duction greater—his burden heavier. 

Iam not a protectionist, and I do not believe in protectionism 
and robbery, whether in my interest or in anybody else’s, but there 
would be a sort of rough justice in the equalization of the robbery; 
and as you do not believe that protectionism is robbery there 
would be a fine sense of justice in your conferring what you call 
the ‘‘privilege of protection” upon the Southern long-staple 
cotton raisers as well as upon the Northeastern cotton manufac- 
turers. The truth is that you do not want to protect agriculture. 
The truth is that you know that agriculture in the main can not 
be protected by import duties. You know that the great staples 
which form our exports can be legislatively protected only in one 
way, and that is by export bounties. If you believe in protection 
for all, as yon say yon do, then while protecting your manufac- 
turers in the manner possible to protect them, namely, by import 
duties, you would also protect the Western farmer and the 
Southern planter in the only manner in which the Government 
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can protect them, namely, by a bounty on agricul le 
But 5 committee was faced. thy that proposition oe ge i „| se 
en 


> 
of California, who is a Republican, but foolish enoug pk 
that when Republicans say they are in favor of pro din 
all” they mean what they say, and your committee vot ubin 
proposition down and Lubin out. I do not see how a Democra 
could vote for Lubin’s proposition, because Democrats do not be- 
lieve in prostituting the governmental function to private enter- 

rises, but I do not see how any Republican who 1 8 in pro- 
8 C in the only way possible, namely, 
by import duties, could refuse to protect agricultural staples in 
the only way possible, namely, by export bounties. 

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] drew 
a humorous picture of the Democratic party trying to bring about 
lower prices by means of tariff agitation and then trying to bring 
about higher prices by means of silver legislation,” ‘‘ extolling low 
prices at one time and deploring them at another.” 

Mr. Chairman, there be dogs of many, many kinds, and there 
be low prices of many sorts, and nobody understands the differ- 
ence between them better than the gentleman from lowa. He 
knows, no mun better, that low prices, which are caused by de- 
creased cost of production, by a decreased cost of marketing, by a 
decreased charge for transportation, or py Soaring overnmental 
burdens in the shape of taxation, are a blessing. Then it is that 
the producer makes as much profit as formerly on each article and 
sells more, with a wider market, and the consumer procurescheaper 

oods, 80 that, like the gentle rain from heaven, it is twice 
. — It blesseth him who gives and him who receives.“ 
The gentleman from Iowa knows, none better, that, on the con- 
trary, low prices which are not brought about in any manner indi- 
cated above, but which are produced by the increase in the 
purchasing power of the thing which measures prices—namely, 
coined money, specie money, real money—that low prices which 
are caused by the approcietion of the purchasing power of the 
dollar, while fixed charges—interest, taxes, and transportation— 
remain permanent, are a double curse. A curse to the seller, be- 
cause the prices are on @ restricted market and are lower, and a 
curse to the consumer, because after paying fixed charges he has 
a less net amount left over with Which to purchase. It is the latter 
class of lower prices which we are having now, and it is not so 
much the fact that the prices are jow from which we suffer as it 
is the fact that prices are constantly going lower. It is not the 
stage of prices, but the process of falling which is the accursed 
thing; and from this process of ing—continuously, constantly, 
indefinitely falling—there is no escape just so long as the con- 
verse process exists, and that converse process is the process of a 
continuously, indefinitely growing rise, or appreciation, in the 
purchasing power of the gold, which alone is now recognized by 
the civilized world as a money metal, and upon which, under our 
present vicious system, all other so-called moneys are based. 

Mr. Chairman, this process of continuously, constantly falling 
rices is a disease which is not pere but has been existing 
or twenty years, notwithstanding the effort of the gentleman 

from Iowa to date it from 1892. It is a disease which is not local, 
but which exists to-day and has for twenty years been existing in 
every gold-standard country of the world. It is, moreover, a proc- 
ess which does not exist and which has not been existing for 
twenty years in the silver-standard countries of the world—neither 
in India, nor Japan, nor China, nor in Mexico. As a consequence, 
manufactures are not prostrated in those countries, but are grow- 
ing as never before in their history. It is a disease broader than 
tarifflaws. It exists in countries of ultra-protection, likethe United 
States and Germany. It exists in countries of moderate tariff, 
like France. It exists in countries of free trade, like Holland and 
Great Britain. It has existed as a process for twenty years. The 
acute stage of the chronic disease came in 1893, but it came to 
Australia, Cape Colony, and Great Britain, and to Austria before 
it came to the United States. It is hardly probable that the “threat 
of Democratic tariff legislation,” etc., caused the failure of Barin; 
Bros., of London, or the conditions out of which it grew and whi 
prevailed in the mother country and her colonies ona in Austria, 
and everywhere, to a greater or less extent, where the gold stand- 
ard prevailed. While the gentleman from South lina was 
8 6 e was 3 by the gentleman from 
orth lina [Mr. Linney] with the question, What is to 
hinder the people of North Carolina and South Carolina from tak- 
ing advantage of the tariff laws, as New nd done, and 


obtaining equal prosperity?” The gentleman from No aro 
lina [Mr. LINNEY} seemed to ignore, or to forget, the t t 
North Carolina and South Carolina and New Englan belon 
to the same country and all live under the same ff laws an 


have had whatever opportunity the tariff laws give to their re- 
spective sections. If he had thought of that, he would perha 
have answered his own question yea ing that there mus 
something in the tariff laws whic inates against the 
5 of one section of the country and favors those of the 
other. 
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Human naturo is the same in South Carolina and in Massachu- 
tis; en a fn poth Satos desire to grow rich, and work to that 
and the laws 


, and all lay the same opportunities for 
growing y yin South Carolina that they do in Massachusetts. 
ə midst of a pop tion of the same blood and race, and of 
ua) courage and intelligence, the same effect would have fol- 
iow had the law boo ually adapted to conditions in both sec- 
ions. That is a partof the 8 which I shall give to the ques- 
tion of the gentléman from North Carolina. The other part is 
is, that a protective tariff is necessarily a species of mutual rob- 
bery, and in that sort of a game the stronger will necessarily get 
the better. Strength in a popular government rests on the side 
of a majority, and the North is a majority, and the majority has 
molded èvery tariff law, naturally enough, in its own interest, and 
will continue to do so. Another reason which is not connected 
with this debate, but the effect of which might be stated, because 
it has never been sufficiently portrayed, w. accounts for the 
inferiority of the South to the North from the standpoint of 
wealth, lies in the fact that since the war the South has been pay- 
ing to the North, in the shape of pension taxes, an annual tribute 
of $40,000,000. In some ts more magnanimous enemies than 
our brethren of the North were after the close of hostilities never 
existed. Nor am I here to take advantage of the baby act for the 
8 of shedding tears over a natural result of war and de- 
eat. My people are too proud to tolerate conduct of that sort 
upon my part, even if I should desire to indulge in it. Moreover, 
it would be useless. You have levied the tribute,and yon will 
continue to levy and collect it. But the fact remains that no con- 
queror in the history of the world ever levied a tribute npon a 
conquered people which compared for ceaseless and unremitti 
burdensomeness with this tribute of $40,000,000 a year. Bish 
Wilmer, of Alabama, was once asked why it was that the Sout 
wassolid. He replied to his Northern interrogator by asking an- 
other question which he himself answered“ Why is it that the 
surface of a Southern lake is some times frozen in the winter? It 
is because of the wintry breezes from the North.” 

Mr. Chairman, we have been called together in hot haste by the 
President of the United States, and are to be hurried without suf- 
ficient consideration to the passage of this bill, which is entitled 
“A bill to increase revenue and to encourage American industries.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, back of this title lie two assumptions of 
fact, the first of which is that there is an immediate and pressing 
and present deficiency of revenue, and the other is that the prod- 
ucts of American 3 in the home markets are being threat- 
ened by importations of foreign competing articles. The taig 
of the last assumption I have already incidentally exposed. 
shall now direct my attention to the assumption that there is im- 
mediate, present, and pressing want of revenue. In plain Anglo- 
Saxon, Mr. Chairman, this assumption is false. There is in the 
United States Treasury to-day, over and above the eae reserve, in 
round numbers, $117,000,000. It is there, and for the p of 
this particular argument it is no matter how it got there. If the 
current revenues were to run behind current e ditures at the 
rate of $40,000,000 a year for three years (and the rate for the last 
fiscal year was only $27,000,000), it would require three years to 
exhaust the amount of money in the Treasury over and above the 
gold reserve. It follows, therefore, that while there may be a cur- 
rent deficiency, that current deficiency is ong which could be met 
at any time within the next three years as well as now. Why this 
hot haste then? Is it because gentlemen see before them the pic- 
ture of a Democratic Congress after March, 1899? But gentlemen 
respond that within the last three years we have borrowed $293,- 
000,000, and that that amount has been borrowed in order to meet 
the deficiency of revenue. The answer is that the replication is 
not based upon facto. That money was borrowed for the purpose 
of obtaining gold with which to keep up the gold reserve in the 
Treasury, which had already been largely Sopi etaa under Harri- 
son’s Administration, the depletion of which continued under 
Cleveland’s Administration. 

This depletion was owing to the presentation of greenbacks and 
Treasury notes at the Treasury of the United States and demand 
for eae in payment of them and to the payment of the gold 
on the demand by the Government. In other words, this $293,- 
000,000 was borrowed for the purpose of maintaining the gold 

tandard, and we and our children and our children’s children 
havo been mo: ed to the fundholders of the United States and 
for that purpose. This process would have gone on 
whether the revenue of =e Government had exceeded its expendi- 


tures or not. It began and was going on before the nditures 

ceeded the rovenue, It began wit the unfortunate letter and 
APE of neay Foster in October, 1891, when he announced 
that tho rearury o the United States would pay gold on demand 
upon ese: 


n the present ation of Government r. It was a Repub- 
li Rents 1 and a Republican Administration, 
W. sag e world to rai p United States Treasury of its 
go Ə ing was found profitable, and it has been kept up. 
ii i i 
ot only „but, owing to the low prices of our agricult 
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staples, which furnished the bulk of our exports, the balance of 
trade was against us and we were compelled to pay the difference 
to Europe in specie. These low prices were caused by the con- 
set roe ae appreciation of gold. Thus legitimate as well as 
speculative causes led to the flow of gold from America to Europe. 
nder the gold standard it was thought necessary, in order to the 
maintenance of the parity (although it was, asa matter of fact, not 
necessary for one twenty-four hours), to keep a certain amount of 
gold in the Treasury of the United States. is gold could be ob- 
tained only by borrowing. Thus it is that this absurd experiment 
of twenty years’ duration, with the view of establishing and main- 
taining gold monometallism,is responsible for the bond issues. 
Gentlemen upon the other side complain that a deficiency of revenue 
has had something to do withit. The process of bond issuance 
for gold does not depend upon the quantity of money in the Treas- 
ury, but upon the quality of money there. If this Government 
took in a net surplus of revenue of $20,000,000 a day, it would not 
help the fiscal conditions under the gold standard unless a consid- 
erable percentage of that revenue came to the Treasury in the 
shape of gold. It has grown out of what has been familiarly 
known as ‘‘the endless chain” process, and that process can be 
put an end to in only one of two ways. It may done by re- 
quiring payment of gold into the Treasury for taxes, or by ceasing 
pay gol out on demand. It is true that some of the money in 
e shape of Government paper presented to the Treasury on de- 
mand for gold was subsequently paid out to employees and cred- 
itors of the Government. Itis also true that if there had been no 
dless-chain process the Government would have been forced 
either to raise taxes or to borrow money. But it is uot true that 
7 Government would have been compelled to levy $293,000,000 
taxes or to borrow $293,000,000. A plain arithmetical state- 
ment demonstrates this. 


S. have borrowed: =. 5 << oc. want covnaccuccucsccass $293, 000, 000 

e have cash now in Treasury 217, 000, 000 

Leaving a balance o ft 76, 000, 000 

From which it sp rs that. during the last four years we would 
haye been compe: 


ed to raise by taxation, or by . money, 
to meet the current deficiency of revenue, the sum of $76,000,000, 
this much and no more. This process of gold borrowing is a 
necessary incident to the maintenance of a gold reserve, and as 
long as the maintenance of the gold reserve is thought to be 
a necessary incident to the maintenance of the gold standard, 
and as long as the gold standard is maintained by our peo- 
ple, they must pay for it. Borrowing will go on, because the 
prices of our agricultural staples, forming the great body of 
our exports, will continue to fall,the balance of trade will con- 
tinue to be against us, and . will continue to draw gold 
in satisfaction of that balance. e necessity for the issuance of 
bonds has been temporarily obviated by the high price of wheat, 
the increase in the price of which has so far increased our receipts 
from exports as to form a balance of trade in our favor, and thus 
to enable us to get from Europe the amount of gold necessary to 
pay the interest on our debts to our European creditors. This 

mporary high price of wheat, which saved the Republican party 
in the last election, like most other Republican advantages, grew 
out of a great calamity to the human race—namely, a most dis- 
tressful famine in Iadlia, demanding importations of wheat into 
that country which ordinarily exports that commodity. It was 
reenforced by the short crop of wheat in the English colonies and 
dependencies. When normal conditionsreturn, American wheat 

ill once more meet in the British market wheat from India whose 
gold price in Great Britain will depend on the silver cost in India. 

The connection between the price of silver bullion and of wheat, 
temporarily broken by the absence of competing Indian, silver- 
pd wheat from our common European market, will be restored 

y its reappearance there. 

The value of American exportation will once more shrink; the 
balance of trade will be once more against us; the ceaseless, sense- 
less borrowing must begin again, unless the new Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr, Gage, has enough 55 Western horse-sense to 
announce to the world that the United States Government will 
stand upon its legal rights and will pay out from its Treasury 
either gold or silver, whichever best suits its convenience. The 
recurrence of the period of bond issuance and gold borrowing may 
be p med by another world calamity—a great European war. 
Sad indeed is the condition of that people the maintenance of 
whose fiscal operations must depend upon the calamities of the 
nations of the world; upon the starvation of fellow-beings in other 
hemispheres; upon the prevalence of havoc-dealing war among 
kindred people! This leads me, Mr. Chairman, to some remarks 
of a broader character. Not long ago I read in one of the maga- 
zines of the country, the Cosmopolitan or Forum, I believe, a start- 
ling inquiry propounded as the title of an article:“ Will govern- 
ment by the people endure?” This article is one of a symposium 
of three. There are broad questions growing out of this condi- 
tion of prostrated industries. of lassitude of trade, of commodities 


constantly depreciating, of labor unemployed, of a population 
restlessly seeking a remedy. Questions broader than the tariff, 
questions broader than the United States, as broad as the bounda- 
ries of gold-using Europe and America—questions which it would 
be well for men to consider before they carry the mad saturnalia 
of monometallic experiment to the extent of rendering the peoples 


of Europe and America desperate. For how can they become 

otherwise than desperate when year by year taxes increase, inter- 

est burdens grow heavier, aggregate wealth becomes more inso- 

lent, corporate defiance of government more outspoken, contempt 

for the people on the part of the better element” less and less dis- 

guised? The title of this magazine article opens up many thoughts. 
“WILL GOVERNMENT BY THE PEOPLE ENDURE?” 


The answer is, yes; if you will make it worth enduring. 

Will we make it wotth enduring? The answer is, yes; if we 
will make it really a government by the people. It can not bea 
just government unless we do. No unjust government can endure 
always. Education, the New England fetish for all worshipers, 
will not secure the end of making the great many ” satisfied with 
governmental and economical conditions. 

The conditions must themselves be satisfactory. If they are 
not, then universal education only gives universal insight into 
their defects and 5 Lit illingness to tumble insti- 
tutions about our ears. ucation gives to the masses power to 
make things satisfactory. 

You may rest assured, however, that there is a ‘‘ God in his- 
u the God of evolution, who works by human instruments, 
and that His chosen instrument in a state of civilization for reach- 
ne yet higher stage of civilization is this thing which self-satisfied 
and environment-satisfied gentlemen at once despise and dread and 
court—the rough common sense and common conscience of the 
common people. It will not brook injustice. It wants no opiate. 
It wants amedicine which will scour the body politic of injustices, 
inequities, and legislative inequalities. It blowsas a zephyr if ob- 
struction is reasonable. It blows as a tornado if pent up. 

In this December number in this periodical—in. this amusing 

posium on The election, its results and warnings”—the 
t gentlemen tedden it agreed only in three things: First, in 
unexpressed but palpable dread of the power and purpose of the 
peer: second, in felicitations that checks and balances” 

18 ge the exercise of the one and the attainment of the other; 
third, that present conditions are unavoidable, but that it might 
be wise to tone down their rough edges,” so as to prevent ‘‘osten- 
tatious obtrusiveness” of gross inequities and startling inequali- 
ties. None of them seem to be willing to peer beneath the surface 
or to suggest any legislative remedy. course, nobody but a 
fool can believe, or does believe, that six and a quarter millions of 
American voters are ‘‘repudiators and revolutionists,“ or are 
tinged with “anarchy” and ‘‘socialism,” or that their political 
conduct is to be lightly attributed tocrass ignorance. Especially 
is this a thing inconceivable of sincere thought by sane men 
when we consider that these 6,000,000 constituted an absolute 
majority of the native American element of our population—that 

art of it which by heredity is best fitted to govern—for, as Mr. 

eane says, “Adopted children may acquire the customs; they 
can not inherit the traits of those who are not their ancestors.” 
That the fact as asserted by me is true is 8 to any man who 
will deduct from the vote received by Major McKinley in each 
State the negro voters and the foreigners, 5 both voted for him 
nearly in a body. This thing becomes yet more inconceivable 
when we remember that this six and a quarter millions of voters 
contained within ifs numbers an immense majority of the most 
conservative and property loving—the most individualistic and 
least communistic, as well as the least purchasable, of all classes 
of society—the farmers. 

The proletariat in the Northeast, the Middle and Eastern States, 
and in all the large cities, even in the South and West, voted for 
McKinley and sound money” almost to a man. 

To find the cause sought by these symposionists, therefore, we 
must go deeper than Prof. Andrew B. White does, with his 
amusing references to outbursts of demagogism and Jack Cade- 
ism,” ‘lack of leadership,” “lack of courage” (on the part of such 
notoriously courageous men as Mr. MORGAN, of Alabama, DANIEL, 
of Virginia, etc.). To find the remedy we must go deeper than his 
say daa ae amusing, childlike, and naiye!—‘‘to found and 
endow at the seats of learning professorships” to teach what he 
would call “sound” opinion, what others might call “plutocratie” 
opinion; but opinion for all that and under whatever name. You 
can not make a man cool in Gehenna by, bidding him think on 
frosty Py ore Teaching sound opinion“ will not annihilate 
unsound facts. Nor will it do to attribute the late vote for Bryan 
to the ignorance of the localities whence it came. Mississippi, 
for instance, where only two precincts voted N Bryan, ho 
man can vote unless he can read and write English. The people 
of Kansas are better educated, if not more inte p npy on the ayer- 
age, than those of New York and New Jersey. e truth is that 
those sections of the country commercial in their pursuits, wi 
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large cities and strong banking and moneyed institutions, were on 
one side, and those sections agricultural in their pursuits and en- 
gaged in the production of the raw materials of food and textile 
industry, without large cities, were on the other. Those sections 
which have in the aggregate benefited by past and present legis- 
lative inequities and inequalities were on one side, and those who 
have been in the aggregate robbed by them were on the other. 
You can indeed take a certain percentage of density of urban popu- 
lation and find all States 9 it on one side and all States not 
having it on the other. So that anyone so lost to good taste as to 
be willing to permit his mind ‘‘just to play around on the sur- 
face” might say that those very things which breed and poenae 
yice, shame, squalor, misery, ignorance, and lack of independence 
in thought and living are the very things which bred victory for 
‘‘McKinley and sound money and national honor,” to wit, the 
conditions of a crowded and hurried city life. 

But when you go to the real bottom of the ee yar de unrest and de- 
termination to act for themselves, you will find, pee hazard 
the opinion—that it is because they have something to be unrest- 
ful about. Not least among these reasons is the fact that they are 
beginning to learn that they really have no power in this Federal 
Government of ours; that at elections the plutocratic minority, 
together with the purchasable and dependent voters, can gener- 
ally outvote them; that after election, even if they shall have won, 
there are so many checks and balances” known to the shrewd 
and thrifty that the wagon won't go;” and they, the ple 
this much: flattered but impotent thing in our Federal Govern- 
ment—find themselves “checked and balanced” out of all practi- 
oe power to write anything into the statute books of the United 

ates. 

What enfantillage, then, is this talk about ‘‘leadership” in a 
Government where each branch of the Government, instead of 
being contrived to work with all others as a harmonious whole, 
with a common tread toward a common purpose, is contrived in 
avowed ingenuity, growing out of our ancestors’ lack of confi- 
dence in popular conclusions, to si Page Se else from going on 
without it and then to keep noA itse How can there be “ lead- 
ership” without responsibility? Where is our 1 ative respon- 


sibility? o can put his ron it? And eyén if it existed, 
how impotent it would be with a separate, independent, and 
coordinate Executive.” 


How can there bea government of the people” with nobody in 
particular responsible to the people for results, in a government 
where the people can do not , even after they have expressed 
their will at one election, except to express their disgust at the 
next election? Disgust, because in the meantime corporations, 
special interests, and re resentatives with hanged opinions” 
have been doing the real governing, or because r the peonia 
had gotten their will (or something that looked something like it 
in the shape of a statute or two), an Executive satrap can 
quietly nullify by simply not executing, 

Ah! gentlemen of the symposium, a machine to endure without 
repairs or amendments must respond to the throttle as well as to 
the brake. Moreover, however good a machine, it must have 
some known and responsible human power whos duty itis to be at 
the throttle. A . to endure must be a good machine; a good 
machine must be a machine which ‘‘can go.“ If it is to beademo- 
cratical machine, then it must be a machine which can go when the 
people say go, and not one which must wait until they have said 
go three times in succession—once to the House, once more to the 

esident and a new House, and yet once more to a new Senate, a 
new Honse, and a new President; and even then, perhaps, stand 
stolidly still, because of passive resistance by Exécutive under- 
lings. If you do not believe in a democratical machine, then that 
is a different question. There is much to be said in favor of other 
machines, perhaps. 

But as ours pretends to be a democratic machine—a people’s 
machine“ of” and “for” and “by,” and all that—you can make 
it endure as such only by haying it to go when the le say go. 
The people—that is the real American people— not be satis- 
fied to see it such that it will only go when plutocratic influences 
say let it go.“ This popular unrest,” which gives many other- 
wise easy-going gentlemen so much trouble, will continue as long 
as this condition of government, or rather of nongovernment, 
remains a fact, and a palpable fact. 

As long as the Bay e (with a big P“ at election times) are de- 
luded with the idea that they govern, they want to govern; that is 
all there is of it. And if those who hear ures to that class 
(as all genuine political legatees of Federalism—under what name 
so’er ycleped, whether Whig or Republican—really at heart do), 
who dread and fear the power and purpose of the people, who want 
a government with popular impulses wholesomely restrained,” 
a. government of the better element,” and all that, then while 
they are seeking the source of the ‘‘popular unrest” and denounc- 
ing revolution,“ perhaps they may find the source of their own 
“ unrest” about the “endurance of government by the people” in 
their fear lest this Federal Government of ours really become (as 


it threatened for a while during the last Presidential contest to 
become) truly a government by the people. 

Let such gentlemen investigate the source of their own “ un- 
rest” awhile. A little sincere analysis of it may furnish food for 
thought to patriotic minds. Do they want their unrest to give 
way torest? Then cut off from the ballot ignorant minorities 
éyerywhere and then trust the people. That is the way—the 
direct way and the only way—to secure “a government of intel- 
ligence.” It is not the ignorant who live in a country, but the 
ignorant who vote in it, which threaten. Had every man who 
could not read and write English been disfranchised in the last 
election, Bryan would have been President to-day. 

Thus, the remedy—‘ intelligence of the voter —suggested by 
Mr. White in the Forum would not have attained his aim nor 
allayed his fear in that particular N but what of that? 

Do you want to teach the people? In s name, yes! It is a 
noble mission. Then teach them facts, not“ opinions,” sound“ 
or otherwise. Moreover, remember that the distrust, not to say 
disgust, which a_suffering patient feels for the wise physician who 
tells him that he ought not to be suffering, but on the contrary 
has every cause in the world to feel well, is a very foolish feeling, 
no doubt, from the standpoint of the wise physician, but is quite 
5 75875 a from thestandpoint of the patient—poor ‘“‘revolu-' 

onary” fellow 

Gentlemen need not disturb themselves with the question 
a hn Government by the people endure.” It will both come an 
endure, 

But there is somethin; evr will not for long endure: Govern- 
ment in the name of the people by plutocratic influence and in- 
terest—its salaried spokesmen in high offices, and its apaiser 
from self-interest, who live on fixed salaries, in high places, 
mene in pulpit or college. [Loud applause on the Democratic 

e. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, in the limited tíme which has 
fallen to my lot in this debate it can not be ed that I will 
enter into a discussion of the details of this bill. I will confine 
myself to a few general observations which have occurred to me 
as inent to the measure in hand and the conditions under 
which it has been presented. 

There is one sufficient reason why this bill will be passed in a 
Republican House, and that is because it ought not to pass. Itis 
the same as the McKinley bill, only it is worse. Its title presna 
that it is a bill to raise revenue from imports, but its prohibitory 
schedules clearly indicate that it is intended to keep imports out. 
Such was the avowed object of the McKinley bill. Its framers 
did not deny it. The year before it passed the revenue from im- 
ports was $223,832,742. The year after it passed the revenue from 
imports was only $219,522,205, and the next year it was only $177,- 
452,964. The bill was getting in its work. Instead of being a reve- 
nue raiser it wasa revenue cutter that poren upon commerce like a 
pirate with his black flag at the peak. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The Dingley bill is simply a revamped edition of the McKinley 
bill, but with an entirely different title. It is the same old pirate 
craft with a new name painted on the wheelhouse. The year the 
McKinley bill passed the net ordinary receipts of the Government 
were $6.44 per capita, and the net ordinary expenditures were 
$4.75 per capita. The year after it passed the receiptsfell to $6.14 
per capita, and the expenditures rose to $5.55 per capita. The 
next year the receipts fell to $5.43 and the expenditures were $5.28 

r capita. Inthe meanwhile the outlay for pensions had increased 

om $1.45 in 1889 to 82.37 per capita in 1893. 

The President tells us that “ample revenues must be supplied, 
not only for the ordinary expenses of the Government, but for 
the prompt payment of liberal pensions and the liquidation of the 
principal and interest of the public debt;“ and we are now left 
to infer that the Dingley bill will accomplish these three objects, 
and then ‘‘ prosperity will be restored,” and all the people will get 
their share, even those who draw no pensions and clip no interest 
coupons from Government bonds! I wonder if it ever occurred 
to you Republican leaders that at a time when there is a money 
famine and distress throughout all the land, something more is 
needed than to 5 satisfy your bondholders, fill up the Treas- 
ury vaults, and provide for the “prompt payment of liberal pen- 
sions.” To accomplish these objects taxes must be levied; but 
how are the people to be relieved by the imposition of additional 
taxes? When will you learn the simple truth that it is not money 
in the Treasury but money in the pockets of the people that is 
needed to bring prosperity to their firesides and theirhomes? You 
may put money into the pockets of a mill owner by imposing a 
tariff tax on lumber, but what about the millions of the American 
people who need lumber to build their homes? 

The sawmill business may be the kind of an infant industry“ 
that you want to “encourage,” but what about the young men 
whoare taking our fair young women into life partnerships and 
needing lumber to build their homes? I want to say to you, Mr. 
Chairman, in confidence, that that is the kind of ‘‘infant indus- 
try” that I want to see encouraged. [Laughter and applause.] 
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Your pretext for this measure is that the Trea 
money, but the daily reports show that there is alréady sufficien’ 
there to meet all the ordinary expenses of the Gov cant br 
grant, for ar ent’s sake, thero is not, is a protective tariff the 
proper remedy to increase your revenues? Experience has shown 
that its ultimate effect not only increase the cost of living, 
but will eventually diminish the revenues of the Government by 
diverting them into the pockets of the owners of the protecte 
industries. 

Just in proportion as you depart from the revenue basis, in the 
levying of import taxes, you approach the prohibitive point which 
operates as a check on imports, and then your Government rev- 
enues fall off and the revenues of your protected manufacturers 
increase, for they will derive from your tariff tax $4 for every 
one that goes into your Treasury. If proof upon this point is 
required, from the misleading title of the present bill to the 
bona fide title of its prototype, the McKinley bill, and the report 
of the committee that framed it. Here is its title: 

A bill to reduce the revenues, etc. 

And in the report we find the following statement: 

The exact effect upon the revenues of the Government of the proposed bill 
is difficult of ascer’ ment. That there will be a substantial reduction, as 
wê shall show, admits of no doubt. 

Speaking of the effect of the increased duties in the wool and 
woolen goods and glass schedules, they say: 

The result will be that importations will be decreased, and thereafter the 
amount of revenue collec’ these sources will be diminished. 

When that bill was framed the Republican leaders owed a debt 
to the manufacturers out of whom they had ‘‘fried the fat” in 
the campaign of 1888. That debt was paid with the McKinley bill. 
Now they owe a debt to the classes and corporations out of whom 
they ‘‘fried the fat” in the 1 oa EN of 1896, and that debt is to 
be paid with the Dingley bill. it not a fine condition of affairs 
when a political party can raise an enormous fund to debauch the 
suffrage of the people and then turn round and tax the people to 
pay back that fand. and millions upon millions more? ‘A bill to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States,” indeed! Perhaps the Republican cam- 
paign committee can furnish a list of the“ chevaliers of industry” 
who are to be thus “encouraged.” It would be mighty interest- 
ing reading just now; but what the public would really like to 
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know is why the American le are always being called on to 
pay the political debts of the Republican party. The pretense 
that a high protective tariff is levied for the benefit of the Ameri- 


can workingman is utterly ‘‘too thin to wash.” No doubt the 
wages of workingmen have increased from time to time, but the 
statistics will show that there has been a greater proportionate 
increase in those branches of industry not protected than in those 
that were protected. The English workingman is paid higher 
wages under free trade than he ever was under protection, The 
hocus-pocus way in which the benefit of high protection is sup- 
posen reach the workingman is that the increased profit there- 
m goes into the pocket of the manufacturer asa kind of trustee 

to pay over a big per cent of it to the work n. But will he 
do it? When asked this question in the tariff debate of 1894, one 
of the Republican leaders, now a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, Mr, PAYNE, of New York, answered, He will 
not do it unless he is compelled to doit by trade unions.” (See 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, January 16, page 859.) The present 
8 of the House [Mr. RRE D] said virtually the same thing. 
(See same RECORD, page 861.) 185 f 

The American workingman owes his increased wages to his in- 
creased intelligence and to his labor organizations that have stub- 
bornly . every effort to oppress and d 0 These 
are facts, Mr. Chairman, which can not be gainsaid, and so well 
are they understood that organized capital and corporations are 
making constant warfare on these labor organizations and en- 
deavoring to break down and utterly destroy them, They have 
even gone so far as to lay ounahig p gon to obtain the aid of Fed- 
eral bayonets, and they are constantly clamoring for a “stron 

vernment.” In the recent campaign they filled the air wi 

erce denunciations of the Democratic party because it had dared 
to denounce ‘‘ government by Sot nce igre In many cases they 
ruthlessly coerced and drove thousands of their employees into vot- 
ing against the Democratic party because it had dared to demand 
justice in their behalf. These are facts, Mr. Chairman, and history 
will so record them, and asa representative of the American 
people in the Hall of the American Congress I here and now de- 
nounce the conduct of those corporations and infamous Gesslers 
of wealth as one of the most shameful outrages that was ever per- 
petrated in the history of American politics! The men who con- 
cocted and the men who carried it out should all be branded alike 
with everlasting infamy! 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, those very wretches can be found as 
“thick as fleas ” with the Oily Gammon politicians who now assume 
a benevolent regard for the rights of labor and prate about the 


Dingley bill being a measure for the benefit of American working- 
men! God save the mark! a plause. ] 

So much for that miserably false pretense. We come now to 
another that is always made td do cn in these tariff debates, and 
that is the ‘‘ home-market” fake, or the pretense that a protective 
tariff will build up so many new factories and employ so many 
men that the American farmer will find a sufficient market here 
at home to consume the products of hisfarm. This hoary-headed 
pretense has so often been exposed that I shall waste but little time 
with it, In 1879 we exported, of farm products, a surplus of 
$546,476,703, and in 1892 we exported a surplus of $799,828,232, As 
I took occasion to say in a former speech upon this subject, Just 
think, sir, of the American people endeavoring to convert them- 
selves into a home market’ to consume that enormous surplus! 
Why, sir, each fellow would have to enlarge not only his appetite 
but also his capacity, and then provide himself with a wheelbarrow 
tocarry his abdominal extension.” 1 But we ſare told, 
sir, that a protective tariff has always been a favorite American doc- 
trine, and that one of thefirstacts of Congress, after the adoption of 
the present Constitution, was an act to encourage manufactures. 
Grant that to be true. Our manufactures were then in their in- 
fancy, and it may have been considered the proper thing to encour- 
age our infant industries. That was certainly the idea of Henry 
Clay and other great leaders of the Whig party; but when are 
these infants ever to becomeof age? Are the giant trusts and com- 
binations that go stalking abroad over this land devouring the 
substance of the people, are they infant industries that must haye 
the fostering hand of the Government to sustain them? May God 
deliver us from all such infants! Why should all the American 
people be burdened with additional tariff taxes in order that afew 
more ‘‘barons of protection” may roll and revel in increasing 
wealth? Why should the farmer, who has to take a low price for 
wan = has to sell, be compelled to pay a high price for what he 

as to buy? 

By the contracting power of the single gold standard you have 
lowered the level of general prices for the products of both the fac- 
tory and the farm, and now you propose by a high tariff to check 
the fall of prices as to the one and leave it unchecked as to the 
other. Is this the justice proclaimed in the very preamble of 

our Constitution, to establish which the Union of these States was 
ormed? When you legislate to increase the price of manufac- 
tured articles, do you not thereby!“ decrease the purchasing power 
of the dollar“ that pears them? Have you Republican goldites 
so soon forgotten the speeches you made in the last campaign, in 
which you held up your hands in holy horror at the bare thought 
of doing anything that would ‘‘ decrease the purchasing power of 
a dollar in the hands of an American workin, n,” or anybody 
else that had one? How will you ever be able hereafter to look an 
“ honest dollar” in the face? If it is right to increase prices for 
the manufacturers of the North and East, by passing a law for 
a high protective tariff, how can it be 3 increase prices 
for the farmers of the West and South, and everybody else, by 
passing a law for the free coinage of silver? Do youimagine that 
you will be permitted to ‘‘ play fast and loose” with the American 
people iù the manner you are attempting? Three-fourths of the 
money that comes from abroad to supp y gold to 4 Treasury 
and pay the interest on your public debt is derived from the sale 
of agricultural ucts, and yet when you come to legislate, the 
farmer is forgotten and you only remember the pampered pets of 
protection who have furnished you money to debauch the elections 
and return men to office who would otherwise have been over- 
whelmingly defeated by an honest poll. You will pass this bill, 
and you will do nothing to afford an increased volume of real 
money—redemption money—for the people, but don’t you forget, 
there will come a day of reckoning! You have ridiculed and 
abused the Democratic party. It has had its purposes thwarted 
and its councils rent by the influence of men whom it had honored 
and trusted, but the party still lives to o p your wicked class 
legislation and to demand just and equal laws for the benefit of 
the people, and in the end it will prove itself stronger than all 
the stre of foes from without and traitors from within! 
[Applause.] 

Individual Democrats may be found here and there who will 
bow the knee to Baal and burn incense upon the altars of protec- 
tion, but the indomitable spirit of the American Democracy will 
0 you everywhere. 

ou may legislate in the interest of the great and powerful, but 
Democracy was not born in the palaces of the rich, but out among 
the plain people, in the ranks and dwellings of those who toil for 
their daily living, under the grand old forest trees, upon the glo- 
rious heather, beneath the grand canopy of the stars, upon the 
hills of the morning that rang with the songs of freedom at the 
birth of this Republic, Democracy was born. — 

It has always o party of the penne and has won its grand- 
est victories in the championship of their cause. It has always 
been the defender of the principles and traditions of free govern- 
ment as delivered to us by the fathers of the Republic. Out of 
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the very twilight and dawn of our national existence it came—the 
dian angel of the Constitution they had formed, and adown 
© highway of the century it has come with fearless step and lofty 
brow—bearing in its uplifted arms the sacred ark and covenant of 
the Constitution of Madison and Jefferson. Time and again its 
enemies have preached its funeral and sung its requiem, but it 
has lived to see the death of all the parties that opposed it in the 
past. For more than one hundred years it has stood and battled 
with the storms of state, but time has not bowed its strength nor 
dimmed its glorious vision, The beauty of truth is still epon its 
banners and the freshness of the morning in its heart. Like all 
human organizations it has made its mistakes, and like all human 
organizations it may perish and pass away; but when it dies, if 
die it must, its ve will be the grand mausoleum of the silent 
centuries in which the glories of the nation will lie entombed! 
{Loud applause. } 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr, HEPBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (8. ae to amend an act entitled An act to repeal the 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes;“ and 

A bill (S. 84) to establish the official survey of fractional town- 
ships 31 and 82 north, of panes 6, 7, and 8 west, of the sixth princi- 

meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the Nio- 
ara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 
other purposes, 
THE TARIFF. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, within the limited time allotted 
me I can do nothing more than enter my protest 0 5 the pas- 
sage of this bill. e have before us a measure which, upon its 
face and according to the report of the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee, imposes taxes upon the people of the United 
States amounting to more than $273,000,000, taking the receipts 
for the last fi year as a basis; and yet it was only reported to 
the House on last Friday, taken up for consideration last Monday, 
and will be finally acted upon next Wednesday. 

The bill before us not only imposes burdens to the extent 
named, but reaches every section of the country, and lays its 
heavy hand upon every man, woman, and child in the United 
States. And still we are not itted to consider it for more 
than nine days. It is not within the power of any member who 
is not one of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee to 
analyze this measure . and fully within the short time 
gra for its consideration., Its passage, however, is in perfect 

poping With the action of this House a few days ago in hurrying 
through four appropriation bills within the space of thirty-six 
hours, involving an expenditure of more than $73,000,000, 
twenty minutes on each side were allowed for the consideration of 
each of these bills, and no opportunity whatever was given for 
amendment. ` 

We are informed, Mr. Chairman, in the majority report of the 
Ways and Means Committee, the committee from which this bill 
emanated, that when it shall have been enacted into law it will 

robably increase the revenues over and above those fears by 
The present tariff law by one hundred and thirteen millions of dol- 
lars! For what purpose, let me ask, is this anticipated enormous 
increase desired and sought to be made? Isit, Mr. Chairman, in 
order that the Congress may have opportunity to expend the pub- 
lie money in wasteful extravagance? Or is it for another purpose 
a purpose which, in my judgment, will be even more dangerous 
and oppressive than immoderate and unjustifiable appropriations— 
to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to gather into the Treasury 
with the surplus reyenue that will accrue the United States and 
the Treasury notes, popularly known as greenbacks and Sherman 
notes, and hold them in the vaults in order to protect the gold 
reserve, under which policy the people can not use them for the 
pu s of mone : 
ow, in my judgment one of these two things will inevitably 
result should revenue be produced by this bill to the extent 
estimated by the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
in their report: Either wasteful extravagance in the expenditure 
of public money, or the accumulation in the Treas of the 
United States and Treasury notes that are now in circulation. So 
that if the double policy involved in this bill—that of protection 
and that of the practical retirement of the greenbacks and Sher- 
man notes, in order to protect the gold reserve—should prevail, we 
shall have increased taxation on the one hand, and on the other 
hand a reduced circulation, despite increasing population and 
produttion, with the prices of all protected articles rapidly ad- 
vancing. 

In the last election, Mr. Chairman, the question before the Amer- 
ican people was not so much a question of taxation as it was a 
question of providing for the people a currency that would abun- 
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dantly suffice to meet their wants. The Republicans, through 
their most eminent leaders, have now made haste to say that the 
eenbacks and Sherman notes, amounting at the present time to 
464,231,296, will not be retired. I do not believe it will be their 
poy. to maintain the gold reserve by the issuance and sale of 
nds. No; that will not be their policy; but they apparently 
hope, through the operation of the pending bill, and through the 
accrual of an unnecessarily large revenue, to accumulate the 
greenbacks and Sherman notes in sufficient amount to prevent 
further raids upon the gold reserve, and thereby avoid the neces- 
sity of an issue of bonds. 

If either of the objects I have stated be not contemplated, why, 
then, Mr. Chairman, has the Committee on Ways and Means seen 
proper to prepare and present to this House this bill, which, in its 
opinion, and according to its report, will yield about $113,000,000 
men revenue than did the Wilson tariff act during the last fiscal 
year 

Mr. Chairman, though in my opinion the expenditures were en- 
tirely too large for the fiscal year 1896, and ought to have been 
reduced by at least fifty millions of dollars without impairing the 
efficiency of the administration of the Government, they only ex- 
ceeded for that year the revenues by $25,203,245.70. In that year 
we expended $352,179,446.08 in addition to our postal revenues, 
If the income-tax feature of the Wilson tariff act had been per- 
mitted to stand, the receipts accruing from that provision would 
have more than made up the deficiency named. But, to the sur- 
prise of the country—and I might say, Mr. Chairman, to the 
country’s  detriment—the Supreme Court in its wisdom de- 
clared the income tax to be unconstitutional, and therefore null 
and void. My judgment is that the difference between our ex- 
penditures and our receipts for the current year will not be greater 
than it was for the fiscal year 1896, if indeed so great, and if it 
should prove true, as estimated in the majority report of the Ways 
and Means Committee, that the next year's revenues will exceed 
the revenues of 1896 by $113,000,000, then we shall have from 
ninety million to one hundred million dollars unnecessarily wrung 
from the necessities and hard earnings of the people, to lie idle in 
the Treasury, or to be used to gather and maintain in the Treas- 
ury the greenbacks and Sherman notes now in circulation and 

rforming the functions of money, or to be squandered in wastes 

ul and inexcusable extravagance. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for the general purpose and object of 
this remarkable measure—protection of special industries and 
heavy taxation upon the consumers of the country, without regard 
to age, sex, or condition, excepting only that it will fall first and 
heaviest upon those least able to bear it; and a surplus revenue, 
to be used for unworthy and unnecessary objects, or for the prac- 
tical retirement of the greenbacks and Sherman notes. The future 
alone will disclose whether my prediction be correct. Of course, 
the result will depend entirely upon the amount of revenue actu- 
ally to be derived under the bill should it become law as now 
contemplated. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in the brief space allotted to me I desire to 
call the attention of this committee to one industry which, it oc- 
curs to me, will be the greatest sufferer from this measure—the 
cotton industry. In 1896, though we had a short crop of cotton 
and a falling price, after snpplying the home market we exported 
cotton grown in this country of the value of $190,056,460—almost 
one-fourth in value of all the exports that left our shores. What 
relief, if any, has been given to the cotton grower of the South b 
this bill? The 1 entleman from Iowa [Mr. Doane 
on yesterday spoke e 5 1 y of the beauties of protection and o 
its great benefit to people of allclasses. The gentleman is a mem- 
ber of the Ways and Means Committee, and he took good care to 
have binding twine placed on the free list, though when it came to 
cotton, grown so abundantly in the State wherein I live, what do 
we find? Cotton ties, which under the Wilson tariff act were put 
on the free list, are now heavily taxed; bagging, which was also 
on the free list, is likewise heavily taxed; farm implements, treated 
so Sig cee by the Wilson Act, are taxed 45 per cent; cotton ging 
carry a burden of 45 per cent; and last, though not least, salt is 
taken from the free list and taxed, with a proviso, however, for 
the benefit of the Armours of the country and of the fishermen of 
the coasts of Maine and Massachusetts, allowing a rebate on all 
salt used in canned goods and fish exported. That is the manner 
in which the cotton man has been treated. 

I have not time to call attention to the increased taxes—some 
of them being exceedingly heayy—upon the cotton grower’s house- 
hold and kitchen furniture, and upon everything that he must 
wear, from his hat to his shoes. But I do not hesitate to say that 
a Representative from the section in which I live who would 
under any circumstances vote for such a measure as this ought 
to be lashed out of public life. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have lived alf my years among those who grow 
cotton. Iam entirely familiar with their vicissitudes and hard- 
ships; the labor, the trouble, and the perils that attend the culti- 
vation of cotton. From early morn to dewy eve, all through the 
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, from the Ist day of January to the 31st day of December, 

e grower of cotton is in his field; and then, after twelve months 
of hard and anxious toil, he too often finds, under the wicked sys- 
tems of finance and commerce that have 5 — 1 up not only in 
this country, but elsewhere, that, despite his industry, energy, 


tience, and economy, the proceeds of his crop are scarcely suf- 
ient to meet his expenses. The bale of cotton which he has 
pora is thrown upon a market weighted down by excessive 
tion, and thus it starts upon its destination for a foreign coun- 
Fall River and other erican manufacturing centers do 
not control its price. Here cotton is sold only for what it brings 
at Liverpool, less the charges for handling and transportation. 
Our home manufacturers get the advantage of a near market at 
a foreign price with foreign competition. Yet our Republican 
friends in ing this bill took especial care of almost every- 
aing else e t t industry which affects the wealth, the 
comfort, and the happiness of so many millions of people and the 
8 of so many States, an industry that furnishes clothing 
the world, and without which the manufacturing establish- 
ments of the East and of Europe would close their doors and the 
labor employed would be driven forth to starve. 
Mr. Chairman, can prosperity propera from grievous and bur- 
densome taxation, or from unbridled extravagance, or from cruel 
contraction of the circulating medium? If so, and the pending 
bill should, in all its provisions, be crystallized into law, this coun- 
try will, without delay, realize an abundant and a universal pros- 
rity, and all classes and conditions in society will rejoice in the 
ange that has taken place in the administration of the Federal 
Government. But, sir, eee can not, will not, come by 
such methods as this bill offers. Taxation can not make wealth, 
nor can the want of a sufficient currency enhance the value of 
property or of labor; nor can governmental extravagance produce 
Oera effect upon ms ee 3 Se bill, Mr, Chair- 
iman, is response whi e Republican party has made to pop- 
— favor as expressed at the late election. Nothing else, we are 
ld, will be done at the present session except to pass some such 
‘measure as this and the four general 8 bills which 
have already gone to the Senate. The Democratic and Populist 
| ies can stand such a policy as this. They will be benefited by 
it. But can the people stand it? Ithink not, Mr. Chairman. It 
will but add to the general depression throughout the country, 
prevent the revival of trade, and retard an advance in prices. It 
Will add to the abundance of the few and aggravate the necessities 
of the many. 
[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. irman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Texas be extended two min- 
utes. 


! 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for 
two minutes more. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, a revenue beyond that which is 
necessary for the efficient and economical inistration of the 
Government is always dangerous. It not only invites but it 
almost compels extravagance in the expenditure of the public 
money. On the adjournment of the Fifty-third Congress, and at 
the conclusion of its labors, I had a hope that the Congress next 
succeeding would be in a condition to reduce appropriations and 
expenditures materially. The last Congress, however, was a dis- 
appointment in this respect. It increased the . of 

e preceding Congress—that is, of the Fifty-third Co N 
857, 197,812.84. As I have said before, my judgment was and is 
that the appropriations of the Fifty-third Congress, though smaller 
than those of the last Congress by $57,197,812.84, were unneces- 
sarily large and could have been reduced by $50,000,000 without 
in the least impairing the efficiency of the administration of the 
Government. Bo hat, Mr. Chairman, my opinion is that instead 
of increasing taxation and an already excessive expenditure, or 
using the revenue to retire the paper currency of this country by 
holding it idle in the Treasury, the wiser and the better policy 
would be to diminish expenditures, reduce taxation, and give the 
people a larger amount of currency for the service of commerce 
and production, and thus meet the growing demands of increased 
population and extended enterprise. 

If this bill be intended by its authors to promote extravagance, 
then it is framed correctly to that end; and if it be further in- 
tended to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to earry out that 

licy which is so popular with the capitalists and with the money 
3 of the country, namely, to retire the greenbacks and Sher- 
man notes, then it is correctly framed to that end also. But, sir, 
if it be intended to subserve the interests of the whole ple, 


without ial advantage to any class, then the bill itself is not 
only a failure, but it is a crime. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Our only hope is in the Senate, and I sincerely trust 


that when it reaches that bodyit will be discussed and analyzed 
and so amended as to make its provisions less unjust and less hurt- 
ful to the people of whom I am the representative, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Dakota has expired. The gentleman from Tennessee ae Mo- 
MILLIN] is recognized. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

THIS AN UNNECESSARY SESSION OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, this Congress has been called 
D the President for the purpose of imposing additional taxes. 

ere was and is no necessity for the assembling of Congress for 
that p or of agitating that question at this time. With 
ere i nb Reece haul W EBS surplus in the 

asury when gress assembles in its last regular session in 
December, 1898. 

Let us examine a moment the state of the Treasury and see if 
this assertion is borne out by the facts. There is now im the Treas- 
ury $218,000,000 surplus, or $118,000,000 in excess of all outstanding 
obligations and the hundred-million gold reserve. This is more 
than enough to meet all estimated deficiencies prior to June, 1899. 
There is no way to get this money back into circulation except 
this, unless we do it by buying our bonds at a premium. With a 
revival of business it will be found that no general increase of tariff 
taxes is required. 

Then why all this mad rush to increase taxes? Why this hot 
haste to reimpose burdens? Are you not content with the too 
high rates already existing on many things and the excessive 
number of things taxed? 

Mr. Chairman, if it were in my power, I would stop this infa- 
mous measure here and now. E on the Demoeratic side. 
And I would stay here until the dog days, if by so doing I coul 

revent its ever passing the House of Representatives, and would 
o a patriotic work in so doing. 

What is it that you propose by the measure? There is only 
$1,700,000,000 of money in existence in this country, It takes 
$1,050,000,000 to pay the people's taxes every year. The taxsched- 
ule of the Unit tates Government is $540,000,000 per annum, 
and the schedule of the States, counties, and municipalities is 
$500,000,000 more. There is $1,050,000,000 taken from trade every 
year for the purpose of paying taxes. Is it any wonder that, with 
such a taxation and such limited currency, ruin stalks abroad in 
the land, and, whether the tariff is low or high, the people are 
overwhelmed with disaster and distress? 

If there were nothing else to condemn this measure, the fact 
that it proposes to raise unnecessary and unjust taxes ought to 
condemn it in the minds of the American people. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, an incident occurred on this floor more than ten 
years ago which shows why we are assembled thus speedily. 
The nt Chief istrate, Mr. McKinley, was a member of 
this House. He spoke in favor of in ing tariff duties, going 
to the extreme and indefensible length of saying: 

Instead of favoring a tariff for revenue with incidental protection, Iam 
for a tariff for protection with incidental revenue. 

Sir, when he became chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee he recommended a bill to carry out that idea. It was 
ponsen, He and 3 to the country on it and were de- 

eated; utterly routed in theconflict. They confessed being beaten 
on the tariff issue. 

Mr. McKinley then said his bill would stay on the statute book 
ten years. It did not stay four years. The ident who signed 
it was beaten. He was beaten. The Congress which passed it was 
beaten. All defeated. I beg the gentleman from Maine 5 
DiNGLey] to take warning and not tax the American people too 
high. But I fear he will not heed the warning. 

REPUBLICANS TAUGHT A LESSON ABOUT BOUNTIES. 

Sir, we have a right to boast that by our stern resistance we have 
accomplished something. Wehavesettled our * of govern- 
ment correctly. Wild with the delirium of their temporary tri- 
umph, gloating in the luxury of brief authority, that Congress 
went further than all its predecessors and paid bounties out of the 

ublic to favored individuals on favored industries. We 

enounced it then as un-American, undemocratic, and unjust. 
The producers of sugar in Louisiana and elsewhere begged that 
theyshould not be putin the attitude of receivers of bounties from 
the public Treasury. It did no good. Their plea wasvain. Our 
denunciations of its injustice were vain. The cry of a free break- 
fast table had gone forth, andalthough 5 the breakfast 
table except coffee was taxed, the promise made that sugar should 
be put on the free list was kept. And only the tax n to 
enable the sugar trust to exact its millions from the American 
people—half a cent a pound between raw and refined sugar—was 
3 


But, sir, you will search in vain for free sugar in this bill, or 
anything else free which benefits the American people. All the 
demagogic cry of a ‘‘free breakfast table“ has had to be aban- 
doned. The principle of paying bounties to manufacturers has 
had to be abandon The 


ocratic party can at least boast 


t 
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that it has accomplished something by preventing this pernicious 
\principle from being anently ted on our American 
system of taxation and government. Verily the world moves, 


‘and, reluctant as the Republican party is to do so, it has had to 


th it. 
REPUBLICANS ALWAYS INCREASE TAXES. 

Mr. Chairman, only four times in more than a fifth of a cen- 
pat has the Republican party had control of this House. The 

was in the Forty-seventh 3 All realized then that 
there ought to bea reduetion of tariff duties, and all conceding that 
that was true, a tariff commission was appointed by that Con- 
‘gress to swing the circle of the country, investigate the condition 
of our industries, and report to Congress what reductions ought 
to be made and on what articles. They reported that an average 
‘reduction of 20 per cent would be a fair reduction, taking into 
consideration the condition of industry and needs of the Treasury. 
‘Instead of a reduction of taxation, that Congress, without due 
(deliberation, and in defiance of the report of the commission, 
passed a bill, which virtually originated in the Senate, increasing 
Tariff taxes over what they were when the Congress assembled, 

On account of that and other misdeeds rar hey hurled from 
power. When they came to the control of the Fifty- first Congress, 
Tho gentleman who now e the White House was appointed 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, and a surplus of 
‘revenue existed. They pro to remedy this by an increase of 
The taxes to a rate that had never before been reached in the his- 

of this country. They prevented revenue 8 
duties. At the same time they went out and discovered unknown 
or untried processes of legislation and government, by which they 
‘collected taxes from one citizen and paid them over in the way of 
‘bounties to other citizens. The people rose as one man in revolt 

ainst it. They denounced it as robbery that ought not to be 
forgiven. The member of Con and chairman of the Ways 
‘and Means Committee, Mr. McKinley, was beaten in a Republican 
‘district. The Speaker who presided over the House when the bill 
‘was enacted was hurled from power. The President into whose 
hands the taxing power had been given was driven from the White 
‘House, and the Republican pariy went out of power, more on ac- 
‘count of the enormities of that bill than on account of any other 
‘consideration. : 

They came back to the last Congress and again made an effort 
to increase tariff taxes, The same distinguished gentleman who 
ds now chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. 

GLEY] was chairman then. The same Republican members 
who constitute that committee now constituted it in the last 
Congress. Again in this Con the old war ery, “Protection, 
and higher taxes,“ is raised. us, every time they obtain power 
they increase taxes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 


t. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will be nonpartisan, I will 


yield. oa hter.] ; i 
| Mr. GROS OR. Iwilldo that. The gentleman is starting 
out in that line, and that is the reason I want to interrupt him for 
‘’&moment. I do not wish to see the gentleman make an erroneous 
statement of a matter of history. Major McKinley was defeated 
after a reapportionment of his Congressional district, made by 
the Democratic legislature, and although after that reapportion- 
ment the normal and aver Democratic majority in that dis- 
trict was over 3.000, he was defeated by less than 400 plurality. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, what about President Harrison? He 
Tas not redistricted out. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
What returned the Democratic Congress here? They were not 
all redistricted. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not discussing that question now. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Isee you are not. Mr. Chairman, the very 
ntleman who has just interrupted me was a member of the last 
mgress. He was a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, The same deficiencies that exist now existed then. 
_ Yet that gentleman recommended a horizontal increase of onl 
15 per cent, and they all said that was sufficient. How is it, I a 
him, that you now propose to rob by over a hundred per cent 
when 15 per cent increase was sufficient then? Iam going to give 
vou something besides Major MeKinley to think of, if I have m 
‘health, before I take my seat. [Applause on the Democratic side. 
Mr. Chairman, why is it that what was statesmanship in the last 
Congress is not statesmanship in this? Were they guilty of folly 
then? If so, let them confess it. If that were m upon the 
park on the framers then, let them pursne the same policy now. I 
ny their 


move wi 


I 


nge in dealing withimportant questions like this, to 
blow hot and cold in this kind of fashion. 

_ Mr. Chairman, I suppose what this body would most prefer is 
to have, if possible, some light shed upon the remarkable bill that 
is presented to us. Of all the bills and all the commentaries on 


bills ever framed in the history of government, this is the most | lif 
remarkable. I ask you, gentlemen. to take up the com: ae 
ug: 


statement which accompanies the bill. I ask you to look 
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its various provisions and calculations, and through the report, 
and seeif you are able to form any idea from the calculations 
made there as to the burdens carried in this bill. 

This bill is like the Bible says the earth was in the beginning, 
that is, The earth was without form, and void, and darkness was 
upon the face of the deep.” If there ever was a bill “without 
form, and void,” over which darkness was spread, this is the 
one. Why did not the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, as is usually done, have the comparative statement ac- 
companying the bill show what the equivalent ad valorem duty 
is on the articles taxed? Why did he not print this bill in the 
form in which other bills have been printed? Why did he not 
8 the House and the country concerning its provisions? 
My friends, for no reason in the world except this bill contains 
the highest rates of duty ever imposed, and it would not do to 
expose the rates. This is the most outrageous tax bill ever con- 
structed. It is the most intense robbery ever perpetrated by 
statute, and I denominated the bill correctly in the beginning, and 
stand by the designation now, saying it was and is the hotbed 
and hothouse for the propagation of trusts and the protection of 
those who rob the Government, [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

All admit that the McKinley bill was beyond all reason as a 
measure of taxation. I have gone through this bill section by 
section, so far as was ible. I have made calculations as to 
what the rates of 8 by the bill are, and what the effect will 
be. The McKinley bill was tame and moderate in rates when 
com to this. Let me give you a statement of what this bill 
is. This bill not only reimposes the McKinley bill rates, but in- 
creases them, adding 16% per cent in addition to the Momy 
rates. In other words, if you had an importation on all thesched- 
ules, and applied the McKinley law to it, and found the duty to 
eet you would have to pay $116.82 to get the items in under 

8 . 

Why did not the distinguished chairman tell you these facts? 
He is intelligent; none more so. He is experienced ienced 
beyond the average of his day and generation. Why did not the 
fervent and florid gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 8 instead 
of going off into skyrockets and eloquence, tell you what the pro- 
visions of this bill are, what the taxes of the people will be, and 
the reason for it? Why did not my distinguished friend who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota] explain to you 
what the provisions of the measure are, and explain his compound 
and confounding rates of duty? And I call upon my enthusiastic 
friend who just interrogated me [Mr. GROSVENOR], and who, I 
understand, is to follow me, to depart from politics long enough 
and apply himself to this business long enough to tell this com- 
mittee what the provisions of this bill are, and what it means in 
taxation; that is, the average. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine informed you in his speech 
opening this debate that the average on woolen goods will be only 
eighty-odd per cent. The gentleman is wholly in error; and when 
you take the comparative statement which accompanies his bill 
you will readily see that I am justified in saying that according to 
that statement he could know nothing about the bill. You have 
to go beyond that statement. You have to examine the importa- 
tions. You have to ascertain what the foreign goods are worth 
and apply your own calculations item by item to it to determine 
anything about what the rates of duty will be in this extraordi 
measure. I have done that, so far as I could, and I tell you, wi 
the eighteen years of experience I have had in Congress, and the 
twelve years on the Committee on Ways and Means, applying 
whatever of experience and knowledge that would give, that, 
instead of being 80 per cent average on the woolen goods that 
clothe the infant and old age, the average will be from 99 to 101 
per cent at least on the woolen schedule of this bill. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman from Maine told us in the opening speech that 
the increased duties in this bill had been mainly on luxuries. This 
is not correct. When did it become a Inxury to have sugar in 
your tea and coffee? And yet sugar bears the next largest increase 
in this bill. When did it become a luxury to clothe yourselves 
with flannel and woolens when you winter in Northern climates? 
And Ps $44,000,000 of that $113,000,000 borne in this bill are im- 
posed on wool and woolens alone. Are coarse shawls and knit 
poo luxuries? Are wool hats and overcoats luxuries? Are 

ives and forks in this urbane age luxuries? When did trace 
chains become a luxury to the farmer? Yet trace chains are in- 
creased r this at ughter.] 

When, I ask my inguished friend from Maine, did it occur 
that a clean shirt was regarded as a luxury in Maine? for shirts 
are raised in this bill. [Laughter. 

These taxes are not im on luxuries. Much the largest per 
cent of the gate, as I calculate, is upon the necessaries of 

e. Mr. Chairman, not only is that true, but it turns out that 
this Congress is called upon to follow the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and the Republican party in protecting and advancing the 
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interests of the biggest trust in this country. Where has the wis- 
dom of the Republican party gone? Seven years ago its cham- 
pions stood here re for a “free breakfast table; pro- 
claiming for the abolition of the duty on sugar; proclaiming it as 
wisdom to untax sugar and to tax other things. All of these gen- 
tlemen have made utterances on the subject, and, lest I should be 
charged with distorting their remarks; I desire to have read ex- 
tracts from their utterances at that time. All the gentlemen to 
whom I now refer signed the majority report in favor of the 
McKinley bill, and here is what they said in the report presented 
by Mr. McKinley, and indorsed by them all, concerning the propo- 
sition that a tariff is a tax. 

The Clerk read the following extract from Mr. McKinley's re- 
porton the McKinley tariff bill: 


[Ways and Means report, by William McKinley, Fifty first Congress, first 
session. Report Volume V, page 14.) 

The committee recommend up to and including No. 16 Dutch standard in 
color and molasses be placed on the free list.. 

In 1889 the duties collected on imported sugar and molasses amounted to 
| Sead Add to this the increase of price of domestic sugar arising from 

he duty, and it is clear that the duty on sugar and molasses consumed by the 
people of this country is at least $64,000,000, or about $l for every man, woman, 
and child in the United States, more than it would bave been if no such duties 
had been levied and the domestic product had remained the same, 

Even on the assertion that with proper encouragement we shall eventu- 
ally be able to produce all or nearly all the sugar d for the consump- 
tion of our people—an assumption which you can believe to be sustained by 
the facts, notwithstanding the slow progress thus far made in sugar culture 
in this country—this encouragement can be given much more economically 
and effectually by a bounty of 2 cents per pound, involving the sare ore 
of but little more than $7,000,000 per annum, with the present uction of 
sugar in the United Sta than by the imposition of a duty involving the 
collection of $55,975,610 in duties in the last fiscal gear, not to mention the 
amount indirectly involved. When it is considered that this increase in the 
cost due to the duty on sugar falls on the article of prime necessity as food, 

‘our committee are persuaded that justice as well as good policy Pig Seed 
tsuch an unnecessary burden in the way of a direct tax should re- 
moved from sugar and that the enco 
duction of sugar in the United States sho 
than by import duty. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Sir, the distinguished chairman of the then 
Waysand Means Committee, Mr. McKinley, in his speech presented 
the question of what taxation meant so clearly and tersely that I will 
have read an extract from the remarks e by him on that occa- 
sion in advocacy of his bill and in favor of lowering the duty on 


sugar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, what have we accomplished by this? We pay annu- 
all 000,000 upon the sugar we import. e gentlemen on the other side 
tly that thisisa revenue duty. Itisarevenueduty. Itis a Demo- 
cratic duty. Being a Democratic revenue duty, cree dollar of it is paid by 
e American consumer. Last year we Reis $55,000,000 out of our pockets to 
rotect whom? To protect the men in the United States who were produc- 
E just one-eighth of the amount of our consumption of sugar. Now, we 
wipe that out, and it will cost us to pay the bounty just $7,090,000 every twelve 
months, which furnishes the same protection at very much less cost to tho 
consumer. So we save $48,000,000 ever 2 and leave them in the pockets 
of the people. [Applause e Republican side, 
Sir, when we lift from the American peo le this vast sum of $48,000,000 of 
taxes, they can put upevery twelve mon 000 houses costing $1,000 apiece. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Why is it that our friends on the other side, 
_ who applauded that sentiment so lustily when it was uttered on 
this floor then, are now as silent as the tomb? [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

te to remove $48,000,000 of taxes meant the building of 48,000 
new houses, it must necessarily follow that the raising of $113,- 
000,000 by unnecessary taxation prevents the construction of 
113,000 new houses. e on the Democratic side.] 

Sir, I see my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Payne], 
who is always enthusiastic, looking eagerly to see whether I am 
going to tell you what he said on the subject, so I will have read 
at this point an extract from his remarks on the McKinley bill. 
(Laughter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It appears last year we imported sugar and molasses to the amount of 
2,700,547 G67 


unds, on which, including molasses, we paid duties amounting 
to $55,975, 2. 


552. 

ow, in this instance, the tariff as a tax and was added to the price which 

the consumer paid for the imported sugar. There is no mistake about that. 
No Republican has ever denied that. * * We take off a dollar on the au- 
nual cost of sugar to every inhabitant of the United States. What do you 
say to that? hy. it helps the farmer, it helps the laboring man, it helps the 
r man, to give them this prime article of food at a lower price; and with 

he competition that comesfrom Germany and France, from Cuba, and from 
ull quarters of the earth, [have no doubt that when this law goes into effect 
3 man can buy his suger at 2 cents a pound less than under the present 


ment required to induce the pro- 
d be given through a bounty rather 


{Ap lause on the Democratic side. 

r. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if to take off that tax meant 
the taking of 2 cents a pound from the burdens of the people, then 
to put the tax back, I submit to my friend from New York, is to 
reimpose a burden of 2 cents a pound upon the people. Verily, 
— 5 gentlemen are estopped from denying that a tariff is a 


But, Mr. Chairman, 1 do not propose to shoot the young mem- 
bers of the committee and let the distinguished chairman go free, 
[Laughter.] Let us hear now what my distinguished, able, and 
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admirable friend who presides with so great ability over the j sai 
0 
0 


mittee on Ways and Means of this House [Mr. DINGLEY] sai 
upon the subject of free sugar at the time of the consideration 
the McKinley bill, and let us note how he is now upon the back 
track, screaming at every jump in favor of the reimposition of 
taxation. 8 Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Clerk read the extract, as follows: 

The greatest relief will be found by the transfer to the free list of sugar 
up to and including No. 16 and molasses, because sugar and molasses have 

me as necessary articles of food as flour, and soven onrak of our con- 
a irs is Sonor sen, a condition of things which both es admit mak 
the duty a tax that increases the burden of the people nearly to the exten 
of the tariff. * „ * The duty e n tax which increased the cost of 
not only imported but domestic sugar to the consumer to that extent. Tho 
duty collected on sugar and molasses the last fiscal year was $55,975,610, or 
nearly 2 cents per pound. Adding to this the incre: cost of the 275,000,000 
pounds of sugar 9 8 in this country, equivalent to the duty of 2 cents 
per pound, and the duty imposed on these articles was practically a tax of 
about $63,500,000, or $1 per head, on the people of this country. * * è Th 
transfer of sugar and mo to the free fist will afford conspicuous relief 
to the people of this country. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If to transfer sugar and molasses to the free 
list was to give conspicuous relief to the people then, how can my 
friend maintain that parune nook now the higher rates of duty is 
not imposing a conspicuous burden upon the people? [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Sir, I could bring forward similar remarks from other gentle- 
men, including the gentleman from Ohio Mr. GROSVENOR] who 
is to succeed me to-day; but, although he was here, with “lance 
arest and visor down,” when this conflict began this morning, I 
see that he is not now in his seat, and I forbear, merely asking: 

Where was Roderick then? 
One blast upon his bugle horn were worth a thousand men. 
Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side.] 

ow, Mr. Chairman, in connection with this question of the 
sugar tax I want to show what is done by the pending bill, and if 
it is claimed that the committee have not obeyed the behests of 
the trust, I can prove it by reference to the demands of Mr. 
Searles and others, made in the hearings, and in a great measure 
followed by the committee. 


TAKING CARE OF THE SUGAR TRUST. 


Mr. Chairman, not only have the gentlemen increased this bur- 
den of taxation, but in doing so they have taken good care of the 
corporations and trusts which now control the sugar market, 
Notwithstanding the fact that sugar manufacturing can be done 
in this country as cheaply as anywhere in the world, notwithstand- 
ing its manufacture is in the hands of the most gigautic trust 
organized in this or any other country, they give such a margin to 
the trust in the way of difference between the tax placed on raw 
and on refined sugar that they not only perpetuate its existence 
and power but continue its enormous profits and dividends. In 
the presence of these gentlemen who framed this bill it was demon- 
strated by witnesses who came before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee at the hearings— 

First, that a gigantic trust existed in this country to control 
manufactures, regulate prices, and increase their profits. 

Secondly, that the two wings of this trust, the eastern and west- 

ern, have entered into an agreement by which they farm out and 
appropriate the territory of this great Government and these 
72,000,000 people among themselves; each agreeing tosupply certain 
portions of the territory and not to invade the other's territory 
nor, within the other’s territory, cut prices. 
Thirdly, that in order to carry out this scheme and insure its 
perpetuity and profits, the American Sugar Refining Company 
controls absolutely the price of refined sugarevery day. Its oper- 
ations were made successful by entering into contract with those 
by whom the sugar is sold that they would not sell the sugar thus 
purchased below the price fixed by the refiners. A contract to 
this effect has to be signed. The profits paid to the grocer who 
handled the sugar came by way of a commission of three-eighths of 
a cent a poun ped back to the grocer if he was able to certify 
that he had sold according to the trust prices and direction. If 
he is unable to make this certificate, he gets no profit. He was, 
therefore, unable to cut the price of sugar under any circum- 
stances. If he had a faithful and heavy customer with whom he 
would gladly divide his commission, the ironbound obligation 
with the trust prevented him from doing so and cut him off from 
all profit if he did. 

Sir, the hearings show that the sugar schedule of this bill was 
framed in New York and furnished to the committee. 

Sir, that was the condition when the hearings were on; that is 
the condition to-day. Leaving the one-eighth difference between 
raw and refined sugar as contained in the present law, the com- 
mittee, at the behest of somebody, has fixed the differential rate 
between raw and refined sugar at 35 to 40 cents 100 pounds, 
all of which goes to increase the price of sugar and to sustain the 
most colossal trust of modern times. How much more is obtained 


by controlling absolutely the sugar market for 72,000,000 people I 
Democratic Ade 


do not undertake to say. [Applause on the 
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What excuse is there for this? The trust came before the com- 
mittee and made its demands. Its demands were heeded. That 
will not be denied byany man who hasread these hearings. Now, 
Iask you whether there is any trust on this earth that is bigger 
than the 72,000,000 of our American people if their Representatives 
do their duty? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

DEMOCRACY'’S GOOD WORK. 

Mr. Chairman, we may boast without ostentation that we have 
accomplished some good in the strenuous work that is always the 
work of the Democratic party. Seven years ago the walls of this 
Hall resounded with the voices of men clamoring that repre- 
sentatives of the Federal Government should march to the polls 
and take control of the elections of the people. We threw our- 
selves athwart their invading path and defied their power, and 
to-day they dare not renew that arempi Seven years ago the 
doctrine was about to be forced upon the American people that 
money should be collected by taxation from one class of citizens, 
to be paid over in the form of bounties to other classes of citizens. 
To-day the majority in this House, with all their rashness, dare 
not even suggest such a thing; but instead they go back tothe sugar 
tax and reimpose the sugar duty. 

Iam one of those who opposed originally taking the tax from 
sugar and putting a bounty upon it, and I will say to the credit 
of the representatives of Louisiana, both those who represented 
the sugar product and the representatives of the people on this 
floor, that they did the same. But over their protest the new 
doctrine was put into operation. But the Democratic party can 
claim that if it has done nothing else it has reformed this vast 
abuse in Government affairs. ith other trusts I will deal a 
little later on. This much I thought it proper to say concerning 
the sugar trust. I have before me calculations which show that 
I am correct in my estimate as to the amount of benefit that is 
Shee 955 the sugar refiners, and therefore to the sugar trust, by 


What else do they propose here? Let us look at some of the 
other “luxuries” which the gentleman from Maine claims this 
bill proposes to tax. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not like to interrupt the gentleman, but 
it is important that the matter of fact here involved should be 
clearly ascertained. Do I understand the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to allege that there is any more differential proposed in this 
bill on refined sugar than one-eighth of 1 cent a pound, as against 
the quarter of a cent in the Wilson bill as it passed the House, and 
against an eighth and a fifth (more than one-quarter) arising from 
the 40 per cent all round in the present law? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have stated what the amount of duty is as 
ak bgt in this bill, The representatives of the sugar refineries 

efore the Lexow committes and before committees of this House 
have admitted that they can refine sugar at one-fourth of a cent 
a pound, if my memory serves me right. The gentleman from 
Maine and I both know that they can do so. I know and he 
knows that they can do it for less. To make myself perfecti 
clear and to set aside all calculations, what I say is that this bi 
carries more than the one-quarter of a cent a pound that the 
angar vere say is sufficient to enable them to refine. 

. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee please 
explain that statement? because 1 take issue with him on the facts. 
I would like him to explain howit is ible, under the system on 
which this bill is framed, that it can be over one-eighth of 1 cent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman in his opening speech spoke of 
the fact that we had been engaged in a kind of kindergarten school 
in regard to this business, and if it be necessary I will keep up that 
school for a short time for the purpose of instructing him. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think, on a matter of fact which is to go to 
the country, we may at least expect accuracy of statement. 

Mr.SWANSON. If the gentleman from Tennessee will permit 
me, on page 698 of the hearings before the tariff committee, in the 
statement presented to the committee by Messrs. Smith & Schippar, 
of New York, it is stated that the average test of raw su im- 
ported into this country last year showed an average of about 91 


per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But does the gentleman suppose that 100 
pounds of 90° or 91° raw sugar will make 100 pounds refined sugar, 
testing 100° of saccharine strength? 

Mr. SWANSON. The gentleman, of course, is correct in that. 
I know that it will not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the Wilson bill provided an all-around 
ad valorem rate of 40 per cent 

Mr. SWANSON (continuing). That is to say, in addition to 
the one-eighth of a cent differential, there was a 40 per cent ad 
valorem levied on all sugars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would be 40 per cent of the difference 
between the raw and the refined sugar. 

Mr. SWANSON (continuing). Which would make about one- 
tenth of a cent a pound. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The difference of the 40 per cent on raw and 
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refined is one-fifth of 1 cent, which, added to the eighth, exceeds 
one-quarter of 1 cent in the present law. 
sta SWANSON. And 100 pounds under this law would pay 
Mr. DINGLEY. But what will sugar testing up to 100° pay? 
Mr. SWANSON. There is no raw sugar testing above 96°, the 
auty on which, under the bill, would be $1.63 per hundred pounds. 
. DINGLEY. Ido not desire to interrupt my friend from 
Tennessee, but on a matter of fact which is easily ascertained I 
do not care to haye a misconception go out to the country. There 
is only one-eighth of a cent per pounå differential on refineđ 


HS Re 
. MCMILLIN. Iwill agree to give 
the benefit of all of his own calculations. 

study them up with care and deliberation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not need to go home for that purpose. I 
can understand the question here. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Sir, the committee estimate that the duties 
imposed by this bill average 72 per cent on the raw sugarsimpor 
The 2,500,000,000 pounds imported in 1896 were worth 2.1 cents 
per pound. And 72 per cent of this will make the average tax on 
imported sugars 1.51 cents per pound. At three one-hundredths 
of 1 cent for each additional degree of the polariscope, fifty-one 
one-hundredths represents 17°, which, added to the basis, 75°, equals 
92°, given by the committee as the average strength of all our im- 
ported raw sugars. 

If the average duty paid on each pound of raw sugar is 1.51, and 
the duty on refined sugar is 1.875 cents per pound (1.874), the 
margin to the sugar refiner for refining is three hundred and 
sixty-five thousandths of 1 cent, or 364 cents per 100 pounds. 

If the average duty paid on each pound of raw sugar is 1.51 
cents, and the duty on refined sugar is 1.874 cents per pound, the 
margin to the sugar refiners for refining is the difference between 
these two, or 0.365 cent on each pound. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman propose to assert that 100 
pounds of sugar testing 90° saccharine strength will make 100 
pounds of refined sugar? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman forgets that in addition to 
the 100 pounds that contain 72 per cent, we have added 0.51 cent 
to the amount necessary to measure the difference; and the gen- 
tleman who is to follow me will correct me if the statement that 
I have made is incorrect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. These are matters of fact which it is unnec- 

of course, to misrepresent before the country. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I misrepresent no fact. It has not been de- 
nied, I take it, on the examination of these figures, that the sugar 
trust gotall they wanted. They wanted the duty on sugar from 
bounty-paying countries changed, and they got it. What else 
did they demand and not get? 


TIN PLATE RAISED. 


Mr. Chairman, another of the many unwise and oppressive bits 
of taxation carried by this bill is that whereby the duty on tin 
plate is increased. Under the law of 1890 the duty on tin plate 
was increased to 2.2 cents a pound. We resisted the increase as 
wholly unjustified, and when we came to frame the law of 1894,1 
cent a pound was taken off the duty, and it was placed where it is 
now, at 1.2 cents a pound. Gentlemen on the other side proclaimed 
that this was the ruin of an American industry; that the reduc- 
tion would close the tin-plate factories, that labor would stalk idle 
through the streets, and that hunger would invade the home of 
the workingman. But to show that these gentlemen were neither 
prophe nor sons of prophets, it is ge Me gah to look at the 

ollowing extracts from the report of . Ira Ayer, special agent 
of the Treasury Department, concerning the tin-plate industry of 
the United States: 


2y friend from Maine 
e can go home and 


TIN AND TERNE PLATES. 


OFFICE OF SPECIAL AGENT, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Custom-House, New York, Ottober 28, 1896. 

Sin: I have the honor to report that during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1896, the production in the United States of commercial tin and terne plates 
was 307,228,621 pounds, t 193,801,073 pounds produced during the previ- 
pus tt a year, showing thereby an increased production of more than 58 per 
cent. 

Of the production for the year, 308,002,093 pounds, or more than 681 per 
cent, were made from sheets rolled in the United States, t about 83 er 
cent made from such sheets during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. 

The production for the year, distributed according to weight and kind of 
plates, was as follows: 


Total. 
Pounds. 
Arc / S S 212, 589, 181 
7... ̃ĩ ÄPC——ͤ— — T „030, 
o Sie 22. 308, 720 307, 228, 1 
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These figures show that more than 86 per cent of the production belonged 
to the class of plates weighing lighter than 63 pounds per 100 square feet, the 
proportion being about the same as that for the previous fiscal year. 

Of the entire production 69 per cent consisted of tin plates, against 62 per 
cent for the preceding year. 

The reportem braces the production of 53 firms, the output of 2firms which 
were producing, but made no rt, not having been considered. My report 
for the fiscal year ended June 1895, emb; the production of 55 firms. 


Again: 
The following is a com 
ture of commercial tin an 


80, 1892, 1893, 1894, 


ative statement by quarters of the manufac- 
terne plates during the fiscal years ended June 
1895, and 1896, respectively: 


Amount made from— 


Mr. Chairman, to show that the predictions of the destruction 
of the tin-plate industry did not come true, it is only necessary to 
recount that under the McKinley bill there were imported— 


In the year 1893 tin plates to the value of 
Under the Wilson bill, with a moy of only 1.2 cents 
a pound, the importations in 1896 amounted to the 
Wiser T2 8,587, 922 


Then, under the 7 of helping the American manufacturer, 
Spey ropose to add three-tenths of a cent a pound to the tax, and 

ereby increase the burdens of the people $1,000,000, and indi- 
rectly as much more, 

Sir, at the same time they withdraw the drawback system on tin 
plate which they lauded so much. injures the small dealer 
and the small dealer only, for the wholesale dealer and large 
‘ator, like the Standard Oil Com 


$16, 691, 765 


e r oper- 
pany, will avail themselves of 
another provision of the law and import their tin plate and manu- 
facture it in bond and escape all duty. 

RETAINING HIGH DUTIES ON PIG TRON AND STEEL RAILS WHILE EXPORT- 
ING THEM. 
Nor, Mr. Chairman, is this the only unnecessary duty retained 
d imposed in the present law. The duty of $4 ton on pig iron 
fe retained in this bill notwithstanding the fact we are becoming 
heavy shippers of pig iron to other countries. Within less than 
ninety days, toward the close of last year, the Tennessee Coal, 
Tron and Railroad Company shipped more than 70,000 tons of pig 
iron across the ocean, The e pig iron could be ređu: 
without hardship to anybody. e are now making pig iron in 
the Southern States cheaper than it is made anywhere else in the 
world. Our coal, iron, and limestone in various places lie in 
sight of each other. The climate is genial and fruitful, the labor 
is reliable and efficient, and we have not only astonished this 
country but the world by the manner in which we have Sg ca to 
the front in iron and coal. So far as I know, I was the in 
Congress to predict that Tennessee and Alabama pig iron would 
be sold in Pittsburg at a profit. Now we ship thousands of tons 
to Apache! Bae its way to still more distant markets, and the 
ocean is no barrier to our enterprise. 
Sir, there is one other item in theiron schedule to which I desire 
to call attention, and that is the duty on steel rails. When the 
esent law was being framed, Mr. Thomas L. Johnson, of Ohio, 
then a Representative in Congress, and a great manufacturer of 
steel rails, rose and moved to put steel rails on the free list, and 
proclaimed that the American manufacturer did not need nor 
require protection. He showed facts and figures which demon- 
strated the truth of his assertion. I wish to call the attention of 
the House tothe fact that since that time a gigantic trust has been 
formed by the steel-rail manufacturers to limit output or put up 
rices. It held absolute sway for a long period of time, and I be- 
ieve dissolved only recently. Who knows but the dissolution was 
only for temporary effect? Who does not know that when this 
bill is passed, signed by the President, and fixed on the country 
for four years at least, the manufacturers will again rush to- 
gether, again form their combine, and again raise prices? At 
the very hour that these high duties are beag fastened upon the 
country for years to come we are shipping thousands of tons of 
steel rails abroad, Only a few days ago the Dominion of Canada 
gave a large order to our manufacturers instead of going to Eng- 


nd. Other orders have been placed. So great has become the | has 


trade in steel billets, rails, etc., of this country beyond the ocean 
that one of the industrial papers announces to us that Mr. Andrew 
Carnegie has opened an office in London, in the heart of the steel 
trade, for the sale of these things, and proposes to doa big business 
in foreign countries. f, i 
Mr. Chairman, no one rejoices more at the evidence of this 


American enterprise and prowess than I do, but at the same time 
that we rejoice at the success of our fellow-citizens let us not 
put it in their power to form trusts on this side, by reason of 
which they will force our people to pay exorbitant prices for the 
8 of American mills at the same time that they are selling 
the foreign consumer at a much more reasonable rate. 
HUMBUGGING AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. Chairman, of all the futile efforts to delude that I have 
ever seen in a solemn proceeding this is the most glaring. A 
large per cent of our populasion is farmers. They are the ones 
who bear the burdens and get no benefits. The committee have 
evidently underrated their intelligence when proposing an in- 
crease of duty on farm products to satisfy them with the enormous 
rates of duty found in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, we are 5 of hard times, and justly. 
Farms are selling for taxes. Ruin is abroad in the land, and it is 
not confined to any particular vocation. The bank doors are clos- 
ing and bank presidents are going to Canada and the penitentiary, 
Manufacturing establishments have their repositories filled with 
manufactured goods which nobody is able to purchase; and out 
in the West the bins and reservoirs of industry are bursting with 
the wheat and corn for which there is no market. Yet over all 
the wreck my distinguished friend sitting before me [Mr. Dot- 
LIVER], whose imagination— 


Soars from heaven to earth, and from earth to heaven, in flery frenzy rolling 


is self-confident and happy. I tell him he had better look out 
when the day of settlement comes for these taxes. He, the gen- 
tleman from North Dakota [Mr. 3 and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], whom I wo not ignore on this 
occasion, for they have spoken eloquently, though in a bad cause, 
represent great farming communities. What have they proposed 
for the farmers? To tax them more! They realized that when 
some one was fleeced some one would complain. More than 50 
pr cent of our people are engaged in agriculture and are not bene- 

ted by this measure. They raise the taxes, as I will recount to 
you a little later on, raise the average higher than it was ever 
made before. They impose taxes that were not dreamed of by 
any other distinguished statesmen who ever broke into Congress, 
and realizing that somebody had to be humbugged, what have 
they done? They said that the tax upon corn and other agricul- 
tural products was too low. Corn, meal, oats, wheat, flour, and 
buckwheat are all taxed 20 per cent under the existing law. 
“But,” they said, while we protect the manufacturers, while 
we take care of the sugar trust, while we spread our protecting 
wings over the makers of cutlery, the makers of steel rails, and 
all those who are en in trusts, we had better pretend to do 
something for the farmer.” And what do they do? They tax 
corn, instead of 20 per cent, 15 cents a bushel, which, at the pres- 
ent figures, is nearly 100 per cent. How much is that going to yield 
to 9 farmer? There was imported last year only 8784, 000,000 
Worth. 

Several Mempers. Not millions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Seven hundred and eighty-four dollars’ 
worth. Did I say millions“? I have been so accustomed to 
counting by millions the unjust taxes that this lapsus linguæ was 
very natural. [Laughter and applause.] Seven hun and 
eighty-four dollars tax on corn imported, and yet my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. 1 represents a great corn State, and my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] (there is no telling but what 
he will be Senator from there if he keeps up his gait) propose to put 
$189.51 additional tax on corn. 

Magnificent benefaction, glorious statesmanship, that protects 
a million farmers by distributing among them $189.51! {Laugh- 
ter.] I imagine I see my friend with the green necktie and florid 
complexion [Mr. DoLEIVER] [laughter]; Ii ine I see my rubi- 
cund-faced and russet-headed friend from Ilinois [Mr. HOPKINS], 
as they return to a grateful constituency who welcome these 
statesmen home in such a manner that the Roman victor’s trium- 
pon march over the Appian Way was nothing to theirs. [Laugh- 

. Iimagine that they will have cornstalks for flagstaffs, and 
on the flags borne by their grateful constituents will be the strange 
device, “They have protected our corn.” [Laughter.] 

But, sir, realizing that it was not philosophic to increase the 
tax on corn and at the same time not increase the tax on corn 


men have lost their reason.” [Laughter.] 
admiring them for such 8 


and patriotic exertion, 
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wish they would look at each other now. ([Laughter.] Each 
would have to burst into derisive laughter at the other, if they 
faced each other, like the deceptive oracles of old did, and they 
will not doit. Look at 3 Let us see what else 
is done? Who else had to be taken care ot? You know in a gen- 
eral plundering and 1 robbery nobody has to be left out. 
If he is, he squeals, and they do not want any squealing. 
Oatscomenext. Theyareonlytaxed20 percent. Theyraise this 
to 13 cents a bushel. Under this new rate the increased duty on 
‘oats, according to this splendid contribution [holding up the esti- 
mates], and I take their figures, will be 8272. [Laughter.] Look 
at the magnificence of that benefaction! Oatmeal will no longer 
‘be common diet under this tax! X 
Wheat comes next. Oh, I am glad to beable to presentit tothe 
attention of my enthusiastic friend from North Dakota. He felt 
that it was necessary to do something for his constituents, who 
live in a great wheat-growingcountry. He comes before us to-day 
and alternates between a laudation of taxes that go from 1 to 100 
per cent and a landation of a gold standard that reduced val- 
ues 50 per cent. Let us see how he proposes to placate his people 
by benefiting them in this bill. The duty paid on imported wheat 
last year was $432. They propose, for the benefit of all the wheat 
‘growers of the United States, to distribute $966 in the way of in- 
creased duties. It will not do to divide it ee If you do, it will 
not go around; but, better far than dividing i up in election times 
they propose to stand back and look at it in bu k, and say, Be- 
hold bow we have protected the farmers!” [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 
But as with corn and the corn miller, so with flour. It would 
not do to leave the miller out. He is an essential factor with 
them, and they propose by the bill to increase the duty on flour 
from 20 to 25 por cent, and in that way will getan additional duty 
What do they do with buckwheat, that essen- 


of $313 from flour, 
tial article, which while in the field is ever blooming and matur- 
ing its fruits? They propose to add to buckwheat a tax of 846.33. 
MEMBER. On the whole crop. 
Mr. Mo . On the whole crop of the United States, as 
my friend says. About a dollar for each State annually, Nobody 
wants such humbuggery. They know that it is a humbug; they 


intend it as a humbug; it will be considered a humbug, and it 
would be more ludicrous if less serious on an important measure 
like this. And these driblets and dablets that do not amount to 

0,000 of increase on farm products are expected to float $113,- 

„000 of oppressive taxation imposed for the benefit of manufac- 
turers, both in and out of trusts. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
‘cratic side.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Do not forget cotton-seed oil. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend from Alabama mentions a fact 
that was tried by legislation and resulted in injury to the com- 
modity. When they put a duty on cotton-seed oil here it in- 
jured it. 
z Sir, nothing has escaped the vigilance of this lynx-like commit- 
tee. Not only have they followed the hen to the nest and pro- 
tected her eggs 5 cents a dozen instead of 3, but they have followed 
the cow from the pasture and increased the duty on butter from 
4 cents a pound to 6 cents a pound. Whilst it is true only $2,040 
duty were collected on butter last yen they propose to increase 
this to $3,061, or a net increase to the ing interests of the 
United States in protection of $1,021. If on account of this in- 
crease of protection the dairymen do not rush as one man to the 

lls, shouting to protection, and vote the Republican ticket, 

t will show great lack of appreciation. 

Sir, right here we had as well draw a deduction. The Demo- 
cratic party has always stood for a tariff for revenue limited to 
the necessities of government, economically administered. It 
never has believed in protective tariff. When it joins hands with 
plunderers to rob one class of pooni for the benefit of another, it 
will cease to be the ty of Jefferson and Jackson, and will be- 
come the party of h tariff. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] The Democratic party is not here to advocate high taxes 
on anything. I warn my friends that the effort, if successful, to 
pe a tariff on 59,000 bales of long-staple cotton would simply en- 

ger our market abroad for the 4,000,000 or 5,000,000 bales of 
2 that we now ship abroad annually. The Democratic party 

voted for free wool, free cotton ties, free cotton ing, free 
bags for the farmers of the West. It stands to-day where it has 
stood in the past, and will not advocate high protection on wool 
and free cotton bagging at the same time. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The Democratic party gave us 
free cotton gins, but the Republicans have put a tax on them. 

Mr. Mc LIN. Yes; our Republican friends talk about the 
benefits they confer upon the people. What benefits do they con- 
fer? They reimpose the tax on cotton gins, they reimpose taxes 
on agricultural implements, they reimpose taxes on many things 
that heretofore came free into the United States under the Wilson 
bill for the benefit of our farmers. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. BAILEY. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
my collegas on the committee be permitted to continue his re- 


marks without limit. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Chairman, I am much obliged to my 
friend from Texas and to the committee for this courtesy. If I 
had known that I had consumed so much of the time allotted to 
me, I should have been more brief on some points. I will occupy 
part of this second hour showing how this bill takes care of 


OTHER TRUSTS. 


Mr. Chairman, another objection which may be seemly urged 
against this bill is that, by reason of its cutting us off from ste 
competition through insurmountable duties, it is the best shie 
and protection to trusts and combines that was ever constructed. 

Already thesd organizations in restraint of trade, to limit pro- 
duction and put up prices, flourish to a degree in our midst that 
is alarming. This not only makes it possible to create others, 
but increases the duty on articles manufactured by concerns that 
are banded ia eee as trusts and defy all antitrust laws and in- 
crease the cost to the citizens. This is the reason why I denomi- 
nated it, and correctly, at the beginning of this debate, as a hatbed 
and summer house for the propagation of trusts. The steel-rail 
trust has ony dissolved since the formation of this bill began, I 
predict it reorganize as soon as the walls are up. 

The linoleum trust has increased duties added to its output 
amounting in some instances to 200 per cent. 

The cork trust is gently cared for by an increase of duty on 
ee the increase being from 40 to 100 per cent of the present rate 


The sugar trust has had no vigorous hand raised against it by the 
Ways and Means Committee. 

The trust that controlled cotton bagging and fleeced the farmer 
on the outside wrappings in which his product is carried to foreign 
markets is invited by a renewal of duties to return to the old 
stand, organize the old trust in new form, and again to go to its 
work of rapine. 

Sir, it is not claimed that every trust in the world would be dis- 
solved by the mere act of enlarging the free list. It would still be 

ible to organize trusts, but many times more difficult. But 
b constructing walls around onr shores and excluding the markets 
of the balance of the world we vastly facilitate the organization, 
operation, and perpetuation of trusts, Nosanemancan deny this 
proposition. It is reasonable even if we had no experience. And 
our experience would teach us that this is so even without reason. 

Sir, what is to become of this country if these combinations are 

rmitted to go on, protected by our tariff laws and defying our 

tate laws? Already many of them defy State laws, and none of 
them, so far as I know, concede the authority of the General Gov- 
ernment to control them. Out of their rich coffers fat campaign 
funds are lavished to elect the President and the Congress that 
will most 8 serve them. They defy the laws of death, 
being made perpet through corporations. Their presidents 
may perish, but others succeed. Their directors may resign or 
move off; others take their places. Age can not wither nor cus- 
tom stale the infinite variety” of their operations. Men may 
come and men may go, but they go on forever.” I warn those 
who have the care of this Republic and its people in their keeping 
not to add to the already dangerous strength of these combinations. 
The legislator should never increase the duty on any article while 
it is under the control of a trust. More vigorous measures even 
than this should and will ultimately be taken, but this much, at 
least, of negative relief Congress can afford to the American people. 


TAXING SALT, WOOL, TIES, ETC. 


The gentleman from Maine tells us that they have taken lum- 
ber, salt, wool, bagging, cotton ties, and books from the free list 
and put a tax upon them. Why does he not tell us the reason for 
retaining free salt for his Maine fisheries and imposing a duty on 
the salt used elsewhere? Why does he not explain to us the rea- 
son for increasing the duties on linoleum, some grades to be- 
tween 100 and 200 per cent, when it is in a trust, and when one 
large concern in his own State has not lost a day’s work in many 
years? 

We make two-thirds of all the cotton that is produced in the 
world; two-thirds of all we make is shipped abroad; the baggi 
that surrounds it and the ties that bind it are a total loss, being 
consumed in the use. The makers of ging in this country 
organized a gigantic trust to rob the farmer. The ties can be 
made as cheaply here as anywhere in the world. Why did he not 
give us some reason for thus hampering culture and smiting 
the tiller of the soil? Does he think that free salt is any greater 
boon to the fish packers of Maine or any more richly deserved than 
are the bagging and ties necessary to prepare the greatest export 
commodity of this country for market? 

Mr. Chairman, after a careful and painstaking examination of 
this bill, I do not hesitate to declare it the most unconscionable 
effort at legislative robbery ever attempted upon a people. Neither 
the great of Chicago nor of Boston, nor the fearful flood that 
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no devastates the Southland, could begin to compare with it as a 


ENORMOUS RATES OF DUTY. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill carries not only higher rates of duty than 
the present law, and higher rates than the McKinley bill, but 
higher than any law ever by an American Congress or 
3 under by an American people. Sir, not only is the bill 
tself hinen; but the different schedules ayerage above those of 
the McKinley bill. 

To illustrate: The yarns found in the comparative statement at 
ee No. 126 will bear 278 per cent duty under this law. The 
owest-priced 8 imported under the McKinley bill were valued 
at 11 cents. The duty on this class under this bill will be more 
than 350 per cent. 

Let us next see what the duties on cloths are. On cloths valued 
under 30 cents the rate is three times the duty on a pound of wool, 
or 33 cents. In addition to this, by a further clause 6 cents more 
is imposed, and to both of these is added 20 per cent ad yalorem. 
The specific rates amount to 150 per cent on goods valued at 26 
cents a pound, as imported under this section in 1895, which, with 
the 20 cent ad valorem, makes a grand total on this class of 

of 170 per cent. (See section 366.) 

Not content with compounding the duties, making them both 
ad valorem and specific, thus making difficult calculations as to 
the rate of taxation, they have added compound duty on com- 
pouan duty until a perfect labyrinth of taxation is constructed. 

n estimating the taxes that will be raised by the bill, scores of 
these complex duties are merely guessed at or estimated, I have 
taken the pains to calculate some of them, and the instances just 
given are my conclusions concerning the high rates they impose. 

Not only are the rates on woolen goods higher than ever seen, 
but the rates on raw wool have been increased by imposing higher 
duties on the wools coming from certain countries than were here- 
tofore imposed. The rate of duty borne by woolen goods taken as 
a whole and averaged will amount to between 99 and 101 per cent. 

Thus it is proposed to destroy all possibility of reaching foreign 
markets with our woolen gi ; to tax the carpets and clothing 
of the people more than double what they are taxed now; to ham- 
per manufactures by excessive duties on raw material, and pro- 
claim to the American people that against the exactions of the 
avaricious there is to be no relief. They are given to understand 
that the Government will hold them while the manufacturer 
fleeces them, and that neither cursing, crying, nor complaining 
will relieve them. 

Sir, I have stated that the duty on woolen goods under this bill, 
upon the mildest calculation that can be made, will be in the 
neighborhood of 100 per cent. I propose now to show what the 
duty will be on some of the other articles embraced in the dif- 
ferent schedules. 

I will take, first, floor matting. The duty on that is raised so 
that the bulk of what is used by the plain c peopis of the United 
States will pay a duty of 200 per cent. hat do you think of 
having to pay $2 tothe manufacturer or to the Treasury for every 
dollar that your goods actually cost? 

Take another article—cutlery. And here I propose to answer 
the argument of the gentleman from Maine, that the duties in the 
bill have been imposed mainly on luxuries. 

I haye intimated to the House that in this urbane age, when 
men no longer eat with their fingers, when we do not live as the 
savages do in Central Africa, but are surrounded by the appli- 
ances of civilization, knives and forks are no longer a luxury, 
[Laughter.] 5 : : 

Now, let us look at how those articles are treated in this bill. I 
haye here a statement which I will not take time to read in full 
now, but I will mention a few articles. Table knives and forks 
with rubber, bone, and celluloid handles—such knives and forks 
as are used by the plain people of this country—bear a duty all 
the way from 50 per cent to 1574 percent. Table knives and forks 
with stag handles bear a duty of from 99 to 355 per cent. Table 
knives and forks with ivory or pearl handles bear a duty all the 
way from 47 up to 145 per cent. Stag carving knives and forks 
range from 45 per cent to 175 per cent. Scissors and shears run 
trom 45 per cent on the finest up to 225 per cent upon the common. 

Mr. Chairman, note that in all these schedules the finer the 
goodsthelower therateof duty, and the lower the grade of the goods 
the higher the rate of duty. So that instead of putting duties on 
luxuries, the high duties are placed by this bill on the necessaries 
of life and the lowest duties on the luxuries. That remark applies 
to wool and woolens, to silks, to table cutlery, to mechanical tools. 
to tiles, to every class of goods bearing a specific or compound 
duty. The duty on scissors and shears runs, as I have said, from 
45 up to 225 percent. Then take razors. My friends onthe other 
side claim to be very devoted to the colored man. Oh, how they 
love him before the election! And yet they propose to put an enor- 
mous duty on the razor, the only weapon that he 1 deign to 
carry for necessary self-defense. [Laughter.] The duty onrazors 
is made from 52 per cent on the highest orale to 154 per cent on 


the lowest grade. Lest gentlemen should say that Iam doing 
them an injustice, I come now to pocketknives. Of the two 
classes imported last year, one class under this bill will bear a duty 
of 1293 per cent and the other will bear a duty of 1423 per cent. 

Sir, I have before me now (to be examined by all) specimens of 
these knives, with the proposed rates of duty. The first is a knife 
which retails at 25 cents. The duty on that knife is 145 per cent. 
The next is a knife that retails at 25 cents. You can find them in 
the stationery room down here. On this class the duty will be 
195 per cent. On a knife of the third class, retailing at 50 cents, 
the duty will be 120 per cent; and on the fourth class, retailing at 
50 cents, the duty will be 120 per cent. Soit goes through the 
whole schedule, And the finer the knife, the lower the duty. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man what the first and second classes of knives are imported for— 
what they cost—how much a dozen? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The cost per dozen I have here, but I will 
not take time to read it. I will show it to the gentleman with 
much pleasure. 

à Mr. | ARKER of New Jersey. Is the cost as low as 30 cents a 
ozen? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; it is above 30 cents a dozen. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Is it above 50 cents a dozen? 

Mr. MCMILLIN.: Oh, yes; it is above 50 cents. The article to 
which I refer is a cheap knife of the kind used in almost every 
household of the United States. : 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Do they cost abroad 8 cents 
apiece? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Furthermore, I wiil give my friend to under- 
stand something about the manner in which this knife list was 
framed. It was not framed in the city of Washington in the first 
instance, or, if it was, it was framed more than a month ago. It 
was seen in another State, signed by a man who had bolted his 
delegation in a Western convention and got on the band wagon, 
poroza it was ever put into this bill. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

What more, Mr. Chairman? Let us take another article of 
ordinary use—lamp chimneys. Of these, one class carries 100 per 
cent duty; the other class 95 per cent. But that is not all. Let us 
look at glassware. I will not occupy the time that has been so 
kindly accorded me by the committee to go through all thissched- 
ule, but I will say that this glassware schedule runs up as high as 
120 per cent. I have a list with calculations on the different 
kinds of window glass. 

One class bears a duty of 187 per cent, another class 150 per 
cent, another 135 per cent, another 143 per cent, another 158 per 
cent, another 182 per cent, and another 200 per cent. That is the 
way this taxation goes. 

Now, I want to pay a little attention to the matter of tiles. 
They have been put in this bill at duties ranging from 100 per cent 
to 340 per cent. It happens that the big knife factories are in Con- 
necticut; the big tile factoriesarein Ohio. Ido not know whether 
gentlemen know it or not, but if they do not, I will give them the 
information now that since the hearings on these schedules began 
blank papers have been sent out to the different tile manufac- 
turers of the United States to organize a trust; and the process of 
organization is now going on. 

My friends, I might go on illimitably with these things, but I 
have stated enough tolet you see what are the unconscionable rates 
of duty proposed by this measure. This bill is not a tariff for rev- 
enue. It is not a tariff for revenue with incidental protection. It 
is not a tariff for protection with incidental revenue. It is in- 
tended to be a tariff for protection with accidental revenue. 
{Laughter and applause.] 

Sir, in answer to the statement which has been made in this 
debate, that these deficiencies were created by the Wilson bill, I 
will incorporate in my remarks a statement showing that before 
Mr. Charles Foster retired from the office of Secretary of the 
Treasury he ordered new plates to be prepared, in order that the 
bonds, which were afterwards issued in another Administration, 
should be issued. 

A MEMBER. That has been denied. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If it is denied, as my friend here says, it is 
denied by some one who does not understand the facts. But as it 
has been, I will do what I did not intend, and have the official 
document read at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 
Srr: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the 8 
per cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil billno 
pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are $10) 
and $1,000 of the coupon bonds and $100, $1,000, and $10,000 of the registered 


n. 
This authority is given in advance of the enactment, in view of pressing 
contingencies, and you are ted to hasten the preparation of the designs 
and plates in every possible manner. 

orandum for your guidance in preparing the script for the 


» yours, 


I lose & m 
body of the bo; 


CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


1897. 
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Mr. McMILLIN, Now, Mr. Chairman, the deficiencies began 
under the McKinley bill, Taking the whole period of the opera- 
tions of the McKinley bill, the deficiencies created by it amounted 
to more than $30,000,000. They were fifty-nine millions the last 
year of its operations. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask, for information, what is the 
date of the letter just read? ; 

Mr. McMILL It is dated in February preceding Mr. Fos- 
ter’s retirement from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not again put 
ane old story in circulation. It was false in its origin, and it is 

alse y. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know it has been denied so often that a lot 
of gentlemen will go down to history as lineal descendants of 
Ananias if they do not take care, the only difference between 
them and Ananias being that Ananias told his story to get out of 
trouble and hold the plunder; they tell theirs in cold blood and 
lde sake of political advantage. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 


RECIPROCITY. . 


Mr. Chairman, I would claim your attention for a few minutes 
on another very remarkable feature of this extraordinary bill. 
After the first 122 pages have been devoted to the construction of 
a tariff law to keep out imports, the committee seem to have felt 
that what they had done was not wisest, and therefore turned to 
the making of reciprocity provisions by which the same walls 
could be torn down or scaled and their pernicious power overcome. 
The reciprocity clause is remarkable for the fact that it gives into 
the hands of the President absolutely the power to impose taxes 
and remit taxes at pleasure. He can impose them this month— 
remit them next. Hecan do so without convening Congress, or 
consulting it if convened. The taxing power is thereby surren- 
dered by Congress—its constitutional repository—toan Executive 
who was never clothed with such power by any statute framed by 
those who 8 the Constitution. 

Ok course, I know the gentleman who is now the occupant of 
the White House; and I make no charge that he would corruptly 
use the power. I do not intimate that it is possible that he will do 
such a thing. But, sir, the power to im taxation is a power 
that ought not to be surrendered either to king or to President. 
r on the Democratic side.] As God is my judge, I 
would as lief to-day surrender the right of the writ of habeas 
corpus, or the right of trial by jury, as to surrender to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, or to any other man, the right to im- 
pore or to remit taxes at his own free will. [Applause on the 

ocratic side. 

Against all of this pretended right, that proposes to make slaves 
of free men, to take the back track on one hundred years of con- 
stitutional free government in this country, and to set at defiance 
eighteen hundred years of Christian civilization, in the name of 
Democracy I raise my solemn protest. [Prolonged applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

You have put it in the hands of the President, by the methods 
you propose in this bill, to try to repair the 1 fake worked upon 
the country by the high-tax provisions of the bi (Ap lause on 
the Democratic side.] You say that he may remit the duty upon 
asses’ skins [laughter], that he may remit part of the duty on 
champagne, that he may reduce the duty on . and you 
expect by that process to open up the commerce of the country 
again, to make the sails of our ships whiten the seas, and you 
éxpect to see the commerce of the world flow into our harbors in 
every seaport town throughout the United States. But I warn 

ou, gentlemen, you who live upon the coast, that you had as well 

ive by the side of the Sahara Desert as to live by the sea if you cut 
off all of the commerce that the ocean should bring in cheaply 
from the outside world to sustain your cities. 

Sir, the gentleman from Maine has boasted of the tax on luxu- 
ries, and yet into the hands of the President he has given the 
power to remit a part of the tax on champagne. He is also au- 
thorized by the same sections to remit a part of the duty on min- 
eral waters, if convinced that a fair ss or eng in the way of con- 
cessionsis given by the nation with which he is trafficking. Does 
anybody presume that France would reduce her duties on our 
farm products merely on condition that we remit $2 tax on a 
dozen bottles of champagne? 

The springs supplying Apollinaris water are owned by the 
English, but located in Germany. What interest will England 
have in improving the trade of Germany, or what power she 
have in the premises even if she desired to? 

Again, sir, the President is authorized in his discretion to im- 
pose a tax of 3 cents a pound on coffee and 10 cents a pound on 

He is also authorized to impose a cent and a tax per 
pound on raw hides, and our manufacturers of leather, hitherto 
among our most flourishing, are to be embargoed at the whim and 
caprice of one man. EA 

it to be supposed that foreign countries are to be terrified into 
admitting our products free by the threat that if they do not do 


veh ee Proens will issue a ukase putting asses’ skins on the duti- 
able list? 

Isit probable that the promise to reduce the duty on chicle 
from 8 centsto 7 cents will cause the opening of the harbors and cus- 
tom-houses of other countries? 

The gentleman from Maine iterated and reiterated the fact that 
his party had increased the duty on laces and on liquors. Why 
did he not also tell you, as the fact is, that the bill provides 
that the President may reduce these duties Whenever a whim 80 
to do strikes him? 

If high taxes and exclusion of commerce as is proposed in this 
bill are good, why attempt to lower the taxes or allow them to be 
lowered by the reciprocity clause? If barriers to commerce are 
wise, why allow the President of the United States to break them 
down? e reciprocity clause is an effort to counteract the ill 
effects of the mallegislation which this same bill proposes to enact. 

Sir, if reports be true, it is more than likely that some such safety 
valve will be needed, for already France, Canada, and other gov- 
ernments are preparing to resist this assault on commerce. 


TAX ON BOOKS, 


Mr. Chairman, the Republican party has boasted—idly, it is 
true, but boasted—that it was the advocate and repository of light 
and knowledge. But, notwithstanding this boast, it proposes by 
the bill before us to repeal all laws allowing books for colleges and 
libraries to come in free, and books for free circulating libraries. 
The college professor is set at defiance. He was ee to pathet- 
ically and piteously last fall. He was told that he must throw 
himself in the breach to save the country from Bryan and Bryan- 
ism. He was urged to leave the Democratic party, with its broad 
views antl disinterested patriotism, and come into the contracted 
camp of the Republican party long enough to save the State. 
But, alas for human gratitude! they now inform him that they 
only wanted him for campaign purposes: did not really desire 
him as a currency factor, but needed him to put McKinley in the 
White House in order to tax the foundations of his knowledge, 
and to tax the very fountains of information, that are at the same 
time the inspiration and the hope of our American youth. 

But, sir, he has no Aghi to complain. A party that taxes the 
gospel and will not let the plan of salvation and the Sermon on the 

ount go untaxed to the people need hardly be expected to let up 
15 the Signs of the Zodiac and the Commentaries on the Milky 

ay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, after all of this fearful array of high taxes, 
it ir delightful to reflect that an oasis has been placed in our desert. 
In the desert a fountain is springing, 

In the wide waste there still is a tree, 
for the gentleman from Maine and his colaborers have left some- 
thing free to the American people. They have left ashes and asa- 
fetida free; they have left beeswax and stuffed birds free; they 
have left bones and dry blood free; they have left bristles and 
broom corn free; they have left catgut and common clay free; 
they have left diamonds, divi-divi, and dragon’s blood frée; they 
have left the eggs of birds, fish, and insects free; and out of the 
spirit of fellow-feeling, they have left fossils free; they have left 
guano and gutta-percha free; old junk and lava are left free; 
moss and musk are left free; silkworms’ eggs and teeth are left free; 

and turtles, glory be to their wisdom! are not taxed. 

But, sir, I have already taken your time much longer than I had 
intended, and much longer than I should haveoccupied it. Gen- 
tlemen will ask why do we not consent to impose these taxes? 
Because they are not needed; because they are excessive, and 
therefore unjust. If the last Congress, which was Republican, 
had kept appropriations down to the figures of the Congress imme- 
diately preceding, which was Democratic, there would have been 
a surplus of $2,000,000 instead of a deficiency of $25,000,000. I 
would say reduce expenses. Economize, economize, economize! 

But, if you are going to impose taxation, why tax the necessa- 
ries of life? Why must further burdens be laid upon and oppress 
our people? Already on beer, that is consumed mainly by the poar, 
you raise $30,000,000; on sugar, used by all alike, rich and poor, 
not in proportion to wealth but in proportion to the demands of 
life, you expect to raise under this bill about $50,000,000 more. 
On wool, and woolen goods, worn by all alike, without distinction of 
wealth or poverty, you will obtain forty-odd millionsmore. Why 
not stay your hand in this effort, without further rapine and ruin? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Gentleman. I do not hesitate to assert that of all of thebills that 
was ever devised for the robbery of the people this is the very 
worst. What does it mean? What is its effect? That the woman 
Who boya a dress—dress goods being from 172 to 200 per cent in 
some schedules—going to a machine and tramping her sweet life 
away for the p of paying for it, must pay $1 for the goods 
and then pay $1.70 duty, or $1.70 to the manufacturer. 

What more? Let me take your farm implements and the sched- 
ule to which they apply. Examine this, and you will find the an 
is true. Has any government, any party, any committee, the rig 
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to impose such taxation as that? People will have to work an hour 
for the manufacturer for every hour they work for themselves 


where the rate of duty is 100. per cent. this case, as I have 
shown, the woman who works two hours to pay the actual value 
of the goods must work even a longer time to pay the duty, so that 
protection may do its perfect work. If you must provide some 
additional taxes, why not go back to the things that you have put 
upon the free list, that you have freed from taxation? There was 
a tax on manufactures imposed when the duties were less than 
they are now. That tax you have relieved. Now, if needed to 
supply a deficiency, why not restore it, at least partially? There 
was a tax on many luxuries, which you have removed. There was 
a tax on billiard tables; you removed that. There was a tax on 
playing cards; you removed that. There was a tax on the sone 
in lottery tickets; that you removed. So, also, a tax on yachts an 
many of the luxuries which the rich alone could enjoy, and yon took 
them all off. There was a tax on bank checks; they removed that. 
These taxes yielded millions of dollars, and yet you repealed the 
law. Why not go and tax things that men can well do without, 
instead of taxing those things that they must have, that they must 
buy, and that are necessary for their comfort and existence? 

Sir, I use here a table prepared by my valued friend, General 
WHEELER, of Alabama, showing how much revenue was yielded 
by these before the tax was repealed by our Republican friends: 
Table showing taxes taken from eee lucury during the period from 1566 

0 „ 


Year. Character of tax Amount. 
1866 WN os patie geod se coe kaddu gh etwas anwan it N S A 1,149. 
1866 — receipts, railroad companies 7,614, 448.13 
1866 | Gross receipts other than express, railroads, and insur- 

ance ... eee ger or OR eee 1, 832, 490.00 
t than those r, 
inate „FC eee — 14.144.418. 00 
1 ———T——TVTbTVT—T—T—T——. ——— neater 72, 982, 159. 03 
1866 Tax on manufactures, which was paid by capital 64, 7, 105. 70 
1867 On gross receipts of premiums or other assessments 
made by insurance compani 1, 826, 014. 38 
1368 GT 019. 02 
z} 3,091,825. 00 
1870 p 16, 554, 043,00 
1870 | Sales other than those 8 tobacco, wine, eto 8, 887, 305.00 
1377 | On capital of national banks -netname MM 650, 784. 90 
1882 | On deposits of State banks and private banks and bank- OE 
GER omg ater stab og es TEA TN NEE concen „0008, 102. 
1882 | Oncapital of State banks and private banks and bankers 1, 138, 340. 87 
1882 | On ie of national banks naannannasnnnn 5, 521, 927. 47 
rr 205, 438, 885. 55 


MANUFACTURERS DICTATE DUTIES. 

Mr. Chairman, the principles of government adopted by our 
fathers are all-sufficient if their original paniy and wisdom are 
retained. The Democratic stands to-day, as it has stood 
always, in favor of a tariff for revenue, and that limited to the 
necessities of government. It is opposed now, as it has ever been, 
to taxing one man for the benefit of another. It opposes all pa- 
ternalism and all favoritism. Its great founder laid down its 
broad platform when he proclaimed “Equal and exact justice to 
all men, of whatever state or persuasion, political or religious. 
While the Government is administered on this principle, there 
need be no fear concerning it. But when it is oar from we 
may have cause for the gravest apprehension. ving been de- 

arted from in the t, what have we witnessed here in the 

t hundred days? Hundreds of the oe ogee pe of colossal 
manufacturing establishments coming before the Ways and Means 
Committee and clamoring for an increase of taxes, not to enrich 
the Government, but themselves. We have seen their demands 
acceded to. It was openly and boldly asserted that unless this 
law was passed the peels would be tted to buy their goods 
too cheaply. They have been permitted to write into ees art 
pill the rates of duty they demanded, and to dictate the U. 
States statutes in their own interests. 

What is the result of all of this? Manufacturers are taught to 
look to Washington and not to their own skill for prosperity. 
Laborers are urged to believe that when times are hard it is the 
fault of the statutes and no fault of theirs. There never was yet 
a Con wise enough to regulate every line of business and 
make if pay; and with the teaching that I have mentioned we 
need not be surprised at the great discontent centered on our Gov- 
ernment when hard times come, . 

Sir, we have the most beautiful and yet the most delicate sys- 
tem of government ever devised for the happiness 5 
of man. The powers of ent are so distributed between 
the General Government and the States as to make despotism im- 
‘possible without this distribution is dis: ed. It has weathered 
the storms of a century, and under it the American people have 
flourished and progressed as no nation ever did in the his of 

Let us its sacred institutions from all on, 


our race. t 
and maintain in its government all purity. 


beg the gentlemen on the other side to remember that their 
victory obtained last fall was obtained by such an expenditure of 
money, such an exertion of bulldozing and force, and such apros- 
titution of elections as was never before witnessed in this land. 
They must not take such a verdict as the established and irrevo- 
cable will of the American people. I beg them to remember that 
a purchased verdict can not stand. It is true that Benedict Arnold 
sold himself to infamy, but he did not thereby sell down the Rev- 
olution. It is true t Judas sold his Saviour to the cross, but 
he did not thereby sell down the pian of salvation, The Demo- 
cratic party has suffered defeat before, and by stern adherence to 
never-failing principle it has regained power and readministered - 
government. Let us now and here resolve anew that the princi- 
ples of Jefferson, of Jackson, and of Polk shall be the principles 
of the Democratic party now, as they have been in the past, and 
as sure as the day succeeds the night it will return to power and 
restore the Government to the constitutional moorings from which 
it has been wrested by such mal-legislation as that which is being 
forced upon us to day. 

Mr. Chairman, the high rates of taxation are not the worst fea- 
tures of this bill. The perversion of government that lies in it is 
worse than any robbery could be. We have the most splendid 
system of government ever devised to work out the happiness of 
man. All other efforts at republican government had failed; 
some by centralization, as in the case of Rome; others by want of 
cohesion, as in the case of Greece; others by corruption, as in the 
case of the Republic of Venice. The higivay of time is strewn 
with the wrecks of ruined republics. I pray God that we may 
not add to them another and a more gorgeous and sorrowful 
wreck—one that would be the most magnificent, strewing the 
whole pathway. 

I have been struck with admiration when reading of that won- 
derful clock in the East, where, instead of a bell to strike the 
hours, the artisan was so dexterous, and his genius so great. that 
he was able to construct a mechanism which at the different hours 
would bring forth one apostle, two apostles, and on to twelve, who 
on twelve trumpets blew the hours, How wonderful must be that 
machinery! But for the perpetuation of the liberties of mana 
machinery of government more delicate, more beautiful, more 
intricate, more gang to be perpetuated and commemorated 
than that. was conceived by our great Jefferson. Itistwo gov- 
ernments in one. It consists in yielding to the Federal Govern- 
ment only so much power as is necessary to enable it to tuate 
itself and to do that which States can not do, and which it under 
the Constitution may do. It leaves to the States whatever gov- 
ernmental functions did not go to the Federal Government, but 
beyond that it reserved rights to the individual that neither the 
General Government nor the States could attack. 

I have hoped that by this wonderful contrivance we may escape 
the wreck that has followed the other republics of the world. But 
if the agencies of government are to be prostituted, if favoritism 
is to ee in the committee room and be promulgated from 
this , if every man’s vocation is to be ted here, if every 
man’s business is to be dictated here, a Solomon with all his wis- 
dom could not do the work, and we must fail as the other repub- 
lics of the world have failed. But, my friends, I am a believer in 
the doctrine that right and correct principles of government will 
survive. May the merciful God guide the wise heads and patriotic 
hearts of the American people, that our flag shail float in triumph 
for all time and constitutional government be the everlasting in- 
heritance of the American people, [Prolonged applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 91 GROSVENOR] 
is i ee lause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GROS ok. Mr. Chairman, I shall deviate for a few 
moments from the line which Ihad marked out for myself, in order 
to make a few nces and comments upon some of the state- 
ments of fact which have been made here by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. In the-outset, I desire to say that I 
should have been delighted my position in this debate as- 
signed to me at some point of time after a by some member 
of the sition who had some general knowledge of the de- 
tails of 1 [Laughter on the Republican side.] It 
is a very difficult question to answer criticisms upon items in a 
tariff bill that do not exist except in the imagination of the gen- 
tleman who has talked about me as bearing some relationship, 
either by consanguinity or affinity, to the distinguished chief of 
liars, nias. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Tennessee that that 
istinguished artisan and artist would always, in my ju ent 
recognize a descendant who could prevaricate with the pel of 
reasonableness and probability or with real wit and semblance of 

truth; but I think he would utterly refuse to recognize as a 
lineal descendant a man who undertook to prevaricate with the 
coarse and vulgar weapon called a bludgeon, and with neither wit, 
rhyme, nor reason. I think that art and ability, even in false 
tenses, are matters of some importance, at to the skilled 
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workman, if not to the common 
this sug, to my distinguished 

Whether it is the long experience of the e 
\placed him in the awkward position in which he will find himself 
\Betore this debate closes, or whether it was some spirit of mod- 
esty which placed him in the eee of not wanting to really 
discuss the question until the on the Democratie side had 
been heard, I know not. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] : 

Jattempted to do the gentleman a personal favor. e 
him that T shall never make the attempt again. Hes never 
‘lose his temper toward me again on the floor of the House because 
of my trying to save him from one of the innumerable pitfalls 
into which he always tumbles when he seeks fora fact or for an 
illustration, (Laughter. ] 

The gentleman started out with an argument in regard to the 
f diation by the American people of the McKinley law, and fell 
Í an error of fact which has been denied and explained so often 
that I must attribute his misfortune not to his relation to Ananias, 
‘but to his failure of common observation of all that is going on in 
the United States. He said that McKinley went home from his 
‘triumph in this House in 1890, and was thereafter immediately 
defeated in a Republican district for a reelection to Congress, im- 
plying directly that there was a reaction in McKinley's district 
against himself personally because of his relation to the tariff 
law. Over and over again upon this floor, and a thousand times 
in the public prints, it has been made known to the people of this 
country that in the fall of 1889 the legislature of Ohio then elected 
was Democratic, and that in the ensuing winter they reorganized 
the district in which McKinley lived, placing him in a district 
Which annually, biennially, and always contains a majority of 

ocrats, never below 3,000 and sometimes up to 4,000. è 

It was done to rebuke Mr. Me Kinley for his relations to the tariff. 
The election came on. The great power of the Democratic party 
of this country was brought to bear. Such leading men as Sena- 
tor Hill, of New York, then a Democrat [laughter], came out and 
entered into the local debates.and discussions of the Congressional 
district; and all that money and power and eloquence and organ- 
ization could do was done by the Democratic party; and at the 
conclusion of the ballot in that district, that ought to have de- 
feated him by more than 3,000, he was barely beaten by a trifle 
over, or perhaps under, 400, [Applause.] That was in 1890. In 
1891, by acclamation, he was nomina for governor of Ohio, 
nominated to succeed one of the most popular ocrats in the 
State, a gentleman who had carried the State in 1880, and Mr. 
McKinley was elected by twenty-odd thousand majority. One 
year later he was renominated by acclamation and carried the 
the State by 92,000 majority. [Renewed applause.] In 1896, 
nominated by an uprising of the American people such as never 
Was witnessed before, he carried the State of Ohio, against all the 
combination of Democrats, Prohibitionists, Socialists, and every- 
body else, by er 53,000, the greatest majority ever given to a 
Presidential candidate in the State of Ohio. [Loud applause on 
the Republican asipi How does that apply to the argument of 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

But let us see what else he said. He told the members of this 
House and the 1 Sg of this country that in the inning. 
the last Congress the Republican party had stultified itself here 
by proposing a 15 per cent horizontal advance upon the Wilson 
rates of duty; and this very gentleman from Tennessee, profess- 
ing to be a frankand manly man, stood up here and said that that 
Was our opinion and that our view of what was requisite for a 
tariff bill a year ago last fall, and then compares it with our pres- 
ent result in the bill now under consideration. Was there a man 
on the floor so stupid, was there one in the galleries, is there one 
on earth that can read the English language, that will not con- 
demn that utterance as the utterance of demagogy and not states- 
manship? The Republican came here at the inning of 
the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress and found the 
Treasury bankrupt; found the credit of the Government imper- 
Ned; found a divided and powerless Democracy; found the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee as incapable of advising a remedy as he is 
now to make a fair eyes upon a great question before this 
House. [Laughter. ithout suggestion, without hope, with- 


day laborer. And I commend 
friend. 


eman that has 


outany suggestion whatever of aremedy, the country drifting into 
bankruptcy, the Republicans came forward and said, “We will 
offer to you 15per cent advance upon the rates of duty in the Wil- 


son or in the Gorman bill, or whatever bill it has got to be called 
this time,” and said, If you will take that it will put $40,- 
„000 into the Treasury and save you from ruin.” t said 

i m the rocks 


the divided, the demoralized 3 drifting 
on which they split last November? They said, ““ 
less; we have mo suggestion to make. The President has 
party; the whole business has gone to ruin, and we will accept 
nothing.” 
or the Democrats in the Senate, 


Now, the Democratic Senate 
broke down the Dingley bill No. 1, aud refused any aid to the 


eountry, and were powerless, and hopeless, and helpless, as they 
have always been in all the history of this country from 1857 down 
to to-day whenever they have found themselves in power in both 
branches of Congress. ud oe on the Republican side.] 

But what else? Now, the gentleman has attacked the statement 
made by the chairman of the committee because he did not un- 
dertake to tell the country in dollars and cents how much of rev- 
enue this bill would poua during the first year of its life. Is 
the gentleman candid when he makes that statement, or does he 
think he is trying a case somewhere before a justice of the peace 
in some country township in Tennessee? [Laughter. 

Who can tell the revenues that will come to the Government 
under this.enactment? Make this bill law on the ist day of May, 
and we will tell you within a few dollars what will come into 
the Treasury. But send it to a Democratic Senate, or a Populist 
Senate, or a mixed Senate, where one man is king, and who can 
tell what anticipatory importations shall come into this country 
pending its 8 There is a mighty article of American pro- 
duction on the free list. We require for the consumption of the 
American people an importation amounting to nearly 300,000,000 
pounds of Sool, or its equivalent; and if this bill is impeded in its 
pogron into law, every day that it is hindered will add to the 

ture troubles of the country, and will add to the accumulation 
of this commodity and other commodities in the warehouses of 
the country. Thatis the answer to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, and he understood it as-well as I do; and yet he sends out his 
tale to the country in the form of a covert attack upon the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The gentleman talks about Ananias, but if he will read the true 
manuscript of his speech, he will be reminded of the old lines: 

bf Oh, what a tangled web we weave 
When first we practice to deceive! 

And, Mr. Chairman, if that be true of a man who first practices 
deceiving, what shall be said of a man who has had the opportunity 
for twenty years? [Laughter. 

I want to say just a few words as I pass about the gen- 
tleman’s attack upon the sugar schedule. and to show what capac- 
ity that gentleman hasas anacrobat. He found himself not many 
years ago struggling to pass a tariff bill. He boasts that he was 
a member of the Ways and Means Committee at that time. The 
House of resentatives passed a bill known as the Wilson bill, 
which placed sugar on the dutiable list at an ad valorem rate, 
with some differential in favor of refined sugar. 

That bill went to the Senate and was there taken possession of 
by certain influences and subjected to the operation of certain 
opinions. [Laughter.] When it came back here, it had a differ- 
ential of one-eighth of a cent a pound; it had an all-round duty of 
40 per cent on the raw product and upon the refined product, 
which of itself gave a differential of one-fifth of a cent in favor of 
the refiner in the United States, both together giving the refiner 
more than one-fourth of a cent a pound, or more than double the 
advantage to the refiner in the present bill. It was a prety diffi- 
cult pill for the House to swallow. They halted and hesitated, 
and when the fight was hot, when the cohorts in favor of the sugar 
trust were on one side and the representatives of the people on 
the other, there came a blonde-haired, rubicund-countenanced 


of | gentleman — Tennessee [laughter], who rose in the House and 


made a speech. 

Now, in the light of that gentleman's attack upon the present 
Ways and Means Committee, let me read you what he said when 
the sugar trust had got a bill that exactly suited them. I read 
from page 1242 of the A dix to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
Fifty-third Congress, . McMILtrn then said: 


_ The enemies of the trust declare it will equal 45 cents per 100, or a reduc- 
tion of only five ts, or one-eighth, from McKinley rates. 

As us the average or mean may be found between these extremes. 
Taking the average prices of raw and refined sugars, 45 cents will be found to 
be the fair measure of difference; on this 40 cent is 18 cents to which, if 
F ͤ — naterthe pemens ioe T 
fake this to- be a correct, fair, and just comparison. 7 À 

That was the position of the gentleman from Tennessee when 
his party was in power and the trust had it by the throat. 
He then ap upon the floor of the House ina position which 
favored the interests of the sugar trust. Not that he put his fig- 
ures quite so high as they did, but he argued that that bill, whic 


5 became a law and is the law of your coun . 
and whi e sugar trust would most gladly accept as the result 
of this legislation—he argued that it was a fair and just compen- 


sation” and ought to be adopted, and he voted for it. I appeal 
from Philip the Democratic leader of a majority to Philip the 
carping member of a disorganized and disgruntled ocratic 


minority. aughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
What of sugar schedule? I shall not go into it in great 
detail, but will merely make one or two statements and 
con iction. The discrimination in favor of the sugar trust 


in this bill does not exceed 66 per cent of that in the bill which the 
3 Tennessee advocated. That is my first pronosi 
Second, the sugar schedule in the present Dingley was 
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not suggested nor advocated nor recommended nor acquiesced in 


by the sugar trust nor by anyone representing the sugar trust. 
Let me go a step further. There is not a principle involved in its 
formation, not a condition 5 in its ramifications, not a 
rate or duty, not a principle of tariff taxation that has not been 

otested 75 —.— by the sugar trust and fought to the bitter end 

fore the Committee on Ways aud Means. And yet the gentle- 
man stands up here, ignorant of everything that was done, and 
charges the Committee on Ways and Means with being an instru- 
ment in the hands of the sugar trust! He talks about the place 
where this bill was framed. In comparison with the place where 
the Wilson bill was framed, the facts are in our favor. Every- 
body knows where the meetings of the committee were held that 
framed this bill, but no man knows to-day where the Wilson bill 
was concocted. So far as its birthplace is concerned, that bill 
stands on all fours with the sepulcher of Moses—it is unknown 
up to the present time. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all I desire to say about the state- 
ments of the gentleman from Tennessee, except one other mislead- 
ing utterance which is in entire keeping with his whole speech. He 
says that this bill proposes a higher average rate of duty than did 
the McKinley law by 16 per cent, and then he turns around and 
shouts to the country that the Republican party, promising to be 
moderate in this bill, has in point of fact exaggerated conditions 
and levied additional and higher rates of duty. Let me show you 
“how plain a tale will put him down,” and mark him down as a 
man unwilling to make, or incapable of making, the public of the 
United States understand the facts. 

The McKinley law put mgar upon the free list. Thatwasdone 
because at the time we had had a Republican administration for 
many years and had money in the Treasury. Our Democratic 
brethren were startled at that fact. A Treasury surplus was some- 
thing that no Democratic Administration had ever had, and they 
feared harm to the country and promised that if they got into power 
they would reduce the lus and put the money into circula- 
tion. IthinkI have said heretofore in this House, and if not, I 
will say it now, that that is the only campaign promise the Demo- 
cratic party ever kept. It SEREA | to get rid of the earplugs; and 
it did get rid of it; but at the same time it bankrupted the Treas- 
ury. [Laughter.] So sugar was put on the free list under the 
McKinley bill, and that took off an enormous makeweight in fig- 
uring up the amount of duty. What else? We placed upon the 
free list at that time a long line of articles simply because we did 
not need the money. 

Now, what have we done in the present case? We have taken the 
article of sugar, recognized by the Democratic party as a proper 
subject of tariff duty; we have placed it upon the dutiable list 
and have raised the amount of the duty somewhat—nothing like 
the exaggerated statement of the gentleman from Tennessee would 
imply. e have taken from the free list articles yielding proba- 
bly $8,000,000 of revenue, because we now need the duty and the 
articles are abundantly able to pay the duty. We have placed them 
upon the dutiable list. Ishall take some interest in watching the 
course of gentlemen who may vote to put back upon the free list 
a great many articles of luxury and ornamentation which have 
been upon the free list, which we have taken from their free list 
and from the McKinley law free list and put upon the dutiable list. 

Now listento my statement. Take out of this Dingley bill sugar, 
and then take out of it the articles which we have transferred 
from the free list, and the aggregate, the average, of duties is 
lower, vastly lower, in this bill than in the McKinley bill. That 
statement will not be truthfully answered, but the same old story 
will be told. 

The gentleman says that in this bill we have the highest rates 
of wed ever imposed upon the people of the United States. He 
says they are an increase of 16 per cent on the McKinley law. 
Now, take the great schedules of the bill, take the great articles 
of consumption among the people and compare them with the duty 
in the Mc ey law, and you will find not only here, there, and 
nearly everywhere a reduction, but as compared with the Wilson 
law you will find a long series of reductions made in conformity 
to intelligence, and not stumbled upon by accident. 

So much for the speech of the gentleman from Tennessee. I 
ought to refer for a single moment to a remark made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, when he told us, instituting, as he always 
does, a comparison of es, that there was more money in the 
Treasury when Grover Cleveland came back on his fatal mission 
of destruction against the per of this country than there 
was when Harrison went out and Grover Cleveland came back 
upon his second predatory excursion for the offices of the coun- 
try. The gentleman in presenting his figures forgot just one 
item; that was the difference between the accumulated or in- 
creased debt of the country, the bonded debt of the country, 
$262,000,000, under the Cleveland Administration, and the reduc- 
tion of the bonded indebtedness to the extent of nearly $300,000,000 
under the Administration of Benjamin Harrison. Those two 
little items he forgot. 


[Laughter and applause on the Republican 


side.] That is a slight difference of between five and six hundred 
million dollars. That does not amount to anything when you are 
making a great speech to the country and not to Congress. 

Mr. 8 no speech u is t question would bo 
complete and 8 or would justify the time it consumes and 
the space it will occupy, that did not revert to the circumstances 
under which this House of Representatives and this Congress are 
now in session. I am going to relate briefly a thrice-told tale, an 
old story. In 1892 the people of this country voted the Repub- 
lican party out of power. Gentlemen on the other side are con- 
stantly interrogating this side of the House to know what did that 
what was the cause of it. There were some minor causes that 
entered into and aided the triumph of the Democratic party in 
that year and swelled the magnitude of their victory. But the 
great verdict of 1892 was opposition to the tariff law of 1890. No 
candid man will deny that. It was the verdict of the people upon 
the evidence they had. There is no court that I know anything 
about that does not justify a motion for a new trial upon the 
ground of newly discovered evidence; and in most of the States 
of the civilized world the length of time within which a rehearing 
may be r either by motion or petition, is scarcely limited. 

he people were misled in 1892. The same sort of talk that is 
now emanating from the other side of this House extended all 
over the country then. Bear in mind that four out of five voters 
of the United States had never lived under a Democratic Admin- 
istration in their years of responsibility. They had not lived, as I 
did, during the period from 1857 to 1860. They did not know by 
experience what the Democratic party in full power could do. 
They had studied the theories of the New England schools. They 
had studied the theories of the doctrinaires of political economy; 
so that we who were old enough to speak by experience foun 
that our voices fell without effect upon the younger generation of 
men. We learned when the election of 1892 came that nothing 
bute ience would teach the American people. Believing wha 
was said, applying the doctrines of the schools and colleges, shut- 
ting their ears and eyes to the arguments upon the other side, the 
popie voted blindly, as they sometimes do upon great questions. 

e effect of the McKinley law had not been realized. With 
reference to one great commodity which affected the vote in my 
own State and nearly carried it into the Democratic camp, there 
was a complete misunderstanding of conditions. When the Mc- 
Kinley law raised the tariff upon wool, that happened in a small 
way which is now happening in an enormously fis degree. An 
immense importation, anticipatory of the Sprite increase of duty, 
brought wool here from all over the world, filled the warehouses, 
and anticipated the product of the farmer for a year to come. So 
the 7 pie lesson apparently presented was craftily taken posses- 
sion of by the Democrats. 

One gentleman on this floor—I think it was the gentleman from 
Colorado; it may have been the gentleman from South Carolina— 
has pointed out in this debate the fact that the greatest product 
of wool that has ever occurred in the United States was in the 
85 1895, after the passage of the Wilson law. That is true. The 

ilson law went into effect in August, 1804. The farmers kept 
their sheep through the winter and sheared the wool. But the 
crop of Ohio wool for 1896 the gentleman did not mention. He 
forgot to say that one-third of the sheep are dead, and the balance 
of them before the election last fall were worth less than one-third 
of what they were worth under the McKinley law. 

I want to stop right here, Mr. Chairman, to say that since the 
fall of 1892 and to the fall of 1896 there has been a depreciation in 
the value of horses and sheep and cattle in the State of Ohio equal to 
$28,000,000 in eighty-eight counties of that Statealone. Irefernow 
tothe depreciation in the value, in thetaxable value, of this property 
embraced in the three articles, horses, sheep, and cattle, in that 
single period. The sheep product fell off more than one-third and 
the value more than two-thirds. I tell you that dogs and Demo- 
cratic statesmanship have worked havoc among the flocks and 
herds throughout the West. [Laughter and applause on the Re- 


publican side.] 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] repeated for the 
at happened 


tenth time, I think, the catalogue of the strikes 

during the progress of the McKinley law. I want to answer that 
once for all, for I do not think it worth while to answer it every 
time itis presented here before an intelligent audience. First, 
the McKinley law never had a full e to affect favorably 
the laboring men of this country. But it had operated in their 
interest. 

Let me tell you, gentlemen, that I know something about that 
particular branch of the subject. I have seen laboring men of the 
great valley I have the honor to represent here on this floor mining 
the coal deposits of that country in those times at 75 cents a ton, 
and I have seen them strike for higher wages. I have seen them 
since the passag of the Wilson law gladly hunting for work at 40 
cents a ton. [Applause on the Republican side.] The gentleman 
talks of strikes.“ Did he ever know of a strike to happen under 
a Democratic Administration? If thereis a man on s earth 
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who has got work enough to keep him from starvation under a 
Democratic Administration, does he not always hold on to it? 
3 on the Republican side.] Does he not? I repeat. I 
eave it to the Representatives of larger labor communities than I 
represent to answer that question. Strikes come when Republican 
good times are here. In Democratic times the poor laborer 
clutches his little job and holds on to it the best he can. Helknows 
he can not improve himself. That is the reason of the strikes the 
world over. Strikes in England to-day are crowding one upon 
another, and why? Economists tell us times were never so good 
as they are at this very moment in England. They are made un- 
usually and wonder: 8 good by the presence of the Democratic 
party 1 wer in the United States of America. [Applause on 
the Bena lican side.] 


n 

Yes, Mr. Chairman; it is true we were turned out in 1892. We 
were turned out because of the McKinley law in part, and in large 
part. What was the condition when we were turned out? What 
was the condition of the country at that time? And I challenge 
now any man to criticise the statement that I propose to insert in 
my speech. TAN: 

Bradstrest and Dun declared in their circulars at the close of 
1892 that we had the best times this country had ever seen. | 
shall place in my speech the language of the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States sent to this House of Representatives in 
December, 1892, after the verdict of 1892 had been rendered by the 
people; after this trial that gave the Democratic party the mag- 
nificent prestige which it has gotten out of the Administration of 
Mr. Grover Cleveland since then. No man has ever challenged 
the language of President Harrison; it was read from the Clerk’s 
desk in this House, and was cheered upon the Republican side, 
and was never criticised on the Democratic side. I challenge any 
man on either side of the House to take and criticise it now if he 
can, It says this, in connection with other documents that I will 
publish. It says that on the election day of 1892 there was not an 
e man in the United States of America who wanted to 
Work. 

That is the first proposition. It says that manufacturing indus- 
tries in every branch of business were flourishing; it says that 
notwithstanding the pretensions of political doctrinaires and the 
imposition of their theories by our Democratic friends and brethren, 
which contemplated the destruction of our foreign trade, that 
1892 gives the greatest foreign trade—by more than $250,000,000— 
that we ever before enjoyed in the entire history of this country. 
It shows that factory after factory, new industry after new indus- 
try, throughout the entire length and breadth of the country went 
into operation all along the line, and that prosperity and peace 
were the heritage of the people of the Uni States in 1892. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] The factories of the North, 
the ott foundries and furnaces of the South, the cotton producers, 
the sugar producers, all the great industries that the Republican 
party always look after, were flourishing and prospering and 
growing as they had never grown before. 


In submitting my annual m to Con Thave great satisfaction in 
being able to ony that the gener: conditions affecting the commercial and 
industrial interests of the United States are in the highest degree favorable. 


A comparison of the existing conditions with those of the most favored pe- 
riod in the history of the country wil, I believe, show that so high a degree 
of prosperity ind 00 general a ‘usion of the comforts of life were never 
before ees ie by our people. 3 

The an 1 nol the 5 = poe was ee In 1800 it 
amounted to V; an increase o r cent. 

The total mileage of railways in the United States in 1860 was 30,626; in 1890 
it was 167,741, an increase of per cent; and it is estimated that there will 
be about 4,000 miles of track added by the close of the year 1892. 

The official returns of the Eleventh Census and those of the Tenth Census 
for seventy-five leading cities furnish the basis for the following compari- 
sons: 
In 1880 the capital invested in manufacturing was $1,232,839,670. 

In 1890 the capital invested in manufacturing was $2,900,735,884. 

In 1880 the number of employees was 1,901,883. 

In 1890 the number of employees was 2,251, 134. 

In 1880 the wages earned were $501,005,778. 

In 1890 the wages earned were $1.221,170,454. 

In 188) the value of the product was $2,711,579,899. 

In 1800 the value of the product was 84.860, 288.837. 

I am informed by the Superintendent of the Census that the omission of 
certain industries in 1880, which were included in 1890, accounts in part for 
the remarkable increase thus shown. But, after making full allowance for 
differences of method and deducting the returns for all industries not in- 
eluded in the census of 1880, there remain in the reports from these seventy- 
five cities an increase in the capital employed of $1,522,745,601; in the value of 
the product of $2,024,236,165; in wages earned of $677,943,929, and in the number 
of wage earners employed of 856,029. The wage earnings not only show an 
increased ag but an increase per capita from $386 in to $47 in 


gregate, 
1890, or 41.71 per cent. 
October 23, 1802 ally roere in tia: Ammorioan Economist, wuraber 
ber 2, as par y repor in the erican Econo: number 
and the extension of existing plants, 108; the new capital invested amounts 
to $40,449,050, and the number of additional employees to 37,285. _ 

The Textile World for July, 1802, states that during the first six months of 
the present calendar year 135 new factories were built, of which 40 are cotton 
mills, 48 knitting mills, 26 woolen mills, 15 silk mills, 4 plush mills, and 2 linen 
mills. Of the 4 cotton mills 21 haye been built in the Southern States. Mr. 
A.B. Shepperson, of the New York Cotton Exchange, estimates the number 
of workin indles in the United States on September 1, 1892, at 15,200,000, an 
increase of 650.000 over the year 1891. The consumption of cotton by Amer- 
ican mills in 1891 was 2,396,000 bales, and in 1 2,584,000 ba 


„ les, an increase of 
188,000 bales. From the year 1869 to 1802, inclusive, there has been an increase 


in the consumption of cotton in Europe of 92 per cent, while during the same 


so i the increased consumption in the United States has been about 150 per 
den 

The report of Ira Ayer, special agent of the Treasury Department, shows 
shos at tho date of September 30, 1 there were thirty-two 8 manu: 
ac 


ds. 
Labor Commissioner P of New York, shows that during 
the year 189], in about 6,000 manufact establishments in that State 
embraced within the special inquiry made by him, and representing 67 dif- 
ferent industries, there was a net increase over the year 1890 of $31,315. 130.68 
in the value of the product, and of ssid i se in the amount of wages paid. 
The report of the commissioner of labor for the State of Massachusetts show! 
that 3,745 industries in that State paid 8129, 416.248 in wages during the ye: 
is 812,030,800 in 1890, an increase of $3,335,945, and that there was a 
increase of $9,033,490 in the amount of capital and of 7,316 in the number o 
persons parece in the same porod: , 

During the last six months of the year 1891 and the first six months of 1893 
the total production of pig iron was 9,710,819 tons, as against 9,202,708 tons in 
the year 1890, which was the largest annual production ever attained. For 
the same twelve months of 1891-92 the production of mer ingots was 
8,878,581 tons, an increase of 189,710 gross tons over the previously unprece 
dented yearly production of 8,688,871 gross tons in 1890. The production of 

mer steel for the first six months of 1882 was 772,436 gross tons, as 
against 702,080 gross tons during the last six months of the year 1891. 

The total value of our foreign trade (exports and imports of merchandise) 
during the last fiscal year was $1,857,689,610, an increase of $128,283,604 over the 
previous year. The average annual value of our imports and exports 
of merchandise for the ten fiscal years prior to 1801 was $1,457,322,019. It will 
be observed that our foreign trade for 1892 exceeded this annual average 
value by $400,258,591, an increase of 27.47 per cent. The ificance and value 
of this increase are shown by the fact that the excess in the trade of 
over 1891 was wholly in the value of exports, for there was a decrease in the 
value of imports of $17,513,754. 

The value of our 3 during the fiscal year 1892 reached the highest 
figure in the history of the Government, amounting to $1,080,278,148, exceed- 
ing by $145,797,338 the exports of 1801, and exceeding the value of the imports 
by 875,685. A comparison of the value of our exports for 1882 with the 
annual average for the ten e rior to 1891 shows an excess of 5,142.65], 
The value of our imports of merchandise for 1892, whic. 


or of 34.65 per cent. 

was $829,4(2,462, also exceeded the annual average value of the ten years prio 
to 1891 by $135,215,940. During the fiscal year the value of imports free of 
duty amounted to $457,999. 688. the largest groget in the 3 of our 
commerce. The value of the sopot ot 3 ise entered free o duty a 
1802 was 55.35 per cent of the total value of imports, as compared with 

per cent in 1891 and 33.66 per cent in 1890. 


In our coastwise trade a most encouraging development is in pr 
there having been in the last four years an increase of ie per cent. gig aes 
nal commerce the statistics show that no such period of prosperity has ever 
before existed. The freight carried in the coastwise trade of the Great 
Lakes in 1890 aggregated 28,295,959 tons. On the Mississippi, Missouri. and 
Ohio rivers and feos in the same year the traffic agg ted 29,405,048 
tons, and the total tonnage through the Detroit River during 
that year was 21,684,000 tons. e vessel tonnage entered and cleared in thé 
1000000 porta of S055 
5 a ‘or these two great shipping ports of 24, 
ns, only slightly in excess of the vessel tonnage passin; yN the Detroi 
River. Lud it should be said that the season for the Detroit ver was but 
228 days, 8 of course, in London and Liverpool the season was for the 


entire year. e vessel tonnage through the St. nal for 
= amounted to 9. Senn 


Ca: 0 
the fiscal 1 ms, and the freight ton: of the 
Detroit River is estimated for that year at 25,000,000 toe against 33,209,619 
tonsin 1891. The te traffic on our railroads for the year 1891 amounted 
5 1084 17 Aen o t, compared with 691,344,437 tons in 1890, an increase 
0 ns, 


Another indication of the general prospering ot the country is found in the 
fact that ones of depositors in savings banks in from 693,870 in 
1860 to 4,258,893 in Men ys increase of 513 per cent, and the amount of deposits 
to $1,524,844,506 in 1890, an increase of 921 per cent. In 
ts in savings | was $1,623,079,749. It is esti- 
90 per cent of these Repeats represent the savings of w: 
earners. e bank clearances for nine months ending September 39, 1 
$41,049,390,808. For the same months in 1892 they amounted to 
$45, 189,601,947, an excess for the nine months of 3 139. 
There never has been a time in our history when work was so abundant or 
when wages were as high, whether measured by the currency in which the 
are paid or by their power to supply the necessaries and comforts of life. It 
is true that the market Flory of cotton and wheat have been low. It is one 
of the unfavorable incidents of agriculture that the farmer can not produce 
upon orders. He must sow and reap in increases of the aggregate produc. 
tion of the year, and is Lit ge Spin ject to the depreciation which follows 
overproduction. But, while the fact I have stated is true as to the crops men- 
tioned, the general average of prices has been such as to give to agriculture a 
fair participation in the general prosperity The value of our total farm 
rodncts has increased from $1,363,646,866 in 1880 to $4.500,000,000 in 1891, as es- 
imated by statistici an increase of 20 per cent. The number of h 
January 1, 1891, was 50,625,106 and their value $210,193,925; on January 1. 18ů— 
the number was 52,398,019 and the value $241,081,415. On January 1, 1891, the 
number of cattle was 96,875,648 and the value $544.127,908; on January 1, 1892, 
the number was 37,651,239 and the value $570,749,155. 


This was the deliberate declaration of Benjamin Harrison, 
President of the United States, delivered under the solemnity of 
an annual message to Congress. It is the production of a gentle- 
man who, as a statesman, as a lawyer, as a patriot, as a calm, 
judicial-minded, strong man has not had a superior in the office of 
President of the United States within the history of the American 
Republic—a man whose word upon a question of this character is 
the co of those who know him, and that is the whole American 
people. 

Now it is said that the Alabama iron industry has made such 
terrific strides that it can produce pig iron at $6.30 per ton. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Five dollars and twenty-seven 
cents per ton. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Five dollars and twenty-seven cenis 
ton. Itis goingdown. The gentleman said he had letters to that 
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effect, and I asked him to place them in the RECORD, and he said 
‘he would. He promised me, and I was content. I slept the sleep 
lof the fiak for two nights, and got out of bed early in the morn- 


ing an CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Ihave it before 
me. The very able h which the gentleman did make, and a 
‘considerable amount that he did not make, is all here. 


erga erst 
But there is not one letter from any iron monger on the subject. 
If the gentleman, of whom Lam very fond, brave as he is, audacious 
as he ne is, had gone a little further, and if I thought I would 
‘not annoy , I should like to have had him make out a pay roll 
of the men who were making that iron down in Alabama at that 
Teure. I should like to see it. [Applause and laughter on the 
‘Republican side.] I should like to see who are the hewers of 
wood and drawers of water. I should like to have seen the sort 
of people whose sweat, if not whose blood, is being coined into 
ip’ pron at $5.27 a ton. 

. WHEELER of Alabama. They are the best livers and best 
‘employed men in the United States. 
: . GROSVENOR. What are their wages? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I can not give the exact figures. 
b en But they live better than any other laborers. 
Nr. GROSVENOR. They get wages such as no white man or 
Northern man would touch under conditions far this side of ac- 
‘tual starvation. 

15 MAGUIRE. You had better put on a tariff against Ala- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. No wonder that the gentleman does not 
reste the distinction between Chinese labor and American 
labor when he fone a position about halfway between the two. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. the gentleman will allow me, I willsay 
‘that, while I am not an Alabamian, I understand that those labor- 
ers who are making that ore into pig iron at $5.27 per ton belong 
‘to the ore labor 3 D the country; and if so, they 
are that your e ge 
‘ Mr. ON. Nota Bit of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When the gentleman from Georgia 

‘advised, he will discover that it would be a great advan for 

i to be in Alabama to get his figures, rather than to in 
rgia. [Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. L GSTON. What has the gentleman to say to the 
suggestion that these laborers do belong to the labor unions? I 
‘am informed that they do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am 5 or; , and when you 
show your figures I am ready for you. Ido not fire at a concealed 
or retreating enemy. (Laughter: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ifyou pardon me, one other sugges- 
tion which does affect my own State: As I came in, I understood 
you to say that the industries of the South, including cotton, are 
prosperous. Did I understand you correctly? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isaid that was the state of affairs in 1892; 
but, Mr. Chairman, is it possible that anybody has heard me or 
‘understood me to say that anybody was p ous under this 
5 Administration? God forbid. [Laughter.] I did 


not say it. 
In 1892 we had prosperity, and what followed it? [have not time 
to draw the other side of that picture. Ihave no language capable 


of doing justice tothat picture. Four years have elapsed. The gen- 
aces from Colorado [Mr BELL], whom I greatly admire for sev- 
eral of his meag ties, repeated the same ar; ent that has 
‘been laughed at by the boys on the street. Hesaid that McKinley 
was elected, the advance agent of prosperity, as my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. DoLLIver] denominated him, and he asked where was the 
prosperity. He said, “Has the prosperity come?” Well, there 
e a great many laws in the universe that rise higher than statu- 
pes laws. If a man abuses his physical system, he will pay the 
penalty for it, and the degree of his punishment and the le of 
ea it will last will depend upon the degree of wrong he did to 
himself. If a political organization leaves the path of rectitude 
‘and wisdom and descends into the slums and slime of bad politics 
‘and bad government, that political organization will be punished 
‘as inevitably as God decrees the puni ent of a man who abused 
physical system. The man who degrades his moral nature b 
association and bad conduct will be punished, and he wi 
ve to work long and hard to get out of it. The American people 
eft the shining pathway of W and went down into the 
mire of bad government and bad politics. They have been pun- 
ished for it, and the time when they will fully get out of it be 
ed by the degree of injury they have done to themselves and by 
the rapidity with which they retrace their ill-chosen steps. 
I stand here commissioned by the constituency I represent, and 
I will speak and yote and labor to give work at remunerative 
‘wages to every workingman, adequate compensation to every 
adam and the American market first to every American pro- 
ucer. 
That is the answer to it. Mr. McKinley has been elected. Ido 
not put it that way. I do not talk about individual success, I 


talk about the revolution in American sentiment. The American 

people have turned and marched the other way. They are going 
oward the rising sun, and have turned their backs upon the set- 

ting sun. When they will recover, and when they will be extri- 

cated from the punishment they have brought upon themselves, 

will depend upon how deep rooted and how serious the injury 

has been and the rapidity of the movement by which they come 

back to the land from which they had gone. 

3 BELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Cortainly. 

Mr. BELL. In the part of the country where I was during the 
campaign every Republican orator pointed ont the fact that when 
Grover Cleveland was elected hard times did not wait for him 
to take his seat, but they began at once; and they said that the 
moment that the people were sure that Governor McKinley was 
elected it would restore confidence, and that was the immediate 
difficulty, and that times would be at hand instanter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Ido not know the names of those gentle- 
men 


Mr. BELL. They were numerous in our country. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not know those gentlemen, or all of 
them, but they are brethren of mine in political faith and truth, 
They told exactly the truth. The downward march began on 
Wednesday morning following the election of Grover Cleveland; 
the upw march began the day after McKinley was elected. 
[Arp use on the Republican side.] More money has been added 

he value of 3 and real property of this country since the 
first Tuesday of last November than would pay the national debt 
a hundred times over. [Jeers on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BELL. I should like to the gentleman a question, 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the 1 yield? 

Teci GROSVENOR. To either one of them or both. [Laugh- 

r. 

r. BELL. I Want to ask the gentleman if R. G. Dun & Co, 
and other commercial agencies did not, in their weekly reports 
for over two months after election, declare every week that the 
people were disappointed, and that there was no revival of trade, 
and set forth the greatest list of failures after the election in No- 
vember that had ever appeared during our history with perhaps 
one exception? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will try to answer the gentleman's ques- 
tion. The wonder of our commercial day, the most remarkable 
result of all this trouble, has been that we did not have ten fail- 
ures where we had one. Does not the gentleman know—he does 
know—that the failure comes not by an accident on the day of the 
assignment, but by a Jong series of disasters that has wrecked the 
3 of the individual or corporation? And does not he 

ow that long after the revolution the distress existed, and that 
from 1892 downward for four years this cankerworm lay at the 
root of the prosperity of this country, and that house after house 
and fortune after fortune fell, and that fall kept on fora long 
time after the election of Mr. McKinley? 

Mr. ER Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
question 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Certainly; the gentleman presents very 
peer pag for me. 

Mr. BELL. Then should not all the Republican orators have 
told us what you now tell us, instead of informing us that times 
would become 7 immediately? 

Mr. GROS OR. I never heard anybody use the word im- 
mediately.“ I doubt whether the gentleman could produce such 


ae BELL. Ob, 


es. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only say to the gentleman that since the 
day when ‘‘the morning stars sang together for joy, and all the 
sons of God rejoiced,” there has never been such a rejoicing and 
restoration of confidence under the sun as when the Paneme 
flashed the news under the ocean and over it that Wiliam 
McKinley was elected. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
e OGDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. OGDEN. The gentleman has made a mathematical calcu- 
lation which I think he will not put in the RECORD, and I want 
him to make a proper calculation, if he will. He has said that 
the increased value of property in the United States—— 

Several MEMBERS. Personal property: 

Mr. OGDEN. Personal property of the United States had been 
increased a hundred times. 

Several MEMBERS. A hundred thousand times. 

Mr. OGDEN. That goes away beyond the quintillions. 
hundred times would be an increase by $75,000, 
all the assessed value of the property of the 


One 
000 more than 
United States. 
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[Laughter.] I want to get the gentleman somewhere within 
what is reason and let him come back to this mundane sphere and 
make a calculation that we could accept. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. _ Will the gentleman, now that he has made 


his speech, let me & on? 
* 


Mr. OGDEN. tainly. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the first plao, I said, as gentlemen sit- 
ting around me will bear witness, t the value of the real and 
personal property of the United States had increased since the 
election of Mr. McKinley; but I did add in the statement of the 
figures, as other gentlemen often do in such cases, a large increase 
over what I intended to say—a mere sip of the tongue. 

Mr. OGDEN. I merely repeated what the gentleman did say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in one 
thing and correct in the other. 

Mr. OGDEN. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said that the value of the real and per- 
sonal property in the United States had increased a hundred thou- 
sand times; but I meant a hundred times. 

Mr. OGDEN. Then we haye got you downto a hundred times; 
but that makes $75,000,000,000 of increase. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, it is more than that, not merely in 
the present but in the future hope of the country that your party 
will never get into power again. [Laughter.] : 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, does not everybody think 
that it is rather a peanut performance for a gentleman who seldom 
occupies the floor to rise and interrupt my speech for the purpose 
f me that I hađ made an error in an arithmetical calcula- 
tion? [Laughter:] 

I have spoken to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] in 
response to his statements, and I ask that gentleman to come back 
some time when he has leisure and state to this House whether 
he, as a loyal and patriotic citizen of the United States, would be 
yiling to exchange the financial, commercial, and industrial con- 
dition of this country to-day for what it was on the day when his 
candidate for the Presidency was beaten, 

Mr. BELL rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Some other time. 

Mr. BELL. Some other time; very well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, what was the con- 
dition when the election was over? Obviously something had to 
be done. The country had been plunged into debt at the rate of 
$50,000,000 a year, but that was not the worst of it. The capacity 
of the country to go forward had been impeded and destroyed. 
We could not erect public buildings, we could not construct 
bridges, we could not make improvements, We could not do 
anything but sit here andeconomize. Iknow that the gentleman 
from Missouri pir Dockery] made a terrible attack yesterday 
upon the Republican Administration on account of the exagger- 
Ska appropriations of the Fifty-fourth Congress, but the tle- 
man has never yet been able to show on the floor of this House, 
with respect to any item of appropriation of any considerable 
importance, that it would not be a fit appropriation to make in 
prosperous times, 

As I was saying, the election was over and something had to be 
done, and the proposition was to make a tariff bill. The people 
of this country voted in the last election in favor of the protective 
tariff system. There is not one member on this floor who, under 
cross-examination, would not be compelled to admit that the great 
battle cry which carried the Republican party to 3 ave it 
its tremendous majority on this floor, and nearly saved the Senate 
17 755 the hands of the Democrats was its proclamation in favor of 

he protective tariff system. 

Two millions of men—the gentlemen on the other side can cor- 
rect these figures, too, if they-do not suit them—2,000,000 men in 
on at middle West and out to the Missouri River voted for 
‘McKinley and against Bryan, not upon the question of the silver 
or gold standard, but upon the battle cry which hascalled McKinley 
from his humble home in Canton to be the Republican candidate 
for the Presidency, the cry for the protection of American indus- 
tries. [Applause on the Republican side.] And the demand is 
coming to this House from every county in the United States, If 
some of my friends on the other side could read the mail that has 
‘been coming to the apn ouan members of the Ways and Means 
Committee, they would be startled at the demonstration that is 
coming up from the Southern States. Themen of South Carolina, 
largely and vociferously the men of Alabama, the men of Texas, 
the men of Louisiana, Democrats of a lifetime, Democrats by po- 
litical affiliation to-day, all come up requesting action in favor of 
a protective tariff. 

i the hammer fell. 

. RUSSELL. Mr. irman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Ohio be allowed to proceed without limit to 
‘conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I will try not to abuse the 
courtesy of the committee, and will proceed to an end as rapidly 


asIcan. Iwas saying that the demand for a protective tariff 
comes up from all of this country. The demand is no lon 
sectional. The position of the Republican to-day upon this 
question is more nearly national than its position has been upon 
any other question in its whole history. e sugar of Louisiana, 
the wool of Texas, the timber of Mississippi and North Carolina, 
the products of South Carolina, her rice and other productions, 
are all crying out for a protective tariff. Tennessee and Kentucky 
stand y protective-tariff States, and the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee MMI], in order to keep up with the demands of 
his State, will probably have to make as rapid a change of front 
as the great apostle of protection in South Carolina before 1832, 
alhoun, had to make when he abandoned the position of a high 
protectionist and became a free trader after the discovery of the 
cotton gin and of the supposed supremacy of the South. And, Mr, 
Chairman, we are here to make such a tariff bill. Wehavecome 
just as e as propriety would allow the representatives of 
the people to come, and I never heard from any man, until I heard 
it to-day, any deprecatien of the action of the ident in calling 
us in extra session. What would the gentleman do? Let some- 
body answer this question. Suppose t by a single word the 
gentleman could put an end to the present Congress at this point, 
what would he do to raise revenue to pappor the Government? 

Mr. OGDEN. Pass a free-coinage bill, and thus raise the price 
of corn and other products. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But on my supposition the gentleman 
would have gone home. [Laughter.] Lask him why he and his 
friends criticise the Administration for calling us together in 
extra session? We have come to rescue this country from the 
results of Democratic Administration. We have come as the op- 
erators of a lifeboat come to save the passengers and crew of a 
wrecked and sinking aipa We have come to take off your hands 
the job you are unable to accomplish. We have come to rescne 
some of you—and we have done that already—those who left their 
old ship and came to ours, and we are glad to have them come. 
We have come to take the reins of Government out of the hands 
of the balance of you, simply and solely because, not that you are 
Democrats, but that you have shown yourselves incapable of suc- 
vy nly ee e the Government. [Applause on the floor 
and in the galleries. 

The CHAIR . The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the visitors in the galleries to the fact that it is not in order to 


. 
. GROSVENOR. And so we have come to make a tariff bill, 
and we have one here. 

Gentlemen on the other side say ma they would have liked to 
frame a substitute for this bill; that they did not have the oppor- 
tunity to doso because it took the Republican committee a long 
time to formulate this bill, and when they saw it there was not 
time for the preparation of a substitute. Now, I would like to 
suggest to gentlemen who have made that complaint that there is 
a ready-made substitute which it would not take very long to pre- 
sent, Why do you not try that experiment? Offer the Wilson- 
Gorman. bill as a substitute. [Laughter.] How would you like 
that? Or take the original Wilson bill; and there are not five of 
you who would vote for it. Take the present Wilson law; and 
there are not ten of you who dare vote for it and go home and 
look your constituents in the face [laughter and applause] —a bill 
that confessedly wrecked the country. There is no use to deny it. 
And what was vastly better—and it is the only redeeming feature 
there is in it—thank God, it wrecked the Democratic party coin- 
cidentally with the wreck of the country. [Applause.] Andif 
there is only enough of country for us to gather together the 
pieces, the experiment of the last four years will not be without 
some compensatory features. 

Now, a very few minutes upon this bill, which originally I in- 
tended to discuss exclusively, I shall now condense my remarks 
into a very few words. 

Two great propositions are underlying this legislation—two 
necessary and important considerations, The first—not in im- 
etapa pan but in the necessity for immediate action—is the ques- 

on of revenue, the saving of the Government from bankruptcy; 
the second is protection to the labor of this country. I wil not 
discuss the revenue features of this bill. They have been put be- 
fore Congress and the country by our distinguished chairman, and 
everybody understands them. The gentleman from Tennessee 
complains that we are going to raise more money than we need. 
I do not think that the men along the Tennessee and Cumberland 
rivers would quite relish the suggestion of the gentleman that 
there is money enough in the Treasury of the United States just 
now. But the first object will be accomplished by the passage of 
this bill, even though it be delayed, and even though importations 
destroy its effect for the first year and a half. 

The next proposition is protection—protection to the producer. 
Now, 1 am going to make only a very few concise statements about 
the character of this legislation. You will analyze it as we go 
through it. Lou will have five long days to study and analyze 
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r ph by paragraph. Isay to you that in all the history 
Es legislation from the cg Sohn George Washin 


of 
gton down to the 
resent time there has never been a tariff bill that gave to the farm- 
ng industry of the country so large a share of protection as does 
the Dingley bill of this Congress. Go at it now and fight it. Sneer 
at it as the gentleman from Tennessee did. I should like to ask 
the gentleman—I do not want him to answer, for he can not do 
it—what was there to justify yon in the sneer at the Republicans 
for putting a duty on corn and wheat and oats, and saying to this 
country that it was a false pretense because there were no impor- 
tations of wheat and oats and corn, when you yourself signed a 
report and voted for a bill that put protection upon corn and wheat 
and oats? [Laughter.] How can you answer that question to an 
honest constituency? You have dared to say that the Republicans 
in framing this bill were guilty of a humbug and a fraud in put- 
ting 20 cents a bushel on wheat, while you yourself had voted to 
put 10 cents a bushel upon the same commodity. 

I have no time to refute thestatement of the gentleman. Take 
the agricultural schedule in the comparative statement and see 
whether the farmers of the country have suffered through the 
operation of the Wilson law. Three hundred million pounds of 
wool, or its equivalent—an agricultural product—have been im- 

rted into this country free of duty to crush a great agricultural 
N Two hundred and sixty-six thousand head of cattle came 
into this country last year, practicay without the payment of 
duty, the duty being so small as to be insignificant and valueless 
to ths farmer; and they crowded out that much of the farm prod- 
ucts of our Western States. So you may go through the whole 
agricultural schedule and you will see how the farmer has been 
wronged. 

We have put wool upon the dutiable list for two purposes: First, 
to raise revenue, and, second, to give that industry another chance 
to live in the United States. Not only that, but we propose that 

iculture and the agriculturists of n and ok all the 
districts shall be both directly and indirectly benefited by this 
wool schedule, First, we desire that the agriculturist shall have 
an opportunity to sell his wool at a fair price when the effects of free 
wool shall have been gotten rid of; and, secondly, we propose that 
the agricultural lands, unfitted, in fact, for the culture of anything 
but sheep, shall be devoted to the sheep industry, and that that 
land s cease to be Soniye ve in the production of cereals and 
vegetables. We propose that instead of sending $125,000,000 a year 
to the foreign countries of the world, most of which goes to pay 
labor in the production of sugar, we will make it possible for every 
pound of sugar that we want to be produced in the United States 
of America. [Applause.] z 

We are going to force upon Louisiana that which she dare not 
ask for herself. Suppliant at the hands of Congress, with people 
representing not the claims and the clamors of her own people, 
we will force upon her the beneficence she dares not hope or ask 
for herself. e will give to the sugar producer of Louisiana an 
opportunity to enlarge his products and turn over some of the 
splendid lands of that beautiful State to the production of sugar, 
instead of corn, cotton, and other products of the soil; and so, Mr. 
Chairman, throughout Nebraska, through Kansas, and all of the 
States of the Union, we propose to offer the same beneficent oppor- 
tunities. The Republican party comes and offers to the agricul- 
turists of this country this magnificent boon. We will protect 
the industries of the country in all directions from further demor- 
alization; and we ask you to turn aside hundreds of thousands of 
acres of the splendid lands of all of these States from the production 
of corn, oats, wheat, potatoes, and cotton, to be put into an already 
overstocked market, to the production of sugar, and give to the 
farmers upon the farming ds of the country a better market, 
with less competition than they now have. AN 

That, Mr. Chairman, in short, is the purpose of this bill. Itis 
said that we have given the manufactures of the country a boon 
of protection; that we have given them that which we have denied 
to the labor of the country. Ichallenge the statement. Why, 
sir, there is no country prosperous where labor is not prosperous, 
and nobody understands that better than the Republican party. 
That party gave to labor its only position in the United States. 
It was that party which gave to the laboring men of the country 
free homesteads over the votes and the protests of the Democratic 
party. [Applause on the Republican side.] It was that party 
that broke down the distinction between free and slave labor and 
made labor honorable to all men; and it is the Republican party, 
in this hour of the disaster which has befallen the laboring man 
of the country, that comes forward and says, There are certain 
degrees of protection of human ingenuity and human skill which 
we propose to accord to you in this great country. We propose 
that the United States shall be put in the position to enjoy the 
productions of our own . S that the labor of the country 
shall have employment and no longer permit the money of the 
country to be sent abroad for such purposes.” 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
eulogizes the Democratic party and states that he proposes to wit- 


ness the demise of the Republican party, as he has that of the 
Whig party and the Greenback party and other parties which 
have sprung up from time to time and encumbered the earth. Mr. 
Chairman, it was the Democratic party that in 1861 stood pow- 
erless and din the presence of a great national crime, that 
failed to find in the Constitution any power to save the country, 
and stood for four long years without a national utterance or pro- 
test against rebellion or secession. It was the Democratic par 
thus impotent that brought ruin and desolation and death upo 
our country. It was the Democratic party that in the hour of 
reconstruction failed to conceive that great development that the 
war had brought; failed to see that there must be embodied in the 
Constitution three or four great principles that had been settled, 
The right of secession had been denounced; the equality of all the 
citizens before the law, the sacredness of the war debt, the taboo- 
ing of the rebel debt, the conferring upon all men political as well 
as civil rights. It stood paralyzed in the very presence of the mo- 
mentous growth of liberty and the rights of manhood. It stood 
paralyzed while a mighty people moved forward across the chasm 
of war to stand upon the promised land of equal rights and equal 
conditions. It was the Democratic party which denounced all 
these measures and made reconstruction substantially impossible. 
It was the Democratic party that caused distress upon the money 
question in 1868, and out of it grew up the great heterodoxy of 
irredeemable paper money. It was the Democratic party that re- 
fused to place our currency at a par with gold. It was the Dem- 
ocratic party that fonght against resumption and fought against 
it and denounced it in the same language that we hear upon this 
floor to-day. It was the Democratic party which in the hour o. 
our struggle last year forsook the faith of its fathers, abandon 
the landmarks of the Constitution, fled from the teachings of Jef- 
ferson and Jackson and the great ancestors of its political fame 
and went after the strange gods of cheap money, broken credit, 
and undertook to place the United States of America upon a par 
in its financial principles and its financial conduct with China and 
the heathen nations of the world. And it is the Democratic party 
here to-day represented by a heterogeneous mass of conflictin 
political opinions that prey pe each other, differ with eac 
other, have no policies for the future, no pride of political ances- 
try, no hope of political posterity, but a wandering mass com- 
mitted to no course. 

A wandering mass of shapeless flame, 

A pathless comet and a curse. 

Mr. Chairman, were I to write a parody upon the beaut‘ful and 

etic sentiment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], 
instead of looking to the sky of the future with that ability whic 
he manifests, expecting to see the names of the leaders of this great 
Democratic party engraved upon the tablets of fame in the bright 
light of coming history, I would write it very much in the lan- 
guage of another poet, and it would be more likely similar to this: 
“A thousand years from now they will sit, pale ghosts upon the 
Stygian shores, and read the record of their acts bY the red light 
oe a [Laughter and prolonged applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, it was the Republican party that saved the 
Union and brought back the Constitution to loyalty; that went to 
war to save the Union, and, aided by its Democratic allies, as we 
have always been on these trying occasions, it brought back the 
flag and Constitution and Union unimpaired. It was the Repub- 
lican party that put in the Constitution of the United States the 
clause that declared for liberty and honor; that took the imperfect 
instrument of our fathers, made imperfect by the lapse of time 
and the change of conditions, and placed the capstone of liberty 
and freedom and equal rights on the beautiful temple that has 
stood so many years unfinished, and wrote upon the statute books 
of the country the undying declarations that were embodied in 
the Declaration of Independence, but had been without moral or 
political effect in the country for all those years. 

It was the Republican party that trampled upon the heresy of 
irredeemable paper money and made every dollar of our money of 
equal value in all the markets of the world. It was the Repub- 
lican party that upheld the doctrine of a protective tariff and say 
the labor of the country from the conditions of India and Japan. 
It was the Republican party that in the hour of our great trouble, 
in 1896, under the banner of McKinley, proclaimed protection 
and sound money as the conditions of national circumstances and 
carried the flag to triumph, placed it in the hands of that magnifi- 
cent leader upon the mountain tops of un enormous victory, and 
saved the country from ruin. 


MR. DINGLEY’S NAME AND FAME. 

In this hour the Republican party is called upon by voices Ag 
sound out of all the memories of the past and out of all the t = 
ings of to-day to stand by the principles of its party and giye to 
the country this enactment—give to the country this Dingley law. 

I congratulate my distinguished leader that his name is to be 
associated with another act of redemption. Lincoln’s name has 
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been forever linked with his N proclamation, McKin- 
ley's name has been forever linked with the McKinley law, and 
DINGLEY’s name shall go sounding down the corridors of time as 
the champion of the law that after the at struggle in 1896 
brought back the country to prosperity and peace, i 

It is our duty and our advantage, my Republican friends, to 
participate in this great battle. Do not be misled by the attacks 
of the enemies of this law. Stand together. Stand for the prin- 
ciples of your party, and in the coming years it will be said of 
you, “This man and his party brought the country out of the 
wilderness of Democratic ruin and depression and brought it 
across the Jordan of discord and trouble and bronght it into the 
promised land of prosperity and happiness.” [Prolonged applause 
on the Republican side.] 


[Mr. EVANS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for fifteen minutes. 


[Mr. MADDOX addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the committee to 
which the House has intrusted the conduct of its foreign affairs, I 
desire to address myself to that portion of the bill under considera- 
tion which relates more particularly to our commercial relations 
with other countries. Tothe importance of this subject my atten- 
tion was first attracted during my residence in South America as 
our representative to the Government of Brazil in 1889. At that 
time our trade relations with that country were not only unsatisfac- 
tory, they were, in fact, abnormal. For the ten years preceding 
1890 we received of Brazilian products $502,547,258, and ha 
sent back only $83,432,557. The balance of $400,000.000 against us 
hadbeen liquidated in sound money and had goneto purchase Eng- 
lish, French, and German goods which they needed, and which, un- 
der the laws of commerce naturally prevailing, should have been 
sold to them by us, as we manufactured the goods and machinery, 
both mechanical and agricultural, which they required. The 
chief products of Brazil are coffee, rubber, and hides, with some 
sugar. The first three have for years been admitted free of duty, 
while our chief exports of flour and petroleum were heavily taxed. 
Of the unfairness of these conditions I can best illustrate by the 
article of coffee. In 1873 we removed 5 duty on coffee, 
thinking to benefit our people in that commodity, which has now 
passed From the position of a luxury to that of a necessity. The 
object failed, for our southern commercial rivals at once imposed 
an rt tax on coffee equivalent to the one we had removed, and 
from that date (1873) to the present day the revenue that the 
United States derived from that source has gone into the coffers 
of the Brazilian treasury, and our people have in no wise benefited 
by the removal of our impost. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is but an illustration of one commodity 
which could be amplified by others and extended to the countries 
of South America, where similar conditions prevail. We admitted 
the hides of Argentina free without any reduction on petroleum 
or agricultural implements by them, or in any way receiving bene- 
fit therefrom. Out of $233,000,000 imports into Argentina in 1888 
we furnished but $13,000,000, while England contributed $90,000,- 
000, Germany $43,000,000, and France $34,000,000. Coming nearer 
home, a worse state of affairs existed. England, the greatest com- 
mercial nation of the world, discriminated against us in spite of 
her pretense to free trade, in her colonies in the West Indies. In 
the tariff for Jamaica, our exports to that island only amounted 
to 84 per cent of the total imports, yet we were compelled to pay 
46 per cent of the customs revenue, the average rate of duty on 
United States imports being 26} per cent, while that imp on 
other countries was only 16 per cent. The same discrimination 
existed in Trinidad, where the 1 rate of duties imposed on 
our products was 26} per cent; in other countries, 114 per cent. 
The Island of Cuba lies but a few leagues from our shore. She 
produced sugar and tobacco, two things largely used and butlittle 
produced in the United States. Our cereals and machinery surely 
should find a market in return for our large purchases; yet in 
1889 we bought over $50,000,000 of that prolific island and sold 
but $11,000,000 in return. How could our millers compete with 
those of Spain with a 5 duty of $5.64 on every barrel 
of flour we shipped to that tax-ridden island, while flour from 
Spain was admitted free of duty, but sold at a high price to the 
inhabitants? This was purely to retain the Cuban market for the 
millers in Spain, and serves to illustrate one of the oppasse acts 
of that country on her struggling colony. With such conditions 
prevailing, in 1891, before the reciprocal clause was passed, we 
shipped 114,000 barrels of flour to Cuba. In 1894 we shipped 662,000 
barrels. In 1895 our shipments of flour to Cuba had fallen off to 
879,000 barrels. We shipped to Puert Rico, in 1894, 200,000 bar- 
rels of flour, and in 1895, 118.000 barrels of flour. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ADAMS. With pleasure. 


XXX——16 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Who paid the duty? Who bore the burden 
of the duty at $5.64 a barrel? On the more than 100,000 barrels 
which were shipped in under the higher rate, did we pay the duty, 


or did the Cubans spay it? 
Mr. ADAMS. e did not pay it because we did not ship the 
flour there. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. You say there were more than 100,000 barrels 


shipped. 

Mr. ADAMS. That was enough for the rich planters of Cuba, 
who must have the best class of wheat in their flour. They were 
able to buy it, but so far as the mass of the pao le in Cuba were 
concerned, they could not buy our flour until the duty was reduced 
to 90 cents a barrel. ` 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That is not the question. The question is, 
Did we pay the $5.64 a barrel for the privilege of getting itin there, 
or did they it? 

Mr. AD. They paid it, and we lost the trade. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. ey paidit, however, on what wasshipped in, 

Mr. ADAMS. And we lost the trade; but as soon as the duty 
was removed or reduced to 90 cents, our trade was increased 
400,000 barrels annually. And I can say to the gentleman that 
when his party was trying to take away this clause in the act 
of 1890, the millers and farmers and manufacturers of this coun- 
try protested to his party, and filed their protests with the com- 
mittee; but they paid no attention to that protest, and eliminated 
that advantage to this country in the bill of 1890. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Now the reverse is taking place, and we 
are acceding to the requests from the millers, the agriculturists, 
and the manufacturers of this country, and we are restoring that; 
although I regret to say that I fear the opportunity and advantage 
contained in the reciprocity clause of 1890 is lost, in part, forever, 
for right in the country with which I am most familiar, Brazil 
where we had secured the flour markets under the reciprocal 
treaty, when it was repealed, England, ever ready toreach out and 
gain every advantage, erected mills along the coast of Brazil. The 
wheat of Argentine is admitted free, and now that market is cap- 
tured by England, and I am afraid it is too late to regain it, even 
under the advantages of the bill which the Republican party is 
soon going to pass. I will say more to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, with reference to the country about which he is inquiring, 
that 1 fear we never shall get such favorable conditions from 
Speo again, even if she should succeed in recapturing Cuba, 
which God forbid. [Appiani] I fear that she will not give us 
equally good terms under a reciprocity uran owing to the 
strained relations which have existed between that country and 


ours, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having answered the gentleman, I will 
continue my remarks. It is not to be wondered that the attention of 
so far. seeing a statesman as James G. Blaine should have sought to 
remedy the evil and secure some benefits to our country. With 
that end in view, he arranged for the Pan-American Congress, and 
the act of Congress approved May 24, 1888, authorizing the Presi- 
dent to invite delegates to this conference, named as one of the 
topics to be considered. Measures toward the formation of an 
American customs union, under which the trade of the American 
nations shall, so far as possible and profitable, be promoted.” This 
forethought met with the approval of the delegates, for they rec- 
ommended that their several governments negotiate reciprocity 
treaties ‘‘ upon such a basis as would be acceptable in each case, 
taking into consideration the special situations, conditions, and 
interests of each country, and with a view to promote their common 
welfare.” Fifteen of the seventeen republics represented voted 
for this resolution, and so paved the vay for the negotiations soon 
tofollow. During the consideration of the McKinley billin 1890, at 
the suggestion of the Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine, a provision 
we inserted, familiarly known as the reciprocity section, as fol- 

ows: 

That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries 
articles; and for this „on and after the Ist day of July, 1892, when- 
ever and so often as the dent shall be satisfied that the government of 
— country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, hides, raw 
and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon 
the agricultural or other products of the United States, which in view of the 


ae introduction of such sugar, m coffee, tea, and hides into the United 
tates he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unjust, he shall have the 


oducing these 


power and it be his duty end, by proclamation to that effect, the 
provisions of this act relating to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, 
tea, and hides, the production of such country, for such time as he 


coffee. 
shall deem just, and in such case and during such suspension duties shall be 
levied, collected, and d upon sugar, mo S, coffee, tea, and hides the 
product of or exported from such designated country as follows, namely: 
All sugars notabove No, 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay dary on 
their polariscopic test as pach te Na 
All su not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, 
sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete 
and concentrated mo by the polariscope not above 75°, seven- 
tenths of lcent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a 
Geare> 8 by the polariscope test, two hundredths of 1 cent per pound 


All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely: 

All sugar above No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} 
cents per pound. 
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All sugar rir ea No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 14 
cents per pound. 
All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 
Molasses testing above 56°, 8 pound. 
Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as 
to polariscopic test. 


molasses or sugar, as the . be, according 


On coffee, 8 cents per poun: 
peng 10 cents per gees D EA 
es, raw or uncured, whether dry, 8 ngora 
8 without the wool, 6 asses’ skins, raw or unman: 5 — 
and skins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 


Soon after the passage of this measure negotiations were con- 
cluded with Brazil by which she authorized free admission into 
her ports of the products of the farms and mines of the United 
States; all forms of machinery, railway supplies, agricultural 
machinery, also a number of other articles, including wearin, 

el, hardware, preserved meats, fruits, and vegetables, fara, 
airy ‘products, lumber, furniture, wagons, and 3 at a rate 
of duty 25 per cent less than imposed on similar articles from other 
countries. Similar treaties were made with Spain acting for her 
American colonies, the ipa of Santo Domingo, Guatemala, 
Salvador, Costa Rica, and Nicaragua, also with the British West 
3 Jamaica, Trinidad, Barbados, Guiana, and the Leeward Is- 
Arrangements were also made with Germany and Austria 
panis the agricultural Pons of this country were admitted 
N largely reduced rates o in consideration of the free ad- 
mission 55 the United States of their beet sugar. 

The beneficent result of these treaties was soon made apparent; 
our export trade to South American countries rose from $90,000,000 

1891 to $103,000,000 in 1893 and on the passage of the Wilson bill 
in 1894 fell to 888,000 000 in 1895, The increase was not limited to 
South American trade; the total rts of the United States in 
1892 were $1,030,278,148, exceeding by $100,000,000 any previous 
yori in Te history of our country. In 1893, with the Democratic 
cloud over the N £ the expo rts fell to $847,665,194, 

ut 10192 fact to be marked that in spite of this our exports to 

e countries with which we had reciprocity increased $3,560,515 
above the exports of 1892. Furthermore, our trade with those 
countries increased, while that of Germany, Great Britain, and 
France decreased. The exports of Great Britain to Brazil in 1891 
were $41,450,195; in 1894, $37,629,930. Those of France, 1891, were 
69,520,091 francs; 1894, 33 2612. 072 francs. Such. Mr. Chairman, 
was the prosperous condition of our foreign trade, brought to its 

hest point by the inspiration of that great son of Pennsylvania 
birth and of Maine by adoption, in ingrafting the principle of 
procity upon our foreign commerce. Unhappily, less than 
short years were allowed for its . for the suc- 


cess of the Democratic pey in November, 1892, paralyzed our 
trade, both foreign and estic. But the fatal blow was yet to 
pealed the reciprocity clause 


come, when, in the act of 1894, e oponi 
of the act of 1890, in spite of the formal protests of the countries 
oh 1 = had made treaties and of the commercial, manu- 
J) mo e orig eo 
Gua ustria, lcaragua, ica, an 
Banto to Domingo all entered official protests through their repre- 
sentatives in vain. 

The disastrous effect of the repeal of reciprocity was instan- 
taneous, and is shown most strongly in our rtof flour. In 
1892 we exported to Germany 54,277 barrels. Under the agror 

ent it increased to 286,229 barrels in 1894. After its repeal our 

ments fell to 256,650 barrels in 1895. To France we exported | be 
892 210,402 barrels; in 1895, 1,102; a loss in value of $1,174,801. 

8 1891 we og lee 114. 441 barrels of flour to Cuba; in 1894, 
662,248; in 1895, 856. Of course the revolution was a factor 
in this falling off, but that it was not wholly so can be established 

our exports to Puerto Rico. In 1891 they. were 127,983 barrels; 
1 1200 18; 1895, 118,617; a loss of 40 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, I have cited some 2 statistics, but our 
whole people are interested in and benefited by the aeons 55 
reciprocity. A striking example was furnished by a st 
company which took the trouble to trace to its origi every 

e carried by one of its steamers to Rio de J enna It f 
t thirty-six States and Territories contributed to the total. A 
1 — — . of another cargo to a South American port 
revealed the fo! details: 


rhed y towns in Hlinois contributed tothe 2 as follows: 8 me: 
ing machines; Canton, 8 forpleme’ aaj ore —.— iii E ite 
buggies; Geneseo, car oline, plows; Peoria, 

tural implements; Rockford, ture and patent foot ma- 
cultural im- 


d: „ and Sterling, ‘agric 
The towns of Indiana furnished the fol owing: 3 odge tools; In- 
anapo is oino an Peer ge sn pullers: i ‘ills, 
Shelbyv: cabinets; and South Bend, plows, w. and carriages. 
ont’. The towns sof Tow Towa f the following: Dubuque, windmils, otc., and 
wa, W 
The towns of Michigan furnished the following: Detroit, fans and blowers; 


Grand Rapids, furniture; aaner Rivi veloci cars; and White Pigeon, 
to eg n power mac folle sl Pa 1, Det 8 5 a Still 
esota as 0 owe ul, pre ‘ee, 
— — p: an water, 


The Sera of Ohio id des Gogo 9 . riss ood he castings; Bucy- 
rus, grain-cleaning machine inna d carriages; Can- 
3 1 8 eee 
ngs, ice omen W 
hubs, f file cases, soa filters; oe mas machine: 5 Re pisan m pumps; 
05 


Piqua, co ted iron; Sandusky, w! 
. Sunes — ee ie e 


tiron pipa. machinery; St. Louis, general 
5 and Va and dru z S sey 
ers’ machinery; Pittsburg, galvanized 


Pennsy! vania: 3 3 

sheet iron locomotives, 
Pe dh a ee cities 8 Serene cargo the e artieles: — — road- 
es, gas engines, electric motor for d and 


shoes, 8 bats, canned beck. Priel iin -making machines, patent 1 
patent cereals, chairs, cheese, clocks, cl clothing. condensed milk, 
canned goods, a m. seed oil, dai 

e 


meal 25 lant, Fee co! 
bie boo anes Koper elevator and mac 


5 
niture = 3 
and co! poe arnese hay ba on ornamental * 
+ bee — spokes hubs for wheels, starch. 
leis wire screens, wooden ware, and 
watches. 


The Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company xe report that 
from December, 1893, to August, 1804, they they han St. Lonis 
to Habana 44, 177 tons; since that date. when reci neue was 
withdrawn, 5, 532 tons (nineteen months). Asaf er result of 
the act of 1804, we bonght last year of South America $246,082,802 
worth of products, 92 per cent of which were admitted free. We 
sold $143,101,000, which was taxed from 5 to 100 per cent upon its 
value. The $103, 000,000, the balance, was settled by us in London 
at three-fourths of 1 per cent commission for exchange. Mr. 
Chairman, I have cited these figures to show the great loss which 
the repeal of the reciprocity act inflicted upon us, and the evil 
affects every class of our people. That this has been felt and 
understood been evidenced by the verdict of the voters, who 
have triumphantly returned our party to power which instituted 
this policy, and with a demand for its reenactment. 
. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read section 3 of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 3. That for the purpose of equalizing the trade 5 i United States 
with foreign countries, and and thei colonies, product opting to crudo; 


country the f 
e; brandies, —— parteis: 5 ied yom Seale or er 
not specially. rovided for in this act; cham o and all other orials nd 
wines; still wines, including g ginger wine or nger cordial, and vermuth; 
laces made of silk, or of which is the component ma ot chief value; 
all eral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and all arti- 
J. ap ren 
mo! and other icles pro ‘or 
of Sohedtule Bot this act, or any of them, th the President be, 9 — 

rized, as soon as may be + the passage of this act’ aod fren ee to 
time 3 to enter into agotintions with the governments of the those 
countries pores to the United States the above-mentioned articles, or an 


machine, hosie fory, 11 2 
baling ©, ry, ice factory 
tiles, 


um 
— z for rep 


y erp iari Aa e 


of — y 7 a vie to the — comme agreementsin whic! 
reciprocal and equivalent concessi be secured in favor of the prod- 
ucts rand manufactures of the United | Stal ; and whenever the government 
of any — a or y prod to the United States the 


exporting 
Abore naniii them. shall enter into a commercial 
agreement with the United § of, wh or make concessions in favor of the pee 
ich. in the judgment of the Presiden 

reciprocal and equivalent, he shall be, and he is hereby, authori: 7 
empowered to 3 caer oh the time of such bn ere or concession, by 
to that effect, the imposition and collection of the duties men- 
ned in this act, on such article or articles so e: to th 
m such rand paid or colony, and La wipes ET and ties levied, 
pon such article or articles shall be as follows, namely: 

wine lees, crude, 1 cent per pound. 


cents pê: pes yana: 
ifle cents ured or distilled from grain or other materials and not 


specially mone for in this ac per proof gallon. 
Champagne and all — es es, in bottles containing not more 
ee 1 quart and more t sa * containing not more than 


pt a ge each and more than one-half 


* 1 155 cartes . at the rate of $L 
th — c luding ginger s wine JS ginger cordial e done vermuth, in casks, 
tles 12 jugs, per case of one cae bottles or jugs 


contal more than ing ns sna more or — eee nd 
Siew com dash tok more that) t, $1.60 per case oly) 
yond these quantities found in such eie or peck jugs hal ħall bo subject te toa fon duty 
ae 5 cents e fractional part the: no separate 
duty shall upon the bottles or soe 


assessed 
ences made of silk, 2 of which silk is tho” component material of chief 
oar 55 percent ad valorem. 
All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and all 
cial mineral specially 


artifi not providna Lov in this aca; in greerd: on 
colored glass bottles containing not more than 1 pint, 20 cents per dozen; 
if containing more than 1 pint and not more than 1 cents per dozen 
bottles, but no 8 or additional duty shall be assessed opon the bot- 
— than in p! green cy colored glass bottles, or if 

5 iae such — containin Nord than 1 quart, uart, 20 cents ate pos gallon, 
and in addition thereto duty 1 r on tho bottles and other cov- 
. . arene — 8 


Paintings in oil or wa colora, pastels, pon and ink dra 
„not speciall: vided Topin r cont ad praca 
molasses and other 25 


5 for in paragra; 
ale et thie oh per dent at bre dt? imposed thereon in 


1897. 


And it is further provided that witha view to secure reciprocal trade with 
countries producing the following articles, whenever and so often as the 
l dent shall be satisfied that the Government of any country, or colony of 
such Government, pone exporting to the United States coffee, tea, 
and hides, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon the 

cultural, manufactured, or other products of the United States, which. 
jin view of the free introduction of such coffee, tea, and hides into the United 
States, he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable, he shall 
have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to that 
leffect, the provisions of this act relating to the free introduction of such 
‘coffee, tea, and hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; An- 
igora goatskings, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ s! Taw or 
junmanufactured; and skins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, of the prod- 
‘ucts of such country or colony, for such time as he shall deem just; and in 
such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, and 
paid upon coffee, tea, and hides, the products or exports from such designated 
9 follows: 


cents per pound. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the reciprocal provisions of the 
act under consideration are more flexible and far-reaching than 
chose of the McKinley law. The section just read opens the door 
to new concessions which will give new markets to us in exchange 
therefor. New articles have been added to the list of the act of 

890 upon which the duty can be reduced in return for similar 
concessions by other countries—sugar, wines, cham es, silks, 
‘and laces, e taking of sugar from tHe free list will place a 

werful means in the hands of the President to negotiate with 
the sugar-raising countries, both of cane and beet. The other 
3 though luxuries, are so largely exported by Europe 
that they will be a powerful factor in securing favors for our 
cereals and machinery, But this bill furnishes another method. 
It authorizes, in certain cases, the transfer of articles from the 
to the dutiable list, which will enable the President to use 
ese articles as weapons with which to command concessions 
from other countries. With these enlarged poras and ampli- 
fied commodities we may expect the present Admini tion to ac- 
k results than were possible under the term 
of President Harrison. Some of the damage inflicted by the re- 
pon of the act of 1890 I fear is beyond recovery.. The market 
or our flour in Brazil, which we enjoyed under the treaty, has 
pen lost, and mills erected by English capital, grinding wheat 
À Argentina admitted free, would now contend ust our 
recovery. Spain, too, should she conquer Cuba, which God 
forbid, would never give us such favorable terms, and England 
would resist a renewal of reciprocity with her West Indian col- 
onies. Still, Mr. Chairman, I believe we can regain toa large 
extent our trade under the provisions of this act. At various 
ods of my life I have visited Mexico, Colombia, Jamaica, 
razil, Uruguay,and Argentina, and everywhere did I find thesame 
spirit, that this Western Hemisphere is dedicated to the free de- 
velopment of progress, not only in civil government, but also in 
commercial relations. The trade of South America belongs to us 
by natural conditions; they produce what we want and we manu- 
facture for their necessities. Europe alone robs us of our birth- 
right. If we insist on our rights, that free entry of their products 
is conditioned on free entry of our goods, self-interest will bri 
us together. Thetimeisripe. The prompt recognition of the Re- 
public of Brazil gained us their good . Our sympathy with 
struggling Cuba will make her turn to us when she gains her 
8 Our protection of Venezuela must bear fruit, and the 
enforcement of the Monroe doctrine will gain us the confidence 
of our sister republics and emphasize the sentiment of America 
for Americans.” [Loud applause. ] 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] is recognized for n minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, my agree- 
ment was for etn minutes. How has it shrunk to fifteen? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair attempted to recognize the gen- 
tleman for twenty-five minutes early in the day; but since that 
time the time for other gentlemen has been so extended that, in 
order to carry out the agreement with other tlemen, the time 
of the gentleman from usetts must be limited to fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; but I have been shoved 
along by the time of other gentlemen. Why should I not have my 
twenty-five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman for 
fifteen minutes. Does the gentleman desire to take it? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes,sir; lam willing totake 


‘complish even ter 


what I can get. ‘‘Smallest favors thankfully received.” ugh- 
ter and app ause.] 
I had always supposed that the object of debate was to elicit 


truth. But if there is e apparent on this floor more 
than another, it is false methods of stating the truth. Undoubt- 
edly there is nothing further from the truth than the statements 
that are now made in the interest of the free-trade doctrine on 
this floor. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. MCLAURIN] 
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said that the statistics showed that the average profits of the man- 
ufacturers of New England were 20 per cent. One would suppose 
he understood that he was stating the absolute truth; but the sta- 
tistics of the manufactories of New England are open toeveryone, 
and were published in the American Almanac, published by the 
Librarian of Congress (Mr. Spofford), and the truth is just as 
there appears—that the profits of the manufacturers of New Eng- 
land as paid by the corporations of New England does not average 
in a series of years over 51 per cent, taking it altogether; the 
rofits on the banking is less than 6 per cent, and on our railroads 
ess than 7 per cent. 

What is said on this floor and by free-trade orators and on the 
stump of the average profits of manufacturers is absolutely un- 
true. If they had set out to state the most stupendous untruths 
that they could state, they could not exceed what they accomplish. 
Let me say to the gentleman that the life of our mills is not over 
five years. It costs 20 per cent per annum on its original price to 
keep machinery in repair and up to the times in this age of rapid 
invention. You take the whole body of manufacturersand divide 
them into six groups, and the lowest group will lose about what 
the top group will make. 

It will figure out about as follows, taking one example from each 
one of the six classes, each with $400,000 capital: The first will 
make $110,000, or 274 per cent; the second $90,000, or 224 per cent; 
the third $10,000, or 24 cent; the fourth will lose $10,000, or 
29 per cent; the fifth will lose $20,000, or 5 per cent; the sixth will 
lose $30,000, or 74 per cent. The profits of the first three being 
$210,000, deducting the $60,000 losses of the last three will leave 
$150,000, or an average profit of 63 per cent on the $2,400,000 capital 
invested. 

These excessive in some and excessive losses in others are 
exceptional, but the average on the whole in any decade is far 
below instead of above 6} per cent on the whole. But it is these 
exceptional cases that frenzy the free-trade Democrats. 

That is exactly the way they run; they go up and down with 
greatrapidity. Youmaygo through New England and buy plants 
any day in the year for 10 cents on the dollar of their cost any- 
where from $20,000 to $2,000,000. The man dies that inaugurates 
and runs them, and they are ready to be sold some time in the 
next twenty years fora song. So that your statements are abso- 
lutely untrue. Great fortunes are made, furthermore, out of 
nature and not out of wage earners. Great fortunes are made by 
inventions that improve the processes and cheapen production in 
the unit where millions of units are made. : 

Let me tell you if we can have the American market we can 
reduce the prices, as I will illustrate to you by a factory under the 
eaves of my home. It is a pistol factory, where just as much 
machinery is required to make the different s, toemploy 80 men 
as to employ 300 men. Before the McKinley law they employed 
80 men, sold pistols of 3 pattern for $1.75, and made no 
money. After the McKinley law went into operation they em- 
ploy 300 men, paid 5 75 wages than ever before, sold pistols 

or $1, and got rich. y? Because they had the American 
market. There is no other reason, 

The next proposition that you put out is that your free-trade 
tariffs increase trade, which is as untrue as anything can well be. 
Why does it not increase trade? Because Pia beggar the people 
so that they can not buy, and consequently trade decreases, not 
increases. © statistics show that just in proportion as we have 
had a thoroughly protective tariff has our foreign trade increased 
as well as our domestic trade. In the first year under the McKin- 
ley law our foreign trade increased 5.6 per cent, over $92,000,000, 
The second year, 1892, it increased 12.8 per cent over that of 1890, 
over $210,000,000. In 1893, under the threat of your Wilson bill, 
that $210,000,000 excess shrunk to less than $67,000,000, and if the 
cause had been in operation the whole year, the figures would 
haye gone below those of 1890. Your free-trade legislation de- 
creased your surplus foreign trade of 1893 more than two-thirds, 
more than 68.1 per cent. Under your Wilson bill our foreign 
trade, our total imports and exports, fell off from the of 
1890 $100,000,000, 6.1 per cent. In the next year it fell off $107,- 
000,000, and in 1896, when, by the growth of population, it ought 
to have increased $66,000,000, it had only got $15,000,000 above 
that of 1890. 

How does your free-trade tariff increase trade, I would like to 


ask? Why do you not speak the truth and declare it? Why do 
yi er es full of misinformation in order to pander to and 


) increase the ignorance and prejudices of your con- 
stituents? [anghen] Every man of you knows that your 
es are not made for this House and will not be believed in 
House. [Laughter.] You make them for your constituents 
only. This is not statesmanship. It is not seeking the truth. It 
is i ip, and of the blackest kind. 
ow, how about the McKinley bill and imports? Under the 
8 our imports increased the first more than 
$55,000,000. Do you gentlemen understand the difference between 
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rts—I want to drill this into your 
heads—imports. Iwish I could just open your heads wide and put 
truth into them on this economic question and close them again, 
and then you would have truth in them if you did not use it. 
[Great laughter. 
Mr. MAGUIR Do J understand that the gentleman expects 
his speech to influence the House on this question? 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; Ido. Iknow then 
some of you Democrats over there will transmit it to your chil- 
dren, whether you can clearly get it into your own understanding 
or not, so that the information will come to them by inheritance. 
E x 
A MEMBER. Iunderstand, then, that your speech is intended for 
osterit 
p Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Now, I have only a few 
minutes, and I want to use all my own time. In 1892, the second 
McKinley tariff year, the increase of imports was over $33,000,000. 
That was under the McKinley law, remember, which you say 
tended to exclude o portannn If you had the slightest desire 
to understand the facts and to state them you would never make 
the speeches that you are making here [laughter], if you had even 
a glimmer, just a little twinkle of light some time in the day be- 
tween the rising and the setting of the sun, [Laughter.} In 1893 
our imports increased more than $77,000,000. t was the 
result as to saporis under your free-trade Wilson bill? The 
entleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] roared himself hoarse 
this Hall, and so did the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
who was afterwards transplanted to the Elysian Fields of the Sen- 
ate, telling us that a protective tariff destroyed foreign trade. 
How does your tariff affect trade? Under your Wilson bill the 
imports fell off more than $134,315,777 in the first year. In the 
next year they fell off $57,340,444, and in 1896 they had got- 
ten back to within $9,585,000 of those of 1890, when, owing to 
the increase of population, they should have been $66,000,000 
more than in 1890. The exports increased then because you had 
shut up our factories. Our working people were starving. They 
would not work for European wages, and every form of American 
roduct decreased in consumption per capita, and the peoos were 
1 5 from abroad for Americans to consume. That is why 
the imports increased at that time. 
Mr. G E. Then the country was not ‘‘ flooded with for- 
eign goods“ at that time? 

r. WALKER of Massachusetts. It was flooded with foreign 
goods in proportion to the quantity of goods manufactured in this 
country. Trade is a matter of proportion, and our foreign trade 
had increased 25 per cent in com n with the quantity of goods 
manufactured in America, although decreased in amount. You 
had shut up our mills, and the people were supplied with goods 


mports and exports? The im 


brought from Europe. 
Values of exports and imports of the United States 1890-1893. 
[Statistical Abstract.] 
Increase | Decrease 
Excess of | Excess of 
of exports of exports 
imports * andim- 

ports over ports over 

1800. 1890, 

— EEE 

3 287 518 —— 
210,541,511 
NN 
3 5100.00.80 
EE 07 630,963 
15, 102,510 = 222. 


Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WALKER of TR tiupan. ye e airn 75 Iam 
hunting up m rs, if you can get it off. aughter. 

Mr. AINES. + lah to ask you Republicans whether your 
own General Banks did not approve the tariff act of 1857 when it 
was passed by this House? os 

Mr. WA of Massachusetts, Well, that is like Democracy 
for all the world! When you give these Democrats facts they 
turn round and throw some name at you; someonesaid so and so at 
sometime. Are you willing to undertake to run this Government on 
what may have been said by some man or men rather than what is 
the absolute truth? That is the whole of your talk - What James G. 
Blaine or somebody else said about some matter, in regard to which 
vou do not tell the truth. [Laughter.] That is the idea all 
the way through. When wespeak on this side of the House we 
give you facts—economic facts. When you speak on your side 
you give us your windonly or the windof somebody else. [Laugh- 
te 


T. 

Furthermore, there has not been a thing said on your side of the 
House since 1832 that is not to be found in the great s h of 
McDuffie in that year on the subject of the tariff. You have not 
added any practical argument to what he presented, and you are 


strangers to facts. Take the Democratic speeches which have 
been made in Congress on this subject since McDuffie’s day, and 
you will not find any economic statements or statistics which, if 
true, are not wrenched out of their position to prove that which 
they would not prove in their legitimate position, I shall publish 
before I get through with this matter McDuffie’s speech, and then 
I will publish extracts from Democratic speeches from his time 
along down to the present. Then you will see how they look. 
That is the job I have on hand. E 

Now, McDuffie said one thing that was absolutely true; and if 
Ican have my twenty-five minutes, I would like to haveitread. I 
believe I will send it up and have it read anyhow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachu:etts. Before that is read, I want 
to say to gentlemen on the other side your whole free-trade theory, 
your whole free-trade teaching, beginning with John C. Calhoun 
and McDnffie, was founded on the then-existing fact that your 
economic system of the South was to pay the laborers absolutely 
nothing; and the statements made were that the North, haying to 
pay their workingmen wages, and the South having no wages to 
pay, a protective tariff was an attempt on the part of the North, 
which had wages to pay, torob the South of its advantage in pay- 
ing no wages, There is not a man on your side who can dispute 
that statement.. And to-day you are repeating the arguments of 
1832, forgetting that your laboring men are now freemen and must 
be paid wages. You are still fiddling on the old string. [Laugh- 


ter and ire 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask for fifteen minutes 
additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that only six minutes 
remain before the hour for recess; and the Chair has agreed to 
recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] for five 
minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Iask unanimous consent that 
my time be extended. 

r. CURTIS of Kansas. I will yield five minutes to which I 
am entitled to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr, WALKER of Massachusetts. I am very much obliged to 
the gentleman from Kansas. I now ask for the reading of the 
extract which I have sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

om Gales & Seaton's Register of Debates in Con i 
ler 8 68. 781.100 R 


The great distress which was produced in England by the trausition from 
war to peace and the consequent curtailment of the anuual loans and dis- 
bursements of the Government, to the extent of something like 100,000,000, 
disclosed to the statesmen of that country the true secret of the immense 
financial resources which had carried them through the war, and which 
were . as miraculous as the military resources of the French Em- 
peror. They made the important discovery that the aggregate wealth of a 
nation, and particularly its pecuniary resources for war, are scarcely dimin- 
ished at all by the heaviest taxation so long as the revenue collected is dis- 
bursed within the country, and that almost the whole operation consisted 
notin destroying capital and wealth but in transferring them from one class 
of the community to another. Sir, lam greatly within the limits of what I 
might affirm when I say that taxes to the amount of $5,000,000 levied on the 
Southern States and disbursed in distant parts of the confederacy are more 
burdensome and oppressive than taxes to the amount of $10,000,000 would 
be if disbursed amongst those States. It is a at error to sup’ that the 
collection and disbursement of revenue — just so much of the pro- 
ductive capital of the country. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Now, the fact is that what 
you are talking about as a tax is no tax at all. It is simply a 
device for the equitable distribution of the wealth of the country. 
What was our experience during the war? Notwithstanding the 
immense taxes that were collected in this country, those taxes 
being disbursed here, did not impoverish the country a farthing. 
The energy that was incited in our people, the immense impetus 
that was given to manufacturing, was such that we were richer 
after expending those immense sums than when the war began. 
The same thing, as Mr. McDuffie says, was shown in the case of 
England amar her long wars. y 

Can you gentlemen on the other side learn nothing by experi- 
ence? You talk about taxation. Not a finale speech sn Sa 
made on your side that has not practically declared, and often 
in direct terms, that taxation is legalized robbery. That is the 
whole burden of your speeches—that there ought to be no taxa- 
tion, and that if the country would give you the power you would 
have no taxation. Your speeches go to that extent—every one of 
them. There is no limitation or qualification of your denuncia- 
tion of all taxation. You denounce the collection of taxes of every 
name and nature; you call it ‘‘robbery,” instead of what you 
know it is—simply the public expenditure by the Government for 
us of the money collected, because it can thus be done more eco- 
nomically than we could expend it individually for ourselves. 
Since the pasing away of the days when 757 forcibly robbed 
the people for their own personal advan and spent the money 
as it ought not to have been spent, there been no such thing 


1897. 
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as the 
wisely levied and are spent wisely in the interest of 


le being impoverished by taxation voa taxes are 
e 


people. 


You know that a protective tariff is the same t toacountry 
that coal mines and waterfalls and other natural advan are. 
You gentlemen on the other side are willing to walk over the sur- 


face of the earth and not use these natural advantages, while you 
denounce the men who do use them and want conditions to in- 
crease their use. While we were using a protective tariff to buil 
up our industries at the North, you were tomenni a system o 
labor which, God be thanked, you and all the rest of us are well 
rid 15 And now, Why do you not use the methods that haye 
built up the North and every country on the face of the earth? 
When you are talking free trade you are simply killing your 
own country and flying in the face of all experience and of all 
history. You are flying in the face of the experience of mankind 
in every country on the face of the earth from the beginning until 
now. "Why, ea, se is no more a complete nation than larger 
New York would be, and the fiscal policy for England should be 
the same as that for larger New York were New York a country 
by itself as are the Sandwich Islands and Great Britain. The fiscal 
policy of every nation and every colony of every nation through- 
out the world to the present day is the doctrine of protection and 
the practice of protection, and you know it. And furthermore 
there never was a financial or industrial crisis in the affairs of 
this country that did not result from Democratic free-trade tariff 
legislation, except that of 1873. [Applause on the Republican 


side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the committee must now 
rise, under the order of the House. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker iia re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the tariff bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table to be refe to the committees 
named below when appo t . 

A bill (S. 84) to establish the official survey of fractional town- 
ships 31 and 82 north, of ranges 6,7, and 8 west, of the sixth prin- 
ci meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the 
Niobrara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 
other 1 the Committee on the Public Lands. 

(S. 360 


A b Jito amend an act entitled “An act to repeal the 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes”—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. 


In accordance with the rule already en 
the House is now in recess until 8 o'clock this evening, and the 
gentleman from Iowa, Mr. DoOLLIVER, will act as Breaker at the 


evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. by Mr. DoLLIvER as Speaker pro tempore. 

Pursuant to the special order, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for fur- 
ther consideration of the tariff bill, with Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 


THE TARIFF, 


The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. yd to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United States. 


[Mr. LIVINGSTON addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
FORD] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I was very highly edified by 
the graphic picture of the productive power and capacity of this 
country, so eloquently [poraya by the Aie nape gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] on last Monday. He threw so 
much warmth and sunshine into this picture, so much of the 
genial gladness of his own sunny clime, that it was with very great 
reluctance that I turned aside from the contemplation of that 
picture to the smokeless furnaces and empty factories of the 
present hour. And yet, cold and dark and uninviting as that pic- 
ture may be, still that is the one to which the people of the United 
States, by their suffrages last November, directed our attention as 
their representatives, and solemnly charged us with the duty of 
finding a speedy remedy. 

Gentlemen upon that side of the House have betrayed a solici- 
tude that was truly pathetic lest in our consideration and pas- 
sage of this measure we should be betrayed into unseemly haste. 


Let me remind you, gentlemen, that the Republican party is 
here and in power now, under a solemn pledge to WS a of 
this country to give them a speedy execution of their will. There 
was no room for doubt, no room for equivocation, as to the nature 
of our commission here. By a majority unparalleled in the his- 
tory of this Government the people have declared for an inmediate 
return to the financial and industrial policies under the operation 
of which this country achieved a growth the most marvelous and 
surprising in the history of the world, and we shall share the 
largest measure of the popolar respect and retain the largest 
share of the popular confidence by simply giving to the ple 
what they have asked for, giving it to them at once, and then 
going home and allowing this measure to work out the beneficent 
results which we believe will follow its enactment. 

It has been said on this floor that the tariff issue was an incon- 
spicuous one in the recent 5 that it cut very little figure 
indeed. Well, however that may be, and without stopping to dis- 
cuss that, I want to tell you one thing that I do know. I do know 
that a protective tariff has cut a mighty large figure in the indus- 
trial and financial development of this country during the past 
thirty-five years. I do know that when the Republican party 
came into power and began to inaugurate its financial and indus- 
trial ideas it found that nation desolated by a civil war, the cost- 
liest in men and treasure that the world had ever seen, torn and 
distracted by the thousand embarrassments of a disordered Treas- 
ury and the reconstruction of labor in the South. We know that 
never once did the Republican party falter in its purpose; never 
once did it recede from its preconceived idea that the policy of 
protection, wisely inaugurated, steadfastly pursued, would push 
these clouds away; and it did. And although it found this Gov- 
ernment prostrated, practically bankrupt, it raised it to the fore- 
most place among the nations of the earth. 

Gentlemen, these are not rhetorical ga soe they are facts 
that have impressed themselves upon the physical, industrial his- 
tory of this country. They are not theories; they are conditions 
that are inwrought in this nation’s growth, in its prosperity, in 
its pride and honor. I very well know, Mr. Chairman, that all 
the theories and all the text-books point the other way. Pretty 
much every writer on political economy, from Adam Smith down 
to Grover Cleveland and Professor Wilson, have demonstrated to 
their own self-satisfaction, and, as they feel, beyond the possi- 
bility of contradiction, that any nation under a protective policy 
must goto the ‘‘ demnition bow-wows;” and the ghosts of the dear 
departed” have been summoned in this discussion. We have had 
copious and ample citations and quotations from Adam Smith, 
from Cobden, from John Bright, and the long line of English 
literary illuminants to whom our friends on the other side turn 
with so much fidelity and such constant thankfulness. 

Ihave studied the works of these great lights of economic science 
fora good many years, and I have the greatest admiration possible 
for the rig fa of their composition and for the vigor of their rhet- 
orie, but I wish to say, in addition to that, O, Lord, have mercy 
upon us when we must turn to English theorists to find the lines 
for a tariff for American workingmen and American manufac- 
turers.” [A 1 I know the whole trend of the economic 
theories on this question. There is no room for doubt abont the 
tecture-room side of this question at all. But, Mr. Chairman, in 
these great throbbing, pulsing days it is not inthe college lecture 
rooms of the world that we are to look for the bases of tariff taxa- 
tion or tariff legislation; not in the theories of the schoolmen, but 
in the facts of practical business, and in the long run business is 
very likely to get the better of theory every time. And so far as 
my observation goes, this world is run on business principles and 
not according to the theories of the schools or the dicta of political 
economists. I see that Professor Wilson has been criticising this 
Dingley bill along theoretical lines. Why, certainly you would 
not expect a college professor to criticise this bill from the stand- 
point of practical business, would you? No more than you would 
a full-charged Mugwump tostudy a question of civil service from 
the standpoint of common sense. [Laughter and applause. } 

Now, we have had some experience with a tariff constructed on 
theoretical lines. We have been living under that kind of tariff 
for some three or four years, and there has been no theory about 
our experience either. e That has been intensely prac- 
tical. It is written in lines of every pinched face by every cold 
fireside. I say to you that the history of the evolution of the Wil- 
son tariff bill and its subsequent operation forms one of the most 
interesting chapters in all our poua: history. For the first time 
in thirty years gentlemen on that side of the House were intrusted 
with full power. You had the House, you had the Senate, and 
you had the Executive. The combination was complete, and with 
the machinery of government entirely in your hands you set to 
work and constructed legislation on a colossal, on an entirely and 
intensely practical matter. When the construction of a tariff bill 
was put in the hands of your college professor from West Vir- 

inia, fresh from his studies in political economy, able to quote 
you without the trip of a syllable what every student of 
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economic conditions from Adam Smith down has had to say 
about a tariff for revenue only; able to prove to you with the 
nicety of mathematical demonstration his system must work, 
ust as Darius Green could prove to any man of 8 
nce having an elementary knowledge of mechanism that his 
machine must fiy; they say the only reason was—there was noth- 
ing * about the machine, except simply they say it could 
not fly. 

There has never been anything wrong with the theory of the 
free traders except the facts [langhter], the facts of history, the 
facts of business, the facts of human experience. And so our col- 
lege professor, after wrestling with this problem, submits a bill, 
which, according toevery postulate of political economy and every 
financial syllogism known to the immense trade transactions of 
the college room, was sure to work a millennium for a people that 
never knew they were in distress until the election of 1892 made 
the repeal of the McKinley law.a certainty, and every business 
interest in this country responded to thethreatened shock. After 
a somewhat stormy passage in the Senate, and being somewhat 
laden down with barnacles in theshape of amendments, this colos- 
sal bill goes forth on its mission of mercy to 60,000,000 expectant 
citizens, and so well has it done its work that for the first time in 
all our history, in a time of profound peace, the United States has 
increased her public debt in the sum of $260,000,000 to cover loans 
negotiated for the purpose of paying her ordinary running ex- 


Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that is a rather pitiful show- 
for a bill that was heralded all over the world as crowning 
ift of economic science to a suffering propia: [Laughter and ap- 
lause on the Republican side.] And our experience under this 
Bin gives tremendous emphasis to this tfact; That the needs of 
the whole people as gathered from study in the actual lines of busi- 
ness is a far better school in which to learn the principles upon 
which to constructa tariff bill than are the pages of Adam Smith, 
Cobden, or of John Bright, no matter how cogent their reason- 
may be, no matter how brilliant their rhetoric. [Applause 

on the ublican side.] : 

„Give us the markets of the world,” eloquently cries my elo- 
quent friend from Alabama. Democratic wisdom and Democratic 
policy and Democratic economy and Democratic philosophy all 
rs to have crystallized into that dismal cry, Give us the mar- 

ts of the world!” Why, bless you, you have had four years in 
which to find them. What have you done with your opportunity? 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Give us a return to the reci 
focal relations between this nation and other nations so wisely 

a by Harrison and Blaine, and we will find the markets 
of the world which you have failed to find with your Wilson tariff 
bill during the past four years. [Applause on the Republican 
Side.! 


Mr. MORRIS. And will keep our own at the same time. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is my steadfast belief, Mr. Chairman, that 
if the McKinley law had been in force in of this Wilson- 
‘Gorman-Jones-Brice monstrosity—for I believe they all had a shy 
at it—if reciprocity had not been swept from the statute book, we 
would not find ourselves in our present deplorable condition. 

ere the hammer fell. ] - 
. BELFORD. May I have two minutes more, Mr. Chair- 
2 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed two minutes more. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for 
two minutes, : 

Mr. BELFORD. True, our friends on the other side have re- 
minded us with infinite relish of the defeat of 1892. I venture the 
prophecy, Mr. Chairman, that when the history of this country 
comes to be written, there will be nothing that will more amaze 
the historian, nothing that will more unsettle all his preconceived 
ideas of what a great people would do under given industrial con- 
ditions, than what the people of this country actually did in 1892. 
With every mill and every factory running full-handed, with the 
purchasing power of a dollar increasing all the time, and the length 
of a day's labor shortening all the time; that, under circumstances 
of such advantage, a great people should deliberately and with 
an almost revolutionary show of disapproval decree an absolute 
change in its financial policy must forever stand out as one of 
the great anomalies in our political history. But the gentleman 
from Missouri said the other day that it had all been due toa con- 
traction of the circulating medium. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it has not been so much due toa 
contraction of the i medium as it has been due to a con- 
traction of the opportunity of the American laborer to get hold of 
any of that circulating medium. Pangit _ Applause on the 
Republican side.] And the voice of the American workingman 
was not more emphatic and authoritative for an honest dollar in 
the last election it was for an op; ity to earn it. [Ap- 

lause.| The people have again turned to the party of protection 
for a realization of their hopes. Mindful of the interests of the 


people, hopeful that the dark clond of depression which now hoyers 
over us may soon be lifted, this bill has been prepared. It is the 
answer of Republican party to the expectations of the people, 
and I confidently believe that the good results that will flow from 
this bill will amply justify the faith of a en people in a great 
party. lo: applanso on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE Mr. Chairman, sa new member of the 
House, I have in the past few days that Congress has been in ses- 
sion had a most varied and peculiar experience. We have wit- 
nessed the appropriation and expenditure of $73,000,000, and that, 
too, in such hotspur haste as to preclude deliberation and make im- 
possible even the most casual investigation. That many of the ap- 
propriations thus made are yey eee the grossest extravagance 
can hardly be questioned. And the American props will, in my 

udgment, not be slow to condemn the disgraceful and indecent 

e attending their passage. And while not permitted to be 

heard, it has been my pleasure to cast my vote against each and 
every one of them. 

r this great sum of money has been spent, we are now told 
that this Government is needing money, and the present bill must 
be passed to raise a revenue to supply an estimated deficiency, 
but which in truth and in fact does not exist. Every member on 
this floor doubtless has before him the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, showing that we have an available cash balance of 
nearly $218,000,000, or $118,000,000 in excess of the hundred mil- 
lion d reserve, a sum sufficient, together with our income, to 
pay the expenses of the Government for the next two years, and 
give ample opportunity at the next election for the voice of the 
peopleto be heard, andsay whether they desire the taking out of the 
arteries of trade and commerce the 8113, 500, 000 which the passage 
of this bill means, in order that it may be added to the miilions 
that already lie idle inthe Treasury. Such action can not be justi- 
fied, either in theory or principle. The country is entitled to know 
and will know that the of this bill is neither needed nor 
demanded by the condition of its Treasury, but it is at the urgent 
solicitation and even the demand of the manufacturers, who stand 
behind it clamoring for its passage in order that they may fur- 
ther extend their power, increase their wealth, and control the 
currency by means of legislation. 

Ihave the honor to Sh pee a constituency of 150,000 people, 
who are brave, loyal, and patriotic. They spurn and despise a 
legislation, and only ask the enactment of such laws as will per- 
mit every man, woman, and child to fight the great battle of life 
upon an equal plane, and with an equal show. Give them this 
chance, and so long as God shall strengthen their arms, by their 
industry and economy they will prosper and be happy. Bnt-this 
iniquitous measure will increase their burdens and make higher 
their taxes, and did I not raise my voice in most solemn and earn- 
est protest against it I would feel that I had been untrue to my- 
self, my country, and to them. 

They have already in the past few years witnessed the deprecia- 
tion in value of their homes, their farms, and every vestige of prop- 
erty that they own. Down and down have gone all values, until 
after years of toil and labor, instead of increasing their fortunes, 
they are confronted with the astounding condition that they are 
worth less by half than they were even ten years ago. The prod- 
ucts of their farms and shops are not worth in the market the cost 
of production, their children,in many instances, have been forced 
from the schoolroom to the fields, and upon every hand can be 
heard murmurings of hard and distressing times. 

And, Mr. Chairman, this condition exists over a broader area of 
the South and West than most people are willing to admit; but it 
is their privilege and duty through their representatives in this 
House to resent as unwarran and denounce as a crime the 
present effort to still further exactand wring from them thefruits 
of their labor. 

But we are told by the friends of this measure that it gives pro- 
tection to the farmers. In one sense I rank it to be true, but it is 
of that undesirable kind that the wolf gives to the lamb, or the 

hthawk to the dove. 
t us look at some of the great benefits which he enjoys. 

The increased revenue on wool and manufactures of wool alone 
is estimated in round numbers at the sum of $44,500,000, and is 
so shown by the report of the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means; but what reason is assigned in this report for so great 
a change. I read from the report: 

We believe that the enactment of this schedule into law will not only re- 
store to our farmers the woolgrowing industry, which has been so long seri- 
ously injured by free wool—our flocks have diminished more than one-fourth 
since but will also revive the wool-manufacturing industry, which has 
been so long crippled by the tariff of 18%. 

Now, the manufacturing industry may for the time being revive 
and the woolgrower may become richer, but why not tell the 
whole truth, and let the nine out of ten farmers who are not wool- 
growers but are wool consumers understand that they will be 
taxed on every article that they buy for the comfort of themselves 
or their families to make up this enormous revenue, that is for the 
protection of this favored and select few? But look at afew 
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other items, and we find that the grain raisers of the West have 
f erously provided for. for grain made of burlaps 
en off of the free list, where the Wilson law pa them, and 
yare now to be taxed 1% cents per pound, and the Western 
er has the privile e without the choice of paying the addi- 
ional sum of $777,294 for bags in which to prepare for shipment 
his corn, worth 10 cents per bushel. And the Southern cotton 
ter enjoys a like blessing by haying the duty on his cotton ties 
Taised, an ging taken off the free list and taxed 15 per cent, 
that bind his 5 cotton; and exen the old and 
refuse gunny bags and cloth are likewise taken off the free list, and 
they are taxed 10 per cent, while we find the duty raised mate- 
rich on agricultural implements of all kinds. 

While, on the other hand, we find that the 10 per cent tax placed 
on precious stones (that are uncut) by the act of 1894 is taken off 
and these necessaries of life are under the present bill admitted 

ee of duty, and along with them such other items as stuffed 

. undressed furs, gold medals, mother-of- 1, and shells, 
and wearing apparel and articles of mal ent of per- 
sons arriving in the United States of the value of $100 for each 

rson. If we are to have and must have a tax on im 
clothing, this last exemption, if allowed at all, should certainly 
not be allowed to citizens of the United 8 for by it a large 

cent of the wealthy who can and do visit foreign countries 
bring back with them of duty all such clothing as they may 
need, while their less fortunate neighbor, who is unable to go 
broad, must for this reason pay the tax for the same goods and 
the same clothing. 
| Ihave only cited you to a limited number of the absurdities 
‘and inconsistencies of the bill, and yet to read it and the ority 
eport one would suppose that its framers were filled with the 
e concern and pity for our distressed laborers and farmers. 
aaa a one 7 t those who may ps to an Sapes be deceived 
iby it, for while it whispers words of sympathy e poor man, 
/with-its extorting and 1 fingers it robs him of his sub- 
stance and leaves him poorer still. [Applause.] 
Tze statistics of 1895 show that the agricultural States pay the 
{highest rate of taxes, have the least average wealth, and have the 
least invested in ba . In Rhode Island, Connecticut, Massa- 
\chusetts, New York, and New Hampshire there was invested in 
banking a capital that gave to every man, woman, and child an 
average of not less than $239 per capita, and in one of the States 
| bove mentioned it was as high as $377; while in the States of 
p eae ona Alabama, Mississippi, North Carolina, and Texas the 
‘amount of capital so invested averaged from $6 to $8 per capita, 


but was less than $10 in all these States except Texas, where the 
average was $26. And the rate of taxation in most of these manu- 
[facturing States was less than half what it was in the States last 


named. 
Mr. Chairman, all this eloquent talk of our tariff friends about 

otecting the farmer’s products and provisions, and thereby 
tating. the prices for him, is the veriest nonsense. Theimporta- 
tion of foreign farm products into this market has not been suffi- 
cient to be felt. The importation last year, including cotton, ani- 
mals, provisions, and the like, was less than $13,000,000, This was 
fall that was shipped here from foreign countries and placed in 
‘competition with our home products. ile, on the other hand, our 
‘farmers exported during the same year nearly $600,000,000 worth 
of the same character of goods, that were sold in the foreign mar- 
‘kets. Withthese facts before us, it seems to me to be absolute folly 
to talk about protecting our farmers by tariff legislation. You 
can pile it up here mountain high, and so long as you can not 
affect the markets of Europe by it the farmers will not be bene- 
Ated but all such legislation will redound to the upholding of 
trusts, combinations, and monopolies, who always accord it a 
royal welcome, because it brings them an increase of power. 

1 plause. | 
Det the wolf no longer conceal his identity. Unmask the rob- 
ber, in order that the ple of this country may know by what 
means the poor are to be made poorer and the richricher. In its 
very title this bill seeks to deceive, for, instead of being one to en- 
courage the industries of the United States, it should be denomi- 
mated a bill to increase the taxes of the people. There is but one 
industry that will be materially benefited. You will fill the land 
‘again with idlers, you will drive them to strong drink, you will 
increase the consumption of whisky, and fill our poorhouses with 

paupers and our asylums with maniacs. You may damn their 
souls, but upon your shoulders must rest the awful consequences 
‘of such legislation. 

The gentlemen on the other side of this House have on several 
occasions asserted that by its enactment they expected to kindle 
the fires in the furnaces and start the wheels of idle machinery. 
T admonish you that it takes something more to keep them going. 
With the money of the country already concentrated in the hands ot 
the money power, whose avaricious greed has never yet been satis- 
fied and never will be; with a circnlating medium in some of the 
Producing States of less than 85 per capita—and in many sections 
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the people for want of money have been forced to resort to the old 
custom and practice of barter and exchange—you will find that 
the market for the output of your factories has been cut off and 
your supply will soon exceed your demands; then may you expect 
the fires of your furnaces to go out and machinery’s busy noise 
will be hushed in silence. To some of theadvocates of protection 
this fact is already apparent; others purposely close their eyes and 
refuse to see it. Permit me to call attention to an editorial in 
the American, a journal advocating protection, yet honest enough 
to admit the truth. In discussing this very bill it says: 

Our mills and factories are idle not because foreign mills are 
their place, not because our farmers and planters are boyina Torei 
in — of goods of our own make, but because they are not buying as freely 
as been their wont. And they can not buy freely until they get better 


prices for their products, and better prices they can not get so long as we 
adhere to the ead standard. 


In this sentiment, Mr. Chairman, I most heartily concur; the 
need of the hour, the demand of the people, and the great neces- 
sity of the occasion demand at your hands that you stop this 
tariff nonsense of high protection, and give to the people what 
they want and most need—an increase of their circulating me- 
dium. [Applause] 

Mr. , this is the second time in the past seven years that 
good times with all their attending prosperity and happiness have 

promised to the country by the Republican party. In 1890 we 
were told in lan ə just as strong and forcible as that which 
we hear to-day that cKinley law would prove a panacea for 
all our financial troubles, and immediately succeeding its Ə 
business would revive as if tonched with the magician’s wand. It 
was . And what was the result? A disappointment to its 
most ardent friends and supporters. There was ression in all 
kinds of business, and then followed a series of lockouts and 
strikes, causing a loss to the employers and employees of $20,000,- 
000. The charities of every city, birga $ and hamlet were taxed 
to their fullest capacity to fi and shelter starving humanity. 
But in 1893 the climax was reached, when one of the most ruinous 
and devastating panics we had eyer known spread its blighting 
curse över the length and breadth of this country; in every in- 
dustry and every quarter there was bankruptcy, ruin, and insol- 
vency. Men out of employment became desperate. Crimes of all 
kinds multiplied and increased; the homicides of the United States 
were more than 10,000 for one year, and were greater than had 
ever been known for a like period. The human mind can not 
conceive of the want and suffering endured. 

The past four years have not been adequate for the people to 
recover from the reverses and losses they sustained in 1893. This 
may be protected prosperity, but, if it is, I hope that God, in his 
infinite goodness and wisdom, may save this country from ever 
witnessing another period of just such prosperity. [Applause.] 

How often must this same old beaten track be traversed and the 
same old siren song of protected prosperity be sung? The pages 
of history are spread open before us, and from them we learn that 
other nations have made the same blunders of overtaxing their 
subjects for both revenue and protection, and the results have 
been inevitable failure. 

France, in order to protect her manufacturers, placed restric- 
tions upon the products of the earth by prohibiting the export of 
grain; indirect taxes multiplied to the extent of ten thousand, and 
the ses res left a bold peasantry, but little more than eyes to 
weep with. 

bloodiest riot was caused by the proposed new duty on cloth. 
England had the same experience, and under the merciless taxa- 
tion of Henry I, when the people could no longer pay, the very 
doors were taken off of their houses, and in one grand army her 
farmers came to the door of the palace and threw down their plows 
at the feet of the King, saying that the capital was exhausted 
which alone could set the plows at work. 

The Roman Empire has had very similar experience. And we 
are now trayeling on the same that leads to the same disas- 
ter. At no other period in the history of this Government has the 
contrast been so great between wealth and poverty; the middle 
classes and men of moderate means have almost disappeared, and 
we are now brought face to face with but two classes—the rich 
and the poor. And in this very city where you claim one of the 
finest public buildings in the world, it is but a moment’s journey 
from its golden-covered dome to the hut of poverty through whose 
roof come both sunshine and rain. 

Mr. Chairman, the time is at hand when, as the representatives 
of the people, we should be patriots instead of partisans, and bend 
our minds and hearts to the relief of our poopie: This condition 
can not continue. I know not when it be, nor how, but time 
at last sets all thi even,“ and in my candid judgment we are 
fast approaching the end. An all-wise Deity rai up a leader 
and furnished a cloud of light to guide the children of Israel on 
their journey ont from under Egyptian bondage, and I am happy 
in the belief that at the next election a leader will be stat u 
who will take our people by the hand and safely lead them on to 
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glorious victory, where we shall be free from the crnel oppression 
of a merciless monopoly, poppade, 

I grant you that at present the outlook seems gloomy. Thetrusts 
and combines are having their feast; you hear their rejoicing upon 
every corner, and you read it in the metropolitan press; you see it 
in the pending bill; but the like has once before been witnessed. 

Belshazzar, when at the very zenith of his power and glory, his 
subdued and blinded subjects shouting his praise upon every 
hand, in the midst of one of the grandest feasts, and on one of the 
most memorable nights of revelry that either sacred or profane 
history has ever yet recorded, turned his eyes from the glitter of 
weaith and debauchery and read his death sentence upon the wall. 
And you may pass this bill, as pass it you will, entailing its addi- 
tional and manifold burdens and hardships upon this country. But 
I warn you that soon a day of reckoning will come. An unseen 
but mighty hand to-day is writing upon the hearts of the Ameri- 
can people the great death sentence of the Republican party, and 
in four short years—I believe in two—they will rise up and by an 
uncorrupted and uncoerced ballot they will say to you, in the lan- 
guage of that greatest of all books, You have been weighed in 
the balance and found wanting; this year thou shalt die.” Another 
election is close at hand, and I trust and pray that the minds and 
hearts of the people may be so directed that they will send to this 
Congress men to represent them who, seeing their interest, will 
have the manhood, without fear or favor, to stand by and protect 
them. [Applause. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, Mr. BRUN- 
DIDGE’s time having expired, it was, on motion of Mr. MCRAE, 
extended by unanimous consent till he had concluded his remarks. | 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, the Speaker of this House, 
with that dry humor for which he is so well known, in comment- 
ing upon two of the distinguished members of the Fifty-third 
Congress, said that when one of them had finished speaking you 
knew nothing more than when he an; but that as to the other, 
whenever he got upon his feet to speak in this House he absolutely 
deducted from the sum of human knowledge. [Laughter.] 

I have too much respect for the two gentlemen who have just 
receded me to include them in the class of the latter member re- 
erred to by the Speaker, but I think they may well be included 

in the first. Ihave listened closely to the remarks of many mem- 
bers on the other side and have read the RECORD to learn the views 
ah 2 pawn 5 80 5 to par in order 

t I might, if possible, discover some soli ent against 
this bill. I confess I have been disappointed. Their criticisms 
and attacks are but a repetition and combination of complaints 

inst trusts, criticisms of monopolies, the enrichment of the 
classes, the impoverishment of the masses, the robbery of the farm- 
ers, the unequal distribution of wealth, the appeal to sectional 
and class prejudice, and every other worn-out fallacy with which 
they ha ve sought to beguile the people for the past five or six years. 
Again, as in 1890, they have become prophets of evil and seek to 
strike terror into our hearts with their dire forbodings of what 
will come to the country when this tariff bill shall have passed. 
To hear the attacks of these modern Democrats on a protective 
tariff one would think that the fathers and founders of their party 
would rise from their graves in protest. It has ever been the dis- 
tinguishing pride of these latter-day members of that party to be 
known as Seffersonian and Jacksonian Democrats. I fear that 
were the great founder of their party alive to-day, with the record 
which he made in closing the mints to the coinage of the silver 
dollar and his support while President, and even more so after- 
wards, of the principles of a protective tariff, he would be ruled 
out of the pN which he founded as absolutely as were the gold 
Democrats in the last campaign. 

Let us com some of the utterancesof the Sage of Monticello 
with the 9 which we have listened to upon this floor 
and elsewhere on the part of those who advocate a duty for reve- 
nue only, and who seek to convince us that a tariff which will 
produce a surplus isa crime upon the people. He had no such 
narrow views. Ho recognized the right and the duty of our Gov- 
ernment not only to tax its people for the payment of existing 
debts and current expenses, but even to acquire a surplus for the 
advancement and improvement of its internal affairs. 

Recognizing the fact that the duties then in existence would be 
sufficient to produce an accumulation of moneys in the Treasury 
after the payment of the debt as it fell due, he did not advocate a 
reduction of the tariff which should withdraw protection from our 
infant industries, but recommended its continuance and applica- 
tion to public improvement. These are the words in his sixth an- 
nual message; which the so-called modern Jeffersonian Democrats 
might read and ponder to advantage: 

The question, therefore, now comes forward, To what other objects shall 
these surpluses bs . and the whole surplus of impost, after the 
ag alert repens eg ]ĩV;v 8 
3 to foreign over domestic manufac 2 Ona few articles of 
more general and necessary use the suppression in due sesson will doubtless 


be right, but the great masa cf these articles on which impost is paid are for- 
eign farnari, purchased only by those who are rich enough to afford them- 
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selves the use of them. Their patriotism would certainly 


efer its con = 
ance and application to the great purposes of public education, roads, riveri 
and such other objects of public improvement as it may be though’ 
proper to add to the constitutional enumeration of Federal powers. 


Two years before that, in his second inaugural address, and after 
four years’ experience as Chief Magistrate, he pointed out the supe- 
rior excellence of a tariff duty over a tax for internal reyenue, and 
used the following language: 


The remaining revenue on the consumption of fore articles is paid 
chiefly by those who can afford to add foreign luxuries to domestic comforts. 
Being coilected on our seaboard and frontiers only, and incorporated with the 
transactions of our mercantile citizens, it may be the pleasure and the pride 
of an American to ask. What farmer, what m what laborer, ever 
sees a taxgatherer of the United States?“ These contributions enable us to 
support the current expenses of the Government, to fulfill contracts with 
foreign nations, to extinguish the native right of soil within our limits, to 
extend those limits, and to apply such a surplus to our public debts as places 
ata short day their final redemption, and that redemption once effected the 
revenue thereby liberated may, by a aa repartition of it among the States 
and a corresponding amendment of the Constitution, be applied in time of 
peace to rivers, canals, roads, manufactures, education, and other b 
objects within each State, In time of war, if injustice by ourselves or others 
must sometimes produce war, increased as the same revenue will be by in- 
creased population and consumption, and aided by other resources reserved 
for that c „it may meet within the year all the expenses of the year with - 
out encroaching on the rights of future generations by burthening them with 
the debts of the past. ar will then be but a suspension of useful works; 
and a return to a state of peace, a return to the progress of improvement. 


His successor, political friend, and follower was even more out- 
spoken in his muppar, of a protective tariff. In his message to the 
special session of Congress on the 23d of May, 1809, he said: 


The revision of our commercial laws proper to adapt them to the arran 
ment which has taken place with Great Britain will doubtless en t 
early attention of Congress. It will be worthy at the same time of thelr just 
and provident care to make such further alterations in the laws as will more 
especially protect and foster the several branches of manufacture which have 
been recently instituted or extended by the landable exertions of our citizens. 


That his views underwent no change, but were rather strength- 
ened by his experience as the Chief Executive, is shown by the 
language in which he referred to this subject in his seventh annual 
message. He said: a 


In adjusting the duties on imports to the object of revenue ths influence 
of the tariff on mannfactures will necessarily present itself for considera- 
tion. However wise the theory may be which leaves to the sagacity and in- 
terest of individuals the application of their industry and resources, there 
are in this, as in other cases, exceptions to the general rule. Besides the 
condition which the theory itself implies of a reciprocal adoption by other 
nations, experience teachas us that so many circumstances must occur in in- 
troducing and maturing manufacturing establishments, especially of the 
more complicated kinds, that a country may remain long without them, 
although sufficiently advanced and in some respects peculiarly fitted for car- 
rying them on with success, Under circumstances giving a powerful im- 
phas to 1 it has made among us a progress and ex- 

ibited an efficiency which justify the belief that with a protection not more 
than is due to the enterprising citizens whose interests are now at stake, it 
will becoms at an early day not only safe against occasional competitions 
from abroad, but a source of domestic wealth and even of external commerce. 
In selecting the branches more especially entitled to the public patronage a 
preference is obviously claimed by such as will relieve the United States from 
adependence on foreign supplies, ever subject to casual failures, for articles 
necessary for the public defense or connected with the primary wants of indi- 
viduals. It be an additional recommendation of icular manufactures 
where the materials for them are extensively drawn from our agriculture and 
consequently impart and insure to that great fund of national prosperity and 
independence an encouragement which can not fail to be rewarded. 

The following extracts from Monroe’s inaugural and annual 
messages show that this great Democrat was entirely in sympathy 
with his illustrious predecessors upon this subject: 

Our manufacturers will likewise require the systematic and fosteringcare 
of the Government. Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the fruit of 
our own toil and industry, we ought not to depend in the degree we have 
done on supplies from other countries. While we are thus dependent, the 
sudden event of war, unsonght and unexpected, can not fail to plunge us into 
the most serious difficulties. It is important, too, that the oe which 
nourished our manufactures should be domestic, as its influence in that case, 
instead of exhausting, as it may do in foreign bands, would be felt advanta- 
geously or agriculture and every branch of industry. Equally important it 
is to provide at home a market for our raw material, as by extonding the 
competition, it will enhance the price and protect the cultivator against the 
casualties incident to foreign markets. ` 

= $ * * > = * 

Our manufactures will require the continued attention of Congress. The 
capital employed in them is considerable: the knowledge acquired in the 
machinery and fabric of all the most useful manufacturesis of great value. 
Their preservation, which depends on due encouragement, is connected with 
the highest interests of the nation. —Monroe's incugural address. 

It is deemed of great importance to give encouragement to our domestic 
manufacturers. In what manner the evils which have been adverted to may 
be remedied, and how far it may be practicable in other respects to affor 
to them further encouragement, paying due regard to the other great inter- 
ests of the nation, is submitted to the wisdom of Congress.—Moxroe's third 
annual message. 3 

It may fair 5 be presumed that under the protection given to domestic 
manufactures by existing laws we shall become at no distant period a manu- 
facturing country on an extensive scale. Possessing, as we do, the raw mate- 
rials in such vast amount, with a capacity to augment them to au indefinite 
extent; raising within the country aliment of every kind to an amount far 
exceeding the demand for home consumption, even in the most unfavorable 
years, and to bo obtained always at a very moderate price; skilled also, as 
our people are. in the mechanic arts and in every improvement calculated to 
lessen the demand for and price of labor, it is m est that their success in 


every branch of domestic industry may and will be carried, under the encour- 
agement given by the present duties, toanextent to meetany demand which, 
under a fair competition. may be made upon it. À 

A considerable increase of domestic manufactures, by diminishing the im- 
portation of foreign, will probably tend to lessen the amount of the * 
revenue. As, however, à large proportion of the revenue which is deriy 
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from duties is raised from other articles and manufactures, the demand Ben 


which will increase with our population, it is believed that a fund will 
De raised m that source adequate to the greater part of the public expend- 


It can not be doubted that the more complete our internal resources and the 
less independent we are on foreign powers for every national as well as do- 
mestic purpose the greater and more stable will be the public felicity. By 
the increase of domestic manufactures will the demand for the rude mate- 
rials at home be increased, and thus will the 8 of the several parts 
of our Union on each other and the strength of the Union be proportionally 

ented,.— Monroe's fifth annual message. 
rom the best information I have been able to obtain it appears that our 
manufactures, although depressed pomata after the peace, have con- 
siderably increased, and are still ine under the encouragement given 
them by the tariff of 1816 and by subsequent laws. 

Satisfied Iam, whatever may be the abstract doctrine in favor of unre- 
stricted commerce, provided nations would concur in it and it was not 
liable to be interrupted by war, which has never occurred and can not be 
0. ted, that there are other strong reasons applicable to our situation and 
relations with other countries which impose on us the obligation to cherish 
and sustain our manufactures. Satisfied, however, I likewise am, that the 
interests of every part of our Union, even of those most. benefited by manu- 
factures, requires that this subject should be touched with the test cau- 
tion and a critical knowledge of the effect to be produced by the slightest 
change.—Monroe’s sixth annual message. 


Can anyone doubt where Monroe would be standing were he 
upon the floor of this House to take part in the discussion of the 
bill under consideration? 

If our Democratic friends of these modern days can find but 
little consolation for their free-trade theories in the utterances of 
these distinguished fathers of their 1 whom I have this far 
quoted, how much less satisfaction will they derive from the 
lang used by the great leader whom eyen more than Jefferson 
they delight to honor! Jackson, in 1824, speaking in the Senate of 
the United States, said: 

Providence has filled our mountains and our plains with minerals—with 
lead, iron, and copper—and given us a climate and soil for the growing of 
hemp and wool. ese being the greatest materials of our national defense, 
they ought to have n to them adequate and fair protection, that our 
manufacturers and laborers may be placed ina fair competition with those 
of Rarope. and that we may have wi our 3 supply of those lead - 
ing and important articles so essential in war. We have been too long sub- 
ject to the policy of British merchants. It is time we should become a little 
more Amer and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers of Eng- 

feed our own, or else, in a short time, by continuing our present policy, 
we shall all be rendered paupers ourselves. It is my opinion, therefore, that 
a careful and judicious is much n ig ý 


That he had not departed from his a of the theory of pro- 
tection after becoming President, and still believed in the right of 
the Government to levy taxes to encourage the industries of the 
country, is shown by the following language from his first and 
second annual messages: 


a step beyond this point are controlling in regard to those articles which are 
S 8 of war.—Jackson’s first annual me 


that itis difficult to suppose the existence of one without the other. The 
States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the General 
Government without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable 
reservation relating to their inspection laws. authority having thus 
entirely passed from the States, the right to exercise it for the purpose of 
ponn does not exist in them, and consequently if it be not possessed b: 
he General Government it must be extinct. Our political system would 
thus present the anomaly of a pas stripped of the right to foster their own 
industry and to counteract the most selfish and destructive policy which 
—.— be adopted by foreign nations. This surely can not be the case. This 
indispensable power, thus surrendered by the States, must be within the 
of the authority on the subject expressly delegated to Sy pe In 
this conclusion I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents Washing- 
ton, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, who have repeatedly recommended 
the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the uniform practice 
of Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and the general un- 
derstanding of the people. * * 

The general interest is the interest of each, and my confidence is entire 
that to insure the adoption of such modifications of the tariff as the general 
interest requires, it is only necessary that that interest should be under- 
stood.—Jackson's second annual message. 


I commend this last quotation particularly to the attention of 
the distinguished gentleman from Georgia, who devoted most of 
the short time which he occupied in the discussion of this bill in 
attempting to prove that there was no provision in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States authorizing the passage of a bill to en- 
courage the industries of the country. He will not deny that 
with over $500,000,000 of indebtedness—$262.000.000 of which was 
contracted during the last Administration—with a deficit for the 
current year of nearly $50,090,000, an estimated deficiency of 
$64,500,000 by the Ist of next July, and of nearly $46,000,000 for 
the year 1898, that a tariff bill for the purpose of increasing the 
revenue is a necessity. But the gentleman objects to that por- 
tion of the title of the bill which refers to the encouragement 
of the industries of the United States. The general welfare clause 
in the section which authorizes Congress to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States, was not 
inserted in that great instrument for euphony or to round off a 
sentence, The wise statesmen who framed the Constitution fore- 
saw that there might arise many occasions in which a broader 


power than those specifically enumerated in the first part of this 
section should be lodged in the hands of Congress for the general 


good, and thus they rted this blanket clause, es | to the 
wisdom and patriotism and discretion of the legislative body to 
decide when the general welfare demanded action in levying 
taxes and giving to it ample power to lay and collect those taxes, 
duties, an ts without any further restriction than that it 
should be for the general welfare. Indorsed as this construction 
of the Constitution is by the great founders of the Democratic 
party; most of whom took part in the framing of the Constitution 
itself, we can well afford to smile at the assertions of the gentle- 
men on the other side that we propose to pass an unconstitutional 
measure in that it aims to 1 the industries of the country. 

I shall not repeat to you the sufferings which those industries 
have endured for the last three years as the natural result of 
Democratic control and mismanagement. The picture has been 
presented to you too many times, not only in the word painting 
of debates upon this bill and in the campaigns of 1894 and 1896, 
but by that more real and tangible evidence in the shape of silent 
mills, of idle hands, of suffering and distress throughout the 
length and breadth of the land. we can, by this bill, encourage 
those industries that haye been stricken down, if we can start our 
mills to work, if we can give employment to our workingmen and 
artisans, we need fear no question as to our authority to pass this 
bill under any construction of the clause referred to, 

But gentlemen on the other side claim that we can not pass a 
bill which shall be at the same time a revenue maker and a pro- 
tective tariff. They say that when we begin to give protection in 
a bill we commence to discou importation, and that discour- 
aging importation cuts down the duty on imports, and therefore 
curtails the revenue. These gentlemen ignore the fact that this 
bill is made of many that while their criticism might be 
true as to an individual item, it fails when applied to the bill as a 
whole, for the reason that the theory which runs through the en- 
tire measure is that the cost of the raw materials is substantially 
the same, whether made in this country or abroad, and the differ- 
ence in the cost of labor goes to swell the profits of the employer 
who ships his manufactured goods to us; that if he paid the same 
wages that are paid to our workmen, he would still have a mod- 
erate profit, which our employers obtain, and that the imposition 
of a burden upon these foreign imports equal to the difference in 
the cost of labor in the United States and abroad would still leave 
him a margin of profit sufficient to enable him to compete on an 
equal footing with American manufacturers, and upon that equal 
footing the American manufacturer is ready to meet the world. 
With rates of schedules so arranged as to equalize these rates of 
wages, as is believed to be the case in this bill, importations will 
not need to cease; for with the encouragement to our home indus- 
tries will come a greater demand for home consumption, a reduc- 
tion in the cost of manufacture, and an increase of both exporta- 
tion and importation. This has been the history of tariff bills in 
the past. e McKinley bill itself, in spite of all the criticisms 
which the gentlemen of the other side have indulged upon it, was 
both a protective tariff and a revenue measure. That it was a 
protective tariff was shown by the springing up of new enter- 
prises, the universal employment of labor, the absence of povert; 
and distress, and the magnificent tide of prosperity which culmi- 
nated in 1892. Even more plainly is it proven that this law pro- 
tected American industries by the disasters and sufferings which 
followed its repeal. 

That it was a revenue producer has been demonstrated by ac- 
tual figures so often that it would appear to be a mere perfunctory 
performance to repeat them here; and yet so persistently is it re- 
peated by gentlemen who are either blindly ignorant of the facts 
or wilfully determined to privert them that it may be well toin- 
sert the following table, if for no other purpose than the enlight- 
enment of the gentlemen themselves who make this charge. This 
table shows the receipts and expenditures for each month that the 
McKinley law was in effect, commencing with October, 1890, and 
ending July, 1893. j 


Month. Receipts. Expenditures. 
1890. 
S (CTTTTTTCT0ThTſTVTbT—T—T—T—T—T—T—TT—————— $39, 222,174 „600, 
Nenn! sense oaa D nes Sa 28, 678, O74 40, 460, 887 
December T 31, 106, 164 18, (43, 07 
1891. 
38, 810, 233 21,479, 967 
20, 278,173 29, 445, 689 
29, 027,455 20,082, 737 
25, 405, 231 23, 761, 107 
31, 631,849 33, 625, 103 
#4, 158, 244 88, 100, 204 
28, 978, 981 19. 587, 484 
27,165, 554 22, 257, 087 
28, 446, 562 30, 650, 810 
26, 802, 887 26, 106, 047 
27, 646, 515 BO, 424, 727 


rity! 
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$30, 383, 748 $34,175, 350 
BO, 608, 944 23, 842) 725 

29, 830, 008 27, 784, 217 

28, 278, 224 30, 059, 631 

23, 228, $98 81, 732, 793 

$30; 958) 617 27, 022, 422 

34,314,331 35,333, 976 

33, 479, 058 BI, 440, 254 

31,797,623 | - 28,192, 423 

31, 228) 540 31,187, 902 

28; 789, 605 29,040, 776 

83, 965, 963 $3, 459, 999 

85, 003, 951 38, 351,452 

29, 698, 142 30, 868, 273 

34, 115, 809 81, 683, 482 

28, 415, 387 33. 238, 886 

30, 923, 857 80, 210, 787 

80,717, 101 28, 775,403 

30, 905,776 80. 675, 898 

SOP apa Rey wet Yea Ree Ee 1, 041,048,606 1. 028,473, 210 
TTT W 


Thus it will be seen from the above tables that during the 
months that the McKinley law was in force we cleared a surplus 
of $14,575,486. 8 this result with that which has followed 
the passage of the Wilson law and then say which of these two 
measures is the revenue measure, One of the most significant 
facts in this connection is shown in the following table of monthly 
receipts for each month during the year 1893. While it was 
distinctly understood that the policy of the Democratic party 
would be to repeal the McKinley law and enact a ‘free-trade 
tariff for revenue only“ law in its place, the startling effect of this 
policy did not display itself in its full proportion until the con- 
vening of the Democratic Congress in August, 1893. An inspec- 
tion of this table will show a dropping off of over $7,000,000 in the 
receipts for August, ascompared with those of July, and that each 
‘succeeding month fell from $4,000,000 to $12,000,000 below the va- 
rious months in the earlier part of the year. 

Monthly receipts during 1893. 
$35,008,051 | July 2 


29, 698,142 | A 
34, 115, 809 
15, 


30,717, 


rosperity the prosperity should not have been so slow in getting 
kan My colleague made most complete and satisfactory answer 
to this question. The disaster which breaks down a man’s busi- 
ness is a matter of growth; itis rarely coincident as to its cause 
and effect. The cause may have originated months before; the 
growth of his trouble, like the deadly cancer, may have gone on, 
unknown even to its victim, until it had reached a point beyond 
the possibility of cure; and thus we may trace many of the fail- 
ures which have occurred since the election of McKinley back 
through weeks and months of insidious financial disease to an 
origin in the unhealthy surroundings and conditions of the Cleve- 
land Administration. There is a certain amount of inertia con- 
nected with depression in business which carries it past the point 
where the upward incline would begin. The cold of winter is due 
to the fact that the rays of the sun strike upon our part of the 
earth obliquely. This they do most obliquely about the 22d of 
December; yet this is not the coldest day. The summer sun shines 
nearest vertical upon our Northern Hemisphere about the 20th of 
June; yet the hottest day of the year is a month and a half after. 
The ti waye, drawn the sun and moon, sweeps round the 
earth; yet its crest is ever behind the foremost of these two bodies. 
So the inertia of business trouble carries it past the turning point 
toward prosperity, and weeks and months may elapse before this 
inertia is overcome and it takes its upward course. 

And here I want to advert to the claim which has been so often 
reiterated by the gentlemen on the other side, that the Harrison 
Administration turned over to Cleveland an exhausted Treasury 
and the necessity for the issue of bonds. To show the fallacy of 
this statement 1 submit the following table of receipts and ex- 
penditures of the Government from July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1896, 
with the estimates for the years. 1897 and 1898 furnished by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. True, the surplus for 1893 was uncom- 
fortably small, and was made so by the threat of the pene of the 
Wilson bill and the holding back of importation for the lower 
rates that were bound to come in case the bill passed. But com- 

even thissmall balance with the enormous deficit of 1894 and 


e succeeding years and this table speaks more forcibly of the 
5 of the 8 of the present law than any words of mine 
could portray. 


Receipts and expenditures of the Government from July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1396. 


Total expendi- | Excess of rey- 
Total revenue. tures, includ- | enue over ex- 
ing premium. | penditures. 


$558, 082, 620.08 | $520, 800, 419. 90 $21,228, 200. OF 
400, 634,010.27 | 357, 512, 675. 10 33, 001, 335. 1 
405, 638, 083. 32 377, B40, 284. 86 28, 207, 708. 40 
370, 913,747.21 | 8322, 885. 7.80 48. 078" 460. 41 
411,255, 477.63 | 900; 653,500.75 | 101,001; 916.88 
B83, 323,044.89 | 202,177, 188. 25 91, 146, 756. 64 
874,108, 887.86 | 277,517; 962.67 | 96,548. 904. 88 
833, 738,204.67 | 290, 345, 245.83 | 43, 302, 550.4 
Evia pamu] setae 
„GI. , 876, 658. 
287, 482, 089.16 | 255, 459, 797.38 20, 022, 211. 83 
260, 000, 586.62 | 238, 680, 008, 98 80, 340, 577. 00 
257, 763,878.70 | 238, 984, 329. 80 20, 799, 551.90 
273, 827, 184.46 | 208,947, 882.53 J., 879, 200. 93 
333, 526, 610.98.| 207, 642, 657.78 65, 883, 053. 20 
360, 752,292.57 | 280, 712,887.59 | 100.060, 404. 98 
403,525, 250.28 | 257, 981, 439,57 | 145,543, 810. 71 
308. 287,581.95 | 25, 408,137.54 | 182,870,444. 41 
348, 519,869.92 | 244, 120,244.33 | 104,393,625. 59 
823, 600,706.38 | 250,226,985, 11 | 63, 463; 71. 27 
335, 430, 727.08 | 242, 483, 138. 50 03, 956, 588. 56 
871,403, 277.66 | 267,932,179.97 | 108,471, 097.69 
379, 208, 074.76 | 287, 924,801.13 | 111, 341, 278. t3 
387, 050,058.84 | 299, 288,978.25 | — 87/761! U80, E9 
408,080, 982. 63 318.640, 710.6 | 85, 040,271.97 
392, 012, 447.3} | 385, 773, 905.85 | 26, 838, 541, 96 
B54, 037,784.24 | 345,023, 830. 58 9, 914, 458. 60 
385, 819, 628.78 | 383,477, 954. 49 2, 341, 074. 29 
297, 722,019.25 | 367, 525, 279.83 | * 60,808, 280. 88 
1895. 813, 300,075.11 | 855,195, 298.29 | „42, 805, 223. 18 
P 409.475, 408. 28 434,678, 654.48 | „25, 208,245. 70 
108 (estimated)... 407, cl. 120.75 472,208, 120. 75 +64, 500,000. 00 
1848 (estimated 121, 27. Od. s 468, 946, 047.28 | +45, 718, 970. 60 


* Deficit. +Estimated deficit. 


To the constant charge that an empty Treasury was turned over 
to Mr. Cleveland's Administration, I call the attention of the gen- 
tlemen who repeat this charge to the fact that if Mr. Harrison 
bag kaas ne Pall e 725 ma bonded debt of the United 

s, in the full expectation of the prosperity that would grow 
out of the continuance of the McKinley law, Me. Cleveland would 
have had enough at the start of his Administration tohave avoided 
the necessity of borrowing $262,000,000 and increasing the bonded 
debt to that extent. Or, to put it in another way, if Mr. Harrison 
had done as Mr, Cleveland has done in borrowing 8262, 000,000 and 
paying no bonds, he would have had over 8500, 000, 000 to turn over 
to Mr. Cleveland to begin his Administration with. Further com- 
ment seems to me unnecessary. 

The claim is also made that if the Wilson law were allowed to 
stand, the income derived from it would continually increase, and 
that it would be but a short tims until we should have enough to 
pay all of our running expenses. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have no time to yield now. I will when 
I get through. 

e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. BROMWELL. And yet nothing in the past will warrant us 
in believing that the income under this law will be sufficient to pay 
the legitimate expenses of the Government in spite of the fact that 
the distinguished gentleman from Alabama, eral WHEELER, 
makes the assertion, based probably upon the fact that importers 
in expectation of the passage of the Dingley bill have been anti- 
cipating its passage by the withdrawal of goods from bond and 
their importation from abroad since the Ist of January. 

Nevertheless, there are but six days in January, five in February, 
and thus far but five in March on which the receipts have not fallen 
below the expenditures, and the deficit for the current year on the 
11th of March was over $50,000,000, with three months yet to hear 
from, and an estimate of $45,000,000 of deficit for next year. This 
does not look very much like a money-making law. But the effect 
of this bill was further seen in the number and amount of business 
failures in the last Administration as compared with Harrison's. 
From Dun’s report for the years 1889 to 1802, inclusive, practi- 
cally covering ison's Administration, there were 44,706 fail- 
ures, being something less than 1 per cent of all the business 
concerns of the country, aggregating liabilities to the amount of 
$642,554,106. For the years 1893 to 1805, inclusive, practically 
covering the last Administration, there were 57,412 failures, rep- 
resenting 11 per cent of all business concerns, with liabilities 
amounting to$919,035,639. The increase in the number of failures 
was nearly 30 per cent; the increase in the amount of liabilities 
over 40 per cent. But while this record speaks of the failures of 
the business concerns and the employers of labor, it makes no 
mention and can make no mention of the thousands and hundreds 
of thousands of working men and women whom these failures threw 
out of 8 nor of the untold suffering and misery which 
came to them during the four dark years of the last Administra- 
533 and misery such as can not be estimated in dollars 
and cents. 
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I shall not attempt to go into the details of this bill. It is suf- 
ficient for me to know that it has received careful, impartial, and 
pic Repi consideration at the hands of the Republican members 


of the Ways and Means Committee. While its schedules may not 
in every item just what I might desire, yet I am satisfied that 
e bill as a whole will accomplish that for which it was framed— 
e production of a revenue ample for the needs of the Govern- 
ment and the revival, encouragement, and protection of all the 
diversified interests of our country. A distinguished general, 
once a candidate for the Presidency on the Democratic ticket, 
announced that the tariff was a local issue. From aselfish stand- 
point this may be true. From the extent of our territory and the 
multiform character of our occupations, it must necessarily fol- 
low that in framing any tariff bill the benefit which accrues to 
one section or to one occupation or industry shall be, to a certain 
extent, a burden upon other sections and the individuals engaged 
in other industries. But we should ever remember that 
Government was founded and has eyer since been maintained 
upon the principles of mutual concessions and compromises, and 
ore if a tariff bill shall seem to promote the best interests of 
e country as ‘a whole, even though it discriminate, as it must 
almost unavoidably do, against certain portions and certain inter- 
ests of the country, yet in this, as in all otherinstances, weshould 
endeavor to conserye the interests of the greater number. Or, as 
it is most beautifully put by the elder Adams in his fourth annual 
message 
xpe- 
on, 


ought to be, and I can not doubt will be, so as to alleviate its bur 
1 voice of just complaint from any of their constituents 
representatives of the States and of the people will never turn away their 
But so long as the 8 the foreign operate only us a bounty 

upon the domestic article, while the planter and the shepherd and the mer. 
tand ibandman shall be ving eir oocupa’ under the 

im for the sees, pe cf domestic ufac they will not 


Twice has the country passed its verdict upon this question. In 
ye fall of 1894 the issue before ‘the people was simply and solely 
e question of the restoration of a tariff for protection. On that 
issue it spoke with an almost unanimous voice and returned tothe 
ifty-fourth Congress a Republican majority exceeding in num- 
anything that had been seen in this House before for many 
years. But-the hands of the Fifty-fourth Congress were tied by 
an adverse Senate and an unfriendly President, and thus it hap- 
pened that the will of the people could not be carried out, but had 
to bide its time for another long period of two years, waiting and 
hoping, but, with grim determination, resolving that it would 
never again repeat the error which it had made in 1892. Some of 
gentlemen on the other side take pleasure in reminding us of 
valuable assistance we received from the gold Democrats in 
the last campaign and threatening us with the loss of their sup- 
port in case we attempt to pass this bill. [know not whether the 
‘gentlemen who make these threats are authorized to speak for that 
t body of patriotic members of the old Democratic party who, 
fixe the war Democrats of 1861, heeded the call of duty and 
marched side by side and shoulder to shoulder with the Repub- 
lican hosts to preserve the honor and integrity of the country; but 
this we all know, that in the platform of the national Republican 
convention a protective tariff was proclaimed as one of the planks 
upon which we proposed to stand as a party in the last campaign. 
e are carrying out our pledge to the millions of Republican 
voters who formed the great body of those who elected William 
McKinley President. Our gold Democratic allies knew that we 
were pledged to this pey and that the Republican party never 
made a promise which it did not intend to carry ont. The defeat 
of tariff legislation in this Congress would strengthen the hands 
and revive the hopes of those who claim that free silver is to be 
the cure for all our troubles. If, facing this fact and counting 
the cost, the gold Democrats feel that in this juncture they must 
withdraw their support and even actively antagonize the Repub- 
lican party, upon their heads and their consciences must rest the 
result. The Republican majority in this House has but one duty 
of its own to perform and that is to pass this bill, and not only to 
pass it but pe it so promptly that its good effect shall not be 
minimized by anticipatory importations. 

In the full tide of Re ublican prosperity, when, in the language 
of Harrison, it was flowing bank full, the greatest of recent 
American statesmen made use of these prophetic words: 

Ilove my country and my countrymen; Iam an American and I rejoice 
every day that Iam. Ienjoy the general p rity of my country, and I 
know that the ie of this country are the best paid, the best fed, 
and the best clothed of any laborers on the face of the cart Many of them 
have homes of their own. They are surrounded by all the comforts and 
many of theluxuries of life. I shuddér, however, at the thought that the 
time must come when all of this will be changed; when the general prosperity 
of the country will be destroyed: when thegreat body of workin inthis 

zuntry who ure now prosperous will hear their wives and children crying 


‘for bread; thatthe day must come when the great factories and manufac 
ies of this land will shut down, and where is now life and activity will be 


‘this bill and this dream will be 
publican forge | 
of |" The © MAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 


the silence of the tomb. And the reason why this 
t Southern of thi 
octrine of free 
allies. There isa groat body of visionary but educated men who are em- 


must be so is this: The 


great 
enced themselves the su: which 
n protective principles are laid aside. Poisoned and excited 
n ters, of the 
ture 7 
must inevitably follow 

ensue. 


usiness men of the country, fearing the destruction of the r 
of protection, will decline to in business; consequently mills will be 
shut down and workingmen will be thrown out ot employment. The people 
will then see, as they have never seen before, that they can not be 13 
and have work wh rinciple is threatened. In the midst of their suf- 
ferings they will learn that the 7 way they can be prosperous and happy 
is to vote for the party that has built up the industries by which they have 

ed u livelihood, they will then see clearly that when the manu- 

ory is shut down there is no demand for the only thing they have to sell, 
and that is their labor. 


These words of James G. Blaine have come true in all their fear- 
ful significance. May we not, looking past the fearful nightmare 
through which we have just gone, dream of a future near at hand 
when the worki en will no longer hear their wives and children 
cry for bread; when the great factories and manufactories of this 
land will once more be opened, and when life and activity will thrive 
where all is now silent; when doubt and uncertainty will j as; 
away; the business man of the country, fearing no longer the dis- 
astrous effect of free trade, will once more engage in business, and 
when the people, purified by their sufferings, will have learned 
and will remember forever that the only way to be prosperous 
and happy is to support that party which has built up and will 
maintain the industries by which they gain their livelihood? Pass 
ized. [Applause on the Re- 


PARKER] is recognized for fifteen minutes. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I have 
a district that has a right to be heard from on this bill. In itis 


the city of Newark, and in 1890 we had 180,000 population, of whom 
over 43,000 were working as hands in diversified industries in over 
twenty-four hundred establishments, with over $53,000,000 of capi- 
tal invested, paying over $24,500,000 w , and making products 
of a value of over 881,000,000 —a value larger than in any other 
city lying within a single Congressional district. Since that time 
that city has felt the results of the abandonment of protection. It 
has felt those results not because it was a manufacturing city, but 
with the farmer and with the merchant. We have all together, 
throughout the whole country, known what it is to abandon the 
American policy of taking care of our own people. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who spoke this 
afternoon, chose to attack one of our industries, that of cutlery. 
He produced a two-bladed knife, which he said sold for 25 cents 
in the market, and he said it will pay 142 per cent upon its cost 
under the proposed bill. Now, this new tariff is devised on a 
| races sii plan to get rid of undervaluation andfrands. It taxes 

ives 4} cents for every blade and 20 per cent on the original cost. 
I have calculated what 142 per cent means under that duty. I 
found that the knife produced is invoiced at less than 7 cents for 
a tiwo-bladed knife, and pays less than 10 cents duty, and the two 
together leave a reasonable profit. It is profitable to sell these 
knives for 25 cents if they are worth one penhy. When a two- 
bladed knife is invoiced at 7 cents, I leave you to judge whether 
the invoice is true or whether the knife is worth putting into your 
pocos, or in fact anywhere, except to cut a piano to pieces in the 

ds of a small boy. [Laughter.] 

This tariff is made to get rid of just such undervaluations. 
Knives that appear in the last Statistical Abstract at 40 and 50 cents 
a dozen, 3 or 4 cents apiece, are not the kind of tool that an Ameri- 
can is proud of or that this moderate tariff is intended for. We 
are the best tool makers in the world, but not at that price. 

Tam not afraid to stand by this tariff. It is in the line of Ameri- 
can policy. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN] ap- 
pealed to Jefferson. I say boldly that we are only returning to 
the policy established by the fathers of our country. They did 
not make protection incidental to revenue. They believed in it 
because it would bring forth the latent energy of the whole coun- 
try. They believed in it under the constitutional powers not only 
to regulate commerce but to promote the general welfare; and the 
appeal to Jefferson is somewhat unfortunate, because it can be 
he beyond doubt that Jefferson, learning by experience, as we 

ave learned by experience, found that the theories of free trade 
had to be abandoned and that America should make for herself 
all that she needed. In the war of the Revolution Hamilton and 

ison, Washington and Jefferson had seen times when we were 

without supplies for our Army because we could not make them 
and when the farmer was without a market for his products. It 
is true that at one time Jefferson had been inclined to enco 
agriculture at the expense of manufactures; but he changed 
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mind in the war of 1812, for he found that the business independ- 
ence of our country was at stake. In 1816 he said practically 
that we ought to make all our own supplies, no matter at what 
cost. S ing of his opinion in 1785, he continues: 


We have experienced what we did not then believe, that there exists both 
profligacy an power enough to exclude us from the field of interchange with 
other nations; t to be independent for the comforts of life we must fabri- 
cate them ourselves. We must now pace the manufacturer by the side of 
the agriculturist. * The inquiry now is, Shall we make our own 
comforts or go without them at the will of aforeign nation? * * RA Ex- 

our 
ifferent 


rience has now taught me that manufactures are now as necessar, 
wg aa to our conos pe if tae who quote ae aaor a 2 

0 n W ee me in purchasing nothing foreign, where an 
Aukenlene of 1 reag fabric can be obtained, without regard to difference 
St pce: it will not be our fault if we do not havea supply at home equal to 
our demand, and wrest that weapon of distress from the hand which has so 
long wantonly wielded it. If it be proposed to go 
ply, the question of 1785 will then recur, viz, Will our surplus labo: 
more beneficially employed in the culture of the earth, or in the fa 


beyond our own sup- 
r be then 
brications 


ofart? We have time bg for consideration, before that question will press 


upon us and the to be applied will depend on the circ ces 
which shall then exist. For in so complicated a science as tical economy 
no one axiom can be laid down as and expedient for all times and cir- 
cumstances. Inattention to this is what has called for this lanation to 
answer thecavils of the uncandid, who use my former opinion asa stalk- 
ing horse to keep us in eternal v toa fo: and u y nation. 


Loud applause on the Republican side. 

e can not doubt his meaning that the independence of the 
country must exist in business, as well as in politics. This is 
true. e had French and English parties before the embargo 
and the war of 1812. We have had nonesince. The nation be- 
came politically a nation in 1782; it became commercially and in 
business an independent nation in 1816. It instituted then the 
policy of Americanism which it has since pursued. It was left to 
the civil war to give strength to our national industries. The 
war tariff went beyond what anyone, even the boldest protec- 
tionist, had dared to ask. Money we had to have, even if the 
taxation should make the country poar: We found that that 
tariff made the country rich. Every import paid its war tax, but 
the nation went to work to learn new arts, to establish new indus- 
tries, to create a home market for the farmer, to build roads from 
north to south, from Atlantic to Pacific, to open alike the prairie 
and the mine, to put the sewing machine in every house, the 
reaper on every farm, and the newest machinery in every mill. 
The nation went to work and made itself the greatest people in 
the world, whether in farming, manufactures, mining, or trans- 
portation, and not only in these, but in the education of the 

ople, the comfort of their homes, and the welfare of the worker. 
he waste of war was paid over and over. The death of the old 
society was only the birth of the new, renee and greater than 
the old, because founded on the principle that the first maxim of 
vernment is that the people shall at work, all and each. 
ices fell instead of rising. A day’s labor buys more instead of 


less. 

This was prosperity, but it was révenue as well, The people 
did and could spare more to the Government. The poor became 
well able to buy luxuries from abroad, and a tariff that seemed 

rohibitory brought in so large a revenue as to be absolutely em- 
skeet, We find, then, that protection is no mere incident to 
reyenue. Protection and prosperity march hand in hand, and 
revenue follows after. 7 on the Republican side.] 

Now we have learned the lesson. We have returned to the 
teachings of the fathers. We have gone back to what was known 
as early as 1827 as “the American system,” so described by Fred- 
erick List, the father of the German protective school. In the 
preface to his great work he says: 

When I visited the United States, I cast all books aside. They would only 
have tended to mislead me. The best work on political economy which one 
can read in that modern land is actual life. There one may see wildernesses 

wn into rich and mighty States; and progress which requires centuries 

modern Europe goes on there before one's eyes, namely, that from the 
condition of the mere hunter to the rearing of cattle, from that to agricul- 
ture, and from the latter tomanufactures and commerce. There one may 
see how rents increase by degrees from earn J to important revenues. 

There the simple peasant knows practically far better than the most cau- 
tious savants of the Old World how agriculture and rents can be improved; 
he endeavors to attract manufacturers and artificers to his vicinity. * * * 
That book of actual life I have earnestly and diligently studied and compared. 

Mr. Chairman, we have no apologies to make for the principle 
of protection. Experience has taught its value. If theorists o 
pose it, theories must be recast. Commercial independence is only 
à part of national freedom. Political economy is not cosmopoli- 
tan economy. It means what is good for the nation and not what 
is good for the world. We live not by what we have saved, but 
by having something to do. We know that where each man’s 
interest is so bound up in that of the community we do well to 
give our work to one another. We judge the nation as we judge 
aman, not by what it has laid up, but by its productive power; 
and we do well, because the production of a single year is one-fifth 
of the whole individual and national wealth. 

We give each other work, for by it each has bread. We give 
each other custom, for it is of a value that the advertisements of 
every newspaper but feebly indicate. We give it to each other. 
Protection makes it free. And we give s y custom not meas- 
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ured by the chance of short harvests abroad, but by the wants of 
our people. We create diversified industry, and t means the 
building uy of communities, with advantages and opportuniti 
not measured by profit, but open to all, throngh roads, railroads, 
e vernment, light, newspapers, telegraph, churches, schools, 
and libraries. All follow the mill. The mill may make no profit 
and yet it may distribute blessings that are worth paying for 
through the land. Towns will offer free sites and tax exemption 
to establish a manufacture. The nation will be at least as wise, 
We set the nation to work, because thereby we give it power— 
"Antiquity een law, in art and poetry, in phil 
iquity su us in law, and poetry, in philosoph; 

and e odern civilization is marked by the 8 in 
mechanic arts that has revolutionized the world. e compass 

ve it America and the Indies; the printing press gave it the 

ible and the literature of the ages; steam works the mine an 
mill, and carries us over the sea and land. Electricity aunihilates 
8 Mind wars on matter. The march ison, The pt 
of twenty years ago are antiquated. We will be also in the mare 
of progress, Whether it pay or not, we shall do with our migh 
whatever man’s hand findeth to do; not for mere pay, but 
heroes play; as men who will be masters of the world; who wan 
not wealth, but power—the beneficent power, not as of old, of man 
over noni but of man over matter, subjecting it to his will for the 

of all. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr, Chairman, the title of this bill is wholl: 
misleading. That it will increase the revenues of the Governmen 
I have no doubt, but that it will encourage the industries of the 
United States I most emphatically deny. 

The proper title for this monstrosity in legislation would be, A 
bill to foster trusts and to pauperize and peonize the agricultural 
laborers of the United States.” 

According to the Eleventh Census, those who are directly de- 
pendent upon agricultural labor for their subsistence num 
something over 25,000,000—more than 40 per cent of our entire 
population. They produced for export, of staple agricultural prod- 
ucts for the year 1896, 66 per cent of our total exports. Yet we 
find that this t body of producers, whose products are — 
tial to life and whose toil pays for all of our imported goods ani 
the interest on all of our foreign debts, receive from this iniqui- 
tous measure no protection whatever. The foundation of mon- 
archical government rests upon privilege, and their laws emanate 
from the idea of class inequality. The very essence and spirit of 
monarchies is that the laboring classes are by nature and divine 
law inferior to the nonlaboring class. Hence their whole legal 
system is so constructed as to rob the producer for the benefit of 
the nonproducer. Their laws are in harmony with their moral 
conceptions and their theory of government. On the other hand, 
privilege has no part or place in a republic. Republics are founded 
upon the divine truth of human equality aud brotherhood. The 
essence of republicanism is found in the language of that noblest 
of Americans, Thomas Jefferson, When he penned those immortal 
words, all men are created equal.“ The objects of a republican 
government are to secure to all men exact and equal protection 
under the laws. There can be no such thing as privilege ina 
republic. There can be no class distinctions before the law. 
There can be no unequal class legislation whereby one man is 
impoverished to enrich another. 

Our Declaration of Independence and our Constitution, the or- 
ganic law of the Republic, embody and voice this conception of 
republican government. Yet, after a century of national life, 
and in the high noon of our national glory, we are confronted by 
a band of millionaire commercial pirates, who demand that we 
shall retrace the toilsome way which leads up to political liberty, 
who demand in these closing years of the nineteenth century, 
which we had hoped to see usher in a more glorious civilization 
than the world had ever before known, that the hands upon the 
dial of progress shall be turned back, In short, we are asked to 
give up the essence of republicanism and accept as the rule of 
our national conduct the essence of monarchy, namely, privilege. 
Weare asked to surrender the doctrine for which our fathers died— 
the doctrine which, under the providence of God, is leading the 
race into a purer and better civilization—the absolute equality of 
all men before the law. 5 

A bill which proposes, as this one does. to build up one industry 
at the expense of another, to enrich one class by the impoverish- 
ment of another, which protects the owner of the factory and 
leaves the employee at his mercy, is not a law in consonance with 
our theory of government nor in harmony with our ideas of the 
natural rights of man, butis based upon the damnable heresy 
that all men are not created equal and endowed by their Creator 
with certain inalienable rights. It is monarchy, and in this coun- 
try it is treason. The man who, by force of arms, attempts to 
overthrow the Republic, and on its ruins establish despotism, is 
infinitely a better man than he who, exalted into the arcana of 
the Republic, strangles liberty at its fountain head. 

The primary object of this bill is neither to raise revenue nor to 
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encourage the industries of the United States, but its authors 
designed it for the express purpose of enabling the powerful trusts 
to stand up the people of this country and to legally rob them. 
They intended this bill to act as a huge incubator, to hatch out a 
thousand other trusts, hungrier, if ponerlo, than those already in 
existence, whereby the wealth of the country could be concen- 
trated into the hands of the favorite few, ahd the men who by 
their toil produce all wealth be reduced into abject servitude— 
“hewers of wood and drawers of water.” < 

The design of the authors of this bill is to assist in creating a 
proletariate or landless class, similar to that existing in mon- 
archies. Long after liberty was dead in Rome the forms of lib- 
erty were preserved; the spirit had fled, but its forms lived on. 
The legions still fought under the eagle of the republic, mee 
that eagle represented liberty no more. We are to-day in the 
transitional stage, passing from a republic into the most odious 
formof government know in history—a moneyedoligarchy. Rome 
in her decline had her Cataline; America bas her Hanna, [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] K 

We purchase annually of foreign nations about $800,000,000 
worth of commodities, and we must pay this enormous debt with 
our staple agricultural products. The foreign nations with whom 
we 150 do not want manufactured goods, for they are amply able 
to manufacture cheaper than we can, but they do need wheat and 
cotton and corn and meat, the staple products of agriculture. It 
is with these staple products we pay not alone our debts for goods 
purchased, but also the interest on our entire foreign debt. In 
1896, according to the Statistical Abstract, pre under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, the total exports of 
American merchandise amounted to $863,200,487, and of this 
amount our mines furnished $20,045,634; forests, $33,718,204; fish- 
eries, $6,850,892; miscellaneous, $4,135,762; manufactures, $228,- 
571,178; leaving staple agriculture to supply the enormous amount 
of $569,879,297. 

What measure of relief does this bill hold out to the overbur- 
dened farmer? Why, it fixes the duty on corn at 15 cents per 
bushel, wheat at 25 cents per bushel, and cotton on the free list. 
This is folly of the kind that maketh the heart sick, but it is not 
ignorant folly. No one knows better than the authors of this iniq- 
uity that a tariff on staple agricultural products has no effect 
whatever on their price, and if the duty were $10 per bushel it 
would not prevent corn from being burned as fuel in Nebraska 
nor save the wheat raiser of California or Dakota from financial 
ruin. While a wall is built around the manufacturer, fencing in 
the home market, and thus enabling the trusts to raise the price 
of all manufactured goods within 5 or 10 per cent of the duty, the 
farmer’s prices are fixed in the world’s market and in competition 
with the world’s most degraded labor. The Liverpool price of 
wheat and cotton, less the freight, is the price fixed not alone for 
that part 8 but for that greater part consumed at home. 
Thus you behold the American manufacturer purchasing his sup- 
plies from the American farmer at the same rates paid the ryo 
of India or the fellaheen of Egypt, and compelling the farmer 
by this unjust law to pay for manufactured 8 the world's 

rice plus the tariff, which, in some schedules of this bill, doubles 
the cost of the goods. 

Our laboring people must not be brought into competition with 
the paupér labor of Europe; yet by this bill the cotton grower 
and wheat farmer are brought into competition not with the 
8 labor of Europe but with the pauper labor of India and 

t, labor which, with the improved American agricultural 
8 produces almost as much as our labor, yet which is 
content with a breechclout anda bowl of rice. But the advocates 
of this measure affirm that the establishment of manufactures near 
the farmer is an indirect protection. I deny that it increases the 

rice of his staples the millionth part of a cent. So long as there 

a surplus for export, that s us fixes the price for the entire 
supply, and fixes it for the whole world. Then why go through 
the hollow mockery of levying 25 cents per bushel upon wheat? 
Will the Canadian farmer injure our market or lower the price a 
farthing though every bushel of Canadian wheat was imported 
into thiscountry? The deluded farmer who hugs this phantom of 
protection to his heart will find to his sorrow that the promise 
will be broken to his hope. 

Let the farmer quit raising a surplus of cotton, wheat, and other 
staples is urged; let him diversify his industries, and then the 
price of his staples will advance and the farmer can be secured in 
the home market by a tariff, as the manufacturer nowis. Ah! 
Then we will have to quit trading with foreign countries, for we 
will have nothing with which to pay them, and then our revenues 
to support the Government will cease. Would it not be better 
for our Government to 55 being unjust to 40 per cent of our 
people, that portion Which is the salt of the earth, that portion 


Which has ever borne in the past, as it does now, the burdens of 
government? 
The idea seems to be universal in the manufacturing centers 


that the Western farmer is not an integral part of our population; 
that when we say the American laborer must not be brought into 
competition with the pauper labor of the world there is a mental 
reservation, and he is always excluded. It is all right for 40 per 
cent of our population to compete with the monjik and the fellah, 
but it is not the proper thing for the rest of the population. 

It seems to be taken for granted by the advocates of this bill 
that this protective measure is solely in the interest of the Ameri- 
can laborer. I have shown that it doubles the burdens of our 
farmers. How isit with the workers in those protected industries 
which are controlled by trusts? Will it raise the rate of wages? 
Judging by the reports in the Philadelphia Bulletin of March 20, 
a journal devoted to the interests of the iron and steel industry, 
we are led to the conclusion that wages and tariff have no con- 
nection, for, with the certainty of an exorbitant tariff just ahead, 
these industries are industriously reducing wages. Here are a 
few of the items: 


A reduction of 20 per cent in i ad into effect to-day on the Wyom- 


ing division of the Lehigh Valley 
Company, of Pittsburg, and the 


e employees of the Keystone Bri 
Standard 9 Company, of Allegheny, were notified last week of 
There will be no strike. 


a reduction of wages. ut 900 men are employed. 
The striking weaversin John Dobson's Falls of Schuylkill cloth mills, at 
Philadelphia, have accepted their employer’s offer to make the reduction of 


wi 5} per cent. 

‘The rolling mills of Lancaster and Columbia, Pa., have posted notices of a 
reduction CAE g centin wages, following the reduction of a similar char- 
acter lately è by the mills of Harrisburg and Lebanon. 

A reduction in wages has been made at the Bessemer steel plant of the 
National Tube Works Company, of McKeesport, Pa. 5 


If the enormous sums to be wrung by this bill from the already 
rly paid toil of the agriculturist would really be given to the 
aborers in our coal fields and factories, there might be some com- 
pensation, some satisfaction in the thought that others equally 
needy would be the beneficiaries of the injustice; but, alas! even 
this is denied us. We see our constituents held up and legally 
robbed that gigantic combines may be still more powerful; that 
their enormous reserve funds may become still more enormous; 
that their corruption funds may grow and increase to such an ex- 
tent that future elections will be an unnecessary formality. 

The trust fixes the price of labor employed by it, regardless of 
tariff. There are but two elements which are considered in fixin 
the remuneration of labor: First, the law of supply and PEREN 
(and the plutocrats of this country can be depended upon to see 
that the supply is inexhaustible); and second, the cost of living. 
By cost of living I mean the bare cost of living, the lowest, the 
meanest living that the laborer will accept without revolution, 
It must be sufficient to enable him to work and propagate youn 
laborers. The wages, after one generation of laborers has bee 
reared in ignorance and want, approximate the lowest rate at 
which life is possible. This being the case, every increase of the 
tariff adds to the fabulous fortunes of the nonworkers, and gives 
them added power over their industrial slaves. There are other 
and better methods of protecting American labor than by a tariff 
but since the ingenuity of the majority of this House has failed 
to discover them, it should at least have equalized the protec- 
tion by making a pro rata distribution of the moneys collected 
by the custom-house for protection among the actual wage earners 
in the protected industry, after setting aside a fund to pay an ex- 
port bounty on the staple agricultural products exported suffi- 
cient in amount to compensate the producers for the loss sustained 
in paying an enhanced price for their manufactured goods. 

e would then have a system of protection just to all produ- 
cers; but our Carnegies and Rockefellers are like the criminal— 
they are not seeking justice. 

It is not necessary to discuss this conglomerate bill seriatim; it 
is enough to know thatitis contrary to the fundamental principles 
of republican government, that it is a skillfully arranged rob- 
Hng menine in the interest of men who are rich enough to quit 
the business, and that the ultimate victim is the American farmer. 

In behalf of the men who toil beneath the burning sun to produce 
the great staples which sustain life, and without which we could 
not live, I protest inst the passage of this monstrous iniquity, 
Nero fiddled while Rome burned, but we have no record to show 
that the Romancitizensdanced. Whilethe American Republic tot- 
ters to its fall, we behold the grewsome spectacle of the Republican 
party enacting legislation whose only result will be to hasten the 
ultimate destruction of the Republic. With the destruction of 
the independent agriculturist, the last prop of the ublic will 
have fallen, and we will have no further occasion to advocate the 
equality of all men before the law. [Applause.] 


[Mr. McDOWELL addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, many times it has been said in 
this debate that it is not fair to the new members of this Hou 
to put the aaas appropriation bills and the pending revenue an 
protection bill upon final passage without further time for con- 
sideration; but new members and old alike are less than five 
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months removed from therecorded and imperative demand of the 
American people that action be speedily taken for their relief, in 
80 far as it can come from national legislation. 

The subject of this bill is not new to those who are represented 
here by either the new or the old members. Neither of the two 
revenue systems put in issue last November and by this measure 
is an experiment. Both have been tried. Each has been an ob- 
ject lesson so easy that all the people have learned it. They do 
not wish nor do they need to be for another day students in the 
bitter school of the last three years. 

The system under which the country has suffered the losses and 
disasters of these recent years in scheme and operation is thor- 
oughly understood. No committee report or set speech or long 
term is to qualify anyone to pass immediate judgment 
thereon. A revenue measure, it has not produced revenue. In 
place of a law to enable the Government to pay its current ex- 
penses, the act of 1894 has created only deficiencies and is an 
admitted failure. Involving vitally the industrial interests of the 
country, and touching every class and branch of labor, that act 
pas rid se loss and suffering in its daily track. These are vivid 

ths to both the new members and the old. 

To do the things set before us is to discharge a public duty. To 
do them without delay is to perform that duty in the light of the 
roadest intelligence and in the spirit of the highest patriotism. 

What do we witness here during the opening days of this extraor- 
ginary session? We see the last efforts of another lost cause. 
For more than four years there has been a second struggle between 
two hostile systems of labor. The old lost cause was in the interest 
of a system which put free labor into competition with slave labor, 
with only a narrow river between them. That gigantic wrong to 

labor fell on its last field south of the Potomac more 
thi 2 ago. It was useless to longer prolong that bloody 
e. It was worse than a waste of heroic effort. This other 
cause is kindred to the old. It has been fought for in the 
Interest of a system which has put the free labor of all these 
tes, South as well as North and West, into competition with 
are half-paid labor of the Old World. It is as useless to continue 
this contest as it was to prolong the cruel struggle of the last gen- 
eration. It is equally a waste of misguided effort. It was a 
ghteous thing e the competition of the slave away from 

e laborer who was free. Equally righteous it is to the 

erican free laborer up from competition with the pauper across 

esea. The new member is as ready as the old to vote for a new 

leliverance of free labor from a debasing contest with the under- 
paid toilers of other lands. 

The closed factory door waits the passage of this bill to swing 
upon its rusty hinges and open its long-unused machinery to the 
Pilling hand of ready labor. The mechanic of city and vill 

is expectant face to the Capitol for the early signal of f: 
Weather for work. The merchant eagerly looks toward his open- 
ing door to peer those who, with wages paid, can buy his goods. 
The farmer hopefully enters upon the work of the new year. He 
sees in these spring days the signs of a better season. He looks 
‘with confidence to the increased foreign demand and the revived 

ome market for his products which this bill will give him, and 


he en with new energy to the cultivation of the crops which he 
believes will grow and ripen in the sunshine of returning pros- 
perity. [Applause.] 


[Mr. TATE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to detain the 
committee long, nor is it in my expectation to add anything new 
to the discussion. The conditions are not propitious. A mighty 
throng like this always excites me, but I shall endeavor to remain 
cool by ing oceasionally that this is an economic question; 
and then I make no pretense to knowledge commensurate with all 
the height and depth and breadth of this great question. 

In the present conjuncture, with an em ty Treasury on one 
hand and collapsed industries on the other, I obey the order of the 
‘Ways and Means Committee as a soldier ought to obey the com- 
mand of his general upon the field of battle. This committee was 
empowered by this House and commanded by the people to brin 
in a tariff bill that would save the country from further finan 
dishonor and industrial annihilation. In this bill they lay before 
us the product of industrious investigation, of intelligent consid- 
eration, and of patriotic endeavor. I shall vote for it, of course, 
but I fear it is seriously, if not fatally, defective in a most impor- 

tant particular. 

An eloquent member of this committee, one who had charge of 
this subject, said that reciprocity was the flower of the bill. If 
the learned gentleman had said that reciprocity ought to be the 
flower of the bill he would have spoken with absolute accuracy. 
It is, indeed, the poetry of the tariff. Any scheme of reciproci 
to succeed must be reciprocal; there must be a mutuality of advan- 
tages, measured more or less accurately by equality of concessions. 
I appreciate the embarrassment and encountered by the 


gentlemen in framing the reciprocity provisions. I have given 
3 subject some ne ara i and 5 nom ifficult 
it is proceedin upon the theory largely adop y the Committee 
of Ways and Maaah and under the present conditions, 

In this d itis a just criticism to say that reciprocity has 
been subordinated, if not sacrificed, to the securement of revenue. 
I imagine that the great desire of the framers of this bill is to 
secure sufficient revenue to enny on the operations of the Gov- 
ernment respectably and honestly. That desire was natural in 
view of the chasm into which we have looked for four years be- 
tween the revenues and the expenditures—between the income 
and outgo of the Government. 

In this situation and confronted by this condition we find the 
committee reluctantly giving up duties; we see it holding tena- 
ciously to the highest rates upon articles most prolific of revenue. 
Upon that ground, and upon that ground alone, can the parsimo- 
nious proposition to surrender 8 per cent of the duty on sugar to 
secure the markets of the sugar-producing countries of the world 
be understood. 

Here is the trouble with this bill in its reciprocity provisions. 
The plan of remitting duties will not succeed unless the amount 
remitted is sufficient to secure valuable concessions in return, 
The inducement in this bill is not only insufficient, wholly insuffi- 
cient, but so far short of a fair his cpm of what we must ask 
as to require a nation to treat with us to be without dignity or 
sense. 

Let us adopt rather the McKinley plan—the plan born in the 

t brain of James G. Blaine. Instead of offering to remit dut 
et us propose to put it on, unless unreasonable, excessive, “| 
un exactions upon our products are removed. 

But,“ says some tender-hearted statesman with his peaceful 
hands uplifted, that would be force, a threat. a holding over in ter- 
rorem.” Let it be so, it has ample justification in the practice of 
nations and eminent authority in the legislative history of our 
own country. The McKinley law in its reciprocity provisions 
proceeded upon this plan. It did not impose duties and then pro- 
pose to remit them in consideration of concessions from other 
countries. It made use of the free list. It said to those countries 
with which we desired reciprocal arrangements, and whose prod- 
ucts had been relieved of duty, Unless you give us reasonable 
duties and relieve American products ae your markets from 
unreasonable and unequal exactions, we will take your products 
from the free list and impose duties,” and high duties at that. 
That was the opposite of the plan proposed in this bill as to the 
articles that we can use to e upon With any advantage. The 
McKinley plan worked like success. The proposition to impose 
duties rather than to relieve from duties is the plan in this bill as 
to tea, coffee, and hides. 

Ifitis p runder the zupe hide the intercourse of nations 
to say to and Japan, ess you concede this we will put 10 
cents a pound on your tea; to say to Brazil, unless you do this we 
will put 3 cents a pound on your coffee; to say to Mexico, unless 
you permit this we will levy a duty of a cent and a half a pound 
on your hides, is it not proper to say to Germany and i 
unless you give American flour and American agricultural prod- 
ucts a fair chance in your countries we ee er home ees halk 
a pound on your sugar? Why, it is exactly the same thing. 

defect in this bill is that it does not offer enough to get 
what we want and must have. Wemust find at any cost a re- 
munerative foreign market for our lus wheat, either in the 
form of flour or in its natural state. It is desirable, if possible, to 
send it abroad as flour. In this form it furnishes employment for 
American capital and labor and leaves the offall to feed Amer- 
ican cattle. 

The time has gone by, except in extraordinary emergencies, 
when we can find asatisfactory market abroad for wheat. Russia 
and India to the east and Argentina to the south have crowded 
the American farmer to the wall. Cheap lands and cheaper labor 
will force us out of the foreign markets or rob the eee 
— of his independence by making him the victim of low 

ices. 

We may protect him at home, and must; we may open the shops 
and factories and thus furnish customers for his trade, and we 
will; we may put up a barrier which will restore the flocks on his 
hills and in his valleys, and we will do that also. This will be glory, 
indeed, but it will not sell his surplus of wheat nor prevent the 
foreign price from crossing the ocean to confound him in his home 
market. This bill will be like the hand of resurrection to the 
farmer, but as we lift him from the ve to which Democratic 
blunders consigned him let us crown his deliverance with a reci- 
procity that will give him a fair chance in every market, abroad 
as 2 as 1 2 By sendi 1 = 

ow can this one? sending abroad our surpi wheat 
in the form of flour. How can that be done? By a reciprocity 
provision which will induce or force such concessions as we di 
and must have. 
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What do we propose here? The bill offers Germany, for her 
markets for American products, the remission of a few tho 
dollars of duty from her ig es of mineral waters and about 
$1,700,000 of sugar duties; to France it offers a remittitur from 60 

r cent to 55 per cent on $1,199,000 of silk laces and 82 a dozen on 
346,000 dozen of champagne; to Spain it offers a reduction of 8 per 
cent of the sugar duty. ; 

It is conceded that in the aggregate these concessions amount 
to more in dollars than that which will be thrown off by nations 
with which we will seek negotiations. If these treaties were to be 
mada in a convention of merchants, where advantages would be 


weighed to the cent, where dollar would be put inst dollar, 
there would be some hope. But they are not. In these matters 
nations deal with each other at arm’s length. Some equality in 
the concessions will be demanded as a matter of national dignity. 


Can we say to France, with any hope of consideration, ‘* You re- 
mit 60 per cent of your duty on American flour and we will remit 
8 per cent of our duty on your silk laces and 25 per cent of our 
anty on champagne”? Can we say to Germany, with her thou- 
gan istmills. You reduce your duty on American flour 66 per 
cent and we will reduce our duty on mineral waters 33 per cent 
and on beet sugar 8 per cent”? Can we say to Spain regarding 
Cuba, Reduce your duty on American flour 300 per cent in 
consideration that we throw off 8 per cent on —.— 3 

What was the inducement pr: in the reciprocity provision 
of the McKinley law? About a cent and a quarter a pound on 
sugar—a concession worth to the sugar countries thirty or. forty 

illions of dollars a year. It simply said to the sugar-producing 
countries, Unless you do the fair thing by us we will put a duty 
of seven-tenths of a cent a pound on ea sugar not above No. 13 
Dutch standard, 1 cent and three-eighths on all above No. 13 and 
not above No. 16 Dutch standard, 15 on all above No. 16 and not 
above No. 20, and 2 cents a pound on sugar above No. 20.” $ 

As I have said, this succeeded like success. Under the treaties 
negotiated by virtue of this provision the 2 of foreign trade 
in American flour was marvelous. In Cuba alone it sprang from 
114,000 barrels in 1891 to 662,000 barrels in 1894—an increase of 
500 per cent. In Brazil it went from 700,000 barrels in 1891 to 
900,000 barrels in 1894. In Germany, from 8,000 barrels in 1891 
to 268,000 in 1894. 

Let us pursue the same wise course. Let us not experiment. 
The connate success of the measure depends u the success of 
its reciprocity provisions. Let us not try how little we can pur- 
' ese markets with. Let us not a any reduction of 

o need it all but let us take the o! course, propose to 
put it on, increase it, unless we are treated age 

We onght to say to these sugar countries, tariff now on 
sugar is 1 cent a pound; if you continue Ped high duties on 
American flour it will be a cent and a half or three-quarters a 

d.” This will insure us such concessions as we want, and 
not cost us anything. 

In this connection I call attention to the following telegram: 
Hon. W. S. KERR, M. C.: 


Nargin in milling so close that any 8 
with Germany and France: Think could regain Cuba’s trade and allow her 
60 cents — duty, as she now has to look to Spain for her r ig 


The amendment that I should like to have adopted is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That if it shall at any time appear to the President of 

that leno eee of any country producing and ex- 

porting the articles end products hereinafter enume: imposes im- 
or ory du or other exactions u grain, or tħe produ 

pot Tay 4 ucts of thet nited States, he shall 

the Secretary of 


prevents business 


or prohi bitory duties or other exactions upo 
or upon o 


country into the United Sta 
from waste silk, 


= pile 2 ou an ad valorem. 
0 gori su ers, braces, ings, bindings, galloons, 
cords and tassel aby of the 1 which are elastic or nonelas- 


Laces and articles made wholly or in part of lace, and embroideries, includ- 
ing articles or fabrics embroi by hand handkerchiefs, 
„ 

of every 
Wholly or in part b the tallor, or manufacturer, composed of 
sey which silk £ the . value, and beaded silk 


goods, not especially provided for in this act, 100 cent ad valorem. 
| All ee is Smponanb material of chief 
Yates, Bonnieta ha india rubber as a component material, not spe- 
provided for in this act, 90 per cent ad 
t draughts, chessmen, and billiard, pool, and bagatelle 
of iors bone, or other mate: 100 per cent ad valorem. 
| Dolls, doll heads, marbles of whatever and all other 


bisque, earthen or stone 


ment, and for other 00 


Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, uors, arrack, absinthe, Kirschwasser, ratafia, and other 
spirituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, $3.00 per proof 


on. 
Cham e and all other 
ore than 1 quart and more 


rkling wines, in bottles containing each not 
m. 1 pint, $16 per dozen; containing not more 
than 1 pint each and more than one- pink $8 per dozen; containing one- 
half pint each, or $4 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing 
more than 1 quart in addition to & per dozen bottles, on the quantity 
in excess of 1 qas the rate of $5 9 
1 g gin wine or 1 ger cordial and — a in res 
88 other n or jugs, gaion: Provided, Thatno su 
still wines in casks shall pay a Wialer fate ot: uty than 200 per cent ad valo- 
1 dozen bottles or jugs, con’ 


each not more than 1 pint, $3.20 per case; and an 
shall be subject toa duty of l0cents 
t thereof, but no separate or additional duty shall bo 


0 
on imposed on the 
into the United States, but the discriminating 


and as often 


baie preys or the ucts of 

products of the United States, which, in view of the free introduction of such 

coffee, tea, and hides into the United States, and the duties now imposed 

soper and molasses, he may to be 

5 that effe — 5 pproved e 
ons of the acta‘ à 

and entitled “An „ tion. to provide revenue for Gove 


f and hides, and the duties the: 
8 ot puck country, for such time 
suspensi ti 


sirups of cane juice or of ce, melada, concentrated melada, concrete 
and concen’ mo! he 1 not above 75°, seven- 
ditional degree or fraction of a 


lasses, testing by t 
Gentes KUONA Ee ths DARCOS bene Meee hamaderbae ot) ce a 
shown Wo- con 
ee ad = 


All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugars above 
No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1¢ cents per 8 

= ro a No, 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1¢ 
cen le 

"All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 
drainings eee a mal be su to duty either as 
molasses or sugar, FV 
eea td geen ted ee tim gg OE 

TA g 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, — — . 
tured, and skins, exce 9 with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall be in force on and after its passage. 

But, says some gentleman, suppose we are compelled to levy the 
additional duty, will not it rele the price of sugar and produce 
more revenue than we want? As to the revenue, we are prepared 
for an increase for several years—the process of paying a billion 
of debts must begin soon. As to the price of sugar, experience 
has demonstrated that an increase of duty does not increase the 
price. Sugar is as low now as it was when it was free. 

My suggestions ing the reciprocity feature of this bill are 
mate in the kindliest spirit. G as the bill is in every other 
particular, I desire to make it as in this. I want to insure 
American producers, and especially American millers and farm- 
ers, the foreign market—what they secured under the reciprocity 
of the McKinley law. I want to put the securement of that 
market beyond peradventure. There are opinions that this bill 
concedes enough to secure what we want. I do not believe it, 


savor much I respect these opinione We can not haste our- 
ves in trying any iments regarding reciprocity. t us 
be guided by the lamp of experience; let us travel the beaten path; 


then failure in no part of this * measure will discomfit us. 
ae on the Republican side.] 

„LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the newlyinaugurated President 
of the United States has assembled this Congress in extraordinary 
session for the purpose of increasing taxation and affording more 

rotection for the manufacturing industries of the Country, and 

e excuse for this conduct upon his part is an alleged deficiency 
in the public revenues. 

The deficiency for the fiscal year 1896 was $25,203,245.70. Of 
course,i f the Government did not have any other resource except 
the annual income from taxation, our assembling together for 
purpose of passing laws to raise the necessary revenue to sup’ 
the Government would be justified the people; but the facts 
are, Mr. Chairman, as shown by the last monthly report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that there is now in the Treasury the 
sum of $218,050,908. Deducting the gold reserve fund of $100,000,- 
000, we now have a surplus in the Treasury of $118,050,908, which 
may be applied to the payment of the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. Taking as a basis—-which is fair and conservative—the 
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deficiency of the last fiscal year, we now have money enough in 
the Treasury, without any increase of taxation and without en- 
croaching upon the gold reserve, to pay the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for more than four years. 

It follows, therefore, that the claim that the condition of the 
public revenues is such as todemand this early and extraordinary 
session of Congress is wholly untrue, and is but a sham to cover 
up and hide from the eyes of a suffering people the real p es 
of this proposed legislation. Protection and ial legislative 
favoritism are its es. New and additional taxes are to be 
levied upon an already burdened and exhausted people, not to 
raise revenue for the Government, but for the benefit of the fac- 
tories and trusts and those classes that have already grown rich 
and arrogant through class legislation, It is but wicked filching 
out of the light pockets of the people to fill the already heavy 
pockets of grasping monopoly. 

If, Mr. Chairman, the people could escape with this calami 
alone, they might congratulate themselves that they had reach 
the limit as to the demands of the corporations and trusts that 
elected McKinley President; but, sir, while they pe acennog the 
trusts and combines of the country with this bill, the banks and 
moneyed syndicates have been demanding that they should have 
their share of the booty that is to be levied upon the people. 
Ho have they been provided for in this bill? It does not appear 
among its provisions, but any thoughtful man can easily point it 
out. 

Since the election there has been a continual demand by the 
banks and money lenders that the greenbacks and Sherman notes 
and silver certificates be retired from circulation. Conventions 
have been held at various points throughout the United States 
and committees appointed to urge their retirement, but no man 
has heard such demand made since the introduction of the present 
bill. Its author, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], esti- 
mates that it will increase the present revenues $113,000, 
nually, and I have heard no one dispute these figures. If, then, 
we have enough money, with the current revenues of the Govern- 
ment under the Wilson bill, to pay all the expenses of the Govern- 
ment for four years, why increase them by the enormous sum of 


$113,000,000 e y, at this time, when the on are 
struggling against sig, i and cold, lay this incréased burden 
upon their shoulders? The Government does not need it. 


Mr. STALLINGS. The Government does not need it, but the 
banks want to withdraw the greenbacks and Sherman notes from 
circulation. aney aro in the way of bank circulation. 

Mr. LITTLE. e, my friend, The Republican party, as rep- 
resented upon this floor, haye not the courage to openly retire these 
moneys from circulation, but they intend to retire them by col- 
lecting them into the Treasury through taxation and locking them 
up ait ultimately providing for their cancellation; and with more 
than $218,000,000now in the ury and an increase of $113,000,000 
annually, it will not be long before they will be enabled to retire 
the whole amount of mbacks and Sherman notes and silver 
certificates from circulation and lock them safely in the Treasury, 
where they can no longer interfere with the bank money of the 
country and disturb the repose of the bank presidents and gold 
syndicates. Cleveland and Carlisle, Sherman and McKinley, can 
e trage th l cost 

e consummation of this ou upon the people may 
much suffering and many tears. Happy families may be brought 
toruin and homes swept away under mo) , want and destitu- 
tion intensified among the people, but it will be a glorious con- 
summation for the national ks and their allies. 

Mr. Chairman, if not at this session of Congress, at the next 
session we will be asked to enlarge and liberalize the national 
banking system and turn over to their guardianship the complete 
control of the money of the country. Already this Congress has 
passed a bill authorizing the banks to take out circulation up to 
the par value of their bonds. Just what the proposed bankin 
law will be I can not tell; but judging from present indications 
think I may say that it will be all the banks want and nothing 
the people demand. rire 

That this is one of the purposes of this bill can not be truthfully 
denied; but its authors do not assert it. The people may be slow 
to discern the purposes of designing legislation; they may not at 
first discover the iniquities and injustice of such laws, but as cer- 
tain as a 1 God rules over the world, they will rebuke the 
authors of such a wrong. 5 

The tariff is a tax, and is ultimately paid by the consumer of 
the article. A tariff for the purpose of raising revenue is justified 
upon the ground that it is the duty of all citizens to bear all nec- 

n burdens for the support of the Government, 
to which they must look for protection. 

The raising of sufficient revenue to support the Government, 
economically administered, should be the authority and justifica- 
tion for placing these burdens upon the people, and beyond that 
a just government can not go. 

A tariff for protection is a tax levied by the Government for the 


benefit of the manufacturers or classes producing the article upon 
which it is levied, and is also paid by the consumer. 

The primary object of the latter is protection; of the former 
revenue. 

The tax, or a large portion of it, paid by the consumer under a 
revenue tariff, goes into the Treasury of the United States for 
public purposes. 

The tax, ora larger portion of it, when levied for protection and 
paid by the consumer, goes to the favored classes to be used by 
them in filling their pockets, which are as deep as the bottomless 
pit. And after they shall have swallowed up the hard earnings of 
the poor and exhausted the thrift and industry of the agricultural 
and industrial masses the beneficiaries of this legalized robbery 
known as protection will still cry for more. [Applause. } 

In the arrangement of all tariff schedules justice demands that 
those articles which are necessaries and enter into everyday con- 
sumption by the people should not be taxed, and that all articles, 
tools, etc., used by the farmer, mechanic, and laborer in the pur- 
suit of their vocations should be free of duty, and that the luxu- 
ries of life, such as the rich are able to enjoy, should bear the bur- 
dens of taxation. But this bill violates each of these principles of 
just taxation. 

While the Wilson bill was not what its friends desired it should 
be, conditions eos rape its friends to accept many 5 
provisions, but as it passed it in a large measure conformed t 
these principles: It gave free implements to the farmer and me- 
chanic; it gave many of the necessaries of life to the people free of 
taxes, and it gave greatly reduced duties on all the merchan 
and commodities that are in common use among the people. 
would to-day yield abundant revenue to support the Governmen 
and pay the national debt but for the decision of the Supreme 
Court declaring the income tax unconstitutional. 

This decision, Mr. Chairman, marks an important oh in o 
history; one that ought to be a warning to N onest aA 
thoughtful citizen. the face of an unbroken n of decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States for a hundred years, 
the present decision was rendered by a divided court. One man, 
holding the balance of power, changed his mind within a few 
weeks of the announced opinion, and reversed our history of a 
century, took away from Congress its power to tax the wealth of 
the country, uprooted the Constitution, and established a favored 
class who are above the taxing power of the Government. Wh 
he did this no 5 knows who will tell. He is silent. 
No friend speaks for him. He may be silent, his friends may be 
silent, but history will tell the truth, and when the history of this 
unjust if not iniquitous decision is written, it will show the power 
of corporate wealth in shielding itself from its share of the burdens 
of taxation. 

The name of this judge is George Shiras, jr., who was born in 
Pittsburg, Pa., January 26,1832. I have nodoubt that this judge 
of such remarkable learning has often, in his waking dreams, been 
haunted by the fearful truth of the following lines from Shakes- 
peare: 

My conscience hath a thousand several tongues, 
And every tongue brings in a several tale, 
And every tale condemns me. 
E 
tis Wrong. It can not stand. The people are greater than a 
court. Their power for right can not long be resisted. They 
have a right to demand that this great wrong to them and their 
children, to their Constitution and their country, shall be righted, 
and it will be. Numerous amendments to the Constitution have 
been proposed and are now pending in the House, but as long as 
we have a Republican majority here they will sleep the sleep of 
death. No party under the obligations the Republican pariy iy 
to the corporations of this country for their assistance in the last 
campaign will take this advance step in behalf of humanity. 


M'KINLEYISM. 


When Mr. Harrison was inaugurated President on the 4th of 
March, 1889, he found a surplus in the Treasury of $183,827,190.25. 
When Mr. Cleveland assumed the Presidency the second time, on 
March 4, 1893, notwithstanding Mr. Harrison had extended $125,- 
000,000 of bonds of the United States which matured September i, 
1891, and had also covered into the Treasury a trust fund belong- 
ing to the holders of the national-bank notes to the amount of 
$54,207,975, he found the net surplus in the Treasury to be only 
$24,128,087; and an order had ady been issued by Secretary 
Foster for the preparation of plates for a bond issue. 

This fact has been so often denied by the Republican stump 
orators that I will quote it here in full: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 


SIR: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare Resigns for the3 
per cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now 
pending. The denominations which should first re attention are 1 
and 1, of the coupon bonds and 100s, 1,000s, and 10, of the registe: 


ds. 
This authority is given in advance of the enactment in view of pressing 
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contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the designs This is why trusts, associations, ls, and combines flourish in 
and plates in every possible manner. this country, and they have flourished until to-day there is not a 


I inclose a memorandum for your guidance in preparing the script for the 


body of the bond. 
Respectfully, yours, CHARLES FOSTER. 
Secretary. 


To the CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


Under McKinleyism, therefore, it will be seen, notwithstanding 
its high rates of duty, the Treasury was brought to the brink of 


eer : 
Mr. JETT. Mr, Chairman, I desire to interrupt the gentleman 
from Arkansas for a moment. 4 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. LITTLE. With pleasure. 

Mr. JETT. I desire to suggest to my friend from Arkansas 
that the Republicans claim that a protective tariff is necessary to 
protect the laboring man and the er. 

Mr. LITTLE. While I thank my friend for the suggestion, I 
will say that I do not think there are many people who are allowed 
to* run loose” [laughter] who believe it is intended to benefit or 
does benefit either clans, 5 

Take this bill and read it word for word and line after line, and 
vou will not find a single provision in it that gives him one cent 
of the bounties secured to the manufacturers by this bill. No 
provision in it goes even so far as to protect him from the domi- 
neering power of these favored corporations. No provision is init 
to protect him from the competition of the laborers of the world. 
There is nothing in it, Mr. Chairman, that will stay the greed of 
the trusts and combines that may lose him his employa and 
cost his wife and children their support. I protest that these hon- 
est men, who furnish the brain and brawn for these protected in- 
dustries, ought to have some protection and some of the bounties 
bestowed under this bill. 

But it has been claimed by gentlemen on the other side that un- 
der the McKinl 18 bill labor had employment and universal peace 
reigned among the working people. 

Let us examine the facts. In the year 1890 there were 9, 434 
strikes and 324 lockouts; in 1891, 8,116 strikes and 546 lockouts. 
In 1892, when McKinleyism was in its glory, there were 5,540 
strikes and 716 lockouts, these strikes and lockouts involving more 
than a million men. 

If McKinleyism brought this disaster upon the laboring man, I 
pity him when Dingleyism goes into effect. If I could close the 
chapter here I would be ha PY but it remained for the 30th day 
of June, 1892, to make the darkest in all our history, and to 
furnish to the workingmen of the United States an example of 
what they may expect when they come in conflict with the great 
protected trusts of the country. 

It was on that day that organized Pinkerton detectives, under 
the employ of Andrew Carnegie, a protected manufacturer, shot 
down and murdered laboring men to satisfy the demands of their 
employer. With this disgraceful outrage h in our memories, 
why is it, Mr. Chairman, that the pretended friends of the labor- 
ing men do not insert in this law some provision for their protec- 
tion, something that will uphold their arms when oppressed by 
the heartless exactions of these people who enjoy the benefactions 
of the Government? 

THE FARMER THE BURDEN BEARER. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, far outreaches, in rates of duty, any 
bill ever before presented to the American Congress. In 12 out 
of 14 schedules it is an increase over the McKinley bill. The aver- 
age rate of duty under the ee, bill was 49.58 per cent. 

nder this bill it reaches an average of 57.03 per cent. The free 
list of the Wilson bill is almost completely wiped out. Farming 
implements of all kinds, from the trace chain to the reaper, cotton 
bagging and ties, cotton gins, and salt, have all been transferred 
from the free list to the dutiable list at high and exorbitant rates. 

Mr. Chairman, not a single dollar ever found its way into the 
Treasury under tariff taxation that was not at last paid by the 
consumer. The importer pays the tax or duty upon entry at the 
custom-house. This amount is by him charged to the buyer, and 
follows the commodity to the final purchaser—the consumer. 

A protective tariff prevents importation and deprives the Gov- 
ernment of revenue and enables the home manufacturers to add 
to the selling price of their products the rate of tariff and collect 
it from the consumer for their personal use. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, it is a tribute collected by au- 
thority of law from the consumer without benefit to the Govern- 
ment. In order for the manufacturers to secure the full benefits 
of these exactions, they must be able to control the home markets. 
The tax protects them from the foreign competitor. To do this 
it oftentimes necessitates the formation of trusts or combinations. 
The 9 down of factories or a portion of them, or the adop- 
tion of such other means as may be necessary to control the out- 
put, are resorted to, and they can in this way succeed in destroy- 
ing free competition. When they can, the American r poop must 
stand and deliver to them the amount of the prohibitive tariff. 
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single article bearing a high rate of duty the price of which is not 
controlled by the pools and trusts. The farmers can not be bene- 
fited in this way. They are too numerous to form a trust or 77 
The home market is wholly inadequate to consume even half of 
the products of the farm. must look to the foreign market. 
His a are fixed in Liverpool in open competition with the 
world. He must compete with the pauper labor of the world in 
open market. No tariff can protect or benefit him. He must sell 
in foreign markets or permit his products to waste in the fields, 

And, Mr. Chairman, while he must do this, your protective tariff 
laws compel him to pay tribute to all the corporations and trusts 
built up and maintamed under your infernal system. 

For the year 1898 we exported of agricultural products alone $664,- 
962,505, being 67.38 per cent of the entire export trade of the United 
States. Laws, Mr. Chairman, that will permit the manufacturer 
to collect this tribute from the farmers, laborers, andall consumers 
of the Unita 5 as a only unjust 5 miou 
anunjusti ero of the most deserving class of people of the 
United States. No such laws can remain upon the statute books 
ofthiscountry. McKinleyism wasoverthrown. Dinglexism will 
in the coming election receive the same fate. [Applanse.] 

The great body of the American people arehonest. They believe 
in justice and fair play, and will not long submit to this pernicious 
class legislation. efarmer has long since learned that, whether 
there is a high tariff or low tariff or no tariff at all, the value of 
everything he raises to sell and all his property, including his 
lands, have continued to decrease in value for the last twenty 
years, and the only effect the tariff tax can have upon him is to 
increase his burdens. 

The last campaign, Mr. Chairman, was made, not upon the tariff 
issue, but upon the money question. The Democratic party in 
that great struggle stood for constitutional money, the bimetal- 
lism of the Constitution; and with almost every railroad. co: 
ration, trust, and bank in the United States against them; with 
turbulent treason in their own ranks; confronted with a campai 
fund, contributed here and abroad, sufficient in amount to shake 
the very foundations of the Government; with bribery and intimi- 
dation, the active weapons of the corporations, and gold-standard 
advocates; confronted, 1 say, by all these difficulties, there were 
6,500,000 unpurchasable freemen who cast patriotic ballots for 
William Jennings Bryan, their Constitution, and their country. 

You can not shift the issue by forcing this infamous measure 
upon the country. You will only intensify the demand for the 
restoration of the gold and silver money of the Constitution; and 
when you dare to undertake the retirement of the greenbacks, 
Sherman notes, and silver certificates, as you intend to do unless 
your courage fails you, you will add thousands of voters to the 
growing ranks of Democracy. 

What do you expect the people to do with only 81, 700, 000, 000 of 
money, all told, in the United States, when they are required to 
pay $1,050,000,000 in taxes every year? Where is the money to 
come from to transact the business of the country? You say, In- 
crease taxation, fill the Treasury. Give the exacting monopolies 
their demands, and prosperity will come.” 

We say, and I think I can for the Democratic party upon 
this question: Reduce the burdens of taxation to the lowest possi- 
ble limit. Reduce the e of the Government to the strict- 
est economy. Take the violent hands of monopoly and the co: 
rations out of eee of the people. Restore to the mintsthe 
free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver at the present 
legal ratio and give the people a sufficient volume of money to 
transact the business of the country. 

Do this and you will do justice to all the people. No prosperity 
can beenduring that does not spring up among the great industriad 
masses of the people. To add to the fortunesof the millionaires of 
the country can not bring relief. It will only add to our distress. 

With prosperity restored to the agricultural and industrial 
classes of the people, to whom you must look for a market for the 
products of your ries, you could r dle your and 
give constant employment to your laborers; but as long as distress 
and want pervade this great body of consumers of your products, 
you may start your factories, but you will be compelled to again 
close them, because your consumers are not able to buy. Abandon 
this short-sighted and ruinous policy and join us in onr efforts to 
restore a po at of justice and equality toward all the people. 

Let this cruel embargo of gold inonometallism be raised. Strike 
her cruel chains from the arms of industry and commerce. Let 
robbery and pillage be no longer tolera bylaw. Then a just 
God will unlock the exhaustless resources of Nature and give her 
incom ble blessing to the people of a just government pillared 
upon the principle of equal justice to all the people. 

Eternal justice, speed the moment on 
ne every wrong shall cease and 
Shall 


and love, and truth and rigħt, 
hout the earth be known. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, as this debate progresses day 
after day and night after night, I am rapidly becoming convinced 
that I am probably the only 1 upon either side of this 


House who does not thoroughly—scientifically, theoretically, and 
practically—understand the tariff question in all its details and in 
all its bearings. [Langhter.] Occupying that somewhat nian’ 
position, it had not been my intention to participate in the dis- 
cussion, but when I heard a gentleman upon the opposite side of 
this Chamber paint a vivid and life-like picture of the sturdy, well- 
paid and well-fed American laborer, contrasting him with his for- 
eign competitor, and saying that, in his judgment, the foreign 
laborer was more in need of protection than the American, I was 
amazed—not that such sentiments were entertained by the Democ- 
racy of this country, but at the openness of their expression; and 
I felt that I, representing a district holding within its borders so 
many American laborers, upon farms and in mines and workshops 
and factories, ought not to withhold from this discussion my 
protest against that doctrine. 

In 1892 the American laborer was strong. He had plenty of 
work, he was well paid, well fed, well housed, and well clothed. 
That was because of the care with which his interests had been 
guarded by the Republican ppor of protection. Thatitwaswhich 
chiefly accounted for the difference between his condition and that 
of the less fortunate workingmen of other countries. Since 1892, 
under a Democratic Administration and the Democratic Wilson- 
Gorman bill, the muscles of labor have become flabby for lack of 
exercise. In my own district hundreds of men are out of employ- 
ment, while thousands work reduced time and at reduced wages. 

In 1892, during the Administration of President Harrison and 
under the full operation of the McKinley tariff bill, more men 
were employed in the United States and more w: were paid 
than in any previous year. Never before were American products 
so great in volume; never before were the home markets for them 
so good; never before were we able to dispose of so many of them 
to foreign nations; never before . for labor been so 
abundant or so great an aggregate paid for wages as in 1892. 

The p: rity of railr is a pretty good index to the pros- 

rity of the whole country. In 1892 the general prosperity ex- 
aged to them in a marked degree. The gross earnings of the 
companies were greater than ever before; the number of 3 
was greater than ever before; the aggregate of wages pai em 
was greater than ever before. 

But General Harrison was defeated; Cleveland was elected. 
Business confidence was shattered, and financial distress followed. 
On the day President Cleveland was sworn into office the great 
ares N in the United States numbered 873,602. 
Within a year 93,994 were mustered out of . num- 
ber greater than the Army of the Potomac that fought the battle 
of Gettysburg. Considering four as the average family of a rail- 
Marts man, 375,976 persons were thus deprived of their usual means 
of living. 

Speaking only of companies operating roads in Pennsylvania, 
there was a loss of 23,930 oe and a reduction of wages in 
a single year to the amount of more than $18,000,000. 

The gross receipts of railways in the United States fell off 
$147,390,077, The net result of the year’s business, instead of 
showing a surplus, showed a deficit of 845,851,294. Within one 
year 192 roads, covering over 40,000 miles, and involving $2,500,- 
000,000 of capital, passed into the hands of receivers—a record of 
insolvency without a parallel in the history of American railways. 

This distress and insolvency of railroad companies fairly re- 
flected the distress of the mining, lumbering, manuf: ing, and 
pout Sen interests, upon which railroads most rely for their 

affic. 

In my own district a careful investigation made by myself 
showed that, as compared with the wages of 1892, those paid dur- 
ing the succeeding three 18 were less by at least $3,500,000. 

e Pennsylvania Steel Company, one of the very largest manu- 
facturing establishments, passed into the hands of receivers, as 
did many other industrial establishments in my district, as well as 
throughout the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the entire 
country. 

A gentleman upon the opposite side of the Chamber—an adyo- 
cate of free trade and cheap prices—addressing you on Monday 
evening, gloried in the great advantage to result to the farmer from 
the recent cut in the price of steel rails to a point below the actual 
cost of production. How is he to be benefited? In my district 
farmers do not consume very many steel rails. Railroads, able to 
3 in considerable quantities at abnormally low prices, may 

the gainers, but not the farmer. 

And how about the laborer? When prices go below the cost of 
8 the first necessity is to reduce the cost of production. 

is took effect in my district by an instant reduction of 10 per 
cent in wages, so that several thousand operatives, who were 
already working at wages scarcely sufficient to keep soul and body 
together, must now work for 10 per cent less, and are of course 
less able to buy the products of the farm. They do not strike. 


There are times when employment is so hard to find and w. 80 
low that men can not afford even the doubtful luxury of pie nain 
and they know, too, that their employers can not pay more, be- 
cause, even with the reduction in wages, there is no profit in the 
business. 

Let the thoughtful lover of the American workman compare his 
condition under the McKinley bill in 1892 with the conditions of 
labor which followed its ee in 1898. Oh, but the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. KELLEY] told us last evening that we 
must be mistaken about the good times of 1892; that we could not 
have been prosperous then, he thought, because only a certain per- 
centage of the American people possessed N free and un- 
encumbered homes. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, Idesire to ask that gentleman in What other 
country on the face of God's green earth can be found so many 
free and unencumbered homes as in the United States? In what 
other country are there so many free and unencumbered farms 
absolutely owned and possessed by the farmers themselves? In 
what other country do laboring men own so many homes as have 
been acquired by the laboring men of the United States under the 
Republican policy of protection? [Applause.] 

dif the gentleman wants to discuss the subject of Western 
farm mortgages, I ask him in what other country can farms be 
purchased, as they were in the West, by people almost entirely 
without means, by very cash payments and the giving of a 
mortgage for the balance? 

The honesty of an attempt to pay obligations of that kind, as 
well as the solemn obligations of the Federal Government, in a 
debased currency I do not now stop to discuss, save to put on 
record my admiration of the patriotism of those Democrats who 
refused to stand upon the Chicago platform or to vote for its 
candidates. 

I was pained to hear my Democratic friend from the Saginaw 
district of Michigan [Mr. BRUCKER] confess on Monday evenin 
that the wood 1 of that State, formerly well paid and we 
fed, have, since lumber was placed on the free list, been compelled 
to go into the pineriesof Canada and there compete with the poorl 

d labor of that country in cutting the lumber, which, sek | 
nto the United States free of duty, has paralyzed the lumber inter- 
ests of northern Pennsylvania, causing thousands of the citizens of 
my State to accept 20 per cent reduction in wages and to work 40 
rcent less time. In many districts the woodman’s ax is entirely 
idle, and the hum of the saw will not be heard until President 
McKinley shall have affixed his signature to the bill now before 
us for consideration. [Applause.] 

The Democratic party, in this as in many other particulars, dis- 
regarded the oft-repeated advice, ‘‘Don’t monkey with the buzz 
saw.” The usual result has followed. That party appears in this 
House to-day bleeding and torn and showing the loss of many of 
its members. Yet, with all this experience, it does not seem to 
have gained wisdom. 

Gentlemen upon the other side would have us believe that the 
tariff issue was not before the people at the recent election. I call 
their attention to the Republican platform adopted at St. Louis, 
which says: 

We renew and emphasize our allegiance to the policy of protection as the 
bulwark of American industrial independence and the foundation of Ameri- 
can development and p: ty. true American policy taxes foreign 

roducts and encourages home industry; it puts the burden of revenue on 

ore oods; it secures the American market for the American producer; 
SE ager oy mae preg a glen ay weg eg a 
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— dependent oa. fore demand and price; it diffuses Senora! “thrift, and 
founds the strength of all from the strength of each. In its reasonable appli- 
cation it is just, fair, and impartial; equally opposed to foreign control and 
domestic monopoly, to sectional discrimination and individual favoritism. 

We denounce the present Democratic tariff as sectional, injurious to the 
public credit, and destructive to business enterprise. We demand such an 
equitable tariff on foreign imports which come into competition with Amer- 
ican products as will not only furnish adequate revenue for the necessary 
expenses of the Government, but will protect American labor from degrada- 
tion to the level of other lands. We are not pled, toany particular sched- 
ules. The question of rates is a practical question, to be governed by the 
conditions of the time and of production; the ruling and uncompromising 
poani is the protection and development of American labor and industry. 

e country demands a right settlement, and then it wants rest. 

A plainer declaration could not have been made, Let us make 
the right settlement now, and then let the country have rest. 
[Applause.] | A i à 

I call attention also to this extract from Major McKinley’s let- 
ter of acceptance: 


Another issue of supreme importance is that of protection. The perilof 
free silver is a menace to be feared; we are already experiencing the effect of 
partial free trade. The one must be averted; the other corrected. The Re- 
publican party is wedded to the doctrine of protection, and was never more 
earnest in its suppor’ and advocacy than now. If argument were needed to 
strengthen its devotion to “the American system,“ or increase the hold of 
that system upon the party and people, it is found in the lesson and experi- 
ence of the past three years. Men realize in their own daily lives what be- 
fore was to many of them only report, history, or tradition. They have had 
a trial of both systems, and know what each has done for them. 


It was the fact that the name of McKinley was so identified 


with the doctrine of protection to American industries and Amer- 
ican labor that made absolutely impossible the selection of any 
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terms, and 


other candidate to lead the Republican hosts to victory. 
ple have spoken upon this question in no un 
woe unto the party that fails to heed their voice. ' 

What, Mr. Chairman, is the condition of the country to-day? 
While Republican Administrations, acting under Republican 
laws, have not only had sufficient revenues to meet current ex- 
penses, but also to greatly reduce the public debt, the past three 
years have been years of deficits, and we have witnessed the ex- 
poc spectacle of bond issues in a time of profound peace. 

t is useless for gentlemen upon the other side, who elected Grover 
Cleveland President and passed the Wilson-Gorman bill, to en- 
deavor to saddle the blame upon the Republican ry. We were 
no party to the proceedings, and we decline to accept the respon- 
sibility. The Republican party, now that it has come into power, 
must meet the conditions following four years of Democratic ad- 
ministration. The necessity of the hour is clearly expressed in 
the concluding paragraph of the message delivered to us by the 
President: 

Congress should promptly correct the existing condition. Ample revenues 
must be supplied not ey for the ordinary expenses of the Government, but 
for the prompt payment of liberal pensions and the liquidation of the pa 

'oipal and interest of the public debt. In raising revenue, duties should be 
so levied upon foreign products as to preserve the home market, so far as 
possible, to our own producers; to revive and increase manufactures; to 
relieve and encou culture; to increase our domesticand foreign com- 
merce; to aid and develop mining and building, and to render to labor in 
every field of useful occupation the liberal w: and adequate rewards to 
which skill and industry are pen entitled. e necessity of the of 
a tariff law which shall provide ample revenue need not be farther urged. 
The imperative demand of the hour is the prompt enactment of such a 
measure, and to this object I earnestly recommend that Congress shall make 
every endeavor. Before other business is transacted let us first provide 
sufficient revenue to faithfully administer the Government without the con- 
tracting of further debt or the continued disturbance of our finances, 

The prompt payment of liberal pensions” is in entire accord 
with the doctrine of the Republican party, and is of peculiar in- 
terest, particularly to my district, which embraces one county— 
little Perry—claiming the proud distinction of having furnished 
more soldiers in proportion to her population than any other 
county in the Union. 

We, as Republicans, are ready and anxious to act promptly 
upon the wise suggestions of the President. It is our ambition to 
restore the country to a condition of financial prosperity, and then 
to give it rest from tariff discussion and sweeping tariff changes, so 
that private as well as the public business may be transacted upon 
a safe, secure, and permanent basis. We believe at this time that 
we can best accomplish this by the passage of the bill now under 
consideration, which is intended, as its title indicates, ‘‘to pro- 
vide reyenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States.” 

The gentleman from Georgia | Mr. LryIxdsrox] who opened the 
discussion this evening admitted the honesty of this title. He 
feared, however, that the use of the definite article“ the“ indi- 
cated an intention to favor certain industries and not others, 
His fears are well grounded. During the past four years we have 
seen so much of favoritism for the industries of Canada, and 
England, and France, and Germany, and other foreign nations 
that it is proposed now by this bill to favor specifically and only 
those of the United States. 

But the gentleman 8 inability to find authority in the 
Federal Constitution for the encouragement of our industries by 
act of Congress. He need not worry. Let him possess his con- 
stitutional soul in peace. Section 8 of Article I is quite broad 
enough: 

0 ti 
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welfare of tho United States. 

The difference between the gentleman and the Republican party 
is that he does not, while we do, consider that to encourage the in- 
dustries of the United States is to provide in the most substantial 
manner for the general welfare of the United States. [Applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the committee wi 
now rise. 

There was no objection. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOLLIVER having 
taken the chair as Speaker po tempore, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
A a that that committee having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 10 o'clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 10 o'clock a. m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials. 


9 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2125) placing West Virginia 


State militia who were in actual service under command of United 
States officers during the late war of the rebellion on the same 
standing as United States soldiers in the matter of pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Huntington, in 
the State of West Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 2127) to authorize the Herndon 
and Aldie Railroad to construct a bridge over the Potomac River 
at or near the Great Falls—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 2128) to establish the 
department of commerce, labor, and manufactures—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, PETERS: A bill (H. R. 2129) to provide for the erection 
of apublic building at Kansas City, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 2130) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a steam launch for use in the customs collection district 
of New London, Conn.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
agn Commerce. 

y Mx. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2181) to author- 
ize and empower the Secretary of the Interior to adjust and settle 
the accounts of the Kaskaskia, Peoria, Piankeshaw, and Wea In- 
dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 2216) to amend section 878 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R, 2217) for the erection of a public 
land office building at Grayling, Mich.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RMER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 39) providing 
for a comprehensive index to Government publications from 1881 
to 1893—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HOWE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 40) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relating to 
marriage and divorce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause | of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 2132) for the relief of Mrs. 
A. Shirley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 2133) for the relief of 
Cornelius Kouchley, late private of Company H, 3 New 
York Infantry Volunteers to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2134) for the relief of Sophia Hebrigel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2135) to pension Mrs. Mary A. Tupper—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2136) for the relief of Sylvester Haus, late of 
Company E, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment Ohio Infantry 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2137) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 
Dennon, widow of the late John Dennon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2138) for the relief of Mrs. Anna Dorsey 
Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2139) toremove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Thomas Mott, 1 reed E, Eighty-first New York 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2140) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Hiram B. Bell, private Company F, One hundred and ninety-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2141) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Oldfather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of Charles Lenharr, late 
of Company H, Fifty-fourth Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2143) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Luke McGrath, alias Lewis Ainsworth, Company 
1 iit Massachusetts Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2144) to correct muster of Albert Kellar—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2145) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Allen Moore, Company K, Eighty-second Regiment 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2146) for the relief of William F. Denmure— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2147) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Frank Miller, Company K, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) to relieve C. W. McGehen from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Dennis Cain 
ve alesse the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 2150) for the relief of Eras- 
mus O. Loukes, Company I, Sixteenth New York Infantry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2151) for the relief of Seth Davis, Company 
E, Fourth Michigan antry—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2152) for the relief of Almon McNinch, Com- 
y D, One hundred and Eighth New York Volunteers—to the 
mmittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2153) for the relief of Frank Paul, Company 
E, Fifth Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 2154) granting an increase 
of pension to A. V. Bloodgood—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2155) granting an honorable discharge to Still- 
man Stotts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Gemima Mill- 
sap—to the Committee on Invalid sions. 

y Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3 a pen- 
sion to Herman Dellit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) granting a pension to Paul Kempter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2159) granting an increase of pension to Col. 
Benjamin Beach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 2160) for the relief of 
Herman Von Marsdorf, late a lieutenant of Company D, First 
Maryland Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 2161) for the relief of Capt. 
Martin Hammer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2162) granting a pension to Cara H. Wilson 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2163) to correct the military record of Charles 
G. Augeroth, jr.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2164) to authorize the President to place Wil- 
liam T. Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieuten- 
ant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2165) for the relief of and pension of John 
Amrein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 2166) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John W. Ploss—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2167) to increase the pension of Mrs. Chris- 
tine C. Barnard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2168) granting a pension to James 
M. Ellett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (by request): A bill (H. R. 2169) for 
the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. 
Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal representative of 
Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 2170) for the relief of John 
Clyde Sullivan—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2171) granting a pen- 
sion to Wilhelmina Barth, dependent mother of Theodore Barth 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) to correct the military record of Mon- 
roe Blackburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2173) to pension John Cumps- 
ton for services in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Charles H. Doll- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2175) for the relief of James M. Stephenson 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2177) to correct the record of William Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) to 2 3 M. Park for 
services rendered and disabilities contracted o late war to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) to restore the name of Adam J. Bran- 
nan to the pension roll, and to allow him a pension to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 7 — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) to pension William M. Cheuvront to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) to place on the pension roll the name of 
Isaac Bloss to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) to pension Absolom Maynard to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) for the relief of Hiram Stewart—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) for the relief of John W. Church—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


, Company I, Sink eee Ohio Infan- | the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Wilson S. Nugent—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) to pension Jackson Lykins for services 
in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) for the relief of Hiram and Hatcher 
Short—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2188) for the relief of James Crosson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) for the relief of Thomas B. Kirk—to 
the Committee on Mili airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2190) for the relief of John H. Forbush—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) for the relief of Benjamin Stribling— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) for the relief of John W. Trader—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2193) for the relief of Andrew J. Riggs—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2194) for the relief of Andrew J. Holley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief of the late Andrew S. 
Core—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By r, PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 2196) directing the issue of a 
duplicate of lost check, drawn by Charles E. McChesney, United 
States Indian agent, in favor of C. J. Holman & Bro.—to the 
°F Mr. REED (by request A bill (H. R gran 

y Mr. request): ( 2197) ting a pen- 
sion to Sarah T. Geher daughter of the late Robert Unher, aoe 
dier of the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2198) granting an increase of 
pennan to Joseph P. Harmon, late private in Company K, Fifth 

e Volunteers, and Company B, Seventh Maine Volunteers— 
e 6 Oa H R. 290) 

(by request), a bill ( . 21 granting a pension to 
Henry F. Rice, late first lieutenant Company B. United States 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2200) granting a pension to Lucy 
E. Richardson, daughter of Aaron Richardson, late of Company 
E, Twelfth Maine Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr, RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2201) for the relief 
of Mrs. Lavinia M. Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2202) for the relief of Septimus 
by Mr, SLAYDEN: A bill N. H. 2203) pees 

ie $ ill ( 5 ) granting a ion to 
George G. AS 4 O the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 2204) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Lucinda Harrington to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( . R. 2205) granting a pension to William L. 
Grigsby, of Belvidere, in the county of Thayer, Nebr.—to the 
Coniso, a bill (H. K. 2200) grani J 

„ (H. R. granting a pension to John F. Early 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. z 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 2207) granting a pension 
to Delia A. Holmes, daughter of Waterman Davis, asoldier of the 
war of 1812, and also of the rebellion—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) granting a pension to Olive Howard, 
daughter of George Richardson, a soldier of the Revolutionary 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2209) for the 
relief of the Spies Lumber Company, of Cairo, III. to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of William H. Hughes, administrator of the 


estate of David Unsell, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) for the relief of B. F. Moses—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2212) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps, late lieutenant of Com- 

y A, Twel New Jersey Infantry—to the Committee on 
nyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2213) granting a pension to Rachel Kern— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 2214) granting a pension to 
Alexander Boltin, of Nebraska—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. F 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Rosa- 
belle McArthur—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HANDY: A bill (H. R. 2218) conferring on the Court of 
Claims authority to rehear and render judgment in the case of 
Bf cease Donnelly and Patrick Egan—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. MITCHELL: A bill (H. R. 2219) for the relief of the 
administrators of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, and others—to the Com- 
mitttee on War Claims, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Protest of the William Penn Charter School 
of Philadelphia, against a duty being placed on books and engrav- 
ings to be used by educati institutions; also resolution of the 
Historical Society of Pennsylvania, against the payment of a duty 
on any books imported for the use of the library of the society in 
question; also resolutions from 5 Board of Trade, fa- 
voring a monetary conference—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: Petition of F. D. Cleveland and other citi- 
zens of Shepardsville, Mich., praying for a tax on Canadian 
cattle—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of William Wrigley, jr., & 
Co., of Chicago, protesting against a tariff on gum chicle; 
same request from Fran Flur & Co., of Philadelphia; also 
memorial of the Lead Miners’ Association of southern New Mex- 
ico, relative to tariff on lead; also memorial of Lawford Bros., of 
Baltimore, Md., favoring putting on the free list products or 
preparations of coal tar, used only as insecticides and disinfect- 
ants;” also petition of Francis D. Moulton & Co., of New York, 

raying that salt be placed on the free list—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 
„memorial in favor of a monetary commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Coi , Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Abraham Gruber and other citizens of New 
York ys praying for the re and reform of the eivil-service 
law—to the Committee on orm in the Civil Service. : 

By Mr. HANDY: Petition of Dr. George A. Harter, president 
of the Delaware College, and others, that in the pending tariff bill 
scientific books in foreign languages be put on the free to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Edward McLaughlin, of Phila- 
delphia, praying to be restored to the pension rolls—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a petition in favor of the ge of a bill for the better 
protection of American citizens and the advancement of American 
principles and American honor—to the Committee on Labor. 

B r. JONES of Washington: Petition of the Commercial 
Club of Fairhaven, Wash., praying that the Executive order of 
February 22, 1897, creating a forest reserve of all that portion of 
the State of Washington lying between the forty-eighth and forty- 
ninth parallels of latitude and the one hundred and twentieth 
and one hundred and twenty-second meridians of longitude be re- 
voked and canceled—to the Committee on the Public ds, 

By Mr. TODD: Memorial from Lanford Bros., Baltimore, Md., 
relative to tariff on coal tar used in the preparation of disin- 
fectants, etc.; also, protest from Frank H. Flur & Co., of Phila- 
delphia, against a tariff on gum chicle—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 25, 1897. 
The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Linpsay, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browntna, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 18) directing 
the Secretary of War to funish tents to the sufferers from the 
floods in the Mississippi River; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 


SENATOR FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. PASCO, I present amended credentials of Mr. John A. 
Henderson, appointed a Senator from the State of Florida. I ask 


that they be read. : 
The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The credentials will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


STATE OF FLORIDA, Executive Department. 
To all persons to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


derson,a duly ꝗ n of said State and an inhabitant thereof, a 

Senator from the said State of Florida to all the vacancy happening in the 

Senate of the United States by the expiration of the term of Hon. 

Saon the ad day of March, in the year of our Lord 1897, during the recess 
ie 


ture of said State, and by the nonelection of said Call 3 


next mee of the legislature of said State, the said next Heresy Soren the 
meeting of the l ture designated by the laws of the United States for 
the election of such successor, and being the first meeting of such legislature 
at which such successor could be legally chosen. 


t seal of said State to be aftixed at lahassee, the capital, on 6th 

ay of March, in the year of our Lord 1897, and of the Independence of the 
United States the one hundred and twenty-first. 
[sEAL.] W.D. BLOXHAM, 
Governor of Florida. 
By the governor. Attest: 
IXO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. PASCO. Theamended certificate has been prepared to meet 
the criticism of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] the 
other day as to the indefinite character of the former ificat 
with reference to the time that the appointment is to continue. 
did not 5 the criticism as sufficient to justify any delay 
of action with reference to this case. The certificate was positive 
in making the appointment, and the question as to how long it 
should continue was merely a question of law. But this objection 
was made, and the governor metit. Imay, perhaps, with 
propriety remark now—and I call the attention of the Senator from 

assachusetts to the fact—that a certificate objectionable in a 
similar way had been offered a day or two earlier in behalf of the 
recently appointed Senator from Oregon, Mr. Corbett. That 
certificate states that Mr. Corbett is “ to be a United States Sena- 
tor, to fill the piano made vacant by the expiration of the term of 
the said John H. Mitchel), and to occupy the same until a succes- 
sor shall be duly elected.” So the criticism which was made on 
the certificate of Mr. Henderson was equally applicable to that 
which had been previously offered in be of this other gentle- 


man. 

Mr. President, I understand that no action has yet been taken 
with reference to the examination of this case, and I think I have 
aright to urge that the Senate should take the matter up promptly. 
Florida is being deprived of her constitutional right to be repre- 
sented here by two Senators every day that delay continues. She 
has complied —— a 

Mr. FRYE. Was not the case referred to the committee? 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Maine asks me if the case was 
not referred to the committee. It was referred to the committee, 
but no action has been taken upon it. I wish to urge that the 
matter should receive prompt action in the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. 8 ident 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PASCO. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwasabout tostate, what theSenator from Florida 
knows very well, that by reason of the vacancy in the place held, 
as chairman of that committee, by the late Senator from Oregon, 
Mr. Mitchell, I, being the next on the committee, under the usage 
of the Senate will act as chairman until the committee is full. I 
7 that the matter will finally be settled in a day or two, if 
it be not settled now, whether the committees will go on for a few 
weeks longer as they are without filling up the vacancies, whether 
the existing committees will remain, the Senate filling the vacan- 
cies, or whether the majority in this Chamber, wherever it may 
be, will determine to reconstruct the committees altogether. 

I supposed it was not wise to call a meeting of the committee 
with yacancies in it unless the Senate concluded to leave it 
in that way. I told the representatives of all the gentlemen who 
are applicants for seats here, whose credentials have been re- 
ferred, that as soon as the policy was settled I would call an in- 
formal meeting of the members of the committee on the floor and 
take their direction as to the earliest time when we could get a 
meeting. I consulted the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who 
knows more about those matters than I do and more than most 
Senators. He thought I had better wait a day or two, because the 
e of the Senate would perhaps be disci osed as to what will 

done with regard to the committees. 

Now, if the Senator from Florida, or the representative of any 
other person who is an applicant for a seat, does not wish to wait 
two or three days, as suggested by the Senator from Iowa, I will 
forthwith call a meeting of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions as now constituted and take their direction as to when it 
will sit. But the Senator from Florida will see that the authority 
of that committee would be much diminished if it should make 
a report now by the fact that there are three vacancies in its num- 
ber, and two of those happen to be vacancies caused by the ex- 

tion of the term of Democrats. I will call a meeting of the 
Jommittee on Privileges and Elections—an informal one—at once, 
without waiting an hour, if any one of the applicants for 
a pa desires it; but I think it would be better to wait a 
or two. 
. PASCO. I was not intending to criticise the committee at 
all. I feel perfectly sure that when the committee deem it pro 
to take the matter up they will give it due consideration. That 
was not the purpose of my rising or ing upon this question 
but to mage Spon the Senate that Florida is now being kept out of 
a part of constitutional right of representation by no fault of 


her own, She has followed the legislation of Congress; she has 
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followed the decisions of the Senate upon similar cases, the prece- 
dents going back, as I said when I spoke the other day, a quarter 
of a century. : 

This appointment will not last any great length of time. The 


legislature of Florida meets in re r session in April, and upon 
that legislature, zonaning w the law passed by Congress, the duty 
of electing a successor will fall. That duty will no doubt be dis- 
charged. But this matter ought to be taken up; it ought to be 
disposed of; and as the gentleman comes here with a certificate 
similar, as I said the other day, to other certificates which have 
preceded it in cases like it in all respects, and with a certificate 
which is now perfect and to which no objection as to form can be 
found, I trust he will soon be admitted to his seat. 

There was a verbal criticism made to the other certificate which 
was presented here, and I did not feel that I had the same right to 
urge the matter when there was an imperfection in the paper title 
of Mr. Henderson that Ihaveat present. But this gentleman now 
has a certificate that is perfect,and one that is in accordance with 
the precedents, and I feel that he ought to be admitted to his seat 
with as little delay as possible. f 

I have no disposition whatever to criticise the committee, but I 
understand that under the resolution which was passed during 
the recent session of Congress the committees as they would be 
left at the assembling of the new Congress, notwithstanding the 
vacancies, would be the committees until some definite action 
was taken by the preni Congress for filling them up. Iam glad 
that the Senator from Massachusetts proposes to bring this mat- 
ter to the attention of the committee soon, and I hope that there 
will he as little delay as possible in reaching a result. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, there is so much conflict in 
the precedents on this particular subject and so much uncertainty 
in the country that it seems to me it ought to be 3 
thoroughly by a committee and a report made, if it is possible, so 
as to have a rule of law to govern the matter and avoid an inter- 
minable discussion in contests which the country has come to re- 
gard as capricious. It is very desirable that we should reach that 
result in these cases. There are three cases now, and they should 
be thoroughly examined by a full committee and the matter set- 
tiled, if we can settle it, once for all. There is nothing more vexa- 
tious than to have Senatorscome hereon certificates which follow 
some precedent and have them rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What method will he suggest to settle the 
question on any subsequent case when it has been elaborately 

ed over and over again on both sides and settled each way? 
r. STEWART. Then the Senator infers that it is oue of those 
questions that we vote on according to our political convictions? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to answer 
the question of the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The method of settling it is by an international 
agreement in Eo to the free coinage of silver. When that is 
accomplished, the objections of the Senator from Nevada will 


Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator from Massachusetts for 
his 70 8 

Mr. STEWART. According to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, the settlement of one is about as remote as the 
other. I think when we by act of Congress settle the aione 
question to the satisfaction of everybody the millennium wi 
come and we shall all bé in agreement upon every subject. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that the amended credentials be referred 
as the others have been, to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Vinita, Ind. T., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Vinita, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the transmission by mail or interstate com- 
merce of pictures and descriptions of prize fights; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Vinita, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of 
legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Goy- 
ernment buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Vinita, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. : 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union of Vinita, Ind. T., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Wells & Richard- 
son Company and sundry other citizens of Burlington, Vt., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting a rebate of the tax 
upon alcohol used in the arts and in medicinal and other like 
compounds; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the faculty and students 
of Beloit College, Wisconsin, praying. for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the president of the 
village, the superintendent of public schools, the pastor of the 
Methodist Episcopal church, and the president of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, all of Marion, Mich., praying for 
the appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan commission; for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by 
telegraph, telephone, or otherwise; to further protect the first day 
of the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia: and also 
to raise the age of consent to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, 

He also . St ertres petitions of members of the Presbyterian 
church of Columbia, of members of the Baptist church of Union- 
ville, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of the Nine- 
teenth Century Club, and the Youn oman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Aurora, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Unionville, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to 1 the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Capitol building and grounds; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TURNER. I present joint memorial No. 12 of the legi 
ture of the State of Washington, setting forth and acknowledging 
the services of William A. Newell, formerly a Representative in 
Con s from the State of New Jersey, now an eminent and ven- 
erable citizen of the State of Washington, as the originator of the 
life-saving system of the United States, and t him for his 
agency therein. Lask that the joint memorial lie on the table and 
that it be printed in the RECORD. 

: The memorial was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
ows: 
Joint memorial No. 12, legislature of the State of Washington. 

Whereas the legislature of the State of New Jersey did, at its last session 
in the year 18%, adopt the following preamble and resolutions, to wit: ' 
“Preamble and resolution setting forth and acknowledging the claims of 

William A. Newell as the originator of the system of Life-Saving Service of 

the United States, and ng him for his agency therein. 

“Whereas William A. Newell, a Representative in Congress from the Second 
Congressional district of this State to the Thirtieth Congress of the United 
ere pga ig on the 8d day of January, 1848, introduce the following resolu- 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce ba instructed to inquire 


whether ef pa can be devised whereby the dangerous navigation along 
the coast of New Jersey between Sandy Hook and Little Egg bor may 
be furnished with additional safe, to life and property, and that they 


report to the House 
Which was 


sary apparatus for the better preservation of life aud property from ship- 
wreck along the coast of New gery between Sandy Hook and Little Ea 
; the same to be expen 


ed under the supervision of such officer 
as may be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury: 

55 ch passed unanimously; and 

“ Whereas William A. Newell. at the second session of the Thirtieth Con- 
gress, introduced and secured the passage of an amendment appropriating 
$20,000 for the extension of the system from Little Egg Harbor to Cape Ma 
and the Atlantic coast of Lo d, Fire Island, and Montauk Point, an 
did, on July 14, 1866, when in Congress, deliver a in_the House 
of Representatives calling for an additional appropriation of $20,000, and 
strongly urging the justice of paying the life-caving crews, which proposi- 
tions were A gz an 

“ Whereas it is thus made clearly apparent that William A. Newell did, 
while a Representative from this State, originate the system which has been 
instrumental in saving many thousands of human lives from ship and 
an untold amount of property from destruction: Therefore, 

He it resolved by the senate and house assembly of the State of New Jersey, 
That we do hereby recognize William A. Newell as the true author and orig- 
inator of the Life-Saving Service, and that the thanks of this legislature be, 
and are hereby, extended to him for his agency in establishing this most suc- 
cessful instrumentality in the cause of humanity. a 

“Resolved, That these resolutions be spread upon the minutes, and that the 
governor of this State be requested to forward to ths Hon. William A. New- 
ell an original copy of the same; and 

Whereas William A. Newell was a governor of Washington Territory, and 
is now an honored citizen of this State; and 

Whereas Washington is preeminently distinguished as a maritime State, 
by reason of ocean frontage, straits, huge inland salt seas, navigable rivers, 
and lakes: and as many of our people are engaged in commercial and seafar- 
ing pursuits, and thus interested in all measures tending to diminish dangers 
to life and property from shipwreck: Therefore. 

Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of Wash- 
ington, That we do heartily approve of Aa indorse the action of the legisla- 
ture of the State of New Jersey in according to William A. Newell the honor 
of originating and carrying into successful operation the Life-Saving Se 
of the United States; 
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Resolved, That an en copy of these proceedi be transmitted to 
Governor Newell; also that copies thereof be forwarded to our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress, with the request that they secure from the 
Congress of the United States, where the ove m was inaugurated, an indorse- 
ment of these testimonials of the State of New Jersey and of Washington, so 
eminently merited and so long withheld; and k 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the legisla- 
ture and to the governor of New Jersey. 


Passed senate March 3. 
THURSTON DANIELS, 
President of the Senate. 
Passed house February 22. 3 
CHAS. E. CLINE, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of sundry lithographers of 


New York, praying that pe against foreign competition 
be granted their work; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Association, No. 
9, of Troy; of Cigar Makers’ International Union, No. 68, of 
Albany, and of sundry cigar manufacturers of Troy, all in the 
State of New York, N against the proposed increase 
of duty on Habana fillers and bana and Sumatra wrappers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Immigration, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (S. 112) to amend the immigration 
laws of the United States, heretofore reported by him. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1212) for the relief of Paymaster James E. Tolfree, 
United States Navy; : 

A bill (S. 1218) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United 
States Navy; and 8 

A bill (S. 1214) for the relief of Paymaster E. B. Rogers, United 
States Navy. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1215) for the relief of 
the heirs at law of the late Duncan H. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1216) for the relief of 
Robert J. Humphrey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1217) for the relief of holders of 
certain District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, and for other 

urposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mmittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1218) to place Henry C. La Point on 
the retired list of the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1219) to pro- 
vide a modern organization for the artillery of the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 1220) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of David Un- 
sell, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1221) to pension the widow of Gen. 
William J. Landram; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1222) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas W. Lamb; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1223) to carry ont the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of James Harvey Dennis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1224) for the relief 
of Mary C. Bristol, executrix of the estate of Charles P. Redmond, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying r, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. P ROSE introduced a bill (S. 1225) toindemnify the State 
of Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into 
the military service by the governor under the proclamation of 
the President of June 15, 1863; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1226) granting a pension to Mary I. 
Valentine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1227) for the relief of Julius A. 
Kaiser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: N 

A bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Saloma 
Ellsworth, widow of Daniel V. Ellsworth; and 

A bill (S. 1229) granting increase of pension to Tolbert Draper, 
of Valley County, Nebr. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1230) for the relief of Nathan Plummer; and 

A bill (S. 1231) for the relief of George E. W. Sharretts. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (B, 1232) to amend the 
act authorizing the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway 
Company to extend its lines into and within the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 1234) fixing times when, regulating the manner in 
which, and declaring the character of the accounts between the 
United States and the several public-land States, relative to the 
net proceeds of the sales and other disposition of the public lands 
made and to be made therein by the United States, which shall 
hereafter be stated and certified to the Treasury Department for 
payment. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: : 

A bill (S. 1235) extending the privilege of bounty land to 
sons who served in the Indian wars of the United States su 
quent to March 3, 1855; 

A bill (S. 1236) increasing the 
pany H, Fifty-second Regiment 

olunteer Infantry; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Arethusa 
Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg.; 

A bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon; and 

A bill (S. 1239) to increase the pension of Charles T. Blumen- 
rother. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1240) to increase the pay 
of letter carriers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1241) for the relief of the citizens 
of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washington who served with 
the United States troops in the war against the Nez Percé and 
Bannock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of 
those killed in such service, and for other p 3; which was 
Pee eee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1242) to quiet certain land 
titles in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1243) for the relief of Lincoln W. 
Tibbetts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 19) to ex- 
tend to the officers, warrant officers, petty officers, seamen and 
others, and marines, of the United States Navy the provisions of 
the joint resolution approved July 12, 1862, and the act approved 
March 8, 1863, and the joint resolution approved May 2, 1896; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
eae to the Committee on Naval Aftairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


er- 


nsion of Alonzo Sabin, of Com- 
ew York State National Guard 
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by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
LOSSES BY POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 664) to authorize and direct the Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department to credit the account of George H. Tice, postmaster at 
Perth Amboy, N. J., for ere stamps and money-order funds 
stolen from his office, and that it be indefinitely postponed. The 
bill was introduced by me on the 18th instant. 

I also move that the Committee on Claims be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 662) for the relief of Bridget 
Lane, and that it be indefinitely postponed. The bill was like- 
wise introduced by me on the 18th instant. Since that time 1 have 
learned that a general law has been passed which authorizes the 
Postmaster-General to make settlement in such cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the commit- 
tees will be discharged from the further consideration of the bills, 
and they will be indefinitely postponed. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the order is made. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT, The Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

The bill (S. 119) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
the 5 the Paano 5 to renare a the Government ue 
use of the same for post: ary, and other purposes,” approv: 
July 1, 1862; to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also 
an act approva May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act and other acts amendatory thereof and supple- 
mental thereto, and to provide for the settlement of claims grow- 
ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of Central 
Pacific and Western Pacific railroads, was announced as first in 
order on the Calendar. 
ae PETTIGREW. I object to the consideration of the bill at 

is time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. FRYE. Retaining its place. 

Mr. GEAR. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lam willing that it should retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the bill re- 
tains its place. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was a d to; and the Senate 83 to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and thirty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


LABOR ON RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate a communication from the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 16th instant, 
copies of all orders, circulars, and instructions issued to, and of all 
correspondence with, engineer officers in charge of panio works, 
relative to the application of the civil-service rules to the opera- 
tions in charge of the Engineer Department; which, with the ac- 
3 papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY, 

Mr. GEAR. I file a report to accompany the amendment re- 

rted by me yesterday from the Commi on Pacific Railroads, 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, the amendment providing for the payment of the balance due 
on the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of the Southern 


Pacific Company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be filed. 

REMOVALS FROM OFFICE FOR ALLEGED POLITICAL REASONS, 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That in considering Senate resolution No. 28 the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment shall have power to send Tae gh step and 
papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses, under h, touching 

he matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, and may 
employ a stenographer for said committee; and the necessary and proper 
expenses incurred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers 8 by the chairman of said 
committee, and said committee may sit by subcommittee or otherwise. 
GEORGE W. TAYLOR, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 235) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George W. Taylor, be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same, and that it 
be postponed indefinitely, the bill having been introduced by me 
it mistake. Ars y 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of the bill, and it will be indefinitely postponed. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order. Let the bankruptcy 
bill be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the bill to be taken up for consideration? 

Mr. MILLS. No; merely to be read at length. 

Mr. STEWART. Was the bill reported to-day? : 

Mr. HOAR. It was reported Tuesday. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think the bankruptcy bill ought to 
be taken up unless we have had Bh dah notice to that effect. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] takes great interest in 
the measure. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not my 3 to ask the Senate to take up 
the bill for consideration to-day. The job of reading the 50 or 60 
pages has to be gone through with. The proposition which was 
not formally assented to, but unanimously acquiesced in, was 
that we should take up the bill for the purpose of reading it. It 
is not my purpose to ask the Senate to vote on the bill until Sena- 
tors who desire to be heard against it have had the fullest oppor- 
tunity, and certainly not in the absence of the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. STEWART. With that understanding, I have no objection 
to the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and it will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
as a substitute for all of the bill after the enacting clause, and I 
ask to have it read. 

‘ The 3 OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
e read. 

Mr. HOAR. . Before the amendment of the Senator from Min- 
nesota is read, I desire to make a correction in the text of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minne- 
sota yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. NELSON. I yield for that perpus 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend by striking out sec- 
tion 9a, and also by striking out section 9b down to and including 
the word“ terms” in line 10, and inserting ‘‘ The circuit court of 
appeals shall have;“ and to add at the end of section 9b, after 
line 19, on page 15, the following: 

For the purpose of exercising the jurisdiction conferred by this act, the 
courts of appeal shall always be open and the business thereof may be trans- 
acted at any time except on Sundays and holidays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ask for present action on the amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. It makes no difference, being a mere formal amend- 
ment in regard to the original bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I presume the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts may be considered as agreed to? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; let it be considered as agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks that the amendment submitted by him be made, In 
the absence of objection, it will be considered as to. 

Mr. NELSON. I now ask that the amendment I have submit- 
ted may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Minnesota will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert a 
substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion Was agreed to; and (at 40 lock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 26, 1897, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 25, 1897. 
RECORDER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Chester H. Brush, of Connecticut, to be recorder of the General 

Land Office. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Boyd B. Jones, of Massachusetts, to be attorney of the United 

States for the district of Massachusetts. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Bernard Bettmann, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenues 

for the First district of Ohio. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, March 25, 1897. 


The House met at 10 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rey. Henry N. COUDEN. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. BELL. My colleague from the State of Colorado, Mr. 
Shafroth, is now present and desires to take the oath of office. 

Mr. John F. Shafroth, Re tative-elect from the First dis- 
trict of Colorado, presented himself and was duly qualified by 
taking the oath prescribed by law. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before the House resolves itself 
into Committee of the le for the further consideration of the 
tariff bill, I wish to ask unanimous consent that the rule estab- 
lishing the order of debate on that bill be so far modified as to 
permit two hours’ discussion (one hour on each side) at the con- 
clusion of the debate under the five-minute rule. make this 

nest for the reason that it is utterly impossible for me to speak 
an hour to-day on account of the condition of my throat. 

Mr. PA . Mr. Speaker, the impression on this side of the 
House is that it would have been better to give more time to the 
five-minute debate and less to the general debate. For the present, 
at least, I must object to the est of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwill say to the gentleman from New York that 
my p! is not that the last two hours shall be occupied in any 
e tegistanace debate upon the bill. But Ihave been under 
the treatment of a physician for my throat, and it will be impos- 
sible for me to occupy the floor for an hour to-day. 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall have toobject for the present. If any ar- 
rangement can be made after the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means sei DINGLEY] comes in, that will be all right. 

Mr, BAILEY. Permit me to say that I sought the chairman 
of the committee before making this request, but was unable to 
find him. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the rule, the House now 
resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the further con- 
sideration of the tariff bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] will take the chair. 

TARIFF. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair), and resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Government and 
to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Sonth Carolina 9555 TALBERT] for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks I shall submit 
in connection with the bill now under consideration, I shall not go 
into all of its many details, but will simply discuss it in a general 
sort of way, for the ople have been ta to and lectured b; 
Congress on tariff bills till they are threadbare—they are tired an 
worn out with it. f 

Already I am reminded, by some of these “long-winded, spread- 
eagle, Fourth of July” orations to which we have listened, of what 
once happened in church when the pastor undertook to discourse 
to his congregation about the major and the minor prophets. 
After having preached for a long time, and told his audience 
of all the good and grand qualities of the major prophets, they had 
gotten thoroughly tired, and many were sleepy and some few asleep, 
Among them was a good old deacon over in the amen corner. 
The pastor, going on and on and on, then took up the minor proph- 
ets. He said, Now, brethren, here's the prophet Hosea; we will 
take him up and discuss him for a while.” Continuing, he said, 
“ Where will we put Hosea?” Just then this good old deacon 
aroused out of his slumbers and! replied: ‘‘ Here, brother pastor, 
Hosea can take my seat, for Iam tired and worn out and I'm 
going home.” [Laughter and arvana] And this is the way 
our people feel about this tariff business; they are getting tired 
and worn out with it, and when the next election comes on some 
of you are going to have to give up your seats here and go home, 
too, for this Dingley bill” is the culmination of atrocity in the 
way of tariff bills. Then the tariff is not the paramount issue 
with the people, but they are more concerned about the gold and 
silver question now than any other, and until we get a permanent 
system of finance we can not have a permanent system of taxation. 

To begin with, Mr. Chairman, this whole business is a fake and 
afraud on the American people. This calling of Congress together 
in extraordinary session for the p of enacting tariff legis- 
lation, and the great hue and cry of my friends on the other side 
of the Chamber about protection and the immediate relief it will 
give to the country and the people, the confidence it will restore 
to the business world, and the prosperity it will bring about again, 
is all done for no other purpose under the sun but to try to fool 
the Americam people and to try to attract their attention awa 
from the real burning question of the day, and the one in which 
they are really interested—the financial question—the question of 


money, and our people know what they want as well or better 


than any member of Congress can tell them. [Applause.] 

What our people want and what they need is not more tariff, 
but more money. If they have money they San eot alongall right, 
but without it, as they now are, your tariff will only make their 
burdens heavier and harder to bear, instead of making them 
lighter and easier, as the friends of this measure claim it will do. 
But in this age of education and increased intelligence, when 
the people are doing their own reading and their own thinking, 
and are keeping themselves posted on all public questions and 
legislative proceedings, you may rest assured, gentlemen, that 
they are hard to fool, and when this House thinks it is fooling 
them it is only fooling itself. [Applause.] As Abraham Lincoln 
said, You may fool all the people a part of the time, and a 
of the people all the time, but you can’t fool all the people all the 
time.” But in these late days of politics and statesmanship, judg- 
ing from the amount of wind, sand, and smoke some of our Repre- 
sentatives are here raising over this tariff, and the mist, clouds, 
and general confusion they are attempting to throw over the real 
issue of the present times, one would suppose that indeed we have 
raised up a crop of statesmen in comparison with whom the great 
and lamented tines In would sink into utter insignificance, that 
we have a crop of statesmen who verily have succeeded (at least 
in their own minds) in “fooling all the people all the time.” But 
let one so humble as myself venture a bit of warning to these 

at high priests, as it were, of power and authority. Take 
eed and beware of the course you are now pursuing, lest you 
should suddenly be destroyed by the great thunderbolt of wrath 
and indignation from a justly enraged people. You may possibly 
think lightly of what I am now saying and take it as a joke, but 
all I ask you is just to mark my words and bear them in mind. 
[Applause.] 

As Lhave already said, this whole business—this extra session 
of Congress, and all this fuss that is being made over tariff and 
protection, so called, is only a decoy duck to attract the atten- 
tion of the people away from the real game—the financial question. 
And coming more closely to the bill itself, even its title, to say 
nothing of its various details, is deceptive and misleading, and 
bespeaks on its very face an impossibility and a falsehood. It 
claims to be a bill for raising revenues for the Government, and 
at thesame time affording protection to our home industries. Now, 
anyone knows who has given the matter any thought that this is 
impossible. When, in the operation of this bill, it raises revenue 
for the Government, it of necessity affords no protection to the 
home industries; and when it is affording protection to home in- 
dustries, necessarily it raises no revenue for the Government. 

Mr. COLSON. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. COLSON. Will you explain to the House the statement 
you have just made? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir; with pleasure. I am a merchant, 
we will say, here in Washington, and I want to buy a bill of a 
certain kind of goods that is manufactured both herein the United 
States and in the Old Country. Well, I decide to buy from the 
manufacturer here at home and pay him his advanced price that 
he is enabled to charge under a protective system. He puts the 
money in his pocket and not a cent of it goes to the United States 
Government for revenue. In this instance there is protection to 
the manufacturer, but no revenue to the Government. The next 
time I want a bill of these I buy in a foreign market, and 
they come into our custom-house; there the custom or tariff is 
collected on these goods and turned over to Uncle Sam.” This! 
manufacturer from whom I first bought gets no protection. So 
in this case thereis reyenue for the Government, but no protection 
for the home industry. Therefore we see the two (revenue and 
protection) are incompatible and antagonistic to each other, ae 
ing the very title of the bill both absurd and ridiculous, But 
was done fora purpose, and that purpose was to ensnare the igno- 
rant, the unsuspecting, and the unwary into giving to this pet 
scheme their approval and applause, with the hope that they may 
be enabled to blind and fool enough of people to perpetuate them- 
selves in power. Thus we have the spectacle of a t national 
party, that is supposed to have been put in power by the people, 
trying to ensnare and to entrap the superficial thinker into the 
support of their party hereafter and the approval of their nefa- 
rious and iniquitous hobby. This title is indeed very catchy to 
the casual observer. Those who are not caught by the revenue 
feature of it may be caught by the protection feature, and those 
who are not caught by the protection feature may be by the rev- 
enue feature. It reminds me very much of the Irishman’s fish trap. 
When he put it into the stream for catching fish he had it open 
at both ends and forgot to have a toast or obstruction in the 
middle of it, and when asked why he had both ends open he re- 
plied, ‘‘ Oh, I want to catch them ine and acoming.” And the 
e was he did not catch them either way. So it is with 
the title to this bill; it was worded with the expectation of catch- 
ing applause ‘‘agwine and acoming.” And it will be about like 
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the fish trap; it will catch it neither ‘‘gwine nor coming.” 
[Laughter and applause.] I think a better title to this bill would 
be, “ A bill to raise revenue for and to afford protection to corpo- 
rations, monopole, trusts, and combines, and to still further 
oppress, rob, plunder, and grind down to the 3 the great 
masses of 1 penpie of our country, and to see that they are kept 
down, and still further to reward these corporations, trusts, mo- 
nopolies, and combines for what is 5 and universally be- 
lieved they contributed to the Republican-Gold Democratic cam- 
paign fund last summer to stifle the will and wishes of a great 
majority of our people for the success of William Jennings Bryan 
and free silver.” [Applause.] 

A MEMBER. Will the gentleman from South Carolina allow me 
to interrupt him for a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir; but only for a question, as my time 
is limited. 

A MEMBER. I want to ask if you mean to say just there that 
this tariff bill is intended in fact to pay back to the manufacturers 
what they contributed as campaign funds. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, m end, I undertake to say that it 
seems to me very much like it is intended to “fry the fat” out of 
the people to replace the fat fried out of the manufacturers for the 
purpose of electing McKinley; but they will have a hard time 
frying fat out of people with no grease in them. [Laughter.] 

But our gold friends look upon you with holy horror when you 
say anything about silver, and nearly go into spasms, and are 
very quick to say, Oh, we can not have bimetallism without 
international ment; we are unable to go alone in that mat- 
ter; we would thereby shut ourselves off from the commerce and 
trade of foreign countries, and we can not afford to do that.” 
The absurdity of this statement is not only seen at once on its 
very face, but is proven by the action of those who support a 
protective tariff measure. If that is not shutting us off from the 
commerce and trade of foreign countries (at least to a very great 
extent), and if that is not going it alone, I would like for some of 
my protection friends to tell me what is. I would like to ask 
them if, in framing their si coat salen bill, they first sought 
international agreement? Did they feel that the United States 
was able to go it alone on this score? Why, most certainly they 
did, as shown by their action. Then, why can not we have 
bimetallism without consulting other nations, and go it alone on 
the money question just as well as on the tariff question? I am a 
Democrat, but I can give you Republicans a remedy for many, if 


not for all, our financial troubles, other than your tariff schemes;. 


and, if you will act accordingly, you can perpetuate yourselves in 
power for many years tocome. It is this: Let the Wilson bill 
alone; let it stand, and if you must put a tariff on anything, put 
$1 a barrel on beer (that will raise $30,000,000); and put a heavy 
tax on all whiskies and wines, and reenact an income tax; thereby 
taking the burden off the poor man and putting it on the rich, 
those who are able to bear it; and then enact a free-silver law 
pure and simple, at the ratio of 16 to 1. If you will do this, you 
will deserve the commendation of the people. Thereby you will 
have plenty of revenue to run the Government, economically 
administered, as it ought to be; you will make those pay the 
tariff who ought to pay it (if we must have it), and you make 
those who have the money pay the taxes, as ought to be the case; 
and you will increase the volume of currency and make it more 
flexible, and restore the money of the people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] If you will only do this, there be no need 
for tariffs for protection; for we will have plenty of real protec- 
tion without it. Do this and you would see business revive, pros- 
perity reinstated, and even confidence restored,” about which 
we hear so much of late. Give back to the people the money of 
the Constitution. i 
And you will hear the buzz of the saw and the ring of the 
anvil as you have not heard them in many years. You will see 
the fires rekindled in the furnaces, again listen to the sweet and 
homelike music of the spindle’s hum, and see everything in the 
industrial world put on new life,and the laboring men of the 
country once more cheerful and at work. But instead of Con- 
gress doing these things that will st Do of benefit to the peo- 
ple, what do we find it doing? Why, Mr. Chairman, we find it 
again engaged in a raging sham battle between the two great par- 
ties of the country over the tariff. In the campaign of 1892 the 
tariff was made the issue, and Mr. Cleveland was elected on the 
free-trade side of that issue, and just as soon as he was settled in 
the Executive Mansion he turned in and called Congress together 
in extra session for the purpose of ‘‘repealing the 8 
clause of the Sherman Act.” Elected on the tariff issue an 
turning to reform finance. In 1896, the campaign in which Mr. 
McKinley was elected President, the financial question was the 
eat issue, and now just as soon as he is inau ted we find 
Songress convened together in another extra session to deal with 
the tariff. Whenever we elect a President on the tariff issue he sets 
in to reform finance, and when we elect one on the financial issue 
he sets in to reform the tariff. [Laughter.] So you see, gentle- 


men, itis only a clear case of trying to pull the wool over the eyes 
of the people; itis simply a case of ew Arp, drains and 8 
cock with them and trying to make them believe you are working 
for their interests, when 122 are really doing all you can against 
them all the time. And I tell you, Mr. Chairman, it is going to be 
no better till they turn some of the traitors out of the camp and 
put in those who really are their friends, 

I said a minute ago free silver was one of the necessary things 
to prosperity. I also say that you must first have it before you 
can successfully re; te your tariff, for the volume of money 
fixes the prices of all commodities: and if the volume of money is 
decreased 25 per cent, and the tariff is fixed at 45 per cent, then the 
protective duty is but 20 per cent, becanse money is conventional 
and the volume rules the price. Therefore, I repeat, it is impos- 
sible to fix a tariff until the volume of money is fixed, or silver is 
restored to the country. Otherwise, with a changeable volume 
of money, the tariff to-day may be 20 per cent lower or 20 per cent 
higher, or fairly as vicious as the sliding scale of Robert Peel 
notoriety. It is very plainly seen that it is the object of this 
measure, the Dingley bill, to consume the consumer, but the man- 
ufacturers will find that they are killing the goose that lays the 
golden egg, for the people can not find money to pay present 
prices; then how will they pay higher prices? 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means [Mr. DinGLEy] stated in his opening 3 on this bill 
that this is a condition and not a theory that confronts us.“ 
That is a rather old and hackneyed expression, but I want to say 
that we are confronted both by à condition and a theory. In the 
language of another, The theoryis, according to Mr. Vanderbilt, 
‘the people be and the condition is a country of 
poor people.” [Laughter.] And this is a . theory 
and a very dangerous condition, one that Abraham Lincoln seems 
to have foreseen even as early as 1865, when he said: 


Yes, we may congratulate ourselves that this cruel war is nearing its close. 
It has cost a vast amount of treasure and blood. The best blood of the flower 
of the American youth has been freely offered upon our country’s altar that 
the nation -might live, but I see in the near future a crisis approaching that 
unnerves me and causes me to tremble for the safety of my country. 

Asa result of the war, corporations have been enthroned and an era of 
corruption in high places will follow. And the money panes of the country 
will endeavor to ak tag 3 its rues Dy working upon the prejudices of the 
— — until all wealth aggrega! in a few hands and the Republic is 

yed. Ifeelat this moment more anxiety for the safety of my country 
than eyer before—even in the midst of war. God grant that my suspicions 
may prove groundless. 


It seems that Mr. Lincoln was right. Yet what are we offered 
as arelief from our depressed condition? Another great tariff bill; 
and one to which I am, for many reasons, opposed. I think this 
kind of legislation unn and will do no good. I think it 
vicious in its tendency and entirely undemocratic in its protective 
and prohibitive policy. I also think it out of harmony with the 
intention of those who framed our Constitution, which makes it 
incumbent upon this branch of the Government to raise revenue 
to run it. t us for a few minutes note the history of tariff 
legislation, as given. by Mr. Woodard, of North Carolina, in 1894, 
in a speech delivered in this same body, to see if I am not right in 
some of my objections. He said: 

It was never intended by the framers of the Constitution that any tariff 
duties should ever be le under the Constitution for any purpose save that 
of raising revenue. It was insisted by some, years after 1 formation of the 
Government, t in order to id up and encourage manufactures in this 
country Congress should, in le tariff taxes for the support of the Goy- 
ernment, so adjust them as to give some 8 to our manufacturing 
in e just then beginning to compete with the manufacturers of the 


wor 
But those advocating that policy never supposed that it should become our 
5 system. 

r. Clay 


He says 


vie ieee as the father of the protective system in this country, said, in 1833: 
“The theory of protection supposes that after a certain time the protected 
manufacturers will have such strength and perfection as will enable 
them subsequently, unaided, to stand foreign competition.“ 


Again, in 1840, he said: 


No one, Mr. President, in the commencement of the protective policy ever 
supposed that it was to be perpetual. 


1 And again, in a letter to a friend in Georgia in September, 1843, 
e says: 


The sum and substance of what I conceive to be the true policy of the 
United States in respect to a tariff may be briefly stated. In conformity 
with the principle pronounced in the compromise act, I think whatever! rev- 
enue is necessary to an economical and honest administration of the Govern- 
ment ought to be derived from duties imposed on foreign. imports. AndI 
believe that in establishing a tariff of those duties such a discrimination onght 
1 — — 5 as will incidentally afford reasonable protection to our national 

res 

I think there is no danger of a high tariff ever being established. That of 
1823 (which was below 36 psr cent) was eminently deserving of that denomi- 
nation. I was not in Congress when it passed and did not vote for it, but 


with its history and with the circumstances which gave it birth I am well 
uainted. ey were rag, Rect Jord te to American legislation, end I 
hope, for its honor. will never be re 


ted. 
y ——.— that there is no eee of a high tariff is founded on 
the gratifying fact that our manufactures have now taken a deep root. In 
their infancy they needed a greater measure of protection, but as they grow 
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and advance they acquire strength and stability, and uently will 

require less protection. Even now some branches of them are able to main- 

—.— in distant markets suecessful competition with rival foreign manufac- 
ures. 

ms fy this tariff of 1828 was below 36 percent, there was an indignation 
aroused throughout the whole country. It was 7. ed as a measure so op- 
8 to the people that the State of South Carolina eee an ordinance 

eclaring that the law could not be enforced within her borders. This led to 
the adoption of the famous compromise of weet phe the matter was ad- 
justed by a gradual reduction of the duties, and at the end of that period the 
tariff was reduced to 20 per cent, which Mr. Clay, in his famous speech, said 
would be ample for the protection of the American manufacturer, and would 
produce ample revenue for the support of the Government. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that this great statesman denounced a 
tariff act which did not average 36 per cent. And yet to-day it is charged by 
the enemies of the Democratic party that we are s g down and destroy- 
ing the industries of this country by a tariff which averages 38 per cent. 

he first tariff law ever enac by the American Congréss was pees 
July 4. 1789, and it was announced in that act that the taxes therein levied 
were for the support of the Government and to discharge the debts of the 
United States. The highest duty imposed upon any importation was 16 per 
cent. There is not a line or rate of prohibition in the entire act; the whole 
levy was made solely for the purpose of revenue. 

he men who framed this tariff act were many of them members of the 
Convention which framed the Constitution. They never conceived the idea 
of levying duties so high as to prevent_the importation of any goods. 3 
preferred what Mr. Madison described in ad g the House on that bi 
as a very free system of commerce, subject only to restrictions needed for 
purposes of revenue, These men were never considered the enemies of 
American labor or the enemies of the manufacturer. They provided for 
their encouragement and protection, but that encouragement was only such 
as Dubey necessarily made by the imposition of tariff rates upon impo: mer- 
chan . 

It may be interesting and instructive to continue the history of the tariff 
legislation of the country. The tariff of 1828, the highest up to that time, was 
36 per cent. It was of this tariff Mr. Clay wrote the letter I have just read 
to the House. In 1832 it had been redu to — per cent, and in 1842 there was 
a still further increase in the tariff duties, and in the campaign of 1844 the 

e between the two pa 


e pronase „and the wealth 

more equally distributed than itever has n or can be under a protective 
tariff. tariff act was so satisfactory that no zy ever demanded its 
repeal; and Mr. Blaine, the idol of his party during e and the ablest ex- 
ponent of the Pe of protection, when writing as a historian and not as 
a partisan, in his most able and interesting book, entitled Twenty Yeurs in 
Congres: wrote thus of the ration of the tariff law of 1846: 

Moreover, the tariff of 1846 was yielding abundant revenue and the busi- 
ness of the country was in a flou g condition at the time Taylor's Ad- 
ministration was organized. Money became very abundant after the year 
1849. Large enterp: were undertaken, ulations were prevalent, and 
for a considerable period ge proepeciy of the country was general and 
apparently geine: After 1852 the Democrats had almost undisputed con- 
trol of the Government and bet ca gy become a free-trade party. The 
principles embodied in the of 1848 seemed for the time to be so thor- 


oughly vindicated and approved that resistance to it ceased not only among 
the people but among the protective economists, and even among the manu- 
facturers to a large extent. So general was the acquiescence t in 1856 a 


eee Was not suggested or even hinted y any one of the three 
parties which presented Presidential candidates. Now, Mr. S. er, the 
operation of this tariff u the agriculture of the country s ly illus- 
trates that agriculture always prospered whenever a low tariff was in oper- 


ation.” 

Ithink Mr. Chairman, this review Hany sustains the objec- 
tions I have mentioned to this present biil. Will it meet the 
needs of our people? No, sir. It will only aggravate them. We 
should have legislation here which will correct the existing evils— 
legislation which will build up that great middle class, who, 
neither drunk with wealth nor embittered by poverty, have always 
been the true bulwark of the liberties of the poepie This meas- 
ure only widens the gulf between Dives and Lazarus. It sub- 
jects our country to further danger from the increased congestion 
of wealth at the great money centers. I want to say here, as I 
have said in a former speech, that the best way to reform the 
tariff is by an income taxs—taxing that which we have rather than 
that which we want. 

If you will examine the bill and look into the report of the mi- 
nority of the Ways and Means Committee as well as the report of 
the majority, you will see that what I say is true. They all show 
evidences of the fact that the trusts and combines, the corpora- 
tions, manufacturers, etc., have actually come in and dictated 
the terms of this bill. And to-day the conviction must be riveted 
upon every honest, intelligent, thinking American citizen that 
instead of having a free republican form of government, it has 
been torn down and a moneyed aristocracy erected in its stead— 
the most hateful government on the face of the earth. We must 
see that our free democratic institutions have been subverted by 
a despotism of corporate wealth. Just look over this bill and see 
what it offers to the rich—to the already bloated manufacturers— 
the robber barons, who are like the ‘‘ robber barons of the Rhine,” 
who fired a shot at every craft that passed, and descended from 
their rocks and crags and robbed and tore their victims until their 
greed was satisfied or the victim lost his endurance. We find 
everything protected that the rich want protected. A good deal 

been said about that great man, Thomas Jefferson, who fore- 
saw the evil that is now upon this country and sought to avert it. 
When Virginia ceded the great Northwest to the Government, 
Jefferson secured a prohibition forever of the right of primogeni- 
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ture in the second clause of the article of cession. Virginia said 
and Georgia repeated it—that in granting this domain to the 
Government and dedicating it to freedom we forever prescribe 
that there shall be no classes in the family, no one child set up at 
the expense of the other, no feudal estate established; but what 
a man has shall be equally divided amongst all his children. And 
this isthe right principle as applied to government and legislation. 
I would that we had some Jeffersons in Congress now, and more 
of his principles and ideas. But instead of this, what do we see? 
Why, we see this feudal system, which he swept away, revived 
again in the interest of the syndicates, trusts, etc., who to-day, b 

this bill, are set up as the elder children of this Government, wit 

the right to dispose of all the property of the family, to the utter 
5 of the other children the great masses of the 

ple. 

Now, let us see what the poor people are given the benefit of. 
In the first place, we see on the free list acids and arsenic. Well, 
I suppose they want them to kill themselves, and that is the reason 
they put those articles on the free list, so they can be gotten easily. 
They want to get them out of the way, so there will be none but 
the rich. aughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. TALBERT. I will; but I think it is very soon for Santa 
Claus. [Laughter.] It is not near Christmas yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Was not a portion of the acids, as well as 
arsenic, on the free list of the Wilson bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, my friend, you people refuse to go back 
further than 1892 in your discussions, and I do not propose to go 
behind this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That was in 1894. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam discussing this bill, and do not propose 
to go back to the Wilson bill even of 1894, which, if it had been 
properly carried out and the income tax” sustained (as it should 
have been), would be yielding plenty of revenue to run this Goy- 
ernment to-day. b 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did you not vote to put both those articles 
on the free list yourself? 

Mr. TALBERT. My friend, I am not going back to ancient 
history just now. Iam dealing in modern history, and I hope the 
gentleman is with me, for I like him. He is good-natured, and I 
hie y him, and mean no harm by alluding to the fact that some- 

in the last Congress called him Santa Claus. [Laughter.] 

ow, here are some other articles on the free list for the benefit 

of the poor man—fiuoric, hydrochloric or muriatic, nitric, phos- 
phoric, picric or nitropicric, prussic, and silicic. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Silicic! 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, my pronunciation may be bad, for my 
tongue is not so slick and greasy as the tongue of the gentleman 
from Ohio, because he can use his to say anything he wants to, 
right or ne ee 


ow, to p with the poor man’s free-list bill of fare. 
“Acorns!” They have really given the people free acorns. 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Did you not give the free acorns also in 
the Wilson bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Oh, my friend, do keep quiet; I am competent 
to make my own speech. [Laughter.] ‘Acorns, dried or undried, 
but unground.” You see they want to give the mill men the 
benefit of grinding even the acorns. They will not even allow the 
poor people to have them ground, but they must go out and gather 
them themselves. 

Agates, unmanufactured! ‘‘Albumen.” Ican not go through 
the Whole list, but will only mention a few of these articles. 
“Antimony!” Well, I suppose the poor people ought to have a 
little antimony to puff them up. ([Laughter.] ‘‘Arrowroot” and 
so on. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. All these were free in the Wilson bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. The Wilson bill had also lots of other good 
things on the free list that this one has not. “Apatite.” Great 
heavens! Do not they suppose the goor people have appetite 
enough? For God’s sake, do not give them any more appetite, but 
give them something to use what they have got on. [Laughter.] 

They have put ‘‘ashes” on the free list, so that the good honse- 


| wife can use them, I guess, for making lye.“ My good friend, 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, says that this side of the House 
has made a good deal of aye (lie) in this discussion. Well, that 
may be very true, but I will say to the gentleman that his side of 
the House had a big advantage of ours, in that they already had 
their lie“ (lye) made before they came into the discussion! 
[Laughter. } 

But to proceed with this poor man’s free list. ‘‘Asafetida.” 
Who in the world wants asafetida? A man would rather die than 
takeit. [Laughter.] “Beeswax.” Whatagreatluxury! [Laugh- 
ter. e could chew it, I su yee. 

“Bismuth.” Blood.“ We 1, I suppose the people do need 
roel blood,“ as you have sucked so much from them. [Laugh- 

T. 
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Bones.“ My, the poor people are nothing but“ bones “already. | gled, hardly able to keep soul and body together, receiving only a 
Can you not give them a little flesh to hide their bones?” Fadel scant support, while others who know not what labor is have 
ter. LE reaped the benefits of it and grown fat and lived in luxury and 
JA oy Ores common blue clay.” They have given us free dirt. | ease. This has been the history of the laborer in all nations and 
no 


nice? - countries. Whether he was engaged in Egypt building great 
‘Dragons’ blood.“ Divi-divi.“ mounds and 8 or whether he toiled among the ancient 
Several MEMBERS. ‘ Divi-divi.” Greeks, or whether he fell in among the ‘‘robber barons of the 
Mr, TALBERT. Oh, well, I have a way of pronouncing things | Rhine,” or whether he was in Rome constructing the great cathe- 
to suit myself, and not to suit others. [Laughter.] drals and edifices for the honored senators and Roman officials, or 


Eggs of birds.“ Flint, flints, and ground flint stones.” That | whether he be engaged in modern Europe, or whether he labors 
is a great favor to us, for we are unable to buy gun caps, so I in our own great nation in Pennsylvania coal mines and iron 
guess we will use the old-fashioned way of shooting with flintlock, | and steel shops, or whether he toils in the great waving grain- 


ete. [Laughter.] fields of Minnesota, or whether he eke out a miserable existence 
Now, Mr. Chairman, these, with many others equally as insig- | between the cotton rows of Texas and other Southern States, or 
nificant, are the things that the Dingley bill gives us free. whether he spends his days in the cane fields of Lonisiana or 


Another objection to this bill is that it is sectional in its provi- | in the orange groves of Florida, or whether he struggles for his 
sions. It is sectional in that it is intended to pamper and protect | mere existence in any other fields of labor—in the factory or at 
the manufacturing and moneyed interests of the North and East | the forge—the results always have been and are still the same. 
as against the South and West. Capital 3 all the reward and labor gets nothing but hardship 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I desire to ask you, and toil, and knows nothing of the enjoyment of the luxuries that 
in all earnestness and candor, Is it right, is it fair, that our na- it struggles so hard to produce. But those who do not even so 
tional legislators, who should look over all the sections of the Union much as turn over their hands are ever ready to scoop it all in. 
with the same feeling and desire to benefit—I say is it right that And this proposed bill will greatly assist them in so doing. 
the interests of the North and East should be so well cared for, Its friends and supporters claim, however, that it wil greatly 
and that ee to the detriment and at the expense of the great ag- | benefit labor. I fail to see how or where. But, on the contrary, 
ricultural sections? And not only this, but the request of General | in my opinion, it only robs and plunders it. It is not only of no 
WHEELER to keep bagging and ties on the free list was treated in | benefit to the laborer in other ayocations, but it is none, or very 
the same manner and with the same spirit. This request wasalso | little, to the laborer who works in the manufactory, for the man- 
refused because it was intended to benefit the Southern farmers | ufacturer himself gets the benefit of the advanced prices he is ena- 
by enabling them to buy their ing and ties cheaper. This | bled to get for his goods under the tariff, and not his labor, for 
shows how inconsistent you Republicans are. You claim to want | you very quickly see him cut labor's wages in dull times, but you 
to benefit 55 and every interest, but when it comes to the | seldom see him raise wages when times grow unusually prosper- 
Southern and Western farmers, g are ready tostab them. Why | ouswithhim. So the manufacturer himselfis benefited by tariff, 
this sectional discrimination? It is one, Mr. Chairman, for which | butnotthelaborer he has employed. But granting, for argument's 
Ican see no just reason whatever; and it seems more specially | sake, that the laborers who work in these protected manufactories 
directed against the South than the West. are greatly benefited by protection, they form only a small per 

Why is it thus? Why should she be aps out as an object of | cent of the great mass of laborers of the whole country engaged 

icular spite by the Dingley bill? Is there any just cause for | in other work. So, then, it would be only a very limited benefit, 

it? No; none whatever. Is not the South as true as any other | after all, to labor. The part of the profits of this protective tariff 
system that labor is going to get is about what the negro used to 
say he got in the figures the white man would make when they 
would come to have a settlement. He said the white man would 
always figure it out like this: 

Naught is a na and five's a figger, 

All for the * und none forthe nigger. 

So all will be for the manufacturer, etc., and none (or very little) 
for the laborer. The distinguished gentleman from Illinois Mr. 
HorkINs ], in his speech on this bill on Monday, the 22d instant. in 
defending his party and its policies, pointed with an unusual degree 
of gratification and pride to the fact that the great railway cor- 
pornon of the country, etc., e ee and flourished under the 

publican high- protection Administration as they have done un- 
der no other. I am glad he was frank enough to say this, for so 
learned a gentleman as he is very good authority on almost an 
subject. But, unfortunately, this time his statement is very muc 

ainst the cause he was advocating. It is only absolute proof of 
what I have already said, that this protective-tariff scheme is only 
a legalized system of robbery, on the part of the great corporations, 
trusts, and combines, of the working and poorer element of the 
land. Under such a system eres prosper and grow fat, while 
labor and languishes. And the worst and meanest part of it 
is that this bill is paraded as being the great friend and benefactor 
of the working people, while in fact it is their deadly enemy. 

Another serious objection to it is this wholesale change of ad 
valorem to specific duties. In a depressed time like the present 
these ad valorem duties would be bad enough to have to meet, 
but the specific would be even worse, for it does not matter how 
much any particular article of commerce might depreciate in 
value, you can not change nor lessen the duty on it undera specific 
levy. It would not matter so long as prices would keep well up. 
but when there was a drop in the market then the hardships of 
specific duties would come into play. I think the duty, if we 
must have one, should be allo to vary as the prices of the 
goods on which it is levied varies, and not to stand at one thing, 
whether prices are high or low. 

Again, this bill will shut up, at least to a very great extent, our 
foreign markets. Then we will have no market for our surplus 
production. But, say our friends on the other side, it will create 
a greater home market; that will take the place of the foreign one. 
But what are you going to do with this t cry of *‘ overproduc- 
tion” that you continually hear assi as a reason for tke low 
prices of farm products? I repudiate it myself and do not hold 
with it at all; but many raise that cry as a pretense for low prices. 
Then, if that ‘‘ov uction” argument be good, if we are rais- 
ing more products than can be consumed, where will the home 
market come in? I would like some one to tell me. But our Re- 
publican brethren say that they will pry open the foreign markets 


section of the country? True, she fought against it for four long 
years, but she did it from principle; she was fighting for what 
she thought was right; but when that conflict ended she laid 
down her arms and was still the same old South she had been be- 
fore the conflict, and to-day she honors the Stars and Stripes as 
does any other section over which they float, and she has, I think, 
much and good ground for complaint of this unjust discrimina- 
tion, for I undertake to say that she has done more for the real 
glory of this country than any other section. She hasadded more 
to its wealth from the fact that she is an agricultural section, and 
agriculture is the mudsill, the very foundation stone, of all mate- 
rial prosperity and industrial progress and all national honor and 
pride, And, too, she has excelled all other sections in adding lus- 
ter and brilliancy to the political history of our country. She has 
had more great and grand men alike in national, legislative, judi- 
cial, and executive positions than any other section. These, with 
many other facts, Mr. Chairman, should appeal to the fairness 
and good judgment and common sense of this House, and compel 
them to deal with our section fairly, squarely, and without any 
discrimination whatever. The North was responsible for slavery 
and not the South, but having been transferred to the Southern 
planter he made good use of him. Now he has been freed and 
we are glad of it, and all go on their way rejoicing. 

Iam opposed to this bill for another reason. Itis to my mind 
very clearly and plainly a piece of class 1 and that is 
something that [have always opposed with all the strength I could 
possess. And especially have Í opposed it when it was unjust to 
the laboring class, and the whole bce of this bill, as I see it, 
is to legislate money out of the pockets of those who are already 
impoverished into the pockets of those who have always had 
plenty. It is intended to still further enrich the manufacturers 
and moneyed men of the country, and still more oppress and 
plunder the noe man who has to toil for what he gets. 8 A 
it that the laborers should be legislated against as a class? y 
is it that the rich are disposed to give them a kick at every oppor- 
tunity and send them still farther down the hill of poverty, toil, 
degradation, and despair? 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, it is unfair, it is wrong, it is outrage- 
ous; yea, it is dishonest. This, Iam glad to say, has never been 
my disposition. On the contrary, it is one of the proudest recol- 
lections of my life that Iwas brought up in close alliance with 
labor and to know what it is to be a laboring man, for thereby I 
have been brought to know how to sympathize with him. It has 
always been the burden of my thought to devise some means by 
which greatly to aid and dignify labor and to cheer up and relieve 
the laboring people of our country, for if there ever were any peo- 
ple who need cheer and relief it is the laborers, for history shows 
that in allages the laboring man has toiled and tugged and strug- 
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by their “reciprocity” provision. They pretend tolook with scorn 
and contempt upon our Democratic free trade” idea; but their 
“reciprocity” is, when boiled down to its last analysis, nothing 
but free trade,” pure and simple, and if you examine it 
closely you will see it. So, after all, the great Republican party 
is trying to steal our Democratic ideas away from us by calling it 
by a different name. They are trying to take our “‘free trade” 
robe off of us and don it themselves, and to parade it before the 
country as “reciprocity.” They are trying to take our Democratic 
harness from us and to put it on themselves. r 

It you want to keep the foreign markets open to us, give usa 
low tariff—one just sufficient to raise enough revenue to run the 
Government, economically administered, and do away with this 
protection“ feature. But you say we now have a deficiency in 
our Treasury, caused from Democratic Administration and low 
tariffs. I say we have not had a Democratic Administration for 
the last four years, for such Democrats as Cleveland, Carlisle & 
Co. are the very best kind of Republicans, and you Republicans 
realize it, too, and you have been well pleased with their doings 
all along; and if the low tariff does not raise revenue enough, a 
very good thing to do is to cut down some of our very unnec- 
essary expenses; abolish some of our useless offices that were cre- 
ated purely for political 8 do away with some of these 

le in office here who have noning to do but sit down and 

Poot at somebody else doing the work. Pe more economical in the 
administration of public affairs and we will not need so much 
revenue anyhow. But, says someone, we can not cut expenses 
any. Let us see. I will quote from the report of the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission a few figures showing the number of people and 
their pay in each department of the Government. 

The following table shows the division of the employees of the 
Government under the various Departments, and the total com- 
pensation paid to each Department: 


Executive office, 21, $35,200. 
Civil Service Commission, 62, $91,340. 


Navy Department, 1,253, 81. 22.300. 53. 

Positions e REA —— Nery Dopartmont regulations, 5,063, C. 885, 75.88. 
Interior Department, 9,713, $8,084,407.07. 

sl 


600. 
De; = 3 N „713.508. 70. 
De ent r. 20. 
Conamission of a risheries, 183, $180,440. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 142, $195,020. 
1 292, 716.16. 

0 „81.720. 
Superintendent State ar, and 67 building, 25, $24,920. 
Post-Office service, 104,811, $38,665,025.10. 

Government printing service, 2,862, $2.500,830.97, 
7 — -house inant 5,108, $3,333, — 35 
nal revenue service, 3,282, 83.208. 206.81. 
Total executive civil service United States, 178,717, 800.580, 827.28. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this is simply enormous, and I know very 
well some of these people and some of this expense can be done 
away with, and ought to be. Then, instead of still further burden. 
ing, taxing, and unnecessarily robbing the already impoverished 
people by saddling upon their backs tariff bills, protection laws, 
etc., some little of this much-talked-about ‘‘ revenue ” might more 
profitably be allowed to remain in their pockets. Do not unneces- 
sarily create a deficit in the Treasury, and then cry out we have 
not got enough revenue to run the Government—we must have a 
tariff law. Already our people are so poor they can not pay the 
taxes now on them; then, Mr. Chairman, in the name of common 
sense, how are they to pay still heavier ones? If they have not 
got the money to pay with, how can they pay? It is indeed a 
mystery to me how taxing our people is going to make them 

rosperous. They have arend gor morethan they can pay—then 

what is the sense in putting a tariff on them? The best thing, in 
my opinion, is to cut down expenses, be more economical, defeat 
this tariff bill, and give us instead free silver. What our people 
need, then, I say, is more money and less taxes and fewer tariff 
bills. In the name of God, why keep piling up burdens on them 
when they already have more than they can bear, while on the 
other hand the favored few—the great moneyed men of the coun- 
try—are growing richer and richer every day? 

Til fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 

Where wealth accumulates, and men decay. 

The trouble with protection“ is that it does not protect; that 
is, it does not protect the great toiling masses, who so much need 
protection of some kind, but it simply protects the few who donot 
need any protection. It was all very well in the infancy of the 
manufacturing industries of the United States to afford them 
some little protection, maybe, but now they are no longer infants; 
they are full grown—yea, overgrown—and well able to walk alone 
and take care of themselves. The United States of America is no 
baby, that she should be nursed and fondled as such. I say, gen- 
tlemen, she needs no protection. Simply turn her loose in the 
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great arena of nations, and she will take care of herself. She does 
not have to ask other nations to let or not to let her do any particu- 
lar thing, but she can go ahead and so long as she stays within 
proper bounds she can do just as she pleases todo. When she got 
ready to declare her independence she did not consult England 
about it, but went right ahead and did it, and if she can hold her 
hand with others in war, why can she not do the same thing in 
commerce? 

It is not a home market that we are after now so much, for we 
already have that, but it is the foreign market we are after for 
our exports. By passing this protective tariff bill we hurt our- 
selyes more than we hurt others, for the balance of trade between 
the United States and other countries is considerably in our favor. 
That means that we e more produce, etc., than we import, 
and when we close the foreign markets to our exports we are the 
sufferers thereby, and our business will be greatly ated and 
our laboring poopie thrown out of employment. And we do not 
want to do anything that will take away from them what little 
they do get, for they can barely subsist on their wages now. Itis 
said that there are 12,000,000 laborers in this country, adding to its 
wealth at the rate of $7 per day capita, but they get less than 


$i each. Now, who gets the other $6? Important question, and 
more so the answer. Labor doesall the work, but gets none of its 
rewards. It is labor that erects the splendid palace, and yet is for- 


bidden to enter it; it is labor that makes the silks and broadcloths, 
and yet is forbidden to wear them; itis labor that spreads the mag- 
nificent feast, and yet is forbidden to taste it, and it is labor that 
converts the forest into building material for the home, and yet is 
forbidden to occupy it. In short, it is the laborer who does every- 
thing and it is the laborer who gets nothing, or very little, and 
this bill seeks to deprive him even of that little. Therefore, Mr. 
Chairman, I am emphatically and absolutely opposed to it, and 
while I know it is the intention of the majority to pass it, and to 
do so in hot haste, let me urge you against this course and again 
warn you of its direful effects on the country. But be sure of this 
one thing, you are going to hear from the people of this country. 
Others may do as they please, but as for me, I expect to heed their 
demands and cast my vote in the negative. I shall vote against 
the bill, and hope it will not pass, bat I am willing and hope that 
the Republican party now in power will enact such measures as 
will bring pr ity to our erga Let it come from whatever 
source it will, I will welcome it. Let the blessing come, as come 
it must always, from the Lord, although sometimes the devil may 
bring it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like a few more minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, as an American citi- 
zen, in sympathy with the great body of the people and with five 
persons whom it is my duty and pleasure to support, I am dead 
against this bill. It is a vicious, a monstrous, an unnecessary 
measure, [Applause.] As a Democratic politician, I will rejoice 
at its heap You are delivering yourselves into our hands. 
This bill i 


have a hundred majority in this House, and that in 1900 we will 
elect our candidate for the Presidency, and the le will come 
into their own again. 1 Ordinarily I am a very good- 
natured man; but there have been some charges made on the other 
side of the House which make me lose all the patience I ever had. 
To have such an able man as the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
HorRINs] and such a brilliant man as the gentleman from Iowa 
pis DOLLIVER] stand up in the presence of this body and say that 
e Wilson-Gorman bill was a free-trade measure is an outrage on 
common sense, truth, and decency, and almost causes me to regret 
that the law against manslaughter can not be temporarily sus- 
penoa, [Laughter.] I do not 8 for any protectionists to 
efine the principles of free traders. I am a free trader, and I 
glory in the fact. I rejoice in the record that we free traders made 
in the House in 1894, in the Fifty-third Congress. Nearly all that 
was good in the Wilson bill originally was put there by the free 
traders. We jumped on that bill when it came into this House, 
and in spite of the majority of the committee, and nearly the whole 
committee, in spite of the Republican minority, we knocked out 
the bounty feature of the Wilson bill, copied in modified form 
from the McKinley bill, and killed it too dead for resurrection; we 
twice put sugar on the free list; we put steel rails on the free list; 
we put agricultural implements on the free list; we won many 
other notable victories, so that when that bill left this House it 
was a tolerably decent sort of a bill. But when it reached the 
other end of the Capitol it was so cut, carved, mangled, disfigured, 
and doctored that its granddaddy would not have recognized it 
had he met it face to face in the big road. [Laughter.] 
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The trouble with the Wilson-Gorman bill was not that it con- 
tained too much free trade, but that it did not contain free trade 
enough. The thing that condemned it in public estimation was 
that it fell far short of the promises of the Democratic platform 
of 1892. > 

The free traders in the Fifty-third Congress voted for it, with 
all its sins upon its head, holding our noses while we voted. We 
voted for it for the all-sufficient reason that, bad as it was, it was 
an improvement on the McKinley bill of abominations. I shall 
die in the belief that had the Wilson-Gorman bill come up in 
faith to the Chicago Democratic manifesto of 1892, and had it been 

in May, 1893, when it ought to have been , instead of 
August, 1894, we would have received the support of the Ameri- 
can people, would have had a majority in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
ess, would now control this House, and would have a genuine, 
Eroi tandad; patriotic President sitting where William McKinley 
now sits. It was treason to Democratic principles in the Demo- 
cratic camp that forced an average tariff of 40 per cent into the 
Wilson-Gorman bill—only 10 per cent short of the outrages of the 
McKinley bill. 

When I hear gentlemen falsely denominate the Wilson-Gorman 
bill as a free-trade measure, I say to them that they are violating 
the decalogue. Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy 
neighbor” is written in an old book, little read and little heeded 
by the majority, and that commandment is as binding on men to- 
day as it was when Moses first inscribed it on tablets of stone 
amid the lightnings and thunders of Mount Sinai. 

The 55 from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] made a 
remark, and it was reiterated here, that from the foundation of 
the Government the tariff question had been discussed, and that 
fact was referred to as throwing around it a kind of veil of sacred- 
ness. Let me tell you, gentlemen, the debate on the tariff ques- 
tion will go on forever, until you come to the doctrine of common 
sense and of nature, the doctrine of free trade. [Applause.] Why 
will you not learn anything from experience? Last fall you Re- 
publicans and your gold-bug tail holders went around through 
the country advocating an English system of finance. The gold 
standard was good because it was ‘‘so English, don’t yer know.” 
[Laughter.] Then why not profit by another piece of English 
experience, about which there is not even a shadow of doubt? 
Free trade was established in England by Sir Robert Peel, and 
they have never had the question even discussed in the three king- 
doms from that day to this. That measure made Great Bri 
the mistress of the seas and the — 6 of the world. : 

Justin McCarthy, in his splendid History of Our Own Times, 
gives this conclusive evidence as to the effects of that enactment: 

Told in its briefest form the story is that Peel came into office in 1841 to 
maintain the corn laws, and that in 184% he repealed them. The controversy 
as to the wisdom or unwisdom of repealing the corn laws has | since come 
toanend. They who were the uncompromising opponents of free trade at 
that time are proud to call themselves its uncompromising zealots now. 
Indeed, there is no more chance of a reaction against free trade in England 
than there is against the rule of three. 

Now, there are a few things in this bill to which I want to call 
the attention of the House as samples of the whole thing. You 
gentlemen made the carpen of 1896 under false pretenses. You 
are trying to pass this bill under false pretenses, and in order to 
try to satisfy the farmer you have put certain items in this bill. 

e farmer can not be protected by the wit of man, for he is the 
largest exporter and n a foreign market. I was surprised to 
hear some gentlemen on this side of the House say that if this 
system of robbery were going to be adopted, they wanted their share 
of the swag. I can not subscribe tosuch a vicious code of morals. 
But even if I did, my people can not be protected, because their sur- 

lus must be sold at Liverpool. Irepresent the finestagricultural 
Aistrict that the sun ever shone upon, land that will produce 100 
bushels of corn to the acre, but to save your soul you can not raise 
the price of corn, or wheat, or rye, by any scheme of so-called 
protection. 

Let me call attention to a sample of what we find in this bill. 
There is a duty of 2 cents a gallon on milk. [Laughter and ap: 
plause.] That is a fair sample of the protection that this 

retends to give tothe farmer. I would like very much to get 
bold of the men who framed that item, cross-examine them, and 
make them tell the truth about how that 2 cents a gallon on milk 
got into this bill. [Laughter]. It would illustrate the entire 
iniguitousscheme, ButIthinkI know. Some citizen up in Maine, 
or New Hampshire, or Vermont, where they can not raise enough 
grass on 100 acres to keep one Jersey cow alive [laughter], is run- 
ning a dairy in competition with some Canadian across the line, 
and he comes before this committee and gets them to put 2 cents 
a gallon on milk; so in the item goes, as one of the things in this 
bill which is to make the poor farmer rich beyond the dreams of 
avarice. Why, Mr. Chairman, out in our country we give milk 
to our neighbors. It is a well-known fact that milk can not be 
transported in good condition, and ata profit, more than 100 miles, 
It would be interesting to see the condition of a gallon of Cana- 
dian milk by the time it got out to JERRY Spipson’s district in 
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the State of Kansas. ughter.] It would not only be unfit for 
human beings to drink, but it would set the very teeth of the 
hogs on edge to take it in as swill, [Laughter.] But then this 
committee have put dragon’s blood on the free list laughter], 
which will no doubt lift many heavy burdens from the shoulders 
of thefarmers. They have put divi-divi on the free list! Laugh- 
brie At the same time they have doubled the tariff on white-pine 
umber. 

When I was a boy, attending the law school in Cincinnati, I 
heard George H. Pendleton say in the Grand Opera House there 
that the sweetest incense that ever greeted the nostrils of a pub- 
lic man was the applause of the people.” That was a philosophic 
saying, Now, I want to tell you how this tariff on lumber came 
to be increased. A man by the name of Goodyear went before 
the committee, and although he may never have heard of Mr. 
Pendleton’s saying, he struck the same line of thought. Let me 
read you what he said: 

The State of Maine, be it said to its everlasting credit, so long as I can 
remember, has always been represented by the most eminent statesmen that 
this country has produced. It had its James G. Blaine; it has its REED, and 
if I were allowed to whisper it, I would say that it has its DINGLEY also. It 
has its BOUTELLE. 

Mr. Chairman, that piece of soft soap ” made it harder for every 
poor man in the United States to build a house. Governor DING- 
LEY swallowed the bait as quick as a trout would swallow a fly 
[laughter], and next summer some poor devil out West, living in 
a dugout a hundred miles from a railroad depot, who voted for 
Mc ey under the deluded idea that prosperity would come 
under his Administration, and who has not heard of this tariff 
bill, ciphers it out that he can build him a two-room cottage with 
lumber and other building materials at the old rate. He goes to 
the depot to get the lumber and finds that the price has gone sky 
high, and he goes back to his home and says to his wife: My 
dear, I am sorry that we must stay in the dugout. We can not 
build our little house. A great man by the name of Governor 
DINGLEY has put the price of lumber and other things so high 
that we can not doit; but, thank God, he has left Aragona blood 
free!” 11 ughter.] Next year, when my handsome friend from 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] returns to that fine agricultural district 
which he represents, some man who has not m able to buy a 
coat because of the high poos of woolen cloth will say to his 
neighbor: There comes DoLLIVER, who put up the price of 
woolen goods;” but the successful candidate for the ffice in 
that district says: Oh, but DOLLIVER put divi-divi on the free 
list,” and in chorus they sing ‘‘ DoLLIVER and divi-divi forever.“ 
(Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Protect the farmer, do you? You undertake to protect the sheep 
farmer on his wool! The English once put a tariff on wool. They 
took it off and then they put it back again. They went even fur- 
ther than the Republicans in this House, for they passed a law 
that no Englishman should be buried except in woolen clothes. 
It made no difference whether he had anything to wear at all 
when he was alive [laughter]; when he was put into the grave he 
had to be laid away in English woolens! [Laughter.] You are 
helping the sheepmen with a vengeance by putting a tax of 35 per 
cent on sheep dip! 

Go to your pote and tell them the truth. Say to them that 
the awfully bad Fifty-third Congress—and I will admit that it 
was not as good as it ought to have been; there were too many 
traitors in the camp—tell them that the Fifty-third Congress put 
agricultural implements on the free list [applause], while you 
have undertaken to benefit the farmer by putting upon all such 
implements a tariff duty of 45 per cent—that is to say, a reaper 
which now costs the American farmer about $80 will, under this 
bill, cost him about $120. But it does not make any difference 
how much his reaper costs him, or his plow; he can look to Gov- 
ernor DINGLEY and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 
and the rest of the leaders on this floor, and thank his Maker that 
he has got catgut, whip gut, and worm gut free. pag hter.] His 
harness will cost him 45 per cent more under the Dingley bill than 
under the Wilson-Gorman bill, but he can console himself with 
the blessed thought that cocculus indicus is free. (Laughter. ] 

Now, I understand perfectly that it is a difficult thing to drive an 
idea into a Republican’s head. But such arguments as a raise of 
45 per cent on everything a Republican farmer uses in his busi- 
ness will finally lead him to see the light and convert him from 
the error of his way. He can not raise wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and hay now at a profit. In what condition will he find himself 
when he gets no more for his products, for, tariff bill or no tariff 
bill, he must still sell his stuff in the open markets of the world in 
competition with pauper labor? [Applause.] 

Now, I want to say to you, gentlemen, in all seriousness, the 
farmer will not be mocked. I have read the Bible a good deal 
during my life. It is my favorite book. In my observation of 
mankind I have looked out for every type of people described in 
that unequaled document. The metaphysical epistles of St. Paul 
are a perpetual delight. I have wondered all my days what the 
great apostle to the Gentiles meant by that queer clan of people 
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whom he describes in his Philippian letter as those ‘‘ whose 


lory is in their shame.” Ihave found them at last; the ak as 
is solved; they are the representatives of greet agricultural con- 
stituencies who stand here and unblushingly advocate this bill of 
abominations. [Laughter and pre a They grasp without 
remorse, and wear without shame, the dog collars of the Eastern 
manufacturers. [Applause on the Democratic side.] í 
You want more revenue, do you? You have no business with it. 
[Applause.] There are two ways of making buckle and tongue 
meet. One is to cut down expenditures [applause]; the other is 
toincrease the revenue. You Republicans over there never seem to 
dream of cutting down expenditures. Let me make a suggestion 
or two as to where you might begin. Take the Army appropria- 
tion bill, carrying $23,000,000, and cut it down one-half, Cut 
down the Army one-half. Nobody in this country appears to have 
any pressing need for the United States Army ami George M. 
Pullman and the Pullman Palace Car Company, of Chicago. [Ap- 
plause.] Abolish the diplomatic corps. It never was useful, 
and sometimes it has not been even ornamental. [Laughter.] I 
could take one newspaper correspondent out of that ery, send 
him to Europe, and in a month he would find out more about 
affairs over there than the entire gang of ambassadors, ministers 
plenipotentiary, and envoys extraordinary can find out between 
now and next Christmas. [Laughter.] Then, too, you might 
with t advantage abolish your Civil Service Commission, and 
save all the money that it costs the people. [Applause.] Many 
other cuts might be made so as to reduce the annual appropria- 
tion bills by at least one hundred millions, and the public service 
not be crippled one particle. One of the chief differences between 
Republicanism and Democracy is that Democracy means economy, 
and Republicanism means extravagance run riot. [Applause. | 
I submit the following table as containing a few sample items 
to show the rates of this bill and of the Wilson-Gorman bill, and 
the increase in the former over the latter. They are taken at 
random, but they illustrate the whole bill: 


Article. Wilson bill. Dingley bill. Increase. 
Ties for baling cotton N $ vous per | ẹy sexe per 
und. und. 
Steel tubing, such as used do asessaat 35 per cent ad 35 per cent ad 
in manufacturing of bi- valorem. valorem. 
p gam, rough and un- 
Steel tubing of same class 8 45 per cent ad | 45 per cent ad 
finish valorem. valorem. 
Crinoline wire and corset | 40 per cent ad OG Ke sande 5 per cent ad 
. stays. valorem. valorem. 
Table knives, carving | 45 per cent 55 per cent 10 per cent. 
knives, falued at more 
than $4 per dozen 
Bread, 8 cheese, 85 per cent 45 per cent Do. 
cooks’, and butchers 
vos. 
Large files, over 9 inches | $1 per dozen . I. 00 per dozen 60 cents per 
shots 20 t 60 t ater t 
otguns N EE per cent per cent per cen’ 
| Pie, paes „„ 25 per cent 40 per cent 15 per cent. 
Plates, bars, or pigs of | Free 1 cent per I cent per 
copper. pound. pound. 
W 4 cent per |l cents per i cent per 
un pound. pound. 
. D oy PER ae 15 per cent 25 per cent 10 per cent. 
bins eee and | 25 per cent 40 per cent 15 per cent 
parts thereof. 
Cycles (supposed to in- & per cent 45 per cent 10 per cent. 
—.— tricycles and bi- 
es). 
Cotton — T 0 E 1 45 per cent. 
Mowers, reapers, harvest 8 3 Do. 
ers, horse rakes, thrash- 
ing machines, plow 
harrows, (tooth an 
isk), planters, 
ete. 
Timber, hewn, sawed, . 20 per cent 20 per cent. 
squared, or sided. 
Boards, d 
Rosch . 8 ted at 81.50 per M feet. 
go per M 
‘eet. 
Planed or finished 8 ꝗ ] ⁰ ] . Do. 
Casks and barrels 20 per cent 30 per cent 10 per cent. 
n of osier or | 25 per cent 50 per cent 25 per cent. 
willow. 
Furniture, partly or BO seek 35 per cent 10 per cent. 
wholly hed. 
Molasses testing above | 2cents per gal- | cents per gal- 1 cent per gal- 
40° and not above 56°. lon. lon. lon. 
Molasses above 56 4 ad per gal- | 6 nents per gal- 2 coos per gal- 
on. on. on. 
Sugars above No. 16 40 per cent T2 per cent 22 per cent. 
mtch standard (beet). 
Canesugar.......- BERS! see „ Do. 
Ready-made clothing . do 50 per cent 10 per cent. 
On cotton schedule (aver- | 43.75 per cent 54.14 per cent 10.39 per cent. 
e). 
Susad „ 15 per cent 30 per cent. 15 per cent. 
1 40 per cent 44 cents per sg. 44 cents per sq. 
yd. and yd. 
per cent ad 


Article. Wilson bill. Dingley bill. Increase. 

Three-ply ingrain carpets, | 32} per cent. 40 centand | 19 cents per sq. 

such as used the cents per yd. an Anek 
e individual in yard. cent ad valo- 
his sitting room. 5 rem. 

Two-ply ingrains--........ 830 per cent 40 per centand | 10 per cent and 

4 oe per I cents per 
. yd. 

Druggets .................-]- 8 40 Per cent and 10 per cent and 
2 cents per cents per 
sq. yd. sq. yd. 

Old books, etchings, en- Free 25 per cent 25 per cent. 

ings, music, scien- 

ile works—anything 

worth having that is 
over 20 years old. 

Books in foreign lan- 6 9 Do. 

guages. 

Bron 3 A AN 20 per cent 40 cent 20 per cent. 

Bituminous coal. 0 cents per ton 75centsper ton 35cents per ton. 

Feathers for beds Free 15 per cent 15 per cent. 

h feathers . 35 per cent 50 per cent Do. 

Fine fur hats for men and 40 per cent. 60 per cent 20 per cent. 

women, 

Harness of all kinds 45 per cent 45 per cent. 


Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Gunn] is 

ized for ten minutes, 

Mr. GUNN. Mr. Chairman, of the two systems, free trade and 
protection, I have ever leaned to the latter, and am a believer in the 
theoryt hat a moderate protection is one of the aids necessary to se- 
cure national prosperity. That tariff legislation alone will remove 
the incubus of hard times can hardly seriously considered by 
the intelligent and Sinking Keneman who make up this body. 
It seems to me that we should haye borrowed some wisdom from 
our past experience in this line. In fact, it must be apparent 
to all that there is but very little difference between the political 

arties at the present time on the tariff question. The Repub- 
icans, in their national platform, as adopted at St. Louis, have 
this to say: 

We demand such an equitable tariff on foreign So! ane which come into 
competition with American products as will not only furnish adequate reve- 
nue for the necessary expenses of the Government, but will protect Ameri- 
can labor from degradation to the wage level of other lands. 

In this we have a declaration in favor of a tariff for revenue that 
would have done credit to a Democrat in the daysof Andrew Jack- 
son. Not only in their platform utterances, but on the floor of 
this House, almost every Republican speaker, from the author of 
this bill we now have under discussion down to the new member, 
making his first effort, the question of primary importance with 
them is a tariff for revenue; protection second place. Presi- 
dent McKinley, in his inaugural, lays great stress on an ar; ent 
in favor of tariff for revenue, and protection is only incidentally 
alluded to. This being the stand of the Republican party, as set 
forth in its platform and in the utterances of its most distin- 
guished leaders, let us now turn and see what position the Demo- 
crats occupy. By reference to the Chicago platform the follow- 
ing declaration is found: 

That taxation should be rs hy by the needs of the Government honestly 


and economically administe: 
And then this second quotation gives in a few words the Demo- 
cratic position. They say, in conclusion: 


Until the money question is settled, we are opposed toany agitation for fur- 
ther changes in our tariff laws, except such as are n to meet the deficit 
in revenge caused by the adverse decision of the Supreme Court on the in- 
come 

This is old Democratic doctrine, tariff for revenue or sufficient 
to meet the necessary expenses of the Government. It will be 
observed that they promise, if they are continued in power, to give 
us a tariff that will meet the existing deficit, 5 if it 
means anything, that they would have increased the tariff had they 
remained in power. 

The Republican allusions to tariff for revenue had but one mean- 
ing—that they would increase the tariff. Thus we see, if we ex- 
amine the platforms and the utterances of the leaders on both 
sides, they are in substantial accord. There is, however, a third 
party to be taken into account. Young, vigorous, and growing in 
membership, with a following on the floor of this House twice as 
large as it ever had before, what, we may ask, has been the posi- 
tion of the Populists on this question? On turning to the Omaha 
platform this doctrine will be found: 


We believe that the money of the country should be kept as much as 
sible in the hands of the people, and hence we demand that all State and na- 
ti issues shall be limi to the necessary expenses of the Government, 
economically and honestly administered. 

Here we have all three parties standing up in a rowdemanding 
tariff for revenue only. The language used is not just the same. 
This might be expected, but the meaning is substantially the same, 
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If Old Hickory“ is still taking an interest in things here be- 
low, one can zeadily imagine with what a smile of satisfaction 
he now views the situation. 

STATESMANSHIP WANTED. 


I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, that after we all start out ap- 
parently in perfect accord we journey together but a short dis- 
tance. The idea seems to have taken possession of the dom- 
inant party in this House that in order to bring prosperity back to 
the country we must increase the governmental expenditure to an 
enormous amount, the test ever incurred by any nation in 
time of peace, and in order to meet this expenditure increase the 
taxes. we succeed on these lines, we will be the first nation, 
ancient or modern, that has done so. 

Have we any men in these days worthy of the designation of 
“statesmen?” If we had, they would make a study of the new 
conditions that confront the Republic. Our available public lands 
arenearly all taken up. We have yet vast areas in the arid belt, but 
they are not availabe, Our mineral domain is nearly all located. 
We have no more Californias, Colorados, Montanas, or Idahos to 
discover, intersected with t, generous sweeps of mountain 
ran full of the precious and useful metals, min and min- 
8 ces. tween the mineral and the agricultural lands 
we had a broad area for our expanding population; we have it 
nomore. The tide of foreign immigration continues, This is 
another source of embarrassment. e have demonetized silver, 

contracted our circulating medium, destroyed a money metal that 
brought aid and comfort to millions of homes in this land, and 
which was the main support of the industrious, generous, enter- 
prising, and loyal Americans in an area of country embracing 
nearly . of this Union. I have in mind now a county in 
my State that has been almost depopulated by legislation adverse 
to this industry—silver maing. e schoolhouse is deserted; no 
happy children play around it; the church is in ruins; the hum 
of e no longer salutes the ear; the few remaining inhabit- 
ants lin on with despair for a companion ane Bope ee 
ing on the distant mountain peaks. is state of affairs applies 
to hundreds, yes, thousands, of localities in the mountainous re- 
gions between our northern and southern borders. The man who 
thinks he can revive them with a tariff is more fitted for a seat in 
an insane asylum than in this House. [Applause.] 
TARIFF LEGISLATION REVIEWED. 
Let us briefiy examine the history of tariff legislation for the 
last few years. In 1890 the Republicans gave us what is known 
as the McKinley bill, with the same profuse promises of prosper- 
ity that we are receiving now. Two years after it was enacted 
the business conditions of the country were so disturbed that the 
people turned against them and drove them from e What 
was the condition of the country when they turned it over to the 
Democrats? In the year 1891, the first after the McKinley tariff 
went into effect, we had 12,273 failures, with liabilities aggregat- 
ing $189,868,638. The following year, 1892, the failures amounted 
to $114,044,167, and the last year of its existence the failures ran 
up to 15,242, with liabilities reaching the enormous total of $346,- 
779,899. These figures after all tell but one side of the story. 
Take the last year of Harrison’s Administration, 1892, The coun- 
try was disturbed with strikes among workingmen which affected 
our industrial a in almost every State. The troops were 
called out simultaneously in four States of the Union, an occur- 
rence up to that time 5 in our history. In Tennes- 
see, Pennsylvania, and Idaho battles were fought between the 
troops or Pinkerton detectives and the 5 men, and violence 
was narrowly averted in New York. The gold reserve was flow- 
ing out of the Treasury, and Mr. Foster, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was flying between this city and New York, consulting Wall 
street as to what was best to do in this dire emergency. e was 
told to issue bonds, and before he went out of office he had the 
lates engraved upon which to print them. This was the disas- 
5 — termination of the first effort of the Republican to 
restore prosperity through the medium of a tariff. At the time 
55 was out of joint under the Republicans, the Demo- 
crats were parading through the land, with a ‘‘stuffed prophet” 
st their head, oa ogge 1 ae bait a tariff 3 would 
ng prosperi everybody and have a surplus for our 
neighbors. We have had three years of the Democratic tariff 
medicine. It may be all right, but it is slow in_producing the 
desired effect. Is it not a fact that every candid Democrat on 
this floor is ready to admit that it takes something more than a 
tariff to bring prosperity? So will our Republican friends after 
awhile. One is almost constrained to the belief that the leaders of 
these two parties are not in earnest in their tariff advocacy. 
THE TRUE ISSUE. 

After Mr. Cleveland was elected on a tariff-reform platform, 
one of his first acts was to call Congress in extraordinary session. 
For what? To give us tariff? Oh, no; he said the tariff question 
would keep, but that the financial question needed immediate 
attention. So, after all, While we went through the campaign 


a great noise about the tariff, it was only a clashing of 
oa and a beating of tom-toms. The nancial question was 

e most important all the time. We have reason to s that 
Mr. McKinley views the situation in much the same ian for the 
first subject alluded to in his inaugural was the financial ques- 
tion, showing that it was uppermost in his mind. A vast majority 
of the people whom I have the honor to represent on this floor 
do not believe that prosperity can come to this nation through 
the 8 of this bill, but they say if the expenditures will 
not be cut down and it is necessary to have more revenue to carry 
on this Government, and if there is a large element in our popu- 
lation who cling to the theory that inordinate expenditures and 
excessive taxation will make them prosperous, we are opposed to 
any dilatory tactics; but, on the contrary, let them have their 
tariff, for in no other way can the delusion under which they 
labor be removed. My own views being in favor of the protec- 
tive idea threw my sympathies toward a support of this ; but 
since it has made its appearance and I have had a chance to 
examine it, Lam constrained to say that it will have to be modi- 
fied in many essentials before it receives my support. 

PROTECTION FOR CAPITAL, NONE FOR LABOR. 

We were all pleased to hear the gentleman who introduced it 
proclaim on this floor that it was a poor man’s bill, and framed in 
the interest of the t laboring and producing classes in this 
country; but with the deepest t we are forced to the conclu- 
sion, after an examination of its features, that it does not carry out 
the fair promises of the gentleman who stands sponsor for it. 
Want of time prevents my pointing out the many objections to be 
found in its various provisions. Serious objection can be found 
to that provision which enables the President to put tea and coffee 
on the dutiablelist. This, of course, is intended to be a retaliatory 
measure. But one may well doubt the wisdom of a law that would 
levy a tax on every poor man’s cup of tea or coffee just to punish 
some other nation; talk about biting your nose off to spite your 
face, is a 1 case. While this arran, ent does not 
appear satisfactory, we must all admire the beneficence of the rec- 
ay arrangement that promises a reduction of the duties on 

e or of laces made of silk, When the gentleman after 
whom the bill is named told us that it was drawn in the interest 
of the laboring classes, he must have had the low duty promised 
under reciprocity on cham eand silk laces in his mind. It 
will be such a comfort to the laboring man and his wife to know 
that while their tea and coffee is liable to a duty there is a pros- 
pect of their getting cheap champagne and low-priced silk, It 
will be noticed that the tariff on brandies, wines, and other high- 
priced liquors are subject to reduction under a reciprocity arrange- 
ment; no such favor is shown the poor man’s beer. Thaduty on 
it is fixed and unchangeable. It 8 be advanced as a justifica- 
tion that if the tariff on beer was reduced and the article cheap- 
ened it would not do the poor man any good. In reply, it may be 
said the same argument spol to the rich man’s liquors. a 


aM shown one, it ought to be extended tothe other. [Ap- 
plause. 
These things after all are of minor importance; they simply 


show the drift of the bill and nothing more. 
THE BONDED W. OUSES. 

Permit me to direct your attention to the lead schedule. Under 
the tariff of 1890 a rate of one and a half cents a pound was levied 
on lead ores, or ores containing a lead product. After that act 
went into effect, William Windom, Secretary of the Treasury, 
issued an order regulating the importations of ores into the United 
States in bond, such ores being admitted free of duty. The cir- 
cular issued by the Treasury Department was dated January 8, 
1891. A couple of extracts are taken from it which show its gen- 
eral import: 

The following regulations hereb ribed hi 
section Si of the wat of October 1 1000 fer the wmelting and refining of hie 
po metals in any crude form in bonded warehouses: 

1. 5 for the establishment of warehouses for this purpose, to 
be kn as house of 7, must be made by the manufacturer or 

or chief officer of the customs at the port where their 
works are situated, giving the location of the premises, 
© manufacture p to be carried on therein. Such 
manufacturer or owner will be xem to execute a bond, in duplicate, in 
the form p: bed, in such penalty and with such security as the collector 


deem proper. 
dra for consum) in the United States of any refined 
uivalent for the metals contained in 


tion 
set aside and stared as 


nding quantity of the imported crude metals or ores shown by the assay 
and 10 per of the quently so shown in addition thereto. ` 


On the 10th day of February, 1894, these regulations were 
12 by Acting Assistant Secretary W. E. Curtis to read as 
ollows: 

Article 713 of the oe reno Regulations of 1802, which provides for the re- 


moyal of unre: from a smelting bonded warehouse to any 1 
works, on payment of duty or exportation of a quantity of refined me 
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equal to 9 per cent of the quantity indicated by the original assay, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: z i 

“ART, 713. In case the operations of smelting and refin’ can not becar- 
in a single esi i nt, the unrefined product or bullion obtained 
from the smel of crude metals or ores in a bonded smelting 
may be removed therefrom for shipment to a bonded 

a ouse and t rtation entry, and after being there reware- 

housed and refined may be withdrawn for exportation in bond without pay- 
ment of duty, or for consumption upon payment of the duty shown by the 
rewarehouse entry to be due thereon.” 


It will be seen that these regulations desi, that lead ores 
should come into the country in bond and moved from one 
warehouse to another in bond without paying duty, but with the 
understanding that after smelting and refining it must be shipped 
out of the country in bond and not used in the United States in 
competition with the product of American mines. It can he safely 
asserted that this idea has never been carried out; that it was not 
intended that it should be carried out; that it was violated from 
the veryinception of the bonded-warehouse scheme, and when our 
American miners thought they had an ample protection inst 
the cheap and degrad: n labor of Mexico they ually had 
free trade in Mexican all the time. The large smelting plants 
in the United States, in other words, the smelting trust, want 
cheap lead. Two classes of ores go to their plants; one is 5 
nated as dry ore, and carries gold or silver or both, and very little 
or no lead; the other is known as fluxing ore, and carries a suffi- 
cient quantity of lead to make a flux for its own treatment and a 
given quantity of the dry ore. The smelters do not deny using 
this ore asa flux, thus displacing the product of American mines. 
Within the last few years extensive deposits of lead-silver ores 
have been discovered across our northern boundary in British 
Columbia. We have now a steady stream of lead ore from Mex- 
ico, and one from British America pouring into our smelters, and 
in ruinous competition with the product of American mines. 


THE GOVERNMENT ROBBED FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE LEAD TRUST. 


For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, we imported 196,021,167 
8 of foreign lead. Of this amount, 109,598,025 pounds 

uty; 11,632,456 pounds remained in the warehouses, and 74,790,686 
pounds wereexported. Theamount remaining in the warehouses 
and the amount exported was used in . with American 
lead, making a total of 86,423,142 pounds that paid no duty. 

This arrangement works a hardship to the American miner and 
defrauds the Government. Had they collected the duty, it would 
have amounted to $756,202.49. This injustice was practiced on 
the nation and the miner to benefit the lead trust. 


tries, knowing that under gies: 3 
nited our Americ 


us hands. 
one can see that the two Government employees can not perform 
the duty expected of them. They can not sample and assay but 
a mere fraction of the ore coming to the port of El Paso. the 
Government is indifferent as to the importation of this lead, the 
suspicion will arise and confront us thatit enters into competition 
with our own uct in more ways than one, are those 
who firmly ve that it is used to break the price of American 
lead in our own market. On the 31st of last January there was 
11,494,274 pounds of foreign leadin bonded warehouses. With that 
immense stock of foreign lead in sight, it is useless for anyone to 
talk of holding up the price for the American producers. This 
has been the condition of affairs under both the McKinley bill 
and the Wilson bill. You give usa protective tariff, all we ask 
for, and then provide for the free importation of foreign lead 
This is a case of Move teas Thumbs up;’ Simon says, Thumbs 
down. It is asort of Jack the joker; now vou see it, and now you 
don't. Give us protection for our own lead. Do something for 
the lead miners of the West; do not imagine that you can deceive 
them any longer. This is not rpc e that you have been 
practicing; it is hypocrisy. It will work no longer; we are famil- 
lar with your combination. 

The men whom I represent on the floor of this House, Mr. Chair- 
man, are your own people; they were educated in the same schools; 
they worship in the same church; they were bold, ardent, and 
enterprising pris who saw amidst the mighty mountains of the 
distant West bright visions 5 stores in the sands of the 
rivers and in the veins on the ides. They have carried your 
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covered our land with swarms of idle, discontented, and poverty- 
stricken men, and during all this time you looked on this Tea 
ing scene with a poe Soca that would have done credit to 
General Weyler’s army. In a small way you can make some little 
reparation for the harm you have done, Give the lead minersa 
complete and an ample protection. 
THE DINGLEY BILL. 
It is proper to refer to this matter at this time, because all the 


evils of the bonded-warehouse pin are 88 and inten- 
sified in the bill under consideration. This bill provides that when 
foreign lead ore enters the United States in bond, the duties shall 
be paid on the estimated value of the ore. There is an effort made 
to assay it now, but that is to be changed and an accommodating 
official will admit it for a lump sum. After it arrives at the smelt- 
ingestablishment it is assayed, and the act says that the entry du- 
ties shall be liquidated thereon. This is a r ee e expres- 
sion; but if it means anything, it is that the duty which hos bese 
paid will be returned, is no protection against fraud; on 
the contrary, it invites it. Instead of designating bill 379 as a bill 
‘tto provide revenue for the Government, and to encour. the 
55 ncourage deception, and develop hypocrisy. Sec 
promote frand, enco ion, ypoerisy. 
tion 23 of the bill enables the 5 i 
nate any smelting plant a bonded ouse, and section 24 pro- 
vides that when imported materials on which duties have been 
id are used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or pro- 
uced in the United States, there shall be allowed on the rta- 
tion of such articles a drawback equal in amount to the duties 


paid on the materials used, less 1 cent of such duties. Let us 
see what this bill does. It gives smelters free foreign lead for 
3 and other p displacing American lead; it gives 
manufacturers free for all manufactured articles designed for 


export, displacing American lead again; it o a thousand ave- 
nues to fraud, all injurious to the American lead mine. 

With these facts before us, of what value is this bill from a pro- 
tective or revenue standpoint? It is a fraud on the miners and a 
cheat on the Government. For days gentlemen ha ve stood on this 
floor and shouted for revenue, t a measure on the lead 
question that will prevent the collection of a revenue. If we turn 
next to im d articles of lead manufacture, we find that they 
pay a duty of 2 cents a pound. This is for the benefit of the man- 
ufacturer. In this case thereis no bonded-warehouse foolishness; 
the duty must be paid. In these two items, lead ore and manufac- 
tured lead, can be seen the controlling motive of this bill, and it 


is indicative of the policy of the Republican y. The lead 


miner, the man, is promised a protection of 1 cent a pound, 
which is ed only in rare instances. The manufacturer, the 


capitalist, gets 2 cents a pound, and it is always collected. 
party of which I am an humble „ 


the Wilson bill; in we were right! And it is our position with 

is Pill. But if we are to have a tariff, let it 

framed on lines that will be just to all our citizens. 

2338 in its provisos 88 1084 lowliest 5 the land 
mightiest millionaire. applanse. 

the delivery of the i 

Mr. TAWNEY said: Will the 

Mr. GUNN. i 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY], a member of the committee, is recognized. 


[Mr. TAWNEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Sursox] 


ag. pres for fifteen minutes. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the time 
is so limited that I have but fifteen minutes. One can hardly 
expect in so short a time to discuss properly a bill of so great 
im nee. I can only h to merely touch upon the border 
land or outskirts of the provisions of this measure. 

Gentlemen are all aware that we have had a Republican land- 
slide. There have pren ocna 7 ablican ee t and 1 Re- 
publican majority in gress. We have now in the White House 
a President N in perfect accord with this Congress upon the 
provisions of this bill. In 1892, at the national convention held 
at Minneapolis, the present occupant of the Presidential office, in 
a speech defining his idea of a system of taxation, said: 

The Democratic party believes in direct taxation—that is, in taxing them- 


selves. But we donot believe in the principle so long as we can find any 
to tax. We pro 


body 
else pose to raise our money to pay public by taxing 
you | the products of other nations, rather than by Ai en the . — OË our own 


Now you have it in a nutshell. But in Kansas we have been 
somewhat at a loss to understand why the Congress of the United 
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States should bother its head about trying to increase the rev- 
enues of the Government when it could so effectually secure a sur- 
plus and save a deficit by reducing expenditures, But notwith- 
standing this deficit now said to be existing in the Treasury, and con- 
stantly increasing, and the steady failure of the revenues to meet 
the expenses of the Government, the last Congress increased the ex- 
penses over $50,000,000. Now, youhave thissituation and therem- 
edy: We make the foreigner pay the tax, and all you have got to 
do—that is in accordance with the idea of the present Chief Execu- 
tive—is to pass this bill increasing taxation, and make the foreigner 
foot the bill. [Laughter and 1 on the Democratic side.] 
It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that the foreigners ought to be 
thankful that we did not make it a two-billion-dollar Congress 
instead of a one-billion-dollar one. [Applause and laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry] the other night 
complained of one of the provisions of this bill use it taxed 
books such as we want in the libraries of the country. Now, what 
use has a country for books to increase the intelligence of the 
people, when the Chief Executive and the dominant party that 
elected him have not been able to benefit through the opportunities 
they have had, by having free access to the libraries and the books, 
and which opportunity has not enabled them appar to rise to 
any higher level of intelligence than to still indulge in the belief 
so clearly expressed by the Chief Executive, that it does not make 
any difference what the amount of the tax is 81 impose upon the 
people—the Tomas 47 it? 0 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MAGUIRE, my friend from Kansas will allow me to 
suggest, the Republican party is very consistent in that. It con- 
demns the study of political economy from text-books and insti- 
tutions oe learning, and insists that it should be gathered by expe- 
rience only. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Why, certainly. They condemn 
every college professor who believes in a system of free trade. 
They have denounced the theoretical speculators,” as they call 
them, and claim that we must be and should be guided by expe- 
rience in these matters. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] rounded out, so to speak, the perfect result of the sys- 
tem last night in the remarks he made on this floor. He is the 
only man up to this time who in this debate has had the courage 
of his conyictions and carried the principle he advocates out to 
its legitimate conclusion. He says that the purpose of taxation is 
to distribute wealth. It has been a very great problem, Mr. 
Chairman, 5 thinkers and statesmen of modern times, in 
view of the fact that the last fifty or one hundred years have wit- 
nessed the most marvelous and wonderful developments and 
progress in the discovery of labor-saving machinery and the dis- 
covery of forces for the production of wealth, which condition 
has brought us face to face with the great problem of how to put 
men in partnership with these forces and give them the benefits 
of these modern discoveries. 

But the sage from Massachusetts . WALKER] has solved the 
problem. l we have to do, acco: ng to his doctrine, is to in- 
crease taxation and distribute the wealth among the people, and 
the thing is accomplished! [Laughter and N ers on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Take that doctrine, along with the belief of the Chief 
Executive of the nation, that we can levy the tax on foreigners, 
and we have the whole question solved, and will not need to work 
any more. [Laughter and applause.] All we have to do is to 
increase taxation, levy tribute on the foreigner, and every 
day wlil be Sunday all the year round. 
on the Democratic side. 

Why, sir, the venerable sage from Massachusetts last night 
went so far as to call the Democratic y ‘‘allears.” He said 
that they had not anything in their heads, and he wished he could 
open up the heads and inject some modern ideas into them. 
[Laughter.] Now, Le t he will develop that plan, and in my 
mind’s eye in the future I can see the venerable sage from Massa- 
chusetts standing over each Democratic statesman, with a syringe 
in his hand, injecting into his head the Walkerian principle” of 
the ‘‘new way out.” [Laughter and 0 0 assachusetts 
ah always equal to the emergencies. She is not behind this new 

sis. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a farmer. I farm the farms; I do not farm 
the farmer, like a good many other statesmen, 5 
have heard very much said during this discussion to the effect that 


{Laughter and applause 


this bill is in the interest of the farmerandthelaboringman. These | in 


j onenn dolna ready-made, ‘‘ hand-me-down” statesmen N 
ter] about the farmer ” and “ the laboring man“ as though 
the farmer was not a laboring man. If the farmer’s interests asa 
laborer are not greater than they are in any other direction, I do 
not know anything of the farmer or farming, If there are an 
people in this country who rise earlier in the morning, who wor 
ier and work later than the farmer, and the wife and the 
children of the farmer, I have not yet discovered them. 
I want to know if these gentlemen who know nothing of the 
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farmer or the farming interests of the country, and who talk so 
knowingly of them, know the facts that to-day there is a great 
agricultural interest; that all of the agricultural products we 
produce, or the great surplus of the farm, must find a market 
abroad, and that that surplus and the market abroad determine 
the dens of the commodities produced in this country, so to 
opaa ; that no tariff that does not make adequate provisicn for 
this condition of affairs could be of any benefit to the great 
masses of the people of this country, and that if they will scan the 
provisions of this bill closely, they will find no single provision in 
it to benefit the farmer; but, on the contrary, there has been a 
studied neglect so to do? 

Now, the cattle 8 of the country is a great one in connec- 
tion with agriculture. e import into this country an enormous 

uantity of hides every 3 note that you have left hides on 
the free list. If you had put a reasonable tax upon hides in com- 
parison with the other taxes in this bill, you would have put directly 
into the pockets of the agricultural class in this country not less 
than $30,000,000. Yet you put hides on the free list and a duty of 
$1.50 a ton on straw, which does not benefit the farmer at all. 

Mr. KELLEY. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. There is a duty of $5 a ton on flax straw. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Oh, yes. We burn up thousands 
and thousands of tons of straw in our State, and therefore the 
duty on straw benefits no one, and was put on just for buncombe, 
and nothing else. 

Mr. GREENE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, Yes. 

Mr. GREENE. Will we not be more than compensated out in 
Kansas and Nebraska for the loss on hides by a tariff of 8 cents a 
head on cabbage? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes; if we could collect a duty of 3 
or 5 cents a head on all the cabbage heads who voted for the party 
that formulated this bill, we should no doubt have ample revenue 
to run the Government. [Laughter.] But, like all other tariff 
duties, it would be difficult to collect. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a singular thing that the farmers will con- 
tinue to vote to keep up a system of taxation that, in the shifting 
process in the collection of taxes to run the Government, at lasts 
rests upon them; because you know the shifting process must stop 
somewhere, and they, being at the bottom of the list, receive the 
whole weight of the burden. Now, at the proper time, when this 
bill comes apta amendment, I am going to offer an amendment 
to put a tariff on hides, and then I want our venerable friend from 
Massachusetts, the shoemaker, to state his objections and tell us 
why we should not have a Anon hides. I presume he will say, 
of course, that the gentleman from Kansas and his people receive 
the benefit of cheap shoes because they get cheap raw material 
by the importation of hides free of duty. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman does 
not think me incompetent to make my own speech? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, in the general scramble and 
logrolling for the division of plunder in this bill, I am not bene- 
fited by anything I buy. I am injured, and I can only be bene- 
fited by the increased price of that which I sell. And while I 
am getting a pair of shoes maybe a little more cheaply because of 
cheap hides, I should be more greatly benefited if I could get a 
higher price for the hides that I exchange for the shoes. So if 
we are to have anything like an equitable distribution of the 
plunder that comes ont of this robbery system, I want to have my 
share of the plunder with the rest of you. Now, in principle and 
in practice, where my vote ever counts, I am a free trader with- 
out any string to it. [Applause.] I believe the right to trade goes 
with the right to live; that man is a trading animal, so to speak; 
and as long as he produces anything and has a desire to exchange 
it with his fellow-man, he ought to have the right to exchange 
with the man who will give him the best bargain and the most 
of what he wants for what he has to give without any interfer- 
ence of law. To stop him by law and restrict the market to a 
man is to interfere with his liberty, and therefore 1 say that a 
tariff tax that prevents the freedom of trade is not in accordance 
with the declaration of principles contained in the Constitution of 
the United States. 

You ask me how I would raise revenue. I should raise it as 
every Government ought to, by a system of direct taxation [ap- 

lause], so that every man would know exactly what he was pay- 
and what he was paying it for. 

. MAGUIRE, He would find out what he was paying it for 
if he paid a direct tax. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. He will soon learn what he is paying 
it for, as my friend from California says, if he pays a direct tax. 
Now, the only reason that I voted for the Wilson bill in the Fifty- 
third Congress was because it had the income-tax provision. The 
Populists stood here for eight days refusing to vote to make a 
gnora; mast they agreed to put that tax in the bill, and then we 
yo or 


1897. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, there is another fund to draw from that 
would give us a more equitable system of taxation than any here- 
tofore applied to the affairs of mankind, a system that would give 
us more than enough revenue and at the same time prevent the 
monopoly of land and open to man these natural opportunities 
and release to him the free gifts of God to all. 

I will here give you some facts and figures collected by Mr. 
Henry A. Robinson, the Statistician of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, which set forth very clearly the erroneous sums that annu- 
ayr 0 a the pockets of these forestallers, sometimes called 
ss ords:” 


According to the census of 1890, the yalue of the coal output, including that 

After furnishing the land 
and the capital invested in working the mines, the operators of the “re; rr” 
and “ Isai > mines expended for all . combined Te 00 . 


on the bare as the land itself was the gift of the Creator. 
Adding, we find that the expenses and interest together amounted to 
$139,775, Several millions of this, however, was e ded on bettermen 


as, for instance, driving tunnels an ngways, constructing buildings an 
other permanent improvements. us the total product was $163,841,000 
worth of coal and about $5,580,000 worth of betterments. If from the sum, 
22 we subtract the expenditure and interest, $139,775,000, we have 
left $29,146,000. This is the royalty for the land, including a few hundred 
thousand dollars of taxes paid on the ground values. Deducting these, we 
have about $28,500,000 left, which falls as royalties to the landlords and as 
ma al royalties to the monopolies operating the mines. 

e royalties from the gold and silver mines were, according tothe census 
The Reon from stone goaien equaled $12,374,000; 

„625,000. The royalties from other mines, inclu 


gas wells, during the census year $36,000, 
making the total royalties on all 


es and PS Sm equal to $10,000,000. 

From the data furnished in the Tenth and Eleventh Censusses, it appears 

that the value of the 5 of timber cut during 1890 amounted to - 

000,000. Moreover, the ground rent of the water power in use, and of the 

imroved lots in our cities and villages, netted the owners at least $600,000,000. 

Thus the total royalty of the mines worked, plus the stumpage of the 
timber cut, and the ground rent of the water power and lots utilized, 
amounted to $935,000,000, 8 

During the census year the total expenditures of the National Govern- 
ment, of all the States and Territorial governments, and of all the local civil 
organizations, amounted to $916,000,000, or some millions less than the unearned 
ground rent which accrued from mines, forests, and lots, to say nothing of 
that from the agricultural and grazing lands. 

The census of 1880 placed the true value of real estate, exclusive of farms, 
10,487,000,000. The census of 1890 placed the same at $23,818,000,000, indi 
ng an increase of over 100 per cent in ten years. D the same time 

the total expenditures of government, national, State, and local, inc 

from $563,000,000 to $916,000, an increase of only 63 por cent. Hence we see 

8 royalties, stum „and ground rents are increasing much faster 

t the expenditures o. vernment. 2 

Moreover, what does it mean that the value of real estate exclusive of 
farms in from $10,487,000,000 in 1880 to $23,818,000,000 in 18907 This was 
an increase of $15,331, 000, and at least 87,000, 000,000 of this was the rise in 
the value of the bare land. i 

During these same ten years the total expenditures of government, na- 
tional, State, and local, including the thousand millions expended for educa- 
tion, amounted to a trifle less than $7,000,000,000. 

Hence we see that the annua! ground rent of the mines, forests, and lots is 
greater than the combined expenditures of all our forms of government, and 
also that the average annual rise in the unearned value amounts to as much 
more. It must be Porna in mind that the landlord not only receives the 
ground rental, but alsothe unearned rise in land values. Therefore the total 

ually received by the landlords is at least twice as great as the sum total of 
all the expenditures of government, and, as we have seen, it is increasing 
much faster than the expenditures of government, 


Census year’s stumpage (estimated), census year 1890. 


at 


Stumpage. 


Total product. 


Ee . A EE RR 
46.4 per cent of cost of material 
Cord wood at75 cents per cord in th 
Fernow says 60 cents) 
Gord wood at 25 cents 
Other items and additions for understatement. .|.-....-.--..-. 79, 652, 207 
Same as 50 percent of cost of materials, which 
may be reckoned at one-half of cost of product. 


Mr. Fernow's total before again adding for omis- c 
FFP £ „ 933, 319, 872 


Total sla mYage g,. 2 
After adding to make a round total 225, 000, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
isr ized for five minutes. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, of the short time allotted to me I 
shall not occupy even so much as fiye minutes. No discussion can 
be had upon a measure of this kind in so short a time. The prop- 
ositions could not eyen be stated. 

I rise for the purpose of announcing that under the privilege 
accorded to every member of the House, I shall try to present in 
the REcoRD my views as connected with this bill and its influ- 
ence and effect upon the financial question. All this matter has 
been gone through with time and time again, and yet we are here 
to-day proposing to tax the people of the United States to increase 
the burdens upon them, upon the pretext that there is a deficit in 
the revenue. 

You have now got locked up in the Treasury over $100,000,000 not 


held as the gold reserve. You have not only that, but you have 
locked up in the Treasury of the United States more than another 
$100,000,000 of silver bullion, and you declare and emphasize that 
you will do nothing with these assets. So your proposition re- 
solves itself into this: That your idea is that prosperity will be 
brought about by increasing the burdens upon the people. You 
absolutely refuse to use the assets you already have, and I am at 
a loss to understand why it has not been explained in the discus- 
sion of this bill why you do not use the money you already haye 
in the Treasury. 

What was it collected there for? What is the purpose of hold- 
ing it there? It belongs to the people, and you gentlemen on the 
other side remember very well that when you introduced your 
bill in the last Congress you called it an emergency bill, and when 
you provided for the issue of bonds of a cortain character you had 
to take the bill away from the committee and put in an amend- 
ment that the Treasury notes or greenback notes should be reis- 
sued and not held in the Treasury. That was the effect of it. 

Now, then, I do not know who is guilty of it. That is not a 
question for me to inquire. But I repeat it, and emphasize it, 
you will never satisfy the country, and you can not satisfy com- 
mon sense, to lock up in the Treasury of the United States assets 
of over $200,000,000, and at the same time increase taxation. 
No man can answer such a proposition before an intelligent peo- 
ple. Why not use this money? Gentlemen, when you come to 
consider it a little further, if your taxation is to be increased and 
Dp pursue the policy of locking up the money as it is collected 

y the Government, how long will it be until you have contracted 
your currency away below the proper limit? 

Now, then, you have another duty. Atleast that is my judg- 
ment about it. I do not believe that the Government of the 
United States has any authority of law to collect money and lock 
it up. I do not think any Secretary of the Treasury has the right, 
without legislation, to curtail the currency of the country; but 
you are met with that question. No gentleman on your side has 
explained it. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] gave his 
view of why it was locked up. I ask anyone on the opposite side 
to tell us, if you are going to collect $113.000,000 additional reye- 
nue, even putting your deficit at $50,000,000, can you give us any 
sensible, sound reason why you lock that money up and takeit from 
the country? I know of no man on your side but what will stand 
in his place and confess the money question needs remodeling and 
needs legislation. I see two gentemen sitting before me who 
have worked during the entire Congress to try to reach that point. 
Nobody disputes the necessity of it. But while we were at work 
trying to arrive at some conclusion, the Treasury of the United 
States was locking up the circulating medium. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Now, I venture this assertion, that what you are really driving 
at is to pee the greenbacks and Sherman notes into the vaults 
of the Treasury, and thus prevent the gold gambler from raiding 
on the gold reserve. If this is not true, tell me candidly why 
lock up over a hundred million of circulation, not a part of any 
reserve, and then cry a deficiency in revenue and a necessity of 
increased taxation? You mean to retire this part of the circulat- 
ing medium just as soon as you dare do it and not bring down 
condemnation from your Ei ons E 

The money power has put its hand upon you and you can not 
resist. It is the source of your authority. It made you and you 
can not fight it. 

You are also in this perplexing condition: When you have con- 
tracted the currency about five hundred millions, thus increasing 
the value of gold, you will be confronted with the proposition 
that the Treasury shall redeem silver in gold when demanded to 
preserve your gold standard. Now, I stop to ask any man on your 
side if this is not the ultimate result? I ask you further, Are you 
willing to vote for the redemption of silver in gold on demand at 
the Treasury? You redeem greenbacks and Sherman notes in 
gold, You are hoarding them and burying them from circulation 
to prevent raids for gold. Are they more sacred than silver? If 
you will not redeem silver in gold, then these notes are better than 
silver, and your boasted ude is a whim, a falsehood, 

You have said over and over again that a sufficiency of revenue 
will stop the raids on the gold reserve. Let us see. If you intend 
tohoard these notes I have referred to, when collected, and not reis- 
sue them as the law 8 vou are engaged in the business of 
collecting money under the pretext of necessity and never using 
it. Lou are not collecting money to pay expenses, but to drive 
this country into issuing bonds to retire these notes, and thus again 
advance the power of the money, the gold money, left. You had 
better, I think, watch the new raider, silver, under your policy, 
that will soon torment you. 

Here let me refer to the . You say that by 
this bill you will restore prosperity. t us see how this is. Your 
bill as a revenue bill must get more money. You estimate, upon 
the basis of the Wilson bill, that it will increase the revenue one 
hundred and thirteen millions annually. This can only be realized 
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in one of two ways—in one, that our imports will remain the same 
under a high tarif duty that they are under a much lower. Now, 
if our imports increase under a higher duty, then your p 
protection to our home people is a fraud. You have brought more 
products in competition with them than we did under a lower 
rate of duty. If, however, you say the importations remain the 
same as under the Wilson bill, but with a higher rate of duty, you 
then confess that the increase of duties does not affect the impor- 
tation. So you are in the unreasonable position of maintaini 
either that high rates of duty do not affect importations, an 
thus lose your entire argument for protection, or that a low rate 
of duty affords as much protection as a high one. Both proposi- 
tions are ridiculous. 

No; youdo not meanthis. You mean to restrict importations, 
and vainly napo that the increased duties on the diminished im- 
portations will be equivalent to low rates of duties on the increased 
importations. If this results, you have about reached the highest 
point you can reach in the argument. 

Your protection then comes in by advancing the price of articles 
in the United States in proportion to the increased price of the 
imported articles. This is your position, and no kind of sophistry 
can evade it. Then, if you have cut off importations, the higher 
duty on those imported raises not only an equal revenue but one 
hundred and thirteen millions over and above the revenue re- 
ceived on the greater importation, and any protection follows, or 
any industry or industries are stimulated, they will be so because 
the price of their productions have been substantially legislated 
up to or near the price of the imported articles. 

If prices are so stimulated, and that is your proposed road to 

rity, you have then reached the point that the way to make 
5 happy and 2 is to — — them pay high for what 
they want. You have then landed on high prices as the base of 
8 There can be no escape from this, or any truthful 
enial. 


The sale and purchasing of commodities must rest upon the 
willingness to sell and buy, and the production of the article will 
de upon its cost as niger, e what it will bring. Ifyou 
have no purc you have no sellers, as the article ceases 
to be a part of commerce. The consumption of it by the maker 
creates no trade. In this simple idea comes our division on the 
question. Your contention is that high prices can be created by 
taxation. Wesayno. What we need is more consumption. 
yee have not got all they want of what others have who wish 

sell, 


Now, the amount one consumes and purchases is not increased 
igh prices; especially is thisso if the means to purchase with 
is high. Money being high and prices high are the very means to 
destroy and prevent consumption. High money is equivalent to 
low prices. Abundance of money is equivalent to high es. 
A : full circulating medium raises prices, and although with 
such a condition prices go higher, it does not retard consumption. 
The means can be procured to purchase with. How is it to be 
worked out thatscarce money and high prices can Deau pionner 
If you can not sell the products at a low price at present, how do 
you expect to sell them at a higher price? Your present bill does 
not giye additional circulation. Its effect alone is to raise prices, 
for if it fails in this you have protected no one. If it sends up 
the prices of imported articles, and alike home articles, and our 
people can not buy them, then you have failed in revenue. — 

It is astonishing to me that while in this bill you are trying to 
advance the price of commodities to consumers, at the same time 
you are locking up the 5 in the Treasury. I 
referred to this in my opening. t me now clearly bring out 
exactly what is going on. You have locked up one hundred 
millions you call the reserve fund. You say that is necessary to 
hold up the greenbacks to a gold standard. But you are also 
locking up these notes that the gold is held for. Now you have 
over two hundred millions taken away from circulation, and you 
intend to contract further.. You will not turn loose another hun- 
dred million of silver. You will not permit it to be used. Look 
what a stupendous outrage it is. at the absurd conclusion. 
Contraction of the circulation, and a contraction on a gold basis, 
and1 up prices to consumers. Does any man really be- 
lieve will ity? 

I do not desire to go over and over the old arguments so often 
made, and I conclude what I wish to say by calling attention 
to a statement made by the friends of the bill, that the Ameri- 
can consumer does not pay the high price intended to be created 
by this bill, but that the foreigner importing the goods pays it. 
This would be good, if true. Think one moment. If the im- 
porter pays the duty and does not increase the price, but sells 

ust as though there was no duty, then he is just in the place 

eee so far as our people are concerned, as though he had 

free trade. If this is the truth, then I say, lay the taxes higher 

on the importer and let him, without compensation, pay our ex- 
5 our people from taxation. 

to see our coun You wilt 


My earnest desire is try y 
never bring it about by this bill. You have commenced at the 


wrong end of the line. First give the people an ample circulating 
medium. Let them have a chance to sell at fair prices, and they 
will then buy at fair prices. Turn their money loose, now locked 
up. Reduce the enormous expenses and giveevery locality a chance 
and liberty to relieve itself from the exactions of the great money 
centers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the ee has expired, 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is recognized for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to undertake 
to make a speech on this question in the short time that has been 
allotted to me, but after four days of earnest effort to get more I 
am given the alternative of taking this or nothi Such is the 


injustice and unfairness of the rule under which we are opera- 
ting, i can not consent for this bill topass without a few words 
of protest. 


e gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], with great ability, 
eloquence, and shrewdness, undertook to defend this, in my judg- 
ment, the most 8 tariff bill that has ever been introduced 
in the American Congress. In his efforts to cover and hide the 
many deformities and inequalities in it with his wit he undertook 
to ridicule some of the speeches of the late able and gallant standard 
bearer of the party with which I have the honor to affiliate, the 
standard bearer, I may say, of three political parties in the last 
Presidential contest. y of us know Mr. Bryan personally, and 
we aow pnas he is not only an orator, wr a 8 of 3 

udgment and good common sense. His itical, private, 

— tin life is pure and stainless. He is an e aes. a safe 
man, and has a heart which is with every part of his country, 
He has the wisdom to discern right and the courage to pursue it 
uninfluenced by any special interests. During his service in Con- 
gress he devoted himself with singular fidelity to the cause of the 
whole people. He met and routed upon this floor your ablest 
champions of high ee and the opponents of the free coin 
of silver, and stands to-day a spendid champion of the great bane 
of the Democratic voters, four squares to all the winds that 
blow,” and realizes in the consciousness of duty well performed 
the truth of the apothegm: 

That in all and in all h. 3 

The path 1 is 2 far Daa oo 

He has as warm a place in the hearts of the American peo) le as 


any man who ever in the of this country. oud 
fepplease on the Democratic side.] Yes, as the gentleman says, 
© spoke from the rear end of he spoke in 


air he spoke at picnics, he spoke to the laboring men, and to the 
farmers— : 


He ke suong yo, and the man who 
o never the truth to serve the hour, 
Nor paltered with eternal God for power. 


Whatever you may say about him in his absence, you can never 


answer his argument for low taxes and more money. The elee- 
tion returns gave the office to the other candidate; but rich as 
buy him nor 


our organization is, it has not money enough to 

Pinke rtons enough to bulldoze him. [Loud applause.] If the 
men who su him and who were elected to this Co 
on the platform that he so ably and fearlessly defended will be 
true to their principles in this Oars and will stand together 
as I hope they will, four years from now he will be inaugurated 
President of the United States and take the place that he ought to 
have now. [Renewed a use.] v 

Jefferson taught in his day as we now believe, that it is no 
poe function of government to attempt to provide for the wel- 

are of the people except by securing for them the enjoyment of 

their lives, liberties, and their property, and the preservation 
of the opportunities which it has pleased Divine Providence to 
give mankind. Democracy has always taught that our Govern- 
ment has no money or property except what it takes from th 
people by taxation, and that it can not, therefore, bestow 5 
upon a part of its citizens without taking it from others; that i 
can not confer any special favors upon some without imposin 
corresponding upon others, and we are therefore passat 
to protection for protection’s sake. There has always been and 
always will be as e between the well-organized idle hold- 
ers of idle capital,” who demand ial favors, and “the strug- 

ing masses, who produce the wealth and pay the taxes,” but who, 

om the very nature of their avocations, can not organize and we 
therefore insist that all taxes should be levied only for revenue. 
It is the mission of our organization to preserve the rights of 
all the people, and we should resist at every step all bills like this, 
which grant special privileges to the fayoredfew. We mee Se 
to restore the Government to the democratic simplicity promi 
by the Chi platform. 

This thought is clearly and forcibly stated by our late candidate 


for President in his great Chicago speech: 


The sympathies of the Democratic party, as shown by the platform, are on 
erkeer in hgs ling masses who have ever been he foundation of the 


2 re are two ideas of government. There are those 
eee T 

eir — leak . on those below. The Democratic i 
however, been that if you legislate to make the masses prospero) 
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their prosperity will find its way up through every class which rests upon 


Applause. 

Er Baian, I belong to that class of people who believe in the 
right to trade, and I represent a constituency whose future prosper- 
ity depends upon extending the markets for their products. There 
are a few industries in my district that think they ought to be pro- 
tected, and some of them have applied and are provided for in this 
bill. They are perhaps more deserving than others who are spe- 
cially favored in it, but before will my vote to take from the 
consumers by taxation for the purpose of enriching manufacturers 
I will resign my seat and go home, split rails and pick cotton for 
my support. [Applause on the Democratic ee I was not 
8 believe that the Government can rightfully take money 
with one hand from one man for the purpose of giving it to another 
man with the other hand. The Government has no money that it 
does not get by taxation, and it ought to take no more than is nec- 
essary to economically defray the legitimate ex s, and yet 
this bill confessedly proposes to collect nearly one hundred million 
more than necessary. e are now collecting enough money to 
run the Government. I fought with all my influence the sugar 
bounty and proposed the amendment that repealed it. And, Mr. 
Chairman, if the Fifty-third Congress had done nothing else (and 
it did it without the help of Mr. Cleveland) except to tear out by 
the roots the bounty system fastened upon us by the McKinley 
bill, that Congress would deserve the commendation of all who 
love liberty and good government. A bounty pad directly from 
the Treasury upon sugar and silk was the boldest demand ever 

made by the favored few, but it was no worse than many of the 
demands of the trusts and combines who have demanded this bill. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Th order to enable a political party to retain the power and con- 
fidence of the people it should be true to its platform pledges. It 
must respect the wishes of the people who do the voting. While 
Iam not here to apologize for the late Democratic Chief Execu- 
tive, nor to ask you to pardon the sins of omission on the part of 
a Democratic Congress, I think it but fair to say that the first 
Administration of President Cleveland as a general thing was 
characterized by wisdom, economy, and patriotism. I do not 
speak of the second Administration, ch fo in some respects it 
was an improvement upon the Administration that preceded it. 

I believe that it was an Irish Democrat who said that if Mr. 
Cleveland's second term had come first he never would have had 
a second. 

The legislation enacted, so far as completed, during the first 
Administration and the first half of the second was wholesome, 
safe, and responsive to the promises of the party and the demands 
of the people. The people do not complain so much of the laws 
enacted by the Fifty-third Congress as of the failure to give them 
some just and fair coinage and currency legislation. *The Senate 
amendments to the tariff bill in many 3 were unjust, and 
the methods adopted to secure them indefensible; but notwith- 
standing that, the reductions in the bill on many of the necessaries 
of life have been a great help to millions of people during the = 
and severe panic which began more than a year before the b 
was passed. Hard as times have been and are yet, they have not 
been made so by the Wilson tariff bill. The collection of less 
taxes has not made it harder for the farmer and laborer tosubsist. 
But the reduction of the cost of manufactured goods made it 

ible for the people to clothe themselves and saved them much. 

e selling of bonds for forei gle was 7 but the burden 

of that transaction is a thing for the future and did not contribute 
to the distress that has prevailed. 

The ple complain, and they have a right to complain, (1 
that a ocratic House of Representatives failed to pass a 
for the free coinage of silver at the present ratio of 16 to 1; (2) 
that the alleged Democratic Senate refused to consent to a revision 
of the tariff according to platform pledges; (8) that a President 
twice elected as a Democrat vetoed the silver-seigniorage bill, in- 
troduced by the honest, able, courageous Democrat from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND], and re to use silver in redeeming the coin obli- 

tions of the Government. They further complain that, with 

150,000,000 of available silver on hand, the Department actually 
sold bonds to get gold for the reserve fund, when silver could and 
should have been used. Gentlemen on the other side twit us with 
the acts of Mr, Cleveland, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we unloaded him upon the goldbugs and 
Republicans three years ago. He turned his back upon tariff re- 
form as soon as he was elected the last time, and called an extraor- 
dinary session of Congress for the unconditional repeal of the pur- 
chase clause of the Sherman law, and even refused to give the 
tariff act we passed his approval. He left the organization which 
three times nominated him for the Presidency and joined in the 
effort to nominate that oid ponens resurrection, Gen. John M. 
Palmer, who, with a han of goldbugs, aided in defeating the 
Democratic candidate. We owe him nothing, but he and his 
friends made it possible for you to control this House and Mr. 
McKinley to pao at the otherend of the Avenue. Palmer was 
elected on a silver platform by Democrats and Populists to 


the United States Senate from Illinois, and betrayed them. He 
has affiliated with nearly every party that has existed during the 
last half century, and was never elected by one that he did not 
betray. We say to him and those like him, as Queen Elizabeth 
said to Graveston when she paid him his reward of a thousand 
pounds for betraying the Spaniards at Bergen op Zoom, Get you 
to your home, that I may know where to find a traitor when I 
want him.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The tariff trusts and goldbug syndicates may strike down some 
of our leaders, as they did the gallant General Hardin and the 
dauntless Senator Joe Blackburn and the matchless Bryan. The 
corrupt may be bought and the timid terrorized by them, but 
every such act of fraud and treachery willin due time be rebuked 
and avenged. Tariff reform and free silver are right and the im- 
mortal Daniel Webster said: Tis easier to drag a rock from the 
bottom of the sea than the sentiments of right from the hearts of 
the people.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The twin questions of finance and trade are progresive: The 
Democracy would not have on either in 1892 what it was willi 
to accept in 1888. In 1896 it boldly declared for the coinage of bo 
gold and silver as standard money at the ratio of 16 to 1, inde- 
pendent of the world, and for a tariff for revenue only. The terms 
free silver” and “free trade“ have no terror for the Democrats 
of to-day. Noparty that hesitates or stands still on either of these 
great questions can live and win. It is said that revolutions never 
go backward, and the change from the present high-tariff single 
gold standard to low-tariff bimetallism involves a great financial 
revolution that has just fairly begun. It is the duty of the Demo- 
cratic hosts, who have always stood for the liberties of the people 
against the classes, to take the lead in the fight. The timid inter- 
national bimetallists and the high-tariff bimetallists may not be 
ready to join in the conflict against the money power, but the rank 
and file of the people are ready for the fray, and they will in due 
time and in a constitutional way see that the change is thorough 
and complete. The Democratic leaders have at last realized the 
temper of the masses. The Democratic voters and liberty-loving 
citizens have at last realized the desperate nature of the opposi- 
tion, its devious methods, and immense resources. 

I have not the time to enumerate thenumerous wicked tariff and 
bank acts by which national banks were established, the currency 
contracted, long-time nontaxable coin bonds issued, a sham, contin- 
uing and endless, resumption effected, silver demonetized, protect- 
ive tariffs imposed, and our markets obstructed, to which may be 
traced the financial ills and panics of the last thirty years. But I 
charge, and the record of events will prove, that the whole of them 
were consummated when the Republican party had control of every 
department of the Government. 

Gentlemen on the other side have adverted to the fact that we 
have no 3 now. It is true; but I want to remind them 
that this is no new condition. Did we have prosperity when you 
paseon the McKinley bill in 1890? If you say yes, you contradict 

e report made by Mr. McKinley when he presented that tariff 
bill because he admitted agriculture was depressed, and offered his 
bill, as a cure. 

Iam sorry that I have not the time to dwell at length upon the 
subject, but I want to tell you what I believe to be true, that but 
for the enormous crops of 1891 and 1892 and the unusually large 
demands in foreign countries for them, following the passage of 
the bill, the panic would have come two years sooner than it did. 
It was the result of the McKinley law and the Sherman law, both 

by the Fifty-first Congress. You declared by the Sherman 

w that we should no longer coin silver after July 1, 1891. Soon 
after that time the Treasury Department decl: that the Sher- 
man notes, which it had been sey bree would be redeemed in sil- 
ver and become a part of the ulating medium, were to be 
redeemed in gold, and thereby made a draft upon the gold re- 
serye—a debt against the Government—thus contracting the 


money of the people. They were used by the banks and exporters 
of gold to drain the of gold and congest money. 
e taxes and debts to be paid were increased. The money was 


decreased, values fell, and the panic came as an inevitable result. 
Why? Thehigh taxes, heavy debts, and the way tothemarketsof the 
world, in a large measure locked by the McKinley Act, brought 
ruin to the farmers. They ceased to buy because they had noth- 
— pay with. The manufacturers ceased to sell because they 

no one able to buy. The manufacturer ceased to produce be- 
cause he could not sell. The laborers were turned into the streets 
for want of work. The rtation companies ceased to earn 
a profit because there was but little or no transportation. This is 
= 5 there is no relief for this trouble in this be The 
only help for the country is to chicks ht ip, 9k upon the farm. 
But you say we had prosperity under the Kinley Act. Gen- 
tlemen who make such statements must have short memories or 
care little for the truth. 

What 5 in this country d under the McKinley 
law? The year 1893, a year before it was re ed, gave us 15,242 
failures, with a; te liabilities of over $346,749,889, the largest 
ever known in the Eistory of the country, either before or since, 
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That was under the McKinley law, when it was in full blast, and 
a year before its repeal. And yet gentlemen tell us that we had 
prosperity in business under it. Why, Mr. Chairman, banks popped 

ike pipe stems, and mercantile establishments went down by the 
thousand. But you say that labor was contented and employed. 
Advert in your mind, if you will, tothat bloody scene, thelittle town 
of Homestead, on the banks of that historic river in the State of 
Pennsylvania, where there were armed Pinkertons on the one 
side, and the honest laborers on the other; where the waters of that 
river were made crimson by the blood of the men who were re- 
sisting an unjust reduction of their wages. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Let the widows and orphans of those men 
answer whether or not the McKinley Act brought prosperity to 
them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

If you look for the evidence of prosperity in the abandoned 
farms of New England and the mo ed homes of the West, let 
the barefooted women and children make answer. As the manu- 
facturers and bankers have profited, the farmers of all sections 
have lost. Until the protective tariff and national bank acts were 

sed the farmers owned one-half of the wealth of this country; 
Bat now they own less than one-fifth. But gentlemen point to our 
great cities and money centers as proof certain that we were pros- 
perous in 1890, 

Let us examine the census returns as to New York, Philadelphia, 
and Boston, that gave President McKinley such large majorities in 
the last election. It appears that in the city of New York nearly 95 

r cent of all the families owned no home, and many of those who 

id had mortgaged them. In Boston 80 per cent of all families 
owned no homes, and in Philadelphia 75 per cent. Was that pros- 
perity? It wasthe result of thirty years’ Government ership 
with banks, manufacturers, and their legitimate offspring—syndi- 
cates and trusts. You talk of the magnificent cities and the great 
fortunes of our country, but forget the millions of honest, in- 
dustrious men and women who, in a land blest with all that nature 
can give, are in want. During that reign of Louis XIV every- 
body who visited the nobility of France was impressed with the 
magnificent palaces and great wealth, and from this they con- 
cluded that France was prosperous, as you now assert our coun- 
try was in 1890. Vet, a few years later, those who visited that 
country wrote that it was a nation of paupers and beggars. To- 
day New York, with all her wealth, one-seventh of all the 
paupers in the United States, and still you p to increase the 
capacity to manufacture them by passing this bill. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] You can not make millionaires without 
muking paupers at the ratio of 1 to 100. 

I wish I had time to take up the different schedules of this bill. 
I have tried in some measure to study them, and I should like to 
show the ridiculous position in which the majority of the com- 
mittee put themselves when they tender to the farmers of the coun- 
try sham reciprocity and a humbug home market for their surplus. 
If reciprocity means anything, it is a confession that the Demo- 
cratic contention is right on the question of trade and the larger 
oppor tunity for an interchange of products. You can not buy 
without selling. 

But is there anything there that will find a market for a bushel of 
wheat or a pound of cotton or anything grown upon the farm? 
Nay, verily. The reciprocity, like the tariff, is for the manufac- 
turer. Read, if you will, the clause relating to drawbacks and 
consider, before you cast your vote for the bill, what it means. It 
enables the manufacturer to import into this country pacea 
free anything that he wants to use in the manufacture of an article 
for export. is is done in order that the manufacturers of this 
country may be enabled to take the S eves: of their mills and 
factories into foreign countries and sell them to Sake mony cheaper 
than they do to Americans. Is that the kind of a law that you 
want to ? If not, then vote against this bill. 

I wish I had time to take up the lumber schedule. I would like 
to call attention to the hearings on the McKinley bill and the 
hearings on the Dingley bill. I should like to put the statements 
of Mr. Loveland and others in 1890 against those of Mr. Goodyear 
this year. I should like to show the very many contradictions 
in the statements presented before the two committees as to the 
value of stumpage. But as I have but little time left, I will wait 
until that schedule is reached under the five-minute debate. 

Mr. Chairman, there are millions of people in this country who 
want the necessaries of life and are actually in need. They work 
day in and day out, but there is no market for the product of 
their labor. Many of you appear to think that because of this 
demand or underconsumption all you have to do is to start 
the mills and factories and sales follow. Your President 
has said, Open the mills instead of the mints.” Let me tell 
you, my friends, that it is not the number of ple who want 
a thing that gives it value and makes a market for it, but it 
is the number of people who are able to buy it. [Applause on 
the Democratic side} Go out upon the Western prairies and 
through the States of the West and yon will find the farm fences 
down, the barns dilapidated, the dwelling houses out of repair. 
In sight of the great lumber mills you will find once well-to-do 


men living in log houses, and on the prairies of Kansas and Ne- 
braska in dugouts. Why? Not because they do not want better 
houses, but because they have no money with which to pay for 
them. Can a man who is unable to pay $8 a thousand for lum- 
ber pay $10? If he can not purchase a coat for $4, is he likely 
to pay $6? The people demand less expenditures, lower taxes, 
and more money. You propose to give them higher taxes, larger 
expenditures, and less money, and you may expect in 1900 what 
you got in 1892. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

ff ere the hammer fell. | 

fr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, will you please notify me at the 
expiration of fifteen or twenty minutes? I do not propose to speak 
long on this question. Having discussed the existing tariff on 
three different occasions, I trespass only a short time on the 
attention of the committee. 

There are two methods of raising revenue for the Government; 
one by direct taxation, the other by duties on foreign imports. 
A direct tax under the existing provisions of the Constitution 
must be apportioned to the States according to their representa- 
tion. Massachusetts and Indiana have the same number of Re 
resentatives on this floor, while they differ greatly in wealth. 

ou undertake to raise revenue by direct taxation without a change 
in the Constitution, the ple of Indiana must pay the same 
amount as the people of 3 The mere statement of 
this proposition is enough to show the injustice of a system of 
direct taxation without a change in the Constitution. Until the 
Constitution is changed, therefore, there is no use of talking about 
direct taxes for raising revenue for the Government. 

Duties on foreign imports were resorted to by the First Con- 
gress of the United States under the present Constitution as the 
source for . for the support of the Government in 
time of peace. d the Constitution prohibits any State from 
collecting duties on foreign impérts. The Government of the 
Union alone can do that. The States, with this exception, can 
have such taxation as they a Why should Congress abandon 
the source of revenue confided to it expressly by the Constitution 
and invade those sources of revenue left to the States? For a 
hundred years, beginning with the First Congress after the adop- 
tion of the Constitution under which we live, Congress has im- 
posed duties on foreign imports in order to raise the revenue 
necessary for the support of the Government in time of peace. In 
this unbroken practice of more than a century Congress never, 
until it passed what is called the Wilson bill, undertook to in- 
a this source of taxation which belongs appropriately to the 

es. 

The Congress which passed the Wilson bill abandoned what 
had been the unbroken practice and thought it wiser to collect 
only a part of the revenues of the Government from duties on im- 
ports and te seek some other source for the balance. But, as it 
pores, they were as unwise in the selection of the new source 

om which to collect revenue as in abandoning the practice of our 
fathers on this subject. The Supreme Court decided that the in- 
come tax resorted to for raising part of the necessary revenue was 
unconstitutional. And since that time the advocates of the Wilson 
bill, following the practice of some lawyers on losing their cases 
incourt, condemn the judge and the jury that decides against them, 
and still insist that their construction of the Constitution and law 
is better than that of the court. 

Whether it would be wise or unwise to attempt to change the 
Constitution so that direct taxes might be levied without the 
inequality that would result from an apportionment, as now 
required, I will not stop to consider at this time. The bill before 
us follows in th and details the practice of our fathers, uni- 
form and unbroken, with this one exception, of raising revenue 
from duties on Ses imports for the support of the Government 
in time of peace. ith an annual importation of $700,000,000 to 
$850,000,000 in valuation of products of foreign labor, it would be 
a poor statesmanship that could not so adjust duties as to raise at 
least $200,000,000 of revenue therefrom. 

What has been the practical operation of the tariff law now in 
force? Take the years 1892 and 1893, under the McKinley tariff, 
and compare them with the years 1895 and 1896, under the Wilson 
tariff. ese years are fair ones for comparison. The year 1894 
it is not fair to compare with anything before or after it, for it 
wasa year of transition, when Congress was employed most of the 
year in settling upon what was a proper tariff policy for the Gov- 
ernment. But take the years I have mentioned and compare the 
operation of these two tariffs for those years. That is a test, and 
a practical one. All of the theories and declamation that we hear 
of robbing the American people by collecting necessary revenue 
is of no avail in testing practical legislation. 

The people of the country are ready to pay the revenues neces- 
sary for the support of the Government, and no one has pointed 
out that the expenditures of the last Congress or the Congress ~ 
before that were other than wise and proper expenditures in all 
their great and leading items for the support of the Government. 
No matter what it costs, this great country, reaching from ocean 
to ocean, and with the longest and the greatest navigable rivers of 
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the world, with its chain of inland seas, on the bosom of which floats 
a tonnage in commerce greater than the foreign commerce of the 
nation, will require from year to year a greater expenditure of 
money. The people are ready to pay the necessary expenses for 
the development of this great country in its ever-increasing com- 
merce at home and with all the world. 8 

Government expenses, then, will not and can not be materially 
reduced now or in the future. It becomes necessary, then, to raise 
sufficient revenue for the expenditures of the Government with- 
out borrowing. The present tariff fails to do that, because of the 
unwise adjustment of its duties even for purposes of revenue, as 
the following table clearly shows: 


Amount. | Less duty— 


Tin plate in 1895 greater than 18922 
Stone, china, and glass warein 189% greater than 1893 
Fruits and nuts in 1896 greater than 1893_._...--... 
Distilled spirits in 1896 greater than 1803. 
ao and manufactures of, in 1896 greater than 


With an importation of these five articles of $39,901,922 ter 
in valuation in 1896 than in 1893, the duties collec were 
$26,553,519 less. There was no falling off in imports in these arti- 
cles, but an increase in the quantity of importation and less rev- 
enue collected. Is that statesmanship, when the Government is 
running in debt at the rate of $50,000,000 a year, and has borrowed 
already $262,000,000 to pay its deficit of four years of administra- 
tion? -Of these five articles, $39,901,922 more in valuation was 
imported under the tariff in 1896 than was imported in 1893 under 
the McKinley bill, and $26,553,519 less revenue was collected. 
This is the operation of the tariff that we are asked to leave alone 
until it s collect revenue enough to pay the expenses of the 
Government. 

The total dutiable imports in 1892 and 1893, compared with 1895 
and 1896, show a difference of only $10,000,000 in round numbers. 
The valuation of dutiable imports may be called the same for 
each of these two years, and yet $68,353,224 less revenue was col- 
lected under the Wilson bill than under the McKinley bill. 

Much is said about duties increasing prices. I call the attention 
of the committee to the actual facts in business. Steel rails in 
this country in 1881 sold for $61.13 per ton. In Great Britain the 
same articles sold for $30.41 per ton. In 1891 they sold in this 
country for $29.92. In Great Britain the price was $21.34. The 
price of steel rails was reduced in those ten years from $61.13 to 
$29.92, being a fall of $39.21 per ton in price in this country, while 
in Great Britain they fell $9.07 a ton, being reduced im this coun- 
try three times as much as in Great Britain for the same time. 
While the duty was reduced $11 a ton, the market price fell $31.21 
aton. In 1893 steel rails sold in this country for $24.29, about a 
fair market price, and they sold in England for $18.55, the differ- 
ence being just about the difference in the labor cost between the 
two countries. The duty was reduced $3.56 a ton and market 
price $6.92 a ton from 1890 to 1893. 

No matter how a tariff may be arranged unless the duty on a 

articular article is high enough to equal the difference in the 
Tabor cost in this country and other countries, the laborer in this 
country will be the sufferer. Strike from the tariff all its protec- 
tive features dnd the labor of this country must then stand 
unaided and alone in its competition with that labor of the 
world where homeless poverty is the sole heritage of the sons of 
toil. Under free trade the wages of labor everywhere will be the 
lowest paid anywhere. The only way to protect the wages of the 
American laborer is by protective duties on articles that come in 
competition with his labor. 

But we are told that low duties will give cheap articles to the 
American people. Cheapness to the consumer in articles of con- 
sumption, if made by reducing the wages of the laborer who pro- 
duces them to the rate paid his competitors in other lands, where 

mury sits at their fireside and sorrowing want surrounds their 

eathbed, is not a desirable object. Shall cheapness to the con- 
sumer in articles of conemption be weighed in the scale against 
the comfort of the home and the happiness of the fireside of the 
laborer who produces them? [Applause on the Republican side.] 
are the hammer fell.] 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] 

is recognized for ten minutes. 


aly” CURTIS of Kansas addressed the committee. See Appen- 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, representing as I do, on the floor 
of this House, one of the most, if not the most, populous agricultural 
district in the United States, I feel thatI would not be true to my 
people did I not here enter my protest against the parage of the bill 
now pending before the House. We know and feel, Mr. Chair- 
man, that nothing we can say or do will alter or change the pro- 
gramme marked out and predetermined by the majority in this 


House, and that the bill as reported will pass the House practically 
as it came from the committee. While this is true, we perhaps 
ought to be thankful to our Republican friends for the privilege of 
discussing (briefly thoughit may be) this bill, when only a few days 
ago they railroaded through this House bills carrying appropria- 
tions a: gating $72,000,000 without even according to this side 
of the 1 an hour's discussion, and when at least 148 new 
members had never read one line of these bills nor ever heard 
them discussed. 

On this question of tariff, Mr. Chairman, nothing new can be 
said or has been said. Even the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] did not, in his efforts to enlighten 
this side of the House yesterday, give a new definition of the words 
imports and exports.” After listening to the gentleman and his 
efforts at enlightenment and his attempt to assume the attributes 
of deity by supplying, as he said, brains for the minority, I could 
but be glad that we live in this day and generation and not in the 
ages of the olden time, when it was said that ‘‘no man could see 
God and live,” and yet we, even, of the pengait minority have 
been permitted not only to see but hear the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, and yet we live. Pangei and ap: 
plause.] Mr. Chairman, I believe the title of this bill should 
chan to read: A bill to build up and encourage trusts and 
corporate influences, and to oppress the agricultural interests 
throughout the United States.” We have listened to the impas- 
sioned eloquence of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] 
in support of the bill; to the clear, concise, and analytical argu- 
ment of the 1 from Missouri [Mr. CochRANJ, and to the 
splendid, and in my judgment unanswerable, argument of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN], and yet I believe 
nothing has been said that will cause a change in the determina- 
tion of the Republican majority to pass this bill, let the conse- 
quences be what they may. The already plethoric and protected 
trust and manufacturing interests of the country demand this, 
and their demand will not go unheeded by the Republican party. 
The assistance of the trust and corporate interests in the past 
have been too valuable to the Grand Old Party” to permit or 
a their demands for more protection to go unheeded at this 

e. . 

Mr. Chairman, all tariff legislation necessarily involves the idea 
of protection, but these duties should be levied as far as possible 
on the luxuries of the people, not on the necessaries of life, and 
even then only in amount sufficient to defray the necessary ex- 


penses of the Government. 
We have heard much said in this debate about raising revenues 
sufficient to meet the expenses of the Government. e have as 


yet to hear the first ph era from our friends on the other side 
about cutting down and reducing the expenses of the Government. 
Mr. Chairman, throughout the length and breadth of this land 
agriculture is oppressed and burdened. Gentlemen niay say what 
they please; you may increase the tariff as you propose to do under 
this bill; but, sir, an increase of tariff duties, inmy judgment, can 
not and will not restore prosperity to the agricultural and labor- 
ing interests of the country. Since the edict went forth that man 
should earn his bread by the sweat of his brow agriculture has 
been the chief corner stone and basis of prosperity. It furnishes 
the Government pins Leak and sustenance in times of peace, andis 
the strength of her battalions in times of war. [Applause.] 

When itis hase all are oppressed. Show mea people when 
the agricultural interests are prosperous, and I will show you a 
people whose other interests are all prosperous. The great trusts 
and corporate interests sought to be benefited be Bored provisions 
of this bill are, in my judgment, opposed to the best interests of 
the farming classes. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen may talk as they 
please, but I firmly believe that the most serious problem that 
confronts the American people to-day is the gradual but insidious 
encroachments of trusts and corporate influences in our Govern- 
ment. Weare practically a trust-ridden people. 

And, sir, I am neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet, but I 
predict that the time will soon come when the people must curb 
and control these trusts, or they will control the people. A gov- 
ernment by and for trusts and combinations, or a government by 
and for the people—which shall it be? 

The bill now before the House is by far a more drastic measure 
as a whole than was that of 1890, known as the McKinley bill. 
Sir, in the limited time allotted to me, it will be impossible to point 
out or discuss but few if any of the provisions of this bill. 

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, it proposes to furnish revenue 

y increasing tariff duties) sufficient to sustain the Government, 

e estimated yearly increase of the amount raised by this bill 
over the present law, known as the Wilson bill, is over $112,000,- 
000, when, as all know, the deficit under the Wilson bill for the 
fiscal year is only $43,000,000. If this be true, then the difference 
between these two amounts (to wit, 869,000, 000) is proposed to 
be ae yearly to the protected trusts and corporations of this 
land, drawn, as it were, from the pockets of the masses of pro- 
ducers and laborers, and given as a free-will offering by the Gov- 
ernment to these favored few. Sir, we were told last year that 
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Republican success would restore 
United States. The people were into believing it. 
Success perched on the ublican banner. Nearly five months 
have passed since the elections, and yet the people have not been 
submerged by the promised waves of 8 I learn that one 
may go to the top of the Washington Monument, and looking 
through a strong spyglass in a northeastern direction, he will 
fail to observe even the ms paged indication of this tidal wave, 
which at one time threatened to overwhelm the people, and if our 
Republican friends are now to be believed, this promised pros- 
perity is to be brought about by increasing the burden of taxa- 
tion, already weighing too heavily on the people. The manor the 
party that can remove discontent and restore confidence and pros- 
rity to a people by increasing taxation will orm a prodigy. 
tis a feat which no political contortionist, Republican though 
he be, can ever perform. But our Republican friends have prom- 
ised the pope relief and prosperity. 

Now, let them make good the promise and give it by increasing 
taxation. Gentlemen on the other siđe have had much to say 
about the great increase of manufacturing industries which will 
follow the passage of this bill. Why, sir, already the output of 
our mannufactories are far in excess of the ability of the people to 
purchase, and this, too, under the provisions of the Wilson bill, the 
general average duties under which are much lower than this pro- 
posed measure. Our ublican friends on the other side have 

ad much to say about the deficiency existing under the Wilson 
bill. This seems to be a sweet morsel for them, and reference is 
continuously made to this fact as a pretext or excuse for a higher 
tariff. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen seem to over- 
look the fact that as it N passed, with all its provisions 
unmarred, it would certainly have produced revenue sufficient to 
meet every legitimate demand of the Government, but a Demo- 
cratic Congress was not required or expected to anticipate a de- 
cision of the Supreme Court which declared against the constitu- 
tionality of one provision of the bill, namely, the income tax. 
With this provision in force, and I firmly believe it should have 
been, the Wilson bill would have produced abundant revenue with 
which to run the Government. 

In my.humble judgment, sir, the business affairs of this Gov- 
ernment should be conducted as business enterprises are con- 
ducted: Whenever Congress sees that the expenses of Govern- 
ment exceed the necessary amount which it will take to properly 
and economically administer it, reduce the expenses until they 
come within the proper and current revenues; cut the garment 
to fit the man, and not the man to fit the garment. I do not pro- 
fess, Mr. Chairman, to be familiar with or thoroughly under- 
stand all the provisions of this bill. It has taken the committee 
more than three months to propose and present it to this 
session. And under a rule adopted ge the majority, this s- 
sion is precipitated without any time for such full and free inves- 
tigation as the importance of the measure would justify and de- 
mand. Congress, sir, has been convened in 5 session. 
Representatives of the American people are here in their seats, 
ready and willing to give their energies and best judgment to an 
or all measures presented for the betterment of the people, an 
yet we have the strange, anomalous, and unprecedented 
presented in this House of the appointment by the er of 
only one committee (Ways and Means) through which legisla- 
tion may be formulated and presented. All legislation, whether 
general or local, is to be relegated to the rear, referred to no com- 
pk Bat Sea this measure DoW Datora. 1 House 1 they 

eclare ring peace, prosperity, an piness e people 
by imposing the 3 taxes ever 1 become a law. 

Mr. Chairman, on some future day of the session, if permitted, 
I will poe: and ask to be incorporated in the RECORD a sta 
ment showing the increase of duties proposed by this bill over the 
present tariff duties on articles directly affecting the mercantile, 
agricultural, and laboring people of the country. Now, in conclu- 
sion, sir, Iwill say that the Democratic party of to-day stands on this 
issue where it has always stood. It believes in even and exact 
justice to all, with special privileges to none, and is unalterably 
opposed to taking from one class of citizens and giving to others, 
thereby enrichin g and protecting the few at the expense and la 
of the many, and though temporarily in the minority now on the 
floor of House, I predict, sir, that when the people of this 
country know from experience what the exactions of this Repub- 
lican measure are, they will sweep from power in this House that 


rity to the people of the 


litical ty responsible for its enactment. [Applause on the 
mocratic side.] 
Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Chairman, representing the diversified inter- 


ests of the capital district of the State of Ohio, I feel it incumbent 
upon metoopen my part of this discussion with a protest Le peas 
allowanceof only twenty minutes. Apart of the people o ep Ae oe 
trict are the owners of the rich farming lands of Franklin and Fair- 
field counties. Others arestrug — or existence as manufactur- 
ers and tradesmen in the beautiful and historiccity of Lancaster, and 
still others make up the population of the city of Columbus, with 
its manufacturing and wholesale interests, its commerce and trade, 


as one of the test railway centers of the Union, and its politi- 
cal interest as the capital of one of the test States of the Union. 
And yet but twenty minutes is given the representative of all these 
farms, factories, and mercantile establishments to offer objection 
to 4 bill gat must necessarily jeopardize and injure their labor 
and capital. 

We, the six Democratic Representatives from the State of Ohio, 
representing 477,000 voters that 1 to shoulder for the 

wrinciples of Democracy, for the Chicago platform, and for Wil- 

am J. Bryan as its standard bearer; we, representing one-twelfth 
of the Democratic party of the United States and one twenty-fourth 
of all the voters of all the States of the Union, are given but 
twenty minutes to discuss a bill framed under an alluring and 
insidious title, under a title intended to deceive; a bill framed 
behind closed doors, withont opportunity for the people or their 
lawful representatives to present their wishes and their wants: a 
bill framed in secret sessions of the Republican members of the 
Ways and Means Committee to meet the wishes and demands of 
the trusts and syndicates that furnished the $16,000,000 that mado 
up the corruption fund of the last campaign. 

I have received a number of communications from my district, 
8 of them, with a single exception, protesting against 
this bill. Nor were these protests from Democrats alone, but the 

ter number of them were from Republicans connected with 

e business interests of the Twelfth Ohio district. Aye, and 
what is that exception in support of the bill? It comes froma 
wholesale liquor dealer, and in that fact I see the finger of the 
whisky trust writing a part of this bill, in partnership with the 
sugar trust and the coal trust on the east side of the Alleghany 
Mountains. ~- [applauso on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, have another objection to gentlemen on the 
other side of this House proceeding in this pellmell manner of legis- 
lation. Theirparty announced last fall the principle that America 
was too impotent, too helpless, to legislate in its own behalf with- 
out the consent of foreign nations. If you have had the consent 
of foreign powers to this bill, it must have been in some back 
parlor that you received it, because that consent has not yet been 
communicated to this House. bee e We ought, there- 
fore, to go slowly, since the Republican throughout the last 
Sores declared that we were not able to legislate on money 
without the consent and assistance of foreign powers. Aye, sir, 
money, money that buys everything mentioned in this bill, 
money that often buys men to support almost any measure, money 
that intimidates and coerces voters, money that is exchangeable 
for everything. How dare you undertake to legislate on the 
subjects included in this bill without the consent of foreign 

wers if you can not legislate on money without their consent? 
1 tr, Applause on the Democratic side. 

I want to say further that our friend from Ilinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] a few days gaye me my first lesson on this floor. We 
had oe Aa lor St ills railroaded through here in a few minutes 
taking out of the National Treasury, out of the money of the 

ple, $73,000,000. You sneered at this side of the House, gen- 
emen. You almost said, ‘‘The people be damned! This bill is 
going through whether the people like it or not.” You served 
notice upon us that these appropriation bills were not open to dis- 
cussion or amendment. Your eee of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations admitted on the floor of this House that there was 
about $5,000,000 in one of the bills which he had no doubt would 
o out upon points of order. Another gentleman on the Repub- 
a side reminded the House that ‘‘one rotten would spoil 
an omelet,” and then said that in one of those bills he had discov- 
ered “thirty-seven rotten eggs.“ Do not youthink, Mr. Chairman, 
we should have taken time enough to hear that Republican gen- 


tleman expose the ‘‘ thirty-seven rotten eggs” in that appropria- 
tion bill? [Laughter.] ee 
Would it not have been better to save the revenue we have than 


to squander that and tax the people for more? Would it not have 
been a splendid proposition to lay aside this tariff bill until mem- 
bers hear from their constituents, and meanwhile take a few 
weeks to look into those a pear ee that are objectionable to 
the chairman of the Commi on Appropriations and objection- 
able to the tleman from North lina [Mr. PEARSON], and 
objectionable to the 148 new members u this floor, no one of 
whom ever had an opportunity to investigate a single item in the 
bills, no one of whom ever an opportunity to give expression 
to any information which he may have as to the extravagance and 
fraud incorporated in them? we here to enact legislation 
which shall be acceptable merely to a part of a committee? Are 
we not here each ing for his own district, each paning out 
the wrong there is in the bills that come before us? On the other 
side of the House it has been complained that some gentlemen on 
this side, the gentleman from South Carolina, the gentleman from 
Michigan, the gentleman from Alabama, have been willing to ac- 

t some of the ‘‘pap,” as it is called, that is being distributed to 
baby and infant industries” in the United States. Is it strange 
that when you say you will railroad through this bill, which is 
framed in special interest of those who have seen“ a part of 
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the committee, those who have met a part of the committee in 
private and explained what they want; is it serengo, aace that is 
the settled policy which you have forced upon this House, that 
some of these Democrats should say to you: In your distribution 
of plunder, since it is to be made, our districts want their share?” 
That is not announcing a policy; it is not discuséing a theory; it 
is not a question of itical doctrine. You have served notice 
upon the people that for the next two years they shall be plundered 
in the interest of the few, and Representatives coming here from 
the various districts have exclaimed, ‘‘ Me too!” Me too!” while 
the pap goes round. [Laughter.] 

It was Cicero who said, Economy is a great revenue.” We 
could have saved ten or fifteen million dollars out of those $73,000,- 
000 if we had allowed the gentleman who discovered the thirty- 
seven rotten eggs” to point them out; if we had heard the gentleman 
from Illinois name the $5,000,000 that was objectionable to him in 
the bill; if we had heard some of the younger Republican mem- 
bers on that side point out what was wrong and corrupt with 
reference to their districts. I say the title of this bill, to provide 
revenue,“ is a misnomer, a false pretense; otherwise you would 
have stopped long enough to save the millions you have squandered 
by your vote on the appropriation bills. : 

Another thing I have observed since coming to Washington is 
that the gentlemen on that side of the House have dropped one 
word from the English language. The Republican party has 
forgotten one word of its vocab y. It has been said, How 
soon we are forgotten when we are gone!” The word they have 
2 is that word which was written last fall on all the walls 
of the country that word that seemed to be indelible until the 
8d day of November that beautiful word! confidence.“ We have 
had discussions for twenty hours on the other side, and we have 
not heard the word ‘‘ confidence ” in the entire vocabulary of these 
learned gentlemen. It seems that ae the 8d of November they 
were in the confidence business.” They were confidence“ men 
in every sense; but now they have changed the word confidence” 
to ‘* patience.” ughter.] 

We heard it said in this House by the gentleman from Iowa 
that the farmers of the ee Valley“ marched in the rain 
to vote for a high protective tariff.“ My friends, the farmers did 
„march in the rain” to the voting places, but not to vote for a 
high protective tariff. It has been said that figures won't lie;” 
but liars will figure. I propose to show that in the State of Iowa, 
in the four counties embracing the cities of Davenport, Des Moines, 
Burlington, and Dubuque, Major McKinley made a gain of about 
12,000 votes over Bryan, when compared with the figures of 1892. 
I find in the World anac for 1897, page 436, that Scott County, 
with its city of Davenport, made a Republican gain of nearly 
6,000 votes; Des Moines County, with its city of Burli n, a 
Republican gain of about 2,000 votes; Polk County, with its city 
of Moines, a Republican gain of about 2,000 votes, and Du- 
buque County, with its city of pabata; a Republican gain of 
about 2,000 votes. Next, let us goupto Mr. DOLLIVER’S, a farmer’s 
district, in the northwestern part of the State. We find on page 
47 of the Con ional Directory for the second session of the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, in the . of JONATHAN P. DOLLIVER, 
of Fort Dodge, the statement that he was ‘‘ reelected to the Fifty- 
fourth as a Republican, receiving 25,262 votes against 
10,905 votes for Baker, Democrat and Populist,” and on page 47 of 
the Congressional Directory for the extraordinary session of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress, in the biography of the same JONATHAN P. 
DoLLIVER, of Fort Dodge, the statement that he was reelected to the 
Fifty-fifth Congress as a Republican, receiving 33,523 votes against 
22,555 votes for J. B. Romans, Fusionist, and 348 votes for M. W. 
Atwood, Prohibitionist. Thus it appears from Mr. DOLLIVER’s 
biography in the Congressional Directory that the farmers of his 
district did not ‘‘march in the rain” to vote for higher tariffs and 
higher taxes, as was so eloquently 2 by the gentleman 
from Iowa, for we find that in 1894 the gentleman held 14,357 
Pout Biba Baker, Democrat and Populist, and in 1896 he had 
only 10,968 majority over Romans, Fusionist. Yes, 4,000 farmers 
“marched in the rain” to vote; but they voted on the other side 
this time. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DOLLIVER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lentz] 
yield to 3 from Iowa? 

Mr. LENTZ. No, sir; not out of my paltry twenty minutes 
unless he or some other gentleman on his side will get me an equal 
amount of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 

Mr. LENTZ. We have had another gentleman here, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of North Dakota, ratifying and confirming what Mr. DOLLI- 
VER said. But when I examine his biographies in the same Con- 
gressional Directories, I find that in 1894 MARTIN N. JOHNSON was 
reelected to the Fifty-fourth Con: as a Republican, receiving 
21,615 votes against 15,660 votes Muir, Democrat, and in 1896 
MARTIN N. JOHNSON was reelected to the Fifty-fifth Congress as 
a Republican, receiving 25,233 votes against 21,172 for John Burke, 
Fusionist. I find that nearly 6,000 of a majority over Muir in 


Jounson’s farmer district “marched” up to the polls for him in 
1894, while in 1896 only 4,000 of a majority over Burke ‘‘ marched 
in the rain” to vote for him. The other 2,000 ‘‘marched” and 
voted on the other side. 

Now, coming to my own State, I find that General GRosVENOR’S 
biographies in the same Congressional Directories show that in 
1894 he was reelected to the Fifty-fourth Congress as a Repub- 
lican, receiving 20,731 votes against 11,601 votes for Lash, Demo- 
crat; and in 1896 CHARLES HENRY GROSVENOR was reelected to 
the Fifty-fifth Congress as a Republican, receiving 24,833 votes 
against 19,799 votes for Finck, Democrat. Thus we see that while 
the General had a majority of 9,130 votes over Lash in 1894, he 
had a majority over Finck in 1896 of only 4,534 votes, and here, 
too, we find that the farmers and miners, who had rolled up his 
majority over Lash in 1894 and had ‘‘marched” to the polls for 
him, ‘‘marched in the rain” this time to vote for the other side 
for William J. Bryan as President and William E. Finck as Rep- 
resentative in gangrene Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I find thatin Mr. McKinley’sown State we have six Democratsin 
this Congress, whilé in the last we had only two, and accordin, 
to his . sketch on page 186 of the Congression 
Directory of the Fifth-fifth Congress the President claims he was 
elected governor in 1893 by a capes? of 80,995 votes. I also find 
on pase 19 of the volume of Ohio Election Statistics, just compiled 
and issued by Charles Kinney, secretary of state, that in 1894 
Samuel M. Taylor, Republican secretary of state, was elected by 
a majority of 137,086 votes over Milton Turner, his Democratic 
opponent. 

n thesame page I find that in 1895 Governor Bushnell was elected 
by a majority of 92,622 over Governor Campbell, the Democratic 
candidate, while on page 5 of the same volume of Election Statistics 
I find that William McKinley received 525,991 votes; that William 
J. Bryan received 474.882 votes on the Democratic ticket and 2,615 
votes on the People’s Party ticket, or a total of 477,497 votes, leaving 
McKinley's majority over an only 48,494 votes. The statistics 
on the samor pene show that Joshua Levering, Prohibition candi- 
date, received 5,068 votes; that Charles E. Bentley, National Party 
candidate, received 2,716 votes; that Charles H. Matchett, Social 
Labor party, received 1,165 votes, and that John M. Palmer, National 
Democratic candidate, received 1,858 votes. Or, in other words, 
that the le in the State of Ohio who refused to vote in the last 
election for William McKinley and run the risk of a high protec- 
tive tariff cast 488,304 votes, leaving McKinley a majority over 
this vote of only 37,687 votes; and this majority was secured in 
the cities by the coercion and intimidation of labor and the cooper- 
ation of the gold Democrats, who are opposed to high tariffs. 

I think it is demonstrated that the farmers in the Mississippi 
Valley did not march in the rain” to vote for high protective 
tariff, but they ‘‘ marched in the rain” to vote against a tariff as 
well as against the trusts and syndicates who have dictated the 
schedules in the tariff bill now before this House. I repeat 34 
“figures won't lie, but liars will figure.“ The farmers coul 
not be coerced nor intimidated by being told they need not return 
to their work the next day after election if Bryan was successful, 
as was done in many instances in the cities, Yea, verily, the 
farmers did march in the rain,” but they voted for William J. 
Bryan for President, and another rainy day will give the Demo- 
crats a good majority in this House, and in 1900 we shall elect a 
Democratic President, whether it rains or shines, and we shall 
then show the world that we have the courage and the manhood 
to adopt a mone system of our own without the consent of 
John Bull, just as Thomas Jefferson and John Hancock had the 
courage to proclaim a Declaration of Independence and a new 
Government, from the foundation to the top of the steeple, with- 
out the consent of any foreign nation. 

There is another thing that ought to have had our attention to- 
day rather than a tariff bill. Long before the ina tion of 
another Ohio man as President you sent Senator Wolcorr to 
Europe to see what arrangement could be made about an inter- 
national monetary conference. One would think from the Presi- 
dent's inaugural address and other speeches that that was the 
most important issue of the day. 

The triumphant scenes and lavish decorations in this most beau- 
tiful city upon the occasion of William McKinley’s inauguration 
might well satisfy the most ambitious of men and gratify the 
vainest of party leaders. But all this grandeur and glitter, all the 
cheers and music that greeted the great father of protection on 
his way to the Capitol to take the oath of office, could not stifle 
the small voice within and hide the thoughts that must have been 
uppermost in his mind, that after the crowning came the fulfill- 
ment of promises made by his confidence men,” promises of 
plenty of work for the idle, higher wages for the employed, plenty 
of trade for the merchant, and plenty of offices for the politicians. 
McKinley knew from past experience that the men who furnished 
the sinews of war would be clamoring for the first fruits of the 
harvest, a harvest sown in darkness and reaped at the cost of a 
country’s shame—reaped under the suspicion that money and coer- 
cion of labor had subyerted and stifled the honest sentiment of the 
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American people, had robbed them of free speech and a free bal- | sal Knowledge, volume 10, page 127, I read this quotation from 


lot. Knowing all this, it is not strange that the President should 
turn his attention to the real cause of financial distress and tell 
this Congress that a monetary commission was necessary to estab- 
lish prosperity. > 4 

Even long before the inauguration of President McKinley Sena- 
tor WoLcoTT was sent to Europe to see what arrangement could 
be. made to provide for an increasing currency to keep pace with 
an increasing population. WolLcorr received full powers from 
the Republican leaders, and it was e ted that he would return 
from Europe with the coveted consent that we might take charge 
of our own money affairs. He has been back some time, and we 
would like to hear the good news. Why is it withheld? Has 
Europe agreed or has England given permission to America to 
coin both gold and silver and conduct her financial affairs as best 
suits the condition of the country, or has there been a delay 
ordered by the gold syndicate? Have they asked for time to exe- 
cute a few more bond schemes before WoLcorTt’s international 
agreement is published? The President, in his inaugural address, 
asked this Congress to adopt a law appointing a monetary com- 
mission. = 18 polmon could have poo 3 this 
House, and, judging by the speed shown in the passage of appro- 

priation bills, it 5 be passed in the twinkling of an eye; but the 
2 is informed that this monetary commission is not to be ap- 
pointed until after the reassembling of era 8 next December, 
notwithstanding the fact that President McKinley, a man whom 
I like and admire, has repeatedly given voice to the faith within 
him, that an increasing currency would encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States.“ In support of . 1 . 
his remarks on the floor of this House on the 7th day of June, 
1890, as recorded on page 5813, in volume 108, first session Fifty- 
first Congress: 

Mr. S. er, no man should hesitate between the two millions a month 
that we have now and the fouranda millions a month that we shall have 
under the proposed law. We get an increased volume of money, with safety 
tothe Government and the citizen. Pass this bill, and what do we have? 
An increase of $30,000,000 annually of circulation to be put out among the 

ple and into the avenues of business. Vote t this bill, and in my 
udgment you vote that there shall be no legislation upon the silver ques- 
on at this session of Congress. That is what I fear it means. We know we 
can not have free coinage now except in the manner as provided in the bill. 
You know you could not have it when you were in the jority in this House. 
You know you can not get it now. Youdo not mean to get if. Therefore, I 
say that to defeat this bill means to defeat all silver l tion and to leave 
us with two millions a month only, when by passing bill we would have 
four anda lions a month of Treasury notes as good as gold. For one, 
Mr. Speaker, I will not vote against this bill and thus oprire my people, and 
my 5 and the laborers, and the producers, and the industries of my 
country, of thirty millions annually of additional circulating medium. 


William McKinley thought so much of his Lincoln banquet 
speech at Toledo, in answer to Mr. Cleveland's speech at the Old 
man” pangon at Columbus, that he incorporated it in the vol- 
ume which I holdin my hand. Speaking of the effect of the free 
coinage of silver, or rather the increase of the currency by the 
ae route, Mr. McKinley said this, with reference to Mr. Cleve- 
nd: 


During all his [Mr. Cleveland's] years at the head of the Government he 


was dishonoring one of our precious metals, one of our own great products. 
e endeavored, even before his inauguration to office, to the coinage of 
ver dollars, and afterwards, and to the close of his Admi tion, persist- 


ently used his power to that end. He was determined to contract the circulat- 
ing medium and demonetize one of the coins of commerce, limit the volume of 

my Nears the people, make money scarce, and therefore dear. He would 
kave creased the value of money and diminished the value of eve: 
else—money the master, eve: ng else its servant. He was not thi g o 
“the r then. He had left ‘their side.“ He was not “standing forth in 
their defense.“ Cheap coats, cheap labor, and dear money; the sponsor and 
promoter of these, prof: to stand over the welfare of the poor 
and lowly! Was there ever more glaring inconsistency or reckless assump- 
tion? * * * He believes that poverty is a blessing to be promoted and 
encour: , and that a shrinkage in the value of everything but money is a 
national benediction.—Speeches and Addresses of William McKinley, page 492. 


If Grover Cleveland had left the side of the poor when he antag- 
onized silver, where does the Republican party stand on this floor 
to-day? eee on the Democratic side.] 

John Sherman, your own authority, on page 530 of his book on 
Finance and Taxation, says: 


Take one-half of the solid money of the world out of existence; take the 
sole standard of more than two-thirds of the human race, reduce it to a base 
metal, and the effect n the commerce of the world would beincalculable. 
These two me’ gold and silver, have traveled side by side from the be- 
ginning. of time; the records of human history do not go back to a time when 

éy did not move ther. They have varied in value, sometimes one and 
sometimes the other being higher; but they have gone on, gold the money of 
the rich, silver the money of the poor, the one to measure acquired w i 
the other to measure the daily necessities of life; and, sir, no act of Parlia- 
ment, although it may disturb for a moment the relation of these two metals 
fe each ce A butan act of God can destroy the use of both of them 

y 

John Sherman, your highest authority, made that speech in the 
Senate of the United States, and has since published if in his book 
on Finance and Taxation. ors 

But, Mr. Chairman, I come to another citation from a ‘“‘miser- 
able old anarchist ” in times gone by. I refer to Benjamin Frank- 
lin, who had some experience on this money question, and reduced 


his experience to the form of history. In the Library of Univer- 


his autobiography: 

About this time— 

Referring to his residence in Philadelphia— 

About this time there was a cry among the le for more * X 
only £15,000 being extant in the province, aud that soon to te wank: Ths 
wealthy inhabitants op any addition, being 
from the apprehension that it would depreciate. 
dition, being persuaded that the first small 
good by in trade, op cy rae 
Epo; since I now saw the old houses ted and many new ones 

uilding, whereas I remembered well when I first walked about the streets of 
Philadelphia eating my roll [saw many of the housesin Walnut street, between 
Second and Front streets, with bills on their doors, To be let,“ which made 
me think the inhabitants of the city were one r another deserting it. 
Our debates possessed me so full of the subject that I wrote and printed an 
anonymous pamphlet, entitled The Nature and Necessity of a Paper Cur- 
rency. The utility of this currency became 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to finish his quotation. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair can recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio for two minutes longer. 

Mr. LENTZ. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will read the remainder 
of this quotation to which I was just referring. Franklin says: 

Our debates me so fully of the subject that I wrote and printed 


ainst all paper curren 

was on the side of an ad- 
sum struck in 1723 done much 
and the — — ot inhabitants in the 


an anonymous phlet, entitled Nature and Necessity of a Paper C 

rency. The utility of this currency became by time na we facing 80 ov 
dent that the nape upon which it was founded were never afterwards 
much dispu so that it grew soon to be £55,000, and in 1739 to £80,000, trade, 


building, and inhabitants all the while increasing. 


They could get neither silver nor gold in those days, but the 
addition to the currency by the use of paper was ed; and as 


a result Philadelphia grew and prospered as the money increased 
in volume. $ 

I also quote from the historian Hume, in his essay on money: 

In every kingdom into which money begins to flow in ter abundance 
than formerly, every takes a new face; labor and industry in life, the 
merchant becomes more enterprising, the manufacturer more nt and 
skillful, and even the farmer follows his plow with greater alacrity and at- 
tention. A nation whose money decreases is actually at that time weaker and 
pe Pomp win 1 =e nation which possesses no more money, but, 


It will be observed that Hume declares it as a proposition of 
history and experience that industries are encouraged ‘‘in every 
kingdom into which money begins to flow in ter abundance.” 
As a historical proposition, the advantages of an increasing cur- 
rency can not be contradicted. As an economic proposition, it 
ce y ought not to require any more intelligence to under- 
stand the fact that money is subject to the law of supply and 
demand, as well as all other articles that come within the range 
of daily necessities. 

This, gentlemen, is Republican and historical authority upon 
the advantages of an increasing currency. 

There is other Republican authority that says if you want to 
encourage the industries of the United States, the way to do it is 
by increasing the currency. Your Uncle Jerry Rusk, the Repub- 
lican Secretary of Agriculture under Mr. Harrison, said on page 
8 of his report for 1890, referring to the silver legislation known 
as the Sherman Act: 

The recent legislation looking to the restoration of the bimetallic standard 
of our currency, and the consequent enhancement of the value of silver, has 
unquestionably had much todo with the recent advance in the price of cereals. 
222 ᷣͤ TT 

for cheap silver, and RANE purchased with She cheaper 


merly exi 
8 was sold in Great Britain for gold. Much of this advantage is lost by 
the appreciation of silver in those countries. 
I quote some more Republican authority in reading from Presi- 
dent s message to Congress on the Ist of December, 1890: 
The general tariff act has cols pernely gone into operation, some of its 
important provisions being limited to take effect at dates yet in the future. 
gene = of the law have been in force less than sixty days. Its 
proma effects upon trade and prices still largely stand in conjecture. It 
curions to note that the advance in the prices of articles wholly unaffected 
by the tariff act was i many hastily ascribed to that act. Notice was not 
taken of the fact that the general tendency of the markets was upward from 
infinences ee apart from the recent tariff legislation. The e: ment 
of our currency by the silver bill undoubtedly gave an upward tendency to 
e, and had a marked effect on prices, but this natural and desired effect 
of the silver legislation was by many erroneously attributed to the tariff act. 


Benjamin Harrisonagainstyounow! Benjamin Harrison against 
you in 1890. But that is not all. 

I will read now from another famous anarchist, Abraham Lin- 
pe in his last public utterance,” being on the 14th of April, 


Mr. Colfax, I want you to take a message from me to the miners whom you 
visit. Ihave very large ideas of the mineral wealth of our nation. I believe 
it practically inexhaustible. It abounds all over the Western country, from 
the Rocky Mountains to the Pacific, and its development has scarcely com- 
menced. During the war, when we wereadding a couple of millions of dol- 
lars every day to our national debt, [ did not care about encouraging the in- 
crease in the volume of our precious metals. We had the country to save 
first. But now that the rebellion is overthrown, and we know pretty nearly 
the amount of our national debt, the more gold and silver we mine, we make 
the payment of that debt so much the easier. Now, I am going to encourage 
that in every possible way. Weshall have hundredsof thousands of disbanded 
8 and many have feared that their return home in such great num- 

rs might yze industry by furnishing. suddenly, a greater supply of 


labor than there will be a demand for. Iam going to try to attract them to 


the hidden wealth of our mountain ranges, where there is room enough for 
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tion, which even the war has not stopped, will land ‘upon our 
shores hundreds of thousands more per year from overcrowded Europe. 
intend to point them tothe go and silver that wait for them in the West. 
TO i ea en a te shone GF he ano and e 
anal eines in . few vous that we ara Aai the treasury of the world. 
A gentleman on the other side has said: The first thing I like 
about the bill is the name of it.“ As for me, that is the first thing 
I dislike about the bill. The title to the bill was invented to de- 
ceive the people. I believe it was Talle; d who said that diplo- 
macy was the art of concealing the truth. It has been frequently 
said,. e was invented to conceal thought.“ And so I 
think the title to this bill should be amended so as to tell the peo- 
ple its real purpose, and I therefore suggest that in all frankness 
at the proper time the Ways and Means Committee should amend 
the title so as to read: “A bill to raise funds to reimburse cam- 
paign contributors, and encourage and protect trusts,” or, in other 
words, God help the rich; the poor can work.” [Applause on 
the Democratic ee - 
myself of the privilege to extend these remarks in the 


all. Im 


Availin, 
RECORD, I quote from a statement made last year before this 
Ways and Means Committee by my fellow-townsman, Mr. C, D. 


Firestone, the head of the Columbus Buggy Company. Among 
other things, he said: 

The average number of people employed in carriage and buggy manufac- 
turing When parities is in normal condition is 150,000, and the annual product 
averages a value of $125,000,000. The output of our establishments has been 
curtailed about 25 per cent compared with what it was six years ago. The 
total present and possible output of the vehicles manufactured could be 
absorbed by the domestic market if the demand and price of farm products 
and commodities of all kinds would assume normal conditions. 

One of the great difficulties at the present time is that there are too many 
idlers, who, ough syndicates, trusts, and legislation favorable to them, are 
enabled to subsist upon the prodncts of labor. There is something wrong, 
and I hope that some day in the not far distant future the bankers, manu- 
facturers, business men, farmers, and wage workers of this country will be 
invited to Washington to appear before a committee npon the most vital and 
all-important question before the world—and that is, the financial question. 
And that question must be taken up very speedily and something done to 
stop the continuous squeezing and declining prices of commodities of all 
kinds, and the evil remedied that has caused this great depression, stag- 
nation, and strangulation. 

The Republican party came into existence because of the oppression of the 
weak at the hands of the rich and powerful, and by its right and might swept 
slavery from the land. If now untrue to its early principles, it abandons 
the 70,000,000 people suffering under bondage because of unjust legislation 
in the interests of classes instead of the masses, its mission will ended 
and its doom sealed. Another party will spring into existence, another Lin- 
ecla e and the people will march under its banner to liberty and 

rosperity. 
= Many of our great statesmen who occupy seats in the halls of Congress 
to-day will be no more, and the epitaphs on their tombstones will relate that 
they violated their pledges to the people, were unfaithful to the eee 
on them, and that t 3 down to trusts and syndicates, and worshiped 
the golden calf” ins of practicing the golden rule.” 

Such, my friends, are the words of a man who has done as much 
for the good name and world-wide fame of Columbus as any other 
man in our city—a man who has been a lifelong Republican, and 
one of the stanchest and most influential sup] rters of Senator 
FORAKER throughout his political career. y was Mr. Fire- 
stone before Congress pleading for the farmer? Because he knows 
if Congress will stop sending ae silver to London and thus 
provon London from getting 56,000,000 bushels of wheat annually 

om India for our cheap silver, that wheat markets will be re- 
stored to the American farmer. $ 

He knows that India needs no shoes, no window glass, no steel 
rails, no woolen goods, or cotton goods from London, and he 
knows the only thing that can be traded to the 300,000,000 people 
of India for wheat is silver. Now suppose we pass a prohibitive 
law preventing the exportation of silver. That will prevent London 
from getting our silver and trading it for India’s wheat and will 
compel London to get that food from our American farmer and 
thus help to revive the farm, but such a prohibitive law would 
destroy the occupation of many miners and add to the present 
overflow of unemployed in our Eastern cities. 4 

Therefore, the only wise thing to do is to restore silver to its use 
as money, and thus make it worth what it always was for two 
hundred years prior to 1873, i. e., $1.29 an ounce and more. This 
will make London buy our wheat or pay $1.29 an ounce for our 
silver and trade the silver to India for a bushel of wheat. India 
will accept nothing but silver from London for wheat, and Lon- 
don can better afford to pay our farmers for wheat, and thus our 
farmers will get a better price for wheat than they are now getting, 
and by this law of free coinage we kill three birds with one stone. 

First, we employ additional miners searching for silver, and 
thus make an additional market for farm and factory products to 
99 the miners and their families with food, clothing, and the 


e 

Second, we relieve the whole country from a money famine. 

Third, we compel John Bull to eat our wheat and pay us for it, 
and thus our farmers can begin again buying Columbus buggies 
and the manufactured products of other cities, and thus again en- 
able our unemployed to earn a living and spend their earnings at 
the markets and in the stores of the cities. 

The manufacturers will double their employment of men, the 
merchants will make two sales where they now make one, two 


laborers will earn their own supplies where one earns them now. 
Almshouses, poorhouses, and jails will be relieved, and taxpayers 
will prevent their taxes increasing; and the farmer and the fac- 
tory hand and the white-shirt brigade will all shake hands like 
brothers, and life will be worth living. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] is recognized. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire nor intention 
at this time to indulge in any academic discussion of the tariff ques- 
tion. From the foundation of our Government down to this very 
hour that fanion has been almost constantly before our people. 
It has been dealt with by the most distinguished men in our history. 
It has furnished, especially in late years, the battle cry of parties 
engaged in fierce political contests. Upon the stump, in the pub- 
lic press, and in this Hall it has been so often dealt with that the 
masses fairly understand all the arguments for and against a pro- 
tective tariff. Besides, Mr. Chairman, our calamitous history as 
a people for the last three years, under a tariff law which neither 
produces revenue adequate to governmental needs nor protects 
American industries, speaks more eloquently than can any poor 
wordsof mine in favor of a return to that policy which the framers 
of the Constitution inaugurated, and which, when followed, has 
always brought us prosperity, and when abandoned has always 
brought us disaster. 

The crying question of the hour, perine for speedy answer, is: 
How shall we provide reyenue with which to carry on the Gov- 
ernment? 

This is a business question, and it calls for a businesslike an- 
swer. It is a business question, propounded to the men upon 
whom the Constitution has imposed the high duty of an intelli- 
gent answer. It is a question that belongs to us. It does not 
belong to the Executive. He has referred it to us in this extraor- 
dinary session, called by virtue of his constitutional right. It 
does not belong to the Senate; it belongs to us, the immediate 
representatives of the American people. The responsibility is one 
that if we would we can not avoid. Hence I say that this is no 
time for political jugglery, for airing ancient and exploded the- 
ories, for discussing force bills and strikes and farm mortgages 
and other irrelevant matters, for summoning up the ghost of 
trusts, and indulging in demagoguery for partisan purposes. The 
time calls for immediate, common-sense action. Let us rise to 
the occasion, and if we be not statesmen, let us at least aim to be, 
and postpone political discussion until we shall have made the 
Treasury secure. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We are facing an emergency such as has never heretofore pre- 
sented itself to this generation. In a time of profound peace we 
find ourselyes without revenue adequate for the daily expenses of 
the Government. From the end of the civil war down to 1893 
there never was a year when governmental revenues were not ade- 
quate to meet governmental expenditures. In each and every 
year there was a surplus. In no single year since 1893 have gov- 
ernmental revenues been equal to governmentalexpenditures, In 
each and every year there has been a deficit. From 1865 until 1893 
we paid off nearly two thousand millions of dollars of the national 
debt. Since 1893 we have added to the national debt over $262,- 
000,000. In all the years from 1879, when we resumed ie pay- 
ments, until 1893, there did not go out of the Treasury of the United 
States gold to redeem United States notes to the extent of more 
than, on an average, $3,000,000 per year. In not a single year since 
1893 has there gone out of the national Treasury gold to redeem 
United States notes to an amount less than 8100,00, 000. From 
1879 down to 1893 that magnificent gold reserve stood intact at 
$100,000,000. It never lost a dollar, it never lost a dime, it never 
lost a cent, [Applause on the Republican side.] Since 1893 there 
has been taken out of that reserve and that which was borrowed 
to replenish it $360,000,000. Of that sum, $55,000,000 has not been 
exported. It is in the stockings, the strong boxes, the hiding 


places of the American ple, silent but efoquent testi y of 
their lack of faith in a Democratic Administration. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Prior to the tariff act of 1890 we hadasurplus of revenue. The 


act of 1890 was passed for the purpose of reducing that revenue. 
The title of the act was “An act to reduce revenue,” etc. It ful- 
filled its purpose, but not to such an extent as to take away ade- 
uate means for the support and maintenance of the Government. 
know the contrary has been affirmed upon the floor of this 
House, but the official figures will confute that affirmation. In 
1891 the excess of receipts over expenditures was $37,239,763; in 
1892 it was $9,914,453; and in 1893 it was $2,341,676. There is 
no fair-minded man who will deny the proposition that the re- 
duction of revenue thereafter was caused by the declaration of the 
Chicago platform, which promised to the country a change of the 
tariff system under which it had grown to prosperity. Then came 
the act of 1894, the present illogical, unequal law, with its ad 
valorem duties, furnishing daily and hourly temptations to under- 
valuations, at the cost of both the Government and the American 
producer, 
Now, what was the result of that act? In 1894—I give only 
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round tigures—it fell short of 
almost $70,000,000; in 1895 it fell short b 
1896 it fell short by over $25,000,000, an 

shall be fulfilled, it will fall short by $65,000,000; ora total in four 
years of over $203,000,000—$203, 000,000 short of the necessary rev- 
enues to run this Government in its daily expenditures, and, as 
I have already said, $262,000,000 borrowed money in addition. 


oducing the necessary revenue by 
almost $44,000,000; in 
in 1897, if predictions 


to the estimate of the late 


Under existing conditions, accordin; 
a deficit of $45,000,000 for 


Secretary of the Treasury, there will 
the next fiscal year. 

Now, it is not hard to see, by resorting to any fair analysis, how 
this situation of things came about. If you will take the compara- 
tive statement that has been furnished to each member, you will 
find that the revenues under existing law have fallen short of the 
revenues accruing under the act of 1890 as follows: 


In Schedule A—Chemicals 


£ 


978, 64 

In Schedule B—Earthenware, et 4, 135, 354. 09 
In Schedule C—Metals 13, 748, 076.77 
In Schedule D—Wood and manufactures thereof 1,473, 000.11 
Schedule G—Agricultural. 4, 908, 051. 96 

In Schedule H—Spirits, eto 2, 768, 585. 30 
In Schedule I Cottonns 2, O22, 284. 37 
In Schedule J—Flax, hemp, and jute ©, 956, 756. 58 
In Schedule K—Wool and manufactures thereof 21, 580, 551. 08 
In Schedule LSI 7, 806, 252, 51 
In Schedule NTAN PONET, SSS 827, 900. 5 
In Schedule N—Sundries 4,085, 379. 81 
Under section 3 of the act of 1890 ̃ 2. eee eee 717,530.79 
Under section 4 of the act of 1890, and section 8 of the act of 1801. 96, 582, 08 
Menn E a a 42, 288, 854.16 


In addition to all this, we have had, while this state of things 
has been existing, continuous importations from the other side of 
the water, from the Orient as well as from Europe, of goods of all 
kinds that ought to have been madein American factories and by 
the employment of American labor. [Applause on the Republican 


side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the situation of things. Do I need 
to stop to dwell on the necessary and inevitable paralysis of trade 
and stagnation of business that resulted therefrom? Closed mills, 
closed factories, idle men and women, starvation, soup houses, 
mark one of the most deplorable periods that has ever occurred 
in the history of the Republic. Now, Mr. Chairman, such being 
the situation, I put the business question, What is our present 
duty as legislators? And I answer the question by saying itis our 
duty here and now, as speedily as possible, to enact such legisla- 
tion as will restore the Treasury to its healthful condition and 
furnish to American capital and American labor such protection 
as will enable them to hold and enjoy the home market. [Renewed 
applause on the Republican side.] 

ell, how shall we raise revenue? All parties agree in this 
country, up to this day, that the main portion of our revenues 
must come from the custom-houses. From the formation of the 
Government down to the present time the two great political par- 
ties that have faced each other every four years have declared 
time and again in their platforms that our reyenue must come 
mainly from the customs duties. True, they differ as to the de- 
tails. One party says sometimes that it believes in a tariff for 
revenue only, sometimes that it believes in a tariff for revenue 
with incidental protection; but the Republican party believes 
always in a tariff for revenue with not incidental or accidental 
but with real and intentional protection. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side.] 

ow, we agree as to the inefficiency of this presentlaw. Itis 
admitted—it can not be denied—thatit does not produce the neces- 
sary revenue. Such being the state of facts, I ask what is the 
argument against the adoption of this bill? Isay, with all respect 
to my colleagues and gentlemen on the other side of the House 
to — 950 T have listened, I have not yet heard from any source a 
single intelligent reason assigned by anyone why this particular 
bill ought not to be adopted at this time. Do you suppose, my 
Democratic friends, that the American people will take as an ex- 
cuse 5 protest that you have not had sufficient time to examine 
it? Do vou suppose the American people are willing to pay a 
million of dollars a week in order that you ma; ei ERS theories 
and their merits as against ours? [Applause. t have you 
to offer in lieu of this bill? Ihave but one suggestion. I 
am not amazed that you have nothing to offer, because I do not 
believe that there is any one faction on your side of the House, 
among the many that prevail there, that agrees with any other as 
to the kind of tariff bill needed. [canin and applause on the 
Republican side.] I have heard It comes 


ut one 18 78 
from the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo He says, 


It is true we are running behind from day to day; od we have 
been diligently running behind, so we have been just as diligently 


0 3 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken. In 

the last few days—— 
The CHAIRMAN 


from Alabama? 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 


Mr. DALZELL. No; I can not yield. I will talk to my fri 
from Alabama at some other dings estes 
The gentleman from Tennessee says we have been borrowing 
just as diligently as we have been running behind, and we have 
now in the Treasury over and above the gold reserve something 
less or more than $100,000,000 of borrower money. Why not go 
on and spend it? He does not take into account the fact that day 
by day a continuing deficit is eating up that surplus of borrowed 
money. He makes no calculation for the rehabilitation of the 
Treasury. He takes no account of any measure to raise revenue 
hereafter to pay the national debt ‘snd the interest thereon, but 
simply says, Let us shut our eyes and float with the stream.” 
[Laughter.] Now, that may suit the financiers of the mountains 
of Tennessee, but I venture the assertion it will not suit the 
American people. 

But they say, in that remarkable contribution to economic his- 
tory called “ The views of the minority,” that this bill will raise 
too much reyenue. Iwant to say to you, my friends, that whether 
this bill raises the maximum amount or the minimum amount 
mentioned by the honored chairman of our committee, in neither 
event will it be in excess of what is necessary to pay the incipal 
and the interest of the bonds issued for money 8 o save 
the nation’s life against the Democratic partys attempt to destroy 
it and the interest and principal of the bonds that a. Democratic 
Administration within the last four years has found necessary to 
3 r the national credit. [Applause ón the Repub- 

can side. 

I conclude, then, Mr. Chairman, if I am right thus far in my 
8 of the case—I conclude, first, that there is a necessity 

or a new tariff law to raise revenue; I conclude, in the second 
place, that this bill penting hetare the House will answer that 
necessity; Iconclude, in the third place, that in this House, charged 
With this responsible duty, no substitute has been offered nor any 
other plan 2 than that contained in this bill; and I con- 
clude, in the fourth place, that no man has yet, up to this time, 
suggested any argument that appeals to a patriotic legislator 
against the passage of this bill. 

Now, a word as to how the bill proposes to raise revenue. If 
you will look at the comparative statement, which is in the hands 
of every member of the House, you will see that the duties have 
been so adjusted as to raise additional revenue from every sched- 
ule, from A to the free list. You will see that the duties are, 
in the main, between those of the act of 1890 and those of the act 
of 1894. In some cases, for instance in the glass schedule, they 
are substantially the duties of the act of 1890. In the metal 
schedule at are substantially the duties of the act of 1894. 
You will find that there have been transferred to the dutiable 
list certain articles that are available for revenue purposes, and 
you will find that there has been an increased duty put upon 
sugar, and a restoration of wool, the farmers’ great product, to 
the dutiable list. Lou will find that the main revenue producers 
are wool, sugar, linens, silks, wines and liquors, and tobacco, all 
of them, with the exception of sugar, luxuries upon which the 
taxes are not only = voluntarily but are paid by those who are 
able to pay them. You will see also that provision has been made, 
by the setting aside of the pernicious ad valorem system and a re- 
turn to specific duties, so as to insure the collection of the duties 
im 


Your Ways and Means Committee have followed in this respect 
the opinion and advice of every Secretary of the „save 
one, from Alexander Hamilton to Charles Foster, and of every 
American statesman of note that I recall, including Gallatin, 
Crawford, Van Buren, Benton, Buchanan, Webster, Henry Clay, 
Meredith, and, last of all, Daniel Manning, your own Democratic 
Secretary of the A 

The duty upon sugar is a wise one outside of its necessity under 
existing circumstances for revenue p . The experience of 
France and Germany under a bounty system has demonstrated 
the feasibility of increasing the growth of sugar by the aid of 
propor protection. Our own experience in the last few years has 

emonstrated the possibility under proper encouragement of in- 
creasing the growth of 5 eg to an extent that will ultimatel 
make us eng ep of the world. Our own cane sugar an 
beet sugar we believe will, with adequate protection, become one 
of our most remunerative crops. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to go further into the 
details of this bill. I do not propose to examine the schedules one 
by one in this presence at thistime. That belongs fittingly to the 
five-minute debate for consideration of the bill and its amend- 
ment, and [have no doubt that if our friends upon the other side 
will cooperate with us in an gr ge to put this bill in Sape 
without delay every paragraph will have an n to 
made clear to the commonest understanding in thi 
much for the revenue question. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill has a double pur It is a bill 
not only to raise revenue, but to encourage the industries of the 
United States. I said I would not indulge in academic discussion 


is House. So 
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of the tariff question; nor will I. I will simply say that the Re- 
publican party believes, and this bill is framed on belief, that 
a protective tariff opens the door to the investment of American 
capital, proffers employment to American labor, saves to Ameri- 
cans the American market, cheapens products to the consumer, 
and, in all cases where the foreigner comes in competition with 
us, loads upon his shoulders and takes off from ours in some cases 
the whole, and in some cases a portion of the tax. I propose, for 
only a few moments, to illustrate the Woking of the protective 
tariff, after the manner that I have just stated, by a reference to 
some of the incidents of our industrial history, and I know of no 
more conspicuous example of the beneficence of a protective tariff 
than is to be found in the tin-plate industry. 

What is tin plate? It is a steel industry. Ninety-five to 98 per 
cent of tin plate is steel. The balance is simply a sheeting of 
tin. We have, and have had for innumerable years, all the neces- 
sary elements out of which to make tin plate except tin, and that we 
can import as advantageously as does England, We have the ore, 
we have the pig iron, we have the billets, we can make the sheets; 
and yet down to 1890 there was no tin plate made in the United 
States. From 1871 to 1891, a period of twenty years, we paid to 
England for tin plate the enormous sum of $307,341,404, and in 

ition we paid the ocean freight, the importer’s commissions, 
and the middleman’s commissions. In other words, we, the largest 
consumers of tin plate in all the world, occupied the inconsistent 
attitude of sen abroad millions of our money that with proper 
protection we could have kept at home. 

The act of 1890 pee a duty of 2.2 cents on tin plates. What was 
the result? Tin-plate factoriessprang up all over this broad land. 
American capital sought investment in that enterprise, and Ameri- 
can labor saw its opportunity to work. We have now thirty-five 
tin-plate works in extensive tion in this country. The first 
fruit of the act of 1890 is that they have a capital invested of 
$8,500,000; they give immediate employment to 12,000 persons and 
sustain 60,000 persons in famili Our production, as given from 
the official figures, isas follows: In 1892, the first year of the 
tion of this new tariff law, we made of tin plates and terne plates 
more than 13,000,000 pounds: in 1893 the production went up to 
99,000,000 pounds; in 1894, to 139,000,000 pounds; in 1895, to 193,- 
000,000 pounds, and in 1896, to 307,000,000 pounds. 

What has been the result as to price? I do not stop to give 
figures in detail as to American prices. Let me say only that six 
months after the law of 1890 went into operation the price of tin 

lates in Liverpool had fallen by the amount of the superimposed 
uty below the price six months before the of the law of 
1 a conspicuous example of the Republican proposition that 
when you impose a duty which is protective you compel the for- 
ppl. to pay that duty as the price of his retention of your market. 
plause, 

In connection with this duty on tin plates, your committee have 
reported an innovation in our tariff laws which I firmly believe to 
be justified by all the circumstances, Ishall not stop to go at any 
length into the figures, but at this time will ce a outline what 
this provisionis. Gentlemen know that under ng law, where 
foreign commodities are imported, manufactured in the United 
States, and then exported, the exporter is entitled to a drawback 
of 99 cent of the duty paid on the importation of the material 
entering into the manufacture; in other words, on every dollar of 
duty the Tr retains only 1 cent to cover the e of 
administration. hen that law was „it was, so as tin 
_— were concerned, justifiable. We had then no tin-plate in- 

ustry in this country. But now, when we can manufacture all 
the tin plates that the American market can consume, and when 
we manufacture and sell them ata price away below the price 
which was paid in the foreign markets prior to 1890, there is no 
justification in paying back that 99 per cent. Such repayment is 
conducive neither to revenue nor protection. It is a sacrifice of 
the ernmental revenue to the extent of the amount paid. It 
is a lack of protection in that it is a . the Welsh tin-plate 
manufacturer to sell his goods in our market in competition with 
our own. 

The only figures that I have at hand are those for the year 1893, 
but Iam informed by the Treasury t that they are a 
fair sample of what takes place each year. They show that in 
1893 there were refunded under this drawback provision duties 
amounting to $3,390,977.17. Of this sum total, there wasrefunded 
on account of imported and reexported tin plates the sum of 
$2,650,792.55. Not less than 80 per cent of this refund went to a 
single company which imports Welsh tin plates, manufactures 
them into cans, and e the cans containing petroleum. This 
quantity of tin plate, if manufactured in the United States, would 
have afforded steady employment to 4,000 Americans in the tin- 
plate pista and required the investment of 82,500, 000 of American 
capital. 

t has been urged against the repeal of this drawback clause 
that if the repeal is effected, the importers will transfer their 


| 


canning industry to Cnina or Japan, and that therefore the Amer 
ican tin-plate makers will not profit by the repeal. 

I submit that the argument does not commend itself to our 
credulity, and that it comes with poor grage from parties who can 


now 8 American tin plates at a figure far below that which 
they to pay prior to the introduction of the tin- plate industry 
into this country. 

My own belief is that the repeal of this drawback provision, so 

far as it is applicable to tin plate, willresult in the making in this 
cow of all our tin cans out of American tin plates. 
I might go further in the discussion of this topic, but I do not 
care to occupy all By time. This debate has been eee and 
I shall not stop to follow out the illustrations of these principles 
that E have enunciated as shown in other American industries. 
For instance, in the case of steel rails, where years ago we made 
not a ton, and paid for them $166 a ton, and where now, by virtue 
of a protective tariff, fixed first at 45 per cent, then at $28, then at 
$17, and so on down, we are to-day the largest manufacturer of 
steel rails in all the world, and we sell them at the lowest price 
that they have ever reached. 

I might illustrate the same principle by referring to plate glass, 
an industry built up in England by a protective tariff, which 
England kept upon that product long after the repeal of the corn 
laws—built up in the same way in this country, so that now, at 
the lowest of prices, we have the capacity to make all that this 
country can consume. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] intimated the 
other day that there was no necessity for a duty on tin plate in 
addition to that which is now im because our tin-plate 
works are flourishing. He does not call to mind, as I do, that our 
tin-plate works have been running at a loss and that the 3 
man has been rier fron 15 to 25 per cent less wages than he di 
under the act of 1800. Nor does he remember that we are now 
framing a tariff law under abnormal conditions—low prices pre- 
vailing here and high prices ailing abroad. 

Mr. Chairman,I have heard a great deal—and I am sorry to say 
I have heard it out of the mouths of some gentlemen on the other 
side from whom I had not expected it—abont the fostering of 
trusts by the present bill. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who 
talk about trusts as the result of a tariff law simply display their 
ignorance of existing economic conditions. ‘They forget that the 
political economy of Adam Smith has long since become inappli- 
cable in many respects because of new conditions and ought to 


"| be relegated to the time for which it was written when other 


than modern conditions prevailed, and that the entire industrial 
world has been revolutionized by the introduction of the f: 

system. We no longer have in view the single operative, the sin- 
gle mechanic, Men work nowadays not alone as individuals, but 
cooperatively, in combination. Great aggregations of capital seem 


absolutely necessary to carry on t modern enterprises. And 
the pri le is recognized in the law of every State in this Union 
erships, and in 


in its provision for pad 0 for limited parin 
all those provisions of law that look to the securing of capital to 


accomplish economic purposes. 


Such a ations of capital, legitimate as they are when . 
ating under law, are subject to abuses; one of these is the m 


Ido not say, and I will not have any gentleman quote me as 
saying, that there is nothing reprehensible, no abuse, connec 
with this system. There undoubtedly is, as there is about every 
system. ts are indefensible. y are unlawful. They 
were unlawful at common law, as has been many times declared. 
They are unlawful under our statutes. But I insist that their ex- 
istence is in no sense dne to a protective tariff. nd has no 
tariff, and yet they exist and flonrish in free-trade England—trusts 
more monstrous than any that we know anything about. Let me 
call attention to a few facts in this connection embodied in a let- 
ter of the American Iron and Steel Association, addressed to the 
Ways and Means Committee: 


Trusts have long existed in free-trade England, even a coffin trust forming 
one of the features of English manufact enterprise not many years 2 


A few years ago there was a steel-rail trust, which 

wie On F 15 1806. fe . 5 i 
j Sarget Á er announ organi- 

zation of another steel-rail trust, its operations to be restricted to the steel- 

rail manufacturers of Great Britain, one of its features being that there is 

to be no und Ihe London Iron and Coal Trades Review says 

this trust was in October, 1895. The Ironmonger says that “it is 

juncture there are ten home steel works prod 


worthy of note that at this lug - 
ing „as seventeen or Soran formerly e ospe it is 
believed that this smaller ring more foe art Hegre a a subse- 
quent issue the same authority stated that all the principal British con- 
cerns are in the ‘ring,’ so that it will not be easy for the er mills to run 
against it with good results tothemselves.” ces of English steel rails were 
. uniform after October, 1895, and all through 1 averaging 

above £4 108. ton. Early in 1895 the Sheffield Telegraph ed the 
scheme proposing that 200 iron firms of Sou „Lan- 
cashire, Derbyshire, Staffordshire orcester, and Shropshire should form 
Iron Trade Association, which 

wo 


classes of manufactured iron. 
it was that twenty-three makers ot structural iron 
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and steel in France had just Sa ee a “pool,” an ment having been 
reached by which each of the wor represented was allotted a specified ton- 
n and all sales were to be made bya new company, to be styled Le Comp- 
toit Général des Poutrelles, with headquarters at Paris, Near the close of 
1806 it was stated by a writgrin a French newspaper that the pool” had put 
up the price of beams and columns “from 12francs to 17 francs 50 centimes 
r double hundredweight if sold for France or the French colonies. As, 
owever, the home and colonial consumption is not sufficient for all the pro- 
duction, the syndicate sells for foreign countries at 12 francs 50 centimes,” 
Early in 1896 it was announced that the syndicate of sheet and plate makers 
in France has been renewed for another period of five years, and its opera- 
tions are to be extended. So far it has controlled the sale of sheets and plates 
in France and the colonies, but henceforth it is to regulate prices for ex- 
t. Its operation has given every satisfaction to the members of the syn- 
icate.““ 

Trusts and syndicates are a common incident of manufacturing industries 
in continental countries, and one of the functions of some of these trusts has 
been the regulation of the prices at which surplus stocks should be exported 
to foreign markets, which, under such conditions, have been well named 
“slaughter markets.” 

Now let me quote you something quite recent. 

The Manchester (England) City News of January 2 of the 
present year has this to say: 

A FREE-TRADE ARMOR TRUST. 

Arrangements are being completed for the ai amation of the great 
armament-manufacturing firms of Manchester and Newcastle, Sir Joseph 
Whitworth, Limited, and Sir William Armstrong, Limited. Of course, until 
the proposals and their conditions have been 2 by the shareholders of 
both companies, the proposal is open to rejection; but it is believed that 
within a month those financially concerned will confirni and complete the 
steps taken by the directors of the Elswick and Manchester concerns. Els- 
wick, if the amal tion is effected, would have at its back the added re- 
sources of the Manchester works, which, it is expected, would be found 
of the utmost value and importance in case of emergency, as giving Sir 
William Armstrong & Co., ited, power to fully and promptly meet those 
sudden demands by which the Elswick firm have, within recent months, 
been very much hey 

The capital of Sir William Armstrong, Limited, is £4,000,000, consisting of 
8,000,000 o: shares of £1 each and 200,000 preference shares of £5 each. 
At the beginning of the present gor the Coie yt share capital of the com- 
pany was £2,000, made up of 20,000 shares of £100 each; but a revaluation 
of the concern took place, and showed an increase of £1,000,000. The in- 
crease was presented to the shareholders by the one-hundred-pound shares 
being fixed at £150, and the reconstruction of the opes immediatel 
followed, by which the o; share capital was raised to 3,000,000 one-poun 
shares. The last annual mee was held on September 24, and the dividend 
declared was ll} per cent. In the year 1874, Sir Joseph Whitworth & Co., 

mited, was formed to conduct and Sit É on the engineering business up 
to that time, and managed by the firm ofthat name. The company. how- 
ever. was registered in 1888, with extended powers. as Whitworth & Co. of 
Openshaw, Limited, but the old title was afterwards reverted to. All the 
autho’ capital of £700,000 in ten-pound shares has been subscribed and 
paid up. and there are also £278,898 of 5 per cent debenture stock and £17,713 
of deposi In 1889 the company paid a dividend of opar cent, and in the 
two following years 15 per cent was distributed. In and 1893 the divi- 
dends paid were at the rate of 10 per cent, and in 1894 and 1895 the rate was 
only 5 per cent, while in 1894, in order to make the distribution, £15,000 was 
transferred from reserve. 

It is understood that the Elswick firm will take over the working of the 
Whitworth Company. The effect of the union will be to ly destroy com- 

tition in the manufacture of 83 i og In several departments of 

he work of the Elswick firm no competition has been felt from the Man- 
chester Company, but both have been makers of quick-firing gans for 
the Britishand foreign navies, and the competition in these weapons between 
the two companies will now cease. The ck works at present are very 
busy, about 19,000 men being employed. 


Mr. Chairman, in our own country the trusts with which weare 
most familiar are not in the protected industries. The Standard 
Oil Company deals in an unprotected article. So does the anthra- 
cite-coal combination. So far as the sugar trust is concerned, it 
does not seem to make any difference to it whether there is a duty 
on sugar or not or what that duty is. 

Not to further trespass upon the time of the committee, let me 
sum up what I have to say on this subject. 

First. Trusts are unlawful at common law and under our stat- 
utes. They are therefore indefensible. 

Second. They are not attributable to protective tariffs. They 
flourish in free-trade countries, and in our country they are most 
conspicuous in nonprotected enterprises. 

Third. They grow as an abuse ont of modern economic condi- 
tions which favor the conduct of business by the method of com- 
bination of work and capital rather than through the medium of 
individual enterprise. 

So that, in a word, they err who use the existence of trusts as 
any argument against a protective tariff. 

is tariff question, after all, is simply a question of labor. 
There is no wealth save that which comes from labor. Take, for 
instance, the steel rail, or, a better illustration still, take your watch 
spring. This is the highest form of steel manufacture. That 
watch spring is simply the product of three rude stones in the hill— 
a black stone, coal; a white stone, limestone; and a red stone, ore. 
Human labor has added to these three crude stones everything 
that in any e of their manufacture has changed them from 
their crude condition to meet the requirements of man. Human 
labor has opened the mines, whether of the coal, the stone, or the 
ore, to the sunlight. It has taken both from the hill. Human 
labor has loaded this material upon cars built by human labor, 
that are transported by human labor over tracks built by human 
labor to the great factories run by human labor, so that in the end 
Ee accumulation of wealth is simply the accumulation of human 


Mr. Chairman, there is no other wealth than that that comes 
from labor, and if that proposition be correct, then the tariff is 
simply a 8 of labor, and if it be true that it is a question 
of labor, then it is a question of wages. 

Why, our friends on the other side of the House suggest that 
the skill of the American workman has naught to fear from the 
skill of the workman from the other side of the ocean, from 
Europe or from Asia. That may be true. But what the work- 
man of America has to fear is the putting of American environ- 
ment against the European or Asiatic environment, and subject- 
ing him to the same conditions that in those environments prevail. 
The old theories as to wages have long since been exploded. The 
wage-fund theory, who believes in that now? The measure of 
wages, the standard of wages, is what will bring to the laborer 
the necessaries of life according to the environment in which he 
lives. American wages are such as are necessary to maintain an 
American in an American civilization, according to the require- 
ments of American manhood. [Prolonged applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] He has failed to recognize the finger marks of God 
Almighty who, in looking back over our industrial and political 
history, does not see that in the pooping of this continent by the 
men by whom it was peopled, there was a Divine plan for the 
advancement along parallel lines of both material’ and moral 
wealth, of both man and matter. [Applause.] 

Underlying American civilization is the principle of the political 
equality of individuals. So much granted; then it necessarily fol- 
lows that upon the 1 ENA and worth of the individual rest the 
character and stability of the State. That which secures to the 
State good citizenship secures good government. And, if that be 
80, then the character of our civilization, the welfare of the body 

litic, and the future of the Republic depend upon the social con- 

ition and advancement of the individual. But the social condition 
and advancement of the individual depend upon his freedom from 
competition under unequal conditions with a civilization lower 
than his own. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The protective tariff question, then, is simply a question of the 
place of the producer in the contest for the market of products. 
A difference always existed between the industrial conditions 
8 here and abroad. That difference has been increased 
by modern science. Steam and electricity have married conti- 
nents. London and New York have become neighbors, Liver- 
pool will outrun San Francisco in a race for Philadelphia, Balti- 


more, or Boston. 


The ocean greyhound will lay down upon your coast at a given 
place a European product in less time and at less cost for carriage 
than a similar home product from a given place can be laid down 
by inland tr ortation. 

Pittsburg and Sheffield have touched elbows and become com- 
petitors for the same market. But the civilization of Sheffield is 
that of low wages, a starved life, rented houses, penury, lack of 
culture and aspiration. The civilization of Pittsburg is that of 
high wages, land Wee free schools, intelligence, and 
manhood suffrage. pplause on the Republican side.] Hence 
you see, my friends, the absolute moral necessity of a protective 
tari I do not stop to inquire, I care not, what was the cause 
of this difference in conditions. Suffice it for me that it exists. 
To me the vital, breathing, living demand is that, if these condi- 
tions are to be changed, they shall be changed by bringing Shef- 
field up to the level of Pittsburg, and not by bringing Pittsbur 
down to the level of Sheffield. Lappianas on the Republican ida t 

Jam not going to stop to dwell on the glories of a protective 
tariff. They are written on every splendid page of every splendid 
chapter of all our splendid history. What they have done for my 
own Commonwealth, peerless in her imperial resources, all the 
world knows. It knows what they have done for that great city 
which, at the headwaters of the Ohio, stands in every mart where 
civilized men exchange commodities as the favored child and the 
first fruit of the protective system. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] A city that sings its triumphant song 

Iam monarch of all the f 


I have solyed the riddle of fire; 
The amen of nature to of man 


Cometh at wd desire. 
Isearch with the subtle sonl of flame 
The heart of the rocky earth; 
And from under my hammers the prophecies 
Of the miracle years come forth. 
Iamswart with the soot of my chimneys; 
I drip with the sweat of toil; 
I quell and scepter the savage wastes, 
nd charm the curse from the soil. 
across the 
om the To Be, 
And build the roads for the bannered march 
Of crowned humanity. 


rolonged applause on the Republican side.] 
er CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CoLsoxN] for ten minutes. 


[Mr. COLSON addressed the committee, See Appendix. ] 
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Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to occupy a short time 
to make reference to a somewhat remarkable calculation that has 
just been put forth in the New England press by Mr. Edward At- 
aon of Boston, Mass., relative to the wool and woolen schedule 
of the bill under consideration. We know Mr. Atkinson asa dis- 
tinguished representative of free-trade sentiment in this country, 
seed as a gentleman of mathematical calculations of an elastic tend- 
ency: He seems to belong to that class of public economists who 
believe that a sheep is a mere incident to the hillside, and he is 
rather inclined to think that the incidental right of the sheep to 
pasturageis questionable, and that the protection of the sheep from 
man or from dog is not to be entertained. He has not progressed 
beyond that class of political economists who anciently were rep- 
resented by John Randolph of Roanoke, the man who delighted 
to travel a considerable distance for the mere privilege of kicking 
asheep. He belongs to that present class of political economists 
who are Jessening in numbers as they learn wisdom from experi- 
ence, but who retain remnants of their once considerable numbers 
in New England as well as in other sections of the country, and 
who believe that the only proper sort of tariff is one which accords 
ample protection to the finished product and no protection what- 
ever to the material from which the product is manufactured, 
even though that material represents the capital and the labor of 
American industry. This bill contains neither comfort nor con- 
sideration for this class of political economists, and Isay it frankly 
to our people in New England as well as to pore in all sections 
of the country that the time has gone by when protection means 
encouragement to manufactures and discouragement to agricul- 
ture. e time is here now when the protective system shall be 
restored in an entirety as applied to all industries alike, the prod- 
uct of the factory and the growth of the farm. 

To receive from this distinguished Boston gentleman condemna- 
tion for this bill is a guaranty that we have a measure under con- 
sideration calculated to encourage the industries of the United 
States and discourage the industries of foreign countries. His 
calculations on this subject are very much like the calculations he 
has made on other subjects. He has made many on divers sub- 
jects; all theoretical, very few practical. I remember some two 

ears ago he madea very elaborate calculation and avery elaborate 
8 on the cost of living. He promulgated it in a pub- 
lished pamphlet which had wide circulation. In that calculation, 
by the aid or a mathematical process of cooking and with the 
assistance of an Aladdin oven ”—in the invention and sale of 
which Mr. Atkinson was supposed to have considerable interest 
he figured that the people of the United States were spendin 
altogether too much money in supplying themselves with food. 
have before me a summary of his calculations and suggestions on 
that subject. Let me read two or three lines. Mr. Atkinson says: 

A man in active work may buy all the food that he can consume and digest 
in the city of Boston at the present time— 

This was in 1894— 
for less than #1 a week, if he is content with nutritious and appetizing dishes 
made of shin or neck of beef, scrag of mutton, halibut, nape, etc. 8 

And he goes on with that calculation to prove that less than 70 
cents per week per capita for food is enough for a family of five 
persons, In view of the calculations of this distinguished econo- 
mist, who wants to restrict the peor? of this country to a luxu- 
rious dietary sustenance which shall cost them less than 70 cents 

er week per capita, I take with some degree of allowance at 
Teast and with some degree of consideration, his calculations made 
on the wool and woolen schedules of this bill. I doubt the phi- 
losophy or the common sense of the political economists in this 
time of American civilization and United States comforts of liv- 
ing who figure with apparent earnestness, even with the devious 
mathematical calculations of theoretical cookery, that 10 cents a 
day is an adequate and proper expenditure for an individual’s 
diet. It is a philosophy which is approaching dangerously near 
to the discomforts of living in pauper free- e countries, and it 
is the nonsense, not to say the crnel indifference, of the literary 
free trader to the comfort and well being of our work people. 

Let us briefly see what our Boston free-trader’s calculations of 
‘tariff taxation” are on the wool and woolen schedule of our bill. 
Mr. Atkinson calculates that we consume annually in this countr 
650,000,000 pounds of wool in its raw state or in its manufac 

roduct. He separates that calculation in the aggregate into these 

ivisions: Two hundred and seventy-five million pounds of raw 
wool of domestic growth are consumed in manufactures here in 
the United States. One hundred million pounds of imported wool 
are used in the manufacture of carpets here, and this wool is of a 
quality which is not grown in thiscountry. One hundred million 
pounds of foreign-grown wool are impo into this country for 
manufacture into cloths and various woolen products. One hun- 
dred and seventy-five million pounds of wool are imported into 
this country in the form of completed manufactured products, 
making the grand total of 650,000,000 pounds of wool. And, b 
an elaborate and somewhat obtuse method of calculation, he esti- 
mates that the provisions of this bill, in the wool and woolen 


schedule, will add 10 cents as a tariff tax to every pound of these 
650,000,000 pounds of wool consumed in this country either in the 
raw state or in the manufactured product, making a tariff tax, as 
he says, on the people of this country of $65,000,000, or, divided 
per capita among our 73,000,000 of population, a tariff tax of 90 


cents per head for every man, woman, and child. So, then, on this 
schedule of wool and woolens, Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Boston, 
charges up against the bill now under consideration $65,000,000. 

I now ask the attention of this committee for a moment to the 
consideration of what is properly, legitimately, honestly to be 
credited as against that charge of $65,000,000. Take the 275,000,000 

unds of domestic wool produced in this country and consumed 
in our manufactures annually, and, by Mr. Edward Atkinson’s 
calculation, 10 cents a pound in value is to be added by the provi- 
sions of this bill to these 275,000,000 pounds of wool. If that is 
so, there is $27,500,000 of increased value added by this bill to the 
wealth of this country. That is all with us; that is ours; that 
belongs to the people of the United States; and whether it goes 
into one section of the country or whether it is distribu in 
various sections of the country, ultimately it scatters its benefits 
in increased value all over the land and operates to the general 
advan of our people. So, then, at the start, against Mr. Atkin- 
son’s debit of „000,000 I credit $27,500,000 of increased value 
given to the wool crop of thiscountry. Then he says, and rightly, 
that we bring into this country 175,000,000 pounds of wool in the 
form of manufactured products. The Treasury statistics show 
that for the year 1895, and approximately the same for the year 
1896, the unit of value of a pound of those 175,000,000 pounds of 
manufactured wool was 69 cents. Sixty-nine cents per pound— 
the value on a foreign basis of invoice; not an honest value, but 
an undervaluation. Sixty-nine cents per pound on 175,000,000 
pounds of manufactures of wool means a little more than $120,- 
000,000. To be exact, it means $120,750,000. 

Now, it is hardly fair to assume that under the operation of this 
bill we are going to manufacture right here at home every pound 
of those 175,000,000 pounds of manufactured woolen goods which 
we have been bringing in from abroad during the past years under 
the operation of the law of 1894. But it is fair to assume that we 
will reduce the importations of manufactured products of wool to 
an average of what they were under the operation of the law of 
1890, which carried essentially the same rates of duty on woolsand 
woolens as does the pending bill. And the average value of im- 

rtations of wool manufactures for the years 1891 to 1894 was 
$59,776,880. The exact value or underyaluation of wool manu- 
factures for 1895 was $60,319,301. In other words, it is fair to 
assume that we will reduce the importations of these 175,000,000 
unds of manufactures of wool by at least one-half. So, I say, 
viding by two that foreign invoice value of these 175,000,000 
pounds of manufactures of wool which we bring into this country, 
yoa will have a value of over $60,000,000 produced in this country. 

o be more exact, a value of $60,375,000 of manufactures of wool 
made in the factories of the United States by the workmen of the 
United States, adding more than $60,000,000 to the wealth of the 
United States and its proportion to the wages of the workingmen 
of the United States. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I say it is fair to credit, as against Mr. Atkinson’s debit, $60,- 
875,000 more in addition to the $27,500,000, the increased value 
given to wool. That makes on the credit side of our calculation 
$87,875,000, as against Mr. Atkinson’s $65,000,000 on the debit side, 
and shows a balance, on the basis of his calculation, of more than 
$20,000,000 added to the wealth of this country by the provisions 
of this bill in the wool and woolen schedule. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] If itis fair for Mr. Atkinson to divide his debit 
of $65,000,000 among our 73,000,000 of population per capita, is it 
not fair for us to divide the net credit of our calculation on this 
schedule under the i pe poate of this bill among the 73,000,000 of 
our population? And if you do that you have, by our calculation 

which, I submit, is on the basis of Mr. Atkinson’s, and is as 

air as his), not a tax of 90 cents per head imposed upon our 
oe by the operation of the wool and woolen schedules in this 

ill, but a net increase of wealth of 33} cents to every man, woman 
and child of our population. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
But there is another and a vastly more important credit, as it seems 
to me, Which we should take account of in our consideration of 
the wool and woolen schedule of the proposed tariff bill. It is the 
item of the opening of the now closed woolen milis and the em- 
ployment of the now idle woolen operatives. That is an item 
which can not well be calculated in dollars and cents. Its calcu- 
lation is in the life and oe ge of thousands upon thousands of 
epee were busy and well paid under the provisions of the 

Kinley law and have been without work and without wages 
in the operations of the presentlaw. They will resume their labor 
and again receive its reward. To them life and happiness will 
be renewed. The desolate factory town will resume its energy, 
and thrift and prosperity will return with resumed industry, 
That is all I have to say about this wool and woolen schedule. 

Mr. Chairman, the practical working of any tariff law during 
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a period long enough to give it a fair trial is the only test by which 
to demonstrate its benefits or its permanency. Itisuselessto stand 


manner in which they have been doing it the bill under consid- 
eration, because they can calculate high ad valorem rates, they 
are simply with the imaginary, while we are waiting for 
the real results which shall eome from the practical operation of 
the law. Myfriend and colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. McMiLLrx}, in his very interesting and elo- 
quent address, reveled in hundreds of equivalent ad valorem per- 
cents. Hewasconsiderate. He might just as well, on the basis of his 
calculations, have increased those equivalent ad valorem percents 
by other hundreds. He might have down to values below 
where hewent. He might have gone down even to articles valued 
at 1 cent, instead of taking as he did many articles at a value of 3 
and 4 cents. I was interested when he came to the cutlery para- 
graphsand demonstrated by his figures the eee Lipa brit 
equivalent ad valorem per cent of those phs. i 
equivalent ad valorem cent was based, if I caught his calcula- 
tions y, on the foreign valuation of a jackknife at 3 cents. 
Is it reasonable, is it fair, for us to consider any jackknife worthy 
the name, made and honestly imported into this country, at a value 
of 3cents. And from that he figures out an equivalentad valorem 
something like 190 per cent. Why did he not go to articles of the 
value of 2 cents or 1 cent and increase his ad valorem? 

I tellyou thaton this question of equivalent ad valorem as re, ap 
to the.cutlery paragraphs, the practical workings of the bill on 
those paragraphs will demonstrate the fact that the American boy 
will, under this bill, buy his jackknife just as cheaply as he is buy- 
ing it to-day; and he will make all the better citizen as he grows 
up because he will have the proud consciousness that he is whit- 

with a jackknife made in the United States of America, in- 

of Germany [applause], made by United States workmen, 

paid the wages of United States workmen, instead of made by 
i German workmen. 


workmen in Germany, paid the pittance of 
And when we sit down to our table and handle our knives and 


the knife or the fork this inscription, “Made by cutlers to the 
American e,” instead of the iption, ‘‘ Made by cutlers to 
Her Majesty of England.” [Applause. ] 


exis 


right here at home. Why, sir, if time permitted, I would like to 
into a consideration of the schedule on jute and flax and hemp. 
5 that as one of the most importaut schedules in 
bill—a schedule which offers more of hope and more of benefit 
from new industries in the United States of America 3 
haps any of the other schedules. It appeared in evidence before 
our committee that we are not to any considerable extent weav- 
ing linen in this country. hy not? Because adequate 
protection has not in previous laws been afforded to the American 
weavers of linen. So we said, Our great cotton industry is being 
more and more scattered every year in its man ing plants 
all over the different sections of our country; 
North into the South and into the West. 


cloth, which would w American mills to compete with the for- 
eign mills and which would tend to build up an industry here 
which promises in its extent and success to surpass 
industry of tin plate established by the law of 1890. It appeared 
in evidence before the committee that already some dozen large 
cotton manufacturing plants, located in New England, in New 
York, in Pennsylvania, in land, and in other States, and em- 
oying, when operating to their full capacity, some 15,000 people, 
entered upon the production of linen cloths to an extent suf- 
cient to demonstrate the practicability of the industry in this 
country and its successful establishment with the necessary pro- 
tection from the foreign competition of cheap labor, These mills 
had already demonstrated the fallacy of the claim hitherto made 
that we could not weave linens in America, and, representing these 
thousands of operatives, they knocked at our doors and asked for 
consideration. We have given it, and a new incentive is offered 
to a diversity of textile interests of the country. 
There is one other thing connected with the bill under considera- 
tion. Gentlemen here and gentlemen there people in one section 


even the great | There 


of the country and people in another section—find fault with this 
bill because it has taken tos A articles from the free list and put 
them into the dutiable list. hy? Mainly becanse the commit- 
tee found itself confronted with the necessity of providing rey- 
enue necessary to meet the expenditures of this Government. 
And if it be found anywhere that we have taken from the free 
list anything which in prosperous times, when money was abun- 
dant, when our receipts were 8 our €xpenditures, prop- 
erly ee e there, it was done use of the necessity which 
confronted us—a necessity brought about by the glaring defects 
of the present tariff law. 
appears to be at this time a greater unanimity than ever 
before among ihe prope of the United States in favor of a tariff 
which shall not only produce adequate revenue but also adequately 
protect the industries of the country—all the industries of every 
section and every diversity. There appears as full a desire among 
our people to secure with these necessities and benefits a perma- 
nency of legislation which shall permit the establishment and 
continuance of business on a stable and certain basis. There is 
undoubtedly among the le a better acquaintance and a fairer 
udgment, born of experience, on tariff legislation than hitherto. 
It seems to me that the Republican party can at this time submit 
its proposed legislation for reyenue and for the protection of in- 
dustry with less of a handicap from prejudice and from false pre- 
tense and with more assurance of a fair trial and impartial recep- 
tion than heretofore, There is less fright at figures in a tariff 
statement than there used to be, and there is more fear of the lack 
of hore in revenue and business which figures are made to rep- 
resen 
Mr. Chairman, this is all I have to say at present. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 


[Mr. STEELE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. STEELE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
ae LENTZ] availed himself of an opportunity, when I was not in 
he House, to make some comments upon the vote of my Congres- 
sional district to show that certain Republicans in my district had 
voted for me in 1894 and then had voted for the Democratic ticket 
in 1896. He stated in that connection that will not lie, bat 
that liars will and I want to show how truthful that latter 
statementis. = hter.] In 1894 Ireceived, for Congressman in 
my district, 20,731 votes. I hope the members of the committee 
Will keep these figures in their minds. In 1896 I received 24,333 
votes, a simple gain of 3,602. 
Mr. aos Will the gentleman state how many his opponent 
receiv 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh. Jam going to state what my opponent 
received. I do not juggle fi In 1894 there were three can- 
didates for Congress in my Congressional district. In ition 
to myself, Mr. the tic candidate, received 11,601 
votes; Mr. Crawford, the Populist candidate, received 3,115 votes, 
and Mr. Roush, the Prohibition candidate, received exactly 1,000 
votes, leaving my majority, not 9,000, as the gentleman stated, but 
a few votes over 5,000. “Fi won't lie.” Laughter. | In 
1896 there was but one idate in opposition to myself in the 


district, y—no nomination for anything but the Demo- 
cratic 88 by the Populists, and a ect coalition, as 
there was in the whole State. 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman state how many votes Mr. 
Finck received? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Finck received 19,719 votes, leaving 
my majority 4,533 over the entire outfit, including the Prohibition- 
ist, who 74 votes. Figures won't lie.” 8 
But, Mr. . more. Here is the lan- 

tate of Ohio; and in this 


was true, nor was there ever a time until last fall when it was 
even 50,000 in a Presidential year. That is the truth. [Laughter 


on the ablican side.] 
Mr. TZ. Does the man say that Mr. McKinley did 
not the State of Ohio by over 80,000 over Mr. Campbell? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do say he did; and you know it. 

Mr. LENTZ. You say he did not carry the State over James 
Campbell by over 80,000? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly he did. 

Mr. BENTZ. Then you will say ing, as you said yester- 
day. 1 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. VENOR. I will tell the gentleman. Mr. McKinley 
ob sie} Dek 
our own po’ on the ublican side. i 
his majority was cut down by 30,000, or something like t, by 


Prohibition votes, and over 20,000 Populist votes. Now, in 1895 


1897. 


we carried the State of Ohio by a majority of less than 17,000, 
Do you hear that? [Laughter on the Republican side.] Figures 
won't lie.“ Governor Bushnell received a plurality of upward 
of 90,000. The Populist vote was 53,000, the Prohibition vote 
was twenty-odd thousand, and the Socialist vote 1,500. In the 
last campaign a complete and absolute coalition of the Populists 
and Democrats was made. The Prohibitionists practically aban- 
doned the field, and Governor 3 carried the State by 
something like 52,000 1. 5 a majority of 16,000 the year before. 
„Figures won't lie.” [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Me STEELE. I claim the floor. ; 7 

Mr. LACEY. I want to suggest that there is only one genuine 
mathematician in Ohio. [Laughter.] 


[Mr. STEELE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HAWLEY] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, at the inception of the tariff 
discussion the moderate tone of the accredited Democratic spokes- 
man attracted my attention and regard. In every body of disci- 

line, in every organization of distinctive policy and purpose, the 
eader defines the position of the party. But Democracy will have 
none of it, for against every influence that will conserve the 
best interests of the American people they are in a state of pean 
petual mutiny. It has come to be a habit of nature, and the elect- 
ors of our country, recognizing this after four years of weariness 
and regret, have turned them down and out to find such comfort 
as they may on the bleak and barren moors of their own creation. 
When the election of 1892 gave them the verdict and put all men 
on notice, it found a busy world; every furnace was lighted, every 
wheel was turning. The tiller of every field was glad by reason 
of his harvest and good markets. That the election should have 
turned as it did was the marvel not of Republicans alone, but the 
Democratic press, with unusual candor, declared that such a result 
under such conditions was unknown in the history of our country. 

In that memorable contest the South sent up more than 150 
Representatives in the majority party, and, howeyer honest their 
purpose, the true interests of that fair and fertile land under the 
blight of their legislation could not have been more perfectly be- 
trayed; and how was it accomplished? The Northern Democrat, 
Masquerading as a tariff-for-revenue reformer, tells him when the 
Republicans return to power they will adopt a force bill. This 
serves to eps fs every thought he has on economic’ subjects. 
Pursuing hi vantage, he states the case in this fashion: You 
came here on the basis of free trade; there are certain commodities 
in my district that must have protection. Give me this for mine 
and I will give you what your constituencies want on their prod- 
ucts—free trade—and between us in this way we will strike an 
average and keep our promise to the country of tariff reform. 

What are the preponderating interests of the South subject to 
legislation? Cattle and horses, lumber andwool, sugar and rice. 

as there a single one of these that was not struck down? Yet 
the South has been loyal to Democracy. What did you do with its 
wool industry? We imported $13,000,000 in 1894 and $33,000,000 
in 1895 and 1896. The situation in the wool industry, taking our 
own Texas as a guide, is not only below par, but below zero. I 
do not know how you may feel about it, but it seems to me better 
for this $20,000,000 to have gone to our own flock masters than to 
have it strayed away to England and Australia. [Applause.] 
You put lumber on the free list and that business has been pros- 
trate. The rice grower was demoralized and he has grown no 
such crop since 1893 as we made that year, but we are planting 
now, andif notthis year next year we will produce, with fair sea- 
sons, every pound of rice we consume in this country, and sell it 
cheap besides. and with full compensation for the labor that 

‘ows and millsit. What you did for sugar the country knows. 

here could not be in the whole category of your follies and your 
false pretension a more perfect example by your precipitate action 
in reversing the policy of the Government, broke down the sugar 
producer, but maintained in full career the accursed monopoly 
and trust, which you denounce in words, but defend and succor 
in your deeds; and so s are you in this that you do not even 
keep your promise to the ear, but break it to the thought, hope, 
and understanding all alike. Ifignorance is bliss, then happy that 
constituency to whom you take this home and find belief. 

Who was it that forced on your party the duty on sugar in 
ad valorem form? The trust. And what are the opportunities 
under this method. Theyreceive an eighth of acent and the pro- 
tection in the price of refined over the price of raw, which equals 
20 cents, making a total of 32}, besides the story of undervaluation 
in foreign invoices, which everybody knows whois at all informed, 
and yet I hear it e ed on this floor that the bill under discus- 
sion is favorable to that interest. This schedule provides for a 
specific duty of 1 cent for 75° of saccharine strength and three one- 
hundredths foreach degree ascending, making 1.75 for 100° and 1.874 
for refined. I heard a gentleman on this floor yesterday under- 


XXX—19 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


289 


take to show that because the average test or strength of sugar 
imported intothis country was 92°, this being 17° above the starting 
point, and 8 times 17 being 51, adding 1 cent would bring raw 
sugar to 1.51, and the difference between this and refined was the 
tection afforded the trust. Some one said in discussing it that 
e was honest about it. I do not doubt it, nor do I doubt he 
8 for the average Democratic intelligence engaged in this 
ebate. 

What are the facts? If 100-degree sugar is imported below No. 
16 Dutch standard in color, the duty is 1.75. But as this is not 
practicable commercially and you bring in a lower testsugar than 
100°, every degree below means 1 pound is in nara jie 
solid other than sugar, anđin 92° test 11 57 you have 8 pounds that 
is lost in refining, which if you multiply by 3 you will find 24, which 
added to 1.51, equals 1.75. The refiner has further the difference 
between refined and raw, made by bounty-paying countries, which 
equals approximately an eighth, making the total, under the main- 
tenance of present bounties, which is doubtful, at a quarter of a 
cent per pound, being at least 73 cents a hundred less than the pro- 
tection afforded by the Democratic Wilson bill, and it ought to be 
so. There is one sure and speedy way to overcome this, by the 
production in America of our own sugar, which under fair legisla- 
tion will be done within the time allotted by the act of 1890, and 
its beneficial effects on our agricultural and entire economic life 
will be inestimable. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party is charged with grave re- 
sponsibilities. Those who voted with us, and many who did not, 
look to us as the party of conservatism and action alike, speaking 
for stability in government, the majesty of the law, in opposition 
to the spirit of repudiation, and in defense of the national honor 
and good faith. the disposition of this bill and in every legis- 
lative act we should exhaust all means to merit the confidence 
of the country and meet its fullest expectation. [Loud applause 
on the Republican 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman, my throat is in such condition 
that I am unable at this time to occupy the hour to which I am 
entitled, and after conference with the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, we have agreed to ask the House to modify 
the order which it has heretofore adopted and allow two hours for 
general debate on Wednesday next, immediately preceding the 
vote. But, with the understanding that I was to control the hour 
at this time, I have agoa to yield so much of it as he desires to 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. DE ARMOND] reserving all that 
may remain after he shall have spoken. 

r. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, the President of the United 
States considered the condition of the country so bad as to make it 
advisable for him to call this Congress to meet in extraordinrary 
session. Inhismessagehehassu ted the legislation which in his 
judgment will remedy existing evils and prepare the way for longe 
absent prosperity eeding his su on, or rather anticipating 
it—for the work now before us, the bill under consideration, was 
really launched three months ago—the majority on the other side 
of this Chamber have presented a tariff bill, a high protective 
tariff bill, as the means of curing present ills and bettering the 
condition of the peonia Upon this side we are of the opinion that 
the troubles of the people are not such as the majority apprehend 
they are, and that the remedy offered is not a cure for them, what- 
ever they are. The legislation projected in the pending bill pro- 
ceeds upon the assumption, first, that it is necessary to get very 
much more revenue t can be raised by existing law; and next, 
following up the theory of the Republican party, that it is neces- 
sary to have “ protection” (as it is called), in order to produce 
prosperity. | 5 5 A x 
Thus far in the discussion but little has been said upon the main 
proposition involved in this legislation—that a largely increased 
amount of revenue is necessary to carry on properly the affairs of 
this Government. I think that is an assumption not warranted 
95 5 facts. I think—and that is the view upon this side of the 

amber that relief is to be found in lessening expenditures 
rather than in increasing taxation. [Applause on the 3 
side.] Can the expenditures be lessened? Are the expenditures 
annually made—the expenditures authorized by the last Congress 
and those which Apparently, at some stage of its proceedings, will 
be provided for by this one—are they all really necessary? Orare 
they largely unnecessary and such as might be properly lopped off 
or reduced? I believe no one even partially acquainted with the 
condition of the affairs of this Government can doubt that in many 
particulars expenditures might be greatly lessened, with profit to 
the Government itself and to the people in whose interest the 
Government ought to be conducted. 

The Departments, Mr. Chairman, are crowded with men and 
women, a large part of whom — 5 be discharged. In man 
places aye, ost e here in the di ental service, ou 
side of the Record and Pension Office of the War Department, 
presided over by Colonel Ainsworth- there are, in a general way 
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of stating it, twice as many employees as are necessary to prop- 


erly conduct the business of the Government. There are in these 
Departments, too, persons who have been there for twenty-five or 
thirty years, who render no service, who are incapable of render- 
ing any efficient service, and who are really pensioners upon the 
bounty of an overburdened people. 

In many other directions expenditures could be lessened. For 
instance, take the pensionrolls. If pensions were given in reason- 
able amount to those only who deserve them and need them, no one 
in indigent circumstances need lose a farthing of the pension now 
allowed; not a few might secure increases; and others at present 
denied pensions might obtain them. Simply by departing from 
the policy of giving large pensions by special acts to officers 
and to the widows of officers, and by departing from the policy 
which, I must think, is not in the interest of the soldier or 
the American people—not justified upon general principles or by 

ial facts—the policy of giving pensions in large amounts to 
those who do not need them—the Government might give more 
to poor soldiers, and yet lessen materially its total expenditures. 
Undoubtedly a large saving could be made in this direction, and, 
I repeat it, without taking a farthing from any man, woman or 
child who deserves a pension and needs it—without taking from 
the pension rolls the name of a single man or woman in indigent 
circumstances—by dropping from them and ceasing to put upon 
them the wealthy, who add to their wealth at the expense of the 
community at large, by the favoritism of the Government, in ways 
not beneficial to the general public but hurtful to soldiers who are 
poor, and to the widows and orphans of such soldiers. 

Everyone knows, as a matter of fact, that in recent years the 
purchasing power of money has largely increased, Surely, in 
view of this fact, without hardship to anyone and with relief to 
many, there could be a reductionin official salaries. There could be 
a lessening of the expenditures of the Government by the considera- 
tion of appropriation bills, instead of by a resort to extraordinary 
measures to suppress and prevent consideration. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Item after item, large and small, bearing 
in the aggregate huge sums, could be eliminated from these bills, 
without any detriment to the public service, without depriving 
anybody of anything, except the comparatively few who get what 
they do not merit, by means which they can not defend. Beyond 
all this is the potent fact that the Federal Treasury now holds 
more than $200,000,000 of idle money, the property of the Ameri- 
can people. 

It has been claimed upon the other side that the pending bill 
is an sre phn in tariff legislation, by its departure from 
the ad valorem system of laying duties and its adoption of 
cific rates instead. What is the object, Mr. Chairman, of that 
departure, and what will be its effect? With the prices of many 
articles dropping, keeping pace with the increasing scarcity of 
money and the gro of population, duties laid on the ad valo- 
rem principle would N drop in the same proportion; so 
that, having fixed your duty, it would not be made more burden- 
some, more grievous to be borne, by rising higher and higher 
with every touch of disaster and calamity in other directions. 
But fixed upon the ific plan of laying duties, so much upon 
an article without reference to its value, what is the result? As 
the articles which the people have to sell, which they produce and 
out of which they must get the money to pay taxes and supply 
their various wants, drop in selling price, the amount of taxation 
will be increased; so that what at the outset might be a revenue 
duty will soon come to be a high protective or prohibitive duty. 
If this was not the design of the draftsmen of this bill, if this 
is not the purpose of those who framed it and will defend it, it 
certainly will be the effect. And inasmuch as they have given 
months to the study of the question and the preparation of the 
bill, it certainly is not uncharitable to conclude that that which 
will inevitably result from the adoption of their measure must 
have been and must be contemplated by its authors. 

I think there can be no question about the correctness of this 
1 with respect to the change from ad valorem to specific 

uties. 

It is said that there is difficulty in collecting duties laid upon 
the ad valorem principle; that there are undervaluations; that 
there is fraud; that the Government is often deprived of the rey- 
enue to which it is justly entitled. The same troubles, Mr, Chair- 
man, arise in our several States and in their smallest subdivisions, 
where the ad valorem principle of laying taxes—taxation accord- 
ing to value—is followed, and is the only one which would be tol- 
erated by an intelligent, liberty-loving and liberty-defending 
poopie: So that is not an answer. That is not a reason. But if 

e design be to have not only the protection which stands out and 
may be seen as well as felt by all men, but, in addition, covert 
protection, expanding into prohibition, the exclusion of imports, 
making secure to the fayored classes their ill-gotten gains, how- 
ever those elsewhere may fare and whatever may be the 3 
inflicted upon them—if that be the design, the bill is admirably 
constructed to accomplish the purpose of its framers. 


Another theory, Mr. Cnairman, upon which this bili is drawn 
is that somehow, in some manner, by the ok sr of taxation, 
the burdens of an already overburdened people may be lightened, 
the hardships of a people having hardships enough to bear may be 
lessened. How, in the nature of things, can that be? How can 
the imposition of additional taxation help those who have now 
pressing upon them all the obligations they can hope to meet, all 
the burdens they are able to bear? How can higher taxes afford 
any relief to those who are entitled to relief—the masses of the 
producing elements of the population of the United States? 

I will not go into the question of protection and free trade, or 
of a tariff for protection and a tariff fer revenue. Time will not 
suffice for a discussion of that matter, and possibly it would be 
unprofitable anyhow to undertake it. The people of the country in 
general, I believe, have fixed views upon the abstract question, some 
of them taking one side and some the other. While we oppose this 
bill because we believe it to be bad and hurtful to our people, and 
shall honestly, openly, and legitimately, though vainly, use all 
the means we possess—our votes—to prevent its passage; and 
while we bi pa that sufficient time is not given to go into its dif- 
ferent schedules and lay bare its various enormities—we shrink 
not from, but welcome, the test before the people, when the facts 
shall be made manifest to them in the operation of the law. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. 

What will be the probable effect of the bill? The manufacturer 
is the pary first in view. And let me say, sir, that it is not the 
struggling manufacturer. It is not the man who has the lot of 
life drawn hard about him, but rather he who is in opulence to- 
day, and who is restive because, owing to the hard times pre- 
vailing, his returns are not satisfactory. He is a beneficiary in 
the bill. I think it entirely natural that our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber should look to these great interests. Their 
legislation is colored, shaped and framed by the judgment, wishes 
and interests of the powerful. While we on this side look to the 
vast mass of the people, look to the American citizen in his sim- 
plicity and honesty, gentlemen upon the other side regard the 
interests of those who are already more than sufficiently cared for 
and protected. 

y, sir, it is an old story. Over and over again it has been 
heard in all of the campaigns through which we have gone. 
Where did these powerful interests in the last campaign turn? 
To whom did they give their support? Were they wit ose who 
represented the people, or was their mighty infiuence cast with 
the party responsible for this bill? That question, Mr. Chairman, 
answers itself. It is common history and everybody knows it. 
To what did we on this side honestly appeal for support in the 
campaign, and to what should we naturally look when it comes 
to legislation? To the sovereign American citizen; to the men on 
the farms and plantations, in the factories and the mines, men 
engaged in useful enterprises and occupations throughout the 
Republic; to the American citizen as an American citizen. ie 
plause.] He is our hope and our reliance. Our dependence is 
upon him, our ap is to him; and we would be recreant to our 
duty, would falsify our professions and deserve to be kept from 

wer forever, if we should fail to raise our voices in protest, 

owever impotent it may be at this time, when legislation isunder 
way injurious to him, detrimental to sacred rights which it is 
the duty, as it should be the 1 of Representatives in Con- 
gress to carefully guard and protect. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Where did the mighty corporations range themselves in the last 
campaign? Where was the corporate power exercised in ways 
legitimate and illegitimate, in ways that were open and ways that 
were dark, but not vain? Where were those corporate interests 
known to be—the trusts and all the powerful combinations of the 
privileged few—where were they while the great body of the plain 
American pene rallied around the standard of William J. Bryan, 
their friend? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

How very natural, then, when you gentlemen come to frame 
your bill, that the representatives of these great monopolies, of the 
combined wealth of the trusts and of the vast corporate powers of 
the land, should go to you for reciprocity in favors, while the Ameri- 
can citizen, far away upon his distant farm or plantation, out of 
your thoughts, is pursuing his daily avocation, with the business 
depression of a money famine upon him, 

The American people know—they have every reason to know— 
that these great combinations of capital, these huge aggregations 
of wealth, these powerful interests which helped you into place, 
hover over youin your council chamber, where their appeals are 
heard and their demands granted. How natural it is in framing 
a bill of this character that autocrats from the mills of New Eng- 
land, from the great iron works of Pennsylvania, from their seats 
of power in the East, should come here and consult with you, and 
that, if not word for word throughout, yet in spirit and effect, their 
wishes should be lettered in what you offer as something to be 
made into a law, blighting upon the masses of the people of this 
great American Republic! TERETA on the Democratic side.] 
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In the last campaign a large share of the people, at least of the 
West and the South, were more interested in the financial ques- 
tion than in the tariff question. They were more interested in the 
question of getting money to pay debts already incurred, to pro- 
cure things already needed, than they were in theories of taxation. 
I grant you that in the Republican platform, and, as far as I know, 
in Republican editorials, speeches and appeals, the tariff was put 
forward as the great issue, and the protection view was adyanced, 
as Republicans for years have been advancing it. I have heard 
it Stig in the course of this debate that some of those who strayed 
from the fold of Democracy, and as stragglers brought up the rear 
of the nk race column, believed that the Republican party 
was abandoning protections that the Republican party, aided by 
these allies, would turn from protection, in deference to them. 
Frankness would compel me to state, though I do state willingly 
and gladly, because I believe it is the truth, that so far as I know 
the Republicans endeavored to advance the tariff as the issue, in 
order to get away from the money question, which really was 
foremost and uppermost in the minds of the American people. So 
I think those SO left the-banner of Democracy to fight under the 
Republican flag are easily pleased, and credulous withal, if they 
can find any comfort in the delusion that the Republicans aban- 
doned protection to get their support. 

The Republican party is committed to the policy of high taxes 
and huge appropriations. Through this policy, I presume, that 
party hopes, somehow, to escape the money question. It hopes, 
too, that out of the reviving energies of the American people, out 
of the tremendous power and genius of the people of this great Re- 
public, asserting themselyes in their desperation, something of 
prosperity may come to the country; and that the credit may be 
given to Republican legislation, although that legislation is really 
calculated to retard prosperity rather than to promote it. The 
effect of this legislation upon the masses of the people—and about 
them I am concerned, and for them, so far as I have a right to 
speak at all, I speak—the effect upon the masses of the people will 
be to increase considerably the prices of the necessaries of life 
which they must buy. How are they to become better able to pro- 
cure those articles of necessity at higher prices, when now they 
are in the sorest straits to get along and make ends meet? Here, 
you may evade the real issue. You may ignore it; you may en- 
deavor by indirection to dispose of it without fairly meeting it. 
But how will they escape it? How will the man upon the farm, 
the man upon the plantation, the man in the mine—how will they 
escape the practical question, forced upon them? How can they 
obtain the means to buy at higher prices articles of necessity 
which they can scarcely procure now? What is there in your leg- 
islation for the toilers of the land? What is there in your bill to 
give work and wages to the idle or toadd to the 1 8 of the prod- 
ucts of the farm or plantation? What is there to lessen the out- 
lay which must be made, or to increase the income which must 
be secured, in order to meet the requirements of civilized exist- 
ence? What is there to raise the price of corn and wheat and 
cattle and cotton? 

I have not had time to examine this bill carefully. I do not 
rofess to be acquainted with the details of its schedules; but so 
ar I have looked through it in vain in a search for something 

that might be beneficial to the masses of our countrymen. How 
can the people—who are becoming more numerous day by day; 
with an ever-lessening volume of money—how can they pay larger 
prices for what they must buy, without getting better prices for 
what they sell? How is that to be done? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Lou may give some prosperity—I do not know 
whether fio will or not—you may ce some prosperity to favored 
spots in New England, New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, 
in that favored region which lies east of the Alleghenies and 
north of the Potomac. You may do it; I do not know. But you 
will only do that temporarily, if at all. Yours will be but a fitful 
gleam of prosperity, until something is done which will bring 
relief to the Westand to the South; until something is done which 
will bring prosperity to the country in general, without wrong to 
any class, without hardship upon any, without partiality toward 
any. Your measure will not do that. 

Why do you raise more revenue than you need? Confessedly, 
if your estimates are not wildly incorrect, you will raise more 
than is needed. I have already said, and I will not stop to repeat, 
that you do not need more revenue; but what you do need is 
more economy. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is not 
true that with a Treasury full to overflowing the Government 
is in want. It is not true that 8 my EAS can not be cut 
down. Itisa mistaken idea that, having recklessly and waste- 
fully reached the billion-dollar mark in your appropriations, you 
have to keep up to it and travel beyond it. That is a serious mis- 
take. There is no foundation for it in fact,in necessity, in jus- 
tice. Why will yon not institute a real reform in the direction 


of economy? Why will you not at least allow your own members 
to consider the details of your own appropriation bills, by which 
you pour out the money contributed by the people in the payment 


of taxes? Why will you not doit? Is it because you fear them? 
Is it because you fear the rank and file of your own party, your 
own membership upon this floor? Do you fear that, exercising 
the rights which are theirs, the rights which they ought to de- 
mand for their constituencies, they will join us of the minority 


for decent economy and vote down these appropriations, and take 
away your pretext for such legislation as this? [Loud applause. ] 
But, passing from that, why will you, in these times of distress, in 
these times of pervading hardships, raise revenue far beyond even 
your own anticipated N sepronde a Why do you wish to do that? 

There is a reason. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS 
eco it the other day. Vou desire to take in the greenbacks an 
the Sherman notes; desire to pile them up in the Treasury. You 
desire by that means to contract the currency of the people of 
this country, to lessen still further the amount of money in use 
among them, until in their desperation you hope they may be will- 
ing to accept anything in the semblance of money. Then, if that 
black day ever comes, some of your various banking schemes 
will be exploited. 3 on the Democratic side.] What 
further reason is there for your excess of revenue? What further 
defense for it? Do you wish to raise money simply because the 

ople are unable to pay it? Do you wish to pile it 1 in the 

easury use of its scarcity among the people? you wish 
to pursue the financial policy advanced by the last Administration 
in reference to the greenbacks and Sherman notes, why do you 
not atleast have the courage to do it openly and boldly? do 
not wonder that you would avoid bond issues. You did not con- 
demn them; condemnation came from this side when those vari- 
ous bond issues took place. You were ready to authorize them in 
the last Congress, to the extent of $50,000,000. But you do not 
care, having learned, I suppose, what the American people think 
about it—you do not care to go into the bond-issuing business 
on your own account, if you can reach the same end by safer 
means. But surely enough you are striving to get out of the 
hands of the people, away from the channels of trade, out of use- 
ful industry, the greenbacks and the Sherman notes; and you 
wish to do it by indirection. By raising more revenue than you 
need, as these greenbacks and Sherman notes come in, with your 
largely increased revenue, your huge expenditures falling below 
your enormous receipts, there will be, from day to day, from 
month to month, from year to year, a gleaning of the paper money 
of the people from the fields of their industry into the garner of 
the Treasury; and I suppose you will be anxiously inquiring of your 
advisers in Wall street how to get rid of these greenbacks and 
Sherman notes. One can almost fancy that he hears some Repub- 
lican mogul saying, Here they are, ready to use, but we have no 
use forthem. But we have not destroyed them, or issued bonds 
to take them in.” 

Oh, no; you would not destroy the greenbacks and Treasury 
notes! You would find comfort in saying: Every one of them 
is here preserved. Every one is safe in the Treasury vaults. We 
do not give them away, of course, and we have no occasion to 
pay them out; the gold reserve is not raided, and confidence 
ee in Wall street and in Lombard street.” 

ow, I have the right to conclude that the gradual but perma- 
nent retirement of all our Government currency is one of the ends 
aimed at in this bill, because that will be one of the effects of it. 
Ido not suppose that the able gentlemen who framed this bill 
fashioned if in ignorance of what they were doing. They knew 
pretty well what they were doing, and they necessarily intended 
to accomplish that which must inevitably result from the turning 
of their handiwork intolaw. Again I ask, what other conclusion 
can be reached from the premises given? If we take in more of 
revenue than we pay out, there will surely be a further accu- 
mulation in the Treasury. That must be inevitable. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not my friend think we can make a 
very good use of that surplus by paying the $262,000,000 of in- 
debtedness that the Democratic party has put upon the country 
in the last four years? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Democrats did not do it. 

Mr. DEARMOND. The Democratic party did not do it, as 
suggested by my colleague. An Administration unfortunately 
put into power by the Democratic party did it, and did it with 
the connivance, if not with the direct cozcurrence, of Republicans; 
at least largely with the open approval of gentlemen the like of 
whom are represented by my friend from Maine. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will you allow me a further question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When the gentleman presents that likeness, 
there is only one trouble with his statement. It is a vay beauti- 
ful statement, with this single exception, that it lacks every 
scintilla of truth in the world. ; 

Mr. OGDEN. Did not the gentleman vote for it? 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. I did not vote for Cleveland. 

Mr. OGDEN. But you voted for the issue of the bonds. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me just one word? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The crime was not in issuing the bonds; 
the crime was committed when you enacted a tariff bill which 
starved the revenues of the Government so that the bonds be- 
came necessary in order to carry on the Government. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have reached two 
points, taking the gentleman from Maine as an authority. One 
is that the bond issues, from his point of view, were justified. I 
say they were not justified. Istand here as a Democrat, as one 
of those who supported William J. Bryan in the last campan to 
denounce the bond issues, while the gentleman on the other side, 
availing himself of the courtesy which I was glad to extend to him 
for an interruption, stands here as an apologist and defender of 
that policy. Another thing. The gentleman suggests that a 
Democratic Administration ‘‘ starved the revenues,” as he puts it. 
Mr. Chairman, I am not here to defend those things in the Wilson 
bill which are not defensible. Iam not going into details about 
it. Iam only going to say that in history it will stand white in 
comparison with this bill and with the one which it We rae 
The best provision in the Wilson bill was one that was eliminated 
from it by a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States— 
the provision for an income tax. [Applanse on the Democratic 
midh Had that provision been upheld by the court, as the fram- 
ers of the bill had a right to expect it would be, as the decisions of a 
hundred years warranted them in believing it would be; had not 
revolution taken ion of the Supreme Court and overthrown 
decisions established in wisdom and glued to the Constitution by 
the hands of the fathers, as true interpretations of it, the Wilson 
bill would have produced, and would be producing, revenues 
ample even for the extravagance of a Republican Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, in talking about how the Wilson bill failed to 
bring in sufficient revenue, gentlemen throw entirely out of sight 
the elimination from that bill of the income-tax provision. They 
ignore, also, the hard times which have prevailed, and the abso- 
lute necessity pressing upon the masses of the American people to 
buy as little as possibleand toeconomizeas muchas ible. They 
do not take account, as they ought to do, of conditions existing 
the world over, conditions due to other causes than tariff legisla- 
tion—the general drooping of enterprises, the shrinking of values, 
the scarcity of money among the people, and the co uent less- 
ening of revenues. It is properly remarked by my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] that the statement ought to be as to 
“ general hardship and general stagnation of business in the 
monometallic countries of the world.” 

It was suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] 
in his eloquent discourse the other day—and beautiful and eloquent 
it was, and delivered in that ful and attractive manner for 
which the gentleman is so distinguished—I am glad to pay tribute 
to his effort as a fine piece of oratory from a fine orator—it was 
suggested by the gentleman from Iowa that the tariff question 
and the money question are not two questions but really one. I 
thought when he uttered that sentiment that it might be worth 
while to consider them as one question and see where people stand 
with reference to them. Where do we stand? Opposed to any 
tariff duties except such as are necessary to raise needed reve- 
nue; in favor of laying those duties in justice and equality to all 
classes and all sections; in favor of an economical administration 
of the Government; in favor of the free, unlimited and independ- 
ent coinage of gold and silver at the ratio of 16to1. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] That seems to cover the one side of the 
two questions, pressed into one. Now, where do gentlemen on 
the other side stand? In favor of protection through increased 
taxation; opposed to the free. unlimited and independent ee 
of gold and silver; in favor of the ever-narrowing gold standard; 
in favor of eng prices for the producers of this land, and of 
extravagance in their government. 

The gentleman from Iowa can not escape the logic of his own 
statement. If these two great questions are to be p into one, 
his position and that of his party upon the two combined is not 
difficult to find. They are for gold monometallism, for a high pro- 
tective tariff, for partial legislation in the interest of the few and 
at the expense of the many. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that in considering this question of 
tariff taxation it is appropriate also to consider the deeper and 
greater and mightier money question, which overshadows it, and 
which presses for answer upon every man and every woman and 
every child belonging to the producing classes in this country. 
What are géntlemen on the other side going to give us? They are 
going to have an international monetary conference. They are 
going to endeavor halfway to coax somebody, somewhere, to agree 
with us in doing something. 

Mr. BARTLETT. When? 

Mr. DEARMOND. When? Ah, when? The Lord only knows. 


They fix no date. They know no time. It is a delusion, but I do 
not wonder that they resort to it. It is one of the delusions by 
which they carried the last election, and I do not wonder that they 
try to keep it up. I t them to send commissioners hurrying 
and scurrying over the Eastern World, or to invite representatives 
to come from foreign countries to a powwow with us here, as to 
what we shall do about our own business, affecting our own peo- 
pa But that conference delusion will fail. They know it will 

ail. A large proportion of them desire that it shall fail. What 
further are they going to do? Under the operation of this bill, if 
the Senate do not extract much of its poison, it will be only a few 
years until the greenbacks and the Treasury notes—that “‘ danger- 
ous” money, that ‘‘ unsound” money, that money that is used for 
“raids” on the Treasury and on the gold reserve—will be all safely 
laid away where it can do no harm to the speculative interests of 
Wall street and of Lombard street, while its retirement will do 
infinite, measureless harm to the producing industries of this 


untry. 

And, if you Republicans can have your way, then comes an en- 
largement of the national bankingsystem; then comes the turning 
over and the farming out to favored corporations of the mighty, 
sovereign power of this Government to create money foritsown 
ple. en comes, ifyoucancarry out your schemes to their full frui- 
tion, the fixed reign of the bank 8 then comes the govern- 
ment of the bank president, and the rule of the board of trade. But 
before that can come, gentlemen, before that dire result can be 
brought about, thank God, the American people will have to be 
consulted again and again! (er lause on the Democratic side.] 
You may have the power in this House, but you have not yet the 
untrammeled power in this Government to carry out all these 
schemes. And when the a is made again to the American 

le; when those who are deluded see how hollow, how empty, 
is this claim that through tariff legislation such as you propose 
prosperity can be brought to them; when want presses down 
closer and harder upon them; when the scarcity of money be- 
comes daily and hourly more apparent and the suffering from it 
more intense—then come up from that mioty unpurchased 
and unpurchasable host such an answer as will echo around the 
world and be embodied in the statutes of our country. [Applause.] 

Prosperity, when prosperity comes to this country, must spring 
from re in legislation for the masses, and not for the classes. 
Prosperity, when it comes, or is aided in coming by legislation, 
will come through the instrumentality of those who rely upon the 
sovereign people for inspiration and for votes and for power, and 
who do not rely upon the coercion and pelf of corporations and 
combines and trusts—upon their oppressive force. toate ill-gotten 
gains and their campaign contributions. [Applause.] The leg- 
islation will have to be inspired by the people themselves. It 
have to be legislation carried in Congress by those who faithfully 
represent the people, who faithfully and honestly express their 
opinions here as well asat home. It will have to be legislation 

at comes not from the narrow and favored confines of that 
3 of the Alleghanies and north of the Potomac, but 
from that vaster country, from that greater people, to the west of 
those mountains and to the south of that river. From thence 
must come the power, from thence must come the purpose, from 
thence must come the inspiration, that shall restore to our statute 
booksjustlaws; that shall sweep from them unjust and partial laws. 

We differ—let the people decide. We concede to you the vast 
power—we have felt its edge and its force -we concede to you 
the vast power which comes from combine and trust—those whom 
your legislation, whether so designed or not, favors, fosters, pro- 
motes and enriches. But against this we hope to marshal the 
mighty hosts who seek no apes privileges, no legislation for 
their good at the expense of others; who ask impartial laws— 
only ask that their country shall give them the equal opportuni- 
ties which the Constitution secures to every man, and which it 
is a great and outrageous wrong to deny him by law. 

We will meet you upon that field; we will meet you upon these 
issues. We say that the people need more money. We say that 
the Government has the right to make it, ought to make it, with- 
out intermediary, and without peeing over its powers to an 
corporation or monopoly. [Applause on the Democratic side. 
We say that gold and silver money, on the old ratio, with the 
old power, is good enough for anybody, and the paper money of 
the Government far superior to any corporation promises to pay 
money. The people are suffering to-day, their industries are lan- 
gnishing, hardships are crowding upon them, because they are de- 
nied the right to use the wealth which our country contains; 
denied the right to put upon our statute books the laws which 
they desire for the furthering of their interests, without prejudice 
toany. We believe that no better money ever was made, ever 
can be made, ever will be made, in this country or in this world, 
than that which the Government of the United States itself can 
make ERRA 

Mr. ARNOLD, Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. ARNOLD. Does the gentleman mean to say that the na- 
tional-bank note is not as good as gold at any time? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Yes; I say that. 
Mr. ARNOLD. I am very glad the gentleman frankly avows 


his position. 
Mr. DEARMOND. I say that it is not as IL say that no 
promise to pay a thing is as good as the thing itself. [Applause.] 


Mr. Chairman, following the suggestion of my friend from 
Pennsylvania, I will say that better money than the national-bank 
note, superior to it under the principles and genius of our Goy- 
ernment—better in actual fact—is money which has behind it not 
some corporation or a few bonds of the Government, but the 
nation itself—the power, the substance, the lives of 70,000,000 of 
people, pledged in the law. [Applanse.] 

Mr. Chairman, I must sum up; I do not wish to be tedious. 
[Cries of Ge on!”] This bill will increase the cost of many 
necessary articles which the people are compelled to buy, without 
increasing their ability to Vay thom or their ability to pay for 
them. Thusit will be a hardship upon them. They will record 
their judgment upon it in due time. It will be partial in its 
operation, as every bill drawn upon these lines must be. I do 
not say this in harsh criticism of the gentlemen who framed this 
measure. That is an inherent defect of this kind of legislation. 
The interests which press most, the interests which are most 
powerful, the interests which it is most valuable, politically, to 
conciliate, are the interests which get the best of it in the 
of these bills. Why a duty on wool and no duty on hides, except 
on this principle? y are scattered articles, produced in small 
quantities, by poor people, lost tosight, while great productions of 
great institutions are carefully guarded from foreign competition? 

Next, Mr. Chairman L 
exist. Because, with its present income, to say nothing of its 
idle hoard of more than $200,000,000, the Government can still 
live well! The Government should live well, but its lawmakers 
should not waste the people's substance in riotous living. How 
does the prudent citizen do under such circumstances as mark 
hard times? How do thousands, tens of thousands, aye, mil- 
lions of our citizens, do when hardships come, when the price of 
what they have to sell is low and still falling, when the burden of 
debt bears harder and harder upon them, when there is more 
of demand and less of ability to pay? What then is the course 
of the prudent husbandman and the prudent housewife? They 
economize; cut off all useless expenditures; live as closely as pos- 
sib.e within the narrowing income. Why should this Govern- 
ment of the people, by the people, and for the people” demon- 
strate its contempt for the most ordinary and prudent principles 
of economy? Why should not the Republicans, in control of the 
affairs of this Government, in behalf of the people of the United 
States exemplify in their acts the economy that is necessary in 
almost every household of the laboring and producing classes? 

The people of this country are not penurious; they are not nig- 
gardly or mean. They do not wish the Government to be crippled 
in any respect. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, if they wished the Government to be crippled, 
there would be no Government left. It is the patriotism of the 
people. the industry of the people. the l of the people 
that uphold the Government. They are ready to contribute a 
that is necessary for the support of the Government. But why 
should they be asked to contribute more than is necessary? Why 
should their burdens be made heavier? Why impose upon them 
additional hardships, in a vain effort to reach what you call the 
core of the trouble?” Why not apply the remedy common sense 
dictates? Why refuse to pen the gate through which more money 
may be turned into the channels of trade, that business may be 
revived. increased. extended? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, this bill has many exactions, It imposes grave 
hardships upon the people. They might meet the exactions and 
endure the hardships in good times, when industrious, enterprising 
men are reaping the reasonable fruits of their toil and of their 
enterprise. But in these times of distress, when economy is the 
watchword throughont the land, when many and many a house- 
hold is a committee on ways and means, trying to secure revenue 
for food and clothes and shelter, when labor is without employ- 
ment and enterprise without reward—the ple will not submit 
to new and needless exactions, or meek] e up the heavier bur- 
dens which you are about to lay upon them. 

When prosperity returns to the country, as I hope it soon may, 
when there are changed political conditions prevailing in this 
land—and I do not look for the return of prosperity earlier—when 
prosperity comes, it will not start from the already inordinately 
protected manufacturer of the East. It will not start from the 
centers of capital, from the offices of the great combines, syndi- 
cates and trusts. It will begin at the other end of theline. It 
will awaken in the homes of the humble and the poor. 

Prosperity will come across the Southern plantation, white and 
beautiful with its wealth of cotton. It come through the 
Western wheat fields, golden in the richness of their harvests. 


, necessity for this legislation does not 


It will speed along the rows of corn, darkly green in the early 


summer, russet brown in the ripening fall. It will pass by the 
shop of the wayside blacksmith. It will spring from the mine. 
It will fan the brow of labor, however lowly. Gathering force 
as it sweeps along from the farm and mine, where nature’s store- 
houses are, it will reach the villages and the towns and the cities. 
It will enter the factories with its fresh country air, insuring 
steadier emplo t and better wages than protection ever gave. 
It will cross the oceans in American ships, with the American 
flag floating proudly at the masthead. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

I look to the West and the South for the signs of returnin g 
pr ity, that real prosperity which will not come until, thro 
the righteous indignation of an outraged and long-suffering people, 

ou who scorn economy, who revel in high taxation, riot in ex- 

avagance and fatten in the money famine, shall be driven from 
power, and the friends of the people shall take your places. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, no one will deny the neces- 
sity for more revenue, if we are to continue the present rate of ex- 
penditure, We arethe only people in theworld that never propose 
economy asa remedy for a lean treasury. All other financiers re- 
sponsible to anation, except when their country’s honor isat stake 
in war, attempt to remedy a lack of means by corresponding reduc- 
tion of expenses. That is not the American method. We continue 
our scale of extravagance and accelerate it, and use that very ex- 
travagance, without explanation, as a reason for imposing more 


The bill now before the House is a false pretense in its title. It 
alleges as its first object an increase of revenue. but in every 
paragraph and every line shows clearly that its main object is 
protection. If revenue alone was wanted, a few amendments to 
the present bill would produce it without disturbance of the indus- 
triesofthecountry. A slight increase of duties, with the revival 
of prosperity and increase of trade, would give us sufficient reve- 
nue; but that would not suit the other side of the House; it would 
not pay political debts; it would not accord with the policies of the 
party in power, which first of all is a party which depends upon 
the money of the trusts and combinations which manage and con- 
trol all the great money-making interests of the country. 

I need not repeat what is well known, that even with the ex- 
travagance of Congress the present law would have produced suf- 
ficient revenue but for the judicial flip-flap which declared, for 
the present, that the taxation of prosperous wealth is not possible 
under our system, and that the only sources of revenue outside of 
the excise duties are in indirect taxes, which wealth can evade 
and which labor and agriculture are compelled to bear. I am 
answerable for my action here to a great manufacturing State, 
the grand old Commonwealth of Massachusetts, but its success 
in its industry depends upon the skill and invention of its people, 
backed by the enterprise of its capital. There is nothing in the 
present bill that is to the advantage of its capital or its labor. 

I stand upon this floor to-day as the only representative of the 
Democratic party from that great State. The leaders of that 
party in the State have day in and day out waged the battle for free 
raw material, and I know that I voice their sentiments when I 
repeat that demand upon this floor. 

ea raw materials are not only demanded by members of the 
Democratic pariy in that State, but if I am to believe the state- 
ments in the daily press, the great business and laboring interests. 
of that Commonwealth join in the demand. 

It is my privilege to represent in this House a district in which 
the greater part of the wool, both foreign and domestic, is sold in 
this country; and judging from the reports which have appeared 
in the leading Republican newspaper of that section, the Boston 
Journal, coming from these wool men, the placing of the 11-cent 
duty on wool will be a positive injury to the country. 

In an interview Mr. G. H. Goodhue; of 34 High street, one of 
the owners of one of the largest wool concerns, said: ‘‘ Yes, I con- 
fess I like the free wool trade. Ididn’tonce, but we all speak from 
a selfish standpoint, and we learn by experience, or ought to.” 

Mr. William Whitman, treasurer of the Arlington Mills, said: 
“I regret, in common with all my associates in the trade, that the 
Ways and Means Committee has found it necessary to impose so 
high a rate of duty on wool.” 

Massachusetts is one of the greatest if not the test manu- 
facturing State in the Union, and if the people are to be benefited 
5 this bill that Commonwealth would receive the lion’s share. 

et I have failed to notice any t desire on the part of my Re- 
publican colleagues from that State to speak and advocate this 
measare. In fact, the great majority of them have been still—very 
still—because they recognize the fact that public opinion at home 
is strongly against the unjust and iniquitous taxation in this bill. 
Two of the great newspapers in the city of Boston—the Boston 
Herald and Boston Transcript—which supported the Republican 
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party in the last campaign have come out strongly against this 


measure and can not find language too strong in condemning it. 

She is preeminentin the manufacture of leather andshoes. She 
has plant enough if run to its fullest capacity to supply the nation 
with foot wear. What do they need? They need an enlargement 
of markets, an increase of mercantile relations, not with the 
barefooted ple of tropical regions, but with men who wear 
shoes, and the labor cost of our goods is less than in any coun’ 
of Europe. Not because of low wages, because it is our experi- 
ence that low wages do not make cheap goods, but because of 
well-paid, ambitious, productive labor, working soberly and stead- 
ily with labor-saving machinery. J 

In 1871 hides were placed upon the free list and in that time we 
nae about 1,000,000 pounds of sole leather, which in the year 
1895 increased to 45,000,000 pounds, and we exported more than 
1,000,000 pairs of shoes. 

Inasmuch as this new tariff antagonizes foreign feeling, cuts 
off trade, and burdens industry, it will be a disadvantage to the 
leather industry of Massachusetts. We stand easily first in the 
cotton industry. The old reports of Republican Administrations, 
put out by Mr. Evarts in the State Department, show that twenty 
Tan ago the cotton-cloth business of this country only needed an 

xtension of its market. 

Forty years ago the sheetings and drills of the Massachusetts 
mills took the China market of those days away from Manchester. 
If it is allowed that in the 8 we want tariff, it is well 
known that the schedule of the Wilson bill was made by the cot- 
ton men of Massachusetts and Rhode Island, and that they are sat- 
isfied with it. 

The great change in the present bill affecting our people is in 
the woolen schedule. Here is the abominable result of a deal be- 
tween sheep raisers and woolen men, and between them they pro- 
pose to shear the buyers of cloth. This schedule is too y for 
prosperity; it will defeat itself. It will be a bitter disappoint- 
ment to wool men and solely in the interest of the increasing 
tendency to adulterated woolens. Our clothes will be made of 
shoddy and our carpets of hair and jute. 

The pretense that the wool industry of the country has espe- 
cially suffered in the past three yearsis not tenable. Take the 
Agricultural Report for 1890 as a basis of calculation. It was the 
flush period of the Harrison prosperity, inherited from the previ- 
ous Administration. It was the thirtieth year of high protection 
on wool, which had proved “a hireling shepherd” to the flocks, 
for they had made no increase relative with the other industries 
of the country. There were then 44,000,000 sheep. In 1895, after 
the Sherman Act panic and prostration of industry following the 
wild extravagance of the Harrison period, and with a decline of 
agricultural products all over the world, our census showed 42,- 
000,000 sheep; surely a small decline compared to the shrinkage 
in other business. In the year 1896 the decline in numbers was 10 
per cent of the whole, but the decline in value was only about 2 
per cent, showing increase in quality and value, which is better 
than increase in numbers. 

But was this for lack of tariff? It will appear not, if compared 
with other farm statistics. 

Swine compare in numbers serpy yes sheep and make a fair 
comparison of value. January 1, 1890, we had 51,000,000 swine, 
and 7 1, 1896, the number had fallen to 42,000,000, and the 
decline in value was $57,000,000, or almost half the value of all the 
sheep in the country. In the same time there was a loss of $52,- 
000,000 on cattle; of $400,000,000 on horses; of $79,000,000 on mules, 
‘To sum up all this story of loss, look at it as a whole. 

The total value of farm animals had shrunk from 1890 to 1896 
approximately $700,000,000, and but $35,000,000 of this was upon 

eep. In this the tariff on wool or the freedom of wool played 
no part. 8 

Sheep, unlike swine and horned cattle, are not widely distributed; 
they are local questions.“ They make votes in Ohio, Michigan, 
and the new States, where there is still an existence of the nomadic 
pursuit of wandering flocks on free range or wide, unsettled ex- 
panses. Not 5 per cent of the farmers of the country are keepers 
of sheep, but because we are compelled to import wool to clothe 
our people and defend them from the severity of our winter cli- 
mate, you intend to tax 95 per cent for the doubtful benefit of the 
remainder. 5 X 

I need not say doubtful—it is an injustice, a demagogical in- 
justice, to the people; it is the oppression of the poor; it means 
thinner clothing and blankets to shivering poverty. 

Look now at the woolen industry. It is one of the great indus- 
tries of Massachusetts. The city of my birth, which has honored 
me with a place in this Chamber, leads the country in dealing in 
the staple of wool, foreign and domestic. To-day her merchants 
have afloat and instore millions of fleeces. Isee by recent reports 
that one of the woolen corporations of Massachusetts has wool 
enough on hand to make a prons of a million dollars if your new 
duty raises the price of clothing wool 5 cents a pound. 

Does anybody suppose that the purchaser of cloth will get any 
of the benefit of this advance? Certainly not; it will all accrue to 


capital. In my experience of the hard times of the past five years. 
I have not noticed that the woolen mills of Massachusetts suffered 
any 8 than other industries. Indeed, skillful men 
with capital have made money each year since 1892. Those men 
who lean baok suaa this wall of tariff, who want help from the 
Treasury inst of relying upon their skill, their industry, and 
their capital, are never safely prosperous. They will swarm like 
noxious insects in the unnatural light and heat of your tariff, but 
their summer will be short. Take down the whole wall of protec- 
tion, and the industries of Massachusetts, founded nearly a cen- 
tury ago in the enterprise and aptitude of her le, would flour- 
ish, not only in the broad and unrestricted trade with all the millions 
of the United States, but, stretching beyond seas, she would irre- 
sistibly invade the markets of the world and seek trade, as she did in 
the early days of the Republic, in her own ships, manned by her 
own sailors. 

Now, we work in the chains of a system which restricts all fair 
movement, and which your bill will rivet still closer. 

It would be an enormous advantage to us to have reciprocity 
with Canada. She is practically nearer to us than half our sister 
States. We want her coal, ores, lumber, lime, and farm products 
inexchange for our manufactures. Sucha tariff change isthe only 
rites Ican see. Instead of that, you are preparing retalia- 
tion in the Canada tariff, greatly to our disadvantage. 

Nor will this retaliation stop with Canada. By the present bill 
you make a bid for general retaliation. You stimulate the desire 
of foreign nations, upon whom we depend for a market for our 
enormous agricultural surplus, to find or to build up competitors 
who will deal upon more liberal principles. We no longer domi- 
nate the grain markets of the world. Our control of the cotton 
market is threatened. The time is ill chosen to still further cut 
off commerce and hamper trade. 

I hold, in common with the Democratic party, as set forth in its 
platform and in its legislation since the Government was created, 
that it is a violation of the fundamental law and the natural rights 
of man to create any statate that compels any class of citizens to 
surrender any part of their earnings to any man or set of men. 
Bismarck says of 88 A magnificent way of robbing the 
people and not telling them how they are being robbed.” 

People who do not labor create no wealth, add nothing to the 
world’s development. Stop the plow in the furrow, the pick in 
the mine, and the ax in the forest, and prosperity must cease and 
civilization stand still. 

Upon this question I have taken my stand with the toiling, 
laboring classes, and I will not cease until the shackles which 
Boe mng them ere unfettered and they stand equal before the 
wor 

COMPARATIVE WAGES OF LABOR. 

There can be but one standard for labor, and that is pay for what 
it can produce. Comparison by daily w: in different countries 
is misleading, and I am astonished at the fact that the Republican 
members are using this as an argument, when it is a well-known 
fact that right here in our own country, in the same line of occu- 

tion, just as radically different wages are paid in different 

tates. 

In India you will see the female laborer with two sticks, makin: 
burlaps at 2 cents per yard, working thirteen hours per day an 

ing 4 yards of goods, earning 8 cents a day, while in this coun- 
try you will find one woman laborer attending a machine, weav- 
ing 200 yards per day, working eight hours, receiving 64 cents per 


e woman in India gets 2 cents per yard, while the woman in 
America gets less than one-third of a cent per yard. 

Allowing for tariff rates sufficient not simply to cover any 
alleged margin between wages in this country and in Europe, but 
the total labor cost of articles produced here, and there still re- 
mains 50 per cent ormore of the proponen tariff scale that can only 
be reckoned as pure plunder and bounty paid to factory owners 
and in which labor has no share. : 

It has been clearly demonstrated that operatives are paid no 
more than they are in England in the cotton manufactory for the 
same product. On investigation, Mr. Blaine found that in pro- 
portion to the hours of labor and the work actually performed 
the American operative was not paid any more than the English. 

It is only necessary for the American manufacturer to get free 
raw material, untaxed dyestuffs, and chemicals to be on a foot- 
ing with the British manufacturer in everything except facilities 
for transportation of goods. 

The Hon. James G. Blaine, in his report on the cotton-goods 
trade of the world, gives an extended discussion to the subject. 
He quotes from Consul Shaw, who then represented our Govern- 
ment at Manchester. I read from page 95: 


In commenting on the strike then imminent in Manchester, Consul Shaw 


says: 
Tihe plea that the factory operatives in Manchester are now receiving 
higher wages in proportion to the time they work than American ratives 


is urgently made by manufacturers here, and this, together with the inaron- 
ing financial distress among mill owners, is gradually allaying the discontent 
among operatives.“ 
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Mr. Blaine appears to have appreciated the difficulties to which 
I have referred in obtaining accurate information about wages in 
England. On page 98 he says: , 

Owing to the different arrangements of the English and American tables of 
wages, it is difficult to give comparative analyses thereof which would show 
at a glance the difference in Sears of the operatives of both countries. 

The demand for labor in England has at times been such that workmen 
were induced to leave this country and * employment in English fac- 


tories. The American consul at Bristol, E; nd, presented a report upon 
this subject, and states that no laborer 85 be ‘enticed to leave the United 
States to mak 


e his home in England, and that those who have been induced 
to do so have become dissatisfied. 


In the report he says: 


A number of such laborers, and also some mechanics, haye during the last 
two years called — this consulate for help to get back to the United States, 
ng the day when they left America for ks where neither milk nor 
honey is 1 a A 8 Europe, the nited States is a paradise 
for a sober and faithful workingman. 

In consequence of these varying reports, the State Department, 
with the aid of American consuls, commen a thorough and 
exhaustive investigation of this subject. Numerous and detailed 
reports were received, carefully compared, and verified. Mr, 
Blaine presented them to Con with his comments and recom- 
mendations. In this interesting and valuable paper Mr. Blaine 
gives most elaborate tables, showing the actua Sse A, ghey to 
operatives in cotton mills both in England and the Un States, 
and on page 98 he sums up in these Words: 

The wages of spinners and weavers in Lancashire and in Massachusetts, 
according to the fore; oing statements, were as follows per week: 

Spinners: English, $7.20 to $8.40 (master spinners running as high as $12); 
American, $7.07 to $10.30, 

Weavers: English, $3.84 to $8.64, subject, at the date on which these rates 
were given, toa reduction of 10 per cent; American, $4.82 oe 

The average 7 of operas in the Massachusetts mills is as follows, 
according to the official returns: Men, $8.30; women, $5.62; male children, $3.11; 
female children, $3.08. According to Consul Shaw's report the average wages 
of the men employed in the Lancashire mills on the Ist of January, 1880, was 
about $8 per week, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent; women, from $3.40 
to 45 subject to a reduction of 10 per cent. 

he hours of labor in the cashire mills are 56,in the Massachusetts 
mills 60 per week. The hours of labor in the mills in the other New England 
3 where the wages are generally less than in Massachusetts, are usually 
66 to 69 per week. 

_An analysis of these figures shows that the average wages paid 
men in Massachusetts cotton mills is $8.30 per week for 60 hours’ 
work, while in England the average wages paid to men in cotton 
factories is $8 per week for 56 hours’ work. Therefore, according 
to this official report, factory hands get 14 cents and a fraction 
hour in Old England, and for the same work in protected 
England they get 13 cents and a fraction per hour. 

In the same report, pages 98 and 99, Mr. Blaine uses this lan- 


guage: 

Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wages of English and American oper 
atives are more than equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and 
their longer hours of labor. If this should prove to be a fact in practice, as 
it seems to be proved from official statistics, it would bea 915 important 
olamon in the establishment of our ability to compete with England for our 
share of the cotton-goods trade of the world. 

During the recent hard times did anyone hear of any of the 
protected manufacturers paying his laborers in full from the sur- 
plus profits of good times? 

Some of the gentlemen on the other side of the House indicate 
that the laborers, ae organization, can compel the manu- 
facturer to pay back to the laborer some of the bounty received 
under this bill. That remedy was tried under the McKinley bill, 
and instead of being answered by an increase of wages they were 
met with bludgeons and musket balls. 

High tariff increases prices; increased prices decrease consump- 
tion; decreased consumption decreases production; decreased pro- 
duction decreases wages and labor. 

If you wish fifty men to work for you and there are only ten to 
be had, the price of labor will be high; but if you want ten men 
and fifty offer themselves, the price will be low. Our Republican 
friends seek to remedy this by taxing the commodities the laborer 
has to buy from 40 to 300 per cent. They claim that will raise the 
price of wages. But, my friends, these men who work are not 
sellers of commodities, they are sellers of labor, and they sell their 
labor in order that they may buy commodities. 

Have you ever seen a protected manufacturer pay more wages 
than he was compelled to? 

Have you ever seen a protected manufacturer pay more wages 
for the same class of work than the unprotected? , 

If protection prevents us selling in foreign markets, does not 

rotection make less work instead of more? If there is free trade 
in labor and high-protected prices for those things which laborers 
must buy, is not the laborer being robbed instead of being bene- 
fited? Has anybody ever seen a protected manufacturer who 
would not hire the cheapest labor he could get, and was it not in 
the great protected industry at Homestead where Andrew Car- 
negie and H. C. Frick organized an army and mercilessly shot 
ait Hei own employees who were trying to better their own 
condition 


ew 


The business of the farmer is such that he can not retaliate or 
be protected when he takes his 100 bushels of seed and sows his 
hundred acres of land and by careful husbandry raises 2,000 bush- 


els of wheat that feeds the nation and creates prosperity. The 
plow that turns the furrow, the harrow that cultivates, the drill 
that poun the binder that cuts the grain, the machine that 
thrashes it, the wagon that carries it, the scale that weighs it, are 
all heavily taxed. 

When his crop is all harvested, he finds that there is a large sur- 
pe product that must find a sale in some other country, and he 

forced to place his wheat on cars that are taxed, on the lumber 
and wheels, drawn by a heavily taxed locomotive on heavily taxed 
steel rails. His charges for freight are increased 70 per cent b 
aria of the protection given to the manufacturers of these arti- 
cles, 

He places his wheat on one of the foreign steamers, our mer- 
chant marine haying been driven from the ocean by the protective 
tariff, and it is thrown into a grainary in Liverpool by the side of 
wheat that comes from Russia, produced by labor paid 20 cents a 
day, and wheat from India, produced by labor paid 9 cents per day. 

e goes to the board of trade, sells his cargo, receives his money, 
and prepares to start for home. While wandering through the 
business streets he is struck by the fact that the price asked for 
goods is much cheaper than what he can purchase them for at 
home, and he proceeds to invest the $1,000 that he received from 
his wheat in 1,000 yards of cloth for clothing. He brings the 
cloth to this country, and is met at the custom-house by Mr. 
DINGLEY, who 88 i to him, Where are you going with that 
cloth?” Why, Iam going out West to sell it to my neigh- 
bor.” Well, before you can take it out of the custom-house 
you must pay the tax of 75 cents per yard.“ Why, that would 
amount to $750, and I have not got any such money, and as I ex- 
changed my wheat, the product of my labor, for this cloth, I do 
not see why Ishould be compelled to pay this tax.“ Well,“ says 
Mr. DINGLEY, ‘‘it is to protect the home manufacturer.” ‘‘Oh, 1 
see,” says the farmer; “I do the protecting, and yet I do not re- 
ceive any benefit from it.” 

The protection demagogue compels the farmers to pay millions 
of dollars each year to build up the home market, while they have 
to ship a large per cent of their products every year to Europe to 
find a market. 

For more than thirty years the farmers’ profits have been grow- 
ing less and less, until now, in a great number of instances, the 
cost of production exceeds the market value. 

The Western farmer to-day who has 1,000 bushels of surplus 
wheat must sell in the London market. Under the operation of 
the Wilson bill he can purchase his sugar, blankets, woolen goods, 
carpets, clothing, glassware, earthenware, and all the necessaries 
of life from 40 to 75 per cent cheaper than under the Dingley bill. 

I would like to have some member of the Republican part 
point to a single section of this act which will furnish an increas’ 
price or enlarged market for the product of the farmer to com- 
pee him for the increased cost of the necessaries of life. The 

ingley bill compels the farmer to sell in the cheapest market in 
the world and buy in the dearest. The manufacturer and pro- 
tectionist must have his blood money, and he places his foot upon 
the necks of the farmer and laborer, through the medium of the 
Government, to enforce his demands. 


COMPARATIVE TABLES, 


Table showing the products of the Uniled States, and also the 
rest of the world, and the per cent. of the production of the 
the eight leading staples. 


roducts of the 
nited States of 
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From the statistics just read it will be noted that of the eight 
leading staples we produce 40 per cent of the entire production of 
the world. Inasmuch as ours is but 4 per cent of the entire pop- 
ulation of the earth, we must find markets for our surplus 2 
ucts. It certainly behooves us to adopt a system tending to that 
end. But I would forcibly impress upon the advocates of this 
selfish measure that the vicious protection therein laid down can 
never open the markets of the world, as must be, for our surplus 
commodities. 

TABLE OF EXPORTS. 

From 1891, the first year of the operation of the McKinley ripe 

to 1896, the last year of the Wilson Act, our domestic exports 
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manufactures increased enormously, as you can see by the follow- 
ing figures: 


Domestic one a ne ee cecenteupenoes $158, 510, 
Domestic 2 P eS a See SRE Ee 228, 571,178 
A net increase of from 15.61 to 26.48 per cent. 
Some of the principal increases follow: 
1891. 1896. 
219, 130 176,775 
2,434, 793 5, 079, 066 
1,383,655 | 3,858, 946 
28,900,614 | “41,160,877 
-| 18,278,847 | 20,242, 756 
-| 6,545, 354 9, 083, 058 
e | ah 
13.604,87 — 16,837,396 
808.574 1,062, 225 
1,299, 169 2, 713, 875 
-| 25,220,472} 28,951, 723 
26,270,040 | 81,947,108 
519, 198 913, 609 


INCREASED DUTY, 


A cash balance of nearly $200,000,000 is now in the Treasury. 
4 deficit last year was but $25,000,000, with tremendous expend- 

tures. 

On the assumption that the imports under the proposed tariff 
hill, if enacted into law, would be the same as the imports in the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, the revenue which the several 
schedules of the new bill would yield, if it should be enacted into 
law, compared with the revenue obtained under the present tariff 
of 1896, and also compared with the revenue yielded by the tariff 
of 1890 for the fiscal year 1893, would be substantially as follows: 
Estimated total revenue, $269,105,710; increase, $113,479,793. 

A rough preliminary estimate of revenue from proposed bill: 


A—Chemiicals, oils, paints „199. 228 $2, 682, 681 
B—Earths, earthenware, and glassware fi: 901, 582 4, 257, 110 
Metals, and manufactures o 17, 343, 676 4,010, 984 
D—Wood, and manufactures of... 2,143, 588 1,758, 375 
E Sugar 2. sna c eee 51, 645, 896 21, 735, 880 
F—Tobacco, and manufactures of--....--.--- -=en 22, 257, 788 7,898, O71 
G—Agricultural products and provisions. 14, 169, 988 6, 310, 128 
H—Spirits, wines, and other beverages... 8, 732, 827 1, 797,179 
I—Cotton manufacturess -12 11,077, 119 1,765, 799 
J—Fiax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of 19, 834, 845 7, 816, 762 
K—Wool, and man res 17,538, 399 17, 738, 899 
Manufactures of wool.. 50,274, 704 27, 246, 935 
L—Silk and silk goods 14,357,552 1, 855, 550 
Pulp. r, and books. 8 1,300, 531 58, 406 
N—Sundries —:. ek ae 14, 168, 898 3,248, 784 
Unenumerated, un manufactured 1 
Articles transferred from free list to duti- 
PPT. 0c0TT00T0T0T0T0TdTT0TCTCTTTTTTT 4,000,000 
FF²ochinf̃ͤNU—— ↄ ä 113, 479, 793 


This rough estimate, on the basis of the imports for 1896, shows 
that the revenue would, on such an assumption, be about $113,- 
000,000 more than under the act of 1894. 

This bill has been termed a protective measure and is framed in 
the interest of those enga in manufacturing pursuits by in- 
creasing the taxes on the necessaries of life from 50 to 300 per cent. 

Inasmuch as those persons engaged in manufacturing pursuits, 
according tothe last Statistical Abstract, comprise but a little more 
than 20 per cent of the working population and about 8 per cent 
of the total population, I am at a loss to understand, even allow- 
ing that the increased duty would give them increased 1 s how 
the remaining 92 per cent of the people are to be benefi 

It is a well-established fact that this country is an agricultural 
one, about 30,000,000 of the people depending upon the products 


of the soil as a means of livelihood, and I can see no protection for | P 


this class of citizens under this bill—no widening markets for their 
surplus products and no opportunities for a further distribution 
of their staples. a F 

It is a very easily demonstrated proposition that if two-fifths of 
our population are not obtaining sufficient returns for their prod- 
ucts in some instances to compensate them for their labor, they 
will have very little money to spend in the stores and at the dry 

counters. 

And if the boot and shoe and clothing dealer in the West and 
South is not selling his products because his people have received 
no returns for their „then the wholesaler and manufacturer 
in the North and East can not find a customer in him. Andina 
very short time you will find your looms idle and your protected 
laborer without employment. - : 

I have madea analysis of the particular provisions of 


Plain white earthen war. $500, 000 
C Ga oss S PS Paes AE PAAS EEEE R 250, 000 
WINGO we eta . oe Se 500, 000 
5 F . 02 E A E nah icawon 60, 000 
ufactures of iron and steel 2, 700, 000 
Boards and sawed lumbe r. 1, 200, 000 
De ee a Len eee the ae pe S 175, 000 
S TA AAA A TEL A - 22,000, 000 
To CC E S E EN ASN ON, 7, 000, 000 
CC -m ꝛꝛ .. N 250, 000 
e ewes poe 330. 000 
§§ꝙ— ͤ Fe ee Sh . 225, 000 
r Sot EIER EON PENE ANEA 600, 000 
o E EEE E TV 120, 000 
MM bins oops can cation ands SL NS Aa EE 300, 000 
ain POS EEN S eo oe ok eee 100, 000 
e r ee ee ae Bee 455, 000 
Ä atom PP ̃ ̃˙ ee Bove fi es | AY 250, 000 
PS ae es TTT 750, 000 

elie = Se a to Past SREB ES —T— ae 500, 000 
Cotton: mannfactures a= 525-2 > bocca abet GOSA 2, 000, 000 
5 eet = Pe ae oS Ee ped ea ey Re gh. E 1,300, 000 
mp and hemp car pets 200, 000 
Dunama and Dagens ce . ee 8, 500, 000 
RONAN 6 a5 a 54S Seon el a nawuneadeenceewe 200, 000 

Flax, hemp, and jute manufactures 2, 000, 000 
TRA VE WOOL ANET AEE E a ie oes 17, 500, 000 
Wonne —2?: ESEE 10, 500. 000 
Woolen dress goods e es seit ec ieee 10, 000, 000 
Knit goods, carpets, and other manufactures of wool. 6,500, 000 
Books and pamphlets printed in other languages 210, 000 
r sense eee Pee ER 500, 000 
Olbpaintinpaty: oS. 5 e eta ne 1, 000, 000 


ART AND LITERATURE. 

Nothing, in my judgment, will havea greater tendency to hinder 
the development of artistic and literary taste than the imposition 
of a duty on works of art imported to adorn our galleries and 
museums. 

In ing of the tax levied on the products of art and litera- 
ture, the New York Tribune, the leading Republican paper of the 
East, says: 

For a long period of time the best influences in our civilization have been 
at work to put the means of better and better education into the hands of the 


people. . DINGLEY asks that we write ourselves down as a nation caring 
more for money than for intellectual and moral progress. 


In conclusion it says: 
What 
im a 


spring from to our very 
mstitution, and proclaim to the world that America is as earnestly on the 
side of intellectual and spiritual progress as on the side of political itherty. 

As far as Ihave been able to learn, there is no demand on the 
pert of American artists for a duty on foreign paintings. In fact, 

understand that there is a very strong demand from them for 
their continuance on the free list asa means of instruction to 
them, as well as to still further cultivate the taste for art in this 
country. 

Mr. Henry G. Marquand, who can claim the right to speak for 
the artists of the country, condemns the placing of a duty of 25 
per cent on paintings and statuary. He states that every artist 
and art institution in the country petitions for the free admission 
of works of art into this country, and that no law ever equaled 
this achievement for enlightenment and civilization. The present 
roposition of a duty was distinctly a step backward. 

Equally to be deplored in the proposed ill is the tax upon books. 
Particular and valuable works published in foreign conntries are 
always in demand here by American scholars and students, and 
if this particular provision is enacted into law it will be a decided 
biow to American educational interests. 

COTTON SCHEDULE. 

One of the greatest injustices of the pending bill is the proposed 
duty on cotton stockings. Under the operation of the Wilson bill 
they were taxed 50 per cent; under the present bill all stockings 
not valued at more than $1.50 per dozen pay a duty of 50 cents, 
and in addition thereto a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem. 
practically prohibits the importation of stockings at less than $1.50 


per dozen, as the duty on the inferior grades is the same, with the 
exception of the slight ad valorem duty. This will give the Ameri- 
can manufacturer a virtual monopoly of the American market of 
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goods of the cheaper grade and enable him to puta very cheap 
and inferior article in the hands of the laboring masses. 

The cotton-goods merchants of Massachusetts are perfectly sat- 
isfied with the cotton schedule of the Wilson Act. 

CUTLERY. 

As this increased tax is levied upon the cheaper grades, it is very 
easily seen that the poor man again will be the one to suffer. 

In 1890 the importations of eutlery were $2,532,437, and in 1896 
they were $2,158,238, showing that the American product, which 
is 60 per cent of the consumption, is all the time holding its own; 
yet under the present bill the duty is very materially increased, 
as the following table will show: 


tive schedule of prices under the Wilson, McKinley, and proposed 
ice rie N ede 


Wilson. |McKinley.| Dingley. 


80.85 80.97 $1.17 
85 07 1.67 
185 197 2.17 

131 1.74 1.98 

1.63 1.65 2.14 

1.81 1.74 2.48 
1.68 2.17 2.82 

1.81 1.7% 2.98 

1.68 2.17 8.82 

1.68 2.17 2.82 

1.68 2.17 3.57 

1.68 217 407 
2.68 3.10 3.05 
2.52 3.00 8.47 
4.15 4.98 4.63 
7.30 9.39 9.09 
4.25 5.17 5.2 
4.07 8.62 6.65 
9.27 11.27 11.08 


The tax on the importation of degras is an attempt to use 
another kind of oil in the preparation of leather and is nothing 
else than a tax upon the domestic consumer of boots and shoes. 
The rate exacted by this bill is one-half cent a pound, or $2 per 
cask. 

Some of the manufacturers use thousands of barrels a year, and 
this tax will either necessitate a discharge of their workmen or a 
reduction of wages. : : ATE 

If this tax is passed I have not the slightest doubt that it will 
cause an immense decrease in the tion of manufactures of 
leather and a consequent decrease in the number of men employed 
in the leather-manufacturing business. 

FRUIT AND VEGETABLES. 

A great injustice has been done to the fruit business, and a 
hardship imposed upon the poor people by the increased duty upon 
fruit. The present duty upon oranges and lemons amounts to 
about 23 cents a box, and it has been increased under this bill to 
about 70 cents per box. ; ; : 

Owing to the recent destruction of the Plorida groves there is 
but one State producing any considerable amount of this com- 
modity—California. The total output of that State last year was 
about 300,000 boxes, while the importation from Sicily alone was 
nearly 3,000,000 boxes. > 

Inasmuch as a lemon tree takes nearly ten years to grow, it 
would take California a great length of time to produce a sufficient 

uantity. ; 
z It is practically the same story in regard to oranges, and this 
increased duty not only means an additional cost of 6 to 8 cents a 
dozen on lemons and oranges to poor people, but is an unjust and 
unnecessary blow at the green-fruit business, : 

The old McKinley rate of 40 cents per bushel has been levied 
upon onions, an increase of 100 per cent over the rate enacted by 
the Wilson bill on this diet of the poor. > 

Inasmuch as hardly any greater quantity was imported under 
the lower duties of the Wilson bill than was imported. under the 
McKinley bill, it follows that the old duty of 20 cents per bushel is 
amply sufficient to furnish proper protection to the American 
farmer. Especially is this increased duty to be deplored because 
the foreign onion arrives here early in the spring and early sum- 
mer, before the native onions are put upon the market. 

It can thus readily be seen that the only effect of this duty will 
be to furnish additional revenue to the Government out of the 
pockets of the poor people, who are the purchasers and consumers 
of onions, ; 

FLOOR MATTINGS. 

Another item in which the poor man’s interest is protected is 
shown in the schedule relating to mattings for floors, and used 
entirely by the poor people. i 

During 1896 ma for floors were imported to the amount 
of nearly $3,000,000, and they were admitted free of duty, and 
many a poor man was enabled to beautify and cleanse his home 
by placing one of these mats upon his floor. 


Under the beneficent provision of the Dingley bill a duty of 50 
per cent is levied, which will make this tax practically a prohibi- 
tive one, and this poor man, if he wishes a covering for his floor; 
will be compelled to pay exorbitant prices for cheap woolen car- 
pets or else go without any. 

TRON. 

The following table shows that manufacturing industries have 

been benefited by the operation of the Wilson bill: 


cent. 


SUGAR SCHEDULE. 
One of the most surprising things in connection with the 5 
osed bill is the increased protection given the sugar trust. e 
uty on raw sugar has been increased three-fourths of a cent per 
from nine-tenths to 1.63 cents, while the duty on refined 


In the ten years of its existence the sugar trust has taken from the people 
of the United States $97,040,000 in the are of excessive profits. 


stead of being satisfied with such a return, the sugar trust has, during that 
Period, divided the enormous sum o 000 in profits alone. 
e su 


trust can keep on doing this for 8 years, which is less than 
the allotted span of one man's life, it will have collected more toll from the 
American people than there was money in circulation in the entire country 


last year. 
These startling facts can be proved from the testimony which has been put 
in before the New York hI tive committee that is now investigating t 


and from ny that mainly been given by the sugar magnates them- 


ves. . 

Both Henry O Havemeyer, the president of the sugar trust, and John E. 
Searles, the secretary and treasurer, testified under oath that the annual 
output of refined sugar by the trust was 1,200,000 tons, or 2,400,000,000 pounds 


a year. 

8 O. Havemeyer testified that in the year 1886, the year before the 
sugar trust was or; the margin of profit to the sugar refiner was .58 
of cent a pound. This would make the annual profit on an output of 2,400,- 
000,000 pounds bmg tenes or S139. 200.000 in the ten years. 

Called upon the committee to furnish a statement which would show 
the margin of profit to the refiners (the sugar trust) from 1887, the year of 
its organization, to the present year, Mr. vemeyer gave a table which 
ee that ane profit margin has ranged from .673 of a cent a pound to 1.80 
cents a pound. 

By striking an average on Mr. Havemeyer's is Phy, as to the margin of 
wer t during the ten years, and multiplying it by 2,400,000,000 pounds, which 

th Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. Searles swore was the average output of the 
trust, it is shown that the dy, rofits per year earned by the sugar trust 
have been $73,624,000, or $238,240, the ten years. 

Had the sugar trust not been organized, and had the sugar refiners con- 
tinued to compete with each other on a margin of . 58 of a cent profit, as the 
did before the organization of the monopoly, the r consumers woul 
therefore have saved $9,704,000 a K or $97,040,000 in the ten years 

Mr. Havemeyer has testifled t the number of laboring men who were 
thrown out of employment by the closing down of refineries that followed the 
organization of the sugar trust — . — have been as high as 1,500. Others have 
testified that the number of men deprived of work was more than 10,000. 
From all the testimony it seems reasonable to figure on the basis that not less 
than 5,000 men who were working in sugar refineries that went out of business 
when the trust organized lost their places and have not been able to ind em- 
pene in that industry since. e workingmen in sugar refineries are 
well paid, as their labors are of the most trying character. < 
TO 


The 5,000 men who lost their work in the refineries th h the organiza- 


tion of the trust certainly averaged not less than $2? a day e making a total 
of $10,000 a day for them all. Working three hundred days a year on this 
is, those 5,000 men would have earned a total of $3,000,000 a year in wages, 


or $30,000,000 for the ten years. 
eodore Havemeyer, the vice-president of the trust, said that one of the 
objects of its organization was to prevent ‘illegal combinations of organized 
labor.“ There is no contention that the 5,000 men who lost their places when 
3 trust was o i constituted “ an illegal combination of organized 
ba aaa 


They were deprived of a means of earning their livelihood because it was 
the policy of the sugar trust to shut down refineries and swell profits by cur- 
tailing production. 

In 55 of the new tariff bill, which is expected to go 
into effect y 1, imposing a duty of 1 cent and upward per 
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und on all sugars imported into the United States, the sugar 
importers are actively engaged in buying up all available sugar 
for prompt shipment to this country in an effort to get the com- 
modity into the market without paying to the Government the 
new tax. 

The differential duty on sugar under the 1 
the amount allowed under the existing law, and with the practical 


bill is twice 


Prohibition of the importation of French and German t- root 
sugars. By the imposition of acounteryailing duty on sugar from 
bounty-paying countries, it places the sugar monopoly in a much 
stronger position to wring untold millions from the pockets of 
the American people. 

TOBACCO SCHEDULE. 


The tobacco manufacturers are very loud in their protests 
against an increase on fillers and wrappers, and with good reason. 

It seems to me that a great injustice is being done by the sched- 
ule increasing the duties on tobacco wrappers and fillers. 

Over 100,000 persons are engaged in the manufacture of cigars 
in this country, and according to the reports the industry is the 
twelfth largest in the country, with an annual output of $129,- 
000,000. 

It is impossible, on account of soil and climatic conditions, to raise 
these gradles of tobacco, such as are known as Habana and Sumatra, 
in this country. 

Already is 5 5 Government receiving about one-fifth of the sell - 
ing price of cigars as revenue. 

tt is conceded by all interested that the following amount of to- 
bacco is necessary to produce 1,000 cigars: 


The proposed bill would increase this amount $6.05, making a 
total revenue to the Government, of $18.40 on each 1,000 cigars, 
which is a little less than one-third of the oe price. 

The rates on fillers are even higher than the McKinley bill. 

On the manufactured article the proposed bill increases the tariff 
50 cents per pound, or 12} per cent, while on the fillers the increase 
is about 90 per cent. 

The proposed schedule in the bill, instead of protecting the in- 
dustry in the United States, will have one of two effects: It will 
either destroy the industry in the United States in the interest of 
foreign manufacturers, or will reduce the wages of those engaged 
in making cigars to meet the increased cost of raw material. 

Another objection to the tobacco schedule lies in the fact that 
packages which do not contain more than 15 per cent of leaves 
zuſtabfe for cigar wrappers are admitted at the rate of 65 cents 

per pound. As the regular rate on wrappers is $2 per pound, 
it is very easily seen that the dealers, on every bale of tobacco 
N into this country, can bring in 15 per cent of wrapper 
tobacco at a rate of 65 cents, and thus defraud the Government 
of many thousands of dollars. : 

This fraud was sanctioned and first put into operation by a de- 
cision of the General Board of Appraisers under the McKinley law, 
and has done more to lessen confidence in public administration 
boards than any other act in the history of this Government. 

While there is a difference of opinion among manufacturers and 
the employees in the trade on many questions, it is the unanimous 
opinion among all engaged in the industry, whether employer or 
employee, that this schedule is both unjust and unwise, and is 
destructive to the best interests of the trade. They can not afford 
to have any changes in the schedule that will increase the cost on 
raw material, for they sincerely believe that if any is made, it will 
increase the large number of unemployed already in the trade. 

It is well understood in the trade that the Habana filler, which 
is the only filler that is imported, is essential for the use of the 
American tobacco. 5 

If the purpose of the Dingley bill is, as it is claimed for it, to be 
a protection for American industry, the tobacco schedule is one in 
conflict with the claim and the purpose of the bill, as it is neither 
protective nor beneficial to the employer or the employee. 

In-view of these facts, should this proposed increase of duty be 
made on filler tobacco, the cigar manufacturers will be compelled 
to reduce the cost by reducing the quality, which means substitu- 
tion of inferior domestic tobacco in place of Habana. And to 
make a cut in the quality sufficiently large to cover the proposed 
increased duty would be a serious matter for the manufacturer; 
it would seem that a reduction in wages would become a necessity. 

Inasmuch as the manufacturer and producer and consumer and 
cigar maker are against this provision of the bill, I can not see 
the justice of the Republican majority in still insisting on this 
unjust and unfair provision. 


WINDOW GLASS. 


The increased tax of 22} per cent on window glass is not ex- 
pected to fill the poor man’s cup with joy, inasmuch as it adds so 


much more to cost of construction of his little home without any 
compensating advantage. If he is not able to own a home, it 
means increased rent to the landlord. 

Over $1,000,000 is expected to be wrung from the pockets of 
the poor man by increased duties on lumber, and, although the 
T has been a long and weary one for the ordinary laboring 
man to pursue in the past in the obtaining of sufficient means 
to build a dwelling to cover his wife and little ones, under the 
operation of the present law his burden is doubled, 

RUBBER GOODS. ; 

The Boston Rubber Shoe Company a few weeks ago reduced 
prices 12 to 16 por cent. Inspeaking of this matter a few days ago 
toa member of the trust, a reporter said: “It was said last year 
that the raw rubber was high, hence the high prices. How is that 
going to be this year?” Still high. The great demand for bicycle 
tires, which takes a high-grade rubber, keeps the supply short.” 
But still they can reduce the price 12 to 16 per cent. 

Now, showing the enormous profits the trust received the past 
few years, Para rubber, which brought 75 cents per pound a year 
ago, now brings 82 cents. It seems inexplicable that, with raw 
rubber 8 canna Dor pound dearer than it was a year ago, prices 
could be redu 15 per cent. 

The same condition of affairs was developed a short while ago 
when the steel trust reduced the price of steel rails almost 30 per 
cent, although there was no appreciable difference in the price of 
the raw product. 

The enormous profits wrung from the pockets of the American 
8 by the sugar trust, by the rubber trust, by the steel. rail 
pos by the Standard Oil monopoly, by the coal barons, are now to 

multiplied by other combinations of capital and wealth to be 
fostered and protected by the Dingley bill. 

Almost every speaker on the Republican side of the House dur- 
ing this debate has dwelt upon the fact that during the admin- 
istration of the Republican party the past thirty years the coun- 
try has passed through an unexampled period of prosperity. I 
wish to call the attention of the members of that party to the fact 
that the system of finance now in operation in this country and 
so openly condemned as being unfit for a fourth-rate monarchy is 
the product of the Republican party. 

The great and tremendous resources of the American people 
have met and have conquered difficulties in the way of financial 
legislation that would haye undermined the foundations of any 
government on the face of the earth. 

The financial system of this country to-day, which is absolutely 
and solely the product of the Republican party's legislation, has 
been permitted to grow and flourish through a series of patch- 
work experiments in violation of every sound and scientific prin- 
ciple, until to-day it stands before the world as a monument to 
oas 3 and ignorance of ordinary economic and financial 

ths. 

The same disastrous results have occurred in the development 
of our merchant marine under the unwise and illogical legislation 
of the Republican party. 

The amount of imports and exports of merchandise carried in 
American vessels declined from 35 per cent in 1868 to about 12 per 
cent in 1891 while the McKinley bill was in operation. i 

Under the operation of the low Walker t: from 1846 to 1861 
the tonnage of our shipping engaged in foreign trade increased 
from 943,307 tons to 2,496,894 tons, an increase of almost 300 per 
cent, and from 1861 to 1893, under tariff laws which the Republican 
party enacted, we have less than a million tonsengaged in foreign 
trade, showing a loss of two-thirds of our foreign tonnage under 
Republican rule. 

In 1861 American vessels carried 70 per cent of our exports; now 
they carry about 10 per cent. 

One of the principal features of the Wilson bill was that part 
which made provision for the taxation of incomes. 

This part of the bill was deemed unconstitutional by the Supreme 
Court, and by that decision those best able to help pay the expenses 
of the Government were relieved. 


INCOME TAX. 


Iam unable to a with that theory and practice of the Re- 
publican party which refuses to levy taxes upon the wealth of 
the country, and at the same time requiring the toilers and pro- 
ducers of wealth to bear the burdens of the Government. 0 
Democratic party believes in a tax upon incomes, while the Re- 
publican party by its policy believes in taxing the ordinary 
necessities of life. The present bill increases the burden of every 
laboring man in the United States, and under its operation trusts 
and combinations will spring up like mushrooms all over the 
land, adding millions to the coffers of the wealthy and impover- 
ishing and rendering more destitute the laboring man. 

In looking over the history of this country the past thirty years, 
since the Republican party has been in power, the wealth of the 
country has been drifting away from the masses of the people 
into the hands of the few. 
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Adam Smith says: 

j 0 o contribute to the support of the gov- 
3 ! te oe 9 their. 8 abilities; 
that is. in proportion to the revenue which they respectively enjoy under the 
protection of the state. Inthe observation or neglect of maxim consists 
what is called the equality or inequality of taxation. 

In my judgment, the income tax is the only one that fulfills this 
requirement. j 

In the present day, when it seems impossible to reach through 
legislative enactment—either through the State or National Gov- 
ernment—the huge trusts and combinations of capital which are 
monopolizing the profits of trade and l it seems to me a 
very proper and just method of taxation would be to levy tribute 
on the incomes from fortunes and other sources of gigantic wealth. 

Incomes both in number and amount exceed those in Great 
Britain and the increase of wealth has been much more rapid in 
this country. 

I can not see why any party should refuse to place upon wealth 
its fair share of the burdens of taxation, and I can see no reason 
why everyone should not contribute from his means upon terms 
of equality to the support of the Government. 

The income tax levies upon the citizens who have the most 
ability to pa , while relieving that class of citizens who possess 
the least ability to pay. 


PROFITS OF FAVORED INDUSTRIES. 


The harvest that will be enjoyed by the importers of wool and 
woolens, tobacco, lumber, sugar, carpets, and the other articles 
whose price will be 75 enhanced by the new tariff will be 
something unprecedented in the history of the world. 

The profit accruing to the dealers in wool and woolens alone, 
according to the figures of Mr. DINGLEY, will be more than 
$25,000,000, and it is safe to say that the sugar and tobacco trust 
will harvest $25,000,000 more. A 

Allowing $25,000,000 for the other importers who will profit by 
the increased duties, we behold the spectacle of a great party in- 
trusted with responsibility and power by the American people 
allowing favored individuals to deliberately rob the American 
people of $75,000,000. 

uringthe last campaign the Republican orators shouted them- 
selves hoarse at the prospect of the silver trust obtaining increased 
price for their product, but the reward that would have been ob- 
tained by the silver-mine owners if free coinage of silver at 16 to 
1 had obtained would have been insignificant in comparison to the 
immense amount of money wrung from the hard earnings of the 
American people by this bill. 

Some curious features are found in the bill, on close inspection. 
Through the influence of Mr. TAwNEY, of Minnesota, and Mr. 
HorkINs, of Illinois, both members of the committee, binder 
twine, which was taxed seven-tenths of a cent per pound under 
the McKinley law, is placed upon the free list, because immense 
quantities are used by the people in their tive districts. 

Silk dress goods, the clothing of the wealthy, is taxed $2,000,000 
less than under the McKinley bill, while woolen goods, the clothing 
of the poor, is taxed $8,000,000 more. Precious stones, which can 
only be purchased by the wealthy classes, are taxed 51,000, O00 less 
than under the McKinley bill. 

The eloquent gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopRINs] in his open- 
ing remarks upon this bill recited the fact that when the McKinley 

ill went into operation there was not an idle mechanic in the 
country, business failures were uncommon, and prosperity every- 
aac In answer to that statement I wish to submit the fol- 

owing: 

n 1890 the McKinley law went into operation, and note the 
result: 

Under the operation of this act the number of failures rose 
from 10,907, with liabilities aggregating $189,856,964, in 1890, to 
12,273, with liabilities aggregating $189,868,693,in 1891, and the 
conflicts between employersand employees which had theretofore 
culminated only in combats and riots became battles between 
great forces armed with rifle and cannon. The number of failures 
in 1892 was 10,270, while in 1893 it reached the maximum height, 
15,560, with liabilities àggregating $462,000,000, as against assets 
amounting to $262,000,000. 

I will now present a comparison of receipts and expenditures, 
exclusive of postal, for four years, beginning June 30, 1885, and 
ending June 30, 1893; 


CLEVELAND'S (1886 TO 1839). 


Receipts. Expenditures.] Surplus. 
c A A $1, 474, 159, 132 | $1,099, 969,130 8374, 189, 997 
HARRISON'S. 
C7777 | $1, 538, 450, 843 l $1,881, 610, 397 „840, 449 


It will be seen from the foregoing table that during the four years 
of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration the total receipts were $62,291,- 
711 less; the total expenditures, $281,641,258 less, while the surplus 
was $219,349,548 more than during Mr. Harrison’s. Still more im- 
portant facts may be noted bya further examination. Therevenues 
increased every year during Mr. Cleveland's term. beginning with 
$336,439,723 in 1886, and ending with $387,050,058 in 1889, while 
the reverse, with the exception of a single year, is true of Mr. 
Harrison’s. During the latter’s term the revenue fell from $403,- 
080,982 in 1890 to $354;937,785 in 1882, and $385,819,626 in 1893, and 
the surplus revenues from $105,344,496 in 1890 to $2,344,674 the last 
year of his term. 

At the very beginning of Mr. Harrison’s Administration a feel- 
ing of unrest and insecurity began to show itself in financial cen- 
ters, and continued, with slight intervals, to the end of his term. 
During the year 1890 the financial stringency became so great 
that Secretary Windom was compelled to purchase Government 
bonds to the amount of $78,694,850, for which he pee premiums 
amounting to $21,222,894. During the last months of Mr. Har- 
rison’s Administration all sorts of rumors were in circulation. 
The report was current that an issue of bonds had been contracted 
by Secretary Foster in order to protect the gold reserve in the 
Treasury, and but for the assistance of the New York bankers 


such a transaction certainly would have been necessary. He had, 


in fact, pavon orders for the preparation of the plates from which 
the bonds were to be printed. 

It was only by a change in the form of statements and a juggling 
with the funds that Secretary Foster was able to show an apparent 
balance at the end of his term. Under the provisions of an act 
passed by the Fifty-first Congress, the fund in the Treasury for 
the Sei of the national-bank notes was made an asset in- 
stead of a liability. The surplus in the Treasury was in this way 
inflated by the transfer of $54,207,975 from one side of the ledger 
to the other. Not a single cent was by this change added to the 
assets nor a single penny taken from the liabilities, yet there was 
an apparent increase of the surplus of more thar $50,000,000. 

This was the condition when Secretary Carlisle took charge. 
The surplus had been squandered; our gold was being transported 
to Europe at the rate of $12,000,000 a month; the expenditures had 
been increased more than $60,000,000 a year, while the revenues 
had fallen off $18,000,000, and yet he was expected, and the Re- 
paces affect to be surprised that he was not able, to at once 

ully restore public confidence and give prosperity and financial 
stability to every industry and enterprise throughout the country. 

The Democratic party was organized to protect and defend the 
rights of the people and accomplish the greatest good for the 
greatest number. It was coeval with the foundation of the Goy- 
ernment itself, and to-day furnishes the only hope to straggling 
millions of relief from unjust taxation and iniquitous monopoly. 
It believes in that form of political doctrine which establishes and 
enforces local self-government, and is opposed to paternalism and 
to centralization of power in the hands of the few against the 
cag It cherishes the great principles that stand out as the bea- 
con light of the highest civilization, and will ever revere the name 
of Thomas Jefferson, whose mind grasped the great truths of 
organized society when he said: 

Let us found a government where there shall be no extremely rich men 
and no abjectly poor ones. Let us found a government upon the Meines ng 
of the people the equitable distribution of property. Let us make laws 
where there shall be no governmental partnership with favored classes. 
Let us protect all in life, liberty, and property,and say to every Amer- 
ican citizen, with the gifts that God has given you, your bests and brawnand 


energy, work out your own fortunes under a just government and an equal 
jurisprudence. 


poppan on the floor and in the pay, ] 

v . The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, that we need more revenue would 
seem to be so self-evident a . that no man who has by 
accident or design been el to a seat in Congress would dare 
deny it. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND]I who 
has just taken his seat or my colleague upon the committee from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] would take pains some evening to con- 
sult the proprietor of the corner grocery store in the little villages 
in which they live, they would find that experience had taught thi 
man in business that even a small groceryman, running his busi- 
ness for four years, by borrowing at the end of each year sufficient 
capital to keep his head above water, could not forever continue 
in that condition of Porron ma 

Mr. Chairman, in 1890 the Republican majority in both Houses 
of Congress sat down to formulate a tariff bill. Then we had a sur- 
plus and not a deficiency. There was $185,000,000 in the Treasur: 
of the United States, and we had a surplus over expenditures eac 
year sufficient to pay off $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 of the public 
debt. The Republican members of the committee for five long 
months wrestled with the question of reducing the revenue in such 
manner as not to throw down the protection from any American 
industry. It was necessary to reduce the revenue, but above all it 
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was necessary to keep the American citizen at work every day at 
good, honest, American wages. [Applauseon the Republican side. 
had the honor to be one of those eight men to wrestle with tha 
question in 1890, and never for a day since the time the McKinle: 
bill became a law, through good or through evil report, have 


doubted the beneficence of that bill. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] And I was not surprised, Mr. rman, when last fall the 
peop eof this country, the masses of this country, the laboring men 
of this country, rose almost as aman todemand thatthe chairman 
of that committee, whose name the law bore, should be commis- 
sioned by the poe to sit at the head of this nation for the next 
four years. [App use on the Republican side. 

We red e revenue to meet the necessities of the Govern- 
ment. For the first year under that bill we had a surplus of 
$37,000,000. The next yor we had a surplus of $10,000,000; the 
next year $2,000,000, and then a change came over the spirit of the 
dreams of the American people. For some reason I could never 
exactly understand why, the people desired and obtained a change. 
They said it made no difference about the House of Representa- 
tives, if it did go Democratic; that the Senate would stand as a 
bulwark oe any tariff tinkering by the incoming Adminis- 
tration. ey were careless, and bitterly have they ropantod taag 
carelessness in sackcloth and ashes since that fateful day. We 
had a Democrat in the White House, we had a Democratic House 
of Representatives, and finally, on the 4th of March, 1893, it was 
determined that we had a Democratic majority at the other end of 
this Capitol. 

Confidence forsook the people. Business men began to pe 
before the prospect of that Administration. Manufacturers dare 
not make their stock of for the succeeding market, and 
wage earners found that their employment and wages were uncer- 
tain under the new order of gs. There was a prospect of 
lower duties; there was a Lap ge that if merchants could hold 
off their importations they might get them into the country ata 
less rate of duty. Importations ceased. Buying ceased, and 
under the influence of that Administration, which was coming in 
like a black cloud over the industries of this country, they suc- 
ceeded in cutting down the income under the McKinley bill so 
that for the year ending June 30, 1894, there was a deficiency of 
$69,000,000 in the revenue. The revenue had in in the 
prior years, and there is no reason why it should not have in- 

creased in the latter years as the prosperstts the business, and the 

wealth of the country increased; but the revenue was cut off, and 
we found almosta bankrupt Treasury? Why? We did not want 
to hoard money in the Treasury. We did not want to loan it out 
to favored banks, as Mr. Cleveland had done in his Administration. 
The Administration of Mr. Harrison adopted a policy of payin. 
off the public debt, to get rid of the surplus in the Treasury; an 
after we had paid $269,000,000 in his Administration, we turned 
the Treasury over to Mr. Cleveland with $125,000,000 in it and the 
gold reserve of $100,000,000 intact on the 4th of March, 1893. [A 
lause.) Then we began to hear of runs on the Treasury. e 
gan to hear of demand for gold in exchange for greenbacks, 
Business uncertainty increased, and Mr. Cleveland called Con- 
gress together. He said the trouble was with the Sherman Act, 
and we repealed the Sherman Act for him. Iremember very well 
saying then to that side of the House, When you repeal the 
Sherman Act, that will not bring the relief; but if you will pass a 
joint resolution saying that you will not interfere with the tariff in 
the next two years, prosperity will return to this country.” They 
met in regular session in December, 1893, and after months of de- 
liberation—I suppose somewhere about the crypt in the Capitol 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Wilson], the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Breckinridge] brought a ed tariff bill into the 
House. Think of those gentlemen handling a great question that 
had to do with the industries of the country! Why, it has been 
well said that neither of them would recognize an industry if he 
met one in thestreet. [Laughter.] When they got their bill into 
the House, the truth of the assertion appeared in the bill. 
Now, that bill never wasadequate to produce sufficient revenues 
torun this Government. Gentlemen excuseit. Gentlemen say 
that if the Supreme Court had not wiped the income tax out of 
that bill it would have produced sufficient reyenue. Look at it 
fora moment. The bill as it left the House did not impose a sin- 
gle dollar of tariff upon sugar—not a dollar. When it becamelaw 
it im some „000,000 or $29,000,000 on sugar; that was 
added against the advice of those gentlemen in the House and 
against the vote of the House. The gentlemen who prepared the 
bill asked the Treasury Department how much the income tax 
would yield, and the Tre: Department reported to the House 
that it would probably yield $30,000,000. The Senate added 
$29,000,000 revenue on sugar; but the income-tax decision took 
away $30,000,000. 
By what species of figuring do these gentlemen my that if it 
had not been for the loss of income tax they would have had 
sufficient revenue to run the Government? income-tax re- 


turns were nearly all in before the decision of the Supreme Court. 
They were tabulated in the Treasury Department, and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue gave it out as his judgment that 
the entire receipts from the income tax would not be over $15,000,- 
000. Still they say if it had not been for the decision of the Su- 
preme Court we would have had revenue enough under that bill 
tosupport the Government. Why, these gentlemen who have such 
felicity of figuring, no wonder they stand up here and boldly as- 
sert to-day that we do not need any more revenue to run this 
Government. Why not? They say we have $218,000,000 in the 
t How did we get it? They say by the issue of bonds 
which they say we approved. Why, where would you have been 
if it had not been for the issue of bonds? You sold over $262,000,- 
000 in bonds and now you have only $218,000,000 in the Treasury. 

How much would the of the United States have been 
bankrupt, gentlemen, if you had not sold those bonds? Forty- 
four millions of dollars! You say we 22 the sale. When 
vou bankrupted the Treasury, if I had the power I would have 
taken any course, even by the issue of bonds in time of „if 1 
could not do it otherwise, to save the Linge of the United 
States from tey. ud applause. ou say we voted 
for the bond bill. ell, I did, and why? we wanted io 
compel the Cleveland Administration to go into the market and 
borrow the money when they could go on even terms, and not 
wait until they had handed over the Treasury to a syndicate of 
financiers in New York City or elsewhere. [Loud 8 1 
wanted them to issue bonds bearing a certain interest, so t. 
with the unsullied credit of the United States, we could go into 
the markets of the world and borrow our money, as we were 
entitled to do, at the lowest rate of interest. [Applause on the 
Republican side. 

I went even a little further than that, and when the syndicate 
had Mr. Carlisle at its mercy, when he had waited until bank- 
ruptcy the next day stared Treasury in the face, with only 
$40,000,000 of gold in its vaults and gold going ont at the rate of 
almost $20,000,000 daily, and when it a: that by inserting 
the word ‘‘ gold” in the bonds we could save $15,000,000. I did not 
hesitate to vote to put the word ‘‘ gold” in the bonds of the United 
States. PE serene on the Republican side.] But, Mr. Chairman, 
since 1894 we have been accumulating a deficiency every year. 
It was $69,000,000 in 1894; it was $44,000,000, in round numbers, in 
eee was $25,000,000 in 1896, and it is estimated at $65,000,000 
in 

What is the remedy? We can not go on that way forever. 
Gentlemen say, Use the $218,000,000 that we have now.” But 
we propose to reserve $100,000,000 of that money in gold, to re- 
deem the promises of the United States, and we do not propose 
to have a dollar of it go out. [Applause.] Talk about issuing 
bonds! If I had been Secretary of the Treasury, before they got 
the gold reserve down one dollar below $100,000,000 I would have 
sold bonds and kept the reserve at that point all the time. I would 
never have 8 any doubt about it. I would have sold the 
bonds and I would have pao the people of the United States a 
chance to buy those bonds and to save their Treasury from bank- 
ruptcy. 

ne hundred million dollars must be laid aside for the gold fund, 
andit needs $50,000,000 in the Treasury all the time to do the busi- 
ness of the Government of the United States. That leaves you 
$68,000,000 free, and we are running behind at the rate of $65,000,- 
000 a year. And yet gentlemen tell us to sit down supinely and 
nd these $68,000,000; to run on in that way a year longer, and 
then wait for something to turn up in the way of finance! [Laugh- 
ter.] You would go on another year, gentlemen. That is your 
peer Do you want to compel the Government to issue more 
onds? Is that your object? Do you want to break down the 
Treasury of the United States? Is that your p se? If so, then 
I can Gaderer your objections to increasing the revenue of the 
Government. y, the great economist from Missouri [Mr. DE 
ARMOND], a gentleman who lectures and scolds the House in that 
fatherly way of his [laughter], says he would economize to make 
up this deficit of $65,000,000. 

Well, how is he going to economize? Why, he says there are 
clerks in the Departments that are too old to do much work, and 
he would turn them out to die and get others to take their pier 
to do more work, and in that way would save money to the Treas- 
ury. [Laughter.] The other day I met my old friend from West 
Virginia, the late Postmaster-General, and in the course of con- 
versation he remarked that there were just two clerks in that 
great Post-Office Department who were superannuated and not 
able to earn their salaries—only two. Whatahole that would fill 
up in this sixty-five-million-dollar deficit! [Laughter.] Suppose 
we got two clerks, on an average, out of the other Departments. 
Just think of it, what a lot of money we would save in that way! 
rr eee Then the gentleman wants to cut down the pension 
roll of the United States in order to economize. I want to say to 
the gentleman from Missouri that so long as there is a spirit of 


patriotism and gratitude in the hearts of the American people, no 
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hand will cut down that pension roll except the hand of death, and 
the gentleman from Missouri will never be allowed to become an 
ally of that grim hand. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 
So it seems we are forced to raise more revenue. But they say 
if we are forced to raise more revenue we are going to raise too 
much of it. They say we had a deficit of only $25,000,000 in 1896, 
and we ought not to provide for more than $25,000,000 increase 
of revenue in this bill. Well, Mr. Chairman, we did not haveany 
more deficiency than that in 1896, but since then things have hap- 
pened. [Laughter.| The great Post-Office Department is in- 
creasing its e ditures at the rate of ten or twelve million dol- 
a year, and we have to pay eleven and a half millions every 
year in interest on the bonds that their Democratic Administration 
issued in time of peace, because compelled to do so by their Wilson- 
Gorman tariff act. [Applause on the Republican side.] We 
must have more money. The proof is in the result this year, dur- 
ing which, up to the time this bill was reported to the House of 
Representatives, we were falling behind every day, and it looked 
asif we were to have a deficiency of more than $65,000,000 this 


ear. 
7 It is true that the importers then got frightened and hustled to get 
their goods out of bond. It is true that nearly every day since 
this Congress came together there has been a surplus of receipts 
over expenditures, and the deficiency may not reach $65,000,000 
this year, but it will be at the e of the revenues for next 
year. Suppose we had done as Mr. Cleveland did; suppose we had 
ignored the tariff question this year, and Congress had not come 
together until December. Is thereany saneman who believes that 
the deficiency would be less than $65,000,000? 

But they say we propose to raise $113,000,000. How do they 
make that out? Why, they figure upon the only thing we have 
to figure upon, namely, the importations for the year 1896, the 
last year of importations, and if the same amount of the same 
kinds of goods should come in aar 75 the next year and should 
pay the new rates of duty, we would have an increase of revenue 
of 811.000, 000. But who supposes that it will be so? 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means estimates 
it at $75,000.000 for the first year, but I think his estimate is too 
high. Perhaps he thought this bill would go to the White House 
sooner than it will, and that we might save the two or three mil- 
lions of revenue which is lost every week that this bill is delayed 
in its passage into law. If we get $65,000,000 the first year, I shall 
be more than satisfied, because that will make both ends meet in 
Uncle Sam’s Treasury in the fiscal year 1898. [Applause.] When 
the normal condition of things comes about, we shall have an in- 
crease of revenue; we shall have the good old Republican times, 
when we can look every man in the face and say, Our country 
pays every debt as it comes along.” aster 

What are we going to do with the nce? hy, sir, if that 
balanceshould amount to$50,000,000 a year, it would take more than 
five years to put the public debt back to where it was when the Cleve- 
land Caeni cama upon the country the last time. [Laughter and 
applause. e shall have enough use for our money. And then 
when all that is done, I will suggest a little later a method by which 
the revenue will be reduced. It would seem as if at present the 
condition of the Treasury called for more money. 

This bill has another purpose—to encourage American industry. 
Is there any need of arguing that question in this country in this 
year 1897? Of course, in 1890, when we were dealing with a gen- 
eration of people who had not seen the workings of a Democratic 
tariff, this was a question for fair, legitimate argument. We had 
to appeal to reason; and some men are very insensible to fas 
to reason. We had to appeal to the past; and some men do not 
like to look back at the past and draw a lesson from it. They 
have to get their lessons from hard, everyday experience. But 
when something is rubbed into a man by bumping up against a 
fact, he never forgets it as long as he lives. In 1892 the American 
people came up short against the great fact of Democracy: and 
there is not a man living who will ever forget the lesson he then 
learned. Yes, it was necessary to argue for protection once; but 
it is not necessary now except to appeal to every man’s personal 
individual ience, ; s 

We are all protectionists now. Why, our Democratic friends 
are trying to prove that the Wilson bill is a protective measure in 
order to defend it. [Laughter.] How many a Democrat—nay, 
how many thousands of Democrats have said during the 
year that they had come to the conclusion that the Republican 

arty was right, and that as long as we are obliged to raise revenue 
by taxation, we should raise it in such a way as to protect the 
industries and the industrious of the United States. [Applause.] 
So we have been looking into this question for the past three 


months. We have been hunting around for protection as well as 
revenue. Wherever we saw something that we thought ought to 
produce revenue, we did not hesitate to go after it; and where we 
saw something that our people could just as well produce in the 
United States as 
opportunities for la 


peu anywhere else in the world, with equal 
bor, we sought to equalize those opportuni- 


ties for labor by means of the Dingley bill, and I think we have 
succeeded. [Applause.] 

They say that we have in this bill a high ad valorem—57 per 
cent on the whole bill. That seems to be about the fact, taking 
the unit of value of 1896. According to the value of the goods as 
they were entered at the custom-house, it amounts to 57 per cent. 
But if it be true, as asserted by the revenue officers and as appears 
by comparison with custom-house values of 1893, that from 10 to 
25 per cent of undervaluation enters into the importation of these 
foreign goods on account of the abortive ad valorem rates of the 
Wilson bill, then we have not a 57 per cent rate in this bill, or 
even 50 per cent; it comes down to about 43 per cent. 

But that is not all. We have been looking after agriculture. 
And it always amuses me to hear a Democrat talking about the 
agricultural schedule of a tariff bill. There seems to be something 
init small enough for the culiber of the Democratic mind to grasp, 
soour Democratic friends goafter these small things. [Laughter.] 
Sometimes you hear them, in discussing the free list, talk deri- 
sively above divi-divi. None of them imagine that divi-diviis a 
vegetable and that its extract is used in tanning; that it does not 
grow here, and in order to encourage itsimportation for this pur- 
pose it has been on the free list for the last hundred years. en 
they talk about manna. They do not seem to know that mamma 
comes only from the sap of the ash tree in Sicily and is valuable as 
a medicine. Why, sir, if they would only buy a cheap pocket 
dictionary and study up these little questions, they would not have 
so much to say about manna and divi-divi and similar things in 
the tariff bill. 

But they always light on wheat and corn and rye and oats and 
buckwheat; they talk about the duty on them and ask Are there 
any importations of wheat?” My friend from Missouri [Mr. 
DockERY], answering this question the other day, said, ‘‘None, 
except for seed wheat;” and then he immediately took up his 
statistics and began to read the number of barrels of flour that 
were imported into the country. I wondered whether Farmer 
Dockery sowed flour for seed. [Laughter.] 

On wheat and corn and buckwheat and similar products every 

arty has puta tariff duty for the last fifty years. And when our 
iends on the other side framed the Wilson bill—when they came 
in here and talked about “free raw material”—they were mighty 
careful to keep a protective tariff on every one of these items— 
wheat, corn, rye, buckwheat, etc. There have been no importa- 
tions, because there has been a tariff that prevented importations; 
that is all. 8 le out there in Missouri do not seem to know 
where the Ca: n border is; they do not know how many hun- 
dred miles of Canadian border and lake border run along New 
York and Ohio and Indiana and Michigan and Wisconsin; and I 
might extend the remark clear to where the sun sets. 
r. PEARCE of Missouri. I hope my friend will make an ex- 
ception in favor of some of us from Missouri. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Thank Heaven, we have to make an exception 
dein when we talk about Missouri. The light has broken 
there, Heretofore, while we have had just as good Republicans 
and just as intelligent men there for the last thirty years as any 
other State has produced, Missouri did not have sense enough to 
send them to Congress until these latter days. [A pplause:] 

Now, wheat, corn, and all these other articles can be brought in 
from Canada, unless we keep them out by a proper duty. But 
the thing that struck my friend from Missouri hardest was the 
fact that we propose in this bill a duty on milk. And the gentle- 
man from Kansas, the t leader of the Populist party—I do 
not know but that he is first lieutenant, as he was not nominated 
for Speaker (I sometimes get mixed about those things)—grew 
gare hilarious when he spoke about the duty on milk. Now, if 

e gentleman from Kansas would only look beyond the confines 
of his own district, if he could only realize that this is a great big 
country, and the milch cows of Kansas do not wander all over the 
pastures of the United States, he would learn something about 
this duty on milk. Mr. Chairman, I live in an agricultural dis- 
trict. Three-fourths of my constituents earn their living by fol- 
lowing the plow. I know something about the farming business 
up there. I have been somewhat of a farmer myself. 

In my district, over 300 miles from the city of New York, and 
more than that from the city of Philadelphia, two trains leave 
every day on each of two railroads—one bound for New York and 
one for Philadelphia—and tioy do not carry anything except 
milk, which is distributed in those cities, 300 miles off. Right 
across the border is Canada, and our Canadian brethren are 
yearning to get at the market in these two cities—that is to say, 
they did yearn prior to 1894, when the Wilson-Gorman bill took 
effect; but since then that act has shut off so many industries in 
these cities and the e are so much out of employment 
that they are compelled to drink water, and can not have milk in 
their families, and as a consequence notso much milk is sold, and 
our Canadian brethren do not yearn so much as formerly. But 
they are still anxious to get into this country under this Dingley 
bill—under a new dispensation—to sell their milk in these markets, 
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Now, the gentleman from Kansas has probably traveled as far 
as Chicago, but he did not know that they drink milk there. 
11 and applause on the Republican side.] His investiga- 

ions did not go that far. He did not know that the Canadians 
were ready to bring their milk into the Chicago market in com- 
petition with our own producers. I would like some one to tell 
me why we should not produce all the milk for all of the babies 
in the United States right at home? [Laughter and applause. ] 

But now let us goa little further. There ure some things in 
this icultural schedule to which reference has been made. 
Why, I looked over the bill the other day and saw the items that 
we have put a duty on that did not have any duty at all under the 
Wilson bill. There were oat hulls, cabbages, cider, green peas, 
tallow, and wool that were on the free list under the Wilson bill 
which we have transferred to the dutiable list here, But on 
everything else of agricultural products they put a duty. The 
trouble was they put that deceitful ad valorem duty on, and 
when they came to introduce the articles into the United States, 
the market value fell so low that the duty did not amount to any- 
thing, and so 217,112 head of cattle were imported from Mexico 
into Kansas and other States. So we went to work with a specific 
cure for that sort of business and put on a duty of so mucha head 
on: cattle to protect the stock-raising industry of this country. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

ow, cabbages look like a small thing toput aduty on. Down 
here in the market a couple of months ago I saw some crates filled 
with cabbages and marked on the outside From Germany.” 
Cabbages coming from Germany! Great heavens! Can we not 
raise all the cabbages we want here? [Laughter and applause.] 
Should we not raise all of them? What isthe use of sending away 
ee a year to buy cabbages in Germany when we can raise them 

ere? 

Well, that is only one of these items. Icannot go through them 
all, because I have not the time. I simply want to say that we 
went over the other agricultural products of the country and pro- 
tected them, and propose that our agricultural friends shall have 
a big ade of the American market. [Applause on the Repub- 

can side. 

Now, if we had not put duties on agricultural products, and had 
left such luxuries as wines and spirits where the Wilson bill put 
them, the 9 ad valorem of the bill on the importations of 1896, 
and the fraudulent valuations under the law of 1894 would have 
been less than 41 per cent. Take out wools, take out the agricul- 
tural p phs, take out tobacco, take out wines and spirits, 
and it reduces the ad valorem to 41 per cent. We put aduty—the 
McKinley duty, we restored that—of $2 a pound on tobacco wrap- 
pers. Why? In the first place, because we needed the revenue, 
and we must have it; and in the second place, we wanted to pro- 
tect the farmers who raise tobacco in seventeen of the States of 
this Union. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We increased it on fillers. Why? In 1890 we drew a proposi- 
tion so plain that we thought that even a general appraiser, 
when he read it, could understand it. [Laughter. e pro- 
posed to have a duty of $2 a pound on tobacco the bale of which 
contained any wrapper whatever; but they repealed the law in 
the Board of General Appraisers and said it did not apply to the 
Cuban tobacco or to the Mexican tobacco, and they let them come 
in at 35 cents a pound. Now, it appears that the Habana tobacco, 
every bale of it, has an average of about 15 per cent of wrapper 
leaf, and we wanted that 15 per cent to pay an adequate duty. 
We had put the 8 leaf coming from other countries at 82 
a pound and we found that 15 per cent of $2 was just 30 cents, 
so we added that to the 35 cents and we permitted this Habana 
tobacco and the Mexican tobacco to come in at 65 cents a pound, 
in the interest of the revenue and in the interest of the tobacco 
growers of the United States. 

Well, we did not get revenue enough yet, so we examined the 
sugar question. The people of this country seem to have a sweet 
tooth, as the saying is. e consume more sugar per capita than 
any other nation that the sun shines upon. Why, we consume 
2,100,000 tons of sugar a year, and the entire sugar production of 
the world is only about 7,000,000 tons. We thought that was a 
good item upon which to raise revenue, 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] got up herethe other 
day and read a few words from a speech which I made here in 
1890 on the McKinley bill, and I thought from the enthusiasm 
with which it was greeted on that side of the House he might 
have done better if he had read the whole speech in his time in- 
stead of indulging in remarks of his own. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] What was that quotation which he read? y, I stated 
that the duty on sugar was purely arevenue duty, and that where a 
duty was posly a revenue duty it was added to the price, and the 
consumer to pay it. I had supposed the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee unders that fact before, but he happened to stumble on 
it the other day as a novel proposition, and so he read it from my 
remarks, read it from the remarks of the chairman of the commit- 
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tee [Mr. DINGLEY], and from the report of the then chairman of 
the committee, who is now the President of the United States. 

I want to state the proposition again. I do not want any Demo- 
crat to have any dispute or trouble about it. Where we do not 
produce an article in the United States, or produce a very small 
proportion, like 10 or 12 per cent, when we put a duty on that 
article it becomes a reyenue duty purely. Such a duty raises the 
price almost to the full extent of the duty, and the consumer has 
to pay it; but when you put a duty on an article that we can pro- 
duce in the United States and put on duty enough to allow our 
people to go into the business, immediately 5 takes place 
and the universal Yankee mind is out for àn invention to try to find 
some way to make it more . and the price of the article is 
cheapened in the American market until it gets away down below 
the former price, and very often away down [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 

_ Now, do not make any mistake about my position on that ques- 
tion. We wanted to raise more revenue on sugar. We found 
that this Wilson ad valorem bill raised $29,000,000 some years, and 
then it was a dispute whether it was going to raise $22,000,000 or 
$27,000,000 the next Biru and we wanted a definite revenue from 
sug: Besides all that, we believe in a specific duty. Why, we 
believe with every ather nation on the footstool, except Turkey, 
that a specific duty is the 1 duty. We believe, as my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzELL] has shown, with every Secre- 
tary of the ury of the United States down to the last Admin- 
istration, that duties should be specific to prevent fraud. We be- 
lieve with everybody except the incompetent gentlemen who engi- 
neered the Wilson bill and the unspeakable Turk, who to-day in- 
sists upon an ad valorem duty. [Applause.] So we made it a 
specific duty. We wanted to raise more revenue. We wanted to 
raise $50,000,000, and we found that, beginning at 75-degree sugar 
at a cent a pound and worming up, we could raise that revenue. 

Now, the gentlemen upon the other side do not even seem to 
know that a degree in sugar means a degree of purity, and that 
75° means 75 cent of saccharine strength, and so on for 
every degree. They do not seem to have understood that, and 
they have been confused in their figures. So it was a most 
amusing spectacle to see the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN} trying to figure out the differential on sugar the other 
day. . The chairman of the committee asked him a question. He 
said: ‘‘ Yon do not mean to deceive the people?“ I do not know 
where the chairman of the committee got his warrant for making 
that assertion [laughter], but that is what he said You do 
not mean to deceive the people. Now give us your figures.“ The 
gentleman from Tennessee was in a hopeless state of collapse, and 
he said: “I will read the figures.“ So he read them from his 
paper, and I want to say that he did not understand them him- 
self, and no member of the House understood them when he had 
concluded the reading. 

Take 96-degree sugar, and the duty in this bill is $1.63 on a hun- 
dred pounds. A hundred pounds of 96-degree sugar will produce 
92 pounds of refined sugar. Four pounds of it is waste, a foreign 
substance. Four pounds of it hasa saccharine strength that they 
can not refine by any process yet invented, that goes into the shape 
of molasses, and it is useful for nothing else. So that when you 
refine your hundred pounds of 96-degree sugar you get 9? pounds 
of ee sugar, The duty on 92 pounds is $1.725, or 1.875 cents 
per pound. 

Now, the differential duty on the 100 pounds of 98- degree sugar 
and the 92 pounds of refined sugar which it produces is 94 cents, or 
one-tenth of a cent per pound. That is all the differential there 
is in it. It is not more than one-eighth. It is less than one-eighth 
when you come to figure out the number of pounds that you get 
out of 100 pounds of 96-degree sugar. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] said there was more differential here than 
in the bill of 1894, and T think my young friend from Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson] also followed him in the assertion. What a stu- 
eaten proposition that is to submit to gentlemen who have 

earned addition, subtraction, division, and the multiplication 
table. aughter.] What was the duty in the Wilson bill? Fort 
per cent on all sugars, which means 40 per cent of duty on 
under 16 Dutch standard of color, and 40 per cent on all over 16 
Dutch standard of color. When that bill became a law, the differ- 
ence in the price of 100-degree sugar under 16 and refined sugar was 
about three-fourths of I cent a pound, and the differential between 
raw and refined on the 40 per cent of duty was three-tenths of a 
cent per pound, or 30 cents per hundred; and they added one-eighth 
of a cent, which is 12} cents a hundred added to the 30 cents, and 
you have over four-tenths of a cent per pound differential on the 
8 


low the duty. 


me one has said in the course of this debate, if I remember 
rightly—at least it is in the views of the minority that this bill 
favors trusts. I would like to have some gentleman tell me what 


trust, what combination of capital, was interfered with by the 
Wilson bill. Can you think of any? Is there a single one about 
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which you have been declaiming for the last ten years that was 
interfered with by the Wilson bill? Oh, you destroyed the busi- 
ness of individuals. You sent small corporations into the hands 
of the receivers by the hundreds; but where is there a trustin the 
United States during all these years of depression, of loss, of ruin, 
that has failed to pay its regular dividend on all the watered stock 
of the corporation? [Loud 7 5 7 Was there any sugar trust 
when your committee in 1894 put four-tenths of a cent a pound 
differential on sugar? I know the price of sugar has declined 
since then, and that for the last six months the difference in price 
on that 100° under No. 16 Dutch standard and that above is 1s, 6d. 
on the hundredweight (112 pounds), or about 34 cents a hundred; 
40 per cent on this 34 cents would equal 13} cents a hundred; this 
added to your 12} cents will make 26 cents a hundred differential 
duty, or a little over one-fourth of a cent a pound for the last six 
months against one-eighth in this bill. 

Now, if you had started out with one-fourth of a cent a pound, 
you would have not been open to so much criticism. There 
would have been no concealment.. Of course there has been an 
advance in the method of refining sugar in the last three or four 
years; and yet they have advanced on the other side, too. Gen- 
tlemen talk very glibly about the cost of refining sugar, on the 
hundred pounds; and still I think I have tried to examine into 
that miele gee in the last nine years as much as any member of this 
House at least, and I can not tell the cost of it. As near as I can 
get at it, the average is 35. to 40 cents a hundred. I think some 
sugar of high degree, with little waste, may come down to 30 or 
even 27 cents a hundred. They talk about it being a prent deal 
less. Well, it isin Germany, and I will tell you why. ey take 
beet su from the grinding of the beet through a single process 
in the factory, and wash them, not refine them as we do here, 
and they save enormously by that process, They save in the 
labor, they save in the waste, because in the beet sugar there is a 
certain that is a very small per cent, but it has such chemical 
properties that it takes up to itself a certain portion of the sugar, 
and there is five times as much waste of saccharine strength on 
account of that ash as the ash itself represents. So that we can 
not refine this beet sugar without this loss averaging about 5 per 
cent. But in Germany they wash them. There is no chemical 

rocess; the ash is washed out and the sugar remains, So there 
isa great difference between the two countries in respect to the 
cost of refining sugar. 

Now, we went at the sugar question with the idea in view to 
put on sufficient duty to give us enough revenue and at the same 
time to enable us to raise sugar in this country. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] We knew it was no use to put on a duty of 
a cent anda half a pound on raw sugar and do as a gentleman from 
Chicago Ay soa tome we ought to do—let refined sugar come in 
free. We knew that would not proar anybody, because, as I 
told him, it would simply cause the refining to be done abroad, 
and every pound of sugar that we used in this country would 
come in free, and that would not only fail to build up the sugar 
industry here, but it would not give us any revenue. 

We went at the question solely. with the view of finding out what 
duty was necessary to proteo the honest sugar refiner in the 
United States and to give him just that differential duty, and, in o 
judgment, we do not give him a fraction of a farthing more. e 
wanted to build up the sugar industry of the United States, and 
it would do no good to put a duty on raw sugar and allow the 
other kinds to come in ata less rate of duty, so we made up this 
sugar schedule as it stands. Our friends on the other side com- 
plain that we took off the duty on rnga in 1890 and gave the sugar 
growers a bounty. So we did. hy? Because we were then 
seeking to decrease the revenue, and, knowing that sugar was one 
of the articles in most universal use, we thought that when we 
took off the duty we ought to encourage the production of Amer- 
ican sugar by a bounty. 

We knew that the people of Louisiana had been working hard 
for years to build up the industry, working with more zea! than 
wisdom, because if they had had as much wisdom as they had 
zeal, they would have sent men to represent them in the Congress 
of the United States who believed in a protective law that would 

rotect all the interests of this country and not simply sugar. 
tsaa applause on the Republican side.] Wehope that the Repre- 
sentatives of Louisiana are wiser to-day and willsupport this bill. 
We did not want to destroy that Louisiana industry in 1890, and, 
furthermore, the hope was held out that we might raise beets 
for making sugar in twenty States of the Union. If we could do 
that, there was no reason why we should not produce as much 
beet sugar in this country as they produce in Germany or in 
France. So we gave the sugar growers a bounty, saying, asI said 
then in my speech, that if it should result in developing the in- 
dustry we would still protect it, even if it became necessary to go 
back to a tariff on sugar. 

Well, it did develop the industry. The production increased 
from 2,000 tons of beet sugar in 1889 to 37,000 tons in 1896, not- 


withstanding the Wilson-Gorman bill and the repeal of the bounty. 
The product increased in Louisiana from 200,000 tons in 1890 to 
817,000 tons in 1896, notwithstanding the Wilson-Gorman Act. 
There is a bright outlook for sugar in this country, as there is for 
many an item in this bill, We embarked in the tin-plate business 
in 1890, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has 
reminded you. This year in this bill we have embarked in the 
linen business. [Loud applause.] We can raise flax in this coun- 

. Our Democratic friends said that we could not weave it; 
that it was necessary to have a moist temperature, a moist climate, 
like that of Ireland; but some ingenious Yankee built a factory 
and started out with a spray of water, or a spray of steam, and 
created right here in the United States a climate that was suffi- 
ciently moist in which to weave linen. [Laughter and applause. ] 
We can doit. The only difficulty is in the cost of labor, so we put 
a duty of 50 per cent on woven linen cloths. They are making 
those goods here now. They are making them in the cotton mills 
of New England. They are selling them by the hundred thousand 
pieces every year, and we propose to fix it so that we can take 
that linen industry over here, just as we have already taken the 
cea industry. Fee harrier on the Republican side.] We 
could have made every sheet of tin plate that we needed right in 
this country this year if it had not been for the change in the 
tariff, the.repeal of the McKinley Act; and we will make every 
spice of it in two years from now under the Dingley bill. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Chairman, I said I would tell the House how we yapos ta 
reduce revenue when it becomes necessary to do so, but I can only 
hint at it now, as my remaining time is so limited. We propose 
to take off five or six millions a year of duty on the linen that we 
import by producing it in this country and not having to pay any 
duty upon it, because it will not be imported. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] We propose to raise beet sugar and cane sugar 
enough in this country to supply all our 73,000,000 people, who 
must have the best in the world, and in that way we will take off 
$50,000,000 in the course of a few years. We will take off four 
and a half million dollars which we are now paying for foreign 
tin plates brought into this country. So I might go all through 
the bill. I have not time to speak of the other items, but we will 
reduce the revenue as it becomes necessary by building up the 
industries of the United States. [Prolonged applause on the Re- 
publican side.] When we have done that, Mr. Chairman, we 
shall cease to send $75,000,000 a year abroad to pay for foreign 
sugar. We shall cease to send $15,000,000 abroad to pay for for- 
eign linen. We shall cease to send $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 a year 
to Europe for tin plate. And we shall reduce the wool business 
to a science, so that we shall raise on our American farms the 
wool that we need, and cease paying out fifty or sixty million 
oLar a year to foreigners for wool and woolen goods. [Loud 
applause. 

y, sir, this is a self-regulating bill paapua and applause], 
because behind it is the strong arm and bright brain and sturdy, 
progressive intelligence of the people of the United States who are 
ready and anxious to avail themselves of their opportunities. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the time for general debate has 
so nearly expired. I should have been glad if we could have had 
more debate on the individual items of the bill. I should have 
been glad to hear members of the committee detail to this House 
the results of their unremitting toil for the last three months in 
striving to produce a bill which would do justice to all the peo- 
ple of the United States. We do not claim that we can make the 
people rich by taxing them; we are obliged to tax the people to 
raise revenue, and when we do tax them we propose to use a little 
wisdom and discretion as to the directions of the taxation, so as 
to give them a chance to earn the money with which to pay the 
taxes. [Loud and prolonged applause on the Republican side. 

Why waste the time in talk? The day of tariff speechmaking 
has passed away. The silent eloquence of passing events has 
woven an argument for American industries more potent than 
human speech. Prior to 1892, for a whole generation, our trium- 
phal march of industrial progress was the wonder and admiration 
of mankind. Historians had recorded it; poets had sung its 
praises; philosophers, economists, and statesmen; like Mulhall 
and Bismarck, had expressed their wonder and admiration. Look 
at the marvelous figures, taken from our census reports, concern- 
ing our manufactories: 


Year. Number Wages Value of 

: employed. paid. product. 
1850. 957,059 | $236, 755,464 | $1,019, 106, 616 

— „ 75, 3 „ 
1880... 2,738,950 | 947,919,674 | 6,389, 667, 706 
TT 4,476, 884 2, 171,750,183 | 0, 056, 764, 996 
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Contrast with this the three dark years of the Wilson Act of 


t perfidy and dishonor,” of incompetency and ad valorems. 
have us a black picture, which has no bright ray of hope save 
the dearly bought lesson that ever comes from adversity. 

Our boundless hills and valleys, our bounding brooks and swift- 
running rivers, in the full majesty of power, waiting to be bridled 
by the hand of man; our wond resources of mineral wealth, 
iron, petroleum, and natural gas, always abounding, are ready for 
our work. Our diversity of climate and soil, adequate to our every 
need—all these do show forth the command of the Almighty to go 
out and possess the land. We have a princely heritage. us 
develop and enjoy it; let us obey the plain lessons of our environ- 
ments; let us make the most of our opportunities. Why waste 
our time in speech when our duty so clearly appears? 

Every day of delay means an enormous loss of revenue to the 
Treasury; but it means more than that. It means another day of 
closed factories, of silent machinery. It means another day’s loss 
of to thousands of workingmen, a loss never to be made good. 

Wi 8 with the dawning of the day following 
the ge of this bill? you mockingly ask. Will the remedy 
work an immediate and radical cure? Do you forget that the 
country is desperately ill; that it has been cursed by your inex- 
cusable quackery almost beyond recovery; that business is ruined, 
confidence destroyed, credit gone, and labor paralyzed? We make 
no pretense of working miracles. It will take time, as well as this 
wise legislation, to bring full relief. We have been traveling the 
down grade for four yota we can not get back in a day. 

Pass this biH, and I believe that the blindest of you will see a 
change for the better. Slowly but surely it will come. You will 
not acknowledge it at first. I remember how some of your prede- 
cessors in 1891 would walk through a tin-plate mill and, witness- 
ing the whole operation, come out into the sunlight and swear that 
tin plate could not be made in this country. Some of you will 
deny it when the full tide of prosperity is upon us. But your 
wails will not be heard. A busy people will pass you by, as you 
sit by the wayside croaking about an income tax, the wickedness 
of our courts, a tariff for revenue which brings deficiency and 
disaster, and the everlasting glories of Turkey’s system of ad valo- 
rems. 2 875 and prolonged applause on the Republican side.] 

The MAN. In pursuance of the order of the House, the 
Committee of the Whole will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that tne Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the tariff bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the rule, the House is now 
in recess until 8 o’clock this evening. The gentleman from Iowa, 
Mr. Hepstrn, will act as Speaker at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. by Mr. HEPBURN as 8 pro enpor, 
Pursuant to the 1 order, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
SHERMAN in the chair, for further consideration of the tariff bill. 
THE TARIFF. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, the great problem, as I take it, 
for our people to solve, by legislation or otherwise, is how to ad- 
just affairs so that we will produce what we will consume and 
that we will consume what we will produce, in such a way as will 
give remunerative compensation to all of our eos, by means of 
which they can develop the best type of and of woman- 
hood. [Applause. I 

We are, for the time being, the fortunate representatives of the 
most fortunate and favored nation in the world. The people we 
represent have come, mediately or remotely, from all quarters of 
the globe, and in their veins flows the best blood of the best people 
of the world. 

We are a great composite people, possessed of the best traits of 
the best characteristics of our race. The peop 


le who have come 
here came with a view of bettering the condition of themselves 
and of their posterity. They leftfatherland with all its endearing 
associations and came here to be a part of us. Of such is the lib- 
erty-loving, law-abiding, patriotic, tree people whom we represent. 
Territoriali , we have the largest contiguous healthful and pro- 
ductivelandonearth. It seems as if kind Providence had y 
prepared our land as the theater and our people as the actors who 
are to work out the great problem of the age—man’s ability to 
govern himself through his chosen representatives. 

The governing principle of the Republican party, protection, 
seems to have been the governing principle in the mind of the 
Creator in shaping the course of our people. [Applause on the 


Republican side.] He seemed to wait until the fullness of time 
when the human race, through successive stages, had acquired 
such civilization as would warrant Him to turn their footsteps 


toward our continent, and here establish a nation committed to 


ey | free thought, free speech, toleration in religion, and based upon 


the bis goes of man and with a government of the people. He 
la between us and the warring and contending nations of 
urope the great Atlantic. Likewise He placed between us and 
the overcrowded peoples of Asia the broad Pacific. 

Within the confines of our country, He gave to us the great 
lakes and rivers, upon which to float our domestic and internal 
commerce. He gave to us the splendid forests and the great 
banks of clay and of iron, out of which toconstruct our homes, our 
massive buildings, and our great railway systems, and with which 
to pave and beautify our streets and roads. He hid away in the 
bowels of the mountains the precious metals, gold and silver, in 
ample quantities, out of which we can coin for ourselves the money 
needed for our great commercial activities and interests. This is 
the splendid people who saw that their revenues were less than 
their expenses, who saw their workshops closed and many of their 
own number without work and in destitute circumstances, bank- 
ruptcy and ruin on every hand. This is the splendid people who 
e in no uncertain terms last November what they wanted 

representatives in this Chamber to do. In pursuance of the 
call of our splendid President, under the guidance of our match- 
less leader, the great Speaker, we are to-day considering the bill 
for the relief of our present distressed condition. 

Never before in the hi of our country, in a time of peace, 
have her public servants shown such a disposition to promptly 
and speedily carry out the wishes of the people. [Applause. 

The bill before us represents the average judgment of the best 
minds of this body, based upon the business needs of the Govern- 
ment and of the people. It combines the two views heretofore 
separately held by the great publicists and by the two great con- 
tending parties on this economic question, namely, tariff for reve- 
nue for the Government and tariff for the protection of 
American industries and for the tection of American work- 
men. What we want is a tariff which will produce ample revenue 
to meet our current expenses, to pay the interest and principal of 
our public debt, to liberally pension the soldiers and sailors, their 
widows and orphans, to e internal improvements upon our 
rivers and harbors, to properly equip and maintain our Navy with 
which to defend our seaboard cities. Of equal importance, the 
tariff, while producing revenue, should be so adjusted as to pro- 
tect the American industries, but the measure of the tariff should 
be the difference between the w: paid abroad and at home. It 
is not wise that the tariff should be so adjusted as to permit man- 
ufacturers or dealers in articles covered by the tariff to make un- 
reasonable profits, which may tend to feed and foster trusts and 
combinations. This bill is well guarded, and, in the main. meets 
my full approval. It seems to me that some of the provisions of 
the present bill need changing, because in some instances the 
schedules seem to be too high. I trust when we reach the tobacco 
schedule it will receive fair, careful consideration in the House, 
and be amended. I hope that the rates of duty as now existing 
on filler and wrapper tobacco—namely, $1.50 per pound on wrap- 
per leaf and 35 cents per pound on filler tobacco—will remain as 
they are, and that the proposed change in this bill will not become 
thelaw. I think the proposed chase? of $2 per 5 on wrapper 
leaf and 65 cents per pound on filler leaf will not produce as 
much revenue as heretofore obtained, and will also work, in a 
measure, disastrously to the interests of the 300,000 people engaged 
in the manufacture of cigars. 

The schedules on wool and woolens ap to me to be a little 
too high. It is the tariff of 1890 on wool and woolens, If I re- 
member rightly, public sentiment did not fully commend these 
schedules in the days of our 8 Can we hope that in 
the days of adversity the people will now approve of these same 
schedules? The woolgrowers should receive at our hands full 
and adequate protection. The manufacturers of woolen goods 
should be protected as against foreign mannfacturers by the dif- 
ference between the wages paid abroad and at home. We must 
bear in mind that woolen goods are necessaries of life and are 
consumed by the 70,000,000 of our people, barring a few extremists 
who can not wear anything or consume anything that is made or 
grown in this country, and I am in favor of making these few 
extremists pay heavy duties and thereby relieve, to some extent, 
the patriotic Pa of our country. 

The present schedule of the proposed bill favors too much the 
sheep industry of the ranchman of the far West, where land is 
cheap, and it ap to me that it will work to disadvantage to 
sheep raisers in the Mississippi Valley and to the prejudice of the 
toiling millions who wear woolen goods. This portion of the bill 
we have reason to believe, if not 8 amended in the House, 
will be amended in the Senate before it becomes a law. I wish it 
were such that sugar could remain upon the free list. But I will 
me my aent to ae: prosas bii 5 7 reasons: 1 because 

e exigency of the Treasury demands the raising o revenue 
and second, because I believe that in time sugar can be raised 
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from the beet in ample quantities to meet the demand of our own 
people and also cheapen to our people the cost of sugar. I believe 
it will open up a new and profitable field for the farmer; that it 
will keep at home the many millions of dollars that we are now 
sending abroad for sugar. [Applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. 8 I have criticised some of the schedules in this 
bill.. I am in full accord with the doctrine and principle sought 
to be carried out by this bill, and shall, even if the amendments 
that I have suggested along the line of certain schedules do not 
meet the approval of this House, support the bill. I hope this bill 
will speedily become a law. I believe it will start the mills to 
moving. I believe it will give needed work to the needy workman. 
I believe it will open up a market for the produce of the farmer 
and that it will start the wheels of industry and of commerce to 
revolving. In the days gone by, when we had Republican pros- 
perity, 85 per cent of the freight carried by our great railway sys- 
tems was of domestic production. About 90 per cent of the product 
of our country in those days was consumed at home, It is our 
aim to see to it that as speedily as ible those days of prosperity 
are restored to our people; that the factory shall be brought to 
the farm, and that the products of the farm shall be consumed 
within ourown border. want to have in our midst the buyerand 
the seller, and to retain in our own country the millions of dollars 
now sent abroad to pay foreign workmen and to pay for foreign 
wares. [Applause on the Republican side. 

We hear from our friends on the other side of the Chamber that 
the great need of the hour isa poner volume of money. Join 
with us in passing this bill and thereby save to your own country 
the millions of dollars now sent abroad, which ought to remain 
and will remain to swell the volume of our own currency. It 
seems to me it would be well to support this bill with another bill 
which would proroci the American workmen from the competi- 
tion of the underpaid workmen abroad. It is to be hoped in the 
near future that public sentiment will justify public men in pass- 
ing immigration Tisk which will properly protect American work- 
men, 1 on the Republican ade. 

[erp the hammer fell.] ? 

Tr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, it has been said, and wisely said, 
I think, that where words are scarce they are seldom spoken in 
vain.” I feel the embarrassment that naturally arises from being 
compelled to occupy only the limited time assigned; but it is the 
order of this House, and I submit to it. Ido not propose to discuss 
the pending bill in detail or by schedules, or to explore the dry, 
yet interesting, field of statistics. That duty has already been 
intelligently ormed by distinguished gentlemen on both.sides 
of this Chamber, whom long years of experience and study devoted 
to this great question have eminently fitted for that task. It is 
the general features of the bill that I oppose. It is the system 
that it sets up and defends—the protective system that the Repub- 
lican party is hugging to its bosom—that I propose to combat. I 
do not oppose this measure because of its paternity, because it 
was 8 here as a Republican measure, although I am frank 
to confess that that fact might induce diligent os here on ny ade 

Higher than the name of Democrat t I claim (for ve 
been one from my one up, and I now believe that the Demo- 
cratic party, with all its mistakes and shortcomings, is the party 
whose policies, rightly carried out, are the better calculated to give 
the people honest and good government)—higher than that, I 
claim the proud distinction of being called a patriot, of whom it 
may trut y be said that I love my country and my country's 
institutions. [Applause.] It is not in the oe of a Democrat— 
though we are all creatures of bias and prejudice—that I approach 
the discussion of this question. We Democrats are as much in- 
terested in the success, in the continued peace and prosperity of 
this country as you, my Republican friends, can possibly be. 
interests are identical with your interests; our peace is bound u 
with your peace. When you and Lare dead and gone our chil- 
dren must occupy this fair land; and upon their shoulders must 
fall all the burdens and responsibilities that we have assumed and 
undertaken to bear. 3 . 

Neither do I oppose this measure because it is a tariff bill. 
Free trader that I am, I recognize that under existing conditions 
the country can not have free trade. And yet I believe that the 
country will ultimately come to free trade, and that a few more 
Dingley bills and McKinley-bills—or Wilson bills, for that matter— 
will awaken the conscience of the country and bring it to free 
trade. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But as a Democrat, 
as a citizen of this Republic, I recognize the fact that the Govern- 
ment must live, that the Government must have money to meet 
its current expenses and to discharge all its obligations. So, 
therefore, we meet you on common ground, and we beg you to 
believe that we are as much concerned in the prosperity and 
honor of this country as you can possibly be. Wedo not propose 
to cripple you, to embarrass you, or to shorten or straiten the 
revenues of the Government. The only difference between us is— 
and that is all the difference in the world—that you believe in a 
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tariff for protection with revenue as a mere incident, while we 
believe in that ancient Democratic constitutional doctrine that 
all the protection that any citizen is entitled to receive is to be 
permitted to earn his bread in the sweat of his face, unaided by 
the Government, or by other than his own exertions, and havin 
earned his wa that he shall be permitted to enjoy them, ba 
that they shall not be appropriated for the benefit of a more 
favored neighbor or more favored class. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

We are patriots just as much as you are, and you must not 
affect to possess all the wisdom and all the patriotism, nor to in- 
sinuate that our motives and our aims are not as high and as pa- 
triotic as yours. A great deal has been said in this debate about 
the record of the Republican party. As a man from the South, 
upon whose head the mellow light of its golden sun has fallen for 
forty-eight years, I say to you that I am no partisan, and that I 
honor the lives of the great men that the Republican party has 
furnished to the State. [Applause.] I claim a common interest 
in their lives and public services. 

It is a matter of gratification to me to know that the greatest 
names that adorn the pages of American history are the names of 
men who have been known and counted in the ranks of the Re- 
publican party, men like Garfield and Lincoln and Grant, et id 
omne genus, men whose lives furnish evidence of the glorious pos- 
sibilities of this country for aspiring youth of every rank and con- 
dition, no matter how obscure and how lowly it may be, furnish- 
ing hopes to your boys and my boys that what those men were 
enabled to be and to do for themselves onr boys also may be and 
do for themselvyes—men who were tossed up from the very depths 
of obscurity, as it were, to the surface of life's tempestnous ocean 
like flotsam, to be buffeted: by its rude waves and then struggle at 
last in victory to the shore. So I am glad to know that these men 
belong to the country, and not to the Republican party. [Ap- 
paue on the Democratic side.] I would not give the name of 

incoln, the rail splitter, who, under the fostering influence of 
our free Government died its Chief Magistrate. for ten thousand 
William Waldorf Astors [applause], the legatee of a name and of 
a fortune wrung by favo ancestors from American industry 
and enterprise, and who now without shame declares that his 
native land is a land in which a gentleman may not live. 

But I oppose this bill because í belieye it to be the most ultra 
protective tariff bill ever submitted to the consideration of the 
people’s representatives, because it cares for the interest of the 
manufacturer and the capitalist and the interest of great wealth, 
while it neglects the interest of the agricultural and the laboring 
and all other classes of our fellow-citizens. 

I plant myself, gentlemen, firmly upon the Constitution of my 
country, and 1 say you have no warrant or authority under that 
Constitution to pass the bill now pending before this House. You 
may say that has long since been determined by legislative con- 
struction. I deny, gentlemen, that the 5 and poli- 
cies of the two or more parties that at times have fretted their 
brief day upon the atage, affect the question of the construction 
of a Constitution which, notwithstanding all these different con- 
structions, yet remains as it was in the beginning, so is to-day, 
and so will ever remain until it is amended in the orderly meth- 
ods provided by that Constitution. So that itis not a question 
with us as to whether it is policy to protect this article or put a 
duty upon that article. 

The first great question for us to determine is, Have we a right 
to put a protective duty upon any article? We must find all our 
authority in the Constitution for what we may do, and Con, 
has no poses lawfully to enact a law that is not delegated to it 
by the Constitution. It would seem, therefore, an easy matter of 
settlement by intelligent men without bias or prejudice to inter- 
pret the plain provisions of a written Constitution. I grant you 
that a protective tariff bill, when passed, places the people so 
utterly in its power that they aredefenseless and without remedy; 
that is to say, unless the authors of the bill are so bold as to avow, 
as they have here, the purposes of the bill in the title and in the 
debates upon the floor; and I suppose as a matter of public policy 
it is well that such bills can not be assailed, and the revenues of the 
Government thus delayed and retarded in their collection, by liti- 
gation in the courts, by proof offered aliunde to show its protective 
character. It would be better to wait until repeal can Be had by 
subsequent legislation. But the gentlemen save us the necessity 
of proving that this is a protective tariff, and intended to be such, 
by their own statement in the title of the bill, as I have already 
indicated. So that when we reflect that the Congress is in effect 
the court of last resort, that it is the only forum where this con- 
stitutional question can be determined, I ask you, gentlemen, as 
honest men, if it does not become us to first study the Constitu- 
tion, and then act upon what the Constitution plainly says, and 
not foist upon the country a bill which its authors frankly tell us 
violates that Constitution as we construe it? 

The only warrant of law under which power to pass this bill 
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could be claimed is section 8 of the Constitution, which was read 
here last night by one of the Democratic speakers. I refer toa 
part of that section only, section 8 of Article I: 

The 98 shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 


and exc: 

What is the purpose? The fathers did not stop there. If they 
had stopped there, then 1 1 7 vou might have had unlimited 
power to raise all taxes; but they limited you. 

The Congress shall have power — 

To do these things, for what— 
to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

Now, let us take that section and subject it to verbal criticism, 
clause by clause, and I am perfectly willing to submit to any in- 
terruption from any gentleman as we proceed in the consideration 
of it. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould be glad to interrupt the gentleman right 


ere. 

Mr. SETTLE. With pleasure. 

Mr. LACEY. At the very first session of Congress the first 
tariff bill was passed, with this preamble, and it was the second 
3 ever passed by Congress, and was approved on the 4th of 

y, 1789: 


Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, for the dis- 
charge of the debts of the United States, and the encouragement and pro- 
2 of manufactures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merc - 

imported: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc. 


Mr. SETTLE. What is the point? 

Mr. LACEY. The pointis that the fathers declared, in the first 
session of Congress, on the passage of a bill of that kind, in 1789, 
on the constitutionality of that sort of an act by enacting this 
law—the very men that made the Constitution. 

Mr. SETTLE. If I were to concede the fact that such an act 
was passed, it by no means follows that the matter was at that 
time a subject of controversy, or that it was a mooted question at 
thattime. Iknow that Congress had not heard my speech [langh- 
ter], but I stand, as you say you do, and as ay friend from Mas- 
sachusetts Mr. WALKER] said on yesterday—lI stand in the living 
present. ntlemen tell me what this man said and what that 
man said, but the question is, What must we do, and what does 
this Constitution mean? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 1 
do not know the temptations that assailed that American Con- 
gress. 1 know this, that that act was the offspring of the brain of 
Alexander Hamilton and was the act of Hamilton [renewed ap- 

lansa; that it has been revived in this latter day, and that the 
Repnb ican party has for forty years attempted to fasten his doc- 
trines upon this country. [Renewed applause | 

Mr. LACEY. That is a statement that early followed the adop- 
tion of the Constitution. i $ 

Mr, SETTLE. The Republican party in its inception followed 
Alexander Hamilton, and it has continued it ever since. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Let us go on with this criti- 


cism 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. SETTLE. Certainly. x 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suggest that Georgo Washington signed 
that act. [Applause on the Republican side and in the galleries. | 

Mr, SET LE. George Washington and Alexander Hamilton. 

Mr. LACEY. And he signed it on the 4th day of July, 1779. 
[Renewed applause on the Republican side, 

Mr. SETTLE. Signed it on a holiday, did he? 

Now, gentlemen, of course you are interjecting in these ques- 
tions an act which you have not read; an act which you have only 
read by the title, and that act appears to have been fathered by 
Hamilton, He is the father of the Republican party. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] And gentlemen applaud the sentiment, 
and thereby recognize the truth of that declaration. Let us see if 
we latter-day saints have not got intelligence—— 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. And they are referring to a tariff 
law which then, on every manufactured article, involved twent 
times the labor it does now, and enacted tariff duties one-sevent 
of what they call for now. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SETTLE. The reason I did not make an answer similar to 
that was that I did not think it affected the question of the consti- 
tutionality of such a measure as I was discussing, and that would 
only be a matter of policy. If I were going to address this com- 
mittee on the justice simply of a protective tariff as a matter of 

licy, I would say that reasons existed then that do not exist to- 

y. The conditions existing in the country then were not the 
same or so favorable as they are to-day; the interests of the coun- 
try were not so varied or so diversified as to-day. In that day of 
few interests, what would protect all the manufactures might 
reasonably be supposed to permeate and benefit the whole country, 
That could not > done to-day. While you may bring a ray of 
sunshine to the homes of a few, you will bring the shadow of dark- 


ness, disaster, penury, and the suffering of night to the homes of 

the many. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But to the section 

of the Constitution again. These taxes are to be levied 
To pay the debts— 


Of the United States, not to encourage industries— 


and provide for the common defense— 


Of the United States— 
and general welfare of the United States. 


Now, some gentleman shakes his head as this last clause is read, 
and I expected that. This general-welfare clause is like the rea- 
sonable doubt” to the criminal, with the Republican party, when 
they want to ask for tariff legislation. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Now, the words United States” here mean the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and not the people of the United 
States. The people of the United States is one thing and the Guv- 
ernment of the United States is another thing. If by the words 
“ United States” is meant the people, then taxes can be levied to 
pay the debts of the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. e time of the ee has expired. 

Mr. CARMACK. Can not the gentleman's time be extended? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has parceled out the entire time 
for the evening, and can not recognize a request. 

Mr. SETTLE, I am very sorry, as I but approached the 


beginning of m ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair shares in the gentleman's regret. 
The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I believe in a tariff for 
revenue and protection, and shall 3 the pending measure 
because it wisely provides for both. It will give us the necessary 
reyenue and afford sufficient protection to vouchsafe the full em- 
r of American labor, the maintenance of American wages, 
and the preservation of the home market to the American manu- 
facturer and farmer. 

All political parties are agreed that additional revenue is needed. 
They may differ as to the method of raising that revenue, but 
no good citizen will deny that it must be raised in some way. 
The wet blanket of an annual deficit of $50,000,000 renders the 
powder of political sophistry and factious skepticism harmless as 
well as useless as far as this phase of the question is concerned. 
When a business man or good pater familias” finds that his 
‘t debit” exceeds his ‘‘ credit” every week or every month, he will, 
if he be a well-meaning and conscientious man, either curtail his 
expenses or increase his income, and when Uncle Sam, on getting 
up in the morning, finds that during the night his debts have in- 
crease $70,000, and that this thing is going on every night and 
every day uninterruptedly for months and years, then he will— 
the honest and conscientious man he is—regard the business of 
making both ends meet in the national household as his most 
urgent occupation, and look upon every party as his enemy that 
would attempt to obstruct or stop his performance of this most 
important duty. 

The new Democratic leader on this floor, my young and dis- 
tinguished friend from Texas, taunts us on account of this extra 
session, which he says was called to revise the tariff, while the 
real issue of the last campaign was the financial question. His 
mind is still engrossed by the battle of the standards, and evidently 
the deficit has no terrors for him. How fortunate that this kind 
of statesmanship is not at the helm at this critical hour! It is 
neither Democratic nor Republican, it is the Siamese ‘ twinism” 
of Popocracy, a mixture of Democratic sin and Populistic vice. 
Suppose we should, unmindful of the people’s verdict, adjust the 
money question, in deference to the ideas of the gentleman from 
Texas, and go to the silver standard (this is what Popocratic bi- 
metallism means), would this add a single solitary dollar to the 
Langa receipts? Not one. 

Mr. BELL. If I may interrupt the gentleman for a moment, T 
agree with him that we ought to have increased revenue; but will 
hetell us why an increase of revenue is needed at this time, when 
you have about one-eighth of all the money of the United States 
lying in the Treasury, when, exclusive of the gold reserve, there 
is $118,000,000 in the Treasury which might as well be at the bot- 
tom of the sea as far as benefiting the people of the United States 
is concerned? : 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ihave only ten minutes, so I must ask the 
gentleman to be brief. 

Mr. BELL. I will. I am continuing my question. By the sale 
of bonds Mr. Cleveland created that surplus for the purpose of 
bearing the expenses of the Government, and it lies there in the 
Treasury and is sufficient to pay the deficits of the Government 
for two years. Therefore, why the necessity for this special ses- 
sion now for the purpose of raising additional revenue, if that is 
the object? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the gentleman propose to apply the 
money now in the Treasury to defraying the current expenses of 
the Government? Does he propose to assail the reserve fund of 
$100,000,000 by using it, or any of it, for that purpose? Is he not 
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aware that, if that were done, the confidence of the people, already 
shaken, would be absolutely destroyed? - 

Mr. BELL. My friend has misunderstood me. There is a sur- 
plus of $118,000,000 above the gold reserve. It is the result of the 
sale of bonds, and it is now lying idle in the Treasury. : 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam glad the gentleman ees with me 
in the proposition that the introduction of the silver standard 
would not add a single dollar to the Treasury receipts of our 
country. Penge: À 

Mr. BELL. at is a mere assumption. I have not expressed 
assent to any such proposition. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And this being the case, would his medi- 
cine cure the evil of a deficit? But the gentleman clearly misap- 
prehends the verdict of the people. It was not in favor of a 
‘change of the present financial system, but in favor of its main- 
tenance. The necessary modifications of it which practice and 
experience have suggested are matters of secondary consideration, 
‘and certainly not urgent enough to justify an extraordinary ses- 
‘sion of Congress. And if the tariff was not an issue, how is it 
that a large majority of the American people voted for the fore- 
most apostle of the policy of protection and made him President 
of the United States? 55 Every Republican and every 
gold Democrat who voted for him did so with the full knowledge 
and even expectation that his election would mean an immediate 
revision of the tariff, so that the deficit might be abolished and 
the country, by a proper encouragement of its industries, again 
lifted upon the 1 of 8 To accomplish this pa- 
triotic purpose a change of schedules would be necessary even if, 
by strict economy, we would succeed in cutting down expendi- 
‘tures to the poing where they meet our revenues. But this is out 


of the question. Our expenditures will and should keep 
with the growth of the coun While we are in favor of the 
strictest economy, we can not suffer national pr and develop- 


ment to be arrested by parsimony. Penny om must not be 
racticed at the of the best interests of our country. 
With our large EEA roll, with thousands of honest but unpaid 
claims, with the demands of the new Navy, and the. necessity of 
river and harbor improvement and the construction of A is lic 
highways confronting us, we can not hope to sufficiently cut 
down our budgets to make both ends meet. The only alternative, 
then, is an increase of revenue. And howcan this be accom- 
plished otherwise than by raising the duties on imports? A vast 
majority of the American people are undoubtedly opposed, and 
justly so, to the imposition of additional and higher internal 
es, The income tax has been declared unconstitutional. The 
tariff alone remains as a.source of increased revenue. 

-Ishall not at this time attempt a defense of the general policy 
of protection or a denunciation of the fallacies of free trade. 
Practical experience has demonstrated the wisdom of the former, 
as it has taught us bitter object lessons of the unfortunate and 
ruinous effects of the latter. The people are thoroughly enlight- 
ened on this subject. What they had failed to learn ugh their 
heads in campaigns of education they have now learned through 
their stomachs. After a terrible nightmare, hanog four long 
years, they have now returned into the open arms of their friends, 
and ask protection for themselves, their families, and their homes 
against bad money, low wages, enforced idleness, and European 
competition. Whatthey fearis not the kind of competition which 
results from immigration, but it is the cheap labor performed in 
Europe. The immigrant is a consumer from the first moment he 
puts his foot upon American soil, and when he, by securing em- 
‘ployment, becomes a producer, he is enabled by his earnings to 
consume even in a higher degree. But the mechanic in Europe 
who is employed in making things for the American market which 
the American workman, under proper protection, could make 
himself, takes the bread from the mouth of our citizen without 
giving him any kind of an equivalent, and without buying a cent’s 
worth in the American market. That Europe buys from us be- 
cause we buy from it is an exploded theory. There is even less 
courtesy in commerce than there isin politics. No country will 
buy a bushel of wheat from us beyond hat it absolutely needs, and 
it will have to buy it, whether we are its customers or not. 
there is anyone who doubts this, let him study the export figures 
under the operation of the McKinley law. That law did not in 
the least injure our export trade, and we can therefore afford to 
treat the protests of Germany and other European countries 
against the Dingley bill with comparative indifference. We pass 
tariff laws not for Europe, but to suit ourselves. [Applause. 
These foreign countries complain because of the imminent loss o 
American orders, and we rejoice at haying found the means by 
which we can supply our home market with the products of the 
brawn and brains of our own labor. 

It is paramountly a question of labor. The manufacturer needs 
no protection. Give him labor as cheaply as his European rival 
secures his,and he can easily compete with all the world. But 
when he pays $2a day, it is impossible for him to compete witha 
manufacturer who gets his labor at 75 cents a day, and in such a 


case it makes no difference what the distance in miles between 
them is. The pending measure has been carefully drawn for the 
express purpose of equalizing these differences of wages here and 
abroad. And this much protection will be necessary and should 
be maintained until in the matter of Wages Europe and the rest 
of the world comes up to the American level. As Republicans, 
we are unalterably wedded tothe principle of high wages, because 
we know that not only all human values, but the prosperity of the 
farmer and of every other human being is mainly depending upon 
the pay of the masses of our consumers. We want labor to be 
fully employed at good wages; we want the farmer to get good 
prices for his products; we want to see capital safely and profit- 
ably invested; we want to see a return of confidence and courage, 
and we want the Stars and Stripes, the emblem of a free people, to 
flutter in the breeze of healthy enterprise, gilded by the sunshine 
of happiness and prosperity. [Applause.] If human calculation 
is not at fault, if our own experience does not deceive us, then the 
new tariff bill will accomplish this. It was drafted by the most 
experienced tariff framers of the country, and its birth is accom- 
panied by the plaudits of the greatest party ever organized in hu- 
man may and by the hopes and blessings of a continent, 

In behalf of the 305,000 citizens of the great and growing State 
of Missouri who cast their votes for sound money and protection 
at the last election, I greet this measure as an instrument for Mis- 
souri’s developmentinto anindustrial State of the first magnitude. 
[Applause. f : . 

Mr. C BELL. Mr. Chairman, in the few remarks which I 
propose to submit on this bill, in the brief time of twenty minutes 
allowed to me in the general debate, Ishall not attempt any general 
analysis of its provisions. Ido not regard such analysis as necessary 
to demonstrate the injustice and iniquity of the measure. The peo- 
ple of this country have i the effects of a high 
protective tariff, and they will know what toe t if this bill be- 
comes alaw. The voters revolted against McKinleyism in 1892, 
and placed the Democratic party in power. Now that the Repub- 
lican party has in taken possession of the Government, its 
leaders refuse to profit by the lessons which 5 has taught. 
78 porty is again following the path which it marked out for 
i 


in 1890, unmindful of the pitfalls which are ahead. The 
tariff bill now under consideration is simply an e: rated repro- 
duction of the McKinley Act. It will undoubtedly me a law. 


but like its predecessor, which it so strikingly resembles, it will 
be repudiated by the people at the very first opportunity which 
is presented for passing judgment upon it. 

Ihave been very much impressed by the inconsistent attitude 
which advocacy of this bill has compelled the Republican party 
to assume, Eight years ago we had an overflowing Treasury and 
an annual surplus of revenue amounting to W 58100, 000.000. 
At that time it was not more revenue which was needed, but, on 
the contrary, a reduction of the revenue was desired. A Repub- 
lican Congress enacted the McKinley tariff law, and described it 
as an act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im ; 
and for other purposes. The argument was then made, BOE am 
frank to confess that it was logical enough, that putting up the 
taxes on foreign goods would have the effect of checking impor- 
tations and of cutting down the revenue. It was predicted 
while the McKinley bill was under consideration that the enor- 
mous surplus in the Treasury would very soon disappear after it 
became a law, and I am sure that every member upon this floor 
will agree with me when I say that the subsequent events amply 
justified the truth of that prediction. 

The conditions now are vastly different from those which ex- 
isted in 1890, Instead of a surplus in the Treasury there is really 
a deficit, for every dollar now there is represented by an obligation 
of the Government. We have been compeiled during the past 
four years to issue bonds to the amount of $262,000,000 in order 
to provide money for current expenses. During that period there 
has been an annual deficit in the receipts ranging from $69,009,- 
000 in 1894 to $26,000,000 in 1896. 

The . party comes back into power and finds itself 
confronted with these conditions. What does it propose for the 


If | purpose of relieving the situation? It prescribes the same remedy 


which was adopted in 1890, when the conditions were exactly the 
reverse of those which now exist. Its leaders have brought this 
bill before Con and although they admit that it is only an 
amplification of the McKinley bill, they haye the effrontery to tell 
us that it will cure the ills from which the country is now suffer- 
ing. Iam amazed that the inconsistency of the Republican posi- 
tion has not impressed itself upon the party leaders. 

They seem to be utterly oblivious of the fact that they are using 
arguments in support of this measure which are directly contrary 
to the arguments employed in behalf of the McKinleylaw. They 
call this bill an act to provide revenue for the Government, and 
that, of course, means more revenue, for it is claimed that the pur- 

e of the bill is to increase the ee of the Government. 
ey told us in 1890 that the revenue would be reduced by increas- 
ing the duties on imports. Now they tell us that an increase of 
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duties will bring increased revenues. We know from sad experi- 
ence that they told us the truth in the first instance, and by the 
same token we are satisfied that they are mistaken in what they 
tell us now. [Applause on the Democratic side.] N 

I have the figures at hand to show the results of the operation 
of the McKinley law during the four years of its existence. It 
did not go into effect until October, 1890, and for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, the Government collected a surplus of reve- 
nues amounting to $37,239,762. Daring the year 1892 that surplus 
was reduced to $9,914,453. It dwindled to $2,314,675 in 1893, and 
for the year ending June 30, 1894, there was an actual deficit 
under the McKinley law amounting to $69,803,250, and I know it 
will be claimed by the gentlemen on the other side that the deficit 
was caused by the Democratic threat of free trade, but they can 
not attribute to the same source the reduction of more than 
$27,000,000 in the revenues during the year 1892. At the time 
that this reduction took place the Republican party was in con- 
trol of the Government, and its leaders would not admit that there 
was the least probability of its being driven from power, 

I am one of those, Mr. Chairman, who believe that the McKinley 
bill accomplished just what it was intended toaccomplish. It was 
designed to reduce the revenues, and that was exactly what hap- 
pened, It is perfectly logical to say that if duties are increased on 
a certain article to a point where they become prohibitory, there 
will be no importations of that article and consequently no revenue 
will be derived by the Government. The bill now under considera- 
tion prescribes duties which in many cases are higher than those 
contained in the McKinley law. Yet we are informed by the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee that this 
bill will produce $113,000,000 more revenue than the present law. 
He has figured it all out carefully and is able to tell us exactly what 
the result will be. It is significant, however, that he bases his 
estimate of an increase in the revenue on the condition that the 
volume of importations will not be diminished. How importa- 
tions are to be kept up, when the rates of duty are in many cases 
made prohibitive, is one of those mysteries which nobody can find 
out. hile I believe that this bill will become a law, I am firmly 
convinced that if it goes through Congress in its present form there 
will be a falling off rather than an increase in the revenues under 
its operation. 

ile I regard this bill as haps the most vicious measure 
that could possibly have been devised under the form of a taxation 
scheme, I am unwilling to take up the time of the House in dis- 
secting and exposing its unjust and oppressive features, Itisa 
measure framed wholly in the interest of monopoly. It has been 
correctly described as a system of legalized robbery. It proposes 
to take away from all the people a portion of their earnings for 
the benefit of a few oe. It is a striking exemplification of the 
Republican theory that it is the duty of the Government to take 
care of the rich, and the rich will take care of the poor. Itis 
claimed that this bill will revive the languishing industries of the 
United States. I wish I could believe that it would have that 
effect; but I am convinced, Mr. Chairman, that under its opera- 
tions the formation of trusts will be encouraged and the smaller 
industries will be driven out of existence. 

I have been greatly surprised at the discovery that the Repub- 
lican party in the preparation of this measure has made a new 
departure. Hitherto it has been claimed that the benefits of pro- 
tection were restricted to the manufacturer and the wage earner. 
It has proved to be such a good thing for those two classes that 
now the Republican leaders generously propose to extend its bene- 
fits to the farmer. I have the honor to represent an agricultural 
district. A very large proportion of my constituents are farmers. 
Most of them own their farms, while a few of them rent the land 
which they cultivate. Some of them have extensive farms, but 
many of them are small farmers. They have all alike felt the 
effects of the industrial depression which has afflicted the country 
during the past four years, and they will gladly welcome anything 
which holds out the Hope of relief. As I was sent here todo what 
I could to ameliorate their condition, I was naturally much inter- 
ested when I was informed that the Republican leaders had de- 
termined to extend the blessings of a protective tariff to the farmer. 
I have studied the agricultural section of this bill with great care 
in order to find out, if I could, how it would benefit the people of 
my district. The result of my investigation has convinced me 
that there is nothing in this bill to help the farmers of the United 
States. It is possible that the tariff on cabbages, eggs, and a few 
other articles may be of some benefit to the farmers along the 
Canadian border, but as a general rule the agricultural schedules 
are simply so much fraud and pretense. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

I am firmly persuaded, Mr. Chairman, that the Republican 
2 has misconceived its duty in the present emergency. Its 

eaders have made no mistake in sizing up the situation, but they 
are too shortsighted to comprehend the real cause of our present 
trouble. I do not think the country is suffering so much from a 
lack of tariff as from a lack of money. What we need is a larger 


volume of currency and not increased duties on imports. The 
present depression, which began with the repeal of the Bland Act 
and culminated in 1893 with the re of the Sherman silver- 
purchasing law, has been frequently compared with the panic 
which began in 1857 and continued until the b ing out of the 
civil war. Lam reminded that both of these periods of depression 
were marked at the outset by Congressional enactments which 
were very much alike. On the 2ist of February, 1857, Congress 
passed an act repealing all former acts making foreign gold and 
silver coins a legal tender in the payment of debts, at act 
destroyed as money in the United States a vast amount of foreign 
gold and silver coins then in use. If not the sole cause, it was 
argely instrumental in producing the panic of 1857 by which 
large amounts of the best securities of the country and other 
8 passed from the hands of the men of business and in- 
ustry into the hands of the money-lending classes who had pro- 
curea P oe passage of the repealing act by which they so much 
p 


ro 

The people did not ask for this money-destroying law of 1857. 
It was not the subject of previous political or public discussion. 
Unknown to the farmers, manufacturers, merchants, and toilers 
of the land, the money-lending classes procured the passage of the 
law which was so largely to increase Bar holdin The report 
ot the Secretary of the ury for 1892, page 313, shows that from 
February 21, 1857, to January 1, 1858, the circulation of the whole 
country shrunk from $214,688,892 to $155,208,714, a loss amount- 
ing to more than $59,000,000. As a further result of the panic, the 
revenues of the Government, which in 1857 were $68,965,313, de- 
clined in 1858 to $46,655,365, a loss of $22,300,000. Then, as now, 
the revenues of the Government fell off as the business of the coun- 
try became depressed, and as the earnings and consuming power 
of the people was cut down through a change in the volume and 
value of money. Just as the repealing act of 1857 destroyed the 
legal-tender power of all foreign coin held in this country, so the 
repeal of the Sherman silver law in 1893 was the final act in the 
movement which began in 1873, and which finally succeeded in 
striking down silver as money. 

Since the repeal of the Sherman law we have had the gold stand- 
ard. The result has been disastrous in the extreme. Business 
has been suspended, values have diminished, the of labor 
have been decreased, money has grown scarcer and of course 
dearer, and the revenues of the Government have fallen far below 
its expenditures, The conditions now are as much worse than 
those which existed during the panic of 1857 just in sgh ease as 
the cause which produced them is more far-reaching. e panic 
of 1857 was artificially produced by an unealled-for destruction of 
gold and silver coin by force of statute. There was no full recov- 
ery from the effects of that depression until the passage of the 
legal-tender act shortly after the beginning of our civil war. The 
demonetization of silver, stealthily begun in 1873 and finally ac- 
complished in 1893, is responsible for the present depression. 
Expedients may be provided which will afford temporary relief, 
but there can be no et until the money of the Constitu- 
tion is restored. Democrats and Populists can afford to view with 
complacency ablican efforts to restore prosperity by increas- 
ing taxation. ey know that the experiment will fail, and they 
are not without hope that its failure will hasten the day when 
silver is to be rehabilitated and given its p lace in our mone- 
tary system. When that is done, and not till then, will the pros- 
perity of the better days of the Republic be restored. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, the commercial world to-day 
represents one vast battlefield, where each individual nation is ar- 
rayed against allothers. Its extentencom s the earth, and its 
results arerecorded among the people of alllands. Neither friend- 
eo nor philanthropy are considered in this struggle, but instead 
cool calculation, cunning manipulation, and unfair and dishonest 
advantagerulesupreme. Itisawarrelentlessandincessant, where 
the products of human effortarethe weapons, and the love of gain, 
of position, or of power are the combatants. Beginning in the morn- 
pan our race, it has steadily intensified with its growth until now 
it dictates and controls all else. To such proportions have these 
conditions assumed that one is almost forced to consent that the 
appalling doctrines of Malthus only can relieve the situation. 

en the products of each nation in its variety and quantity 
are massed about the markets of the world, guided by the skillful 
and daring, they present a far more formidable array to the think- 
ing and observant mind than an army of men with all the pomp 
and panoply of war. J 

On this field of battle the black flag always floats; no quarter is 
given; none is asked; and those who enter into the contest must 
withstand all assaults or perish. The inventive genius of man, 
together with the deep researches of the human mind, has almost 
eliminated e, seasons, and climate, and thereby increased im- 
measurably the intensity of the conflict and the disasters of defeat. 

This long-continued warfare has ee the world many valua- 
ble lessons, the greater part of which have either been forgotten 
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or neglected. Some few, however, have been preserved and their 
principles applied with profit. : 

Among these few may be found the doctrine of protection to 
home adaa This doctrine declares it to be the duty of every 

overnment to care for its own home pele first, and to protect 
Bon in their productive enterprises from the attacks of those 
engaged in similar enterprises in other nations. It means simply 
protection to one’s own self, one’s family, one’s community, 
and the well-being and tuity of one’s government. Paul, in 
his wisdom, declared, He that provideth not for his own, even his 
own household, has denied the faith and is worse than an infidel.” 
The doctrine of protection to home industry seeks to make a prac- 
tical application of the teachings of this great logician to the end 
that the laborer may not only be worthy of his hire,” but that 
his wages may be sufficient to make such provision as is inculcated 
in the Scriptures. [Applanse.] 

General Hancock, the Democratic candidate for the Presidency 
in 1830, finding himself environed by the vacillating position of his 
party on the tariff and desiring to placate the protection senti- 
ment, so as to assure confidence and harvest votes, sent a messa: 
from Governors Island that the tariff is a local issue.” The 
press laughed at his simplicity. The country concluded he was 
not a statesman, and from that hour his hopes of the 1 
faded away and were finally buried beneath an avalanche of bal- 
lots before the ensuing ides of November, 

Yet General Hancock spoke and wrote a parable, and I have 
lived to see, feel, and realize the result of his truthful writing. 

At that time the district that I represent, stretching along the 
Atlantic coast from ne Henry to Lookout, comprising sixteen 
counties (the very cradle of the Government), with a soil as fer- 
tile and a population as intelligent and honest as can be found in 
the country, was perhaps the strongest free-trade district in the 
Union. Since then plant after plant has been settled in our pine 
forests and cypress and juniper swamps; the smoke of mills rises 
everywhere above the pine tops, the sound of the axman and 
the noisy rattle of the sawmill is heard in the wild, wild woods 
and swamps and along the roadside, and the output of sawed and 
dressed lumber aggregate millions of feet weekly. This industry 
has brought us railroads, more civilization in interior, multi- 
plied steam and sail vessels upon our waters; brought us immi- 
gration and capital to operate this industry, increased the price of 
stum; , of labor, and made the merchant more successful 
and thrifty. In consequence thereof a large protective sentiment 
has developed, and it grows daily as the manufacture of lumber 
and cotton increases. There is also a strong sentiment for the 
restoration of the two-dollar tariff on lumber given by the present 
bill. The owner of the standing timber desires it because he 
believes it will increase the price of his stumpage; the laborer 
wants it because he believes it will increase his wages and give 
him constant employment; the mill owner wants it because it 
will make the business more profitable; the neighboring mer- 
chant wants it because it will make his trade better, and the ad- 
joining farmer wants it because he sees n a small home 
market for a diversified crop. If I cross the boundary lines of 
my district and go into the interior of the State, where the smoke 
of manufacture is seen ascending toward heaven and the whirl 
and hum of industry are heard, there I find an active, live, positive, 
existing, and growing protective sentiment. [Applause.] 

If I leave the plains and the hills and go up on the mountains 
that bathe their c Wit ote in the clouds, where marble, iron, 
coal, hidenite, mica, dwoods, monozite, and all kinds of min- 
erals are found. I find a people growing in the faith and strength of 
protection. When I take the report of our auditor and labor 
statistician, I find that in North Carolina we have 198 cotton 
and woolen mills, 112 tobacco manufactories, 3,000 lumber mills 
and woodworking factories, with an invested capital of millions 
of dollars, employing fully 15 per cent of our ulation. These 
manufacturing enterprises are increasing, and the people are 
rapidly learning to appreciate their importance and benefits. 

ust here I will remind Southern members that the South has 
been holding out inducements to capital to bring manufacturing 
nearer the fields of her raw material. Many Southern States have 
exempted them from taxation, State, county, and municipal, and 
you will find communities ey here that will donate sites and 
grant them extraordinary ako ee Yet you must realize the 

th, if your inducement su to any extent, that you will at 
the same time be manufacturing protection sentiment, and so this 
sentiment will be builded up in other Southern States as manu- 
factories of different kinds are increased. I surmise you will find 
it so around Birmingham, Anniston, Charleston, Atlanta, Chatta- 
nooga, and Memphis. Protection of sugar produces this senti- 
ment in Louisiana, and away down in that portion of Texas where 
they raise sheep I find the same sentiment existing, and a posi- 
tive demand for oe to wool; and I will say further to the 
majority party that if you will adopt some plan to extend the 
same ratio of protection to the raw cotton that is produced in the 
South that this bill gives to the manufactures of the East, I will 


antee the conversion of the solid South to the doctrine of pro- 
ion. [Applause.] And I want to say just here before I pass 
from this n that statecraft under a wise nonsectional and 
patriotic exercise of the doctrine of reciprocity can secure this 
measure of relief, equity, and justice to the Southern people. 
Cotton is still king if it can be treated and dealt with fairly. It 
is the test of all industries in thiscountry. Upon every con- 
ceivable argument the culture of cotton is entitled to protection, 
It is the largest export crop in this or any other country, and it is 
the greatest contributor to our balance of trade, and our monopoly 
in the production in this great staple should be used to increase 
our balance of trade agp reciprocity, to buy as much gold as 
possible, and to make the labor and the country engaged in its 
culture prosperous and happy. 

The Appalachian chain gathering moisture from the Gulf stream 
and spreading it over the fertile fields of the United States has 
fixed our supremacy in cotton production. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
have a bill ding, which is illustrative of my views upon this 
special subject. 

Without any intention to harshly criticise the leaders, the 
makers and controllers of public sentiment at the South, I will 
hazard criticism by making this suggestion, that if they had 
expended the same thought, time, and talent in trying to extend 
and obtain for the South and her products the same ratio of pro- 
tection that the Northand East have received for the past twenty- 
five years, instead of fighting the principle, as they have done, 
their labors would have borne more fruit, and in lien of an im- 
poverished and perishing South we would be the richest and most 
3 country that the sun in its diurnal course falls upon. 

thus plainly and frankly because I love the South, both the 
old and the new. I love the habits, the sentiments, the passions, 
and prejudices which are a part of our . aoa and people. 

Iam not ashamed of her past and will defend her against the 
attacks of all enemies, foreign or domestic. I love her because of 
her sorrow and affliction. I have seen her when deep called unto 
deep; when she was mourning because of the oppression of the 
enemy; when every Southern home was hung in the drapery of 
mourning and the dewdrops upon the gentile rose were turned into 
tears of grief; when her ditches were filled; tenements and man- 
sions razed to the ground; her money, property, and institutions 
were swept away and nothing left but her lands and her brave men, 
fair women, an children. Yet when she went down, the 
star of honor sparkled undimmed in her diadem, her political in- 
fluence destroyed, her sovereign will in shackles, and her popu- 
lation poorly clad and scantily fed. Yet I want to say there was 
more life, more hope, more happiness in the spring, summer, and 
autumn following Lee's surrender at Appomattox than can be 
found in the South to-day. 

Yet our climate is salubrious, our fields fertile. As has been 
well said, you have only to tickle them with a straw. for them to 
laugh into a bountiful harvest. Our seasons are favorable. We 
have e i storms or cyclones, nor extended droughts, and we 
can produce every plant catalogued in the vegetable kingdom, 
We raise eight-tenths of all the cotton that is grown in the world, 
the largest export crop of this or any other country, which goes 
to advance civilization, to clothe the human race, to shelter the 
camping armies, and equip the commerce of the seas. Our water 
power is beyond computation. Our forests have scarcely been 
touched. Our goal, mica, iron, and other minerals are sufficient to 
supply the world, and, above all this, we have the best labor in the 
world. 

Being the junior son of a large slaveholder, I think I am capa- 
ble of being entirely fair to the colored man. I thank heaven 
that her divine decrees have been executed on earth and the 
shackles of slavery have been stricken from the limbs of the 
colored man. This was a blessing to the South in disguise. The 
colored vote can never and should never control the South. I be- 
lieve in securing for the colored man better education and oppor- 
tunities, and I believe that their ballots should be honestly counted; 
but the man or party that enco them to believe they should 
control is an enemy to the race and the country. Still I am only 
doing him justice when I say he is anexcellent laborer, a faithful 
servant, and useful citizen, and one that deserves to be treated 
honestly and well. 

I have the kindest feeling for the colored man. May I never for- 
get when our fathers and brothers were to the front ting fora 
cause they believed was right and sacred, leaving no one at home 
but mothers and sisters and small children and the faithful slaves 
around the mansion and in the quarters. We can bear witness to 
their fidelity in the fields in planting, growing, and harvest sea- 
son; how they attended to the flocks and preserved our property 
and would gather around the great house at night to hear the 
news from old and young master who were to the front fighting for 
theircontinuedslavery. Themothersand thechildren of the South 
will never forget how secure at night they felt with a trusty slave 
to sleep across the front door as a protection without bolts or 
locks, and how well they acted as guardians in the day. An 
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attack from the rear, a thousand torches in the hands of these 
slaves at any time would have demoralized Lee’s army. But no, 
be it said to their credit, they were faithful to the end, and those 
that did go to war went to the front. 

History can furnish no parallel for such conduct and faith 

under such circumstances, I shall remember them by trying to 
secure for them more constant employment at better wages, more 
arano and an improvement intellectually, morally, and finan- 
cially. 
I repeat, we have the best labor, white and colored, in the world. 
We have no lockouts, no strikes, no anarchy or communism, and 
manufacturing of all kinds has become more profitable at the 
South than elsewhere. 

Can you conceive of any country more invitin 
or „ equitably applied can and 
much ge ? 

The North and East have nothing to protect but old and new 
machinery; they must look to the South for material; but I sub- 
mit it is not fair for them to have an equal advantage to buy for- 
bi s raw material as against the same material in the South. 

y accepting in good faith the principle of protection, we would 
soon have the advantage of the North and East in having the raw 
material at hand; transportation, a big item, would be saved, and 
in two decades we woul 8 the North and East and become 
the great manufacturing section of this country. Capital is self- 
ish, and it will take . 8 of the net saving wrought by plac- 
ing the plants beside the fields. Imagine, if yon please, that the 
day should ever come when the South would manufacture her 
rad cotton; we would simply convert a three-hundred-million- 
dollar crop into a nine-hundred-million-dollar crop, and build up a 
home market for diversified products. Even to manufacture one- 
half of this crop would make the South blossom as arose. Thelight 
of experience is i ager to dispel the darkness and old preju- 
dices to such an e t thatamong Democrats a difference of opin- 
ion is obtaini But when you mention protection to the average 
Southern politician, he cries ‘Bear, bear! It has been theirstock 
in trade for three decades. This reminds me of an early dawn seen 
in Switzerland. One of her citizens residing among the crags and 

awakes, as he is accustomed to, and sees the crags, peaks, and 
mountains wrapped in snow. As he opens his front door he sees 
away up yonder against the mountain side a small black spot, 
which arrests his attention, being in contrast with all surround- 
ings. He watches it for a while; it seems to have motion, and is 
coming in the direction of his house. It now assumes the shape of 
a bear—a bear and coming toward his home, his wife, and children, 
He rushes back into his room and arms himself with his trusted 
un and goes out to the gates to meet the bear to kill him and 
efend his home and his loved ones. He lingers, waiting, watch- 
ing. The bear assumes the shape of a man and approaches nearer. 
As the man approaches nearer and nearer, there is something in 
his walk, in size, that is familiar; and when he approaches near 
enough—when the face can be analyzed—to be sure, it is nobody 
but Brother John—Brother John who has been gone for years— 
and he comes back home to help to care for mother and father, to 
develop the farm, and to make us all happy. 
So when we cry “bear” to protection, it is the old doctrine of 
our fathers that has come home to help develop and make the 
South prosperous. [Applause.] Iam a Populist, and hence a pro- 
tectionist. Not in a narrow or sectional sense, but in the broad 
sense that all sections and all interests should be protected. It is 
impossible to reconcile the doctrines of my party with any other 
commercial system. : 
When I examine the eee | of the two great parties on the 
uestions of tariff and finance, I am amazed at their illogical and 
ndefensible positions. As the gentleman from South Carolina 
DE: MoLauRrıx] has so well said, I find the Republican party 

emanding a protective tariff, with a single gold standard of 
money; and the Democratic party asking for free coinage and an 
increase in paper currency, with a tariff for revenue. 

To increase the price of all labor and its products is the avowed 
object of protection, as all advocates of that doctrine will admit. 
The Republican party, therefore, is demanding higher prices 
through the operations of a protective tariff and lower prices 
through less money in a single gold standard. In other words, the 
en e party is attempting to pay increased wages to labor 
and higher prices to manufacturers with less money among the 

ople. As well might we attempt to give creer speed to the 
ee with less steam. It can not be done. A successful 
application of the doctrine of 133 to home industry can 
never be made with a single gold standard. 

That an increase of domestic currency always increases the price 
of domestic products I assume is not now denied. This being true, 
the Democratic party, through its demand for an increase in the 
volume of money, seeks higher commercial values, and through 
the doctrine of free trade and tariff for revenue also seeks increased 
foreign exchanges—that is, it is endeavoring to increase the price 
of home production with a view tomaking competition easier with 


for protection 
accomplish so 


the cheaper productions of other nations. Both ies the one 
through protection and the other by an increase of currency—seek 
to increase the price of domestic labor and its products. The one 
seeks to dispose of these products for less money at home and the 
other for less money abroad, both of which are illogical and wrong. 
The doctrine of protection enhances the price of products and de- 
mands an abundance of currency. The doctrines of free trade and 
tariff for revenue demand the cheapest possible production, which 
can only obtain with a lessening volume of currency. It will be 
seen from this that these parties are both half wrong and half 
right. The Republican party to be consistent should demand an 
increase of currency through free coinage and paper money, 
while the Democratic party should advocate the single gold stand- 
ard in order to follow out the trend of its tariff teachings. All 
must admit that President Cleveland was at least consistent. He 
believed in the single standard and a tariff for revenue with as 
near i to free trade as possible. The Populist party oc- 
cupies the proper position. It believes in equitable protection, the 
protection of the masses as against the classes, and the protection 
of all legitimate industries, but no protection to trusts, and favor 
free silver at 16 to 1 with other financial legislation that will equal- 
ize all cee 5 

This discussion develops a purpose on the part of the old party 
leaders to push the tariff to the front as an issue and to reestab- 
lish this old sham battle. The politician may as well understand 
that protection is the settled American policy, and the only issue 
along this line that will catch the ear of the people is to make the 
system equitable, so that all sections and all classes and all prod- 
ucts of the fields and the shops shall receive their ratio of the pro- 
tection. The people are now thinking about the real root of their 
tronbles, the money question, and they do not propose to be side- 
tracked by the tariff until they shall pass upon the money question. 

The Democracy doubtless think under this issue of tariff the 
may be able to reunite their party, and the Republican party will 
be glad to assist them in making the tariff the issue, so as to draw 
the attention of the country from the money question. But you 
will both fail, and you just as well realize it and prepare to 
meet the financial issue. It will remain the issue until the finan- 
cial independence of America is solemnly and irrevocably estab- 
lished, [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is not perfect. There 
are many unjust discriminations and many features that I object 
to and many that I approve of. The Republican party alone are 
to be held responsible for the merits and demerits thereof. 

I will not go into detail on this line, but assert,as a matter of 
opinion, that if the Democratic minority on the Ways and Means 
Committee had accepted the situation and demanded fair pla 
and a reciprocity of protection for the industries of the Sout 
instead of antagonizing every advance in that direction by the 
Republican majority, the bill would have been much more equi- 
table in its provisions toward the products of our Southern States. 

The Republican party has assumed the voluntary trust to bring 
prosperity; and if they fail in their contract their paper will go 
to protest, their promises will be forfeited, and of necessity they 
must go to the wall. 5 

For one, I am willing to assist them in a reasonable manner to 
keep their contract and bring prosperity, because I place the pros- 
perity of the people above the success of any party. I want to 
say to the Republican party that this bill will not bring prosper- 
ity without supplemental financial legislation. 

If the purpose of this bill as has been heralded by Mr. DINGLEY 
is simply to meet the deficiency in the Treasury, I would suggest 
this could have been accomplished in two other simple and prac- 
tical ways. First, by a reduction of 10 to 33} per cent in all Fed- 
eral salaries and wages. This would have saved a sum in excess 
of the sum raised by this bill over and above the sum that this 
bill is estimated to raise in excess of the Wilson-Gorman bill; or 
a constitutional amendment for a graduated income tax would 
have raised a sufficiency to meet the deficiency beyond all surmise 
or hazard. i service in Congress has had the effect to make 
me more steadfast in my convictions of the justice and equity of 
the income tax. Here I have had the opportunity to observe that 
nearly all the pensions, the major part of all appropriations, the 
major part of all patronage, and the major part of all protection 
go to the same section of the 8 Ihave further observed that 
the influence of wealth is toward legislative extravagance. This 
wealth must be made to pay its ad valorem proportion of expenses 
before its influence will be exerted for public economy. Again, 
wealth has the protection of the Government and the laws, and 
it should be made to bear its proportion of the expenses to sup- 
pors the Government, and I can conceive of no other plan to reach 
them. 

But, gentlemen of the majority, meeting the deficiency in the 
Treasury will not cure all theills we bear. There isa larger deficit 
in the pockets, in the stomachs, and om the bodies of 70,000,000 
people that must be met before prosperity, happiness, and con- 
tentment will be restored to the American people. This bill may 
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ibly meet the deficiency in the Treasury, and to some extent 
Pris will restore confidence in banking and business circles, and 
hhave a tendency to improve conditions. y 
This bill may open factories and make them run on full time 
and give a measure of prosperity for a season to the protected 
manufacturing interest and may give more work at better wages 
tooperatives. But it will not,it can not possibly, relieve the great 
mining interests of the West or that heaven-appointed institution 
of agriculture, the very basis of all prosperity, and I must confess I 
‘can not see how manufacturing prosperity can possibly be main- 
tained without a degree of prosperity with the consumers of their 
outputs. The agriculturi is must prosper before he can sustain 
the merchant, the lawyer, the doctor, or the manufacturer. With- 
out buyers the manufacturers can not sell their products, and with- 


out sales they must fail. z 
The Republican pa: has repeatedly promised the country 
bimetallism. This will directly protect the great mining interest, 


‘and in its resultant effects of producing more money will give the 
farmer higher prices, and in this way protection will be evened 
up and all sections and all classes e prosperous. 3 
Gentlemen of the majority, will you live up to your promises, 
will you keep faith, will you embrace the opportunity and give the 
country bimetallism and protection, or will you act like the Demo- 


‘cratic party? ; i 2 
If so, you may e t the same disaster. Bimetallism is pro- 
tection, and pro on can not succeed without bimetallism. 

Just here I will call your attention to House bill No. 1860, intro- 
duced by myself a few days ago, to direct the issue of bimetallic 
certificates and to maintain the parity of gold and silver at the 
present legal ratio. 

Be it enacted, etc., That after the passage and approval of this act an r- 
gon, amsociation, or corporation may deposit, in aay duly accredited 7 
tory ot the United ere Ot and silver bullion or coin in the proportion of 
11.6 grains of pure gold bullion and coin to 185.625 grains of pure silver bullion 
. Provided, That only the pure gold and silver in such coins shall be 
cre Z 

SEC. 2. That m recei such bullion deposits in the ratio and 
ti ine ving nited States shall 9 


any time 
from date of deposit and certificate an equal SANA of gold and silver bullion. 
of presentation and demand 


ascertained and d 
Provided, That 
at his discretion at any time previous to the 


rtificates as may be 
issued and for the purpose of providing for any deficiency that 8 


to purchase from time to time in the Sas market such additional 
bullion as may be necessary to meet the demand for redemption purposes. 

Sec. 5. That the Treasurer of the United States, subject to the approval 

and direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, may from time to time issue 

such bimetallic certificates to the extent of the gold and silver held in the 

in the same proportion and as oe for depositors under this 

ting shall be retired to the extent 


fund for redemption 2 and a sum sufficient to 
provisions act is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 


not otherwise appropriated. 
ai 7. That this Di hall take effect from and after its passage and ap- 
prov: 


This bill contemplates the deposit a any person or corporation 
at any accredited pont tary of the United States proportionate 
aroganta of gold and silver bullion and the issue of certificates 

erefor. 

The proportionate ratio of such deposits is fixed at 11.6 grains 
of pure gold to 185.625 grains of pure silver, which is the present 
legal ratio of 16 to 1. r one year from date such certificates 
may be redeemed in equal values of gold and silver bullion, one- 
half the face value in gold bullion, the other half in silver bullion, 
at the market price of such bullion on the day of presentation. 

o certificates are a full legal tender, and when received for 
Government dues are to be reissued. 

Briefly stated, these are the salient features of the bill. 

Both the Republican and Democratic parties stand pledged to 
bimetallism, but neither is attempting to redeem its promises. 
‘Because of their neglect I have brought forward this measure in 
order to test their sincerity and if possible force action upon this 
important question. This bill provides for real bimetallism, and 
if enacted into law would give the country a genuine bimetallic 
currency. The two metals linked together in this way, trade and 
commerce being compelled to use them, will, by the increased de- 
mand for silver, appreciate its market value, and thereby restore 
the constitutional ratio of 16 to 1. This country desires and de- 
mands bimetallism. We do not want monometallism. Linking 


them together by law, we make gold an instrument of restoring 
silver as money. This bill will open up the way that silver may 
be used for one-half of our metallic money. At the same time we 
use silver as an instrument to put gold in the Treasury. For ex- 
ample, if A owns $1,000,000 in silver bullion at 16 to 1, in order to 
— his silver he must bring to the Treasury $1,000,000 in 
gold. 

Under this plan the piling up of silver in the Treasury could not 
possibly menace trade, as an equal value of gold would be by its side 
to relieve the situation and give foreign strength and credit to our 
Treasury. Then, again, to relieve the Treasury of the menace that 
silver presents under the rulings of that Department, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in lieu of baying gold to redeem silver certificates, 
and thus embarrassing the gold reserve, would be authorized to 
redeem them in bimetallic certificates provided by this bill, and this 
would be equivalent to redeeming them in half silver and half gold, 
but always in 100 cents value of the bullion. This plan should be 
satisfactory to the sound-money Republicans and Democrats, be- 
cause it dissipates their scarecrow of a 53-cent dollar and gives them, 
under all conditions, 100 cents in bullion, but makes them take 
half of each metal. It should be satisfactory to the silver miners; it 
opens up without limit a monetary market for silver bullion at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, and they thereby receive direct protection to this 
extent. It should muaya financial reformers, use it practi- 
cally doubles the metallic money; and this will, in my opinion, 
meee a= price of all productions of labor, and especially farm 
products. 

It is entirely safe for the Government, because its guaranteed 
responsibility is reduced from 100 cents to less than 25 per cent, and 
before redemption day this responsibility will be minimized as the 
appreciation of silver, occasioned by its new market, will approxi- 
mate the ratio of 16 to 1. Under existingrulings of the Treasury 
the silver certificates are redeemed in gold. and they even rule that 
silyer dollars are redeemable in gold. This makes 100 cents’ re- 
ey on the Government. Under this bill, to begin with, each 

ollar has 50 cents in gold and 50 centsin silver. Even at present 
ratio, to redeem in 50 cents’ worth of silver at market value would 
show aresponsibility of less than 25 cents; but, as stated above, this 
would decrease as silver appreciated until it would be more than 
covered by the seigniorage in the sinking fund. Then, again, as 
an equal amount of gold would have to be deposited with the de- 
posit of silver, our Treasury would always have a plenty of gold 
and thus be strengthened in the eyes of the world. ese bi- 
metallic certificates being thoroughly established, they would sel- 
dom be presented for redemption; the bearer would feel and know 
he had under all conditions 100 cents and he would prefer the cer- 
tificate, and would only call the bullion from the Treasury to pa: 
foreignexchanges. This bill in effect would demonetize both — 55 
and silver and reduce them to the rank of commodities, with an 
equal money opportunity for the white metal, and give them an 
equal chance for market value, with an equal demand in the arts 
and the uses of money, and thereby cause them both to be used as 
money without detriment or discrimination against either, and, 
of course, an increase of 50 per cent in the money of the world, 
with resultant effects of producing 3 prices and prosperity. 

The intelligent and thinking people know that the strong argu- 


ment in favor of bimetallism is that the gold of this country and 


the world is insufficient to perform the functions of redemption 
without a constant appreciation of the gold dollar and a deprecia- 
tion of all products, and consequent demoralization of business 
and tion of all industries and practical starvation of labor; 
and that the uses of silver will increase the redemption money one- 
half, and to this extent relieve the situation. I maintain the 
present bill will accomplish this purpose on entirely safe lines, and 
at the same time put the Treasury beyond the hazard of being 
ever embarrassed. Again, by coupling the two metals together 
we place them beyond the control of trusts to form a corner on the 
money of the world. Then,again, both metals being practically 
reduced to commodities, we would give attention to forming a 
banking system to meet the demands of the day and hour and de- 
centralize the money of the country and place it within reach of 
the ple at reasonable interest. Then, again, these certificates 
would make an excellent international money, because these bal- 
ances have to be discharged in the bullion, and the foreigner would 
as soon have the certificate calling for 100 cents in bullion as to 
have the bullion, as it would save freight and loss by abrasion; . 
and he would as soon havethe bullion in the Treasury of the United 
States at his command as to ha ve it in any foreign vault. The plan 
would largely simplify the settlement of international balances. 
The advantage of commencing these deposits and certificates at 
the ratio of 16 to 1 is obvious for the reason that the owners and 
producers of both gold and silver will have a present incentive in 
an apparent profit to bring gold and silver in this proportion to 
the Treasury, and this would at once commence an increase in 
legal-tender dollars, the main object sought. 
or example, the owner of gold would see an apparent profit to 
go into the market and buy silver to couple with his gold and 
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thereby convert them jointy into more legal-tender, 100-cent dol- 
lars than he could either get by selling his bullion, coining his 
gold, or depositing for gold certificates, and likewise the owners of 
silver would be interested in securing gold to monetize their silver 
and receive more dollars than by selling the bullion, and thus both 
gold and silver would be utilized to draw more gold to the Treas- 
ury and the hoarded and cornered gold would find its way into 
the Treasury and be exchanged for money that would at once 
flow into all the channels of trade and commerce. These two 
demands, instigated by the present profit, would in a very short 
time advance the price of silver to the deposit ratio of 16 to 1, and 
thus all Government responsibility will be relieved. Tho two 
metals thus united and equally maintained by the same law and 
mouetary demand would remain united to the end, and in this 
way the money of the world would be doubled, and with this 
would come the doubling of prices and prosperity. Whenever the 
world’s volume of money is increased the human race turns to 
progress and enlightenment, and;conversely, whenever the world’s 
volume of money is contracted mankind retrogrades toward bar- 


Pass this or some similar bill supplemental to the tariff measure 
and you will have kept your promises, prosperity will follow, and 
yon will deserve and receive a continued lease of power. But 
mark my prediction, if you should fail to bring prosperity the 

ople will lose confidence in you and, in some way which now 
Bees not appear clear, all the free-silver and antimonopoly forces 
in this country will be marshaled together. 

You doubtless congratulate yourselves that the Democracy is 
hopelessly divided and prostrate with demoralization; that the 
Populist party shows signs of dividing factions; that the power of 
the Alliance and ights of Labor is waning; that the Labor 
Party is weak. But let me break upon your ears a note of warn- 

and recall to your minds some results of overconfidence. 
‘hat Mare Antony lingered in dalliance before the star-eyed 
Egyptian Queen and lost Actium at the hands of the second Cæsar. 
i „in the plenitude of his power, lightly said, The Ides of 
March have come.” When they had passed, he lay at the foot of 
Pompey’s statue. 5; 

Louis XIV wrote in his diary, Nothing particular has 9 
pe The only thing that did happen was the siege and fall 
of Paris. 

Charles I said scornfully, What can these Roundheads do?” 
He found out afterwards they could cut off his head; and history 
is full of these flippant sayings in the shadow of great crises. 
Youare to-day in the shadow of a crisis that stretches its dark pall of 

loom from ocean to ocean and around the civilized world, and 

t me say to you there isa wise, and good Supreme Being 
that directs the minds and the hearts of men, and through His in- 
scratable wisdom He will move them together in one solid column 
and turn them at the opportune moment against the common 
enemies of this country and her institutions, You may say we 
have no leader that can unite all these forces, but let me tell you, 
with sectional lines obliterated, with only the good of Government, 
the country, and lv at issue, the man and the opportunity will 
meet, even if it is only a private who shall seize the antimonopoly 
colors and bear it to ee 

This reminds me of a ho 
and French. and close from early 
morn. It was now high noon. The battle seemed lost to the Eng- 
lish. The general in command was demoralized, and had gone to 
the rear. The color bearer was tired and weary. A young and 
brave private seized the colors and rushed to the front. The gen- 
eral and army were alarmed. They knew and felt if he should 
be cut down by a passing bullet, that defeat would be inevitable. 
So the general in command swiftly passed to the head of his col- 
umns, and cried out in bugle tones, Bring the flag back to the 
men!” Now the body of the brave ee was obscured by the 
smoke of battle, and the colors could be seen high up in the air, 
Almost eee pig the general cries again, ‘‘ Bring the flag 
back to the men!“ x 3 

The gallant private now turns, for the first time, his back on 
the enemy, and then only to send this me: in bugle notes to 
his commander, Bring the men to the flag; bring themen to the 
flag.” I need not tell you that the men needed no orders from the 
general, They went to that „and that was planted upon 
the ramparts of victory before the falling of the sun. 

So the future private in American politics, after being thor- 
ough! 2 N by this one more trial of the old party and old 
party 1 that they do not intend to relieve the situation, will 
take that banner bearing the live issues of this day and hour— 

rotection to America, free silver at 16 to 1, antimonopoly, and 

cial reform—and will go into the thickest of the fight. 

The Democratic leaders Will call in vain, ** Bring the flag to the 
men.” The Republican leaders will call in van, Bring the flag 
back tothe men;” but this brave, patriotic private will call out to 
the leaders of all the old parties, Bring the men to the flag; and 


| increas 


I tell you now the great industrial and laboring masses will go to 
that and save Republic. j 2 

As my mind reviews the history of republics I grow pessimistic, 
and I almost despair of the future of this Republic. There was 
Greece, classic Greece, in the op pos of her glory, beguiles the 
scholar with her minstrelsy, her eloquence, and her arms, and fires 
his genius with illustrious examples of devoted patriotism. But 
in her degeneracy, in the wreck of her ruin, we find a débris that is 
seen floating upon the disturbed sea of public sentiment of this 
country, which if not corrected will surely mark the decline and 
fall of this Republic. Rome, once the mistress of the world, was, 
in her best days, the great arena of contending factions. She, too, 
had her demagogues, and the majesty of the Roman people was 
their watchword, and whether Marius or Sulla, Cæsar or ompey 
prevailed, the victory was in the name of liberty. The Republic 
was honored with a triumph and a clamor of approbation echoed 
from the forum to the capitol. Even Augustus Cæsar, absolute 
as he was, preserved the forms of a republic, whilst by the perver- 
sion of his vast patronage he made a venal senate the register 
of his will, and in the name of liberty fastened a heavy yoke on 
an applauding populace. The fast anchored isle, the native land 
of our fathers, and the mother of our common law—she, too, has 
had her scenes of civil strife and bloodshed. She has had her 
Wakefield, her Smithfield, and her Bosworth Field. She has had 
her Tudors and her Stuarts, her Jeffreys and Bonner, her Crom- 
well, her Disraeli, her Beaconsfield, her Gladstone, and her Rose- 
bery, and after ages of reformation in church and state her aris- 
tocracy still prevails, and the harp of Erin hangs tuneless and sad 
in the leafless bough of her blasted oak. The French revolution 
had its Dantons and its Robespierres, and after the bloody idol 
of licentious liberty, like the car of Juggernaut, crushed its thou- 
sands and overturned the temples of the true God, a pretorian 
po Ag grenadiers delivered over the Republic to the safe-keeping 
of a Bonaparte. 

After contemplating such scenes, well we may exclaim, in the 
language of Mme. R d under the guillotine, “O Liberty! Lib- 

! how many crimes are committed in thy name!” 

But when from these scenes and this waste we cast our eyes on 
this green sward—this great country—we feel there is yet hope for 
man on earth. 

The great battle for human existence, for human rights, and 
civilization must be fought out on this soil and in the name of 
God and this Republic. 

There is no other country to our west, to our south, north, or 
east to which we can retreat from the oppressions that may be 
placed upon us, We must of necessity hold our stand, and catch- 
ing inspiration from the great oceans that surround us and the 
great mountains that throw us nearer to heaven and the broad 
plains that sustain us, we will husband under equitable protection 
all of our varied resources, and we will go to battle for our financial 
independence, for without this we perish and become slaves to 
the gold owners of the world. 

inst this we rebel; not in sections, but in union, with an 
army whose columns will greet the first rays of light as the great 
god of day rises from his eastern couch. As he w his golden 
chariot athwart the blue vaults, he looks down upon this column, 
in power and numbers, and when his course is and 
his flery steeds are stabled in the caves of olus, his last 
rays will fall upon an army battling for independence, for Amer- 
ica 155 Americans, and a living chance for all Americans. [Loud 
applause. 

5 RS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the cus- 
tom of this House, that almost amounts to a rule, that a member 
during his first term should be seen and not heard. There has 
been so much so well said by older and distinguished members of 
this House, and will be so much more said, that I can well under- 
stand how such a custom grew and realize how embarrassing it is 
for a new member to address this body, even on the familiar sub- 
ject of tariff. In tr ing this custom and addressing the 

onse on this occasion I do not do so with the hope of presentin, 
any new argument, and only do so because of the importance o 
the subject and of the ial interest the people in my district 
feel in this subject of the tariff. I have the honor to represent 
one of the agricultural districts in the State of Indiana. 
Business there is so depressed that tenants and even owners of 
large farms, that will yield as much corn, wheat, or oats per acre 
as any land in the United States, and can be produced with as 
little labor and expense, can not afford to raise the productsof the 
farm and put them on the market. After the tenant pays his 
rental and other , his product has cost him as much and 
sometimes more than it will bring in the open market; it is agoan 
true of the owner of the farm when he pays his taxes and legiti- 


mae expenses, that he has nothing left asa per cent on his invest- 
men 

This is true of the very best farmers all over Indiana and of the 
great West. Our i 


want relief, and want it quickly and 
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need it badly. If the tariff bill presented at this session and now 
under discussion will bring to them and to the country the much- 
needed relief, we are ready to hailitsimmediate passage. If, how- 
ever, this bill is prepared in the interest of certain great corpora- 
tions and man turers, and the farmers and laboring men for- 

otten or neglected, and do not receive the much-needed relief, 
as this is not the bill they areinterested in having passed. This 
beloved Republic of ours is founded on the theory that the laws 
are enacted with reference to the greatest good to the greatest 
number. The people are sovereign, and are entitled to know what 
laws are being enacted and what agencies are at work to procure 
the passage of the laws that govern and bind every citizen. i 
can only be done by open and free discussion. This, gentlemen, is 
my apology for infringing on the custom of this House and ask- 
ing your patient attention to a few brief statements on this old 
but all-important subject to the people. 

The first inquiry that arises in this debate is, Why should Con- 

be convened in extraordinary session and almost commanded 
by the President to pass a tariff bill. Perhaps Ishould say the tariif 
bill, and the one prepared by the majority and held back and kept 
away from the minority, and when presented time for considera- 
tion and debate limited to the unprecedented time of only ten 
days. It is not presented and does not grow out of any issue 
formed or discussions had during the last campaign. Tariff was 
hardly in the discussion. Theissue joined and the discussion had 
was on the financial issue. Let, in defiance of the will of the pev- 
ple, we are commanded to a tariff bill, and forbidden by the 
majority to legislate on the financial issue at all. Can it be that 
the majority are willing to concede that they were wrong on the 
financial issue, and the plank in their platform that declared in 
favor of the gold standard was wrong, and their pretended favor- 
ing of even an honest effort to procure an international agree- 
ment to restore the silver dollar was a delusion and a cheat? I 
know of one other President who was elected on a certain issue, and 
that was the tariff issue, and as soon as elected he convened and 
commanded Congress to legislate on the financial issue—repeal the 
Sherman Act—and abandon the tariff issue. Now we have the 
counterpart—a President elected on a financial issue, and he con- 
venes Congress to enact à tariff law and abandon the financial 
issue. 

Allow me to say to you, gentlemen of the majority, that the other 
President 8 March 4 last without the confidence of and with 
the distrust of a great majority of the people; and permit me, gen- 
tlemen, to go a little further and prophesy that March 4, 1901, will 
see the present incumbent retire from the White House equally 
without the confidence of and with the distrust of a large major- 
ity of the people. The last campaign was called a campaign of 

ucation, and the people are yet reading and thinking, and what 
is more, are feeling the pressure of hard times, and will not be 
carried away from the issue by any such delusion and snare as 
offered in this bill. If you are unwilling to enact a law in accord 
with gone platform, gentlemen, be courageous poong to Guod up 
and p guilty and admit you were wrong in d ing for the 
gold standard. 

What are some of the circumstances and indications surround- 
ing the preparation of this bill? The majority of the committee 
prepared it without the aid and in the absence of the minority, 
and did it after calling persons representing certain interests. 
Who were they? What interests were consulted? What was the 
inquiry made? By what means do they propose to get a majorit; 
vote on the eofthebill? Those representing the concentra’ 
wealth of the country were the ones who were called into consul- 
tation in the preparation ofthe bill. All the large manufacturers 
of the country were invited and permitted a hearing before the 
committee. ‘The smaller establishments were not invited and had 
no hearing. What does this signify? I will make no charge 
against the committee. I will only say the institutions given a 
hearing were all the enthusiastic 3 of the Republican 
party at the last election. The men who were given a hearing of 
course represented their own interests and the interests confided 
to them. This is only human nature, and perhaps it was equally 
expected that the majority of the committee would give their 
friends a fair show and pay back their campaign advances, and 
out of the toil and sweat of the people. 

The concentrated wealth we may fairly assume was well repre- 
sented and is well cared for in this bill. Who represented the 


room and determine the profit his business is yielding in order to 
determine what wages he will pay his employees. 

In this age that argument will not convince. There are too 
many stubborn facts, too masay iing illustrations of the fact that 
it is supply and demand for labor that fixes the wages of labor. 
If wage earners are scarce and work plenty, wage earners are 
well paid. Upon the other hand, if wage earners are plentiful 
and labor scarce, the competition among laborers is sharp and 
wages low. The wage earner, in fact, had no hearing before the 
committee that prepared this bill; he is left to the greed and 
avarice of the corporate wealth. Of all other classes in this Re- 
public of ours, he is most to be pitied. He has been reduced 
until a very scant living is in store for him, and often the gaunt 
wolf at the door. No; the Dingley bill does not protect labor, 
Organized labor in this country is the only labor that is half 
recompensed for the services rendered, and this is owing to labor 
organizations, which demand the protection of their members, 
The men who had a hearing before this committee are the known 
and sworn enemies of organized labor, and if they could they 
would strike down every labor organization in this country, and 
Jet this class and these men are the ones the authors of the Ding- 
ey bill say must represent labor. I would, in behalf of the toi 
ing millions, as a humble representative of the masses and not 
the classes, most earnestly enter my protest and say the laborer 
is worthy of his hire, and make one appeal, not for capital nor 
against it, but for an equal division, fair play, and that the labor- 
ing man be given his deserts first-handed, and not allowit to 
come alone through organized capital. - 

If you must give protection to the wealth of this country, make 
it a part of the law that the protected industry, whatever it may 
be, shall give a part of the protection received to the laborer 
employed in his manufactory. If the manufacturer gets a protec- 
tion of 60 per cent, compel him to give 10 of it for the benefit of 
the labor employed. The laborer will get it if you thus compel it 
by law, but if you take the manufacturer’s promise and leave it 

to him, his self-interest, his greed and avarice, will get the con- 
trol of him; he will keep it all and hire his labor as cheap as he can 
in the market. As the representatives of the people, let us be as 
practical as we can and make this bill conform to the protection of 
all classes, and not make it all for the strong and make million- 
aires of one class and grind to the earth another class. The laws 
of this country should not tolerate any favoritism. Thelawshould 
know no classes; it should deal j z with all. One of the great 
objects of law is to protect and care for the weak. This bill could 
not stand one moment before this free people if it were not for the 
cry of protection to our infant industries. In the name of reason 
and justice, how long shall these so-called infant industries remain 
infants? When will they get to be adults? When will they be 
able to share their immense wealth, gathered by a protective sys- 
tem, with their wage earners at least? In the liglt of the past, 
everyone knows eey never will until they are compelled to by 
law. In this law let us provide for labor and demonstrate the 
theory that all men are equal before the law. 

Who represented in the hearing the great agricultural interest? 
Has the farmer been invited or ever permitted a hearing? No; 
these gentlemen content themselves by saying, Start the mills an, 
a market will at once spring into existence for agricultural goods 
at remunerative prices.” This can not be so. Our farmers must 
look for a market arona our shores for a great part of their 

rođucts. These mar. must be made better before they get 
Pottar prices for their products. This can never be done by a tariff. 
No tariff can relieve our farmers from competition in the markets 
abroad. What has affected these foreign markets? The discard- 
ing of silver by the nations of the western world. A depreciation 
of silver as compared with gold and not measured by commodities 
or the cost of production in silver and paper using countries has 
put it in the power of the people of the latter countries tosell their 
products to gold-using countries for less and less gold, as gold has 
risen in value when measured by silver. 

Our competitors have enjoyed a protective bounty equivalent 
to the premium on gold as measured by silver. There is but one 
way to destroy this bounty; thatis, to restore bimetallism, reestab- 
lish the old parity between the two metals, and cause the premium 
on gold as measured by silver to greg Sop The farmer must get 
his advantage from protection in the building up of a home mar- 
ket, or not at all, There is not mnch in this when he is forced to 


great agricultural interests of this country? Who represented sell a large per cent of his products in the European markets in 


the great laboring classes, the toiling millions? Oh, they say the | competition with competitors enjoying a bounty of 100 por oni 
0 


manufacturer represented them; that the great object of the hear- 
ing was that the manufacturer might have protection of his prod- 
ucts so thathe could get nigher pae in the market in order that he 
could pay higher prices to the laborers. There was a time, years 
ago, when some people might and did believe this argument. In 
this day of selfishness and greed, everybody knows that the man- 
ufacturer goes into the market and buys labor as cheap as he can 
getit. Everybody knows that he does not go into his counting- 


and the Eur market fixes the home price as well. 

can protect him from foreign competition. It sounds well to fix 
the rate of duty on imports of wheat at 25 cents a bushel. What 
material benefit can such duty confer on the farmer? There were 
imported last year into the United States only 1,472,814 bushels 
of wheat all told, while we exported 83,755,829 bushels. Last year 
we imported animuls, 3 provisions, meats, and dai 
products of a total value of $12,920,189. This is so small com: 
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with our 8 Shed thatif it were made prohibitory it would scarcely 
be felt. e exported last year an br. , provisions, 
meats, and dairy products, $593,845,900. It is in the foreign mar- 
ket where we export so largely that the farmer feels so keenly the 
competition. Not until the condition of the farmer is be ` 
not until he is able to buy more men of manufactured g , is 
there hope for manufacturing revival. 

Manufacturers as well as farmers must wait for that thing 
which will effect this agricultural competition in the European 
markets. That thing is bimetallism. The reestablishment of 
bimetallism can alone take from our foreign competitors the 
bounty they now enjoy. Nothing else can open the way to pros- 
perity, no tariff, unless it carried with it an amendment opening 
our mints to free silver coinage, can bring prosperity to either 
farmers or the manufacturers. Mills and factories are idle, not 
because foreign mills are running in their places, not because the 
farmers are buying foreign goods in place of goods of our own 
making, but because they are not buying as freely as they used to. 
They can not buy freely until they get better prices for their prod- 
ucts; sed Gary not get better prices as long as we adhere to the 
gold standard. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There is but 
one foundation stone on which can be built manufacturing re- 
vival, and that is agricultural revival; and for 8 depres- 
sion there is but one remedy. That remedy is bimetallism and a 
tariff for revenue so distributed as to best protect labor and all 
the industries of the country. I can not believe this bill is pre- 
pared in the interest of all the peop 


le. 

Jam driven to the conclusion that in its workings at least it 
will subserve only the interests of the monopolies of the country. 
It is further suggested that in this bill protection has been pro- 
vided for certain local interests all over the Union and a combi- 
nation already formed, and certain members of this body as well 
as Senators are expected to swing into line and help pass the bill on 
account of some local interests, and not for the greatest good to the 
greatest number. One of the boasts of the friends of this bill is 
that it will raise more revenue than the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment has yet attained. Why take the money from the people 
that is not needed in meeting the expenses of the Government? 
The people are willing to and realize that they must furnish 
money enough to meet the legitimate expenses of the Govern- 
ment economically administered. Why ask them to do more? In- 
stead of adding to the already extravagant sum in administerin 
the Government, would it not be better to reduce the expenses o 
the Government? But you say public expenses can not be cut 
down. I say to you they can, and it is the imperative duty of 
the people's representatives to cut out of the expenses of this 
Government every extravagance. The people expect it, and have 
a right to demand it. 

Gentlemen, we should not increase the expenses of the Govern- 
ment and in no way increase the ability of the people to meet 
them. You can not bring prosperity by increasing taxes and con- 
tracting the currency; it can only be done by reducing taxes and 
expanding the currency. The tariff question and the currency 
question we all agree ought to be treated together. The Democratic 
party favors a reduction of revenues to the lowest limit that will 
run the Government on an economic basis. In raising this sum, 
so distribute the tariff as to make the greatest and best protection 
to all the industries, and not to a favored few, and at the same 
time reestablish the old parity between the two metals, and cause 
the premium on gold as measured by silver and the products of 
the country to disappear. The Republican theory is monometal- 
lism, high-priced money, low prices for products, increased ex- 
penses, and the collection of revenues in excess of the necessities of 
the . u we rereana 2 the ere N 

ce ollow, and I suspect there is a deeper design than mere’ 

5 appropriations or contracting the currency by 1 
up the surplus in the Treasury. That design is to contract the 
currency by retiring the greenbacks, taking up the Treasury notes, 
and turning over the Government's inherent power to issue money 
to the national banks. But, thanks to our form of government, this 
can not be done in ten or twenty days, like the passing of the 
ris. ae bill. The people will have to be consulted. e campaign 
of education is going on, and an already overtaxed and a long- 
suffering pone will hold you, their representatives, to a strict 
account of your doings. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MEYER of Lonisiana. Mr. Speaker, we had a general re- 
vision of the tariff in 1883, another in the year 1890, and yet 
another in the year 1894. The tariff legislation of 1875 may, per- 
haps, fairly be called a general revision, for though many articles 
were not treated in detail, the imposition of 3 addi- 
tional duty on articles not specially treated affected values and 
industries to a very considerable extent. This last bill of 1875 
was an emergency measure for revenue purposes, passed after only 
brief deliberation at the close of a Congress, and there was not 
time enough to take up the whole matter in detail upon any com- 
prehensive plan. 
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FLUCTUATING OPINIONS REGARDING TARIFF POLICIES. 

We have thus had in twenty-two years four revisions of our en- 
tire tariff system. It is, of course, much desired by business men 
that there should be greater steadiness in our financial system, 
but this is hardly possible under our free political system. Par- 


ties come into power, stay in four years, and then pass out, to be 
succeeded by those of opposite opinions. Nothing is more remark- 
able in our political history than the fluctuations of public opinion 
in respect to the propor policy of a tariff. The two great schools 
of the protective and the reyenue theory, each upheld by mighty 
names and by wise, patriotic men, have alternated in their con- 
trol of public sentiment and in our legislation. Even in the same 
political party we find a great difference of opinion among lead- 
ers on this subject—so frat, indeed, that compromises have not 
always been easy. And we find also sometimes a great political 
leader modifying his views with the progress of time and experi- 
ence. War exigencies broke up the revenue tariff policy of the 
Government prior to 1812 and 1861, and for a long time after the 
civil war closed the question of the tariff, save in relation to the 
amount of revenue needed, ceased to bea topic of public discussion 
or party strife. The revenue necessities of the Governmental 
constrain at times new tariff legislation. This does not necessaril 
imply any criticism of the party in power or under which the defi- 
ciencyin revenue first arose. A panic or business stagnation and 
depression will disturb the calculations of the wisest and most care- 

Secretary of the Treasury. This was what occurred during the 
panic which began in 1873. The revenues ran short, and it became 
necessary to provide for the deficiency and todoitatonce, Large 
additions were therefore made to the internal-revenue taxes. The 
duty on all sugars was increased 25 per cent, and a horizontal reduc- 
tion of 10 per cent on all customs duties, which had been made in a 
former act, was abrogated, the effect of which was an instant addi- 
tion of one-ninth to all existing duties except sugar, which, being 
a good revenue article, was raised 25 percent. Theremarks of Mr. 
MORRILL, of Vermont, who had charge of this bill in the Senate, 
are well worthy of our attention and repetition. He said: 

But it 2 
so great at present time? I years ago our revenues 
6,000,000; that tp two years ago $188,000,000, and 
,000 reduction in a angie your. It 


x 000, 
r cent, we imported of these 
d before. 

Mr. Sherman, who followed Mr. MORRILL, said that it was diffi- 
cult at all times to estimate in advance the probable receipts, and 
confessed that the depression in trade a commerce had made 
his estimates, as Secretary, inaccurate. 

The causes of this general depression, which happened soon after 
the demonetization of silver in 1872 and 1878 by several great na- 
tions, I shall not discuss, but I quote this memorable example to 
prove that in a season of depression the best estimates of the best 
men are apt to be wrong. 

TARIFF BILLS or 1800 AND 18%. 

The same cause—a Ce ems of business—affected the operation 
of the tariff bills of 1890 and 1894, and those who gave final shape 
to these measures can not be fairly blamed for being out of the 
way in their estimates of the revenue. About the year 1890 the 
failure of the Barings and other great perturbations in the finan- 
cial world occurred, the effect of which soon began to be felt in 
this country. A stringency began, a depression—call it what you 
will—which impaired the revenue and the value of the Treasury 
estimates. Therevenuesfor the yearending June30, 1892, fell some 
eight millions below the Treasury estimates, and, as compared with 
the receipts of the previous year, they fell off nearly $33,000,000. 
This was anterior to the Presidential election of 1893, and was in 
no sense the result of apprehended tariff onone In the winter 
of 1892-93 the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Foster, caused 
bonds to be printed ready for signature in order to provide against 
an expected deficit, but the issue was arr as Was understood, 
by the order of President Harrison. 

PANIC OF 18% AND ITS EFFECTS. 

In the early part of the year 1893 the depression already ere 
ripened into a panic of extraordinary severity, the features an 
incidents of which, being recent, I need not describe. In Decem- 
ber, 1893, Secretary Carlisle, in his annual report, assumed that 
the worst effects of these financial disturbances had passed, but 
time soon showed the fallacy of this expectation. The business 
depression has continued from year to year without any sensible 
improvement, and the general condition of the country could 
hardly be worse than it is to-day. Our internal-revenue taxes 
have continued to yield a good revenue, being $146,762,864 for the 
last fiscal year as ag: $145,686,249 in 1891; but the customs 
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revenue, which was 8219, 091,173 in 1888 and gin 452,964 in 1892, 
fell in 1894 to $131,818,530, and for the last fiscal year was only 
$160,021,751. 4 

Under these conditions LP ey and depression it ought not to 
excite surprise that the tariff bill of 1894, which was passed in the 
midst of the depression, should fail to supply adequate revenue, 
but the estimates of the framers of that bill were, as all of us know, 
based upon an expected revenue of thirty-five or forty millions 
from an income tax which was swept away by the unexpected 
decision of the United States Supreme Court in May, 1895. With 
such facts and conditions, it is not just to condemn the authors of 
this bill of 1894 for not providing sufficient revenue. 

THE M’KINLEY BILL OF 18%. 

The avowed object of the so-called McKinley bill of 1890 was 
to reduce revenue. At one fell swoop it abolished the grand 
sugar revenue, which had found a place in every previous tariff 
and was then yielding $55,000,000, and substituted for it a charge 
on the United States e of ten to twelve millions in order 
to pay for bounties. Every lesson taught by our financial history 
was thus set at naught, and the theory of protective duties on im- 
ports expounded by such t lights as Hamilton, Webster, Clay, 
and Sherman was spurned in order to get rid of a reyenue which 
had pulled the Government through many an hour of peril. 
The tariff of 1894, so far as this House was concerned, was equally 
faulty, and its authors equally inconsistent. Every great cham- 
pion of the Democratic creed favoring a tariff for revenue, and 
every tariff ever put on thestatute book by Democratic hands, was 
repudiated, and, under the specious cry of A free breakfast table,” 
sugar was made free, except only the duty on refined sugars, which 
was allowed to stand as fixed by former laws. The bill was 
amended in the Senate so as to give an ad valorem duty of 40 per 
cent on raw sugars; but this duty being wholly inadequate to pro- 
tect the industry against the competition of Germany, Cuba, and 
Hawaii, and there being in it no provision for payment of the 
bounty for the crop maturing in 1894, the principal expenses of 
which had been incurred long before the change of law, I felt 
constrained to vote against this bill. I did not believe that either 
the sugar cane of Louisiana or the beet industry of the West 
could thrive. under this legislation. Whatever might be the 
merits of the measure in other respects, and however I might re- 
spect the motives of its framers, I could not vote mh A in jeop- 
ardy an interest which gave employment to over a million 
of people in the State of Louisiana. 

INADEQUACY OF THE TARIFF OF 1594. 

When ‘the tariff act of 1894, as amended by the Senate, was 
passed, I supposed, as did everyone, that the revenue would be 
sufficient for the purposes of the Government. But during the 
following winter, and long before the Supreme Court made its 
famous decision annulling the income tax with its forty millions 
of revenue, I began to fear a falling off in our revenue, and in my 
remarks made to the House on January 26, 1895, I suggested an 
increase of the ad valorem duty on sugar from the 40 per cent 
duty to 50 per cent ad valorem. This I assumed, on a rough esti- 
mate, would give us eight or ten million dollars of additional 
revenue. On the February 14, 1895, speaking upon the currenc 
and the condition of the Treasury, I recurred to this subject, and, 
pointing out the probable deficiency in revenue, I suggested that 
Congress should at once make provision for $30,000,000 of addi- 
tional revenue per annum, and that an increase of one-half of 1 
cent per pound on sugars would raise more than half of the amount 
needed. I also suggested a tax on successions, so graduated as 
to impose no hardship, and a tax on stamps for checks. 
These suggestions were also made prior to the annulment of the 
income tax, and when we had every reason to count on that very 
arge item of public revenue. The cases in the Supreme Court 
had not been argued at that time, and it was not until May, 1895, 
that the decision was rendered which took from us thirty-five 
millions of revenue, 

A POSITION IN THE FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 

Again, on the 15th of February, 1896, speaking upon the bill to 
„maintain and protect the coin redemption fond.” etc., I dwelt 
anew upon the question of a deficiency in the revenues and re- 
peated my suggestions of the previous year for an increased duty 
of one-half of a cent per pound on raw sugars, a tax on succes- 
sions, and one on bank checks; and I further suggested that con- 
siderable additional revenue might be raised by a small tax on 
the passenger receipts of the railroads of the country, a tax which 
would fall on a class well able to bear it. I advocated an increase 
of fifty or sixty millions of revenue. There was, it is true, a bal- 
ance on December 1, 1895, according to the Secretary’s report, of 
$98,072,420 in excess of the actual gold reserve on that day, but 
this was secured by applying the proceeds of three separate bond 
sales, aggregating $162,000,000, which yielded some $152,172,195 to 
the Treasury. I urged that, instead of relying on bond sales to 
meet current expenses or to supply deficiencies, we should proceed 
carefully and energetically to take such steps as would make the 
reyenues of the Government equal to its expenditures. 


Such was the position I took in the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth 
Congresses. It seemed to me to be wise to look the fact of a defi- 
ciency fairly in the face and to provide for it. An emergency 
measure for revenue could have been passed as easily in the Fifty- 
third Congress as it was in the winter of 1874-75. I regret that 
this step, so obvious and just, was not taken. Had this been done, 
much mischief would have been averted. We would have been 
spared the painful spectacle and the unfortunate precedent of re- 

ated issues of Government bonds in time of profound peace. 

d the sources of revenne which I indicated been resorted to, and 
the additional duty of a half cent ged pound placed on raw sugar, 
as I suggested, the beet grower of the great West and the sugar 
planter of Louisiana to-day would have witnessed a development 
of their industries, or at least have held a much better and stronger 
position than they do now. We would have been on the high road 

that grand desideratum—an independence of foreign nations 
for a primary and large element of our food supply. We ought 
not to be content with anything less than this. 

Holding firmly, as I have done for years, to the position that this 
practice in time of peace of selling bonds should be arrested by a pro- 
vision for an adequate revenue to meet our current expenses, Is 
not abandon or modify my position because it is embodied in the 
recent message of President McKinley, and I stand ready to give 
fair consideration to a tariff measure which shall raise the addi- 
tional revenue required. I would prefer to defer any general revi- 
sion of the tariff, as the time for such comprehensive action seems 
to be inopportune. It would be better, I think, to select a few lead- 
ing articles whereon the production of the additional revenue needed 
can easily and expeditiously be arranged, and to wait for some 
recovery from our present depression and disturbance in business 
before going through the entire tariff list, with its three or four 
thousand items of import. I donot, however, propose to question 
the motives of those who feel impelled to pursue a different course, 
especially when I consider the fact that the party now dominant 
in this House claimed and won the last election upon the plea that 
the enactment of a protective tariff, or, rather, of one more pro- 
tective than the bill of 1894, would speedily restore prosperity and 
revive all our industries. It may be plausibly urged that here is 
a pledge that must be promptly redeemed. ~ 


NO EMERGENCY REQUIRING HASTE. 


But, sir, while the existence of a surplus of some $218,000,000 in 
the Federal Treasury, the result largely of bond sales, is no effec- 
tive argument against making provision for such an increase of 
revenue as shall suffice to make our income equal our current 
expenses, that surplus is, I think, sufficient to dispel the idea that 
there is any emergency which makes it necessary to railroad a 
great tariff bill through this House in hot haste. The Federal 
Constitution declares that ‘‘all bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives.” The Senate may pro- 

ose” amendments, but it can not originate a bill to raiserevenue. 

hy is this great power specially confided to the House of Repre- 

sentatives? I answer, because this body is chosen directly by the 
people and is preeminently the popular body of the Government. 

t comes fresh from the people every two years, and the idea is 
that in imposing these taxes the people give their consent by their 
immediate representatives. Now, this work of preparing a tariff 
bill is one of extreme difficulty and delicacy. È is a very high, 
important, and solemn function. It should not be devolved 
entirely and exclusively upon a committee, or a party majority of 
a committee, however able, upright, or laborious. I do not criti- 
cise the practice that has grown up on both sides of the House 
where a majority of the committee consult together and agree 
upon their bill, which they bring to the committee room for revi- 
sion. For the interests of geod government and toavoid dangerous 
mistakes, and in order to discharge properly the duty imposed b 
the House, the minority of the committee should have a fair an 
full opportunity to examine the bill, to present objections, discuss 
them, and have them fairly considered by the majority. When 
the bill is reported to the House of Representatives, no attempt 
should be made to rush it through. A fair opportunity should 
given to members to examine the proposed bill, to prepare and 
propose amendments, to discuss them, and to discuss ie perfected 
or completed bill before it is finally put upon its passage. This 
process is a sacred right of the representatives of the people and of 
the people themselves. It is not a healthy mode of legislation to 
turn over the whole business of passing a tariff bill to a few gen- 
tlemen, even though their great experience and skill may be con- 
ceded. The Constitution did not intend that this House should 
pass a great tariff bill in hot haste. without fair . for 
debate and amendment, or that the Senate sho be the only 
legislative and deliberative body of the Government. 


FAIR AND LEGITIMATE DEBATE SHOULD BE GIVEN. 


In all this I only favor fair and legitimate debate—not filibus- 
anho Sai dilatory tactics. The passage of the tariff bill of 1894 
was obstructed by dilatory tactics, to which I do not care to refer 
more particularly. The bill did not become a law till the 28th of 
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— 1894. I believe a final vote in both branches of C 
on the pending bill can be reached long before the month of Au- 
5875 shall arrive, and I believe that a fair treatment of the minor - 
ty will tend to hasten and not to delay the passage of the measure. 
Even if this moderate and reasonable course be pursued, the time 
consumed in considering this bill will not be one-half the time 
15 dog in considering and debating the bill of August, 1894. 
And now, sir, I think there is no one who will not admit that 
The statistics 


our expenditures are largely exceeding our income. 
and figures supplied in the President's m e are only repeti- 
tions of facts known to all men. We have a odar a large 
deficiency. How is it to be supplied? Shall we meet it by issu- 
ing bonds in time of peace? This policy is vicious and d ous, 
It isoverwhelmingly condemned by publicopinion, Irepudiate it 
as something not to be thought of for a single moment. 


INCREASED REVENUE OUR ONLY ALTERNATIVE. 


The rejection of this plan leaves us only two remaining alter- 
natives. We must enlarge our revenue or cut down our expendi- 
tures. Let us first consider the latter plan. Will any man tell 
me how we are to save sixty or seventy millions of dollars per 
annum? The great item of all our expenses is for pensions, which 
cost us over $140,000,000 per annum. We all know that this sys- 
tem is too strong to be successfully assailed, and so far from any 
curtailment or reduction, there is too much ground to fear 
that frauds or demagogism may swell the present c on 
the Treasury; and even my friend Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, has 
not, in his able remarks to-day, suggested any cut on this line. 
He advises the abolition of our diplomatic corps, a reduction of 
our Army, but does not utter a word to ə this corroding 
cancer. For the civil establishment, including foreign inter- 
course, public buildings, collecting the revenues, eficiency in the 

ostal revenues, District of Columbia mses, the executive and 
Legislative establishment, the expenses of United States courts, and 
sundry miscellaneous items there is estimated 8107, 000, 000 for the 
current fiscal year. It is obvious that there is no branch of these 
expenditures that can be seriously retrenched without impairin 
the efficiency of our administration, and even the revenue i $ 
We have $56,000,000 estimated for the military establishment. 
Our Army is a very small one for so large a country as ours, and 
many insist it is much too small in time of peace. I fear it is too 
small to be a sufficient nucleus in case a war should be forced upon 
us. At any rate, it can not be safely reduced. Some persons want 
to cut down the expenses embraced in this Army aggregate for 
improving our rivers and harbors. This amount is about twelve 
to millions per annum—a very small appropriation, con- 
sidering our long coast line on each ocean, the magnitude of our 
system of lake and river communication, the exigencies of our 
internal and foreign commerce, and the importance of the whole 
system to the farmer, the business man, and the revenue itself. 

o appropriation gives back so much to the people as this. It is 
like p cast u the waters. It may be fearlessly asserted 
that the people will not favor or permit any reduction of this very 
moderate expenditure. The important work of coast fortifications 
must goon. I see no room, therefore, for reductions in the Army 
appropriations, The naval establishment is estimated at $31,000,- 
000. We are yet only sixth in naval power of the countries of the 
world, although greater in wealth than any other nation, and hay- 
ing great cities, a long coast line, and an extensive commerce to 
defend. Under the plea of economy we have recently declined to 
construct any new war vessels. We can surely go no further in 
the line of economy here. We can not afford tocripple our Navy. 
We must go forward if we mean to protect our flag and all our 
great interests. Wecan not rely on our weakness or on the as- 
sumed generosity of foreign nations. If we do so, we shall have 
to eat more humble pie than is pleasant or healthful. There is no 
economy in such a course. It only invites war, and with it will 
come war expenses and war taxation. I dismiss the idea that our 
naval appropriation can be safely reduced. ; 

For the Indian service, eleven and a half million dollars is esti- 
mated. There is hardly va branch of the public service which 
is subjected to more careful scrutiny by the committees of Con- 

an this appropriation. If any reduction can be made in 
f with safety, humanity, and justice, the amount must be small 
indeed 


The charge for interest on the public debt is $37,000,000, and 
that, of course, can not be touched. 5 ; 

When we review our whole field of expenditure, it is hard to dis- 
cover any direction in which we can apply retrenchment to a con- 
siderable amount without serious impairment of the public serv- 
ice, and without employing an economy which in the end would 
prove more costly than the estimated saving. 

We are thus reduced tothe sole alternative of an increase of our 
revenues. The bill before us proposes this as one of its principal 
ends. I agree most cordially with this object of the committee, 
and I hope they will be able to demonstrate that this bill will raise 
the full amount we need for our annual revenue. I am not dis- 
turbed by the suggestion that with a revival of business our rey- 
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enues will be redundant. Any us can be readily applied to 
a reduction. of the public debt, I hail the day phen at our 
national debt can be wiped out and extinguished, 


REVENUE FROM SUGAR IMPORTS. 


_In one respect I feel assured that the bill will meet the expecta- 
tions of its authors in raising revenue, I refer es ially to the 
revenue to be derived from sugar. The act of 1894 now in force 
provides a duty of 40 pe cent ad valorem on allrawsugarsand upon 
sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color an additional duty of 
one-eighth of 1 cent per pound. There is a further duty of one-tenth 
of I cent per pound imposed on sugars coming from a coun try which 
penn anexport bounty. For the year ending June 30, 1896, we col- 
ected under this sugar duty a revenue of 829,808, 140.30. Mean- 
time the average cost of sugar ox pound in foreign countries, 
which was 2.92 cents in 1894, has fallen to 2.29 cents; and the duty 

imposed ad valorem on the invoice value, it has been esti- 
mated — 5 goed authority that, the consumption remaining the 
same, t tem of our revenue would decline to twenty-one or 
twenty-two millions for the current year. Both for revenue 
urposes and for giving adequate protection to the sugar-cane and 

rie al producer this duty is wholly inadequate, Accordin 

to the Ways and Means Committee report, the sugar daty; whic 
was about 1} cents to 1.63 cents per pound when the bill of 1894 
was enacted, has fallen by reason of the decline in price of foreign 
sugars to nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound on raw sugars polari- 
ag", top degrees. 7 
e sugar schedule of the Si Sp ber bill wisely adopts the plan 
of specitic duties, a system which is just to the sugar growers and 
also guards the revenue against frauds. There is also in the bill 
a marked increase of duty. The duty proposa is as follows: On 
all raw sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard, testing by the 
polariscope not above 75 degrees, 1 cent per pound, and for every 
additional degree shown by the 8 test, three one- 
hundredths 1 cent per pound additional, and fractions of a 
degree in proportion; and-on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard 
in color, and on all sugar which has gone through a procees of 
refining, 1.875 cents per pound. Molasses testing above 40 degrees, 
and not above 58 degrees, 3 cents per gallon; testing 56 degrees 

and above, 6 cents per gallon. 

Sugars, tank bottoms, etc., the product of any country which 
pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether 
imported directly and in condition as expo therefrom, or other- 
wise, shall pay, in addition to the foregoing rates, a duty equal to 
such bounty, or so much thereof as may be in excess of any tax 
collected by such country upon such article, or upon the beet or 
cane from which it was produced. 


SUGAR SCHEDULE COMMENDED, 


It is a pleasant duty, Mr. Speaker, to express my hearty ap- 
roval of the action of the committee in proposing a schedule of 
uties which, while it will save from embarrassment and ruin 

this great sugar industry of Louisiana, now struggling against 
foreign competition and manifold discouragements, and give hope 
and development to the rising beet-sugar industry of the West, 
will also yield a large revenue which will be an aid to the state 
and a firm prop to the national credit. Whilst it is true that it is 
not equal to the rate existing under the act of 1883, nor as favor- 
able to the producer as proposed in the Mills bill of 1888, yet I 
congratulate the committee on the breadth, wisdom, and states- 
manship of their conclusionsin e up this important schedule. 
They can not now be reproached with making up a tariff bill for 
the whole country and all its varied industries, with Louisiana left 
out of the regular category of protected industries, or protected 
only by a bounty which by its hi ce ye a to public sentiment 
was sure to go by the board at an early day. 

But while this duty thus proposed is tective, it is only mod- 
erately so. The most that we can confidently hope and predict is 
that under this duty the sugar industry will be able to maintain 
itself and maintain also the 600,000 people that it employs directly 
or indirectly in Lonisiana, in addition to the very large trade ben- 
efits resulting to the Upper Mississippi and Ohio River States of 
the pion Dy supplies of all kinds which they furnish to the plant- 
ing industry. 

But this duty: while moderately protective and therefore a boon 
to our people, is also distinctively and chiefly a revenue duty. It is 
a revenue duty with protection as an incident. It may and ought 
to be voted for by everyone who favors either the protective or 
the revenue theory of the tariff. Experience has demonstrated at 
every period of our history that sugar will bear a high duty and 
yet with an augmented revenue. 

One of the first questions that we have to consider is, What will 
be the 3 rate of duty on raw sugars by this bill and what 
will be the total reyenue derived from the new duty? On this 
pan I shall quote from the very instructive compilation of the 

earing on the sugar question which is furnished by the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. It is a document which deserves to 
be studied by every member of the House. : 
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IMPORTERS RECOMMEND A SPECIFIC DUTY. 

In the statement submitted by Mr. John Farr, of New York, rep- 
resenting the committee of the sugar importers of that city, after 
urging the point that the sugar trade unanimously condemn the 
ad valorem duty as unfair, unreliable, and ex ingly difficult 
in practice,” this committee recommend a specific anby instead, 
with a schedule so graduated as to approximate an valorem 
rate, with justice to all interests. 8 

This scale of the sugar 1 proposes, on all sugars testing 
by the polariscope when landed 75° or under, I cent per pound on 
net landed weight, adding three one-hundrédths of a cent per 
degree for each degree up to 100°, fractions of a degree to be 
assessed in proportion. e re 

The New York committee further recommend an additional 
duty on sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, in order to 
prevent the foreign refiners from entering their soft refined sugars 
at the same rate of duty as raw sugars of the same test. 

They also recommend an additional discriminating duty on all 
sugars coming from bounty-paying countries, with authority to 
the Executive to reduce or increase this additional duty in such 
proportion as the bounty-paying countries may from time to time 
raise or lower their bounties. 

The scale of duties here proposed on raw sugars is exactly what 
the Committee on Ways and Means have adopted in their bill, and 
the suggestions made of a differential duty on refined sugars above 
16 Dutch standard, and of a countervailing duty to offset the 
ex bounties of foreign governments are provided for in the 

ill of the committee in a mode and measure intended, I doubt not, 
to secure to the American people their own market for their own 
refined sugars, and which methods, I hope, will have the effect: of 
arresting the increased and rapidly increasing importations of this 
class of sugars. 

The estimate of the committee of the sugar trade is as follows: 

We estimate that the average polarization of raw sugars imported into 
this country is about 92°, and according to the schedule below, sugars of 92° 
would pa 3 100 pounds duty, which would produce an annual reve- 
nue on e of about $50,000,000, calculating on importations of about 


1,500,000 tons of dutiable sugar, which has been the average of the past few 
years. 


On all sugars test 
4 


SCHEDULE. 
Cents. | On all sugars testing— Cents. 
88 degrees per 


These estimates of the average polarizations of raw sugars be- 
ing 92° and paying $1.51 per 100 pounds duty, and that the duty 
would yield about $50,000,000 on the usual importation of about 
1,500,000 tons of dutiable raw sugar, are sustained by other wit- 
nesses, and may be assumed as approximately correct. The reve- 
nue may not quite reach that figure. It will fall below it in 
` future years if the sugar industry develops as we all hope for; 
butitis obvious that it will require some years before the pro- 
posed duty can a ages sO as 2 Tedung 5 of raw 
sugar imported. ith this gradual reduction of imported sugar 
there wil 1 bea ual reduction of the customs revenue. ee 
years at least, however, we shall have a large addition to the 
sugar revenue of, say, fi to twenty millions of dollars. The 
chief point of danger and solicitude is whether the provision 
against bounty-paid sugars is so complete as to defy the rapacity 
and ingenuity of the European governments, which are seeking 
to acquire the American market for their refined sugars. All the 
witnesses before the committee testify to a rapid increase of im- 
portations of refined sugar. I should say, perhaps, bounty-paid 
sugar. One witness, Mr. Farr, puts the amount of refined sugar 
imported at 65,000 tons this year, ‘‘ about three times as much 
as ever before.” Another witness, Mr. Humphreys, of New York, 
speaks of the bounty of foreign governments as follows: 

It is a disotganizing factor in the sugar trade all over the world, and, there- 
fore, we are unanimously of the opinion that not only the one-tenth of a cent 
which is allowed now, which was upon the export bounty at the time 
the existing tariff was made, but it seems that is not enough toenable the 
sugar producers of Germany to get rid of their su so that within afew 
months theexport bounty on raw sugars has been raised, so that now, as near 
as it can be figured, it is about 27 cents, or a little over a quarter of a cent a 
pound, so the one-tenth of a cent on raw sugar, as you see, gentlemen, does 
Meroe tran it prince Cab E atu cinco new ery proms UTEE 

rv 
for the benefit of the German sugar producers. 


Mr. Humphreys further explained that, while the German bounty 
on raw sugars exported averaged 27 cents, ora little over a quarter 
of a cent on the raw sugar, their bounty on the refined sukar ex- 
ported was three-eighths ofa cent. We suggested, wisely, I think, 
that instead of one-tenth of a cent duty upon bonaty sagar im- 
ported into this country, the duty ought to be equal to the bounty. 


STATEMENT OF LOUISIANA CANE GROWERS’ ASSOCIATIONS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. Speaker, the valuable and instructive statement of Mr. J. D. 


Hill, of New Orleans, representing the American Sugar Cane Grow- 
ers’ Association, also refers specially to the fact that Germany and 
Austria have lately increased their bounties, and that France is 
about to follow suit. Heasks, therefore, for countervailing duties. 
The paper submitted by Hill is so important and instructive in its 
exposition of the present condition and needs of the sugar-cane 
industry that I beg leave to append it in full to my remarks 
on this subject. 

The statements of Consul-General Mason, of June 4, 1896, and 
Mr. Julius Muth, consul at Magdeburg, dated May 30, 1896, are 
most instructive in showing fully the bounty policy of Germany 
and other countries. 

Mr. McGahan, of Philadelphia, a refiner outside of the sugar 
trust, or the American Sugar Refinery, says that Great Britain 
is importing 50 per cent of her sugar from bounty-paying coun- 
tries, and that the United States are fast losing their markets from 
the same cause. 

The American Sugar Refinin N in their careful state- 
ment filed by their treasurer, Mr. John E. Searles, show that the 
import of European refined sugar under the present law has run 
up from 16,333,468 pounds in 1894-95 to 196,689,895 pounds in the 
calendar year 1896. This company refine over three-fourths of 
the sugar consumed in the United States, and they are equall 
cor ober ge with the danger to our markets from the bounty pai 
refined sugars of Europe. 

THE BEET-SUGAR GROWERS HEARD FROM. 

I wish to add to these statements on this head a citation from 
the most interesting statement by Mr. Henry T. Oxnard, of Ne- 
braska, representing the beet-sugar interests, and one of the high- 
est authorities on the question of sugar production, After stating 
that Germany now has— 


(1) Practically a prohibitive duty on sugar to hold her home market, (2) a 
consumption tax of near 2.2 cents pr 25 for revenue, and (3) an export 
bounty of from 27 to 38 cents par hun to gain foreign markets for her 
surplus sugars— 
he adds further on: 


8 is mays zoron the United States, as she is all other nations 
and the colonies, to defend a home industry, which is in line with her selfish 
policy toward our meat exports, 
Imports will show how n to her the sugar consumption of the 
United States is. Evidently during the current year eats because of 
the war in Cuba and the rebellion in the choirs Fang Islands, will head the list 
as our chief source of supply, and we can y appreciate the keen desire 
of German . to make sure of the American market, which they hope 
todo by their increased sugar bounties—increased Lee an order tocrush 
the sugar industry out of existence where it is not thoroughly organized and 
able to meet the severe competition. At every point Germany is invadin: 
our markets in spite of our tariff. ron Herman, agricultural attaché o 
Germany at W. m, visited every beet-sugar factory in the United 
States within the last three months. e was sent by his Government on a 
on to investigate our new industry, and he has gone back to Ger- 


many within a month and will make a report. Mr. Burr, of the Alvarado 


factory in California, visited Europe and desired toattend asugar conference 
heid in Germany, but his request was declined on the ground that he was 
interested in trying to deprive Germany of its sugar market. ‘The market 


referred to was our own. 

I beg members to note this last statement. It seems to me that 
we have here and elsewhere the policy of the bounty-paying gov- 
ernments of oa and especially of Germany, so clearly indi- 
cated that it would be a species of folly and treason to our great 
national interests to neglect or delay longer to take the most strin- 
gent preventive measures. Germany were to pay a bounty upon 
sugar production in her own borders, or were to relieve her sugar 
growers from taxation in whole or in part, it might be 1 
alleged that her only object was to diversify her industries and 
make her people independent in war and peace for a leading and 
costly article of her food supply. But when we see her giving a 
bounty on her exports of sugar, then increasing that bounty so as 
to meet foreign tariffs, and especially our own, and thus develop- 
ing her ee trade in sugar until much the larger portion of her 
sugar product is now exported, we can not doubt the object and 
purpose of this bounty. It is unquestionably to enable her to take 
possession of the sugar trade of Great Britain and the United 
States and to destroy both our e eh wing and our refin- 
ing industries. By the folly of Eng she has already nearly 
broken up the refining industry of that country, and by lack of 
adequate countervailing duties on our part, she is making sure 
pro to a like result in the United States. I find by the report 
of the Bureau of Statistics that during the calendar year 1895 we 
imported from Germany 172,614,682 pounds of raw sugar, valued 
at $3,084,749. In the calendar year 1896 the import of the same 
article from Germany was 871,928,762 pounds, and the value 
$18,587,783. In other words, the quantity was increased fivefold 
and the value augmented sixfold in a single calendar year! It is 
true that the Cuban supply fell off by reason of the civil war there, 
but it was in a far less proportion than this increase of German 
imports, and it must be remembered that this deficit might have 
been met by increased imports from the other West Indies, the 
East Indies, and other quarters of the world. Sir, it was the 
bounty policy of Germany that enabled her to step in at this time 
and occupy ground that ought to be occupied by our own sugar 
cane and beet growers-and our own refining interests. 
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IMPORTANCE OF COUNTERVAILING DUTIES. 


In view of this selfish and dangerous policy of Germany, it seems 
to me that we can not well be too careful in our measures of pre- 
vention or too one in ou countervailing nute: Stee — 
imposing upon the sugars of bounty-paying countries a eq 
to the 8 of such bounty over the tax collected by the country 
of production upon such exported article, or upon the beet and 
cane from which it is produced, it would, I think, be far safer to 
put on and tax the amount of the bounty that may have been 
given, and leave to the foreign governments the matter of marin’ 
ing their own taxation and bounties. We do not say to them, 
you shall or shall not impose this tax or this bounty, but we do 
say that when we find your export bounty or other device enables 
you to come here and undersell our own people, we will meet you 
at the shore with a countervailing duty about which there shall 
be no quibbling or mistake. I may add here that the less the ad- 
justment of the proper duty is complicated by needless questions 
of computation the simpler will be the duties of the customs col- 
lector, and the less opportunity afforded for mistakes or mis- 
conduct. 

SUGAR CONSUMPTION IN THE UNITED STATES. 

I wish now, Mr. Speaker, to speak briefly of the amount of 
consumption of sugar in the United States. 1883, according to 
the Statistical Abstract, the total consumption was 1,224,011 tons. 
In 1894 the consumption was 2,012,714tons. In 1895 it was 1,949,744 
tons. The per capita consumption, which was 51 pounds in 1883, 
is now about 63 pounds, and with a restoration of former pros- 

rity would certainly be larger. As it stands we consume, I 

ieve, more per capita than any other country in the world. 

The total domestic product, chiefly from Louisiana, was in 1894-95 
somes25,621 tank ee in 1895-96 this fell off to 242,693 tons. This 
would average about one-seventh of the total consumption in this 
country. But for the large reduction in protective duty by the 
tariff of 1894 the domestic product would have been much greater. 
I think 1 am warranted in saying that hardly any of the Loui- 
siana planters have made any money in the past two or three years, 
and but for the effects of the Cuban insurrection their condition 
would be most unfortunate to-day. 


LOUISIANA THE MAIN DOMESTIC SUGAR PRODUCER, 


Our domestic sugar heretofore has been produced mainly in the 
State of Louisiana. The production in Louisiana has gone on 
favorably so long as there was no great disturbing cause, no hos- 
tile legislation, and no destructive wars. For a long series of 
years before the civil war there was an ample duty levied, and 
the industry flourished. From 1846 to 1957, under the Robert J. 
Walker tariff, the duty stood at 30 per cent ad valorem, but then 
everything the planter had to buy for himself and his hands was 
also taxed at a low rate. In 1857 the duty was reduced to 24 per 
centad valorem, but everything else was proportionately reduced. 
Thzre was perfect order and peace in Louisiana, and well organized, 
contented, and reliable labor, a most important element in econ- 
omy of production. Under these duties and conditions Louisiana 
raised Poni 1850 to 1857 under the Walker tariff 47 per cent of 
all the sugar consumed in the United States. From that time 
until the civil war Louisiana produced nearly 50 per cent of the 
sugar consumed in thiscountry. The war came with its fury and 

“devastation of the planting industry, and with a perfect disor- 
ization of the labor and social system. The sugar product of 
uisiana fell from 528,821,500 pounds in 1861-62 to 10,800,000 
ands in 1864-65, say one-fiftieth part of the former amount. 
he period following the civil war, with ruined plantations, dis- 
organized labor, lost capital, and general havoc, followed by re- 
construction—a sort of quasi war—and every element of disturb- 
ance, could not be expected to show any rapid increase of sugar 
production: Fair revenue or protective duties imposed by Con- 
gress were also neutralized largely by the free sugar from Hawaii 
and by extensive frauds on the revenue by foreign producers, the 
coloring of sugars down so as to secure a low rate of duty. But 
the tables show that the sugar B a ser of Louisiana has gone up 
from 69,800 tons in 1871-72 and 60,193 tons in 1872-73 to 159,909 
tons in 1888-89, under the tariff of 1883, and 272,913 tons in 1893-94, 
under the bounty provision contained in the act of 1890. Sir, 
there can not bea doubt that under a bona fide revenue du 
upon sugars, carefully framed so as to shut out frauds, and wit 
countervailing duties against bounty sugars, Louisiana would 
rapidly develop her sugar industry. Witha carefully guarded 
duty levied for revenue and with a view to protection also, the 
same result would follow. : 
AREA FOR SUGAR CULTURE. 

It would be a grave error, Mr. Speaker. to suppose that there is 
only a small area available for sugar production. The area now in 
cultivation in Louisiana is estimated at 300,000 acres. covering afew 
parishes only. A valuable paper, filed by Mr. Stubbs, of the Loui- 

siana experiment station, states that the available land forsugarin 
these parishes alone would double this 300,000acres. Thesugarcul- 
tureisextendingitselftootherparishes. Theentiresouthern halfof 


Louisiana is adapted to the growth of sugar. One of my colleagues 
on this floor Mr. R. L. Gibson stated here that there were not 
less than a million and a half acres ready for the plow and adapted 
to the cultivation of cane in Louisiana—not wild lands, buta mil- 
lion and a half acres that in a few years might be converted 
into broad fields of waving cane with adequate and fair protection. 
But another estimate is that some 12,000 square miles in Louisiana 
alone, or over 5,000,000 acres, are capable of being put into sugar 
cane. This is exclusive of the very large sugar-cane area in Texas, 
Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida. The sugar-cane area is prob- 
ably five or ten times as much as would suffice to furnish the de- 
mand of the United States for sugar -a demand for which we now 
pay about $100,000,000 per annum to foreign conntries. 

Mr. Stubbs’s paper says that the sugar crop of Louisiana, esti- 
mated at $25,000,000 annually in value, creates an interstatetrade 
of $20,000,000, sending it in exchange to Pennsylavania, Alabama, 
and Tennessee for coal andiron; Kentucky, Indiana, and Missouri 
for mules and horses; Kansas, Iowa, Illinois, etc., for corn and 
pork; Michigan, Wisconsin. Minnesota, ete., for flour; Pennsyl- 
vania, Alabama, New York, etc., for machinery; California for 
fruits, wine, etc.; Boston for boots and shoes, and New York for 
dry goods, notions, etc. 


BEET SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


I havein all this said nothing of the beet-sugar . which 
gives such fair promise of being a Bacay success. There are 
twenty-three States of the Union—North, West, and South— 
adapted to the growth of the sugar beet, perhaps even more. When 
these two industries of sugar cane and sugar beets shall have been 
fairly developed, supplying not one-seventh of our consumption 
only, but six or seven sevenths of our demand, how shall we com- 
pute the benefits resulting to our farmers, and the effect pro- 
duced upon every branch of trade and manufacture throughout 
the Union in supplying their wants and necessities? 

I shall make no extended vel ri upon the 1 of 
providing our own food supply. ith the exception of tea, coffee, 
and a few spices, there is nothing that we can not produce in 
ample quantity for our wants, and it may be in the future that in 
some portions of the Union coffee and tea may be grown. But 
Mexico can produce all the coffee required for the habitable globe 
and of the highest quality, and with Mexico our relations are now 
and are destined to remain on the most cordial footing. They are 
destined to grow more and more intimate every day. With the 
development of railroads and the wonderful progress now being 
made in our sister Republic, we shall have many things to ex- 
change for the coffee we may require from them. 


A WOOL DUTY INDORSED. 


A small country like Holland, Belgium, or Switzerland must 
rely on outside commerce for a supply of many of the necessities 
of life. Buta great country like our own, with such a variety of 
climates, soils, and production, need not depend and ought not to 
depend on foreign countries for the n articles of human 
life and natural strength. Following this thought to its logical 
conclusion, it seems to me that this country ought not to depend 
for the clothing of its people, either in war or in peace, upon for- 
eign nations. But this can not be effected if our woolgrowers are 
to be sacrificed in order to let in foreign-grown wools—say from 
Australia, South America, and other countries. In every tariff 
but the last one, and touchant our whole history, raw wool has 
been subjected to a duty. It seems to me to be a wise public policy 
that in raising revenue to support the Government, raw wool 
should share with woolen ook, whatever advantage can be de- 
rived from our system of tariff taxation. The policy of the old 
tariffs, of which I speak, was fixed by wise statesmen, who had, by 
the experience of the seven years’ war for independence and the war 
of 1812-1815, also with Great Britain, had occasion to learn what 
policy was necessary for national defense. On this ground, if on 
no other, a duty on wool is absolutely and clearly defensible. I 
am aware that a school of politicians has developed in recent 
years who clamor for free raw material,” as they call it. They 
a ply it especially to iron ore, coal, and to wool; and in is to 
all these I decline to accept the theory they propound. deny 
that the policy of Democratic tariffs has been to make these 
articles duty free. The great free traders and revenue-tariff 
leaders, Jefferson, Madison, Calhoun, Walker, and others, so far 
as I know, have never advanced this theory, and I do not believe 
one line can be cited from their writings and speeches to support 
this policy of free raw material. 3 


SUGAR DUTY THE LEAST BURDENSOME TO TAXPAYER. 


If it be conceded, as I think it must, that we need a large addi- 
tional reyenue in order to make our income and outgo meet, there 
can surely be no article which will supply this revenue in large 
measure with so little burden to the taxpayer as sugar. Now. the 
proposed tariff is largely within the revenue limit. The proposition 
is to raise $50,000,000 revenue from sugar, but a higher duty would 
ive us sixty or seventy millions of revenue. So I say this duty is 

y inside the revenue limit, Reviewing our past history, we 


1897. 


find the sugar revenue figuring largely and prominently in our 
aggregate of customs revenues. In 1860 we raised $6,941,553.12 
from sugar; in 1868, 830, 447,970.89: in 1881, $46,318,073.49; in 1885, 
$50,885,915.89; in 1889, 854,896, 437.38. From 1885 to 1890, both 
ears inclusive, we raised every year over fifty millions per annum. 
ainak sugar was enacted in 1890, and the reyenue fell to $250,000 
or less; but even under the inadequate and unsatisfactory tariff 
of 1894 the sugar revenue mounted up to $29,808,140.30 for the 
ear 1896. These figures demonstrate how easy it is to raise a 
arge revenue from this source. x 

I might maltiply authorities to show that there is no article 


from which the requisite revenue or a large reyenue can be col- 
lected with so little cost to the consumer as by the duty upon 
sugar. This is the view maintained by leading Democratic states. 
men and tariff reformers in the past. Mr. David A. Wells, one of 


the most noted writers of the revenue-tariff school. says: 


If we tax salt, we tax all the 8 of labor or production’ into which 
salt enters, and the people pay t 

to the salt makers, and also the interest or profit upon all the additional capi- 
tal required in consequence of its enhanced price, by those who use 

But if we tax tea, we tax an article ready for consumption, which represents 
one of the results for which substantially all labor is exerted, and upon which 
the consumer pays only the revenue needed by the Government, with the 
least cost of collection, as it is a bulky article and can not be — 
Hence tea, coffee, sugar, and molasses are all fit articles for the im tion 
of duties, and the tax e upon them is not more and not nearly 
as much a burden upon labor as a tax shor iron, steel, wool, hemp, salt, lum- 
ber,and the like. e one tax diffuses itself, plus only the cost of collection; 
the other diffuses itself as widely, plus bounties, profits, and other extras, 
amounting to a far ter sum t the tax itselt. 

The present tariff on tea, upit, and coffee taxes the consumers of the 
United States approximately as follows: Coffee, 1} cents per week per capita; 
tea, 1 cent per week ae capita; sugar, 1} cents per week per capita. 
anyone name three other taxes upon the whole list of imports and excises 
which produce so great a return with so little discomfort and so little an en- 
hancement of the cost of general production? 


The same line of reasoning here employed by the Hon. David 
A. Wells may be found in the speeches of Senator Coke, Hon. 
William R. Morrison. one of the sturdiest champions of a tariff for 
revenue, and many others, 


SUGAR TARIFF CONSISTENT WITH DEMOCRATIC PRINCIPLES AND POLICIES. 


I commend these high authorities and this reasoning to all rey- 
enue-tariff Democrats of this House who cherish a respect for the 
rinciples, traditions, and examples of Democratic statesmen. On 
Formet occasions, and especially on the 13th of August, 1894, 
speaking on this subject, Í quoted the authority of the Secretary 
of the Treasury under Andrew Jackson in his report made to the 
United States Senate on February 16, 1831, and also from James 
Buchanan's speech of 1842. and from Silas Wright's speech at the 
same time. lalsocited Robert J. Walker in the tariff of 1846, Rob- 
ert M. T. Hunter, James B. Beck, John Randolph Tucker, John G. 
Carlisle, ROGER Q. Minis, Secretary Manning, and many others. 
T have also referred to the votes and opinions of Mr. Hoar, Mr. 
REED, Mr. Burchard, Mr. Kelley, Mr. Kasson, General Garfield, 
and other eminent Republicans, If either party is concluded by 
great names and by the legislative precedents of the Government, 
it would seem that neither can refuse to support the proposed 
sugar schedule. 

o that class of Democrats who are 8 anxious for a reve- 
nue tariff, and who regard President Cleveland as an exponent of 
high authority, I commend his letter to the Hon. William L. Wil- 
son, which was read in this House on the 18th of August, 1894, In 
that letter of July 2, 1894, Mr. Cleveland says: 


Under our party platform, and in accordance with our declared party pur- 
posos, sugar is a legitimate and logical article of revenue taxation. * * + 
tseems to me that we should not forget that our aim is the completion of 
a tariff bill. and that in taxing sugar for proper purposes and within reason- 
able bounds, whatever else may be said of our action, we are in no danger of 
running counter to Democratic principles. 


In this connection I beg also to cite the resolution adopted by 
thg national Democratic convention which assembled at St. Louis 
June 7, 1888. This resolution explicitly indorsed the celebrated 
Mills tariff bill of 1888, containing a scale of duties on su de- 
cidedly higher than is proposed in the pending bill. Mr. MILLSs's 
own remarks on this duty are highly pertinent and valuable, but 
I forbear to cite them now. I have said enough to show what 
the Democratic doctrine on this subject of the sugar duty has been, 
and, I may add, the doctrine of all the great parties and great states- 
men of the country. 


RICE INDUSTRY AND ITS NEEDS. 


The importance of this legislation to the rice industries of the 
country, and especially to the population in my State whose capi- 
tal and energies are employed in its culture, can not be overlooked. 
As has been said, the rice industry occupies the isolated position 
of being the only American industry which is exposed to compe- 
tition with cheap Asiatic labor without the aid of the superior 
intelligence of the American white labor and of our improved 

tor-saving machinery. 
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The rice industry must rely upon African labor, and chiefly 
without the aid of machinery. 

In my State there are, it is believed, not less than 80,000 people 
dependent upon its prosperity, and we have 1,000,000 acres in 
southwestern Louisiana alone, suitable for rice culture only, and 
especially adapted to it, with twenty-five milling plants, represent- 
ing capital of not less than $2,500,000. Im Georgia,.South Caro- 
lina, and North Carolina there is said to be 700,000 people whose 
soppor would be imperiled if the industry perished, and almost 
with one accord all assert that it is impossible for them to exist 
under the present tariff. 

The committee might well have fixed the duties as asked by the 
representatives of this interest; yet the advanced rates proposed, 
if enacted into law, will check the decline in this important agri- 
cultural industry and bring new light and courage to the thou- 
sands who are struggling to maintain it. 

This Babes is such a large one that Ihave not been able to discuss 
the general provisions of the bill, and even in discussing the sugar 
duty I have omitted much that I would like to say. I speak with- 
out prejudice against any great interest and with a strong desire 
to see the whole country restored to prosperity. It may be that 
some of the duties imposed by this bill are erroneous and excessive, 
I have not had the time or the N to give them as full an 
examination as I would desire. It may be and probably is true that 
without some well- considered measure of currency and financial re- 
form no tariff adjustment can fully restore our prosperity as a 
people and revive our stagnant industries; but, as a Representative 
of Louisiana, e great and suffering interests which so 
vitally concern the welfare of my district, and, indeed, our whole 
State, I can not hesitate as to my duty, and that is to aid in every 
way to have these important schedules become the law of the land 
as soon as practicable, and I shall rejoice to witness the benefits 
which it will confer on Louisiana, as well as on the beet-sugar 
growers and the whole country. I can not give any vote or do 
any act which directly or indirectly may have a tendency to pre- 
vent or delay this act of justice. [Applause.] : 


APPENDIX. 
SUGAR-CANE GROWERS. 


[Statement of Mr. J. D. Hill, of New Orleans, La.] 
; WEDNESDAY, December 80, 1896. 
Mr. Hill said: 


Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMITTEE: It has been desired 
that the statement we make to this committee shall be made as concise as 
possible, and so that we should not go over too much ground, we have deter- 
mined to rege it reduced to writing, and with the committee's permission I 


COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS: Wea r before you as a committee 
from the American Cane Growers’ Association, which takes into its mem- 
bership those engaged in the cultivation of the sugar cane in the South, as 
well as those engaged in sugar mannfacture or otherwise interested in its 


advancement. 

Our industry has been going so a period of transition from manorial 
estates, with the sugarhouse as an unct, to lands cultivated by tenant 
farmers, selling their cane to central factories at a price almost universally 
based upon the value of the sugar produced therefrom at the date of delivery 
of the cane at the factories. You will observe from this system that the cane 
grower and sugar manufacturer have a mutual or identical interest, so the 
association speaks for both branches of the industry. : 

1883, when the tariff was framed on the lines indicated by a special com- 
ion authorized by Co: „the central-factory idea had not begun to 
develop in this country, and conditions differed widely from those existing 
at the present time. For example, in that year all Europe produced very 
little more beet sugar than the German Empire now does alone. Prices were 
more than double those of to-day. Our population was some 81 p cent 
smaller and our per capita consumption 35 per cent less. The duty is now ad 
valorem, and amounts to eighty-seven one-hundredths cent against 2.08 cents 
cific in that year. The value in foreign countries was 4.87 and is now 2.18. 
It is thus made plain no injustice to any interest would be done by reimpos- 
ing the auty levied in the tariff law of 1883, as the eee for producing our 
sugar supply at home grows with the increase of population and increase of 
per capita 3 and such a duty would produce that result, while 
anyt Og less would be uncertain. When that tariff was displaced by the 
bounty law, supplemented with a fair protective duty on refined sugar, the 
r mse to such a stimulative impulse was ready, and were it not for the pre- 
carious tenure of such a law this committee would perhaps urge the renewal 
of that method of building up the industry. We therefore present our case 
upon the claim that the law of 1883 would invite the investment of capital, the 
cultivation of lands, and the active cooperation of all those forces now dor- 
mant, necessary to the development of this vast industry, on a scale which 
ould enable the American producers of cane and beet sugar to supply within 
© period named in the M ley bounty law the full requirements of our 
home consumption. f 

It may be suggested that this would produce anexcessive revenue—if such 
be possible in the present state of the Treasury—but that it would not show 
any 1 increase over the present revenue from this source for any great 
period is answered by the assurance of a healthy and continuous development 
of our home supply, lessening with each succ: ron the importations 
necessary for our consumption. Wecall your attention to the fact that the 
production of sugar in the South — the years in which the law of 1883 
was in force the effect of reducing the price of sugar to the consumer 
during the months our he bo being marketed to a point which shows sub- 
stantially the benefits to the country at large of home competition, made 
possible only by home production. 

We submit a chart prepared from the records of the Louisiana Greer 
Exchange to substantiate statement, and also to show that during the 
period covered by the 5 of the law of 1883 the average value of 
vacuum pan sugar was 5.68 cents per pound; and from the same records we 
have found that under the present law such sugars have been sold at the 
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average price of not over 3.45 cents. Now, if we add to this 
3 duty 


ence between average duty in 1889, 2.02 cents, and the presen 
of 0.57 cent, say 1.15 cents, we get 440 cents as the selling price under the 
higher rate of duty, and we beg to submit that nowhere on Continent of 
Europe (where the 5,000,000 tons of beet sugar are produced) can the re’ 
rocure his supply of consumable sugar so cheaply. It appears paradoxical 
t this very sugar, which by its cheapness in outside markets breaks down 
the value of cane sugar to the starving point, should be so costly at home, but 
the explanation is easy. These countries impose a heavy tax on their home 
consumption in order to give a bounty on that increment of their crop which 
they export. The German Empire, for eee will this year produce 
3,009,000 tous of sugar and consume less than 800,000 tons, exporting 1,200,000 
tons. Ali these countries have 8 duties on foreign sugar, co 
levying on foreign raw a duty of 8.3) cents and on refined from 6 to 7.45 cents 
per pound, and on beet sirups for distilling 6cents per gallon. (Sugar duties 
very recently in 68 cents per 100 kilos on raw and 87 cents per 100kilos 
on refined to offset Germany's increased bounty.) 
Germany, on foreign sugar, from 3.9 to 4.75 cents per pound. 
11 vs vg and Hungary, from 3.09 to 4.11 cents, and on molasses and glucose, 
cents, 
um, from 3.94 to 4.36 cents, and 1} cents per pound on sirups, etc., con- 
taining less than 50 per cent sugar. 


Holland taxes su produ: from f. cane 4.80 cents per pound. 
Russia, a dut; 6.6 cents on raw and 8.8 cents on refined, 
Italy, from 5.25 to 8 35 cents. 
Spare te 4 on ee oan 2.94 cents on Spanish colonial, and taxes penin- 
ar con’ r pound. 
SO here is no Adu in our country that offers so wide, so eral, so dis- 
tributive results of a eficent character as the growth and production of 
tng oanecttully submitted. 
su 
y CHARLES A. FARWELL, 
Chairman. 
B. A. OXNARD. 
WM. ADLER. 
HARRY L. LAWS, > 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 
E. H. CUNNINGHAM, 
Of Texas. 
JAS. D. HILL. 
I. B. LYON. 
Attest: 


D. D. Cotcock, Secretary. 


SUMMARY OF SUGAR TARIFFS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The provisions relating to sugar in all the tariff laws from 1789 to 1890 are 
given below in cunde: form: 


Act of July l, 1789. 
[Chapter 2, section 1.) 


On molasses, per gallon, 2} cents; on brown sugars, per pound, 1 cent; on 
loaf sugars, per pound, 3 cents; on all other sugars, per pound, 1} cents. 


Act of August 10, 1790. 
(Chapter 30, section J.] 


Molasses, per gallon. 3 cents; loaf sugar, per pound, 5 cents; brown sugar, 
per pound, 1} cents; other sugar, per po 2} cents. 


Act of May 2, 1792. 
[Chapter 27.] 


Sec. 4. That after the said last day of June next there shall be 
laid, levied, and collected, in addition to the present duty thereupon, a duty 
of 2} per cent ad valorem =e all goods. wares, and merchandises not above 
enumerated or 8 ch, if imported in ships or vessels of the United 
States, are now chargeable with a duty of 5 per cent ad valorem. 


Act of January 29, 1795. 


[Chapter 17.] 
a SECTION e N oe after the said last da o March pert the 88 
uties able upon sugar shall cease, an ere shall be paid u: 
white caved or white 8 sugars 3cents per pound, and upon allother 
clayed or powdered sugars, 1} cents per pound. * * * 


Act of March 3, 1797. 


‘ [Chapter 10.] 
SecTion1, * „Upon all brown sugars, per pound, one-half cent. * 
1 cent. 


Upon all molasses, per gallon, 

Bre. 3 What from and after the 30th day of June next the duties 
now in force and payable upon su candy and cocoa imported into the 
United States cease, and that in lieu thereof there thenceforth be 
levied and collected the following duty, viz: Upon all sugar candy, at its im- 
portatiun into the United States from any foreign port or place, 9 cents per 
pounds and upon all cocoa upon its importation as aforesaid, 2 cents per- 
po 


und. 

Syd. 5. That, on account of the additional duties laid on brown 
sugar and molasses by this act, the following sums, vely. shall, from 
ana after the last day of December next, be added to the drawbacks now al- 
lowed and paid by law on sugar refined within the United States and rted 
therefrom, and on spirits di ed from molasses within the United States 
and exported therefrom, viz. On all e refined and exported, 1 cent 
pound, and on all spirits so distilled and exported 1 cent a gallon, which addi- 
tional draw be allowed and paid acco: to the tions now 
established by law respecting the present drawbacks allo on the said 


articles. 
Act of May 13, 1800. 
(Chapter 66.] 


+ „„ That from and after the goth day of June next the following du- 
ties, in addition to those now in force and payable on the several articles 
hereinafter enumerated, shall be laid. levied, and co upon those articles, 
respectively, at their importation into the United States from any Salar 
port or place; that is to say, upon all brown sagar; one-half cent per pound; 
candy, 2 cents per pound; upon a; 8 cent ny gallon 

and upon wares, merchandise now paying aduty of 10 per cent 
ad vi 8 cent ad valorem. 

2 on account of the additional duties laid on brown sugar and 
molasses by this act, the following sums sg tage das shall, from and after 
the 3lst day of December next, be added to the drawbaoks now allowed by 


law on sugar refined within the United States and exported therefrom, and 
on spirits distilled from molasses within the Uni States and exported 
pounds sud ont ail spltite 00000 

H o so ed and exported, 1 cent per on; which 
additional drawback shall be allowed and paid according to the intone 


now established by law respecting the present d backs all 
se fest hg y g p raw owed on the 
Act of February 25, 1801. 
. [Chapter 11.] 

SECTION]. * * * That so much of an act passed on the 5th day of June 
in the year 1794, entitled An act laying certain duties on snuff 1 
sugar,” as respects a duty on refined mein and that an act passed on the 9th 
day of June, in the year 17%, entitled “An act laying duties on rty 
sold at auction,” and which acts were, by an act passed on the Bt day of 
March, in the year 1795, continued in force until the Ist day of March. in the 


ear, 1801 be, and the same are hereby, continued in force without limi- 
tion of time, anything in any former act to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Act of July 1, 1812. 


[Chapter 112.] 

SECTION]. * * That an additional duty of 100 per cent upon the per- 
manent duties now im by law upon W. and merchandise im- 
ported into the United States shall be levied and collected upon all goods, 
wares, and merchandise which shall. and after the ing of this act, 
be imported into the United States from any foreign ‘port or place. 

Act of February 1, 1816. 
(Chapter 9.] 

* + * And the act entitled “An act la; duties on refined within 

the United States,“ passed the 24th day of July, — shall be, and the same 
e said acts in 


are hereby, continued in force in th 
contrary Zotwithstanding, renina aaya fo Se 


Act of February 5, 1816. 
[Chapter 10.] : 


Sxecrionl. * è * That the additional duties upon s, Wares, and mer- 
chandise imported into the United States, and Ates e tonnage of vessels, 
imposed by the act entitled “An act for imposing additional duties upon all 
oods, wares, and merchandise imported from any fore: port or place, and 

‘or other purposes,’ 8 on the Ist day of July, in the year 1812, shall be 
continued to be laid, levied, and collected, in the mode therein described, sub- 
qc inall ts to the same tions and provisi and with the like 
iw 3 forfeitures, and remedies for breaches of the law as are now 
pr ed by law, until the 30th day of June next, anything in the said act to 

e contrary thereof in anywise notwi ding. 

Sec.2.* „ * That from and after the said 30th day of June next there 
shall be laid, levied, and collected in the manner and under the regulations 
and allowances now prescribed br law for the collection and drawback of 
duties on for gi wares, an 
cent on the duties which shall then exist on fi 
chandise, until a new thaiff of duties shall be esta 

Sec. 3. * * That nothing in this act contained shall 
tocontraveneany provision in any commercial treaty or convention concluded 
between the United States and any 4 7 ang power or state: nor so as to im- 

een tommaso of ties snd cole 
© several ac! posing duties on the tonnage o ps and vesse 
dise imported into the United States, as 
poses a discriminating duty on tonnage between foreign vessels and ves- 
sels of the United States, and between imported into the United States 
in fo; essels and in vessels of the United States.“ passed on the 3d dax 


V. 
in the year 1815. 
Act of April 27, 1816. 
[Chapter 107. 


SECTION 1, PARARATHG. * * è On molasses, ö cents per gallon: * * è 
on brown sugar, 3 cents per pound; on white, clayed, or powdered sugar, 4 
cents per pound; on lumpsugar, 10 cents per pound; on loaf sugar, and onsugar 
candy, 12 cents per pound. a 

Act of March 3, 1821. 


[Chapter 41.] 


+ That all debentures which have been or may hereafter be issued 
— the Se of spirits distilled from molasses or sugar refined 

thin the United States, shall be payable within thirty days after the pass- 
ing of this act or mey days after the date of their issue, as the case may be, 
and shall be discha by the collector of the customs, by whom they may 
have been or shall issued out of Sio produca of the duties upon imports 
and tonnage; an g in any act or of Congress to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 


Act of May 22, 182. 
[Chapter 136.] 


* 


pigs and now 7 
on of patent esive felt, for covering 
mitted free of duty until June 30, 1828. 


[Chapter 185.] 


* * * That from and after the 30th day of September, 1850, the duty on 
molasses shall be 5 cents for each gallon, and no more; and from and after 
that time there shall be allowed a drawback of 4 cents Spas every gallon of 
spirits distilled in the United States or the Territories thereof from foreign 
molasses, on the exportation thereof to any fore pors or place other than 
the dominions of any foreign state immediately 0 g the United States, 
in the same manner and on the same conditions as before the tariff of May 


> Act of July 14, 1832. 
[Chapter 227.] 


Sec. 2. PAR. 16. On brown su and syrup of sugar cane, in casks, 2j cents 
per pound; and on white dayed sugar, 34 cents per pound. 


shall be al- 


The revenue or tariff act of 1816, chapter 107, lays a duty on “loaf ey 
d. Held, that the words 5 2 —— 


se) and if upon evidence it a; that loaf 
a scum loaf sugar 8 S 
United States vs. Ebenezer Breed and othe: 


su 
ugar wi the act. 
rs, 1 Summer's C. C. R., 159.) 


‘ 


1897. 
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Act of March 2, 1853. 
(Chapter 55.] 
Sxc.1. * * è That from and after the 3lst day of December, 


„1883. in all 
imports by the act of the Mth of 


cases where duties are imposed on fore 
te amend the several acts im 


July, 1832, entitled Au act to alter an 
duties imports,” or by any other 
thereof, one-tenth 
Bst day of December, 
from and after the 3lst day of December, 
‘shall be * —.— from and after the 3ist day of December, 1839, another 
tenth part ereof shall be deducted; and from and after the 3ist day of 
‘cember, 1841, one-half of the reside [residue] of such excess shall be deducted; 
and from and after the 30th day of June, „the otber half thereof shall be 


deduc 
Act of September 11, 1841. 
[Chapter 24.] 

So. 3. * * That from and after the passage of this act Rennes 
payable on exported refined sugars manufactured from foreign sugars, an 
on exported rum distilled from foreign 3 shall be reduced in propor- 
tion to the 9 which shall have been made by law (after the 
of the acts of Congress of the 2lst of January. „and 20th of May, „ 
allowing said drawbacks) in the duties on the imported sugars or molasses 
out of which the same have been manufactured or distilled; and in no 
‘case shall the drawback exceed the amount of import duty paid on either of 


of such excess s) 
1835, another tenth t t. deducted; 
, another tenth thereof 


these articles. 
Act of August 30, 1842. 
(Chapter 270.] 
Sxro.8 „ * * First. On raw vn (commonly called brown sugar), not 
advanced beyond its raw state by claying, boiling, clarifying, or other proc- 


‘cents per pound; on 
by claying, boilin 


per pound; on — sugars (whether loaf, lump, ed, or pulverized, 
and wita; after bei ned, they have been tinctured, colored, or in an 
way adultera! 44 


d),andon . osn v, C cents per pound; on mo! 

per pound: Provided, That all sirups of su or of sugar cane, ente: 
under the designation of molasses, or any other appellation than“ 
sugar” or of angar cane, shall be liable to forfeiture 

comfits, in sweetmeats, or fruits preserved in molasses, sugar, or brandy, and 
on confi ery of all kinds, not otherwise specified, 25 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided further, That an inspection, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe, shall be made of all sugars and molasses 
imported from foreign countries, in order to prevent frauds and to prevent 
the introduction of sugars, sirup of sugar rup of cane, or battery sirup, 
under the title of molasses, or in mr ee er impro r manner, 

Sd 14, * * * Thaton and r the day thf law goss into effect there 
shall be allowed a drawback on foreign sugar refined in the United States, 
and exported therefrom, equal in amount to the duty paid on the foreign 
sugar from which it shall manufactured, to be ascertained under such 
rescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and no 

ed from roren poles a drawback of 5 cents 
y 2 January, * en it shall be reduced 1 


cent per on, and annually, on the Ist of Janu thereafter, the 
said draw ok abih ba- zodnoog © rate r n until the same shall be 
wholly discontinued: Provided, t this act shall not alter or re any 
law now orce regulating the rtation of sugar refined or spirits dis- 
Soa rom molasses in the United States, except as to the rates of duties 
an aw 


‘backs, 
EC. 15. + + That in the case of all 


8 posan wares, and merchandise 
bebe on and after the day this act to operation, and entitled to 
debenture under gen laws, no draw of the duties shall be allowed 
on the same, unless sai wares, or merchandise shall be exported 
from the United States wi t years from the date of the Perper easton 
of the same; nor the additional rate of duty levied by this act on 
goods, wares, and merchandise im d in foreign vessels be refunded in 
case of exportation: Provided, That 2} per cent on the amount of all draw- 
backs allowed, except on foreign and refined sugars, shall be retained, for 
the use of the United States, by the collectors paying such drawbacks, ro- 
3 and in the case of foreign refined sugars 10 per cent shall be so 


Act of July 80, 1848. 
[Chapter 74.} 
Seo.6. * * „That all 
6 8 this ac 
December next, be subject to no other duty i en 
0, 

. 7. That the twelfth section of the nat entitled An aęt to pro- 
vide revenue from r and to change and — —. 9 3 imp 
duties on imports, and for other pu approved A , 1842, shall 
and the same is hereby, so far Fodined that all goods imported from this 
side the Cape of Good Hope or Cape Horn page Pane in the publicstores for 
the of one year, ead of the term of sixty days prescribed in the said 

on; and that oods imported from beyond the of Good Hope or 
Cape Horn may re: in the public stores one year, ins of the term of 
ninety days prescribed in the said section. 
. Schedule O.—(Thirty per cent ad valorem.) 
* * * Molasses. * Sugar of all kinds. Sirup of sugar. 
Act of March 8, 1857. 
[Chapter 98.] 


Sge.1, * * * Upon the articles enumerated in Schedules oa er Bof the 
tariff act of 1846, a duty of 30 per cent, and upon those enumera in Sched- 


ules C. D, E. F, G, and H of said act, the duties of 24 per cent, 19 per cent, 15 
per cent, r cent, 8 per cent, and 4 per cent, respectively, with such excep- 
ons as are hereinafter made; and articles so imported as aforesaid and 


mot enumerated in the said schedules, nor in Schedule I, shall pay a duty of 


15 per cent. 
Act of March @, 1361. 
[Chapter 118.] 


Sec. 5. * + First. On raw sugar, commonly called Muscovada, or 
brown sugar, not ps plein beyond raw state by claying or other proc- 
ess; and on sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, and concentrated mo! or 
concentrated meélado, and on white and clayed sugars, when advanced be- 
yond the raw state by claying or other process, and not refined, three-fourt! 
of 1 cent Aina pound on reñned sugars, whether loaf, lump, crushed, or pul- 
verized, 2 cents ound; on sugars, after being refined, when 7 ozs 
tinctured, colored, or in any way adulterated, and on sugar candy, 4cen 
pound: Provided, That all sirups of sugar, or of sugar cane, concentra’ 
molasses, or melado, entered under the name of molasses, or any other nam 
than sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, concen or concentra’ 


XXX—21 


melado, shall be liable to forfeiture to the United States; on molasses, 2 cents 
per gallon: on confectionery of all kinds, not otherwise provided for, 30 per 
cen valorem. 

On sirup of sugar, or of sugar cane, or concentrated molasses, or concen- 
trated melado, 2 cents per nd. 
sugar not above No. 12 Dutch standard in color, 2} con er pound. 
sugar above No. 12, and not above No. 15, Dutch stan in color, 8 
r pound. 

On sugar above No. 15, not stove-dried, and not above No. 20, Dutch 
standard in color. gi cents per pound. 

On all refined sugar in form of loaf, lump, crushed, powdered, pulverized, 
or ulated. and all stove-dried or other sugar above No. 20, Duteh stand- 
ard in color, 4 cents per pound: vided, That the standards by which the 
color and grades of — are to be regulated shall be selected and furnished 
to the collectors of such ports of entry as may be n y the tary; 
of the Treasury from time to time and in such manner as he may deem 


ient. 
Bn sugar 8 not colored, 6 cents per pound; on all other confectionery 
made wholly or in part of sugar, and on sugars, after being refined, when 
tinctured, volored, or in any way adulterated. 10 cents per pound. 

On molasses, 6 cents per gallon: Provided, That all sirups of sugar or of 
sugar cane, concentrated molusses, or concentrated melado, entered under 
the name of molasses or any other name than sirup of sugar, or of sugar cane, 
concentrated molasses, or concentrated melado, shall be liable to forfeiture 
to the United States, and the same shall be forfeited. * * * 

Joint resolution of April 29, 1864. 

* * * That until the end of sixty days from the passage of this resolu- 
tion 50 per cent of the rates of duties and imposts now im d giar on all 
goods, wares, merchandise, and articles imported shall be added to the pres- 
ent duties and imposts now charged on the importation of such articles: 
Provided, That pune paper, unsized, used for newspapers and books ex- 
clusively, shall be exempt from the operation of this resolution. 


Joint resolution of June 27, 1864. 


sel 


That the joint resolution increasing the duties on imports, app ved A 
29, 1864, be, and is hereby, continued in force until the Ist day uly nex 
Act of June $0, 1864. 
[Chapter 171.] 


Srorionl „ * * That on and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1864, in 
lieu of the duties heretofore imposed by law on the articles hereinafter men-: 
tioned, there shall be levied, collected, me paid on goods, wares, and met- 
chandise herein enumerated and provided for, imported from foreign count 
tries, the ee duties org e duty, that is to say: 

First. On teas of all kinds, 25 cen pound 

8 On all sugar not above N. 12. atch standard in color, 3 cents per 

und. 

Pon all sugar phere No. 12 and not above No. 15, Dutch standard in color, 3} 
cents per poun : 

On all sugar above No. 15 not stove-dried and not above No. 20 Dutch stand- 
ard in color, 4 cents per pound. 

On all refined sugar in form of loaf, lump, crushed, powdered, pulve 
or ed t ry above No. 20 Dutch stand-, 


or any other name than sirup of su or of sugar 
cane nice, —— Ka 0 p Sho all be liable ‘3 
ture to the United States, and the same shall be forfeited. 


forfe 
Act of August 5, 1861. 
(Chapter 45. 
Seorionl. * * * That from and af ter the date of the of this 
in lieu of the duties heretofore im by law on the articles her ter me 
tioned, and on such as may now be exempt from duty, there shall be levied, 
coll d, and paid on the , wares, and mere herein enumera 
und provided or, impo: from foreign countries, the following duties an 


rates of duty, that is to say: First, on raw sugar, eng peg iyo Muse 
vado or brown sugar, and on sugars not advanced above No. 12 Dutch stands 
ard, by claying, boiling, eee or other process, and on sirup of sugar 
or of sugar cane and concentrate olasses or concentrated melado, 2 cen 
per nd; and on white and clayed sugar, when advanced beyond the ra 
state, above No. 12 Dutch standard, by Gant or other proosas, and no 
yet refined, 2} cents per pound; on re sugars, whether loaf, lump,’ 
crushed, or pulverized, 4 cents per pound; on 9 after g refined, 
when they are tinctured, colored, or in any way adulterated, and on sugar. 
candy, 6 cents per pound; on molasses, 5 cents per on: Provided, That 
sirups of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated mo „or melado, entered’ 
under the name of mo! or any other name than sirup of engar or of 
eur ne, concentrated molasses, or concentrated melado, shall liable 
sO ae 

EC 


ture to the United States. * * + 
0. tes of this act there shall be 
allowed on all articles w 


That from and after the 
Bony manufactured of materials imported on which 
8 have been paid w drawback in amount to the 


That 10 per cent on the amount of all draw so allowed s retain 
for oe os of the United States by the collectors paying such drawbacks, 
respectively. 
x; Act of December 24, 1881. 
[Chapter 11.] 

* * * That from and after the date of the passage of this act, in lieu of 
the duties heretofore im law on articles hereinafter mentioned, there 
shall be levied, coll and paid o „ W. and merchandise 


the 

herein enumerated and provided for, Tapes from foreign countries, the 

following duties and rates of auty: that is to say: First. On all — 27 
Seco of d. 

On raw sugar, commonly called Muscovado, or brown sugar, an 

not advanced above No. 12 Dutch stan by claying, boiling, 


cents per pound. d. On coff: all kinds, 5 cents per pound. 
on 
5 — 
or other process, and on sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, and concen’ 
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molasses or concentrated melado, 2} 


Sanka nes Donan. — white and clayed 
state, above standard, 


byl e — Bova M 8 12 Dutch 

c — er process, and not yet re ts per pound; on re- 
Tuna sinave hethar — tana p. crushed, or pul 5 cents d; 
on = r peng pon D when they = a aay 
way terat on sugar cand 8 cen: r ; on molasses, 6 cen 
per gallon t all roe ic concentrated 


sugar or of sugar cane, 
molasses or eee fed mela, entered under the name of molasses, or peo aY 


other name than sirup or of sugar cane, concentrated m 
eee Spal be li De liable to forfeiture to the United "States, arama 
the same shall be forfeited. 
Joint resolution of January 11, 1862. 
* * * That the Secretary of tho Treasury be, 8 8 
and directed to permit t goods warehoused at the date of bi 
act to increase duties on tea, coffee, 8 r 
1861, to we withdrawn on payment of the duties imposed by the act entitled 
te pie dab eee appored faa ese 
— 9 5 any excess of duties shone . 1 . last- mentioned act, 
C impos eee 
or parts of laws to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Act of July 14, 1963. 
[Chapter 168.] 
oni. * + That from and after the Ist da 3 it, A. D. 1862, 
in lieu of the duties heretofore im by law — — hereinafter 
on ere shall be levied, collected, and wares, and 
enumerated provided for, on — from foreign 


merchandise, herein and 
countries, the following duties and rates of duty, that is to say: 
Act of July 28, 1868. 


[Chapter 298.] 
Sec. II. * * That durt ear from the passage of 
this act there may be im: neg he United Staton tres of duty, any ma- 
chinery, designed solely or and adapta to th © manufacture of sugar from 
beets, B ng all the preli rocesses requisite therefor, but not in- 
cluding any machinery which may — l for any other manufactures. 


Act of July 1. 1870. x 
[Chapter 255, section 21.] 
e * On all cents per gallon. 
ad eee ts . and. 2 
cen 

ae ail paw. or muscovado sugar not Gab aioe No. 7 Dutch standard in color, 
14 cents per pound. 

On sires raw or muscovado sugar above No. 7 Dutch standard in color and 
82%“ REE ODOTA: AO TR, RADOR SERRE HR „2 cents per 
On all other above No. 10 Dutch standard in color, and not above 


mes ig? ap 8 ard in color, 2} cents per pound. 
above No. 18 Dutch ee in color, and not above 
wal i Dateh 3 in color, 2} cents oar pound. 
other sugars shave o. 16 Dutch standard in color, and not above 


20 15 tch im color, 8 cents a 
1 55 all's above No. 20 Du Pret and on — 3 kaf, 
— e wdered, and gram 


8 so that peek crea ge 14 which 
average Q 
— Shall * dged 
marked 
delibl each 
eane A concentrated melada, or molasses 
TTT a.s 
Revised Statutes of 187. 

Schedule G.—Sugars. 


178. 8 not above No. 7 Dutch standard in color, 1} cents per d. 
colt Sugar above No.7 and not above No. 10 Dutch standard E color, 8 


pound. 
cen Dagar above Nu 10 ud nt above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, 2} 


nen pound. 
178. Sugar above No. 18 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, 2 


ts per pound. 
a Sugar above No. 18 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard in color, s} 


und. 

19118 8 Sugar above No. 20 Dutch standard in color, and on all refined loaf, 
ered, and granulated sugar, 1 cents per pound; but 
sirup ots T sagar: of sig melada, o 


gar. can. 8 melada, . 

concentra’ Ped unter tite name of molauees, shall be for 

fatal 2 comers Sintos colored, 10 cents per pound. 

other T confectionery, Ro — otherwise for, made wholly or in 

of sugar. on sugars, after being refined, when tinetured; colored, or 

aor way 8 valued — 80 cents per pound or less, 15 cents per 
or when sold by the 


1. Confectionery, valued above 30 cents l kengan 
b. ip Confectionery, valued aboy by th 3 t ad valorem. 
Act of March 8, 1875. 


3 + è „ That all molasses, 
toms, sirap of sugar tons 2 — and on 


standard in color, fore EMAS 
levied, collected, in addition to the duties now im 
ule G, section 2504 of the Revised Statutes, an amount equal to 25 
5 gaia duties ae levied - upon the several articles and grades there Bon 
3235 KT 
e ne utiable accor: or e Du stan j an 
melada = be known and de! cle made in the 


be 

tof the drawback on re expo 

e Revised Statutes of the United States, only 1 por 
allowed shall be retained by the United States. 


Act of March 3, 1833. 
Schedule E.—Sugar. 


sirups of cane juice or of : concen! melada, concrete 

3700 r addi 1 1 tion 
o or frac 

of a degree shown test Lan . — shall pay four-hundredths of 


of March 3, 1875, section 3) 

237. All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color — classified by 
the Dutch standard of color nee yey duty as follows, namely: 

238. ws talon j rat ot above No. 16 Dutch standard, 2.75 eents 


NA 8 No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard, 3 cents 


per ponni sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, 3.50 cents pene r pound. 
241. Molasses 3 56° by the polariscope s pay a duty of 4 
testin; 


cents 3 n;: SR shall pay a duty of 8 cents per 
248. 6 

ott Aer y enumerated or provided for in 
thins CR ere a 9 being refined, 
when tured, res, — ued at 30 cents per 
peara eee, i ae 

244. Confectionery above 30 cents {cing yy pan Hee ar ed 
C0 5 

Act of October 1, 1390. 


Schedule E.—Sugar. 


231. That on and after Jul . Del 
from —.— 3 in the s “A propria 2 


ones the reich meet 
Secretary of de anal a 


scribe ances cer of said sugar So Re Sank oe Sake Nere Ary a Bees 
first filed prior to July 1 7 yan: with the mer of Internal 
Revenue a notice of the of 


ti 

the mery and met to be employed by him, with an estimate 
amount of sugar proposed to p XS 
Pro: | For including the numberof maple trees — be tapped, and an application 
& license = = produce, to be accompanied bya bond in a penalty and 
n by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, con- 
Monod that will faithfully observe all rules and regu shall 

bod for such man and production of sugar. 

Comm of Internal Revenue, upon recei the applica- 
tion and bond hereinbefore provided for, shall issue to the a ta license 
from grown within the 


sugar sorghum, beets, or 

Pakea Stat States, or from 8 =e. produced d within the t the United States at the 
and with the mach neg Seana described in the 8 
.. yend one year from the 


f. 
we TO DOTAS 


d to any person engaged in refining su 
which have been to the United States or produced in the United 
8 n bounty herein for has already been paid or 
app 


orsa nor hee any nly upos unless he shall have first —.— licensed as 
Bc 


ghum, — or § the United States, or from maple 
sap produced wi a the nited States. mer of Internal 
8 with the. a a he epecovel. of the . the Treasury, shall from 
time to for the manufacture of 
5 — from sie mg beets, or cane within the United States. 
r from maple 9 within the United States, and shall, under the 
tion of the — Aral the exercise supervision and inspec- 

tion of the manufacture ref. 
of the 8 


235. And for the payment of these bounties the Secre 
thorized to 


is au draw warrants on the 8 


Commissioner 
. shall be allowed or paid to any person licensed as 
e een 


hat ary m who shall whieh the bounty herein pro 
ap impo: te the United States, or 
for has already been gaa or 8 
license issued by the Com: 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and u 
cconing $800, or be » imprisoned for a period not exceeding 


hin Sole shall, tenth of 1 t 
— pay one- ten cent per poun 
from, 


rovided for, when exported 
ens pays or shall hereafter pay, 


any co 80 oan o such coun 
aiectly or or indirectly a a ph = the poate 2 of any sugar that may 
be included in this grad of soniye > are on raw sugars of a 

lower saccharine strength: AT the yot the ll 8 
regulations to e ee provision in “into affect: And pro- 
abroad and ‘Grocted in tered 


uction of raw in th Ta unon team 
— y 


d, and on 


since J; be refunded. 
pepene 3 
or > 
Pela, r rosana qe a 


poun: 
or in any way adulter- 
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299. All other confectione: 
ara Terie Se Se a 


including chocolate confectionery; not spe- 
cent ad valorem. 


í Tha: d after th F the Ist day 
ided, d on an r the a a 
3 No. 16 Dutch standard 


vided. 
lof A ril, 1801, sugars not exceeding 
ba 1 payment of 


— E and such refined sugars may be 

bea d and stored in bonded warehouse at such points of des- 

Oe 6a AEE DONIAD th Seine lowe ORUE S).the Siena See 

gruun 3 5 — — ou, nye rules and regulations as shall 
prescri s Suorein y D e Treasury. 

f — 1804 (Wian bill), 40 cent ad valorem and one-eighth of 


acent on sugar above No. 16 Du with one-tenth of a cent on 
all sugars from bounty-paying countries. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire during the time that is al- 
Jotted to me to discuss the pending measure toconfinemy remarks 
more particularly tosome of these. that more directly affect 
a constituency who are engaged in farming and labor. These are 
the people whose interests should be ed; and if their condi- 
‘tion can be made any better by legislation, now is the time to doit, 
as the interests of those now engaged in agriculture are de à 

the condition of the daily laborer is such that he is working 
for reduced wages, or is entirely out of employment. Congress 
has been called in extraordinary session by the President, as he 
pays in his message, to replenish the revenues of the nation. It 
seems to be the idea of our friends on the other side of this House 
t they shall have a large amount of revenues and taxes col- 
ected from the people of this country, regardless of the burdens 
may impose upon them. The message of the President told us 
t the expenditures of the Government had exceeded the reeeipts 
uring the last three years. It is a fact that to-day, as shown by 
the daily statement of the condition of the United States Treasury, 
there is on hand and now in the vaults of the Treasury an avail- 
able cash balance of $218,687 ,928.76, and that the excess of receipts 
over expenditures, as shown by the same statementissued by the 
United States Treasurer for the same day, are $691,095.32. 

We further find that the excess of receipts over expenditures for 
the present month up to this time amounts to the sum of $4,213,- 
438.29. In this connection I desire to say that the President in his 
message failed to mention the fact that on the day of his inaugu- 
ration there were $212,725,207.74 in the Treasury in cash and 
available for the payment of the expenditures of the General 
Government. There was no possibility of this available fund being 
exhausted until we could pass revenue measures at the regular 
session of this body, and by so doing save an enormous expense to 
the people. The present measure is entitled A bill to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States.” 

It seems that the framers of this bill were not satisfied to bring 
in a measure providing for revenue alone for the support of the 
Government, but that they desire to encourage and to foster cer- 
tain industries. This can only be done at the expense of the peo- 
ple, and I state to my friends on the other side of this Chamber 
now that I am unalterably opposed to the taxing of one class of 

le for the benefit of another. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe 

t this is the remedy for the depression in prices and suspension 

of business. I think—yes, I know—that this bill, if it becomes a 
law, as it surely will, will only add to the already heavy burdens 
that the people have to bear. I have the honor to represent upon 
this floor one of the best agricultural districts of the West, and the 
effect of this bill will be to add to the price of the various articles 
pa ino poopie consume, and therefore the cost of living will be 

cre: 


Why add to the already overburdened people? It is stated by 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. DINGLEY, 
and also shown in and by the majority report of said committee, 
that according to the present bill they expect to increase the reve- 

hues over $114,000,000 over and above that collected for the year 
1896. This is an enormous sum to be wrung from the hands of 
on people, and the deficits you complain of have never been any- 
ing li e ee TPAIS vou charge there was 
u deficit. It can truly, then, be said that you are not trying to 
pass.a law by which we can get revenue; but as well it is one, ac- 
cording to the title, to enco and foster industries of the United 
States, and it is absolutely obvious that if it accomplishes that 
urpose it will result in making the consumers of this country pay 
more for the long line of articles consumed. 
Mr. Chairman, we on this side of the House rest our opposi- 
to the pending measure upon the broad principle, as stated in 
e minority report, that Congress was vested with the power of 
taxation as a means of collecting from each citizen his fair pro- 
portion toward the support of the Government, and that it is a 
gross perversion of that sovereign power to employ it as a means 
apy ing favored classes to levy unjust charges upon the great 
y e * 
It is certainly a most grievous wrong for the Government to 
er a benefit upon a part of its citizens only. To protect one 
ustry and to leave another industry unprotected is not merely 
bestow a privilege upon one, but it is, moreover, putting a bur- 


den upon the other. If the unprotected must sell his products at 
home, or in a foreign market, and at the world's free-trade prices, 


hear so m from you gentlemen on that side of the Honse 
about the McKinley law, yet at the end of the Harrison Adminis- 
tration, which was during the reign of the McKinley law, our 
National T was on the verge of bankruptcy. 

Mr. LITTLE. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion. How did the McKinley law compare as a revenue producer 
with the Wilson bill, which we have heard criticised so much dur- 
ing this debate? 

. JETT. I will answer the gentleman by saying that the 
last full year that the McKinley law was in operation it produced 
abont $30,000,000 less revenue than did the Wilson law the first 
full year that it was in operation. I desire to show here by the 
following table the receipts, expenditures, and deficiencies during 
fifteen months of President Harrison’s Administration, and dur- 
ing a period when the McKinley law was in full operation. I take 
the figures as gathered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER]. ; 

The table is as follows: 


Table showing the receipts, expenditures, and deficiencies durin 


months of President Harrison's Administration, and during a per when 


the McKinley bill was in full operation. 


Expenditures. | Deficiencies. 


$23, 673,074.71 | $42,570, 022. 40 $13,801,347. 00 
20. 273, 173.02 29,725,009. 86 451, 836. 84 
29, (27,455.46 | 20,062, 737.10 35, 281. 64 
27, 280,305.94 | 27,000, 826. 65 401, (20.71 
28, 448, 562. 21 30,650, 810.52 2, 202, 248. 31 
N. 640, 515.73 30, 424. 227.607 2.778, 211. 
20,883. 478. 00 34, 173,350. 1 3.701, 871.50 
22. U 1, 2.04 30,050, 81 97 3.088, 407. 99 
28. 228,398.45 | 31. . 703. 80 3, 504,905.44 
34, 14.3831.25 37, 240, 407.04 2.935, 075.70 
al 138. 21 81,881, 250.18 45, 111. 97 
28, 739, 805.33 | 2, 640,778.28 910, 882. 90 
33, 006,963.60) 33,450,900. 58 606, 984, 02 
35, 003, 052. 31 38. 351,452. 13 3,348, 399. 87 
20, 608,142.23 | 30, 806,273.00 | 1, 168, 130.77 


Mr. JETT. These figures, which are absolutely correct, show 
deficiencies which were due solely to the Republican tariff laws 
and to extravagant appropriations made by Republicans, all of 
which were o d and fought bitterly by the Democratic Repre- 
sentatives. o, gentlemen; I can see no relief in your measure 
for the wealth producers, who are the farmers and daily laborers 
of our land. Iwas much interested the other day in the argument 
of my colleague from Illinois, Mr. Horkixs, when he was portray- 
ing the great benefit that the farmers would derive from this pend- 
ing bill. How and in what manner are whey to derive a benefit 
from this act should it become a law? You fix a duty of 25 cents 
pr bushel on wheat, 15 cents per bushel on corn, 20 cents per 

ashe! on corn meal, 15 cents per bushel on oats, and 30 cents per 
bushel on barley, and last, but not least, $1.50 a ton onstraw, and 
of all these articles and many other of the products of the farmer 
are raised in abundance in this country and we have to selt them 
in a market in competition with the markets of the world. 
of your duties levied on these articles which I have mentioned and 
of many others produced by our farmers being a benefit to them, 
it is a direct injury, for the reason that the importation of all of 
such articles is for the pur of seed. 

You must have known that the duty on these articles would not 
raise the price of them. You knew that the farmer sold his wheat 
in the markets of the world and that the price the farmer 
received for his wheat was fixed in Liverpool. You put this duty 
on wheat, rye, oats, corn, straw, and other farm products for the 
pape of soling somevety- There was only $595 revenue col- 

ted in 1896 by the importation of corn in this country, and you 
by your bill only estimate to collect but $784.15 from the importa- 
tion of corn, and yet you claim that this is legislation in the inter- 
ests of the farmer. You gentlemen on the other side must farm 
the farmer instead of the farm,” as was suggested by my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. Snipson}. That which is true as to corn is 
also in substance true as to wheat and the other farm ucts. 
I want in this connection to call your attention to the sowing 
table showing the production of the three standard or staple prod- 
ucts of the Western and Northwestern States—wheat, corn, and 


oats, The follo is the table, taken from the Statistical Ab- 
stract of the Uni States for the year 1896, pages 293 and 204, 
I will print it in my remarks, 
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Year. 


Bushels. 

982, 274, 000 $447, 183, 020 

850, 148, 500. 550, 043, 080 
1, 321, 069, 000 555, 445, 990 
1, 283, 827, 500 475, 491, 210 
1,342, 558, 000 480, 643, 400 
1,888. 218, 750 441, 153, 405 
1,547, 901, 790 580, 486, 217 
1, T17, 434, 543 679, 714, 400 
1,194,916, 000 759, 482, 170 
1,617, 025, 100 783, 867,175 
1, 551, 066, 805 658, 061, 485 
1, 795, 528, 000 640, 735, 560 
1,935, 176, 000 635, 674, 630 
1, 665, 441,000 610, 311, 000 
1, 456, 161,000 646, 106, 70 
1,987, 790, 000 677, 561, 580 
2, 112, 892,000 507,918, 829 
1, 450, 970, 000 T54, 493, 451 
2,060, 154, 000 836, 439, 228 
1, 628, 464, 000, 642, 146, 
1, 619, 496, 131 591,625, 627 
1, 212, 770, 62 554, 719, 162 
2, 151, 138, 580 567, 509, 108 


281, 254, 700 $523, 594, 805 
808, 102, 700 291, 107,895 
292, 136, 000 294, 580, 990 
289, 356, 500 300, 259, 800 
364, 194, 146 894, 695, 779 
420, 122, 400 820, 346, 424 
448, 756, 630 497, 030, 142 
498, 549, 808 474, 201, 850 
383, 280, 090 456, 880, 427 
504, 185, 470 444, 602, 125 
421, 086, 160 883, 649, 272 
512, 765, 000 330, 862, 260 
857, 112, 000 275, 320, 390 
457, 218, 000 314, 226.020 
456, 320, 000 810, 612, 960 
415, 868, 000 385, 248, 030 
490, 500, 000 B42, 491, 707 
899, 262, 000 324, 773, 678 
611, 780,000 513.472, 711 
515, 949, 000 823, 111, 881 
306, 131, 725 213, 171, 381 

267, 416 225, 902, 025 

102, 947 237, 988, 908 


Mr. Chairman, from this table we find that the total production 
of wheat for 1873 was but 281,254,700 bushels, and was of the value 
of $323,594,805, while in the year 1895 the amount of wheat pro- 
duced was 467,102,947 bushels and brought the producers only the 
sum of $237,938,998. From this we find that our farmers produced 
185,848,247 more bushels of wheat than they did in the year 1878 
and received $85,655,907 less for it. My friends, this is not only 
true as to corn, wheat, and oats, but is also trne as to all of the 
products raised on the farm. This is the culmination of the per- 


nicious monetary system that we have together with the protective 
policy, both of which are supported by our Republican Friends on 
the other side of this House. 


Mr. Chairman, by this bill that our Republican friends seek to 
enact into law, instead of being a benefit to the toiling masses, 
isadirectinjury. Isay,sir, a direct injury, because the necessary 
articles that are of everyday consumption by the common people 
of our country will necessarily be increased in price, This bill 
carries not only higher rates of duty than the McKinley bill, but 
is also higher than any law enacted in this country since the forma- 
tion of our Government. The different schedules average above 
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270,340,000 | $101,175, 750 
240, 389; 000 125, O47, 530 
854,317, 500 129, 499, 930 
320, 884, 000 112, 885, 900 
406, 394, 000 118, 661, 550 
413, 578, 580 101, 945, 830 
363, 761, 320 120, 533, 294 
417, 885, 390 150, 243, 565 
416, 481, 000 193, 198, 970 
488, 250, 610 182, 978, 022 
571, B02, 400 187, 040, 264 
583, 623, 000 161, 528, 470 
629, 409, 000 179, 631,860 
624, 134, 000 186, 187, 990 
659, 618, 000 200, 600, 790 
701, 785, 000 195, 424, 240 
751,515,000 181, 781, 008 
523, 621; 000 22.048.485 
788, 304, 000 282, 812, 267 
661, 085, 000 200, 253, 611 
638, 854, 850 187,576, 092 
662,08, 923 214 816, 920 
824, 443, 537 163, 655, 068 


Marcu 25, 


those of the McKinley bill. We find that the estimated rate on 
sugar imposed by this bill averages 72 per cent on the raw sugars 
imported, which will make a great increase in the price of su 

to the consumer. The Republican party have experien a 
change of heart on this sugar question since the time of framing 
the McKinley bill. At that time they all recognized that it was an 
article of daily consumption and plead for cheapsugar. They then 
argued, when that measure was before the House, that it would 
help the farmer, the laboring man, and give to them this prime 
article of food at a reduced price. Now we see that they have 
absolutely changed their position on this question. You have here 
taken good care of the sugar trust. 

On farming implements, such as mowers, reapers, rakes, ma- 
chines, plows, harrows, planters, etc., have been taken from the 
free list and a duty of 45 per cent placed upon them. 

On lumber you have placed a tax of $2 per thousand feet. 

You have placed a duty on salt; you have placed a high rate 
of duty on woolen goods, and especially upon the grades most gen- 
erally used by the farmer and the laborer. 

The rate of duty borne by woolen goods in your bill, taken as a 
whole, will average between 99 and 101 per cent. 

You tax carpets and clothing of the people double what they are 
now taxed. 

These are a few of the inconsistencies of the bill. The trouble, 
gentlemen, with your measure is that you tax most heavily the 
necessaries of life. 

The trouble, however, in this country, gentlemen, will not be 
remedied by the imposing of a tax upon the people; but the great 
difficulty is that the volume of money in circulation is not suffi- 
cient to meet the demands of the people and with which to do the 
business of the country. The amount of money in circulation has 
not kept pace with the increase in population. Under the finan- 
cial policy which has been in vogue since the demonetization of 
silver in 1873 the gold dollar, which has been the unit or standard 
of value, has increased in its purchasing power, until to-day, 
instead of being a 100-cent: dollar, it is nearer a 200-cent dollar. 

By reason of the appreciation of the gold dollar, we can to-day 
buy twice as much wheat, twice as much silver, and twice as 
much of the sweat and toil of the American farmer and laborer 
as we could in 1873, before one of the great money metals of 
the world was stricken down. The struggle going on in this 
country to-day is between the debtor and creditor classes. With 
one-half of the primary or redemption money destroyed, the cred- 
itors can demand twice as much of the products of your field; 
twice as much of your labor for his dues. By the destroying of 
one of the money metals of the world the creditor had doubled 
his debt. This is the state of affairs that we want to have relieved, 

Mr. Chairman, three of the great political parties of this coun- 
try—the Democratic, the People’s Party, and the Silver party— 
declared in their platforms for the free and unlimited coi of 
gold and silver at the legal ratio of 16 to 1 without waiting for the 
consent of any foreign nations or powers, and at the last general 


election 6,500,000 voters declared that they favored this policy, 
These three great parties are as a unit on this question. e be- 
lieve that we are strong enough as a nation, with our 70,000,000 of 


people, to formulate and 2 the financial policy of our own. A 
t majority of these 6,500,000 voters who supported Mr. Bryan 
or the Presidency and who fayored the returning to the money 
of the Constitution are engaged in agricultural pursuits, and in 
the various trades in the Westernand Southern parts of our nation. 
These are the sections of our country that have felt so distinctly 
the effects of the British monetary system now in force in our 
land. These are the sections of the country to which we shall 
look for relief. The people of the West and South are a patriotic 
people. They are as honest and industrious a people as the sun 
ever shone upon. They demand equality before the law. They 
ask for no special privileges. They demand none. They want 
only fair treatment at the hands of this ey The West has 
grown to its vast proportions not by reason of the 1 
policy, but in spite of it. Give us such legislation as will equalize 
the burdens of taxation, that will open up the markets of the 
world to the products of our fields and mines and shops, and we 
will grow and be a shining star to this Union of States, as we have 
ever been. 

Stop the extravagant appropriations and you will lessen the bur- 
dens of our people, and you have no need to raise so much reve- 
nue. Join hands with us and amend the Federal Constitution, that 
we may once more be enabled to enact an income-tax law that will 
stand the test even of the Supreme Court of the United States as 
it is now constituted. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I repeat it, that it is not more tax 
our people want, but more money; not more burdens to bear, but 
less, and such a condition of things can only be brought about by 
the ascendency to power of those who stood as a t in the last 


campaign for an income tax and an increased volume of money, 
together with a more economical administration of the affairs of 
government, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


1897. 
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Mr. REEVES. Mr. Chairman, all of us are conscious of the fact 
that this debate is a mere contribution to the literature of the day on 
this subject, and that, so for as controlling any votes in this House 
is concerned, it is a mere farce. Iwanttomake,inthis connection, 
just a few suggestions, in the first instance, upon that phase of the 
subject which pertains to the farmers of the country, and Ido this 
for the reason that during this debate I have heard a good deal of 
sympathy expressed for the deplorable condition of that great 
industry. 

That farm products are too low for the business to be profitable 
all will concede. A man owning a farm worth a hundred dollars 
an acre can not reap a fair dividend for the money invested and 
the toil expended as the prices of farm products are to-day. We 
are told by Democrats and Populists that this condition is due, in 
the main at least, to the want of an adequate volume of currency 
in the country. They do not believe, or they profess not to be- 
lieve, that the question of the tariff has anything substantial to 
do with the matter. So it is that I want to suggest a few figures 
gleaned from such statistics as exist upon this subject. 

Up to 1875 the largest acreage of wheat grown in any single 
year in the United States was a little oyer 26,000,000 acres, and the 

argest yield was two hundred and ninety-two million and odd 
bushels. Up to 1891 the acreage had increased more than 50 per 
cent, until in the year last named we had between thirty-nine and 
forty million acres of wheat grown in this country—to be more 
precise about it, thirty-nine million nine hun and sixteen 
Lace and odd acres—and the yield had increased to 611,000,000 
ushels. 

The corn crop of this country up to 1871, in apis a was thirty- 
four million and odd acres, while by 1891 it had increased to 
seventy-six million and some odd thousands of acres, an increase 
of about 124 per cent. 

In 1895 we had more than double the acreage and yield of corn 
that we had had in any year prior to 1875. 

The acreage of the oat crop and its yield had a similar increase. 

Turning now to the Statistical Abstract for 1896, as issued by 
the Treasury Department, on the question of the consumption of 
these products in this country, I find the following facts: 1890, 
at what might fairly be called the conclusion of a series of years 
under the protective fap the consumption of wheat in this 
country was 6.09 bushe r capita. In 1894 it had decreased to 
8.41 bushels per capita, showing a loss of 2.68 bushels of wheat 
per capita in 1894, as compared with 1890. 

The population of this country in 1894, as shown by the school 
census, was 68,275,000, making a net loss by underconsumption of 
wheat in 1894, as compared with 1890, of a little more than 182, 
000,000 bushels. 

Of the corn crop in 1890, the consumption in the United States 
was 32.09 bushels per capita. In 1894it had fallen to 22.76 bushels 
per capita, or a loss of 9.83 bushels per capita; or a total loss in 
underconsumption in this country of a little more than 637,000,000 
bushels of corn in 1894, as compared with 1890. 

In 1895 the consumption of corn was still further reduced to 
16.48 bushels per capita, a net loss as compared with 1890 of 15.78 
bushels, eget total loss by underconsumption in this country 
of 1,098,609,000 bushels of corn. 

Again, in 1896—last year—the consumption of corn in this coun- 
try was reduced to 14. 73 bushels per capita, or a net loss as com- 
pared with 1890 of 17.26 bushels per capita, or a total loss to the 
country in underconsumption of 1,229,286,000 bushels of corn. 

Now, I want to submit that, without taking into consideration 
the increased product of any other country on the face of the earth, 
this largely increased production of these cereals on the one hand 
and the destruction of the home market to the extent I have indi- 
cated on the other makes the inevitable result of the low prices 
for cereals prevailing here to-day. 

When gentlemen tell us that this is due to the insufficient vol- 
ume of our currency, they fail to take note of the fact that the 
volume of our currency has increased constantly for years in a 
greater ratio than the population has increased. The per capita 
circulation has been increasing constantly. It can not, therefore, 
be said that any changed condition in the currency of the coun- 
try could have contributed to this loss of price. 

om 1880 to 1890—and I take that series of years because for 
that period the figures can be obtained in the different census 
reports—we had in operation a tariff such as the Republican party 
proposes to maintain in this country, and all of us must concede 
that it was the greatest era of prosperity this country has ever 
seen, 

A MEMBER. When was that era? 

Mr, REEVES. From 1880 to 1890. The increase in the value 
of property in the country was 50 per cent, and during that inter- 
val we paid off a billion of our national debt. From 1870 to 1880, 
while nearly every European country was . its rate of 
taxation, so that the large and the small countries of Europe all 
taken together and averaged made an increase of a little over 28 


per cent in the rate of taxation, our country decreased its rate of 


taxation between 9 and 10 per cent. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REEVES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to sa 
that the period from 1880 to 1890 was in this country one of m. 
marvelous prosperity. 

Mr. REEVES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That during that period prosperity 
increased 50 per cent or more. 

Mr. REEVES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, I want to ask the gentleman 
whether it is not true that from 1850 to 1860 the valuation of 
. in the United States increased 103 per cent? 

r. REEVES. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. GAINES. That is a fact. Mr. Blaine and Mr. Garfield 

Mr. REEVES. Pardonme. The gentleman asked me the ques- 
tion, and I have given my answer. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that so great an authority as Mulhall, confessedly the 
greatest statistician in the world, says that the 2 of this 
country from 1880 to 1890 is without parallel in history. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me an inquiry? 

Mr. REEVES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. During that time did we not coin more silver 
dollars than at any other period in the history of the country? 

Mr. REEVES. Yes; duringa part of that time, and maintained 
every dollar of it upon a parity with gold. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
he CHAIRMAN (Mr. MITCHELL). The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hower] is recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. HOWE. r. Chairman, I should be very glad if I could 
pon the little time allowed me to my friend who has just taken 

is seat [Mr. 8 for I believe that he is more capable of 
treating this subject Iam. Representing, however, as I do, 
one of the large industrial districts of our country, I should be 
pean to my trust as a Representative if I failed to voice that 
interest. 

Ido not believe that we have any use for the question of free 
trade in this country, for the reason that ali values are established, 
and that on a high-tariff basis. They have ever been so from the 
formation of the Government, with few exceptions,and when those 
N of exception have obtained it has been at the peril of estab- 

ished values in our country. 

The conditions that prevail in this country can not be brought 
to a parity with the conditions that obtain in Europe without 
bringing upon the nation and the people general disaster. As has 
been said, during the reign of the Republican party this country 
experienced such a period of prosperity as had never been known 
in its history. During the Administration of President Harrison 
it rose to its highest pinnacle of prosperity. But in a misguided 
moment, blinded by the theoretical nonsense of Democracy, the 
people ‘‘turned down” the great party that had brought pros- 
perity to the nation; and durin e past four years they Taro 
gained an experimental knowledge of that party and its polic 
that will last the present generation; they never can forget i 
Allalongits track the Administration of that party has been marked 
by squalor, poverty, suffering, general stagnation, even the Goy- 
ernment itself losing its surplus and begging at the door of a for- 
eign syndicate for foreign money. 

am in favor of the passage of this bill, for I believe it will 
quicken the wheels of industry, that it will bring about a higher 
state of prosperity among the masses of the people, and that in 
the end it will prove to be nota sectional bill, but a bill in the 
interest of all sections of our country, thus binding us together 
in harmony, love, and good-fellowship, and perpetuating the unity 
and the prosperity of the nation. a pplause. ] 

I believe that, with the great p nciple of reciprocity and high 
tariff blended as one, through the enactment of this bill we are 
about to rear a structure to protection that will ever stand as a 
monument to the intelligence of the American people. [Applause 
on the Republican sido.) 

Here the hammer fell.] 
he CHAIRMAN (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. pano] is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. GAINES. r. Chairman, the Democratic party is again 
called upon to challenge the enactmentof another tariff levied for 
the purpose of excluding competition with our home manufactur- 
ers, placing asit does the American people once more atthe mercy 
of trusts and combines, the offspring of protection—a measure that 
finds no warrant in the Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party denies the right and power 
of Congress to 3 a tariff for protection. We deny the justice 
or right to tax or destroy by a prohibitory tariff the right of free 
trade. It is a natural right, a property right, belonging to the 
people, alone subject to a tax for revenue as all other property 


may be. To prohibit or destroy by a tariff tax the free exercise of 
this right, to create, encourage, or protect other industries, and 
i i manufacturers, is, in the language of Judge Cooley, 
ae nical and unjust.” 

Mr. Seward, Secre 
favoring a tariff lower 


of State under President Lincoln, in 
that of 1846, said: 


Every dollar legislated out of the pockets of the people beyond the wants 
of the Government is legal robbery. “4 


Mr. Sherman, in 1868, said: 


Every advance toward a free exchange of commodities is an advance in 
civilization; ev obstruction toa free 5 of the same narrow, 
despotic spirit w planted castles upon the to plunder peaceful com- 

every obstruction to commerce is a tax upon consumption; eve 
facility toa ree exchange cheapens commodities, increases e and popu- 
tion, and promotes civilization. 

The Republicansclaim that a high tariff builds up manufactures, 
which in turn build up cities and improve the ibilities of the 
people and community. This is called an “incidental benefit.” 

Judge Cooley, on this position, says: 

The incidental benefit which any enterprise may bring to the public has 

ver been recognized as sufficient to bring the object within the sphere of 
2 Therefore, the enhancement of values, Which may or may notoc- 
dur, is not sufficient consideration to tax one man to build up another man's 
private business. 

Again he says (in People vs. Salem, 20 Mich.): 

But it is not in the power of a State, in my opinion, under the name of 
bounty, or any other cover or sub’ ge, rnish the capital to set pri- 
vate enterprises up in any kind of business after rf have entered upon it. 
A bounty law, of which this is the real nature, is void, whatever may be the 

retense on which it may beenacted. The right tohold out pecuniary induce- 
ents to the faithful performance of public duty, in dangerous or Deny era 
ble positions, stands upon a different footin; ‘al ther; nor have I any 
ion to guestion the right to pay l for the destruction of wild 
regulation. But the discrimination by the State between different characters 
of 9 and t he favoring of one at the expense of the rest, whether that 
be farming or banking, merchandising or ee petto railroading, 
28 legitimate legislation, and is an invasion of eq y of rg oye and 
rivil which is a maxim in State government. When the door is once 
ned to it,. there is no line at which we can stop and say with confidence that 
us far we may go with safety and oe aed butno further. Every honest 
employment is honorable; it is benefi to the partis: it deserves encour- 
agement, The more su ul we can make it, the more does it generally 
bserve the public good. But it is not the business of the State to make 
Alo Eina EONS in favor of one class against another, or in favor of one em- 
porao apes another. The State can have no favorites. Its is 
tect the interests of all, and give all the benefit of equal laws. It can 
not compe! an un minority to submit to taxation in order that it may 
keep upon its feet any, usiness that can not stand alone. Moreover, it is not 
a weak interest only that can give plausible reason for public aid. When the 
State once enters upon the business of su y, we shall not fail to discover 
os aang PAE OTE 5 interests are those most likely to control leg- 
on, and t weaker will be taxed to enhance the profits of the 
stronger. 

Mr. Chairman, this language from a great la „ t judge, 
familiar with the Constitution and the spirit of our institutions, 
reminds me of the language employed by the Hero of the Hermit- 
age, whose every aim and sentiment was his country’s, his God's, 
and truth’s. He said: 


The corporations and wealthy individuals who are 
facturing establishments desire a high tariff to increase 
ing poli te their fayor and too the means 
= profuso expenditure for the purpose of pu: infi 


t a surplus for such 

without violating the 4 pg, “ig of the Constitution and assum: 

bower which has not been t is, moreover, a of injustice, 
d, if persisted in, will to corruption and must end in ruin. 


-Thus this great lover of the plain people spoke in his farewell 
address. 
Judge Cooley says: 


woh is not 8 revenu 
0 import, for the 
questioned as being colorable, and therefore not warranted 
onal principles. 

Note well, gentlemen of the House, that this uished law- 
yer, jurist, and writer, in describing the duties levied on imports, 
uses this language: A tax on imports.” 

The supreme court of Michigan, through Chief Justice Camp- 
bell, in the Salem case, without mincing words, said: 

i is 1 than robbery f 

Epc and kare aa peat aert p i Ty enrage AA mgt re 
C rivate benefit, the public authorities having no con over the ex- 
penattare and no share in the profits, it isa private enterprise and not a pub- 

one. 

The Republican claims that they have a right to enact a 
tariff so high as to out or bar importations that would other- 


wise come to this country, not only 8 our people with 
cheap food and raiment, but beating down trusts and combines 
that arise from prohibitory tariffs. 

1 to call the attention of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] to what the supreme court of that State said: 


N on foot any business or in a community * * * tends 
the benefit of every citizen by the increase of greater i 


y to 
vity, the greater facility of obtaining em . 
. population, the 9 in eee real estate and its readier 


—1 and the bape aerogar „ these are not the direct 
be directed. (01 N. Y. 103, Werner vs, Doge} a by Sam MAT: 
Justice Gray. for the unanimous court, in 113 United 
States, page 1, Cale vs. Ta Grange, said: 0 
The general grant of legislative po 


tion, to take private > Wi 
buta pona object. Worcen the legislature author- 
by taxes. It can not, therefore, authorize them to issue bonds 
to assist merchants or manufacturers, whether natural persons or corpora- 
bie Inte ef n. 2 — —— wer are too firmly established b. 
e G 

cial decisions to require prie Ee argument. . the —— 3 

Continuing this Democratic doctrine, resting, as you see, on the 
Constitution, this distinguished judge from the great State of 
Massachusetts said: 


y by eminent 
ublic use, just compensation must be paid. This clearly 
presupposes that private property can not be taken for private purposes. 

This case approves the New York case. 

Again this same high court reaffirmed the Democratic doctrine, 
saying: 

To lay with one hand the er of the Government on the of 
citizen and with the other —.— it upon favored individuals te aid 5 8 


enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less a robbe 
it is done under the forme of law and is called taxation. (20 Wallace, 663.) ad 


The court had previously, in the same case, said: 


The power to tax is the strongest, the most pervading of all the powers of 
the Government, reachi: 1 y to all classes of the people. 
It was said by Mr. Chief Justice 1, in the case of McCulloch vs. Mary- 
land, that the power to tax is the power to destroy. * * This power 
can as readily be employed against one class of individuals and in favor of 
another, so as to ruin the one class and give unlimited wealth and ity 
to the other, if there is no implied limitation of the uses for which the power 
may be exercised. 

The supreme court of the State of Maine has spoken ont in no 
uncertain sound in favor of this Andrew Jackson ocracy. 

The issuance of bonds to aid local enterprises was asked for, and 
the constitutionality of such a law being doubted, the legislature 
of Maine, under the State constitution, submitted the question to 
the judges of the supreme court. The unanimous opinion of that 
court was that such a law would be unconstitutional, the judges 
giving their opinions tely. 

The exact question submitted was: 

Has the 1 ture authority under the constitution to laws enabling 

bonds, to assist individuals or ra- 


corpo 
tions carry on manufacturing of kinds within i 
out the limits of said town? (58 Maine — appendix, page 590. iai ~ 


Justice Dickinson said: 


The argument in support of the constitutionality of such a law is that the 
establishment of the business of manufacturin 11 & town or city promotes 
the public 1 by increasing the value of private pr Y. inviting in 
ca 1 and population, and furn employment for the people. 
direct purpose of the romain law is thus private in its character. It 
increase the means and improve the property of some,and furnish employ- 
ment to some, while the benefit, if any, to the public is only reflective, inci- 
d . © * Wmat claim has manufacturing to such pref- 
commerce, trade, agriculture, and 
the mechanic arts? These are honorable and beneficial pursuits, and the 
constitution of this State will be searched in vain for any powers given to 
the legislature to authorize towns and cities to discriminate against these 
employments and in favor of manufacturing in the matter of taxation. 
Mr. Justice Barrows, in the same case, says: 
It is against common right and beyond the legitimate sphere of 1 tion 
to raise, pee color of taxation, any sums of money — those which are 


perform the proper object for which the Government was insti- 


tu 
Is it, I submit, a Pale object for which this Government was 
instituted for the ernment to engage in the business itself of 
manufacturing? Has the Government ever undertaken to engage 
in private manufacturing or any such ? Have we notover 
a hundred years of this Government's existence and history to 
pore that such are not proper objects for it to in? Tf the 
ernment has such right, whencé cometh it? If, on the other 
hand, the Government has no such right, can it grant to individu- 
als and ations what it does not itself possess? Is it right 
and just to permit the passage of a law under the guise of a reve- 
nue measure when the primary and real purpose of such measure 
is to have the General Government do indirectly what it can not 
do directly, nor has ever undertaken to do? I submit as evidence 
that it has no such power. If manufacturing enterprises and other 
businesses rise up as the incidental effect or result of the legitimate 
workings of the General Government under constitutional laws 
no objections should arise unless such growth corrupts the good 
or is contrary to the interest of society or to public policy. 
If they do arise, they can be swept out of existence or restrained 
under what is known as the police regulation. 
This billis ostensibly to provide revenue to the Government 


and to encourage the industries of the United States. This is its 
title. In other words, the Republican party, to carry out its 
pledge made with the rich corporations and aggregated wealth of 


1897. 
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this country that have placed it again in power, is g to enact 
a law so anon as to do indirectly for their reat em what the 
highest courts of the State and nation have 8 said can 
be done directly that is, enact laws which the people to 
d up and encourage private enterpri: 

In the same case Chief Justice ‘Apion epi Judges Danforth 

and Walton had already said: 
Now, the individual or corporation manufacturing will in the outset prom- 
to be, and in the result will be, either a judicious and gainful ertak 


; us und 
or an injudiciousand losing one. If the manuf: gainful, there 
one to 5 fo be lished by a tax on reluc- 
of successful enter- 


the business be a losing one, it is not perceived what public 
governmental purpose is attained by taxing those who would have re- 
ceived no share of the profits to Pe, for the loss of an un ms manu- 
facture, whether arising from folly, incapacity, or otherwise. er 
should not be compelled to pay for the loss when he is denied a share of the 
ts. Such a law may be for the benefit of the donee, but it can not be for 

tof the ple. Grant this power to the legislature, and let it be exer- 
and security for property is at an end. uire is 
estroyed. The power to protect is gone. 
manufacturing to such preference over other branches of indu: , com- 
ce, trade, agriculture, and the mechanic arts? These are honorable and 
eficial pursuits, and the constitution of this State will be searched in vain 
find any power given to the legislature to authorize towns and cities to 
‘discriminate against these employments and in favor of manufacturers in 


the matter of taxation. 
This court further says: 


blic purpose accomp! y 
t citizens ANA coercing its collection to swell the 
Prise If 
T 


r Government is based on 8 of rights. All houest employments are 
thonorable. The State can not rightfully discriminate 1 occupations, 
for a discrimination in favor of one branch of industry is a discrimination 
adverse to all other branches. State is equally to protect all, giving no 
‘undue advantages or special or exclusive preferences toany. * * * No 
rivate spoliation for the private benefits of 
vored individuals. If the citizen is tigen in his property by the Con- 
tution against public, much more is he against private ra) ty. 


I quote again from Judge Barrows: 


Doubtless the specious but deceptive claim of their advocates will be that 
(ghey tend to promote the common welfare. But to know foracertainty that 
‘that claim can not be allowed, we have only to look at the definition of the 
word “common when used in such connection: 
| “Belonging to the public; having no separate owner; re serving for 
the use of all; universal; belonging to all! — Webster's Dictionary. 


In defining this word, Mr. Anderson says: 


_ Originating with, or substituting for, the le at large; belonging to, or 
ene g the publi ; not private, but public or genera Andersons Law 
tonery. 


| Continuing, Judge Barrows said: 
It is to promote the common welfare as thusdefined that you have author- 
ty to l te and to raise money by taxation; and you can confer u 
no delegated authority exceeding this. In fine, it is a principle t 
Nes at the very foundation of all legitimate exercise of the power of taxation 
that the revenue shall be raised for public 5 alone, and not for (ae oe 
fit and advantage. This alone makes the ction between lawful tax- 
tion and public plunder, but the subtle and sopbistical 8 of those 
who are seeking owe privata advantage by the use of pu 
is that the successful establishment of a manufacturing business, thoug 
pe cor inure to private individuals or corporations, is 
1 


Rovere exigency can require 
a 
ti 


community. But this is not an answer; it is simply a pretext for an 
vasion of the amental principles above stated. 

I now quote from Judge Tapley: 

These inquiries do not leave my mind entirely clear as to the information 
Bonght b. them. If they relate to purely private enterp’ in no wise con- 
thected with public uses or the public exigencies, I answer wi t hesitation 

the 25 This conclusion is so clear to my mind and so free from all 

oubt that I can hardly persuade myself that the house of representatives 
y needed or desi the opinion of anyone upon the subject. * * * 
axes should be im: or ley for those purposes which properly consti- 
te the public burden. They are levied to secure the performance of pub- 
duty or relieve public necessity. 


But, nevertheless, in the face of this able opinion, the opinion 
of nine judges, the legislature of Maine d this unlawful 
measure. e hear of it next where it should be, in the supreme 
court of the State. The first opinion was re in 58 Maine 
and the next in 60 Maine—a quick trip; an evidence of how indig- 
mant the people of Maine may become when in the forms of law 
they are about to be plundered. There they had a square chance 
to test the law, and did so. In the bill now at issue the uncon- 
stitutionality of the law is disguised in the garb of a revenue“ 

easure. 
| The act was construed in Allen vs. Inhabitants of Jay, a case in 
Which a bounty on bonds issued to establish a saw and grist mill 
as attempted. The court said: 
| A tax isa sum of money assessed under the authority of the State on the 

or property of an individual for the use of the State. Taxation, by 
fhe very meaning of the term, implies the raising of money for public uses, 

d excludes the raising of it for private objects and purposes. 
By a rn 
ETEDI? Shes Reale OE ativan some ADIA she honor ay OBAE, 


money 
heir transfer as he might do by that of an ee tn a But no 
there created. 4 from one kind of basi- 


T, 
Nor is capital created by the of money by taxation. Ifthe wealth 
pf th tnorensed F her the 
xes the more rapid the increase of its wealth. But the reverse is case. 


On page 130 the court said: 


| Our Government is based on equality of right. 
The State can not discriminate among 
vor of one isa discrimination adverse to 
protect all, it ceases 
ves 


and 
bear's pny 

Unless there is something peculiar and transcendental in the new sawmill 
to be removed and im the gristmill to be erected—and in the labor of Messrs, 
Hutchins & Lane, it must stand in the same ca’ with other sawmills 
and gristmills w are, and have been, and will be built, and other labori- 
ous industries which are pursued for private gain and emolument. 

Again, on pages 132 and 133, the court said: 

Whether the estates of citizens are to be placed in the public treasury for 
the p of dividing them, or of loaning them to those who have not 
accumulated them, matters not. In either case the owner is despoiled of his 
estate, and his savings are confiscated. 

If the loan be made to one or more for a particular object, it is favoritism. 
it is a discrimination in favor of the particular individual and a particular 
= 8 masa; and is one adyerse to and against all individuals, all 

no = 
If it is to be loaned to all, then it is practically a division of property under 
the name of a loan. It is communism incipient, if not perfected. 


I now quote from the supreme court of Pennsylvania, the home 
of a mem [Mr. DALZELL] who aids in reporting this bill: 
In 21 Pennsylvania State Reports, page 168, the court said: 


Neither has the l ature any constitutional right to create a public debt, 
nor to lay a tax, nor to authorize any municipal corporation to do it. in order 
to raise funds for a more private pose. o such authority to the 
8 the general grant of legislative power. This would not be legis- 
lation. Taxation is a mode of raising revenue for public purposes, When it 
is prostituted to ee in no way connected with the publie interests or 
welfare, it ceases to be taxation an EES PESOS, Transfe: 
from the owners of it into the possession of those who have no title to i 
though it be done under the name and form of a tax, is unconstitutional for 
all the reasons which forbid the legislature to usurp any other power not 
granted to them. 

But it has been argued (and here, perhaps, is the strain of the case) that 
this will be taxation for a private purpose, because the money levied will be 
in effect handed over to a private corporation. I have conceded that a law 
authorizing taxation for any other than public purposes is void, and it can 
not be denied that a rail: company is a private corporation. 


In 58 California Reports, page 639, in the case of People vs. 
Parks, the court said: : É 
T te bli by a tax | th rty in the State is 
o promote a pu PREPO ya evy upon the property e 


and special industries at the cost and charge of the rest of the 


within the power of ture: but the ture no power to 
im taxes for the benefit of individuals connected with a private enter- 
even though the private enterprise might benefit the local public in a 
remote or ral wey: Legislative power of taxation is not itable. 
It can be used only in aid of a publie object—an object which is within the 
. sy for which governments are ‘established. In the rons language 
of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, “the legislature no constitu- 
tional right to levy a tax, or to authorize a municipal corporation to do it.” 
Thel ture no constitutional da nog to levy a tax or to authorize 
any municipal corporation to do it, in er to raise funds for a mere pri- 
vate purpose. 
I now quote from the supreme court of the State from whiċh 
our pon noel friend, Mr. DOLLIVER, hails— 


In 27 lowa, pages 46 and 47, the court said: 


as we 
erstanding, taxes are burdens or charges imposed by the 
persons or property to raise money for public or 
Yor apt expression of Lowe Jin the Wapello County Case Us lowe, AM 24 
a on , J., % Wapello t “a 
8 in language.“ oe : ee Ay 
In 24 Wisconsin, page 356, the court says: 
Tt is conceded by all that a tax must be for a gy and not for a private 
pulsion f ly pri „55 5 
on for a merely private p i not a tax, 
he Ford: er such a law is 


to r 
king, unconstitutional, as be rohibited by an tive 
e reason that it pA Ser 


not, strictly 
eee of 


Such is the law in my own State, Tennessee. But J here most 
desired to show the 5 Republicans from Maine, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Iowa, and Wisconsin, who sup- 
port this bill, how they are slapping in the face the opinions of 
their respective supreme courts. 

INCIDENTAL PROTECTION. 
Mr. Chairman, in 1867 Senator Sherman said: 
It is, therefore, simply an absurdity to — about free trade, and to talk 


about a protective is unnecessary, use the wit of man could not 
possibl ame a tariff that would produce $140,000,000 in gold without am 
— . — our domestic industries. 4 gol piy 


Mr. Samuel J. Randall, a noted protectionist, for whose mem- 
ory I have the greatest respect, in 1883 said: 
In my judgment the question of free trade will not arise practically in this 


ey our lives, if ever, so long as we have to raise revenue by du- 
ties on rp rd and therefore the discussion of that principle is an absolute 


waste of After our publie debt is in full, our expenditures can 
hardly be much below $200.00, and if is levied in 5 way 
and in an intelligent manner, it afford adequate protection to our indus- 


trial interests in the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, if in 1867 the raising of $140,000,000 of tariff gave 
ample protection, I want to know, when we are now required to 
raise nearly $600,000,000, where the justice comes in when the 
party in the majority say that in addition to raising that revenue 

hey must still have additional tax for protection? This is plun- 
der in mise. 

If in 1883 the raising of $200,000,000 of tariff was sufficient pro- 
tection, as Mr. Ran Says, wherein lies the justice to the Ameri- 
can people of raising $600,000,000, and, in addition to that, forcing 
a protective tax upon the food and raiment of the humble con- 
sumers of this country? 
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I beg to call oe | to your attention the words of Mr. Mc- 
Kinley, who in 1892 said: 

If we had the power to do away with it [the tariff] altogether, it would be 
the policy of the Republicans and Democrats alike; but we can not do that, 
for so long as we have a government we must have revenue. 

This is a remarkable utterance, and ially so when this dis- 
tinguished gentleman, now occupying the White House, was the 
author of the McKinley bill, that not only undertook to raise rey- 
enue for the Government but which also levied a tax for protec- 
tion’s sake. 

In reporting the McKinley bill he said: 

Ample revenues for the wants of the Government are provided by this 


bill, and every reasonable encouragement is given to productive enterprises 
and to the labor employed therein. 0 > 


+ + 
The committee believe that, inasmuch as nearly 8 are annually 
required to meet the expenses of the Government, it is wiser to tax those 
foreign products which seek a market here in competition with our own than 
to tax our domestic products or the noncompeting foreign products. 

This law was a failure, as all protective tariffs are. But I 
call to President McKinley of 1897, to Mr. McKinley of 1892, and 
say that we still have a Government” and ‘‘must” still have 
revenue“ to run it, but we insist we can do away with” the 
protective-tax portion of this tariff bill to get, and still get, that 
necessary revenue.“ 

LOW TARIFFS AND AMPLE REVENUE. 

During our low-tariff and free-coinage periods—1846 to 1860— 
the Government had ample revenues and the people were pros- 
perous. f > 7 ; > 

Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years in Congress, said: 

Moreover, the tariff of 1840 was yielding abundant revenue, and the busi- 
ness of the country was in a flourishing condition atthe time his administra 
tion was or Money became very abundant after the year 1849; 
enterprises were undertaken, speculation was prevalent, and for a consider- 
able period the prosperity of the country was general and apparently genuine. 

LOWEST TARIFF SINCE 1812. 

It was not surprising, therefore, that with a plethoric condition of the 
National Treasury for two or three consecutive years, the Democratic Con- 
greon in the cl g session of Pierce's Administration, enacted what has 
since been known as the tariff of 1857. By this law the duties were placed 
lower than they had been at any time since the war of 1812. The act was well 
received by the people, and was indeed concurred in by a considerable pro- 
portion of the Republican party. 

Senator WILLIAM B. ALLISON (Republican), March 24, 1870, said: 

A PERFECT TARIFF. 

The tariff of 1846, although confessedly and paren a tariff for revenue, 
Was, so far as rds all t n interests of the country, as perfect a 
as any that we have ever ü 

Mr. Garfield (Republican), in 1878, said: 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the decade from 1850 to 1860 was one of peace 
and pore prosperity. The aggregate volume of real and personal property 
21 United States in 1850 was, in round millions, $7,135,000,000; in 1860 it was 


© 
59,000,000, an increase of 125 per cent, while the wees increased but 

d that 1860 was a year 
of great distress and depression of business, equaled only by the distress of 


percent. Let, to suit a theory of finance, we are to. 


the present year. [hold that the facts I have recited establish, in so far as 
anything can be established by statistics, that the year 1860 was a year not 
y of general peace, but of general prosperity in the United States. 


Senator Henry Wilson, of Massachusetts, afterwards elected 
Vice-President by the Republicans, in 1857 said: 


Men who have looked with hungry eye upon a Treasury overflowing with 
surplus millions do not wish to see the sources from which these coveted 
millions are derived dried up. 

Senator Wilson bitterly opposed then the taxation of wool, say- 
ing that it was contrary to the best interests or wants of the peo- 
ple and the manufacturers. 

In 1884 Mr. Henry Loomis Nelson, then ‘clerk to the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives,” issued a valuable pamphlet en- 
titled “Our Unjust Tariff Law; a Plain Statement about High 
Taxes.” After giving facts and figures showing that the free- 
trade period of 1846 to 1860 was the most prosperous in the history 
of our country, he concludes by speaking of the revenues and 
credit of the Government as follows: 

PUBLIC CREDIT AT HIGHEST PITCH. 

During this prosperous decade, when every branch of commerce flour- 
ished, when labor was adequately rewarded, and when the American was 
prosperous, when not ony the material but the intellectual and moral forces 
of the country grew rapidly and healthfully, the Government effected two 
loans, amounting in the aggregate to 000. 000. One-half of this consisted of 
Treasury notes ing 6 per cent and redeemable in one year. They were 
issced under the act of eceniber 23, 1857, and although part of them bore 
* per cent interest, they were sold aspar 

e other loan of $20,000,000 was effec by the sale of bonds authorized 
by the act of June 14, 1858. They were made redeemable fifteen years after 
date and bore 5 per cent interest, and were sold at a premium of from 2 to T 
per cent in goid. Since that time the Government has never sold a bond, no 
matter what the rate of interest might be, for any such premiam as was ob- 
tained for the bonds issued under the act of 1858. Anact passed June 22, 1860, 
was simply a funding act. It authorized the issue of bonds or stocks to an 
amount not exceeding $21,000,000, bearing interest not exceeding 6 per cent, 
and redeemable not more than twenty years after date. The money raised 
was to be used only in the redemption of Treasury notes previously issued. 
Under this act there was raised the sum of $7,022,000, the bonds issued bear- 
ing interest at the rate of 5 per cent. Some of these bonds were sold at par 
ant the der at a premium of nearly 1.50 per cent. 

No other decade excepting that during which the country was blessed 
with a revenue tariff has such a story of prosperity, to tell as these ten years 
have stam on our history. Noother decade have such a story to tell 
until the Government ceases to tax four-fifths of the people for the benefit 
of a small fraction of the other fifth. I will quote hereafter the facts upon 


which this statement is made. - 


_ Mr. Chairman, we thus see from indisputable testimony, pub- 
lished by leading Republicans and authors who haye been time 
and again honored by their party and the American people with 
high place, that during the period of our low tariffs the masses 
were prosperous, the revenues of the Government were overflowing, 
business was flourishing, and the people of all parties, Republicans 
and Democrats, were satisfied, so much so that Mr. Blaine said: 


ALL POLITICAL PARTIES SATISFIED. 


So general was this acquiescence that in 1856 a protective tariff was not 
suggested or even hinted by any one of the three parties which presented 
Presidential candidates. 

The tariff of 1857 was the lowest we have had since 1812— 


Says Mr. Blaine. 

Yet everybody, as I will show, was prosperous. It is true that 
we had in 1857 a panic, but that was not caused by the low tariff. 
It was very brief, and under the healthy, invigorating influence 
wrought by a low tariff the country soon recovered. This panic, 
President Buchanan and Mr. Secretary Cobb said, was due largely 
to overtrading and speculation; but I submit that while this ma. 
be true, that this panic could have been, and I believe was, denise 
by destroying in 1857 the legal tender of all foreign coins, which, 
as you know, constituted then and from an early day the major 
portion of our coin money. 

Mr. Chairman, the fact is the tariff of 1846 produced so much 
revenue that the Treasury was overflowing, to reduce which all 
parties agreed, and certainly the Democrats, to the still lower 
tariff of 1857. In those days, observe, when we wanted to reduce 
the revenue in the Treasury we reduced the tariff tax. We did 
not increase it to do so, as the Republicans of 1890 did, and are 
now trying todo, The Republican party— 

Moves in a mysterious way 
Its wonders to perform! 

The McKinley bill undertook to reduce the revenues and 

ualize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” in this way. 
The rate or tax was made so high that importers could not pay the 
tax and compete with home manufactures. Hence, we may say 
the imports were barred, cut off by excessive, prohibitory, and, i 
may add, unconstitutional tax. Foreign competition was thus cut 
off; the people’s natural right—a property right—of free trade de- 
stroyed, trusts, combines, and monopolies grew up all over the 
country, prices were fixed by them to suit themselves, the public 
welfare was “cornered,” and the people were forced to buy at 
their prices or do without. The people's right of free trade was 
destroyed, while they were turned over, like a lot of dumb, driven 
cattle,” to trusts and combines, to be flayed and feasted upon by 
this omnivorous offspring of protection. 

This McKinley law reduced“ what? It „reduced“ the Ameri- 
can people to a state of slavery and ground their rights of free 
trade into the dust. It ‘‘reduced” the business of the country to 
a state of paralysis. It reduced millions of honest people and 
wage earners, able and anxious to work, to a state of penury. It 
reduced the revenues of the Government until a $50,000,000 deficit 
was staring the Harrison Administration in the face for a year 
before it closed, and forced Mr. Secretary Foster, February 20, 
1893, to order bond plates to be made for the purpose of issuing 
$50,000,000 of “ coin“ obligations to meet the requirements of the 
Government. 

And just here, Mr. Chairman, I want to stop and prove for all 
time to come that this order for bond plates was really issued by 
Mr. Secretary Foster February 20, 1893. When the statement 
was made on yesterday that Mr. Foster had ordered these bond 
plates to be made, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] said: 


I hope the gentleman will not again put that old story in circulation. It 
was f. in its origin, and it is false to-day. 


Isay to you, Mr. Chairman, the charge is true. I had the or- 
der in my hands to-day, and read it at the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing, where it can be seen by anyone who desires. 

I then ad ed a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, as 
follows: 

HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1897. 

Srr: I desire to procure the original letter, or certified copy thereof, writ- 
ten by Mr. Secretary Foster February 20, 1893, addressed to the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, of which the following purports to be a 
copy: 

“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 20, 1898. 

“Srr: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the 
8 per cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment tothe sundry civil bill now 
pending. The denominations which should first receive attention are 100s 
and 1.0008 of the coupon bonds and 100s, 1.0008, and 10,000s of the registered 
bonds. This authority is given in advance of the enactment in view of ress- 
ing contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the de- 

s and plates inevery possible manner. I inclosea memorandum for your 
guidance in preparing the script for the body of the bond. 


“Respectfully, yours, 
* 7 “ (Signed) CHARLES TOSTE 
. Secre 


“The CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING." 


The original is now in the hands of the ‘director of the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing, which I called for and read this morning. I desire to use 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


329 


1897. 

the original letter or certified copy thereof this evening, and will be speciall 

ob! if my „ ied with at once. z 
Yours, very respectfully, 


Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
The reply I received reads as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
‘ashington, D. C., March 25, 1897. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of this 
date, requesting the original letter, oracertified copy thereof, written by Mr. 
Secretary Foster February 20, 1893, addressed to the Chief of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, eee eee of certain plates. In 


JNO. W. GAINES. 


compliance with said uest I submi iw a correct copy of the letter in 
question, also a copy of the text of the proposed bond. 
[Copy of letter.] 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1393. 

Sin: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare desi, for the 3 
per cent bonds provided in a Senate amendment to the sundry civil bill now 
pending. The den tiors which should first receive attention are 100s 
and 1,000s of the coupon bonds, and 100s, 1,000s, and 10,000s of the registered 
bonds. This authority is given in advance of the enactment, in view of press- 
ing contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of de- 
signs and plates in 3 manner. I inclose a memorandum for your 
8 in preparing the script for the body of the bond. 


espectfully, yours, 
Signed) CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 
The CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
TEXT OF THE BOND. 


“ WASHINGTON, April 1, 1893. 

„This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of section of an 
act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other p ie 
approved M. 1893, and is redeemable at the pleasure of the United 
States after the oy of April, A. D. 1898, in coin of the standard value of 
the United States on said March 3, 1893, with interest in such coin from the 
day of the date hereof at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, payable semi- 
annually on the Ist days of October and April in each year. The principal 
and interest are exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United 
States, as wellas from taxation in any form, by or under State, municipal, 
or local authority.” 
Respectfully, yours, 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
Hon. Joun W. GAINES, 
House of Representatives. 


And yet, Mr. Chairman, in the face of this, we are being asked 
to-day to enact another tariff made on the same last as the Mc- 
Kinley bill, with this difference, that the rate of taxation is higher 
in this than in the McKinley bill. 

There are two other changes, but immaterial to the Repub- 
licans—a change in name from McKinley bill to Dingley bill, and in 
rates from plunder rates torobberrates. Wethen have, Mr. Chair- 
man, under the McKinley tariff and during the Administration 
which made it the law a deficit,“ and bonds ordered for the pur- 

ose of supplying revenues forthe Government. Can we hope for 
tter results if the pending measure is madealaw? During our 
low-tariff periods I have shown, and will demonstrate further here- 
after, that the condition of the National Treasury was“ plethoric,” 
and, as Senator Wilson said, was ‘‘overflowing.” A happy con- 
trast this to the condition of the Treasury under the McKinley bill 
or the Wilson bill, neither of which were Democratic tariffs. 

I desire to call special attention to what Mr. Secretary Foster 

says in this mysterious order of February 20, 1893: 


This authority is given in advance of the enactment. 


Think of this, gentlemen! Fifty million dollars of indebtedness 
to be created in time of peace, and that, too, in advance” of the 
enactment of the law which was to be approved March 3, 1893,” 
the last day of the Harrison Administration. Why “in advance?” 
Why atall? In view of the pressing contingencies,” says Mr. 
Secretary Foster. What ‘ contingencies?” as the National 
Treasury plethoric? Was it overtiowing? Or did Wall street 
want the bonds? Why such haste, if the condition of the Treas- 
ury was ‘‘overflowing” or easy? Why, Mr. Foster, did you not 
wait for the incoming Administration to issue these bonds to dis- 

ace itself, as it did do? Why precipitate this bond odium on 
3 Administration? rtainly the Government would 
not have made an assignment in eleven days, from February 20, 
18938, to March 4, 1893. There is something dark and dreary” 
about this. Senator Sherman was the author of an amendment 
to the sundry civil bill in the Senate authorizing the issuance of 
these bonds. We are not surprised. He was at his old tricks, 
doing business at the same old stand. 

In addition to this testimony, I will now read you the evidence 
given by Mr. Secretary Foster before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House, February 25, 1893, touching upon the condi- 
tion of the Treasury: 

Secretary Foster. Now, I want to say to you these estimates are based 
upon conditions existing prior to the late election 8 What effect the 
expectations of the public will have upon the revenues I do not undertake to 
estimate. For the t time, this month ins to show that effect. The 
revenues for mo prons month [February, 1893] will be about what they 
were last year [1892]. 

That is, Mr. Chairman, these estimates were based upon condi- 
tions existing ‘‘prior to the late (1892) election.” Hence the elec- 
tion could not and did not cause or mold these estimates in an 
way whatever. They were made upon conditions existing and 


brought about under the McKinley bill, exclusive of the effects of 
the election altogether. f 

No one knew, prior to the election” in 1892, who would be 
elected; hence it is untrue when the Republicans say that the 
issuance of these bonds, or rather their proposed issuance, was 
brought about by the threatened election of Mr. Cleveland. In 
fact, as stated, their issuance or the estimates of Mr. Foster were 
based exclusively on conditions existing ‘‘ prior” to the election. 

The testimony continues: 

Mr. TURNER. Taking into consideration all these conditions which you 
anticipate, what, in your judgment, would be a fair conjecture of the condi- 
tion of the Treasury at the end of the next fiscal year? 

1 Secretary FOSTER, I should say the next fiscal year would show a 

Mr. TURNER. Can you give an approximate estimate, according to all the 
data accessible to you? 

Mr. tary Foster. I will only say this, that if I was to have the man- 
agement of the Treasury, I should upon an increase of revenue to the 
extent of $50,000,000. 

Mr. TURNER. In order to meet those conditions which you anticipate? 

Me Secretary FOSTER. Not only those conditions, but the gold conditions 
as well. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a little strange that Mr. Foster did not tell 
this committee there and then, February 25, 1893,” that he had 
already, on February 20, 1893,” ordered the bond plates for 
** $50,000,000" of bonds. Yet we see he had ordered them, and 
yet failed to state all the truth, and certainly he could not have 
well overlooked a little thing like ordering or issuing ** $50,000,000 
of bonds” for the people, the plain people of this country, to pay. 
„Millions“ are small things to the Republican party, even when 
they are administering a public trust. 

The examination continued: 

Mr. Wiison. Did I understand apse to express a general opinion a while 
ago that in addition to the present sources of revenue that the revenues of 


ury Department ought to be advanced $50,000,000 more a year? 


Secretary FOSTER. Yes, sir. 


Secretary FOSTER. As things are going now, a permanent revenue, for two 
reasons. I would increase the gold reserve at least $25,000,000 if I had the 
money to doit with. 

R bee oes But your answer just now seemed to contemplate an annual 

Secretary Foster. I think an annual increase of $50,000,000 would make 
the Treasury easy, and if I were going to manage it I would want to have it. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman, I notice. That Mr. Foster, in so 
many words, says that there would be a deficit.“ I repeat his 
words: I should say the next fiscal year would show a deficit.” 
He had already said, as the report shows on the same page, ‘‘ The 
revenue for the present month (March, 1893) will be about what 
they were last year ” (1892). 

Mr. Chairman, the McKinley bill was in full force a year pre- 
vious, ‘last year” (1892), and was then in effect. Mr. Foster vir- 
tually admits that even ‘‘last year” (1892) the revenues were in- 
sufficient for the needs of the Government, because he says: 

The revenues for the present month (February, 1893) were about what 
they were last year (1892)— 

At the same period, we find in the present month” (February, 
1893) he is preparing to issue bonds to the amount of $50,000,000, 
to 55 what? o meet this deficit and the gold conditions then 
existing. 

Two things which are equal to the same thing are equal to 
each other.” If the revenue at the two periods, February, 1892, 
and February, 1893, were the same, as Mr. Foster says they were, 
then we must conclude that there was a deficit at both periods. 

The majority report of this committee, after fully hearing Mr. 
Foster, said: 

DEFICIT OF $30,000,000 TO $40,000,000. 


Under the most careful estimates that can now be made it is apparent that 
at the end of the ensuing fiscal year there will be a deficit amounting to from 
$30,000,000 to $40,000,000. In these calculations no account hataran tne been 
taken of the requirements ot the sinking fund. 


+ a 
Foster stated that in his opinion the annual receipts of the Gov- 
ernment should be at once increased. He also stated that in his opinion 
there would be a deficit at the end of the fiscal year 1894, and said that if he 
had the management of the Treasury in the future he should insist upon an 
increase of the annual revenue to the extent of $50,000,000. This increase, he 
stated, should be made to meet the conditions to which reference has been 
made in this report, and also for the . of increasing to the extent of 
$25,000,000 —— gold reserve fund of 81 000,000, which increase he earnestly 
recommended. 


But laying aside this admission of a ‘‘deficit,” I will prove from 
another source the same thing. The following table is prepared 
from official figures taken from the Statistical Abstract. It aie 
a deficit in the three whole years the McKinley bill was a law: 


: Deficien 
Receipts. [Expenditures Deficiency. | ior ST 
a a AEDE Sara eE DO LAN $458, 544, 233 N 429 1, 308, 199 1. 26 
T 425; 868, 260 SIC Sor Als 18, 633, 155 2.01 
1 eee 461, 716, 562 602, 130, 993 140, 414, 431 2.33 


I will insert here an official table showing our import and ex- 
me trade since 1892. It shows our exports were more under the 


ilson bill in 1894, 1895, and 1896 than our imports, the balance 
of trade being in our favor for those years. 
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[Commerce and Navigation of the United States. 1896, Volume 2, page Sid Published by the Bureau of Statistics.] 
RECAPITULATION FOR THE UNITED STATES, 


SASRESS 
8888858 


779, 724,74 1,030, 278, 148 


re 
8 
3 


* Prior to 1896 this title was used to include all countries not designated by geographical division. 


I challenge the correctness of the contention on the other side 
of this Chamber that a low tariff brought about the financial de- 
ssion from which we are yet suffering, because the Wilson bill 
itself is an intensified protective measure and out-Herods all other 
tariff measures except the McKinley bill, and even rivals that in- 
famous law. al ohare the opposition to refute the testimony 
of their own witness, Mr. Secretary Foster, when he establishes 
beyond all peradventure that the causes that made bond issues 
necessary and bred panic and disaster were created away back in 
Mr. Harrison’s Administration. 

I call the country to witness that under this indisputable proof 
it was not low tariff that did it; it was not the fear of Demo- 
cratic accession that did it; it was not the dread of Democratic 
misrule that did it, but that it had its origin while the Republican 
party was in full water, aaa the McKinley tariff in full force. 

I am not here, Mr. Chairman, to defend Mr. Cleveland on any 
part of the ground. Time was when he sang a clear note to the 
country on the evils of protection, and so intense were his con- 
victious that he blazed out a new course, in that he subordinated 
all things else to that question and made it the sole topic of an 
annual message. But he forgot all that. He heard siren’s 
voice after that and was captivated by the sweet strains that were 
twanged upon the golden lyre in Wall street. 

He proclaimed the true Democratic doctrine upon this vital ques- 
tion, and his words were verified, that protection is destructive to 
trade and commerce and to general prosperity, only designed for 
the enrichment of the few and the impoverishment of the many, 
and he held these supreme truths mount,and declared upon 
their correct solution depended the rights and interests of the peop 
and the integrity of constitutional free government; but he forgot 
all that when the siren twanged, and he itted another issne 
to crowd it into the background, and he deli tely made it possible 
for the ublican party to be foisted again into power where it 
could work out the schemes of tariff destruction that he once de- 
cried so valiantly. He deliberately surrendered the right of the 
Government under the law and expressed in the face of the con- 
tract to pay its obligations in both or either coins, in the face of 
his party platform, and in spite of his -pariy creeđ, and thus he 
helped to fan the flames that were kindled away back yonder in 
1892 under his Republican predecessor, and finish the degradation 
and financial enslavement of his people that he might please those 
who enriched him. He was a Jonah in the Democratic ship; but, 
thank God, he is where he belongs, aboard the Republican craft, 
and may the Lord have mercy on the Republican party’s soul. 

IS TRUSTEE AND AGENT POR THE PEOPLE, NOT OF THE CREDITOR. 

Senator Beck, in a speech in the Senate, in 1879, condemned 
paying in gold these coin obligations, and said they should be 
paid in silver. He said: 

a t o 
r AE I E A 
States have the right to pay in either. can not be maintained. The Secretary 
isthe and trustee of the le, not of the creditor. The option is for 
5 solute in their agent to pay silver 
interest of his cestui que trust 
y in the manner most advan- 
plain violation of the known 
FCC 
to pay the interest we owe with it. z 

Again, Mr. Beck said: 

It is the clear duty of the Secretary to pay the interest we owe in the coin 
that costs us least. It is our option. not the creditor's, and eran ought 
to see to it that the laws are executed in the interest of the people. 

And yet Mr. Carlisle di ed such pertinent and patriotic 
advice, and turned over the option to the creditor, and then was 
compelled to sell him bonds to get the gold to pay back to him. 

As early as 1836 Mr. Webster said the option was with the payer 
and not the payee—the man in debt and not the man to whom it 
is to be paid. He said: 


and can an 

out of all four! All bei 

not with the receiver. seem to argoad 
or denied. Other laws of the United States have made both gold and 


coins a tender in t 
that in that case the colon between the cote to be centered eres oe f leb 
the party receiving? No one could ever be guilty of such an absurdity. 

In these latter days there have arisen wiser men and greater 
patriots than Mr. Webster to set his profound opinions at naught 
and barter away a right that was founded in law, predicated in 
immutable principle, sustained by the unvarying judgment of 
statesmen and law writers, and expressed in the face of the con- 
tract itself, and allowed the creditor to choose to be paid in that 
com that was hardest to obtain, and to do this was forced to sell 
bonds to provide the means to meet the demands of unjust greed. 

And yet, in face of all this, there are those on the other side of 
this Chamber who have the temerity to say, and the hardihood to 

retend to believe what they say, that it was the bogus low-tariff 
ilson bill that made the sale of bonds necessary. 


PROTECTION NO BENEFIT TO THE FARMERS. 


I was very much surprised to hear the gentleman from Minois 
Mr. REEVES] say that protection actually benefited the farmer. 
istory—the facts—refutes the contention. A recent issue of the 
Manufacturer, a paper published in Philadelphia, says: 
This is the truth, but it is as misleading as if it were falsehood. For 
what is the of gy Fae, gy wen anria atthistime? Surely tocon- 
vey the im farm land in Pennsylvaniais gaining in value. Asa 


matter of fact, it is losing in value. Here are the figures in t ni 
census report for 1800: z 9 


now within the range of observation. 
Let us turn to the sheep industry in Pennsylvania, Ohio, and 


New York: 
[From the Pittsburg Post.] 


a 


85 
FERE 


S888 
888 
888 
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Prices 
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38 


8875 
8 EER 


8 
8 
& 


ao of sheep in three States after twenty years’ high protection, 


The above figures as to the number of sheep are the figures of the United 
States census for 1860 and from the official reports of the Department of 


riculture for sy tabla tu iba è A 
as ices are from a Treasury re on wi 
(page 10; i agian yidagi and comres washed: clothing 


ving he prices of fine 
wool E New York and Philadelphia from 1824 to 1887. 


1897. 
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The depressing effect of high tariffs is again shown in the fol- 
lowing tables: 


Revenue tariff, 1788-1818. 13 8 
Moderate protective tariff, 1816-1821. —— 80 ee = 
High protective tariff, 182-1832 = a ey 
Lower compromise tariff, 188-4842. . 18 01, 09.242 
High protective tariff, 1842-1840. 180 10.185 
Low revenue tariff, 1818-1887. 27 Shoes 
Lower revenue tariff, 1857-1800 pd Fie ont ae 
3 1 | 270" Fon 800 
High tariffs—protection and inciden- {| 1867 | 279,786,809 

tal revenue, 1888-18900 ---<--- 1890 | 845, 293,828 


thing shows clearer than the above figures the effect of high tariffs in 

gu apart of low carte increasing ee een 
te of the van upon 

25 5 and 8 of agricultural products continued to in- 


cant, as showing the effect of high duties es cay op oe 3 


table is shown a comparison of the average "during the periods 
. 8 out from ae average yearly 8 as given in the reports 


Low revenue tariff, 187-1857. 
Lower revenue tariff, 1858- 


Senator ALLISON, in discussing the tariff March 24, 1870, after say- 
sa: the amount of revenue necessary to be raised was $150, 000,000, 


uestion is, How shall these duties be proportioned among 
Ien ous ort es imported so as to take out of the pockets of the pone 


least ble sum over and above the actual amount placed in the 
tury, meanwhile ting in favor of articles of necessary consump- 
pon e ~~ l against articles of voluntary consumption, commonly e 


s Tpost aut ca hyper ann thus levied. with an annual importation of about $450,000,000 
ne, 
racor of 5 products greatl 


rs of similar 
Tt i is e that h rates of our present tariff are necessary because 
the: is essential to the Governmen o 


refrom 
Tasit e if we peas the rates at all, the effect will be the depression of 
2 tariff of 1846, 2 


and 8 a tariff for revenue, was, so far as — ie in. 
terests of the country, as ect a tariff as any that we have ever 
interest was de under the tariff of it was the iron . 
t. as pared with other interests, had 
under that tariff; yet 4 we compare the growth of 
the oe 849 to 1850 with the 1 of 5 from 1850 to 
1880, the decade ee entirely un the tariff of 1846 
greatly reduced tariff of 1857, we find that the ö hoo our wealth 
between 1850 and 1860 was equivalent to 126 per cent. while it was only 64 per 
cent between 1840 and 1850, four years of which decade were under the tariff 
about 1 per ci asa 3 rotective tariff, but * average rate of Which was 
per cent below 5 rate, or 27 per cent under the tariff of 
against 44 per cent u portations under the t tariff. 
Gar D were 


bly, of the iron industry. ly prosperous, statement of 


mont, on this floor during the discussions 
With re 5 to the pa —55 of the steal industry in 1860, the steel manu- 
facturers or increase of duties on steel, stated 


that 


paper shows that under the revenue tariff of 1857, which imposed only an 
ad valorem duty of 12 per cent on steel, a substantial — was achieved in 
the steel man ein 1860. I have read the language of the 
WOOL AND WOOLEN 8 
Let me call Tee i the mae place, to the wool and woolen goods. 


certainly not less than 60 cent of the value we im 
nat Tepes t inthe State of 8 524 
a e coun owa, represen: ere by my co e [Mr. 
5 the county of eee between the two years of and 
i more than 5,000—from 22,000 and u 
5 And what is true of this 
ror less extent of other counties in Iowa; and dur- 


; a law the effect of 
of this country. In 


the wool manufacturers of this country ome pone other or gentlemen 
senting the woolgrowers, and was 5 e adjustment of 
wers . the . ufacturers. And 


the differences between the woo] 
Ihave before me are made this Join’ committee, which report was 
embodied in the act of 1867. This report . at a timo 
when all the internal revenue 8 which [have before spoken of were in 
raan and which had been y compensated for by the tariff of 1864. 
mmittee of 9 and wool manufacturers prepared and sub- 

mitted to le exhibiting the extent of these taxes upon the 
manufacture of woolen goods, showing the increased cost of such goods on 
account of the tax — be on a yard of cassimere of average weight and qual- 
ity. 10.12 cents; upon a suit of clothes of the same, 76 cents; upon a coat 
e of ave th, 73 cents, ete.; and that, too, although at that 
time no inte -revenue tax was levied upon wool. The internal-revenue 
law of 1867 embodied in it an increased rate of duty to compensate for this 
specific tax. Now, although taxes have 8 the bill pro- 


over 

they desire to carry eee ee 

hee the duty upon woolens should be reduced to the extent of the abolition 

of the internal tax at least, and a reduction of one-fifth, as I prog 

not amount to so 8 a reduction as to correspond with the aba 
ternal taxes. reduction would benefit the consumer and 

either the woolgrower or woolen manufacturer. 

. LAWRENCE. I should like the gentleman to inform me how a reduction 
of the duties on wool and woolen goods would inure to the advantage of the 
woolgrower? 

Mr. ALLISON. A Se — tr the 8 how, in my own judgment, the 
woolgrower the law now is, the tariff upon fine wools 
of a character sig mre in this country is 10) per cent upon their cost. 
The upon woolens of the same class is only about 50 per cent, so that 
the finer woolen goods are imported, and not the coarser fabrics. Before the 
tariff of 1867 our 8 of fine goods mixed foreign fine wool with 
our own domestic product, and thus were able to compete successfully with 
the foreign manufacturer of similar articles. But being prohibi from 
im; ing this class of woois, these fine goods can not now be produced in 
this country so cheaply as mos . — be imported. Consequently mills that 
were formerly — in ng those have been compelled to 
abandon basiness or tamufacture t e the coarser fabrics. If they could afford 
to manufacture those fine 8 ee make a market, which we donot 
now have, for our fine w th other fine wools of a different 
character from abroad. This 8 LF tof a 8 as I 5 is the rea- 
son why our fine wools now command so low a price. There is no demand 
for them at home, and we can not export them in competition with fine wools 

grown in other count 

Bi call attention of gentlemen to the statistics of . They will 
find that almost the entire importation of woolens is confined to the finer 
fabrics, such as dress goods for es and fine cloths for gentlemen. These 
goods are imported because the importation duty is less itis upon the 
coarser fabrics. Yet the average duty upon these goods is ever 60 per cent, 
while upon articles more commonly worn by the t body of our le 
the rate of duty is such as tactically to o pio en t 5 2, 
for — mn the ee of blankets. bly 8,000,000 blankets, or one for 
each f. sed each Rigo in the United States. Yet the por- 
kets ee a the last year amounted to less than $1,000, the rate 
of daty being 50 cents per and bee or no revenue from 
in its character, so that we derive little or no revenue from coarser 


tion of sre 
not injure 


In August, 1887, an interstate convention of the farmers of the 
ten cotton States was called in Atlanta, and the following is taken 
from their report: 


The tural land 7 cee returned for taxation — 5 follows: In 
1800, 000,000; in 1886. Si lecrease, $52,000, 


acres of im . 26, 
000. — — 
26,000,000 in 880. 


Meanwhile 1 aa has increased from 1,057,000 in 1860 to 1,7 
1886; e be That is to say, 60 per cent more le want 2 
it would — io 50 per cent increase to raise it to its ol ue. anit jand; pet 
50 per cent in value, . and th tine £000,000 neces and 
we see over 2 2 cent hg alg eons ase 2 a 1 

o presen’ ‘acts in another form, the value of improved land in Geor- 
22 ĩ S| Wore tenerinalterl 

nds n e e the value per Ton 5 

1800, $150; 1 1 0 N. pe decrease would be — than 


883, ecrease, 
the present value. One hundred dollars’ worth then * be but #2n0 now—a 
5 = 58 per gg E 
1205 tates the value of the Itural lands was, in 1860, 
di 


ten cotton 8 
000.0007. in 1830, s 019,000,000; 000,000, It i require an 
on of 47 per cent to its value in 880 to raise it to its value in 1800. Wer 


while the on of 1880 is e in 1860, 7. epee increase, 
53 per 1 1595 tural land ed out in 1880 would. be" be but 0 Per 

ong eR or more than 3 And this despite the giant strides 
7 —.— with e 8 tion and the territory of an empire. Moreover, 

3 m 8 in former times. one 

5 N records of deeds and 
1 =A — 1800, abon stout 60 rag 3) 1880 to 1883, 163 In 
Greene a: D yagon during the war, fen dae evden 3 
1882 to V 3 u 
The 9 — are mainly of mo: not of deeds of 

In the on of February 19, 1887, there 6 
mortgages of bottom lands. 

555 crease in wealth would furnish additional light. In agri- 
cultural land, 1857 to 1860, three years, at $3,250,000, one year before the war 


332 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. Marcu 25, 


exceeded ten years’ increase after it a year, $25,000,000; 1871 to 1886, fifteen 
at $666,665 a year, $10,000,000, gold value, counterbalanced partly by 
. returns and by the principle of estimating value. 

Fhe political economists, Mill especially, taught and confirmed by history, 
concur in the view that recuperation after war may and should be rapi 
We have not reached in twenty years the state to which we should have 
attained in five to seven years. 

Your committee therefore conclude that the agriculture of the cotton 
States is in a depressed condition, and that such condition is so widespread, 
Iong- continued. and distressing as to demand the most serious consideration, 

nd fully to justify this assemblage of the representatives of our agriculture. 

The su on and the discovery of the causes of this depression and the 

proper remedies for the same are well worthy the profoundest effort of our 
men. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

SAMUEL BARNETT, Georgia, Chairman. 

Signed by delegates from nine States: 

C. W. MACUNE, of Texas. 
B. B. BELLAMY, of Florida. 
A. C. STRINGFELLOW, of Louisiana, 


years, and yet they claim that high tariff increases „when 
the census, prepared and sworn to by Republican officials, shows 
that when we had no war or impending war to molest us or disturb 
economic conditions wages decreased over 10 per cent during the 
igh-tariff era. 

ut I am not done yet. I propose to prove the falsity of this 
doctrine by their handiwork. In 1867 the highest tariff on wool 
with which we have ever been cursed was passed, the manufac- 
turers themselves making the rates,” says Senator ALLISON, and 
here is the result taken from the census returns: 

Woolen manufactures. 


ses 870 1,990 
B. M. HORD, of Tennessee, 1 
W. c of Arkansas, $98, 824,551 | $00,095, 564 
L. L. POLK, of North Carolina, 1 498 1.756.740 
A. P. BUTLER, of South Carolina. D 675 ' 836. 302 
R. F. KOLB, of Alabama. 48.60 | $100,845 61 
W. R. S, of Mississippi. > $ 4 358 $160, 606, S 
I have carefully prepared the following tables, taken from official | Average wages per day- $1.11 80.56 


figures, which prove beyond any question our contention that 
during the low-tariff periods the farmers were most prosperous, 
and, in addition to that, the prosperity of the manufacturer went 
along with theirs: 


Table showing the per cent of growth of agriculture, 1850-1880. 


It appears that there has been a decrease in wages, number of 
mills, capital, spindles, and wages paid, but, remarkable to tell, 
there has been an actual increase in the amount produced, in ma- 
terial used, and in hands employed. The amount of work done 
increased, but wages decreased. 

On the other hand, our woolen mills prospered enormously in 
the low-tariff period from 1850 to 1860. 


1850 to 1800. 1500 to 1870. 1870 to 1880. 


Per cent. : 
12 —. 4.50 
= The Taian of the output from 1870 to 1880 increased only 22.57 
01 | per cent. 
u In some sections the output showed wonderful increase during 
$l | the low-tariff period. : 
51 a Per cent. 
06 96 e 6255-8 4<0scancsce acecasbiewsascetiescueeatasssaselone 
130 Rhode d increased 
63 44 Massachusetts increased 
66 59 New Jersey increased... 
24 11 ermont increased 
66 55 e ini 
A — I present a table by Mr. Henry J. Philpott, of Iowa, which I 
131 ~ | have verified and found to be correct. The first column of figures 
154 49 shows the increased per cent under the low or Democratic tariff 
a — 55 from 1850 to 1860, and the second column shows the average in- 
03 53 creased per cent under the high Republican tariff régime: 
* vr + — Lines of progress. 
8 65 
Low tarift.| High 
* Decreased. — 
Mess pork in New York (average of six years) Per barrel Per cent: 
CFC ⁵ↄVßß. SENG. errata oer EER $17.08 8 
1886 6 ISO] „„ „444 12. 80 61 
PROTECTION DOES NOT PROTEOT. w 
The Republican party says that protection benefits the Wage 00 
earners, that it increases his wages. What are the facts? The — 
tables I submit were prepared from the census reports and show 58.2 
that the breadwinners in our manufactures produced in 1880 9.4 
$56,487,980 more in profit than ie but 7 pria ao prao 9.6 
„ cents per day or $300 per year. e show indisputably | yalueof farm tools and inachi r 
that in the decade from 1860 to 1870, the only complete decade Value of live stock per ne ee ing 


which we can figure on in which the war tariff was in effect, while 
the tariff was gradually increased and manufacturers’ profits also 
increased, there was a steady decrease in wages amounting to 
about 1 cent per day. The figures will repay close attention, as 
they prove conclusively that protection does not protect. 


Mr. Chairman, what caused this falling off in wages and pros- 
pr in our woolen mills? It was “protection” that did it, and 
call as a witness to that fact a gentleman whose word goes un- 
challenged on the other side of this Chamber, the Hon. John Sher- 
ior himself, who said, in a speech in the Senate on February 7, 


In the table which I have now before me it is shown that in 1867 the price 
of wool was 51 cents a pound; in 1870 it was 46 centsa poon in 1875 it was 43 
cents a pound; in 1880, which was an abnormal year, it was 48 cents a pound, 
but to-day I am told these wools are sold in Ohio at from 36 to 40 cents a 
pound. So the result of the policy of protecting the woolgrowers has been, 
as it is in all industries, to grad y reduce the price. 


Mr. Calhoun, in a speech in the Senate on March 16, 1842, con- 
trasted, with much more force and clearness, the years of high tariff, 
from 1824 to 1832, inclusive, with the succeeding years, under the 
lower and compromise tariff, from 1832 to 1840, inclusive. Said 
the South Carolina Senator: 


The aggregate amount of the value of the exports in the first series of 
years, from to 1833, the period when the protective yng was in its 
test or, was $469,198. making an average of $57,599, per annum 
roughout the period; while the aggregate amount of value in the last, the 
of reduction under the compro was $768,352,365, gi an average 

of $96,442,795, and making an te in the period of uction over 
that of protection of IEAI and an average annual gain of $36,646,855, 
being rather more than 65 per cent on the average of the former period; an 


In the light of these figures, a question is pertinent. If protec- 
tion increases wages, why do the manufacturers want it? If pro- 
tection diminishes prices, why do the manufacturers want it? 
Their greed and se ess has been too clearly demonstrated for 
them to pose before the country as patriots and philanthropists, 
and there is not a man in this presence who does not know that 
if high tariff had these effects these mock philanthropists would 
be the last of all to favor it. A decrease of over 9 per cent in ten 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


333 


increase without example in any former period of the history of our com- 
ge The vast increase has had ding effect on our to ep ie, 
the fore and coasting trade. aggre) - 
mage ak fon cione of dha Srv period was: Ta the Toei, Oe. ead ia the 
t y ns, e y 
last, in the foreign trade, of 606,604 and the coasting, 1,280,999, malay fn the 
aggregate 2,180,763, and an increase during the period of reduction of duties 
over that of protection of 743,003 tons, while during the first there was an 
actual falling off in the tonnage. 


In answer to an assumed objection that the pn from tariff re- 
duction was confined toagriculture and was at the of manu- 
facturing industries, Mr. Calhoun went on to say of the latter: 


The very opposite is the fact. So far from falling off, it is the very branch 
of our exports that has received the greatest impulse. The whole value of 
the * of domestic manufactures during the period of high protective 
duties was about $43,180,755. So far from increasing, there was an actual fall- 
ing off, compari ng the last with the first year of the series, of $505,633. Now 
turn to the period of a reduction of duties and mark the contrast. Instead 
of falling off, the exports increased to $65,917,018 du: the period; and com- 


ring the last year of the series with the last of that of high protective duties, 
e increase will be found to be $7,798,207, greater than the former year by 
nearly $3,000,000. 


Senator Henry Wilson, afterwards Vice-President of the United 
States, said, February 18, 1851, that the State of Massachusetts 
was little interested in changing the tariff. He said his people 
were in favor of a low tariff. I quote from him at length: 


It is very easy for a gentleman of the Northwest to rise on this floor and 
talk eee on Pennsylvania aud New England and to say that his 

ople have no protection; but, sir, standing here to-day, I express it as my 
90 rate judgment that there are not half a dozen States—and I doubt 
whether there among them all one—so little interested in changing the 
tariff as the State of Massachusetts. I say further, as the representative of 
that State, I know that in voting for this bill I am voting the wishes 
of a largo ez of the Leste phic zee plata, ano Natl = present ae 

tter for us than your proposed tariff; and I vo against my own de 
erat judgment, for I had rather stand on the of 1857 than take this bill. 

Several SENATORS. Then, why vote for it? 

Mr. WILSON. I vote for it to increase the revenues of the Government. 
* « + J want no man to vote for this bill in order to protect the interests 
of Massachusetts; for the tariff of 1857, precisely and exactly as it stands 
upon your statute books to-day, so far as the productive ind of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts is concerned, in all its various 
a to $350,000,000 e aa — eae pari oror pot 1 statute 
ks O country. That u ent; an weshall 
gain nothing asa State. 1 shail yote for the bill, but Fxote or it to raise rey- 
enue; I vote for it as a revenue measure. 


Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years in Congress, said: 
THE PEOPLE AND MANUFACTURERS SATISFIED. 


tirely vindicated and approved that ce to „not only among 
the people but among protective economists, and even among the manu- 
facturers to a large extent. 


ALL POLITICAL PARTIES SATISFIED. 


So eral was this acquiescence that in 1856 a protective tariff was not sug- 
or even hinted by any one of the three parties which presented Pres- 
8 candidates. 
LOWEST TARIFF SINCE 1812. 


s Administration, e 
since been known as the tariff of 1857. By this law the duties were placed 


lower than they had been at any time since the war of 1812. The act was 
well received by the people, and was, indeed, con in by a considerable 
proportion of the Republican party. The te had a 18 Democratic 

jority, but in the House three ies divided the responsib: no one of 
them having an absolute majority. The Republicans had a 3 
bad chose: iy. Banks Speaker, but the Berl party held balance of 
power in the House and on several of the leading committees. 


REPUBLICANS VOTED FOR IT. 

Some prominent Republicans, however, remaining true to their old wits 
traditions, opposed the reduction of duties. Mr. Seward voted against i 
but his colleague, Mr. ton Fish, voted for it. Mr. Seward represented 
tho protective tendencies of the country districts of New York, and Mr. Fish 
the free-trade tendencies of the city. ilson both voted 


r. Sumner and Mr. W. 
for it, as did also Senator Allen, of Rhode Talend, the district representatives 
of the manufacturers of that State. Mr. of New Hampshire, voted for 
it, while Senators against it. Mr. 


er and Foote, of Vermont, voted = 
Fessenden did not oprose it, but his colleague, Mr. Nourse, voted against it. 
The Connecticut Senators, F. 


oster and Tooney, one of each party, supported 
the measure. 


Mr. Garfield, in his speech in the House in 1878, said: 
TAXATION LOW. 

In 1860 the burdens of national taxation were light. All our revenue, in- 
cluding loans, amounted only to $76,000,000. Our expenditures were $77,000,000, 
and our whole public debt but $65,000,000, In the year 1800 the tonnage of our 
ships upon the seas was 5,853,808 tons, which was more by 140,000 tons than in 
any other year of our history before or since. Two-t of our imports 
were then carried in American bottoms, as were also more than two- 
of our exports. 

Let me add that in 1857 our ships carried 70 per cent of the ton- 
nage of the world; in 1871, 14 per cent, and in 1891, 11 per cent. 

Now, I want to ask my Republican brethren if this high tariff 
kas not driven out of employment, according to these figures, 70 
per cent of the seamen of the world, less 11 per cent, or 59 per cent, 
and brought them into competition with our other laborers in 
other avocations? Have you not, with your high tariff, destroyed 
their business? And yet you claim protection creates itions 
and business. Then you tear down to get the job of building up. 
But you do not build the same structure. That is what we are 
fussing about. 


Mr. Garfield further said: 
EXPORTS IMMENSE. 


Our exports that year reached the aggregate value of $400,000,000, which 
was forty-three und a half millions more than any previous year. Our 
„000, di other year. And I make 
this statement on the authority of David A. Wells, that in 1860 we were 
exporting to Toret, countries more American manufactures than in an; 
other year of our history. Ina tablo on page 10 of the report of the speci: 
cor oner of the revenue for 1859 it appears that in 1860 there came to 
this country 179,000 immigrants, 58,000 more than during the preceding year, 
INCREASED ACTIVITY AND INDUSTRY. 

As an exhibit of the activity and industry of our people, 4,819 patents were 
issued at the Patent Office in 1869, 1,100 more than the average number fo: 
the three years preceding. In that year we built 1,846 miles of railroad, 
slight increase above the precedin paor The people of the United States 
consumed 332,000 tons of sugar in 1857, and in 1860 they consumed the ae 
2 amount of 464,000 tons, more than in any other year of our prev 


MONEY PLENTIFUL. 


The mean annual consumption of tea in the United States, which was 16,000- 
000 e in the decade ending with 1850, was 27,000,000 pounds in the decade 
ending with 1860. This certainly is an indication that the people had some- 
thing to buy with. 

FARM PRODUCTS INCREASED. 


From 1831 to 1851 the cotton hey dev the United States ranged from one mil- 
lion to two and one-third million bales per annum. In the year 1860 it 
risen to the enormous erop of 4.675,770 bales, almost a million more bales 
were ever grown in the United States in any previous year of our history. 

I find from the census reports that in 1850 our wheat crop was 100,000,000 
bushels, and in 1860 it was 173,000,000 bushels. In 1850 we raised 592,000,000 
bushels of corn: in 1860, 838,000,000 bushels, while in 1870 we raised but 760,000,- 
000 bushels. The crop of 1880 was 78,000,000 bushels more than that of 187 
and 346,000,000 bushels more than that of 1850. And so with several other of 
the great cereals. The crop of barley for 1860 was three times that of 1850. 
ae cropsof ryeand buckwheat in exceeded those of 1870, as well as those 
of 1850. 


FARM VALUES INCREASED 103 PER CENT. 

In 1850 the value of the American farms was three and one-quarter billions 
of dollars; in 1860 it was $8.645,000,000 by the census, an increase of 102 per 
cent, while the population increased but 35 per cent during that decade. 

FARM IMPLEMENTS INCREASED 70 PER CENT. 


The value of farming implements in 1850 was $151,000,000; in 1860 it was 

$246,000,000, an increase of 70 per cent, while during the next decade it in- 
but 42 per cent. 
MANUFACTURING AND HANDS INCREASED. 

From the statistics of manufactures ances in the census I find that in 1850 
957,000 hands were employed; in 1860, 1,811,000. In 1850 the capital invested in 
manufactures amoun to 000,000; in 1860, $1,009,000,000, an increase of 90 
per cent, while the population increased but Ta nk The product of our, 
manufactures increased in that decade 870,000, 000. But the gentleman tells 
us it was a year of unusual distress. 

IRON INTERESTS INCREASED. 


He epore of the condition of the iron interest in that year. 

what the iron and steel associations say in their reports for I find on 

page 28 that in 1860 there were brought from Lake Superior to our mills in 

Ho East 116,000 tons of ore, 51,000 tons more than in any other year of our 
ry. 

On 47 of the same report I learn that the production of anthracite 
coal in Peansyiventa in 1860 amounted to 9,807,000 tons, almost 800,000 tons 
more than in any previous year. 

On page 12 of the same report I find that the nor nag of bituminous 
coal and coke for 1880 amounted to 122,000 tons, which was 38,000 tons more 
than the greatest product of any preceding year. And how much pig iron 

roducein that year? I quote from page 302 of the volume of 
and Addresses by Wi D. Kelley—a speech made by him here Janu 
11, 1870, in which he gives the 88 for seven or eight years; and. accord- 
ing to his speech, in 1860 the total product of pig iron in this country was 
918,000 tons. This was 130,000 tons more than the average of the six preceding 
years; yet he holds that 1360 was a year of unusual distress. 


Pat would not lie to further political promotions, and con- 
ued: 


We can find ample ground for the sufficient protection of American manu- 
facturers without 9 the history of our country. The gentleman's 
position lays him open to this dangerous re SE That if low tariff and in- 
sufficient volume of currency of 1 caused the alleged distress of that year, 
how he account for what he admits the great distress of 1877, witha much 

and times the currency of 1800: 


But said this low-tariff era was one of peace and general pros- 
perity. 
I now quote again from Mr. Nelson: 
WHAT A LOW TARIFF DID FOR THE COUNTRY. 


Between 1846 and 1860 the country had a low tariff. Under the law of 1846 
the average duty was about 25 per cent, and under the act of 1857 it was about 
x “aa peed Riel never was a period of greater prosperity in the history 
of the country. 

In 1850 the cash value of farms was $3,271,575,426, and in 1860 it was $6,645,- 
645,057, an increase of 103 per cent. In 1870 the value of farms e REN 
in currency, an increase of only 39 per cent over the gold valuation of 1800. 
In 1880 the value of fa was 510.197.008. 766. an increase of a little more than 
10 per cent over the valuo of 1870. From 1850 to 1860 the value of farming 
cag incre: 63.50 per cent. In the next decade the increase was 
= iy 30 per oona in currency, while from 1870 to 1880 the increase was only 

per cent. 


5 5 tell ulm 


SOME NOTABLE COMPARISONS. 

From 1830 to 1840 the te of all real and Poesia property increased 
40 oy cent: from 1840 to ear ie cent. In 185) this te value was 
115 833,780,228; in 1860 it was 816.139.618.038. an increase of percent. In 1870 
he aggregate value was $30,065,515,507 in currency, being an apparent 
increase of a little more than & per cent. In 18 the total State and local tax- 
ation was $34,186,746, but in 1870 it had reached the enormous sum of $280,591,- 
621, an increase of 198 per cent, although the value of Proparin maa increased 
only 8 per cent. An examination of the report of the Su tendent of the 
Census for 1870 shows that the increase in the value of and personal prop- 
— from 1850 to 1860 was more than 184 per cent, instead of per cent, and 
that instead of an increase of 85 per cent from 1860 to 1870, there was an actual 
decrease of more than 3 percent. This arises from what the Superintendent 
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LOW TARIFF INCREASES MANUFACTURING, 


There was some wonderful increases in our manufacturing mechanical 
industries. In 1850 the total value in the TE was of mechanical and manu- 
industries big 3 — 


. 3 . —— 
ue 
} — value of bow pipe used 
n amoun as wages 
t in number of hands employed a; 
Gain E amount of capital invested 


In Pennsylvania the ee ae eae ce ee O ek 
cent greater in 1860 than n 8 
[kasat yiz por: In Maryland the increase was . in Ohio 

127 per cent, fim Indiana nearly 652 per cent in it was seed god 
cent, in Kentucky it was 200 per cent, in 


Seni, Tn lova ve T ATE gh 


HIGH TARIFF KILLED SHIPBUILDING. 


the fiscal 1860 our f. Be eae ——— 

$45,000,000. than ever We built 
tween 1850 and 1860, and only 860 during the next — and only 608 
Then our gaged in ali trades, coasting as 


aer 1870 and 1880. our tonnage, e a x 
as tons; now, after the expiration of twen 
A sages ? ah fess 
REVENUE TARIFF PROMOTES INTELLECTUAL CONDITIONS. 
e social and 3 Seong of the people eons oe aoe with the mate- 
3 d libraries flourished. 2 — product 


of the 


fncreased 101.00 r cent, and act 
‘hia 


$43,888 miles of an 
f only per cent in one and 42.50 in t 
reap Rye United States 


Be Ae OR TEE SS: 


HOW RAILROAD BUILDING FLOURISHED. 


Up to the year 1560 w . 8 
country, but at the close of 1860 we had ae ett lion 


per es M TOA: At the close of 5 
an pera of 8 Üttle aos than 72 ack ON over 1860, notwith- 
vernment had gran m: acres public 


to aid 
othe wa S ol 66.66 per cent during the decade. 
LABOR AND WAGES ARE INCREASED. 
t of our woolen mills from 1550 to 1560 


8 per cent. 


creased 62 75 . 2 increase 2 5 ida bine being rapor cent; Mas- 
sachuset ew Jersey, 2 ermon Maine, 83. 
ae vale of the E ed 45.40 percent. The in- 


the number o ene „ in wages paid 
* 21 cent. The on of each — 2 15 per cent more in 
1800 than In 1850. In the Middle States the value of uct increased 


30; Massachusetts, 44.80; Now Nor — $2.90; Penn- 


lyania, 138; O 
ithe ps The pote 81 te manufacturers of Mieri increased 608 per cent. The 
rn States increased 481 per cent; Middle States, Lane gg N estern States, 


Pe Ivania in 276 A cent; Connecticut, 523; New Jersey, 
879; Massachusetts, 373; Mary 255; Ohio, 278; Missouri, 72. 2 
REVENUE TARIFF eee IRON PRODUCTION. 


roduction of iron ore "cont. The total sumber of hands employed im 
ee 126.30 per cent. The total number of hands ee 
this industry was 45 per cent greater in 1860 than in 1850, and 


d was nearly 57 cent 
Miep of wagas pal hie ai Scent in the United States; in 


Vania & por cent; N increased 54 
* cent; New Jersey, 105; Kentucky, 27; New York, 53. 
tthe price of pig iron was reduced from $23.43 1 880 to PLIS 
SNS SE ðVLnſ EN 
— 2 The number of hands employed increased 68 genset nin 
paid 80 cent. Pennsyl e 
iin per, cents 2 ; Maryland, 108 ‘One, 1725 . 68; V. 


Iron costings increased in the valno of the product 1450 per cent; in the 
Middle States, more than 100 per cent; in Pennsylvania, 100 per cent; in Maine, 
more than 520 per cent. 


was an increase of 56.70 per 


ware there 
r cent, and number of hands employed 


States increased 100 per cent and 
Se 
een ew Jersey, 
— 4 per cent. ox a 7 


STEEL INDUSTRY BORN UNDER REVENUE TARIFF. 


The steel iaa E had its birth sarina the decade from 1850 to 1860. The 
increased . percent; capital invested, over 3,000; hands employed, 
770; wages paid, 123.6 per cent. 


In the man steam engines, etc., including locomo- 
tives, hay and cotton presses, and cotton and woolen the value of 
— ape inc: 68.6 cent in the whole country, but in ‘the Western 

e increase * 2¹ 


ro 
manufacture of aTe E Waa Sore toni A but in 
1800 tbe value of the 5 was $4,247,820. 


Mr. Chairman, this shows the most marvelous condition of pros- 
perity that was ever eae in this country, and I want the 

entlemen who contend that the gold standard and protection is 

st for us to note this fact: That 8 this us period we 
had the free coinage of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and, 
in addition to this, foreign gold and silver coins were legal tender 
up to 1857. And I want you to note another fact: That for many 
years—I might say since 1873—the farmers have complained of 
falling prices. Just here Iam reminded of a comment made by 
the Mint Director, Dr. Linderman (who aided in the demonetiza- 
tion of silver), under date of November 1, 1873, under the head of 
Pare demand for gold,” as follows: 


5 of the gold standard. and the uent demoneti- 
zation grea silver, of course be followed by an increase in the value of gold, 

what is the same thing, a decrease in the price of articles measured by it. 
Indeed, it is quite certain that this effect is already perceptible in some por- 


Then, Mr. Chairman, at the very beginning of the gold standard 
ees poanier we have the Sting Din Director, Dz aE ge: z 
ublicans say was an ‘‘ex a ng w e stan 

would do, to wit, decrease the 5 bo of articles measured 
it;” and so it has. Then give us back the free coinage of 
metals, prohibit discriminations between our l tender, increase 
our coin basis, and with it give us a low tariff, a constitutional 
tariff, and with it poig will come again and bring peace and 
contentment to a people. 

In conclusion, I think I have demonstrated beyond all perad- 
venture, and sustained it all along the line by an array of eminent 
authorities that must challenge the respectful deration of 
the other side of this Chamber, that the power does not lie in Con- 
pros to levy a tariff for any other p e than revenue, and that 

erefore the very title of this bils. is abhorent to all just sense of 
constitutional principle; that the most pr era that the 
country has ever known was when this tariff system was nearest 
the revenue basis. The figures that I have shown demonstrate 
this beyond any doubt: that protection has been productive of 
business congestion, leading to all manner of unnatural hothouse 
conditions that beget confusion and gement; that it de- 
stroys trade, is inimical to general prosperity, and has finally 
taken from the substance of the masses and added it to the incre- 
ments of the favored classes; that the panic we are yet enduring 
was not caused by the Wilson bill, or by Sar other influence 
actual or apprehended, but was the direct, legitimate, unavoida- 
ble 5 uence of the series of crimes committed against the 

e's constitutional money, and this is so amply sustained b 
ls ehas and so apparent on the face of it that no man wi 

Sadie eyes dare deny it. And yet, Mr. Chairman, as remark- 
able as these arguments are, there are those here who blindly oio 
their eyes to the enormity of the offense against the ononon] 

that they are about to . and strangely forget the ob 

tions that rest upon t to see that constitutional seat gs and 
principle are upheld in all their integrity. Unmindful of their 
country’s good, they are about to deliver this country in over 
into the hands of the trusts. I dare not bow down and worship 
at the shrine of this mammon that has bought and paid for the 
a ao party- pody and breeches—and now demands that the 

vered over to it to be plundered. 

TNE ARROWS. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to speak on 
the 2 features of this bill. They have already been and will 
be ably and fully discussed. I only wish to aes on some of its 

ial provisions. In every tarift bill one difficulty is always ex- 
1 and that is the difficulty of correct classification. So I 
kainkin this bill the mistake has been made of putting in something 
that does not belong there, of mixing up the policy of protection 
with a reversal of tlie policy of education, for which the Republican 
has so long stood, and I hope always will stand. I am not 

g here to-night to my constituents. I am speaking for 

em, sa. at their request, to enter an objection to one phase of 
this bill in the hope that the committee which has so industriously 


ee so patiently studied all of its provisions will modify it or that 
modified by the Committee of the Whole. 

ion that I refer to, Mr. Chairman, is the proposed 

3 on ks, and also the proposed tax upon statuary and works 
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of art. There is nothing that can quicker raise a note of alarm 
through the State of py eee and especially the city of 
Boston, a portion of which I have the honor to represent, 
any proposition to tax education, because the State of Massachu- 
setts believes in education. Of the 836 towns in that State, there 
are onty 17 that have not public libraries. A tax upon books im- 
for public libraries, which is proposed in this bill, is a 

; + discrimination against the Her of education which pre- 
vails in that State. I hold in my a protest that has been 
signed by the Massachusetts Library Club, having title to speak 
for 140 public libraries in Massachusetts and Rhode Island, and 
claiming to 
chusetts an ode Island, and I shall ask leave to have that pro- 
test printed. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. BARROWS. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLE. If I understand the Republican theory, it is that 
protection will cheapen articles. If that be true, why do you 
object to a protective tariff on books and literature? 


Mr. BARROWS. Iam not speaking in favor of ” liter- 
ature; I am s ing in favor of literature that is worth some- 
thing. 


40 i perm 

Mr. L my friend will permit me. If the literature 
valuable, the more you cheapen it the more people will be able 

to purchase it; and if pro m reduces its price, the more of 

your people can read it. 

Mr. WS. Iam speaking, Mr. Chairman, of books that 
are not made in this country, but books of foreign production 
which it has been the habit of the people of this country to import 
for their libraries. I have said, and frankly said, I do not favor 
that feature of the bill, and if the gentleman who has spoken does 
not favor it, why, on that subject, certainly, we were gr ap: 
plause.] A tax upon books is protection, certainly; but it is 
protection of ignorance; and I do not think that the Republican 
party is committed to any such policy, nor should this country be 
committed to it. : 

Mr. LITTLE. I think that is the only way the Republican 
party can succeed. 

Mr. BARROWS. We have done many things in this country 
to make education easy. We have established a national Bureau 
of Education, which is doing excellent work; we have given mil- 
lions of dollars and millions of acres for the establishment of 
schools and colleges. We have admitted books for libraries and 
colleges and books in foreign languages, which are necessary to 
all professional men, free of duty. And now we are proposing to 
reverse this policy and do what we can to make education hard. 
I refuse to accept this as an essential feature of a policy of pro- 


tection. - ity can not be built up at the expense of educa- 
tion. Ideas are not so plentiful in this county that we can afford 
to put a tariff on them. We do not save anything by putting into 


the pocket of the nation money which ought to go into its brains. 
The foreign books which are bought by colleges, libraries, and also 
by professors and students, are text-books, books of special re- 
search, having a distinct educational value. They are not pror 
duced here. ey are not bought for their binding or paper, but 
for their knowledge and iđeas. They fertilize the tellest; they 
enrich and stimulate it. In that way they increase the literary 
production of our own country and give increased employment 
to our printers. Some of these books are translated. Others are 
revised and reedited by American pape en 7 No American 
scholar can produce a book creditabl e to himself and his country 

without consulting many books in Tate noel tie 
If the provisions of the present bill are , the burden will 
fall not only on the colleges and libraries, but also upon the indi- 
vidual student. The professors in our do not for the 
most part have large salaries. Books with them are not only 
luxuries but necessities. They are often obliged to buy them for 
‘their own individual use because the amount of money available 
for their beg SENG in the college library isso small. Not long 
ggo at the Astor Library, New York, I asked for five books in the 
h and German la ges; only one of them was there. 
Two of them I found at Harvard; the other two it was necessary 
to send for abroad. It is idle and ridiculous to say we can pro- 
‘duce in this country all that scholars or students need, and that 
e must put a tariff on foreign books for professional use because 
they compete with those made in this country. Every year a 
regiment of American students cross the ocean to study at the Ger- 
man universities; the great majority of them are poor. They man- 
age to live on a small sti They are teachers and students of 
law, music, science, medicine, theology. These students scrimp 
and save out of their board bills to put money into books, the 
tools of their profession, They are tools which can not be ob- 
tained here. To place a tariff on them is to putastumbling-block 
to the advancement of knowl] The knowledge thus obtained 
8 radiated throughout the community. Books are not like can- 
; they are not all made of the same material and do not all 


fe mar wee e interests of the 897 libraries of Massa- |. 


give the same light. The very reason why a teacher or student 


wants a book is that it has some quality, , or method 
which makes it unlike any other book. e can not apply com- 
mercial standards to educational values. We may admit “raw 
material free commercially, but when it comes to ideas, we do 
not want ie raw material; we want the most finished products 
we can get. 

The case for the libraries is well stated in the statement of the 
Massachusetts Library Club already referred to: 


To the honorable the Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
Jrom the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and the State of Rhode Island, in 
Congress assembled: 

haying title to speak for 140 public libra- 

ries setts and claiming fairly to eee the 

interests of the 307 libraries of Massachusetts and ode Is —.— 
es 


Such books are not for private consumption. They 
the enaa public use. That 
2. The importation of such books does not interfere with or disco as 
pean It is they which paa at the 
aea raga = ucer the best products re the intellectual, 
trial life 3 
3. The particular books imported are not produced here except so far as 
ote rg ap is amply protected by the provisions of the international 
W. 
a hax such books is a tax upon the interests of the community 
least able to bear such tax. 
The libraries of the United States are without exception poor. They are 
maintained for the benefit not of the rich but of the poor. 
5. The funds at the disposal of such 1 ies for rchase of books are 
r. 


tax 

would mean in effect 20 per can less books impo: f 
6. The total value pe eras importations under free entry is less than 

ear. Under 


and indus- 


hase 
a tariff would therefore be a bald tax without incidental 
of % per cent would mean a yearly tax of $500,000 upon education. 
tax wi not fall upon tions or; for private gain. It 
Lic somthin te vendor MAOS AIP as AAt ASOR EAE 
con to render render 
This work is one to st: overnment. It is one which the United 
States Government since its f tion has undertaken to foster. The pro- 
posal to levy this tax is a proposal to overturn this policy; it is a proposal to 
le this work without corresponding encouragement to other interests, 
with but trivial return to the Government. 


en 


our tions are aes a hs neither detected nor suspected any such 
fraud; and as both boo! rs and librarians, under the regulations of the 
ent, have to sign and swear to st t certificates for 
each im we submit that violations of this on of the tariff law 
would be very easily detected. Of fraud that ma ticed by dealers 
we have not information to speak. We respec Foes it, however, tha 
assuming such fraud to exist, it exists not under clause exempting 
books for li but under the clause assessing corte books 


or libraries, 
iny for individuals. Under that latter clause, therefore, the remedy 
should be applied. e owed general hardship upon one class because of 
exceptional abuses by another class is, we submit, most unjust. 
We can not believe that the of 


deliberate judgment to this measure, will to become a 8 
THE MASSACHUSETTS LIBRARY CLUB, 
HERBERT PUTNAM 


WM. H. TILLINGHAST, 
Assistant Librarian Harvard College Library, Secretary. 
Boston, March 23, 1897, 


Other statements and ryote from other libraries and colleges 
are of similar effect, and I hope will decide the committee to retain 
the present feature of the law, not only with reference to books 
imported for colleges, but those in foreign languages for profes- 
sional use. 

Equally mistaken seems to me the proposition to levy a tax upon 
paintings, statuary, and kindred works of art. The bill wisely 
exempts works of arts which are to be placed in public galleries, 
but I do not know why beauty ought to be taxed when put into a 
home any more than when it is put intoa museum. Its refining 
and educative influences are diffused in the community when they 
are diffused in the home, and many of our public museums owe 
their existence or value to the private collections which have been 
given or oe oe to them. It is a mistake to suppose that the 
most beautiful objects of art are in the possession of the million- 
aires. Some of the best lovers of art, and who buy with and col- 
lect with discrimination and good taste, are people of limited 
means but of artistic taste. Beauty is an educational and a refin- 
ing force. In this country we have had to devote ourselves much 
to practical and material ends, but we are getting by the time, I 
trust, when we valued things only for their utility. eare com- 
ing to find in beauty “its own excuse for being.” But we have 
not yet reached that = of esthetic development in which we 
can . of the genius of art which has brooded over 
the Old World, nor can we get there by any manipulation of 
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The best protection for American artists is the development of 
their on genius and of the public taste. Tax the block of marble, 
ir you will, as so much marble, but do not tax the form of beau 


which has been evolved from it. Under this bill, if some Ameri- 
can millionaire were to succeed in 3 the Venus of Milo or 
the Hermes of Praxiteles, he would be obliged to pay a tax at an 
American custom-house to bring them to this country. The Ger- 
man Government spent a million of marks ($250,000) in diggin 
out at Olympia that beautiful Hermes and other treasures o at 
there, but in order to add something to the revenue of the United 
States Government and to protect, as we suppose, American artists 
who can not compete with Praxiteles, we propose to tax every 
3 py of that exquisite statue which the generosity of the 

erman Government has given again to the admiring eyes of the 
modern world. This is base ingratitude; it is filling our coffers 
at the expense of a Government whose action has freely given to 
us the objects we are proposing to tax. There are many other 
statues, more lately excavated, of which no casts or ase ae 
can bs had in this country. They must be bought abroad. 3 
need them not only for libraries and museums, but to adorn an 
beautify our homes. It is not wise statesmanship, it is not gener- 
ous public example, to attempt to raise revenue for the United 
States by taxing photographs, casts, and copies of works of art 
abroad ana taxing at the same time the museum catalogue which 
a traveling American may buy, because it is printed in a foreign 
language and published abroad instead of being published in this 
country. 

I recognize, Mr. Chairman, the necessity of raising adequate 


revenue for the Government, of stimulating ind and promot- 
ing prosperity, and though I shall vote for this bill as a whole, I 
do not wish to be understood as favoring a tariff on beauty and a 


tariff on ideas. The great spiritual and intellectual forces of the 
world are not the property of any one nation, The prosperity of 
our civilization depends upon them, and ma increase is dearly 
bought when achieved at their expense. It is as true as it ever 
was that man shall not live by bread alone. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Kansas is reco, 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, my ten minutes’ limit will be ample for what I have to say at 
this time. 1 have been honored witha voice here by the people of 
the Third district of Kansas, containing over 200,000 industrious, 
patriotic people, with near 4,000,000 acres of rich agricultural land 
all in use. ealso have one of the most productive petroleum oil 
fields of this nation in active operation, scores of steam-hoisting 
coal mines, turning out millions of tons; added to these we have one 
of the most productive lead and zinc mining districts of the na- 
tion, and our smelters are turning out more zinc metal each twenty- 
four hours than any other spot on earth. We have linseed-oil 
mills and many other factories in operasion at this time. Joay 
50,000 of our people are employed and supported by our mines an 
factories, and yet times are hard, money very scarce, and thousands 
are in enforced idleness, not by reason of the present tariff sched- 
ule, but by reason of the gold and trust blight on our markets. 1 
will also state to my Republican friends on the other side that 
thousands of former Republicans in Kansas quit that four 
years ago for its hostility to silver and breeding of trusts, nor did 
they return to it last fall. [Cheers.] Your Bony of more tariff 
and gold standard was not supported by our e, although for 
years previous they had given fifty to eighty thousand Republican 
majorities. 

Mr. Chairman, I have made reference to the people and the 
varied industries of Kansas that members here may know that we 
are a mining and manufacturing people as well as agricultur- 
ists, and to show that we study legislation as affecting our diver- 
sified industries and commerce. Speaking for these people, I 
wish to state here and now some of the reasons why we can not 
support this bill. Our Republican friends frankly and boldly 
state this bill is to increase taxes, and, as they claim, to produce 

rosperity. We deny the possibility of this or any other nation 
aleis its people into prosperity. You can tax money into the 
Treasury, but you can not tax money into the pockets of the peo- 
ple You must find some way of increasing the people’s supply of 
money before we will have prosperity. 

You tell us this bill will increase and keep up the wages of labor. 
We do not believe it. If you really want to do this, then why not 
put in your bill that the higher prices realized by factory owners 
in this country for the products of labor by reason of protection 
‘shall all be paid as an increase of wages to their laborers? This 

rincipie can be provided for and applied if you really intend to 
Benefit our laborers. Instead of this result the real effect of pro- 
tection on our labor market is this: It gives our great trusts a 
monopoly of our markets. Their method of benefiting by this 
monopoly is by shutting down our industries to suppress produc- 
tion, forcing labor into idleness or on half time. s is done to 
enable these trusts to keep up prices to our own people on all 


goods sold within our tariff wall, and by means of this protection 
escape the low prices of the gold standard, while they leave the 
farmers to produce nearly all exports with which to pay our for- 
eign balances, the farmer having to sell in the unprotected mar- 
kets of the world. In proof of this I cite the and statistics 
of the United States census, which show that there is less than 
4 per cent of manufactured goods exported, while there is over 
25 cent of all farm products exported, and the farm produc’ 
sold at home are necessarily sold as a general rule at gold expo 
rices, for our farmers do not go into a trust and hence can not 
eep up prices. So much as to the effects of your protection as it 
operates on our farmers and great laboring classes in these latter 
years. [Applause. | 
Now, as to the question of more revenue and higher taxes, 
deny the necessity of increasing the burdens of the people, SA 
especially in these times of their fiancial distress. Our Treasur 
does not need more money. Yesterday's report of the Treasure 
shows that there is now in our vaults over „000.000 of money, 
including bullion; that there is more than $118,000,000 over all re- 
aras reserves for all purposes. Mr. Chairman, the people of 
great nation are closely watching our action here; they de- 
mand of us greater economy and less taxes. They are saying to us 
that if present revenues are 10 per cent short of current expenses, 
as claimed by our Republican friends, it is our duty to make a 
corresponding reduction in public expenses instead of increasi 
the burdens of taxes. [Applause.] You on the other side . 
very fluent with your admonition to the people when they com 
piain of hard times when you say to them Practice economy.” 
o, my Republican friends, you can not find prosperity on this 
tariffroute. The people of the West have learned, and you of the 
East will learn, that we must go back to the money of the Consti+ 
tution, restore silver, and largely increase the supply of the nation’s 
money, suppress and not foster trusts, chief among which is th@ 
preat gold and money trust now dictating too much of our legis- 
tion. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, more money and less taxes 
what the masses of this nation demand, and what they will havé 
in the near future. The sooner we get to work along these 
lines the better for all and the sooner we will find prosperity for 


all. ee ere) 

Mr. MILTON. Mr. Chairman, every man here holds a 
porer of attorney from the constituency he represents, and in a 

oad sense from the whole people, to act in their place and stead 
for their best interest. A bill like this must be in the nature 
a compromise even among those who favor its general purpose. 

It is necessarily a composite result of all the shades of Repub- 
lican thought from radical to conservative, but there is not a page 
not patriotic, not a line that is not American. 

Even the gentlemen on the other side are not agreed as to the 
method and subject-matter of denunciation. They are miscel- 
laneously op to the measure under consideration on gen 
prionipies as they would be, without doubt, to any measure pu 

orward by Republicans. 

Arguments have been exhumed and exhibited here which the 
plain common sense of the -poopie long ago rejected. 

The constitutionality of duties levied ee intent 
been discussed in the same old way, and the has been denoun 
as robbery in the same old way. 

No one offers an immediate remedy by way of substitute. The 
only remedies suggested are speculative and contingent. 

We are assembled here in extra session in the year of our Lord 
1897, under a call by the President proclaiming that an extraordi- 

occasion requires the Congress of the United States to con- 
vene. And the extraordinary occasion which compels our attend- 
ance is the fact that our current expenditures, under the existing 
system, are greater than our receipts; and this condition has ex- 
isted now more than three years. 


The deficiency is as follows: 
Fiscal year ending June 30— 
1390 29 $69, Sea 
1895 43, 805, 
A 25, 208, 
e av eicaienladaasoneanseabausayen 65, 00, 000 
OLA CGHOBR CY sco A A pace dose EE pane wncdensesnanenee 203, 811, 729 


For twenty-eight years before 1893, Mr. Chairman, we had a 
surplus each and every year. Since that time Mr. Carlisle has 
been treasurer of an overdraft. 

For some years before 1893 it was a matter of some patriotic 
prida to us all that we were paying something upon our publio 

ebt. Since that time we have been running in debt and asking 
the favorable consideration of syndicates. 

Out of $298,000,000 derived from the sale of bonds, $2035,000,000 
have been paid out to meet the deficiency of revenue. In | 
R. G. Dun & Co. summed up the history of the preceding 
year as— 

A year never matched in the history of the coun 


in volume of industrial 
production, in magnitude of domestic exchanges, and in foreign trade. 
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This also is the testimony of the newspapers of that period, both 
Democratic and Republican. 

On the 6th of December, 1892, Benjamin Harrison, one of the 
best Presidents who ever occupied the Presidential chair, whose 
Administration was the high-water mark of American prosperity, 
described the state from which we fell in these words: 

The general conditions affecting the commercial and industrial interests 
of the United States are in the highest degree favorable. A com m of 
the 9 conditions with the most favored period in the history of our 


coun’ show that so high a degree of prosperity and so general a dif- 
5 the comforts of life were never before enjoyed by our people. 


Gentlemen on the other side have called the roll of strikes and 
lockouts, rolling the differences between capital and labor as a 
rich morsel under their tongues. Permit me to remind these gen- 
tlemen, however, that it is only the employed who can indulge in 
the luxury of a strike; that a strike implies employment, nay, 
more, it proves the existence of money in the treasury of the 
striking labor organization with which to go through a period of 
idleness. The unemployed never strike. The men with nothing 
to do never deman gher wages. The cry is for work, some- 
ay O do at any price. 

In his inaugural message Mr. Cleveland said: 


When we tear aside the delusions which have blinded the eyes of our coun- 
trymen to their condition under vicious tariff laws, we do but show them 
how far they have been led astray from the paths of contentment and pros- 
perity. 


It is proposed, you will observe, to lead the people back into the 
paths of contentment and prosperity. This was in the year 1893, 
when trains were running, factories humming, and labor receiy- 
ing the best wages it ever received. Since that time we have been 
rambling in the paths of ‘‘contentment and prosperity,” have 
we? Verily we have been shown how far we ‘have been led 
astray from the paths of contentment and prosperity.” We have 
been shown the way down into the valley of industrial depres- 
sion; down by deserted mills and empty workshops; down where 
blind owls sit hooting, amid the ruins of dead industries. Go 
down lower, go down lower; this is only a vantage ground for 
future attack.” But we will not go down lower. Again we are 
on the uplands of returning prosperity, and knowledge and expe- 
rience are leading us back. 

Failure of revenue is not the only inconvenience resulting from 
this rimental interregnum between protection and protec- 
tion which has been inflicted upon the people in the last three 
years. They marked down the duty in agricultural schedules, 
thereby displacing to that extent our own home-grown produc- 
tions and depriving our own patriotic American farmer of that 
much home market. They marked down the duty in manufac- 
turing schedules on the product of loom and spindle and forge 
abroad and gave to the world outside the benefit of this magnifi- 
cent market, stretching 3,000 miles from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
and 1,000 miles from the Lakes to the Gulf. And when they 
reduced the duty on foreign importations, thereby increasing 
foreign importations, they reduced the output of our own mills 
and the hours of work and the dollars in pay of American labor. 
The less there is made at home, the less labor employed at home; 
the less labor employed at home, the less wages paid at home; the 


less wages pe at home, the less wages spent at home. So runs 
= round from producer to consumer, and through all the grades 
tween. 


Then, too, they repealed reciprocity; they struck out the policy 
of light and breadth and glory promulgated by James G. Blaine, 
lateof Maine. But we will again write that policy upon the statute 
books of the United States in the interest of American industries, 
and that, too, without unnecessary d lay 

Within eleven days after Mr. McKi 7 took the oath of office 
Congress convened, and the Dingley bill followed the President's 
message like the swift fulfillment of a promise. 

This bill may not usher in American prosperity all at once—the 
prostrate patient does not convalesce in a moment—but it is a 
ar, ah step in the right direction. 

' © chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means predicts an 
income of $100,000,000 during the second year of itsoperation, A 
splendid forecast, and splendidly may it be worked out. 

This bill is for revenue and protection—protection to American 
labor and American industries, 


WAGES AND LABOR. 


At the bottom of the tariff question now, as heretofore, lies the 
question of wages, and the difference in wages at home and abroad 
presents a most patriotic pretext for protection. f 

I hold in my hand the report of the Senate Committee on 
Finance, composed of Senators ALDRICH, ALLISON, Hiscock, JONES, 
Harris, and Carlisle, appointed in 1891 to report from time to 
time among other things upon wages, foreign and domestic,” 
and at page 7 the report recites that by comparison of the rates 
of wages current in the United States and Great Britain, in the 
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same occupations, wages in the United States in these occupa- 


tions average 77 per cent higher than in Great Britain.” The 
details of this comparison are shown by the following table: 
Ameri English 8 
erican n com D. 
Occupation: rate. rate. with 
American, 
Per cent. 
oy tee EA a sn SE per week $12.25 $7.25,9 59, 26 
Blacksmiths -- per da: 2.10 1. 60,4 76.38 
bin da 2.41,7 1.03.8 42. 95 
2.75 1.62,5 59.09 
171 88.3 51.64 
2.71.4 1.50,8 55.50 
2.65 1.65,2 62.34 
2. 82,5 1.48,8 52.67 
8.48,7 1.70 48.75 
JJ SEIE IAS WEPENER S TTEA 50.52 


If foreign cheap N should come free to our markets, as some 
distinguished gentlemen on the other side have advocated, no 
doubt the American manufacturer would continue to do business; 
no doubt trusts would flourish then as now, unless some potent 
law were enforced against them. It is fair to say of the Attorney- 
General of the last Administration that he never proved recreant 
to soy trast. No doubt strikers would go on strikes; but strikers 
would strike in vain against an inexorable industrial system which 
would compel American labor, American manhood, to work at 
the pauper wages paid abroad. 

In its theory of protection to American labor the Republican 
party stands to-day in the very vanguard of the ‘‘ unhasting, un- 
resting” march of civilization, 

When an international equilibrium can be reached, when other 
nations come up to our standard, not when we go down to theirs; 
when man, in gig A his neighbor as himself and will not try 
to cheat him in a horse trade; when the bloody topic of war can 
be eliminated from international law; when the millennium, cool, 
golden, and calm, dawns over all, then will be time enough to open 
our ports and empty our treasures at the feet of other nations. 

At present other nations think more of themselves than they do 
of us; at present we think more of ourselves than we do of other 
nations—that is, when the Republican party is in power. 

At present, here in America, there are about 70,000,000 people 
with all the varied characteristics which their numbers ination 2, 
some with faculties fit for farming, some for machinery, and 
some for invention; and the great problem for solution by this 
Government and for ony party in power is to find how best to 
develop the maximum of cooperating work, wealth, and wisdom 
among all these people and not to stir up dissension. And the 
party that stirs up dissension for party purposes ought to go down. 

THE FARM. 

This bill is framed not only in the interest of American labor. 
and thereby by reaction in favor of the American farmer, but it 
is framed directly in aid of the American farmer. 

It gives to the farmer free coffee and tea, and sugar to sweeten . 
it almost free. 

At the same time it seeks to promota a new industry, to make 
tons of sugar beets to 1 7 50 Where one grows now. Upon this 
8 industry the Wilson bill fell like a blighting frost in 
1894. The only beet industry which the Wilson bill promoted 
was the ‘‘deadbeat” industry. This bill protects the American 
farmer in the“ raising of cattle and growing of clover.” It pro- 
tects him in Eastern meadows near the Canadian line and on 
Western ranches in sight of the Mexican border, and flocks and 
herds will pape because Mexican meat can not compete, with 
a duty of $6 a head, against American cattle. And the American 
farmer can again raise sheep in the assurance that wool will pa: 
for the clipping. The American farmer can drive his protect 
team afield. ; 

He can sow and harvest his wheat, protected at 25 cents a bushel; 
and his straw is protected at $1.50 a ton against Canadian importa- 
tions for paper ame omg 

He will mow his hay protected at $4 a ton; and the hen’s nest 
hidden away in the hay mow is richer by 5 cents a dozen on eggs. 

The American hog shall root in American soil free from en- 
croachment by 3 

And the bees that g in the blossoms that foretell protected 

fruit and gather the honey home are protected. 
_ The American farmer can plant and sow and harvest hereafter 
in the safe assurance that what the Republican party can do by 
law it has done to protect the American farm. No man dams a 
stream, builds a , clears afarm, lays a railroad track, or works 
in another man’s office or vineyard without Dope of gain or reward. 
Nothing is wrought in wood, metal, or fabric, and nothing is 
grown without hope of reward. Hope of reward is the incentive 
of all endeavor, 
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The better the hope of reward—that is, the better the market 
the more factories. The more factories the more labor employed; 
the more labor employed the bigger the town; the bigger the town 
more consumers; the more consumers the better the market 

or the farmer; and the better the market for the farmer the more 
valuable the farm. 

Then, too, the necessities of widening business inspire the dreams 


of inventors; one thing accomplished suggests another thing to 
be done or overcome. Thus man has learned to apply his powers 
of mind and body and brought to use the powers of wind, water 
and electricity; and by the mighty force obtained has spanned 
continents, civilized deserts off the face of the map, strung tele- 
graph and telephone wires that sing in the wind of every latitude, 
‘and joined continents by cable. ese are the magnificent veri- 
ties of the present, and the future no prophet can foretell. 


TRUSTS. 

But we are told that trusts and combines have embedded them- 
selves in American richness; that they corner the fruits of the 
farmer's toil; that they have intrenched themselves in roasted cof- 
fee, waxed fat on sugar, and thrive on tobacco, gas, oil, and coal. 

And it has come to pass that chief among the problems before 
the American people to-day is the question of trusts and what to 
do with them. They affect not only industrial and commercial but 
social conditions. They stifle competition, control markets, and 
levy tribute at will. 

Strength begets strength, as in feudal days, when barons gath- 
ered retainers about them and men were merged into lordsmen and 

_ vassals. We have passed from individual to corporate enterprise. 

The shop of the village shoemaker has become a shoe factory; 
the village blacksmith shop has grown to a wagon factory, a horse- 
shoe factory, or a horse: factory—run by a 8 which 
works an army of men who make a town and vote for and against 

litical and municipal policies. And the shoemaker and the 

lacksmith have themselves become parts of a huge machine 
and superintend all day, perhaps, another machine for making 
wheels or heels. And the big factory has joined a trust, perhaps. 

Corporations are splendid and indispensable 3 for great 
enterprises. At the same time they are admirable devices for 

shifting personal responsibility. No man alone could muster cap- 
ital or nerve to harness Niagara and light a State or lay trans- 
continental lines of railway. 

But human nature is selfish, and never less selfish when organized 
into corporations, no matter how fair the object of incorporation. 
And corporations are never lessselfish when organized into trusts. 

We are met by the claim that the working of trusts has 
cheapened things, and it may be so. But on the whole it seems 
safer to trust to healthy competition, which builds up competing 
enterprises, than to trust to the conscience of any trust. 

The operation of trusts is inconsistent with protection and is 
not chargeable to Republicanism. The protective theory multi- 
plies competing factories, trusts combine factories, cut down pay 
rolls, eliminate the unnecessary, and centralize capital. Their op- 
eration is at war with tion. 

More than that, no trust which is big enough to dictate terms to 
the American people needs protection. We have here free trade 
and a home market among 70,000,000 people—the best clad, the 
best fed, the best housed of any pore on earth. 

Let us keep it for ourselves, and let us protect it; and because 
there is something to do here at something a day for doing it, 
the American home is still the best home on earth; and the Amer- 
ican flag is the best flag on earth, and the hope of the American 
boy has the best chance of frnition on earth, and the road from 
the rail-cut to glory is the shortest on earth, and if any man born 
on foreign soil is disposed to amy this, why did he come here? 

The ships from all the ports of the past haye sailed this way. 
Why, unless there is something better here under the old Stars and 
Stripes than under any other Aag on earth? 


Compari of Din bill with McKi and Wilson laws in icultural 
parison of gley 9 e agricul 


Article. 


Animals (not elsewhere speci- 


Cattle: 

1 year old or less 

1 year old or more. - 

Act ot 1890 2.0. oie: 

Valued at not more than 
$20 head: 


per E 
1 year old or oο,EC,.. 
en N ee PETS oa ene 

Valued at more than $20 

per head 


Comparison of Dingley bill with McKinley and Wilson laws—Continued. 


Rates of duty under— 


posed rates, 
H. R. 379, Ding- 
ley bill. 
Animals (not elsewhere - 
ned) —Continued. * 
25 Val ed at less than $150 
ued at less ---| 1890 | $30 per head per head. 
Valued at $150 or over.. . 1890 | 50 per cent 
Act of 1894 nus Si a 
Less than 1 year od 75 head, 
1 year old oF mores. — 5 per head. 
Act o7 1891. ) cts. per head.“ 
„ 20 per cent. 


30 cts. per bushel. 


F 15 cts. per bushel, 
per cent. Do. 
ts. per bushel. 
er 20 per cent.. Do. 
Rye 1890 | 10 cts. per bushel. 
. e 20 percent a 10 cts. per bushel. 
e E EL T se ck par bahek 
— | rent 
Dairy products: | 800 a8 d 2 
1 6 cts. per pound 
Butter and substitutes.......) 1804 4 cts. per pound. 6 cts. per pound. 
„ | 18% | 6cts. per pound.. 


—— — — 


F tg eae ee ia * gd cent 
per 5 
Aarti ig EEN Sa ag ---9}| 1894 | 20 per cent. Do 
o * 

A 1890 | 3 cts. per pound. 
Liro————. 1894 | 2 cts, per pound. 3 cts, per pound. 
Dressed 1890 | 5cts. per pound. 

eee 9) 1894 | 3 cts. per pound. 5 cts. per pound. 
* Estimated. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I havelistened with much 
interest to the able arguments made upon the bill under considera- 
tion, and during the course of the debate I have been impressed 
more than ever that the Democratic party never learns anything. 
Away back in the thirties a free-trade law was enacted, and the in- 
dustries of the country were wrecked. Destitution and woe fol- 
lowed as anaturalsequence. Wereturned to the protective policy 
temporarily, and prosperity again returned to the country. Soon, 
however, another free-trade law was d, culminating in the 
fifties in another awful commercial and industrial panic, bringing 
penury and want, misery and woe in its train. 

These panics, remember, were long before the crime of 73. In 
1862 the country again returned to the protective policy, and pros- 

rity, like a benediction, showered its blessings over the whole 

d. Under its fostering influence our growth in wealth, glory, 
and power was the marvel of all time. But in 1892 Democratic 
orators pose the people that the tariff-reform policy would 
bring a higher degree of happiness to the lives and homes of the 
country than they had ever scree before. The people tried the 
experiment, and ruin and disaster have been our portion from 
that day to this. Now we hear the advocates of free trade still 
commending its virtues and protesting against the only policy 
under which our oe ore enjoyed prosperity. A 
The wisest man in history said, A fool will return to his folly 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


339 


like a dog to his vomit.” Truly this inspired utterance is verified 
in the record of Democracy in thiscountry. Protection and pros- 

ty have always been found together, while Democracy and 

titution seem to be traveling companions. It is said that pro- 
tection im on the American farmer unjust exactions and 
invidious discriminations without any compensating benefits. 
Let me speak briefly in this connection about a single farm prod- 
‘uct. The farmers in my district raise large quantities of hay, 
for which, prior to the present tariff law, they found a y 
market in the East. The tariff was then $4 a ton on hay. Under 
the present law it is only $? a ton, and since its enactment the 
Eastern markets have been supplied almost exclusively with 
Canadian hay. On account of the cost of transportation from the 
middle West, the Canadian hay grower can pay the two-doliar tax 
and sell his hay in the Boston and New York markets cheaper than 
the Western farmers can furnish their product at those points. 
According to accurate estimates, the farmers of my district alone 
have lost a quarter of a million dollars a year on account of the 
teduction of the tariff on hay. They now appeal to this Congress 
to give them back the market they occupied prior to 1894. 

Then is it not of some benefit to the farmer to have the count- 
less thousands of idle men employed so they may buy and consume 
the products of the farm? 1 

Demand in its economic sense is a desire for a commodity, coupled 
with the ability to procure it. Hungry men create no demand for 
food products ess they have the ability to purchase. If 
wishes were horses, beggars could ride.“ 

Iam in favor of the bill under consideration because I believe 
under its benign influence there will be a speedy return to busi- 
ness enterprise and industrial activity. 1 believe, if the bill soon 
becomes a law, within a year there will be no laborers out of em- 
ployment in the entire country. I do not know much about the 
various schedules in the bill, but I do know it is built upon the 
right plan. I have confidence, too, in the wisdom and patriotism 
of the committee that pr the bill. Some of them got their 
inspiration at the feet of t grand old Gamaliel of Republican- 
ism, Abraham Lincoln. Let the bill become a law, and our splen- 
did country willagain enter upon the highroad to grander achieve- 
ments in all the conquests of a progressive civilization. [Ap- 


ause. 
Mgr. onb. Mr. Chairman, realizing as I do the sanctity of the 
oaths which we took when entering upon the duties of our office, 
the sacred responsibilities of American citizenship, the magnitude 
of the interests involved, and the far-reaching effects upon the 
American people of the measure now before us, my duty to my con- 
science and to the people whom I have the honor to represent 
eee soar mai eek my vote shall be used against this 
islation. pplause. 
. e indeed would I be could i summon to my aid in this cause 
of humanity the resources of logic and ss tt Leg enjoyed by those 
whose lives have been spent in forensic debate, and who have been 
endowed with that divine gift by which the hearts of men are 
moved with words of fire; but it has been my lot to ee 
the humbler, yet not less noble, activities of life on the farm an 
the broad fields of experience in manufacturing and commerce, as 
an employer of labor. Yet it has been still my privilege, after the 
cares of each day have ended, to hold converse with the great and 
poraa en ae ere they have transmitted us, 
oping to find in them ms of wisdom and experience, removed 
as they were from the clash of selfish interests and partisan strife. 

And in the light of those experiences, and in those eternal truths 
taught usin history and philosophy, which are applicable to all 
ages and nations, and in the history of the struggles of human lib- 
erty against despotism for over two thousand years, we should find 
asafe guide in the discharge of our sacred duties as legislators. 
The histories of the nations which have preceded ours teach us 
that the stability or the fall of this great Republic will be deter- 
mined as we strengthen its fabric by constitutional bulwarks and 
humane legislation in the interest of all citizens alike, or sow the 
seeds of dissolution by aggrandizing wealth, by taxing the many 
to enrich the few, as is the nature and purpose of the measure 
now before us. 

PRESENT SYSTEM OF TAXATION WRONG. 

I am opposed to this bill, Mr. Chairman, first, because I believe 
our entire system of taxation for the support of the National Gov- 
ernment, through duties, excises, and licenses, is radically wrong, 
‘deceptive, and vicious, and results in corrupting our halls of legi 
pon and the public conscience—the wellspring of our nati life, 
Itdistributes the burdens of taxation inequita . people, 
making the wage earner and small farmer pay practically as much 
money for the protection of their little homes as the millionaire 
pays for the protection of his vast estates or his accumulated 
investments of money, which yield large incomes, And under 
this system a hidden tax is paid by everyone who toils, upon his 

apparel and upon every meal of which he partakes; and if, 
reason of his constant labor, he requires more food than those 


who have no need to toil, he pays a greater tax in amount and in 
proportion than they. . 

I oppose this measure because I believe that it, like those pre- 
ceding it, is dictated by speculators who for some time have been 
loading down the ships to our ports from every foreign country, 
and who have ee control of vast quantities of merchandise 
which they have thus imported either free or at lower rates, and 
now wish to enforce by legislation an unjust profit from the 
American le. And they are joined by the great corporate 
interests who seek protection from foreign competition, that t 
may combine among themselves, crush out small producers, 
exact unjust tribute from the great mass of the people who are 
the consumers and purchasers. 


CORRUPTS LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC CONSCIENCE. 


Iam opposa to this system because, as I said, it corrupts legis- 
lation and poisons the public conscience. Gentlemen on this 
fioor know the terrible influences which are brought to bear upon 
them to pass the various schedules of this bili. When it is con- 

i t the success of this measure means the accumulation 
into the hands of a few speculators and combines, whose paid 
lobbyists throng the hotels and the committee rooms and corridors 
of this Capitol, of upward of $500,000,000 annually, the public 
even may 3 comprehend the enormous pressure that is 
brought to upon Congress to secure its Surely the 
public has not yet forgotten the scandals and reported corruption 
attending the passage of the sugar schedules of the Wilson-Gorman 
bill, so vehemently denoun by the Republicans, when out of 
office, all over this country, even in the last campaign, as bein 
in the interest and at the behest of the sugar trust; and hows 
the people be made to believe that the sugar schedules, let alone 
the many others of this bill, which adds still greater tax upon the 
consumers of sugar, is secured free from the same financial influ- 
ences? The great white-lead trust, not being satisfied with the 
2} cents per pound given in the schedules prepared in this bill, 
which is an increase of 1 cent over the present rates, are clamor- 
ing for a still greater concession, and their h maw will not 
be satiated until given 3 cents per pound, and the ‘‘dear people” 
must pay the increase or let their already weather-beaten houses 
go unpainted and “unprotected” from the storms that beat upon 
them, and thus will our farmers and laborers be ‘‘en vd 
and the revenue be provided’—for the trust! [Applause. | 

If the people of this country could be behind the scenes” at 

our national Capitol for a single week, and witness the corrupt 
methods by which this bill is sought to be lobbied through Con- 
gress, their sense of business honor would cause them to revolt at 
the skeletons hidden under the robes of the actors in this tragedy, 
the masks would be torn off, vice would appear in his own image, 
and the tragedy which the trusts have misnamed Protection“ 


would henceforth be known by the American people, who have 


paid for the playing, under its true name of 
[Applause.] 


DANGER OF DECEPTIVE NAMES. 


eg Ne ta to this bill because I believe itis false in name, 
false in ry, and will operate in direct violation of the promises 
made to the people of this country in the recent campaign, which 
brought the present party into power—that it would restore pros- 
eee eee dee ple. And it is because I wish to pro- 

American labor and the legitimate industries and business 
interests of this country from the aralleled distress that now 
threatens their independence that I enter my earnest protest 
against this monstrous attempt of the trusts and combines and 
their allies—the money power of this country and Europe—under 
the guise of protection to American industry,” to fasten upon 
them this increased burden of taxation without providing equita- 
ble compensation therefor or the means, money, for lifting it. 

And right here I wish to call special attention to the dangers 
which lurk in the deceptive names by which this class of bills are 
sought to be spao upon ourstatute books. It has been a favorite 

ice in all ages by those who have wished to secure advantage 
over their fellows to hide their real designs under the cover of a 
false and alluring name. Thus, under the guise of a pretended 
measure to ‘‘strengthen the public credit,” the credit of the indus- 
trial classes and legitimate business interests of the country were 
greatly weakened by being cog to pay their debts in money 
which represents much more of their toil and the products of their 
factories than that in which such indebtedness, public and private, 
was contracted. And yet it is these classes that have laid so broad 
and so deep the foundations of our national strength and progress, 
and whose social, political, and financial independence must con- 
stitute our real national credit and prosperity. 

Of the sume nature, also, was the act which demonetized silver, 
depriving the people of one-half of the basic and legal-tender coin 
of the Constitution, under the benefits of which our country had 
enjoyed an era of advancing prosperity, unparalleled in ancient 
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or modern times. Prior to this act of vandalism strikes and lock- 


outs, tramps and millionaires, British landlords and American 
tenants, were unknown factors in the social and economic structure 
of this nation. Bag 279 5 : È 
If the McKinley bill, Mr. Chairman, which raised the rates of 
taxation, was correctly named by its author, An act to reduce 
revenues and to equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses” (which is its title, both as introduced and as placed upon 
our statute books), how can this bill, which, like that one, increases 
the rates, be truly entitled “An act to provide revenue, and to 
encourage the industries of the United States?” Here are two 
bills, both brought forward by the same political party, and that 
y, too, which has elected to the Presidency the author of the 
t of these bills. How is it that they both, increasing taxation 
and exploited in two Presidential campaigns, should need be intro- 
duced into Congress under names diametrically opposed? __ 
Many other illustrations of this sg dH policy might be given 
did time permit. Among such I will briefly mention the follow- 


my own State of Michigan, two years ago, the party which 
is now in power in our National Government was in entire con- 
trol of the government of the State, there being but a single oppo- 
sition member in both branches of the legislature. In one of the 
Congressional districts a majority of the citizens, members of four 
minority parties, but united in principle on what they considered 
the paramount issue at that time—the restoration of silver and the 
Government issue and control of all money—desired to nominate 
and elect the same n for Congress, the opposing party having 
nominated the president of the State senate for Congress. Imme- 
diately after the minority ies had made their nomination the 
legislature, under the specious plea and false name of An act to 
prevent fraud and corruption in elections,” passed what is known 
as the Shaw Anti-fusion law,” which prohibits citizens of Michi- 
gan from placing upon their ticket for any office, local or national, 
the name of any person who has been nominated by, and accepted 
the nomination from, a number of equally worthy and intelligent 
citizens who happen to belong to another party, no matter what 
his attainments and qualifications may be. Through the opera- 
tion of this law, which was upheld id Be supreme court of the 
State, that was of the same tisan affiliations, a sufficient num- 
ber of voters were disfranchi to have elected in that district 
such candidate of the minority parties, and the election was given 
to the president of the senate where the law originated, thus 
making him the appointee of the legislature rather than the con- 
stitutional choice of the electors of the district. : 

But the people, indignant at this attack upon their constitutional 
right to an untrammeled ballot, the corner stone of our civil lib- 
erty, at the succeeding election last fall, with the same candidates 
in opposition for the same office, reversed the decision of the legis- 
lature and supreme court, and elected the candidate of the minor- 
ity parties to Congress, and at the same time retired into oblivion 
the senator whose name the act bears. And yet I was surprised 
to hear upon the floor of this House, less than two months ago, 
the distinguished leader of the majority party from the State of 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], when defending the purity of the politics 
of his State, speak of their having a i law in Ohio 
for the purification of the politics” of the State! But I am glad 
to say for the fair name of Michigan that intelligent citizens, 
Republicans as well as others, protested against this law as unjust 
and despotic. Certainly it has not yet appeared to the Republican 
party wrong to secure fusion with other parties in States in which 
they happen to be in the minority. And there have been a num- 
ber of intelligent Republicans elected to this House and the Senate 
by virtue of such fusion, Fusion to them is only wrong when 
indulged in by opposing parties and when it imperils their own 
party supremacy. [Great applause on minority side.] 


SOME MONSTROUS PROVISIONS OF THIS AOT. 


I regret, Mr. Chairman, that the brief time at my disposal does 
not allow me to enter into a general discussion of the various 
schedules in the bill; but there are provisions so monstrous in 
their nature, and so utterly at variance with any logical idea of 
encouraging American labor and industries, that I shall call atten- 
tion to two or three of them. 

First. Section 24, on es 160 and 161 of this bill, like the tariff 
bills which have p: ed it, provides for a rebate or drawback of 
99 per cent of the duties paid on materials used in the manufac- 
ture of articles in the United States which shall, after their manu- 
facture, be exported and sold in foreign countries. Thus the 
manufacturers of this country are enabled, under the plea of pro- 
tecting American wage earners, to form combines to advance the 

rices at which they will sell to American workmen, preventing 
ian from buying in the pon ee markets of Europe, while these 
same combines, under the workings of this law, are selling Ameri- 
can-made to these same workmen of Europe at much lower 
prices than they charge their fellow-Americans! Thus the Ameri- 


can consumer is obliged to pay for the privilege of using Amer- 
ican-made goods ninety-nine times the tux that the foreign con- 
sumer pays for goods from the same factory, shipped the same 
day from the same box or barrel! The doctrine has been promule 
ted from the house tops by His Excellency who now occupies the 
idential chair, and by the spokesmen of the majority party, 
that “the foreigner pays the tax,” and yet he incorporated into 
his bill, and you now propose to do so in this bill, this monstrous 
provision by which 99 per cent of the tariff paid on imported ma- 
terial so used in manufactures, thus claimed by him and you to 
be paid by the foreigner, shall be paid, in the words of this bill— 
to the manufacturer, producer, or exporter— 

Not importer, notice— 
to the agent of either, or to the person to whom such manufacturer, pro- 
ducer, rter, or agent i 5 
such 8 2 the haw i of tha” 8 5 . 

Why not provide that it shall be paid back to the ‘‘ foreigner” or 
‘‘ importer,” if he pays the tax? And if the home consumer—the 
manufacturer or producer of the finished 88 in which such 
imported material is used—does not, in fact pay such import tax, 
then is it not a gigantic steal to rebate 99 per cent of such tax to 
him, after it has been paid by the foreigner ‘‘for the support of 
our Government,” and ‘for the privilege of doing business in this 
country?” 

But, again, the plea is that they wish “to sell the surplus 
to the foreigner!” Why not sell this surplus at the cheapened 
price to the 70,000,000 Americans whom the robbery of these trusts 
and the exactions of the money power have deprived of the neces- 
saries of life? If these great factories are able, by more intelligent 
and skillful labor of American workmen, to compete in the 
markets of the world, and add the freight both ways across the 
ocean, why are they unable to manufacture for American con- 
sumers without exacting this gigantic tax? And another serious 
objection which I have to this rebate is that it is subject to the 
8 abuse and frauds upon the Treasury of the United States 

y manufacturers claiming, through fictitious packages, false 
oaths, and otherwise, to have exported to foreign countries more 
than the true amount, and receiving large sums of money from 
the Treasury that they never pay in, but which the consumers 
have already paid in in the increased price by reason of the tax. 

It should not be overlooked that the benefits of this rebate are 
enjoyed almost entirely by the large factories and moneyed inter- 
ests which control an export trade, for the expenses incident to 
successful exportation are too great to be assumed by small manu- 
facturers and dealers. Thus the great beef and pork packing 
trusts get their salt free, while the farmer and wage earner pay a 
tax on that used in American homes, on that which they sell, and 
on the salt which they feed the cattle sold by them to these same 
trusts or in the local markets in competition with them; like- 
wise the cloths, and the lumber, and the tin used in exporting 
meats and other pocnes of these same trusts, and other trusts, 
such as the Standard Oil trust, the milling trust, the sugar trust, 
etc., are practically free, while the American workmen and farm- 
ers pay 1 times as great a tax on their dinner pails, their 
clothing, and the lumber for their humble homes. This draw- 
back clause alone should be sufficient to stamp with condemna- 
tion this entire bill at the hands both of Congress and the people! 

Aye, sir; it isa crime that smells to heaven! 


And it is noless a crime upon struggling humanity because the 
same provisions appear in the present Wilson-Gorman bill. The 
framers of that bill had a most unworthy precedent in the McKin- 
ley bill; and I believe would not have made such provision in 
the bill had it not placed most of the raw materials upon the free 
list or greatly reduced the tariff rates thereon. It is unjustifiable 
in either case, but the iniquity is greatly 9 in the Ding- 
ley bill because of the largely increased duties upon the raw ma- 
terials taxed, whereby the home consumers pay much more, and 
the exporting trusts are given the greater advantage. 


INIQUITY OF THE PROPOSED ‘“ RECIPROCITY.” 


A like iniquity exists in the so-called reciprocity ” features of 
this bill, as well as of the McKinley law, which practically annuls 
the legislative power vested in Congress and places it in the power 
of the President, at the caprice of a few advisers, to fix the rates 
on various articles and from different countries as private interests 
and private speculation might dictate. Who derived any benefit 
from the practical operation of the reciprocity clause of the McKin- 
ley law but the pork-packing and beef-packing, the milling, and 
the sugar trusts? The sugar that the Havemeyer trust had bought 
up in Germany and Cuba under the high-protective tariff prior to 
the arrangements for the reciprocity treaties was thus let in free 
under such reciprocity, with an advantage of several millions of 
dollars to that trust, and resulting in driving Mr. Spreckels, their 
great e prior thereto, into their combination; while the 
pork and of the packing trusts were then admitted free, or 
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actically so, into Germany, and the flour of the milling trust 
fito Cuba. There is absolutely no provision in this bill, as there 
was none in that, whereby the manufactured goods or clothing 
that the masses of American consumers and laborers must haye 
‘can be admitted free, or at any reduced tax. It is all in the in- 
‘terests of certain few trusts, who are given the benefits likewise 
of the protective“ features of the bill. : 

If the leaders of the party who have framed this bill are sincere 
in their desire to benefit the American workmen and farmers and 
to give to labor its just reward, why do they not incorporate into 
this bill a provision excluding foreign labor from competing with 
yearn aes in the protected industries? Why not give the 
laborers, as well as the employers, a direct protection from for- 
eign competition in their own peculiar capital, their labor? The 
very reverse is the case, for it is a well-known fact that in the 
‘great Carnegie Steel Works, as in most of the large protected 
industries, only a small proportion of American-born workmen can 
be found. And we are compelled to suffer from the riots, strikes, 
and lockouts caused largely by the dissensions between the for- 
eign laborers who haye been brought to this country to usurp the 

lace of the American workmen and the corporate interests that 
Eeki them here. 


PULLING THE WOOL OVER FARMERS’ EYES, 


Again the attempt is to be made to A oe the wool over. the eyes 
of the farmers” by restoring in this bill practically the same rates 
upon wool that were in the McKinley bill, and fixing increased 
duties upon other farm products which can not, in the nature of 
things, imported into this country except for seed, since we 
sup ly not only our own wants, but export largely to the markets 
of the world, where the price of our farm products are mostly 
fixed. For instance, the tariff on corn and oats is fixed at 15 cents 
per bushel, when both of them are selling in nearly every State at 
from 8 to 25 cents. Potatoes are“ protected 25 cents per bushel, 
when they have been selling in Sai, an at 15 cents; apples, 25 
cents, when tens of thousands of bushels have been rotting on the 
trees in Michigan for want of a market, and partly because the 
railroads would not grant reasonable rates to carry them to the 
markets in our own country. Wheat must be protected“ 25 
cents, when it is never imported except for seed for the farmers, 
and they are thus ‘‘ protected out of pocket,” and wheat has sold 
at an average price of about 50 cents until the failure of the crop 
in India recently advanced the price. 

The high rates upon raw woolare to be restored for the pretended 
benefit of the farmers, when it is well known that they get very 
little of the benefits therefrom on account of their open competi- 
tion for the home market, but only the speculators of the Kast, 
who buy up the stock in the spring, when most farmers are com- 
pelled to sell, in these gold-standard times, to meet the indebted- 
ness of the winter, and who then corner the stock and advance the 

rice to the manufacturers, especially the small ones who may not 
have been able to supply themselves with a year’s necessities by 
reason of the prohibitive duties upon foreign wools. But suppose 
the farmers who raise sheep actually did get the whole benefits of 
the tariff upon wool by an increased price for their product? This 
same bill compels them, as it does all other consumers, to pay a 
tariff thrice as high upon the manufactured woolen product into 
the coffers of the combined woolen manufacturers. Certainly 
the farmer needs to be, and in justice ought to be, protected if 
anyone on earth has need of it, and yet this will protect him 
about the way the wolf protects the lamb. 3 It is 
well known that the home price of American wool was reduced 
every year under the operation of the McKinley bill; and woolen 
goods were advanced. 

If the farmers want to know how the restored rates of the Mc- 
Kinley bill on wool and other farm products, as intended in this 
bill, are going to bring prosperity (?) to the farmers of my own 
State of Michigan, I desire to give them the official statistics on 
farms and farm products (especially wheat and wool) covering 
the period of the McKinley law, it being remembe: that the 
year 1890 was the year preceding the operation of that law, and 
the year 1894 the last year of the operation of thatlaw. I give 
the showing for each year in order to give the fairest statement 
i ible. It should also be remembered that in the year 1890 the 

herman bill for issuing $4,500,000 per month of silver, or its rep- 
resentative, took effect, and increased the circulating medium of 
the country up to 1892, when we had the largest per capita circu- 
lation of money for any year since 1876 ($24.44), and would have 
increased the prices but for the devastating effects of the Mc- 
Kinley high-tax law. President Harrison, in his message to Con- 
gress, expressly gave the increase of money circulation the credit 
of the little increase of prosperity that we did have under those 
two laws, and said if was not due to the increased tariff. 
FARM STATISTICS FOR MICHIGAN UNDER THE OPERATION OF THE M’KINLEY 

BILL. 

The sixteenth and seventeenth annual reports of the secretary 

of state for Michigan, Hon. Washington Gardner (elected on the 


Republican ticket), for the years 1893-94 and 1894-95, relating to 
farms and products, give the following statistics, among 
others, for the years mentioned, for that State: 


Crop 


eat erop. Wool crop. „ee Total farm value 


1800 $2, 983,000 | 1,908, 
1 2.450,00 1,947, 
1802 2.275.514 | L9 
188 1,967,408 | 2.0 
1894... 1,840,051 | 2,008, 7 


The value of silver bullion is taken from United States Treasury reports, 


In other words, in the language of the secretary of state, The 
value per acre of improved lands was $2.21 less in 1894 than in 
1890.“ This would make a depreciation in income from an aver- 
age 80-acre farm in Michigan of $176.80 (annual), brought about 
under the operation of the McKinley tax, to which should be 
added the increased price of the articles of consumption, like 
clothing, machinery, and manufactures, and of the direct State, 
county, and municipal tax. A gradual decrease in income will be 
seen for each ys True, itis no better since, under the opera- 
tion of the gold standard of values; but the articles of consump- 
tion the farmer has had to buy have greatly decreased under the 
present tariff law, especially woolen clothing and carpets, and 
tin and crockery ware. 

The secretary of state also gives the total crop values of the aver- 
age farm in Michigan for the same years, as follows: 1890, $515; 
1891, $491; 1892, $440; 1893, $418; 1894, $394; thus showing that the 
value of each average farm crop in Michigan was, as he says, 
“$121 less in 1894 than in 1890,” with a gradual decrease every 
year. 

He also shows that, in the year 1895, 40 per cent only of the 
farmers of Michigan owned sheep, being an ave of sheep for 
each farmer actually owning sheep of-29 head, but for all farmers 
only 12 head. So that of the farmers alone of my State 60 per 
cent must not only get no benefit of the tax on wool, if there isto 
be any, but must Gren increased price for the wool (if there is 
any; and there to the speculator, as shown) in the woolen 
clothes and carpets he buys, with the additional enormous tax 
added to the manufacturer above the wool tariff, and the total of 
farmers constitute only about three-fifths of the population of 
the State. And yet Michigan is one of the leading sheep and 
wool-growing States. 

The official report of the United States Treasury Department 
shows the further operation of the McKinley tariff act upon wool 
and woolen manufactures, by which it will be seen from the sta- 
tistics here quoted that the amount of importations of wool in- 

from 1890 to 1893, while the amounts of imported woolen 
goods decreased in value, and that as the woolen decreased 
in price on account of the general decline, as well as home com- 
petition, the ad valorem rate of duty on such product steadily in- 
creased ton account of the duty being specific by the law). as is 
always the case where 1 7 duties are laid, as was the case then 
and is proposed by this bill—the cheaper the goods become, or the 
cheaper the grade of goods, the higher the protection tax and the 
greater the proportion of protection, thus preventing such pro- 
tected articles from depreciating in price in the same proportion 
as does unprotected articles or products under the constantly ap- 
preciating gold standard of money values. 

United States Treasury statistics.] 


IMPORTS OF WOOL AND WOOLEN GOODS THE LAST YEAR BEFORE AND THB 
THREE FULL YEARS UNDER THE M'KINLEY LAW. 


Woolen |Computed 
goods. duty rate. 


Per cent. 
1890 69.12 
TOE So esta nen — 119, 890, 280 80, 62 
TTC 134, 622, 366 95. 81 
7 a Se 175, 636, 041 98.55 


Thus it will be seen that under the full operation of the McKin- 
ley bill, before there was any fear of free trade,” the importation 
of raw wool increased over 65,000,000 pounds, while the value of im- 
ported woolen goods decreased over $17,000,000, under a duty rate 
that approximated 100 per cent, which shows that the farmer, as 
well as all other consumers of woolen goods, had to pay that enor- 
mous tax, not only to the Government, but a like tax to the home 
manufacturer of woolen goods. That is the average duty upon 
all that was imported. The present proposed bill will impose a 
prohibitory duty running as high as 350 per cent on the cheapest 

ade of woolens, if such would be imported, and pay the duty so 

evied, which, of course, will not be done, making it prohibitory on 
the workman’s clothing as well as that which the farmer would 
wear at work on his farm. 
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Will the gentlemen of the majority who are pushing this bill 
for the purpose of raising revenue and to- 3 American 
industry” guarantee the farmers of my district and the rest of 
the country that it will “encourage” their industry to the same 
extent and in the same direction as did the McKinley protective 
tariff upon farm products and farm consumption? I surethat 
it will have just about that effect upon the farmers and wage 
earners of my State and of the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent; and with yet more blasting effect, if possible, if the present 
gold standard ef money is to prevail. It is true that the price of 
wool, as of all other commodities, has gone down yet further un- 
der the present tariff law; yet not because of such law, but because 
of the constantly appreciating money standard of value. Wool 
has gone lower, but woolen clothes are much more cheapened to 
the consumers than raw wool to the farmer, so that there is a com- 
pensation in that, not only to all consumers of woolen goods, but 
to the farmers who produce the wool as well. 

The printed testimony given before the Committee on Waysand 
Means that reported this measure shows conclusively that the 
price of woolen cloths and clothing has decreased to one-half of 
That same testimony shows 

toring im wools by the million pounds 
awaiting the passage of this law, whereby such speculators will 
reap milli 


g paper 
fears oe Stele. f And $151,000,000 of it, the largest for several 


necessity 
in these hard times? l 
If it only requires a reserve of $100,000,000 in gold to back 
up $346,000,000 in greenbacks on a gold basis, why the necessity of 
holding over $600,000,000 more of coin and bullion (as there is in 
the Treasury to-day) to back up less than that amount of other 
forms of paper money that is out in circulation among the le, 
most of which must be redeemed on the despised silver ‘gag 
What is to be done with that great surplus already on hand, 
placed there as a sacrifice upon the altar to the golden calf of plu- 
tocracy, and which is now increasing at the rate of over half a 
million dollars per day? 

Under the latter years of the operation of the McKinley bill, 
when the gold reserve, so called, was being depleted by Morgan & 
Co., with the consent and manipulations of Secretaries Foster and 
Carlisle, and the bankers’ panic was being promulgated, the cry 
was that the hard times were caused by the lack of confidence 
caused from such loss of gold, and the bonds must be issued to 
replenish that surplus (of gold), and thus satisfy the cravings of 
the hungry horde of Lombard and Wall streets; and the party of 
the majority now in power in this nation and in this Honse is the 
only party here that upholds Messrs. Foster and Carlisle in issu- 
ing such bonds, and will yet propose, if we mistake not the trail 
of the serpent, a much larger issue of bonds before the end of the 
present term of this Administration, if not before the termination 
of this extraordinary session of Congress, and at the behest of the 
same combined m er. 

The next cry was that it was because of too much issue of sil- 
ver; and the assurance was given by the banking fraternity, and 
by their twin apostles, Grover Cleveland and John Sherman, that 
if a repeal of that part of Mr. John Sherman’s own law was had 
that provided the only means then or since existing for the expan- 
sion of our money on a pace with increasing population and require- 
ments, then confidence would be 8 and within ten da 
prosperity, that will-o’-the-wisp of Republican financiering, wo 
again appear. 


That being accomplished by threats, bribes, and political coer- 
cion, and the will-o-the-wisp still receding in the distance, just 
beyond our grasp, the cry was sent up that the trouble was that 
our imports exceeded our exports, and that we could not to 
while that was the case, and we must have Mr. McKinley 
and his bill restored in order to that matter and turn the 
excess in our favor, and coupled with that fact, as a rider to carry 


it through, the necessity of maintaining the present gold standard 


(until is pee? consented to let us use silver on an equality with 
gorao and of letting the money question alone. agitating 
question; our money is plentiful enough and enough,” 


we were told. 

Success crowning that false alarm, and the will-o’-the-wisp of 
“confidence and prosperity” still maintaining its intangibility, 
and the “election” of “the advance agent of prosperity” not of 
itself bringing the promised reform, the cry came ringing over 
the country: Not enough taxation! Not enough See! Not 

h surplus!” And we must increase the annual revenues 
right away, quick, to the tune of $115,000,000 or more to cover the 
present annual deficit of $25,000,000 to $40,000,000, which would 
take three years yet to use up the net surplus over and above the 
so-called $100,000,000 gold reserve! 

What then? Plain! enough. Before the end of the present 
term of the present Administration the cry will be the same as in 
1888 and again in 1890: There is too much inthe Treasury. 
The great surplus is a menace to the fi interests of tho 
country; the money t to be out in the hands and the 
of the dear people. [A 


No bonds being due, N go forth that a large amount 
can 


land Administration at the behestof John Sherman and the Morgan 
syndicate, and will be bought in by the Government at 25 per 
cent or more p to the nsurers, as was done under the last 


publican Administration. Not one dollar of public debt was then 


“paid,” as is so melodramatically claimed by my friends of the 
majority, but upward of $100,000,000 in premiums was paid to 


the shylocks on the purchase of such bonds, andit was done by the 
last Republican Administration right up to within a few months 
before Secretary Foster ordered the plates—February 20, 1893—to 


be for an emergency issue of bonds. This is one of the 
many Republican ways of making millionaires. Every millionaire 
thus fess? h by law is a dangerous element in our national economy, 


and is made at the expense of the liberties and wealth of the masses, 
[Great applause. } 
DECEPTION WILL CONTINUE. 

And so the changes will continue to be rung, and the wheel of 
fortune will be turned by 3 changers, and the people 
asked to stake their last hard dollars upon yet another 
“chance,” while the rich will grow richer and the poor poorer, 
and — last vestige of freedom is wrested from struggling hu- 
manity. 

The gentlemen of the majority party do not themselves expect 
that this law will restore rity to the people, and some other 
excuse will soon be framed by the conjurers of the public intelli- 
eo S ee WAT pE ity is net restored. It is already 

oreshadowed in the Inted of the brilliant orator on 
the majority side of this House [Mr. DOLLIVER, of Iowa], when 
in his speech on this bill on this floor yesterday he said: 

REPUBLICAN PROSPERITY IN THE WORLD OF DREAMS. 

oan adnal ent = ana: titei 5 by F 
by the honest aud careful settlement ‘of conditions favorable to industry and 
investment. If William McKinley has been described as the advance nt 
to the seat — Goverument in order to distribute 88 


the east ico of the Capitol in a few well-chosen words, the conception 
ra e wan of and not to the earth on which we live! 
ren x 


So we are to look to the “life beyond the grave” for the fulfill- 
ment of Republican promises before the election; it is as far off 
as is international agreement“ for bimetallism! [Applause.] 

You say you “ wish to start the idle factories!” But you know 
that your factories and warehouses are already filled with goods, 
because the people have not the money with which to buy. And 
yet the corporate and moneyed interests which dominate your 
policies to increase the prices to the people on the things 
they con’ and at the same time to decrease the people's power 
to buy by destroying the silver dollar and the greenbacks. 

If the people can not buy at the present low prices, how can 
they buy with money still scarcer under your high-tariff prices? 
You reply that the trouble is because of our large imports.” 
But I your attention to the fact that for several months back 
our exports have greatly exceeded our imports—about $300,090,000 
for the past seven months, the largest for the same period for 


many years, I believe. 
ing the public credit” the money 


And instead of “stre 
power, by the pernicious system of contracting the currency under 
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the false plea of an ‘‘honest dollar,” has so injured the resources 
and credit of the legitimate business interests that the banks have 
found it necessary to call in their loans. Hence the large amounts 
of idle money in New York, London, and other financial centers, 
while the banks, the manufacturers, the merchants, and the people 
in the smaller towns and in the country are suffering. This con- 
gestion of the money in the large money centers.is emphasized by 

ur system of national banking, whereby the reserve and t of 

he surplus of country banks are required or permitted to be held 
in the banks of the large cities, 


| CONGESTION OF WEALTH. 


III fares the land, to hastening illsa prey, 
0 Where wealth accumulates and men decay. 


Under the all-devastating infinence of this upas tree of trusts, 
whose roots are nourished by the blood of millions of toilers and 
whose growth has been fostered by the growing power of usury, 
with a constantly ee re pa capita currency, the great 
moneyed interests have-succeeded in their design to fasten upon 
the American people a system of industrial slavery and-tenantry 
worse than prevails in many of the countries of Europe. Fifty 
years ago our country was noted as the most prosperous and happy 
nation of home owners. To-day we are a nation of tenants, ex- 
ceeding in that respect every country of Europe except Great 
Britain. On thecontinent of ropat e proportion of tenants to 
those who own their homes is but about 40 per cent, while in our own 
country about 70 per cent are tenants, and in many cases to for- 
eign landlords. In Canada and Australia, which, like the United 
States, are young countries, and which we surely ought to rival 
with our great natural resources and the en of our people, 
there are less than one-fifth as many tenants more than three 
times as many home owners in proportion to the population as 
in the United States. 


WHITHER ARE WE DRIFTING? 


In the light of these facts and of history, whither are we drift- 
ing as a nation? Egypt, Persia, and other great empires fell when 
less than 10 per cent of the people had secured control of nine- 
tenths of the property of those empires. The magnificent com- 
monwealth of Rome, enjoying, as it had, centuries of increasing 
power as a republic, and strengthened by the civilizing influences 
of Greek philosophy, literature, and art, and its own Augustan 
age—this great empire, whose . 8 had been triumphant for 
over a thousand years, crumbled into dust when 1,800 of its 
favored citizens secured to themselves the pai, Fo, hts of the 
world. And yet we.are already t the 8 ine at which 
those nations fell, for to-day one half of 1 per cent of the people 
in this country own over half the wealth. Seventy-five years ago 
there were no millionaires in this country, while to-day there are 
over 30,000. And this condition has been brought about largely 
by the birth of trusts and the increased exactions of usury. Free- 
dom is now in its death struggle with this congestion of wealth. 
[Applause.] 

FOSTERS ILLEGAL COMBINES. 

Under the act usually known as the Anti-trust law, passed July 
2, 1890, and entitled An act to protect trade and commerce against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies,” I believe that this bill now 
before us is intended to and will counteract the foree and intent 
of that law, which was so recently held valid by our Supreme 
Court, by restraining trade and commerce and fostering and pro- 
tecting just such combines as are intended by that law to be pre- 
vented; for the marvelous growth of monopolies under the McKin- 
ley bill abundantly proves its nature and purpose. I have myself 
during the past week, as doubtless have other members of this 
House, seen letters and telegrams from capitalists seeking advan- 
tage over smaller manufacturers, in which they express a hope 
of being able, through the provisions of this bill, to drive those 
with smaller capital tothe wall! And I wish to call the attention 
of this House to the fact that only three days ago the validity of 
the antitrust law was reaffirmed by the Supreme Court of our 
nation, and it has been held to apply to that most treasonable of 
all trusts, the railway pool. And already the papers announce that 
some of the pools have disbanded and freight rates on some prod- 
ucts have fallen. [Applause.] 

When the trouble arose among the members of one of ‘these 
Pools last fall, because some had broken their faith,” and the 
matter was brought before the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
President Stickney, himself president of the great Santa Fe 
Railway system, confessed the frauds which the pool practiced 
upon the people, and said: I tell you this is what is making an- 
archists West of the Missouri River.“ These are they who, with 
their infamous Credit Mobilier, which will ever remain a blot 
in our nation's history, inaugurated a system of bri which 
has given to corrupt methods of procuring legislation the well 
deserved name of “railroading.” Already it is reported that the 
great railroad magnates propose to make an onslaught upon this 


and apenre ”-the enactment of laws permitting them 
to circumvent the effect of that decision applying the antitrust 
law to them. 

THE REMEDY. 

Where, then, lies the remedy? So faras the collection of the Gov- 
ernment revenues is concerned, we should stop, for once and for- 
ever, this present 8. of taxing the necessities of life for the 
encouragement of trusts, and we should maintain our National 
Government, as we do our State and municipal governments, by 
direct taxation of all wealth, that of the rich and the r-alike, 
according to that which they possess. And I would further 
ingraft into the Constitution of our country an amendment pro- 
viding for this system of raising the national revenues, as as 
by an income tax; so that the caprice of a single member of the 
S e Court, by changing the opinion concurred in by him 
only a few weeks before, could never again have the power to 
annul the legislation of the Congress, which the Constitution pro- 
vides shall be the sole creator of taxation. 

And, lest some should consider this an unjustifiable attack upon 
the chief tribunal of the nation, I would refer them to the dis- 
senting opinion of their colleagues on the bench and to those 
memorable words of the martyr President, Abraham Lincoln, 
uttered at his first inanguration under the arches of ‘this very 
Capitol where we are assembled, when he said: ; 

This country, and all its institutions, belongs to the people who. inhabit it, 
and when they shall become tired of the Government, they have the consti- 
tutional right to amend it or the revolutionary right to overthrow it. 

Since such a doctrine was so solemnly uttered by that great 
statesman, patriot, and authority on constitutional law, how eare- 
ful should we be to use our constitutional right to amend the 
Government -when needed, so that the more dangerous and un- 
certain right of revolution need not be-resorted to. And believ- 
ing, as I do, that no nation can be secure and its people prosperous 
where their strength and resources are wasted in enforced idle- 
ness, debauchery, and excess, we should do away with the necessity 
for these great revenues by saving to the people of this conntry 
the twelve hundred millions of dollars annually wasted in stron 
drink, which, if put into the legitimate channels of trade, woul 
open the workshops and factories and encourage every American 
industry a thousandfold more than is possible for this bill to ac- 
complish, as well as to secure a moral and intelligent citizenship 
which will command for this nation the admiration of the world 
for all ages to come. 

Theremedy is to be found, then, in first enacting snch legislation 
as shall encourage every citizen to the highest possible endeavor, 
by guaranteeing tothe humblest, as well as to the wealthy, that he 
shall enjoy for himself the full value of the products of his toil; 
that as all wealth is created by labor, it shall be enjoyed by those 
who create it. And as the security, happiness. and prosperity of 
the nation is measured by the industry, intelligence, morality, and 
tem ce of its citizens, such virtues should be enc d by 
the liberal s of popular education, and the removal of those 
influences which tend to waste, crime, and idleness. < 

We stand at the close of the nineteenth century, which will 
ever be memorable for the conquests of the human mind over the 
forces of nature. Let us finish its high mission and complete this 
cycle of eventful years by the higher conquest of humanity over 
selfishness, and inaugurate a cycle more brilliant ‘still for the 
century at whose threshold we stand, by substituting the golden 
rule“ for the ‘‘ rule of gold!“ [Applause.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I have prepared 
a table showing some of the articles upon which the tariff is in- 
creased by this the Dingley bill above the McKinley rates. On 
account of the different classifications and different wordings 
of ‘the bills, and placing articles under paragraphs different 
from what they were under the McKinley bill, it is impos- 
sible to arrange a table which would give all of the increases 
above the McKinley law, but those that I have cited are enough 
2 prove tothe House that this bill ought not to be enacted into 

aw. 

The McKinley bill was condemned in two general elections b 
the American people on account of the heavy burden it imposed, 
and yet the Republican party has the assurance by their votes 
and strength to if possible force this greater burden upon the 


American people. 
The table is as follows: 
Articles. | McKinley bill | ningley bill rates. 


Iz cts, per pound. | 3 cts. per pound. 
Free — 10 . pound. 


ä 25 per cent. 


Paragrap h 6— 


Argols or cru 1 
Tartrate of soda and potassa, or 
rochelle salts. e 


ie etched, embossed, en- 
Paripe h 12—Chalk: graved, stained, — or 
. not especially | 20 per cent 25 per cent, otherwise ornamented or dec- 

pro orated: 
Paragraph 1 Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches 


Coal tar, not colors or dyes, not es- 
ally provided for. 
GW inc, OEE . . Do. 
Paragraph ie Collodion: 
In finished or partl gingers arti- 


A 
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Articles. McKinley bill | Dingley bill rates. McKinley bill |Dingley bill rates. 


55 


Y II cts. per pound. 
3 ots. per pound. 4 cts. per pound. 


8 cts. 12 cts. per sq. ft. 

TE C nen i e Do. sgorran 8 Powe 

Plate Sar uns olivered. 
whan bscured, fr 

sand 89 N 


etched, embossed, engraved, 


60cts. per pound | 75 cts. per pound 
and £ 55 


cles, including su com- per cent. and 30 per cent. stained, colored, or otherwise 
pee called Celluloid a 8 ornamented or decorated: 
Paragraph 2 ee r ft. 998 ft. 
Coo AA Nee 10 cts. per pound. andl0percent.| and ſo percent. 
Paragraph 38—Oils: Above 16 16 by 5 ei N and not | 10 cts. pe sq. ft. | 13 cts. po sq. ft. 
Olive, fit for salad purposes 35 cts. per gallon. | 50 cts. per gallon. exceedin bs inches andl0percent.| and1l0per cent. 
Paragts 41—Opium: Plate gam, ja 75 polished, unsil- 
eorunmanufactured, contain- | Free $1 per pound. — 


ing over 9 per cent of morphia. 
vie or morphine, and all salts 


when ge round, obscured, 
ted, sand enameled, bev- 
frost etched, embossed, engraved, 
stained, colored, or otherwise or- 
namented or decorated: 


50 cts. per ounce. $1 per ounce. 


Such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, | 6 cts. per pound. § cts. per pound. Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches r sq. ft. | 8 cts. per sq. ft. 
and all others containing ferro- square. scap per ore and 10 per cent. 
cyanide of aa dry or ground in ners 16 es 24 inches and not | 8 2 alone sq. f 12 cts. per sq. ft. 
or mized i h oil. . by 30 inches. 8 and 10 per cent. 

88 Paint and colors: Paragraph 11 
CTT 25 per cent.......| 30 per cent. Paste, manufactures of.............-| 25 per cent. . per cent. 

W cassel earth or cassel 9 Do. reer m 

brown. baster and spar, manufactures |.....do-........... 50 per cent. 


Paragraph öt— 


parations, medicinal, including 
. 
tions of w 


n t, or in the prepara- 
Fon of which alcohol is used. 


Pen not 
es, not glazed, 8 


50 cts. per pound. 55 cts. per pound. Alabaster, manufactures of (act of 
Jet 
Manufactures o. 
All other, not otherwise pro- 
vided for (act of 1894). 
h 188— 


P; 
Pins, including pi ine pins wisa 3 poa or 
r. 


roprietary prepara- 
Hich Palcoh is a com- 


25 per cent 35 per cent.“ 


ecorated. hat, 
ban a 8 moot 7 5 and — 1s, not 
oe of of paris, ground $1 per ton $1.50 per ton. age fe 
Parapan as stone, ORF, or partially et. per pound. 10 per cent . 40 per cent, 
manufactured. 
Unmanufactured ........-..2.-.-----|-.--. 20 per cent. 
By re. SSI .. / ¶ . r Nee 25 per cent Do. 
e and bitumen not other do $8 per ton.“ Watch’ cases, movements 8 Do, 
wise 1 44 5917 for. glasses. an parts of watches. 
Paragraph 9i— Paragraph 19%4—Timber 
Carbon for electric lighting 20 per cent 50 per cent. 2 ox * squared or sided ..| et. per cu. ft. Est’d 20 per cent. 


Bottles and vials, flint and oc 


1 et. per pound. Iz cts. per pound. Geier 2 ere manufactures of...| 40 per cent 50 per cent. 


Pad Reding holding more than 1 pin Paragraph >; 
ding more than 1 pint A Do. Beet Vit export bounty is paid) G TPSO E SOE Est d 72 per cent, 
Paragraph W 1— cc ( sree N 35 per cent. 
Chemical glassware for use in lab- | 45 per cent 60 per cent. Paragraph 213— 


oratory, and not otherwise spe- 
pace porna for. 


"Olinder, crown, and common win- 
en » hee all above 


1 other, ef, unmanufactured— — Abet 4 
cts, per poun cts. per poun 
7 -| 50 cts. per pound.| 80 cts. per pound. 


40 cts. per pound. 65 cts. per pound. 


cts. per pound. 3}. ots. per pound.“ 
3 den e Allo ee 8 


Paragra 
a gh 101 Plate glass, fluted, cet Me and snuff ao Bey tent 50 cts. per pound. Do. 
ed, or rough ground, smoothed, or tured of tobacco, gro or 
8 ee (excess of 1 damp, and pickled, pact „or 
pound Nes): square afoot dutiable at otherwise. 
“Not ot exe ie 16 by 2 inch 5 cts. ft 8 cts ft. y —— 
ot ex n es 50 r sq. ft. 8 ets. per sq. e è 
€ s 23 ara R aeaaeet aes 40 cts. per bushel.| 50 cts. per bushel. 
Above e 10 by 24 inches and not ex- | 8 cts. per sq. ft. 12 cts. per sq. ft. 
ceedi 30 inch ren : 
Paragra) h 102—Pla cast, pol- 8 —rr.. ther E EA 20 cts. per bushel. Do. 


2 nished or . and un- 
Not ceting 16 by 24 inches 
u 
Abuve lt 16 b Nur on 21 inches and not ex- 
inches. 


ee 


Par 
Na an glass, „east, 8 re 
Not t exceeding 16 by 24 square 


More 16 by 24 are feet, and 
not l 


feet. 
linder and crown glass, polished, 
. and looking-glass plates 
aes t exceeding 16 by 24 square 


Paragra 
rcd i lily of the valley, azaleas, 
ms, and other plants used for 
orcing under glass, for cut flow- 
ers or decorative purposes. 
Paragraph 253— 

Garden seeds, agricultural and 
other seeds, not specially pro- 
vided for. 

Farsyraph 259— 
Pickled or salted, notin barrels or 
half barrels, 
Herring, dried or smoked 
Dried or smoked, other fish 
Cod, haddock. 


hake, and pollock, 
dried, pre pelted — ae 


YOO cnc enecnpee 3) per cent. 


5 cts. per sq. ft...| 8 cts. per sq. ft. 
8 cts. per sq. ft. 12 cts. per sq. ft. 


20 per cent. . 40 per cent. 


6 cts. per sq.ft...) 9 cts. per sq. ft. 
10 cts. per sq. ft...) 13cts. per sq. ft. 


by 30 square cent per pound. 1 cent per pound. 
8. e Do. 

8 Do. 
Do. 


6 cts. per sq. ft.. 9 cts. per sq. ft. 


‘Above 16 by 24 square feet and | 10cts. per sq. ft.. 13cts. per sq. ft. otherwise than in bar 
te exceeding by 30 square 3 260— 
Paragrap 154 108 Pickled or salted -ninni 1 et. per pound 1} cts. por pound. 
MRM sca F cdst E ASER I et. per pound Do. 


Cylinder and crown on 985 lished, 
silvered, when und. obsev 
frosted, sand — bev- 

ed, etched. 


stained, 


ornamented or decorated: 
2 3 16 by 24 inches 


Paragraph 264— 
Fruits preserved in their own juices 

Paragraph 265— 
rrants: 


red, 1 
30 per cent 35 per cent. 
embossed, engraved, 
colored, or otherwise 1 a a 
cts. per poun: 
n bottles. 2 2 cts. 


and begins cent. int i er sa: ft pi gallon; 5 
snore) 1 by 24 inches and not | 10 cts. per Bg. . ft. aboot ton casks, 15 cts. 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches. and 10 per cent. A 1 pen pan panes ee 
-* Estimated. boone 
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Articles. 3 bill [Dingle bill rates. 
ph 269— 
MOB E e e Free 2 cts. per pound 
. (estimated 45 
per cent, 
halt Bs h 276— 
ea dressed or undressed, but | 10 per cent 25 per cent. 
not otherwise prepared. 
ph 281— 
Chicory root, burnt or roasted, | 2cts. per pound. 3cts. per pound. 
ground or granulated, or in rolls, 
or other 9 
ph 282— 
prepared or manufactured. 8 3 cts. per pound 
not speclally provided for. and 20 per cent, 
Pagin butter and butterine 3} cts. per pound. 6 cts. per pound. 
Paragraph 207—Still wines: 
In bottles or jugs— 
8 each not more than | 80cts. per dozen $1 per dozen. 
Containing each more than 1 | $1.60 per dozen. $2 per dozen. 
pint un not more than 1 
uar 
Quantity 5 of 1 quart or | 5 cts. per pint....| 7 cts. per pint. 
T e. 
Vermuib, thcludin, ginger wine | 50cts. per gallon.| 60 cts. per gallon. 
and ginger cordial. 
In bottles or jugs— 
Containing. oea not more | 80cts. per dozen.| $1 per dozen. 
Contai 5 each more than | $1.60 per dozen . $2 per dozen. 
pint and not more than 1 
h q 
P Fai sa aes „5656 20 cts. per gallon.| 25 cts. per gallon. 
Gimpa, galloons, webbing, goring, | 40 per cent 45 per cent. 
suspenders, and braces, elastic or 
Paragraph 5. Onclothe for fi 
oths for floors, 
8 , painted, or printed, includ- 
ing linoleum, corticene, cork carpets, 
figured or plain, and all other oil- 
oth. bere’ 4 silk oilcloth, and water- 
roof cloth not specially provided 
‘or: 
Valued at 25 cents or less per square 8 50 per cent.“ 
Paragraph 337—Wearin g a l]: 
llars and cuffs en yof cotton. 33 dozen | 45 cts. per dozen 
and 3) per cent. and 15 per cent. 
40 per cent. 
Faregrah 860—Raw wool: 
act eee 8 44.27 per cent ....| 54.56 per cent. 
A 
N of wool not specially | 89.87 per cent 0 per cent. 
provided for. 
Paragraph 367— ; 
P ae 2ST 96.65 per cent. 100 per cent. 
aragraph 385— 
8 deg silk, in skeins or cops or on | 35 per cent 62 per cent.* 
ams, 
Faregraph 402— 
her manufactures of paper, or of | 25 per cent 35 per cent. 
which paper is the component of 
P ae eg 
‘aragraph 
s of glass, loose, unthreaded or | 10 per cent Do. 
unstrung. 
Parag h 407 — 
etal Dutton. 45 per cent tet. per line and 
15 per cent (es- 
timated 48 per 
x cent). 
Par: 409 — 
Cortain manufactures of corks ..-.- 20 per cent 2% per cent. 
graph 418—Feathers and downs, 
crude, not dressed: 
Ostrich feathers 10 per cent 15 per cent, 
CCT S Do. 
Par ph 424— $ 
ircloth, known as crinoline cloth. 8cts. per sq. vd. . 10cts. per sq. yd. 
Paragraph 425— 
ts, for men’s, women’s, and chil- | 55 per cent 60 per cent.* 
dren's wear, composed of fur of 
the rabbit, beaver, or other ani- 
mals, or of which such fur is the 
component. material of chief 
value, wholly or partially manu- 
3 including fur hat bod - 
es. 
8 425— 
iber wares, indurated, and other | 35 per cent 45 per cent.“ 
manufactures composed of wood 
or other pulp. 
Paragraph 439— 
arness, saddles and saddlery, or |-..-. 8 Do. 
parts of either, in sets or in parts, 
finished or unfinished. 
* Estimated. 


These comparisons with regard to wool are made u 
suggested by those who advocate high protection. 


n a basis 
e all know 


that they are mistaken and that the increase in the rates under 
the Dingley bill will far exceed the above figures. 


On page 1551 of the tariff hearings they give the prices of wool 
in ee under the McKinley bill and in 1895 under the Wilson bill 
as follows: 


Prices in Price; 
180g. Mur. 1, 1808. 
Cents. Cents. 
Ohio XX washed 30} 16} 
Ohio tine unwashed 23 124 
Ohio medium washed cloth = 7 
28} 147 
21 11 
New York and Michigan med 8334} 18} 
e Territorial (70 per cent shrinkage) 17 9 


This shows that they claim wool is about one-half the price it 
was when the McKinley bill was in operation. If this is so, it is 
evident that, the specific duty being the same, the ad valorem will 
be about double. } s 

Taking the bill all in all, the rates under the present bill very 
far exceed those under the McKinley bill. If we should compare 
the rates of this bill with the Wilson bill, we would find theincreases 
to be enormous. The South is made to suffer in various ways. 
They take bagging from the free list and place upon it an unreason- 
able duty. They also take iron ties from the free list and add to 
ita pet Bes some 80 per cent. They also impose a duty on salt. 
They take cotton gins from the free list and impose a duty of 45 per 
cent. They also largely increase the duty on fence wire. All 
this bestows bounties on the few and imposes burdens on the 
many by whose toil much of the wealth of this country is 
created, 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House, the commit- 
tee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union, 
He 85 that that committee having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House, the 
hour of 11 o'clock having arrived, the Chair declares the House 
adjourned until to-morrow at 10 o’clock a. m. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
coe following titles were in uced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 2220) to promote agriculture by 
encouraging the exportation of agricultural products—to the Com- 
mittee on 5 Means. 

By Mr. C AHAN: A bill (H. R. 2221) to enable persons in 
Oklahoma who failed to obtain 160 acres of land to extend their 
filings—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) to enable the Citizens’ Band of Potta- 
watomie Indians to obtain patents to their lands—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 2223) to donate con- 
demned cannon to E. B. Young Post, No. 87, Grand Army of 
mo Republic, Allentown, Pa.—to the Committee on Nayal Af- 

airs. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 2224) to increase the pen- 
sions of widows when they become 65 years of age—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) for the erection of an equestrian statue 
of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H.—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) makin 
construction of a dry dock at 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 2228) to fix the 
rate of pension of sailors and soldiers in certain cases—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 2279) to pro- 
vide for the relinquishment by the Turtle Mountain Band of the 
Pembina Chippewa Indians of their unceded lands, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 41) to extend to 
the officers, warrant officers, petty officers, seamen, and others 


an appropriation toward the 
ortsmouth Nayy-Yard—to the 
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and marines of the United States Navy, the provisions of the joint 
resolution approved July 12, 1862, and the act a ed March 3, 
1863, and the joint resolution approved May 2, 1 to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. í 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A memorial of the legisla 
of the State of Washington in regard to the location of a national 
soldiers’ home at Fort Sherman, Idaho- to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 2229) granting an increase of 
pension to James Shaahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A dill (H. R. 2230) granting an increase 
‘of pension to James B. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2231) granting a pension to C. S. Alvord—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 2232) for the relief of the estate 


of A. H. Herr, deceased, late of the District of Columbia—to the | Aff; 


Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A bill (H. R. 2238) for the relief of J. 
‘Effinger Levengood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2234) for the relief of Jacob Miltenberger 
to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) for the relief of William Hoffner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) for the relief of Herman Von Marsdorf, 
late a lieutenant of Company D, First Maryland Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 2237) for the relief of Asst. 
Engineer (retired) Henry E. Rhoades, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 3 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2238) to increase the pen- 
sion of Clark W. Harrington, late of Company I, Ninety- 
sek New York Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ns. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 2239) increasing the pension 
of Joseph S. Dixon, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2240) increasing the pension of Fletcher S. 
Kidd—to'the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2241) granting a 
Pension to Mary A. Macauley—to the Committee on Invalid Fen- 
gions. 


By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 2242) 

Horace P —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2243) granting a 
nsion to Bowman H. Peterson—to the ‘Committee on Invalid 
eusions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: .A bill (H. R. 224% appropriating money 
to pay the claim of the Western Paving and Supply Company for 

ving streets adjacent to the post. office and court-house of the 
1 States at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on 

ms. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 2245) for the relief of Hyland C. 
Kirk and others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2246) to increase 
the pension of Elwin A. Scutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) to correct the military record of Tim- 
othy Way—to' the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) to correct the military record of David 
Patterson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill oe R. 1 a pension to 
Eva L. Pearsons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) granting a pension to Daniel Straw—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2251) to remove the charge of desertion from 


anting a pension to 


the military record of Patrick Larkin—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. . 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) granting a pension to Mary R. Pike to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 4 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2253) eens on increase of pension to Joseph 
Montieth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) granting a pension to James Killoran, 
alias James Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2255) p a pension to Charles S. Kid- 
der- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) granting a pension to Lydia G. Cate 

serge bill . K. 2870 one Cyrus S. Bail 
a bi =R ) granting a pension to Cyrus S. Bailey 
to the Committee on Invalid . 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2258) granting a pension to Mary E. Taylor 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) granting a pension to Andrew R. 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2260) granting a pension to James Donovan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 2261) granting a pension to Francis A. Ab- 
bott, Company H, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2262) granting a pension to Mary J. Furber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2263) to remove the charge of desertion from 


the military record of James M. Canney and grant him an hon- 
orable disc to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2264) granting a pension to Sarah Kate 


Tibbs—to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2265) granting a pension to Verona Harri- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2266) to remove the charge of desertion from 
‘the record of Mason W. Presley—to the Committee on Military 


ensions. 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2267) to increase the pension of Jeremiah 
Hackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2268) granting a pension to Louise Van At- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2269) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Boyle to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2270) granting a pension to Lizzie B. Bur- 
rows to the mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2271) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick W. Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2273) . a pension to Charles H. Allen 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2274) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Daniel Straw, late private Company F, 
Twenty-fifth Massachusetts Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
B. Vail—to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 2276) for the relief of 
Almon ‘Stuart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 2277) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth G. sis ate) the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 2278) providing for the hearing, 
trial, and adjudication by the United States Court of Claims of 
the claim of Albert Wood and removing the same from the opera- 
tions of the United States statute of limitations—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following F tpi and papers 
were'laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: i 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., favoring the creation of a monetary commission—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Zeno Manufacturing 
Company of Chicago, praying that chicle be retained on the free 
list; also, memorial of the Vetterlein Bros., of Philadelphia, pro- 
SRE against the d tariff on unstemmed wrapper tobacco, 
a = so on unstemmed filler tobacco—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Resolutions of Electric Council, No. 
354, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of East Mauch 
Chunk, Pa., praying that the Government of the United States 
take prompt action against Spain for all insults offered to Ameri- 
can citizens and to recover full indemnity for all damages sus- 
tained by them—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. MCCLEARY: Protest of Noyes Bros. & Cutler Drug 
Company of St. Paul, Minn., against mixed duty on brushes; 
also, petition of Booth Packing Company of St. Paul, Minn., 
favoring fresh fish remaining on the free list—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: Petition of Charles McDonald and other 
citizens of Nebraska, favoring the e of the MeMillan-Linton 
pnia; 5 and H. R. 10108 - to the Committee on the District of 

Jolumbia. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolution of the Philadelphia 
‘Board of Trade, in favor of a monetary conference—to the 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
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SENATE, 
FRIDAY, March 26, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

Jonn P. Joxxks. a Senator from the State of Nevada, and Mar- 
THEW S. Quay, a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania, appeared 
in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the joint 5 R. 
18) directing the Secretary of War to furnish tents to the sufferers 
from the floods in the Mississippi River. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 25th instant ow and signed the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 7) regulating the distribution of public documents. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the legislature of Michi. 
gen. Praying that me, avec a e ev Unites 
pension agency at Detroit, Mich., wi al anapolis, 
2 revoked; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


STATE or MICHIGAN, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Lanting, Mich., March 28, 1897. 
We hereby certify that the following concurrent resolution has been dul 
passed by 2 senate and house of representatives of the State of Michigan, 
Whereas during the latter days of the Administration of President Cleve- 
land an executive order was promulgated combining the United States pen- 
re gree at 8 with that at Indianapolis, with headquarters at — 
apolis, Ind.; an 2 
Whereas the number of pensions quarter! id at Detroit greatly exceeds 
the number paid at Indiana: y — 5 sdb M 
Whereas without any popular demand for this change, which will abolish 
the Detroit 9 agency, this order was arbitrarily made at the sugges- 
tion of the ioner of Pensions: Therefore, 
Resolved, That this house (the senate concurring) request the Senators 
and Representatives from Michigan to use all honorable means to secure a 
revocation of said order. 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, pgod by the lieutenant-gov- 
ernor and speaker of house, be sent to each rand Representative 
in Congress from this State. 

THOMAS B. DUNSTAN, 
President T Senate. 
WM. D. GORDON, 
Speaker of the House. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the ba, DTR of Wis- 
consin, praying for the passage of the Torrey kruptcy bill; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

Joint resolution No. 148. 
the senate, the nestle An 


to a law; and 
__ Whereas we believe that this measure, if will in all respects afford 
adequate relief and protection, which the nation at this time stands greatly 


W. re will in- 
volve indefinite delay in the adoption of a general bankruptcy law. and will 
operate disastrously upon e, commerce, and business generally: There- 


fore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the assembl, 3 That the Representa- 
tives of Wiscousy in Congress of the United States be, and they hereby are, 
respectfully requested to use their best efforts to secure the of the 
Torre: 


y ptey bill mgd ouia in the Senate of the United States at 
the egrliest ‘pom time; an 
Resolved er, That copies this preamble and resolutions be for- 


of 
warded to each of the Representatives from 3 in 


hand and official seal at the capitol, in the city of Madison, 
1 A. D. 1897, ad 
Y CASSON, 
Secretary of State. 
STATE OF WISCONSIN. 


the Representatives of Wisconsin in Congress to 
‘orrey bankruptcy law. 


Given under 
this 27th day of 
[SEAL.] 


Joint resolution 
secure the passage of the 
STATE OF WISCONSIN, ss: 


This resolution originated in the senate. 
W. L. HOUSER, Chief Clerk. 


Mr. HOAR. I present a petition numerously signed by mer- 
chants of New York City, representing many million dollars of 
capital and largely engaged in business all over the United States, 
praying for the passage of the bankruptcy bill now pending. I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Boston ) Scien- 
tific Society, remonstrating E the adoption of that portion 
of the so-called Dingley tariff bill relating to the duty on books; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of D. C. Stearns, of the Millicent 
Library, of Fairhaven, Mass.; of the Massachusetts New Church 
University Free Library, of Boston, Mass,; of John S. Hayes, of 
the public library of Somerville, Mass., and of 23 citizens of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying that books coming to this country be ad- 
sone e of duty; which were referred to the Committee on 


Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of O. G. Felland and sundry 
other citizens of Northfield, Minn., praying that certain books, 
maps, etc., be placed on the free list under the new tariff law; 
which wus referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 315, of 
St. Cloud, Minn., ing that the duty on Sumatra wrapper 
i ; which was referred to the Committee 


Mr, GEAR presented a petition of Local Union No. 181, Cigar 


Makers’ International Union of America, of Fort Madison, Iowa, 
praying that the duties on imported raw material remain un- 
changed, and that the duties on manufactured goods be increased 


at least to an amount to correspond with the difference between 
American and foreign labor; ich was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the Moffit-West Dru 
Company, of St. Louis, Mo., inclosmg a draft of a prop 
amendment to the bill under consideration by the joint select 
committee on the use of alcohol free of tax in the arts, concerning 
the use of alcohol in medicines, chemicals, extracts, perfumes, 
and other like compounds, where methylation is impracticable, 
I move that the petition and accompanying amendment be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance for consideration by the sub- 
committee having charge of the question. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of Dr. J. M. Hamblin 
and sundry other citizens of Westboro, Mo., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Brit- 
ain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He 8 a petition of sundry veterans of the war of 
the United States against Mexico, 1846-47, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation placing upon an equality the older class of sol- 
diers with those of the younger generation who participated in the 
late war between the States; which was referr 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers and ex- 
letter carriers of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appropriation be 
made to pay the judgments of the Court of Claims rendered in 
favor of letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 44, 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty 
of 82 per pound on imported wrapper tobacco and 70 cents per 

oand on filler tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on 


nance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 62, 
Cigars Makers’ International Union, of Richmond, Ind., remon- 
strating against an increase in the duty on tobacco; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the H. Lieber Company, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against an increase in the duty 
on silver leaf and metal leaf; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of D. W. Fisher, president, and 


to the Committee 


sundry members of the faculty of Hanover College, over, Ind., 
raying that certain books, engravings, pho phs, maps, etc., 


added to the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Florida State To- 
bacco Growers’ Association, praying for an increased duty of 


$2 per pound on wrapper tobacco and 70 cents per pound on 
filler to ; Which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


He also presented the petition of J. F. Forbes, president of the 
John B. picts eee and 7 other citizens of Deland, Fla., 
raying that certain , engravings, tographs, maps, ete. 
Ee added to the free list in the pending Patt Sait: which war re- 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
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THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 


Mr, GALLINGER. On Wednesday last, when adiscussion was 
had in the Senate on the matter of the so-called civil-service re- 
form, I made astatement to the effect that applicants for positions 
in the Government Printing Office were required to hop on one 
foot a distance of 12 feet. That statement has been challenged in 
certain quarters by 5 of the press, by ultra civil-serv- 
ice reformers, and by one gentleman connected with the Civil 
Service Commission. I hold in my hand a circular: 


[Form No, 394.] 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
For the trades and skilled occupations. 


This circular says: 
Each applicant for employment in any of the recognized mechanical trades, 
or in any occupation ſuiring skill or experience, must, in addition to com- 


leting the regular a cation on Form No. 304 and the vouchers thereon 
Hi out the 8 ereon, have the medical certificate completed, and 
have the vouchers as to trade qualifications executed. 

Form No. 804 I have attached to this, and that is a circular from 
the Civil Service Commission headed “Application for examina- 
tion—classified departmental and government printing services.“ 

In this circular relating to the trades and skilled occupations 
I find some very remarkable interrogatories. Iwill not weary the 
Senate by reading more than three or four of them. First: 

During the past five years have yon had any disease, acute or chronic, of 
any nature whatever? so, describe it fully and give the length of time you 
were incapacitated by reason thereof. 


If either parent, brother, or sister has died, so state, giving the cause and 
age at time of death. 


Those are questions propounded to men who want to set type 


and run presses and perform other mechanical duties in the Gov- 
ernment Printin ce. 
Under the head of Medical certificate,” they ask the applicant 


what his exact height is in his bare feet, and I understand they 
have rejected some men because they are not quite tall enough. 
Next: 3 

What is the applicant's exact weight in his ordinary clothing, without 
overcoat or hat? 

That is very important in order to determine the qualifications 
of a man to set type or to run a press! 

Question 13: 


State the frequency of the action of the applicant's heart 
When sitting. 


When standing. 
When stan after brief exercise. peue applicant should be required to 
hop on one foot the distance of about 12 feet.) 


Mr. President, those are questions propounded to men who ask 
for employment in trades and skilled occupations. This particu- 
lar circular that I have here was sent toa gentleman who applied 
for employment in the Government Printing Office of the United 
8 


tates. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does it state whether he is to stand and hop 
that far or run and hop? 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I said the other day, I think we will 
not differentiate on this very important question. It is a fact that 
before a man can be allowed to prove his capacity for setting type 
or his ability to run a press, or to perform any other mechanical 
work in the Government Printing Office, he has been required to 
perform this 8 exercise of hopping a distance of 12 feet. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I presume that the regulation in regard to those 
saltatory exercises was made under a general necessity for ascer- 
taining the physical condition and health of the applicant for em- 


ployment known as difficult. 
. HOAR. Involving heavy night work. 
Mr. GRAY. 


As the Senator from New new wr isa learned 
member of the medical profession, which probably has charge of 
that branch of this inquiry, I should like to ask him whether that 
exercise would or ala not, in his opinion, tend to test the phys- 
ical strength or the physical condition of an applicant either to 
enter the Army or to enter employment of a mechanical or labor- 
ing kind? 
r. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Certainly; but I propose to ask that the 
paper I present be referred to the committee which is considering 
this question. Iam simply making an explanation of a matter 
that is in the form of a petition. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 hope it will be discussed. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will not answer my question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be very happy to answer the Sen- 
ator’s question. Beyond a doubt, if we a board to determine 


upon the physical qualifications of members of this body, it 
might give the Government better service than the Govern- 
ment is getting to-day. A great many men are sick who have 
been elected to serve the Government in the capacity of Senators 
and Members of the House; they were sick when elected, and the 
Government would have got better service if a man had been 
compelled to hop a distance of 12 feet on one foot before the leg- 
islature that elected him a Senator to this body. I presume that 
may be true. But we have got to take human nature as it is, and 
when we undertake to discriminate against a man because his sis- 
ter died twenty years ago of consumption, and say he shall not be 
admitted to the public service because of that fact; when we come 
to discriminate py ae a man who may have an impediment in 
his limb whereby he can not hop a distance of 12 feet on one foot, 
and yet may be the most skilled workman in the world, and when 
we say he shall be rejected because he comes up to the height of 
5 feet 95 inches, when possibly they require 5 feet 92 inches, I sa 
it is an absurdity too great to be very seriously considered by this 
honorable body. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 
; a GALLINGER. Let me read one other question, and then 

am done. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I address my question more particularly to the 
Senator's experience asa physician. I ask him whether there is 
anything in the mere matter of size that would affect a man’s 
capacity as a t tter, and whether the Commissioners prescribe 
a maximum and a minimum size? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They require manifestly a certain height 
and a certain weight. In answer to the honorable Senator from 
Nebraska, I will say it is a well-known fact that the size or the 
weight has very little to do with a man’s capacity to perform the 
ordinary duties of life. Phil Sheridan would not have been a 
military commander if the Civil Service Commission had got a 
chance at him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He could not have got into the 1 

Mr. GALLINGER. He could not have got into the Printing 
Office, certainly. 

One other absurd question is the following: 

Is the applicant immune to the diseases endemic or epidemic in the South- 
ern portion of the United States? 

That is, is he absolutely free from contagion? Has he been ex- 
posed to such an extent that there is no possibility of his taking 
elow fever or other of the endemic or epidemic diseases of the 

uthern States? 

Mr. President, nobody can determine whether a man is or ig 
not absolutely immune from any particular disease. But this 
question is so admirably phrased that it will absolutely prohibit 
every man in the States of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, Rhode Island, Vermont, and New York—in every State, 
indeed, north of Mason and Dixon’s line—unless he chanced to 
have lived ten or 2 years in Texas or in Mississippi, from 
getting a position in the Government Printing Office if they 
enforced it inst him. If the ingenuity and wit of man had 
been at work for the ee of six months to concoct a question 
that would put into the Government Printing Office people from 
the Southern States and exclude every man from a Northern 
State, they could not have been more successfully ingenious in 
framing a question than they were when they asked whether he 
is immune from endemic or epidemic diseases in the Southern 
part of our country. ; 

This is all I care to say on this subject. I have been called in 
question upon this matter, and my statement has been challenged 
in the public press. I have brought the proof, and I now desire 
to refer these very important circulars from the United States 
Civil Service Commission to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment, which has this question under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be so referred, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 250) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, sur- 
vivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred two 
amendments submitted by Mr. COCKRELL on the 16th and 19th 
instants, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that they be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. LODGE on the 19th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, re- 

rted favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 

mmittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Gray on the 23d instant, intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. BAKER on the 25th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the general 3 bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PENROSE on the 25th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on ims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: 

A bill (S. 442) referring to the Treasury Department the claims 
of sundry persons for examination, adjustment, and report to 
Congress; and 5 

A bill (S. 443) for the relief of P. S. Corbett. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1019) for the relief of Maj. William M. May- 
nadier, a paymaster in the United States Army, asked to be dis- 
charged m its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 225) for the relief of the Newberry College, 
Newberry, S. C., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. WETMORE on 
the 25th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil a 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 357) for the relief of William S. Grant, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 23d 
instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
Was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. EARLE on the 23d instant, intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 


ESTATE OF GEORGE M’ALPIN. 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 691) for the relief of the admin- 
istrator of George McAlpin, deceased, to report it without amend- 
ment, and submit a report thereon. As the bill passed both 
Houses at the last session and went to the President too late for 
his signature, I ask unanimous consent for its present considera- 


tion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Wh George McAlpi thesutler of the Eleventh tP 1 
vane Se eg e e a ase es 


veers required by the United States, at the United States custom-house at 
timore, Md., to pay the sum otapa cent on the value of all of the supplies 


8 to him du nes years hin the lines of the Army; and 

ereas he was thus unlawfully and unjustly required to pay to the 
United States. and did thus unlawfully and unjustly pay, the sum of $6,906.18, 
being 3 per cent on $230,206.29, to the United States, as appears by the books 
of the custom-house at Baltimore, Md.: Therefore. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby di- 
rected to pay to the administrator of George McAlIpin, deceased, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,250.18. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is, unless there is an amendment 
agreed to and accepted to strike out the words Treasurer of the 
United States“ and insert Secretary of the Treasury.” The 
Treasurer has no authority to make the payment. 

Mr. WARREN. I have no objection to the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Missouri. 


funn 3 The bill comes from the Committee on 
ms 

Mr. WARREN. Itdoes. A similar bill passed the Senate at 
the last session, and passed the House and went to the President 
too late for his signature. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment that I have suggested 
be agreed to, and let us see how it will read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been 


Mr. COCKRELL. Then let it be read in connection with the 
text of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill as amended. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3 strike out Treasurer of the United 
States and insert Secretary of the Treasury;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the — f is hereby directed to pay tothe admin- 
istrator of George McAlpin, d out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,250.18. 

The PRESIDENT ps tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTUS. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
eet to its present consideration, and the bill goes to the Cal- 
endar. : 

DISTRICT PATROL SYSTEM. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, reported a joint resolution 
(S. R. 20) making the appro riation for renewal of the patrol sys- 
tem of the District of Columbia immediately available; which was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask for the immediate consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

i The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as fol- 
ows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the appropriation of $5,000 for “renewal of por- 


tions of the patrol system! con 2 in An act making 5 to 
provide for uses of the government of the District of Columbia for 


the fiscal year en June 30, 1898, and for othe: ses,” approved 
8, 1897, is — e immediately available. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1244) for the relief of 
Gottlieb C. Rose; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a letter from the Secretary of War 
and accompanying papers, which I move be referred with the 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1245) granting a pension to 
George W. Emery; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 1246) to change the boundaries 
of the collection district of Galveston, Tex., and make Sabine Pass 
a port of entry, and create a new collection district; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1247) to prohibit railroad com- 
panies from charging more than 3 cents per mile for carrying pas- 
sengers through the Indian Territory; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1248) providing for the creation 
and regulation of corporations in the Indian Territory for manu- 
facturing and other lawful business, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEAR. I introduce sundry pension bills, which I ask be 
referred without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the order made a few days ago referring pension bills without 
reading was subsequently countermanded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this case I ask unanimous consent that 
the bills be referred without reading. 

Mr. GEAR. Letit be done by unanimous consent. They are 
all pension bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the pension bills now intro- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed is | duced by the Senator from Iowa be referred without reading. Is 


accepted by the Senator from Wyoming. 


there objection? The Chair hears none, 
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Mr. GEAR introduced the following bills; which were con- 
sidered as having been read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1249) for the relief of Julia A. Devier; 

A bill (S. 1250) granting a pension to Lucy J. Ogle; 

A bill (S. 1251) granting a pension to Elvina F. Hayes; 

A bill (S. 1252) granting a pension to Hiram Parker; 

A bill (S. 1253) granting a pension to Owen Devine; 

A bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Alfred R. Babb; 

A bill (S. 1255) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 1256) granting a pension to Stephen W. Wickham: and 

A bill (S. 1257) granting a pension to George B. Hayden. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1258) to regulate, in the 
District of Columbia, the disposal of certain refuse, and for other 
8 which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mmittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1259) to authorize the 
Northern Michigan Railroad Company, a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of Michigan, its succes- 
sors and assigns, to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canal, so called, in the 
county of Houghton and State of Michigan; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, QUAY. I introduce a large number of bills which are to 
be referred to a number of different committees, The names of 
the committees are indorsed on the bills. I ask that they be re- 
ferred without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania will pardon the Chair. The Chair thinks the bills had bet- 
ter be read if they are to go to different committees. 

Mr. 2 J have not the slightest objection. 
aie RESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be read twice by 

0. 


Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1260) for the relief of William Campbell; 

A bill (S. 1261) to refer the claims of Armstrong and others to 
the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 1262) for the relief of the heirs of G. W. Ebert, de- 


ce ; 

A. bill (S. 1263) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, deceased 
$330,151.42 for labor and material, doc and detention, an 
occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, Boston, 
and Atlanta; 

A bill (S. 1264) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 

h., . 


A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Jacob Johnson; 

A bill (S. 1266) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Susannah P. Swoope; 

A bill (S. 1267) for the relief of the legal owners of the Columbia 
are yg 1 elief of the legal tatives and 
A bill (S. 12 ‘or relief of the representati an 

devisees of James W. Schaumburg; and 

A bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and 
children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and ref to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds: il 

A bill (S. 1270) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Washington, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 1271) for a public building at the city of Wilkes- 
barre, Pa., and appropriating money therefor; 

A bill (S. 1272) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at McKeesport, Pa.; and a - 

A bill (S. 1273) for a public building at the city of Altoona, Pa., 
and appropriating money therefor. 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and refe: to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs: 
A bill (S. 1274) to correet the military record of Henry F. 


er; 

A bill (S. 1275) for the relief of Henry F. Miller; 

A bill (S. 1276) to amend an act entitled An act to amend 
crepar 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United 

tes; 

A bill (S. 1277) for the relief of Anthony Malvin; 

A bill (S. 1278) for the recognition of the military service of the 
officers and enlisted men of certain Pennsylvania military organ- 
izations; 

A bill (S. 1279) for the relief of telegraph operators who served 
during the war of the rebellion; : 

A bill (S. 1280) to correct the military record of John Glazier; 

A bill (S. 1281) for the relief of John K. Betson; 

A bill (S. 1282) for the relief of 3 Dimler; 

A bill (S. 12885 for the relief of iel O'Sullivan; 


A bill (S. 1284) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for 
money expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service 
Dy moi governor under the proclamation of the President of June 
_ A bill (S. 1285) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Bernhard Stueber; and 

A bill (S. 1286) for the recognition of the military service of 
a officers and enlisted men of certain State military organiza- 

ons. 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles,and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1287) granting a pension to Abram Heckendorn (with 
accompan paper); 

A bill (S. 1288) granting a pension to Matilda F. Gageby: 

A bill (S. 1289) granting a pension to D. W. C. McCloskey; 

A bill (S. 1290) granting a pension to Capt. John C. Heaz itt; 

A bill (S. 1291) granting a pension to Mary E. Tyson; 

A bill (S. 1292) granting a pension to H. S. McGown; 

ZAA pa (S. 1293) granting an increase of pension to Chambers C. 
ullin; 

ps bill (S. 1294) granting an increase of pension to John De 
ven; 


a bill Sa 1295) for the relief of David B. Zorger and Hannah C, 


A bill (S. 1296) to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act 
granting pension to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for 
the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to 
Page minor children, and dependent parents,” approved June 

A bill (S. 1297) for the relief of John P. Leitzell; 

A bill (S. 1298) increasing the pension of those who haye lost 
limbs in the military or naval service of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1299) granting a pension to Eliza E. Reed: 

A bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to David S. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 1301) granting an increase of pension to Andrew T. 
Bovard; 

A bill (S. re to pension Sarah G. Almy; and 

A bill (S. 1303) granting a oe to Eunice Parke Detweiler. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1304) for the relief of Asst. 
Engineer (retired) H E. Rhoades, United States Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1305) to promote the 
public welfare by extinguishing pauperism; which was read twice 
Py. oe title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1306) ae appropriation to the 
Department of Justice to pay Ellery P. Ingham, late United 
States district attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
for extraordinary services rendered in relation to the condemna- 
tion proceedings for sites for a new United States mint at Phila- 
delphia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. et creating a corporation known 
as the Alaska Transportation and ing Company, and granting 
right of way for the construction and operation by that corpora- 
tion of a ete pane and post-road from Taiya Inlet to Lake Ben- 
nett, in the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice by its 
title. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is indorsed for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. atters relating to Alaska are under con- 
sideration by that committee. A bill similar to this was presented 
last year, It is an important measure. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 


A bill (S. 1308) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Susa P. Swoope; and 

A bill (S. 1309) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 
and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1310) making an 
appropriation for the benefit of the estate of William Moss, de- 

; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1311) to refund certain 
import duties; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

- PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1312) to complete the rec- 
ord of John T. Nagle, late assistant surgeon of the One hundred 
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and ninety-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1313) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Smalls; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
éompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1314) for the relief of the acting 
(volunteer) officers of the United States Navy in the war of the 
rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 1315) for the relief 
of the Columbian Dry Dock Company, of Baltimore, Md.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1316) to provide for organizin 
a naval battalion in the District of Columbia; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
* A bill (S. 1317) to increase the pension of Arabella V. Wash- 


urn; 
A bill (S. 1318) granting a pension to Celesthia A. Whitney; 
A bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Lucinda S. Twombly; 
A bill (S. 1320) granting a pension to Sophia J. Chilcott; and 
A bill (S. 1321) granting a pension to Emily E. Atherton. 
Mr, GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 1322) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and 
children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1323) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United States Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
anly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 


A bill (S. 1824) for the relief of E. A. Givens, sr., Arcadia, La.; 


A bill (S. 1325) for the relief of Mrs. Ozeine Boudrean, of St. 
Martin Parish, La.; and 

A bill (S. 1326) for the relief of A. E. and M. E. Goodrich. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1327) for the relief of the Co- 
lumbian Iron Works and Dry Dock Company, of Maryland; which 
za read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1328) to pro- 
mote aerial transportation; which was read twice by its title, and 
‘referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1329) granting a pension to 
A. Buford, widow of Maj. Gen. N. B. Buford; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 21) to make 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River for 
the purpose of carrying out certain provisions contained in An 
act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers. and harbors, and for 
other purposes,” which became a law on the 3d day ef June, 1896; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. I submit an amendment which I propose to 
offer to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amendment pro- 
posing to exclude deputy collectors of internal revenue from the 
classified service. I move that the amendment be referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed y him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and orđered to be 
printed. ; 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the improvement of B street 
between Ninth and Tenth streets NW. now in the of the Secretary of 
the United States Senate be withdrawn from the files of that office and 
delivered to J. Van Ness Philip. 


UNLAWFUL RESTRAINTS AND MONOPOLIES. 


Mr. GRAY. I submit an order which I ask may be read and 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


The order was read, as follows: > 

Ordered, That the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States No. 
67, October term, 18%, entitled The United States, rs fgg vs. The Trans- 
missouri Freight Association,” rendered March 22, 1897, together with the 
dissenting opinion by Justice White, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that printing will be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the order be read once more. 

The Secretary again read the order. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no number of copies put in the order. I 
supposed the committee would supply that. I wish to state that 
a Senator has one of these decisions of the Supreme Court sent 
him now by law, and no more. This is a very important opinion; 
we are applied to from all over the country by those who are 
anxious to know just what the law is in this t, and I sw 
pose a small number, a comparatively small number at least, will 
supply the demand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the order? 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say, before any action is taken, that 
I hold in my hand the opinion as well as the dissenting opinion in 
the case referred to by the Senator from Delaware in his order, 
and I have had a large number of letters and telegrams asking for 
complete copies of the decision, I think a small number will not 
satisfy the 9 17 

Mr, GEAR. There should be 1,000 copies printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we ought to have at least 1,000 copies 
of the decision. 

Mr. GRAY. It will not cost much. 

Mr. CULLOM. Every lawyer in the United States, as well as 
every railroad company and shipper, wants to know the exact 
terms of the decision of the court. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed as a Senate document, and 
then an order can be made to print 8500 worth at any time desired. 

Mr. CULLOM. Probably that would be the best course to pur- 
sue, and I hope it will be done. 

The PR ENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the order? 

The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


DISPOSAL OF UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General is directed to inform the Senate 
whether any, and what, Le, shah sou if any, has been entered into by the Presi- 
dent or any of the Executive Departments relating to the future dis of 
the Union Pacific Railroad by sale or otherwise, and that he send to the 
Senate a on file in the Department of Justice relating to any such 


agreement. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of resolution? 
Mr. GEAR. I willstate that a day or twoago the Senate 
a resolution similar to the one just offered by the Senator from 
Alabama, asking the Attorney-General for all papers in the case. 
Mr. MORGAN. No; I do not so understand. 
Mr. GEAR. It was the same resolution, I think. 
Mr. MORGAN. No. 
Mr. GEAR. Then I have no objection to the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
IMPRISONMENT OF RICHELIEU AND BOLTON. 
Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


ested to furnish, if not 
b e the Senate, es of all 
dence, diplomatic or otherwise, on file in the Department of 

d isonment at San- 


excep 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and ten min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 29, 1897, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. s 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 26, 1897, 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 


Edgar Thomson Scott, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary 
of the embassy of the United States at Paris, vice Newton B. 
Eustis, resigned. 
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RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Jay Allen, of Grayling, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Grayling, Mich., vice James K. Wright, removed. 

William C. Whipps, of Kalispell, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Kalispell, Mont., a newly created office. 

James Kelly, of Canadian County, Okla., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Mangum, Okla., a newly created office. 

Anton H. Classen, of Edmond, Okla., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Oklahoma, Okla., vice Leslie P. Ross, removed. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE, 


Oscar Palmer, of Grayling, Mich., to be register of the land 
office at Grayling, Mich., vice Joseph Patterson, removed. 

Frank H. Nash, of Kalispell, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Kalispell, Mont., a newly created office. 

Henry D. McKnight, of Perry, Okla., to be register of the land 
office at Mangum, Okla., a newly created office. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Second Lieut. John Henry Wholley, Fourth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, March 3, 1897, vice Palmer, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
appointed assistant quartermaster, who resigns his line commis- 
sion. 

Second Lieut. Peter Murray, Third Infantry, to be first lieuten- 
ant, March 18, 1897, vice Tillson, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Corpl. John J. Bernard, Troop I, First Cavalry, to be 
second 5 March 25, 1897, vice Wholley, Fourth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. Paul Giddings, Troop E, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant, March 25, 1897, vice Murray, Third Infantry, 
promoted. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Albert A. Small, to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county of 
Madison and State of Indiana, in the place of Dale J. Critten- 
berger, whose commission expired March 20, 1897. 

John W. Berryman, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the count 
of Woodford and State of Kentucky, in the place of Henry Heimil- 
ler, whose commission expires March 30, 1897. 

H. C. Turley, to be tmaster at Natchez, in the county of 
Adams os State of Mississippi, in the place of Albert L. Howe, 
resigned. 

James T. Sheppard, to be postmaster at Nelsonville, in the 
county of Athens and State of Ohio, in the place of William Dal- 
rymple, whose commission expires April 5, 1897. 

Warner Arthur, to be pomana at Bryn Mawr, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
J. Newton Marshall, removed, John J. Connelly, who was ap- 
pointed by the President and by him nomina to the Senate, 
not having been confirmed. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Ferdinand Eidman, of New York, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the third district of New York, in place of Edward 


Grosse, deceased. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


James M. Millikan, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the 
United States for the western district of North Carolina, vice 
Thomas J. Allison, whose term will expire March 29, 1897, 


CONFIRMATION. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 26, 1897. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Harry K. Chenoweth, of Arizona, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 26, 1897. 


The House met at 10 ọ’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
THE TARIFF, 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with the rule, the House re- 
solves itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the tariff bill, and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] will please take 
the chair. r 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the 
Clerk will report- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


bill (H. R. 37 
3 5 Sef — sornas, coronna for the Government and to encourage 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule of the House heretofore 
* the Clerk will begin the reading of the bill. 
‘ea LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary ques- 
on. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I want to know if it would be in order at this 
time to move to strike out the enacting clause of the bill? I ob- 
serve from the reading of Rule XXIII that— 

A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have precedence of 
a motion to amend, and if carried, shall be considered as its rejection. 

That is found on page 245 of the Rules of the last House, under 
Rule XXIII. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman 
that in order to expedite business the motion should be deferred 
for the Bose It will undoubtedly be in order later. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is under the impression that it is 
in order now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave no doubt that it is in order, but I would 
su t to the gentleman that he withhold it for the present until 
we have made progress, and when there shall be a full House, 
because it is very evident that we shall be obliged to wait until a 
quorum shall be obtained, and that will take away so much time 
from the consideration of the bill under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. LANHAM, In response to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Maine, I will say that it seems to me that it would be 
eminently proper to make this motion right at this time, because 
if it should prevail—of which I must confess there is no ver: 
cheering probability—it would save the consumption of very muc 
valuable time. 

Mr. LITTLE. And we could go on with other bills. 

Mr. LANHAM. We could go on with something else. Mr. 
Chairman, I insist, if the motion be in order, that I may be allowed 
to make it at this time, and to move to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill H. R. 379. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will simply delay progress on the bill for 
an hour or two. 

Mr. LANHAM. I insist on my motion. Iunderstand the Chair 
has ruled it to be in order. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has not yet ruled. The Chair 
simply stated his impression that the motion is in order. 

r. DOCKERY. The gentleman is of the impression that we 
can not perfect this bill so as to make it satisfactory? 

Mr. LANHAM. I think not, and I know of no way to better 
express my intense hostility to this bill and to remonstrate against 
tte passage than by moving at this time to decapitate it entirely. 

ughter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to suggest to the gentle- 
man that, if he makes that motion in the absence of a quorum, it 
will simply delay action on the bill. 

Mr. LAN HAM. I do not understand the remark of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Ls psa ares co ene, It strikes 8 55 
made now, wo only involve unnecessary if the point o 
no quorum should be made. 7. 5 

r. DALZELL. It cuts off debate under the five-minute rule. 
Gentlemen have been clamoring for debate, and now it seems they 
want to avoid it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Not at all. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman knows that the motion does 
not accomplish anything except delay, and it will cut off that 
much time from the consideration of the bill under the five-minute 


rule. 

Mr. LANHAM. Suppose you try it and see. We never know 
what we Fie Bt until we try. 

Mr. D . Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] will remember that there is a precedent for this proposed 
action. In the Forty-eighth Con , if I remember correctly, 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Converse, moved to strike ont 
the enacting clause of a tariff bill that was then pending, and I 
think that motion prevailed. 

Mr. PAYNE e gentleman will remember that that was a 
motion made by a Democratic member in a Democratic House. 

Mr. LANHAM. I know that on that occasion this side of the 
House had a majority. A motion was made by the gentleman 
from Ohio to strike out the enacting clause of a tariff bill. That 
motion was made in the House of Representatives, and there was 
a yea-and-nay vote upon it. Upon an examination of the rules 
now in force, as it seems to me, it is contemplated that the motion 
shall be made in Committee of the Whole House, and I think that 


it is most appropriate that it should be made at the beginning of 
the consideration of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Texas to the reading of the special order 
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nae which we are operating. Has the gentleman examined 
t? 


Mr. LANHAM. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that 
that in any way changes the general rules of the debate or consid- 
eration of motions under which we are 8 If I remem- 
ber correctly, a few days ago the rulesof the Fifty-fourth Congress 
were temporarily adopted, to be our guide until there shall be a 
report iia the Committee on Rules and permanent rules shall be 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that under the pro- 
visions of the special rule under which the committee is now 
operating the motion of the gentleman is not now in order. 

Mr. LANHAM. The general rules of the House to the contrary, 
then, notwithstanding. 

ae CHAIRMAN. The special rule is operative, so far as it 
applies. 

r. LANHAM. Will the Chairman, then, be kind enough to 
inform me at what particular stage of the proceedings hereafter 
this motion which I have pro will be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman raises that question 
at any particular time, the Chair will decide whether it is in 
order at that time. A 

Mr. LANHAM. The Chair, then, does hold that it is not in 
order at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so holds. 

Mr. LANHAM. ThenI respectfully appeal from the decision 
of the Chair on that question. [Several members on the Demo- 
cratic side, ‘‘ Oh, no!” : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas appeals from 
the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. LAN . Mr. Chairman, upon the suggestion of my 
friends and colleagues, who are, perhaps, better advised in the 
premises than myself, I withdraw the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas withdraws the 


a 8 
ere CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the tleman rise? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. For information. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will allow the gentleman to 
state his inquiry. - 
. Mr. C K of Missouri. I want to know if it is necessary to 
offer an amendment to a section when it is read, or if we could 
go back to the section? 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be necessary to offer amendments 
n section is read, except committee amendments, under 
e rule. 
Mr. LANHAM. Ma 
The CHAIRMAN. 


ET 
. LANHAM. Would it bein order when the House is full 
to make the motion I offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. LANHAM. Would it be in order when there is a full 
quorum in the House for me to make the motion? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That on and after the Ist day of May, 1897. 
unless otherwise specially provided for in this act, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid upon all articles imported from fo: countries or with- 
drawn for consumption, and mentioned in the schedules herein contained, 
the rates of duty which are, by the schedules and paragraphs, respectively 
prescribed, namely: 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
proviso, to come in after the word namely,“ in line 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That when itis shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury that such articles are manufactured. controlled. or produced in the 
United Btates by a trust or trusts, the importation of such articles from 
foreign countries shall be free of duty until such manufacture, control, or 
production shall have ceased in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well— 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I want to offer a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri. , 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the disposition of the point of 
order upon the amendment a substitute for the amendment can 
not be offered. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to be heard 
on the point of order? : : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Missouri, 
that in order to accomplish his purpose the amendment onght to 
one in later; a provision of that kind would come in as a limi- 

tion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It can be transferred by unanimous consent 


XXX——23 


I make another parliamen inquiry? 
he gentleman will state his parliamentary 


in the event that it is agreed to. I understand the gentleman 


from Maine to raise the question of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine, as the Chair 
understood, reserved the point of order, provided that the gentle- 
man from Missouri desired to say ie poe 9 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to be heard on the point of order after 
the gentleman shall raise it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to raise the 
point of order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have the amendment read 
where it is to be inserted, 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point of order that I make is that we are 
now considering the dutiable list, and it is proposed to transfer 
articles to the free list. That is not in order until we shall have 
reached the free list. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have a very high re- 

for the parliamentary knowledge of my friend from Maine, 
ut in view of the probability that we will not reach the free list, 
I must insist upon my amendment at this time. [Laughter.] 

I think the effect of the parliamentary poen of the chairman 
of the committee will be to deprive the House of an opportunity 
to vote upon the question. This is a bill to provide not only for 
revenue, but also for ‘‘the encouragement of the industries of the 
United States.” The latter being one of the general objects of the 
bill, and having been especially emphasized by our friends on 
the other side in the discussion, so far as it has progressed, it seems 
to me that any proposition which obviously encourages the indus- 
tries of the United States and is also in the interest of the produc- 
ing and consu: masses of the people, should be held to be in 
order. With the discovery of steam and electricity there came a 
new industrial civilization demanding the aggregation of great 
masses of capital, and apparently requiring corporate powers and 
privileges. e result of this aggregation of capital been to 
make combination easy, and, combination haying thus been made 
easy by the aggregation of capital under corporate control, the 
final result has been to throttle competition. : 

Mr. Chairman, in earnestly pressing this amendment upon the 
consideration of the committee, I desire to invite attention to the 
recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in respect 
to traffic associations. That decision declares anew the funda- 
mental doctrine of competition. It is the one great decision ema- 
nating from that body in recent years which brings joy and hope 
to theconsuming masses. I trust that upon this measure, purport- 
mgto be a bill to encourage the industries of the United States and 
relieve the laboring and producing masses, there will be no objec- 
tion to making competition freeas the air. I trust that the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole will not, upon mere trifling, 
technical grounds, hold this point of order to be well taken. It is 
obvious to the Chair, it is obvious to the committee, that if this 
amendment can not be offered until we reach the schedule relat- 
ing to the free list, then it can not be offered at all for considera- 
tion, under the special rule, because we shall probably not reach 
the free list. I would be glad, however, to have the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DincLry] identify that provision of the special 
rule or of the general rule which would require this amendment 
to be submitted under the free-list classification of the bill. The 
first paragraph of this bill provides— i 

That on and after the Ist ar of May, 1897, unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all arti- 
cles imported from foreign countries or withdrawn for consumption, and 


mentioned in the schedules herein contained, the rates of duty which are by 
the schedules and paragraphs respectively prescribed, namely. 


Now, then, as germane and entirely consistent with this initial 
roposition, would follow the proviso excepting from the dutiable 
ist all articles which are imported into the United States and used 

by a trust in manufacturing its products; so that, in my view, the 
point of order is not well taken. 
Mr. DALZELL. I would like toask the gentleman a question. 
I did not catch the reading of his proposed amendment. What is 
the ah png for determining the existence of atrust? Who deter- 
mines i 
+ Mr. DOCKERY. The Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does my friend think that he can, by an act 
of Congress, confer a power of that kind on the Secretary of the 
Treas 7 


ury? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the question of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I will say that this amend- 
ment raises a question of fact, in my view, an administrative ques- 
tion, namely, the question whether or not, in any given case, a 
trust exists, and if so, whether it is using articles imported from 
other countries. If theamendmentshould beheld tobein order— 
and I am not di to be technical or to object to any substi- 
tute that may be offered which will promote the object I have in 
view—if the amendment should be held to be in order, it may be 
that some proyision conferring this power upon the courts would 


354 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 26, 


be preferable; but I desire to offer this proposition at this time as 
a basis for consideration, and then, if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has a substitute that will better accomplish the purpose 
of my amendment, I shall be glad to accept it. And in this con- 
nection I may say that there are already substitutes for this prop- 
osition ready to be offered by other gentlemen. 

Mr. DALZELL. Of course my friend from Missouri, if he 
wishes to amend the bill at all, wishes to amend it in an effective 
way, and it must be perfectly apparent to him that the question 
raised by his amendment is a question affecting property rights 
and individual rights, and the idea of conferring on the Secretary 
of the Treasury power to determine those rights is something 
wholly inconsistent. with our scheme of government and wholly 
inconsistent with the principles of law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that he is discussing the merits of the question. 
My remarks were addressed to the point of order. Now, then, if 
the amendment is held to be in order by the Chair—and I do not 
want the committee to misunderstand the issue—if it is held to be 
in order by the Chair, then the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
other gentlemen can offer substitutes or amendments to perfect 
the measure. I have no pride of opinion as to the language of the 
amendment. I shall be gle to accept an improved substitute from 
my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, who is an able lawyer. 
But, Mr. Chairman, the contention of this side at this time is that 
we should have a right to amend this bill so as to admit free of 
anig: all articles used by any trust in this country. 

. DALZELL. I do not want the gentleman from Missouri 
to assume, because of anyang I have said with respect to the 
merits of his proposition, that I do not believe the point of order 
is well taken. If we are going to pursue the consideration of this 
bill in a regular and orderly manner, [ can not see how such an 
amendment, relating to the free list, is now in order. The gentle- 


man e ut on the free list certain 
Mr. CKERY. Under certain conditions, 
Mr. DALZELL. nder certain conditions. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman object to that? 

Mr. DALZELL. We are not discussing the free list; we are 
discussing a e ee. which has no relation to any articles ex- 
cept. those which are on the dutiable list. So that, as I have re- 
marked, I do not want the gentleman to think, because I have 

ken of the insufficiency of the amendment as a matter of law, 
that I waive my belief that the oS og of order is well taken. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. ill the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not this bill already confer on 
the President of the United States control over 2 interests 
does it not authorize him to make or withhold certain orders af- 


fecting vast 8 interests? 

Mr. P. E. There is not a single line to that effect. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not that the effect of the reci- 
procity provision? Can he not under that provision take the tariff 
off from articles or put it on? 

Mr. DAL Has the gentleman read the opinion of the 
Supreme Court upon the 3 clause in the McKinley Act? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ihave. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I think the gentleman had better read 
it over again. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not pay any attention to it 
when I did read it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to say only a word on the point of 
order. I disagree wholly with the idea of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DinGLzy] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania pe. 
DALZELL] that this amendment is not in order at this a of the 
bill by reason of the fact that it is an amendment to the free list. 
This is not an amendment to the free list; it is a limitation upon 
the tax list; it is a limitation upon articles which are taxed in 
this bill. It does not of itself enlarge the free list; it does not put 
articles heretofore taxed upon the free list; it does not and may 
never enlarge the free list in the slightest degree. Every article 
mentioned in that part of the bill which includes the free list is 
put upon the free list absolutely, That is a free list made by the 
bill. This amendment does not add a single article to the free list. 
It simply provides an exception (and this is the gro r place for 
such an exception) to the tax list or the dutiable list. This, it 
seems to me, is the only proper place in the bill for an exception 
of this kind. It would not be germane as an amendment to the 
free list. I repeat that it does not propose to put articles on the 
free list. It is simply an exception to the dutiable list, and an ex- 

tion that ought to appear at the very beginning of the bill. 

n response to the further objection made by the tleman from 
Pennsylvania, that by the proposed amendment the Sec: of 
the Treasury is made the judge of the matter treated of, I submit 
to my friend from Missouri who ‘has: offered the amendment that 
if I were offering it, I would substitute for the Secretary the Presi- 


dent of the United States. In that form it seems to me the amend- 
ment would be in harmony with the text of the bill itself, which, 
on page 146, confers almost identical power upon the President of 
the United States. Place the responsibility upon the President, 
not the Secretary of the Treasury. Lhave no doubt that my friend 
from Missouri will agree to the modification I suggest, and when 
the amendment has been put in that form, the objection submit- 
sy by * gentleman from Pennsylvania will, it occurs to me, be 
met. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all; it does not meet it in the least. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then it can not be met, and the gentle- 
man does not want it met. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Ido not wish to take the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] off the floor; but I should be 
glad if the substitute which I desire to submit for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri could be read, because the point 
of order, if it has any force, would apply with the same force to 
the substitute as to the original amendment. Therefore, while 
this discussion proceeds, I should like to have the substitute 
understood by the House that it may be considered in connection 
with this question, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to have the substitute of the gen- 
tleman read in my times 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be read as a portion of the gentle- 
man’s remarks, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam willing to have it read as a portion 
of my remarks. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute of Mr. COOPER of Texas, 
as follows: 


Amend the bill by inserting, on page 1, in line $, after the word “præ 
scribed,” as fellows: 


“But if any article, thing, or product which an im duty is or 
may be assessed, levied, or Collected by % of or under act shall be 
controlled or ted by any trust. such article, thing, or product shall be 
admitted free of charge of any import duty. 


“A trust isa combination or on of persons or corporations formed 
for the purpose of limiting, regulating, or controlling the supply or price of 
1 thing, or bow, oy made, manufactured, grown, or produeed; bat 
this definition is not intended to limit the meaning of term; an 
hereby declared said term ‘trust’ shall have the full force and meaning 
as iscommonly given to said term by commercial and b ess 7 
“Whenever by competent evidence it shall be made 
dent of the United States that an: 


the further 
collection of an import duty on su thing. or product until such 
trust shall be dissolved, and shall cease to control or regulate the supply or 
price of such article, thing, or product. > 

“The ‘ge ari of a court of competent jurisdiction declaring the existence 
ot a trust be sufficient evidence to reqnire the President to stop and 
suspend the further collection of an import duty on such article, thing, or 
product as such trust shall control or regulate. 

And any manu r. importer, or party interested in the manufacture 
or sale of an article, thing, or product may bring suit in any district or cir- 
cuit court of the United States todetermine whether or not a certain article, 
thing, or product is controlled or regulated by a trust.“ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow 
me, I should like to bar fo word in answer to his suggestion that 
the amendment offered by me be so modified as to confer the 
authority on the President of the United States rather than 
the Secretary of the Treasury. I am quite willing to aecept my 
friend's suggestion. I will gladly accept the most effective pro- 
viso that can be secured admitting freo of duty articles entering 
into manufactures controlled by trusts. When l offered my amend- 
ment 8 585 somewhat in view this provision in section 19, page 157, 
to the : 


That the importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat cattle from any 
foreign country into the ee States is ö Provided, That the 


operation. of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign country or 
countries, or aay ae of such country or countries, whenever the Secretary 
of the Treasury officially determine, ete. 


We have in this provision a power conferred on the Secretary of 
the Treasury along the lines of my amendment. But I am quite 
3 should the Chair overrule the point of order, as I have no 
doubt he will, to accept the suggestion of my friend from Tennes- 
see, or, if it be thought better, to t the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. COOPER]. that I desire to accomplish 
is the admission free of duty of articles manufactured in this 


country 8 6 trust. 

Mr. M Just a few words on the point of order. As has 
often been remarked during this debate, there are two purposes 
designed by this bill as shown by the title—to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States. Now, the gentleman from Missouri proposes to insert in 
the bill a condition upon which the encouragement or aid pro- 
poe for these industries may be granted. Congress certainly 

the power to prescribe any condition in connection with any 
fayor which it may grant. This bill beyond qnestion grants 
favors to certain industries protected by it. And if we have the 
right to grant those favors, we have the right to do it upon any 
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{ 
condition which we may choose to prescribe, and this is a just and 
reasonable one, 

So T insist that it is in order to consider the amendment pro- 
poso by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOOKERY] and also 

he substitute suggested by the gentleman from Texas j 
Coorer]; and if we are right in this contention, I shall do What I 
can to substitute the provisions of House bill No. 52, introduced 
by me, for both these propositions. I will ask the committee to 
declare what isa trust, and to tax the capital of them, to be collected 
under the provisions of the revenue laws, and also to authorize 
the suspension of the duties imposed upon any article that is used 
by any combine or syndicate in the manufacture of trust goods. 

Both these propositions ought to be embodied as a condition in 
this bill, one as.a revenue measure and the other as a condition for 
the encouragement which it is proposed to give. If it was legiti- 
mate in the Wilson bill, then it is legitimate here to legislate upon 
the subject of trusts. I will ask that House bill 52 be read in my 
time, and I give notice that I will offer it at the proper time, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

s or combinations between persons or cor- 
5 oh have or thoi object and purpose, in whcieor in part, the 
creation of a monopoly, or which tend to create a monopoly by preventing 
T or article of merchandise, or Which shall wave for 
re et, zad pu the advancing of the costs of any such article to the 


hereby declared to be trusts within the meaning of this act: 


Provided. That ization of laborers for the increase of 


t no combination or o 


affected b 

the canital: and assets and also upon the products of every trust, as defined 
a Man d e section, a tax of 25 

when they have been 

law in reference to in 
shall apply to these taxes and to the pontons, partnerships, Co: 
trusts, and combinations upon which it is im . That 
President of the United States shall be satisfied that the price of any com- 
modity or article of merchandise has been enhan 


conseq 
as defined by the first section of this act, he shall issue his proclamation sus- 


pending the collection of all customs duties or import taxes on like articles 

of merchandise or commodities brought from fore: countries. Such sus- 

ion shall continue as long as such enhancement rice of such commod- 

iy 79 prune 55 merchandise exists and until revoked by the proclamation 
President. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mc- 


AE]. 

Me McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further to say 
u the point of order at this time except to express the hope 
that it will be overruled. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I had not 
sired to say. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] of- 
fered his amendment conferring this power upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
criticised it because a power was given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury which, he says, is irregular and unusual. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I suggested that it be conferred upon the President of 
the United States, if it was objectionable to give it to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; but I find that this bill confers almost the 
same power not only upon the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
upon the President of the United States. I refer first to pages 
146 and 147, where that power is conferred upon the President of 
the United States; but my attention has also been called by the 

ntleman from Missouri [Mr. Docxery] to section 19, page 157, 
fo which I ask the attention of the House for a moment. 

That provision is as follows: 

SEC. 19. That the importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat cattle 
from any foreign country into the United States is prohibited: Provided, 
That the operation of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign coun- 
try or countries, or any parts of such country or countries. whenever the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall officially determine and give public notice 
thereof that such importation will not tend tothe introduction or spread of 
contagious or infeetious diseases among the cattle of the United States. 


Now, here is a provision in substance that whenever the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall decide that any article on which a duty 
is levied is being controlled by a trust in the United States, he 
shall have the power to suspend the operation of the law. 

Mr, DOC Y. Andas between people and cattle you would 
declare for the people. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As suggested by the gentleman, if this 
power is given to the Secretary with reference to cattle, why not 

ive it to him with reference to human beings? [Laughter.] As 
tween men and cattle, I am on the side of the men, the freemen 
of this country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I am on 
the side of the consumers of this country. You give the Secre- 
tary almost the identical power in respect to cattle. Lou confer 
ppon the President of the United States the authority to modify 

e law by proclamation whenever he sees fit to do so, under the 
reciprocity provision of this bill. Now, why not give him the 
power with reference to this subject? ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 


gie completed what I de- 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would not the power that you seek to confer 
upon the President be a judicial power; and under what part of the 

onstitution of the United States does.Congress have authority to 
confer judicial powers upon the President of the United States? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will my friend tell meif the power given 
by the bill to which I have referred is not a judicial power that is 


conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury? 
Mr. TAWNEY. No; it is a mere police regulation. 


Mr. DALZELL. A police regulation and nothing more. 

Mr. TAWNEY., The gentleman knows that very well. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Whatis the difference between the power 
given to modify the law as to neat cattle and as to the duty upon 
articles controlled by trusts? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The provision which the gentleman has quoted 
is a mere police regulation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The difficulty is, I am afraid, that some 
ee hope not the gentleman who addressed the question: 

me—prefer to protect trusts in the United States. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, we all profess to oppose trusts, and I believe most of 
the political parties in their platforms have declared against trusts, 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, indirectly, at least, and in many of 
the States have done so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. How can you ascertain whether a trust exists 
or not in respect to the production of any article, except by a 
judicial investigation? ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right; I am perfectly willing to put - 
in a provision that the fact shall be ascertained by a court, and 
authorizing the party complaining to go into court and obtain an 
adjudication, and then make it obligatory upon the Secretary of 
ae Treasury to place the articles used by the trust upon the free 


Mr. TAWNEY. But you propose to place a judicial power in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury or the President of the 
ae DOCRERY But th tl to 

* But the gentleman seems to oppose putting 
the power into the hands of anybody. $ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that in one of the proposi- 
tions which has been offered as a substitute the provision ex- 
pressly appears that the party complaining shall have a right to 
go into a court and have a judicial determination of the question 
whether the article is controlled by a trust. 

Now, Lask the gentleman, if the proposition is so modified as to 
involve first an adjudication by a court that the article is con- 
trolled by a trust, will the gentleman then object to it? I ask the 
gentleman to answer that question. Let us see if we can perfect 
the amendment, 

Mr. PAYNE. Put your amendment in order for discussion, and 
then I will tell the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But you know about as much abont it 
now as you will then. 

Mr. PAYNE. The question will then come up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But we are trying to get it up now. 

Mr. PAYNE. The question is now on the point of order, I 

want to remind the gentleman, and not on the merits of the prop- 


osition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that. 

Mr. PAYNE. When you come to the merits, I shall be very 
glad to discuss it with the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If weare so unfortunate as not to be able 
to prepare an amendment that is in order, I have always under- 
stood that it was the duty of the friends who favored the amend- 
ment to put it in order and to give us the benefit of their assist- 
ance. Now, suppose the gentleman from New York lends us his 
assistance on this occasion! I him to give us the benefit of 
his assistance and experience. He declines to do it. Maybe my 
friend from Minnesota will do so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman is so anxious to incorporate 
legislation of this kind, why did he not endeavor to do it in the 
bill of 1894? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Trusts had not grown so powerful as they 
have since. hter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PA’ . Did the Wilson bill breed any trusts? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let the gentleman turn to the provisions 
of whe Wilson bill and see if he does not find a similar provision 
in it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And that provision, by this bill, remains on 
the statute book just as now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But you repeal all acts and parts of acts 
inconsistent with this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We leave it just as you enacted it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then what is objection to putting it 
in this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is in it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why do you object to this amendment, 
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then? You sayit is the law first, then you say it can not be done 
absolutely impossible that it can be done in this law; and now 
you say it is upon the statute books, and then object to inserting 
it in this law and reenacting it. I have never heard so insincere 
objections made to just propositions. à 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is a fair and just provision; it is in 
accord with, I believe, the provisions of this bill; almost in line, 
letter for letter, with the provisions of this bill. And yet we see 
the other side protest, first, that it is not in order, and then 
against the merits of the proposition. I insist, Mr. Chairman, 
that the point of order should be overruled and the amendment 
voted apon by the committee. : 

Mr. McRAE. I would like to make one suggestion to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. If it is true, as suggested by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that the trust provision of the Wilson bill is 
upon the statute book, then it confers authority to determine 
whether trusts exist or not, and it makes it certain that it is ger- 
mane in this bill, because there is already upon the statute books 
a method by which the existence of a trust can be ascertained. 

Mr. RI DSON. I thank the gentleman from Arkansas 
for his suggestion. It is better stated than I stated it. It makes 
it absolutely conclusive, Mr. Chairman, of the parliamentary 

uestion. 
z Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that the issue is whether or not we want to ascertain 
the fact of the existence of a trust. As to how we shall ascertain 
that, of course, is a matter about which we may differ. The main 
question is whether or not you desire to ascertain the existence of 
atrust. That is the issue. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, as I understood the point of 
order submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it was that 
this amendment is not germane at this particular point. He does 
not deny, I believe, that it may be germane as an amendment to 
the free list. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would suggest to cf friend that I do not 
think it would be germane there. This bill, if you will allow me 
to explain my position—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. This bill is divided into three parts. The first 
part relates to dutiable goods; the second part relates to articles 
on the free list; the third part relates to conditions and exceptions 
that affect both those going before. For instance, there are duties 
levied in the first part of this bill that are set aside under certain 
conditions in the third part of the bill; and when we come to that 

rt of the bill—in section 2 or 3, I think it is—it would be germane. 

course I am not saying anything about the merits, but I think 
the point is well taken, for the reason that this bill is divided 
naturally into three parts, and the amendment offered now be- 
longs to the third part. My friend from Texas, if he will read the 
sections following the free list, will find that there are a great 
many provisions where the duties that are imposed in the first 
part of the bill are removed under certain conditions or suspended, 
so thatit is very clear to my mind that this is not germane at this 
part of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me, with all due 
respect to my friend from Pennsylvania, that this is the only part 
of the bill 3 the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
would begermane. The paragraph under consideration provides 

That on and after the Ist day of May, 1897, unless otherwise specially pro- 


vided for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles 


imported from roaga countries or withdrawn for consumption, and men- 
es 


tioned in the sched herein contained, the rates of duty which are by the 
schedules and paragraphs respectively prescribed. 


The gentleman from Missouri desires to add a proviso that 
whenever any of the articles enumerated in the subsequent para- 
graphs of the bill are made the subject of a combination designed 
to prevent competition in their manufacture or sale, no duty shall 
be collected upon those articles. Your bill levies a tax upon all 
articles imported from foreign countries unless otherwise specially 
provided for in this act:” and the gentleman from Missouri simply 
pr to except from your general provision all articles con- 
krelled by a trust. I am totally unable to perceive how it can be 
contended that the exception is not germane to the general pro- 
vision. Indeed, it seems clear to my mind that this place, of all 
others in the bill, is where the exception ought to be incorporated. 

This amendment does not transfer certain articles to the free 
list. It simply provides that they shall not pay a duty when they 
are controlled by a trust. Surely, then, it is no more germane as 
an amendment to the free list than it is as an amendment at this 
point in the bill. If the amendment should be ingrafted upon 
the free list, these articles would not be free except when A 
were controlled by a trust, while, if it is ingrafted upon the bi 
at this point, they will be subject to a duty except when they are 
8 by a trust. It is an exception, and I submit to the can- 
dor of the committee and to the fairness of the Chair that it must 
be as germane here as it could be to any other part of the bill. It 


would be just as strong an objection against it as an amendment 
to the free list to say that it prescribes an exception to that list 
as it is at this point to say that it prescribes an exception to the 
general provision laying these duties. The truth is that the amend- 
ment is exactly what it e abe to be—a proviso to the very first 
part of your bill, and is ectly in order. 

The gentleman from New York properly says that at this point 
we are not called upon to consider the method of protecting the 
eople of this country against the trusts. I accept that statemen 

am willing first to dispose of the point of order, and if the Chair 
or if the gentlemen on the other side will assist us in obtaining 
the right to bring the House to a vote. I will guarantee that every 
3 on that side who sincerely desires to protect the people 

rom the avarice of trusts shall have a fair opportunity to help us 
perfect the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, my attention has just been called to a decision 
which had escaped me until this moment, but which seems to 
answer the contention of gentlemen on the other side. It is a 
decision made in the Forty-fifth Congress: 


An amendment need not necessarily be germane to the pending para- 
graph, but it must be to the general provisions of the bill. a. z 


Now, gentlemen on the other side concede that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri is germane to the general pro- 
visions of this bill. 

y The CHAIRMAN . Where does the gentleman find that de- 
cision? 

Mr. BAILEY. Itis on page 271 of the Constitution, Manual, 
and Digest, second session Fifty-fourth Con The citation 
is to us N ournal of the second session of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
page 1230. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that this 
amendment is germane, and with the kind indulgence of the Chair, 
I will give my reasons for that conclusion. This is a bill provid- 
ing for increasing the rates of duty on the many articles embraced 
in its different sections, and it starts out with this section: 


On and after the Ist day of May, 1897, unless otherwise specially provided 
for in this act, there be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles im- 
pee from foreign countries or withdrawn for consumption, and mentioned 

the schedules herein contained, the rates of duty which are, by the sched- 
ules and paragraphs, respectively p: bed. 


What rates of duty? Those that are ‘‘ prescribed by the sched- 
ules and paragraphs, r tively.” Now, does the Chair hold or 
can the committee conclude it is possible that in fixing the rates 
of duty which shall be borne by articles under this first section 
it is not within the power of the committee to make any excep- 
tion it desires? Suppose that at this point this provision were to 
be added: Except that the duty on horses heretofore existing 
shall no longer exist;” or ‘‘ Except that the duty on cattle, which 
is provided for in the section pertaining to live stock, shall be so 
much per head, instead of what is therein provided; or except“ 
or provided that this article or that article shall not come within 
the broad and sweeping provisions of this bill, or of the sections 
that fix rates of duty upon them, would not that exception be ger- 
mane? Is it possible that in connection with this general provi- 
sion, making valid the different rates embraced in the several 
schedules of this bill, it is not within the power of the committee 
to except from the operation of this general provision whatever it 
sees fit? That does not stand to reason. 

Now, what is this amendment? It is not denied, it can not be 
denied by any gentleman on this floor, whether he favors or o 
poses this bill, that a number of the articles embraced in the b 
are already within the strong grasp of trusts, that the rates of 
duty placed upon many of the articles enumerated in the bill are 
controlled by trusts, that so far as the regulation of prices is con- 
cerned the trusts are more omnipotent than the law itself or than 
the people who make the law. This is notably true as to sugar; 
it is notably true as to a number of different articles. And is it 
possible that when we are called upon to legislate on this subject 
we can not in providing for increased duty on many articles de- 
clare that we will not give any trust the benefit of this increase? 
I contend that we can do so right in the bepinning of this bill. 
Here is the right place for such a provision. La with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania that the 1 rg might be in order in 
other places. I believe it would be, but it is certainly in order at 
this point. : x 

Exception has been taken to the amendment on the ground that 
it proposes to give the Secretary of the Treasury a discretion 
which amounts to judicial power. Why, sir, what does this bill 
as submitted to us propose to doin increasing the President’s 
power? As stated by my colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON], this power 
might be readily lodged in the President if we so desired. But 
the President is no more appropriate an officer to be clothed with 
judicial power than the Secretary of the Treasury. If we can 
confer upon the President judicial Joner, we can confer it upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury. e constitutional provision 
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which would prohibit us from conferring judicial power upon the 
one officer would prohibit it with respect to the other. 

What do we do in this bill? Turn to section 3, page 143, and 
you will there find that the very judicial power which gentlemen 
on the other side state can not be given by this amendment is 
already given by the bill to the President of the United States. 
He is there authorized not only to impose duties on articles not 
now taxed, but to reduce in his discretion the taxes provided for. 
I have no question Whatever in my mind that when we are fixing 
the rates of duty to be imposed, we can, if we will, say that the 
trusts which are controlling the manufacture of so many articles 
of commerce shall not have the benefit of the increases provided. 
If it were proper to express an opinion on that point now, I would 
say that it is the duty as well as the power of this House to adopt 
such a provision. 
a> ia. ‘BURN. Mr. Chairman, allow me a word in regard 
to the proposition whether or 1 00 this amendment is germane to 
the general purposes of this bill. This is a bill “to provide rev- 
enue for the Goyernment and to encourage the industries of the 
United States.” The amendment, and all the amendments pro- 
posed by gentlemen on the other side, have for their purposes, or 
within their scope, the power conferred upon an officer to entirely 
destroy the purposes of this bill. [Derisive laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] Do not laugh, gentlemen, if you please, for a 
moment. 

For instance, Mr. Chairman, here is a sugar schedule, through 
which we propose to raise $50,000,000. Now, then, suppose five 
gentlemen on that side who are free traders and opposed to all 

rotective duties organize themselves into a trust, not perhaps 

or the primary purpose in fact of raising the price of sugar, but 
of seemingly raising the price, and by that act of theirs they ac- 
complish the other p se they have in view, namely, the put- 
ting of sugar upon the free list. Then there is given to men who 
are fres traders every opportunity to destroy in toto this measure 
for raising revenue. 

Again, here is a provision in this bill in the direction of protect- 
ing the industries of the country that will give us $40,000,000 or 
more upon wool. There are certain gentlemen who do not like 
the wool duty. They prefer that this article should be upon the 
free list—certain manufacturers, certain free-trade Democrats, 
All they have to dois to organize a trust for the purpose of regu- 
lating the price of wool; and you strike down under that pretense 
this great industry. It gives to fraud and chicane every opportu- 
nity to cripple the Government, to destroy its revenues, and to 
prevent this kind of taxation. 

Let me give an illustration of the ease of forming trusts. I see 
that I have the attention of my friend from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], 
the great apostle of the Ocala platform, the man who, day after 
day and year after year, has been extolling the beauties of the sub- 
treasury scheme. Suppose that that scheme should be reduced to 
practice and that my friend, under its provisions, should gather 
all the cotton produced in the United States into warehouses pro- 
vided by the 8 and receive the 80 per cent which would 
be advanced. Suppose that, this crop ee held out of the mar- 
ket, he should go on and gather in a second crop, and again hold 
that out of the market, taking the 80 per cent advance upon the 
price which would result from withdrawing 18,000,000 es of 
cotton in two years from the markets of the world. And so the 
matter might goon. Would not that be a trust? Would not that 
be a scheme for the W of advancing the value of cotton? 
That illustration simply shows how it would be within the power 
of gentlemen to control absolutely all the possibilities of raising 
revenue. 

Almost every gentleman who has spoken upon the other side of 
the question has announced that every article protected in this 
bill is now the subject of a trust. Have you not done that over 
and over 7 — 55 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does not the gentleman know that 
cotton is on the free list? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido. Iam sany illustrating the ease with 
which combinations called trusts could be indulged in even by 
the ‘‘antimonopolists” of the country. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Cotton being on the free list, there 
would be no occasion for the interference of a trust. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Surely not. But does not the gentleman 
80e 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. What is the use, then, of talking 
about the matter? 

Mr. HEPBURN. We all know that this amendment is not 
made in good faith; we know that these gentlemen do not so re- 
gard it; that they themselves would not vote for it, because it 
would destroy possibilities of raising revenue in this way 
through the creation of organizations having for their very pur- 
pose the destruction of this form of taxation. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Give us a chance to vote upon it 
once, and we will try it. 


Mr. HEPBURN. If you can find the opportunity to do so in 


the proper way, all right. You certainly, among you, ought to 
be able to introduce an amendment to this bill without striking 
in the face the rules of this House. You certainly ought to be 
able to make your proposition germane to the main proposition 
under discussion. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit a question 
just on that point? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. TERRY. You have supposed a case where five free traders 
organized themselves into a sham trust for the purpose of defeat- 
ing the objects of the bill. I would ask the gentleman if the court 
can not determine the question as to whether it is really a sham 
trust or a ae one? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr, HEPBURN. Probably it could. But suppose there was a 
real trust, are the revenues of the Government to be destroyed 
because certain men violate the law now on the statute books? 
We have legislated in regard to the trusts. The trust is a thing 
that is criminal according to the law; the man who forms it or 
B in forming it is a criminal in the eye of the law. 

o you propose to allow the criminal, in pursuit of his ill-gotten 
gains, to destroy the revenues of the Government? 

Mr. TERRY. The court will determine whether it is a trustor 
nee and the criminal should be deprived of any advantage of the 

aw. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why not, then, in good faith, amend the 
antitrust law so that trusts can not exist, and not attack revenue 
Gan under the pretense of striking a blow at trusts? 

he bill is to raise revenue. The amendment puts it in the 
power of criminals to destroy revenue. The bill proposes to fos- 
ter industries; the amendment proposes to put it within the power 
of criminal trusts to break down industries. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa 


has just suggested a matter to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion eee ouse, and ask the Chairman’s attention for a few 
moments. 


He speaks of a few men combining to break down the revenues 
under the proposed law. I wish to call his attention, the atten- 
tion of the Chairman of this committee, and of the committee 
itself, to section 670 of this bill, on page 142 of the printed bill, 
and I wish to show that the bill makes the identical provision 
with reference to another subject that we contend for in this pro- 
vision. With reference to works of art, section 670 provides: 

Works of art: Artistic paintings, statuary and specimens of sculpture, the 
professional productions of a statuary or sculptor only, etchings, drawings, 
engravings, photographic pictures, ‘artistic works in terra cotta, parian, 
bisque, or porcelain, antiquities, or artistic copies thereof in metal, marble, 
or other material; any of the 8 imported for free exhibition at a 
fixed place by eos association established in good faith and duly authorized 
under the laws of the United States, or of any State, expressly and solely for 
the promotion and enco ment of science, art, or industry, and not 
intended for sale, shall be tted free of duty under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


Now, the provision is that they shall be admitted free of duty 
under such ations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe. But, Mr. Chairman, what is the proviso appended to this 
provision? 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, extend 
such period for a fuxther term of six months in cases where application there- 
for shall be made: Provided further, That the privileges of this section shall 


not be allowed to associations, corporations, firms, or individuals engaged in 
or connected with business of a private or commercial character. 


Now, if it shall not be allowed to “associations, corporations, 
firms, or individuals” engaged in the business, why not say that 
all trusts shall be excluded—and would it make it unparliamen- 
tary if that amendment should be suggested there? It provides 
that this privilege shall not be allowed to ‘‘associations, corpora- 
tions, or firms.” 

I submit, sir, that it is just as competent to put in the word 
“trusts” as the words associations, porpra bani, or firms.” 
And yet, under the argument of my friend from Iowa, a few free 
traders may combine together and make a sham firm, or a sham 
corporation, or asham association, and destroy the very provisions 
of this section of the bill to which the gentleman has referred. 
e on the Democratie side.] 

ask the gentleman from Iowa how he will answer that argu- 
ment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will answer it in this way: That it is an 
utter impossibility that such conditions should exist as the gentle- 
man sug: In that particular case I can scarcely conceive 
how there could be a sham firm, and if there was a firm of that 
character, it could not have the privileges of the bill. It would 
not come within its provisions. t is the answer to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then,if there was it would defeat the 
item, and, by applying it generally, the whole bill, according to 
the gentleman’s argument, for he admits that it may be defeated 
in respect to the pending amendment, if it should be adopted. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I do not admit anything of the kind. 
0 Mr. RICHARDSON. Why, you have just stated that it might 

0 80. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, there seems to be objection to the amend- 
ment that itean be taken advantage of in an unlawful way. It 
does not make this amendment unparliamentary under that phase 


of the question. If this provision is good in one case, why is it 
not good in another? You give to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the bill, discretion to extend this provision of the law at 
his option. This gives to the President of the United States, as 
the amendment pro a similar power. It is bag teers provided 
in section 670, which I have just read, that the tary of the 
Treasury, when associations, corporations, and firms are improp- 
erly engaged in bringing in pictures, statuary, works of art, and 
so on, may suspend the provision of the free list with regard to 
them and impose the duty. Nothing can be plainer, from a par- 
liamentary standpoint, than that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri is germane, according to the provisions of the 
bill itself. It is germane at this point of the bill, as has been well 
stated by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BatLey], and I think 
that we are entitled to have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. i n, before ruling upon this question, 
I would like to have sections 73 and 74 of the present law read for 
the information of the committee, in order that this whole ques- 
tion, as it appears in the Wilson bill, may be before the committee 
when the vote is taken. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
. 3. That every combination, cons; trust, agreem tract 
is — — d oe — to pu policy. illegal, 8 the 


same is made by or between two or more — or corporations either of 
any article any foreign country into the 

ted and when such combination, conspiracy, trust, ent, or 
contract is intended to operate in restraint of lawful trade, or free competi- 
in lawful trade or commerce, or to increase the market So 

m- 


— — ded 


ported into the United States, or of any man ture into which such im- 
ed arti i to 


any foreign country in violation of this section of this act, or who shall com- 
bine or conspire with another to violate the same. aponga amisdemeanor, 
and, on conviction thereof in any court of the United tates, such 
shal be fined ina sum not less than T be 
unished by imprisonment, in the discretion of the court, for a term 
not less n three months nor l months. 
BEC. 74. That vergl circuit courts of the United States are hereby 


invested with jurisdiction to tand restrain violations of section 73 of 
this act; and it shall be the ary of the several district attorneys of the United 
under the direction of the Attorney-Gen- 
equity to vent and restrain such viola- 

may be by way titions setting forth the case 
shall be ‘enjoined or otherwise prohibited. 

of shall have been duly notified of such petition, 
hearing and determination 

pending such petition and before final decree, the court may 
ch temporary restraining order or prohibition as shall be 


Mr. MCRAE. These sections, Mr. Chairman, are taken from 

the act of August 27, 1894, commonly known as the Wilson bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But does not the gentleman know that these 

sections.are to continue and will continue to be the law with the 
e of the pending bill? 

Mr. MCRAE, And for the reason that trusts are illegal I argue 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri is germane, 
The law now in force provides that the courts shall have the 
power to determine the important question of whether the trust 
exists, and the amendment provides—— 

Fre DINGLEY. But it has no application to this part of the 


Mr. McRAE (continuing). And this goes further and adds an- 
other penalty for the violation of the law—that is, 8 80 
violating it shall receive no 8 by the bill that the 
Government also should have the right to tax them. ie they violate 
the law—which you say it is your intention to leave in force—in 
this respect, why not do as you do with reference to the art sched- 
ule? I want it understood that lam willing to imprison or tax 
trusts, but, after all, I believe one of the best ways of breaking 
them up is to aes the articles and things that are the basis of them 
upon the free list. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, Imake no professions 
as to knowledge of parliamentary law, but I must express my very 
great surprise at the opposition on the Republican side to a vote 
upon this measure. It strikes me that the gentlemen over there 
are very much more concerned about the destruction or falling off 
of the revenues of the trusts than they are about the revenues of 
the Government; and hence their opposition. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it is delightful, absolutely 
dekghtful, to witness the sudden conversion of the Democratic 
party upon this question of trusts. Let me, in two or three min- 
utes’ time, give these gentlemen a reminder of what their record 
is. The only law of any 8 im at trusts 
that was ever passed by the 


portance aimed 
Congress of the United States was the 


law known as the Sherman law, and that was opposed by nearl 
all the Democrats on both sides of this Capitol. It was p 
nently and exclusively a Republican measure. It was recom- 
mended by a Republican President and passed by a Republican 
House and a Republican Senate. Whoever may have voted for it 
under the rule laid down, it was a Republican measure, 

The very moment that the Democratic Administration came in 
great ctations were builded as to the action of that Demo- 
cratic Administration; but it not only refused to enforce the law, 
but its Attorney-General, apparently with the approbation of the 
Administration, said the law was of no account, that it could not 
be enforced, that it was not of any value. Time went on and 
four years elapsed, and the Almighty came to the rescue of the 
American people. During all those four years this law was in 
progress of development, and now suddenly the Supreme Court of 
the United States said that it is not oniy a competent law and 
a constitutional law, but that its operation is far-reaching, break- 
ing up trusts of every character, striking down traffic combina- 
tions among the railroads, doing everything that the wildest Pop- 
ulist ever hoped to do by legislation. And yet can men now come 
here and say that the Republica n party is in favor of upholding 
trusts? There never was in the history of this Government four 
years of time when trusts held the Government by the throat as 
aer nare during the past four years. [Applause on the Repub- 

can side. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. Nor so many organized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There never were four years in the his- 
tory of this Government when so many trusts were organized as 
in the last four years. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
There never was a time when the Government, in its legislative 
branches and in its executive branches, so shut its eyes to every 
effort to aid the people to get rid of trusts; but now that yon are 
in the minority, you come here and undertake to break down a 
revenue bill by that sort of legislation. Let me say that the Re- 

ublican party will go forward in its work. Already we have 
m condemned by the leaders on that side of the House becauso 
we have not been governed by the greatest trust in the country, 
in e Ry og ad valorem duty upon one of the geen products 
covered by bill. This committee, acting under the intelli- 
gence that it has, has placed a specific duty upon the article of 
sugar; and forthwith every leader on that side prates in favor of 
an ad valorem duty that covers and masks the operations of the 
greatest trust on earth under its sheltering protection. Let me 
say to gentlemen on the other side who are so anxious—— 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me finish this sentence. t me say 
to gentlemen on the other side that the Republican party, after it 
passes this tariff bill, unencumbered and unshackled by any of 
this fanciful legislation, will go forward to do its duty to the coun- 
try without even the assistance, suggestion, or advice of the party 
that has been the genes of trusts during four years of its life. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TERRY. As the gentleman from Ohio has, on several oc- 
casions, manifested himself on this floor as something of an ex 
on election matters and as to what took place in the last campaign, 
I will ask him if it is not a fact that every trust in the United 
States supported Mr. McKinley in that campaign, and if he can 
name a single trust that did not? [Great applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can name a great many trusts that did 
not support McKinley, and I can name the leaders of trusts who 
contributed their money on the other side. 

Mr. QUIGG. How about the silver trust? 

Several MEMBERS. Name them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do not all ask at once, now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman — 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will fire at one of those trusts. Do not 
imagine that I am afraid to speak in my place here. I will name 
the trust that holds a monopoly of something that God gave—the 
trust that holds a monopoly of one of the greatest | Seok preset in 
value of any in this country, the silver trust. [Prolonged ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Terry, Mr. KELLEY, Mr. Greene, and Mr. LANHAM rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Only four at a time. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] 
wishes to make an inquiry. The committee will be in order. 

Mr, TERRY. With the n kind permission, in view 
of his last statement, he will permit me to say 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He will not permit you to say. [Laughter 
and or on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TERRY. Well, then, I will ask you a question. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the gentleman has no right to make 


a speech in a time. 
1577 TERRY. Well, will the gentleman permit me a question 
now 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield 


er. 
Mr. TERRY, He declines to yield? 
Mr. GROSVENOR, The gentleman knows that he ought not 


to take u ray siina in that way. 8 

Mr. TERRY. I will just simply ask you a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just ask your question, then. ; 

Mr. TERRY. That which you call the silver trust, was it not 
that nk fare 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. R 

Mr. TERRY. Was not that industry you denominate as the 
t silver trust” the very industry that A Lincoln favored in 
one among his last written utterances? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know how the gentleman loves Abraham 
Lincoln, and how he stood by him; how he understood that his 
election to the Presidency was a virtual destruction of the Gov- 


ernment, and how he has eulogized Abraham Lincoln! augh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] Isay and repeat 
it, in the face of the jeers of the other side, that the most formi- 


dable and dangerous trust on earth is that trust that got first in 
possession of practically all the precious metals that go to make a 

t portion of our currency and then demanded that by law it 
Shall be doubled in value in the interest of the trust. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

But I have been turned aside. I was c ut 
the Democratie party has never done anything in opposition to 
trusts. [Laughter on the Republican side.] Why did on not 
put some such provision as this one in the Wilson bill? y did 
you not doit then? Why did you not do it when the sugar trust 
came here and took you by the throat and compelled you to acqui- 
esce in its demands? [Applause on the Republican side. ou 
are to-day making the strongest fight of your political lives in 
favor of the perpetuity of a trust when you demand ad valorem 
duties upon sugar. 

Mr. BELL and Mr. DE GRAFFENREID rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What does he want todo? [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not state. [Renewed laugh- 


ter. 

Ak. BELL. I would like to ask the gentleman to inform us 
where the gold trust was in the last campaign? [Laughter and 
9 on the Democratic side.] 

r. GROSVENOR. Was there any producer of gold in the 
United States, that dug it out of the earth, that was either in a 
trust at that time or is now? 

Mr, BELL. No; nor is there any silver trust in the silver- 
mining country. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh! 

Mr. BELL. The silver trust only existed in the 3 of 
a few men in the East who know practically nothing about silver 
mining, and there is no silver trust in the West. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. ` 
iration from 


g to point out that 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The ae is getting i 
me and trying to work it off. [Laughter and applause.] Was 
there any attempt made on behalf of gold to take it from a 50-cent 


position and put it into a dollar position? 

Mr. BELL. There was an attempt on the part of those gentle- 
men to take silver out of a dollar position and to put it into a 50- 
cent position. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It had got to that at the beginning. Long 
before we began, it had reached that unfortunate point, and you 

‘ tlemen had been struggling in vain to interfere with it. 
13 That is all I have to say about this very interesting 
question of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, we have jnst been told by the 
8 from Ohio that during the past four years trusts have 

m created in this country as never before. If that be true, 
gentlemen on the other side of the House ought to be swift to in- 
rate such legislation into this bill as will destroy those trusts 
and prevent a recurrence of them; and yet during this discussion 
we have not found one single gentleman to rise in his seat on the 
Republican side and say that he is in favor of such a policy. The 
gentieman in charge of this bill has interposed a point of order 
against the pending amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, if that which has been stated by the gentleman 
from Ohio be true, every member of this committee, without re- 
gard to party, should be more than willing to give his consent 

t the amendment shall be considered now and here. If the 
majority shall now refuse to consider the propositions offered by 
the 1 from Missouri and by the gentleman from Texas 
and by the gentleman from Arkansas, the verdict of the country 
will be that they are o to any legislation of this character. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. r. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 


mittee, this country has been suffering from three difficulties. 


One has been a deficit of revenue. Another, in my judgment, has 
been the industrial disturbance created by the passage at a most 
inopportune time of the Wilson tariff act. 

r. SAYERS. If I may interrupt the gentleman, we have been 
suffering not from a deficiency of revenue, but from a surplus of 
extravagance. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WLAN I take issue with the gentleman upon that. 
I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that our expenditures have been 
too extravagant. This isa great country, and I do not believe that 
both the Democratic and Republican Congresses of the past few 
years have been guilty of extravagance. I believe in having a full 
and ample revenue, and I believe that we have been suffering, first, 
from a it of revenue, second from an industrial disturbance 
created by the untimely passage of the Wilson bill, but above all 
we have been suffering from the gradual impairment and disuse 
of one-half the primary money of the world, which stands at the 
base of all credit, and the elimination of which has thrown the 
exchanges of the world upon a metal totally insufficient and inade- 
quate for that purpose. 

So far as trusts are concerned, they are to be divided into two 
classes. To one class belong the trusts that are organized for op- 
pression, to the other the trusts that are organized for protection 

inst falling prices; and I believe, Mr. Chairman, that nine- 
tenths of the trust organizations that have been created within the 
last five years have been the result of falling prices and have con- 
stituted a vain effort upon the part of producers to resist the 
decline in prices. 

Mr. SA Ma? I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido not wish to be diverted from my line 
of thought. Now, so far as I am concerned, I will legislate against 
the trusts that are oppressive, but I will not legislate against the 
trusts that are organized simply for protection against falling 
prices; and my judgment is that every class in the country is or- 
ganizing this kind of trust. We have to-day great labor trusts in 
the shape of labor organizations and trade unions, intended to 
resist the falling prices of labor, the fall in wages. Why have the 
laborers organized these trusts? Because they have found that 
ie ike the world, owing to the demonetization of silver, every 
unit of gold is going up and every unit of property is going down, 
and they know well that as the products of labor decline in price, 
the labor that enters into those products must decline in price. 
So they organize their labor trusts. 

So it is with the various manufacturers throughout the country. 
We are making organizations intended to limit production and to 
stop the destructive decline in prices which has affected capital 
se which threatens labor, and which would be even more destruc- 
tive to labor than to capital if it were not for the labor trusts or- 
ganized and now being organized. The other day we saw an 
announcement in the papers that the cotton planters of the South 
were meeting for the purpose of limiting production. What is 
that but atrust? They are endeavoring to resist the decline of 
prices resulting from the appreciation of gold, to stop the decline 
in the price of cotton. What was advised at that meeting? Why, 
that orig panen in the country should produce one-third less 
cotton. t is that but a trust, an organization among the pro- 
ducers of cotton to limit competition and resist the decline in price. 

Now, gentlemen, I propose to legislate against the gold trust, 
the parent trust of all, the trust which has eliminated silver from 
competitive use, and has thus increased the value of each unit of 
gold and diminished the value of every unit of pro y and prod- 
ucts, I do not propose to legislate against the offspring of that 
trust, its innocent victims making vain efforts within the limits 
imposed by your monetary legislation to resist this decline in 
prices through organizations intended to limit production and 
prevent loss, and on this measure, which at least seeks to remedy 
one of the great troubles from which this country has been suffer- 
ing, a deficiency of revenue, I do not propose iP put provisions 
which will operate against the victims of the ge d trust and which 
will at the same time imperil the revenue of the country which 
we now seek to restore. e 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, as to the point of order, from 
which we have somewhat wandered, I ask the Chair to note the 
provision of this bill in the first section, which is that— 

On and after the Ist day of May, 1897, unless otherwise specially provided 
for in this act, there shall be levied, etc. 

This section evidently contemplates such an amendment as the 
one proposed by my colleague. It seems to open up the way pur- 
posely for an amendment of that sort. The first paragraph of the 

ill itself says that unless otherwise provided” there shall be 
levied such and such duties. 

Now, wepro by this amendment to otherwise provide. That 
is the object of this amendment, and its provisions relate to what? 
Why, to the very articles enumerated in this bill. I do not see 
how gentlemen on the other side can have the hardihood to stand 
here and ask the Chairman of this Committee of the Whole to ruie 
this amendment out of order. To make such a decision would be 
to fly in the face of every provision of the bill itself and of all 
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parliamentary rules. The amendment is germane. It relates to 
the subject-matter. By the very first paragraph of the bill itself 
it appears that provisos of this sort are anticipated, are expected 
to be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, there is scarcely a legislature that met in any of 
the States this winter that has not undertaken to lay the heavy 
hand of the law upon these gigantic trusts. Are we to stand here 
idle, as the submissive victims of these trusts, and permit them 
to grow stronger and stronger under a tariff system like this? I 
agree with my distinguished friend from Nevada [Mr. New- 
LANDS], who has just addressed the House, upon some things, 
but on this subject we disagree. He insists that we ought to 
maintain prices, but how? By maintaining the prices of the 
products of certain classes and individuals by means of the tariff, 
and leaving unprotected the products of other classes and indi- 
viduals much more numerous. 

The protected industries of this country seek to maintain prices; 
yet it is also true that in the last campaign they did all in their 
power to drive down the prices of farm products and the products 
of the mines of thiscountry. You will hereafter have at the doors 
of Congress demands for the protection by another monopoly, by 
giving the railroad systems of the country the right to pool and 
combine. There is scarcely a monopoly in existence that is not 
seeking by legislation such as this to maintain its prices. Yet, 
when we 3 a system of legislation which will maintain 
prices for the benefit of all alike, which will operate on all equally, 
which will conform to the principle of ‘‘gjual rights to all and 
special privileges to none,” we are met by sneers and denounced 
as anarchists by the defenders of these trusts and combines. 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no question as to this amendment 
being germane to the subject-matter of the bill. The idea of the 
first section is to include provisions and exceptions as to the gen- 
eral rules laid down in the bill itself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it must be evident to every 
member of this House, ially on this side, and, I think, to the 
honest members on the other side, that the purpose of the gentle- 
men in advocating these amendments is simply to make a little 
cheap political capital. They seek to make it appear that because 
we on this side of the House raised a point of order against these 
amendments, therefore the Republican party is in favor of trusts 
and combinations. They entirely ignore the fact that the Repub- 
lican party is the only political organization in this country that 
has ever enacted national antitrust legislation. In 1890, when 
Senate bill No. 1 came over to this House from the Senate upon a 
conference report, the question was raised against the considera- 
tion of that report. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
who has just taken his seat raised the question of consideration 
on that report and demanded the yeas and nays. There wasa 
proposition, if gentlemen on that side were sincerely in favor of 
antitrust legislation, that presented the opportunity of going 
on record in favor of it. But instead of that, Mr. Chairman, 
I find (and I refer to page 6312 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 109, House 3 of June 20, 1890) —1 find that 
on that vote the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] voted 
against the consideration of the measure. [Applause on the Re- 

ublican side.] I find also that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Forsan] voted against the consideration of that measure. e- 
newed applause.) I find that the gentleman from Texas 3 
LANHAM] voted against the consideration of that measure. I find 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LESTER] voted likewise; 
also the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas Mr. MCRAE]. I find also that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee r. RICHARDSON], the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON], the gentleman from Texas s 
Sayers], and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
voted in the same way—all of them voting against the considera- 
tion of that antitrust legislation of the Fifty-first Congress. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If they were sincere then, certainly they must 
be insincere now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yielded to the gentleman; will he not 
yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman tell us of a single 
conviction that has ever been had under that law since it went on 
the statute books? ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Supreme Court of the United States on 
last Monday rendered a decision that the great railroad pool or 
trust of this country is in violation of that law [applause on 
the Republican side], a decision which the gentleman from Mis- 
souri li . DOCKERY ] a few moments ago applauded. That is the 
very law which these gentlemen voted against. If they could 
have had their way, we would to-day have no anti-trust legislation 
on our statute books, for the bill would not even have been con- 
sidered; and the railroad trusts and all other trusts that have been 
prosecuted under that law would be continuing in existence and 


continuing their oppression of the people as they have attempted 
to do in the past. 

Mr. COO Will the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] state by what Congress that act was passed? 

_ Mr. TAWNEY. By the Fifty-first Congress, when the Repub- 
lican party was in control, not alone of the legislative, but also of 
the executive branch of this Government. And when the Demo- 
cratic party was in control of the Government, during the Fifty- 
third Congress, there was no attempt whatever to legis!ate on this 
subject of trusts by that party. The provision which they incor- 
porated into the tariff act of 1894 merely supplanted the provisions 
of the act of 1890, known as the McKinley law. They repealed 
those provisions and adopted what they supposed might possibly 
be superior, although, in my judgment, their provisions, so far as 
the restriction of trusts is concerned, are far inferior. 

This shows, Mr. Chairman, that this is merely an attempt by 

gentlemen on the other side of the House to make a little cheap 
political capital before the 5 not because they are seriously 
opposed to trusts—their record shows the contrary—but because 
they think that they may possibly hamper the collection of reve- 
nue under this bill and po enake a few votes by cheap dem- 
agog. [Loud applause on the ublican side.] 
_ Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. airman, the questions involved 
in this debate are so simple and easy of comprehension that we 
ought to have no difficulty whatever in determining our course of 
action. The Democratic party has had its innings on the tariff ques- 
tion. The Democratic party came into power and passed a tariff 
bill under which the country undertook to conduct its business, 
The result was that the entire country was alarmed and thrown 
into confusion. It was devastated by the workings of that Demo- 
cratic tariff bill. And we ought to have no difficulty whatever in 
determining now that any kind of tariff legislation suggested by 
the Democratic party is unwise. 

We are here commissioned by the Republicans of this great 
nation of ours to pass a tariff bill and to doit speedily. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means has done its work; and now that its 
measure is before this House we ought to pay no attention to the 
suggestions of our Democratic brethren. 

veral MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). Why? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Because we may rest assured of one 
thing you are too ignorant of this subject of the tariff to give any 
advice. [Laughter on the Republicanside.] That is“ why.” You 
have demonstrated your incapacity; you have covered this land 
with ruin and desolation; and we are sent here, commissioned by 
the people, to remedy, if possible, the evils that you have brought 
upon them. And it is our duty to act speedily and to stand by the 
committee of this House appointed by the Republican party to do 
that work; and we may rest assured, Mr. Chairman, that they 
have done their duty wisely and well. 

No one presumes to claim, Mr. Chairman, that the bill now 
under consideration, „to provide revenue for the Government 
and to encourage the industries of the United States,” is abso- 
lutely perfect in detail. It is not expected that our party friends 
in all sections of the country will be exactly satisfied with all its 
provisions. If we were legislating for New England alone, the 
task would be much simpler; were the bill framed in the interest 
of the great South alone, it would read quite differently; if the 
interests of the Pacific Slope alone were to be considered, many 
important chan would be made; the great middle West, look- 
ing to herself alone, might justly demand important changes in 
these tariff schedules. All these sections, with their varied and 
varying industries and varying interests, make up our common 
country, and this bill has evidently been framed upon lines de- 
signed to produce ample revenues and protect and foster the labor 
and industries of all sections without doing injustice to any one. 

Whatever of criticism is leveled at the doctrines of protection 
and reciprocity will not divert this House from its purpose to 
speedily enact this bill intoalaw. The day for argument as to 
the merits or demerits of a protective policy in this country of 
ours has gone by. Apparently condemned by the people in the 
election of 1892, when the legislative and executive branches of 
our Government were turned over to the control of the Demo- 
cratic party, protection is now believed in by the entire Republican 

any and the more intelligent masses of our Democratic friends, 
Tn ovember last the intelligent voters of this nation rendered a 
verdict and returned the Republican party to power in every de- 
partment of this Government, with instructions to speedily enact 
a tariff law that should bring revenues ample to pay the expenses 
of conducting the Government while protecting and encouraging 
all our legitimate industries. In their anxiety that no mistake 
should be made and that their action should not be misconstrued, 
the people insisted that the Republican party should enter on that 
campaign under the leadership of our present President, William 
McKinley, of Ohio, who led in the battle for protection in the 
Fifty-first Congress. Protection was the watchword and the bat- 
tle cry, and from Maine to Oregon it stirred the hearts of our peo- 
ple and brought to the polls the largest vote ever registered upon 
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the American continent. A few Republican States went astray 
upon the question of the free coinage of silver, but their wayward- 
ness can not be construed asa denunciation of the doctrine of pro- 
tection. Evenin the South theintelligent voters arenot clamoring 
as of old for free trade, are not advocating the utilization of the 
cheapest markets of the world, but are coming to ire and re- 
spect the doctrine that for thirty years gave prosperity to all our 

ple and added to our national wealth at a rate never before 
Bat in the history of any people. 

This, the Fifty-fifth, Congress has assembled in extraordinary 
session to carry out the will of the people as registered at the polls 
in November last. The majority of the members of this House 
bear a commission from the people to speedily enact into law a 
tariff bill that shall provide adequate revenues and restore pros- 

ity to all sectionsof our land. It is our mission to the 
easury with money that we can call our own, to set in motion 
the long idle wheels and spindles in our great workshops and fac- 
tories, to give ample employmentand es to our now idle work- 
ingmen, and revive and extend the market for the products of the 
American farms. 

All classes of our people clamor for speedy action. They want 
nothing done hastily or inconsiderately, but they demand action. 
There is no substantial difference of opinion as to the principle 
that is to govern our action, and in matter of detail much of error 
will be excused and forgiven, provided we move to do the will of 
the people in good faith, with reasonable diligence and in an intel- 
ligent manner. The free trader has been relegated to the rear, 
and the free-silver coinage advocate must give way for a fair test 
of the safety and stability of the platform of protection and honest 
money on which the Republican party comes into power. The 
eyes of the people are upon us, and any attempt to evade respon- 
sibility will meet the swift and sure condemnation of those who 
gave us their support in November last. 

When the Democratic party came into full power in March, 
1893, it promised higher wages to laboring men and ample market 
for the products of the workshops and farms at remunerative 
prices, all of which was to be accompanied by a lessening of the 
cost of living and a consequent increase of prosperity. There was 
an immediate taing off in our revenues, and the Democratic 
Administration founditself compelled to borrow money to defray 
the oramg expenses of the Government. This was a return to 
the good old antebellum Democratic days, when we lived by bor- 
rowing and our credit was at such a low ebb that our bonds were 
sold at a discount in the markets of the world. The cash value of 
our farms decreased, the value of farm animals and products rap- 
idly depreciated, labor was thrown out of employment, mills, 
factories, and werkshops closed their doors, business was stag- 
nated, capital hid itself, Dusty Rhodes and Weary Weeviee per- 
ambulated the country in regiments, and crime flourished. 

For the fiscal years ending June 30 there was a deficiency in 
revenue as follows: 


203, 811, 729 

But twice before in the history of this nation have we been con- 
fronted by a deficiency of revenue in times of peace, and both 
times under a free-trade or tariff-for-revenue-only policy. 

Unless something is speedily done the deficiency of revenue for 
the fiscal year commencing June 30, 1897, will exceed that of any 
prior year, and business will be still further prostrated and the 
want and misery of our people still further ine 

We have but two practicable ways of producing revenue, one 
by a system of internal taxation and the other by a system of 
duties imposed upon imported foreign . Our State and 
municipal governments are sustained by direct taxation, and mil- 
lions of dollars are levied and collected annually by way of direct 
taxes dah Sees upon the tobacco and liquor traffic, and this goes to 
defray the expenses of the General Government. A tax upon 
incomes in times of peace is not only distasteful to our : poopie and 
un-American, but has been declared unconstitutional. In any 
event, income taxes should be levied by each State for its own 
support. Direct taxation is now carried to the utmost limit our 
people willsanction. Nothing remains but to increase tariff duties 
so adjusted as to produce ample revenue while protecting and 
fostering every legitimate home industry, 

hen wool was made free our Democratic friends told us that 
coats and blankets would be made cheaper to the American peo- 
ple and that the cold would be made warm. We have had free 
woo) and our flocks have been decimated. Our sheep farmers 
were driven to dairying, and butter and cheese making were made 
unprofitable, while the cost of woolen goods of all kinds has re- 
mained about the same. We have bought our wool abroad. pay- 
ingecash therefor, without increasing the market for a single 
American product. The result has been what we told the people 
it would be —a drainage of our cash and a contraction of our mar? 


ket. Labor has been idle here at home, but encouraged abroad 
and paid with American gold. poorhouses have been filled 
and made active, while the foreign hearthstone has been gladdened. 
The mills and factories over the sea have worked overtime to 
supply our market, while our own have been idle. We have sent 
our gold abroad to pay for foreign manufactures, and then have 
sold bonds to buy it back again that our nation might not become 
bankrupt. Business men have been driven to suicide and women 
toruin. Starvation has stalked abroad in the streets of our great 
cities and presided at the hearthstone of thousands of our once 
happy homes. 

This same Democratic Administration with its tariff bill threw 
open our ports to the importation of farm products, especially 
such as are produced on the farms in the Eastern, Middle, Middle 
Western, and Pacific States, so that farmers have been compelled 
to compete with the cheap labor and cheaper productions of for- 
eign countries. Our market, supplied from abroad, has been ina 
sense closed to our own farmers, and with capital tied up or 
hidden, workingmen out of employment and unable to purchase 
the ordinary necessaries of life, foreclosures have been frequent 
and farms have passed from the hands of once pr ‘ous owners 
to the hands of capitalists. No benefit has accrued to any class 
through this cheapening of provisions, for, out of work, the great 
nonfarming producing class has been unable to purchase any but 
the cheapest and most common food products, and these in limited 
quantities. Taxes have remained the same; interest charges have 
not been lessened; the cost of clothing and farm implements has 
remained substantially the same; loans have been refused, and 
outside of beggared labor itself the agriculturists have been the 
most sorely oppressed of any class of our citizens. 

The protection afforded by the McKinley bill was taken away, 
and our people were not slow to see that free-trade doctrines when 
carried into actual practice are destructive of the prosperity of 
such a people as ours. 

What good comes from a policy that saves five or fifteen dol- 
lars a year to a farmer by reason of reduced cost of clothing and 
certain farm implements, assuming that it had such an effect, if 
it takes $500 per annum from the income from his farm? How 
can he pay interest or reduce the principal of his indebtedness 
when every cent of his income is swallowed up in the payment of 
taxes and the purchase of the bare necessities of life? Unable to 
find work or wages, thousands of our most industrious people 
have been driven to beg, borrow, or steal. 

This bill seeks to remedy this by giving protection to the farmer. 
These producers of weulth are entitled to our home market, and 
should not be compelled to compete with the foreigner. If corn, 
wheat, ee oats, hay, butter, cheese, and other farm products 
are produced in sufficient quantities here to supply the home mar- 
kets, we propose to give our farmers the opportunity to supply the 
demand at remunerative prices, and hence these articlesare taken 
from the free and placed on thedutiablelist. No harm will come 
to the consumer, for we propose at the same time to give work 
and wages to all who demand it and enable them to patronize the 
farmer, who in turn will be enabled to purchase and use the prod- 
uct of the mill, shop, and factory. 

The manufacturer, the merchant, the tailor, the sewing woman, 
and rayana has suffered with the farmer, because his busi- 
ness has been made unremunerative through the workings of the 
tariff law now in force. Labor out of employment is unable to 
buy and consume either food, clothing, furniture, or the work of 
any man’s hands. When this condition exists, goods, wares, and 
merchandise lie undisturbed upon the shelves and counters of the 
dealers. Profits are not earned. Debts are not paid and can not 
be incurred, or will not be, by honest men and women who see no 
way to pay. Labor is the foundation of all wealth. Itpenetratesthe 
mountain caverns and crushes the rock and extracts the precious 
metals; it mines the coal, fashions the timber cut from the hillsides, 
and creates the machinery that propels the vessel over the waters 
and drags the laden railroad train over the long stretch from city 
to city and town to town. It tills the soil and produces the food 
that gives strength to all the millions of the earth. Still, when a 
proposition is made to encourage our industries that give employ- 
ment to labor and to protect the farmers who till the soil, the cry 
has been and is still raised that the consumer is entitled to purchase 
all these articles in the market where he can purchase cheapest, 
whether it be in the United States, Canada, Mexico, or over the 


sea. 

This doctrine has been repudiated by the people. Men are 
coming to learn that 3 is nonremunerative; that 
income is not derived from idle money in bank, or stocks in rail- 
ways, or manufacturing enterprises whose earnings and profits 
will not warrant the payment of dividends. During the last four 
years thousands of manufacturing enterprises have failed or closed 
their doors and gone out of business voluntarily. The stock has 
become worthless. During the year ending June 30, 1895, over 
23,000,000 less passengers have been carried upon the railways of 
the United States than during the year 1894. There has been a 
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constant falling off in passenger traffic since the enactment of the 


Wilson bill. It is true that freight traffic was greater during the 
year ending June 30, 1895, than during the preceding year, but 
still it is less than it was during the years 1890 or 1893. Without 
going into detailed figures, it is enough to state that during the 
two years preceding June 30, 1895, the railways of the United 
States have run behind about $76,000,000. If this condition of 
minga exists and * 3 or the credits 

ilways must disappear. i is time operating expenses 
have been reduced largely by the discharge of employees. When 
ever a factory or mill or workshop has been closed, workingmen 
and working women have been own out of employment and 
compelled to seek other means of subsistence, and as other ave- 
nues of labor were 3 eee, our mag has pon filled with 
nonwage-earning and nonproducing people, an é consumption 
of farm products and manufactures has largely decreased. No 
sa no wages; no wages, no ability to buy even the necessaries 
of life. 

During the last campaign the attempt was made to show that 
all these troubles arose from the lack of money, while it was well 
known that millions of dollars were lying idle, but anxious for 
remunerative and safe investment. As a remedy for all our ills, 
it was proposed that we coin 50 cents’ worth of silver into a so- 
called dollar and by law declare that this 50 cents of value wasin 
reality worth 100 cents, and should be accepted as such. This 
senseless proposed remedy was repudiated by an overwhelming 
majority of our pe le. Its dishonest and ruinous tendencies 
were apparent. mocratic party was then divided in council 
as it now is. Free trade, the popular Democratic doctrine, hay- 
ing signally failed when put to the test, it was proposed to substi- 
tute the cry of free silver. The people were told, and are still told, 
that if we can have more money, regardless of its value, it is 
immaterial whether or not we have more work. These oracles 
seem to forget that without employment a man is unable to earn 
a dollar whether that dollar be com: of 50 or 100 cents; they 
seem to forget that a warehouse full of food and clothing is not 
available to the starving and freezing millions except ugh 
the charityof the owner or the ability of the hungry man to pur- 
chase; they seem to forgetthat the owners of cheap dollars would 
hold them in as tight a grip as would the owner of the dollar of 
full value unless he can see a chance to employ them at a profit or 
at least without danger of absolute loss. 

The truth is that the way to bring prosperity is to assure eapi- 
talists of a reasonable return for legitimate investment and to 
assure labor of an adequate return for expended force. When this 
is done, confidence will return. We hear again the clank of 
iron upon iron and the hum of busy machinery. To do this we 
must assure the owners of our mills and factories of a market for 
their products; we must assure our farmers of a remunerative 
market for the product of their farms and labor of continued 
employment. 

A home market is always the best; and if we can so divide those 
who work u the farm from those who run the mills and facto- 
ries and workshops and navigate the rivers and oceans and con- 
duct business enterprises and trade and commerce as to enable the 
one class to patronize the other, and give all employment and alla 
fair return for their efforts, we shall have taken a long in the 
direction of prosperity and increased national wealth and glory. 
To accomplish this is the main purpose of this bill, and we believe 
that under the protective policy, aided by reciprocity, which isin 
itself protective, we shall so stimulate and encourage all our in- 
dustries of every character that liberty will be made sweeter, the 
greatness of our nation moremagnificent, and our old-time national 

12 renewed. 
believe that the greatest amount of prosperity should be 
drawn from our own soil and the genius of our people. Where 
on the face of the globe do we find more industrious or more in- 
telligent men and women? Where do we find a more fruitful 
and varied soil? Where a more genial climate? Where a better 
opportunity for advancement in all that makes a people great and 
grand and free? Under our policy of protection we made such 
advances that we won and commanded the respect and admira- 
tion of the civilized nations of the earth, and were commended b 
the greatest statesmen of France and Germany and England. 
We maintained our national credit, which was unshaken and un- 
desig. after the close of the civil war down to the time when 
traders took possession of our Government. The Republican 
portr has always advocated the payment of its obligations with 

e best money known to the world. It has never sought to shirk 
a responsibility or repudiate a debt. When the April days of 
1885 brought peace to this troubled land, we sought not only the 
rehabilitation of all the States of the Union as States, but the 

yment of our enormous war debt, and we continuously reduced 

at debt until March, 1893, when for the first time in twenty- 
eight years we commenced a retrogade movement in national 
credit and prosperity. 

Reference has been made to the hard times that succeeded and 


grew out of the resumption of specie pa 
yearsago. It was the protective policy to by a Republican 
Admin: tration and a determination to pay dollar for do that 
saved this nation from 3 at that time, and it is a return 
to the protective poliey that save this nation from threatened 
bankruptcy in these troublesome times, growing out of a Democratic 
Administration as disastrous to this nation as was that of James 
Buchanan. It is true that there has been no renewal of the attempt 
to disrupt and overthrow the Government by armed force, but 
there has been an attempt made to destroy the credit of the nation. 
The one was not more dangerous to the permanency of this Union 
than was the other. Either, if successful, would destroy this 
nation and blot it from the face of the earth. 

It was stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] 
during the delivery of his wild and partisan harangue, that the 
Republican party indorsed the issues of bonds made by the Ad- 
ministrationof President Cleveland. It is true that we indorsed 
that issue of bonds, because it was the only way to save the credit 
of the nation, but we did not 8 582 or indorse the policy that 
made that issue of bonds an absolute necessity. If the ublic- 
ans in the House and Senate had not indorsed that issue of bonds 
they could not have been sold for 50 cents on the dollar; for so dis- 
credited was the Democratic and its policy in the eyes of 
foreign nations and our own citizens that the ise of this Gov» 
ernment to pay, based upon any faith in the Democratic party or 
its cies, would not have commanded the respect of a civihzed 
nation or a msible banker anywhere on the face of the globe. 
[Applause.] It is true that we indorsed those bonds and now we 
must make our indorsement good; and we propose by a return to 
the protective policy to raise the money, without hardship to our 


ents more than thirty 


people, with which to rapidly reduce our national debt. pro- 
pose to return not only to the policy of paying as we go, but of 
paying off the incumbrances upon our national wealth and re- 


sources. We pro to have it understood that the people of the 
United States are not only capable of governing themselves but of 
ee, ee and adding constantly to our national 
wealth. e do not La '9 5 to be a nation of borrowers, but pre- 
fer to become a nation of lenders. We desire it to be understood 
that we are a self-sustaining people, and that here at home labor 
is given constant employment at remunerative wages and that we 
are prepared to supply the markets of the world with every farm 
product and manufactured article for the comfort and 
use of mankind. What greater folly can committed than to 
employ the workingmen of the Old World to manufacture our goods 
upon the simple theory that they will take our surplus farm prod- 
ucts if we turn over tothem our manufacturing? How much bet- 
ter is the policy that employs our own labor and enables it to 
urchase and consume the products of our factories and farms, 
PA plause on the Republican side.] 
his bill has been criticized because it proposes to maintain a 
duty upon sugar imported into the United States. There was a 
time when, after years of trial, the Republican policy was to make 
sugar free. In place of a protective ae we Inaugurated a sys- 
tem of paying a bounty upon sugars produced within the United 
States. nt experience has taught us that it is possible for the 
farmers of the United States to raise the cane and beets that shall 
produce sugar enough to supply the needs of all our people. In 
the t West there are millions of acres where the material for 
producing sugar can be raised with profit to the farmer. 

In 1895-96 the total cane-sugar production of the world was 
2,822,460 tons, while the total beet-sugar production for the same 
period was 4.323,900 tons. 

During that period the beet-sugar production of Germany was 
1,607,812 tons; that of Austria, 791,405 tons; that of France, 667,853 
tons; that of Russia, 780,000 tons; that of Belgium, 230,000 tons; 
that of Holland, 106,830 tons. 

In 1894 the people of the United States consumed 2,024,694 tons 
of sugar, valued at $128,871,960. Of this we produced in the 
United States 305,800 tons and imported 1,718,894 tons. 

Prior to 1888 there was practically no beet-sugar production in 
the United States, but it is now demonstrated that beets for sugar 
making can be raised here as easily and as cheaply as anywhere 
on the face of the globe, the item of labor alone excepted. A 
propor plant for converting the sugar beet into sugar is costly, 

ut there are hundreds of capitalists in the United States who wi 
gladly invest their money in a plant provided they can be assured 
that the policy of this Government will protect the manufacturer 
of sugar. With proper plants for manufacturing sugar in the 
great West, the farmers of that section will quickly turn their at- 
tention to the raising of the sugar beet, and in a short time we 
shall be enabled to produce sugar enough within the boundaries 
of our own country tosupply the home market at least. This will 
aid us in diversifying our farming; this course will reduce the 
competition in the dairying and grain-growing interests, and so 
increase the price of grain, butter, cheese, and other farm -= 
ucts, while giving employment to thousands of laborers. en 
no reason exists why sugar should not be produced in our own 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


363 


country in sufficient quantities to supply the needs of our own 
people, there is no good reason why we should not at once enter 
upon a policy that will enable us to supply our own market from 
the products of our own farms and the labor of our own hands. 

In 1895 we imported 1,718,894 tons of sugar, and this cost us, as 
stated, $108,538,916. This money went a road, and there is no 
Treason why we should not keep it at home. Let the factories be 
bniided, workingmen employed therein, and good wages paid. 
Let us devote 2,000,000 acres of our productive soil to the culture 
of the sugar beet. Think of the thousands employed in this re- 
munerative business, and of the tens of thousands of dollars that 
would be saved and added to our national wealth annually. 
When we determine to enter upon this industry with a will and 
a determination to succeed, farmers, laborers, miners, and me- 
chanics will be given remunerative labor and every industry 
stimulated, : 

Since 1860, whenever it has been suggested by the Republican 
party that a new industry could be built up in the United States 
and made profitable under a protective policy, the proposition has 
met the jeers of so-called Democratic statesmen. But the policy 
prevailed until 1893, and we demonstrated to the world that we 
could not only compete with, but excel, whenever we undertook 
soto do. The result was that we could do our own spinning and 
venae: that we could clothe our own people w: y and luxu- 
riously from the product of our own factories. We have excelled 
in iron and steel manufactures, and so have utilized the iron ores 
of the United States. We have so stimulated our people to ex- 
ertion that in the arts and sciences our people are the peers of 
the world. Great cities have sprung up as if by magic; rich 
manufacturing towns have come into Fe Hata all the way from 
Maine to Oregon, and in many places in the productive South. 
Wherever manufacturing has increased, real estate has grown in 
value, farm products have commanded better prices, and the peo- 
ple have been made more intelligent, stronger, and richer. 

One feature of this bill deserves and will receive special com- 
mendation, and will meet with favor throughout the country. 
The reciprocity clauses do not deserve the criticism heaped upon 

by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerr]. It is our purpose 
not only to protect our own industries, but to extend our trade 
and commerce. We desire to open up extensive commercial inter- 
course with all the nations of the a 

So long as we purchase millions of dollars’ worth of foreign 
products every year there is no reason why the countries from 
which we buy should not purchase of us such articles as they 
need and we supply. To gain this trade we must make it an 
object for such countries to purchase of us, and we must offer 
equal or superior advantages if we expect to win the trade of 
foreign countries now dealing with nations other than ourselves. 
So long as we are compelled to purchase certain articles of one or 
two nations, they will demand cash in payment unless wecan sup- 
ply to them such articles as they desire and we uce on more 

vorable terms than are offered by other nations. Therefore we 
provide for a large reduction of duty on imports from foreign 
countries when they take in exchange the products of our own. 
We have made these provin as broad and liberal as present 
conditions warrant. Through them we expect to extend the mar- 
ket for the products of our mills and factories, and especially for 
the products of our farms. The benefits to accrue from reciproc- 
ity treaties and reciprocity clauses in our tariff bill can not be 
overestimated. When James G. Blaine made his famous fight 
for the extension of this doctrine and its incorporation into our 
law he won the zepoak and admiration of every class of our citi- 
zens. We are not forgetful of his teachings or of the beneficent 
results that followed the adoption of his ideas. 

It is not my purpose to criticise to any great extent any provi- 
sion of this bill, but I must call attention to the tariff duty it 
peos upon manufactured lumber, such as plank and boards. 

gs unsawed are to come in free. e idea is that this will favor 
the i tion of foreign-cut logs and enable our own mills and 
workmen to do the manufacturing. Perhaps this is as far as we 
ought to go at this time, but the day will come when, in the inter- 
est of our people, we must admit from the Canadas all sorts of 
lumber free of duty. Our forests are being denuded of their tim- 
ber and our streams are drying up; the rainfall is being seriously 
interfered with, and the climate is also affected. For many rea- 
sons we must adopt a course that will give cheap lumber to our 
le, for if the time has not come it soon will be here when a 
Sots on lumber will not be protective in any sense, but a most 
serious burden to our people. Ido not advocate absolutely free 
lumber, but I am of the opinion that the duty imposed is too large 
by at least one-half. 

Another provision in this bill has met my opposition, but the 
committee itself has taken the matter in hand and will favor an 
amendment that will restore philosophical and scientific appara- 
tus aud charts and books such as are not made in this country, 
and which are imported for the use of colleges, universities, and 
other institutions of learning, to the free list. Wemust make edu- 


cation as free as possible. 

purchases abont $20,000 worth of books each year, and a 1 

portion of these is purchased abroad. Scholarship is not local. It 

would seriously cripple that university to pay $5,000 annually in 
an 


Cornell University, in my own district, 


duties u book scientific apparatus purchased abroad and 
impo for use in that institution. I am sure that the action of 
the committee in consenting to the amendment will meet the ap- 
proval of this Honse when the vote is taken. 

It has been stated that this bill, if enacted into law, will produce 
too much revenue and that the will be burdened with a 
surplus. A rough estimate suggests that the increase in revenues 
will be about $113,000,000 per year, and inasmuch as the deficiency 
under the Wilson bill has been but about $55,000,000 par ann 
it is suggested that we are magiak to raise a surplus of abou 
$50,000,000 per annum unnecessarily. Itmust be remembered that 
it will be two years at least before the new law produces the full 
amount of increased revenue expected from it. It must be kept 
in mind that the necessary expenses of carrying on this Govern- 
ment increase largely each year; that the interest on the national 
debt must be paid; that vast public improvements have been wait- 
ing for an increase of revenue; that we must put more money into 
our Navy; that our coast defenses must be improved, enlarged, 
and extended; and, all ee it is easy for any public- 

irited citizen who desires the growth of our nation to understand 
that an increase in our revenues of $100,000,000 per year is not too 
much, It would be eminently wise and pr: to have a revenue 
that will enable us to gradually reduce and finally extinguish our 
pange debt. Again,from time to time, when industries are estab- 

ished and out of danger from foreign competition, we can reduce 
tariff duties and in many cases, perhaps, transfer articles from the 
dutiable to the free list. 

This has been done heretofore and will be done in the future. 
Should wesucceed in building up the ind in the United 
States, as we confidently expect to do, there would be a falling off 
of millions in the revenues derived from the tariff on imported 
sugar. The more of this or any article we manufacture at home 
the less we shall import, and the less importation the less the rev- 
enues to the Government, and therefore 5 duties we 
do not expect that the amount of revenue will be as large years 
from now as during the first years of the operation of the law. 

It has been said that when Cleveland left on the 4th day of 
March, 1897, there was more money in the Treasury of the United 
States than there was on the 4th day of March, 1893, when he en- 
tered the White House. It must not be forgotten thatduring the 
last four years the Government has issued and sold bonds of the 
face value of $262,315,400, from which it has realized $293,481,804 
in gold. Of this, abont $215,000,000 bas been used to supply an 
insufficiency of revenue, and the most of the money remaining 
in the Treasury is simply borrowed capital. The fact must not 
be concealed that during the last four years we have been running 
in debt about $55,000,000 annually. hen we have increased the 
revenues to a point where they equal or exceed our expenditures, 
it is certain that business confidence will be restored; that mills 
and factories will reopen their doors; that labor will be employed, 
and that 5 will return. This prosperity will come grad- 
ually; capital will move slowly; business men will move with 
caution; but everything will move, and move in the right direc- 
tion. we shall a up a ee highway, slong which the Ameri- 
can e can y move and enjoy renewed prosperity. 

M CREDEA, I bave no desire or disposition to (ard in de- 
nunciation of the Democratic party. It came into power in 1893, 
controlling the Senate, the House, and the Executive. It inaugu- 
rated and put in force a tariff powcr denounced by President 
Cleveland as one of perfidy and dishonor. That policy brought 
ruin and desolation. It destroyed confidence. It disrupted the 
Democratic party and destroyed its confidence in itself. That 
fatal policy turned that party over to the embraces of the Popu- 
lists. The new doctrine was repudiation. The new idea was 
Popocratism. This was a combination of free trade, free silver, 
free riot, and freedom from responsibility. Law and order were 
to be put down and the red flag of anarchy was to float in place of 
the Stars and Stripes. But the good sense of the people rescued 
the nation from threatened revolution. Decent Democrats joined 
with sane Republicans, and William McKinley was placed in the 
White House and a Republican Congress sent here to enact wise 
legislation—first of all a protective-tariff law productive of ample 
revenues. We propose to obey the will of the yer Our Free- 
silver Republicans, or most of them, are on the side of protection. 
They are coming into the fold as rapidly as possible. They pro- 
pose 2 march in the procession and not hunger and thirst by the 
wayside. 

Talkabouttrusts! Trusts fostered by the Democratic party have 
been eating out the very substance of the people for the past four 
years in many cases. Trusts have been fostered by the Democratic 
party and by Democratic statesmen, and when the Democratic 
Administration, under Grover Cleveland, was called upon to strike 
a blow at the trusts by enforcing laws adopted by a Republican 
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Congress, that Administration and its officers refused to act, as 
you know well. 
The Wilson tariff bill was the most infamous bill that was ever 
pansa to the American people and enacted into law. It has 
one more damage to this country than we can remedy in ten 
years, [Applause on the Republican side.] And I want to say 
my Republican brethren now that we are here with a duty to 
perform; that it is not a time for us to hesitate and cavil and 
quarrel with our Democratic brethren on the other side, but it isa 
time togo to work and do intelligently what the people of the coun- 
try sent us here todo. Let us go ahead. Let us carry out our 
lan and perform our duties; let us stand on the platform of the 
epublican party and act, and fear not. Let us act so speedily and 
80 wisely that when W bells of July 4, 1897, ring the jubilee 
of independence they will also ring in celebration of the enact- 
ment of the Dingley bill into permanent law. [Applause on the 
Republican side. 
Mr. DALZE 


pot i tf Shee 

Mr. DALZELL. Iwould like to ask my friend from Minnesota 
[Mr. TawNeEy] bow the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] 
voted on the antitrust question to which he referred a few mo- 
ments ago? 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the consideration of the bill the pense: 
man from Missouri voted in the negative. [Applause and laugh- 
ter on the Republican side, ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RIĊHARDSON] will be recognized to answer 
that statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the record that has been read by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY], and to ask his attention 
for a few moments toa statement that he has made upon the floor 
of the committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I did not make the record; I only quoted it. 
The gentleman from Tennessee helped to make it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman made a statement on 
the floor of the House to-day. Now, let us see if the record has 
been quoted fairly by the gentleman from Minnesota. He men- 
tions the names of certain members, then and now members of 
this body, and said that they were orpoan to the trust law and 
voted against its consideration in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, let me say to the gentle- 


man—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to see if the gentleman is willing 
to stand by the statement he undertook to make. He said 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to state, Mr. Chairman, exactly what 
I said. I said that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, BLAND 
raised the question of consideration on the conference report, an 
on the question of consideration the gentlemen I named voted 
against it. The House can draw its own inference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman said more than that. 
a 17775 the gentlemen whose names he quoted were opposed to 

e bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a matter that the House and the coun- 

will determine for itself from the record then made. 

. RICHARDSON. I Want to ask the gentleman if he wishes 
to be understood as saying that we were opposed to the bill itself, 
and that that opposition was indicated by that vote? Will the 

nmtleman answer the question categorically? Does he wish to 

understood as saying that the gentlemen whose names he men- 
tioned on the Democratic side of the House were opposed to that 
bill? I ask the gentleman the fair and square question, and hope 
he will answer it now, if he charges that those who voted against 
the consideration of the bill were opposed to it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. You may have been in favor of the measure 
I do not know—but you were opposed to itsenactment. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] 

A MEMBER. Oh, that is dodging the question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me answer—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 
I want the gentleman from Minnesota toanswer. It is a question 
that is easy of settlement. I have asked the gentleman from Min- 
nesota a question which I hope he will answer plainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That vote indicated that you did not want to 
consider the bill. Is that not true, I would ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatisnotthe question. The gentleman 
gaid we were opposed to the bill. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is that not the only inference to be drawn 
from the vote—that you did not want to consider it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now answer my question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Lou answer mine first. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman answer the question 


plainly? Do you mean to convey the impression that we were 
Bo rege to na pana e of the bill by that vote? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I simply state the fact as to the vote of that 
side of the House and the impression that that vote conveyed. It 
seems to me to be a very plain one both to the House and to the 
country. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But will the gentleman not state the 
facts? He has made a statement which I challenge. I ask him 
now again, plainly, Does he mean to charge that by that vote the 
gentlemen named by him, and now members of this body, were 


opposed to the a: of that law? 

r. TAWNEY., t say that is the only inference that can be 
drawn from your negative vote, when you voted against its con- 
sideration. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RIC DSON. Now I ask the attention of the House 
while Iread from the Recorp. Mr. BLAND, the gentleman whose 
name has been mentioned by the 3 from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY], said, on page 6313 of the RECORD: 

I raise the question of consideration si S 
Speaker's table and taking up the ever pfl n 

Applause on the Democratic side.] 

r. DALZELL. That makes it worse still. 

Mr. STEELE. Thatis worse yet. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us see if you 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] fairly. 

Iam not opposed to the bill itself. 

Applause on the Democratic side.] 

ow, in view of that statement, I ask the gentleman from Min- 
nesota if he quoted the gentleman from Missouri fairly? The gen- 
tleman from Missouri Mur. BLAND], speaking at that time for us 
on this side of the House, announced to the gentleman himself and 
to the country that we were not oP. osed to that bill, but that we 
simply desired to take up another bill; and yet the gentleman pro- 
duces a part of the RECORD here to show that we were opposed to 
the passage of that bill. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TA EY. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman is an expert in parliamentary 
law. He is an expert in matters of dodging when it comes to 


opposing anon. 
r.RICHARDSON. Oh, the gentleman can not by such insinu- 
ations throw me away from the main question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ido not wish to cast any personal reflections, 
1 Mr. RICHARDSON. We will see who is dodging the record 

ere. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Misstating the RECORD. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will suggest to the gentleman that that was 
exactly the same method adopted by the free-silver Senators in the 
Senate in order to defeat the ‘ley bill in the last Congress, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Exactly the same; and I will ask the gentle- 
man if it is not frequently the fact that when gentlemen do not 
care to go on record against a proposition, they try to prevent its 
consideration by the substitution of some other measure? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, that is often done; but there was a 
plain and positive statement by us through our leader on that 
occasion that the reason we voted against the consideration of that 
bill was not that we years the bill, but that we desired to take 
up another bill at that time, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND], when he announced the motives of gentlemen on this side 
of the House, simply did what was his duty on that occasion, and 
we did what was our duty when we voted to take up a measure of 
greater importance to the country at that time than the pending 
Sherman bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that the RECORD 
simply shows the facts in regard to that measure. When the bill 
came up for consideration in the House, I offered an amendment 
to the bill, providing that where transportation companies entered 
into pools, combines, or arrangements so as to affect the eee 
tation of the commerce of this country, they should come withi 
the provisions and terms of that bill. The House adopted that 
amendment. It went to the Senate, and was stricken out. I made 
a minority report on that conference committee insisting upon 
that amendment, This side of the House voted for it principally. 
The other side voted it out, and passed the bill without that salu- 
tary provision in it. We were not only in favor of striking at 
trusts and combines, but we wanted to include all of them, rail- 
roads as well as these tariff monopolies. The bill came up for con- 
sideration, and when we found we could not get what we wanted, 
we voted in favor of the bill, as being the best thing we could get. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That this record may be entire, and to show 
the unfairness of my colleague on the committee [Mr. Tawney] 
in his effort to fix the fact in the mind of the country that the 
Democratic members of that Congress opposed legislation against 
trusts, I propose to read a little further from the RECORD on this 
question. It has already been shown that the gentleman from 


tuotaa the gentleman 
e said: 
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Missouri [Mr. BLAND], when he raised the question of considera- 
tion, stated that it was with a view to taking up another measure 
that he thought it more important to consider at that time—the 
silyer question. Now, the gentleman from Minnesota . Taw- 
NEY] has read the vote on that question of consideration. Why 
did he not go on and read the vote that was the test of the opinion 
of members and the fair index of the sentiments of gentlemen on 
this side concerning that bill? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LANHAM. Because he did not want to be fair. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why did he not tell the House and the coun- 
try that when it came to the final vote, every vote on the Demo- 
cratic side was cast in favor of the antitrust law? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] The very leaf from which the 1 
read, the very next page from the one which he quoted, shows 
that after the House determined, notwithstanding the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], to consider the ques- 
tion, when the conference report was considered and the question 

nding was upon its adoption, the gentleman from Missouri 
Nr. Boise). voted for it, and the other gentlemen mentioned b 
my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] voted for it; that 
voted for it; that every man in the House who voted at all voted 
for it. We want this record to go as the truth. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Am I recorded for it? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You are. f, 

Mr. STEELE. The way to be for a thing is to vote against its 
consideration! ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. The way to be for a thing is to vote for it 
when it is being considered, as we did. As a number of gentle- 
men have been reported as voting against it, I among the number, 
I will ask the Clerk to read the names of those who yoted in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ihavealreadystated that the vote upon it was 
unanimous; there was not a dissenting vote in that Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman the question 
whether it is not a fact that those gentlemen whose names have 
been read used every effort to prevent a vote being had on that 
question, and then when the Republican majority compelled a vote 
and drove them out into the open, that those gentlemen did vote? 
[Applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As I am asked what the truth of that history 
is, I will state it. You were trying to prevent any silver legisla- 
tion, and you did prevent it at that time. 

Mr. DALZELL. And as we will now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And as you will now; and you will get your 
political death by your position here, too. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] You may live. A few that live in the East may 
survive the wreck; but the time will come when the flood of opin- 
jon that is raised in this country in favor of the money of the 
Constitution comes sweeping on, and you will be swept like straw 
withit. Now, what are the facts? We felt like we were not going 
to get silver legislation, and we tried on every occasion, at every 
time, in every honorable way, to have it. We tried to have it this 
time, but said there was no . to the bill. When con- 
sideration failed for the silver bill, we voted in favor of this bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Weare not discussing to-day the 8 of 
silver legislation. We are discussing the attitude of those gen- 
tlemen who have been smoked out in the practice of deceit—a 
piece of political trickery. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The silver question came up. You gentle- 
men announced that you were going to fight it, and hence what 


I said was a legitimate reply. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Abbott, Brown, J. B. Crain, Gibson, 
Adams, Browne, Va. ` Gifford, 
Alderson, nner, Culberson, Tex. Goodnight, 
Allen, Mich. Buchanan, N Culbertson, Pa. Gree 
Anderson, Kans. Buchanan, Va. Cummings, Grimes, 
Anderson, Mi Buckalew, Cutcheon, Grosvenor, 
Arnold, Bullock, Dalzell, k% 
Atkinson, W. Va. Bunn, Davidson, Hansbrough, 
Baker, Burrows, De Lano, Hare, 

Burton, Dockery, Haugen, 

Banks, Butterworth, Dolliver, Bayes, 
Barnes, Bynum. e ynes, 
Bartine, Caldwell Dunphy, Heard, 
Beckwith, Campbell, Elliott, Hemp 
Belden, Candler, Mass. Ellis, Henderson, III. 
Belknap, Cannon, Enloe, Henderson, Iowa 
Pergen, Carlton, Evans, Henderson, N. C. 
Bingham, Carter, Ewart, 1 
Blan ` Caruth Farquhar, ermann, 
Bland, Caswell, Finley, Hill. 
Bliss, Ch * Fithian, Hitt, 
Boatner, Chip’ Flick, Ho 
Boothman, Clements, Flood, Kelley. 
Boutelle, Clunie, Forman, Kennedy, 

* Bowden, Cobb, Forney, Kerr, Iowa. 
Breckinridge, Ark.Cogswell, Fowler, etcham, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Comstoc! Frank, Kilgore, 
Brewer, Conger, Funston, Kinsey, 
Brickner, 1 T, Gear, Knapp, 
Broo! . ran, Geissenhainer, y, 
Brosius, 1 5 — Gest, Ea Piette, 
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Laidlaw, Moore, Tex, Rife, Sweney, 
Lane, Morey. be: 8 
Lanham, 0 Rockwell, Taylor, J. D. 
Laws, orrow, Rowell, omas, 
Lee. orse, wland, an, 
hi Mud usk, Townsend, Colo. 
r, Ni haus, R y, 
ter, Vá. No: Sanfo Tucker, 
Le Sayers, Turner, Ga. 
Lind, ORONA 8 Sacar Kans, 
Lod, G ‘ass. erman, ‘andever, 
Magnor, O'Neill, Pa. Shively, Vaux, 
h, borne, Simon Venable, 
ansur, Owen, Ind. Smith, Walker, Mass. 
Martin, Ind. Owens, Ohio Smith, W. va. Wallace, N. Y. 
McAdoo, tt, Smyser, Wheeler, Ala. 
McClamm: Paynter, Snider, Whiting, 
McClellan, Pa Spinola, Whitthorne, 
McComas, Peel, Spooner, Wick í 
McCormick, Pe Springer, Wike, 
Perkins, Stephenson, W. X 
McKenna, Perry, Stewart, Ga. Willcox, 
McKinley, * Pickler, Stewart, Tex. Williams, III 
Millin, Post. Stewart, Vt. iNiams, Ohio. 
McRae, Pugsley, Stivers, ilson, Ky. 
Miles, 5 — Stockdale, ilson, Mo. 
Mills. ines, Stone, K Wilson, W. Va. 
Moffitt, Reed, lowa Stone, Mo. t. 
2 Reilly, Struble, 
oore, N. Richardson, Stump, 
NAYS—0. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Read the announcement of the result, and 
with that I am willing to have this record end. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Yeas 212. nays 0, not voting 85, 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the four 
days given to general debate would give sufficient opportunity for 
both sides of this Chamber to state any political AESA es that 
they wanted to get to the country, and that when we reached the 
five-minute debate we would endeavor to go through this bill 
by paragraphs and see if we could perfect it. We have now spent 
two hours and twelve minutes in political skirmishing, fixing u 
battered political records, and trying to get some political - 
san advantage; and I see no evidence on the part of my friends on 
the Democratic side leading this assault to try to perfect this tariff 
bill, if it needs perfecting. 

Mr. BLAND. It was brought up by reading the RECORD on 
8 Pe Vers 

Mr. DERSON. The gentleman commenced this political 
skirmish. 

Mr. BLAND. We offered an amendment, and your friends per- 

trated a falsehood on every member here. [Applause on the 

mocratic 95 5 

Mr. HENDERSON. Two hours have been devoted to the grati- 
fivation of a demagogic tendency, t is the whole purpose of 
it so far, and my friend from Missouri catches on as fast as any- 
one, and never fails. 

Mr. BLAND. I can not get very close to you. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Youcan not get close to me when you try 
to, except tocross swords with me. 

N. ow, Mr. Chairman, I feel it my duty to say this much for the 
relief of my own feelings [laughter], and if the other fellows feel 
relieved, they have got the capacity to in this kind of a skirmish. 
Now, a word to you, Mr. Chairman, in togara to the point of 
order. The only pori which seems to have been made in reply to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] came from the real leader of this House, the gentleman 
from Texas, on a suggestion, I believe, of my friend from Georgia, 
Mr. Crisp, respecting a decision in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
which was in substance that anything would in order that 
touched the general scope of the bill. 

Now, certainly that can not apply in the way that is contended 
by my friend from Texas. When we are on the paragraph or sec- 
tion regulating the auty on sugar, if that application of this rul- 
ing be correct, it would be perfectly proper upon that paragraph 
to change or fix the duty on coal or iron or on anything else com- 
ing within the general scope of the bill, and such a conclusion as 
that certainly could not be contemplated by the decision in the 
Forty-fifth Congres: If the pending paragraph can be amended 
as proposed by the gentleman from Missouri, it would be equally 
poe at this stage of the proceeding to put in a proviso that 

ogs shall be $2 per head instead of $1.50, as provided in the regu- 
lar live-stock schedule, or we might at this point change the duty 
on buckwheat because that subject comes within the general 
scope of this bill. ; 

ow, Mr. Chairman, we must proceed with someregularity, with 
some system, with some regard to known parliamentary rules in 
order to make progress with the consideration of this bill. This 
first paragraph is merely an exordium, so to speak, introducing 
the schedules. In section 3, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
„ DALZELL] suggests, you find certain regulating and limiting 
visions. this pap of order is not sustained, then the whole 

f the amendments that may be proposed to this bill can beinjected 
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here and now at the end of the pending ph. Ofcourse that 
isabsurd. I follow two or three gentlemen on the other side in 
speaking of the proposition as absurd. We have got to proceed 
with this bill upon the principle that only matters which are ger- 
mane to each section shall be considered when that section is be- 
forethecommittee. Thespecial rulethat was reported, and under 
which we are now operating, makes an exception for the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, providing that that committee may, at 
any stage of the proceedings, offer an amendment to any part of 
this bill, but no member of the Committee of the Whole has that 
privilege; and yet, if the point of order is overruled, every member 
will have the privilege of injecting any amendment at any point 
in the bill, provided that amendment is germane to the 

scops 8 the bill. I repeat, Mr. i , that that conclusion is 
absur 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May Lask the gentleman a question for 
information? ? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. ? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It seems to me that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Missouri to amend is a general proposition which 
relates to any and all the schedules in the bill. ow, if that be 
true, this is 8 the only place for such an amendment, 
because the gentleman from lowa must remember that all the 
remainder of the bill consists of specific schedules; and if his 
contention be correct, then, if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri would be in order anywhere, it would be in order 
everywhere throughout the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I always yield to my friend from Georgia 
because I am so fond of him, but in this case his question is not a 
8 but an ar ent. However, I am g he has put it. 

his paragraph w. is sought to be amended lays no duty. 


When we reach any paragraph that lays a duty, then it will 
roper at that point to offer the amendment of the tleman 
2 Missouri; or when we reach the regulating portion of this 


bill, such an amendment may be offered. Mr. i , I have 
not discussed the merits of this question at all, and 1 have not in- 
tended to discuss them, bnt I appeal for regular and orderly pro- 
ceeding in the consideration of this measure, which will admit 
upon each paragraph only those matters that are germane to that 
paragraph. I appeal to both sides of this Chamber that if we are 
going to consider this tariff bill in an intelligent and orderly way 
we ought to get down to business and consider it with a view to 
perfecting the bill, instead of making stump speeches. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I su the 
gentleman from Iowa will concede, however, that if the proposed 
amendment involves something essential to the usefulness of this 
bill, something essential to the protection of the le, then, at 
some stage of the proceedings, such an amendment, intended to 
perfect this bill so as to render it useful to the people instead of a 
measure to plunder them in the interest of combines and priv- 
Heged classes, will be in order. Now, where would the gentleman 
have that amendment offered? Would he have it off to eve 
section of the bill in succession? Would he have us arise, as eac. 
schedule is reached, and move that the matters embraced in that 
schedule shall be subject to the provision contemplated by this 
amendment? If that course were adopted it wo be futile, be- 
cause we know as well as we know that we are alive, that we 
shall not get half through this bill, probably not one-quarter 
through it, before the time for consideration will expire and the 
committee will rise and the measure will be put upon its final 
passage. But, even if we were operating under a rule which 
would make such a plan possible, the inconvenience of it renders 
it apparent that this is the proper time to test the sense of this 
House as to whether it will make this bill a measure 3 
the trusts and combines, which so largely monopolize produc- 
tion and distribution of the necessaries of life in this country. 

Will gentlemen say that there are no trusts in the United States 
that produce or control the necessaries of life and their prices? 
If so, this amendment will do no harm, for if there are no such 
trusts then there will be nothing for it to operate upon. But if 
gentlemen on the other side admit that there are trusts in this 
country which control the necessaries of life, and are made more 
effectual in that control by reason of the exclusion of foreign com- 
petition by a high protective tariff—if that is the situation, then I 
say that a vote to exclude this amendment is a deliberate vote to 
place in this bill protection for the trusts and combines, 

Name, if you can, some article of prime necessity manufactured 
in this country and included in this bill which is not and has not 
been heretofore produced by a trust? You can not do it. You 
can not name any pres iron, or an article mentioned in the 
wooden ware schedule—you can not name any pe necessity of 
life—the mannfacture which you propose ty protect in this 
measure which is not now and has not been for years controlled 
by combines of manufacturers who fix the price and therefore 
name the degree of profit which they shall derive from the con- 
sumer. $ It is because 


Why is this 
Mr. STEELE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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tleman will state it. 
ke to know whether the Chair is not 


The CHAIRMAN. The 

Mr. STEELE. I should 
awfully tired of this talk and ready to give us a decision? 

The CHAIRMAN, That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 


(Laughter. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, I discover that the gentleman is 


almost as e and confused in his notions of parliamentary law 
as many of the gentlemen on the other side seem to be in regard 
to the principles of ppuan economy. rangna] If the gen- 
tleman’s understanding of this ion of the bill is as murky and 
uncertain as are evidently his ideas of parliamentary propriety, 
his advice in this r will not be useful, and it would be ad- 
visable for him to keep his seat until the time arrives for him to 
record his vote. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. the Chair is not tired, I am. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I discover a degree of weariness 
all over that side of the Chamber, I do not wonder [addressing 
the Republican side] that yon are weary. Ido not wonder that 
you rise in righteous protest against anything that calls attention 
tothe unccncealable ok aH of this the most iniquitous measure 
that was ever considered by a parliamentary body. 

Mr. STEELE. Wh y do you not take the opportunity to per- 
fect the bill, instead of talking it to death? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I will tell the tleman why. 
The majority of this body have reported a rule 8 which pre- 
cludes anh peng of perfecting the measure. Youdid not want 
it perfected; you did not want it inquired intoin the light of day, 
{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FOOTE, Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. FOOTE. Is not the gentleman's trouble primarily with 


what the le did at the election last year? 

Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. I know not where his constitu- 
ency may be located, but I do not hesitate to say that in the great 
struggle of last year he was babbling about sound money in 
his sleep, because he talked so much about it when awake that it 
haunted his slumbers. He did not tell the people he was coming 


here to im a higher tariff; he told them he was going to assist 
in giving them *‘sound money.” And now. at the mere mention of 
anyit like a record-making vote, there is a stampede on the 
other side for fear they will haye to go on record upon some 
financial proposition. 

Mr. FOOTE. The people know perfectly well what we would 
do about the tariff. 


Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri, I do not know for what constitu- 
ency the gentleman speaks. I do know that wherever men toil, 
wherever men produce the necessaries of life, wherever men are 
econ’ 5 eat ee bread in me sees, of popa faces 2 ask no 
other privilege, there was a groundswell against the pro lic 
of the Republican party. I know, moreover, that e rae 
not toiling nor spinning, yet wearing garments more gorgeous than 
Solomon in all glory—I know that there, of argument 
going to show the necessity of a protective tariff, you put your 
millionaires on the gridiron and“ fried the fat” one: of them, and 
in that way carried the election. [Laughter and applause on the 
ees 

The . The Chair would be glad if the gentleman 
would discuss the point of order. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I should be glad to be allowed to 
do so; but if gentlemen interrupt me, I must reply. 

The point of order here is an effort to escape a record-making 
vote on this question. That is What it is. Gentlemen on the other 
side are eager and anxious to do everything except to say by an 
affirmative vote, We desire to protect the trusts.” They are 
afraid to allow this purpose to appear by placing themselves ex- 
plicitly on record. y do not want to do that. We want to 
vote and go on the record on this question. 

Mr. DINGLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine, as the Chair 
understands, rises to discuss the point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the question at issue is solely 
one of orderly procedure under the rules of this House. Under 
those rules, designed to ite business—and I may say under 
the rules of all parliamen bodies—an amendment to be in 
order must relate to the particular subject which is under the 
consideration of the House. The question is, Does this amend- 
ment relate to the particular subject before us in the part of the 
bill we are considering? The discussion which has gone on now 
for more than two hours has been upon a subject not related to 
the portion of the bill we are considering, having no bearing 
upon it at all. The subject under discussion being the imposition 
of duties upon certain articles, the House has been plunged into a 
discussion on trusts—a subject entirely distinct from that which 
the House is considering. As well might the gentleman from 
Missouri have offered an amendment providing that there shall 
be placed upon the free list all articles made by laborers who are 
organized for the purpose of maintaining their wages as to have 
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proposed the amendment su here. It has no connection 
Pith the subject we are considering. As well might there be pre- 
sented to the House a proposition to amend any statute relati 
to any subject, hinging it npon some conditional thing conn 
with duties upon imports. It must be apparent to every gentle- 
man acquainted with proceedings in parhamentary bodies that if 
amendments of this kind are to be allowed, then we must. bid 
farewell to any attempt at orderly procedure in connection with 
the legislation of this House or any other parliamentary body. 

This is a bill, as indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

. DaALZELL], consisting of three Section 1 provides 
oughont for the imposition of duties according to the several 
schedules therein embodied; section 2 provides for placing certain 
articles upon the free list, and section 3 and the sections which 
follow impose certain conditions, restrictions, and limitations 
upon the sections which have preceeded. It is possible that the 
amendment would be in order to that particular provision of the 
bill when it is reached, the provision that relates toconditions and 
limitations. But an amendment placing on the free list, under 
certain conditions, articles that are now on the dutiable list is not 
to that portion of the bill which provides for the imposi- 

tion of duties. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested that there has been 
aruling in a former House, and attention has been called to it, 
to the effect that it does not necessarily follow—and please bear 
in mind the effect of that language—that it does not necessarily 
follow that an amendment proposed must be germane to the 
particular paragraph, provi that it is germane to another 
part of the bill. But under what conditions was that ruli 
made? It was on an internal-revenue bill, a bill which provid 
for the imposition of duties on tobacco and certain other products 
of the country. It was entirely devoted to that particular sub- 
ject. It was an internal tax, every section of which dealt with 
that particular subject and that only, and the one subject running 
through it all- that of the imposition of the tax. It did not nec- 
essarily follow that the amendment, therefore, should apply to 
any particular 3 more than to another. It was — SS 
ble to any portion of the bill. 

But we have a different condition presented now. When a bill 
is before the House containing two or three very distinct subjects, 
one i ing a duty, the other placing certain articles upon the 
free list, and another ce: conditions, then, for the 
orderly procedure of the business of the House. and the orderly 
transaction of its business, it is incumbent upon the Chair to hold 
that each amendment shall be germane to that particular part of 
the bill to which it is proposed to apply it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, how is it in the consideration of appropri- 
ation bills? Here is a provision making an appropriation, we will 
say, for building acustom-house. Is it germane to offer an amend- 
ment to build a marine hospital, even as closely allied as that, to 
such a provision? Certainly not. It is not germane to the con- 
sideration of the provision of the bill ander discussionin the House. 
And this rule, Mr. Chairman, it is incumbent upon the House to 
maintain in its integrity, in order that business may be properly 
transacted. 

We have had this morning an illustration of the necessity of 
the strict adherence to the rule. Two and one-half hours have 
been wasted on an amendment because it does not relate to the 
subject-matter under consideration. It does not bear u it; and 

we may, by amendment, in that way evade the rule, we can 
by other amendments, pe ong indefinitely the consideration of 
any measure, and this House would never be permitted to come 
to a conclusion relative to a measure upon which legislation is 


desirable or 8 

Mr, DOCKERY. ill the gentleman allow me to in 
that connection that the debate has been entirely within con- 
trol of the Chair? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the fact that the debate has been running 
two and one-half hours, and has not even touched the paragraph 
before the House, is a direct and most conclusive demonstration 
that the amendment itself had no business to be here. When the 
House proceeds to legislate on trusts, it will do so, undoubtedly, in- 
telligently and effectively, and I hope that when it comes to such 
a point as that we shall have no more ‘‘by-play” for the pur- 
pose of performing before the country and to divert the attention 
of the le from the measure before the House. [Applause on 


the Republican . ; 
Mr. BAILEY. ill the gentleman from Maine allow me to ask 
INGLEY. I will yield for that pu: 


ges eer 
Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman and myself would not disagree, 


I am sure, that a motion to strike out any item of the bill as we | not 


reach it would be strictly in order under the rule? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly so. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, if it is entirely in order to strike out that 
which is not now on the free list 
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1 DINGLEY. Bat this amendment relates to the dutiable 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand; but would it not be entirely com- 
petent to transfer it 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). It can not be transferred until 
after we have reached the free list. You may strike it off from 
the dutiable list. 

Mr. BAILEY. But if westrike it from the dutiable list we trans- 
fer it to the“ basket clause” at 25 cent. But would it not be 
permissible to transfer such an article to the dutiable list by a 
motion oe to it? ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no basket clause” to the free list. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I understand that; but if you strike 
out an article absolutely and do not transfer it to the list, it 
would go to the “basket clause” and be dutiable at 25 per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the question before the House is a differ- 
ent one. It isin order to move to strike out any item in these 
dutiable schedules as we proceed, But does the gentleman hold 
that it would be in order to move that the article pro- 

to be stricken out be transferred to the free list until we 
reach the free list? 

Mr. BAILEY. When we reach the article, yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. You can strike it out from the 
dutiable list, but you can not incorporate it in the free list until 
you reach that point in the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me understand the gentleman. Does he 
mean to claim that when we reach a given article in the bill, it 
would not be oer to strike it out? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have stated that it would undoubtedly be 
in order to strike it out. But the question of transferring it to 
another list is an entirely different one. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that; but the motion would be to 
strike out and insert. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that Aust demonstrates the point. You 
can not, when you are considering the dutiable list, make a motion 
to strike out and also transfer an article to the free list, The lat- 
ter must be done When you reach the free list. 

Mr. BAILEY. I with the gentleman there—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. en, if you do that, you surrender your 
whole contention on the point of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman will excuse me, but I am sure I 
do not, and I seek no more advantage of it. My proposition is 
this: That the amendment of the gentleman from Kimari [Mr. 
Dockery] is a proposition to make the tax conditional, whereas 
the bill now makes it absolute, and the condition ought to be 
inserted exactly where the tax is im 5 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, but the proposition is to transfer to the 


free list conditionally, and that is a motion that is not in order. 


Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman will pardon me; it makes the 
tax conditional. Your bill levies a tax upon all articles. We 
apiy om that it shall be levied upon all those articles con- 

itionally. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill does not levy opan all articles; it 
levies upon certain articles distinctly mentioned in section 1. 

Mr. BAILEY. My expression was not exactly fortunate or ex- 
actly accurate, but our condition is proposed to be exactly the 
same as your paap 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatcondition, in order to be germane, must 
be applied to that of the bill which deals with conditions. 

Mr. BAILEY. ell, it applies N to all of the bill 
that our general levy applies to. In other words, we our 
nay te with your levy, and it must be as applicable as that 

i 5 

r. DINGLEY. Not at all, because if that were true, then a 
motion, when we were considering the dutiable list, to transfer an 
article to the free list would be in order, but it is not germane 
until you reach the free list. That is the fact about it, and that 
is the sera of the House during the whole history of the exist- 
ence of our parliamentary body. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not 
care to 1 this discussion. 
Š one Cc Thegentleman from Maine declines to yield 

‘urther. 


Mr. DINGLEY. When the time shall arrive for dealing with 
the question of trusts, rest assured that we shall meet and deal 
with it properly. In the first place, those sections of the law 
which have been referred to this morning, enacted in 1894, are 
left by this bill still in force. They areall that in 1894 you thought 
it desirable to enact, and all the legislation that has been enacted 
in the past remains upon the statute books. If further provisions 
of law are needed to meet evils arising from unla combina- 
tions, rest assured that at the oe time, in an orderly way, and 

eps for the purpose of defeating something else or posing 
before country, this side of the House will meet the issne. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take up any further time 
in discussing this question. We all understand the object that 
our friends on the side have in view—the object of postponing 
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or defeating and preventing legislation that will secure reve- 
nue for the support of the Government and adequate protection 
for our industries. We shall go forward with that work, and 
when we have completed it, if any other subject needs to be dealt 


with we shall deal with it in good time. 
publican side. 

The CHAIR The pending bill is a bill to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States. The first paragraph of the bill provides— 

That on and after the Ist day of May, 1897, unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all mA aie 
imported from foreign countries or withdrawn for consumption, and men- 
tioned in the schedules herein contained, the rates of duty which are, by the 
schedules and paragraphs, respectively prescribed. 

Section 2 of the bill, on page 123, provides that after the Ist 
day of May the articles thereafter enumerated, when imported, 
shall be exempt from duty. 

To the first paragraph the gentleman from Missouri . DOOK- 
ERY] offers an amendment provid that under certain conditions 
all articles upon the dutiable list s be transferred to the free 
list. To that amendment the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
Lay) ranei the point of order that it is not in order at that point 
in the bill. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] cites a 
decision of the then Speaker in the Forty-fifth Congress, referred to 
upon page 271 of the Digest. t was a decision rendered by 
the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Carlisle, acting 
as Speaker pro tempore. That decision, as shown by the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, does not carry out the statement upon page 
271 of the Digest. That decision held that any amendment must 
be germane to the general provision of a bill. It did not hold that 
being germane to the provisions of a bill it was permissible at 
any point. It did hold that the amendment then presented to the 
bill at the point was admissible. 

The question before the Chair here and now is not whether the 
committee is liable to reach page 123 of the bill. The Chair can 
not take into consideration that 3 as suggested by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], but must rule upon 
the question as it is now presented, to wit, Is the amendment pre- 
sented germane to this provision? The Chair holds that the 
amendment is not germane, and therefore sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the great impor- 
tance of the issue involved, with entire and perfect respect to the 
Chair, I appeal from the decision. i 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Missouri appeals from 
the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Pending that appeal, I ask unanimous 
consent that that amendment be offered, 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the request? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task unanimousconsent that the amend- 
ment may be offered pending the appeal. 

GLEX. The Chair has ruled on the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask unanimous consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Chair has ruled it as out of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But I ask unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, hy, certainly I may. I hope no man 
will object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand there has been an 54 875 from 
the decision of the Chair. If so, we will have to decide that first. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But 1 have asked unanimous consent 


pending the a : ; 
Mr. Not until the appeal has been decided, at least, 


Applause on the Re- 


INGLEY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why, it can be done at any time; and the 
Chair so holds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We will have the appeal decided first. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the statement of the 

utleman from Maine is A ee to an objection at this time. 
Tue question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Pending the appeal, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We are considering the bill under a special 
order, which takes it out of the operations of the rules of the 
House generally; and the parliamentary inquiry I desire to make 
is, hethar it will be in order, if the decision of the Chair is sus- 
tained on the appeal, to go at once to the section indicated by the 

entleman from Missouri, or do we have to take the bill by sec- 
ome and risk the chance of reaching that? 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill must be read under the rule which 
has been heretofore adopted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And it would not be in order to go to that 
section? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 


The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 146, noes 106. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for tellers. 

The 527 77 Was taken on ordering tellers. 

The MAN. Evidently a sufficient number. Tellers are 
ordered; and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock ERV] and 
mes penseman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy] will take their places 
as tellers. 


. 8 again divided; and the tellers reported - ayes 158, 
noes 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McRAE. I wantto offer as an amendment the proposition 
which I had reada moment ago. I do not care to debate it. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I have an amendment, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has the 


oor. 
Mr. MCRAE. Ioffer theamendment which I had read a moment 
ago. Ido not care to debate it; but let it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
or combinations between 


Provided, That all meg) con’ por- 
sons or corporations which have for their object and purpose, in whole or in 
the creation of a — or which tend to create a monopoly by pne- 

ven full and free competition in the importation, manufacture, trans- 
tation, or sale of any commodity or 


cle of mere „or which 
vo for their object and p 


urpose the Kans, yey es the costs of any su 
article to the consumers, are hereby declared to be trusts wi the mean- 
ing of this act: Provided, That no combination or organization of laborers 
for the increase of wages or for lesse: the number of hours of labor nor 
any combination or organization of farmers for one ADA price of farm 
eh pr shall be affected by this act; that there shall levied and col- 
ected annually, tal and assets and also upon the products of 
section, a tax of 25 per cent, and no 
ve been ore shall be allowed for 
All the provisions of law in reference to internal-reyenue taxes, 30 
ly to these taxes and to the piron 

s im- 


revoked by the proclamation of the President. * 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point that that is not germane. It 
is the 55 as has already been settled. 

The C MAN.“ The gentleman from Maine raises the point 
of order that the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. To offer a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is raised against the amend- 
ment, and until that is disposed of another amendment is not in 


order. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, Ihadanamendment pending, or it was 
upon the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the pending amendment, and to it 
the gentleman from Maine raises the point of order. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. I now desire to offer an amendment to 


this bill on o 1, line 9, after the word namely.” 
The C Does the gentleman offer that as an amend- 
ment now? 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Lofferitasanamendment. I ask that 
the amendment be reported. It will not provoke any debate. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that is not 1 8 5 8 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. For the purpose of offering an 
amendment which Iam sure will not provoke any discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain the amend- 
ment until the other one is es of. The gentleman from 
Maine makes the point of order that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas is not germane. The Chair sustains the point of 


order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


modity of use or consumption in the U: ta 

levied under this act is greater to the consumers of the United States than 

the average cost of the same article or commodity to the consumers in other 

countries in which it is produced and from weet it is exported to the United 
article or commodity by this 

bill and plus the further sum of 2 per cent of its value for expense of e 

portation, 1 tion to 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


369 


effect, to suspend the provisions of this act, relating to the imposition of the 
duties herein provided for, for and until such time as the average price of 
said articles to the consumers in the United States shall not be greater than 
the average price of the same articles or commodities to the consumers in 
other countries, vine the duties herein provided for and the said 2 per cent 


in addition there 
To enable the President to comply with the terms of this 828 the 
tes shall roports to the 
cost to the consumer of all staple 


consular officers of the Uni: Sta make quarterly 
Secretary of the Treasury of the ave’ 

aes ot use or consumption within the districts for which they are ap- 
pointed.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that amendment is not only not germane, but that its conclusions 
are absurd, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the word “namely,” in line 9, page 1, and insert the following: 

“Provided always, That in the collection of the revenue provided for 
herein, the collectors of customs receive as the equivalent of $1 412} 
a Bail ba FATAST Up the Weccemiry Ot Ges TACAS AY, wie stall CAUAS 
the same to be coined into standard silver dollars, which coin shall be a legal 
tender for all debts, public and private.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make wie pean of order that the amendment 
is not germane, and also that if adopted it would reduce revenue 
‘and create a greater deficiency than ever. 

Mr. SMI of Arizona. „Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I respectfully take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, and I desire to be heard on the ap „un- 
less we are to be absolutely and forever gagged. [Applause on 
the Democratic 3 

Mr. HOPKINS. r. Chairman, I make the point inst the 
gentleman's appeal that it is taken for the purpose of delay, and 
is so stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It is not for delay. I wish to put gen- 
tlemen on record. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS 
raises the point of order that the appeal is taken for delay, an 
that the gentleman making it has so stated. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the Chair will bear with me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to say 
that unless he could have time to do a certain thing he would 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. Did the Chair understand 

e gentleman correctly? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, What I said was said in my extreme 
desire to be heard on an amendment that I conceived to be ger- 
mane, and I desired to debate the question as to whether the amend- 
ment was germane or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, and 
declines to recognize the appeal. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to A Sos a As 
“ Provided, t when it shall ap by the judgment of any United 
States court of record that any article or commodity dutiable under any 
t or 8 . — . 8 
rt duties thereon shall be 
and provided by this act.” 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
is not subject to the objections to others that have preceded it. 
It does not aim at the transfer of articles from dutiable schedules 
to the free list. It proposes to except from the protective features 
of the pending measure articles produced by organized monopo- 
lies, and to impose on imports of such articles one-half the duties 
1 by the bill as reported. It guards against the possi- 
ility of an proper application of the proviso by requiring the 
reduction only in cases in which United States courts of record 
shall adjudge that a dutiable article is manufactured and sold by 
an unlawful trust or combination. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that that amend- 
ment is not germane to the paragraph under consideration. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
ame amnent to section 1, to come in after the word namely,“ 
ine 9. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend section 1 by adding thereto the following: 

That a tax shall be paid to the Foderal Government on and after 
the Ist day of May, 1897, as follows: Persons or companen pa in mining, 
refining, or pera pe Dy wholesale petroleum, crude or refined, where the 
amount of capital invested does not exceed $100,000, £20 per annum; where 
the amount of capital invested exceeds $100,000 but is less than $500,000, $100 
per annum; where the amount of capital invested exceeds 85 but does 
not exceed $2,000,000, $1,000 per annum; where the amount of capital exceeds 
$2,000,000 but does not exceed $5,000,000, $2,000 per annum; where the amount 
of ca pos cone BRON Sn per nye int 

5 companies, Co; rations, firms, or uals en © manu- 
facture of steel, pig iron: sheet iron, structural iron, cutlery of any kind, 
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steel bars, rods, hoops, bands, iron plates, or any other kind or character of 
iron or steel where the amount invested does not exceed $100,000, per 
annum; where the amount exceeds $100,000 but less than $500,000. per 
annum; where the amount exceeds $500,000 but less than $1,000,000, 7 — 


r annum; where the amount exceeds $1,000,000 but less than $2, 
500 per annum; where the amount exceeds $2,000,000, $5,000 per annum. 

023 railroad companies, corporations, or individuals operating 50 miles of 
railroad but not more than 100 miles, $1,000 per annum; those operating more 
than 100 miles but not exceeding 200 miles, 000 per annum; those operating 
more than 200 but not exceeding 300 miles, $4,000 per annum; those operating 
400 but not exceeding 500, $4,000 per annum; 8 500 but not ex- 
ceeding 600, $6,000 per annum; those operating ex: g 600 miles, $10,000 per 
ann 


um. 

* Corporations, persons, or individuals operating munici or street rail- 
ways having 2 mais and not exceeding 4 miles of railwa — per annum; 
those ha exceeding 4 miles but less than 10 miles, per annum; those 
having 10 miles but not exceeding 25 miles, $1,500 per annum; having 
more n 50 miles, $2,000 per annum. 

“All banks, trust companies, security vault or deposit companies, loan or 
mortgage companies, or other institutions receiving money or valuables on 
deposit or | g money on real or personal estate, as follows: Where 
capital does not exceed $50,000, $100 per annum; more than $50,000 but not 
over $100,000, $200 per annum; more t $200,000 but not exceeding $300,000, 

per annum; more than $300,000 but not exceeding $500,000, $500 per annum; 
more than $500,000 but not 5 $1,000,000, $1,000 per annum; more than 
$1,000,000 but not 5 „ $2,000 per annum; more than $2,000,000 
and not exceeding $5,000,000, $5,000 per annum. Where the amount invested 
exceeds $5,000,000, $10,000 per annum. 

“All prodace, stock, grain, or bond exchanges, whether the same be incor- 
ported or not, $25,000 per annum. 

All manufacturers and dealers in glass and glassware, earthenware, or 
chinaware, where the amount invested does not exceed $50,000, $20 per annum; 
more than $50,000 but not exceeding $100,000, $100 per annum; more than $100,- 
000 and not exceeding $900,000, per annum; more $200,000 but not ex- 
ceeding $1,000,000, $1,000 per annum; exceeding $1,000,000, $2,000 per annum. 

Manufacturers and dealers in all kinds or forms of woolen cloths, where 
the amount invested does not exceed $50,000, $20 per annum; exceeding $50,000 
but less than $100,000, S1 par annum; exceeding: 4u 000 but less than $250,- 
000, $300 per annum; ex $250,000 but less t 000,000, $1,000 per an- 
num; exceeding $1,000,000, r an 5 

All manufacturers and dealers in si velvets, velveteens, and kindred 
fabrics shall pay the same sped tax req of dealers in woolen cloths. 

“All manufacturers and dealers in all kinds of paper, paper books, or pulp 
san pay, —.— same special tax provided for manufacturers and dealers in 
woolen clo’ 

All manufacturers and dealers in leather and all products manufactured 
from leather, where the amount invested does not ex 000, $20 per 
annum; ex g „000, $250 per annum; exceeding 

50,000 and less than 000, Load annum; exceeding $500,000 but less than 

„000,000, $1,000 per 3 ex $2,000, 55 per yas 1 

All persons, corporations, companies, or ons engaged in the manu- 
facture or refining of su, above or below No. 16 Dutch standard in color, 
where the amount inves does not exceed $100,000, per annum; where 
the amount invested exceeds $100,000 bay dosa not exceed $500,000, $500 pe 


but does not ex 
$1,000,000, 000 
not ox $5, 000. $2,000 Fer annum; where the amount exceeds $5,000,000, 
$2,500 per annum; but nothing ed 

te or im the provisions of the treat 
race the United States and the King of the Hawaiian Islands, concluded 
on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any act of Congress 
heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

“Any person, corporation, company, partnership, or association engaged 
in any of the avocations, businesses, or occupations mentioned in this section 
who shall fail or refuse to pay the tax herein provided for for a period 
of thirty days after this act goes into effect shall be ty ofa jemeanor, 
and upon conviction shall be fined not less than $1,000 and not more than 


000. 

“It is made the duty of the collector of customs and internal revenue 
agents of the Government to see that the provisions of this section are 
gently enforced.” 


Mr. DINGLEY (during the reading of the foregoing amend- 
ment). Mr. Chairman, we have heard enough of that read to 
know that it is not germane, and I make the point of order at 
this stage to save time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has a right to 
have his amendment read in full, I presume? 

The CHAIRMAN. He has. If the gentleman insists, the Clerk 
will complete the reading. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the amend- 
ment as above. 

The MAN. Does the gentleman from Maine make the 
point of order against the amendment or does he reserve it until 
the gentleman offering the amendment can be heard? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imake the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. x 

Mr. TERRY. Ima bill levying taxes or duties, why is it not in 
order to providein what kind or character of funds those taxes or 


um 


duties 8 
Mr. PA . Mr, Chairman, is there any question before the 
committee? 


The CHAIRMAN, There is not. Whenever any such question 
arises in the committee as that suggested by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, the Chair will pass upon it, but not before. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word * namely,” line 9, on 


pago 1, insert: 
“ Provided, That on and after July 1, 1897, there shall be paid to every ex- 
porter of agricultural products an export bounty of 10 per cent on the market 
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value of said products at the port of shipment on the day of clearance, and 


„ be added I per cent on said market value when said 
ucts are ipped in Aeties Dats, American- and 
under the Am 


owned vessels, sailing $ 
“Sec. 2. That to meet the payment of said bounty the Secretary of the 


again in the ordinary transaction of the Goyernment, but when redeemed 
be cancel 


“SEC. 3. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make such 
rules and regulations as, in his opinion, are necessary to carry out the above 
provisions.“ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the amendment that it is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, to come 
in at the end of line 9. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 1, line 9, by adding: 

* Provided, That none of the increased rates of duty provided for in this 
act shall apply to any articles or commodities the sale or manufacture of 
which is controlled by trusts in this country.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that is not germane. 

The C RMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SKINNER, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
Isend to the desk, $ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “namely,” in line 9, insert the following: 

That after the and approval of this act any person, association, or 
corporation may deposit, in any duly accredited rp niger Bop of the United 
81 Id and silver bullion or coin in the proportion of 11.6 grains of pure 
Reid bullion and coin to 185.025 sof pure silver bullion and coin: Provided, 

t only the pure gold and silver in such coins shall be credited. 


“Seo. 2. That upon receiving such bullion de its in the ratio and pro- 


8 named in section 1, the asurer of the United States shall cause to 


Sh a uc au ee ena arctan cme 

820, 000, W. on ace antes on presen 

22 demand at the of the United States, or any d accredited 
e after twelve months 


m date of deposit and certificate an equal value of gold and silver bullion, 
according tothe market value of bullion on day of presentation and demand 
for redemption, to wit: For every dollar cer presented for redemp- 
tion the 7 gant A shall refund and deliver to the bearer 50 cents in market 
value of gold bullion and 50 cents in market value of silver bullion, as shall be 
ascertained and declared semimonthly by the Secretary of the Treasury: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the ber nad Brg redeem such certificates 
at his discretion at any time previous to the reinbefore mentioned. 

“Seo. 3. That the bimetallie certificates provided for by this act shall on 
their face be receivable for all public and vate dues, and are hereby de- 
clared a full legal tender, and when received for public taxes shall be ued. 

Sn. 4. That the gold and silver bullion and coin received on deposit under 
= provisions of this act shall be held to redeem such certificates as may be 

uéd and for the purpose of providing for any deficiency that may arise 
by any depreciation of bullion. The Secretary of the Freemani is hereby 
autho to purchase from time to time in the o market such additional 
bullion as may be necessary to meet the or N purposes. 

S. 5. That the Treasurer of the United States, subj to the approval 
and direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, on from time to time issue 
such bimetallic certificates to the extent of gold and silver held in the 

ury in the same proportion and as ded for depositors under this 
act, and gold and silver certificates now existing shall be retired to the extent 
that bimetallic certificates are issued upon the gold and silver in the Treasury. 

“Seco. 6. That the Secretary of the mry shall provide rules and regu- 
tations for carrying 8 —4 provisos of — aoe —＋ onan fixa . 
sonable seigniorage for the depositors to pay, which as a sink 
fund for redemption pu ; and a sum sufficient to carry into effect the 
provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treas- 

not otherwise appr: 


opriated. 

57 Peg 7. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage and ap- 

proval. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

inst the amendment, f ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I offer the amendment which I send tothe 
desk. t 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting between the words “ prescribed ” and “namely,” in 
Une 9, page 1. the following: 

“Except that whenever and as often as any articles or article, the like of 
any of those embraced within any of said schedules as dutiable, shall be man- 
arg a and ene or offered for sale in the 7 Soe under or pursu- 
ant to any combination or e ; creating, taining, or con- 

“Honing . trust or monopoly ee eee with the freedom of 

trade or with competition, and increasing to the consumer the cost of such 
articles or article, Then in every such case the import daty upon papan 
e 3 the time being, be no higher than the rate provided sec- 


Mr. DINGLEY. Imake the point of order that this amendment 
is not germane to the ing provision of the bill. 

Mr, DE ARMOND. I should like to be heard upon the point of 
order, I will not detain the Chair unduly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point, 1 believe, has been already ruled 
upon in connection with a previous amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Missouri briefly. 

Mr. DE ARMOND, I will not waste the time of the Chair or 
the House. 


Section 4 of this bill, which the Chair will find on page 147, is as 
follows: 


Now, the amendment which I have offered, if incorporated in 
this bill, would have the effect of providing that the duties laid 
by the bill should be those mentioned in the schedules, except in 
the cases mentioned in the amendment, in which cases the duty 
should be no higher than prescribed in section 4. 

Now, I submit to the Chair—not factionsly, but because I be- 
lieve my contention is correct—that this amendment is in order. 
It certainly must be in order, 1 think, to provide in a general 
clause which prescribes duties, limitations, and qualifications 
changing under conditions specified the rates of duty otherwise 
5 That can not be contradictory of anything contained 
n the bill. 

This differs from the amendment offered by my colleague est 
Dockery] in this parsaa, It does not propose to place these 
articles on the free list; it does not change or add to the free list; 
it simply provides that in certain contingencies enumerated in 
the amendment the rates of duty shall not be those specified in 
the schedules; but shall be such as are prescribed in section 4. 

Without detaining the Chair further, I submit that the amend- 
ment is not obuoxious to the objection of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine, but is germane and pertinent and ought to 
be submitted to the Committee of the Whole for its judgment 
upon the merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
Clerk will resume the reading of the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS. 

I. Acips: Acetic or pyroligneous acid, and boracic acid, 8 cents per pound; 
chromic acid and lactic acid, 4 cents per pound; citric acid, 8 cents per pound; 
salicylic acid, 10 cents pe pound; sulphuric acid or oil of vitriol not specially 

rovided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; tannic acid or tannin, 

cents per pound; lic acid, 10 cents per pound; tartaric acid, 7 cents per 

pound, ali other acids not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad 
rem. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee have an amendment which 
they desire to offer to this part of the bill. It will be submitted 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

4 Mr. TAWNEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word * ponnani in line 12, page 1, the follow- 
ing words: “ boracic acid, wholly or partly dehydrated, 4 cents per pound.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On the top of page 2 there occurs a spo 
graphical error which I ask consent to correct. The words “fifty 


cent pounds per ” should read * fifty cents per pound.” 
The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the correction 
will be made. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12 of page 1 strike out the word“ three’ and insert in lieu thereof 
“one and a half; so as to make the duty l} cents. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of 
this amendment is to reduce the tariff on acetic or pyzohgneons 
acid from 3 cents per pound, as provided for in this bill, to 1} cents 
per pound, as provided in the McKinley bill. 

I call attention to the fact that the very first item in this bill is 
taxed precisely double the amount that the same item was taxed 
in the McKinley bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the message of the President 

Mr, DALZELL. The gentleman is mistaken in the statement 
he has just made. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir; I am certain I am cor- 
rect. My friend from Pennsylvania is mistaken. 

Mr. DALZELL. The rate provided in the McKinley bill was5 


cents a e 
Mr. DINGLEY. e is proposing to insert the same 
rate as in the Wilson bi 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; the gentleman from Maine 
is mistaken. The Wilson bill fixed the rate at 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem. There is no question but what the tax on acetic or pyro- 
ligneous acid, not exceeding a certain s c gravity, was taxed 
14 cents per pound by the McKiniey bill, and the gentleman will 
not question but that the Dingley bill . a tax of 3 cents per 
pound upon all “ acetic or pyroligneous acids,” including, of course, 
that which was taxed 1} cents por pound under the McKinley bill. 

This shows that I am correct in my assertion that the first item 


in this bill is taxed double the amount which was imposed upon it 
by the McKinley bill. 

The message of the President which was received by the House 
on March 15, and the speech of the distinguished chairman of the 


Committee on Ways and Means, and the speeches which have 
been made by the Republican members of this House, even includ- 
ing those made this morning, are largely devoted to dissertations 
which seem to have for their purpose an effort to show that the 
deficiencies to which they refer were due to the conduct of a 
Democratic Administration and to the operation of the Wilson 
tariff bill. 

I am surprised that such distinguished people should commit 
such ve errors, and I desire to state that their assertions are 
entirely without foundation. Í 

First, I assert that there never was any deficiency under Presi- 
dent Cleveland's first Administration, but on the contrary, owing 
to the economy and integrity with which the high duties of that 
office were administered, a very large us was created during 
the four years that he occupied the Presidential chair, from 1885 
to 1889. And I assert that the deficiencies commenced during the 
Administration of President Harrison and after the passage of the 
McKinley bill. The McKinley bill became law on October 1, 
1890, and a deficiency of §13,891,847.69 occurred the very next 
month, namely, November, 1890. r : 

I give below a table showing the deficiencies during fifteen 
months of President Harrison’s Administration. I give the exact 
receipts and exact expenditures and exact deficiencies during 
those months. Every one of those deficiencies were under the 
operation of the epee bill and under a Republican Adminis- 
tration. It will be seen that they commenced to be continuous in 
September, 1892, before Mr. Cleveland was elected, and at a time 
when bets were made two to cne that Harrison would be elected, 

d continued every month until the close of President Harrison's 

dministration on March 4, 1893. 

The table is as follows: 

$ itures, a ciencies duri: en 
2 the of j ent eee ood during a 8 
the McKinley bill wasin full operation. 


Month of— Receipts. Expenditures. Deficiencies. 
ovember, 18900 -2-7-22 , 678, 074.71 | $42, 570,022.40 | $13,801,947. 69 
bruary, 180 —. 2.878 20; 725, 009. 88 451, 838. 8t 

March, 1 29, 027, 455.48 | 29, 062, 737. 10 35, 281. OL 
. 1901 27, 289,305.94 | 27,0690, 328. 65 401, 020.71 
October, 1891- 28) 448,562.21 | 50, 650,810.52 2,22. 248.31 
ren e Rare a 
un „ „ k 5871. 
1802 28/971, 224.04 30.050. 631.07 | 3.088, 407.93 
v. 1892. 28.228, 08.45 J., 7, 70.80 J. 504. 395. 44 
v. 1802 51,514, 81.25 87, 249,407.04 | 2.805, 075.79 
October, 1802. 31, 838,138.21 | 81, 881, 250. 18 45, 111. 97 
ovember, 28, 739, 805.58 20,640, 778. 28 910, 882. 90 
ber, 1892 53,086, 983.60 | 83, 459, 999. 58 608, 964. 02 
January, 1893 35, 008,052.31 | 38, 351, 42.18 8,348,399. 87 
February, 1808 20; 698, 142.23 30, 806, 278.00 1, 168, 130.77 


These deficiencies were due solely to Republican tariff and Re- 
publican pension legislation and other extravagant appropriations 
de by Republicans, all of which were opposed and condemned 

y Democratic Representatives. 

The laws Mert by Republicans during the first Congress under 
President Harrison made an increase of annual charges upon the 
Government of more than $50,000,000 per annum. 

For Republicans to attempt, as they do, to hold President Cleve- 
Jand and the Democratic party responsible for the present condi- 
tion of the Treasury is a gross outrage and wrong. 

They depleted the , and when they saw deficiencies and 

n staring them in the face, they issued orders for the prepara- 
on of plates upon which to print bonds to sell and thus replete 
the money which, under their administration, was being so rapidly 
dissipa To stave off the disaster they had bronght upon the 
country they withheld payments, and even went so far as to di- 
rect that judgments which had been rendered against the Gov- 
erninent and for the satisfaction of which appropriations had 
been provided should not be paid, and by this and other means 
the deficiency was as far as possible pushed off upon Mr. Cleve- 
land's Administration, 

President McKinley’s messa 
the Government had exceed 
years as follows: 

Tear ending June 30, 1804 
Tear ending June 30, 1895. 
‘ear ending June 3), 1896 

Every dollar of the $69,803,260.58 deficiency wasincurred under 
the administration of the McKinley bill. A considerable portion 
of the $42,805,223.18 was alsoincurred under the operation of the 
McKinley bill, and of the three amounts given the $25,203,245.70 
was the only one which occurred solely during the operation of 
the Wilson bill. This shows that under the Wilson bill the 
deficiencies were but little more than one-third what they were 


under the McKinley bill. i 
deficiencies are not due to the Wilson 


tells ns that the expenditures of 
the receipts during the last three 


Another proof that the 
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bill is that, notwithstanding the fact that the Supreme Court nul- 
lified that part of the Wilson bill which imposed an income tax, 
and thus reduced the annual income from that bill more than 
$40,000,000, the revenues from the Wilson bill now far exceed the 
expenditures. 
he proclamation calling us together was dated March 6, andI 
ive below a statement showing that since that time the receipts 
ave far exceeded the expenditures, the excess of. receipts over 
expenditures having been as follows: 


March 19, 182 — $08,671.01 
March 20, 1897 -- — 74,029.48 

h Z. 1877 - 806,015.31 
March 23, 1802 -. 63,613.95 
March 24, 1897 .. 8 90, 487. 87 
March 25, 1897 — 601,005.33 
March , 18077 144, 780. 08 


In the face of this evidence that the Wilson bill is giving a rev- 
enue far exceeding the expenditures of the Government—these 
figures being sent daily to every member of this House re 
Secretary of the Treasury—the Republican members of this body 
continue their unwarrantable assertion that an increase of the 
burdens of the people $113.000,000 is essential to meet the ex- 
penditures of the Government. 

That deficiencies existed I do not deny, but I assert that they 
were created under the very bill which gentlemen of the Repub- 
lican pany aro trying here to reenact in an intensified form. 

In the discussion of the tariff on iron cotton ties, in January, 
1883, our distinguished President made a statement which was 
fearfully erroneous, 

I succeeded in being recognized in reply, in which I said: 

Iwas amazed at the statement of the gentleman from Ohio 2 McKinley], 

As the poi represents the district in which Youngstown is situated 
and to which Pittsburg is adjacent, his want of information upon that sub- 

ject was not at all anticipated by me. My surprise was enhanced, too, for 


reason that his classic features and intellectual expression had led me to 
believe he was fully informed upon every subject. 


My surprise is equally great now to find that this very distin- 
guished gentleman has been so far led into error as to so unrea- 
sonably and so erroneously attribute the present condition of our 
finances, It only shows that men of the test culture, the great- 
est intellect, and the best informed are liable to make the greatest 
mistakes. 

I do not allude to this at all in the spirit of criticism. Few men 
ever served in this House who were more admired by all parties 
than Major McKinley, and his unanimous nomination and tri- 
umphant election was no surprise to the people who served with 
himonthisfloor. His courteous, kind, and gentle manner attracted 
everyone to him, without reference to party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER 
of Alabama, it was rejected. 

„„ The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, before passing from this 
point, I desire to offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the duties imposed by the provisions of this item shall not be applied 
to the articles named whenever any associations, corporations, firms, or indi- 
viduals manufacturing them or selling them are en in or connected 


with or controlled by a trust as defined by law; but in all such cases the 
duties imposed by item shall not exceed one-tenth of 1 cent. 


aa DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, on that I raise the question of 
order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offer is 
not, I think, obnoxious to the point of order. 

The gentleman from Maine made the point of order against the 
amendment, first offered on this side of the House by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY],on the ground that it put the 
articles therein mentioned on the free list, that the free list had 
not been reached, and hence it was not germane to the bill or to 
that point of the bill, and that it could not be considered in that 
connection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not seek to put the 
articles named in this paragraph on the free list, but ae pro- 
vides that wherever the articles in question are contro bd by a 
trust or combination the rate of duty shall be reduced to 1 mill. 
It seems to me if we want to strike an effective blow at trusts, that 
the amendment is in order and that it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN. And let me suggest to the gentleman that under 
the argument of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] a 
few moments ago this is the proper place to put the amendment. 

Mr. RIC N. Undoubtedly, and it was conceded that 
when any item or section of the bill was reached it would be in 
order to move to change the rate of duty. This is simply a motion 
to change the rate of duty. I propose, in all cases where the arti- 
cles mentioned in the section are controlled, manufactured, or sold 
by trusts, that the duty fixed by the bill upon them shall not be 
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the duty set forth in the item now under consideration, but it 
shall be reduced to 1 mill. - 

I submit that the amendment, Mr. Chairman, is exactly in line 
with the holding of the gentleman in the chair [Mr. SHERMAN] when 


the other point of order was ruled upon. It is germane to the 
bill: it is germane to the paragraph; it does not put anything on 
the free list, but simply changes the rate of duty when a trust 
controls the manufacture or the sale of the article mentioned. I 
can not see how, upon any of the grounds argued by gentlemen 
who have preceded me as to the other amendment, this proposition 
can be obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Tennessee overlooks the ground upon which the former amend- 
oe held not to be germane and was ruled out on the point 
of order, 

I call attention again to the proposition that this bill consists of 
three different parts, each having a specific object, distinct from 
the other, in view. The first relates to duties on articles therein 
named; the second relates to putting certain articles upon the 
free list that are mentioned in that list, and the third relates to the 
limitations and conditions under which the duties imposed in the 
dutiable list shall be either dispensed with, changed, or in any 
wise affected under the law. If the amendment of the gentleman 
is in order at all, at any part in the bill, it would be in order when 
we reach the third t of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I submit to my friend, if he will allow 
me a moment, that he is in error as to the amendment I have pro- 

ed. He is an able and accomplished lawyer and a skillful par- 
iamentarian. Let me call his attention to the fact that I am not 
affecting, by the amendment, in any way, the free list. Iam not 
interfering with certainty with the duties as they are fixed in the 
bill, but simply providing a limitation to apply under certain con- 
ditions or upon a certain contingency. am simply 8 

that under the conditions named the rate of duty shall 

. specific items mentioned in this parag rani 

Mr. DALZELL, I understand that—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). And I can not see where the 
amendment is obnoxious to the point of order. It may not bea 

wise amendment; but that does not apply to an argument upon 
the question of order. The question is, Is an amendment in order 
under our rules to charge a duty on an item when it is controlled 
by a trust different from that charged when it is not so controlled? 
That is all there is of it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, I think I have failed to make myself 
clear to the gentleman from Tennessee. I understand what he is 
after. He does not propose to put this on the free list. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No. 

Mr. DALZELL. He pro , under certain conditions, to 
change the rate of duty provided for in the bill. That is right, 


is it not? 
Why, certainly. 


Mr, RICHARDSON. 
them now. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, you pro to allow them to remain as 
they are in this bill, unless upon the happening of a certain con- 


tingency? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That is right. 


on the 


I propose to change 


Mr. DALZELL. In that case you propose to change the duty. 
Am I 8 
Mr. RICHARDSON, That is right. 


Mr. DALZELL. Very well. Now, as I said, the bill has three 
parts, and each of them a specific function to perform. The 
third part of the bill relates to precisely what the gentleman is 
attempting to do now. It relates to the dispensation or exemption 
of articles from duty, or the change of duty under certain circum- 
stances. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from Pennsylvania permit me 
to ask a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would it not be in order to provide on this 
section that à certain rate of duty shall be borne for a certain 
length of time, and then a different rate of duty? 

r. DALZELL. I do not believe it would. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You do not believe that? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; I do not think it would be in order to 
make any provision with respect to time that did not apply gener- 
ally to the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has been so held in all tariff discussions 
heretofore, The gentleman will remember that on the Wilson bill 
it was held to be in order to make the rate on wool apply after a 
certain period. 

Mr. DALZELL. I believe the gentleman is right in his last 
statement; but still that doss not affect my proposition at all. 
This amendment is not germane to this part of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, will the gentleman indulge me 
just for a moment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not want to interfere with the gen- 


tleman if it breaks — his argument, but the gentleman may not 
have heard what I had to say in respect to a certain other section of 
the bill, and I will call his attention to it. In the provision with 
reference to works of art it is provided— 

That the privileges of this section shall not be allowed to associations, cor- 
porations, firms, or individuals engaged in or connected with business of a 
private or commercial character. 

Now, is not that a limitation upon the duty charged in the bill 
or fixed in the bill? The gentleman says this 9 1 be all right 
if it was in section 3 of the bill. Is not that what the gentleman 
contends? 

Mr. DALZELL. I say that now in the consideration of this 
first section of the bill, which relates to the imposition of duties, 
it is not germane to make a provision which applies to the third 
section of the bill, which relates to dispensing with duties and 
changing duties and imposing conditions, and all that sort of 


ing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the gentleman's position is that the 
exception which I have just read, under the head of Works of 
art,” is only Karre mie because it is in the third section? 

Mr. DALZELL. What the gentleman refers to now is not an 
amendment, pata part of the body of the bill. 

Mr. RICHAR N. I understand that; but I am endeavoring 
to make this a part of the bođy of the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the committee saw fit to put the other in 
as a part of the bill. That does not affect the question whether 
the gentleman’s amendment is germane or not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But would the gentleman insist that the 
Committee on Ways and Means could violate a rule any more 
than this Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Ways and Means Committee can no 
more violate a rule of the House than the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union can. 

Mr. DALZELL. But that is not an amendment; that is a part 
of the body of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Very well. 

Mr. DALZELL. The committee could have put in this para- 
staph if they had seen fit to, when they brought the bill in. 

. RICHARDSON. How could they, if it is not germane? 

Mr. DALZELL. The question of its ing germane could not 
jersey ane in a bill reported by the committee. 

Mr. McRAE. Is it subject to a point of order when that para- 
graph is reached? : 

r. RICHARDSON. Unquestionably it must be, if it would 
not be germane as an amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. What does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. MCRAE. The provision in the bill with reference to works 
of art. Would it be subject to a point of order when reached? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think not. 

Mr. MCRAE. Why, then, is not the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas in order? 

Mr. DALZELL. What a committee puts in a bill is not anal- 
agous to an amendment offered on the floor of the House; that 
seems too plain to talk about. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But that is not the question. 

Mr. DALZELL. The rule that is applicable here 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You are insisting that the Committee on 
Ways and Means can put a provision in a bill without any author- 
ity which this Committee of the Whole can not put in. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. The only question is whether the 
amendment you now offer is germane to the text of the bill as 
reported by the committee, 

r. RICHARDSON. That is right. 
Mr. DALZELL. I say it is not, for the reason I have already 


3 

r. RICHARDSON. Now, then, what I read to the gentle 
man is a provision almost identical—I ask the gentleman to listen 
to that in the third section of the bill; I call his attention to it. 

Mr. DALZELL. But it is not an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But it is in the second section, on page 143. 

Mr. DALZELL. But it is not an amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, when we go from it to the first sec- 
tion, we are told a similar provision is in the second section, and 
it must be offered to the third section. But the Committee on 
Ways and Means do not put such a provision in the third section 
as they have in the second section of the bill, and possibly we 
may find it in the first section. I then come in here and offer 
an amendment, simply changing the rate of duty upon the item 
enumerated in this clause or section of the bill. I do nst put it 
upon the free list. I do not seek to transfer it to the second sec- 
tion or an item covered by the second section. I simply reduce 
the rates charged whenever they become the object of a trust. 
That is all. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes the 

ition that the Committee on Ways and Means is superior to the 
mmittee of the Whole; that they can do it, and we can not. 
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a 3 The gentleman has stated it better than 


could. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 2 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If this proposition in your amendment is 
in order at the close of this paragraph, then a similar amendment 
would be in order at the close of every paragraph, would it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly, because the Chair has 
held—the gentleman who occupied the chair [Mr. SHERMAN] pre- 
vious to the gentleman now in the chair [Mr. Bennerr]—that it 
could not be offered then. It was not applicable to the pa of 
the bill then read, but it was conceded in argument and, I believe, 
stated by the occupant of the chair, that an amendment would be 
in order if offered to a section or item of the bill, provided it did 
not transfer it to the free list. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then you think that a similar amendment 
could be added to every single paragraph in the entire bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We may not want, necessarily, to apply 
it to all sections of the bill. > 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If it was a good reason to apply it to this 
section, it would be an equally reason to apply it to all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ell, the gentleman concedes that you 
can cut the rates in half? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I concede that you could, at the proper 


lace. $ 
ú Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, the proper place is when the item 


is read. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The proper part of this bill, as the bill is 
constructed, is in that part of it which provides for modifying the 


rates ifically. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But does the gentleman pretend to say 
that on the clause to which I am calling attention I can not offer 
an amendment reducing the rate 50 per cent? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, certainly, if it is that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I offered that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But you are offering something else. And 
if it is a good reason for adding it to this paragraph, it would be 
an equally good reason to add it to every item in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not see why you should vote against 
it. Itis an honest and good amendment. It is aimed at trusts. 
It may be ve antag card added to every item in the bill. 

Mr. CONNOL . But do you not want to place it in one part 
of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Ilinois tell me 


where the Toa pao is? 

Mr. CO LLY. In that branch of the bill assigned to the 
duty of modifying the duties specifically in the bill otherwise, un- 
der certain conditions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that is the only point, then we can not 
reduce rates anywhere until we get to that section. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You may reduce the rate; but you are pro- 
viding that po certain conditions the rate shall be modified. 

Mr. MCRAE. How isitin the third part of this bill it is pro- 
vided that certain general rates named in the bill may be modified? 
5 od RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 

a — 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It is in that branch mentioned in section 3. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania failed 
to answer my question. I want now to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois the same question—why this provision is in order in the 
item which is in the first part of the bill on page 143. It is not in 
the third section of the bill, as the gentleman from Illinois con- 
tends it should be; it is in section 2. Because an amendment 
would be in order at the close of each and every paragraph or 
item, my friend from Illinois concludes that it is not in order on 
any paragraph oritem. Because it is in order at the end of each 
por he concludes that it is not in order at the end of the first one 
read. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that such logic as that has 
no pas ina forum like this. I insist that the point of order is not 
well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, before departing from that 
paragraph I desire to offer an amendment. 

The MAN, The Chair will state to the committee that 
there have been two pone of this bill, and that the correct print 
is dated March 19 and has printed across its face Report No. 1;” 
the other, under date of March 18, is not absolutely correct. 

Mr. MCRAE. In that connection, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
some explanation about this No. 27.“ How did that get in here? 

The C. MAN. The number of the bill as introduced was 


* 


27. Thereafter the committee reported as a substitute a bill which 
was numbered 379, and which was reintroduced as a committee 


1II. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
3, page 2, after the word “pound,” strike out the remainder of line 


Line 
8 and the whole of line 4, being the words followin, 
“All other acids not 


ly provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
amendment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. Upon turning to the comparative 
statement which is submitted by the committee, it will be seen 
that all the acids that are embraced in this paragraph have been 
taken from the free list and put upon the dutiable list. The same 
remark applies to other acids in the bill—lactic acid, salicylic acid 
and gallic acid. All these have been taken from the free list and 
put upon the dutiable list. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
thatin making up the estimates of importations and the increased 
cost to the consumer under this bill, many of these and many 
other items like these have been left out of the computation. 
Hence when you are told that the increases in this bill amounted 
to a certain number of dollars, or dollars and cents, if you will 
trace them out in the comparative statement—all these items that 
are in italics—you will find that most of them are not taken into 
account in the computation. It is true that in the wool and 
woolen schedules the committee has attempted to guess at some of 
them, and have putin the word “‘estimated;” but on the articles 
in this first paragraph there is no estimate made. Latic acid, no 
estimate made; salicylic acid, no estimate made; gallic acid, no 
estimate. All other acids not specially provided for, put here at 
25 per cent ad valorem. These were on the free list. In addition 
to desiring to put these articles back on the free list, whence they 
were taken, I want to call attention to the fact that this bill car- 
ries much more taxation than has ever been figured upon it, or 
than can be figured upon it, until importations are made under it. 

Mr. ER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I simply rise to 
correct my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL], who, in his very positive way, asserted that the tax upon 
the first item in this bill was 5 cents a pound. I stated that the 
very first item in the Dingley bill bore double the tax it bore under 
the McKinley bill. I hold in my hand the McKinley bill. The 
first words are, ‘‘Acetic or pyroligneous acid, 14 cents per pound.” 
Now, here in the Dingley bill the first words describing items are 
the same, and the Dingley bill puts the duty upon this item, viz, 


“Acetic or pyroligneous acid, 3 cents a pound.” 
Mr. DALZELL. My distinguished friend from Alabama is 
wrong, 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, no, I am not. I am certain 
Jam not pies 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, he is, and I will prove it. The gentle- 
man moved to reduce the duty on boracic acid, and said that the 
duty at 3 cents a pound, as in this bill, was higher than in the Me- 
Kinley bill, and I said then that under the McKinley bill it was 
5 cents a pound, while in the present bill it is the same as it was 
in the Wilson bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That does not affect what I said. 
I spoke of the first item inthe bill. Ididnot care anything about 
boracic acid and did not say anything about it. 

Mr. DALZELL. But you did, though. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No. My statement was abso- 
lutely correct. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman has made a mistake even now. 
The duty was 4 cents under the McKinley bill and we haye made 
it 84. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, I ask gentlemen to read 
the two bills and compare them and see who is correct. Is this a 
555 sample of the kind of argument we are going to have on this 

ill? 


My assertion is this: The first words of the McKinley bill are: 

Acetic or pyroligneous acid, not exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 14 
cents per pound. 

The first words of the Dingley bill are: 

Acetic or pyroligneous acid and boracic acid, 3 cents per pound. 

It will be seen that the McKinley bill taxed the cheaper acids 14 
cents a pound, and the Dingley bill taxes those same cheap acids 
8 cents a pound, just double the McKinley rates on cheap acetic 
acid. By examining the comparative statements, we see that the 
Dingley bill taxes cheap acids, worth 9 cents a pound, the same 
as they tax expensive acids, worth 18 cents a pound. 

This is done in the very first paragraph of the bill, and this in- 
justice runs through the entire bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will retire and study the com- 
parative statement, he will see that he is incorrect. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to correct the gentle- 
man from Tennessee when he says that there is no estimate upon 
the articles under the head Other acids,” etc. There is an esti- 
mate, and it is $78,000 and over. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is correct in part and in error 
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in part. There is an estimate on the articles embraced in my 
amendment, but I call his attention now to lactic acid; there is 
no estimate on that. - 

Mr. PAYNE. The reason is that that is not enumerated, and 
for that reason it could not be estimated upon. 

Mr. DALZELL. My friend said that if members would turn to 
the comparative statement, they would see that on- All other acids 
not 8 pert for in this act” there was no estimate made. 

Mr. Mo LIN. I stated, upon hurried examination, that 
there was no estimate. I do not wish to do the committee any 
injustice. I said that as to many of these items there were esti- 
mates, as to many others no estimate, and that many of the esti- 
mates were guessed at. Still my assertion holds good—that the 
duties will be greater than the estimates. 

The committee is not to blame in regard to these estimates; 
that is, for not running them out, because, there having been 
transfers from the free list to the dutiable list, it has not been 
possible to make an absolutely precise calculation. But I state 
the fact that many of these estimates are guesses, in some cases 
no estimates are made at all, while in other cases there are esti- 
mates which are probably correct. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MOMILLIN, 
it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5. Ammonia, carbonate of, 1} cents per pound; muriate of, or sal ammo- 
nine, 3 of 1 cent per pound; sulphate of, one-half of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Mr. CORLISS. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 19, page 2, strike out the words “one-fourth” and insert “ three- 
fourths;" so as to read, “Ammonia, carbonate of, 1} cents per pound.“ 

Mr. DINGLEY,. The committee have examined this matter 
and are satisfied that the duty might be 14 cents, which will be 
equivalent to the 20 per cent now provided by law. If the gentle- 
man will modify his amendment so as to fix the duty at 1} cents, 
the committee will accept it. 

Mr. CORLISS. Very well. 

The amendment as modified was read, as follows: 

In line 19, page 2, strike out “one-fourth” and insert onechalf;“ so as to 
réad, II cents per pound.“ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask what is the effect of this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is a little more than the duty under the 
Wilson bill, and less than that under the McKinley bill—about 
halfway between the two. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 

Mr. CORLISS. 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 20, page 2, strike out “three-fourths of 1" and insert 2; so as to 
read muriate of, or sal ammoniac, 2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, the committee has evidently 
made a serious mistake in reference to this item. We are now 
importing over 5,000,000 pounds of muriate of ammonia and pro- 
ducing in this country only a few pounds. If this bill is to encour- 
age American industry,a proper duty should be placed on this 
article. There isin my district a large manufacturer who desires 
to produce muriate of ammonia, and he contends that under this 

ill, as proposed, it will be impossible to produce the article here, 
so that we shall continue to importall that the country consumes, 
I submit, with all due respect—and I ap to the committee— 
that a reasonable duty should be allo in order to protect an 
infant industry of this nation. 

Mr. MOODY. The infant is not born yet. 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes, itis. The establishment to which I refer 
is prepared to produce this ammonia; it has its machinery. It 
started to carry on this manufacture under the McKinley law, but 
it has never been able to do so, because before the manufacture was 
established the Wilson bill suspended the business. These people 
now ask a reasonable protection, and in view of the fact that we 
do not produce any nowW- 

Mr. HOPKINS. Was the duty under the McKinley law suffi- 
cient? 

Mr. CORLISS. No, sir; it was not. 

A MEMBER. Why did they set up the manufacture, then? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The duty in this bill is higher than that under 
the present law 

Mr. CORLISS.. I understand that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And is the same duty imposed by the law of 


1890. 

Mr. CORLISS. I understand that. But in consequence of the 
rotection on other lines in the manufacture of ammonia of a 
ifferent character, this industry was enabled to develop the pro- 

duction of muriate of ammonia and was proceeding to do so. It 
had established its plant for that when the Wilson bill, 
in tearing down the interests of other lines, affected this industry 


to. 
I offer another amendment, which I ask the 


Marcu 26, 
to such an extent as to 


3 prevent the manufacture of muriate of 
ammonia, 


Now, I ask a reasonable protection for this industry, which pro- 
poses to 5 an article not now produced in this country. The 
record shows that every particle of the article used in our country 
is now brought from foreign lands. If there can be given one reas 
son why this duty should not be placed at the figure my amend- 
ment Propose. I should be glad to hear it stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Under the law of 1890 there was only a little 
more than $200,000 worth of this article imported. 

Mr. CORLISS. That is true. We were not consuming it then 
to the same extent as at present. There have been new develop- 
ments for the use of it. 

A MEMBER. What are they? 

Mr. CORLISS. Well, there has been an increase in many lines 
for the use of the article. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What inerease has there been in the use of the 
article since 1890? 

Mr. CORLISS. About 4,000,000 pounds per annum. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me say to the gentleman that under the 
lower rate of duty poran by the existing law the importation 
increased only to a little over $283,000 worth. Now, it seems to 
me that if we go back to the duty fixed in the McKinley law, that, 
under existing conditions, will prove an adequate protection to 
this Ry. 

Mr. CORLISS. Well, in 1893 we brought into this country 
over 3 pounds. In 1896 there were imported over 8, 000, 000 


un — 

Mr. HOPKINS. And you say the production in this coun 
has largely increased? : : shi 

Mr. ISS. In recent years, very largely. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, with a lower rate of duty only a small 
quantity seems to have been imported, and if we put the duty 
ee the law of 1890 it seems to me that it ought to be adequate 
protection. 

Mr. CORLISS. I do not agree with my friend from Illinois for 
this reason, that our manufacturers have been unable to produce 
ae of ammonia on a profitable basis because of foreign com- 
petition. 

a CLARDY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CORLISS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARDY. Does not this article, ammonia, as a matter of 
fact, enter ly, in its various forms, as one of the most im- 
portant merdan in the manufacture of fertilizers? 

Mr. CORLISS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLARDY, It certainly does. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is entirely wrong. This 
refers to another kind of ammonia. à 

Mr. CLARDY. And if that be true, ought not the production 
in this country to be made as cheap as possible, in order to reduce 
the cost of fertilizers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The 88 from Kentucky is mis- 
taken. This does not enter into the manufacture of fertilizers, 
We have taken care of everything connected with fertilizers, I can 
assure the gentleman. 

Mr. C DY. The gentleman is mistaken. Ammonia is one 
of the important i ents that enters into this manufacture. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, this is a different preparation of 


ammonia. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Foore having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parr, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed joint resolution of the following title; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 20) making appropriations for renewal 
of the pema system of the District of Columbia immediately 
available. 

THE TARIFF, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CORLISS. I should like, Mr. Chairman, to be permitted 
to proceed a few moments Sa 

e CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
will be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentleman 
from Ohio, let me say that thisis one of the most important ingre- 
dients that enters in the manufacture of fertilizers, the opinion of 
the gentleman from Ohio to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The genteman is entirely mistaken. He 
does not know what he is talking about. This is a different prep- 
aration of ammonia. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, there has been little muriate of 
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ammonia made here for three years. In consequence of that fact 
the importation of it from foreign countries at the low cost of 
production prevailing has forbidden the production of it by our 
own mannfacturers, It is needed by our manufacturers. I have 
before me a letter from an important manufacturer of my city,in 
which he says it would be impossible for him to produce muriate 
of ammonia under the terms of the proposed bill. We would con- 
tinue to import all that we consumed under the terms of this bill. 
This comes from one of the largest manufacturers in the country 
in all the variouslines of ammonia. Heknows whereof hespeaks, 
and although he has all the facilities to do so he could not manu- 
facture in competition with foreign manufacturers. ) 

I appeal, therefore, to the committee, unless they can satisfy 
the House that some manufacturers can produce it in this country 
under the terms of this bill, to permit the amendment to be 
adopted. If they will show me a manufacturer who has been 
able in the past history of the country to produce muriate of am- 
monia for the benefit of the American people, I will submit to the 
bill as it stands, Beyond that, I submit, speaking for this firm 
that I have mentioned, who produce as much ammonia in its dif- 
ferent forms as any other manufacturers in the country, they 
should be protected by placing muriate of ammonia at 2 cents a 
pound, as Phase o d in the amendment, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much is it worth per pound now? 

Mr. CORLISS. Well, itis given here in this table—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. According to the statement in this table, 
it is worth forty-nine one-hun ths cents per pound 

Mr. CORLISS. That is a mistake. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And you want a duty which is equivalent 
to about 600 per cent. 

Mr. CORLISS. Well, even in that case, you have the same 
character of duty on tobacco. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; the gentleman is mistaken. He can 
attack this bill all along the line if he wants to, but that is a mis- 
take. You will have the opportunity, of course, to fight the bill 
at every step proposed. But here you propose a duty of 2 cents a 
pound on an article selling at less than one-half cent a pound 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the amend- 
ment if any gentleman on this floor will state that, under the 
present tariff duty, muriate of ammonia can be produced here in 
competition with foreign manufacturers. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman claim that it has been manu- 
factured here prior to this time? 

Mr. CORLISS, Yes, 

Mr. PAYNE. When and where? r 4 

Mr. CORLISS. In Detroit, my own city, during the past four 
or five years. in a small way. 

Mr. PAYNE. Under the present duty, and during the past 
four or five years, it has been manufactured? 

Mr. CORLISS. It has, to a very slight extent; only to this 
extent, that in the preparation of ammonia muriate of ammonia 
is 8 to some extent, but the manufacture has not been 
developed. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do these communications from the manufacturers 
show what the cost of the manufacture is in this country, giving 
the details? 

Mr. CORLISS. No; they do not. 

Mr. PAYNE. Have you any information of that kind? 

Mr. CORLISS. I have not, except the statement of the manu- 
facturers. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the committee in formulating this 
bill did not proceed to give duties because somebody asked for them. 
In no instance have they done this. They have gone beyond and 
examined into the matter and found out what the prospect was of 
supplying the demand in this country; they have endeavored to 
find out what it cost in this country and to find out what the im- 
porting price was. In regard to this particular item, we put the 

uty at three-fourths of a cent per pound. Some manufacturer 
did ask for a duty of 1 cent per pound, but he did not bring in an 
facts or figures entitling him to any such duty, and so we adop 
the old duty under the McKinley bill, and a duty that seemed to 
be adequate under the facts as they were presented to this com- 


mittee. 
The duty under the present law, under which my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. Coruiss] says that the manufacture been com- 


menced in the city of Detroit, and has continued for four or five 

ears, is 10 per cent. The importing price is 5 cents per pound. 
‘Ten per cent upon that would be equivalent to one-half of a cent 
per pound. e have increased the present duty 50 per cent, and 
made it three-quarters of a cent per pound, 

Now, it seems to me that the committee have done all that 
would be required of them in regard to this cular item; that it 
would be unsafe to go further, and simply use some manufac- 
turer says that he must have more duty, to give it. We have not 
been in the habit of regulating these dnties in that way. We have 
not considered them in that way. We have tried to find out what 


the cost was here and the cost on the other side, and to make up 
pars the difference in cost and the difference in condition be- 
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tween this country and the countries across the water. So far as 
it appears, we have done no injustice in this case. 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CORLISS] can at some fu- 
ture time present to the committee facts showing that this article 
can be manufactured in this country, and the duty that is neces- 
sary in order to equalize conditions between this country and the 
manufacturers across the water, the committee will be ever ready 
to hear, or to read, at least, any statement that may be presented 
to them; and if necessary, and right and just. they will be ready 
to bring in a committee amendment upon the subject at any time. 
ALLEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Pare} yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]? 
Mr. PAYNE. One word more. Ammonia is a by-product in 
making coke, in making gas, like coal tar, and other such prod- 
ucts. Those we have kept upon the free list. The muriate of am- 
monia is an adyanced manufacture from the by-product in mak- 
ing coal tar. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to call his 
attention to a matter which is germane in this connection? A 
representative of the Manufacturers’ Chemists’ Association, who 
are manufacturers of this article, submit a statement which will 
be found on 9 of the hearings. 

Mr. PAYNE He asked three-quarters of a cent? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He asked t uarters of acent. There 
is another fact to which I want to call the gentleman's attention. 
On page 26 of the hearings, the representative of the great chem- 
ical manufacturers at Cleveland, representing also those of the 
entire country, including Chicago, New York, and Titusville, asks 
for one-half cent a pound on this commodity. 

Mr. PAYNE. And another gentleman who appeared before 
the committee, whose statement is printed in the hearings, asked 
for I cent a pound. That was the highest duty that was asked by 
anybody, and we put these statements together; we got all the 
information we could, and equalized the duty at three-quarters 
of a cent, which is the same duty as that imposed in the McKinley 
bill 


Mr. CORLISS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. CORLISS. Do any of these parties who furnish these sta- 
tistics manufacture this article? ve they produced any of this 
muriate of ammonia? 

Mr. PAYNE. My recollection is that the man who asked for 
1 cent a pound is a producer of ammonia, and that was the most 
that was asked; because we did not go in blind and give every 
man what he asked who was a manufacturer. We did not fix 
these duties upon that basis. 

Mr. ALLEN. After listening to the gentleman’s indignant de- 
nial that the committee had listened to manufacturers or persons 
interested in manufactures—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not make any denials of that kind. We 
heard everybody. 

Mr. ALLEN. But you said you had not fixed the rate 

Mr. PAYNE. Simply because they asked it. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, whether this was true or false, I was just 
reading at the time in the Philadelphia Inquirer, The rate on 

ineapples will probably be changed again, as it is unsatisfactory 
the great canning interests of the country.” 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know what the paper may have said 
abont it. We listened to all the parties interested on the subject 
of pineapples, and gave a good deal of time and attention to that 
matter. Then we read the printed briefs handed in after the 
hearings before the committee, and we did change the rate upon 
Pineapples, because it appeared that we had got them too high, 
the higher duty being intended to make it as high as the equiva- 
lent ad valorem. 

Mr. CORLISS. In view of what gentlemen, members of the 
committee, have said, I would ask that this item and the amend- 
ment be passed over by the committee and be taken up further on. 

Mr. PAYNE. It can not be in that way. 

Mr, CORLISS. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question for information about this item before he takes his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done by unanimous consent, 
as nothing is pending. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do I understand you to state to the 
House that none of this stuff is manufactured in the United States? 

Mr. CORLISS. Not to any extent. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Thatisall I wanted to know, whether 
it is manufactured in this country, 

Mr. CORLISS. Very slightly, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


6. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees crude, l} cents per pound; tartars 
and lees crystals, or partly refined argols, containing not more than 90 
cent of bitartrate of and tartrate of soda or or Rochelle salts, 
4cents per pound; cream of tartar and patent tartar, 6 cents per pound. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 
following committee amen 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 22, after the second word “crude,” insert containing not 
more than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash, 1 cent per pound; containing 
more than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash.” s 

Mr. PAYNE. If members of the committee do not desire an 
og terry I ask for a vote. 

. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman desire to discuss this 
amendment? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

I see from the comparative statement, on page 6, that has been 
furnished to us, the statement that argols were imported free of 
duty both under the act of 1890 and the act of 1894; that there 
were imported about the same quantity in each year, 28,000,000 
pounds, of a value in one year of $2,340,000, the next year $2,724,- 
000. Being free of duty heretofore, there is now placed upon this 
article 1} cents a pound. The original proposition was 14 cents. 

Mr. PAYNE. e gentleman did not understand my amend- 
ment. The amendment is that all these wine lees that test less 
than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash shall pay a duty of 1 cent 
a pound, and all that test over 40 cent shall pay 13 cents. 

. McMILLIN. Iwas proceeding to say that the amendment 

i elope a duty, vidine raem into two classes, and I wish to 

ow of the gentleman whaf effect it will have upon the revenues 

that are to be received? It is estimated that there would be 

received on this $424,000. There has been a considerable protest 

against the imposition of this tax upon an article which has here- 
tofore been on the free list. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the committee put this article 
on the dutiable list for the purpose of getting $440,000 more 
revenue, so as to pay the expenses of running this Government. 
That was the reason for imposing this duty. These goods are all 
imported, and it is purely a revenue duty. Now, the reason for 
this particular amendment is this: Information came to the 
committee after they had first fixed the duty in the bill that wine 
lees generally tested from 20 to 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash, 
and that the argols and some wine lees tested from 40 to 80, and 
sometimes 90 per cent. So we thought it was fair to divide the 

_ duties, in order that our people should not be compelled to import 
only argols, thus making a scarcity of argols in the market, while 
they could not import wine lees. e apportioned the duty in this 
way, and that is the reason for the amendment. I think myself 
that the amendment will result in a reduction of revenue amount- 
ing to $30,000 or $40,000. 

. MCMILLIN. Yon think this new classification will take 
$30,000 or $40,000 of revenue from the $424,000? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think we shall get $400,000, or perhaps $380,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate the 
committee and the country upon the fact that our friends upon 
the other side are coming around at last to the correct principles 
of taxation. We have heard during this debate a speech of the 
gentleman on an important item, sugar, admitting that a tariff is 
a tax, that the imposition of that tax increases the price to the 
consumer, and that the removal of it is a relief to him, and there- 
fore he argued that the tax on the article which he was then dis- 


ntleman from New York offers the 
ent. 


. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's ormance now 
is quite equal to his performance the other day, when he read here, 
to the delectation of the gentlemen who surrounded him, a garbled 
extract from a speech that I had made in the House in 1890, in 
which I said that the tariff on sugar was a tax. I explained 
clearly enough, I think, even for the comprehension of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, why I believed that the tariff on sugar 
was a tax. Istated that it was because the bulk of the sugar that 
we consumed was imported from abroad, and that the little we 
then manufactured hardly entered into consideration in fixing 
the price of the article. That explanation was in the very next 
ragraph to the one which the gentleman read here, but when 
e got rouh with the one that suited him he seemed to get ex- 
hausted and would not read any further. 
Now, I do not hope to make the gentleman fully understand 


the position of the ublican party, which has never changed 
upon this subject. en we impose a duty on an article not 
produced in this country, the tariff in that case is a tax, and is 
added to the price of the article. That is the Republican doc- 
trine. Nor can lever make the gentleman from Tennessee under- 
stand that, because he does not ever come into contact with the 
business ideas of the country, with what is going on in the busi- 
ness world; nor can I ever make him understand that when you 
equalize labor conditions in reference to an article that can be 
produced in this country, you start the manufacture here, you 
start competition, so thatthe price of the article goes down because 
the universal American genius is exerted in that direction, in the 
endeavor to make the article to meet the competition of others, 
and in the end the tariff is no longer a tax upon the consumer but 
the article is sold cheaper than it can be imported from abroad, and 
often cheaper even than the amount of the duty upon it. I have 
explained this before; yet within fifteen minutes we shall see the 
gentleman from Tennessee rising here, with that honest expres- 
sion of countenance which he wears, and stating to his fellows 
on that side of the House that the Republicans admit that, in all 
cases and under all circumstances, a tariff is a tax, and the amount 
of the duty is added to the price of the article. 

Mr. DALZELL. And then they will all cheer. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
has also expressed his surprise that we are looking after revenue 
in this bill. I do not believe I can ever get it into the comprehen- 
sion of the gentleman from Tennessee why we are after revenue. 
He evidently thinks that running 865,000, 000 a year behind our 
expenditures is a good thing, because he says we have $65,000,000 
of borrowed money in the Treasury, and that we ought to get 
that borrowed money out so that we can borrow some more. 
[Laughter.] Then in the next breath he says that we ought to be 
condemned because we would not take from his own party ad- 
ministration two years ago the power to replenish the Treasury 
even by borrowing money. 

That is the position of the gentleman from Tennessee. There 
is nothing concealed in this bill. We seek revenue on revenue 
articles, and we seek revenue also on protected articles, but we 
try to make the different provisions of the bill harmonious. This 
is not a new proposition. It was in the McKinley Act in 1890, and 
it will be in every tariff act brought into Congress by the Repub- 
lican party, because those acts are founded, and will be founded, 
from beginning to end, on the principles of business and of 
common sense. [Loud applause on the Republican side. } 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ pound,” in line 1, page 8, insert “containing more than 90 
per cent of bitartrate of potash, 5 cents per pound.” 

Mr. PAYNE. This amendment is simply to perfect the text of 
the paragraph. It appears that by an oversight those classes that 
test over 90 per cent of bitartrate of potash bear now no duty, or 
else they come in at 25 per cent under the basket clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

14. Coal-tar dyes or colors, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other 8 or 


tions of coal tar, by whatever name known, not y provided 
or in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. p 


Mr. SLAYDEN. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk 


to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21, 3. after the words “ad valorem,” insert the following: 

“ Provided, products or preparations of coal tar used only as insecti- 
cides or disinfectants shall be exempt from duty.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. That amendment should wait until we reach 
the free list. It does not belong here. 

Mr.SLAYDEN. I have on it at this time, not with any 
intention of embarrassing the committee—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think there will be no difficulty about the 
amendment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. My reason for offering the amendment now 
is that I apprehend we may not reach the point at which the gen- 
tleman suggests it will be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEy] raise a 3 of order against the amendment? 

r. MCMILLIN. I suggest that if the purpose is to put this 
article on the free list, it ought to be stricken out here. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Not at all. This is the residuary or basket 
clause covering articles not otherwise provided for. If these arti- 
cles named in the gentleman’s amendment should be inserted in 
the free list, this basket clause will not apply to them. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. If this amendment ever comes to a vote, I am 
satisfied that the committee and the House will agree to it. It 
proposes simply to provide cheaper disinfectants for use by raisers 
of cattle and sheep. The object of these disinfectants or insecti- 
cides is the destruction of vermin which annoy the cattle and sheep 
very much. : 
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Mr. DINGLEY, The Committee on Ways and Means will see 
Mg this is put into the free list. It should not be introduced 

ere, ‘ 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I thank the gentleman, the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for that assurance. 

The CHAIR Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAY- 
DEN] withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Ido. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

0 5 ine, by whatever name kno 
eee an int 8 rora foes ody es articles, 50 cents me 
pound; if in finished or partly finished articles, including such as are com- 
monly called celluloid articles, 75 cents per pound and 0 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This item includes manufactures of collo- 
dion, finished or partly finished, including such as are commonly 
called celluloid articles. I find that the rate of duty under the 
McKinley law was 60 cents a pound and 25 per cent ad valorem, 
which was reduced in the Wilson bill to 45 per cent. It is now 
proposed to impose a duty of 75 cents per pound, which is 15 cents 

r pound more specific duty than was provided in the McKinley 
bil, and also 30 per cent ad valorem Which is 5 per cent more 
than the McKinley bill provided. The effect will to impose a 
duty vastly over 50 per cent. Lask some gentlemen of the com- 
mittee whether it is necessary to impose this large increase of duty? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will state to my colleague on the committee 
pa McMILLIN] that the successful development of the manu- 

acture of sheets of collodion and articles manufactured from 
those sheets, commonly known as celluloid articles, is distinctly 
an American industry, established here for the first time in any 
country in the world after experiments extending over some 
twenty or thirty years. Immediately upon the establishment of 
the . here our processes and pans were copied in Eng- 
land, France, Germany, and even in Japan and China. The de- 
velopment of this industry followed the imposition of the duty 
upon these articles by the law of 1890, under which, as the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee states, the duty was 50 cents a pound on 
crude colladion, 60 cents a pound upon the sheets, and 60 cents a 

ound and 25 per cent ad valorem upon the manufactured articles. 
Even then there was an importation of something like $50,000 
worth of the manufactured articles. 

The law of 1894 reduced those rates to 40 cents a pound on crude 
collodion, 50 cents on the sheets and 45 per cent ad valorem on the 
manufactured articles. Under the stimulus of these duties to for- 
eign manufactures the importationof manufactured articles of col- 
lodion increased eightfold, running up from something more than 
$40,000 worth, in 1893, to over $330,000 worth in 1896. Sothecom- 
mittee found itself confronted with this enormous importation of 
manufactured articles of collodion or celluloid, a class of articles 
which have been produced largely by the factories of New Jersey 
and Massachusetts. From the evidence presented to us we 
thought it proper to continue the duty on the sheets at the same 
rate as in the present law, 50 cents a pound, while we increase the 
duty on the manufactured articles, the value of which is more 
than 50 per cent labor, from 45 per cent under the present law to 
75 cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem. This makes a 
somewhat higher duty than was given by the McKinley law; but 
the increase seemed to be warranted by the enormous increase of 
importations and by the fact that these manufactures of celluloid 
are so largely a product of labor, employing thousands of work- 
men in New Jersey and Massachusetts. 

I will say further that much of this celluloid sheet is imported, 
and so we have imposed a duty of 50 cents a pound. Let me state 
that a pound of sheet celluloid does not produce a pound of the 
manufactured article. There is considerable waste in the manu- 
facture, estimated to be at least one-third; so that it takes, we will 
say, 1} pounds or more of sheet collodion to make 1 pound of 
the finished article. For that reason we saw fit to make a com- 
pensatory duty, which is specific, on the manufactured article of 
75 instead of 50 cents a pound. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the pro- 
vision inserted by the committee in this part of the bill, and insert 
in lieu thereof 45 per cent, and for this reason: The gentleman 
from Connecticut informs us that it is necessary to haye revenue. 
We have been informed of that fact by various other gentlemen 
on that side of the House who have spoken upon this question. 
That we understand to be the claim set up for passing this bill at 
all; and the reduction from 60 cents per pound, and 25 per cent ad 
30 to 45 per cent, increased the revenues from $21,000 to 

That being true, it strikes me that the large increase in rate, if 
we adopt it, would be more likely to diminish than to increase the 
revenues. Therefore at the same time we increase the price of 
ah betes and do not benefit the Treasury of the Government 
at all. 

I therefore move this amendment, which I hope will be adopted. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Let me suggest to the gentleman that it also 
increased importations from 000 to $980,000 in value. Now 


we prefer to make that increase on this side of the water. 
plause on the Republican side.] 

McMILLIN. But does not my friend know that there 
has been a vast increase in the consumption of this commodity 
within the United States in the last few years? 

Mr. RUSSELL. There are between three and four thousand 
people employed in the celluloid works throughout this country 


[Ap- 


when they are able to get work at all. Now, we want these peo- 
ple to be employed, and we want the articles made in America 
that can be made by them, instead of being made in Japan, Ger- 
many, and England. We would rather have them made by our 
own workmen in this country: and would prefer that condition 
rather than to see these people idle. Besides that, we would 
greatly prefer to make $330,060 worth of these articles here than 
to pay for that same amount of labor on the other side of the water. 
E on the Republican side.] 

r. Mc LIN. If I understand the gentleman, then the ob- 
ject of the increase is to prevent importations? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is to diminish importations. 

Mr. McMILLIN. To diminish importations and hence to di- 
minish the revenues. I am very glad to have the motive so can- 
didly stated. £ 

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, if necessary. But we propose to give our 
poopie the benefit of this businees if we can without interfering 
with the revenue. : 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
McMILLIN, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


19. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, bulbous 
roots, nutgalls and other excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried 


insects, poena gums and gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, 
roots and stems, spices, vegetables, 5 not garden seeds), seeds 
of morbid growth, weeds, and woods us y for dyeing; any of the 
foregoing which are not edible, but which are advanced in value or condition 
by refining, grinding, or other process, and not specially provided for in this 
act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

55 SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
wo 

The question has been often asked on the other side of the 
Chainber, What is the relief proposed by the Democrats in this 
body for the present condition of the ? Iremember yes- 
terday afternoon the gentleman from New York 2 Payne}, in 
that able speech of his, ridiculed to a large extent the remarks of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND], saying that the 
proper remedy for the deficiency now existing was economy in 
public 5 Then he ridiculed the method of economy 
propose y the gentleman from Missouri. 

ow, I want to make a plain declaration. and will challenge 
contradiction from the other side of the Chamber, and it is this— 
and I would like this House and the country to understand it— 
that if the last Republican Congress had been as economical as 
the Democratic Con that preceded it, instead of there being 
a deficit of $25,203,246, there would have been a surplus in the 
Treasury of $1,894,660.42; and I want to prove that by records that 
can not be disputed and will not be challenged. : 

Here are the expenses of the Fifty-fourth Congress. They aggre- 
gate the enormous sum of $1,043,437,018.53. That, Mr. Chairman, 
was the last Republican Congress, The Fifty-third Congress, 
which was a Democratic Congress, shows an aggregate of ex- 
penditures amounting to $989,239,205.69. In other words, the 
Fifty-fourth Sonare (a Republican Congress) spent in excess of 
the Fifty-third Congress (a Democratic Congress) the sum of 
$54,197,812.84. This sum, divided for each of the two years, 
makes the expenditures in the last Congress $27,098,906.42 for 
each year of its existence—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman tell me this 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. irman, I must decline at present to 
be 5 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like the gentleman to tell us who made 
the appropriations of 1896? 

Mr. SWANSON (continuing). Now, this deficit, Mr. Chair- 
man, as seen from the report prepared by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINdLEx], last year amounted to $25,- 
203,246, which, taken from the increased expenditures for each of 
the two years, amounting to $27,098,905.42, would leave a surplus 
in the Treasury of $1,894,660.42. So if the purpose of the relief 
that is proposed to the country is to make the receipts and ex- 
penditures equal, all that we have to do, and all that gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber have to do, is to put the expendi- 
tures down in the next Congress to what they were in the preced- 
ing Democratic Congress. 

ow I should be glad to yield to the gentleman from New York 
for a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. The question I wanted to ask the gentleman is 
this: Whether he was aware of the fact that the vs bie ce 
made for the year ending June 30, 1896, were made by the Demo- 
cratic economical Fifty-third Congress, while there was a defi- 
ciency of over $25,000,000 in the Treasury for that year? - 


expri 
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Mr. SWANSON. Ishould like to say to the gentleman 

Mr. PAYNE. Are you aware of that? s 

Mr. 7 prea I am aware of this, and I am aware that 
every Co; é 

Mr. PA ENE. That seems to answer your whole statement. 


Mr. SWANSON. No; it does not. It may be satisfactory to 
the gentleman, but it is not satisfactory to the country. I want 
to say that the Fifty-third Congress inits 1 included 
expenditures that the previous Congress had made. I want to say 

at the Democratic Congress preceding that, as has always been 

one, in the general deficiency bill e appropriations that the 
preceding Congress had made contracts for. 

Mr. PAYNE. What about the Fifty-second Congress, which 
preceded the Fifty-third? 

Mr. SWANSON. That hasbeen the practice in every Congress, 
and was followed by that Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. hat was the politics of that Congress? 

Mr. SWANSON. The increased appropriations for rivers and 
harbors and other causes made these increased appropriations of 
the Fifty-fourth Co over the Fifty-third. it is evident 
that if you will simply carry the expenditures of next year back 
to those which were made by the Fifty-third Congress, the last 
Democratic Congress, the present law will yield ample revenue. 
You are then simply confronted with a proposition to reduce 

enditures to what they were in the last Democratic Congress, 
and then receipts and expenditures will meet. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I did not haye the pleasure of 
hearing all that the gentleman from Virginia had to submit. It 
seemed to me, so far as I did hear what he said, that he talked 
without information. I had the honor,a few days ago, to make a 
statement touching the appropriations of the last Congress, in- 
eluding the four bills not yet passed by this Congress, as com- 

red with the Congress to which he refers, the Fifty-third. Ihave 
That statement here. Itis true that the total of the bills for the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, including the four bills that we 
through the House the other day, is $49,000,000 in excess of the 
appropriation for the Fifty-third, to which he refers. Has the 

ce ergs analyzed the items that make that increase? I appre- 
end not. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment. I have analyzed the increase, 
and I will say to the gentleman that $24,000,000 of that increase is 
the interest and the sinking fund upon the money that was bor- 
rowed by your late Democratic Administration to carry on the 
Government. [Applause on the Republican side.] Now, asI said 
before, it seemed to be necessary to borrow that money. Why? 
Because the Wilson bill was enacted; because the country took 
the back track under the lead of Cleveland and the Democracy; 
because the revenue fell off through apprehension and through 
the operation of the Wilson law, and, with bankruptcy staring the 
country in the face, you had to borrow the money. 

That explains $24,000,000 of the $49,000,000. I have the other 
items here. There was an increase of $11,500,000 for the Post-Office 
Department. - 

ow, the ae says, go back and appropriate what the 
-third Congress appropriated. If you do, then you will re- 
pudiate the interest upon the debt that was made by the late Ad- 
ministration. If you do, you will decrease by $11,500,000 the 
amount necessary to carry on the Post-Office Department. That 
takes care of $37,000,000 out of the $49,000,000 increase. For for- 
tifications there was an increase of $12,500,000. The increase of 
the Navy explains the balance, and most of that was payment for 
battle ships and other ships authorized by the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, but for which that Con did not appropriate. 

Now, when you add all of those together, it makes 857,000,000, 
or, after you deduct those items of increase, it leaves 88,000, 000 less 
than the amount appropriated during the Fifty-third Congress. 

I grow tired of hearing the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Swanson] and other gentlemen make half statements of fact. I 
do not think, to be honest about it, that the country cares much 
about the statements of this kind from the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia or about my answer to them. The country is willing to have 
an efficient public service, and to give that service it has been 

ecessary to borrow between 8200, 000,000 and $300,000,000 by your 

te Administration, and this Administration is going to give a 
good service; but instead of borrowing the money we expect to 
Taise it by taxation that will bring the money into the 2 
and at the same time give employment to our own citizens an 
give them our own markets, and there you haye it. [Applause 
on the ublican side.] 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the state- 
ment I made, I want to say that it comes from the statement pre- 

by the Democratic members of the Committee on Appropri- 
tions—the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] and the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr.SayERrs]—in which this comparison is 
ade, each item of the appropriation bills, commencing with the 
Tatts and going through, showing the increase. I do not 


mean that the money was thrown away. I do not mean it was 
given for any improper or corrupt purpose; but I do say, and I do 
lieve, that there has been unnecessary extravagance in public 
Se ing recent years. 
e CHAIRMAN. Give us the items in the last Congress. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will take the river and harbor bi, 

Mr. CANNON. The appropriations for river and harbor bills 
have been slightly increased in the late Congress over what they 
were in mp 5 05 Congress. 

Mr. SWANSON. I want to say that in hard times like these, 
with no danger of war and a deficit in the revenue, that it is use- 
less to go into an extended system of fortifications. 

Mr. LITTLE. I would suggest to my friend from Virginia that 
with the great war spirit recently developed in the Republican 
party wemight be permitted to reduce the appropriation Por forti- 

cations. 

Mr. SWANSON. And the Navy. I made no table of what the 
money was expended for. I suppose it followed the Republican 
standpoint, because they have always believed in liberal expendi- 
tures of money. I simply take the position that the Democrats 
believe in economy, in small expenditures; that the way to offer 
relief to the country in the present emergency is not to increase 
taxes, but to reduce expenditures to what they were under Demo- 
cratic rule. I want it distinctly understood in the country that 
the Democratic party gave that as the method and means of let- 
ting the revenues and expenditures meet—by reducing expendi- 
tures, and not by increased and wasteful expenditures and in- 
creased taxation. 

Now, that is the statement prepared by the gentleman trom 
Texas [Mr. Sayers] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery]. Iam not a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It showed a difference of $54,000,000, and the statement 
that I made was that if that $54,000,000 had been taken from the 
appropriations in the Fifty-fourth Congress. and they had aggre- 
gated no more than the expenditures of the Democratic Congress, 
that. last year, instead of there being a deficit, there would have 
been a surplus in the Treasury. That is the method of relief pro- 
posed by this side of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, if my friend will allow me, I will be spe- 
cific. Did not my friend advocate and vote for special railroad 
subsidies for fast mails? 

Mr. SWANSON. I did; and that was not an increased expend- 
iture. It was a decreased one. 

Mr. CANNON, Now, then, I will show him how to decrease. 
I would let that service, which runs down through his country, 
and is not a subject of a ae ag a that is authorized by exist- 
ing statute law-—-I would let that drop. Now, his mind and mine 
can meet upon that proposition; and I hope when it comes up 
again that we will get together upon that proposition. 

Mr. SWANSON. I can also say to the gentleman in reply that 
itis not necessary to do that to cut the expenditures down as small 
as the Democratic House did, because that was included in a Dem- 
ocratic House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A larger sum. 

Mr. SWANSON, And for a larger sum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to 
withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN,. Mr. Chairman, Irenew the proforma amend- 
ment. Iwant to give attention for a moment to one of the remarks 
made by the gentleman from Illinois who informed the House of 
the difference between the former Administration and this so far 
as dealing with reyenue is concerned, But before I go to that, I 
will reply to another thing that has gone along here and been used 
so frequently about the deficiencies of the Wilson bill. First, I call 
attention to what sort of revenues were afforded by the McKinley 
bill. The last year of the McKinley bill’s operation it created a 
deficiency of more than $60,000,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. Sixty-nine millions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Sixty-nine millions. The first year that that 
bill was in operation there was a surplus of a little over $20,- 
000,000, The second year of its operation the surplus was 
$8,000,000 or $9,000,000, and the next to the last year it was only 
$2,000,000. So that, taking the whole period of the operation of 
the McKinley bill together, there was a deficiency instead of a 
surplus created by it. Now you propose to raise rates higher, to 

e the import duties greater, and thereby exclude imports, and 
who knows what the effect of this bill is going to be? 

Now, as to the statement of the gentleman from Illinois, that 
this Congress proposes, and this Administration proposes, to raise 
the money by taxation instead of borrowing to run the Govern- 
ment, I beg him to remember that the raids upon the Treasury 
were the fault of a faulty system of redemption and not a ques- 
tion of revenues. The gold reserve was raided when there was 


more than a hundred million dollars’ surplus in the 3 
It can be done to-day; it can be done to-morrow. As long as t 

Government allows the creditor to dictate the money he shall re- 
ceive, instead of allowing the debtor to dictate, as is done in all 


1897. 


countries and before all courts, you may have this same trouble 
bob up at any time. The thing to dois to execute the law and 
redeem your obligations, in either gold or silver, as you prefer, 
and when any man or syndicate undertakes to raid the y 
raid him, and load him with anything you want him to carry off. 
„ stop the raids on the Treasury when nothing else 
would. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. Ethers: Sulphuric and spirits of nitrous ether, 25 cents per pound; fruit 
ethers, oils, or essences, $2 per pound; ethers of all kinds not s pro- 
vided for in this act, $1 per pour Provided, That no article of this para- 
graph shall pay a less rate of duty than 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a committee 
amendment to this paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

striking from line 18, 4, the word “and,” and 
6 in lies thereat the following: * 

Forty cents per pound.“ 

Mr. DIN GLEV. This, Mr. Chairman, will make the provision 
exactly the present law. There was an omission of two or three 
words, which are now supplied by the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. t. Chairman, I would like to have the 
paragraph read as it will stand when amended. 

The paragraph as proposed to be amended was read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

21. Extractsand decoctions of 1 ood and other dyew extract of 
sumac, and extracts of barks or woods suchas are commonly u for dyeing 
or tanning, not ning provided for in this act. seven-eighths of 1 cent per 
ie 5 all the above in a solid or dry form, II cents per pound; 

mlock bark, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I see that there is anew class 
made here, all the above in a solid or dry form,“ and that the 
rate is fixed at 13 cents per pound. I wish to know whether the 
committee have any information as to the amount of importation 
of these articles. There is no estimate given in the comparative 
statement, and I would like to know the reason for changing the 


law. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, these extracts have been im- 

ported during the last two or three years largely in the form of 

es or solids, and the importations are increasing. I do not 

ow just what was the amount last year, but it was considerable. 

The rate of duty pu upon the solid form is, considering the value 

of the solid, exactly the equivalent of the rate put upon the liquid 

form. That appears in the evidence taken by the committee, and 
the gentleman will find it in the hearings. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. Gelatin, glue, isinglass or fish glue, and prepared fish bladders or fish 
sounds, valued at not above 10 cents per 4 2 cents per pang valued at 
above Io cents per pound and not above 45 cents per pound, g cents per nd 
and 15 per cent valorem; valued above 25 cents and not above 40 cents 
per pound, 5 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued above 40 
cents per pound, 20 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill if it is 
the purpose of the committee to impose a duty upon fish bladders 
or fish sounds, which are used in the manufacture of isinglass, or 
whether they are intended to come under’ section 488 of the free 
list? 


extracts of 


It was not the intention to put a duty on 
those articles. 

Mr. MOODY. Then let me call the attention of the gentleman 
to these words in section 488 of the free list: 


Bladders, and all integuments and intestines of animals, and fish sounds, 
crude or salted for preservation only. 


Now, the point is that the bladders which are used in the manu- 
facture of isinglass are prepared not by salting but by drying, 
and unless the word dried“ is inserted in the provision which I 
have just read from the free list, they might be held to come 
under the dutiable class in paragraph 22. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was not the intention to place a duty upon 
those articles, and when we come to consider the free list we shall 
be glad to hear any suggestion the gentleman may have to make. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

23. Glycerin, erude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 3 cents per 
poun 


Mr. BROMWELL. I move to amend by striking ont “one,” in 
line 15, before the word ‘‘cent,” and inserting “two.” Also by 
yee i out three, in line 16, page 5, and insert four and a 


Mr. Chairman, I r ize the fact that it is highly improbable 
that any amendment which may be offered by anyone except the 
committee will meet with any favor at the hands of this body, and 
therefore it is mainly for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the committee to the amendment which I have proposed, with the 
idea that when they know the facts they will consent to its adop- 
tion, that I speak at this time. Probably the largest soap manu- 
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in the United States is located in my district, that of Proc- 


factory 

ter & Gamble, the Procter & Gamble Works, the manufacturers 
of the famous Ivory soap. Glycerin, as gentlemen are aware, is 
a by-product of the manufacture of soap. When the raw mate- 
rials from which soap is manufactured are made more costly, it 
necessarily im a burden upon the manufacturer of soap which 
must result either in an increase of the price paid by the consumer 
or a decrease of the wages paid to the employees. 

Under the act of 1893 crude glycerin was put at 11 cents a 
pound. Under the act of 1896 the duty was 1 cent a pound, the 
same as proposed in the 2 bill. Even under the rate of 14 
cents a pound in the McKinley law there was $768,565 worth of 
glycerin imported; while under the Wilson law, at the rate of 1 
cent a pound, the same as is proposed in the present bill, there 
was $1,431,578 worth of crude glycerin imported, Under the 
McKinley Act, with a duty of 44 cents on refined glycerin (which 
I propose shall be restored}, there was imported $24,394 worth; 
while at the 3-cent rate, under the Wilson Act, there was an in- 
crease to $36,925. My amendment proposes only that the rate 
shall be restored to 44 cents on the refined and to 2 cents on the 
crude, which is a slight advance on the rate in the McKinley Act. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I desire to read (because the 
matter is stated probably more clearly than I could state it in my 
own language) a communication from the manager of the Procter 


& Gamble Works: 
` CINOINNATEI, OHIO; March 23, 1897. 
Hon. Jacon H. BROMWELL, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sın: Under the proposed tariff bill, known as the Dingley tariff bill, 
the dut — upon those articles which constitute the soap maker's raw 
— increased the cost of making soap, not only to a greater extent 
than under the rates now existing, but also toa greater extent than under 
the rates established by the McKinley bill. Of the articles protected under 
the Dingley bill which enter as raw material into the manufacture of soap, 
there are three which have a most material effect upon the cost of produc- 
tion, viz, alkali, tallow, and essential oils (perfume). 

We will compare the rates of these three articles in the McKinley, Wilson, 
and Dingley laws for the purpose of showing that in no case has the burden 


Sea upon the soap manufacturer been lightened, but, on the contrary, 
mer 5 

Alkati.—Under this term there are two divisions in the tariff law, viz, soda 
ash and caustic soda. The rates on these are as follows: 


‘We, in common with the larger soap ma have not used any caustic 
soda for some years past, as even without any difference in duty it is ya 
for the soap maker to use soda ash. Therefore, the change upon the le 
of caustic soda from the rates established under the McKinley bill has been 
of no benefit to the soap maker. 

The rates on soda ash are the same in the three laws, so that the soa 
maker under both the Wilson and Dingley laws has the cost of his alkali 
increased to the same extent as under the McKinley law. 

Tallow.—The rates upon this article under the three laws are as follows: 


McKinley. | Wilson. Dingley. 


leent. 


It is due to peculiar conditions that the proposed duty upon tallow bears 
so severely upon the soap maker. Under ordinary circumstances our coun- 
is an exporter of all grades of fats. 

e — — industry, which, of course, manufactures tallow, is in the 
bands of a few men, notably Armour, Swift, Morris, Hammond, and Sulz- 
berger. While we give our preference in buying as far as possible to the 
er manufacturers, yet it is a fact that over 90 per cent of the amount of 
tallow we bought during the past year was purchased these five houses. 
It is easily in their power to set aside the normal conditions of supply and 
demand and force the consumer (soap maker) to pay exorbitant prices for 


our pure 
is ervidierioed by the fact that we found it to our interest during 1895 to import 
tallow to the value of over $285,000. 

These conditions press more hardly upon the soap manufacturer to-da 
than they did under the McKinley law, because of the ne strength an 


sete d ce obtained in the packing industry by the five men men- 
jonedabove. Under the Wilson bill we were afforded relief from r 
and ex bill, our burden has been rather in- 


nse, but under the pro 
han i poparen 


t i 
Essential oils—Under the heading of essential oils comes 
the perfume wh is used 


Nee and 


few exceptions, bes u 
has Suis ocak of 8 increased. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROMWELL] has expired. 


„ :ꝗ““1ü/d . 
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Mr. BROMWELL. I should like to have a little more time to 
finish the reading of this communication. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to extending the gentle- 
man’s time for five minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROMWELL (continuing the reading) 


There are two ways in which 8 protection may be afforded 
for the above-mentioned burdens which have been imposed upon cost of pro- 
duction: First, by increasing the duty upon soap imported into this country, 
and, secondly, by increasing the duty upon glycerin which is imported in 
this country. 

Glycerin i is a by product in the manufacture of soap. The higher the 
price obtained for glycerin, the lower is the cost of producing the soap, and 
vice versa. 

The rates of duty upon these articles, which form the protection side of 
the soap maker, are as follows: 


Dingley. 


It will be noted from the above fi; that the proposed tariff affords us 
some relief in so far as the Dingley restores the duty upon soap to that 
established under the McKinley law. It does not, however, the rate 
upon glycerin to that in force under the McKinley law, but leaves it just as 
it is at present under the Wilson law. : 

If our increased burdens under the proposed Dingley bill were the same 
as those laid under the McKinley law, we would require and be entitled to 
the same protection under the Dingley law as we had under the McKinley 
law. As a matter of fact, however, the Dingley law lays increased burdens 
upon the soap maker, and we require and think that we are entitled to a cor- 

mdi uty. 
e ask therafore, that the duty be fixed at the rate of 2 cents per pound 
for crude glycerin and 4} cents per pound for refined glycerin. 

We wo call your attention to the fact that it is more desirable to in- 
crease the rate upon glycerin than to further increase the auas upon soap. 
As we say above, the higher the price obtained for glycerin, the lower the 
cost of soap and the corresponding lower price at which it can be sold to the 
consumer. We maintain, of course, without argumen that there is hardly 
any article which it is so desirable should go tothe ple at a low cost. 

Glycerin, however, is peculiarly fitted to stand her prices and will fur- 
nish additional revenue tothe Government. Its consumption in the arts is 
almost uniformly in small quantities and in articles of high selling price. It 
is in very general use in the manufacture of patent medicines, ale dif- 
ferent lotions, and kindred articles. Also in very small proportions in the 

Feparatdon of morocco and perons leather, printers’ ink, coloring matter, 
Biscuits, ete., in all of which it bears a very small proportion to the total cost 
of production, averaging less than 1 per cent of the total cost. 

The one industry in which we know it is used in large bulk is in the manu- 
facture of nitroglycerin or d te. Here, however, 1 pound of ayes 
will make 8 or 10 pounds of dynamite, so that an increased duty of 1} cents 

r pound on glycerin would be a very small percentage of increased cost 

n the manufacture of this article. rmore, the dynamite manufac- 
turers can feel no fear of foreign competition, as nitroglycerin is not an 
article which can be transpo: mg distances. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


expired. 
ide: RICHARDSON. I will take the floor in my own right and 
will yield to the gentleman, but I desire first to ask him a question. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Ishould like an opportunity to finish the 
reading of this communication. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In a moment Iwill yield to the gentleman 
my time. As I understand, he is speaking in behalf of an estab- 
lishment in the suburbs of Cincinnati and within his district. I 
wish to ask him whether the price of soap as sold by that firm 
under the Wilson bill is different from what it was under the 
McKinley bill? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iam not able to answer that question, fot 
the reason that I am not familiar with the wholesale prices of soap 
furnished from this facto: As a matter of fact, the retail prices 
have remained probably the same. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield my time to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] yields the remainder of his time to 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

There was no objection. _ ; 

Mr. BROMWELL (resuming the reading) — 

ilson or existing tariff rate on glycerin is insuffi 
ee 2 with aver that eatablished 5 the Meine x Mn 
we would your attention to the imports of crude glycerin for the two 


under the McKinley law and for the two years under the Wilso 


years m law, 
showing, in spite of the commercial dep: 


ression, a rate of increase in the 
importation under the Wilson law over the McKinley law of over 60 per 
cent: 


In conclusio: 


wo ask you to give your earnest efforts to secure a favorable 
consideration 
the labo 


our interests, not on selfish grounds, but for the benefit of 
ring class in the broader sense of the word. 

The labor employed in the manufacture of ee bd not of the highest type, 

and has no protection from unions formed among themselves, and yet we ven- 


manufacturing business like this amounts to a 
essential oils, amount alone to $40,000 annually. 


this additional charge upon their raw materials. 
but fair, and I think it but reasonable, that this by-product which 


increasing the rates of du 


ture to say that there is no line of business which pays equal wages to its 


employees. 
of depression, when the normal rate of 


mene the past few years 
for common labor was i r day, we were pe be „and we know that our 
0 to $1.66% ag day to this same 


competitors were paying the same, from 81 
class of unskilled labor. A man coming off the streets knowing nothing. 
‘ore, 


about the soap business, never having been inside of a soa or 
ven 


8 
would be engaged at this rate of wages. We ask that this fact Mts 

‘or the 

toward 


consideration and that nothing be done which will make it necessar 

manufacturers to the liberal policy which they have pursu 

their employees in order to overcome unintentional injury done them in 
g so complex a matter as a new bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all I care to read from this com- 
munication. But there is one point to which I wish to call atten- 
tion in connection with this particular factory. I know of no 
other establishment, surely none within my district—probably 
none in the State of Ohio, or, so far as I have been able to ascer- 
tain, in the United States—which is conducted upon precisely the 
same basis as this establishment called the Procter & Gamble 
Company. It is a cooperative manufacturing plant in which 
every man from the laborer occupying the lowest position to the 
president and manager of the company is a participant in the 
profits of the concern. 

The establishment employs, I should judge, between 1,500 and 
2,000 hands. It pays its laborers American rates of wages, and at 
the end of each year each employee, being a stockholder by virtue 
of his being an employee, receives his share or dividend from the 
surplus profits. Hence in asking this House to give favorable 
consideration to my amendment, I am asking you to support a 
protective measure which will really protect, and to compensate 
these people for the increased rate which you are placing upon 
their raw materials. A cent a pound on tallow in an immense 
deal of money 
in the course of a year. The perfumes used in their soaps, the 
You are pues 

They think i 


they make in the manufacture of soap, which, if properly pro- 


tected, would tend to offset in some degree the additional cost of 
the manufacture, shall be so protected. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to ask the gentleman this 
question, which I presume from his acquaintance with this busi- 
ness he is prepared to answer. If this amendment be adopted, 

upon the articles mentioned—giving 
increased protection—will that enable the Procter & Gamble Com- 
pany o sell their soap to consumers at a higher price? Is that the 
object 

Mr. BROMWELL, The very object of this amendment, on the 
contrary, is to enable the Procter & Gamble Company to sell their 
soap at the same price, without adding anything to the cost of it, 
and without cutting off the profits that go to their employees by 
way of dividends and salaries. 

. RICHARDSON. Then what is the object of this increased 


duty? 

Mr. BROMWELL. They are not asking any increased duty on 
soap, provided you give them this increase of the rates on glyc- 
erin, If, however, the rates on glycerin remain as they now are, 
they ask—and that is the purport of the amendment which, at the 
pope time, I propose to submit for the consideration of the 

ouse—for an increased rate on soap. The 3 Which Lask 
to be applied here has been carried out in other provisions of the 
bill—that where the raw material has been increased in price by 
reason of an increased tariff duty you shall compensate the manu- 
facturer by giving him additional rate upan the finished product. 
These people do not ask for an additional rate upon their soap, the 
finished product, if they can get proper protection upon glycerin, 
the by pie which they have to sell. 

As I have said, the statistics show that there has been a great 
importation of both crude and refined pede into this country 
under both the Wilson bill and the McKinley bill. The amount 
under the Wilson law in 1896 is over $1,000,000—nearly one and a 
half million dollars—worth that came in competition with the 
producers of glycerin in this country, and to that extent impaired 
the manufacturing business in America. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] a few moments ago asked the gen- 
tleman from Ohio whether or not the soap of the firm he has been 
speaking of had been sold at a cheaper rate since the Wilson bill 
became the law of the land. The answer was that the gentleman 
did not know. 

Mr. BROMWELUL. I referred to the wholesale price. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I understand that. But is it not 
a fact that owing to the cooperative plan on which the establish- 
ment to which you have been referring is worked, in the event 
they can obtain their tallow at a cheaper rate, the benefits ac- 
ch from that will go largely to the men—the vast number 
of employees of which the gentleman has spoken, who were en- 
gaged in that manufacture—each one of a i will receive his 
share of the profits under the cooperative system? 
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I had endeavored to make 


Mr. BROMWELL. That is true. 
that plain in my statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Iso understood, but I wanted the 
gentleman to emphasize the fact, so that there could be no doubt 
about it. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I tried to show to the committee that they 
were employing between 1,500 and 2,000 men in this one single 
plant, and whatever is added to the cost of the raw material en- 
tering into the manufacture of soap there means that much off 
the wages of the avg beg who are the beneficiaries of any profits 
that may result from the business. f 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, And that the profits resulting 
from the change the gentleman proposes do not go to the benefit 
of corporations and trusts. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That was my intention, to endeavor to ex- 
plain that fully to the committee. i 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly 
in opposition to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 


Glycerin is largely used and is a necessary ingredient in the 
manufacture of tobacco; and, as gentlemen are aware, there is 
yery much tobacco exported from this country to all parts of the 
World. However much we may disa both Democrats and 
Republicans—with reference to our home products and our home 
markets, I think that there has been always a united belief on 
both sides in the 8 of an effort to enable our manufac- 
turers to extend their markets into foreign countries and secure, 
as far as practicable, the sale of American products on foreign soil. 

Now, if there is any intention on the part of the committee to 
change the rate on glycerin, which makes a very considerable 
item in the manufacture of tobacco to our people who are engaged 
in that business, I hope that proper hearings will be given to 
these people, who have understood that there was to be no change, 
and, in fact, I have letters addressed to me upon that subject ask- 
ing to be heard before the committee in the event that a nee 
was proposed. They inform me that it isan item of considerable 
expense with them; that they must meet Canada and other coun- 
tries in the markets of the world in the manufacture of tobacco, 
and therefore I hope the committee will not consent to make any 
change so as to increase the rate of duty without at least giving 
them an opportunity of being heard—an opportunity which they 
have not heretofore had, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it will be noticed that this 
8 is rather a strange one to increase the duty on a by- 

product of a manufacture, astaple article, a great article of manu- 
5 like soap, of this country, and to increase the profits of the 
soap manufacturer, not by a duty additional put upon the soap im- 
rted, but by an additional duty upon a by-product of the manu- 
Factors of soap. As, for instance, to illustrate, it will be equiva- 
lent to a proposition not to raise the price of gas in a community, 
but to raise the price of coal tar, a by-product in the manufacture 
of That is this proposition reduced to its logical elements 
and results. 

Now, I want to start out with the proposition, which my friend 
will not deny, that of all the manufacturing business in the 
United States of America that business which has made the most 
money, in proportion to invested capital, auring the past four to 
ten years is the manufacture of soap all over the country. It is 
a profitable investment. And a gentleman near me suggests that 
he never heard of a soap factory failing. Ihave never in all my 
life heard of one failing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ways and Means took 
a great deal of pains in the matter of this product, and I was di- 
rected by the committee to make certain inquiries and investiga- 
tions, and did so by writing to the soap manufacturers gener: ly 
in the country, and amongst the rest I wrote to Messrs cter 
Gamble, the firm mentioned here, and they made no complant to 
me or to the committee with reference to this matter. Thesecom- 
munications are published on pages 124 and 125 of the hearings 
before the committee, and scattered right along there comes the 
hoap manufacturers of the United States. 

this were a proposition to put the duty on soap back to the 
Wilson bill, there would be strong doubt in favor of the propo- 
sition in the hearings before the committee of the manufacturers 
of soap. I might refer to the communication from Schultz & Co., 
of Zanesville, Ohio, in Which they say that they are satisfied with 
the conditions already existing. 

But the committee felt bound to do one of two things which 
did affect directly the manufacture of soap; and so we put the 
duty up from 10 to 20 per cent ad valorem. Oneof these was that 
we felt it incumbent upon us to put a duty on tallow. I can not 
conceive of any reason why a protectionist should oppose a duty 
on tallow. 

I call the attention of the committee, however, to the fact that 
it is only occasionally that tallow is ever imported, even under a 
free list. But there are times when, by reason of drought, scarcity 
of the product in the market, or other kindred reasons, tallow is 


imported into the country; and when that time comes, the farmer 
and producer of cattle has as good a right to claim a duty on tal - 
low as Procter & Gamble have on soap. It is a most remarkable 


1 

BROMx WELL. They are not objecting to the duty on tal - 
low. Do not put it in that light at all. They are protectionists. 
Nearly every man of their 2,000 employees voted the Republican 
ticket. They believe firmly in the protective theory. ey are 
not opposing the 1-cent duty on tallow, and I do not want it stated 
that way to the House by my colleague. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are referring to it as one of the 
burdens that they have to bear. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Certainly; and it is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And yet it will be found of all the com- 
modities in the country we produce a larger proportion of it in 
3 to our consumption than of almost any of the manufac- 
tured articles of the oT: 
re 5 Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

. Mr. BROM WELL. As stated in their communication, which 
Was read to the House, is not over 90 per cent of the production 
of a tallow controlled by the five great packing firms that they 
name 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, well, that does not enter in here at all. 
It is cheaper than it ever was before. It is produced atlast by the 
farmer on the range. It is not produced by the packers. Its origin 
is on the farm. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent that I may pro- 
ceed for five minutes. This took fifteen minutes on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio pi GROSVE- 
NOR] asks unanimous consent that he may pr for fiye min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, astosodaash, Ishall close with that, 
because I am speaking under difficulties. If members of the com- 
mittee see fit to read the hearings, it will be seen that at least a 
majority of the soap makers of the country do not even ask for the 
restoration of the McKinley duty. That is the first proponon; 
The next point is that they uniformly asked us to tain prac- 
tically the present duties, or at least not to go above the McKinley 
duties. upon the articles of raw material that entered into their 
manufacture. That we did. When we have done that, I think 
these gentlemen ought not come here and single out one product, 
and that a by-product, and ask us to reduce the duty upon that. 

Now, there is another reason. As the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson] has very well shown, glycerin enters into the 
manufacture of tobacco. What are we to do about that? When 
you disturb one of the underlying propositions of this bill you 
must follow out the ramifications, Raise the duty 100 per cent 
upon glycerin, and you must follow it through all its uses and 
change the schedules in every direction. There is asingle article 
in this tariff bill which, if modified, would require a change in the 
schedules of at least fifty articles. Here is one of them that is not 
so great in its ramifications, but which is so material that it ought 
not be changed unless you propose higher rates of duty upon a 
considerable number of manufactured articles that would be 
affected thereby. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rejoice to see my 
venerable and vitriolic friend from Athens, Ohio, General GROS- 
VENOR, 5 my younger and robuster friend from Cinein- 
nati, Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL]. When Republicans fall out Demo- 
crats may get their dues. [Laughter.] Now, this debate on this 

articular item of soap has let two cats out of the protection bag. 
aughter.] One of them is that these soap manufacturers in 
incinnati, the whole gang of them, voted the Republican ticket 
last fall. [applaus] Therefore, no man on this side of the 
House ought to have the cheek to object to their getting their 
art of the swag in this bill. [Laughter.] That is the whole of 

t. By properly distributing the tariff you propose to pay people 
for voting the Republican ticket in the past and hire them to vote 
it in the future. The other has cleared up the mystery why the 
majority in this House want to put ashes on the free list. 

When I read that item in the bill, I thought it was to encourage 
the farmers in the production of ashes {laughter}; but lo and 
behold, itis to help the Republican soap makers fry more aeea out 
of the American people! [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
craticside.] My Republican friends, let me give you a suggestion, 
which I do with much diffidence and in the friendliest spirit. 
While you are putting ashes on the free list, put sack cloth there 
also [laughter], for you will need it when the people find out the 
iniquities of this bill. [Laughter.] 
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This measure is protection run mad. Hitherto we have heard a 
great deal about infant industries, some of them one hundred and 
eight years old, which have held on to the public teat with the 
grim tenacity of snapping turtles [laughter] and waxed fat while 


three generations 9 pee have been born, and lived, toiled, 
suffered, and passed off the stage of action—while empires have 


rung into birth and kingdoms have crumbled into dust. Now, 
it was bad enough to be perpetually skinned for the benefit of 
these lusty infants, who biennially corrupt the suffrage and buy 
the offices; but we are getting used to that. To-day, however, 
we had a new sort of iniquity sprung on us. 

We are told that there is no muriate of ammonia manufactured 
in this country, but the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Corntss] 
wants a high protective tax on that article because somewhere in 
America somebody might possibly take it into his head to manu- 
facture that stuff. W 

Heretofore the people have been taxed to furnish princely estates 
only for infant industries in esse [laughter]; but now we are 
offered the glorious opportunity of taxing ourselves to furnish 
fortunes for infant industries in posse. [Laughter.] 

This is a proposition to put a premium upon the hatching of 
another brood of pauper industries, unnatural to our country, 
unsnited to our climate, alien to our soil, Which can only be sus- 
tained by artificial means, and which, when they have grown 
strong by feeding off the public, will ride the people to death. 

I understand the fact to be that the Frenc vernment has 

laced a bounty upon babies; but, thank Heaven, we haye not 
fallen to that state of impotency yet. [Laughter.] We are able 
to keep up the supply of raw humanity. [Laughter.] ially 
ont in the wild and woolly West. penne laughter. o are 
glad to have an increased supply of soap. Our Republican dilet- 
tante friends have always taunted us with being the un washed 


Democracy.” [Renewed laughter.] Give us fressoap. [Laughter 
and 7 Give us free soap. En 
Mr. PAYNE. Will you use it? [Laughter.] 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And it may be that if we persevere 
under free soap, we may at last reach the beatific and Chesterfield- 
jan condition of my venerable, amiable, and omniscient friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. tanpri] 

Every time an American citizen buys a cake of Ivory soap, he 
will recall the fact that the manufacturers thereof are loyal Re- 
publicans and were duly rewarded therefor by the majority here 
at the e se of the taxpayers. 

General GROSVENOR says that soap factories make large profits, 
and that nobody ever heard of one failing. If that be true, then 
to increase the tariff tax on soap is a superfluous and wanton ex- 
action. 

Every time anybody rises here and says anything about econ- 
omy the last chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and, 
I Suppo the nextone—the Dancing Dervish from Danville, III.— 

aughter] jumps up, like a jack in the box, and says the Admin- 

tration of Grover Cleveland was as extravagant as the Repub- 
Jicans are, as though that were a justification. Mr. Chairman, once 
for all, I want to unload from the neck of the Democratic party 
that dreadful “Old Man of the Sea.” [Great laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Missouri may be allowed to pro- 
ceed for five minutes. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Grover Cleveland is not a Democrat. 
[Laughter on the Republican side and applause on the Democratic 
side.] Asa Democrat, bred and born, understanding its tenets, 
loving its traditions, ready always and everywhere to battle for 
its principles, I solemnly declare that he never was a Democrat. 

On the 4th of March, 1893, sustained by a people's love, he might 
have stood against the world; now, none so poor as to do him 
reverence. i 

On the 6th of March, 1893, in his first official act, he startled all 
the Democrats in the land, and a great many Republicans, b 
appointing to the highest office within his gift a sorehead 
Republican. [Laughter. 

According to his mugwumpish notions, he could not find within 
= confines of the Republic a Democrat fit to be Secretary of 

tate. 

That was the beginning of the end, and from that day to this 
he has been the best friend the blican ever —its 
most eficient ally. We repudiate him and all his works. 

I will not abuse him. He is not worth it. I feel about him as 
Thackeray did about George the Fourth. That delightful phi- 
losopher says: 

Lown I once used to think it would be good epost to 


pursue him, fasten 
on him, and pull him down. But now Lam med to mount and lay good 
dogs ou, to summon a full field, and then to hunt the poor game. 


Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 26, 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ves, sir. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Was Thomas Jefferson a Democrat? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He was a Democrat, and don't you 
forget it. Kanner] 
. BRO The only trouble is that you are forgettin 
what he did. Do you remember that Thomas Jefferson stop 
the coinage of silver? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute. Ido not propose to 
discuss the silver question now. That can and will be Aona here- 


after. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Wait a minute, and let me finish my qnes- 
tion. Do you remember that Thomas Jefferson was a protection- 
ist, and do you know that in his message to Congress he favored 
it, or have you forgotten that? 

Mr of Missouri. Thomas Jefferson did in the begin- 
ning favor light import duties forrevenue and while our factories 
were getting started, but Thomas Jefferson never was a protec- 
tionist in the proper and modern sense. The claim that he was is 
a historic lie. [Great laughter.) While I am at it, I am going 
to inform you of another of the same sort—that James Madison 
was a Federalist. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Never was a Federalist? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. He wrote some pretty good Feder- 
alist doctrine. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I understand that in New England 
every book on American history written in the last hundred years 
has put him down asa Federalist. But I simply desire to say that 
there never will be any truth in American historical books until 
the Yankees quit writing them and the Southern and Western peo- 
ple begin. [Great laughter and applause. | r 

Now, I want to get back where I was, with my friend from Dan- 


ville, III. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Andrew Jackson was a Democrat and a 
protectionist. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No such bastard protection as you 
advocate on this floor. 1 

Mr. BROMWELL. ad his message. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But every time we say anything 
about economy, Brother CANNON says that the 3 Con- 
gress did as badly under Cleveland. Suppose it did. Does bis 
code of morals and the Republican code of morals under- 
take to set forth that because Cleveland was a great malefactor. 
that because the Fifty-third Congress sinned against light and 
knowledge [laughter], that there shall never be any change for 
the better, no repentance, and no leading a better life? [Laugh- 
ter.] Judge DE ArmonpD, myself, and the other Democrats from 
Missouri stand here advocating economy, no matter who it is 
that advocates extravagance. [Applause.] We can be neither 

nor driven from this course. 

I will tell the gentleman from Illinois how to economize. Begin 
by cutting off the millions that are squandered upon fortifications. 
I am a patriot, I hope. 1 would be wiiling to vote any amount of 
money really necessary to the defense of the country; but, gen- 
tlemen on the Republican side, fortifications will not defend this 
country. If every dollar coined since Julius Cæsar rode at the 
head of his victorious legions down to the present time were 
appropriated for the purpose, you could not fortify our 4,000 miles 


| of seacoast. The money appropriated for that purpose is thrown 


away. It is voted to be given to Eastern men for a campaign 
fund. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] 

I tell you, gentlemen, what is the real defense of this country. 
It is the brave and patriotic people of the land, West as well as East, 
South as well as North, who would shoulder their muskets at the 
first call to arms and march to the defense of their country if it 
should ever become’ necessary; but, Mr. Chairman, we are in no 
sort of danger, for there is not a nation on earth that has any more 
idea of attacking the United States than I have of challenging 
Prof. Robert Fitzsimmons for the championship of the world. 
[Laughter and . 

er the hammer fell. | 

he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BROMWELL, 
it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ice, extracts of, in To! 8 
5 = paste, rolls, or other forms, 5 cents per pound 

Mr. COOKE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that paragraph 
by striking out ‘‘chicle, 10 cents per pound.” Chicle, Mr. Chair- 
man, is the basic material from which common chewing gum is 
made. It is raised only in Mexico. It is not produced in any 
other place in the world. The entire Mexican product is used in 
the United States, the manufacture of chewing gum being almost 
entirely limited to this country. We export a small amount of 
the manufactured gum every year. I have received a number of 
letters from mostly small manufacturers, in the city of Chicago 
and elsewhere throughout the country, remonstrating against this 
proposed duty of 10 cents per pound, which amounts to about 50 
per cent ad valorem upon the market price of the chicle. 
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The crop of chicle which was raised in Mexico last year has been 
nearly all imported into this country and is held by a very few 


persons, that which remains in Mexico being in the hands of the 
original owners of the trees. 8 of it which has not 
been already brought into the Uni States could be brought 
here within sixty days and before this bill could into effect. 
Chicle is a purely raw material. Itis not brought into this coun- 
try in any advanced stage of manufacture. It comes in as raw 

„directly from the trees, All the work that is done upon it 
is done by our own working people, mostly in these small manu- 
facturing establishments. 

The price at which the chewing gum is sold is now fixed by cus- 
tom at 5 cents per package of five pieces, or 1 cent per piece, and 
that price is fixed in pooh penie mind; but if this duty is insisted 
upon and adopted if will be im ible for the manufacturers to 
continue to sell their gum as are selling it now. In other 
words, the laying of this duty will take off substantially every 
dollar of the small profits that they are now making or will reduce 
the wages of the people who work for them. The total amount of 
chicle imported is given in the comparative statement at 3,618,000 
pounds, and it is estimated that this article may bring a revenue 
of about $361,000 at this rate of duty. 

Now, I call attention to the fact that there are other like prod- 
ucts which, under this bill, are to come in under a very small ad 
valorem rate of duty—10 per cent ad valorem—such, for instance, 
as beans, which are found enumerated on the opposite page of this 
bill. That includes tonka beans and vanilla s, used exclu- 
sively as flavoring extracts, which are as much articles of ! 

the product ed chicle from the gum trees in Mexico, whic 

i used in the manufacture of chewing gam Now, inasmuch as 
there has neyer been a duty upon chicle at any time in our his- 
tory, and as there ís no icular reason now for placing this ar- 
ticle upon the dutiable list, unless it is done for the purpose of 

iving these manufacturers who have imported it in great quan- 
fities from the abundant crop of 1896 the large profit which 
would come to them as soon as this bill becomes a law—a clear 
profit of 10 cents a pound on every pound of it—I think my 
amendment ought to prevail. If there were some similar article 
which could be obtained elsewhere than in Mexico, or which 
could be used as a substitute, there might be a reason for putting 
on this duty of 10 cents a pound because we might resort else- 
where for our supply; but this bill will simply result in adding to 
the market value of the product existing now in warehouses in the 
United States andin Mexico the total amount of this proposed tax. 

A WE: ALDEN SMITH. Is there any export duty upon this 
article 

Mr. COOKE, The gentleman from Michigan asks me whether 
there is any rt duty imposed by Mexico. I do not know; but 
the Mexican vernment could easily put an export duty of 10 
cents per pound upon the article, and the manufacturers of this 
country and the laboring people who make the gum, and others 
who consume the gum, would have to By every penny of it. It 
seems to me avery poor policy for the United States to start in in 
this way with a noncompetitive article, an article of very limited 
supply, which can not be raised elsewhere than in Mexico. 

Hace the hammer fell.] 
. COOKE. I ask for five minutes more, 
the whole of the time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
As I understand his amendment, it is to s out so much of the 
bill as imposes a duty of 10 cents a pound on chicle? 

Mr. COOKE. That is my proposition, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That does not put chicle on the free list? 

Mr. COOKE. It would operate to do so, I take it, though per- 
haps it would be necessary when we reach the free list to adopt a 
pes Hee sere amendment there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If this article should be included in what 
is called the- basket clause,” at a duty, as I understand, of 25 per 
cent, what would that be per pound? 

Mr. COOKE. About 5 cents per ponnu, as I understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The rate in the et clause is 10 per cent on 
unmanufactured and crude articles not elsewhere specifically 
mentioned. : 

1 That would make it about 5 cents a 

un 
Aer, COOKE. I think it would. 

Mr. DALZELL. A little over 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If this proposed duty of 10 cents a pound 
be imposed, what, in the opinion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
will be the effect on the price of chewing gum to the consumer? 

Mr. COOKE. I do not well see how it can affect the consumer. 
But the question is as to the effect upon the manufacturers and 
their employees. The cost of manufacturing the gum must be 
reduced, or the manufacturers can not continue to furnish it to 
the trade at the present prices. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. it not a fact that the entire raw mate- 

rial of a dollar’s worth of chewing gum, which includes chicle 
and glucose and everything there is in it, is less than 25 cents? 


I will not consume 


Mr. COOKE. That may be so; I do not know. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that be so, this being an article of lux- 
ury [laughter], or an article of unnecessary consumption, is it not 
fair that-this sort of an importation should bear something of the 
burdens of the people of the United States? 

Mr. COOKE. If the gentleman's contention is that there is a 
large profit in the manufacture of chewing gum, I deny it. The 
profits are exceedingly small. The margin of profit is very close 
indeed. The competition is t. There are small manufac- 
turers of this article all over the conntry, as I am told, and thus 
the price is kept down to a very low level. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does not the gentleman know it to be a fact 
that a package of chewing gum which is sold for 5 cents costs the 
manufacturer seven-eighths of a cent? 

Mr. COOKE. I do not know the exact cost. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is a fact. 

A 5 COOKE. Iam told that the margin of profit is very small 
in $ 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is certainl 1 not a small margin of profit. 

Mr. COOKE. I do not fully understand what the gentleman 
means, The cost of production is often a very small t of the 
cost of doing business, which includes the making and selling of 
the goods; but I am told by those whom I have every reason to 
believe that the competition in the manufacture of chewing gum 
is so close and intense that there is but little profit in it, and that 
if this duty is imposed upon their chicle material it will take 
away every dollar of profit and more, too. 

As to this being an article of“ I I can not see that it is 
such. It is used mainly by children and young people. Jam told 
that those who ride upon the bicycle, sially in their speed 
contests, use it, and that it is used by athletes and others under- 
going severe physical exercise. It is not an article of luxury in 
the same sense as are gums and gum resin, which under this bill 
are put at 10 per cent ad valorem. 

I am credibly informed that a vastly greater quantity of such 
gums is imported than is imported of the chicle gum, and that 
the total value of the import every year of that kind of varnish 
gum is far greater than that of the gum chicle. I refer to those 
gums which are used in the varnish of pianos and furniture of 
rosewood, and other high grades of furniture. Those varnish 

are certainly articles of luxury; yet in this bill the tariff on 
that kind of gum is put as low as 10 per cent ad valorem. Bat, 
Mr. Chairman, I will not take up further the time of the commit- 
tee. Isubmit that the least which can justly be done is to leave 
chicle upon the free list where it always has been. There never 
has been a tariff upon it before. 

Mr: DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, it need only bs said that the 
duty of 10 cents a pound imposed by this bill on chicle was put 
there not for the purpose of protection, but solely for the purpose 
of revenue. Without burdening a single citizen of the United 
States, it will produce over a quarter of a million of dollars. 

My friend suggests that this duty will fall with hardship upon 
the manufacturers of chewing gum. Of course, we do not desire 
that there should be any such result. But we know that the 
amount of chicle in a 5-cent package of chewing gum is worth 
very little; and if it be impossible, as my friend suggests, to sell a 
5-cent package of chewing gum for more than 5 cents, we com- 
mend to those for whom he speaks the propriety of reducing the 
size of these packages one-fifteenth in order to escape the burden 
of this slight revenue duty. 

Mr. COOKE. Then the consumer would get that much less, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The pieces are too big now for the ordinary 
consumer. ae per) 

Mr. COOKE. Iam afraid my friend from Iowa has not yet con- 
tracted the gum habit. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. We propose this duty because the Treasury 
of the United States needs money. If there isa man in this House 
who can suggest an article which will "prodane more than $250,000 
in cash with less burden to the American people, the committee 
5 = move the amendment which my friend from Illinois has 
offered. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. COOKE, it 
was rejected. 

a COOKE. 2 Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
to this paragrap 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, page 5, strike out cents per pound” and insert per cent ad 


valorem;” so that it will read: 
“Chicle: Ten per cent ad valorem.” 


Mr.COOKE. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that even upon the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER], there is no 
reason why a distinction should be made against chicle and in 
favor of the various sorts of gums which are contained in section 
19. They are put at an ad valorem rate of 10 per cent, and why 
not put duos dpon that rate also? 

Mr. DOLL Does my friend from Illinois not recognize 
any difference in utility in those gums used for varnishes as com- 
pared with the gum used in preparing chewing gum? [Laughter.] 
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Mr. COOKE. I recognize this difference, that in the higher 
grades of gums that are used for varnishes upon the higher and 
more expensive grades of furniture, carriages, and so on, we 
might well put a heavier duty on them than upon this humble 
ingredient to which the amendment applies. You should puta 
higher duty upon them, because that kind of varnish is used, asa 
rule, by people who are much better able to pay for it. The high 
grades of varnishes to which I refer are used by wealthy gee 
people abundantly able to pay higher prices for them—and I am 
informed that the value of the material of that kind, and it is 
very expensive, coming in under the head of gums is far in excess 
of the value of the entire product of chicle. 

Mr. EVANS. Let me call the attention of my friend from IIli- 
nois to the fact that section 19 attempts to protect the American 
laborer in the work of grinding these gums and l preparing them, 
and does not impose a duty on the crude material. 

Mr. COOKE. I understand that is the case; and yet you allow 
the gums in such high state of perfection, in a manufactured 
state, to come in at on 7 the 10 per cent ad valorem rate of duty. 
And the other gums of that sort not manufactured, I suppose, 
come in free, or at a still lower duty. Now, I only ask that the 
product of this gum called chicle shall be placed in the same 
catagory. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me ask my friend a question. If the 
amendment is adopted Eee 10 per cent duty ad valorem, 
what ific duty would it be, or about what, per pound? 

Mr. DALZELL. About 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Three cents a pound, then, is proposed in 
the bill. Now, I favor ad valorem duties when practicable; and if 
the gentleman will make his amendment ad yalorem, and not 
specific, I think he will get some votes on this side of the House. 

Mr. COOKE. Mr. Chairman, I am only wishing to place this 
article on a par with the duties provided in the preceding section 
on similar articles. I think the committee ought to make this re- 
duction, inasmuch as this is the first time this article was ever 
placed on the dutiable list, either under the act of 1894 or the act 
of 1890, or any preceding tariff. The first time we adopt a tariff 
on a product it should not be put upon a list which makes it 

uivalent to ag cent ad valorem at the very first jump. 

r. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the 
committee, as the und has been so thoroughly gone over by 
my colleague [Mr. CooxE]. But it does seem to me that the article 
to which reference is made in the amendment ought to have the 
same consideration at least as these other articles provided in the 
same paragraph. Certainly the 10 cents a pound is much too high, 
merely as an act of justice, and, without detaining the committee, 
I earnestly hope the amendment of my colleague will be 2 ese 

Mr. EVAN: .I understand my friend to say that the citizens 
out his way chew the other gums mentioned in this paragraph? 
[Laughter]. 

Mr. BELKNAP, Notatall. Ionly claim, as a matter of jus- 
tice to this item, that it should not be subjected to any discrimi- 
nation, but that it should be placed upon the same footing as the 
other articles mentioned in the same paragraph. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. COOKE, and it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

30. Alizarin assistant, or sulpho-ricinoleic acid, and ricinoleic acid, by what- 
ever name known, whether liquid, solid, or in paste, in the manufac of 
which 50 per cent or more of castor oil is used, 40 cents per gallon; in the 
manufacture of which less than 50 per cent of castor oil is used, 20 cents per 
gallon; all other alizarin assistant, not specially provided for in this act, 30 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the committee, I 
offer an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘or,” in the fifth line 


of this , which is improperly inserted. 

The Olerk read as follows: : 

U aph 30, on Une 5, strike out the word vor“ after “assist- 
antp Pag that it will Hn NRE assistant, sulpho-ricinoleic acid,” and 
80 On. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


85. Flaxseed or linseed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 32 cents per gallon of 
n paues weight; poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 10 cents per gallon 
of 7} pounds weight. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to that paragraph, so as to change the word “ten” to ‘‘thirty- 
two,” making the duty 32 cents on poppy-seed oil. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2 h 35, in line 22, st: t “ten” and insert the 
x RS ms bk pay eg read 32 e ee a ie 

Mr. BURTON. In support of the amendment, I wish to say 
that it is necessary in order to make the duty on that and similar 
articles equal; also to provide inst fraudulent importations. 

The committee has already fixed the duty on linseed oil and 
flaxseed oil at 82 centsa gallon. In the McKinley bill the same 


duty of 32 cents per gallon was fixed both on poppy-seed oil and 
on linseed oil. 

In the Wilson bill there was a duty of 20 cents on flaxseed or 
linseed oil, and also a duty of 20 cents per gallon on poppy-seed 
oil; so that it will be seen that if 10 cents is adopted, as proposed 
in this bill, it will be a departure from the rate 5 both in 
the McKinley and the Wilson bills, and a departure from the 
equality of duties heretofore levied on these oils. It is conceded, 
I think, that poppy-seed oil is useful for all purposes for which 
linseed oil 75 be used. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is disputed. You had better argue that. 

Mr. BURTON. Iwill cometo that in a minute. It is also used 
for other purposes, namely, for food. It is true that the best 
quality is more expensive than linseed oil. While the price, 
without duty, of linseed oil landed at the port of importation i 
said to be 38 cents, that of poppy-seed oil is 59 to 63 cents; but 
think the committee have overlooked the fact that there are differ- 
ent grades of poppy-seed oil. There are two kinds of poppy seed, 
the black and the white. On first pressure, or dry pressure, as it 
is called, they yield about 40 per cent of transparent oil, similar to 
olive oil, useful for food and as a substitute for olive oil. After 
that is extracted, by bolting, another species of oil, of a much 
lower grade, is produced, which may be employed as a substitute 
for linseed oil. I do not claim to be anything more than an ama- 
teur chemist, but I want to read briefly from the Encyclopedia 
Britannica upon this subject: 

The white-seeded and black-seeded varieties are both used for oil pressing, 
but when the production of oil is the principal object of the culture, the blac 


There would probably be no competition between that grade 
and the linseed oil. 

On second pressure, with the aid of heat, an additional 20 or 25 per cent of 
inferior ‘ofl (anile de fabrique oF aus reece) is 2 pradan in 22 
finoleic dine — — 5 its 3 5 . cae it 
possesses greater drying power than raw linseed oil. 

So this inferior grade might be used as a substitute for linseed 
oil; and it seems to me the duty should be the same upon this 
article as upon linseed oil, not only to follow the precedent of the 
Wilson bill and the McKinley bill, but to guard against fraud. 
eee QUIGG. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG. If we place a duty of 32 cents on linseed oil, and 
if ppy sged oil is left with a duty of 10 cents, and if poppy-seed 
oil when oxidized can not be distinguished from linseed oil, is it 
not a fact that actual linseed oil will come in under a duty of 10 
cents as Tonpa oil, when it ought to pay a duty of 82 cents? 

Mr. BURTON. lam not able to answer the gentleman's ques- 
tion of my own knowledge, but I am informed that there would 
be danger of fraudulent importation, by which linseed oil could 
be brought in under the guise of poppy-seed oil. It seems to me 
the safe course is the best one in this case. There is a very slight 
. of poppy-seed oil at present. The quantity imported 
did not increase when the duty was lowered from 32 to 20 cents. 
There is no object in making the duty low, because there is no 
considerable demand for it, except as a substitute for linseed oil; 
and, on the other hand, to make the rate of duty equal on the 
two is a conservative and safe course to pursue to avoid fraud, 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman from New York in char, 
of this schedule [Mr. PAYNE] will allow an inquiry, I should like 
to say that I have in my district an old and established manufac- 
tory of linseed oil, employing quite a body of men, together with 
considerable capital. They make the statement to me that the 
manufacture of linseed oil is large in this country, and that there 
is no manufacture of poppy-seed oil in this country. They make 
the further statement that these two oils come in direct competi- 
tion; that heretofore there has been the same rate of duty upon 
linseed oil as upon poppy-seed oil, but that in this bill now pend- 
ing the duty on linseed is fixed at 32 cents a gallon and the duty 
on poppy-seed oil at 10 cents a gallon. I simply desire to get an 
intelligent reason for the change as against the existing rate. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is true that both flaxseed oil, or linseed oil 
and poppy see oil were at the same rate in the law of 1890 and 
the law of 1894; and it is also true that we have reduced the rate 
on poppy-seed oil, leaving the rate on linseed oil at 82 cents per 
gallon, and on poppy-seed oil at 10 cents per gallon. We do not 
do that without reason or inquiry. Poppy-seed oil is not manu- 
factured in this country, and probably never will be. Poppy seod 
is not raised here. The entire manufacture of poppy-seed oil in 
the world is something less than 8,500 barrels; so that even if a 
limited amount should come in, it would not cut much figure in 
the way of competition with linseed oil. 

In addition to that, the price to-day of linseed oil is 30 cents a 
gallon; the price of poppy-seed oil is db cents. So that there is not 
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the slightest danger, and there has not been in the range of price 
for the last five or ten years, of anyone trying to 8 poppy- 
seed oil, if free, and using it in place of linseed oil. Poppy-seed 
oil is the more valuable, because it is a better oil. They can grind 
zinc into color with poppy-seed oil, and make the fine artist colors; 
and that is the princ use for which poppy-seed oil is imported. 
Linseed oi! will not answer that purpose. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to that, there is no danger of 
one being imported for the other, as my friend from New York 
pn: Quraa] indicated in his question. Poppy-seed oil will not 

il. It can not be oxidized, while linseed oil will boil and can 
be oxidized. So that there is no danger of one being taken for 
the other in the oxidized form, because poppy-seed oil never gets 
into an oxidized form. Wereduced this duty to 10 cents a gallon 
in order to give encouragement to an industry in this country of 
making these fine artist colors, and thereby employing American 
workmen. Under the present duty only about 50 barrels were 
imported last year. There ought to have been 2,000 barrels last 
year, and we want to encourage its import for the purpose of 
making these fine colors. 

Mr. QUIGG. Are not these fine colors made in this country? 
Mr. PAYNE. They are not to any extent. They have to be im- 
ported, and that will continue unless we put the duty down to this 
rate of 10centsa gallon. It is a small matter. It is a matter that 
will not make any difference with these linseed-oil people, and a 
matter that will make a difference to the manufacturers of these 
fine artist colors. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from New York will 

jeld to me, I want to ask the gentleman how he accounts for the 
Fact that when the duty was reduced so largely in the Wilson bill 
that the importations were somuch smaller? Is it a fact that the 
demand for the poppy-seed oil has fallen off? It seems that when 
the duty was but 20 cents that there was not much more than 50 
per cent of the quoy imported that there was when it was 32 
cents, with a reduced dary: 

Mr. PAYNE. It was the diference in price that made the large 
difference intheimportation. The price was abnormally high and 
the importation was small. And, then, I want to suggest to the 
gentleman, you can not always tell from the amount of the impor- 
tation, because it has become very evident during the last two or 
three years that importations have been small on ost every line, 
or on a great many lines, even without reference to the rates of 
duty, napy because our people could not consume them, because 
they could not buy, because they had not the wherewithal to buy. 

r. QUIGG. ill my colleagueallow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is it not a fact that the proof submitted to the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the y-first Congress was 
that poppy-seed oil could be oxidized and that linseed oil could 
come in as poppy-seed oil? Is it not a fact that the proof sub- 
mitted of that fact led the committee to change their rate of duty? 
Did not the committee at that time propose a high duty on the 
poppy seed, and did not it change its mind and later its rate upon 
Sih proof as I have suggested? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not pretend to say, Mr. Chairman, what 
the evidence was in 1890 upon this one item. I know now that 
the evidence, or so-called evidence, in reference to oxidizing poppy- 
seed oil is based upon the statement of one or two gentlemen, who 
say they believe it can be oxidized, and that they believe when it 
is oxidized it can not be distinguished by any chemical means from 
oxidized linseed oil. But, contrary to that, we have the positive 
statement of men who know all about the oil who say it can not 
be made to boil, and hence can not be oxidized; and we rely upon 
that statement. That is all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman from New York to 
allow me to ask him a question. I perhaps did not make myself 
understood in the inquiry I made of the gentleman. The com- 
parative statement here says that the tax on poppy-seed oil was 32 
cents per gallon, and there were 5,457 gallons imported. Now, 
when the tax was reduced to 20 cents per gallon there were 8,283 
galona imported. Now, it seems to me that this is a reversal of 

he ordinary rule, and that when the tax is reduced in this case 
the quantity imported is reduced. I was trying to get at the 
cause of that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I can make the matter plain to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. There is little poppy-seed oil consumed 
in this country. The importations represent the whole amount 
of the consumption. The gentleman from Tennessee must have 
observed that the consumption was a great deal less in 1896 than 
it was in 1893. That is true of this and every other article con- 
sumed in this country. There was aless demand than there was in 
1893, and a less importation. Of course the 32 cents a gallon dut: 
in 1893 and the 20 cents a gallon duty in 1896 could not cut muc 
figure on this article, as there is not a great deal of difference be- 
tween the two, and whatever consumption there was must be 
supplied from abroad. 


XX X—25 


Mr, RICHARDSON. The consumption haying been less in 
1896 than in 1893, though the duty had been reduced from 32 
cents to 20 cents a gallon, it would seem to follow that a further 
reduction from 20 cents to 10 cents a gallon would almost entirely 
exclude this article. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not know but that reasoning may be satis- 
factory to the gentleman from Tennessee. If he is satisfied with 
it Iam content. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, there is another singular fact 
disclosed here. The gentleman from New York expl the di- 
minished ay (ial ates upon the ground that there was a dimin- 
ished demand. I suppose there might be a diminished demand in 
this country, while the same might not be truein other countries; 
but under this diminished importation and this diminished de- 
mand, and notwithstanding the reduction of 12 cents per gallon 
in the inport duty, the price of this article rose from 59 to 63 
cents. How does the gentleman explain that? Here is a dimin- 
ishing import duty, a diminishing demand, and yet an increased 

rice. OF course it might be explained upon the ground that the 

iminution of the demand here was more than counterbalanced 
vy an increased demand elsewhere, or by a diminished supply. 
If the gentleman knows which is the real explanation, I should be 
glad to hear him state it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was due to an increased demand, of course 
because outside of the United States, beyond the reach and effect 
of the policy of the Democratic party in the United States, manu- 
facturers there have been more prosperous than they have been 
with us, and so there has been a greater demand for the commod- 
ities memg into manufactures. 

Mr. BAILEY. Doesthe gentleman make that answer seriously? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido. In Great Britain there was a greater de- 
mand for raw products for use in manufactures in 1896 than there 
was in 1893. 

Mr. BAILEY. You mean to say that in consequence of legis- 
lation the effect of which must have been confined entirely to 
this country, the price of the article rose everywhere. 

Mr. PAYNE. Undoubtedly the price hasrisen. There has been 
a demand in Great Britain. The propie there have had a chance 
to earn money They have had no Democratic party in Great 
Britain; they have had no repudiated Democratic y in Great 
Dritan, ; they have had no repudiated Democratic President there, 

ughter, 
: Mr. BAILEY, And they ought to thank the Lord that they do 
not have statesmen there who offer such explanations. [Laugh- 


ter. 
. PAYNE. Well, if the gentleman understands it, of course 
I do not care to go any further with the explanation. 

Mr. BURTON. I will ask the gentleman from New York 
whether the fact was brought to his attention and tothe attention 
of the committee that there are two different grades of cotton-seed 
oil—one produced by what is called ‘‘dry-pressure” process, a 

roduct which would not come in competition with or 
Bed oil; the other, about one-third of the total product, derived 
from the seed by boiling, much less valuable, of a lower grade, 
and liable to come into competition with the other oils named? 

Mr. PAYNE. But still worth a good deal more than linseed 
oil, Our information is that none of this oil comes in competition 
with linseed oil. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, not being a chemist, of course I 
can not say whether poppy-seed oil can be oxidized or not; but I 
want to state to the committee that the five manufacturers of 
linseed oil in the city of New York have each written letters to 
me saying that they do not care what the rates of duty are on 
these two products; that it is of nospecial interest to them whether 
the duty shall be the old McKinley duty or the Wilson Act duty, 
but that, whatever it is, the duty on the two oils ought to be the 
same, because if one is less than the other, or, at all events, if the 
poppy-seed oil duty is less than the other, then linseed oil is bound 
to come in as poppy-seed oil at the lower rate of duty. 

Now, there are five great manufacturers of linseed oil in the city 
of New York, and every one of them warns this committee that 
there will be serious frands on the reyenue if this paragraph re- 
mains as it stands in the bill. They are willing that the rate 
should be fixed any way you choose to fix it, but they warn this 
committee that if poppy-seed oil is fixed at 10 cents, linseed oil is 
coming here at 10 cents, and the revenues will be cheated to that 
extent. The gentleman from Maine knows, if my colleague from 
New York does not, that in 1890 these rates, having been first fixed 
as they are now, were changed upon the representations that I 
have stated. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Burton, 
it was rejected; there being on a division (called for by Mr. 
QUIGG)—ayes 31, noes 55. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has had numerous inquiries as 
to whether there will be a session to-night. He desires to state 
for the information of the committee and of the House that under 
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the rule there will be no night sessions hereafter upon this bill. 
The House will continue to meet every morning at 10 o'clock until 
next Thursday. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

41. Opium, crude or unmanufactured. and not adulterated, containing 9 per 
cent and over of morphia, $i per pound; morphia or morphine, sulphate of, 
and allalkaloids or salts of opium, Śl per ounce; aqueous ex tof opium, for 
medicinal uses, and tincture of, as laudanum, and other liquid preparations 
of colar, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem; opium 

mtaining less than 9 per cent of morphia, and opium prepared for smoking, 


r pound; but epared rations oi 
„7!!! stall at be TOPOVE LEAST witty 
out payment of duties, and such duties shall not be refunded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill why the committee have found it necessary to increase 
the duty on morphia and all salts of opium from 50 cents an 
ounce, as it was in the McKinley bill and the Wilson bill, to $1 an 
ee This bill proposes to double the tax upon this necessary 
medicine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Simply because $1 per pound has been put on 
crude opium, 58 the act of 1800 was put on the free list. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think that is a sufficient reason 
for doubling the tax on morphia. I will say, however, that my 
amendment might apply also to opium. 

Mr. DINGLEY. e relative duty on these two articles in this 
bill is the same. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will extend my motion so as to cover 
opium which has been on the free list. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the gentleman’s proposition to put crude 
opium on the free list? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. In addition to making the duty 
onmorphia 50 cents an ounce, I propose to make the duty on crude 
3 50 cents a pound, instead of $1. It was on the free list in 

e McKinley bill and alsoin the Wilson bill. I shonld like to 
know why it has been considered necessary to double the duty on 
morphia and to im a tax of $1 a pound on crude opium? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Opium has been taken from the free list and 
subjected to a duty of 81 per pound solely that it may contribute 
something toward meeting the deficiency of revenue which has 
been going on for the past four years while the Government has 
been in charge of the gentleman and his party. The importation 
of crude opan in 1896 amounted to $364,268. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But ths importation of morphia in the 
same year amounted to only 8896.50. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all true. These manufactures of opium 
aee most of them made here, furnishing opportunity for American 

bor. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON, as follows: 

In line 10, page 7, strike out “$1 and insert 50 cents;"’ so as to read: 

“ Morphia or morphine, sulphate of, and all alkaloids or salts of opium, 50 
cents per ounce.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would certainly lose us nearly $200,000 
of revenue, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my friend from Tennessee will modify 
his amendment so as to put these articles on the free list. They 
have been there heretofore. They are articles of relentless neces- 


Bity. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is a proposition which I have in 
view, but I thonght I would first try this 50 per cent reduction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Morphia has always been on the dutiable list. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If my amendment proposing a 50 per cent 
reduction be voted down, then I propose to move to put this article 
on the free list. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Where does the gentleman propose to collect 
the revenue to make — for what he proposes to take away? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe the gentleman has provided for 
$113,000,000 now—possibly $100,000,000 more than we shall need. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If gentlemen on the other side proceed in the 
manner they have been p ing this forenoon, I am afraid we 
shall not get quite as much as the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand that remark; I can 
not understand his application. 7 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam simply alluding to proceedings calculated 
to defer the enactment of this law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no; you have already fixed the day 
when you are going to enact it. You are going to pass it next 

Mr. DOCKERY. One word in reply to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Maine in regard to alleged dilatory pr i 
adopted this forenoon. The discussion of the point of order was 
a matter wholly within the discretion of the Chair; no consider- 
able time need have been occupied on that. I am not in sym- 

thy myself, and Iam sure the gentleman from Tennessee and 
The Re resentatives on this side of the House are not insympathy, 
with tory proceedings, because we are anxious to reach cer- 
tain schedules of this bill. There is, we hear, an incipient and 
latent revolt among some of the Republican Representatives of 
the Prairie States of the West against the proposed imposition of 
a tax on lumber. A great many people out West desire free lumi- 


ber. We want to reach that schedule so as to offer free lumber 
to those gentlemen on the other side who, if our information is 
correct, are ready to vote to put lumber on the free list. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, we will help you to get to that schedule. 
ev DOCKERY (continuing). And to put lumber on the free 


Mr. RICHARDSON. In FREGE to the intimation or char 
of the gentleman in control of this bill as to the effort on this side 
to delay action upon the bill, it is only necessary to respond that 
they have themselves fixed the time in advance, and we have no 
power to delay it. aber knew when they would be ready to vote 
upon the bill, and fixed their own time. They did that under a 
special order, so that no time that we may consume in discussion 
and the offering of amendments will tend to delay the of 
the bill or extend for a moment the hour which they have fixed 
for taking a vote upon it. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
RICHARDSON, on a division there were—yeas 58; noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote upon 
the other amendment, that opium shall be made free. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

43. Blues, such as berlin, prussian, chinese, and all others, con fer- 
rocyanide of iron, dry or ground in or mixed with oil, 8 cents per pound; 


ni 
and in pulp or mixed with water, 8 cents per pound on the material contained 
therein when dry. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that in this item 
the committee have increased the tax above that fixed in the 
McKinley bill 2 centsa pound. Under that bill the rate was 6 
cents a pound, and under the Wilson bill it was fixed at 6 cents a 
pound; but under this bill they propose to increase that rate by 
33% per cent, and make it 8 cents a pound. 

Now, that does not raise much revenue. It is estimated that it 
will raise $15,000 on the articles enumerated in this paragraph. 
What, then, is the necessity for increasing the tax 83} per cent on 
these necessaries of life and produce at the same time no addi- 
tional revenue to the Government? 

I move that 8 cents be stricken out in the second line, page 8, 
and that 6 cents be inserted in lieu thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 

d by the gentleman from Tennessee, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, strike out eight,“ in line 2, and insert six;“ so that it will 
read: and in pulp or mix with water, 6 cants per pound.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Orange mineral, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 23, 
by inserting ‘‘one-half” after the word ‘‘three;” so as to read: 
„Orange mineral, 3} cents per pound.“ 

I will say, in this connection, that the present bill fixes the du 
on pig lead at the same rate that it carried in the McKinley bill; 
and hence the products of lead should carry the same rate, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Red lead, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr, DALZELL. I move to amend in this line by striking out 
„two and one-half” and inserting ‘‘three;” so that it will read: 
„Red lead, 3 cents per pound.” 

I make the amendment for the same reason. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether it is his purpose to follow this up by amendments with 
reference to the other products of lead? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 hi į: w ent 
lp O a a S as 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the para- 
graph just read by striking out, in line 15, the words “two and 
one-half” and inserting ‘‘three” in lieu thereof, so that it will 
read 3 cents per pound.” 

I make the amendment for the same reason. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, let us have the amend- 
ment stated. We could not hear what it was. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: x 

On page 9, line 15, strike out “two and one-half” and insert “three;" so 
that it will read, * white lead, white paint, and white pigment, containing 
lead, dry or in pulp, or ground or mixed with oil, 3 cents per pound.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is increasing the tax upon this very 
necessary article, white lead, which is 14 cents per pound under 
the existing law, to double that amount. It seems to me thatthe 
duty now fixed upon it is as high a tax as ought to be imposed. 

The Committee on Ways and Means, in their very mature de- 
liberations for two or three months, put 2} cents per pound upon 


. 
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this article as a high enough duty. Now, without any reason 
being assigned, we are asked to put it at one-half cent a pound 
higher by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and make the rate 3 
cents. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman permit me to make a 
statement in connection with this matter? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHANY. I hold in my hand a letter from one of the 
greatest white-lead manufacturers of Buffalo, in which the answer 
to the question of the gentleman from Tennessee is ifically 
stated, and if he will permit me I will submit the letter and haye 
it read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave no objection to hearing the state- 
ment of thegentlemanfrom New York. But I would like to ask the 
gentleman if the information to which he refers was not before 
the Committee on Ways and Means when they fixed the amount. 
after that two or three months’ consideration and deliberation and 
hesitation, at 24+ cents per pound? 

Mr. MAHANY. If the gentleman will permit me to read the 
letter which I hold in my hand, I think it willanswer his question. 
It is from the firm of collage McDougall, corroders and grinders 
of strictly pure white lead, Buffalo, N. Y. It is as follows: 


MARCH 22, 1897. 
Dran Str: We have just noticed in our trade paper that publishes the text 
of the new tariff bill, that the duty on strictly pure white lead, which we are 


interested in manufactu: , is pot down at 2} cents and, while the 
manufactured, is p at 2 cents per 


considerably, re should be at least 1 cent per pound difference. We 
would like to make it Ri cents per pound difference, but would be satisfied with 
1 cent per pound, so if the duty on pig lead is left at 2 cents, that on white 
lead, either dry or in oil, should be at least 3 cents per pound, same as under 
the act of 1888 and that of 1590. - i 
To show that we are not claiming something that we should not obtain, 
would refer you to the difference they make on the duty between dry oxide 
of ae and oxide of zinc ground in oil. which is three-fourths of a cent per 
und. 
Powe presume it is too late to do anything about it in the ori bill, but 
when it comes up for amendment we wish yon would look out for our inter- 
ests in the matter and see that this is made. 


Now, to show you that this is an important change for the benefit 
of the people, and quite in line with the fervid Democratic argu- 
ments and denunciations of this morning against trusts, I com- 
mend to the gentlemen on the Democratic side this statement 
from a Republican firm. 


It may be that the framers of the bill had the lead trust in mind when they 
fixed the duty for the new bill, but, would say, in trying to them they 
would be crippling the independent institutions, which are now just as 
as and promise in the future to be stronger than the trust, if they are not 
affected by adverse legislation. 
Qur factory is situated in Phage district and all of our workmen live in this 
district. We have written Hon. DE ALVA S. ALEXANDER about the same as 
above because we ourselves live in his district, and we hope that between the 
two of you you ¢an carry the point and have the matter changed. 


Yours, truly, 
KELLOGG & McoDOUGALL. 
Hon. R. B. MAHANY, 
Washington, D. C. : 


Now, patriots of the Democratic persuasion, you havean oppor- 
tunity to vote against trusts in adopting the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear that amend- 


ment read again. x 
The C MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In class 15, page 9, strike out the words “two and a half’ and insert the 
80 


word three; that it will read: 
“White L White paint and White pigment containing lead, dry or in 


pulp, or ground or mixed with oil, 3 cents per pound.“ 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, in 1893 I had an expert upon the 
lead schedule look into the question of white lead, and his fi 
convinced me that the tariff was too high on white lead and on the 
other manufactured products from pig lead. 

In 1892 we produced 180,000 tons of lead, worth $14,000,000. 
From 10,000 to 15,000 persons are engaged in producing lead in 


some fo and hundreds of thousands are supported by the 
ind It takes from 85 to 90 per cent of the selling price to 
pay the labor and transportation charges. The railroad freight in 


1893 from Missouri was $8 per ton, and from the Rocky Mountains 
about $20, while from y and Spain it was only $3 per ton. 

In other countries lead miners are paid from 50 cents to $1 per 
day; in this country from $2 to $3.50 2 day. 

In the McKinley bill the tariff on lead ore and lead dross was 
14 cents per pound; pig lead, 2 cents; lead in sheets, pipes, shot, 
glazier lead, and lead wire, 24 cents per pound; white lead, dry 
or mixed with oil, 3 cents per pound. 

The cost of producing pig lead is shown to be ten times more 
than the cost of reducing pig lead to white lead, pipe, or shot, 


and yet the tariff on these products is from 60 to 200 per cent 


more than on lead ore in the McKinley bill. 

Now, I want to show that it does not hurt the white: lead trust 
or the white-lead manufacturers. ` 

The average price of pig lead in New York in 1891 was $4.324. 
The average price of white lead in New York in 1891 was $6.46. 
The difference in favor of white lead was $2.13}. The average 
price of pig lead in New York in 1892 was $4.05, and the average 
price of white lead in New York in 1892 was 86.58, or a difference 
in favor of white lead of $2.53. 

By the operation of the lead trust white lead went up as pig 
lead went down. The lead trust, like all others, exists upon the 
finished product, and not upon the so-called raw material. 

That was the difference under the McKinley bill, as I gotit from 
an expert. I presented these figures three years ago. When the 
gentleman about the tariff on ordinary lead, I want to say 
to him that it has never been too high in this country when com- 
pared with other schedules, and, as this expert shows, there is ten 
times the labor or ten times the cost in the producing and trans- 
porting of pig lead compared to the conversion of it into the other 
products. Let you would have from 100 to 200 per cent upon the 
costof conversion. When the price of white lenan was fixed, it ran 
through the year without deviating a fraction of a cent, while 
pig lead deviated, falling sometimes as much as 10 or 20 per cent, 
showing conclusively the existence of the trust on white lead. 

Now, Ido not care so much about white lead; but when you 
talk about taking the duty off of pig lead or of taking it off of the 
raw product, the people who are producing lead will surely pro- 
test, and in their behalf I do protest. We say in raising revenue, 
let the interior of the country share in the benefit of the tariff bill, 
if there is a benefit, andif it is a burden, it is willing to divide with 
you. 

Here the hammer fell. ; 
r. DALZELL. Mr. Chai n, the desire of the committee, of 
course, is to do justice to all these interests, The final determi- 
nation of the committee in respect to the duty on pig lead was to 
place the same duty on it that it bore under the McKinley bill, 2 
centsa pound. Thereisacertain relation existing between the 
pig lead, which is the raw material, and these various products 
made from that material, such as litharge, orange mineral, red 
lead, and so on. 

At the time of the passage of the McKinley bill those proper re- 
lations were ascertained very carefully, and our information now 
confirms us in the belief that there ought to be a difference of at 
least 1 cent a pound, to compensate the manufacturer for the cost 
of manufacturing, between pig lead and white lead. And itis for 
that reason, and for that reason only, without regard to any par- 
ticular individual or trust, that the committee suggest now that 
the bill be made a logical bill by placing this duty on white lead 


at 3 cents a pornea: 

Mr. COOKE. I would like to ask the gentleman if his remarks 
apply to all kinds of manufactured products of lead? Does he be- 
lieve that the difference between pig lead and all forms of manu- 
factured lead 

Mr. DALZELL. Should be exactly 1 cent a pound? Oh, no. 
For instance, we have put half a cent more on orange mineral 
and half a cent on red lead. 

Mr. COOKE. Take, for instance, lead ppe and sheet lead. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is all right. e will deal with those 
when we come to them in the metal schedule; but, of course, the 
same rule applies there as here. Wherever there has been an 
increased duty put upon raw material there has been an increased 
ake upon the manufactured article. Let us have a vote. 

. DOCKERY. Just a word before that is done. I desire to 
ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Manany], who spoke 
last, for a word of explanation, as one of the firms is located in 
the district he has the honor to represent. Now, then, the gentle- 
man suggested to this side of the House that there was an oppor- 
tunity to strike down a trust. As I understood him, this firm is 
not a member of the lead trust. 

Mr. MAHANY. That is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And my friend proposes to strike at the trust 
by advancing the duty onlead. That is the proposition, I believe? 

Mr. MAHANY. Iam not the author of it. I quoted the letter 
of an independent firm. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But your proposition is to strike down the trust 
by advancing the duty on lead, is it not? Now, then, this firm is 
not a member of the trust. If the duty on lead is raised, will not 
the trust receive the same corresponding increase of prices that 
the independent firm will? 

_Mr. MAHANY. Iam not sufficiently versed in the technicali- 
ties of the problem under discussion to answer the gentleman spe- 
cifically, but my general knowledge of logic is sufficient to instruct 
me that the argument the gentleman advances is not sound. 
{Laughter and sepa 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad if the gentleman would 
explain this matter, because I desire to cooperate with him if we 
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can strike a trust at this point. You propose to increase the tax. | certain that the 


great lead trust will at last absorb all the lead 


Will you not give the same proportionate increase of prices to the | industries of the nation. 


trust that you do to the firm located in your own district? 

Mr. MAHANY. The unusual desire of the Democratic side for 
information is commendable. [Laughter.] In regard to the lead 
trust or any other trust, let me call the attention of my Demo- 
cratic inquisitor to the fact that their immense aggregation of 
capital will permit them to tide over difficulties which to individ- 
net manufacturers would involve embarrassment, if not destruc- 


tion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But they will be beneficiaries of the increased 
tax rates, will they not? 5 ; 

Mr. MAHANY. No; because the benefit of the independent 
competitor is the detriment of the trust. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it not absolutely certain that the trusts will 
be benefited? ; 

Mr. MAHANY, 
stimulated. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Ishould like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

he CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Do not be in a hurry. I want to ask 
the gentleman from New York if the p of atrust is not 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from New York has not the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen will resume their seats. Noth- 
ing will be done until the committee is in order. [After apause.] 
The gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr, SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to 
occupy the time of the committee 3 because it is so 
late; but inasmuch as the question of trusts is up, I desire to state 
that my idea of a trust is that its members want to get together 
and do get together for the purpose of preventing competition; 
and now it follows, it seems to me, that if you raise the duty of 
this article and stop its importation, it enables them to have a 
“ope 70 monopoly, because their efforts will only have to be con- 
fined to this country alone, and they will then have no competi- 
tion from articles coming in from abroad. Does it not follow that 
if the duty is prohibitive it is to the advantage of the trust? Is it 
not a matter of fact that trusts grow out of a protective tariff 
just as certainly as tadpoles grow out of rotten logs? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, we have reached an interestin, 
schedule; and as we have been here seven hours, I desire to a 
the gentleman from Maine if he will not move that the commit- 
tee rise? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We desire to complete this particular para- 
graph, and then I will move that the committee rise. 

r. BAILEY. I will say to the gentleman that there are sev- 
eral here who desire to address themselves to this paragraph. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think we will be able to complete this para- 
graph before we rise. 

. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, the letter which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MAHANY has read to the House is instruct- 
ive at least in one regard. It shows the House that the independ- 
ent manufacturers know that the higher the iar on this oat 
is raised the more powerful it makes them. ey think that it 
will make them better able to compete against the trust; but there 
is where their shortsightedness deceives them, because the trusts 
will have their power increased in precisely the same proportion 
as the power of the independent manufacturer is increased. 

It is perfectly apparent that if you take $1,000 or $100,000 from 
the people and give it to the independent manufacturers, to en- 
able them to resist the trusts longer, and at the same time you take 
ten times as much from the people and give it to the trust, while 
you do increase the power of resistance on the part of the inde- 
pendent manufacturer, you are at the same time increasing the 
power of oppression which the trust possesses; andin the end you 
simply increase the power of both, but their relations are un- 
changed, and the taxpayers are the only victims of your policy. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

But that letter is not more instructive, Mr. Chairman, than the 
figures which disclose the imports. Under the act of 1890, the im- 
ports of white lead in 1893 were 815,526 pounds, for which the 
people of the United States paid $41,319.50. The duty was 8 cents 
per pound, In 1894 the duty was reduced to 1} cents per pound, 
and in 1896 the people of the United States bought 1.628.087 
pounds of white lead, for which they paid only $69,000. In other 
words, the people of the United States in 1896 bought 99 per cent 
more lead than they did in 1893, and paid only about 34 per 
cent more money for it, 

Now. if you deny the people the right to buy their lead at the 

resent rate of duty, one of two things must ensue: They must 
Eas less lend or else they must find some way to get more money to 
pay for what they do buy. ‘Your policy will not provide them with 
more money, so that in the end you will compel them to use less 
lead, and as you compel them to use less lead you make it more 


No; not when independent industries are 


Mr. MAHANY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Les, sir. 

Mr. MAHANY. The gentleman’s whole argument perishes, be- 
cause he fails to recognize the fallacy he advances—— 

The 8 The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

r. BAILEY, My time perishes also. Tangier) 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like the 1 of answering the gen- 
tleman’s question, I am sure it will be so easy. (Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that his time be extended so that he may have the privi- 
lege of answering a question. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

The quences being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 57. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DALZELL and Mr. BAILEY were 
apnointed. 

ae 5 again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 91, 
noes 55. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee 
rise. . 
The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 379), 
the tariff bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

REPRINTS OF BILLS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for a 
reprint of House bill No. 379, the bill under consideration, as I 
understand that the copies have been exhausted, and it is desirable 
to have them in the morning. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. 5 8 5 I ask unanimous consent for a 
reprint of House bill No. 70. 

r. RICHARDSON. What is that bill? 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the bill commonly known as the anti- 
scalper bill. The print is exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING., 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, of course by the order that we are 
operating under there will be no further evening sessions, but I 
desire to give notice that the morning sessions, during the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill, will commence at 10 o'clock. I give this 
notice because some gentlemen seem to be under the impression 
that we have gone back to 12 o’clock as the hour of meeting. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 
absence on account of sickness in his family. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 5 o'clock and 16 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 2280) dividing the State of 
Nebraska into two judicial districts, providing for the places and 
times for holding court therein, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 2281) to re; 

harmacy in the District of Columbia—to 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2282) in rela- 
tion to the putting up of smoking and fine-cut chewing tobacco 
and also cigarettes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 2283) in relation to taxes and 
tax sales in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 2284) to adjust 
the pensions of maimed Union soldiers and sailors of the late war 
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 2309) relative to the title of real 
estate in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2310) granting to the 
Alabama tribe of Indians in the State of Texas 25,000 acres of 
land—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


late the practice of 
e Committee on the 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) designating who may be lawful con- 
tractors for carrying the mail on star rontes in the United States— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2312) to authorize the Secretary of War to 

cause to be investigated and to provide for the 5 of all 
claims for the use and occupation of church and school buildin 
and grounds for Government purposes by the United States mili- 
tary authorities during the late war, and all claims for damages 
resulting from the appropriation to Government use of any of the 
furnishings or materials in said class of buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 2313) to 8 the sum of 
$75,000 to purchase a site and erect a public building at Shamokin, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 2314) to erect a custom- 
house and post-office building in the city of Bristol, State of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A joint resolution (H. . 42) to amend the 
Constitution of the United States so as to provide for taxing in- 
comes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Texas, favoring the abolition of the revenue tax upon oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ie following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2285) for the relief of 
Mrs. M. A. Eddy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) for the relief of Mrs. Anna Franks, of 
Marshall, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) for the relief of A. S. Cannon, post- 
maner at Moscow, Polk County, Tex.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief of A. B. Pedigo—to the 

mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 2289) to increase 
the pension of Francis Scott, late of Company B, Twenty-third 
eee Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 2290) for the relief of Michael 
B. Ryan, son and administrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2291) grant- 
ing a pension to Bridget Callahan—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) for the relief of the heirs of Erskine S. 
Allin and the United States Regulation Firearms Company, re- 
spectively—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 2293) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Snowden, of Nebraska—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 2294) for the relief of George 
S. Simon to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2295) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Hart, of Quincy, Ind.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2296) . pension to Barton P. Spen- 
cer to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 2297) to amend the military rec- 
ord of Louis Pereles, late private Company B, Fifth New York 
Infantry—to the Committee on wee: Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 2298) for the relief of 
Benjamin W. Loring—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill 5 2299) for the relief of Patrick 
Coyle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

hie a bill (H. R. 2300) to correct the military record of John 
Cramer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2301) manung an increase of pension to 
Robert Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) granting an increase of pension to John 
C. Stuchal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2303) increasing the pension of John M. Wil- 
liams, first lieutenant Company F, Seventy-fourth Pennsylvania 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) to pension William C. Dusenberry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2305) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Burns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 2306) for the relief 
of Richard S. Gill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 2807) to correct the naval 
record of John C. Dull—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2308) for the relief of John Sullivan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 2815) to grant pension to Eliza 
Koons, mother of Charles M. Koons, late of Company E, Twenty- 
eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2316) for the relief of Francis M. Lott—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2317)for the relief of William J. Freeman— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2318) for the relief of John T. Brewster—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2319) granting a pension to Marvin J. Kline— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2320) granting a pension to Isaac Kobel—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) for the relief of Capt. McCurdy Tate, 
late captain Company H, Fifty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) to reimburse M. A. Williams—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2323) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Frederick Salzman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2324) for the relief of William D. Campbell 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2325) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Alfred George Towers - to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2326) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Christen Heinze—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2327) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Eugene Downing—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of William Ogden—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2329) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Philip Schrout—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill 1 R. 2330) for the relief of 
John Black- to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ie acy and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BULL: Letter from William S. Sweet & Son, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., relative to the duty on onions; also petition of the 
Massachusetts Library Club, protesting against the proposed duty 
on books imported for educational institutions—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

B . BELFORD: Memorial inst the free distribution of 
Bow Wert the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of farmers of New York State, protesting against 
duty on pineapples 1 on the ground that native- 
grown potatoes can not be traded for pineapples in Cuba if the 

uty is increased on the 8 also memorial of working 
1 of Oceanus, N. V., for protection to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON: Protest of the American Library Association, 
against the pro duty on books, charts, etc., imported for the 
use of free public libraries; also petition of working lithographers 
of Ohio, praying for protection inst foreign competition; also 
protest of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 17, of Cleveland, Ohio, rela- 
tive toproposed increase of duty on leaf tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of the faculty of the Cen- 
tral Wesleyan College, of Warrenton, Mo., praying that books 
and charts, etc., intended for public schools and libraries be placed 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Papers praying for the relief of Gemima Mill- 
sap, of Tama County, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COONEY: Petition of the cigar makers’ union of Se- 
dalia, Mo., against increase of tariff on leaf tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petition of William Lewis & Co, and other 
tobacco dealers of San Francisco, in relation to duty on tobacco; 
also petition of B. F. Rolerson and other farmers of California, 
praying that a duty of 1} cents per pound be placed on raw 
chicory as a protection against chicory-raising foreign coun- 
tries—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of cigar makers’ union of 
Reading, Pa., against increase in tariff on tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLS: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Louis Pereles, of Chicago, a member during the war of Company 
B, Fifth New York Infantry Volunteers; also letter from Milo B. 
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Stevens & Co., of Chicago, bearing on the same subject to the 
Affairs 


Committee on Military y 
By Mr. MOCLEARY: Letter from Rev. Ji h Darche, of Tracy, 
free of duty—to the 


Minn., praying that church goods be admi 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of the president and faculty of 
Princeton University, in regard to the proposed tariff on books 
and piiloon al and scientific apparatus—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petition of S. M. 
Benedict, of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the immediate restoration 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver, the repeal of the 
national banking law, increase of issue of greenbacks, etc.—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of Samuel Jennings, pastor of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Memphis, representing 250 
members, praying for the passage of a bill to restore the former 
law of the District of Columbia against Sunday traffic, invali- 
dated by clerical error; also, petition from Thomas L. Brown, 

tor of the Memphis First Congregational Church, and 85 mem- 
rs, making the same request—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Affidavits relating to the claim of 
2 Hall for discharge papers to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 27, 1897. 


The House met at 10 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MCCALL. My colleague, Mr. Barrett, is ill at home, and 
has requested me to ask that he be granwa leave of absence. 

There being no objection, leave of absence was granted. 

THE TARIFF. 

The House, according to rule, resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

51. Whiting and paris white, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent par pound; ground 
in oil, or putty, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I see that in the printed bill this duty is 
fixed at 1 cent per pound; in the comparative statement it seems 
to be one- fourth of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. The dry article is put atone-fourth of 1 cent; 
that which is ground in oil, 1 cent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Imove to make the duty one-half cent a 


und. 

The amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON was-read, as-follows: 

In line 17, 9, strike out one.“ and insert “one-ħalf;™ so as to read 
“ground in ae — putty, one-half cent per pound.” 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were on a division (called for by Mr. RicHarpson)—ayes 14, 
noes 37. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] raises the point that no quorum is present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is too important a bill to be con- 
sidered with only fifty men present. 

The Chairman 3 to count the members present. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only 100 are required for a quorum in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the reason I made my point. It 
does seem to me that on a great measure like this we ought to be 
able to keep 100 members present. j 

Mr. DALZELL. Where are our Democratic friends this morn- 


? 
r. RICHARDSON. They are pretty well represented here 
in about the same proportion as the Republicans. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Iagree with my friend from Tennessee that 
there ought to be a much larger attendance than there seems now 
to 


be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I did not make the point of no quorum 
upon the question of going into Committee of the Whole, when 179 
members would have been required. I do think, however, that 
in Committee of the Whole, where aquorum is only 100, aquorum 
ought to be present. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
IMr. DaLZELL] was inclined to administer me a mild lecture, 


Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 
Mr. HENDERSON. He has a keen eye for a vacancy; that is 


all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (while the Chairman was continuing the 
count). Mr. i Irise to a question of order. The rules of 
the House prescribe clearly the duty of the Chair when no quorum * 
is present. I do not want to raise any factious question: but it 
seems to me we ought to conform to the rule which requires under 
the present circumstances a call of the roll. We have already lost 
ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was counting slowly, in the ho 
that a quorum would appear before he finished the count. [A 
Rouse. | One hundred and one members are 3 quorum, 

e noes have it; and the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee is rejected. 
The Clerk (resuming the reading of the bill) read the following: 
_57. Lead: Acetate of, white, 3} cents per pound; in colors. 2} cents per pound; 
nitrate of, 2} cents per pound; litharge, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to strike out, in line 10, the words 

three and one-half” and insert four;“ so that it will read: 


Lead: Acetate of, white, 4 cents per pound. 


The amendment of Mr. DALZELL was read by the Clerk, 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman explain why he wishes to 
have this duty increased? 

Mr, DAL I thought I had ained that yesterday. 
The duties on all these products are based, of course, on the dut 
which is placed on the raw material; that is to say, the pig lea: 
There must W be a certain relation between the duty on the 
raw material and that on the finished product, so as to cover the 
cost of manufacture. 

With a duty of 2 cents a pound on lead, as we have made it in 
this bill, this duty ought to be 4 cents, to compensate the manu- 
facturers for the cost of manufacture. This is a less duty than 
ora was in the act of 1890, and somewhat higher than the pres- 
ent law. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is this a committee amendment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, Imove to amend line 11, 
page 10, by striking out two and one-half ” and inserting “three,” 
for the same reason that I have already assigned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I was trying to 
pay attention to the proceedings, but the Clerk Paris paragraph 
56. I should like to return to paragraph 56 for the purpose of 
offering an amendment to the last line. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the committee will re- 
ceive the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move to strike out the word 
1 in line 8 of page 10, and insert in lieu thereof ‘*twenty- 

ve. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


11 line 8, page 10, strike out thirty and insert twenty: flve:“ so that it 


w 

56. All paints. colors. and pigments, whether dry or mixed, or ground in 
water or oil, or solutions other than oil, or lakes, crayons, smalts, and frost- 
ings, not specially provided for in this act. and all paints, colors, and pig- 
ments, whether dry or mixed. or ground with water or oil, or solutions other 
than oil, in tubes, pans, cakes, or other forms, commonly known as artists’ 
paints or colors, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr.WHEELERof Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
attention of the Republican side of the House to the fact that the 
amendment only reduces the tariff to what it was under the Me- 
Kinley bill, and I can conceive of no reason for increasing a tariff 
above what it was in a measure which was twice condemned by 
the American people on account of its high rate. I hope the Re- 
publican p will see the propriety of adopting the amendment, 

Mr. SA Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does your amendment propose to restore the 
aop of the McKinley Act on these articles? 

. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 

ple have condemned that act; but now he wishes to put the 
uty at the same rate? 

. WHEELER of Alabama. I simply make that offer, be- 
cause I think certainly gentlemen on the other side of the House 
will consent to go down at least to a rate as low as that. I knew 
if I put it one particle below the McKinley rates that the amend- 
ment would certainly fail, but I could not believe that the ma- 
jority of this House would refuse to vote for an amendment that 
would simply put down the rate as low as it was in the 1 
bill. LI want to see if they will do it. I know the country wi 
3 and loo wigh amazement if they refuse to adopt the amend- 
ment. 


1897. 


Mr. SAYERS. What is the present duty? 4 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The present duty is 25 per cent, 
and the duty under the McKinley bill was 25 per cent except for 
paints ground with water or other solutions than oil. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Wilson bill rate was 30, and under that there 


was a very | importation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON . The comparative statement, on page 16, 
shows that it was 25. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am very sorry to see that these 
gentlemen who framed the bill know so little about it. They 
showed a very wonderful ignorance of the first paragraph yester- 
day, and the line of their argument seems to be to make assertions 
which contradict the figures which appear in the documents which 
they put before the House. : 

‘ Tha Wilson bill imposes a gaty of 25 per cent on all this charac- 
ter of paints. The McKinley bill imposes the same duty upon all 
these paints except paints and colors mixed or ground with water 
and commercially known as ‘‘artists’ water-color paints,” which 
were taxed by the McKinley bill at 30 per cent ad valorem. But 
the present bill taxes all of these paints at 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SAYERS. There seems to be some misunderstanding as to 
the present duty upon this article. Can the gentleman now state 
without contradiction what the present duty is? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is 25 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Twenty-five per cent ad valorem. 

Mr: RICHARDSON. It isfound on page 15 of the comparative 
statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the motion of the gentleman? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The proposition is to reduce the 
tariff upon these articles in paragraph 56 from 30 per cent ad 
valorem to 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On artists’ colors. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. From 30 per cent to 25 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir. A 

Mr. DINGLEY. Twenty-five per centis the duty on all ordi- 
nary colors under the 3 law. There ought to be at least 5 
per cent more upon these finer artists’ colors than is put upon 
ordinary colors. 1 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think they both ought to be 
reduced, Thecheaper paints should be not more than 20 per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the other respects this is precisely the 
same as under the present law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I certainly think that the ma- 
1 of the Ways and Means Committee ought not to insist on a 

igher rate than that under the McKinley law upon any article. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The differential of 5 per cent for fine artists’ 
colors is no more than right. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope thata vote may be taken 
and that the committee will reduce this to 25 per cent. r 

Mr. DINGLEY. The law of 1890 was 30 per cent on artists’ 
colors. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Twenty-five per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Twenty-five per centi on common colors, but 
80 per cent on artists’ colors, under the law of 1890. 

Mr. PAYNE. The law of 1890 was 25 per cent on artists’ colors, 


dry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
what is being said. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now we have put them all into the same class, 
at 30 per cent. When the rate was 25 per cent on the dry colors, 
there was a very large importation of colors, both under the 
McKinley bill and under the Wilson bill. We have put them all 
in the same class, and put a rate of 30 per cent on all. That is all 
there is of it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think the foes — from New 
York [Mr. Payxe] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
are mistaken as to the tariff imposed by the Wilson bill. 

Paragraph 47 of the Wilson bill was as follows: 


Zinc, oxide of, and white paint or pigment containing zinc, dry or ground 
in oil, 1 cent per pound. 


Then, the next paragraph, 48, was in the following words: 


All other paints, colors, and pigments, whether dry or mixed, or ground in 
water or oil or other solutions, including all colors in tubes, lakes, crayons, 
smaita, and frostings, and not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent 
ad valorem. 

J can not find any paragraph of the Wilson bill which puts my 
paints of this character at 80 per cent ad valorem, and I thi 
paragraph 48 certainly includes artists’ paints. 

hope my amendment will be adopted. : 
The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


60. Caustie or hydrate of, 1 cent per pound; chlorate of, 3 cents per pound. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I notice on item 60, Caus- 
tic, or hydrate of,” the present bill puts a tax of 1 cent per pound. 
Now, it seems to me that we ought not to be imposing duties on 


Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to hear 
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articles that were free even under the McKinley bill. On that 
item there was no tax under the McKinley bill; there was none 
under the Wilson bill; and now they propose by this bill to puta . 
tax of 1 cent per pound on it. It seems to me we ought not to be 
taxing that article 1 cent per pound when it was deemed proper 
y lace it 5 n the free list under so caustic a measure as the 

c e 2 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to say that this bill increases rates over the McKinley bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, that is exactly what I 
am attempting to say here; and I repeat, that not only in this case 
of caustic, or hydrate of, but I might as well state here and now 
this bill is e up of fourteen schedules. beginning with the 
letter A and running down to and including the letter N. It 
may not be known by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] or the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS}, who are making 
inquiries here, and pertinent ones. as to increases upon some of 
these little articles, what I will now show. I take this occasion 
to say that in 12 out of 14 schedules in this bill the rate of duty is 
higher than under the McKinley bill—12 out of 14! Gentlemen 
have piled up taxes in this bill are the taxes imposed by the 
McKinley bill. Take the first schedule in the bill, Mr. Chairman— 
chemicals, oils, and paints. The per cent in the McKinley bill 
was 30.7; under the Wilson bill, 27.99; under the Dingley bill it is 
about 31.33, a small percentage, it is true, but a higher rate than 
that imposed by the McKinley bill. Take Schedule B—earths, 
earthenware, and glassware. I ask the attention of my friend to 
it. I find the rate under the McKinley bill was 51.20; under the 
Wilson bill, 35 per cent, and under the Dingley bill, 52.62 per cent. 
Schedule C—metals, and manufactures of metals. This is one of 
the schedules of the fourteen—and there is only one other—where 
the taxes are lower in this bill than in the Wilson bill. In the 
McKinley bill the average tax in this schedule was 57.21 per cent; 
in the Wilson bill, 37.58 per cent; in the Let bill, 46.54 per cent. 
There is only one other schedule, and I will call attention to it in a 
moment, thatis in thatcondition. Schedule D—wood, and manu- 
factures of wood. Under the McKinley bill the average rate was 
14.93; under the Wilson bill, 22.87; under the Dingley bill, 16.58. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Less than the Wilson bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; less than the Wilson bill. Iam 
glad the gentleman mentionsit, Underthe McKinley bill the taxes 
collected, at an average of 14.93 per cent, were $1,857,000 in round 
numbers. Under the Wilson bill, although the rate was higher, 
the amount collected was only $384,000. Under the Dingley bill 
it is estimated that there will be collected or imposed of taxes 
$2,206,000. Now, the difference grew out of the fact that lumber 
in part was upon the free list under the Wilson bill, and while the 
rate was a little higher on the articles upon which a tax was laid, 
the amount collected was six times greater under the McKinley 
bill, and will be seven times greater under the Dingley bill than 
under the Wilson bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me 
to ask him how he reconciles the statement he just made with the 
statement made by the chairman of the committee in his opening 
remarks? Im reply to a question of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON], he stated, if I remember him aright, that the 
tates of duties under this bill average between the rates of the 
McKinley law and the rates of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. These tigures which gentlemen have sub- 
mitted in this comparative statement do not bear thatout. Take 
Schedule E. Under the McKinley bill the per cent was 14.55. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Tennessee have five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ithank the committee. Take Schedule E. 
Under the McKinley Act the tax was 14.55 per cent; under the 
Wilson bill 40.94, but under the Dingley bill it goes to 71.10. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman must remember that under the 
McKinley Act a bounty was given on sugar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course we all remember that. Ithank 
the gentleman for his suggestion. 

Next I take Schedule F: Tobacco and manufactures of tobacco, 
Under the McKinley Act the rate was 117.82; under the Wilson 
Act it was 109.06; under the Dingley bill it is 164.95. 

Schedule G: Agricultural products and provisions. Under the 
McKinley Act the tax imposed was 33.07; under the Wilson Act, 
23.28; and under the Dingley bill it is 39.94. 

Schedule H: Spirits, wines, and other bevera Under the 
McKinley Act the rate was 69.78; under the Wilson Act it was 
61.54; under the Dingley bill it is 77.01. 

Schedule I: Cotton manufactures. This is the only schedule 
wherein the tax under this bill is lower than it was under the 
MeKinley Act. Under the McKinley Act on this schedule it was 
5 a the Wilson Act it was 43.75; under the Dingley bill 
itis 54.14. . 

Schedule J: Flax, hemp, jute, and manufactures of. Under the 
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McKinley Act the rate was 43.68; under the Wilson Act it was 
40.38; under the 7 bill it is 49.52. 

Schedule K: Wool and manufactures of wool. Under the 
McKinley Act the rate was 80.50; under the Wilson Act it was 
47.62; and under the Dingley bill it is 81.57. 

This is where the poor man’s blanket comes in. aughter.] 

Schedule L: Silk and silk goods. Under the McKinley Act the 
rate was 53.56; under the Wilson Act it was 46.96; and under the 
Dingley bill it is 53.89. That is, while they made the duties on 
blankets, and the whole wool list, considerably higher even than 
under the McKinley Act, the edie. duty on silk goods under 
this bill is 53.89, or only a fraction of 1 per cent above the rate 
under the McKinley law. 

Schedule M: Pulp, paper, and books. Under the McKinley Act 
the average rate was 23.85; under the Wilson Act, 22.18; under 
the Dingley bill it is 29.82. F 

Next comes ‘‘sundries,” the only remaining schedule. Under 
the McKinley Act the rate was 26.06; under the Wilson Act it 
was 23.63; under the Dingley bill it is 30.57. 

I will insert here a table showing the rates of du 
of the schedules of the bill, also under the Wilson 
the McKinley bill: 


under each 
ill, and also 


SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS. 


ScHEDULE C.—METALS, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 
lll. E 
Wilson bill — 
Dingley bill 


SCHEDULE D.—Woop, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


Per cent.| Amount. 


i 14.93 | $1,857, 802.96 
McKinley bill hg $1 


Wilson bin y 384,712.85 
DIT!!! . 16.58 | 2,206, 568. 98 
Per ae 
McKinley bill ——j————. ͤ ͤ ũ«ér? ( éͤé“ir k 
Wilson tall nts — 40.94 
Dingley bill — 71.10 


SCHEDULE F,—ToBACCO, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


MoKinley Gil. <5 e cossecneesesnnnses 43.68 
Wilson tal PPPkü! f ͤ 8 40.38 
Dingley bill 4 44444444 naen 49.52 


SCHEDULE K. — Wool, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 
eee y vases E Soca swore 


80.50 
Wilson bill 47.62 
Din bill 81.57 
53.55 
45.96 
53.89 
McKinley bill... 23.85 
Wilson bill 22.18 
Dingley bill 29.82 
SIGH In en y sss--eaawnsnwanses 26.06 
Wilson + 23.63 
Dll! T satas=os 80.57 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say this: If the wrath 
of the American people was visited upon the Republican party for 
its enactment of that high protective tariff measure known as the 
McKinley Act, what will the American people do with this same 
old party for enacting a tariff so much higher in its rates of duties 
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than those of the McKinley Act? [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I tell you, gentlemen, in the slang of the street boy, tha 
what they will do for you will be “more than a plenty,” and 
leave the issue with you. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. r. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] are another illustration of a 
familiar method of juggling with percentages. Notwithstanding 
the fact that in the bill which is now pending before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, in every schedule except the agricultural, the 
earthenware and glass, tobacco, sugars, and silk laces, the present 
bill carries actual duties less than were carried in the act of 1890, 
and notwithstanding the fact that in two of the schedules it car- 
ries duties substantially the same as those in the present law, yet, 
if you convert these specific duties into ad valorem percentages, 
not taking into consideration the change of values between 1893 
and 1896, you appear to have an increase of duties imposed, when, 
as a matter of fact, the actual duties imposed are less. 

Let me illustrate how this is accomplished: Hero is a certain 
article which in 1890 had a foreign cost of 60 cents, and in this 
country had a cost of production of 90 cents. Tue difference in 
cost of production was 30 cents. A specific duty of 30 cents was 
im: under the act of 1890, which was equivalent to 50 per cent 
on the then foreign value of the goods. Now, this bill imposes 
precisely the game specific duty, 30 cents; but in the meantime 
that article has fallen 10 cents abroad and 10 cents in this coun- 
try, making the value of the article to-day in the foreign country 
50 cents and in this country 80 cents, showing prense y the same 
difference in cost of production, arising from the higher price of 
labor here, that existed in 1893. The same duty is imposed as 
under the act of 1890, a specific duty of 30 cents; yet, by the jug- 
glery of percentages, the gentleman from Tennessee is able to say 
that now the duty has become 60 per cent and that we have in- 
creased the duty, when, as matter of fact, we have not increased 
it a single cent, and the increase exists only in the jugglery of 

rcentages. 1 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then you “juggle,” because this is your 
statement which shows the 13 

Mr. DIN GLEV. Not at all. e have simply framed that 
statement so that even in spite of juggling the facts sagt By 

Mr. RICHAR I take my figures exactly from this state- 
ment. 


DSON. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand what the gentleman has done, 
Now I want to call attention to what the fact is. The gentleman 
has undertaken to create the impression that in every schedule 
but two in this bill the duties are increased over those of the act 
of 1890. I say, in reply, that, outside of the sugar schedule and 
the other schedules I have named, there is no increase in the actual 
duties, but a reduction. But you convert those figures into jug- 
gling 3 and thus there appears to be an increase when 
were been actually a reduction, for the reason I have sug- 
gested. 

Another thing: Those percentages are estimated on the invoice 
values of the last fiscal Pheer Now, we all know that when the 
act of 1894 was passed, the specific duties of the act of 1890 were 
converted almost entirely (outside of two schedules) into ad 
valorem duties. And the moment that was done, what took 
place in the invoices? Every invoice was undervalued, and goods 
which did not actually fall in price abroad were in the invoices 
made to appear to fall. So that you have here, in the basis on 
which these percentages were computed, the undervaluations of 
last year, which in nine cases out of ten do not represent the 
actual foreign value of 3 

Mr. RIC DSON. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman, but 
I would like to ask him right here 

r The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired. 

„ I ask that the gentleman's time be ex- 
nded. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the time of the 
gentleman from Maine will be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman to be com- 
menting upon the ad valorem duties of the Wilson bill; and I 
recognize the difficulty in calculating an accurate per cent—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not simply a “ difficulty;” I am pointing 
out the fact of actual false valuations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman must not get away 
from the fact that the statement I have just read gives the specitic 
duties of the act of 1890 in the McKinley bill as compared with 
the figures of the Dingley bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not make any difference with refer- 
ence to that. As a matter of fact, when you compare the valus 
ations of 1893 with the valuations of 1896—the foreign valuations, 
upon precisely the same articles—you find an immense undervalu- 
ation on the basis of 1896, because it must be borne in mind that 
the values upon which you compute the effect of the proposed 
bill are the values in 1896, not those of 1893. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


393 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Is not this bill made up upon almost iden- 
tically the same principle as the act of 1890—the McKinley bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. But your equivalent ad valorems are based in 
the one case on the invoiced values of 1893 and in the other case 
on the inyoice values of 1896. That is the difficulty with the com- 
parison. There has been an immense undervaluation in goods 
since 1893; and goods have fallen, too, in consequence of the great 
depression of business. Now, you are undertaking to compare 
the prices of 1893 with the prices of 1896, and to convert them into 
ad valorems, with the result of deceiving the country. Now, 
what I have to on: 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then you have made an improper state- 
ment here, because this is your statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY, While itis true that the figures themselves 
may, perhaps, be as the gentleman represents, the conclusions 
drawn depend a great deal upon how you use them. [Laughter.] 

oo RICHARDSON. I only use them as thcy appear here on 
the paper. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I sintply repeat, that outside of those sched- 
ules to which I have referred the duties in this bill are below, and 
considerably below, the duties of the act of 1890, notwithstanding 
that by means of juggling percentages, on account of the reduc- 
tion o ma ou may make them a to be higher. They are 
in fact lower, just as shown by the illustration I have presented. 
So all through with respect to this bill. It is true that the sched- 
ule on su has been increased 

Mr. NTER. Is this House to understand that these com- 

arative statements which you have made and furnished to the 
Eoas are not true? 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are true; but the conclusions that gen- 
tlemen on your side endeavor to draw from them are not true. 

Mr. HU R. But you have furnished data to this House 
showing what the percentages of your bill are as compared with 
the McKinley bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the percentages are computed in one case 
upon 1 of 1893, in the other upon the prices of 1896. 

Mr. HUNTER. But you furnished these figures. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish that gentlemen on your side had suffi- 
ciont candor, not to say something else, to construe those figures 
fairly. 

Mz. HUNTER. Who furnished the figures? Are not these 
figures furnished by the committee, or has somebody imposed 
them upon the House? These figures you say are not true. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I said nothing of the kind. That is the gen- 
tleman’s statement. The trouble is as to the manner in which 
gentlemen on the other side use these figures. 

Mr. HUNTER. Here are your own figures, comparing the per- 
centages under this bill with those under the McKinley bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HUNTER]? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Idonot. Ihave simply this to say: We have 
increased the duty on filler tobacco, and we have done so, first, for 
the purpose of revenue, and secondly, to equalize the duties be- 
tween filler and wrapper. We have increased the duties on su 
for the purpose of raising more revenue, and as we are obliged to 
raise revenue and raise it in this way, we have so arranged the 
duty that we may at the same time encourage the production of 
sugar and give a new farm crop to the farmers of this country. 

Mir. McRAE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MCRAE. If I understand your contention, the ad valorem 
duties will be higher until you restore the prices of 1890, as you 
propose by this bill. 

i DINGLEY. Well, if the gentleman understands that, I 
can not be responsible for his understanding, that is all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 2 É 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave been listening to the explanation given by 
the gentleman from Maine, and I understand him to say that the 
incorrectness of the conclusion reached by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] results from the fact that the prices 
of 1893 and 1896 are different. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. 

Mr. SAYERS. And that the rates under this bill are based on 
the prices of 1896. Am I correct? 

r. DINGLEY. In conversion into the equivalent ad valorems. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman’s time 
will be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask my friend from Maine, with his per- 
mission, this question, and it is in all good faith, because I want 
to reach the truth. Suppose that prices should not rise, but that 
they should remain as in 1896? 

. DINGLEY. What is the inquiry? 


Mr. SAYERS. Suppose they should remain after this bill be- 
comes a law as the prices were in 1896. What would be the 
effect, in the gentleman’s judgment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The specific duty will not be changed in con- 


8 of that. 
. SAYERS. I understand that, but what will be the effect 
on the revenue? That is what I am after. 8 

Mr. DIN GLEV. It will not diminish the revenue, and that is 
one of the advantages of a specific duty, that whether prices rise 
or fall the revenue is precisely the same. That is one of the 
1 Of it. 

Mr. CANNON. That is what we are doing it for. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In other words, if you impose a duty of 5 cents 
on an article in 1893, and the price of that article falls, the du 
still remains 5 cents; or if it rises, the duty remains 5 cents, an 
you can tell what the revenue is going to be, and the industries in 
this country know just what the situation is, and what the rate 
of proteston will be in consequence of it. So there is no change 
in the revenue, and no change in the protection, under a specific 


duty. 
Mr. SAYERS. Just a moment. If the price of goods should 
not increase, then what would be the effect? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What will be the effect of what? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of this duty? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will not change at all. It is invariable. A 
specific duty remains the same. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman does not mean to convey the idea 
that a ific duty, for instance, upon a lower class of goods in 
point of value, which is really higher than an ad valorem duty— 
that that would not affect the price of that particular article? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the duty is specific, then, of course, neither 
the revenue nor the protection is changed by a decline or rise of 


price. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not agree with the gentleman on that 
proposition. 

. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to say, we 
have increased the duty on one class of tobacco, for the two pur- 

that I have named. We have increased the duty on sugar 
or the two purposes that I have named, and we have incre 

the duty on that class of silks that are known specifically as luxu- 
ries, and on laces, vélvets, and articles of that kind, which has 
the effect to slightly increase the silk schedule. As far as the 
schedule of earthenware and glass is concerned, it is substantially 
the same as under the act of 1890. 

The iron and steel schedule is considerably lower than in the act 
of 1890, and as to all common grades of steel and iron it is pre- 
cisely the same as under the existing law. For instance, the duty 
on iron ore is precisely the same in the proposed bill as under the 
existing law. It is the same on pig iron. It is the same on steel 
rails. It is the same on structural iron. It is the same on nearly 
all qualities of bar iron. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. How is it upon iron cotton ties 
that we in the South have to use? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, the gentleman very well knows that the 
existing law imposes a certain duty upon hoop iron and then puts 
the manufactured product of hoop iron, namely, cotton ties, on’ 
the free list. We have not gone into any such absurdity as that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ishould be glad if the gentleman will state 
for information the average rate of duty under the McKinley law, 
the average rate under the Wilson Act, and the average rate under 
the 7127 bill. 

Mr. DIN GLE VN. Lou mean convert it into ad valorems? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; the general average. But if you con- 
vert them into the prices of 1893, then, taking the same average on 
sugar and the increase on tobacco, the duties will be lower than 
converted into ad valorem. 

Will the gentleman kindly state, because I do not have the 
information, what is the average in this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I have not the figures before me, but 
the report will show exactly what it is. 

Now, I wish to say in respect to sugar: In 1890 raw sugar was 
placed on the free list, because we did not at that time need the 
revenue; and having done that, in 1894, when our friends on the 
other side framed their bill, they needed the revenue, and they 
put a duty of 40 per cent on raw sugar, and after they have been 
performing four years, and left us a deficiency, we found it neces- 
sary to increase the revenue to supply the deficiency, and we have 
been obliged to increase the duty on sugar, with other duties as 
well, for ep se I have suggested. 

Mr. LIV GSTON . May Iask the gentleman, forinformation, 
this question? Why did the committee see fit to leave hides on 
the free list, when we get 10,000,000 from goats every year? 

Mr. DINGLEY, Hides have been on the free list for more than 
a quarter of acentury. We have left them where they were un- 
der your law, also under the act of 1890 and under the act of 1883. 
They have been on the free list for more than a quarter of a 


century, and we have not disturbed them. 
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Mr, LIVINGSTON. I understand; why have you not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. When we reach that item, I will have some- 
thing to say, but Iam now upon another point. i 

Mr. CLARDY. I should to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. 1 I yield for a question, if it relates to the point 
in hand. 

Mr, CLARDY. It is on the increase of the rates of tax on to- 
bacco. - 3 

Mr. DINGLEY. When we reach that item, I may have some- 
thing to say on that subject. 

Mr. CLARDY. You say that you have increased the rate of 
protection on tobacco. That has been done to protect 100,000,000 
pounds of tobacco raised in the East. Now, what have the com- 
mittee done for the marketing of this tobacco, 300,000,000 pounds 
of it, that has to seek a market in foreign countries? 


Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman knows very well that that has 
nothing to do with the kind of tobacco upon which we impose the 


duty. 
Nie. CLARDY. But it has to do with a kind of tobacco raised 
in the United States, only one is raised in the East and the other 
in the South. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I think I ought to have the floor, whether I 
have it or not. 
Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman yielded to me for a question. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I yielded for a question, and not for a speech. 
Mr. CLARDY. We will have the speech later, then. 
Mr. DINGLEY. A single remark further in respect to this. 
I repeat what I said in the begi , that this bill very largely 
has been based on specific duties for the p which I have 
already indicated. In doing that, if you take the prices of 1806, 
which have not only been less on account of the general depres- 
sion of business, but especially less because of undervaluations 
under the ad valorem system of the present law, and compare 
them with the prices of 1893, you will get a higher apparent per- 
centage than you will under the higher prices of 1893; but the 
duty in almost every case under a specific rate will be lower than 
under the act of 1890, although by the percentages you may con- 
yey the impression that it is actually higher, when it is not. 
Everyone knows, when you undertake to compare 8 
different bases, the comparison is misleading, as I have y 
indicated. But I need not go further into the matter. What 
wish to impress upon gentlemen is the fact that outside of sugar 
and the luxuries which I have indicated the duties in this. pend- 
bill are lower than in the act of 1890, and in many cases, par- 
ticularly in the iron and steel and cotton schedules, running 
through all the ordinary forms of goods in those schedules, they 
are precisely the same as in the present law. If you undertake to 
convert them into percentages, you may deceive somebody into 
the beliet they are actually higher. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. irman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 


My friend from Maine, Governor DINGLEY, who has just taken 
his seat will be disappointed in the expectation, if he entertains 
it, that the Republican party will hear nothing further of the 
question of percentages in this debate, or from the country on the 
same question later on. My attention is directed to page 179 of 
the comparative statement of revenues. On that page it of cap 
that the average general tax rate imposed under the McKinley 
law was 49.58; that the average rate under the Wilson law was 
ay and that the average of taxation imposed by the Dingley bill 

57.03. 

The gentleman from Maine is fluent in his denunciation of what 
he is p to term the jugglery of figures 

Mr. DINGLEY. The jugglery of percentages. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The jugglery of percentages—I accept the 
gentleman’s suggestion. Ido not myself propose to be a party to 
a “juggling of percentages;” but the mee which were presented 

the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], and also 
ose I have just quoted, were prepared and submitted by the 
Republican majority of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Now, whatever comment may be made as to the question of per- 
centages, the fact is not denied that this bill carries $113,000,000 
more of taxes upon the people than are carried by the existing 
law. That is the statement contained in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WALKE 
me to ask him a question? 

The CHAI . Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman: 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Inamoment. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill 
is an illustration of the pernicious. doctrine of paternalism which 
has been fostered by the Republican party during its entire his- 
tory. Whenever there is to be a revision of the tariff these favored 
AAA interests come to e ers each seeking an advantage 
at the expense of the others, 
expense of the people. 


much as w 


on the 


each seeking a bounty at the 


e ARRIR of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield for 
a n 

r. DOCKERY. In just a moment. I have no doubt, Mr. 
Chairman, that this bill is in the main a consistent and logical 
presentation of the protective idea, save and except in that it fails 
to impose a ed u hides. I understand why hides are not 
taxed in this bi tt was known of all men, and especially under- 
stood in inside circles, when the McKinley bill was under consid- 
eration, the reason why that product of the farm was exempted. 
At that time New England manufacturers came down in force 
and sternly demanded that no tariff taxes should be laid upon 
hides. That demand was made in the interest of New England 
manufacturers of leather, and was heeded, and hides were not 
taxed in that bill. Hides also go free in this bill, although hides 
apa: oO occupy precisely the same relation to the protective 
system, 

If wool should be taxed, hides should also be taxed. In my view, 
neither should be taxed, because untaxed wool and untaxed hides 
enable cur manufacturers to produce ab a lower cost. They are 
thus enabled to sell their products at reduced prices in the home 
market, and also, in pursuance of the old Democratic policy, to go 
into the markets of the world with their products and compete 
there. I am opposed to the taxation of these two great products, 
because they are articles which enter into manufactured products 
of indispensable necessity to all the people. This bill, however, 
Trepeat, is consistent in the main as a protective measure, with 
the notable exception I have stated—that it fails to tax hides. 
All the people use woolen clothing and boots and shoes. They are 
necessaries of life, and should be within the reach of all. 

ere the hammer fell. | 

r. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman. the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. DOCKERY] has made his remarks upon two assumptions that 
are false in fact. First, he says that the bill now under considera- 
tion will increase the taxes upon the people of this country to the 
amount of $113,000,000, We deny that proposition. The bill pro- 
poses to increase the revenues of the country to the amount of 
$113,000,000; but we insist that the great bulk of that amount of 
money is a tax upon the foreigner instead of upon the American 
consumer. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic s de.] And if 
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber had spent as much 
time in . subject as they have in cultivating that 
taw: they would know the fact as well as 1 do. Any man who 

s ever studied the industrial history of this country knows, if 
he is capable of learning anything, that an import duty upon an 
article, where the home manufacture is sufficient to meet or nearly 
meet the demands of our own people, is not a tax upon our people, 
but is a tax upon the foreign producer. 

Mr. KELLEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. If. in your opinion, the foreigner pays the tax, 
then why do you not impose a duty on hides and thus protect the 
farmer and make the foreigner pay the duty? [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer the gentleman when I come to 
the question of hides. My proposition, Mr. Chairman, is that in 
order to talk about tariff taxation gentlemen on the other side 
have to assume that the duty is paid by the American consumer. 
Now let me illustrate how this matter of tariff taxation works. 
There was a time in the history of this country when steel rails 
cost a hundred dollars pe ton. At that time the duty on steel 
rails was 828 per ton. According to the theory of the gentlemen 
upon the other side, every ton of steel rails consumed in this coun- 
try at that time would cost the consumer 8128. But what is the 


fact? The imposition of that duty lowered the price of steel rails 


in this country by stimulating home production, until to-day you 
can buy a ton of steel rails for $20, $3 less than the rate of duty 
imposed at the time to which I refer. 

‘ow, this question of steel rails will illustrate another thing. 
These gentlemen assume that ad valorem rates must determine 
the amount that is paid by the consumer. Nothing of the kind is 
true. Under our system of ific rates of duty the ad valorem 
equivalents may double, while the price of the product to the 
American consumer may not be one-half whatit was. I can illus- 
trate by steel rails. When the price of steel rails was $100 a ton, 


and the rate of duty $28 a ton, the ad valorem equivalent was 28 
R of Massachusetts, Will the gentleman permit 


cent. When the manufacture of steel rails in this country 
ad reduced their price to 850 a ton the ad valorem equivalent was 
56 per cent, and according to the statement of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, the people of this country would be taxed just twice as 
hen the ad valorem was 28 per cent. But the reverse 
Instead of the ad valorem equivalent representing a tax 
eople, the price of the article to the consumer was only 
one- of what it was when the rate was originally imposed. 
The gentleman asks us why we do not put a duty on hides. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for five minutes more. 


is true. 
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The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the gentleman's 


time will be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The first reason that no duty has been placed 
on hides is that since the revision of the statute of 1873, when hides 
were put on the free list, there has been no t demand for a 
change. There may be sporadic calls from the locality where the 
gentleman lives; but if you will take the consensus of opinion 
throughout the country, you will find that the predominating view 
is that hides should remain on the free list. y? Because the 
interest here involved is infinitesimal as compared with any of 
these other industries. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman will allow me to suggest 
that the report made by Mr. McKinley in 1890, in presenting to 
the House the tariff bill of that year, contemplated a duty on 
hides, but the bill did not carry such a duty, a very singular cir- 
cumstance which we have never yet been able to account for. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman may go to Mr. McKinley and 
find out all about that. He wrote the report; I did not. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it not true that the boot and shoe inter- 
ests of the country demanded that hides should remain on the 
free list? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. 

A-second proposition is that hides are regarded asa by-product. 
We do not raise cattle in this country forthe hides, but for the 
meat product and for the tallow. 

A MemsBer. How about sheep? 

Mr. HOPKINS. With sheep the case is entirel 
Take the great flocks which are raised in Ohio and other sections 
of the country. There the sheep are raised for the wool. But 
cattle are not raised for their hides. The hides are only an inci- 
dent, and being an incident, we treat them as we treat coal tar 
and other by-products, leaving them on the free list. Another 
reason that is a complete justification for our course in keeping 
them on the free list is the fact that imported hides do not come 
into competition in the markets here with the hides taken from 
cattle raised in the United States. 

The imported hides are used for sole leather and the domestic 
hides are used for upper leather in the manufacture of boots and 
shoes. We have a large export trade in hides from our cattle be- 
cause of this very fact. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. As I understood the gentleman, he stated 
that the consensus of opinion is that hides should not be taken 
from the free list? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir; Iso stated. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Was that consensus of opinion” taken in 
the manufacturing districts, or in the districts where hides are 
produced? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It was taken all over the country. I repre- 
sent a Western constituency. I represent people who are raising 
cattle; and I will say to the gentleman from Texas that I have 
received no demand from any constituent of mine or from any 
person in the West that hides. be placed on the dutiable list. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I deny that that is a correct indication of the 
opinion in sections where hides are produced. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No such demand has been made in my sec- 
tion of the country. 7 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLEY. Has the gentleman ever: received a petition 
from any person e ed in raising cattle to have hides placed on 
the free list? Has the gentleman ever received any such demand? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Mr. Chairman, that question represents 
the average intelligence of the party that the gentleman repre- 


sents. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman has no room to reflect on the 
average intelligence” of this side of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. After the gentleman. has been in public life a 
little longer, I hope he will learn that hides have been on the free 


different, 


list for nearly half of his life. 
Mr. KELLEY. Lou kept them there; and you propose to do so. 
Mr. HOPKINS. They were put on the free list in 1873. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And the Republican party has 
been in power half of the gentleman’s life. 

Mr. STEELE: It ought to have been in power all his life. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwanttosay, further, that whenever the Demo- 
cratic party has been in power in this House, and any. msi- 
bility has been placed upon it, no man on that side of the House 
with intelligence and candor has ever insisted that a duty should 
be placed on hides. It is only when they have no responsibility, 
when they can simply stand here as critics and at the work 
of other people, that they demand a duty be pl on hides, I 
remember hearing, when I first came into public life, discussions 
here on the so-called Morrison tariff bill. There was no p 
then among the great Democratic leaders of that day to puta duty 
on hides. When the Mills bill was passed by this. House, hides 


were not put on the dutiable list. And when the celebrated Wil. 
son-Gorman bill was under consideration in this House, no man 
on that side of the Chamber sought to put hides upon the dutiable- 
list. I wonder, Mr. Chairman, why my friend from Missouri [Mr. 

Dockery], who seems so much interested in the cattle raisers of 
the West, did not at that time raise his sonorous voice in favor of 
this great interest. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. JOHNSON: of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
schedule in which we have so faithfully restored the McKinley. 
rates as in theagricultural schedule, For instance, in the law of 
189% the rate of duty was 45 cents a bushel on barley malt. In 
the present bill it is 45 cents a bushel. Is not that the same?’ 
And yet these men, by juggling with ee claim that we 
have enormously 8 the duty on barley malt. In 1893 the 
imported barley malt was valued. at $1.24 a bushel. Forty-five. 
cents a bushel on barley malt worth $1.24 would be 36 per cent. 
Last year the barley malt imported was valued at 86 cents a 
bushel. Forty-five cents a bushel on barley malt worth 86 cents. 
a bushel would be, if reduced to percentages, 51 percent. Now, 
the gentleman from Missouri, in Juggling with percentages, goes, 
before the country and says that the Republicans have raised the 
duty on barley malt from 36 per cent to 51 per cent, while in truth: 
and in fact we have only restored the rate exactly to where it was. 
Where we have literally and exactly restored the duty to what it 
was under the law of 1890, these gentlemen, by a cunning manipu- 
lation of percentages, are trying to make the country believe that 
we are raising the tariff higher than it was under the law of 1890, 

Another specific instance. The duty on Was 5 cents a 
dozen under the McKinley. law, and 5 cents a dozen in the pro- 
bill. Is not that exactly and identically the same duty?’ 
And yet these gentlemen, by confusing computations on percentage, 
will say we have raised the duty on eggs from 41 per cent to 55 
per cent. It comes about in this way: In the importations of 
893, eggs were valued at 12 cents a dozen. Five cents duty on 
eggs worth 12 cents a dozen would be 41 per cent. Last year the 
imported eggs were valued at 9centsa dozen. Applying the same 
ific duty of 5 cents a dozen, the per cent would be55 per cent. 
men say, Why, these wicked Republicans have been around 
raising the tax on eggs from 41 per cent to 55 per cent, raising the: 
pos of every dozen of eggs that the poor farmer has to sell.“ 
ou can not scare the farmer with that, even if the duty should 
be added. to the price of the article; but the fact is that we have 
restored the duty to exactly what it was in the law of 1890, a spe- 
cific duty of 5 cents a dozen. 
As illustrating the misleading character of percentages as a 
kuap to determining whether a given rate of duty ishigh or low, 
et us take steel rails. Previous to 1872 the duty on steel rails- 
was 45 per cent, and in 1867, according to Mr. Swank, of the Iron 
Age, the price was $166 per ton. By the act of 1872 the duty was 
fixed at $28 per ton. In 1883 the duty was still further reduced to, 
$17 per ton. In 1890 it was reduced to 813. 44 per ton, and in 1894 
to 87.84. The import price was 
$33.36 per ton in 1884. 
839.21 per ton in 1891. 
$14.55. per ton in 1895. 
821.10 per ton in 1896. j 
Twenty-eight dollars is certainly more than $7.84. 
_ Atariff of $28 is certainly higher than a tariff of $7.84. Computed: 
in equivalent ad valorems, however, just the contrary is made to 
ap in percentages, and one could easily be misled: into the 
belief that the highest duty we ever had on steel rails was in 1895, 
when, if reduced to ad valorems and expressed in per cents, it was: 
53.89 per cent. 


Steel rails. 
pa Equivalent 


Year. — . 
Price per ton. Tariff per ton. ad Valorem. 


Her cent. 
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Import prices. 


The ad valorem system, by encouraging undervaluations, de- 
frauds the Government of its just revenues and ruins the honest 
importer by offering a premium on perjury and giving an unfair 
advantage in competition to the dishonest importer. 

The system has been abandoned by all nations except Turkey 
and the United States when under the Democratic rule. 

A return. to specific rates rather than any increase of rate of 
duty is the chief merit of this bill. In many items we have actu- 
ally reduced the rate below the Wilson bill, and, except on lux- 
uries and agricultural products, it will be found true that the: 
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ple into the belief that this bill proposes 
w of 1890 is to confuse and juggle with 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts. 


el way to mislead 
higher rates than the 
percen 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I think we 
ought to deal in all candor with this question of the tariff. This 
duty of 5 cents a dozen on eggs added $2,000 the second year of 
its operation to the income of the farmers’ wives in a town adjoin- 
ing my 75 who were raising eggs. The eggs were no higher 
“TERRY. Do I understand the gentleman to claim 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Ithink I will complete just 
one sentence before vang. interrupted, and then I will listen to 
the gentleman. [Laughter. R : ` 
Mr. TERRY. You are getting very interesting just at this 


point. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Eggssoldnohigher when they 
were at the highest price, and when the least number were pro- 


duced, and were but 3 cents per dozen higher when they were at 


the lowest point; but the farmers built coops and their wives 
raised their hens and produced the eggs to supply the consumers 
in the city. The difference was that the eggs were raised in 
this country instead of being imported, and this is measurably 
true all over the country. P 
Now, I wish tosay a word with reference to the question of hides. 
The duty on hides was taken off in 1873. We export some hides 
that enter into upper leather. Sometimes we export that class of 
hides and sometimes we import them, but such imports are com- 
paratively small. Of the class of hides making sole leather we im- 
port a very large proportion, and of that importation very large 
quantities are 8 leather. In the hot climates, the hair be- 
ing shorter on the animals, when the hides are manufactured they 
thicken up so that ayes are not fit for 2 leather. They are 
comparatively brittle if made into upper leather, and so they are 
e for sole leather. Therefore it would be of comparatively 
little advantage to the farmers to put a duty on hides. We have 
ot past that point, hides being a by-product. If we could raise 
hides suitable for sole leather in this country, if putting a duty on 
hides would increase the product of hides, you would find this 
side of the House unanimously in favor of putting a duty on hides, 
and on everything else that would put money into the pockets of the 
farmers of this country, because we know that every dollar put 
into the pockets of the farmers will, in multiplying itself, ten times 
increase the manufactured products that the farmers buy. You 
can not os dollars in any way except by putting men at work 
0 


earning dollars, and every dollar that we increase the wages in this 
coun ives us $10 of additional market. Markets are in wages, 
not in individuals. - 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], who was so elo- 


quent about taxation, and on raising the prices of articles by tariff 
taxation, ismaking just as much noise where we put a duty on for 
revenue only—purely for revenue, and when there is no protection 
init. That receives his disapprobation and condemnation equally 
as when duty is put on where we do manufacture here the article 
covered. I heard, in the Congress in which the Wilson bill was 
being discussed, the Presidential candidate of the Popocratic party 
stand in his place and say that he was opposed to putting a duty 
on anything whatever that could be manufactured in this coun- 
try, and that he was in favor of putting a duty on only those 
things that can not be manufactured in this country. Now, Task 
the gentlemen on the other side if that is the position of the Dem- 
ocratic y? Lask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON], as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] is not 
here, is that the doctrine of the Democratic party? You claim 
that a duty put on anything that can be manufactured here, of 
any name or kind, is a tax upon the people and increases the prices, 
when the fact shows that every protective tariff we have ever 
im has reduced prices. y 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to proceed for five minutes, as he has not spoken in the 
progress of this debate. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The effect of every protect- 
ive tariff has been to cheapen the prices of products. chal- 
lenge gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber to show where 
the putting of a duty on an article has ever increased its price. 

. RIC DSON. What do you want it for, then? [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] x 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. We want it to saye this mar- 
ket for thé American workingmen. [Applause on the Republican 
3 And now, as the gentleman who has seen fit to stand = 
in place and ask me a question, and I challenge him here an 
now to name an article that has been increased in price subsequent 
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to a duty being put upon ita manufactured article. I challenge 
him or any other man on the Democratic side to search the sta- 
tisties from now until next Wednesday, and we will give vou 
time necessary to name the article of increased price. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; to ask a question, bu 
not to make a speech. [Laughter on the Republican side.] $ 

Mr. TERRY. You have stated 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Ask your question, please; I 
have only five minutes. | 

Mr. TERRY. I have to premise. You stated in the former part 
of your remarks that we put on an increased duty on eggs? | 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, Mr. Terry; and it 
increased the income of our farmers. | 

Mr. TERRY. Well, if it did not increase the price of eggs, it 
must have been because the hens laid more. | 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is about on a level with 
the Democratic view on every question. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican 1 

Mr. TERRY. How else do you explain it? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The Democratic mind can 
not understand that more hens can be had. But they have the 
idea that the tariff made the hen lay more eggs. [Laughter.] | 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman has not explained it any other 
way, unless upon the idea that the duty increased the number of 
chickens, and hence the number of hens. ; | 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Under the Democratic idea, 
when a duty of 5 cents a dozen is put on eggs, and the Democrats’ 
see that there are more dozens of eggs produced in this country, 
they immediately hasten to the conclusion that the tariff has ma 
the hens lay more eggs. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] | 

Mr. TERRY. You have not explained it any other way. We 
understand that from an increased outlay there was an increase of 


ens. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is on a line with their, 
ideas of the result of a tariff. They can not rise to the dignity of 
an argument, and there has not been an argument or declaration 
made on your side that is not of about that character. [Renewed] 
8 on the Republican side.] 

. TERRY. In your judgment. 

Mr. WALKER of husetts. Now,I want to say a word 
about trusts, Mr. Chairman. I want to say to the Democratic side 
that there never yet has been a trust formed that there has not 
been in the minds of the framers of the trust the idea of making 
more money on the trade that they are engaged in by forming the 
trust, and it has not been one time in a hundred that the trust has 
been formed that thepurpose has been to make more money, even 
temporarily, by increasing prices, but by decreasing the expenses 
in producing the unit of product, and 3 making more money 
by getting the same price that they got before by cheaper units 
and attempting to keepthe existing price. Iam in favor of every 
law that can be that will punish trusts that are formed to 
raise prices by means of the trusts and eneng thia workingmen, 
I want to say to you farmer Democrats, men who live where there 
is no manufacturing, practically, who are instructing us manus 
facturers on our duties as manufacturers, as to how we can con- 
duct our business that you know nothing about. I want to in- 
form you that a trust, when it is formed, necessarily, under the 
operation of economic law, reduces prices. 

Mr. TERRY. It closes a lot of mills—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Let me answer. It does not 
reduce production; I will not yield until I finish my statement. 
When the great sole-leather trust was formed, three or four goung 
men came to me and said, What do you think of our going into 
the sole-leather business.” I said, Go in, by all means. Now is 
your time. You can hire small tanneries that they will shut up, 
or buy tanneries for a song that they will shut up. You can do 
the work cheaper than they can, for you can do your own manag- 
ing, and get rich.“ Icould name three or four concerns that went 
into business that way, and made money, and also compelled — : 
trust to sell their goods for less; and this is true of every tr 
that has ever been formed. And I predict that before our chil- 
dren are dead every railroad in this country will be run by one 
corporation, and the people can then more easily control that cor- 
poration; all products be made by great combinations of ca 
ital, which will be in the interest of the masses of the people in 
cheaper products, and they will be better controlled by the Govern- 
ment, en we had a lot of short railroads in Massachusetts, 
each running 100 miles or so, each with a separate charter, each 
with a separate board of directors—— 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

r. HILL. Mr. Chairman, this discussion opened by an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] why; 
hydrate of potash was taken from the free list and put upon the 
dutiable list, and a few moments ago he asked in relation to the 
duty then under discussion, Why do you want it, then?” I 5 — 
I can answer both inquiries by referring back to an item that we 
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left about an hour ago. I call the gentleman’s attention to page 
17 of the comparative statement, where the figures are given as to 
chlorate of potash. Those figures show that the price of chlorate 
of potash fell, between 1893 and 1896, from 11 to 8 cents a pound. 
But that tells only half the story. Prior to 1896 every pound of 
chlorate of potash which was used in this country was imported. 
I will give the figures. In 1893 we imported 4,000,000 pounds; in 
1894 we imported 4,400,000 pounds; in 1895 we imported 4,500,000 
pounds; in 1898 we imported 5,500,000 pounds. In 1895 some 
gentleman began the construction of a factory at Niagara Falls 
to produce about 400,000 pounds of chlorate of potash a p 
The result was that in one year the price of chlorate of potash fell 
from an average price of 16 cents a pound to 7} cents, and the 
users of chlorate of potash in this country saved nearly $500,000 
on the cost of the product which was imported.. The price was 
brought so low in this country, in order to break down that single 
American establishment, that the article was actually reexported 
to Europe and sold there in their own home markets at a profit. 
What was the result? The result was that that factory at Niagara 
Falls was closed. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Tennessee whether, in his judg- 
ment, it is not wise, as a business proposition, to put an aggre- 
gate duty of $250,000, or 3 cents a pound, on imported chlorate of 
potash, reopen that American factory, and saxe the American 
users of the product nearly $300,000 during the coming year? 
That is one single instance showing why we want these duties. 
It is because we can not afford to be dependent entirely upon the 
foreign producer and pay the prices that he demands and gets. 
This product, chlorate of potash, was reduced in price from 18 
cents a pound to 7} cents a pound by the building of one factory 
in this country, and I want to see that factory reopened and the 
price of this product kept down to not exceed 10 cents a pound, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, we are treated now to a 
new doctrine in this discussion by the last two gentlemen who 
have spoken. They arraign us because we are opposed to pro- 
tection, and they say they favor protection because it reduces the 
prices of commodities in this country. That is the contention of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and he says we know nothing 
about the subject. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I wish to correct the gentle. 
man. I did not say they did not know anything about it. I said 
they talked as if they did not know anything about it. 

$ RICHARDSON. It is remarkable to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that if the object of protection is to reduce the prices of commod- 
ities to the people, the manufacturers of the United States should 
all favor a protective tariff and vote with the party which in- 
dorses protection. What is the reason of that? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Do you want an answer now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lou can answer in your own time. Ican 
not yield now. Mr. Chairman, it implies most unheard-of assump- 
tion, it seems to me, for gentlemen to stand here, in view of the 
history of this country, and tell us that our course and our legis- 
lation in opposition to protection tends to benefit the manufac- 
turers, while they who favor Seven favor a policy which in- 
jures the manufacturers. Look at the experience of this country 
last year, and in fact in all the years of the past, and you find 
that the manufacturers have always been arrayed in favor of the 
Republican party because it gave them protection; yet these gen- 
tlemen would have us believe now that the men who favored pro- 
tection were favoring a policy which damaged the very manufac- 
turers that they proposed to serve, and that we who opposed pro- 
tection were in favor of a policy that was in the interest of the 
manufacturers, because it tended to give them higher prices for 
their goods. Gentlemen on the other side are in the position of 
claiming that their policy of protection will accomplish certain 
things. What are they? First, that it will give the manufac- 
turer higher prices for his goods. If it does anything, it must do 
that. At any rate, that was the original intention. Those who 
favor high protection do so on the ground that it will encourage 
the home industry by giving the home manufacturer higher prices 
for his goods. hat else do they claim to do? They say it gives 
the American laborer higher wages. Here are two things that 
this policy of protection is to do—increase the prices of commodi- 
ties and increase the wages paid to labor. 

Whatis the third thing that we are now told this policy will 
accomplish? These gentlemen say it will reduce prices of the 
manufactured goods to the consumers throughout this country. 
Mr. Chairman, if it will do that, it is a double-back-action machine 
such as has never been known before in history. It is a remedy 
the like of which has never been seen in all onr land or in all our 
history. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine mr 
DINGLEY], in reply to what I had to say a few moments ago about 
the increased rates of duty imposed by this bill above those im- 
posed by the McKinley Act, started out by saying that this bill 

oes nof raise the rates of duty higher than those of the McKinley 
law, and hereferred to certain schedules. Now, I want to answer 


ap gentleman on that, but I will first yield to my colleague, Mr. 


OX. 

Mr.COX. Willthegentlemanallowmeasinglesuggestion? The 
proposition on the other side is that these increased duties have the 
effect of reducing prices to the American consumer and to enable 
us to collect our taxes from foreigners. If that argument is cor- 
zept, the further we go in that direction the betterit will be for us. 

r. RICHARDSON. Certainly. My colleague makes a very 
valuable suggestion. The argument of my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopkins], who spoke a few moments ago, was that they do 
not levy these taxes so as to affect the consumers in this country, 
but that the tax is paid by the foreigner. It seems, according to 
the gentleman’s argument, that we are going to collect $113,000,- 
000 from foreigners for the benefit of the revenues of this country 
without affecting prices to our people here. If that proposition is 
true, then I suggest to the gentleman that he and his committee 
have made a very great mistake. They ought to go back into 
their consultation room and frame a new bill, which, instead of 
raising $113,000,000 from foreigners, shall levy upon them 8500, 
000,000 or $1,000,000,000, thus enabling us to pay off the public 
debt at once by means of this bill through the contributions of 
foreigners. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Or why not levy such a tax on 
foreigners as will make us all rich? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. If we can raise money in 
this way, let us not only pay off our national debt, but raise 
enough to make all our people rich, by means of taxes levied upon 
foreigners. That is the argument, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task five minutes more. 

There being no objection, Mr. RicHARDSON’s time was extended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Maine says that we 
on this side have been “ juggling with figures.” I have taken the 
figures as prepared by his expert—I suppose the clerk of his com- 
mittee or the expert enpo ed by his committee—and I have shown 
that in 12 out of 14 schedules the 8 cent of duty in this bill as 
compared with the duties in the McKinley bill has been raised. 
My friend from Maine has undertaken to answer that by saying 
that we are ‘‘ juggling with figures.” I said that in some instances 
there was a specific duty levied and in some an ad valorem daty. 
While sitting here, I have gone to the trouble to take 82 items of 
taxation which enter into Schedule A, the first schedule of the 
bill. Out of those 82 items, if I have calculated correctly (and I 
have endeavored to do so), the rate of duty has been increased in 
49 cases above the rates of taxation in the McKinley bill. That 
may be juggling with figures.” I have not the time, and not 
being an expert, I possibly would not be able to analyze each one 
of these estimates as between specific and ad valorem rates—at 
least it would take a long time for me to do so—but in these 49 
instances in Schedule A, covering 82 items of taxation, the rates 
of duty are increased over the rates of the McKinley bill, some- 
times by a specific duty and sometimes by a per cent duty. In 
making this estimate I take the nonenumerated articles and assume 
that the tax in those cases is increased. - 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Maine has already shown 
the false basis on which the gentleman from Tennessee arrives at 
the conclusion stated. But even on the gentleman’s own theory, 
what will be the result tothe consumer? The gentleman conten 
that the consumers of the articles he mentions will have to pay 
more for them than they would if the rates were different 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If not, your bill is a fraud, because that 
is what you set out to do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lou set out to give protection 

Mr. HOPKINS. It simply illustrates the superiority of our 
system for raising revenue, just as I contended a moment ago 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not yield for a speech. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman answer my question, how 
this affects the consumer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If it did not affect the price to be paid by 
the consumer, the manufacturer would not be in favor of it. 

I have shown that in 49 out of 82 items the duties in Schedule A 
are increased over those of the McKinley law. We have had this 
morning the longest speech from the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means that we have had since he opened this debate. 
Why? Because the charge has been made here that by this bill he 
has increased the taxes on the people has increased the rates of tax- 
ation in 12 out of 14 schedulesof this bill to a point higher than they 
were fixed by a measure which was condemned by the American 

ople—the McKinley law. He does not want that idea to go out. 

e does not want the impression to obtain throughout this land 
that he and his committee have presented a bill here taxing the 
American people higher in 12 out of 14 schedules than the Me- 
Kinley law taxed them. I have called attention to this schedule, 
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and shown (asI shall do, if Iam allowed an opportunity, with 
respect to each schedule in this bill, as it is read) that upon 49 out 
of 82 articles named here the taxes are higher in this bill than 

ose of the McKinley law; and in every one of the others, almost 
without exception, the rates are much higher than the rates under 
the Wilson bill, which we have had in operation for three years. 
But I want to emphasize by Spoon, the fact that upon 49 out 
ef 82 items in this schedule the duties are higher than those in the 
McKinley bill. I want to place that fact before the country. Let 
gentlemen explain it if they can by saying that it is “ juggling 
with figures.” 

Mr. Chairman, the rate of duty under the McKinley law aver- 
aged 49.58 per cent, the rate of duty under the Wilson lawaveraged 
89.94 per cent, and the rate of duty under the proposed Dingley law 
is 57.03 per cent, or 8 per cent higher than the rate fixed by the 
McKinley law, which was condemned by the American people. 

Now, let me ask the gentlemen on the other side to answer this 
if they can. The gentleman from Maine says the Wilson bill was 
arranged on a basis of ad valorem percentages. But, sir, the Mc- 
Kinley bill was framed under the 3 principle, in most 
instances, and so the Dingley bill is framed along the same line; 
and yet while the McKinley bill was only about 49 per cent on the 
average, we find the Dingley bill running this rate up to57 per cent 
and over. And so I as:ert that as the McKinley bill was con- 
demned by the American people when they had an opportunity 
of condemning it, this bill Will meet the same fate when the same 
opportunity is offered to them. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee 
opened his remarks by stating what all the advocates of free 
trade have used in the politics of this country for the last forty 
years in the shape of what they call an argument, that a duty 
on an article is necessarily paid by the consumer, and that if it 
does not enhance the price of the article to the consumer, it can 
not be any advan to the producer or manufacturer. Like all 
Democrats, in the discussion of the imposition of duties on foreign 
imports they take pleasure and special pains to call the imposition 
of duties on articles a tax on such articles. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the actual facts 
in business bearing upon this question without any reference to 
the doctrines of free trade or protection. Take as an illustration 
the last industry which has n developed to a large extent in 
this country by reason of the legislation of the Republican party 
in the tariff of 1800 —the manufacture of tin plate. Before 1890 
none was made here for market. In 1892 was the beginning of 
that enterprise, and that was the first year that tin pai of do- 
mestic manufacture was p upon our market. vious to 
1892 the duty was 1 cent per pound. Under the tariff in 1892 the 
duty was made 2.2 cents per pound, That added $1.29 on a box 
of 108 pounds over the duty existing before 1891. When the duty 
was 1 cent a pound, in 1890, tin plate sold wholesale in our mar- 
ket at $4.55 per box of 108 pounds. After the additional du 
of $1.29 per box had been imposed, it sold in 1892 for $5.20, whic 
is 65 to 70 cents additional, and yet the duty was $1.29 additional. 
Who paid the difference between 70 cents and $1.29if the theo: 
of gentlemen on the other side is correct? The duty was 3 
$1.29 a box, and yet it did not increase the market price over 70 


cents a box. 
In 1893 we collected on tin plate $13,500,000 of revenue with a 
duty of 2.2 cents per pound. The selling price per box was $5.37, 


That same kind of box of tin, I. C., 14 by 20, the standard size, 
and weighing 108 pounds, sold in 1882, under a duty of 1.1 centsa 
pound, for $5.20 per box. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Tf it is not true that when the McKinley bill was passed putting a 
tax of 2 cents—— 

Mr. GROW. Two and two-tenths cents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Two and two-tenths cents per pound 
upon tin—if it is not true that within less than thirty days every 
merchant and every store in the United States which exposed tin 
Fas rae 85 not mark up the price to correspond to the increase in 

e du 

Mr. GROW. Why, I have just told you that it went up 70 
cents a box under an increase of duty of $1.29 a box. Now, some- 
boar had to pay the difference, 

e increase was but 70 cents, and the duty was $1.29. Accord- 
ing to your argument, the price should have increased the whole 
amount of additional duty. In 1892, with the duty 2.2 cents a 

und, there was collected on an importation of 403,030,785 pounds 

„891,338 in revenue, while in 1892 with a duty of 1.1 cents a 

und, there was collected om an importation of 430,746,895 pounds 
Br 837,216 27,000,000 pounds more imported in 1882 than in 1892 
and 84,000,000 less revenue, and the wholesale market price for 
the came kind of a box of tin plate was $5.20 in 1882 and $5.30 in 
1892. I will print with my remarks the entire table from which 
I am now reading, and which shows that the wholesale market 
price in New York of tin plate from 1882 to 1895 only varied from 


7 cents to 88 cents per box of the same kind and weight, while the 
duty on the box was from $1.08 to $2.37 during thesefourteen years. 


Tin plate. 
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As the home production increases of a protected article, that in 
the end we can ges supply our market with, the rule everywhere 


in trade is that as the home product increases the importation of 
the like foreign article diminishes, and the price falls until the 
home market is supplied by the home product. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROW. I would like to have a few minutes longer, the 
same time extended to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope that will be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 

will proceed. 
Mr. GROW. As the home production of the protected article 
increases, the price constantly falls by home competition, and the 
foreigner, if he comes into the market, must reduce the price of 
his commodity and pay the whole or part of the duty as a license 
to sell in our market. This amount is not chur over to the 
consumer in a majority of cases. It depends on the state of trade 
at the time of the importation whether the duty is lost by the 
foreign n pronao and importer and the merchant who handles the 
commodity. That is a question depending on the laws of trade, 
and whether the consumer pays anything additional or not is de- 
termined in all cases by the price current of the article at the time 
of consumption. 

In some cases he pays a part of the duty, but it is a rare case 
that he pays it all. That is shown in this table from 1882 to 1896 
by the production of tin plate in this country. its importation, and 
its price per box. When the duty on tin plate in 1891 was 1 cent 
a pound, the box sold wholesale for 85.20 a box. Precisely the 
same kind of article sold in 1894 for $5.28 a box, when the duty 
was 2.2 cents a pound. In this case who was robbed? For that is 
the cry of free traders who call taxation robbery of the people. 

Who was robbed in this transaction of tin plate? The con- 
sumer did not pay it, for the price of the box of tin did not go up 
the amount of the duty. If it was paid, and we collected the duty 
as we did, who paid it? The producer abroad lost a part of it, 
The transporter lost a part of it. The merchant dealing in the 
article lost a part of it. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROW. Iwillinaminute. So, between them all, thecon- 
sumer got tin plate ata price within 17 cents per box as low when 
we collected $13,509,000 of duties in 1893, with a duty of 2.2 cents 
per pounga, as when we collected $10,577,000, with a duty of 1 cent 


a pound. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Did not the gentleman admit a moment ago 
that immediately after the duty on tin plate was imposed the 
price went up 70 cents a box? : 

Mr. GROW. To be sure it did. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Then who got the 70 cents, and who paid it? 

Mr. GROW. The increased duty per box at the time was $1.29, 
Who paid the difference between the 70 cents and the $1.29? 

Mr. VANDIVER. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. GROW. No; Iseese you have not brains enough to compre- 
hend the mathematics of it. [Laughter.] When a Democrat 
insists that the consumer pays the duty, and I show that the duty 
is $1.29, and that the consumer could not have paid but 70 cents of 
it, then the question is, Who paid the difference? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman—— 

3 CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

eld? 

* GROW. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. If the gentleman on the oppose side will 
content himself with arguing the principles of the question at 
issue, he will find other gentlemen on this side of the House who 
are quite as well informed as himself; but if he continues to resort 
to personal invective, he will find also that there are gentlemen 
here quite as competent as himself, even in the unenviable art of 
personal denunciation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman need not trespass on my courtesy 
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to make a speech in my time, and if he can not comprehend arith- 
metic, I do not propose to discuss it with him. [Laughter on the 
ublican side. | 
ow, the rule in this business of actual trade is that, as the home 
roduction increases, the importation of the like foreign article 
Reereasen and the price of the home article is lessened until the 
home market is supplied by the home article, when the price will 
be less than at other times. In the steel-railindustry we made in 
1887 2,000,000 tons of rails in this country, and without the $28 

r ton duty placed upon them in 1868 that could not have been 
fone. Who will say thatit would have been better for this coun- 
try to have bought 20,000,000 tons of steel rails from foreign 
nations, I care not at what price, than to have made them here, 
as has been done? The advantage of that industry has accrued 
to this country, instead of foreign countries, and steel rails are 
selling here to-day for less price than anywhere else in the world, 
and that result has been produced by the protective duty that 
brought that industry into existence in this country. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, before we pass com- 
pletely from a discussion of this question of the duty on hides, I 
want to call the attention of the committee to a few facts. 

It has been said here by gentlemen on the other side. and notably 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] and others, 
that the production of hides was of but little consequence to the 
farmer. That isa great mistake. It is of very great importance 
to the farmer; and a duty of 35 or 40 per cent ad valorem on hides 
would be of more benefit to the farmers of this country than all 
3 duties put together that you have put on agricultural 

ucts. 

The figures taken from the Eleventh Census show that there 
were 5,422,044 head of cattle slaughtered in the United States, 
outside of those slaughtered upon farms. of which we have no 
record. Thatis saying nothing about other hides, sheep pelts, 
etc. A duty that would increase the value of cattle $1 per head 
would be a benefit to the farmers of my State alone of about 
$2,000,000annually. The very thing that would benefit the farmer 
gentlemen refuse to puta duty upon. They put a duty of $1.50 
upon straw, that can not possibly benefit any farmers outside of a 
little narrow border along the Canadian line. 

I care not whether hides have been on the free list for a quarter 
of a century or not. You gentlemen are framing this bill. and 

ou are taking to yourselves great credit for this bill, as in the 
3 of the agricultural class. Therefore you should pick out 
the items that wonld benetit the agricultural class most and put 
a duty thereon. If you fail in this, you fail in your duty to the 
agriculturists. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys] is a very ardent 
believer in the theory that the foreigner pays the tax. Whenasked 
by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. KELLEY] the question, 
Why did you not put a duty on hides, and make the foreigner 

y the tax?” he contented himself by a sneer at the average intel- 

gent leadership of the Populist party. Now, it seems to me, in 
this day and age, when a man has the opportunities of informing 
himself, in a country where we have libraries and all the 
facilities for getting information, the gentleman who does not 
know that the pote eg? does not pay the tax, but the consumer 
pe the tax, is h y in a condition to pass upon other people's 

telligence. anes and applause on the Democratic side. 

Let us give him a little lesson in the A B C of economics in 
regard to this matter. If an importer sends abroad for a bill of 
proas, it is pretty evident that somebody in this country is going 

want the goods or he would not send for them. They are 
shipped across to this side of the water. They come into the cus- 
tom-house, and before they can be taken out the importer must 
pay the customs charges. Now, is it not a fact that the charges 
must be added to the cost of the goods, and, if so, will they not 
follow the foods until at last the consumer who consumes them 
foots the bill? That ought to be evident, even to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman can philosophize and theorize 
as he chooses; but take any one of the articles of manufacture in 
this country and show by figures, if you can, where the price has 
been increased by putting import duties upon them. Thisisa 
ere that has been up and discussed a hundred times on this 

; and it has been shown that the price has been decreased 
instead of increasing. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I did not yield for a speech. I want 
to say, further, that the gentlemen on the other side are now be- 
ginning to heage: They know that so long as we continue under 
a gold stand [laughter and jeers on the Republican side], with 
a decreased volume of currency, there must be a shrinkage of 
value, and for that reason they are trying to get an increase in the 

i Now they are saying, on the one side, they want protec- 
tion to protect the American laborer, so he will not come in com- 
petition with the pauper labor of Europe. If you are going to pay 


the American laborer higher prices for his wages and the American 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask that the gentleman be allowed to pro- 
ceed for five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If you are going to pay the Amer- 
ican farmer higher prices for his product, where are you going to 
get this money to pay it, if prices are not raised by protection? 

ere is no other conclusion to come to. You have always said 
that the purpose of protection is to increase the wages. If the 
prices of manufactured products fall, where are the manufac- 
turers to get the money to pay this increased price? Will you 
answer that? 

No; the gentleman is reading. He is reading up to see how the 
foreigner pays the tax, you know. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] He is going to get it from the foreigner; that is 
where he is going to get it. But it occurs to me that the for- 
eigner will object to paying this increased price; and that will be 
the experience of the people of the United States after this bill is 
enacted into law. 

In conclusion, I want to say that one of the saddest things to 
me, and one that I regret most, after reading in my boyhood of the 
gallant fight in the early days of the Republican party made in 
the interest of humanity and for human rights, and the conspicu- 
ous part the late Speaker from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Grow] took in 
that t fight, and his leadership in securing to the people of 
the United States free homes, and his gallant defense of human 
liberty—that in after years, when I come to this House and mest 
this gentleman here in his old and declining days, and listen to 
him upon this floor as a defender of trusts and combines, whose 
purpose is to enslave the American people, white as well as black, 
to me is one of the saddest things that has happened m the last 
quarter of a century. [Applause on the Democratic side.] His 
position very aptly illustrates the change of the Republican party 
since its early histo It has to-day gone over completely as the 
defender of organi greed. Itstands here to-day as the defender 
of every organization of combined plunderers in the United States. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] And yet their leaders stand 
up here and tell us that trusts are of great benefit, and these or- 
ganizations of combined benevolent gentlemen have no other pur- 
pose than to benefit the human race by making everything cheaper 
and reducing the price to the consumer. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that it is not too lata yet for that party 
toreform. I trust that experience may teach them that whenever 
they go over to the organized money power and consent to give 
the taxing power to the trusts and combines, the people will leave 
them and no longer put confidence in them. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I always delight to hear the free 
trader from Kansas get up here and instruct the House about a 

otective duty upon hides, and discourse about the great benefit 
it would be to the farmers of Kansas to pone suchaduty. Now 
a word about hides. We import some calfskins and we import 
thick hides, taken from cattle grown in hot countries, which we 
use to make sole leather, but we do not import to any extent such 
hides as are produced in this country. In hot countries nature 
has provided a defense against insects by giving the cattle a thick 
hide, with thin hair, and in this country nature has provided a 
defense cy or ge the inclemency of the weather by giving our cat- 
tle thick hair and thinner hides, That is the whole hide ques- 
tion. It would do nobody, not even my Popocratic-Democratic 
friend from Kansas, any for us to put a duty upon hides, be- 
— we do not import hides of the kind that are produced in his 

tate. 

Mr. McLAURIN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Does not my friend think that the gentle- 
man from Kansas is an expert in getting underneath that thin 
hide” which the gentleman from New York has just told us 


about? [Laughter. 

Mr. PAYNE. ell, it may be that you are right, but I have 

never yet seen any evidence of it. [Laughter.] 

ee CLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
ork 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you want to make a speech now? 

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; I prefer to listen to the 
from New York discoursing upon thin hides and 
1 

Mr. PAY I have got through with that subject. I have 
answered the point that has been raised as to hides. 

The gentleman from Kansas goes back to the old question of 
who pays the duty. I can not illustrate that better than by a re- 
mark of a farmer friend of mine living in my district. He said 
that he took 100 tons of hay to Buffalo and sold it and got $10 a 
ton for it, and went heme with his $1,000 and put it in the bank, 
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out of 
it. Then a farmer friend of his, living across the Canadian bor- 
der, went to Buffalo and sold 100 tons of hay and got $1,000 for it, 
the same as the other, but the transaction was made during the 
operation of the McKinley law, and the Canadian farmer had to 
leave $400 of his money with Uncle Samuel in the form of duty. 
When that man got home he had only $600 to put in the bank, and 
all the sophistry of all the Democrats who ever lived could not 
conyince that Canadian farmer that he had not paid that $400. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Now, that illustration is so 
imple that I hope that at least one of the numerous leaders on 
the Democratic side will be able to understand it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I understood the gentleman to say 
that the reason for not putting aduty upon hides was that it would 

be of no benefit to the Kansas farmers. 

Now, this bill puts a duty of $1.50 a ton on straw. How does 
the gentleman reconcile that with his proposition with regard to 
3 Does he think that the duty on straw benefits the Kansas 

farmers? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Kansas himself said that 
the duty on straw would do no good except to farmers who lived 
along the border of Canada. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is a 
pretty long border, and in a good many of the States the farmers 
sell their straw. They do not burn it, as they do in Kansas. They 
farm in a better manner than they do in the State of Kansas, just 
as they have better politics generally than Kansas has had of late 
years. [Laughter.] Those farmers sell their straw, and they do 
not like to have farmers who live just over an 3 line, a 
line hardly marked at many points except by the difference be- 
tween the farms on the south side and the north side, the differ- 


and that was his money; he did not have to pay any du 


ence in the prices amounting to 30 per cent in favor of the farm- 
ers of the United States, and the difference in the cost of labor, 
amounting to 30 per cent—— 

Here the hammer fell. 


r. PAYNE. Ishould like to have about five minutes more, 
Mr. Chairman. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me an- 
other question? A 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will be quick about it, because 
I want to finish this time. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. We recognize the fact that you are 
going to put a duty on straw. Now, in order to even this thin 
up, why 25 you not give us a duty on hides, which would benefi 
the hide producers in our country? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, Mr. Chairman, it does not seem to have 

etrated the head of the gentleman from Kansas even yet that 
the hides which we import are not such hides as are raised in 
Kansas, They are hides that are imported to be turned into sole 
leather, while those that are raised in Kansas are used for upper 
leather. They are thinner than the hides that we import, and the 
two kinds do not come into competition at all. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the gentleman mean to say—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I can not yield any further, Mr. Chairman. 
I must get through in this five minutes. > 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. You have plenty of time. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I have not got time “to burn.” [Laughter.] 
My time is more valuable than your straw. eee 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I want to go a little further and see if I 
can not get another idea into the mind of my friend from Kansas. 
He professes to wonder how it is that manufacturers can pay bet- 
ter wages and yet not increase the prices they charge for their 
products. Of course, living in Kansas, he does not understand 
the matter; but in States where they do have manufactures every- 
body understands, even the boy going to school understands that 
where a factory can run all the time, where it can reduce the per- 
centage of its fixed charges by doubling its output, it can reduce 

rices and pay better wages, and still make money. Now, our 
Hes is to give our factories an . to run on full time and 
an opportunity to sell their products in the best market in the 
world, the market that consumes one-third of the manufactured 
products of the world, the market of the United States. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] So we can protect that market and give 
our people the complete control of it, and by the competition which 
we build up we shall lower prices while at the same time we pay 
better wages. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RIcHARDSON]—and it is 
only because he has 8 eri that I rose at all—the gentleman from 
Tennessee commenced this morning by a comparison of the ad 
valorems in this abstract, and when the gentleman from Maine 
demonstrated that the comparisons given with reference to the 
McKinley bill were based on the importations and prices in 1893, 
taking the specific rates and getting the equivalent ad valorems, 
while the percentages under the Dingley bill were based on the 


importations and prices of 1896—the Democratic free-trade prices— 
panic prices, if you + pee hence showed a larger ad valorem, 
while still the specific duties on the items in the bill were reduced 
all along the line from the McKinley rates, then the gentleman 
from Tennessee takes up his abstract, counts up the items in the 
chemical schedule, and says that some fifty items in that schedule 
are increased over the McKinley rate. 

Well, sir, I have not counted those items; there ate a number 
of them. I noticed that in one place there are eleven essential oils 
that we have taken from the free list and put on the dutiable list, 
to get revenue to make up for the deficiency under the Wilson 
bill, because they are articles of luxury. For this reason we took 
a number of items from the free list and put them upon the duti- 
able list. Then we have increased the duty on certain articles 
manufactured from these raw materials taken from the free li 
I had the curiosity to look over the schedule, and could not bu 
notice, as the gentleman from Tennessee must have noticed, the 
fact that some fifty items in the chemical schedule are reduced in 
this bill—the duty in some cases being only one-half of what it 
was under the McKinley bill. These are items of large importas 
tion, items that make a good deal of difference in the aggregate of 
the schedule. If we had had time 3 to have the experts fig- 
ure upon the prices of 1893, and had taken out the increased du- 
ties on the products of the farm and the increased duties on luxu- 
ries in the wine and spirits schedule, you would have found that 
the Dingley bill shows a far lower percentage of duty than the 
McKinley bill of 1890. 

But we do not care much about the percentage. What we want 
in this billis to get enough revenue to run the Government, while 
at the same time making such a discrimination in duties as to make 
up for the difference in the prices of labor here and on the other 
side. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

ee the hammer fell, 

. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, if there is one thing that has 
clearly demonstrated the correctness of the Democratic positio: 
on the tariff it is the facts in connection with the iron and stee 

1 which has recently been dissolved. I want to refer to those 

acts, which have been alluded to by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HOPKINS] and also by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as 
clear, positive proof that the position taken by the Democrats on 
the tariff question has been vindicated by the experience of that 
pool. The position that the Democracy has always taken with 
reference to a prohibitory or protective tariff is, first, that it en- 
ables manufacturers at home to combine, to unite in a pool, and 
to increase the price of the home product to the extent of about 
what the tariff ik the article amounts to; and, secondly, tha 
when there is a prohibitory tariff duty the increased price, ins 
of gans into the Treasury, goes into the pockets of the protec 
industry. 


Now, let us examine this iron and steel pool. And I want to 
say that it has existed under the Wilson bill. The metal schedule 
under the Wilson bill is so high, i that it has been 

ractically followed in the present bill. I want to appeal to this 

ouse, regardless of party lines, to correct this metal schedule 
when we reach it, so as to destroy the monopoly of trusts in this 
country. 

The McKinley law imposed a duty of about $13.44 a ton on steel 
rails. That was reduced in the Wilson bill to 87.84 a ton. Now, 
let us see the quantity of steel rails 1 in this country. 1 
have here the Statistical Abstract of 1896. It does not show the 
amount produced in 1896, but you will find that in 1895 the 
amount of steel rails 8 in this country was 1,300,325 tons. 
What was the amount of importations that year? Only 1,056 tons, 
In other words, the persons who had organized themselves into 
this iron and steel pool had until a short time ago competition 
from the foreso 1 eeu to the extent of only 1 ton in a thou- 
sand. You will find that last year the competition was still less. 
The revenue collected during last year from iron and steel rail- 
way bars was $764, showing a competition of less than 1 tonina 
thousand. 

So long as this pool was completely in operation it sold steel 
railway bats at 825 a ton. The pool broke, and immediately the 
price fell to $15aton. Whatdoesthatshow? Itshows that when 
you have a 0 or prohibitory tariff the home producers, 
if they are able to combine in the home market, are able to destroy 
competition and to put the price up so as to cover the natural pri 
plus the tariff duty. If you take $15, the price at which th 
rails are selling to-day, and add $8, which is about the duty per 
ton, you get $23; so that it appears this pool was able to sell these 
rails at $2 more than the natural price plus the tariff duty. 

I see it stated in the newspapers that Mr. Carnegie says that he 
makes $2 a ton 2 steel railway bars at $15 a ton, and is thus 
able to carry on the fight with the Illinois Steel Company. Let 
us see where that difference of $8 a ton during the last four years 


has spone 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
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By unanimous consent, Mr. Swanson’s time was extended for 
five minutes. 

Mr.SWANSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, where does this $8 addi- 
tional tax or tariff per ton levied on this article go? Did it go into 
the Treasury of the United States? Not at all; not a cent of it. 
They collected last year $754 only as the revenue from this article. 
Where, then, did this immense amount go? It went into the pock- 
ets of the protected industries—the steel and iron pools of this 
country, How much did it amount to? We produced in 1895 
over 1,300,000 tons. The increased price at 88 a ton, which repre- 
sents the increased price that pool, on account of the import duty, 
was able to sell at, amounts to over $10,000,000, which the steel 
poo Part into its own pockets each year on account of the prohibit- 
ory duties. 


What, then, Mr. Chairman, does this prove? Does it make it 
right, proper, or just that this tax should be levied because the 
Wilson bill put it there? It merely proves the position that we on 
this side of the House have coon and now occupy in reference 
to prohibitory or protective tariffs, first, that such tariffs enable 
the trusts and combines to put up the price of a product equal to 
the tariff, which is the limit on which foreign competition can 
come in, and in the second place, they put the money which should 
go into the Treasury from such increased price into the pockets 
of the protected industries of the country. The Treasury derives 
no benefits from such a source. 

Now, the pending bill, following out the schedules of the Wil- 
son bill, after its will allow the reorganization of the iron 
and steel trusts and pools of the country. Itis the duty of the 
House, regardless of party lines, to put that duty on iron and steel 
railway bars down to so low a figure that if a trust or a pool is 
organized here to control that b ess, you can have foreign com- 
petition come in and prevent the enhanced price that resulted 
under the Wilson bill and that resulted also under the McKinley 
bill from this source. 

I do not wish, Mr. Chairman, to make any partisan comparison 
between the two bills on this particular item. I say the Wilson 
bill itself, on these protected industries, and especially with refer- 
ence to the one to which I have been calling your attention, illus- 
trates the correctness and truth of the Democratic position in 
connection with sucha tax. And another reason why you should 
reduce this duty is this: It has been told us by the able chai 
of the Committee on Ways and Means that the object of this bill 
is to raise reyenue. Last ye there was but $754 collected on 
the importation of iron and steel rails into this country. If you 
reduce the tax of $8 a ton on steel rails, 1 8 will get more im- 

rtations and more revenue, and you will prevent a pool from 

ing organized whose sole object is to make money by selling the 
products to the American people at an enhanced price. 

But let us go still further. As soon as the price was reduced, 
what was the result? Have the mills been closed? Not at all. 
You will see by looking over your morning papers every day that 
while the price of steel railway bars has been reduced from $25 to 
$15 or $13 per ton, the factoriesand the mills are opening, and those 
that have been running are largely increasing their production. 
Why? Because they put the price down here so that our pone 
are enabled to purchase their commodities; railroads are enabled 
to purchase new iron for their lines, and there has been a marked 
stimulus in the business. 

Every man who is desirous of developing the country, 
cially the Republicans of the West, with their great and grand 
country, only needing railway facilities and railway development 
p make it the greatest country in the world, should remember 

hat when they vote to perpetuate steel pools and the trusts, they 
are voting to restrict the railway development in their own 
country and retard for years the growth of that region. 

So I say, gentlemen, let us continue no longer the iniquities of 
the Wilson bill on steel railroad bars, but cut it down so that 
trusts can not be organized in this country. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Is the gentleman from Virginia 
aware of the fact that we have already a railroad from Chicago to 
St. Louis? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes, sir; Jam aware of the fact that you have 
a railroad from Chicago to St. Louis, but the whole West is not 
between St. Louis and Chicago. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] The gentleman may so imagine, but the country extends 
much farther than he seems to think it does. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the subject of the duty 
on this item of the bill has been sufficiently elucidated; and I de- 
sire to go on with its consideration. I move that the debate on the 
pending paragraph be closed in one minute, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. J OHNSON of North Dakota. Can I have the remaining 
minute! 

The CHAIRMAN. There is first pending an amendment to this 
paragraph, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment N by 5 5 1 aca 

A N en d on . iking “u * rting “ * 
50 as to read — — whe — — * N 8 

The amendment was rejected. 

i The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 
OWS: 

63. Prussiate of, red, S cents per pound; yellow, 4 cents per pound; cyanide 
of, 6 cents per pound. * 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 10, line 24, amend item 63 as follows: Strike out 8“ and insert “10;" 
strike out 4 and insert 5.“ 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I rise to call the 
attention of the committee to this item, and to ask the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means to accept this amendment, not because 
the figures proposed, of 5 cents on yellow prussiate of potash and 
10 cents on the red, are the figures of the McKinley bill; not sim- 
ply for that reason, nor because these figures are those proposed 

y all the chemists who appeared before the committee, but be- 
cause, beyond that, a subsequent change in the bill has made the 
raw material, which was on the free list, subject to a duty, so 
that a large factory of yellow prussiate of potash in my town, 
which has been getting on with difficulty for the last four years, 
would be driven out of business. There is a factory there that 
occupies nearly a block. By the five hundred and ninety-fifth 
section of the Wilson law, copied exactly from the McKinley law, 
8 crude, carbonate of, or black salts, were on the free list. 

y the six hundred and twenty-second section of this bill the 
words ‘‘carbonate of ” were omitted, so that the clause reads pot- 
ash, crude, or black salts.” 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to say to my friend that carbon- 
ate of potash will be on the free list; that that paragraph to which 
he has just referred has been modified by the committee so as to 
cover the point he is making. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I am glad to hear that the modi- 
fication was made. It had not been made this morning, and I 
only wanted to call the attention of the committee to the fact. 

r. HOPKINS. The rate fixed in the bill ought to be satisfac- 
tory to all parties, with that on the free list. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. The rateis not as high as under 
the McKinley tariff, even with that on the free list. 

Mr. DINGLEY. None of these paragraphs are as high as the 
McKinley law, as a rule, notwithstanding what the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] has suggested. 

Mr. RICHAR N. I did not say they were, all of them, but 
that a majority of them were. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Some articles which were on the free list have 
been put on the dutiable list for "ne purpose of raising revenue, 
Now, we increase the duty especially in alcoholic compounds. 
Where the tax on alcohol has been increased, we raise the duty to 
compare with the increased tax on alcohol. Otherwise the duties 
in this schedule are all reductions from the act of 1890, notwith- 
standing what my friend has said. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. They are, and I understand the 
youre of the committee, and I do not want to embarrass them. 

desire to withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to renew that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BROMWELL. In the discussion of the amendment which 
I offered on the glycerin item yesterday, my distinguished col- 
league from Ohio Pair. GROSVENOR] took the position that because 
the soap manufacturers haye been able to pull through all the 
difficulties and financial embarrassments of the Wilson law and 
were still in existence as manufacturing concerns, that was one 
reason why little or no consideration should be given to the expres- 
sion of their wishes as to these schedules. 

Now, if that is the standard upon which these amendments 
are to be judged, then I think I have a case upon this item which 
will satisty my colleague from Ohio. I have here a letter froma 
manufacturer of yellow prussiate of potash in my district. He 
has asked me to move an amendment to this bill to make this 
duty 7 cents. Iam satisfied, however, that if the change is made 
in the rate on carbonate of potash, that the McKinley rate ought 
to be sufficient. I therefore shall not ask for a higher rate than 
the 5-cent rate which was proposed in the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

The letter says: 

Some time the McReynolds Com; and our com: 
to present to the Ways Sod Manas TeS a request | ee x 8 p pet 
per pound on prussiate of potash, or soda. 

‘he McReynolds Company, with an annual output of $100,000, have quit 
. pero owing to the fact thatthe proposed duty of 4 cents per pound is not 


to enable them to compete with fore: manufacturers, 
We also note that carbonate of potash, which has been on the free list for 


* 
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years, has been unclassified, thereby being subject to a duty of 25 per cent, 
„which will add to the cost of our raw material 1 cent per pound, and conse- 
1 adds to the cost of prussiate 1 cent per pound. 


vo 
In conclusion, if we are compelled to pay a duty of 25 per cent on carbonate 


of potash, we will be compelled to doas the McReynolds Company have done, 
namely, close our factories. 
The carbonate od potash used by us is not manufactured in this country. 
We trust you will give this your immediate attention and hope you be 


successful. 
Respectfully, yours, SEYFERT & FREDERICH. 


Now, there is a case that [am sure will satisfy the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. A company with $100,000 of out- 
put, finding that this committee have placed the rate at 4 cents 

pound, have been compelled to quit business. They ask that 
the McKinley rate of 5 cents be restored, and that the carbonate 
of potash, which is used in the manufacture of their product, shall 
be left on the free list. 
tig ay age Mr. Chairman, I ns goo en Smet the 28 of 

e House to the argument y the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. PAYNE], of the Wa and Means Committee. I have 
taken it down. e says, insu ce, thatthe New York farmer 
takes 100 tons of hay to Buffalo and sells it for $10 a ton and goes 
home with $1,000 in his pocket; that the Canadian farmer takes 
100 tons of hay to Buffalo and sells it for 810 a ton and gets $1,000, 
but only takes $600 home, because he has to leave $400 of it with 
the customs officers of Uncle Sam. Hence he concludes that the 
foreigner pays the tax. Then he swelled his bosom with conscious 
pride of his mighty logic, and says that simple illustration com- 
sake demolishes the whole Democratic doctrine on the tariff! 

e trouble with his lofty logic is that it leaves entirely out. of 
consideration the effect of the 40 per cent. duty on the American 
citizen who has to pay for the hay. [Applause on the Democratic 
pido: Had it not been for that 40 per cent duty, the American 

urchaser might have ee the hay at$6 a ton instead of $10. 
o at last it comes back to the Democratic doctrine that the con- 
sumer pays the tax. rea on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WALKER of husetts. Mr. Chairman, when inter- 
rupted, I was king about trusts. The effect of a trust is well 
illustrated by the action—selfish it may be in the extreme, and to 
be condemned in its moral purposes—of the trust formed by Van- 
derbilt and Jay Gould in the control of railroads. The result has 
been that flour and all kinds of freight, by Commodore Vander- 
bilt’s own statement before his death, are now being transported 
over railroads from Chicago to Boston and intermediate points 
for less money than he believed it possible to handle that freight 
in the depots and into the trains and out, because of the facilities 
which have been invented and put into operation for loading at 
the two points. While they gobbled these railroads for their own 

rsonal benefit, the result in economics was to enable a barrel of 

our to be transported from Chicago to Boston for less money than 
it cost to take that barrel of flour out of the freight car, transfer 
it from the car, and into a tenement across the street. 

That illustrates in an extreme case, it may be, the actual eco- 
nomic results of trusts that have been formed. The fact is that 
these trusts are formed for the control of immense production of 
the same article, and it is impossible to prevent a sharp youn 
man, with small capital, entering in and Sasa the prices; an 
in order to crush him out they reduce the price of the whole prod- 
uct, the total product in the country; and the result is that the 
trusts have always overreached themselves, and always result, in 
the end, whatever may be the purpose or the immediate result, 
in the benefit of the masses of the people. Why, I remember when 
I was a boy there was fourfold more objection to corporations of 
every name, and just as much objection, as uneconomic and ill- 
informed objection, as there is to-day against large corporations 
on the Democratic side. The talk that is heard in this House dis- 
turbs no man of large experience in this matter of production. 
You can not find where a trust for any considerable period has 
been able to increase the price. 

The illustration of the steel trust presented by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], now destroyed, is an eloquent vin- 
dication of what I am now saying. Why, these great factories 
areerected and overreach themselvesalways, and destroy allincome 
on the money expended in their construction in a comparatively 
brief period. hen erected and put in operation they can not be 
stopped. I am interested—have been—in a business that itis im- 
3 to stop. If you do, all of the plant goes to destruction. 

ow, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] says that 
under the protectionist claim prices are raised to manufacturers 
and wages are reduced. I want to correct the gentleman from 
Tennessee. The protectionists claim that the prices are not raised 
to manufacturers 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me? Why, 
then, do manufacturers favor protection? 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Well, I was just coming to 
that in a few moments. The protectionists claim that the prices 
are not raised to manufacturers, except possibly temporarily, for 
a very brief period. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ah! 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. But you can not find an in- 
stance where the prices have been raised for a period covering an 
more time than may be nec to erect large factories that wi 
supply this market; for it is the market that we want for more 
units of product. Now let me read to the gentlemen some statis- 
tics, because they ought to be educated just a little 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
eee ee . I ask that the gentleman's time be ex- 

nded. 

Mr. COLSON. I shall have to object, because there are some 
other items we want to consider. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me state to the gentleman that there 
is no objection on the Democratic side. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I should like a little more 


time, and I will not k again. I only want five minutes more. 
Mr. COLSON. I shall h have to < 


object. 

The CHAIRMAN, Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

_ Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a couple of words 
in su port of the amendment of the 3 from Ohio 
Mr. BROMWELL. Ihope we may have order. We can not hear. 

Mr. PITNEY. I want to say a couple of words in support of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL], 
concerning red and yellow prussiate of potash. It seems to me 
that in the great and complicated work of framing this bill the 
Committee on Ways and Means has inadvertently done injustice 
to the manufacturers of this product. 

I understand the committee now avow their intention to rec- 
ommend an amendment placing the raw material of this manu- 
facture upon the free list, where it was before. But that meets 
only a part of the difficulty. From the year 1883 until the present 
time, except under the Wilson-Gorman Act, the raw material for 
the manufacture of the prussiates—carbonate of potash—has been 
free of duty, and at the same time the yellow prussiate has been 
protected by a specific duty of 5 cents a pound, and the red prus- 
siate, which has double the potency, by a specitic duty of 10 cents 
apound. The committee has put carbonate of potash upon the 
dutiable list, doubtless for the sake of the revenue it would afford, 
at the rate of 25 per cent ad valorem. They. have also reduced the 
duty upon the red and yellow prussiates—the manufactured prod- 
ucts—or, rather, they leave them at about the reduced rates im- 
posed by the Wilson-Gorman Act. In that way they increase to 
some extent the cost of the raw material and decrease the protec- 
tion upon the manufactured product. 

The committee have now agreed to restore the carbonate to the 
free list, but it will be necessary also, if the manufacture is to be 
continued in this country, to restore the duty which the McKinley 
Act imposed, and which was also the rate in the act of 1883, upon 
the manufactured products. I donot want to spend time unnec- 
essarily in the discussion of the matter, but I sincerely hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio will prevail. I have in 
my hand a copy of a communication addressed to the Committee 
on Ways and Means a few days ago, signed by the representa- 
tives of three very large manufacturing establishments, one of 
them in Newark, in my State, one of them in Jersey City, in my 
State, and one in Philadelphia. With the consent of the House 
I will embody the communication in the RECORD as a part of my 
remarks, reading at this moment only a few clauses from it. 
These gentlemen say: 


Carbonate of potash, our raw material, has been made dutiable at 25 per 
cent ad valorem under the provisions of paragraph 3. This will increase the 
cost of manufacturing yellow prussiate of potash at least 1 cent a pound. 

The rate on yellow prussiate of potash has been fixed at 4 cents per pound. 


This refers to the bill as reported. 


This is the lowest rate of hei calculated as specific, that has been levied 
since the article has been specially provided for in tariff acts (1830), with the 
single exception of the act of 1894. 

= $ + * * s — 

The present price of „ prussiate of potash is no criterion on which to 
base a rate of duty. price has always fluctuated widely and quickly, 
according to the demand for the article, but at present we are suffering from 
the dumping of foreign prussiates here, to sell for what they will bring and 
the evil effects of an ad valorem duty in such a case. 


* + a * + * * 

We would therefore ask your honorable committee either to advance the 
rate of daty on yellow prussiate of potash to 6 cents, if carbonate of potash 
remains dutiable, or make carbonate of free, and return yellow prus- 
siate of potash to the old specific rate of 5 cents per pound. 


Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] is necessary to the preservation of 
this important and useful industry in this country, and I sincerely 
hope that it will prevail. 


1897. 
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The communication presented by Mr. PITNEY is as follows: 


| NEWARK, N. J., March, 1897. 
\To the honorable Ways and Means Committee: 


llow prussiate of potash, we must 1 4 goa 
2 0 POf the tariff bill H. R. , as re- 


„ ACCO; g to the demand for the article, butat present we are suffer- 
from the dumping of en eda ream here, to sell for what 7 
and the evil effects of valorem duty in such a case. 


committee either to advance the 


irate of duty on yellow prussiate of potash to 6 cents, if car te of potash 
Femains due bis, or j . of free and 8 mus- 
12 nia F 5 cents per pound, which has n 
p ce 1 

would also submit for your inspection certain fi taken from 
Treasury repo sho FP yellow 
. : 
| 


Very respectfully, 


E. R. Carnurr & Son Co., 

E. R. CARHUFF, President. 

MUTUAL CHEMICAL Co. OF JERSEY CITY, 
EDWARD LOAB, President. 

THE AMMONIA Co. OF 

W. H. BOWER, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in response to the suggestions 
that have been made on this subject, I desire simply to say thatit 
is undoubtedly desirable and just that carbonate of potash should 
be put upon the free list, from which it was transferred purely 
for purposes of revenue, and that will be done. As to the duty 
upon the red and yellow prussiates, which was reduced from 10 

cents to 8 cents a pound, the committee were governed very 
s gely by two considerations. First, by the fact that the impor- 
tations are very small, and second, by the fact that the Associa- 
tion of Chemists themselves concluded that 8 cents would be suf- 


ficient. 


Mr. BROMWELL. The gentleman does not mean theassociation’ 


of those who manufacture these articles? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not say as to that, but the general asso- 
ciation of chemists of the United States. 

Mr. BROMWELL. But not the association of the manufac- 
turers of this product. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think the gentleman from Maine is in error. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The rate of 25 per cent would be less than 8 

ts, according to the unit of value, but it seemed from all the eyi- 
dene we had that the importations were so small that the rate of 8 

‘cents would be r protective. If, however, before this bill 
becomes a law there should be evidence adduced to show that the 
rate in the bill does not cover the difference in cost of production, 
‘any error that may have been made in that respect will un- 
doubtedly be corrected by the committee. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Maine to the hearings on Schedule A, page 14, where 
is found the recommendation of the Manufacturing Chemists’ 
2 iation, to which he refers. The recommendation there is 
that red prussiate shall be made specific at the same rate of duty 
as in the act of 1890, 10 cents per pound, and that the yellow prus- 
sgiate shall be at the same rate as in 1890, namely, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is true. 

Mr. PITNEY. As to the importations, I understand that the 
reason they are not larger is that the manufacturers in this coun- 
try, in the hope that by the passage of a new tariff law their inter- 
ests will be adequately protected, are holding the market by sell- 
ing their goods at less than cost to our own manufacturers, but 
that Fey can not continue it. 8 

Mr. DIN GLE. That 1 the case; and I say again, that 
if before this bill becomes a law any evidence should be adduced 
to show that the rate in the bill does not actually cover the full 
‘difference in cost of pruduction, then any correction will be made 
that the facts will justify, but at t the committee have no 
evidence that this rate does not fully cover the difference in cost 
of production. 


Mr. PITNEY. All the evidence there is points in that direction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there is no evidence. It is simply a 
claim, withont evidence, and that is one of the difficulties. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the atten- 
tion of my colleague to the fact that under the low rate of 25 per 
cent the importations of this article have dec since 13893 


the,| more than $40,000 in value, and at a duty of 25 per cent, only 


about one-fifth of the yellow prussiate consumed in this coun 

is imported. Now 25 per cent is equal to about 3,cents a poun 
We have increased the rate about halfway between the existing 
rate and the rate under the McKinley Act; and this, from the 
hearings, would seem to be sufficient to give adequate protection. 

Mr. PITNEY. What is there in the hearings to show that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will look on pages 117, 118, 
119, 120. and 121, he will find quite a discussion of these prussiates. 
= mos PITNEY. I find nothing of that kind referred to in the 
index. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to call the gentleman’s attention fur- 
ther to the fact that yellow prussiate is used in paints and colors 
and in dye works. that, if we raise the duty on this, we shall 
have to raise the duty all along that line, and a change in the rate 
here would interfere very materially with other rates in the bill. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The gentleman from Illinois has called 
attention to the falling off in the value of the importations be- 
tween 1893 and the ttime. If he will make the comparison, 
he will find that in 1896 there was an increase of importations; 
and the very fact that the unit of value is 5 cents less than it was 
in 1893 goes simply to show the strength of the argument in favor 
of the specific duty (which was levied in 1893 on a unit of value 
of 20 cents), as compared with the ad valorem duty under the 
Wilson bill, which cut the price down from 20 to 15 cents. No 
argument can be drawn from that fact. It was the undervalua- 
tion that caused the apparent reduction in the importation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. e difference in importations is too small to 
be considered; but as the consumption of the 5 5 product in 
this country is only a little over 20 per cent, it would appear that 
the market is practically controlled by the American producer. 

Mr. PITNEY. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
I wish to call attention to the circumstance that the apparent 
decrease in the value of the importations of yellow prussiate has 
been in spite of an increase in the quantity of importations, show- 
ing conclusively that the decrease in nominal values has been 
owing to undervaluations. But I call attention also and espe- 
cially to the fact that the importations of red prussiate, which is 
the prussiate in a more advanced stage of manufacture—doubly 
concentrated—nearly doubled from 1893 to 1896. For, while the 
importations of the red prussiate in 1893 were 16,679 pounds, in 1896 
they were 30,390 pounds. 

Gentlemen, if you are not going to put a reasonable duty on this 
article so as to sustain the American manufacturers of the product, 
you might better sweep the whole duty away and put the article 
on the free list. A duty of the character proposed here will be 
obstructive, not constructive. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the remarks which 
have been made, I desire to submit some facts presented to the 
committee. I read from the statement of the A. L. McReynolds 
Chemical Company, manufacturers of prussiate of potash: 

W. ed, manufacturers of prussiate of pot: 
cifle tak. oe pound on prussiate of potash and . * 

We gave them 8 cents a pound on red prussiate. 

Mr. PITNEY. You garo them 4 cents on the yellow, 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing the reading)— 

Foreign prusstate is manufactured for 7 cents per pound, while the mini- 
mum cost of American prussiate is 15 cents a pound. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman allow me to correct a 
mistake into which he has fallen? The gentlemen from whose 
statement he is reading are manufacturers of the yellow prussiate. 
They are referring entirely to the yellow prussiate, and not to the 


russiate. 

. DINGLEY. Another fact which came before the commit- 
tee, and a reason why they felt the necessity of bang yay careful 
in 3 to the amount of duty imposed, is this: The producers 
of both gold and silver in this country said that they were greatl 
interested in the duty upon yellow prussiate of po from 5 
the cyanide is made. And therefore they asked us to im this 
duty at the lowest protective point. In view of the fact that this 
article is used £o 1 ly in treating the ores of those metals, the 
committee thought the suggestion an im t one, and there- 
fore in fixing the duty undertook to cover simply what seemed to 
be, according to the evidence presented and the facts obtained by 
the committee on inquiry, the difference in the cost of production 
here and abroad. ere was no evidence before the committee— 
if any can be presented, we shall be glad to see it—showing a dif- 
ference of of the red prussiate in this country and abroad ex- 
ceeding 8 cents. We have therefore fixed this duty to correspond 
with what seems to be the difference of cost. If the evidence had 
shown the difference to be greater, we should have certainly made 
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the duty higher. If before this bill becomes a law it should ap- 
pear that the difference of cost is greater than the evidence before 
our committee has shown, that will undoubtedly be a matter 
9 very careful consideration. 

Mr. PITNEY. How can the matter be fixed hereafter unless 
85 Sal upon the Senate? And we can not foresee the action of 


t body. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Ways and Means Committee must, of 
course, act on the 3 to or obtained by them. 
We have invited from all producers and manufacturers the exact 
facts as to the com tive cost of production. If any evidence 
should be submi to the committee hereafter showing that this 
duty does not adequately cover the difference of cost of produc- 
tion, we shall be glad before the consideration of this bill is con- 
cluded to offer such an amendment as may appear to De pro r; 
but we can not now assent to an amendment raising uty 
unless figures are shown on which to base the increase. Our 
intention in regard to these duties has been, I repeat, to cover 
substantially the differences in cost of production and distribu- 
tion here and abroad. As I have stated, the evidence before the 
committee appeared to show conclusively that in this case 8 cents 
a pound on red „ and 4 cents a pound on yellow would 
accomplish the object we had in view. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to correct a mis- 
take on the part of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, into which I see he has fallen with reference to sub- 
ject. He refers toa communication, published on page 119 of the 

earings before the Ways and Means Committee, from the A. L. 
McReynolds Chemical Company, and from Seyfert & Frederich, 
manufacturing chemists, of Cincinnati, Ohio. He seems to have 
confused in his mind the two kinds of prussiate of potash. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. The gentleman is in error. We 
took not only the statement of the producers of these articles, but 
also facts obtained from other sources, and acted upon the infor- 
mation thus obtained. 

Mr. BROMWELL. But the gentlemen to whom he has referred 
as uniting in this communication to the committee do not manu- 
facture the red prussiate of potash. They manufacture the yel- 
low prussiate of potash, a very different substance. It is for that 
and to that branch of manufacture to which the amendment ap- 


lies. 
: Mr. DINGLEY. We had to frame the bill on the information 
which was before the committee, as the gentleman will under- 


stand. 

Mr. BROMWELL. But the point is that their statement in 
that communication must be taken as referring solely to what is 
known as the yellow prussiate of potash. 

Mr. DINGLEY. nufactures of the other kind, although they 
had an opportunity, did not appear before us and produce the 
facts which would enable the committee to reach any conclusion 
other than that placed in the bill, All the information we ob- 
tained from disinterested sources sustained the conclusion which 

we reached. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I do not blame the committee at all, but 
am simply stating facts which seemed to have escaped the gentle- 
man from Maine. One of the signers of this communication, the 
A. L. McReynolds Chemical Company, to whom I referred in a 
communication read on the floor with reference to another branch 
of this subject, when they were confronted with the fact that the 
committee proposen to make a rate of 4 cents a pound upon this 
manufacture, found it necessary to go out of this business alto- 

ther. Theysaid they could not manufacture at that rate. The 

ifert & Frederich Company, whose communication I also had 
read, tells me that they will also have to go out of business if the 
rate is not put up. In their behalf, and for that reason, I have 
offered this amendment. 

Now, we ask only the McKinley rate of 5 cents a pound, and 
even at that rate, Mr. Chairman, the importations were up into 
the thousands of pounds. 

There is another thing, too, that should be taken into considera- 
tion in connection with this matter. The chlorate of potash, from 
which chlorine is manufactured, is an element that enters into 
the manufacture of the red or ferricyanide of potash, and this 
article, chlorate of potash, from which the chlorine is made, has 
been taken from the free list and placed on the dutiable list at the 
rate of 3 cents a pound. That, of course, goes to increase the 
cost of the red prussiate or ferricyanide of potassium, and that 
rate—the duty on the latter—ought to have been fixed with due 
regard to the increase of duty on the chlorate of potash. A fair 
rate, therefore, would have been from 8 to 10 cents. 

But I am not particularly interested in the red prussiate of pot- 
ash. On behalf of the manufacturers of the yellow prussiate I 
ask the adoption of the amendment. And if the committee votes 
down the amendment—as they propose to do, and, as I understand, 
the Committee of the Whole will stand by the Committee on Ways 
and Means—I hope, at all events, that that committee in all fair- 
ness will give the matter further consideration, and if before the 


consideration of the bill is concluded they find that injustice has 
been done to this branch of manufacture, they will e the nec- 


essary correction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will suggest to the gentleman from Ohio 
that he withdraw the amendment, and at a later period in the 
consideration of the bill, if the committee can obtain further evi- 
dence, and the duty fixed upon it at this time does not cover the 
difference in the cost of production, we will be glad to offer an 
amendment to make the correction. We do not desire to take 
action unadvisedl y on these matters. 

Mr. BROMWELL. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Prr- 
NEY] offered the amendment; but I am perfectly willing that the 
su tion shall be adopted. 

r. PITNEY. LIunderstand the arrangement proposed includes 
the right on the part of the gentleman from Ohio to move the 
amendment himself at a later stage of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no. 

ae PITNEY. I think that ought to be coupled with the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee have the right to offer amend- 
ments to all parts of the bill, and will take care of this provision 
if they find that any error has been made. 

Mr. BROMWELL. With the understanding that the commit- 
tee will give consideration to the facts and figures and possibly to 


personal hearings of the representatives of these companies—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. No; but we will be glad to have the facts in 


pring or in private conversations. We have acted upon all the 
facts that we could obtain, and could not, on those facts, give a 
higher rate than that fixed at present in the bill. If, however, as 
I have said, on a presentation of other facts we find it proper to 
do so, 1 shall take pleasure in offering the amendment. 

Mr. BROMWELL. With that understanding, I ask leave to 
withdraw the amendment, 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam willing to adopt that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no agreement, as I understand 
it, beyond the withdrawal of the amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Only with the assurance that the committee 

will reexamine the facts, and if upon a further examination it is 
deemed necessary or desirable, they will offer an amendment to 
this part of the bill. 
_ Mr. BINGHAM, With that understanding, and without wish- 
ing to occupy the time of the committee in making any remarks, 
I ask to be permitted to publish a communication from a leading 
manufacturer of Philadelphia bearing upon this question. 

There was no objection. 

The communication referred to by Mr. BINGHAM is as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, March 25, 1897. 
DEAR SIR: Inclosed we hand gou a statement in regard to some changes 
which should be made in the tariff bill now before the House; and asking your 
infiuence in the matter, we are, 
Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. H. H. BINGHAM. 
Washington, D. C. 


ROSENGARTEN & SONS, 


In the tariff bill now before the House of Represontatives the rate of duty 
on salicylic acid is 10 cents per pound, which at the present value is rather 
more than 25 per cent, while salicylate of sodium remains at 25 percent. The 
77 T 

ic, is put on the free while 0 e mater: 
from mich it is made, is dutiable at 4 cents 5 r pound. A 
prussic, should be rated at not less than 25 per cent. 

Acids chemically pure, being advanced Sacer should be stricken out of 
the free list and rated at 3 cents per pound. 

Ether, sulphuric, is made dutiable at 25cents per pound, and at the present 
rate ls on alcohol it should not be less than 40 cents per pound, as in the 

resen 5 
* uinia, 3 of, and all alkaloids or salts of cinchona bark should be 
stricken out of the free and come in under clause for Chemical com- 
pounds and salts not specially provided for,“ at 25 per cent, or a specific duty 
of not less than 5 cents per ounce. 

The quantity of sulphate of quinine imported in 1879, the year the duty of 
20 per cent was removed, was ounces. Last year (1896) the mantity 
of “sulphate of quinine and other salts of cinchona bark" impor was 
8,359,818 ounces. 

The average value in 1879 was $2.75 per ounce. 

The average value in 1896 was cents per ounce. 

The t reduction in the value of sulphate of gonne has been caused by 
the cultivation of the cinchona bark, from which it is made, in the planta- 
tions of Java, Ceylon, India, and Africa, bark which was worth 50 cents per 
pound in 1879 being sold now at 1 cent per pound. 

The value of cinchona bark imported in 1879 was $2,094,514. 

The value of cinchona bark imported in 1896 was $166,004. 

Under present conditions it is impossible for the American manufacturer 
to one — with the foreign makers. 

ours, uly, 
ROSENGARTEN & SONS. 

PHILADELPHIA, March 23, 1897. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, before passing from this 
paragraph, I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 

rom Maine to the last portion of it. It is proposed there to fix 
the duty of 6 cents per pound on cyanide of potash. I would like 
to ask some explanation for putting on the tax list an article which 
has never been put there before, as I understand it. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman is mistaken. This is 
an article that has not been on the free list, but in the 25 per cent 
general clause. à 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was not on the free list heretofore? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; itis at 25 per cent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the difference in the duty pro- 
posed here and that which it formerly paid? What is the increase? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am not able to say exactly, as I have not 
the figures before me. My impression is that the present value 
is about 18 cents a pound. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, So it would be a considerable increase? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Rus- 
SELL] is familiar with the tax and can state it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The evidence before the committee, on page 
122, states that cyanide of potassium and yellow prussiate of pot- 
ash are both paying at present a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem. 
The yellow prussiate of potash is the raw material for the produc- 
tion of the cyanide. At the present rate the cyanide pays 6 cents 
a pound. 

the gentleman will further consult this statement, he will 

find it stated that the cyanide of potassium and yellow prussiate 
are both paying the same duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, and that 
the foreign price of the yellow prussiate of potash is equal to 12 
cents a pound and of cyanide of potassium eqtal to 24 cents a 
und. So, then, having put a duty of 4 cents a pound upon yel- 
ow prussiate of potash, it seemed that in order to properly bal- 
ance there should be a duty of 6 cents per pound upon the cyanide, 
for the reason given, equivalent to the present ad valorem duty. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If my coll e will permit me, I believe 
this is a commodity very extensively used now in gold mining. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is the yellow prussiate that is used. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the cyanide is used. : 

Mr. RUSSELL. Both. This is a specific equivalent of the 
present ad valorem. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have not been able to get 
the data showing the importations or the values placed at the 
custom-house, so as to ethe calculation for myself, but I want 
to say to the committee that a gentleman who is interested in gold 
mining, who visited me recently, said that this was injurious to 
that industry, and he went on tospeak of the great importance of 
a lower rate of duty upon this commodity, for the reason that 
there were many mines that hitherto it would not pay to work by 
the old processes that it had been discovered could be profitably 
worked if they could get this article at a cheaper rate; and he felt 
that it was of the utmost importance, especially in view of the 
fact that the country seemed to be desiring to apply the gold 
cure” now, that there should bea lower rate of duty placed upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, There being no amendment pending, the 
clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5 
aning hol. in th ti t 
bert pst is eit notapesia be 2 for int rant Seats 
per pound, but in no case shall the same pay less than 25 per cent ad 
orem. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Imovetostrike out 55“ and insert 50.“ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to offer an amendment, which the Clerk 
will 


read. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 
as follows: 

In line 4, page 11, strike out the word“ flve;“ so that it will read “50 cents 
per pound.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in 
offering that amendment is only to reduce the duty down to the 
McKinley rate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will remember that the tax on 
alcohol is higher than it was at that time. x 

Mr. LER of Alabama. No doubt that is the reason why 

the majority of the committee increased the rate; but the chair- 
man of the committee will admit that these preparations are 
found in the cabin of every poor man in this country, and we cer- 
tainly ought to reduce the tax as much as possible upon articles 
of this character. Most positively we ought not to increase them. 
Now, gentlemen on the other side, in every speech they have made, 
have spoken about the deficiency in the revenue. What caused 
this, Mr. Chairman? It was the nullification of the income tax, 
which would have yielded $40,000,000 a year. That was a tax 
which applied only to the rich. It compelled the rich to pay a 
portion a the expenses of our Government. Now, if our friends 
were, as they contend, sincere in their purpose to take care of the 
poor, then in levying a tax which was solely for the puree of 
taking the place of a tax that only affected the rich, they should 
have taken great care to increase the duty or replace the tax upon 
articles that are only used or bought by the rich. But take this 


bill from end to end, and with rarely an exception every increase 
is made upon articles that are used by those who work. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I do no injustice in saying that such legis- 


lation is in line with all the laws enacted by the Republican party 
taking burdens off the rich and placing burdens upon the poor. 
That is the character of the legislation which the Democratic party 
denounces. That is the character of the legislation which the 
peuple ofthiscountry denounce. That is the character of the legis- 

ation which carried the Republican party down in November, 1890, 
and in November, 1892. 

I appeal to my friends on the other side of the House to heed the 
warning of the American people in the election of 1890 and the 
election of 1892. I appeal to them to amend this billso as to avoid 
the errors by which oppressions were put upon those whose daily 
toil creates the wealth which has Made our country so great and 
prosperous. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HoP- 
KINS], in his speech about steel rails, told us that a high tariff had 
reduced the price from $100 a ton down to $20 per ton. That is 
the line of argument which we have heard from the moment this 
bill was brought before the House. Does not the gentleman know 
that the price of steel rails was brought down by perfecting inven- 
tions, the Bessemer and the Thomas Gilchrist processes, by which 
steel rails were made directly from the molten iron? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will yield for just a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know that after we 
put a duty of $28 a ton on steel rails, when we were compelled to go 
to England they immediately put up the price, in 1873? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. ere have been fluctuations in 
price, but I do not see how that conflicts with my assertion—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. This was not a fluctuation. the gentleman 
is familiar with the history of the steel-rail industry, he knows 
thit since we established steel-rail industries in this country 
tuere have been two notable instances, in two separate years, 
when we were not able to meet the demands of the consumers; 
and the moment that we were compelled to go abroad for this 
product, the English manufacturers immediately increased the 
price on steel rails to the American consumers. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And now it is reduced 

Mr. HOPKINS. Reduced on American producers 

Mr, WHEELER of Alabama. Because we make steel rails in 
this plac es one-fifth of the amount you mention. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Thatis by reason of the protective system; and 
under that system we have developed these great steel industries 
in this country. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, now, Mr. Chairman. cer- 
tainly the gentleman does notexpect an intelligent people to believe 
that the reduction in the cost of making steel rails from $100 to$20 
per ton was caused by a duty of $28perton. No one will be con- 
vinced by such an argument. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not an aren it is current history. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Lask that the gentleman's time be extended 
five minutes, as he has been interrupted. 

There was no objection. - 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, I want to tell the gentle- 
man from Illinois that in Alabama we are now putting up iron 
furnaces and connecting with them steel plants, by which we will 
make steel rails for $12 a ton; and I ask the gentleman if that re- 
sult has been obtained or accelerated one particle by any tariff 
upon steel rails or Dya tani on iron? : 

Mr. HOPKINS. y, does not the gentleman know that the 
great reduction results practically from our protective system? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; I contend that a protective 
tariff did not aid or accelerate it a particle, 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is history. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, We are now making iron in 
Alabama and selling it right under the smokestacks of the Eng- 
lish furnaces, or anywhere else in the world that we can find 
transportation for it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You have been enabled to establish your iron 
industry in Birmingham, Ala., by reason of the protection given 
to your people by the Republican party. Under the free-trade 
and antiquated notions that you are now expressing it would have 


been a howling wilderness down there. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Such an assertion does not re- 


quire any reply. We know that the people of Alabama are manu- 
facturing iron and sending it 500 miles by rail and 3,000 miles by 
water, and then selling it under the furnaces of England cheaper 
than the English can make it. For him to say that we require a 
protective tariff to continue this business surprises me. The 
American people will not listen patiently to such an argument, 
In the present condition of our industries the American people 
demand a tariff for revenue. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, while we are on this question of iron, 


I desire to have the attention of the gentleman from Pe Ivania 
pir DALZELL]. We had a discussion on this question before. 

e gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] has stated substan- 
tially the situation in his State. Now, then. I state this proposi- 
tion, and I do not think the gree will deny it. We are pro- 
ducing iron in Tennessee and Alabama and sending it to the city 
pr Pittsburg and coming in competition with iron made 

ere. ; 

Now, if the gentleman seems to dissent from that in his remarks, 
I can produce the evidence that we are doing it. If we can make 
iron in Alabama and Tennessee and sell it in competition with the 
iron of Pennsylvania, and not only that, but send it on beyond 
that to the markets of Boston, what protection do we need? If 
that is not controverted, of course the conclusion would be exactly 
correct; but if we can make iron in Tennessee and Alabama and 

y freight rates to the railroads of 82 to $2.30 a ton to put it upon 
the market at Boston and New York City, why, the only result 
will be that where you put protection upon your iron it gives you 
the increased price for the iron, and increases the profit on ours. 
We had this question up before, in discussing the Wilson bill, and 
I have the facts before me, from the manufactures of iron in our 
country, and if necessary I will put them in the Recorp. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, conclusion, I want to state a fact to 
which I invite the attention of the gentleman. There are eight 
furnaces in my district making charcoal iron, and we can make 
that iron and put it in competition with any iron in the United 
2 made anywhere, after paying a freight of from 82 to 82.40 
a ton. 

Now, while you criticise us in regard to this matter, the result 
must be. if the tariff increases the price of the iron, it increases it 
to your benefit. I concede, for I want to be absolutely frank and 
candid, if we can fight you out with fair competition and we can 
produce it cheaper than zoe can, why is it you desire to restrain 
us and put us in the position of destroying our own honest advan- 

‘2 


want to refer to another matter. Gentlemen on this floor have 
been exceedingly kind to me since I have been a member, and I 
appreciate their kindness; but some gentlemen on the other side 
of the House- say this in the utmost good humor; I never was a 
bad-natured man in my life—some gentlemen on the other side of 
the House get up here and talk about the ignorance of the Demo- 
cratic party. 

Now, gentlemen, our convictions are as honest as yours; we are 
jost as patriotic as you are, and when we drive you into a corner 

t is avery poor answer for you to get up here and say that we 
have not intelligence to comprehend the subject. My friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], who was chairman of a committee 
upon which I served in the last Congress, seems to delight in in- 
dulged in that kind of thing, and yet I venture to say he could not 
tell a cotton row from a corn row and does not know anything 
about that subject. 

Here the hammer fell. 
y unanimous consent, Mr. Cox’s time was extended for five 
minutes. 

Mr. COX. Again, Mr. Chairman, my friend from New York 
[Mr. Ray] got up a while ago and talked a good deal about the 
“ignorance” of this side of the House, ignoring the fact that we 
are trying to discharge our duties faithfully as representatives of 
our constituents, and when I heard the gentleman talk in that 
way I was reminded of an old saying which is common among 
the darkies in my part of the country. The old darkies that we 
of the South were raised among used to say: Never interrupt 
I will not put in the other word, it rip not be 133 
‘never interrupt a f—land never get close to the heels of a mule.” 
You can fill out the blank for yourselves, gentlemen. 2 

But, now, Mr. 5 from these unkind remarks— 
and they are exceedingly ind and they do no good—passing 
from that subject, I want to call attention to the fact that we in 
the South can compete with you in the East in the manufacture 
of iron; we can compete with youin the manufacture of cotton 

ods, and all in the world we of the South ask is that you will 

et us alone. Gentlemen on the other side, with all their ingenu- 
ity—and I grant they have a great deal—will never convince our 
people that to tax them is to make them rich. You will never 
convince our people that when there is in the Treasury of the 

United States, including silver bullion money amounting to over 
$200,000,000, we ought still to collect more money from the 
ple in the way of taxes in order to defray the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. 5 — 

Now, gentlemen, I ask you, is not our e fair, is it not 
honorable, is it not a high-toned one? e do not ask protection. 
Weare willing to accept the fight as it presents itself. is morn- 
ing I was very much struck with an argument made on the other 
side of the House by my friend from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 
He told the House that the reason the committee did not propose 
to put a tariff upon hides was that the hides we imported were 


used only for making sole leather, and that our own hides would 
not make sole leather. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Their hides on the other side, you mean. 
Cane) 

Mr. COX. Well, I am not gome Inin anythin 
3 in that sort of thing, but probably there are some 
men in the United States whose hides would make double sole 
leather. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, I want to call atten- 
tion to the fact that while the industry is not very great, yet it is 
an industry, and there are a great many hides imported into this 


rsonal. I 
never indul, = 


country of a kind that can not be made into sole leather. How 
can you make sole leather ont of sheep hides, or out of t hides, 
or out of horse hides? There are over $10,000,000 worth of hides 


imported into this country, not a pound of which enters into the 
manufacture of sole leather. 

es the hammer fell.] 

- CO Give me two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
will be recognized for two minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Iam going to antici the argument which the 
Lag peer from Pennsylvania is going to make. Lam no prophet, 

t I say that if you will turn the South loose and give us honest 
competition in trade, we will prosper in the manufacture of iron, 
and you * in Pennsylvania will feel the force of our compe- 
tition. e do not want any of — protective tariff. Why, sir, 
we are now shipping to Europe hundreds of tons of pig iron made 
in.the South. hy, then, should we ask for protection? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I think my friend from Ten- 
nessee is mistaken as to what the interests of Tennessee demand, 
so far as protection to pig iron is concerned. Undoubtedly pig 
iron is made in Tennessee at as low a price—in fact, a lower 
price—as it can be made anywhere else in the United States. 

Mr. COX. Or in the world. 

Mr. DALZELL, There are several reasons for this which ought 
to be borne in mind. In the first place, in Tennessee they have 
the coal and the iron ore side by side. Nature has provided for 
them abundantly. But a fact especially to be considered is that 
they have the lowest rates of bi ae known to any manufacturing 
industry in the United States. n is made in Tennessee by con- 
vict labor. 

Mr. COX. I bog the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CARMAC The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. DALZELL. My authority for this statement, which I will 
show to gentlemen as soon as I can lay my hands.on it, is the 
— of the prison commission of Tennessee, an official document 
which I have in my ion. 

Mr. COX. Idonot want to interrupt the gentleman, but it is 
important that he should not misunderstand the facts. 

Mr.CARMACK. There is not a pound of iron made in Tennes- 
see by convict labor. 

Mr. COX. Nota pound. 

Mr. DALZELL. ell, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to have 
blunt assertions placed against official returns. I guarantee to 
submit to the House 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me a word? I 
think that when a proper explanation is made, there will be no 
misunderstanding concerning the facts of this case. There was a 
period in the history of Tennessee when the convicts of the peni- 
tentiary were leased. The Tennessee Coal, Iron and Railroad 
Company was a large employer of those convicts. That continued 
until very recently. 

Mr. DALZELL, As recently as last year. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But a few years ago our State—and I will say 
to my friend from Pennsylvania that in consideration of this in- 
terruption I will ask that his time be extended—a few years ago 
we began trying to get rid of the system of leasing convicts. We 
undertook to construct a new penitentiary, so that the convicts 
could be kept within its walls and not employed outside. That 
has been accomplished, and, as stated by my friend and colleague 
[Mr. Cox], and my other friend and colleague [Mr. CARMACK], 
our convicts are not employed as they were formerly, by parties - 
outside, Therefore, while the statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is correct as to what has occurred in the past, noth- 
ing of the kind is true now. 

r. STEELE. How do you know whether you can produce pig 
iron without such labor? 
55 Mr. ee We know that we can because we are still 
oing it. 

Mr. STEELE. Under protection! 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As I interrupted the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, I ask consent that his time be extended so that he may 
continue and conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I meant no imputation against 
the State of Tennessee when I said that her pig iron has been made 
largely byconvictlabor. Iam trying to discuss this question upon 
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the basis of facts, because I think I can demonstrate to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that the reduction of the duty on pig irom 
would be a disadvantage to his State. Whether or not it be the 
act that they are now making pig iron in Tennessee by convict 
bor, they are certainly making pig iron there by the.lowest-paid 
class of labor employed in any manufacturing industry in the 


United States. This is largely negro labor. The daily wages paid 

there do not probably exceed one-half the wages paid in the 

‘Mahoning and Monongahela valleys: : 
Mr: DERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 


Mr. DALZELL. I do not want to be interrupted now. Lask sal 


the gentleman to wait till I get through. 

I say that, owing to natural advantages and owing, to. cheap 
labor, pig iron is made cheaply in Tennessee, But the market for 
Tennessee pig iron is in New England, New York, and Pennsyl- 
vania, where it necessarily comes into competition with forei 

ig iron; and the freight from the Tennessee furnaces to the 
N orthern markets is such that without a duty of S4 a ton on pig 
iron you could not meet the foreign competition. 

Now, gentlemen will bear in mind that there are immense quan- 
tities of pig iron pouring into this country all along our Eastern 
coast. Last year we imported of foreign pig iron 53,232 gross 
tons. That is my first proposition. The fact that you have sent 
abroad under abno; conditions a few thousand tons of pig 
iron, and have sold it in the English markets, where prices are 
now abnormally high, in the face of prices abno: y low on 
this side of the water, proves nothing at all of a permanent char- 
acter. Besides, the pig iron you have sold abroad—a very small 
amount; insignificant in its proportions—was. your accumulated 
stock for which you could find no market in this country, and 
which you were glad enough to get rid of at any price. 

Now, I have before me the report of the Tennessee Coal, Iron 
and Railroad Company, showing that they have been operating at 
an immense loss. They have made no money. Their stock is 
worth only a few cents a share—28 cents, or haps somewhere 
along there. They have declared no dividends. y are carry- 
ing an immense debt. They are not making enough money to pay 
the interest on their bonds. These facts appear by their report, 
which I have before me. It shows that the floating debt of the 
company last year—bills payable, etc.—increased $367,823. The 
5 debt of the roa is now $9,097,315.38; the interest 
charge is $59,780 per month; the floating debt increased $205,602.66 
during the year. 

The . Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. COX. Task thatthe time of the gentleman be extended for 
five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have just said that the floating debt has in- 
1 $205,602.66, the liabilities being 82.378, 482. 42 on December 
1, including 81,583, 113.17 of bills payable. There was $205,862.50 
of accrued interest, and $522,317.47 due to sundry creditors on 
open accounts. 

Now, the pigion manufacturer of Tennessee—— 

Mr. COX. hosigned that paper? 

Mr. DALZELL. That is the published report of the company, 
taken from Bradstreet. 

Mr. COX. Oh! 

Mr. DALZELL. And I will state to the gentleman thatitisa 
reliable table, as Lam informed. I have submitted it to a gentle- 
pan who has personal knowledge of thefacts, and who has verified 

e figures. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the pig-iron manufacturers 
‘of Tennessee are in no dissimilar condition from those existing 
throughout the country under existing circumstances. The same 
thing happened to the Pennsylvania Steel Company; the same. 
thing . to the Illinois Steel Com 1 have the reports 
here of these different companies, but will not stop to trouble the 
House by reading them at this time. 

So from my standpoint and figures - you gentlemen are entirely 
honest in your belief, of course, that from your standpoint Iam 
jwrong—but from my standpoint the interest of Tennessee calls 
to-day for a duty of at least 84 per ton upon pig iron. And I 
firmly believe I state the truth in making that assertion, and that 
‘it can be relied upon. I do not believe it can be disputed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
state why he thinks it is necessary? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think I have already done so. 

Mr: RICHARDSON. I did not so understand. I should be 
very glad of the information. I do not mean, of course, to inter- 
pune the gentleman unnecessarily, but this is a matter in which I 
feel a deep interest, and I should be very thankful for the informa- 
tion. Will he please demonstrate the statement he has made? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman will doubtless admit that Ten- 
nessee pig iron comes into competition with pig iron in New Eng- 
land and New York and Pennsylvania. 

Mx. COX. And with the home pig iron, too. 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly with the home pig iron. It comes 


into competition with the pig iron that we produce as well as that 
which we import. I mean such pig iron as you make, . You make 
what is known as forge iron and not Bessemer. But that which 
you do produce comes in competition with the foreign pig iron 
and the domestic pig iron of the same character in New England, 
New York, and Pennsylvania. 

Now, take the freight rates—and I have them at hand but will 
not stop to cite them—and yon will find that without a duty of 84 
per ton on pig iron you can not maintain competition after pay- 
ing the freight rate from the place of production to the place of 


e. 
I have shown that, Mr. Chairman, I think conclusively, It 
seems to me to be a fair argumentin favor of maintaining at least 
the existing duty upon this article. Furthermore, IL have shown 
ou that you have not made a dollar in the manufacture of pi 
on, but on the contrary that you have been running behind all 
the time even with such natural advantages as you possess, and you 
are carrying a bonded indebtedness of nearly $10,000,000. If these 
facts are not conclusive that you need at least existing protection. 
on pig iron, I fail utterly to comprehend the situation. 

Mr. CO. I do not intend to interrupt the gentleman unnec- 
essarily, but I would liketo ask him a question. I want to get at 
the facts of this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. COX. ü ask that the gentleman have one minute more, 

Mr, DALZELL. I have concluded what I desired to say. 

Mr. COX. I wanted to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well, what is the question? 

Mr. COX. Lou say you have the freight rates before you. 

Mr: DALZELL.. No; I say I have these rates here, but not im- 
mediately at hand. 

Mr. COX. Well, they run from 82 to $2.30 per ton. 

Mr. GROW. Yes; $2 to $2.50. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; you are correct. Now, we make pig iron 
and pay for the freight on it at that rate, and we put it down in 
Pittsburg and Philadelphia and Boston, where we come in compe- 
tition not only with our domestic iron, but with the foreign pig. 
iron that is brought in there. We gan do that now, and have been 
doing it. If we are capable of doing it at this time, what do we 


want with protection? 
Mr. S E. You are satisfied to pay poor wages and we are 
not. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I am very much surprised 
to hear the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania pir 
DALZELL] in reference to the condition in the manufacture of pig 
iron. The gentleman is usually very accurate in his statements, 
and for him to insist that the reason we produce pig iron in Ala- 
bama so cheaply and the reason why we can go into the markets 
of Europe with our pig iron is on account of pauper labor in 
Alabama, is absurd. I wish to call the gentleman's attention to 
the Sixth Annual Report of the Commissioner of Labor. I have 
the book here on my desk. 

The Commissioner shows, taking an average, that the total cost 
of labor at the Northern furnace for the production of 1 ton of 
pig iron is 85.27; that the cost of labor for the production of 1 
ton of pig iron at the Southern furnace is $5.88. These figures, of 
course, include the labor at the mines, coke ovens, etc., as well as 
at the furnace. In other words, as shown by his figures on those 
two furnaces, it costs at the Sonthern furnace 61 cents more a ton 
in labor than at the Northern furnace. 

Again he averages all the furnaces that he compared, and he 
found the average cost of labor at the Northern furnace—I mean 
the actual labor cost for the production of pig iron at the furnace 
alone—to be $1.47, and the average actual cost of labor at the 
Southern furnace to be $1.52, contradicting absolutely the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Now, I can see how the gentleman can be misled on this ques- 
tion, and probably has been, and that is in this, that if he takes 
the wages paid to a single laborer for a single day he will probabl. 
find that in some instances the Northern laborer is paid more dol- 
lars per day. Why? Because in the Northern furnaceand in the 
Northern mines you work white labor. They are more energetic, 
they can produce more tons for their day’s work, and therefore 
they are paid a higher price per day than the negro laborer of the 
South, who is not as energetic, is not as capable, and can not pro- 
duce as much work ina day's time. Therefore, ya can readily 
see that u comparison of the day's wages is not a fair comparison; 
but if you want to get at the real basis of the cost of production 
of pig iron, youmust come down to the amount of labor that goes 
into a ton and measure your wages by the ton, the labor cost per 
ton, and not the labor price per day. 

Now, outside of the production of pig iron and coal we are not 
confined in our shipments abroad from the Birmingham district 
simply to the production of pig iron. Our rolling mills there are 
shipping their products to England to-day. We have in that dis- 
trict one of the greatest, if not the greatest, manufacturers of iron 
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pipes in the country, the Howard-Harrison Pipe Works, and they 


are competing with we fps manufacturers to-day in the sale of 
pipes in the countries of the far East, Japan and China, 

But you can not say that it is by reason of cheap labor that that 
happens, because in the rolling mills we are bound by the scale 
of the Amalgamated Iron and Steel Workers, the same exactly as 
the Northern manufacturers are. They fix the price of wages in 
the Birmingham district just as they do in the district of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. I will tell you the real reason. Itis 
not because of a protective tariff that we can make cheaper iron 
in Alabama. That industry is not built up there by reason of a 
protective tariff, but it is built up there by the natural advantages 
that the God who created this world has given us. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

I call the gentleman's attention again to the Sixth Annual Re- 
port of the Commissioner of Labor, in which he says that at those 
furnaces the average cost of transporting the material to the fur- 
nace was seven hundred and seventy-nine one-thousandths of a 
cent per ton, f 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of his colleague be extended five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. COLSON. I object. There are other paragraphs in this 
bill that we want to reach, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the 5 from 
Alabama on his motion to strike out the last word. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As shown by this report, on page 81, so 
that the gentleman may know where I get my facts, the cost of 
transportation of material to the furnace in Alabama is a little 
over 77 cents per ton, but at the Northern furnace the cost of 
transportation of material averages $5.32 per ton. Now, there the 
whole story is told right in those figures. In one place it cost 77 
cents to get the material to the furnace, and in the other place it 
cost $5.32 to get the material to the furnace. There is nearly $5 
of difference in the cost of transportation of the material. Is it 
not reasonable, then, that we can produce our iron $5 Cheaper 
than you can, and pay the same wages? The difference is that 

ou can stand on the hills of Alabama that contain the iron, and 
ooking 5 or 6 miles across the valley you can see the quarries 
containing the limestone rock, and you can also see the smoke 
arising from our collieries on the opposite hills, whereas in Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio and other furnaces in the North you have to 
go hundreds of miles, with railroad freight, to bring your coal to 
your iron, or your iron to your coal; and itis that question of 
transportation and not the question of labor that makes the dif- 
ference in the price. Therefore, when the gentleman accuses our 
people of being opposed to a protective tariff and of being un- 
reasonable, I ask him, when we have these natural advantages, 
why should we cry out for thefostering care of a protective tariff? 

He says we are shipping an insignificant amount of iron into 
England. Why, in the first part of his statement, in the argument 
here, he asserted that large amounts of pig iron were imported into 
this country in the last year, to wit, 53, tons. I wish to cor- 
rect the gentleman. I think he has made a misstatement and 
varied on his side. There were 66,000 tons imported last year. 
Sixty-six thousand tons imported into this country and over 
9,500,000 tons of pig iron produced in the United States. 

Mr, LACEY. How much exported? 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Now,astotheexports. It is true that we 
have only recently engaged in exportin; pig iron. There has been 
no iron exported, that I know of, from the Northern furnaces, It is 
only recently that the Southern furnaces have reached the point 
where they can export pig iron, and within the last few months 
que 100,000 tons of pig iron have been exported from the Alabama 

istrict. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Over 100,000 tons. 

Mr. DALZELL. Where? : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. To Europe. 

Mr. DALZELL. Where did the pte get his figures? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. From the furnace men the ves. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, well. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will refer the gentleman—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will furnish the gentleman some proof on 
that subject, if he will read it. 

Aran’ UNDERWOOD. This is an extract from the Washington 

‘ost: s 
PRESENT SCHEDULE HIGH ENOUGH—SOUTHERN IRON MEN DO NOT WANT A 

HIGHER TARIFF ON THEIR PRODUCT. 
(Special to the Post.] 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., February 9. 


Several da: Congressman JOSEPH WHEELER, of Alabama, who is a 
member of Ce onio Ways and Means Committee, addressed a letter to Nat 


gangs the breast soon gronuctug corpurstion te the Beata AE mie the 
pany, TOn- u corporation in the South, ing w. 

Alabama iron men had no representative present at the tariff paree j “2 
the iron schedule came up, and su 


ing the appointment by the Southern 
iron workers of a tariff expert, to be located in 8 who could look 
after their tariff interests. ee 


Mr. Baxter sent his reply to-day, which demonstrates the remarkable 
change of sentiment that come over the Southern iron men since three 
ears ago, when they were joining their Northern friends in asking for pro- 
tion. Mr. Baxter says that there is no reason for g an expert Sead 
service, because the present tariff on iron is all the Alabama producers de- 
sire, and they therefore have no suggestions to make. They are, in fac 
Sai E EA A O A ETE 

Other leading iron men, inclu: Congressman T. H. ALDRICH, Repub- 
lican Representative from this district, concur in this view, although until 
recently all of them have been high protectionists. 

1 the reading of the above the time of Mr. UNDERWOOD 
expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that the gentleman be allowed to finish 
the reading of the article. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Nat Baxter is the president of the 
company which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated is 
losing money. He is a citizen of Nashville, Tenn., and is well 
known to every member of the delegation. 

The CHAIR The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not see that there is any 
substantial difference between the gentleman and myself as to the 
material facts. I agree with him that pi ironis made very chea 
in Tennessee, but itis made very largely by convict labor. And 
say to him that not only is pig iron made there by convict labor, 
but iron ores are mined by convict labor, and coal also is mineđ 
by convict labor; and I have here the report of the board of prison 
commissioners of Tennessee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman would not make an incor- 
rect statement of fact? 

Mr. DALZELL. I would not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iron ore and pig iron are not produced in 
Alabama by convict labor, All our convicts are leased out to the 
coal mines. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am talking about Tennessee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. DALZELL. There can be no possible question about the 
fact that convict labor is hired out in both the States of Alabama 
and Tennessee, and for the last year. Now, here is the report of 
the board of prison commissioners for the year 1896. In it is given 
the low cost per ton of mining coal, showing the advantage of 
1 it in that way. There is another reason why the Tennessee 
manufacturers of pig iron are able to put it out at lowcost. The 
store system prevails in Tennessee. That is to say, the manufac- 
turing corporation has a store from which it — its employees 
with the necessaries of life, and it pays them their wages in cer- 
tificates that are exchangeable for goods from that store. 

Mr. COX. Oh, no. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes. There can not be any doubt about 
it. A gentleman who operates down there told me himself that 
whatever money they had made in the last year was made largely 
if not wholly from the profits resulting from this method of ~ 
st ath their employees. 

. COX. Ido not care to interrupt the gentleman, but—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I do not want you to interrupt me, 

Mr. COX. Well, I am going to interrupt you. 

Mr. DALZELL. I decline to yield. 

Mr. COX. That settles it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, let us look deeper into this question. 
We agree that certain kinds of iron are made cheaper in Tennes- 
see than in Pennsylvania, but when you come to consider where 
that iron must be marketed, you find that it must be marketed 
either in the North or abroad. Notwithstanding the statement of 
my friend who preceded me, Mr. UNDERWOOD, I have abundant 
evidence that there have not been any shipments to Europe of pig 
iron from Southern ports to any large extent, though there have 
been a few spasmodic shipments taken from accumulated stock, 

Now, look at the freight rates. The freight rate from the Bir- 
mingham district to Albany, N. Y., is $5.30 a ton; from the Cha 
tanooga district it is $4.80 a ton; from the Sheffield district it is 
$4.03 a ton. The rates to Baltimore are, from the Birmingham 
district, $4.26 per ton, and from the Sheffield district, $4.86 per 
ton. To Boston the rates are, from the Birmingham district, $5.90 

der ton; from the Chattanooga district, $5.40 per ton, and from 

he Sheffield district, $5.65 per ton. I have here a long list of 
freight rates to different points, but it is not necessary to trouble 
the committee with a recital of them. I will take one more, how- 
ever—Jersey City. The rates to Jersey City are, from the Bir- 
mingham district, $5.50 per ton; from the Chattanooga district, 
$5 pr ton, and from the Sheffield district, $5.25 per ton. 

r. UNDERWOOD. Let me ask the gentleman for informa- 
tion whether his figures are for water transportation or for all-rail 
transportation? A great deal of our iron goes to those markets by 
water, 


ngs when 
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Mr. DALZELL. Some of the figures in this list are for all-rail 
and some are for water transportation. Of course to Baltimore 
and to Boston the transportation has to be by rail. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman’s figures are for all-rail 
transportation, we get cheaper rates than those, because a good 
deal of our iron goes to Baltimore and to Boston by way of Savan- 
nah, from which point the steamships transport it to its destina- 


tion. 

Mr. DALZELL, Still I assert that the difference in freight 
rates is such as to necessitate on your part a protective duty of at 
least $4 a ton, and I am confirmed in t view by the very state- 
ment which the gentleman himself read a few moments ago, the 
statement of Mr. Baxter, who, I understand, is the president of 
the Tennessee Coal and Iron Company. In that statement he says 
that they are “satisfied with the present duty of $4 per ton.” 

Now, notwithstanding what you gentlemen may say on the floor 
of this House—and I do not wonder that you try to be consistent 
in maintaining your theories—notwithstanding what you say here, 
I venture to assert that the business men of the South who are 
engaged in these enterprises, the men who have personal knowl- 
edge of the cost of carrying on the business, and personal knowl- 
edge of what they can make in it, will agree with me and with 
Mr. Baxter that a protective rate of $4 a ton is a necessity to main- 
tain your industry in a prosperous condition. 

. COX. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I renew it, and yield to my 
colleague, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have reduced this question, 
I believe, to a point where we can decide it. [Laughter.] Gen- 
tlemen on the other side have confessed, and they can not escape 
from that confession, that we can make pig iron in Tennessee and 
Alabama and put it on the markets of Pittsburg, Philadelphia, 
and Boston for less than they can produce it in the North and 
East. Have you conceded that or not, gentlemen? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. You do not make enyehing but 
foundry and forge iron, which does not compete with us. We 
make Bessemer iron. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that we are 
now making steel in Alabama by the basic process. 

Mr. COX. Let us not be diverted from the point. Whatever 
may be the character of the iron that we make, we do come in 
competition with pr producers in Pennsylvania, in Baltimore, 
and in Boston, and after paying freight rates, as you say, of three 
or four dollars a ton—and that is higher than I put it—still you 
can not compete with us. I have before me the statement of one of 
your own papers that it is not the foreign competition that is 
driving you out, but that it is the competition of the South that 
you find yourselves unable to resist. When you put a tariff upon 

this product, it may increase your profits to a certain extent, and 
no tariff bill is worth anything unless it does that. If you put 
on that tariff, of course we also will get the benefit of it and will 
increase our profits under it; but the abstract proposition remains 
true, and my friend from Pennsylvania conceded it in the discus- 
sion of the Wilson bill, that the strongest competitor Pennsyl- 
vania had to meet was not the competitor from abroad, but the 
competitor in the South. 

Now, let me state why we do not need or ask any protection. 
You say that nature has given us protection. I reply, permit us 
to retain the advantages which nature has given us and we will 
meet you in the home market, after paying this extra charge of 
$2 or 92.50 a ton referred to by the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. We will give you that advantage and we will 
meet you squarely in the home market. We will compete with 
you not only in the American market, but we will ship our pig 
iron to foreign markets and compete with the world. What do 
we want with protection? 

Does my friend from Pennsylvania recognize as an authority 
this paper which I hold in my hand—the Philadelphia Manu- 
facturer? [A pause.] I can not get a response. 

A Member. He is not here. 

Mr. COX. Will my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania 
recognize the Philadelphia Manufacturer as an authoyity on this 
question? [A pause.] Well, I do not desire to say another word. 

Mr. BRUMM. My colleague [Mr. DaLzELt] is not here. 

Mr. DALZELL. I was engaged at the moment,and did not 
hear the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Well, lrepeatthe question. Does my friend recog- 
wee Philadelphia Manufacturer as an authority on this ques- 

on 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know whether I do or not. 

Mr. COX. Well, if you do not know whether you recognize 
7 own paper, God knows I do not. Here is what this publica- 

on says: 


The high authorities in this country who all that we have all the ship- 
ping facilities we need through the courtesy of foreign companies which ran 


a few lines to our ports will be instructed by astatement recently made by 
the president of a leading Southern iron firm. It is n fact which is now caus- 
ng e English ironmasters much uneasiness that Alabama iron is under- 
selling the British product right in the British market. This means, if it 
means anything, that our manufacturers are providing ironso much cheaper 
than the English manufacturers can produce it that we are paying the 
freight on it to the seaboard and across the ocean and are placing it on the 
British market at a price somewhat below the ruling rates for English 
iron. How much less money Alabama iron will bring in England than Eng- 
lish fron we do not know, but it probably must be solda little under the 
market price or otherwise it would scarcely find takers. We have it upon 
the word of the president of this Southern company that it is impo: 

now to get sufficient shiproom for all the iron which might be sold abroad. 
However one views this situation it must give cause for real regret, and the 
incident ought to be taken to heart by those two classes of men, one of them 
asserting all the while that thereis no foreign trade worth our seeking after, 
and the other that if there is we can get it when we have no ships or flying 
machines for escorting it out of the country, 


TO MAKE STEEL IN THE SOUTH—IMPORTANT NEW DEPARTURE BY THE 
BIRMINGHAM HOLLING MILL COMPANY. 


BIRMINGHAM, ALA., February 6. 
Special to the Post. 


The Birmingham Rolling Mill Company, owners and operators of the 
largest rolling mill in the South, employing 1,500 men, to-day consummated 
arrangements for converting their entire plant into a steel mill, which will 
be the biggest south of the Ohio River. will make steel from Alabama 
low silicon iron, which is now being produced direct from the red ores 
abounding in this district. p 

This iron has been sold 5 the Carnegie Steel Company and other 
Northern steel workers since its introduction a year ago, and is pronounced 
by them as splendid for steel-making purposes. The Birmingham Rolling 
Mill Company has a capital stock of 200000. the last named of which was sub- 
scribed to-day. This new move, iron men say, will inaugurate an era of steel 
making in the South. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. COX. Well, I shall be glad to put this in the RECORD. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, we have had a great deal of con- 
troversy here about nothing. The present law imposes a duty of 
$4 a ton on pig iron. It is pro in this bill to continue the 
duty at $4 a ton, It appears that under this duty and previous 
protection there has grown up in Tennessee and Alabama during 
the last few years a manufacturing industry which did not exist 
before, so that they ship pig iron even to England, 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY, Now, have these gentlemen any cause for com- 
plaint? They do not come in and ask for frea trade in pig iron. 
But what is pig iron? It is the raw material out of which the 
higher grades of iron are made. Do gentlemen want to adopt a 
tariff which will send our pig iron to England to be further manu- 
factured for us, as we used to send our cotton there to be woven 
and to come back in its manufactured form? Is that the scheme 
which gentlemen are in favor of? Do they want our pig iron to 
be sent to England to be manufactured into iron of higher grades 
and returned to us, we paying the freight both ways? 

Has not the result of the protective policy apon pi iron demon- 
strated already its advantages upon the hills of Alabama, at Bir- 
mingham, Anniston, and other points in that region? Have the 
gentiemen of the South any cause of complaint? ey have shared 
with the North the benefits of our protective policy. It was the 
intention that they should share equally with the North in those 
benefits. We have asked no protection for the North that we have 
not been willing to give to the South. If the South, in a fair and 
equal race with the North, can carry off the pig-iron trade, we 
shall be pleased to see her doit. We will all rejoice at her pros- 
perity. otection should be given to all who live under our flag. 

These gentlemen have not moved to strike out the duty of 84 
per ton on pig iron. They have moved to strike out the last 
word;” that is all. My genial friend from the Birmingham dis- 
trict [Mr. UNDERWOOD] has not moved to put pig iron on the 
free list. When he does that we shall have something to debate 
upon with reference to pig iron. Those gentlemen of the South 
are getting the benefit of a rate of duty which has been found to 
be adequate. During the hard times that have followed the en- 
actment of the Wilson bill they have been compelled to reach out 
into a foreign market with their pig iron and have sold a portion 
of it there. It would have been better for them if they could have 
sold it here and had it manufactured into higher classes of iron 
by American workingmen. They, too, would have shared in the 
advantages to their fellow-countrymen. ~ 

It is unquestionably true that at Birmingham work is done 
cheaper than at Pittsburg. I stood in the beautiful city of Bir- 
mingham a few years since, and it was a pleasure to me to see the 
men who not many years ago were slaves, producing to-day manu- 
factured goods, an ing Birmingham, where within* recent 
memory there was nothing but brush, one of the manufacturing 
centers of the world. That has been done under protection—pro- 
tection which the very gentlemen who have enjoyed its fruits are 
now denouncing on the floor of this House. 

This bill they concede is right as to the rate of duty on pig iron. 
Let us then pass on to some other item. We agree upon a duty 
of $4 a ton on pig iron. The South as well as the North has pros- 
pered under that duty. Let that item remain in the bill. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to move an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, and no further amend- 


ment is in order. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


64. Medicinal preparations containing alcohol, or in the pre tion of 
which alcohol is used, not specially provided for in this act, 55 cents per 
pound, but in no case shall the same pay less than 25 per cent ad v 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend 


by striking ont the last word. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELLŁ} has made some remarks which I think should not 
go unnoticed. 


First, as to the charge of the use of penitentiary convicts, I have 
already answered, showing that Tennessee convicts do not work 
in iron furnaces. Secondly, I want to notice briefly his charge 
that in Tennessee and Alabama they use the scrip system, paying 
off their hands in “serip,” which I understand is incorrect. 

Mr. DALZELL. I beg pardon; I did not understand the state- 


ment of the tleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I said that the statement of the gentleman 
that in Tennessee the scrip system of paying off the employees, 
to be redeemed in the company stores, as I understand it, is not 


correct. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, that comes from a gentleman from 
Tennessee who is well posted. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. That I understand to be incorrect. The com- 
pany have stores, as they have in other places; but ar their 
operatives in cash, and in most of the States of the Sou: ere is 
tan against paying operatives in scrip. 

But . to which I desire to call the attention of the 

ntleman. He has stated that by reason of the fact that we work 

e negroes in the Southern furnaces and foundries, we get our labor 
ata much cheaper rate than they do in the North, and are thereby 
enabled to è iron much cheaper. My friend from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] has answered sufficiently that point. But I 
wish to refer to the further fact, and hope the gentleman will take 
it into consideration, that ne have been taken to his own 
State from other States to take the place of men who were strik- 
ing for higher w: He will rı this if he will reflect. Ours, 
therefore, is not the only part of the country using the negro in 
the manufacture of iron 8 

Now, it happens, Mr. irman, that I have been somewhat 
familiar with the history of the Tennessee furnaces of the Ten- 
-nessee Coal, Iron and Railroad Company. The committee can 
scarcely realize its wonderful growth, when I recount the fact that 
I was a member of the Tennessee legislature just twenty-two years 
ago, and while a member I voted for the incorporation of that com- 

any. It had to be done by a special act of the legislature. The 
Mia not make a pound of iron probably for two or three years af- 
terwards, and yet the Tennessee Coal, Iron and Railroad Com- 
pan to-day is the bi t pig iron manufacturing establishment 
of this kind in the South, and one of the biggest on the globe. 
They are able to manufacture cheaply, and why? Because the 
coal, the iron, and the limestone they use all lie in sight of each 
other and in a genial climate. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. DALZELL. Can the gentleman inform me how many 
stacks this Tennessee Coal and Iron Company have built at South 
Pittsburg? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Three. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman know, of that number, how 
many are in blast? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam not familiar with the facts and can not 
state exactly how many are in blast at this time. I know their 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you knowif there are any of them in blast? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know as to that. I have not seen 
them for some time, although I have been there almost every year 
since their construction, and I have never yet seen a time when 
some, if not all of them, were not in blast. 

Mr. DALZELL. Have they a furnace at Cowan? 

Mr. McMILLIN. They have—a very fine one. 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you know if that is in blast? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am not informed. It is in the district of 
my friend Mr. RICHARDSON. I have been there quite frequently 
and I have never yet, that I now recall, seen it banked. But 1 
have not visited it for a year or more. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman know that it has been out 
of blast for nearly a year? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not. I have not passed through that 
region for several months. It happens, Mr. irman, that these 
furnaces at South Pittsburg, in Tennessee, are located in the only 
place on earth where they have the coal, the iron, and the lime- 
stone, water transportation and railroad transportation, fine soil, 
splendid climate, magnificent forests and blue grass, cotton fields, 
wheat fields; all to be found within a radius of 15 miles. My friend 
on my right here, Mr, CLAYTON, suggests to me that all of the 


Alabama furnaces of this pangang are in operation at this time, 
Whether that be true or not, I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman to another fact. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Task for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the gentleman ` 
will proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to say, Mr. Chairman, that I 
met an officer of one of these companies in New York last fall, 
just a few days before the assembling of Congress, when the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas and the Senator from * and myself, 
with others, were there by direction of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. The tariff question came up, and he spoke of the fact 
that he did not believe originally my prediction that we would 
sell pig iron in Pittsburg and ship it abroad. But he said that in 
ninety days next before that their company had shipped 70,000 
tons across the ocean. That is a fact. As we only imported 
46,000 tons of pig iron last year, this company exported nearly 
twice as much in ninety days as the whole country imported in 
the entire year. 

My friend will find that all the tariff walls he can put up will 
not protect him. His trouble is not English pig iron, nor pig iron 
made abroad, but the pig iron that is made in the South, where 
the coal, the iron, and the limestone are in sight of each other, 
and all in sight of the furnace. Why, we are just inning to 

ive you competition now. We are going to make it red-hot, 
th in cotton manufacturing and in iron manufacturing, and 
we are not going to call on the Government of the United States 
to hold us up while we doit. I rejoice at this and at every other 
instance of progress and prosperity of our people, whether North, 
South, East. or West. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They will want a tariff against you next. 

Mr. DALZELL. Noone will be more rejoiced than I when you 
get into the condition which you predict, but my friend must not 
make the mistake of supposing that he willcompete with us. You 
will not compete with us in the direction that you speak of, be- 
cause ee do not make the kind of pig iron that we make. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have absolutely driven you out of the 
manufacture of our kind of iron. You can not make a ton of it 
in competition with us. You used to make it for us. 

Mr. DALZELL. We make bessemer steel, and you do not 
make 7 EA foundry iron and forge iron. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; you make bessemer iron, and in order 
to get your iron ore to pa furnace you have to ship it hundreds 
of miles, a great deal of it. That is what is the matter with you. 
Duties can not save you. . largesses will not help you, 
Adding high rates of duty will not protect you. We are selling 
our pig iron in yon markets, rigħt in sight of your furnaces. 

But my friend is not to be permitted to mislead the House even 
unwittingly. He would not do so designedly. One would infer 
from the gentleman's statement that our iron was not made into 
steel. Does not the gentleman know 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not say that; but I said that you do not 
make bessemer steel. 

Mr. McMILLEN. One would infer from what the gentleman 
said that our iron was not made into steel. He spoke of foundry 
iron; but our iron is being sold by the thousand tons a year in 
Pittsburg and in Chicago, to be converted into steel, and we are 
now competitors in the pig iron that makes steel. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman does not want to mislead the 
House, either? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly not. : 

Mr. DALZELL. Yon can not make a ton of steel ont of South- 
ern pig iron except by the basic process. We do not use the basic 
process. So that the 8 assertion that his people are 
selling iron in our market to be made into steel is an absurdity of 
the very worst kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman deny that Mr. Carnegie 
ordered our iron for the purpose of steel making? 

Mr. DALZELL. I certainly do. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has been so reported in the press. Iknow 
we do not make bessemer pig, but ouriron is converted into steel 
by other processes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Carnegie told me—— 

Mr. DALZELL. He does not make steel by the basic process, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know what process he uses. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will not the gentleman confess that foundry 
or forge iron can not be made into steel by any other process than 
the basic process? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I admit that our iron must be treated differ- 


ently from Joam 
Mr. DALZELL. Does not the gentleman admit, furthermore, 
that we do not use the basic process in the North? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not know that. I know our iron is be- 
ing used for steel purposes in the North, or I have been so informed. 
r. SMITH of Arizona. What is it bought for, if not for that? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Itis being bought for the purpose of making 
steel in the North. The gentleman, I fear, has not got his facts 
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right to-day. That is one of the active demands we have in the 
North now. I thought 1 was justified, Mr. Chairman, in setting 
right the facts concerning the shipping of pig iron. As I have 
already stated, we ship more pig iron one fom shipped more pig 
iron across the ocean in the past year than was imported into the 
whole United States; and when à single iron firm in the South 
exceeds in its exports the whole importation of pig iron into the 
United States, what is the use of talking about protecting the iron 
industry with import duties on pig iron? You may fool some- 
body. ere may be some yet who are not acquainted with the 
facts. There may be yet some who believe that it can be done. 
Mr. Chairman, I represent two of the biggest iron furnaces in the 
South, and I represent hundreds of square miles of the most 
aaa te coking-coal lands in the United States. I go through 
em: every year, and therefore have means of knowing what I 
am talking about. 
' Mr. Chairman, the progress of the South has-been truly wonder- 
ful in developing manufactures in the last quarter of a century. 
Not only do they manufacture iron on a large scale, but cotton as 
Well. We manufacture about a million bales of cotton a year. 
We are but starting, compared with what we propose to do. We 


export largely lumber,. pig iron, cotton and cotton goods, iron 
ipes, wooden wares, marble, and many other Tingi that. might 
mentioned. We-will make an exhibit at Nashville, Tenn., this 


year that Will astonish the world. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to call atten- 
tion at this juncture of affairs toa matter that I think it is proper 
for the committee to begin to consider. We have been engaged 
since yesterday morning in the discussion of this bill under the 
five-minute rule in the Committee of the Whole, and we have 
been making very slow progress. Weare just now at Ti, and 
have not gotten near through with the chemical schedule. If in 
one day and a little over we advance eleven pages, in the three 
remaining days allowed for the discussion of this bill before the 
vote is finally taken we shall reach only about the forty-fourth or 
the forty-fifth page. 

A MEMBER- And we are going slower all the time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, at that rate 
the great bulk of this bill will not be examined or discussed at all 
by this committee. The woolen schedule and other very impor- 
tant schedules: will not even be reached. Now,.I know that in the 
Committee of the Whole there is a great deal of liberality and lati- 
tude allowed in debate, but I submit whether or not the irrelevant 
debate that has been ee in this morning is proper under the 
circumstances. We have had here a discussion for the last hour 
upon the question of pig iron, not upon the item of the bill under 
consideration at all, not even arising on the chemical schedule. I 
do not mean any particular reflection on the gentlemen who have 
been engaged in this discussion, but it seems to have been largely 
irrelevant and liberally participated in, too, by the gentlemen who 
have the bill in charge: 

What is to be the result of allthis? Take anindividualinstance. 

have some constituents Who are dissatisfied with certain provi- 
sions of this bill which have not yet been reached. When the 
proper time comes, when these provisions are reached, I desire to 
offer some amendments to them, and also to speak briefly and 
pointedly in support of those amendments. I am not satisfied 
simply to go to the Committee on Ways and Means and invoke 
the privilege which they have under the rule, and ask them if the. 
are willing to offer the amendments I desire as committee amend- 
ments. I want an opportunity in behalf of my constituents to 
present these amendments myself, and to briefly say why I think 
they should be adopted by the committee. There are many other 

entlemen upon this floor who are in the same situation as myself. 
fh view of existing conditions, I am therefore constrained to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and. Means, having this 
bill in charge, whether it is not possible to expedite matters by 
confining the debate to that which is germane, and whether his 
committee, with the view of securing greater progress than we are 
now making, has considered the advisability and practicability of 
extending the time [laughter on the Democratic side] by having 
night sessions, that we may have ample opportunity to examine 
the whole bill in detail. K and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] I think gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
were a little premature in their applause. I believe it is the 
first time I have ever had the pleasure of evoking applause on the 
Democraticside.. Ireally begin to suspect that lam somewhat in 
danger of going wrong. 

But, seriously, Mr. Chairman, if we are to have an opportunity 
to intelligently examine this bill in its entirety, and submit proper 
amendments, and pass upon the most important parts of the bill, 
we must make more rapid progress than we have been making. 
I think it is my duty, as a representative of a constituency upon 
this floor who desire that I shall offer some amendments, and sub- 
mit a few brief remarks upon them, that I should call the attention 
of the Chair and the Committee on Ways and Means to the fact, 
already quite apparent, that we are proceeding in a very dilatory 


manner and that very much is being said which is entirely irrele- 
vant to the schedules talked about. If the debate could be re- 
stricted to a reasonable point and gentlemen in arguing these 
matters should confine themselves directly to the subject-matter 
under consideration, we should certainly make greater progress 
and in the end results would be more satisfactory. 

Mr. DENGLEY. 1 desire to make an observation in rd to 
this matter. I think the criticism of the gentleman from Indiana 
is well founded. Gentlemen are aware of the fact that yesterday 
morning, when this bill came up, when we began to consider the 
bill by paragraphs, a debate was thrust upon us on a subject with 
which the paragraph that we had under consideration had not the 
slightest connection, and it lasted nearly three hours, the respon- 
sibility for which did-not rest on this side or with the Committee 
on Ways and Means. You are also aware that this morning the 
same kind of debate was again thrust upon us, having no refer- 
ence to the paragraph before the committee. But it is impossible 
when the gentlemen on the other side proceed to assault the gen- 
eral provisions and policy that are pores in this bill and certain 
items in it that there should not some response to what has 
been said. It has been the endeavor of the Committee on Ways 
and Means to hold the committee to the consideration of the par- 
agraphs as we proceeded; and it is not our fault that this has not 
been done. . 

J also call attention to the fact that this morning we desired to 
hold the consideration of the committee to the paragraphs before 
us. but it is impossible for us to do it under the-rules of the House 
in Committee of the Whole, as they have been. constantly con- 
strued, without the cooperation of all the members. If gentle- 
men choose to precipitate a debate on any of these paragraphs 
upon subjects entirely different, the Committee on Ways and 
Means is not responsible. I certainly agree with the gentleman 
from Indiana that it is exceedingly desirable that this committee 
should go forward with this bill, taking up each paragraph as it 
may be read, and confining the discussion to that particular 
agraph, and the committee will endeavor in every way possible 
to eee e that purpose within the time designated by the 
order of House. But if gentlemen on the other side persist in 
constantly injeeting discussions upon subjects outside of that, 
they must expect some response. If this course of the other side 
results in a failure to reach many schedules under the five-minute 
rule, let the responsibility rest Where it belongs. 
= . i Time for debate on this paragraph is ex- 

an i 

Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. McMILEIN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I think we ought to have a word in reply to 
the gentleman from Maine.. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not concur with the criticism made by the 

ntleman from Indiana and the chairman of the Committee on 

ays and Means. Ihave been a constant attendant upon all the 
tariff debates since the Forty-eighth Congress, and the RECORD 
will show that the same line of debate was pursued in the discus- 
sion of former tariff bills that has been followed since we entered 
. — the consideration of this bill under the flve-minute rule. 
course we opunga on Boup sides of the Chamber is fully 


in harmony with all the preceden 
that this side of the House 


Mr. Chairman, it can not be e 

will sit quietly in their seats and allow this bill, carrying over$113,- 
000,000 of additional tax burdens, aud involving more than five 
times that amount for the benefit of manufacturers, to pass with- 
out criticism. It can not be expected that we will desist from all 
legitimate assaults upon those provisions of the bill which increase 
the tax rates even above those of the McKinley law. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit 
me 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do agree, however, with the gentleman from 
Indiana in the su tion that in some way the time for debate 
under the five-minute rule should be extended. If the other side 
of the House insist upon debate at night, lam even willing to come 
here and consider the paragraphs in that way. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman must. not under- 
stand me as objecting to pertinent debate. It was the irrelevant 
character of the debate that I called attention to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, sir, [have not heard a single observa- 
tion since this debate began at 10 o'clock yesterday morning that 
was not inent to the avowed purposes of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is a very remarkable state- 
ment on the part of the gentleman. 

Mr. V. The discussion may not at all times have re- 
lated directly to the specific schedule under consideration, but it 
did relate to the main question, it did relate to the propositions to 
increase taxation by more than $113,000,000 and to encourage 
the industries of the United States.” The debate has been perti- 
nent, it has been relevant, and, in the main, instructive. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from Indiana will press his 
suggestion that the Committee on Rules bring in an order giving 
the House addi time to consider the items of the bill. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. 
consent at os time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And when the committee rises and we get 
into the House some gentleman on this side will ask unanimous 
consent, if the gentleman from Indiana will not, that the time for 
discussion be extended, so that the House may have opportunity 
to fully consider this measure, affecting nearly all the vital inter- 
ests of the United States. As suggested by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, I want to stand here and now to advocate the rights 
even of the gentleman from Indiana. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] He states that some of the schedules of the bill are 
not satisfactory to his people, and that he desires to amend them. 
He has that right. It is his duty and his privilege under the Con- 
stitution, or it ought to be his privilege, to offer such amendments 
as he thinks desirable, and to support them by proper arguments. 
The gentleman from Indiana, however, intimates, even at this 
stage of consideration, that he is not likely to have the opportu- 
nity, and it is quite likely that the apprehension is well founded. 
Therefore, I trust the gentleman will insist, ‘‘in season and out of 
season,” for such a change in the order providing for the considera- 
tion of the bill as will enable this great Committee of the Whole to 
examine every item in this comprehensive measure of taxation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. r. Chairman——. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I move tostrike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the pending motion. . 

Mr..McMILLIN. I withdraw the motion, Mr. Chairman, 

ai JOHNSON of Indiana. I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana” can stand for 
his own rights upon this floor and does not require that the 
gentleman from Missouri or any other gentleman shall stand for 
him; nor will he permit the gentleman from Missouri to put him 
in a false attitude on this question. When the gentleman talks 
about the necessity for gentlemen on his side having the oppor- 
tunity to denounce what he is pleased to style the iniquities of 
this tariff bill, I want to call attention to the fact that ample op- 
portunity was given for that fustian in the time granted for gen- 
eral debate preceding the beginning of this discussion under the 
five-minute rule. Several days and several nights were assigned 
during which gentlemen might deal in glittering generalities and 
try to make ponpa: capital out of the tariff question; and if I 
mistake not, the gentleman from Missouri had his day in court on 
this line and improved his 8 to the fullest. Lam a little 
surprised that a man of the legislative ar ig Soper of the gentle- 
man from Missouri should rise here and, in view of what has 
occurred on this day, state to this committee that he has not heard 
a solitary word spoken in connection with this schedule that was 
not entirely proper and relevant to it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not say that. I said I had heard nothing 
that was not relevant to the general question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. There was a long debate here awhile 
ago between the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzELL] on 
the one side and certain gentlemen from Tennessee on the other 
side, who seemed to be animated by a spirit of State pride as to 
whether or not pig iron was manufactured in the State of Ten- 
nessee by convict labor. Was that relevant to this schedule? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side can not obscure 
the issue. If they will stop irrelevant debate, there is yet time 
enough to permit full consideration of these schedules and of any 
amendments that may be offered. There is no necessity for any 
extraordinary length of time in which to discuss this bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, if gentlemen will confine their remarks to 
the subject directly under consideration in each instance; but if 
they are to follow the suggestion of the «entleman from Missouri 
ca are to take time, upon this schedule relating to“ medicinal 
preparations containing alcohol,” to discuss the question whether 
or not pig iron is manufactured in Alabama or Tennessee by con- 
vict labor, the Lord only knows when we shall reach an end. 

I repeat, gentlemen can not befog the issue. They can not take 
my remarks as giving any sanction to their claim that the major- 
ity have stifled debate and to their proposition that we shall occupy 
from now until the dog days in discussing this bill, when the 
country is demanding prompt and y action. I say again if 
gentlemen will confine themselves to pertinent debate we shall 
make progress, and when the proper time comes I will see to it 
that the wants and desires of my constituents are presented to 
this committee for consideration. There will be ample chance for 
me to do this if the debate can be held within proper limits and 
to matters which are germane; otherwise not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
that on a great measure of this character, affecting the interests 
of all the people, the most liberal debate should be allowed. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania asked the gentleman from Tennes- 
see if certain Tennessee furnaces were in blast. I will inform 
him that in the hearings before our committee it was stated that 
under the McKinley bill there were 137 in blast; and under the 


We on this side will give unanimous 
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Wilson bill the furnaces in blast in the United States had in- 
creased to 242, many of those which have gone in blast being in 
the Southern States. 
Now, I want to correct some errors into which my friend has 
fallen. And I ask to have read a letter which a year ago I pre- 
əd at the request of the publishers of the Cincinnati Gazette. 
t gives some information in regard to the iron industry in Ala- 
bama, information derived largely from the managers of furnaces 
in that State. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 


The Tennessee Iron and Coal Company have shipped from their Alabama 
mines during the three years, 1892- an annual ave of 848,880 gross tons 
of iron ore, and the average annual production of pig iron in the State for 
these three years has been 744,858 gross tons. A comparison of these 
with the production of fo countries shows that Alabama now uces 
almost as much h pig iron as Russia or Austria and Hungary, more than Bel- 

um, almost twice as much as Sweden and Norway, three times as much as 

in, and ten times as much as the combined total production of Canada, 

xico, Africa, . India, Greece, and I y; and in a fow years 
it will produce more of metal than any other country on earth, exce t 
Great Britain, and its production will not be equaled by any State in the 
8 a t R ini industries is 1. ly d 

. ma's great progress in iron es arge ue to the exce 

tional advantages enjoyed by having all the materials for making that pee 
in great abundance in close taposition and so near the surface that they 
can be assembled and manufactured into iron of a superb quality cheaper 


mies adopted have 5 reduced the cost of production. 


Cost per ton of pig iron. 
1891. 1895. 
Ore, coke, and lime rock assor eana rnana . 205 . 1025 
‘Wages and salaries 2.2... 2-200 nese ---------2n- s 777 5 9143 
Otiier Mba sa E SRN N 5⁰ 257⁰ 
Mr TTT 10.072 5. 2788 


When manufactures were in their infancy and the necessities of an un- 
8 country were son as to consume the 8 of American in- 


age of 35 per cent of the world’s production of those — 7 staples coal, iron 
of the wheat, 75 per cent 


many staple articles cheaper than any other locality, it is manifest that 
ve the protacts of ‘Ameria toil should 8 


the study o 
Experience has taught us that eg operon zh tariffs have invited re- 
taliatory laws which have — American labor of the markets for their 
enjoy wails under a reasonable tariff upon 
a revenue basis we are able to esta’ relations with other countries which 
secure us heavy for American wares. 
Under the reduced tariff rates of 1894, Alabama is profitably shipping her 
iron to Engiand in such immense quantities that the London m and Coal 
Trade Review, in referring to the arrival of several cargoes of Alabaina iron, 


says: 
England is threatened with an invasion of American iron. This is 
one of the most serious blows to the supremacy of Great in as a manu- 


turing nation. 

The tariff bill of 1894 took a tariff of 100 per cent off iron cotton ties and 
made them free, and the advocates of 8 contended that bt 
would no longer be manufactured in the United States, and that Englan 
would se Be demand for that article; but 8 the reverse has taken 
place. 17, 1896, the Cleveland World tells us that the Youngstown 
Onto) eee AN. fav 1 in filling an immense foreign order for iron cot- 

The order is from Bombay, India. An immense amount of cotton ties has 
already been shipped, but this will form but a small part of the order.” 

Before the reading of the foregoing was concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] has Siew 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is very little of that paper 
left. I should like to have it all read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be printed. By 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Very well; I will ask to have it 
printed in the RECORD. Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is no ob- 
jection, I simply want to call the attention of my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] tothe last paragraph of that statement, in 
Te: to BE cd 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama is proceeding 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I refer to the statement with 
reference to a telegram sent from Youngstown, stating that the 
Youngstown iron men had been receiving large orders from India 
for iron ties, and were filling them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that debate on the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was a to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the formal amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana will be considered as withdrawn. 
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There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


66. Phenacetin, in bulk, or otherwise, not specially provided for in this act, 
8 cents per ounce; in small powders, 10 cents per ounce, including weight of 
per wrappers; antipyrin, 18 cents per ounce; antitoxin or antidiphtheritic 
Eam. if of 100 units or less of antitoxic strength, 12 cents; and 12 cents for 
each additional 100 units or fractional part thereof of antitoxic strength. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Lask that this paragraph be passed over, with 
the right to recur to it hereafter, The committee are investigat- 
ing some facts in connection with the graph, 
he CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Ways 
aph No. 66 be 


and Means [Mr. DINGLEY] asks consent that para, 
esire. Is there 


passed over till such time as the committee may 
Objection? The Chair hears none, 
e Clerk read as follows: 

73. carbonate of soda, or concentrated soda c: or monohy- 
e of koda; one-half of 1 cent per 8 > 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer to amend this 8 by inserting, 
after the word!“ pound,” in line 24, page 12, “chlorate of soda, 3 
cents per pound. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will ask the gentleman whether that 
article has been taxed heretofore? 

Mr. PAYNE. Chlorate of soda is an article similar to chlorate 
of potash and is used for the same pu Chlorate of potash, 
in the portion of the bill already passed, bears a duty of 3 cents a 
pound. The two articles being similar, I offer this amendment, 
with the approval of the committee, in order to make the bill 
harmonious in this respect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

74. Hydrate of, or caustic soda, one-half of 1 cent per pound; nitrate of 
soda, 24 cents per pound; hypo-sulphite and sulphide of soda, one-half of 1 
cent per pound, 7 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of laying before the House some information 
which I have received from constituents of mine in regard to the 
soda business. I holdinmyhanda letter from the Michigan Alkali 
chance dated Wyandotte, Mich., March 16, 1897, in which it is 
stated: 


We manufacture soda ash and caustic soda, 


lar plant ($2,500,000), and now, after . we can successfully 
ufacture this product, as evidenced by the 


con- 
y the year. Now, what is the 
made, for less 
ich they hope 


paved eal of ash in this country, paid that amount 
rice to-day? Quotations are offered, and contracts are be 
han $12 per ton, the idea being to put the ash at a price at w. 
it will be impossible for us to man ture. When we the erection 
of our plant, we expected legitimate competition, and we constructed our 
factories with this expectation, but with no idea t foreign ash would be 
allowed to come in and sell below the actual cost of production. But without 
taking up your valuable time in ment or stating other facts, we ask 
and want a specific duty on soda ash of three-eighths of a cent per pound, 
whereas it is now only one-fourth of a cent per pound. 
On caustic soda we ask and want a ic duty of 1 cent per pound, 
whereas the present rate is one-half cent per pound. 
Soda ash, you will understand, enters acts into the manufacture of all 
kinds ao glass, soap, paper, — S wherever a pure form of alkali is 


n drate or caustic e by first dissolving soda caus- 
— the quor, then an expensive system of g and concentrating to 
crys tion. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to offer an amendment to this 
paragraph, as it would destroy the symmetry of the bill, for it is 
well known that caustic soda and soda ash enter largely as a basis 
into the manufacture of many articles, such as glass, paper, soaps, 
etc., so that a change in this part of the bill would necessarily 
compel the committee to change the provisions with reference to 
other articles, My purpose at present is simply to lay this infor- 
mation before the House and the committee to make further 
examination on this subject. I should like to have the duty on 
caustic soda 1 cent per pound, and on soda ash three-eighths of a 
cent per pound, in order that the industry interested may be prop- 
erly protected, The plant of these manufacturers was erected 
under the McKinley law, when the rate was higher. I ask that 
pee protection may be given to the interests of gentlemen who 

ave invested two million and a half of dollarsin a new enterprise. 
The importations affecting this manufacture are now about the 
same that they werein 1890. We ask simply a continuance of the 
duty in the then existing law. 

The fall in the price of the article cited and the conditions to 
which I have referred are proof conclusive that the duty which 
has been levied is not a tax, as it has lessened the product from 
$36 to $12 a ton in price. 

ash is manufactured largely from brine, limestone, and 
water, of which we have unlimi uantities. We have lime- 
stone and water in abundance, and brine, which is simply salt 


water, sufficient to enable us to make all that the country requires, 
We are making plate glass now equal to the very best in France, 


Germany, or England. I ask the committee, therefore, to con- 
sider the question, and hope they will do as I request them with- 
out offering an amendment at this particular point. I ask them 
to take this under consideration, and place such a duty upon this 
article after that investigation as may seem necessary. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Chairman, I desire to add a word to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SPALDING]. 

The mountain country that I represent has large alkali inter- 
ests, and the alkali industries there are capable of great develop- 
ments if we are accorded simply the same fair treatment that is 
accorded to other sections of the country. 

The United Alkali Company of England has almost monopolized 
the alkali business of the world. And it is true, as the gentleman 
2 that the company is interested in breaking down similar 
ndustries in this country, and is in the custom of sending here its 
surplus products of the various alkalies, with a view to breaking 
down our domestic industries. 

Now, so far as this schedule is concerned, relating to borax and 
soda, I do not think the committee has given fair consideration 
to the questign or has given that poe which it should to 
this 3 I believe that there been an effort in the prep- 
aration of the bill to so shape the duties as to place them some- 
where between the duties of the McKinley Act and the duties of 
the Wilson Act. The borax and soda interests of the country were 
developed by the McKinley Act. ey lants that were erected 
in the West were almost ruined by the low duties fixed by the 
Wilson Act, and yet we find that very few of the duties relating 
to borax and soda have been increased, and that is particularly so 
in reference to borax. 

Refined borax under the McKinley Act was 5 cents a pound 
and under the Wilson Act 2 cents a pound. Under the present 
act it is proposed to fix the duty at 3 cents a pound; but almost 
all other forms of borax remain about as they were under the 
Wilson Act. 

Now, assuming that refined borax should stand at 8 cents a 
pound, it is clear that there should bea 5 rate fixed 
upon other materials containing borax, and that proportion should 
be established according to the active principle of borax, namely, 
boracic anhydride, which in the refined borax constitutes 36 per 
cent of the material. Anhydride means without water. 

The borates of lime imported into this country from Turkey 
contain 56 to 70 per cent of boracic anhydride, and yet the duty 
is placed at 2 cents a pound. 

o it lies in the power of the foreign producer of the borate of 
lime to evade the duty on refined borax by importing borate of 
lime, and as he can get enough borax in a pound of borate of lime 
to make 2 pounds of refined borax, he thus substitutes a duty 
payment of 2 cents for a duty of 6 cents, Iam told that they take 
advantage of this largely; that these Turkish borates of lime are 
calcined, dried, the water eva ted, and are introduced in that 
form, after which the refined borax is made from them. 

Now, it is true, Mr. Chairman, that we have passed by the 
schedule to which I refer; but I trust the committee, with ample 
power to make amendments, will takeit under consideration and 
offer the ne correction. If it be true that borax is to be 
the basic rate of the borax schedule, then you have got a classifi- 
cation which will put all the crude borax, borate of soda,and 
borate of lime, containing more than 36 per cent of boracic anhy- 
anae, at a much less rate of duty proportionately than the refined 
borax. 

Now, a word in reference to the soda. I join in thesuggestion 
of the gentleman from Michigan that this duty should be raised 
upon the soda ash from one-fourth to three-eighths of a cent a 
pound. I have received numerous telegrams and letters from the 
people of the mountain regions in reference tothis. They say that 
vast quantities of English soda ash are imported to the injury of 
the American products. It isa fact, as stated by the gentleman 
from Michigan, that the protection hitherto afforded to the 


alkalies—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NEWLANDS, I ask to be permitted to proceed for two 
minutes longer. : 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the gentleman will 
proceed. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. It is a fact that under the protection 
afforded by the tariff duties the price of the alkalis has been 
enormously reduced in this country, Borax has been reduced 
from 25 cents a pound to 6 or 7 cents a pound, and the rates on 
soda have been reduced in a similar proportion. It is true that 
these chemicals enter very largely into the production of glass, 
earthenware, and other manufactured products. Possibly there 
may be some necessary readjustment of the other schedules, if 
these are increased. But the very large importations of soda ash 
into this country, this very cheap and crude product, certainly 
works to the impairment of the domestic industry. 
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Now, gentlemen, I speak in behalf of the alkali region, a 


region 
which the Republican party has not treated with liberality or 
generosity. You have destroyed the basic industry of that entire 
region, the industry upon which all other industries, commercial, 
banking, and transportation, are built up; and now you seek to 
establish, through this act, a law of equality and justice which 
will protect the industries of every section of the country, and I 
ask you to revive these struggling industries that take the place, 
in some degree at least, of the great industry which you have 
impaired and nearly destroyed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I believe there is no motion pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to my friend that we hope to be 
able to get along a little faster with this bill. There is no motion 


pending. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I will not delay the committee unneces- 
sarily; but [ want to say that I congratulate the committee upon 


having a fair and square debater in the person of the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. NewLaNnps]. He comes and states fairly and 
squarely that he wants higher duties upon these items in order 


that the manufacturer may make more money out of them. 

Mr. SPALDING, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

uestion a 
= Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwant to know what the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] is going to say and what the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HorkIxs] is going to say in reply to 
that honest and square argument of the gentleman from Nevada. 
They wanted these duties increased in order that they might be 
sold more cheaply to the consumer; but the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDs], honest as he is, comes and says he 
wants them increased in order that the mauufacturers may make 
more money for themselves. Now, if you can harmonize those 
two positions, I shall be satisfied and not ask for any further 
debate upon this item. 

5 DINGLEY. I move that debate upon this paragraph be 
closed. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
moves that debate on this paragraph be closed. 

The motion was to, : 
Fa Clerk (pr ing with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 


77. Sulphate of soda, or salt cake, or niter cake, $1.25 per ton. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that both those items were on the free list under 
the Wilson Act. 

Mr. DALZELL. We know that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They are now put upon the tax list at 
the rate of $1.25 a pound. ey were free of duty under the act 
of 1894, and it is a remarkable fact that as to the latter item, salt 
cake or niter cake, notwithstanding that item was on the free list, 
there was an importation of 11,469 tons, and under the McKin- 
ley law, at $1.25 a ton, there was imported in one year 19,723 tons, 
or nearly double as much imported when the tax was $1.25 as 
when it was free of duty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was because the Wilson bill destroyed 
the industries which made use of this article. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The amount of tax that the change will 
bring is only about $15,000, and it seems to me that it is unneces- 
sary to put an additional tax of $1.25 per ton upon these two 
items, when it will raise only so small an amount of revenue to 
the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

; The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 
OWS: 
Brick and tile: 
83. Fire-brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in nef 


30 per centad valorem; enam 


spar, embossed, mtal, 
rated, and all other earthenware tiles for floors and walls, valued at 


not exceeding 40 cents per square foot, & cents per square foot; ex- 
ceeding 40 cents per square foot, 10 cents per square fout and 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, before leaving the tile sched- 
ule, I move to strike out the proposed rates of duty and to insert 
the rates of duty under the present law. Z 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amiendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Pista out the proposed rates of duty and substitute the ratein the Wilson 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 


speak on that amendment. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Against the amendment? 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; for the purpose of being 
recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] did great injustice to our Re- 
publican friends when he . to enumerate all the advan- 
tages they claim for taxation. e says the gentleman from Ne- 
vada [Mr. NEwLANDs] honestly says that he wants a protective 
tariff use it will increase the price of the manufactured arti- 
cle, and that other gentlemen say that they want a protective tariff 
because it will benefit the people by decreasing the price of man- 
ufactured articles; then, others say they want a protective tariff 
because they contend that it will increase the price of labor. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] gave another 
reason for wanting taxes. In his speech in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress he used this language: 

Jaffrm that there is no ter evidence of civilization, Chris — 
tion, than taxation, and ths S of taxation per capita 8 wee 

The gentleman also says: 


Taxation, instead of being a necessary evil, is no evil; itis not only neces- 
sary but beneficent. 
The gentleman again asks in his great speech: 
I would like to ask tlemen what ataxis? If taxation is ben: 
why do you have taxatio n? aos pioni 
The gentleman also asserts that— 
Taxation is but the Government taking a part of the oe the citi- 


zen soa poting it for the citizen to better advantage than he can himself 
spen 


Mr DOCKERY. Are you reading from some Democratic 
speech? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am reading from the speech of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. I believe 
that enumerates all the grounds upon which the Republicans de- 
mand taxation; first, to increase the price of the products; second, 
to decrease the price of the products; third, to increase the wages 
of laborers; fourth, because it will benefit the people who pay the 
tax by giving evidence of their Christian civilization [laughter on 
the Democratic side]; fifth, because the Government can spend a 
man’s money better than he can spend it himself. [Laughter on 
the Democratie side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand a letter 
which I received from the agent of the largest manufacturer of 
encaustic tiles in the United States, which is a reply to the letter 
of the gentleman who imports tiles into the United States in 
opposition to the home manufacturer. I desire to place it in the 
RECORD without reading, unless some gentleman demands its 
reading, if I can have consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be read in the gentleman’s time, or 
does the tleman simply desire it to be printed? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I simply desire it to be printed, following 
the letter the gentleman from Tennessee has presented. 

Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. MAGUIRE. Let it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be read in the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not have it read. I will have it 
printed without being read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is only doing it for the 
— — of annoyance. I Will let the gentleman know that I 
understand the rule under which we are operating. He can not 
object. I will print it now, simply to show him that he is wrong, 

The letter is as follows: 

New York, March 25, 1397. 

DEAR Str: I am in receipt of the statement kony sent me by you, and beg 
to return same with my best thanks. In reading it I find that the arguments 
8 therein are 2 as a importer 2 oni to get as —— duty 
8 Ww e rican manutacturer and wor. gman 

That the schedule of prices is apne misleading there is no doubt 
about, from the fact that extremely low only have been taken into 
consideration in figu: out the 8 whereas the higher prices, 
men 8 a iderable amount of all importations, have been left 
ow 8 

The statement that importations in tiles fell from 227,063 in 1893 to 121,312 
in 1896, coupled with the remark that “this clearly demonstrates that even 
at lower of duty the American manufacturers made such strides as to 
reduce the volume of importations,” is also misleading, as it might conve 
the idea that the decrease in imports could be accounted for by an i 
amount of business in domestic tiles. This is not so, for if imports have 
fallen — — have the sales of the American products, and both these facts 
are to be laid at the door of hard times and stagnation of trade, which were 
general all over this 8 during the times referred to. 

While 1 do not want to e up too much of your valuable time, I want to 
say that I fully e a move like the one now made on the part of the 
— — 5 interests are in direct opposition to those of the American 
he meeting of manufacturers in Fee referred to Ihave never known 


anything about, but if the remarks refe to a meeting held in this city in 
Soledare, 1877 7 wish to state that same was not held in order to formulate 


a trust.“ but simply for the of finding some means of placing the 
domestic tile indus “ape a pd which would be the means of discontinuing 
— — ruinous competition brought about through under valuations of foreign 


and to enable the manufacturers to continue paying their workmen 
such wages as they are now earning. 
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I have communicated with Mr. F. W. Walker, chairman of our committee, 
whom have sent a copy of the importere statement, and you will undoubt- 
edly hear from him by return mai 

Believe me, dear sir, yours, respectfully, 


B. FISCHER, 
President of A. E. T. Co., Limited. 
Gen. C. H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Only a word in addition. This is one 
article that illustrates the o tion of a protective tariff in this 
country. Before that article of encaustic tiles was ever placed 
upon the dutiable list the Government of the United States wanted 
to buy a quantity of this article for the decoration of one of its 
public buildings. It was offered the tile at $1.30 a foot. That 
was the best offer it could get. A duty was placed upon this arti- 
cle, I think in the act of 1883, for the first time. Very large in- 
dustries in that line have grown up. One of the best industries 
in the State of Ohio is located at Zanesville for the manufac- 
ture of this article, and it makes the most beautiful tiles, orna- 
mented and decorated; made anywhere in the world. The same 
is true of another manufactory at Indianapolis, Ind. The demand 
of the people of the United States is practically met by these two 
manufactories. The same quality of tile that was sold at $1.30 a 
foot, if I am right—it was not less than that—is now teing sold to 
the public in this country at 30 cents a foot. I hope there will be 
no amendment to this section. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In explanation of what the gentleman has 
said, I want to have read the schedule that I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, showing what rates of duty these tiles will bear under the 
proposed rate. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The difference is that the statement is not 
true. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will let the two go together. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have spent days and almost weeks in the 
examination of this question, so as to give it the best investigation. 
The statement from the other side is not true. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
a schedule showing the rates of duty that these tiles will bear. I 
will ask the Clerk first to read the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sin: I beg to call your attention to the following facts: 

Under the McKinley Act, so called, the duty on tile was placed as follows: 

“Tiles, plain, not glazed, ornamented, painted, enameled, vitrified, or deco- 
rated. 25 per cent ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled, vitri- 
fied, or decorated, and encaustic, 45 cent ad valorem.” 

Under the Wilson Act, so called, the duty on tiles was placed as follows: 

“Tiles, plain, not glazed, ornamented, painted, enameled, vitrified, or deco- 
“rated, 25 per cent ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled, vitri- 
fied, or decorated, and encaustic, 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

In other words, the McKinley and Wilson tariffs pieced the same duty (25 
8 on the inferior grades of tiles. while on the higher grades the Wilson 
ft uced the rate by 5 per cent only. 

eee e ee ts the Burean ok Beasties of tne AFATI De, 
3 (Gommerce and Navigation, 1893, volume 2, page 1143), were as fol- 


S: 
Tiles, not glazed, ornamented, painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated, 
2 per cent. 


Value. | Duty. 


Tiles, ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled, vitrified or decorated, and 
all encaustic. 


The best obtainable information puts the volume of domestic business in 
ae — — te 8 tor the last six it 
e ave: Topor on per year for the 
will be seen that pet 


es 
The pen tariff bill (the Dingley Act) wake ore to su te 0 

and pk seo duties for ad 9 and places the rates as follows: 
„Tiles, gla: unglazed, encaustic, ce’ i 


— . ee e 
embossed, ename ornamen hand pain ecorated, and o r 
earthenware tiles for floors Sel aati rule oy ea — 


square foot, 8 cents per square foot; exceeding 40 cents per square foot, 10 
cents per square foot and 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

This involves a new. complex, and wholly misleading classification, inas- 
much as it raises the duties of three-fourths of the tiles imported from the 
highest duties ever levied, 25 per cent and 45 per cent, 5 under the 
McKi Act, to 88 per cent and even in some instances per cent. Accord- 
ing to the statement made before the Ways and Means Committee on Janu- 
ary 8, 1897, by Mr. F. W. Walker, representing the tile manufacturers of the 
United States, the McKinley Act resulted in increasing the output of Ameri- 
can tile factories almostdouble. (See Hearings, Schedule B, page 173.) 
If that be true, why this tremendous increase now? Theenforcement of the 
Trapos rates would absolutely render the importation of tiles prohibitory. 

e following table shows in detail the true meaning of the specific rates 
as proposed in the Dingley bill: 


Proposed 
duty 
ic equiv-| per foot. per cent. 
ent per foot. 


Description. 


5 glazed wall tiles, first 9 cents.. 


BaN: en 


— t TES 


ds 
1 


. 
LON 


In support of the acen: 


of the foregoing, I am red to furnish 
invoices and price lists, both 2 i —.— 3 


and domestic. 


honorable commi to provide so excessive an increase for the rates of the 
McKinley tariff. To render ons more difficult and encourage home 
ustry is one thing; to kill off all competition and create trusts is another. 
That the pr on result in the creation of a trust there 
is ample evidence. 
ta meeting held in Pittsburg in February, 1897, attended by the Ameri- 
can Encaustic i 


tie Tile Company, 1 Company. Hamilton Tile Com- 
Hie Gon ny, OW Briggs prick And Ti C Providential Tile Com 
e Com x rick an e Com A videntia è Com- 
bertson Art Tile ed States i 

to March 11. 1807 B t this meeting has been postponed, awni 
arranged for Bu meeting n await; 
the tariff question. ing 

The formation of the new “tile trust is even now under way. A b 

to be signed by those jaining it, is now in possession of the Hon. WILLIAM 
B. ALLISON, Senator from Iowa. It provides for all the conditions imposed 
by a trust—limit of manufacturers’ product, allotment of production, agents, 


prices, ts, and, in short, all the provisions of a trust. 

In submit these facts for your consideration, I beg to state that they 
can 8 ted in each and every particular by documents now in my 
possession. 


y. ete. 
The Hon. NRL.SON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Chairman Ways and Means Committee 
of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. This is a statement sent to the chairman of 
the committee as to the rates that these tiles would bear, and a 
copy sent to me at the same time. 

us we see, Mr. Chairman, according to this calculation, 
these tiles are raised all the way from 75 up to 250 per cent. These 
people figure what the rates are, and I give them for what they are 
worth, being the statement of an extensive dealer in these things, 
made to the chairman of the committee, and furnished also to the 
members of the committee, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. All I can say about itis that the gentle- 
men interested are very wide apart in their statements; and while 
it may be possible, upon some of the cheaper grades, which are 
now imported into the country, the rate of duty which we seek 
by the bill to establish will be a fair duty upon the higher grades, 
which are the competitive grades in this country. ' 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwould ask my friend from Ohio whether, in 
the schedule proposed by the committee, the rate of duty will not 
be higher on the coarser grades than it is on the finer grades? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. & higher percentage on the lower grades. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the coarser grades pay a higher rate 
than the lower grades. That is the difficulty; the coarser and 


lower bre of pay higher duty than the fine. 

Mr. ROSVENOR, Let me state that I have a great deal of 
trouble in ite myself hear 

Mr. Mc . I ask for order. I have the same trouble 
m 


„ GROSVENOR. And got it about the same time. [Langh- 

r. 
r. MCMILLIN. Les; both hoarse from speaking. % 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I ask that the gentleman may have time to 
complete his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentle- 
man will be extended. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave had no time on this proposition. 

The object that the committee had in substituting ific for 
ad valorem duties was this: In the first place, these cheap tiles, 
quoted in this letter at 3 cents a foot—foreign goods, which we 
know nothing about—do not come into this country, and are not 
a matter of competition, and are not in use by the people of this 
country. They are not so good as our common brick, and when 
you come to the intermediate grades then the duty will not be 
excessive, and not as high as the original duty under which this 
manufacture crew up to be profitable. 

Mr. STEELE. Notas high as in the Wilson bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nor not as high by a long way as in the 
Wilson bill. The ordinary grades enter into the adornment of 
our fireplaces and hearths, and all that sort of thing. Upon the 
higher and more decorative grades the rate is per 57 a trifle 
higher than in the Wilson bill and about the rate in the McKinley 
bill. So, Mr. Chairman, while the percentage may be figured out 
differently by an interested party segue Dis own basis, about 
oe know nothing, I believe there is nothing wrong about this 
sch e. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, I have been struggling to 

t to my feet in order to make some reply to the pleasantries that 
coe been indulged by certain of the members of the allied forces 
with reference to my remarks about the duty on alkalies. The 
gentleman from Tennessee congratulated me that I had admitted 
that the purpose of my suggestion was to increase the prices of 
domestic products. Well, I must admit that in this era of falling 

rices I would be glad to do anything to arrest the decline, I be- 

ieve in arresting this fall of prices, and I believe in any legislation 
that will accomplish that purpose, and I am not to be frightened 
by terms. 

N may call me a free trader, or a moderate protectionist, 
or a tariff revenue reformer, or a high protectionist—it makes no 
difference to me. I am in favor of a policy which, through legis- 
lation upon the tariff or upon any other question, will enable the 

ple of the United States to do their own work. [Applause on 
dhe Republican side.] And, Mr. Chairman, I do not think the 
Democratic party is any stranger to that policy, for, if I have 
read its record right, in much of the legislation it has enacted it 
has pursued the direct line of that policy. The Democratic party 
has at some era in its existence declared for free raw materials. 
What does that mean but protection to the manufacturer by ex- 
empting the raw products which enter into his manufactured 
oods from the usual burdens of tariff taxation? What is that 
ut protection to the manufacturer—in my judgment an odious 
form of protection, because it protects him to the exclusion of the 
producer of the raw material? [Applause on the Republican 
side. 
80 With reference to immi 


ation. The great Democratic party 
wisely took up the cry of 


mnis Kearney, The Chinese must 
. Why? use they realized that if the cheap labor of 
China were given admission to this country, we could not save our 
civilization. But if you exclude the producer of cheap products, 
I ask why should you not exclude, or, at all events, impede by 
legislation the admission of, the products of cheap producers? 
[Applause on the Republican side. 
Let me say further, Mr. Chairman, that I believe the American 
ple are tired of this battle over schedules, of this constant war- 
fare over economic questions. Every disturbance of the tariff at 
every election sends a shiver through all the various industries of 
the country, and I believe that so tired are the people that the 
tariff question will not enter into the political controversy two 
years hence. I believe that a tariff bill is being framed now that 
will last for at least ten years 1 on the Republican side], 
and as a member of the silver forces supporting that doctrine, 
which we know will alone restore prosperity to this country, I 
believe in eliminating the tariff issue. 
[aes the hammer fell. 
y unanimous consent, Mr. NEwLANDs’s time was extended two 
minutes. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I believe, I say, as a member of the Silver 
arty, in eliminating the tariff controversy. You did it in your 
[ast Democratic platform, gentlemen, and you did wisely. y 
did you eliminate it? Because you wanted to unite the friends of 
silver throughout the country, and you did not wish to introduce 
into the campaign any issue which might divide the friends of 
silver. Had you declared a similar truce with reference to other 
questions raised by your platform in the last campaign, my judg- 
ment is that the silver forces would have marched triumphantly 
tovictory. This is an important question, and I speak in all kind- 
ness and friendliness. e are all earnest and sincere and united 
upon one question. I ask that we shall all exercise the largest 
tolerance with reference to differences of opinion upon other ques- 


tions. It is the only way to win. It is the only way to unite the 
friends of silyer, and when you unite them, in my judgment, you 
will have six-tenths or seven-tenths of the people of the United 
States in one political organization. [Applause. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last three words. In respect to the amendment offered by my 
colleague, I want to say that I understand the effect of it is to re- 
duce the rate of taxation on this item to the rate fixed in the Wil- 
son bill, This pending bill raises the tax. This is the first time, 
in this Schedule B which we are now considering, that we have 
reached an item which raises the tax higher than it stood in the 
McKinley Act. Isubmitted some remarks this morning in respect 
to this schedule, and I want to call attention again to one or two 
facts. Schedule B begins with item No. 83 and ends with item 
No. 118. It covers 35 items. These items are again subdivided in 
some cases, but in 29 instances the taxes are raised in this sched- 
ule higher than they were under the McKinley law. 

Gentlemen may say that this is not a fair statement, that it is 
in some woy “juggling with figures,” but here is the comparative 
statement, here are these 35 items (if I have counted them cor- 
rectly, and I have tried to do so, though hurriedly). here are 29 
increases over and above therates carried in that justly condemned 
tariff act known as the McKinley law. I am not surprised, Mr. 
Chairman, that when we call attention to these facts, gentlemen 
on the other side undertake to say that we are “juggling with 
figures.“ There are 29 increases in this one schedule. isis the 
first, and I shall call attention to the others as they are reached in 
order, so that members of this committee will see and the ey 
will see that in at least a large number of cases the Ways an 
Means Committee, in framing this Dingley bill, have increased the 
rates above the rates in the McKinley law. 

The average rate of duty under the McKinley law upon the 
articles included in Schedule B was 51.21 per cent; the average 
rate under this bill is 52.62 per cent. Leaving out of consideration 
the Wilson law and compasing simply the McKinley law and the 
present bill, this bill makes a considerable increase in the rates 
of duty. Under the Wilson law the rate, as I showed this morn- 
ing, is 35 per cent. So that “juggling” or no “juggling,” the 
average increase by this bill on twenty-nine items or subitems in 
this schedule is what I have stated. The amount collected on 
Schedule B under the Wilson bill was $7,982,000. It is estimated 
that under the Dingley bill the same schedule will be increased 
to $12,292,000. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, at I want 
merely to emphasize the increase of duty made by this schedule, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Neyada will 
be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is now on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Cement, lime, and plaster: 

85. Roman, Portland, and other 8 cement, in barrels, sack: 
other pac 8 cents per 1 
kage; in bulk, 7 cents per I 
ad valorem. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. I sympathize with the remarks of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. JoHNson] inveighing against the great loss of time 
in the consideration of this measure upon matters not germane to 
the pending schedules. Sympathizing with those remarks, I wish 
to call the attention of this Committee of the Whole, and espe- 
cially of its Chairman, to a colloquy reported in the RECORD, on 
page 369. I had the honor to offer an amendment which I con- 
ceived to be germane to this bill. A point of order was made 
(without being generally heard, as I think, in the confusion) by 
the Chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, The collo- 
quy then proceeded as follows: 


an Sarr of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SmITH of Arizona. I respectfully take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and I desire to be heard on the appeal, unless we are to be abso- 
lutely and forever gagged. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. r SSE EA I make the point t the gentleman's 
ee that it is taken for the purpose of delay, and is so stated by the gen- 

eman— 

Where the gentleman got that idea I do not know; the RECORD 
does not show any such thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HorkINs] raises the 
point of order that the appeal is taken for delay, and that the gentleman 
making it has so stated. 

Mr. Surra of Arizona. If the Chair will bear with me 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to say that unless 
he could have time to do a certain thing he would appeal from the decision 
o? the Chair. Did the Chair understand the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What I said was said in my extreme desire to be 
heard on an amendment that I conceived to be germane, and I desired to de- 
bate the question as to whether the amendment was germane or not. 

The 1 The Chair sustains the point of order, and declines to 

appeal. 


resent. 


or 
unds, including weight of barrel or 
pounds; other cement, 20 per cent 
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tleman near me suggests, in the 
pride of my A iar and beauty.” {Laughter.] I was denied with- 


Thus I was cut off, asa 


out reason the right to be heard on my amendment and the right 
to submit an appeal. What was the treatment accorded by the 
Chair under exactly similar circumstances to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DE Anuoxpl, a gentleman who is an honor to this 
House, a credit to the great State from which he hails? [Ap- 
nlause on the Democratic side.] I read from the next page of the 
ECORD: 
. DINGLEY. I make a t of order inst the amendment. 

A. Sag oS I 1 be heard briefly on my —— of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman Missouri. 

Now, I desire to say, Mr. Chairman—and I say it tfully— 
that if you will apply to gentlemen on this side of the House and 
on the other side of the ber the same rule applied in my case, 
making a distinction in this respect between the gentleman from 
Missouri and myself—if you carry out that sort of ruling, I 
have no doubt we can proceed as fast with this bill as gentlemen 
on the other side may desire; we can get a vote on the bill in about 

minutes. [Laughter and applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

86. Lime, 5 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package. 

Mr. MAHANY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “five,” in line 21, page 14, and insert eight; so as to read: Lime, 
8 cents per 100 pounds,” etc. 

Mr. MAHANY. In support of this amendment I submit a let- 
ter from a great lime plant of the city of Buffalo. This letter is 
in itself a complete argument on this subject, and I trust that after 
hearing it read the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means will see fit not to interpose any objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEAR Sin: The lack of ad: te 
Sie 9 for — 
money in ding schoo! 
lam hot overestimating when i 
construction of said buildin; 
caused 


BUFFALO, N. Y., February 10, 1897. 
protection has k our business in a 
years. This city 9 
police stations, fire houses, etc., 
say that two-thirds of the lime used in the 
has been manufactured in Canada, which 
us to reduce our wor! force and at the same time raise money to 
pa taxes, which the Canadian man’ takes out of the country. 
Under the McKinley Act we had a duty of 6 cents per 100 on lime. 
Under the Wilson Act the duty was reduced to 5 cents per 100 pounds. The 
former duty was not enough to give us even chances in our market with our 
Canadian competitors. for the wing reasons: We pay $1.50 per day for 
common labor; $2.50 to $3 to mechanics. The Canadian Say laborer gets 90 
„ Wood costs us $3.25 to $3.50 per cord; in Canada, & per 
r 


00 
Our quarries are taxed on a valuation of $1,000 per acre, as against less than 
popeo Canada. Our transportation costs us 18 cents per barrel. 
heir freight by rail from their kilns to Buffalo is about 8 cents per barrel. 
The lan manufacturer can make a fair profit by selling his uct at 
our actual cost. At present we not be able to compete in furnish- 
ing lime 8 post-office to be constructed. We wish to have an even 


for limestone, and 
ty, which bars us out of the market Lesa ee 


du 
least 6) cords of limestone vied day in sight, 
give non ped ym to nearly men, we ask a specific duty on limestone for 
chemical and fluxing ag! pages of $1.50 per cord. 
H you may see justice of our request and grant us the needed 
relief is our earnest petition. 
Yours, respectfully, 


would 


furnishing of w 


WILLIAMSVILLE LIME Co., 
J. S. YOUNGS, Secretary. 

Hon, ROWLAND B. MAHANY. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I see no reason why we should 
not at least restore in this case the duty imposed by the McKinley 
law. 5 seems to me that ee ent 3 the letter 
just read not an argumen on generalities, giving 
cific and convincing facts and figures—should receive some ee 
sideration from the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the fact 
that under the McKinley tariff law, imposing a duty of 6 cents 
100 poenis upon lime, there were larger importations than under 
the Wilson Act, which made the duty 5 cents. The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Manany] proposes 

to make the duty 2 cents per 100 pounds more than it was in the 
McKinley Act. What is there that goes into the manufacture of 
lime except labor? Do these men at Buffalo propose to raise the 
rde of vee laborers? Iam sure they will never add a cent to 
e pay roll. 
r: MAHANY. How do you know that? 

Mr. LENTZ. I know it from experience recorded in history. 
Let me read from 149 of the World Almanac. 

A MEMBER. What almanac? 

Mr. LENTZ, The World Almanac. [Derisive laughter on the 
Republican side.] Gentlemen on the other side do not seem quite 
ready to take these fi now, 1 g the last campaign 
what the New York World said was law and 1” to the Re- 
Tapican party. If their accuracy is doubted, let gentlemen pro- 

uce some statistics that will disprove them. I happen to have 
these figures at hand and I refer to them. 
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I find, Mr. Chairman, that in 1879 the immigration into this 
country was 177,000. About that time your Republican leaders 
began to declaim from every rostrum and stump for a higher 
tariff, and in the Garfield-Hancock campaign you promised the 
laborer $2 a day and roast beef. What was the result with refer- 
ence tothe foreigner? The very next year there were 47.000 immi- 
grants to America. The railway and steamship companies adver- 
tised throughout Europe the fact that we were about to increase 
wages because we were increasing the tariff, and it resulted in an 
influx of 300,000 additional laborers to take the places of men 
already at work. 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but in 1881 the immigration was 
increased to 669,000, and in 1882 it had increased to 788,000. But 
that is not all. Coming down to the end of the first Cleveland 
Administration, immigration had dropped off to 444,000, and in 
1890 it stood at 455,000. 

Mr. MAHANY. Wiil the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. LENTZ. Certainly. à 

Mr. MAHANY. I would like toask the gentleman—the statis- 
tical rival of General GROSVENOR—how he will explain this fact: 
He made the statement that less lime was imported under the 
Wilson law, if I understood him, than under the McKinley law. 

Mr. LENTZ. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAHANY. Then was not the reason of this because, owing 
to the great prosperity resulting from the Administration of Gen- 
eral Harrison, great . and great building enterprises were 
going up all over the United States, which made the home supply 
of lime insufficient to meet the demand for building operations, 
and uently a great deal more was imported? 

Mr. LEN TZ. In 1893 we were not suffering much from a very 


great prosperity. 

Mr. MAHANY. No; becanse your Administration had just 
been inau ted. 

Mr. TZ. Your party in the second Cleveland Administra- 
tion were promising the country that the thing necessary to take it 
out of the “ hell of despair” into which you with your Homestead 
and other strikes had settled it, was the repeal of the silver law, 
and by that course you assured us we could stop printing bonds on 
the plates prepared on the 20th of February, 1893, by your Repub- 


lican Secretary of the Treasury, Charles Foster. You promised, 
if that was done, there would be unexampled prosperity through- 
out the land. 


hter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
Your predictions and prophecies proved to be false 

ae ] NY. 1 0 8 was the prophet. We were 
on g a pu uty when 

Mr. LENTA 1 did not yield to the gentleman to make a speech, 
and use my five minutes to do it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr. LENTZ. No, I wish to deal with this one first. 

Mr. MAHANY (continuing). I say that your own President 
was the false propies We answered patriotically to the call for 
the repeal of the Sherman law, but we did not indorse Mr. 
Cleveland’s claim that such action would render a protective 

Mr. LENTZ. I can not yield to the gentleman further. Iwant 
to answer this while it is hot. anamer] The gentleman from 
New York says“ your President.” I deny the charge. [Laugh- 
ter.] We repudiated him long enough ago. He was your agent 
and the agent of Wall street, and it was proclaimed aloud that 
the of thesilver law would bring prosperity to this country. 

Mr. Y. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. LENTZ. No, sir; not now. I want to continue what Iam 


saying. 
Mr. MAHANY. Well, were you not a rabid gold Democrat 
until you were nominated for Congress? 

Mr. LENTZ. No, sir. I will answer that question now, be- 
cause it is a sort of reflection upon me. I belonged at one time to 
one class—yes, I classify all men into two classes—all voters. There 
are but two classes of men in politics, one the gold fool,” the 
other the silver crank.” [Laughter.] And the“ silver crank” 
has gone up higher in the scale of intelligence and civilization. I 
am proud to say that [ have uated from the primary school of 
the gold fool” into the university of tlie ‘‘ silver cranks * whose 
graduates worship neither gold nor any other fetich, and the 
triumph of whose cause alone can bring prosperity to this coun- 
N 

Mr. Š 
tion? 

Mr. LENTZ. No, sir; not until I answer this one. Isay I was 
a gold worshiper just as you are and justas they all are who know 
nothing but the threadbare adjectives and expressions such as 
sound money,” reliable money,” stable money,” the “money 
of civilization,” the money of modern 3 any 
one of these assertions being supported by a single historical or 


statistical fact. 
Mr. Is the gentleman quite sure that he now knows 


Will the gentleman allow me another ques- 
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anything more than mere adjectives” regarding any kind of to claim it. [Laughter. 


money? 

Mr. LENTZ. Yes, sir—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on this 
paragraph be limited to one minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. MAHANY. I would like a moment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will make it three minutes and yield a part 
of the time to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask that the gentleman from Ohio be 
allowed three minutes longer. The gentleman ought to have his 
time extended. It has been extended in every other case. The 
gentleman from Maine will not make any progress by this action. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am perfectly willing that time should be 
occupied in discussing the paragraphs of the bill, but it seems to 
me that gentlemen should not e up time on these outside 
questions that have no relation at all to the pending paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
8 to have time to finish his speech. 

Mr. ITZ. Lask simply time to finish this statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those in favor of the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine will say aye“; those opposed no.“ 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RICHARDSON) there were—ayes 103, noes 93. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Tellers, Mr. Chairman. It is too close a 
vote. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] informs me that five minutes will answer his purposes. 
I ask unanimous consent that general debate close in ten minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, The tellers will take 
their places. 

s The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 123, noes 
1. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] or to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. LENTZ]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Wi Ohio permit a 
question now? 

Mr. LENTZ. Notnow. I have only two minutes, and I want 
to finish these figures on immigration. Some time later you can 


ive the time to m 
the gentleman 


friend from Ohio. 


have all the time you wish. 

Mr. BARTHO That is the very point I wanted to inquire 
about. 

Mr. LENTZ. In 1890 we had 455,000 immigrants. You then 


passed the McKinley law and enabled the steamship and railroad 
companies again to circularize Europe with the statement of the 
increased wages you were going to pay to common labor, and the 
next year you brought 560,000 immigrants here, and the next year 
623,000. Then, after the 1892 election, and the Wilson-Gorman 
bill went into effect, immigration began to aop ot until, in 1895. 
it was only 279,000, and in 1896 it was only 343,000. So, if you will 
take those figures, you will see that each tariff agitation and every 
pro increase of prices meant an advertisement to the hordes 
of Europe that you would increase the wages of labor here; and 
then these very companies that ask you for high tariffs imported 
cheap labor from foreign lands by the shipload and the train load, 
and brought it here to turn out your own American laborers to 
become tramps and beggars. That is the result of your high-tariff 

itation and campaign promises of higher wages. History and 

e immigration figures prove it. I defy any man who is here 
urging high tariffs to explain this immigration table on any other 

eory. 

Now, my friends, in 1892 we had the Homestead horrors and 
thousands of other strikes, not because we were increasing the 
currency of this country, but because the Republican tariff policy 
was increasing the immigration to this country and forcing 
American laborers to stand aside and see cheap foreign labor rob 
them of their places at the furnace, in the mines, the shops and 
factories, and even on the farms. [Applause on the Democratic 


side. 
ere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Manany]. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
LENTZ] has admitted that he was once a gold fool, and that he 
is now a silver crank.” If there is any intelligence possible from 
such miscegenation of ideas, the gentleman from Ohio is welcome 


A d He comes here denouncing the Repub- 
lican party with more than the zeal and fervor of an original 
apostle in behalf of free silver, when we know that his name is 
attached to petitions now obtainable in this House favoring the 
repeal of the Sherman law. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
And he stood shoulder to shoulder with his discredited and re- 
pudiated Executive up to the very moment of a nomination for 
Congress. [Laughter on the Republican side.] Now, froma gen- 
tleman with so versatile a record as that, with such acrobatic 
abilities in politics, we may well expect that in the next Congress, 
if he has the good fortune of a reelection, he will stand here out- 
McKinleying McKinley in defense of a protective tariff. [Pro- 
i 5 on the Republican sidh] ; 
r. LENTZ. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MaHANx] has expired. 

The amendment of Mr. MAHANY was rejected. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the same aph. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21, page 14, strike out the words “five cents,” and in lieu thereof 
insert the words “one cent; so that it will read: 

Lime, 1 cent per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package.” 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that my motion 
es 5 close debate on this paragraph and all amendments 

ereto. 
coe * The point of order is sustained. The Clerk 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


87. Plaster of paris or gypsum, ground or calcined, $1.50 per ton. 


ur MAGUIRE. I move tostrike out the last word of the para- 
graph. 

: me CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Debate has been closed on this paragraph and 
all amendments. . 

Mr. CANNON. You have not disposed of the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. The vote has not been taken on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from California. The gentleman from 
New York is correct in his statement. 

The question was taken; and the amendment of Mr. MAGUIRE 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


87. Plaster of paris or gypsum, ground or calcined, $1.50 per ton. 


Mr. MAGUIRE, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave a committee amendment to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A e paragraph 87, page 14, by inserting, after the word “calcined,” the 
OO : 

p e pearl hardening or artificial sulphate of lime for paper manufactur- 
ers’ use.’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. This simply makes it certain that the article 
referred to will be construed as coming in this particular para- 
graph for assessment of duty. Here is where it went until re- 
cently, and where it should continue to go. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask my friend from Maine what para- 
graph it would come under, if not in this one? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There has been some question in the Board of 
Appraisers as to whether it comes under this paragraph or in the 

aragraph relating to earths. For a long time it was held to be- 
ng to this paragraph. But there is a more recent decision that 
assigns it to earths; and to make it certain we propose to put it 
here, where it once was. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What would be the difference of rate that it 
would bear in the other clause? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would be a little higher in the earth para- 
graph than it is under this. 

r. MAGUIRE. I desire to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, in the course of the debate 
upon an amendment proposed to the preceding clause it was de- 
veloped that the particular reason why there must be a high tariff 
upon certain commodities produced in the State of New York is 
that the State imposes heavy taxes upon the industries which we 
are asked to protect. We are asked to tax the whole people of the 
United States, in the form of higher prices for such commodities, 
in order to overcome the discouraging burdens imposed upon such 
industries by the very State whose Representatives are asking for 
their protection. Why should we be asked by any locality to 
overcome the effect of its adverse local taxation by burdening 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


419 


the people of the entire nation in order to encourage a local in- 
dustry? The N State can encourage its own desery- 
ing and useful industries by exempting them from State and local 
taxes, and until it has done that it has no right to call on Con- 
gress for the encouragement which it denies. \ 
Mr. M Xe ill the gentleman permit me to answer him? 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I very much prefer not to be interrupted, as 
I have only five minutes, and no assurance that I will get more 


e. 
Mr. MAHANY. Lou have as much as we had, and we yielded. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. I will gladly yield later if I have time. 

desire to call attention to the fact that, in nine cases out of ten, 

local taxation, imposed se the States and municipalities in which 
these industries are established, go very far to create the necessity 
for national assistance to such industries and to defeat the pur- 
of the tariff protection that is claimed and obtained from 
mgress. Mr. Van Buren Denslow, one of your leading authori- 
ties—one of the leading protection philosophers of this country— 
has called attention to this anomalous and absurd conflict of State 
and Federal laws relating to industries. He says that local taxes 
frequently nullify the effects of tariff protection. It does seem to 
me that until the locality, the State or city in which the industry 
is established, has done everything that it can to encourage an in- 
dustry by at least relieving it of domestic burdens, it should not 

be heard, even by protectionists, to ask that Congress impose a 

tariff tax upon the whole people for the building up of such local 

industry. 

N eae Chairman, for the purpose of emphasizing it, I call 
particular attention to another proposition, brought out and ad- 
_ mitted in the discussion this afternoon, namely, that whatever 
evil may be attributed to the Wilson tariff bill, it did not cause 
this country to be flooded with foreign goods, to compete with 
those of domestic production. 

In the debate apan a former amendment it was suggested by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] that the importa- 
tions of the commodity in question had been vastly greater under 
the McKinley bill than under the Wilson bill. To that the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. 4 80 | replied: “That was because 
the Democratic Administration had destroyed the prosperity of 
the country.” f 

That was a smart answer, but it is wholly inconsistent with the 
Republican theory of the cause of our industrial depression. The 
Republican party has been giving out to the people of the country, 
ii I think nine-tenths of the people of this country believe the 
Republican theory to be, that the domestic industries of this coun- 
try have been destroyed or prostrated by the flooding of American 
markets with commodities from foreign lands which, under the 
McKinley bill, were produced at home. The truth is that in 
nearly all cases, and certainly in all important cases, the importa- 
tion of foreign competing goods was greater under the McKinley 
bill than under the Wilson bill. This the leader on the Repub- 
lican side admits, and seeks by a quibble to evade. How did the 
Democratic Administration destroy the prosperity of the country 
if it was not by permitting the American markets to be flooded 
with greater supplies of foreign goods than had been brought in 
under the McKinley bill? You have confessed anay the founda- 
tion of your whole charge against the Wilson bill and against 
the Democratic party in the admission that the flooding of the 
markets with foreign goods was not caused by a reduction of the 
tariff, and that.some other cause was at the bottom of the depres- 
sion. Some other and more fundamental defect in our industrial 
organism is the universally and constantly operating cause of in- 
dustrial depressions. Ihave endeavored to make that fact and the 
cause clear in my remarks upon the bill in general debate. All 
this talk about tariff bills causing or curing such depressions is 
mere nonsense. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman permit a statement now? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. With pleasure, if I have time. 

Mr. MAHANY. Lask you whether the tax laid by New York 
State does not fall with equal force n the unprotected indus- 
tries as well as the protected industries? Therefore there is no 
discrimination 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The burden of New York’s State and local 
taxes may fall equally upon protected and unprotected industries. 
I do not care whether it does or not. The State of New York, 
through the gentleman and others, is inky peci privileges and 
special fostering care on the part of the National Government, 
while refusing all fostering care on her own part. I reiterate my 
statement that when the nation is asked to give special privileges 
to the producers of certain commodities for the benefit of a State 
or locality, it should as a sine qua non appear that that State or 
locality has done all in its power to encourage the industry, or has 
at least relieved it of the burdens of State and local taxation, which 
it has the power to do, and that the relief thus given is insufficient. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. i n, I move to strike out the 
last word. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means to the fact that this bill proposes 


to increase the duty on plaster of paris from $1 a ton, as it was 
under the McKinley law, to $1.50 per ton in this law. Now, Lask 
the gentleman if that is ‘‘ juggling with figures?” 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is juggling. The duty was $1.75 
under the McKinley Act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee is mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. o, sir; I have the figures here, and they 
show that ground plaster of paris under the McKinley law was $1 
per ton. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And calcined $1.75. 
together, and 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am not talking about calcined; I am 
talking about ground plaster of paris, which was $1 a ton under 
the McKinley Jaw, and now you tax it $1.50. Is that juggling? Is 
there not an increase of 50 cents per ton upon ground plaster of 
paris? Generally when I call attention to facts of this kind, I am 
told that we are figuring on an ad valorem basis as against a spe- 
cific basis; but in this case the tax under the McKinley law was a 
specific duty of $1 a ton, and in this bill it is a specific duty of $1.50 
a ton, so that we can make the comparison directly. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I said that I would call attention to every item upon 
which there was an increase of duty proposed by this bill as the 
item was reached, and I have taken the floor now simply to call 
the chairman’s attention to this instance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention 
to the fact that, taking these items a pip. e plaster of 

ris, and calcined—the duty on the one is raised and on the other 
it is decreased, and that is done at the request of the appraisers, 
because of the difficulty of running from one to the other. They 
asked that both should be placed at the same figure, and in reach- 
ing that result we have taken a figure between the two. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

I feel, sir, that I would be recreant to the trust imposed in me if 
I did not utter a word in protest against this increase of duty, as I 
should protest against the whole bill if I had suitable opportunity. 
I have now sat in this body for nearly two weeks a silent partner, 
trying to learn something from the experience and superior wis- 
dom of gentlemen who have been here longer. At the outset I 
imposed upon myself a promise that I should keep still; and, in 
fact, sir, I have now kept still for a longer time hani I ever did 
before in my life, since the moment when my infant voice first 
broke the stillness of my birthplace. [Laughter and applause. } 

I promised myself that I should do so, and I promi myself 
also that I should enjoy the 8 of learning something 
from the gray-haired veterans whose wisdom and experience come 
down to us with the hoary frost of many winters. [Laughter.] 
I eyen madugo in the hopo that I might discover in these hoary- 
headed gentlemen around me some of the wisdom which I had 
been seeking for and am willing humbly to learn from. I even 
thought that, with their experience, there would also have come 
the cultivation of those amenities of life and of civilization which 
age and opportunity are usually expected to 1 1 
Imagine then, sir, m re e hearing a few days ago the 
distinguished, gray-hai veteran from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR 
consign all the members on this side of the Chamber to a perio 
in purgatory—I do not remember how long—with a prophecy that 
we might at some future time have the privilege of reading our 
record in the red light of hell Laughter and applause]; the penal- 
ties of which, Mr. Chairman, I might contemplate with some de- 
gree of complacency if it were not for the dismal prospect of the 
company we should have to keep. [Great laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Imagine further my disappointment on hearing the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] brand the members 
on this side of the House with ignorance and stupidity and insin- 
cerity in their motives. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Wantingin better argument, and being unable to meet the reasons 
that were presented on this side, he was compelled to resort to the 
child's play of branding his opponents with ‘‘ ignorance” and ‘‘stu- 
pidity.” Imagine further, sir, my astonishment and chagrin when 
the other gray-haired veteran, the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania 5 1 Grow], unable to reply suitably to a civil 
question, resorted to theschoolboy practice of saying, You have 
not brains enough to understand areply.” Mr. Chairman, I want 
to inform those gentlemen, coming as they do from that region 
which is supposed to furnish all the light and wisdom of this 
American Continent, thatif they will move out west of the Missis- 
sippi River, we will find schoolboys who can teach them the rules 
of parliamentary debate. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I wish also to inform the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who stand 
here and brand everybody who declares that this bill imposes 


Now, we put the two 
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taxes upon the ple as ignorant and unable to understand 
the question—I desire to inform those gentlemen, and especially 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that if he will resort to the 
shades of Harvard University, he will find that the ablest political 
economist within the borders of his State has declared that a tariff 


case. Every poli y 4 

worth mentioning on this floor has declared against high tariff 
protective taxation. And I want to tell the gentleman further 
that I shall still hope to learn something from the experience of 
these older and wiser men who have had longer service here; but 
if brings with it the privilege of being insolent without being 
held veaponatble for it, Í hope that I shall never come to that 
period in my life. lappi on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MA 5 r listening to the eloquent but irrelevant 
remarks of the gentleman who has just taken his seat, I wish to 
offer something germane to the pending section of the bill. I sub- 
mit an amendment to be read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment must first be dis- 


of. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEy, it 
to 


was 5 

TREO AIRMAN, The amendment sent to the ony the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. MaHany] will now be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “calcined” strike out one“ and insert two;“ so as to 
read, “ plaster of paris, or gypsum, ground or calcined, $2.50 per ton.“ 


Mr. MAHANY. 8 this amendment, I submit a tele- 
gram which I have received from leading business men of Buffalo, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BUFFALO, N. V., March 9, 1897. 
Sır: The unde: ed dealers in and consumers of m earnestly and 
y request your efforts with the Ways and Means Committee that 
a tariff of at least per short ton be placed on crude m rock, $2.50 
per short ton on ground gypsum, and $3 per short ton on ground calcined 
um or plaster se ow that it will not increase the 
Ə consumer; but ulation of home production will actually uce the 
cost to the 1 and at the same time give the labor of its production 
our peop. 
SO M. J. Byrne. Oakfield Plaster Company; C. B. Janeson, Buffalo 
Mortar Works (manufacturing wall plaster); ca fm Plaster 
Works, Oakfield, N. X.; John F. Linneman, builder; 
Paragon Wall Plaster Company; Hi Schaeffer & Sons, con- 
tractors; H. C. Harroner, contractor; Wm. M. Brown, builder; 
Eon Gilkinson; *. B: 8 . —— l 
and Contractors’ Supply Company, dealers; G. W. 
. dealer; H. Kring, contracto A . B. Meyers, dealer; ‘Alfred 
. Thorn, dealer; T. E. Cooley, contractor. 
Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, | 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to detain the 
committee. I understand they are ready for a vote. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. In connection with the pending amend- 
ment I desire to submit the following: 


OAKFIELD, N. Y., March 19, 1897. 
DEAR SIR: Your esteemed favor of the 16th at hand, for which we beg to 


ou. 
It A well-known fact that gypsum of enough quality for land plaster 
is found in most of the States, and also t there were man mers who 
and their own land plaster in the past; but the many mills there are in 
e country now have made it so cheap that land plaster can be had for prac- 
tically nothing, and the importation of land plaster is a thing absolutely not 
peren d of, seers within a very few miles from the coast, less than 100, with- 
out exception 
"Again thanking you for your interest in this matter, we beg to remain, 
Yours, respectfully, 
ENGLISH PLASTER WORKS, 
O. B. ENGLISH, General Manager. 
Hon, D. S. ALEXAND 


ER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


BUFFALO, N. X., March 25, 1897. 


Dran Sin: Yours of March 23 received. In the matter of ground m 
and gypsum one might be known as manufactured material and the 
rock gypsum as raw material; that is to say, that the calcine plaster is man- 
ufactured from the rock . The roc mis mined near our works 
at Oakfield, and taken to the mill and ground and calcined, and then it be- 
comes calcined plaster. Weneed as much protection in the matter of rock 
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as we do in the matter of calcine m 


. Rock gypsum is shipped 
Nova Scotia to several cities on the seu and there ground up and 
turned into calcine plaster. 


A great amount of the mon 
plaster is paid to the miners. 
workmen to allow the rock 


which we pay out in the process of calcine 

do not believe that it is fair to American 
psum to be ship into American ports, and 
thereby I yf apie them of the chances of m g a livelihood. And. as I 
explained my previous letter to you, that if a tarif of $2 per ton was 
pass on rock gypsum our pay roll to miners would be increased more than 

ouble this amount. This is a matter which the working element of this 
country are greatly interested in. 

Respectfully, yours, 
MICHEAL J. BYRNE. 
Mr. D. S. ALEXAND 


ER, 
House of Representatives United States, Washington, D. C. 
BUFFALO, N. V., March 13, 1897. 
DEAR Sin: The undersigned dealers in and consumers of earnestly 


and respec y request your efforts with the Ways and Means Committee 
that a tariff of at least $2 per ton be placed on crude gypsum rock, $2.50 per 
ton on ground gypsum, an ap tor on ground caleine psum, or plaster 
of paris, as we know that it not increase the price to the consumer; but 


stimulation of home production will actually reduce the cost to consumers, 
and at the same time give the labor of its production to our people. Weare 
very anxious that a duty be placed on the crude or raw um rock as well 
as onthe ground and the ground calcined „as mentioned in your letter, 
It is principally the bringing of crude roc free of duty which we are seek- 


ing to stop. 
‘Thanking you for your kindness in this matter, Iam, 


Yours, ve x 
sheen G. W. PATRIDGE, Jr. 
Hon, D. S. ALEXANDER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Te qosun being taken, the amendment of Mr. MAHANY was 
rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend by making the duty in 
the pending paragraph $1 a ton instead of $1.50. This amendment 
will make the duty the same as it was under the McKinley bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will not be the same; it will be more. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Upon this amendment I wish to be heard a 
moment, Mr. Chairman, although the duty on calcined plaster 
was reduced from $1.75 per ton under the McKinley law to $1.25 
= ton under the Wilson bill, the importations were diminished. 

ound piaster the duty was $1 per ton under both bills. Under 
the Wilson law only 4.52 tons were imported. Yet, notwithstand- 
ing this small importation of about 4} tons of ground plaster, it is 
propona to raise the duty 33} pa cent. Ido not see any need 
or this increase. The duty collected was only $4.52. How this 
increase of Guty is going to benefit the American manufacturer I 
can not tell. It can do nothing more than prevent importations, 
and the present law excludes them. The revenue under this in- 
creased aty, supposing the same importation to continue, will be 
but $6.78. Itis utterly impossible to justify this increase on any 
sensible basis. There is no need for it and no demand for it. The 
aa pags offered by my colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON] ought to 
prevail. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I can explain this matter so that it will 
be understood. Under the McKinley bill the duty on calcined 
plaster, as stated by the gentleman from Tennessee, was $1.75 per 
ton, and on ground plaster of paris $1 a ton. The custom-house 
officers say that they can not distinguish between ground plaster 
and calcined plaster. Hence a door is opened for frand. So we 
have included both of these articles in one paragraph and placed 
the duty at 81.50 per ton. It is true that at 81 a ton there was 
scarcely any importation; but that does not make any difference. 
The trouble is that the custom-house officers can not distinguish 
the difference between the two articles. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How does the provision of the bill help them 
to distinguish between the two? 

Mr. PAYNE, They do not have to distinguish, because the 
duty is the same on both classes of articles. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When the committee were undertaking to 
give information to the appraisers, why did they not give it to 
them at the rate of $1 a ton instead of $1.50 a ton? Ignorance or 
inability to distinguish ought not to cost the people half a dollar 
a ton. 

Mr. PAYNE. We fixed the duty at $1.50 a ton because we 
though that a proper rate, 

Mr. Mell. EI . But the reason given is not sufficient. The 
same reason would have justified the rate we propose as thoroughly 
as it does that recommended by the committee. . 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. RICHARD- 


SON, it was rejected. 

Mr. ALEXAND Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 24, page 14, after the word “ ton,” the following: Plaster rock, 
or gypsum, $1.50 per ton.“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


88. Pumice stone, wholly or partially manufactured, one-half of 1 cent per 
pound; unmanufactured, #0 per cent ei vere 


1897. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee 
now rise. It is Saturday afternoon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the S having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN reported that the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 22 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 10 o’clock a. m. on 
Monday, the 29th instant. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Sand following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill Soe R. 2331) to extend the provisions of 
the pension laws to the Indi State Militia, known and desig- 
nated as the Indiana Legion,” and to the widows, children, and 
dependent relatives of deceased members of the Indiana Legion 
who rendered service to the United States during the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2332) prohibiting the dropping, suspending, 
or reducing of pensions, and providing for the restoration of pen- 
sions already dropped, suspended, or reduced in certain cases—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2333) toregu- 
late interstate transportation of property owned or manufactured 
by unlawful combinations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2334) to protect State antigambling laws from 
nullification through interstate gambling by telegraph, telephone, 
or otherwise—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2335) fixing the age for retirement from the 
nes civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2336) to exclude political influence in the 
appointment of postmasters—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2337) to provide that superintendents of 
United States armories shall be civilians—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. x 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2338) for the erection of a public building at 
day mga Mass.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


rounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2339) making an appropriation for duplicat- 
ing machinery at the United States armory at Springfield—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) providing for the preferment of wages 
of employees in cases of assignment, execution, in payment by 
receivers, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H. R. 
2341) to call in and cancel the paper money now injuring the 
prosperity of the country—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2342) to modify the national 
banking laws so as to provide the people with a safe, ample, 
elastic, and cheap currency—to the Committee on Banking and 


ncy. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2348) to permit the location 
of mining claims on forest reservations—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2344) to fix the time for the convening of 
Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 2345) to set apart a tract of 
land in the Stute of California for a public park—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 2390) to authorize the location 
of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers and sailors at or 
near the city of Blair, Nebr., and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2391) to establish a branch mint of the United 
States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 2392) to establish an assay office in the city 
of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2393) to establish a 
customs collection district at Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2394) to provide for the selection of a site for 
the establishment of a navy-yard and dry dock on or near Sabine 
Pass, in the State of Texas—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. Res, 
43) proposing an amendment to the Constitution giving Congress 
jurisdiction over divorce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 44) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to loan ordnance and ordnance stores for 
2 instruction in high schools to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
3 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 2846) for the relief of Lizzie 
Hagny, as administratrix of the estate of Frank B. Smith, de- 
ce to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2347) for the relief of Stalnaker Marteney— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) for the relief of Salnaker Marteney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 2849) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Weltha Post-Leggett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2350) grant- 
ing increase of pension to Henry Dyer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2351) nting a pension to John Feaghey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2352) granting a pension to Edmund C. Bailey 
to the Somara 3 Pensions. in k 

Also, a bill ( 2353) ting a pension omas Brown 
to the Committee on Tava NA Ponai 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) granting a pension to Marcus M. Mor- 
rison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2355) grantin. e8 of pay to Edmund 
C. Bailey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) to rerate the pension allowed to J. H. 
Bra; —to the Committee on Invalid ions. 


„n bill (H. R. 2857) granting a pension to Zenas W. Tol- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2358) granting increase of pension to John P. 
Bambush—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) authorizing the payment of the amount 
due Stella J. Coolbroth—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 2360) to grant a pension to Joseph 
D. C. Artz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 2361) granting a pension to Mi- 
chael Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 2362) forthe relief of Charles 
Speare—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 2363) to increase the pension of 
John D. ehh ay the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RS of Indiana: A bill (H. aap granting a pen- 
sion to Milton Rose to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 2365) 11 a pen- 
sion to Anna Pooley, pe daughter of John ley, late of 
Company G, One hun and thirty-seventh New York Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2366) granting a pension to L. P. Cooper, 
Company B, Fiftieth New York Volunteer Engineers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2367) granting a pension to Louesa R. Wood- 
ruff, indigent daughter of Joseph Thompson, a soldier of the Rev- 
olutionary war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 2368) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of W. B. Wesner, of Parkers 
Landing, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2369) to correct 
the military record and grant an honorable discharge to Michael 
F. Dearmitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 2370) to grant muster pay and 
allowance of captain to Michael Sheehy from June 13, 1864, to 
March 25, 1866—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2371) for the relief of John Balkwill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to Anna M. Buer- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 2373) for the relief of Eg- 
bert Stricksma—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2374) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin H. March, guardian of 
Ruth March—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 2375) removing 
the charge of desertion from the mili record of George Brad- 
shaw—to the Committee on Military i 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2376) for the relief of William H. Ogilvie— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2377) for the relief of Whitfield E. Graddy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 2378) granting a pension to Elias 
W. Gresham, late second lieutenant, Indiana Militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2379) granting a pension to James Condra, 
i of the Marengo Light Guards—to the Committee on Inyalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2380) granting a pension to William Mathers, 
late of the Marengo Light Guards—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2381) granting a pension to John Blunk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam F. Songer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2383) granting a pension to Henry T. Hat- 
field—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2384) granting a pension to George Washing- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 2385) for the relief of William 
M. Starr—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER; A bill (H. R. 2386) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Hollister, of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2387) for the retirement of John Tempany, 
senior, veterinary surgeon of the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry, 
United States Army—tothe Committee on Mil itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) granting a pension to John Barry to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) for the relief of Theodore L. Van Dorn 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the American Philosophical Society, 
protesting against a duty on books and apparatus used in schools 
and by scientific societies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the Ohio State Association of 
Elocutionists, for the passage of House bill No. 10090 and Senate 
bill 3545—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolution of the Providence (R. I.) Public 
Library, against duty on books, etc., imported for the use of libra- 
ries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of the Providence (R. I.) Public 
Library, against the proposed duty on books imported for libraries 
= oe ucational institutions—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petition of J. D. Peters, of Stockton, Cal., 
praying fora duty of not less than 15 cents per pound on all insecti- 
gos imported into this country—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. EDDY: Petition of Lucy A. Williams et al., of Fergus 
Falls, Minn., in relation to Armenian affairs—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Coplay Cement Company, 
of Lehigh County, Pa., for an increase in the tariff on cement; 
also petition inst a tariff on gum chicle, from Adams & Sons 
Company, of New York, gum manufacturers—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., 
protesting against the Dingley bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Leitch sisters, missionaries in 
India, and the Christian Herald and other periodicals and citizens 
of the United States, praying that Congress appropriate not to 
exceed $50,000 to pay or transportation of grain to the famine- 
stricken poopie of India—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of ae Gates and others, of Grin- 
nell, Iowa, in reference to tariff on books imported for educational 
purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDONALD: Petition of the heirs of John W. Hall, 
late of Montgomery County, Md., praying that his war claim be 
referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act; also pe: 
tition of H. Allnut, of Montgomery County, Md., asking that his 
war claim go to the Courtof Claims; also same request from heirs 
of W. Stone, deceased, late of Frederick County, Md.; also same 
request of Gideon Bussard, of Frederick County, Md.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of John L. Rock and others, of Bridge- 

rt, Conn., in regard to alien ownership of land in the United 

tates—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New York State, relative to the anti-treating law; 
also petition from the same organization, relative to a law prohib- 
iting the sale of liquor on Sunday—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Wayne Knitting 
Mills, of Fort Wayne, Ind., in regard to tariff duties on cotton 
hosiery—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the discharge of Michael 
Dearmitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of the president and faculty 
of the Luther College, of Decorah, Iowa, in regard to the duty on 
books, etc.: also petition from J. M. Bissell, president of the Up- 
per Iowa University, making the same request—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, March 29, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
08 9 ournal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of Joseph M. Bowser 
and 56 other citizens of northern Michigan, connected with the 
shingle-manufacturing industry, preying for a duty of 35 cents 

er thousand on pine and cedar shingles imported from Canada, 
Raw Brunswick, and British Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Dempsey, of Manistee, 
Mich., and 99 other citizens of Michigan, engaged in the manufac- 
ture of lumber and shingles in that State, praying for a duty 
of not less than $2 per thousand feet on all kinds of rough lumber, 
and of not less than 35 cents per thousand on shingles imported 
from New Brunswick, Canada, British Columbia, or other for- 
eign countries; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented a petition of the Blodgett & Davis Lumber 
Company and 25 other citizens and firms engaged in the manufac- 
ture of lumber at Menominee, Mich., praying that a duty of not 
less than $2 per thousand feet, board measure, be placed upon im- 
ported lumber; which was referred to the Commi on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of E. G. Stephens, of Burling- 
ton, Iowa, and 24 other veteran soldiers of the late war, prayin 
for the enactment of legislation araneae a service pension to all 
honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of the war of the 
rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented Op pone on of C. K. Adams, presi- 
dent, and the members of the f: ty of the University of Wiscon- 
sin, Madison, Wis.; of Edward D. Eaton, president, and the 
members of the faculty of Beloit College, Beloit, Wis., and of A. F. 
Ernst, president, and the members of the faculty of the North- 
western University, Watertown, Wis., praying that books, en- 

avings, music, charts, etc., imported for use by institutions of 

earning be admitted free of duty; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 25, 
of Milwa , Wis., remonstrating against an increase of duty 
upon imported leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY. I pen a petition of the Monroe Doctrine Club, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratification of the pending 
arbitration treaty with Great Britain with certain amendments. 
It is properly, I suppose, executive business, but as the treaty has 
been published, I ask that the petition be read. 

There being no objection, the petition was read, and ordered to 
lie on the table, as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, March 24, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: The inclosed amendments to the English arbitration treaty 
have been unanimously indorsed by the Monroe Doctrine Club of this city, 
and commended to the United States Senate for consideration. 

If the treaty is a treat 2 5 65 proffered in good faith, and without 
any ulterior motive, England will g y accept these amendments as remov- 
ing ambiguities and causes of contention and strife. 

f, on the contrary, as we believe, it is a craftily constructed political 
8 ee ape like the treaty of 1871, to advance the interests of England 
and finally to coerce the United States into the adoption of a reciprocity 
nor with Canada, the amendments will materially lessen its power for 


m. 

It will be remembered that the treaty of 1871, which was hailed as a great 
American diplomatic triumph, proved to be quite the reverse. 

As a result of its provisions, England paid us $15,500,000 for the destruction 
of our commerce by the Alabama and other English-built cruisers. 

The other clauses of the treaty, however, compelled us to pay $2,000,000 to 
British subjects for war claims and $5,500,000 to Canada, as directed by Mr. 
Delfosse, the impartial Ay forced upon us by Great Britain. We were 
also obliged to remit $4,200,000 duties on Canadian fish and fish oil. In addi- 
tion we lost over $50,000, in duties on goods passing through our N abay to 
and from Canada. One hundred million dollars more has been lost by tho 
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The American negotiators who agreed to a treaty so cunningly devised to 
benefit England were a Justice of the Supreme Court and two Attorneys- 
General of the United States. 

Is it any wonder now that this latest 8 of a Sage legal acumen and 
diplomatic craft is ed with icion by those who remember the enor- 
mous advantages gained by England in the treaties of 1818, 1854, and 2 

Senator ChHILrox's amendment, limiting the scope of the treaty to such 

uestions “as the Senate may deem fit for arbitration,” would seem to bea 


ely and important safi 
Without it an accidental Executive, untrained in our country's history, 


might ee us in embarrassments from which war alone would give relief. 
urs, respectfull i 
> s P. McCAHEY, M. D., Secretary. 


First. Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to authorize an abridg- 
ment of the rights and liberties now enjoyed by American fishermen in the 
waters contiguous to the shores of Her Majesty's dominions. 

Second. Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to sanction the control 
or acquirement, by lease, purchase, cession or otherwise, of rights of way for 
the construction of interoce: or railways in any American State or 
Republic, except by the Government of the United States or its citizens. 

Thira. Nothing contained in this treaty shall be construed to affect the 


boundary as set forth in the Russo-British and Russo-American 


treaties. 

Fourth. Nothing in this treaty shall be construed except in accordance 
with the Constitution of the United States and the constitution and laws of 
the respective States. - 

Fifth. Nothing in this treaty shall be construed as altering the scope or 
defining the text of ony previous treaty. ; 

Sixth. Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to authorize, in any way, 
the prolongation of the u nded articles of the treaty of Washington. 

Seventh. The words “hostile measures“ in Article VI of the present treaty 
shall mean “naval or military hostilities.” 

Eighth. Questions involving principles of grave general importance affect- 
ing the national rights of either of the high contracting ies shall not be 
considered as being within the scope of the present treaty. 


Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Allegheny War Veter- 
ans’ Association, of Allegheny, Pa., remonstrating against the 
licy of civil-service reform as understood and practiced by the 
ate Administration; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of Electric Council, No. 354, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of East Mauch Chunk, Pa., 
praying Congress to recognize the independence of Cuba; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Lebanon, Read- 
ing, Harrisburg, and Lebanon County, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to aid in upholdin 
American ideas, American principles, and American honor; which 
were referred to the Committee on the J ete 5 

He also presented a memorial of the State Tobacco Growers’ 
Association of New York, remonstrating against the rates of du’ 
on tobacco as proposed by the so-called Dingley tariff bill; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition of the Medical Society 
of the District of Columbia, praying for the 8 of the bill to 
regulate the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia. I move 
that the petition be printed as a document, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition of the Medical Society 
of the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of the bill to 
regulate, in the District of Columbia, the disposal of certain forms 
of refuse, and for other purposes. I move that the petition be 

inted as a document, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
Pict of Columbia. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I prenent a petition of the Medical Society 
of the District of Columbiu, praying for Do pasaga of Senate 
bill No. 471, regulating the adulteration of fi and drugs in the 
District of Columbia. I move that the petition be printed as a 
document, and referred to the Committee on the trict of Co- 
lumbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of L. A. Bourdon and 105 
other citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the adop- 
tion of that portion of the Dingley tariff bill relating to duty on 
wrapper and filler tobacco; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Board 
of Trade, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the appointment of an expert nonpartisan commission to consider 
the question of finance, and to submit a report to Congress on the 
same; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the librarian of the Medical Li- 
brary of Boston; of the librarian of the 8 Wellesley Col- 
lege, Wellesley; of the superintendent of the Lyman School for 
Boys, Westboro; of the librarian of the Medford Public Library; 
of the director and librarian of the Museum of Fine Arts of Bos- 


ton; of the president and the members of the faculty of Williams 
College, Williamstown; of the librarian of the public library 
of Lawrence; of the librarian of the Congregational Library 


of Boston; of the profesors of Boston University, and of the 
Appalachian Mountain Club of Boston, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, praying that books be placed on the free list in the 
ending iff bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
ance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
praying that the Big Stone and Traverse lakes be included in the 
ro reservoir system for the State; which was read, and re- 
erred to the Committee on the Mississippi River and its Tributa- 

ries, as follows: 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, THIRTIETH SESSION, 
St. Paul, March 26, 1897. 
Sin: I have to inform 


ou that the house, the senate concurring, has 
adopted the following resolution: 

He it resolved by the members of the house of . weg yagi’ of the State of 
Minnesota (the senate concurring), That said do 1 res 
memorialize the United States Congress to include Lakes Big S an 
Traverse in the proposed great reservoir system of the State, by building 
dikes and making such other improvements as may be necessary to the com- 

letion of said work, a survey having just been completed by the General 

overnment showing the g to be most 11 The gather - 
ing of the winter, an early spring precipitation, and the holding of the same 
within these lakes during the long, dry summer season would prove of great 
benefit to the agricultural interests of a region nearly 100 es in extent, 
north and south, along the western border of the State. 

“The storing of these waters would likely prevent the disastrous early 
spring overflow of the Red River Valley, and would also conserve navigation 


in the Mississippi during the summer season of the 
* Resolved 


year. 
urther, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to our 
Congressio: n, D. C.“ 


delegation at W. 
Yours, very respectfully, M. J. DOWLING, 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 


Hon. C. K. Davis, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DAVIS 8 a petition of the executive committee of 
the American Purity Alliance, praying for the immediate ratifica- 
tion of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 25, of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against an increase of 
the duty on leaf tobacco; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also prenten petitionsof Isaac Stephenson and sundry other 
citizens of Marinette, of the Prairie Lumber Company and sun- 
dry citizens of Oshkosh, and of the Holt Lumber Company and 
sundry citizens of Oconto, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for the imposition of a duty upon imported lumber; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the pence of W. J. Ford, of 
Monroe County, Mo., praying that he be granted a pension. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
to accompany the bill (S. 317) granting a pension to William J. 
Ford, heretofore introduced by me and referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of the legislature of Col- 
orado, praying that the recommendations of the woolgrowers’ 
convention relative to the tariff to be 8 on wool be incorpo- 
rated in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

[Senate joint memorial No. 9. By Senator Barela.] 


The senators and eee ol the State of Colorado, now in session 
as the Eleventh general assembly, do most respectfully memoralize our Sena- 
ors and Representatives in the Senate and Con of the United States to 
support the action of the woo! wers’ convention to be held in the city of 
bora Ye February 9, A. D. 1897, and endeavor to have incorporated into 
the ta: bill hee recommendations of said convention as to the tariff to be 
placed on woo! 
And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. 
FRANCIS CARNEY, 


ee Ch Re 


Speaker of the House. 
Adopted by the senate February 8, 1897. v 
Adopted by the house of representatives February 9, 1897, 


Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of the legislature of Colo- 
rado, praying that an appropriation be made to enable the United 
States Geological Survey to continue the work of examining the 
metalliferous districts of the States and Territories, etc.; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on the Geological Survey, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint memorial No. 2. By Senator Campbell. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the general assembly of the State of Colorado, now in 
session, petition your honorable body to make generous provision for that 
branch of the United States Geological Survey which is en directly in 
examining the metalliferous districts of the States and ‘erritories, to the 
end that needed surveys may be commenced or completed and the results 
published at the end of each session in phlet form, as much of the value 
of the information thus received depends upon its speedy publication. 
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Marca 29, 


It is not 
occupied b 
understand the work of either or both of these classes 
furnish 


that the specialists of the survey will take the place now 
prospector or the mining engineer. The pe aac N 
men, 
an accurate basis upon which that work may be founded. Let the 
survey stand between them and nature, demonstrating, as well as may be in 


gress å —— t ot the Geo- 
epartment of the 
logical Survey and provide for the more timely publication of its preliminary 


FRANCIS CARNEY, 


President tem of the Senate, 
ED WHURLBUT, 
of the House. 


ALVA AMS, 
Governor of the State. 


Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of J. A. Everitt, of In- 
dianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against further appropriation for 
the free distribution of seeds; which was 3 to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 54, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Evansville, Ind., 
rem ing against an increase of the duty on leaf tobacco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the State librarian of the Indiana 
State library; of the librarian of the Rose Polytechnic Institute. 
of Terre Hante, Ind., and of the librarian of the University of 
Indiana, Bloomi n, Ind., praying that books, engravings, 

hotographs, etc., be placed on the free list in the pending tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 58) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 23d instant, intended to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
it favorably, and submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads upon the bill (S. 119) to amend an act 
entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, 
and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act 
approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both 
in amendment of said first-mentioned act and other acts amenda- 
tory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for the 
settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of Central Pacificand Western Pacific railroads. 
When the bill was ee from that committee on a former day 
in the session, I asked and obtained the right to submit thereafter 
the Nal of the minority. Let the views of the minority be 
printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such will be the order. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 215) to establish a national uni- 
versity, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee to Establish the University of 
the United States; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1828) to promote aerial transportation, asked to be dis- 
ch: from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1 8 the reproduction in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Territories, by kinetoscope or kindred 
devices, of such pugilistic encounters and fights as are forbidden 
by the act of Congress of February 7, 1896, and for other purposes, 
reported it with an amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
ma 5 — to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rin 

. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1120) granting to the State of North 
Dakota 30,000 acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school 
of forestry, reported it with an amendment. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr.CAFFERY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 21) to make an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi River for 
the purpose of carrying out certain provisions con ed in An 
act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser- 
vation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,” which became a law on the 3d day of June, 1896, to 


r may and where he may |, 
mineral. 


report it favorably with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute,and I ask for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert, with a preamble, the 
following: 

Whereas the flood now prevailing in the 5 from the Head 
of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, threas with destruction the 
lives and p: of the citizens dwelling jn the valley of said river, from 

e 


Cairo to the Gulf of Mexico; an 
Whereas expenditure of money in 
the Government 


re, 
and House of Representatives of the United State. 
of America in Congress That the sum of 20000 be. ret is pinaran 
2 5 made available for the improvement of the 
ppi River, from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River, and e ed according to the provisions of the act“ making appro- 
Prin ‘or . preservation of certain publio 
a on tiroz” and harbors, and for other purposes,” which became a law 
n June 

5 That the sum herein appropriated be deducted from the sum of $2,583,333 
authorized to be ted and expended for the year ending June 80, 
1898, by the provisions of said act of June 3, 1806. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the commenter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A joint resolution making an a 
a ble, for the improvement oi Mississi 
the Passes to the u of the Ohio River, and to deduct said sum from the 
appropriation for the Mississippi River, from the Head of the Passes to the 
mouth of the Ohio River, contained in the act making appropriation for 
the construction, repair and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors and for other purposes,” which became a law on June 3, 1896. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Ce 8 i 1 

A bi 4 Bowles ecg e practice of pharmacy in the Dis- 
trict of Goiumnblas an é 

A bill (S. 1331) to open a street through block 205, from Four- 
teenth street to Fifteenth street northwest, concurrent with the 
streets in the adjacent blocks called Wallach place” and ‘‘Caro- 
line street,” and for other p 

Mr. GALLING: 


Be it resolved by the Senate 


urposes. 
ER introduced a bill (S. 1332) for the relief of 
George Hill, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1333) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eva N. Wheeler; which -was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1334) granting a 
pension to William J. Murray; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1335) for the relief of the Little 
Rock and Memphis Railroad Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 1336) for the relief of John 
M. Guyton, late postmaster at Blacksburg, S. C.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 1337) to com- 
mission First Lieut. Benjamin W. Loring a captain; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1838) to 
coin the money and pay the debts of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by ros cnet introduced a bill (S. 1339) to regulate the 
commerce of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1340) for the relief of John 
Clyde Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1341) to amend an act entitled 
An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims 
against the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes,” 
as alate June 16, 1880; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1342) to grant a sion to Miss 
Sallie Work; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1343) to amend an act entitled 
„An act to refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain 
lands and improvements thereon in San Francisco; Cal., to the 
Court of „ being chapter 80 of the private acts of the 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Twenty-seventh United States Statutes at Large, approved Feb- 
10, 1893; which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. A r 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1344) granting a pension to Matthew 
Redmond; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying r, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 1345) ting an increase of 
pension to Sarah Brumm; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1346) to prohibit the formation of 
monopolies, trusts, and combinations in trade; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1347) providing for the ap- 
pointment in the seventh judicial circuit of an additional circuit 
judge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ‘ a 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1348) granting a pension to Harriet 
Scott, widow of John Scott; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1349) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to issue an honorable discharge to William 8. Clinton; which 
was read twice by its title, and. with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1350) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of J. C. Hoodenpyle, administrator of the estate of 
Robert Hoodenpyle, d (with an accompanying D 

A bill (S. 1351) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of William C. Hale, administrator of Elijah M. Hale, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); and E 

A bill (S. 1352) for the relief of Joseph Ruohs of Hamilton 
County, Tenn. 

Mr. TURNER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 

A bill Ne 1853) for the increase of pension of Farnham J. East- 
man; an 

A bill (S. 1354) granting a pension to Burton Packard. 

Mr. 


Pitney; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1372) 
bill (S. 1373) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 


granting a pension to George D. Noble: 


B 


S. 1374) granting a pension to Charles R. Collins; 

S. 1375) granting a pension to James W. Whitney; 

S. 1376) granting a pension to James Craven; 

S. 1377) granting an increase of pension to Augustus Eck- 


; 

S. 1878) granting a pension to William F. Gowdy; 
85 pies tienes eed a pension to Simon D. Kohl; 7 
{ 
( 
( 
( 
( 


* 
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S. 1380) granting a pension to Adam Kemper; 
8. 1581 grauting a pension to Henry H. Richards; 
S. 1382) granting an increase 


rr 


of pension to Ambrare Me- 


$ 
E EREE 


S. 1383) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Brown; 

ill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus; 

ill (S. 1385) granting an increase of pension to George West; 
(S. 1386) granting an increase of pension to Albert Flan- 


bill (S. 1387) to increase tho pension of Michael Carron; 
ill (S. 1388) restoring a pension to Oliver R. Goodwin; 
(S. 1389) granting a pension to Frederick D. Bailey; 


ill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to Gerhard 


er; 
bill (S. 1391) granting an increase of pension to John Fletcher; 
bill (S. 1392) granting a pension to bae Walters; 

A bill (S. 1893) granting a pension tọ Philander Samples; 
ee (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Isaac E. 

e; 

A bill (S. 1395) granting an increase of pension to John Wood; 
8 ap (S. 1396) granting an increase of pension to John O. 

itchel; 
eee (S. 1397) granting an increase of pension to Marshall H, 


A bill (68. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Dudley 


i=") 
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TURNER introduced a bill (S. 1355) providing for the erec- | Ashton 


tion of a public building at the city of Spokane Falis, in the State 
of Washi m; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1356) to remove the e of | Ev: 


desertion from the name of George Miller. of Valentine, Nebr.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 5 

Mr. PASCO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1357) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, late 
consul-general of the United States in Egypt; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1358) for the relief of 
Agnes and Maria De Leon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1859) for the relief of Sylves- 
ter S. Van Sickel, a captain of the Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 0 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S, 1860) granting a pension to Margaret J. Verbiskey, of 
Kansas City, Kans.; 3 : 

A bill (S. 1361) granting an increase of pension to John N. Lan- 
don, of Leavenworth, Kans.; é 

A bill (S. 1362) granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 

A bill (S. 1363) granting an increase of pension to Alvah A, 


Eaton; 
A bill (S. 1864) granting a pension to Theodore Birkhauser; 
A bill (S. 1365) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Rid- 
enger, of Newton, Kans. (with accompanying paper); . 
bill (S. 1366) granting an increase of pension to Emeline 


Houston (with accompanying papers); i 
A bill & i pension to Anna B. S. 
illiam A. Phillips, late colonel of Third 


. 1367) granting an increase of 

Phillips, widow of Col. 
Regiment Indian Home Guards; 

A bill (S. 1368) granting a pension to Mrs. J. J. Woods, of 
Oswego, Kans.; an ls : 

A bill (S. 1369) for the relief of Francis H. McLaughlin (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1370) granting a pension to 
Adrian Nappy: which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1371) for the relief of Albert I. 


A bili (S. 1399) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
uston; 
A bill (S. 1400) granting an increase of pension to Erastus C. 


A bill (S. 1402) granting an increase of pension to Gerhard 
Shoemaker; 
A bill (S. 1403) granting an increase of pension to Mark Hath- 
away; 
A bill (S. 1404) granting a pension to George F. Barrage; 
A bill (S. 1405) granting a pension to Clara A. Southard; 
A bill (S. 1406) granting a pension to Robert E. Fousman; 
A bill (S. 1407) granting a pension to William Herriott: 
A bill (S. 1408) granting a pension to Edgar L. Beckwith; 
bill (S. 1409) granting an increase of pension to Charles Wal- 


ill (S. 1410) granting a pension to Robert J. Miller; 

(S. 1411) granting a pension to William H. H. Walker; 
bill (S. 1418 granting a pension to Laura C. Vandergriff; 
(S. 1413) granting a pension to Richard Richardson; 
(S. 1414) granting a pension to Thomas Fox; 

8. 1415) granting a pension to Hamlet F. Richardson; 


S. 1416) granting a pension to Sarah C. Moody; 
(S. 1417) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 


S. 1418) granting a pension to William W. Misuer; 

S. 1419) granting a pension to Maria L. Meserve; 

ill (S. 1420) granting a pension to Frederick A. Driscol; 

iil (S. 1421) granting an increase of pension to Oscar Abbott; 
(S. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


(8. 1423) granting a pension to William E. Mathews; 
ill (S. 1424) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer; 
ill (S. 1425) granting an increase of pension to Orlando J. 


op ; a 
ill (S. 1426) granting a pension to Daniel Cressman; 
ill (S. 1427) 
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A bill (S. 1484) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


eely; 

A bin (S. 1435) granting a pension to Charles E. Locke; 

A bill (S. 1436) granting a pension to Mary Picard; 

A bill (S. 1487) granting a pension to James Smith; and 
75 a bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Felton D. 

son. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
2 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


S: 

A bill (S. 1439) for the relief of Meyer B. Haas; 

A bill (S. 1440) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
A. G. Boone; an 

A bill (S. 1441) for the relief of William J. Bryan. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1442) for the relief of 
Robert J. Spottswood and the heirs of William C. McClellan, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1448) for the relief of James G. 
Field; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severall 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1444) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James B. Jordan; an 

A bill (S. 1445) to provide for the acquirement of title to certain 
land in Colorado, to be added to Fort Lo; Military Reservation. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 4447 for the relief of William H. Tibbits; 

A bill (S. 1447) for the relief of Jesse Meeks; and 

A bill (S. 1448) for the relief of Thomas Rotra: 

Mr. HANSBROU GH introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and refe to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1449) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pen- 
sions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890; 


and 

A bill (S. 1450) granting a pension to Catharine Leary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1451) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North, at 
8 N. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 

the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1452) granting a pension to 
Lucy A. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1453) granting an increase 
of pension to H Wilson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1454) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Sprague; which was twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1455) for the relief of O. F. 
Adams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 


A bill (S. 1456) for the relief of the estate of William G. Coch- 
rane, deceased, late of Tuscaloosa County, Ala.; 

A bill 5 — 1457) for the relief of S. V. Biggers, administrator of 
Robert P. Biggers, deceased, late of Cherokee County, Ala.. as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883; 

A bill (S. 1458) for the relief of Thomas J. Hargiss, of Jackson 
County, Ala., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act 

of March 8, 1883; and i 

A bill (S. 1459) for the relief of Eliza H. Tenge, administratrix 
of Charles A. Tenge, deceased, late of Lande e County, Ala., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 1460) for securing costs ac- 
crued in State courts when suits are removed to the courts of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the J . 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1461) for the erection of 
a monument to the memory of Lieut. Commander George Wash- 
ington De Long and his comrades, who lost their lives in the Jean- 
nette Arctic expedition; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. - 

He also introduced a bill 55 1462) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Enoch G. Adams; which was read twice by its title, and 
‘referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1463) for the 
relief of Joseph Culley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 22) pro- 
viding for the purchase of historical manuscripts relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


.| ferred to the Committee on the Library. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 23) 
. resolution of May 13, 1886, providing marble 
busts of those who have been Vice-Presidents of the United States, 
to be placed in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber; which 
va read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
Bend to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
= oe to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rinted. 

. CLARK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to-be 
printed. 

CONSTITUTIONAL RESTRICTION OF TARIFF TAXES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a Senate resolution, which I ask may 
be read, and that it be passed over until to-morrow morning, when 
I shall beg the indulgence of the Senate to submit some remarks 
in its support. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the United States is not possessed of constitutional pow; 
to impose tariff taxes on articles asin Bene ption by the people for 
express and avowed purpose of in g private fortunes of one class 
of its citizens at the expense of the masses. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 
FOREST RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the „ Interior is directed to send to the Sen- 
ate a copy of the order of the ident of February 22, 1897, establishing the 
boun of certain forest reservations, also copies of all papers on file in 
relation to said reservations, and the reasons for creating the same. 


THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: r 


Whereas by section 7 of the act entitled “An act to regulate and improve 
the civil service of the United States,” 7 January 16, 1883, it is pro- 
vee . no laborer or workman shall required to be classified there - 
under; an: 

Whereas by section 45 of the act entitled “An act providing for the public 
printing and binding and distribution of public documents,“ approved Jan- 
uary 12, 1895, it is provided that it shall be the duty of the Public Printer to 
employ workmen who are thoroughly skilled in their ive branches of 
industry, as shown by trial of their s under his direction: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to commu- 
nicate to the Senate the grounds upon which laborers and workmen in the 
Government Printing Office and in other Departments or bureaus of the 
Government are req tosubmit themselves to competitive examination. 
as provided in the act of January 16, 1883, and the rules governing said Civil 
Service Commission. 


ARKANSAS STATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. BERRY. On the call of the Calendar one day last week 
Senate bill No. 3 was reached, and at the request of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] it was passed over until 
to-day, notice having been given by me that at this time I should 
move to take it up. I therefore move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the title of the bill? 
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Mr. BERRY. It is the Arkansas settlement bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3) to approve a compromise and 
settlement between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask that the bill be read in full. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the compromise and settlement effected February 
1895, between the United States and the State of Arkansas by John G. Car- 
jisle, Secretary of the Treasury, and Hoke Smith, Secretary of the Interior, 
on behalf of the United States, and James P. Clarke, governor of Arkansas. 
on behalf of that State, which was made under and by virtue of the authority 
conferred by an act of Congress approved August 4, 1894, entitled “An act to 
authorize a compromise and settlement with the State of Arkansas,” and the 
act of the general assembly of Arkansas, 1 April 8. 1889, authorizin; 
the governor to act for that State, be, and the same is hereby, approved an 
given the full force and effect of law. 


Mr. CULLOM. Does the bill come from a committee? 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator from Illinois that the 
bill was discussed during the first session of the last Congress at 
considerable length, and it was passed in the Senate by more than 
a two-thirds majority. It was again introduced at the present 
session and went to the Committee on Public Lands, and it was 
unanimously reported from that committee to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? ‘ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours andtwenty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 3 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Tuesday, March 30, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 29, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Charlemagne Tower, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Austria-Hun- 
gary, vice Bartlett Tripp, resigned. ’ 


CONSUL. 


Anson Burlingame Johnson, of Colorado, to be consul of the 
United Statesat Fuchau, China, vice J. Courtney Hixson, resigned. 


SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


William S. Shallenberger, of Pennsylvania, to be Second Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, vice Charles Neilson, resigned. 


COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Henry Clay Evans, of Tennessee, to be Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, vice Dominic I. Murphy, resigned. 
FIRST ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Thomas Ryan, of Topeka, Kans. , to be First Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior, vice William H. Sims, resigned, 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
James D. Gill, of Massachusetts, to be collector of internal rey- 


enue for the third district of Massachusetts, to succeed Edward 
J. Donovan, resigned. . 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICE. 
David C. Fleming, of Sterling, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Sterling, Colo., vice oy Fay: J. Dempster, deceased. 
©, 


Wat Theodore Beall, of Lead Colo., to be register of the 
land office at Leadville, Colo., vice John T. Joyce, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 29, 1897. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


William C. Whipps, of Kalispell, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Kalispell, Mont. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Frank H. Nash, of Kalispell, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Kalispell, Mont. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 29, 1897. 


The House met at 10 o’clock a.m. Prayer by Chaplain Davip 
Wiso, United States fens $ 

The Journal of the g ings of Saturday, March 27, was read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, I object to the approve of 
the Journal with only fifty members on the floor, and by actual 
count there are not to exceed fifty. 

The SPEAKER, Evidently no quorum is present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I move that the House take a recess 
for one hour, until a quorum arrives. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must be entirely aware that 
it is impossible for the House to take a recess without a quorum, 
A motion to adjourn would be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Assuggested by the Speaker, then, I think 
we had as well adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not make any suggestion, ex- 
cept as to what is in order. [Laughter.] Does the gentleman 
1 eee to adjourn?—because we could do that very easily. 

aughter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; I do not want to take control at 
all. I leave the other side to work out the puzzle. 

The SPEAKER, There is no puzzle about it, except the in- 
dolence of members; that is all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the Chair means this side of the Ho 
I am sure we have more here than there are on the other side o 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on the ap- 
proval or the Journal, Does the House desire to take any action 
upon it 

Rur. JENKINS. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I move that the Journal be approved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the Journal be 
cy, isha As many as are in favor say “ aye.” 

he question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Division! 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (during the division). Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand the yeas and nays upon the motion, in order to save time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 2, an- 
swered ' present“ 2, not voting 183; as follows: 


YEAS—164. 
Acheson, Dayton, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Ind. 
Adamson, De Armond, J oY) Russell, 
Alexander, De Graffenreid, Kelley, Sauerhering, 
len, De Vries, Kerr, Sayers, 
Arnold, Dingley, Kirkpatrick, Shannon, 
Bailey, D ore, Kitchin, Shattuc, 
er, ery, Kulp, Shelden, 
Dolliver, Lam Sherman, 
Barham, Dorr, Lan ee 
Barlow, Eddy, Lester, Bla: 
min A vans, Linney, Smith, y. 
Barre 8. enton, Low, Snover, 
Bartlet er, 23 Southard, 
Belford. Fletcher, Gall. Sparkman, 
Bell, Foote, McDowell, 8) 0. 
Bennett, gor Melntire, 8 gS, 
op, ardner, MeLau Stark, 
ine, Gibson, McMillin, Stevens, Minn. 
Botkin, Groene, Maddox, Stewart, Wis. 
Brenner, Ohio rifin, a N Stone, 0. W 
Brom well, riggs, ahon, Sturtevant, 
3 Grosvenor, Marsh, ivan, 
Brucker, r, Miers, Ind. Sulloway, 
Brundidge, Iton, inor, ulzer, 
Burton, Hemenway, Mitchell, Sutherland, 
Butler, Henderson, Moody, Swanson, 
Camp Henry, Conn. Moon, Talbert, 
Cannon, Henry, Ind Mudd, Tate, 
Capron, Henry, M Odell, Tawney. 
Castle, Henry, Tex. Otjen Tayler, Ohio 
Clardy. Hepburn, Overstreet, rry, 
Clark, lowa Hill, Packer, Pa. Vincent, 
Clark, Mo. Hinrichsen, Parker, N. J. ard, 
Connell, Hooker, yne, Weymout 
Cooney, opkins, Pearce, Mo. Wheeler, 
Cowherd, Howard, Ala. ‘erkins, Wheeler, Ky. 
Cox, Eui Pierce, Tenn. Wilber, 
Dalzell, unter, aigg, Williams, Pa. 
Danford, Hurley, . ost, 
Davidson, Wis. e Richardson, Young, Pa. 
Davis, Jett, Ridgely, or. 
NAYS—2. 
Little, McRae. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—2. 
McCormick, Smith, Wm. Alden. 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Adams, Barber, Belknap. Bland, 
Ba 3 Barrows, Benner, Pn. 
Baird, Bartholdt, Benton, Boutelle, 
Baker, Md. ond Cag Bradley, 
Belden, Bing . 
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Brewer, Fleming, Lovering, £ettle, 
Brewster, Foss, McAleer, 
Broderick, Fowler, N. 0. So — Shuford, 
jus, Fowler, cClellan, p 
roussard, Gain McCulloch, Simpson, 
Brownlow, Gillet, N. McDonald, Skinner, 
3 Gillett, Mass, McEwan, sae d. 
B Graff, Maguire, Smith, S. W. 
Burke, * Grout, Mann, — — 
Tow, Marshall, ding, 
Chickering Handy Marvell, Steele, 
er + y 
ko, N. 5 H. 2 Meekison, yr mag de 
ton, Mercer, Stewart, N. J. 
Mo. Hawley, Mesick, 8 
Cochrane, N. Y, Hay. Meyer, La. Stone, W. A. 
Codding, Heatwole, $ Strait, 
Colson. Hicks, Milliken, Str Nebr. 
Connolly, born, 8 N. O. 
Cooke, Hitt, orris, Taylor, Ala, 
Cooper, Tex Holman, Newlands, Todd. 

y Howard, Ga. Northway, Tongue, 
Corliss, How Norton, Underwood, 
Cousins, How: en, 

Cranford, Johnson, Ind. Olmsted, Vi ver, 
Crump, Jones, Wash. e, Van V. 
ker, Ke Otey, e 
Cummings, King, P 
Curtis, Iowa. Know. Peters, Walker, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Knox, Pitney, Walker, Va. 
Davenport, j anger, 
vey. Lan Powers, ‘Warner, 
Davison, Ky. Latimer, Prince, Weaver, 
vener, Lentz, Pugh, White, III. 
lott, Lewis, Ga. Reeves, White. N. C. 
e Rix Wil N. Y. 
eS, vingston, ey, son, 
— Lorimer, pee ilson, 
Faris, Loud, Rob Wright, 
Fitzgerald. Loud 5 Robertson, La. Young, Va. 
Fitzpatrick, Love, yse, 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when the roll 
was being called? 

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. I was, but I did not hear my name 
called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I think I was. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can be recorded as present, 
and then he can vote. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I believe under the rule a call of the House 
will be ordered. 

The SPEAKER. No announcement of the vote has yet been 
made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The 88 will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There are two gentlemen on the floor 
who have been elected, whose credentials have arrived, but who 
have not been sworn in. If it will assist in making a quorum— 
they are Democrats—I ask to have them sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. By a body that is not constituted to do busi- 
ness? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I imagine, sir, it is in order to 
swear them in. in order to make aquorum. Isubmitthe question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thardly think that is in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Suppose that no members had been sworn 
in, We swore them in at the beginning of the session, before 
there was any quorum. It seems to me the matter of the swear- 
ing in of members would take precedence over any point of no 

uorum, in order to get a quorum. It assists in making a quorum. 
T submit that view to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks at presenthe will announce 
the result of the roll call; and then the rules of the House require 
us to do certain things. On this question the yeas are 164, nays 2, 

resent 2, which makes a total of 168; and there is no quorum. 
nder the rules of the House the Sergeant-at-Arms will close the 
doors of the House 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask 
that these gentlemen be sworn in, and the Chair can dispose of 
the matter. I think this is a matter of very high privilege, and I 
submit it to the Chair. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Aabak When the first Congress met in 
New York on March 4, 1789, but 13 members of the House and 
8 members of the Senate—as the record says—appeared and took 
their seats. Both Houses adjourned from time to time, and on 
April 1, the record says that other members appeared, making 
a quorum, and the House proceeded to elect a Speaker. It also 
adopted rules, and did some business. The Senate secured a 
quorum on April 6, and elected John Langdon as President to 
count the electoral vote, and the two Houses proceeded to perform 
this duty, and declared the election of Washin gton as President 
and Adams as Vice-President. It was not until April 8 that the 
members of the House took the oath of office—it being adminis- 
tered by the chief justice of New York. 


It seems to me that finding ourselves as we do without a quorum, 
and two Coy soe members having presented themselves, that 
it would be in order to administer the oath so that they, together 
with those who have been previously sworn, would make a quorum, 
and enable us to to business. 

The SPEAKER. The question in the mind of the Chair was 
whether 3 of the House can be interrupted by that 
business at this time, When a roll call is ordered by the rules of 
the House. But that is a matter that can be very easy of solu- 
tion. If there be no objection, the gentlemen will be sworn in. 
[After a eee) The Chair hears no objection. The gentlemen 
will ‘orward. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would state that they are the gentle- 
man from Texas, Mr. Kleberg, and the gentleman from Virgini 
an Jones. I had not mentioned their names, and perhaps I ought 

0 80. 

Mr. . Mr. Jones came forward and took the oath 
prescribed by law. 

The SPEAKER. The roll will now be called, and gentlemen 
will vote upon the proposition who desire to do so, and those who 
do not desire to vote will respond ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. ould it not be in order for the 
gentlemen who have just taken the oath of office to vote upon the 
question which has just been voted upon by the House? They 
were present and their names were not called, and for that reason 
they could not vote, and therefore their names are not recorded. 

he SPEAKER. It will bein order for them to vote on this 
roll call. The result of the last roll call having been announced, 
it can not very well be added to. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 224, nays 1, an- 
swered present“ 13, not voting 116; as follows: 


YEAS—224. 
Adamson, Dockery, Lamb, Settle, 
Allen, Dolliver, Landis, Shafroth, 
Arnold, Dorr, Lanham, Shattuc, 
Baird, Eddy, Lester, Shelden, 
Baker, III. Epes, Linney, herman, 
Ball, Evans, Little, Simpkins, 
Bar Fenton, Low, impson, 
id W, a nt RA Lybrand, Sims, 
mey, tzpa or, 
lford, Fletcher, Sie, Slayde 
Foote, McCormi Smith, fil 
Bennett, Fox, McDowell, Ky. 
Benton, ardner, picintire, th, 8. 
ping 5 ibson, cLaur. mith, Wm. Alden 
op, Gillett, Mass. McMillin, Snover, 
Bodine, Greene, Maddox, uthard, 
Bo Griffin, ire, Spalding, 
Brenner, Ohio Griggs, yı Sparkman, 
Brower, Grosvenor, Mahon, Rpra 0, 
Brewster Grow, spoke oie Stallings, 
well, Hager, eekison, Stark, 
us, Hamilton, Mercer, Steele. 
Brown, Handy, Mesick, A PGi asap rex 
Brucker, Harmer, Miers, ina Stevens, 
Brundidge, Har Miller, Stewart, N. J. 
Burton, ' Hemenway, Minor, tewart, Wis. 
Butler, Hiodon, Mitchell, Stone, C, W, 
Campbell, enry, Conn. Moody, Strowd, N. C. 
Cannon, Henry, Ind. Moon, Sturtevant, 
Capron Henry, Miss. Mudd, Sulloway, 
Yarmack, enry, Norton, Sulzer, 
Castle, epburn, pene! Sutherland, 
lardy, 5 ge 4 Swanson, 
Clark, Iowa Hinrichsen, borne, Talbert, 
Clark, Mo. tt, Otjen Tate, 
Clarke, N. H. Holman, Overstreet, Tawnoy, 
Glayton, Hooker, Packer, Pa: Tayler, Ohio 
a 28 pate, N. J. mory: 
Jonnell, oward, Ala. ayne, 0 e 
Cooke, Howard, Ga. Pearce, Mo. Vandiver, 
Cooney, Howell, Pearson, Vincent, 
Cooper, Tex. Hull Perkins, Walker, Mass. 
Co Hunter, Peters, Walker, Va. 
Cowherd, J Pierce, Tenn. Wanger, 

a Je Powers, Ward, 
Crumpacker, Johnson, N. Dak. Prinee, Weymouth 
Curtis, Iowa Jones, Va. nigg, Wheeler, Ala. 

li, Joy, Y, Wheeler, Ky. 

‘ord, Kelley, Reey Wilber, 
Davidson, Wis. Kerr, Richa: x Williams, Miss, 

vis, Kirkpatrick, Ridgely, Will Pa. 
Dayton, Kitchin, Robertson, La, Wilson, S. O. 
38 ond, 4. K pberg 1 y 1 Na 

e Graffenrel nowles, usse 
Vries, p, Sauerhering, Young, Pa. 
Dingley, ceny, yers, nor, 
NAYS—1. 
McRae. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT 13. 
Alexander, Dovener, Loudenslager, Strode, Nebr. 
ley, Guna, Royse, 
x Hurley Sto! 
Davenport, Ketcham, Strait, 
NOT VOTING—116. 
Acheson, Barber, h, 3 
Adams, Barrott, Belden, Boutelle, 
Babcock. Barrows, elknap. 4 
oer Ma. Bartholdt, Benner, Pa. Brantley. 
ead, Bartlett, rry, Broderick, 
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Fitzgerald, ton, 
Brownlow, Fleming, Lorimer, Rhea, 
Brumm, F. Loud, Rixey, 
Bull, Fowler, N. Love, Robb, 
Burke, Fowler, N. J. Lovering, Robbins, 
Catchings, Gaines. McAleer, Shannon, 
Chickerin Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Shuford, 
Cochran, an oe Monan 5 
Cochrane, N. Y. rou Don A 
Colson, Hawley, McEwan, Stone. W. A 
Connolly, Y, Mann, 
Cooper, W. Heatwole, Marshall, lor, 
Cor! Martin. å, 
Cranford, Maxwell, Underwood, 
Crump, Howe, Meyer, La. 

è; Johnson, Ind. on. Van Voorhis, 
Curtis, Hans. Jones, Wash. slage, 
Davey, ing, Wadsworth, 
Davison, Ky. Ox, Newlands, arner, 
Dinsmore, Latimer, Northway, Weaver. 
Elliott. ntz, en, ite, Tu. 
Ellis, wis, Ga. v. White, N. C. 
Ermentrout, Lewis, Wash. Pitney, Wilson, N. Y. 

Littauer, Plowman, Young, Va. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague Mr. Knox 
be excused from answering this call of the Konie; and also indefi- 
nitely, or given a leave of absence indefinitely, on account of a 
death in his family, which occurred on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will be complied with. [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague Mr, 
WILLIAM A. STONE be excused on account of illness. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the 

tleman from Pennsylvania will be complied with. [After a 
pause.) The Chair hears no objection. | 

On this question, the yeas are 228, nays 1, present 13, making 
287, which is a quorum; the yeas have it, and the Journal is ap- 
proved. The Chair hopes that members may be able to find it 
consistent with their private engagements to be present at the 
time when the House opens. We have now lost an hour and twelve 
minutes by the fact that members have not been prompt in attend- 
ance upon their duty. Under the rule, the House now resolves 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 379, and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] will please take the Chair. 


THE TARIFF, 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: * 


A bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the 9 of the United States. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the committee have a few 
amendments that they desire to offer at this point, and I yield now 
to the gentleman from Illinois, a member of the committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. ‘ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend h 22, page 5, by Inserting, in line 8, after the word “two,” 
the eaiowhig words: “and aha N 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that amendment. We are not considering that paragraph 
of the bill, and there is nothing in the s order that ts 
the Committee on Ways and Means to offer amendments to any 
paragraph of the bill not under consideration at the time. 

Mr, HOPKIN S. There is nothing in coal poina; Mr. Chairman, 


as will be seen by referring to the special order 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask for the reading of the special order. 
The Clerk read the special order in part, as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 5, 
have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to re the follow- 
ing asa substitute therefor, with the recommendation that it do pass: 

“Resolved, That on and after Monday March 22, 1897, and until the final vote 
on the bill heremafter mentioned sha have been taken, the House shall meet 
on each legislative day at 100’clock a. m.; that on each of said gays: immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, the House shall resolve itself Into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union tor the consideration of the 
pill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Government and to encou: the 
industries of the United States; that general debate shall continue on said bill 
curing cack day until 5 o'clock p. m., and at evening sessions, to which a recess 
shall be taken, to be held from § o’clock till 11 o'clock p. m., until and includ- 
„the 25th day of March, unless sooner concluded; that from the 

eral debate until the 8lst day of March there shall be debate 
om time the bill shall be to 


pres read, but committee amendments to any 
in order at any time.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the 5 desire to have the re- 
mainder of the special order read? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. That is sufficient. 
ie CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his point of 
er? 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I do. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ilinois be again reported. 
The amendment was again read, as follows: 


by inserting in line 8, after the word — 
ing e Words: and one-half 80 tust the provision — — rend: m 

“Ge u — 7 or ue, and pre’ ers 
sounds, valtiel . not above 10 conte’ per poun 2} cents per pound.” sf 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, we would like to have some 
explanation given of why this increase of 25 per cent is proposed 
over the rate of duty recommended by the committee in their bill, 

Mr. HOPKINS. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, I must dis- 
sent in toto from the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee 
as tothe percentage of increase. The rate proposed in the amend- 
ment is the rate which the committee originally intended to rec- 
ommend upon this item. The amendment simply raises the rate 
to what it was under the McKinley law, making it, on an average, 
about 30 per cent. The rate under the present law is 25 per cent, 
so that this amendment simpy increases it 5 per cent above the 
me in the bill and not at all aboye what it was under the act of 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in order that there may be no 
misunderstanding or uncertainty as to the correctness of my state- 
ment that this amendment increases the rate recommended by the 
committee 25 per cent, it is only necessary to say that the com- 
mittee proposed in the bill submitted to the House a duty of 2 
cents per pound, while this amendment proposes a duty of 2} 
cents per pound. If that is not an increase of 25 per cent upon 
the rate recommended by the committee, then I do not understand 
the significance of figures. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. 
HorkINS, the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 90. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield now to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who desires to offer one or two 
amendments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend para- 
graph 89, on page 15 of the bill, by the amendment I send to the 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by ad after the word “ton,” in line 10, the following: baux- 
ite, or bauxite crude, not refined or otherwise advanced in condition from its 
natural state, $1 per ton.“ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, we would like to 
have some explanation of the purpose of this amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Bauxite isa mineral product, large deposits 
of which are found in Georgia and Alabama and other States of 
the South. A very strong appeal was made by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox] the other night for protection on this 
product, and it was then announced to him on behalf of the com- 
mittee that if upon inquiry his statements should turn out to be well 
founded, his constituents were clearly entitled to have protection 
upon that product. Investigation shows that the gentleman was 
entirely correct in his statements, that there is already a consider- 
able production, and the possibility of a very much larger produc- 
tion, of this commodity in his district and in the adjoining part of 


Ala é 
Mr. DALZELL. With my coll e’s permission, I will add, 
g an explanation of this 


for the benefit of the gentleman 
amendment, that a very strong appeal comes up from Alabama 
for protection on this article. [Laughter. 

. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Ohio tell us what 
was the extent of the im tion last year? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not tell that at this moment. We 
have taken into consideration rather the possibility of production 
than the present production, for the reasons explained by the 

tleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] the other night—the fact 

hat the difference in cost of production and of transportation has 

favored importation ** the Southern commodity practically 
out of the market, and thereby retarded its production. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Can the gentleman tell us what is the extent 
of the consumption of this article in this country: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can, if the gentleman wants to stop the 
machine until I do. [Laughter. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We would like to have the machine 
stopped” long enough to have some reasons given for this pro- 

tax. 


Mr. DALZELL. This deposit of bauxite is found in id 
and Alabama in unlimited quantities—sufficient to supply 
whole world. It is an“ infant industry.” These deposits were 
discovered in 1889. Bauxiteis the base from which we make alum, 
alumina, and eventually the metal aluminium. This material is 
shi to Boston, New York, and Philadelphia from the South 
of France at such freight rates as make it impossible for the 
Southern production to compete with the foreign. The purpose of 
this amendment is to equalize freight rates, so as to allow Ameri- 
cans to use American bauxite instead of the French. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. The object, then, is to prevent the importa- 
tion of bauxite. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I can not see the force of the gentle- 
man’s argument. 

Mr. DALZELL. The goten from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] has overlooked what I said. I stated the object was to 
equalize conditions, so as to allow Americans to compete with 
foreigners. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, 1 will read a letter which 
will give some light to the gentleman from Tennessee: 


LITTLE FALLS, N. J., March 13, 1897. 

DEAR Sin: Lam interested in the Illinois Chemical Company, but as my 
vote is cast in Wayne Township, and was cast for you, I take the liberty of 

ling your attention, to the proposed tariff duty on alum, hydrate of alu- 
mina, and bauxite. eare manufacturers of alum, of which alumina is the 
12 element, which alumina is obtained from bauxite. 
ou will find on pages 7, 8, 9, 10 of Schedule A a clear statement of what is 
desired by the alum manufacturers. 

Heretofore a distinction has not been made between hydrate of alumina 
and bauxite, but now that the former has become a matter of commerce it is 
of great importance that the difference be clearly understood, because if Con- 

should permit hydrate of alumina to come into this country free of 
uty, or with such a duty as to undersell American manufacturers, the alum 
bi nee would be destroyed and the bauxite mines would have to stop 
operations. 
gh pe about ten years ago bauxite was discovered in Georgia. For nearly 
fifty years this ore has been mined in France. where it has been used to pro- 
duce alum and the hydroxide of alumina, These mines have been steadily 
worked, so that the industries mentioned are on a firm working basis. 

Thousands of tons of ore were sent to this country before the discovery of 
the ore in our own country in 1887. When the French found that they would 
have an American ore tocompete with, then ocean rates were lowered, so that 
French bauxite can now be brought to this coun for $1.50 per ton less than 
it can be brought from the Georgia mines to New York. Ihave been through 
Alabama and Georgia, where these mines exist, and I assure you it would 
a hard blow to this new American industry if bauxite and hydrate of alu- 
mina be admitted to this country at low rates. 

The hydrate of alumina bi ess is a new one for us, and should not be 
subjected to the assaults of the old-established manufacturers of Europe, and 
should it be allowed to come in free, or at such a low tariff rate as to flood 
our market with a European product, it would destroy the alum manufac- 


t in this country. 
2 the im, eye of Mr. James C. aguiren given on page 22. 
an 


Iamo to 
The duty, as indica in Schedule A, 9 based on alumina 
hydrate; that is, on alumina with its = component of water. Now, to 


w anhydrous alumina, or alumina without its natural element of water, 
to come in on the same basis, means allowing a percentage of alumina to 
come in free. To bring in anhydrous alumina on the basis of hydrated alu- 
mina is an evasion. In other words, the Ways and Means Committee have 
arranged a just rate on hydrate of alumina. Now, to make this rate apply 
to alumina without water is quite a different thing, which scheme allows a 
large per cent to enter free of duty. Instead of a reduction of 36 per cent 
2 on the weight of hydrated alumina, as Mr. suggests, an in- 
crease should be made on the anhydrated alumina. 

I trust this letter may be of use to use in bringing about the desired result. 


ars, sincerely, 
zam yo 3 CORNELIUS D. VREELAND. 
Hon. J. F. STEWART, 

Washington, D. C. 


The object of the committee in proposing this amendment is to 
give protection to this industry in the South. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will turn his face toward the Republican side of the House, we 
over here will be able to hear him better. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am endeavoring to call sinners to re- 


tance.” [Laughter.] 
dye eth . If thatis your object, then turn your face the 


other way. S 

Mr. DOCKERY. From what has the gentleman” from Ohio 
been reading? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. From a letter addressed to Hon. J. F. 
STEWART, a member of this House, by Cornelius D. Vreeland, a 
ne engaged in the manufacture of alum at Little Falls 

J: . 


I will only add that here is a product of the South which we 
believe can be made extremely valuable. Its development will 
give employment to labor, and in the long run the production of 
the article will be cheapened. We are delighted to have an oppor- 
tunity to place this new industry upon a footing that will make it 
profitable to the country. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And help out the railroads. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Every kind of transportation helps out 
the railroads. There are countries where they have no railroads 
and where no railroad freights need be paid. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, the question was asked, How 
much of this article has been consumed in the United States? My 
district being immediately interested in this subject, I have given 
the question some investigation. I find from the report of the 
Southern Railroad—the railroad over whose line this ore is hipped 
to Philadelphia, New York, and Pittsburg—that there are about 
25,000 tons shipped from Georgia, and about half of the amount 
that is consumed in the United States is shipped from the South, 
The other comes from France and Ireland. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not care about making a speech on this 
subject, but as we have here another product of the South asking 
for protection, I think this an opportune time to have read a short 


article from a Democratic newspaper published in Virginia in re- 
gard to protection in the South. I hope gentlemen on the other 
side will listen while the Clerk reads an extract from the Peters- 
bog Index-Appeal, a Southern Democratic newspaper. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The attitude of the Democratic in the House of Representatives 
during the discussion of the tariff bit was indescribably painful. not to say 
itiable. It had heen accustomed to lean upon the strong man in the White 
ouse, and now that the prop has been withdrawn it seems utterly incapable 
P1uww! far on ie Denote Uralda tena lacks 
ota sing so far on the Democra’ e ed ability or 
information, but all of them flounder about in the error of 8 
ents and theories. Notwithstanding the tariff been under con- 
sideration since last December, in open committee, with daily newspaper 
publications of progress in the work, the Democrats came into Congress 
wholly unprepared, alleging that they had no time to frame a measure, and 
when asked why they did not report the Wilson bill, which they had lauded 
as such an admirable revenue measure, they could make no reply. 
The truth of the matter 5 new light has dawned on many Democrats, 
ly in the South and West, and they no longer . protection (for 
articles in their own section) as robbery. . BAILEY, of Texas, thinks wool 
is very property a dutiable subject, and Mr. MCLAURIN, of South Carolina, 
thinks it would not be wrong to protect cotton. But they have not yet been 


able to emancipate themselves entirely from the trammels of old-time preju 
a 


dices, and without the tariff for an issue many of them would not be abl 
tell the difference between Democracy and Republication 29 


8 fa and applause. ] 
. DOCKERY. Justa word in ly, but not to the article, 
which seems to have appeared in the columns of some Republican 
newspaper. 

Mr. MAHON. A Democratic newspaper. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It reads asif it were an emanation froma 
eae paper. 

. SWANSON. I want to say that that paper has never been 

aregular Democratic paper. It has always, I think, been an inde- 
pendent paper. 


A MEMBER (on the Republican side). Somewhat irregular, 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. SWANSON. It did all it conld to defeat Bryan and elect 
McKinley. Ido not know whether it supported Palmer or Mc- 


Kinley. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in presenting this amend- 
ment is in entire harmony with the theory of the protective sys- 
tem; but so far as I know—and I have had personal knowledge of 
the tariff debates during the last fourteen years—this is the first 
time that a protective tariff has been avowedly declared to be, as 
it is now by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
for the purpose of ‘‘ equalizing freight rates.” I had unders 
heretofore that the object of a protective tariff was to make good 


The difference between the alleged higher wages of labor in the 


United States and the wages in the old countries. But we have 
now the bold declaration by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a senate, Bae ublican member of the Committee on Ways an 
Means, that the object of this amendment is to “equalize freight 
rates.“ That is, Mr. Chairman, to grant a subsidy to the railroads 
that will enable them to carry this raw material from Georgia 
and Alabama to the markets where it is manufactured, and thus 
‘ protect” the railroads against the low rates charged by steam- 
ship companies. 

a STEELE. To make it possible to use the American ma- 
terial. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isimply want to emphasize the fact that this 
is a new departure. Heretofore the question of wages has been 
put in the foreground and the object of the protective policy de- 
clared to be for the purpose of making good the alleged diferenco 
between T5 in this country and those in other countries. But 
now comes the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and 
states that he proposes to advance a step further and make the 
tariff an agent to“ equalize freightrates ” on the various railroads, 
thus enabling them to compete with the lines of steamships plying 
from American ports to France and other countries. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, Iam very sorry that the gentle- 
man from Missouri is only now learning, for the first time appar- 
ently, that the proposition I have made is by no means a new one. 
It has been discussed many times upon the floor of this House. I 
recollect afew years ago making a speech in Congress myself upon 
the matter, and adding an appendix to my speech showing differ- 
ences in freight rates and their bearing upon questions similar to 
that which we are now considering. 

The gentleman seems to think that wages have nothing what- 
ever to do with questions that arise under a tariff. Why, does 
the gentleman not know, asa matter of fact, that we pay our rail- 
road hands wages? Men engaged in the transportation business 
to Boston, Baltimore, Philadelphia, and other points from the 
South are wage earners. The men who operate the trains and 
who carry this mineral, bauxite, come in competition with men 


who receive the rates paid by steamship companies handling the 
same article, and shipping it from France to Boston, Philadel- 
phia, and other ports on foreign vessels at the lower rate of wages 
The wages 


paid to seamen and others engaged in this traffic. 
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d to brakesmen, engineer; and conductors on trains in this 
untry are altogether different, the gentleman should remember, 
‘from the wages paid by the foreign steamship companies which 
are engaged in handling this product here, in competition with our 
domestic product and our domestic labor. And if the gentleman 
had given to this matter a moment’s consideration, he would see 
that there is nothing in the doctrine which I have suggested which 
is at all novel or unusual. va ft 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then your proposition, as I understand it, is 
to protect” the laborers engaged in what has been heretofore u 
nonprotected industry? eo ; 

. DALZELL. The Republican proposition is to equalize by 
a tariff all of the conditions that place Americans in every char- 
acter of business at a disadvantage as compared with foreigners. 
[Applause on the es, bape an side. | í f 

Mr. DOCKERY other words, yon propose brushing aside 

all quibbles and technicalities to subsidize the railroads. 2 

r. DALZELL. No; it is my friend from Missouri who is in- 
dulging in quibbles and technicalities. My object is to equalize 
as ie as practicable, the labor conditions in this country and 
those abroad. 3 : 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, the gentleman stated his object was to 
‘t equalize freight rates, and the Recorp will bear me out in this 
statement, 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well. Does not that refer to a labor con- 
dition? Havel not already shown the gentleman, or endeavored 
to do so, that freight rates are dependent upon labor conditions? 
Ro not men who are operating the railroads between Georgia and 

e Atlantic ports come in competition with the wages paid by 
foreign steamship companies to the sailors, mates, captains, and 
other officers who carry this mineral to our shores and compete 
with our domestic product? Does this question not come, in the 
last analysis, as it always does, to a question of labor? After all, 
that is what a tariff question is, and the gentleman from Missouri, 
by quibbles and technicalities, can not obscure it, nor can he put 
me in a false position in respect to it. j 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last tliree words. ; 

I desire to answer something that has been said about the 
Petersburg Index-Appeal.. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Swanson] said that that paper was not recognized as a Demo- 
cratic paper. Neither is the Richmond Times. Both of these 
are ostracised by the Virginia Democracy because they advocate 
fair elections in that State. That is the only reason. 

Mr. EPES. Mr. Chairman, I want to state that the Petersburg 
3 has had at the head of its columns for fifteen years 
these words: 


Independent of all political parties. 


It supported the Palmer-Buckner ticket in the last election. 
Nr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last three words. The gentleman from Missouri, if 
he will take the trouble to examine, will find in the RECORD of 
May 10, 1890, full tables of the freight rates per ton from Euro- 
pean ports to this country and the cost per ton of freight by rail- 
roads in the United States for a distance the price of ocean freights 
will carry them. : 4 
This question of freight has been discussed and considered in 
connection with every tariff bill we have ever discussed in Con- 
ess. You can lay down in Boston or any other port from any 
northern European port the duplicate of products made in New 
England for less than it averages to cost to send them from the 
factories to Boston. It is true in every State that freights from 
European ports to ports in this country do not average one-half 
what it wil cost to freight American goods from the factory, 200 
miles inland, to the same American port. The great and control- 
ling reason for a protective tariff is to save, as far as practicable, 
oe own market—and these freight rates are a part of it—to our 
own people. Furthermore, if we can mine and ship this bauxite in 
immense quantities, we can sell it for one-quarter of what we can 
sell it for if we can only mine and ship a little of it. Itis a 
great market and great production that honorably make things 


cheap. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 3 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts.. Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will you please tell us af it is absolutely nec- 
essary that we shall add $1 per ton to the cost of raw material, and 
co uently very much to the cost of the manufactured article, 
in order that the raw material may be carried from its natural 
bed up to the northeast section of the country, as you on that side 
say this is to pay the difference in freight? Can-we not manu- 
facture at the bed where the raw material exists? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, Let me answer the gentle- 
man. We do not put on this $1 to increase the price. e put 
it on to protect us in securing this market. Does not the gentle- 
man understand the difference between protecting our markets 


and increasing the price? If we protect the market, immense capi- 
tals will be invested in opening these mines—— 

Mr. RIDGELY. The question I ask—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I think I understand the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RIDGELY. No; you misunderstand the question. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, 
in only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further 
until he has answered the question. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I want to say that immenso 
capitals will be risked in opening mines, in producing a larger 
number of units of products, when there is a guaranty of the mar- 
ket. If there is not a guaranty of the market, then the capitals 
will not be invested, because they can not be invested safely. A 
tariff means simply a guaranty that, when immense capi are 
invested to increase products, this market shall be open to com- 
petition between American citizens at home. There is scarcely 
an instance of an immense capital being invested in any plant 
whatever to produce any given thing that those great factories 
and great peua have not been sold within forty years for 10 to 15 
cents on the dollar of their cost. The men who invest large cap- 
ital, making fortunes, and immense fortunes sometimes, and out of 
nature—not out of the workingmen, but out of nature—by inven- 
tions, and then, owing to changed conditions from home compe- 
tition, these great factories go out of use. 

There isa factory in my town that cost more than a million 
dollars, first and last, and which it would cost half a million dol- 
lars to duplicate to-day; but you can buy it for barely what the 
land is worth, and I think for less, because the buildings would 
have to be taken off. 

It is so all over New England and all over the North. If you 
Southern men want to go into manufacturing, there is no trouble 
in getting factories cheaply enough to satisfy anyone. 

r. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just a word on 
this question. I take it that we are all agreed that we want to 
do the best thing to build up our own country. The question 
upon which we differ is as to What is the best thing to do. The 
intent of my question to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] was to bring out this information: Is it absolutely nec- 
cessary that this raw material shall be transported across this 
continent in order to reach the manufacturer? Can we not move 
the factories to the raw material? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Then you have got to use 
8 in doing the transporting afterwards. It is just the same 

ng. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Then we transport the aluminium and other 
finished products, which, being of little 20 0 could be cheaply 
transported. However, if it is intended to shut out cei goods 
in order to develop this industry and hold our own people as the 
market, then woy not put on a tariff that will absolutely prohibit 
importation of this product?—because we have got the material 
and the skill to make enough for the world. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Because it is not the polic 
of this country to put on a tariff to any greater extent than 
absolutely necessary to continue to pay American wages. When 
you go above that, you are doing an injury to our people. 

. PEARSON. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 
Without objection, the informal amendments will be withdrawn. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


nois. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
What amendment are we voting on? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. The Chair misspoke himself. 

The amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, in paragraph 90, on the 
same page, line 14, I move to amend, after the word “twenty,” 
by inserting the word ‘* five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On A 75 15, line 14, after the word “ twenty,“ insert the word flve;“ so as 

8 


I can not yield for a speech 


T 8 

“Common yellow and brown earthenware, plain or embossed, common 
3 and crucibles not decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad 

The amendment was a Bie to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who has an amendment to offer. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to amend, Mr. Chairman, paragraph 
103, line 5, page 21, after the word ‘‘silyered,” by adding the words 
“cylinder and crown glass, silvered.” 

he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h 103 by inserting, in line 5, page al, after: the word “sil- 


Amend par 
vered,” the following: cylinder and crown glass, silve 
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Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have an explana- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. So as to read: Cast ae een plate glass, sil- 
vered; cylinder and crown glass, silvered 

A Memper. What page? 

Mr. DALZELL. Page 21. It is evidently an omission. It 
ought to have been there in the first place. There is no distinc- 
tion between cylinder and polished plate glass. It is an omission 
in other words. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the Clerk read the section as it 
will stand when amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21, line 5, after “sily: insert cx 
dey amd ro e e fo Ts waa crown de, ese 
1 ye re —— v cy! er crown glass, silyered, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this is a paragraph 
in which the committee has increased the duties 50 per cent above 
the McKinley bill. Now, there has been a great deal of criticism 
and some invectives ind in on the other side against the gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House because they have sought to have 
some explanation given them as to the effect of certain clauses in 
this bill. Now, I contend it is the duty of the representatives of 
the people to ask for explanations. Weare now coming to a series 
of paragraphs upon glass, and all the smaller sizes of glass, includ- 
ing looking-glass, have an increased tax of from 30 to 50 per cent 
above the McKinley bill. Then, when we come to the large 

res which are purchased by the rich, we find the tariff is 


Mow. that is a very serious feature of a bill made upentirely by 
the members of one For that party tocriticise the represent- 
atives of the other parties for as an explanation is hardly in 
keeping with my idea of good tion. The principle of the 
Democratic party is t give the 8 who work, the a pope who 
live in cabins, the e who are making a struggle for life, the 
fewest burdens possible, and we have charged the other side with 
pang the heaviest upon them and taking the burdens 

om the rich: and in these several 3 it is made manifest 
that the charge is correct, and these hs are good illustra- 
tions of the principles which divide the Democratic and Repub- 
lican parties. 

Now, I ask the gentleman in charge of this section of the bill, 
the gentleman from Pittsburg, to state to the House how he justi- 
fies the changes he has made in this glass schedule; how he jus- 


tifies increasi To een n the small glasses, small late glass, 
small -g are used only by the S raps he jus- 
tifies i 8 the tax ee per cent above the bill, an 


then how he justifies taking up that class of Sameera et 
by the Ha and decreasing the tax below the McKinley bill. 

Now „Chairman, gentlemen on the other side will try and 
make j Taja people of the ede believe that the Democratic party 
is a free-trade party. The VVV 
revenues of our Government must come y from tariff duties; 
and all they desire, and all they insist upon, is that this tariff for 
revenue shall be so adjusted as to do justice to all vocations and 
all sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the last word. I do so, Mr. 
Chairman, to have read a companion piece to that read from the 
Petersburg paper. I do not indorse this at all, but I just want 
it to go into the Recorp with that extract from the Republican 
paper. I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


From the Indianapolis Journal.] 
ming. Pat 1t resentative DOLLIVER was original, witty, and enter- 
taini flak threw light on the tariff question in general or the 
gley bill A hens Whaat eannbecise to RDO thes the apesker 
ever Sena Dingley bill. 

[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
Delivered on the stump in Iowa, it would have been an effective speech; 
delivered in Co in explanation of of ae Dingley bill or as a defense of its 
schoduies and a a he speech was wholly out of place. 
less so was that 955 Mr 3 in Which. after a great deal of 


only 


BETOR. of the cam roar Da he concluded with “a glowing perora- 

tion,” declaring that would sit on the raed shore 

zon read its record by the red] Bent ar of hell, while shine in the bright aiad e on ae 
the Republic was founded W. continue to shine 

the Republican party.” 


[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
107 r that is true, but what has it to do with the schedules of the Ding 


La on the Democratic side.] 
ee 5 the other side have been not 
tacks on protection, falsifications of the defunct Mc 
ments of the Repatiican party. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 
And this is 8 5 of aha Miner ches eee eee 


such discussion better. If members 
‘ht on the Metails of of the Dingley bill, they had 


but indiscriminate at- 
bill, and arraign- 


can not 
stop making 


penam 


throw any 
speeches 


and devote 1 close study of the 
its alleged Ce pager y age features. 
after Congressional oratory of the campaign vari 


(Prem the Chicago Jour} 


with a view of defe or 
a „ not 


Mr. Dora vxn's fy bat a dey the tariff is hailed as the effort of a master, 

when it is in pe mea lay of oratorical fireworks. This piling up of 
upon charge against the Wilson law is becoming tiresome. 

The law Tes fa to supply 8 revenue for theses needs of tho 
Government, and therefore it is an inad . an Dok Mane 

But it is to be noted that in several jules the Dingley bill follows the 

Wilson bill instead of the bill, and it is S honor of 


M 
Mr. Wilson that, thongh his own State was an — 
reductions in the iron 2 which are acce 
because, after three years of pla ass) it wont te 
to go back to the M ey rates. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


The tendency, in aes should be the other wa: 
Mr. DOLLIVER is too general, too vague, too 1 
[Laughter on the 3 side.] 


ion. he made those 
Ree ped to-day 
d be z height of effrontery 


Here isa piece of constru de e e . h 
never descends to pater argument. He prefers such flourish by: Pons 
tlemen, you sore of silver N your „ 


to express their alarm. Lou y argue 7710111 
—— banks and —— and labor unti th — wheels in your head 


Ek velocipeđes, rity in the 
until you give back to the American people the w ä 
four years ago. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 
But what has that to do with the case? 
[Laughter on the paean side.] 


Mr. DOLLIVER tries to on, apparently, that at evar ything 
is to be “given back by the "Dingley * DE 7 — never s Ding? 
before. is a new tion whi e is v erent 
from anything that 6 


[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the SEPE His remarks will 
appear hereafter. ] 


Mr. QUIGG rose. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate upon the 
amendment be now closed. ; 
OHNSON of Indiana. I have not heard any debate upon 
‘bee pen amendmert, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Mc Mr. Chairman, I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the motion of the gentleman from Maine. 
Mr. BLAND rose. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Debate on these outside questions can come 
in on 3 of the bill. 
LIN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Maine 
Pn not withdraw his motion, I will move an amendment to it, 
namely, that the debate close 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 


ore DINGLEY. Will gentlemen on the other side be satisfied 
with five minutes? 

. MCMILLIN. Isuggest ten minutes, I want two minutes 

myself, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] desires 


e time. 
Ir. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 


Mr. MCMILLIN. We on this side are willing to agree to ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana rises to a pons 
of order, The Chair will hear the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. My real oa The chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee moved to close the debate 
on this amendment,” and my t of Klau is that there has not 
been any debate on this ame ent. 8 1 

The MAN. That is not a point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I to offer some amendments 
to this bill and to discuss them, and I insist that it is always in 
order to make the point that the debate is not germane to the sub- 
ject under consideration. 

Bes CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is not in order, 

gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Te S DIN GLEY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my motion for the 
present, and I ask unanimous consent that debate on the pending 

and all amendments to it close in ten minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the Se 
from Maine that his original motion was the p one. 
pendin ition is a committee amendment. The — ren 
of the PF paragraph, as 
it has not yet been reached in the reading of the bill. I therefore 

suggest that the gentleman modify his motion and make it merely 
a motion to close debite on this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on the pending amendment and any amendments thereto 
be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I have been recognized by the 
Sonir to participate in this debate, and I want five minutes of the 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Lou can take your time on the next amend- 


ment. 
Mr. QUIGG. All right. 
The MAN. The question is on the request of the gen- 


tleman from Maine for unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending amendment and all amendments thereto be closed in ten 
minutes. 

Mr. BLAND rose. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to object? 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to raise an objection until we can have 
some further understanding as to time. z : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
objects, 

. BLAND. I wish at this point to have about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that debate on the pending amendment 
and all amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. f ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield tothe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Bl AND] five minutes. : 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, unless I can have more than five 
minutes, I will take my time hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
QviGa] is recognized. , y 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman; the liberal sentiments which are 
expressed by the leaders of the Populist party are certainly ex- 
tremely satisfactory. I have not any doubt that if when this bill 
was introduced there had been an hour's explanation by the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DNG] in charge of it, and an hour's 
discussion as to the unconstitutionality of its title by the gentle- 
man from Texas Mr. BAILEY], and the vote had then been taken, 
the result would have been precisely the same as it will be when 
the vote is taken. à 

The newspaper extracts which have been read showing the 
impatience of the country and the desire to have this Da3 pee 
promptly are not, I think, quite complete; and for the informa- 
tion cially of the other side of the House, since we are engaged 
in reading newspaper extracts, I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk 
and have read in my time an article from the New Orleans Times- 
Democrat entitled Louisiana and the tariff law.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise to a point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom New York [Mr.Quice] 
has the floor. e 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the 
floor, and desires to have a paper read. 5 i 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I object tothe reading of irrelevant 
matter. I want to offer some amendments to the last part of this 
bill, and I want the Committee of the Whole to reach that part 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be seated. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana continuing to speak, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 
take his seat. : 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I object — 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally until 
the House can enforce order. : ‘ . i 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Have I not the right - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be seated. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I have the right to make a point 
of order. The pointI makeis that this newspaper extract offered 
by the gentleman from New York is irrelevant to the schedule, 
and is depriving us of the opportunity to offer amendments. 

The Committee of the Whole rose; and the Speaker resumed the 


chair. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Chairman of the Committee of the Whole). 
Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union having under consideration House bill No. 379, the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JoHNson] declined to recognize the 
ruling of the Chair and be porerne by the rules of the House; 
and the committee rose for the purpose of enforcing the rules. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise toa point of order. The report made 
by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole can not be taken 
cognizance of by proceedings in the House. The committee itself 
is the proper forum to enforce its orders and direct its business. 
The Speaker of the House has no control in such matters as have 
progressed no further than this did. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that when the Committee of 
the Whole makes report that there has been disorder in the com- 
mittee, the House is competent to attend to administering what- 
ever justice it deems necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not know, then, Mr. Speaker, what you 
are going to do with the gentleman from Indiana. -[Laughter.] 
I made my point of order simply with a view to the orderly con- 
duct of business in the House and in the Committee of the ole. 
It is not my purpose to attempt either to justify or to censure the 


XXX——28 


He will 


utleman. His conduct is a matter for the Committee of the 
or for whatever forum it may be decided should properly 

take cognizance of it. But I was relying on the rule which pro- 
vides that the Committee of the Whole shall have power to enforce 
order, or, speaking more accurately, that the rules of the House 
should be the rules of the Committee of the Whole so far as ap- 
plicable.” With this statement I withdraw my point of order, and 
am willing that the House shall 3 as it may wish. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what p does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. For the purpose of making an 


lanation. 
he SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
proceed with his explanation. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I shall not object to the gentleman makin 
a statement, but I suppose it would come under the head of privi- 
leged proceedings. I simply wanted to show theimpotency of the 
House, except by unanimous consent, to regulate proceedings in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Iamnotconcerned about the form, 
but the substance. I rise, then, toa question of porsona privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the remarkable char- 
acter of the statement made by the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole requires that I should say something in explanation of 
conduct which he seems to think was reprehensible. ` 

We have been considering in Committee of the Whole for a 
couple of days a very important revenue measure. The time for 
the consideration of the bill is, by the rule under which we are 
operating, limited. The bill is a very long one, covering a great 
number of pages and embracing a great numberof items. In the 
time which we have occupied up to the present we have not con- 
sidered one-sixth of the items. I have some amendments which 1 
desire to offer to some provisions along toward the end of the bill. 
At the rate at which we have been traveling it will be absolutel 
impossible for us to reach those provisions before the time whic. 
has been fixed for a final vote. 

On Saturday last I took occasion to rise and in respectful lan- 
guage addressed the committee, calling attention to the slow prog- 
ress we were making, to the fact that there had been, in my opin- 
ion, a great deal of debate which was not germane, and suggested 
that if this thing continued there would be no opportunity to con- 
sider a very great portion of the bill; that under these circum- 
stances gentlemen would have no opportunity to offer their 
amendments or to address the House on many of the subjects 
covered by the measure. 

On this occasion I also 3 the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means as to whether it was not 
possible in some way to stop all discussion which was not germane, 
and also suggested to him the propriety of parok night sessions 
to enable us to reach the various parts of the bill in which our 
constituents were interested, with a view to offering a) 
amendments. The chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, subsequently getting the floor in the discussion, com- 
mended the position I had taken, and himself declared that it was 
exceedingly desirable that we should proceed more expeditiously 
with the consideration of the bill, and that it had been delayed by 
irrelevant debate. 

I came here this morning, having been detained a little beyond 
my usual time, for I am always desirous of being here when the 
House is in session, and I was not late by any fault of my own; 
I came here, I say, desiring to proceed as rapidly as possible, and 
to do what was in my power to accelerate the passage of this 
measure, When I entered the House I found the gentieman from 
Colorado [Mr. SHarroTH] e the floor, speaking for flve 
or ten minutes on matters entirely irrelevant to any schedule be- 
fore us for consideration, or to any question then pending before 
the committee. I rose for the p of interrupting him to ask 
if he considered that a proper mode of procedure, but hud no op- 
potonuti of suggesting the question to him. 

Immediately thereafter the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Quico], my personal friend, a man whom I respect and admire, 
rose and indulged in some observations preliminary to having read 
a newspaper article, which he 1 sent to the desk, and 
from which observations I could not fail to gather the information 
that the article he proposed to have read had no pertinence or 
relevancy whatever to the tariff schedule properly under consid- 
eration. 

Just preceding this, however, the pee eee from Mississippi 
[Mr. ALLEN] had sent to the desk and had read the comments of 
an Indianapolis newspaper, and also comments of a Chicago news- 

per, on a speech which had been delivered on the floor of the 

ouse by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIverR], and the 
comments also of these newspapers upon a h recently deliv- 
ered in the House by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I represent a constituency here, or try to 
so, to the best of my ability. Iam anxious to voice their wishes 


ropriate 
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and to obey their instructions which come to me in the shape of 
communications and letters from them, urging an ig opan 
my part to amend certain proyisions of the pending bill—a bill 
with whose general features I am heartily in accord, a bill which, 
in my judgment, embodies correct principles, but in some para- 
graphs of which near the close there are certain provisions to 
which these constituents of mine have called my attention with a 
view, as I have said, of having me endeavor to secure adequate 
amendments. It was, I say, my wish and my endeavor to obey 
their requests, and to try to perfect the bill as I think it ought to 
be perfected, and not let it go to the Senate in a crude form, for it 
has been criticised by the press of the country and by the people 
in many pate of the country as a crude measure, and we are all 
interested in making it as perfect as possible while we have it 
within our power to do so. 

With this end in view, when the gentleman from New York 
sought to occupy the floor in the manner I have suggested, I at- 
tempted to make the point of order that the matter asked to be 
read by him was not relevant to the pending proposition. and when 
Isought to do this, I was incontinently rapped down by the Chair- 
man. I thereupon proceeded, however, to insist on this point of 
order, and to state, possibly with some little vigor and vehemence— 
for the amendments I desire to offer are such as are of interest to 
myself and my constituents—the necessity of doing away with all 
impertinent discussion, whereupon the distinguished gentleman 
who has the fortune to occupy the chair and preside over the de- 
liberation of the Committee of the Whole deemed it proper to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that I had transgressed the 
rules of the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Iam not desiring in any manner to interfere 
with the business of the House. Upon the contrary, it is my pur- 

e and my desire to facilitate to the very best of my ability the 
usiness in which we are engaged. 

The gentleman from New York, the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, may make what issue he pleases with me, but 
I make here with him and with this House, before the American 
people, the issue that we are wasting and squandering, in useless 
and irrelevant debate, debate which is not germane, precious time 
that ought to be devoted to the consideration of this bill—a bill 
sedi ig with so many important consequences to the American 
people. 

That is all I nave to say. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Iam willing to go to my constituents and to the ple of this 
country upon the tenability of the position which I have taken; 
and though I have been compelled to call attention to it with some 
vehemence and with some earnestness—for I ain an earnest man 
and sincere in my convictions, whatever may be my faults—I am 
willing to risk the issue with the American people as to whether I 
was right or wrong in attempting to make the point of order and 
expedite matters by stopping discussion which is foreign to the 
A in hand, and as to whether, if I was acting in defiance of 
the rules of this House, I was not justified in doing so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is proper to say to the 
House—and the Chair is quite sure that the House will agree— 
that one of the first duties of a member is to obey the directions 
of a presiding officer until they have been reversed by proper 
authority [applause], because the presiding officer, however 
humble an individual he may be, does not act of his own volition 
or of his own motion, but he acts as the representative of the 
House of which he is Speaker, or of the Committee of the Whole 
of which he is Chairman; and certainly the very foundation and 
basis of order in the House is the recognition of the authority of 
the one who is appointed to be in authority; and whatever objec- 
tions any member may have to the unfortunate methods of pro- 
cedure, still he will, if he thinks a moment, recognize the necessity 
of prompt obedience to whoever presides over the body. 

Row, it is true that our debates—I do nots of these debates, 
because I have not heard much of them, but, judging that they are 
like debates in the past to which I have listened for nearly twenty 

ears, they are somewhat irrelevant. They seem to be a waste of 
dine, and probably a more strict rule than has been the custom of 
the House with regard torelevancy would be a much better thing. 
Nevertheless, it would be a long time before the House would ac- 
custom itself to that new 5 and it would require very 
cordial action on the part of all members to prevent the waste of 
time. Time is undoubtedly wasted in all these debates, and if 
there were a month accorded to the House, we should simply have 
a month more of just the same kind of debate. I speak as a mat- 
ter of experience, being sorry that it is experience. [Laughter.] 
That being the case, nothing can be done except in the regular 
way, and if the result of it is that we do not reach some parts of 
the bill, it is, perhaps, owing to our unfortunate constitution and 
habits. But what we ought to do is, perhaps, not to strive for an 
ideal condition of things, but to do about the best we can. [Ap- 
plause.] That being the case, the Chair really hopes that the gen- 
cea ai Indiana will recognize the suitableness of what has 
been a 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the Chair need not 
5 that 1 intend to engage in any vicious opposition to the 
es 


The SPEAKER. The Chair was quite sure of that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But I think, and I submit it with 
all deference, that we can make more progress than we have 

een making. Each gentleman here is burdened with a respon- 
sibility to his constituents, and desires to reach that portion of the 
bill to which he wishes to offer amendments if reel a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes that might be done, but his 
experience has been to the contrary. If there be no objection on 
the part of the House, the committee will resume it sitting. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COLSON, When a member is addressing the committee 
and some other member rises to a point of order, oughit not that 
member to be recognized by the man of the Committee of 
the Whole to state his point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks when a gentleman rises to 
a point of order he should be recognized. 

r. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to say, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks perhaps he may say in this 
connection that in a House of 357 members, scattered over a v 
large space of territory, such as this Hall is, it is often very difti- 
cult for the presiding officer to catch exactly what is going on, 
and sometimes mistakes are made by 8 who occupies the 
position of presiding over the committee or over the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I think the inquir 
of the gentleman from Kentucky is a very pertinent one, thoug 
I had not incorporated it in my explanation. en I was zapped 
down by the Chairman of the committee, the gentleman from New 
York had sent the newspaper extract to the desk to be read, and I 
rose to a point of order for the purpose of making the point of 
order I have already indicated; that is, that it was not pertinent, 
and therefore it ought to be ruled out; and I was distinctly rec- 
ognized by the Chair, recognized to the extent of his pounding 
his right arm nearly off in order to rap me into my seat. I do 
not think the position which I occupied at that time was unpar- 
ey: I think I was in the exercise of my parliamentary 

ghts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not undertake to pass upon 
that question, but simply hopes that business may go on; and if 
there be no objection, the committee will resume its sitting. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its sitting. 

„The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read in my time 
an extract from the New Orleans Times-Democrat. I want to 
assure the gentleman from Indiana—— : 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will bein order, and gentle- 
men will refrain from conversation. 

Mr. QUIGG. I want to assure the gentleman from Indiana that 
that article is relevant to every par ph in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[From the New Orleans Times-Democrat.] 
LOUISIANA AND THE TARIFF BILL. 


A meeting of the Chamber of Commerce was held yesterday afternoon to 
consider the section of the Dingley tariff bill imposing a duty on matting. 
Mr. A. T. Pattison, who is an importer of China and Japan matting, intro- 
duced a resolution directed against that portion of the tariff bill pertaining to 
the duty on floor matting. 

Mr. S. Odenheimer moved as a substitute that the Chamber of Commerce 
favors the speedy passage of the tariff bill as reported, and urges its Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to lend their assistance toward securing that end. 
The substitute was carried by 22ayes to 6 noes. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment, 
and unless I can have ten minutes in addition to the five minutes 
that I would have under the rule Ido not care to discuss it. I 
understand the debate is to be closed in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that he may have ten minutes in addition to the five. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. ARNOLD. I object, except that provision can be made 
that some one of us on this side of the House can have ten minutes 
more and then five minutesinaddition. Let us keep this up inter- 
minably. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 
Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to be recognized? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not care to be recognized for five minutes. 
I will take it later on. Gentleman will not gain time by that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to have the amendment read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend paragraph 103 by inserting in line 5, page 21, after the word “Gil; 
vered,” the following: “eylinde ant crows oie. silvered; ” so as to read 


Mr. MCMILLIN. That is sufficient. ~ 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to amend that by insert- 
ing “six” in place of nine“ in line 7, and “ten” in place of 
tiġ irteen ”— 

The CHAIRMAN. We will first dispose of this amendment, 
and the Chair will recognize the gentleman afterwards. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the committee to the large increase of rates over those proposed 
by the McKinley bill that are suggested by the committee here. 
On the first bracket of this section the rate is increased from 6 
cents per square foot to 9 cents per square foot, or 50 per cent 
higher than the McKinley rate. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. Fifty per cent! : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; 50 per cent higher than the McKinley 
rate. In that connection I want to call attention to the fact that 
whereas $52,000 worth of this glass was imported in 1893, under 
the McKinley bill, there was only $3,228 wor imported last year, 
and the increase which is proposed by the committee in this item 
would only amount to a little less than $100. In another bracket 
they propose to raise the rate from 10 to 13 cents a square foot; in 
another from 6 to 9 cents a square foot, and in another from 10 to 
18 cents, respectively, over the rates of the McKinley bill. So that 
the increases that are recommended by the committee propose a 
vastly ter rate of duty than that proposed in the MORIN 
These facts, I think, should go in connection with the amendment 
that has been offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to renew my request. What I have to say I want 
to be connected. Ido not want my remarksato be broken up by 
taking five minutes now and five minutes at some other time in the 
future. Gentlemen will save time by permitting me to conclude 
what I have to say; and, therefore, I ask for ten minutes in addi- 
tion to the five utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks that he 
be permitted to proceed for fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

r. HOOKER. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman how much 
time he asks for? 

Mr. BLAND. I ask for ten minutes in addition to the five min- 
utes, so that I may conclude what I have to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. BLAND. Do I understand that I have fifteen minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Is there objection, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was pera ¢ 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I shall take a part of my time. 
I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana and other gentlemen on 
that side that it is not our fault that they limited themselves to 
such time as it is impossible to complete this bill in. I stated that 
in my opening remarks, before this rule was adopted, and any 
gentleman when he voted for that, if he had any experience, knew 
that it was wholly inadequate. The distinguished Speaker 57 55 
from his experience, virtually, it was wholly inadequate. The 
right of debate is a constitutional one, and they should feel that 
time for debate should, in pursuance of the Constitution, be given 
to the members of this House and this committee. 

The gentleman from Indiana complains that he can not get an 
opportunity to offer certain amendments that he desires to offer 
in order to perfect this crude bill. Has the gentleman any claim 
upon members on this side of the House in that regard? e have 
had nothing to do with the framing of this crude bill. We were 


ot even permitted access to the committee that framed it until a 
ew days before the meeting of this Congress, and we knew nothing 
about the bill until it was reported to the House. The gentleman 


from Indiana and other gentlemen who desire to perfect this crude 
bill ought to have understood that from the beginning—certainly 
the gentleman from Indiana, because he is not now for the first 
time a member of the House. 

We are not permitted to amend this bill, and now you propose, 
so far as itis possible, to close our mouths so that we can not even 
make a protest ppm the bill. Why do we care to offer amend- 
ments to this bill, or to any section of it particularly, except as 
we proceed regularly with its consideration? There is no induce- 
ment for this side of the House that I know of to hasten the 

mendment of this bill or to reach certain schedules. We know 
advance from the theory of those who are in charge of this bill 
and their method of proceeding that no amendments from this side 
will ever receive favorable consideration here. All that is left to 
us is the right to debate it, and to protest against it, and against 
the amendments that are offered to it. If that accentuates the 
tariff issue,” I want the people to understand that we are here to 
accentuate the proposition that this bill is a burden and not a ben- 
efit to the people, and that its effect will be to take from them the 
little means they have left. 

There is no provision in the bill to provide additional money for 
the people with which to pay the extra taxes imposed by it, and I 
had intended to show on this occasion, and I will undertake to 
show later on, that this bill is not the remedy that is demanded 


by the people, and that this bill ought not to pass, because it is no 
remedy for existing evils and will not produce the effect that its 
friends predict and seem to anticipate. And, in showing that, I 
intend toshow also that no tariff bill, whether it be the McKinley 
bill, the Wilson bill, or this bill, has had any effect, or can have 
any effect, whatever to stay the confiscating hand of the contrac- 
tion of the money volume of the world which has taken place 
under unfriendly legislation on the part of England for India and 
on the part of the American Congress for the United States. 
Applause on the Democratic side.] We are taunted now with 
the charge that the Wilson bill brought calamity upon the people 
of this country, but I intend to show when I get the time—and I 
intend to get the time—that the calamity was predicted, not only 
as relating to this country but to other countries, months before 
the Presidential election. The British Government had taken 
ore looking to the abolition of the free coinage of silverin India, 
and the roang powers in this country had decreed that the same 
result should 5 by the American Congress, and 
ie the hammer fe. Ana 

. DINGLEY. Mr. irman, I move that debate upon the 
pending amendment and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask for ten minutes more. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I trust, Mr. Chairman, that the request of 
my colleague will be granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY 
moves that debate upon the pending amendment and all amend- 
ments thereto be now closed, and the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] asks unanimous consent that he may occupy ten 
minutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHICKERING. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Maine so as to make the time fifteen min- 
utes instead of ten. We can settle it that way more quickly than 
in any other. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
debate on this amendment has already closed by the vote of the 
committee. It was moved that five minutes for debate be allowed 
on each side, and that motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman is incorrect 
in his recollection of what occurred. 

Mr. HAGER. No; the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that my motion that all debate upon 
this amendment be closed in ten minutes was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt, and will seek informa- 
tion from the Official Reporters. [A pause.] The Reporter in- 
forms the Chair that the motion of the gentleman from Maine to 
limit debate to ten minutes was adopted. The question now is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. BARLOW. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BARLOW. I want to propose a substitute for all debate 
and all amendments, so that we may end this blamed farce. 
(Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the pending amend- 
ment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read; and it was then adopted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. . Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment on behalf of the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

e 16, line 1 h 94, insert. aft * 
Piar ons" so that 2 will read 5 poke for e 
ries.” 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that debate is 
closed upon this amendment also? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is not. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not closed upon this amendment. 
The gentleman from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, Ihave been somewhat amused by 
the position taken by my friends on the other side in the discus- 
sion of this question. It seems to have been their idea that all 
that was necessary in this debate was to remind this side of the 
fact that we had passed a tariff bill known as the Wilson bill. 
Now, Mr, Chairman, we all know that the Wilson bill that passed 
the House of Representatives was never heardof again. Whenthat 
bill went to the Senate, every gentleman in that body who desired 
to amend it, no matter what part of the country he represented, 
insisted upon full debate, and not only upon debate, but upon read- 
ing long documents; and according to history one distinguished 
Senator had his desk full of ConGRESSIONAL RECORDS and other 
documents which it would take about a week to read, and when- 
ever he wanted to have an amendment put upon the bill he sim- 

ly offered it and placed the documents on his desk and demanded 
t his amendment should go upon the bill, or else he would occupy 

a week or more in reading these documents, Mangara In that 
way that so-called Wilson bill was constructed. But now gentle- 
men on the other side remind us that we passed the Wilson bill, 


the word 
ectric bat- 
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and tell us to look at the calamity which it brought upon the coun- 


. The financial panic of this country began more than a year 
— the Wilson bill was enacted into law. What was the his- 
tory of the beginning of that panic? And I refer to this for the 
purpose of answering the argument made 5 h gentleman on 
the other side that so pange of the Wilson bill brought calamity 
in its train, and that this bill is going to have the effect of reliev- 
ing the conntry from its present distress. 

istory tells us that as early as March, 1892, there was a de- 
mand on the part of the metropolitan press and the great bank- 
ing institutions of the country for the repeal of the Sherman law. 
The McKinley bill was then on the statute books. It was insisted 
that no tariff could preserve this country from a financial panic 
so long as thatstatute existed. The representatives of Wall street 
visited Lombard street, and there the financiers of England were 
made to understand that the powers which controlled the Ameri- 
can Congress intended to insist upon and demand the repeal of 
the Sherman law. What was the consequence? The consequence 
was that England immediately appointed a commission, known as 
the Herschel Commission, to investigate the subject of the cur- 
rency of India for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not 
it would be the policy to adopt the gold standard for England in 
view of the threatened repeal of the Sherman law or the failure to 
enact a free-coinage lawin this country. That commission which 
England appointed investigated the subject. In the report of that 
commission it was insisted that India, or rather the English Gov- 
ernment that has control of the British council for India, should 
insist 5 75 stopping the free coinage of silver in that country. 
The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman from Missouri 


has apie 
Mr. BLAND. Well, I will resume later on. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Missouri be permitted to proceed for five minutes more. 
The CHAIR The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 


asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missouri be 
allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. B D. If I can not have ten minutes, I do not care to 
proceed further just now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the last two words. I sup- 
pose those two words are as obnoxious as any other part of the 
bill. [Laughter.] 

In the meantime, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed also that 
during the Administration of Mr. Harrison and early in the sum- 
mer of 1892, in view of the fact that this special commission had 
been appointed to investigate thissubject with reference to India, 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, Mr. Foster, 
took it upon himself to visit the financial centers of Europe 
for the purpose, it was said, of ascertaining the disposition of 
European countries upon the gold standard, with a view to 
holding an international conference on thissubject. He returned, 
and Congress authorized the meeting of this conference. This 
monetary commission met at Brussels. They had an academic 
discussion there upon the silver question. Various propositions 
ee 8 to that conference, but no conclusions were 
reache 

Now, it was understood and proclaimed by the British council 
and the authorities for India that in case of the failure of this 
Brussels monetary conference to accomplish anything for silver 
and especially in view of the fact that a bill had been introdu 
in the United States Senate by Mr. Sherman to repeal the Sherman 
law, it would be the policy of India to stop the free coinage of 
silver before the re of the Sherman law in this oe oh 

This conference that met at Brussels, apprehending diffi- 
culties threatened, adjourned to meet in May following. But 
when May arrived, no representative of any government was seen 
at Brali. No e S no encouragement had been given 
for another conference. hat was the co: uence? In view of 
the failure of this conference, and because of the probable repeal 
of the Sherman law in the United States, England, acting for 
India, suspended the free coinage of silver in that country. 

I will read in this connection a statement made by a distin- 
guished financier, a member of the Brussels conference—an au- 
thority that I suppose will not be disputed, at least by my gold- 
standard friends on the other sidé, as to what, in his opinion, 
would be the result following the failure of this conference: 

The stock of silver in the world isestimated at some thousands of millions, 
and if thisconference were to break up without arriving at any definite resul: 
there would be a depreciation in the value of that commodity whichit woul 


be frightful to contemplate, and out of which a monetary c would ensue, 
the far-spreading effects of which it would be impossible to foretell. 


joann . The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
expired. 
Mr. BLAND. I move to amend by striking out the paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is not now in order. And the gentle- 
man can not well be recognized in opposition to an amendment 
which he has just spoken in favor of. 


Mr. BLAND. If no other gentleman claims the floor, I can 
offer another amendment. 
ee e I move that debate on this paragraph be now 

osed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the informal amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
“unsilvered,”in line 19, e 21, the words “looking-glass plate.“ 

Mr. Chairman, it is hardly worth while for me to consume any 
time in discussing this amendment. It is designed, as the last one 
was, to supply a plain omission in the paragraph. How that hap- 
pened, I do not know; but this amendment ought to be adopted in 
order to make the 8 consistent with each other. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, as I was proceeding to-remark 
[laughter], this distinguished foreigner, that is supposed to own 
most of the goldand gold mines of the world, ought to be regarded 
as an authority on the other side in financial matters. He pre- 
dicted what? He predicted that the adjournment of the Brussels 
conference without accomplishing anything would affect more 
than $1,000,000,000 of silver money, reducing the value of that 
metal, and the result of which would be the severest financial 
panic that the world had ever seen. And yet a few of the imi- 
tators of the Rothschilds on that side of the House undertook to 
make us believe that it was the Wilson bill that brought about 
the panic, when it occurred more than twelve months before the 
Wilson bill became a law! 

What followed? I say, in view of the calamity predicted by the 
gentleman to whom I have alluded, that that conference was in- 
duced to adjourn over—notto break up, but to adjourn over—until 
May following, for the purpose of accomplishing something; but 
no government gave any enco ment to its reassembling; and, 
as a matter of fact, it never did reassemble. Then what? The 
council for India in June suspended the free coinage of silver for 
India, and because silver been stricken down abroad and in 
India, and a great financial panic had followed in the fall in the 
silver market, accompanied by a fall in commodities in this coun- 
try, the President of the United States issued a proclamation con- 
vening Congress in extraordinary session the August following. 
When we met here, gentlemen on the other side, with few excep- 
tions from the silver-mining States, stood almost solidly in sup- 
pore ai the Administration policy to repeal the Sherman law. 

t were the arguments then used as to what brought the 
calamity prevailing? We were told, without exception, that it 
was the operation of the Sherman law—the draining of the gold 
8 the Treasury by these demands and by new demands from 

urope. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that about the same 
time, or a little prior to this, Austria had decreed the gold standard 
andauthorized the Austrian minister of finance to issue bonds for 
gold; and these bonds were draining us of our gold. 

You told us, my friends, then that this panic was brought 
about by the draining of gold from . gave us to 
understand that it was the silver law that had brought about the 

ie; and the President having called Congress together, it was 
insisted that because India had suspended the free coinage of sil - 
ver we must necessarily repeal the silver law, which clearly dis- 
closed, or exposed. I may say, the conspiracy on the part of the 
great bankers and banking houses here and in England to demone- 
tize silver in India, and concurrent with it to demonetize it in the 
United States. 

As I stated in the beginning, in my opinion that had been de- 
creed before, and in order to make assurance doubly sure, for 
the purpose of repealing the Sherman law, they accomplished the 
dethronement of silver in India and made that the main argument 
p gentlemen on the other side for the demonetization of silver 

ere. 

Now, I have gone into these facts, Mr. Chairman, to call the 
attention of the committee and the country to the fact that it 
was the dethronement of silver in India that brought about the 
conditions prevailing here—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the tleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; I will e occasion to renew this 


hereafter, [Laughter. 
The CHAIRMAN 8 tne question is on ing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I understood the 
Chairman to say that after the amendment was adopted other 
amendments would be in order to this paragraph? desire, in 
line 7, on 21, to substitute six” for nine. 

The C MAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that we have 
not yet reached that point. 


1897. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not wish to lose the oppor- 
tunity of offering the amendment when the proper time comes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask un ous consent to 
amend ph 119, line 25, on page 24, by adding the word 
“and” after the word ore, where it occurs the second time in 
this line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the eee eee AA 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, after which the 
will submit the request for unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 25, on page 24, after the word , ore,“ where its occurs the 
2 eee wer — — . the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to insert the word and” after the word ore.“ 
where it occurs the second time in this line; so that the paragraph 
will stand as read by the Clerk. Is there objection? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, will my friend 

lain the effect of the amendment? A 
e DALZELL. If my friend will look at the bill, he will see 
that it reads now: 8 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, the dross or residuum from 
burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. 

When the amendment is adopted it will read: 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore and the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. 

The gentleman will see that it is n: because the articles 
are distinct. They are different articles. It is a mere matter of 


mmar. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It does not change the rate of duty. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 

uest? 
à There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, I ask unanimous consent to insert in 
line 7, page 25, after the word ‘‘ ferro” and before the word “‘ sili- 
con” a hyphen, that being a compound word. 

The C MAN. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 


ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7. 2, after the word “ferro” and before the word silicon“ 
insert a EE ig ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend para- 
graph 121, on page 25, by adding after the word flats, in line 
11, the following: 

Not less than 1 inch wide nor less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick. 

If my friend from Tennessee [Mr. McMiL11n] will turn to the 
Wilson bill, he will find that it contains these words. They have 
been dropped ont of this paragraph by some oversight for which 
I can not account, unless it BR the printer’s oversight. It will 
simply make the paragraph conform to the paragraph of the Wil- 


son bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is more familiar with that 
section than I am, of course, having had his attention turned to it 
for the purpose of amendment. ill he state what effect. the ad- 
dition of the words will have, and where this class of goods would 
fall if not included here? 

Mr. DALZELL. My friend will find that the phrase ‘‘ bar iron, 
rolled or hammered, comprising flats,” is an unintelligible phrase, 
It means nothing, because all bar iron, rolled or hammered, com- 
prises flats; but he will find a little farther on that which is more 
than 1 inch wide and more than three-eighths of an inch thick 
is provided for. This isabsolutely necessary in order to make the 
bill intelligible. If he will turn to the copy of the Wilson bill 
which he has, he will see in a moment the reason for this insertion. 
It does not affect the question of duty at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iron of this class is classified according to 
the width. 

Mr. DALZELL. Exactly so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And this is merely for the purpose of 
classification. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELŁL]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I understand that the duty is 
the same in this i ge as in the Wilson bill. 

ELL. es; certainl 


Mr. DALZ y. 
I rise to address myself to the 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
is recognized in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. To show to my friends on the other side that it 
was ng} the Wilson bill, as they claim, which brought the panic 
upon the country, and to show the impossibility of this bill accom- 
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plishing anything in the way of relief to the American people, I 
will read from this report, to which I alluded, as a pretext for the 
demonetization of silver in India: 


12. The international monetary conference which recently assembled at 
Brussels has not led to any change in the situation, and, although it adjourned 
toa future day, that day is now passed, and it seems uncertain whether there 
will be any further meeting. 

13. Moreover, a strong agitation exists in the United States with respect 
to the law now in force Bonga for the purchase of silver. Fears have 
been and are entertained that there con to be a premium on gold, and 
astrong pressure has been brought to bear upon the Government of that 
country with a view to bring about an alteration of that law. 

14. In December last a was introduced in the Senate to repeal the Sher- 
man Act, and another to suspend purchases under it. Whether any such 
measure will pass into law it is im ble to foretell, but it must be regarded 


as possible; and although, in the light of past experience, predictions on such 
u subject must be e with caution. it is ce ny propane that the repeal 
of the Sherman Act will be followed by a heavy f. the price of silver. 


Now, this was the contention of Mr. Hirschmann in his report 
as a pretext for suspending the free coinage of silver in India, and, 
as I stated before, when that was accomplished in June, we 

uickly followed by repealing the Sherman law in this country. 

‘he prediction of the Rothschilds came true. The monetary 
world. especially in A gence ee countries, has been visited 50 
the severest financial panic known in recent history. Englan 
has free trade. Probably she did not suffer as much as Germany 
and other countries having a protective tariff; but history tells us 
that from the time of the suspension of the coinage of silver for 
India all gold-standard countries have suffered from low prices, 
stagnation of trade, and the throwing of laborers out of employ- 
ment. We undertook to relieve the situation to some extent, it 
is true, by the of a low-tariff bill, and it has just about as 
much effect as your bill, which is a high-tariff bill, will have 
when passed, and that is no effect at all to relieve the situation. 
I would be as near the truth if I attributed the present financial 
condition of India, its panic and its sufferings, to the repeal of the 
free coinage for India, as I would to attribute the sufferings of 
the people of this country to the repeal of the Sherman law. For. 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side will not be permitted —— 


to escape this issue. 

They allied themselves in the very commencement of the Cleve- 
land Administration with that Administration, and on all matters 
of financial legislation they stood together. When we passed in 
this House and in the Senate a bill that provided for the coinage 
of all silver bullion now locked up in the Treasury as idle capital, 
and by that bill would have afforded to the people of this country 
some $55,000,000, to be placed in the Federal Treasury as seignior- 
age over and above the reserve to redeem the certificates, that 
would have increased the revenues and the reserve to the amount 
of $55,000,000, we found the solid Republican membership, with the 
exception of the few I have named, under the lead of your present 
S er of the House, standing here for nearly three weeks and de- 
laying that bill by speeches, by dilatory motions, by refusing to 
vote, and all the power that the parliamentary rules of this House 
would give them; and now you have the hardihood to taunt us 
because we exercise the constitutional right of American citizens 
and Representatives upon this floor to debate this bill and to expose 
its iniquities and its false promise to the people of this country, 
Apel on the Democratic side.] 

ow, Mr. Chairman, your time will come—— F 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I will come later on. 

The 8 was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


ment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After triki t li 2 i in li 
ö e out lines 21. 22, 23, and 24, and insert in lieu 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the tleman from Pe lyania. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if this amendment was ever submitted to the 
full committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. That is true, every word of it. They were 
not submitted. The gentleman knows that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought they were not, but thought it better 
toask. Then I submit, as a question of order. that it is not com- 
petent for a member of the Committee on Ways and Means to 
offer amendments to any paragraph of the bill, but that these 
amendments can only be committee amendments, within themean- 
ing of the special rule under which we are proceeding, when 
authorized by the full committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. But Iwould say to my friend from Texas that 
they have been approved by all the members of the majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. I made this point 

Mr. DALZELL. There was no formal meeting, ofcourse. You 
ought to know that. And if you insist on a formal meeting, I 
su we will have to have one. 

r. BAILEY. I did not rise for the purpose of insisting on 
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that point. Iwill raise no question about these amendments, 2 
vided the majority will accord the minority the right to offer two 
amendments to any paragraph of the bill we may choose. 

Mr. DALZELL. What are the amendments theegentleman 
wants to offer? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will frankly say that we desire to strike out 
the differential duty on refined sugar. 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the other one? 

Mr. BAILEY. We would like to offer an amendment that 
would reach the steel trust. - 

Mr. DINGLEY. We had supposed that we had met the require- 
ments of the gentleman when we adopted your own duty. We 
have not increased the duty on steel rails. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not the question of the duty so much, Sores 
it is not the duty that was put in the bill when it first passed the 


House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is exactly as it became law. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true; but not as it first passed this House. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It passed the House, or it would not have been 
the law. 

Mr. BAILEY. I mean as it first passed the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the point is insisted upon, it is undoubtedly 
well taken; and we will see that a meeting is held by the full com- 


mittee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam willing, Mr. Chairman, that the majority 
may offer as many amendments as they see fit, to any point of the 
bill they see fit, provided 

Mr. DINGLE We shall make no provisos about the matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I shall insist upon proceeding in the regu- 
lar order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Under a strict reading of the rule, and under 
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing to strike out, The Clerk 
will read the paragraph. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. Mc LIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I should like to know what part of the bill 
the Clerk is zondini 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is reading from page 15, para- 
graph 89, the point at which the reading was discontinued. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Clays or earths: 
89, Clays or earths, 1 or un manufactured, not ially pro- 
ded for in this act, £ por ton; wrought or manufactured, not 
y provided for is act, $2 per ton; china clay or kaolin, 
pper —— altum and bitumen, crude, if not dried or other- 


in any manner, $1.50 per ton; if dried or otherwise 
advanced in any manner, $3 per ton. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 


aph. 
SHA DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Or, rather, to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state that. 

Mr. DALZELL. Isit permissible under the rules of the House 
for the gentleman from Missouri to put in a disjointed speech on 
silver in the form of debate on this pa h, not talking at all 


about the paragraph under consideration? [Laughter.] 
Mr. BLAND. I thought I had touched it pretty heavily. 
Mr. DALZELL. My parliamentary inquiry is, Mr. Chairman 


whether, under the rules of the House, it is not incumbent upon 
entlemen talking, taking part in the five-minute debate, to con- 
Ane themselves to 1 h under consideration at the time? 
Mr. BLAND. I wish to reply to that, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes a 
arliamentary inquiry, and the Chair must respond to it. Sec- 
Fon 5 of Rule XXIII provides that— : 
neral debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which 
the member who first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five 
minutes in opposition to it. 

The Chair thinks the clear meaning of that provision is that the 
debate shall be confined to the subject under consideration. It is 
true that heretofore great latitude has been allowed in Committee 
of the Whole, but the Chair thinks that at no time has that lati- 
tude been extended so far as to allow debate beyond the provisions 
of the bill, even when it has tolerated debate beyond the portion 
of the bill immediately under consideration. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I think it is pretty late for gentlemen on 
the other side to call upon the Chair to enforce points of order of 
this kind, when on that side we have had newspaper extracts read 
and all sorts of speeches made. 

Mr. STEELE. We were not so tired then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. And we have heard this speech of the gentle- 
man from Missouri so many times. 


When 


Mr. BLAND. Yes; and the gentleman has not heard it for the 
last time yet, and he never will until we try the proper remedy 
for the distress of our le. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. DALZELL. I believe that. I believe the gentleman wi 
go on gts until he dies. 3 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I may kill somebody else in the effort. 
Utne CHAIR | 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Missouriis recognized 
and will proceed in order. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph is subject to the 
same objection as the last. It will not reliéve the industry of this 
country. It only tends to heap additional burdens upon the people 
of this country. It is a part of the general scheme by which, Ginder 
the pretext of providing revenue for the Treasury of the United 
States, gentlemen on the other side propose to provide revenue for 
trusts and combines and monopolies, with the idea that when cor- 
porate capital is made prosperous in this country, then, by some 
mysterious process, the prosperity will prevail down tothe masses 
of the people. But, sir, inasmuch as it is claimed that this bill and 
this paragraph for this rise os isa part of this bill—inasmuch 
as it is claimed that this bill, including this paragraph, is part of a 
scheme to bring prosperity to the people of this country, I want 
to remind gentlemen that this paragraph and all the paragraphs 
in this bill can do nothing but heap unnecessary burdens and 
taxes upon the people of this country. Your bill, gentlemen, will 
fail to give the people relief, because it is not the proper remedy. 
‘The remedy is what ‘Ais denounced in the last campaign as an 
impossible remedy—the restoration of the money of the Constitu- 
son = the people of this country. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

cas JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. My point of order is that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is not now speaking to the matter under 
consideration; that his remarks are not pertinent to the schedule 
or the pending paragraph. I think the ruling of the Chair a mo- 
ment ago was correct. It is the point that I contended for this 
morning, and I would like to see the rule enforced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri will please 
proceed in order. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, Mr. Chairman, I believe it is in order to 
say that this paragraph of this bill is even worse than the one that 
the gentleman from Indiana wants toamend. [Laughter.] 

e pee N I desire to ask what para- 
graph it is pro amen 

The S The pending proposition is to strike out 
Paragra 5 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir; and that paragraph is pn of this bill, 
I would like to strike out the whole bill if I could, but I suppose 
that is impossible. This paragraph, I repeat, is but a part of a 
great scheme which you have taken the opportunity to foist apon 
this country by inducing some people to support your ticket last 
fall under the pretense that you were going to come in here and 
piv them financial relief; but you know very well, gentlemen, 
that the moment you strike the financjal question you will find 
dissensions in your own party between the East and the West, 
such as were seen in the Fifty-third Congress, when the honorable 
8 er of this House, then a member, and the present chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, and nearly all of the East- 
ern members on this floor at that time, voted to put the word 
gold“ into the bonds of the United States, and when the gentle- 
man from Illinois now sitting in front of me took the lead in 
opposition to it and confessed that he was not a gold bug on that 
occasion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I again rise to a 
point of order. I make the point that the remarks of the gentle- 
man are not pertinent either to the schedule or to the bill, and 
that for that reason he ought not to be permitted to continue them. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Missouri will please 
proceed in order, 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I might have concluded my re- 
marks in fifteen minutes, if gentlemen had agreed to give me that 


time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. If I thought the gentleman would 
conclude in fifteen minutes, or if he will now, I shall be glad to 
withdraw my point of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. It is too late now. [Laughter.] I am just get- 
ting interested in the subject. [Laughter.] I am just getting 
interested in the question. Before I began I might have been sat- 
isfied with ten minutes; but now I feel that I am just starting. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the spectacle presented here? A 

olitical pary that gained power by promising what we call the 
eveland Democrats to bring up the question of relief, as they 
pretended to believe then, of retiring the greenbacks and Treasury 


notes—— 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. BLAND. Well, I have not expired. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to move an amendment to the 
paragraph. x 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that debate on the pending paragraph 
and amendments be now closed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to speak upon the paragraph. I 
believe I was recognized. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair recognized the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I have not spoken this morning; 
and I think gentlemen on the other side will save time by allowing 
me five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move toamend the motion of the gentleman 
from New York so as to provide that debate close in ten minutes. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN, 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 60, noes 85. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for tellers. 

8 were ordered; and Mr. PAYNE and Mr. RICHARDSON were 
appointed. 

F, he committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, 
noes 92. 

So the amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN was rejected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from New York so as to close debate in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the proposition in the 
form of a request for unanimous consent. Is there objection to 
closing debate in five minutes? 

Objection was made. e 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, it 
was not agreed to; there being on a division (called for by Mr. 
RICHARDSON)—ayes 49, noes 90. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise toa dain” ie ar inquiry. Was 
the motion of the gentleman from New York to close debate on 
the paragraph or on the amendment? As I remember, it was 
on the amendment, but I will not be positive about it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The proponitan was to close debate on the 
paragraph and amendments. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the Chair state what the motion is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that all debate on the para- 
graph and amendments be now closed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not think the minutes will sustain 
the Chair in stating that as the motion. 

The CHAIR . If they will not, the Chair will accept the 
correction. ee 

Mr. PAYNE. That was the motion I made; there is no doubt 
about it. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. PAYNE was 
agreed to. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr, BLAND to strike 
out the paragraph, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Earthenware and china: 

90. Common yellow and brown earthenware, plain or embossed, common 
stoneware, and crucibles, not decorated in any manner, 25 per cent 
ad valorem; Rockingham earthenware, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise for the purpose of calling attention 
of gentlemen on the other side to the fact—however disagreeable 
it may be for them to have these facts pressed upon their attention 
that one of the provisions in the section which gentlemen have 
refused by the mere brute force of numbers to have debated or to 
have even an amendment offered to it provides a tax of $282,851.46 
upon an article which under the Melini ey bill was on the free 

t— 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee—--- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I decline to yield. 

Mr. PAYNE. All right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman declined a moment ago to 
permit any kind of a statement to be made, LIalways desire to be 
respectful to other gentlemen; but I fear that I shall not be able 
to get my five minutes extended; and I want to call attention to 
the fact that that very item, embracing asphaltum and bitumen, 
provided that they shall be taken from the free list (they were on 
the free list under the McKinley law and also under the Wilson 
law) and placed upon the tax list at an estimated duty of $3 per 
ton, which it is estimated will amount in the form of tariff duty 
to $282,851.46, 

I can very well see why gentlemen on the other side do not want 
such figures as these exposed to the Committee of the Whole here 
to-day. I wish to call attention further to the fact that of the 
85 items embraced in Schedule B, and which are divided into sub- 


items, 29 subitems will, under this Dingley bill, pay higher taxes 
than they did under the McKinley bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will you not allow a single question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; you 8 to allow me time a 
moment ago, and now I have but a few moments. 

Let us get along. There are 13 items in Schedule B which are 
on the free list on the Wilson bill that have high duties im 
upon them under the pe osed Dingley law. There are 29 higher 
rates of duty than the McKinley law imposed in this schedule, and, 
as I have said, 13 on the free list on the Wilson bill that are made 
dutiable under this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the whole amount of the increase of taxation 
imposed upon the people of this country in this schedule over and 
above the McKinley bill amounts to the sum of $164,605.97. 
Under Schedule A, sir, the first schedule considered in the bill, 
as I remarked on Saturday, there are 82 items in all. 49 of which 
tax the people of the country higher than the McKinley law did. 
Included in the several items in Schedule A are 67 of this sched- 
ule on the free list under the Wilson law_and now put on the 
taxable list at an onerous or high rate of duty by this proposed 
law. Under this same schedule (Schedule A) there will be im- 
posed a tax on the people of this country of $2,018,675.77 more 
than under the McKinley law, which is imposed by the so-called 
Dingley law; and yet we are told that we are “juggling with fig- 
ures” when we call attention the to facts—first, that you put the 
rate higher; second, that we specify the items that you put higher 
than they were placed under the McKinley law, and we specify 
the items on the free list under the Wilson law that you put on 
the taxable list at a high rate of duty. And yet when we show 
you that you increase in one instance more than $2,000,000 the tax 
in Schedule B, and more than $164,000 in another schedule, the 
only response is that we are “Juggling with figures!” i 

The C RMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] who has just taken his seat has been 
exceedingly unfortunate in his selection of an item to criticise 
when he takes the small duty placed on crude and advanced as- 
phaltum. I am very much obliged to him for giving me an oppor- 
tunity to make plain to the committee and to the country why this 
is a proper subject of duty, and why also he happens to put him- 
self in favor of one of the most grasping and extortionate monopo- 
lies controlled by any of the trusts in this count Jam delighted 
to find that occasionally my friend, with all of his great and ac- 
knowledged ability, purity of character, and discrimination on 
every question concerning corporations, or wherever they are 
involved, does occasionally get into a trap like that into which he 
has injected his foot this morning. 

T have only brief time to speak on this question, and shall take 
occasion, under the rules of the House, to extend my remarks. I 
am delighted to be able to tender to the gentlemen on the other side 
my sincere thanks so far as I am individually concerned, for the 
effective manner in which they have killed a good deal of time 
which might have hung heavy on our hands, and the friends of 
the bill, particularly the Committee on Ways and Means,on the 
Republican side especially, had they marked ont a programme they 
could not have made one for their own use which would have been 
more effective than the consumption of time on the other side, 
for when the time comes the country will understand that the 
reading of this bill and pertinent debate has been made impossible 
in the Committee of the Whole; and therefore the Committee on 
Ways and Means will be delighted to pass their bill justin the 
form in which it has been drafted. 

I shall put into the Recorp a statement with reference to 
asphaltum as used in the United States of America, showing that 
about 99,000 tons out of every 125,000 tons used are a foreign 
produci imported into this country. It pays to the Queen of 

nglanå, in the first instance, a royalty of $1.40 a ton, and we ask 
only that the House will to-day put on an equivalent tariff duty. 
Ido not think it is un-American to tax a commodity that has 
been grasped by an organized monopoly, a mighty business here, 
and built up millionaires, or that they should contribute some- 
thing to the revenues of the country for the privileges they enjoy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman. the cost of asphaltum delivered in the 
city of New York, and I state this and challenge contradiction as 
to its exact accuracy, is $7.90 a ton. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the manufactured product. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The manufactured product. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To what is the gentleman referring? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Toasphaltum. I state that the contract 
pages that the monopoly is selling the product at starts in New 

ork at 828 a ton and rises, as it goes west, to 840 a ton; and I 
challenge contradiction of that statement. I know that I will be 
contradicted by persons interested; but I have the facts and fig- 
ures, and can convince any man as tothe accuracy of the state- 
ment I have made. 
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Now, it has been said that we do not produce the article. I 
state, after a full examination of the records of the Government 
itself, that there is in this country an undeveloped product right 
in sight, absolutely within reach, large enough to furnish all the 
asphaltum needed in the United States, and ten more countries of 
this size, and all it needs is pg oe and opportunity. It lies 
in the State of California, and in Utah, and elsewhere, and I will 
pa into the RECORD a statement showing that that asphaltum 

as been carried by water from California to the city of New 
York, and has been used at Baltimore, Brooklyn, Denver, New 
Haven, Utica, Syracuse, Niagara Falls, and Omaha; and I will 
show by this statement that whereas the prevailing prices per 
yard of pavement in the city of New York in 1894 averaged $3.50, 
under the competition presented by this American product, mined 
by American labor, promoted by ican capital, the prices in 
Now York were greatly lowered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

7255 DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman may have an extension 
of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Ohio will be recognized for five minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In 1895 the commissioner opened the spec- 
ifications, and in 1896 the prices ranged from $1.75 to 82.25 per 
yard, with guaranteed specifications. In Philadelphia the prices 
fel! from $2.75a yard to $1.60 per yard, under the same process. 

Now, all that is asked by the American producer of asphalt in 
California and in Utah is that the difference in freight may in some 
degree, a very small degree, be compensated by this tariff upon 
this article. We found the other day in the debate upon the In- 
dian bill that there are enormous deposits of asphalt in Utah. 
They propose to bring this product of the West across the Missis- 
sippi River, and competition to force the lowering of prices by 
the employment of American capital and American labor. 

I insist that there is not in the whole range of raw material in 
this bill, from the first item to the last item, one single commodity 
that justifies protection in a greater degree than this one. 1 will 
show by the statement which I will publish that the increased cost 

r yard of asphalt pavement by this advance of price is almost 
infinitesimal, and I will show further that the cry that we are 
going to affect municipal corporations only reaches to a very 
moderate proportion of the asphalt used in this country. It is 
used in pavements, and for cellars, for livery-stable floors—for all 
sorts of rupees of that kind. It is becoming a great commodity. 
Why should we not produce it in the United States? Iam told, 
and I believe the statement, for I am informed by gentlemen who 
know, that in the State of California the deposits of asphalt are 
absolutely inexhaustible. Now, why should an article that can 
be mined and loaded and handled for less wage compensation 
abroad be brought into this country, first paying a royalty toa 
crown, and, secondly, seizing, as this industry has, a monopoly in 
this country? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. : If the gentleman will permit me, I should- 
like to ask him how long he has known of this vast quantity of 


asphalt in California? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I reached a knowledge of this subject 
within the last thirty days. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, Because in the McKinley bill you had 
asphalt on the free list. 

. GROSVENOR. I did not know a thing about it at that 
time, and I do not think the gentleman did. [Laughter.] I think 
I have had the good fortune to precede him in the uirement of 
full knowledge on this subject. I should have added that the 
Alcatraz Company of California furnished to its subcompanies 
during the past year material for over 500,000 yards of pavement. 
New York City, where the specifications are most rigid, used more 
than one-half of that amount. 

I append the 1 statement, furnished to me by a gentle- 
man who has full knowledge: 


square 
ard, which the contractor would pe 
sted. It is therefore nota tax on Federal or other cities. There are thou- 
sands of private consumers, such as breweries, livery stables, railroad com- 
and building contractors. 
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people pay a royalty to 
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No. 5. The Trinidad people have erected their own refin: on the Islan 
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No. 7. This American asphaltum was not known when the principal as- 
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No. 12. The statements as to the cost made by Congressman GROSVENOR 
were absolutely correct, and there are hut few. perhaps none, but the present 
Trinidad 8 any material amount of marketable a. tum 
in the Island of nidad, and in nearly 5 instance the pocaltad land 
asphalt coming from Trinidad has been su ully debarre by the Trinidad 
Pitch Taxa monopol aoni puring any public work. In many cities the 
specifi y del . 

No. 13. The selling prices of Trinidad haltum range from 228 to r 
ton, and in some instances subcontractors are charged an additional 8 
of 10 cents per square yard for the pires of enjoying the monopoly of that 


particular material in a wn or city. 
No. 14. The Trinidad Company do not sell material to any contractor or 
company unless they agree to be governed in their prices by parent com- 


NS. 18. The all-rail rate from the Pacific coast to th: 
ne par ton of = c e Atlantic Seaboard is 


Sr uses any foreign vessel available. 


ly of vessels, 
y employed, 


discuss. 
No. 17. In a legal proceeding before a referee in the city of Buffalo within 
ten days, the officers of the Trinidad Company admitted that they controlled 
about all of the foreign asphalts now reaching the United States, and that 
they dictated prices per * ges wherever the material was to be used. 
The prevailing prices in New York City in 1894 averaged $3.5) per square 
under specifications prohibiting the use of any other asphalt. In 1895 
he commissioner opened the ications, and in 18% the prices ranged 
from $1.75 to $2.25, same ies, same specification. In Philadelphia the 
fell from $2.75 to $1.60 under the same conditions. Baltimore, Brook- 
yn, Denver, New Haven, Utica, ACUSE, jagare Falls, Omaha, all tell the 
same story, due 5 by the use of an American material, produced 
on American soil, by erican and paid by American money. Why 
this new industry should not be protected would be difficult to answer: why 
it should has been answered in the foregoing without question. 


There is no better subject for the exercise of the duty-laying 
power. 


* (kinds in use in the United States): 


0 Fez 
Trinidad, 60 per cent pure. 
Bermudez, 7) per cent pure. 
Seysell, mixed with lime rock. 
Neufchatel, mixed with lime rock. 

— 


California, 90 cent pure. 
K — — with clay. 


eee mixed with lime rock and shells. 
ard— '. 
California, refined with petroleum and several other California 
productions. 


Capacit 
Cost of 


Royalty to England 
Cost 8 — 
Cost to load on ship 


Cost to New York 


piso) ripe SRG Sete he eee ba -Ow Fp Ce ̃ oe RE Ste ne Sat a 7.90 
Selling price to contractors, $28 to $40 per ton east of Mississippi River. 


nama, 
All water, via Cape Horn, No. 5. 


A gor of $5 would equalize the material in competition in New York with 
Trini Bermudez is not now being produced. 

The duty of $5 per ton represen 
6 Senia whioh would readily be absorbed by the contractor. 


ts a cost to the yard of pavement of about 


e traz material is in extensive use on the streets of New York, 
Brooklyn, Utica, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Omaha. Los Angeles. 


The Trinidad Company has absorbed all competitors except the Alcatraz, 


00 

The combined capital of the Trinidad com which also own the Ber- 
mudez, aie bee rer Neufchatel, is said to be $20,000,000 in the various com- 
panies, upon which a fair (t) dividend was earned last year. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I move to strike out the last two words. 
This is the second amendment offered to-day the avowed purpose 
of which is to make the American people pay the freight.” I 
T ize the fact that the article affected by this ph of 
the bill is controlled by a monopoly, and I will cordially second 
the efforts of anyone to break down that monopoly. Iam utterly 
at a loss, however, to understand how that product can be cheap- 
ened to the American people by granting a subsidy to railroads. 
That is the effect of the amendment. 

But I did not rise to discuss this amendment. The gentleman 
from Ohio has said something about the useless consumption of 
time in this debate. Idesire for a moment toinvite the attention 
of the House to the fact that the bill now under consideration was 
for three months in process of preparation by the Committee on 
Ways and Means. It was forced upon the House for considera- 
tion but a few days after it had been offered by the gentleman 
from Maide [ME DxGLEY],thechairman of the committee. Itis 
being considered under a special order which gives the House 
from Friday of last week until Wednesday of the present week, 
inclusive, to consider it under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee had three months in which to 
prepare this bill. Weare limited to five days under the five-min- 
ute rule by the special order, and yet the Committee on Waysand 
Means propose to absorb the remainder of the time so that it will 
not be possible for the great Committee of the Whole, which 
ought to have some rights, even as against the Committee on 
Ways and Means, to consider the 3 of this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of the limited time that has been 
allotted, because it is already obvious that we can not consider all 
the paragraphs in this bill, I have introduced, in the regular way, 
an amendment to the rule, which has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, providing for a modification of the order, so that 
debate and amendment under the five-minute rule can be extended 
until Wednesday, April 7, at 3 o'clock. I trust gentlemen on that 
side of the House will grant this concession. This bill deals with 
substantially all our industries; and not only the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Jonxsox] but every other member on this floor 
should be permitted the privilege of reasonable debate and amend- 
ment. It is not fair or just for that side of the House to reproach 
us for consuming time in consideration of this measure. 

We have not engaged in unreasonable discussion. If there was 


delay for an hour this morning, it arose, as sugs by the 
Speaker, from the fact that members were atten: to private 
interests rather than public affairs. I know that gen upon 


the other side are beset with applications for office. I do not crit- 
icise them for presenting the claims of their constituents to the 
President and the heads of Departments; but I do insist that they 
should give their attention to public business until next Wednes- 
day at 3 o'clock, and until that time at least to relieve the heads 
of Departments and the President. They should not delay public 
business by absenting themselves from the House, as they did this 
morning. We furnished an overwhelming proportion of the Rep- 
resentatives present when the House assembled this morning. So 
that, while I do not reproach Republican Representatives for ask- 
ing the President, the Postmaster-General, the Paraty of the 
Interior, and other heads of Departments for recognition for their 
people, I do insist that the ublican majority, 52 strong over 
and above all opposition on this floor, should remain here until 
this bill is voted on. next Wednesday at 3 o'clock. 

In this connection I will have printed in the RECORD a petition 
recently received from some of my constituents. 
The petition is as follows: 

f 9 he Sone arg pate correspondent at Washington and pub- 
influence upon the 8 of an Republican tariff measure is seen in an 
increase of the leather ra while hides are left upon the free list, the 
wool schedule has given the blican members of the commi 
trouble than any other, and at the last moment, worn out by the contest 


as affecting hides, and insist that they 
wealth of the country,and Caan gry its power, that wool does, 
and as much as we are interested in the two results just mentioned, we re- 
spectfully request that hides bo piaced on the dutiable list, and thereby 
serve the same e. and interest that to wool 

If protection is good anywhere, it is everywhere, and no exception to 
any product of the farmer or laborer in the interest of any manufacturer is 
honest or equitable. The farmers or laborers represent the creative wealth 


of the country, and to conserve these two interests would serve all interests, 
and we insist upon this as an axiom in all tariff legislation. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will ask if the chairman of the 
Committee on Waysand Means will not move that the committee 
rise. The Committee on Ways and Means have been summoned 
to meet in the committee room, and I do not see bow we can with 
propriət there without the House take a recess. 


. DINGLEY. The committee is now in session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
CKERY. i withdraw my pro forma amendment. 


[Mr. DE VRIES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the first four 


lines, 
3 CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
us 

The pending amendment was withdrawn, and the Clerk read 
the next paragraph: 

ina, porcelai i me, earthen, stone, ware, i 
ing cl 9 or Withee movements plaques, ornaments . tom 
tea sets, charms, vases and statuettes, painted, tinted, stained, ename 
printed, gilded, or otherwise decorated or ornamented in any manner, 0 per 
cent ad valorem; if plain white and without superadded ornamentation of 
any kind, 55 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MOODY.. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
It is very apparent, sir, that those who desire to discuss this bill 
in any detail are going to be denied that opportunity. There is 
one thing which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockkRx] 
said in which I can heartily agree; that is, that his side of the 
House has not occupied a disproportionate amount of time in the 
discussion of this bill. 

Mr. Dockery nodded assent. 

Mr. MOODY. I agree with the gentleman in that, because so 
far as I have seen, gentlemen on that side have not discussed this 
bill at all, but have discussed almost everything else under the 
sun except this bill. [Laughter.] I do not know, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman from Missouri, who expressed his approval 
La the a p of my statement, will indorse itin its entirety. 

ughter. 

Now, Iam going to take the opportunity (which I find is the 

iling fashion) to call the attention of the Ways and Means 
munittee to a duty which is im in a later section of this 
bill, because I know that we shall not reach it in the regular course 
of consideration, and I hope that they will, of their own motion, 
strike out the duty imposed in section 280 upon degras, or wool 
grease. But, Mr. Chairman, before discussing that particular pro- 
vision, let me confess to a feeling of disappointment at the course 
which the debate upon this bill has taken. During the general 
debate which preceded the discussion of the schedules of the bill, 
I refrained from occupying the attention of the House. The 
country is little interested in the abstract controversy between 
free trade, tariff for revenue only, tariff for revenue with inci- 
dental tion, and tariff for revenue with intentional protec- 
tion. It is principally interested in this bill. It desires an enact- 
ment which will adapt itself to the requirements of our business 
interests. I had hoped, when the time for tha discussion in the 
Committee of the le arrived, that we should have had an in- 
telligent consideration of the schedules of the bill, that there would 
have been upon both sides of the House a candid effort to perfect 
the details of the bill, to point out any errors which the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means had fallen into and to seek to correct them, 
but the minority of the House has occupied the time devoted to 
debate in mere partisan discussion, in debate upon the silver ques- 
tion, and in an attempt to make political capital, 

It is plain enough now that the greater part of the bill will re- 
main unread in the Committee of the Whole, and that opportunity 
for amendment which the rule under which we are acting contem- 
plates will be denied us. I see no benefit to be derived from an 
extension of the time. It will simply mean an extension of talk. 
I therefore make a formal amendment for the p of bringing 
to the attention of the Committee on Ways and Means some con- 
siderations relating to a provision in the latter part of the bill 
which I hope the committee may conclude to alter. 

By section 40 a tariff of 8 cents a gallon is imposed on seal, her- 
ring, whale, and other fish oil. I take it that in this provision the 
unrefined cod-liver oil commonly called cod oil is included, and 
that it does not come under section 32, by which a tariff of 15 cents 
a gallon is imposed on cod-liver oil. 

y section 280 a duty of one-half a cent per pound is imposed 
upon degras, or brown waol . Both of these articles are ex- 
ey used in the manufacture of leather, and the tariff upon 
them affects the great leather industry of the country. I do not 
propose now to discuss the duty on cod oil, but I desire to say 
something in opposition to the duty on degras, which I believe to 
be an unwise unjustifiable one. 

Let me first, Mr. Chairman, inform those members of the House 
who already do not know it of the composition and uses of degras. 
In doing so I desire to acknowledge my indebtedness to a pub- 
lished interview with Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Boston, who, 
however we may differ with his conclusions, that varied, 
deep, and exact knowledge of facts which is the only safe basis 
for sound economic discussion. Degras is the fatty substance 
which is generated in sheep wool and must be ted from it 
in the process of scouring or cleaning. It is an absolutely neces- 
sary material in the preparation of the best kinds of leather. It 
was first adapted to this use by the French, and had much to do 
with the superiority of the leather manufactured by them. At 
the present time we import substantially all the degras which is 
used, and the grease from our wool scourings is discharged from 
our woolen mills into ponds and streams in quantities more than 
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ample for all our demands. At the present time the substance 
sells in our market for from 14 to 2 cents per pound, so that the 
duty imposed, thongh small in amount, is a very considerable ad 
valorem duty. The leather manufacturing interests emphatically 
oppose the imposition of this duty, and it needs but a few words 
to convince the House that they are entitled to most respectful 
consideration. They are engaged in the manufacture of a prime 
necessity of life, and any duty which affects them touches the 
whole American people. 

The manufactures of boots, shoes, and leather during the last fis- 
cal year reached the enormous sum of $370,000,000. Our leather 
manufacturers not only occupy substantially the whole of the 
home market, but are with increasing rapidity conquering the 
markets of the world. During the decade which has just ended 
our exports of leather of all kinds more than doubled, extending 
from seven and a half millions of dollarsin 1886 to over $15,000,000 
in 1896. The exact figures are as follows: 


1891. —. 12.023.445 


I hardly suppose this duty is imposed as a purely revenue meas- 
ure. It is estimated that the revenue from it would be only about 
„000. If the duty is imposed as a revenue measure, it is an un- 
ustifiable one, because it taxes a raw material which enters into 
one of the prime necessities of life and a raw material which is 
not produced in this country. But I suppose the duty will be 
justified as a measure of protection. If, by the imposition of this 
duty, woolen manufacturers would be encouraged to preserve the 
which now goes to waste from their mills and pollutes our 
rivers and streams, I would not only not oppose, but would favor 
it, because I believe that in that case we should see the same result 
which we have seen in the a in so many others. The same se- 
quence of events would follow. First, the establishment of an 
industry within our borders stimulated by the enco ment of 
rotection; then improvement of processes and the cheapen- 
ait of the product by domestic competition; so that in the end 
hat at first appeared to bea burden would become a benefit. If I 
thought we could hope for the home production of d through 
the influence of a protective duty, I would not oppose it; but there 
is no good reason to suppose that such would be the result of this 
duty. The same duty was imposed by the McKinley law, but 
there was no appreciable increase in our home production of the 
e and the imports increased, as appears by the following 
gures: 


Pounds. 


The duty was removed by the Wilson-Gorman law, but the im- 
orts did not increase, as evidenced by the fact that in 1896 the 
Tn rts were little less than in 1893, being 11,652,921 pounds, and, 
as I have said, under the action of the McKinley law there was no 
effort made by our woolen manufacturers to produce degras. It 
still went to waste,and in my opinion will continue to go to waste 
if a duty is imposed, until, in the further improvement of methods, 
woolen manufacturers see fit to produce and preserve this by- 
product of their industry. 

Where are the woolen mills or wool-scouring establishments 
which have promised to produce this material in case they are 
protected by the duty proposed by the committee? Have any 
appeared before the committee? Are we informed that any are 
waiting for the passage of this law to undertake the production 
of degras? I have carefully examined the tariff hearings, and I 
have found that this subject was pressed upon the attention of 
the committee by three persons only. The Worcester Cholester- 
ine Company, of Worcester, Mass., which is apparently engaged 
in the manufacture of degras, has asked for the duty. The Lor- 
raine Manufacturing Company, of Pawtucket, R. I., has asked for 
the Buty: This company preserves its wool grease, but it estab- 
lished the process simply for the purpose of preventing the pollu- 
tion of the stream which passes its mill. This is absolutely all 
the demand which the he gs disclose as coming from those who 
are dealing in wool, either as manufacturers or scourers. I have 
no doubt, however, that the real pressure for this oor has come 
from those engaged in the production of menhaden fish oil. This 
oil is also used in the stuffing or filling of leather, but it is infe- 
rior in its qualities to degras, which gives tothe leather a uliar 
finish and luster which can be produced by no other 5 
The hope of those engaged in the menhaden fisheries is that by 
imposing a duty on degras the leather manufacturers will be 
induced to use in its place menhaden oil. I believe this will not 
be the result, that nothing can take the place of degras, and the 
experience under the McKinley bill shows that nothing will take 
its place even if this tax is imposed. The only effect would be to 


compel the leather manufacturers to bear an additional burden 
without benefiting the producers of menhaden oil. 

For the reasons which I have given I most earnestly hope that 
the Committee on Ways and Means will reconsider its determina- 
tion to impose this duty. It is not justifiable as a revenue tax, 
because the article taxed is at the base of one of our great indus- 
tries. It surely is not justifiable, regarded as an attempt to force 
the manufacturers to use a different and inferior article. Nor is 
it justifiable as a protective duty, because there is no home indus- 
try of any importance to protect, and no reason to believe that in 
the near future one is likely to be established. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not been able to hear what duty 
1 wants to impose. 

r. MOODY. I do not want any duty imposed. 
z 1705 RICHARDSON. You want the article placed on the free 
is 

Mr. MOODY. Yes, sir; I trust the committee will put it on 
the free list. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to occupy only a moment, 
In regard to the matter of asphalt, Ihave a letter from Mr. George 
H. Benzenberg, the city engineer of Milwaukee. He thinks it 
would be unwise to impose a duty on this article, becauseit would 
simply enhance the cost to the cities of paving their streets. I 
desire to have that letter published in the RECORD. 

The letter is as follows: 


MILWAUKEE, March 25, 1897. 
DEAR Srp: I have been informed that the now tariff bill puts a duty of $3 
por ton upon crude and dried asphalt. As this is an article which is comin 
very largely into use by the American cities generally adopting the asp! 
vement as the best pavement, it seems to me that it would increasin, 
e burden of makin good roads and pavements and would to that exten 
negative any effort a proving our class of pavements, because it would 
e somewhat more expensive. It is expensive enough, as it has been in 
the past, without adding a duty thereon. The United States have no pure 
asphalt beds to protect or to furnish a supply for good asphalt pavements, 
There is a rock asphalt found in different parts of the country. but it does 
not give the best service nor make the best pavement. The pure asphalts 
most extensively used in this country come from the Island of Trinidad and 
from Bermudez. The tax, therefore, would not help any American industry, 
excepting California asphalt, but add to the burden of levying an additionn 
tax on municipalitiesand upon property owners fronting streets where such 
asphalt pavements are laid. In other words, it is a tax upon taxes, I would 
therefore kindly su, t that you would use your influence to have such 
duty taken off from the bill. I donot think that the tax can possibly be re- 
quired for the purposes of securing a revenue, as there certainly are plenty 
ot other sources from which to derive necessary revenue without placing a 
tax upon an article that ought to be supplied to our taxpayers at as low a 
price as possible, in order to aprove our street pavements. 4 
Hoping you will kindly consider this matter, I remain, 


Yours, truly, 
G. H. BENZENBERG, 
City Engineer. 
Hon. THEO. OTJEN, 
Member House of Ri sentatives. 
United States Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ere desires to offer some amendments on behalf of the com- 

ttee. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the informal 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. On behalf of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On e 26 amend ph 125 by striking out the whole of lines 21, 23, 
and 23, and also line 24 as far as and inelading the semicolon, and inserting the 
word “and.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amendment 
will be to put a uniform duty upon forgings of all kinds mentioned 
in this paragraph, without relation to their difference in weight. 
I will follow this amendment by one proposing to transfer a part 
of the words we now ask to have stricken out“ antifriction ball 
forgings of iron or steel or of combined iron and steel, 45 per cent 
ad valorem ”—so as to follow the period at the end of the para- 
graph. That, of course, is a mere grammatical correction; but 
the substantial effect of the present amendment is to destroy the 
8 between the rates of duty imposed on forgings of different 
wei, ë 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is the effect to raise or lower 
the duties? 

Mr. DALZELL. It raises the duty on forgings shay sd 25 
poanie or more to the rate of duty applying to the other forgings. 

ut the rate of duty which we impose is below the rate in the 
McKinley bill and, my impression is, about the rate inthe Wilson 
bill. Perhaps I had better read the paragraph as we intend it 
shall stand when amended: 

125. Iron or steel anchors or parts thereof, mill irons and mill cranks of 
wrought iron, wrought iron for ships, and forgings of iron or steel, or of 
combined iron and steel, for vessels, steam engines, and locomotives, or parts 
thereof, and other forgings of iron or steel, or of combined iron and steel, of 
whatever shape or whatever degree or si of manufacture, not specially 


provided for in this get, 1} cents per pound: Provided, That no forgings of 
ron or steel, or forgings of iron and steel combined, shall pay a less rate of 


duty than 35 per cent ad valorem. Antifriction ball forgings of iron or steel 
or of combined and steel, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
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With respect to the last-described article, I will say that it has 
never been specially mentioned in a tariff bill, for the reason that 
it is a new manufacture of steel—perhaps as high a manufacture 
of steel as is known in steel manufacture. These balls, before they 
are finished, go through twenty-three different processes, and it is 
absolutely necessary that they should not vary to the extent of a 
fraction of a thousandth of an inch. It is, of course, perfectly 
proper that they should be specifically named, with the duty it is 
intended they shall bear, as otherwise they would be included in 
the basket clause.” 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, now that 
we have reached in Committee of the Whole the metal schedule, 
I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and other members of the committee to the duty imposed under 
section 176, which reads as follows: ._ 

176. Copper in plates, bars, ingots, Chile or other pigs, and in other forms, 
not manufactured, not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound. 

I take it that a duty should be levied either for revenue or for 
protection, or for a combination of both purposes; and I con- 
tend 

Mr. DALZELL. I think I can anticipate what my friend is 

ing to say. The matter is now under consideration by the 
8 on Ways and Means. We propose at a later day, when 
we have thoroughiy investigated the matter, to offer an amend- 
ment. é 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether it is proposed to put the cop- 
per specified in pa agraph 176 on the free list? 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not say to the tleman what we pro- 
pose to do, because we have not yet resolved on aung anying: 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts. Then I should like to su 
mit one or two reasons why it should be put on the free list, and I 
shall be very brief. 

In the first place, this country produces over one-half of all the 
copper produced in the world. the second place, of what we 

roduce we send 62 per cent to foreign countries. Under the 

cKinley bill a duty was imposed; and at that time, with a ae. 
of 14 cents per pound, only $7,000 was collected. Under the Wil- 
son bill unmanufactured copper was free, and our imports were 
only 3,000,000 pounds in 1895 and about 11,000,000 pounds in 1896. 
But with this proposed duty of 1 cent per pound it is absolutely 
certain that we should collect no duty worth mentioning. and so 
have no revenue from it that would make it worth imposing. 

Moreover, all the copper producers of this country protest against 
the duty on refined copper. Among the great companies protest- 
ing against this duty are the Anaconda Company, the Calumet 
and Hecla Company, the Quincy Company, the Kearsarge Minin 
Company, the ton and Montana Company, the Tamarack, an 
the Copper Queen Consolidated Company. In fact, over 90 85 
cent of the great producers of this country protest against this 

duty, because it is absolutely unnecessary either for revenue or for 

rotection. Therefore I say, Mr, Chai , that when a given 
state serves no purpose, when it is clearly shown that it neither 

affords protection nor can yield revenue, it is useless, and there- 
fore unwise that it should be im i 

It is evident that the Qnty proposen to be levied upon. copper 
under paragraph 176 can produce no reyenue to the country, for 
foreign copper will surely seek the European markets in pref- 
erence to paying duties for entering the markets of the United 
States. Therefore, the estimate of the committee, that $103,036.28 
will be gained in revenue, can not be substantiated or borne out 
by facts, for although a certain amount of copper was imported 
free of duty in 1896, nevertheless we exported 282,000,000 pounds, 
or about 62 per cent of our total production; our production being 
457,000,000 pounds, which, as I have said before, is more than 
one-half the produonon of the world. The only effect of the pro- 
posed duty of 1 cent a pound would be to enable certain stump 
orators or certain newspapers to try to induce the people to believe 
that the great copper companies of this country have conspired to 
obtain higher prices in this country than that for which they are 
willing to sell their product abroad. It is to my mind folly to 
invite criticism of this sort, even if such criticism would be false, 
and false it would be; for, as I have already said, the copper pro- 
ducers of the country are united in saying that this duty is not 
needed, that they do not ask for it, and they protest against it 
reign id because, being absolutely useless to them for protection or 
to the country for revenue, it would be foolish and unwise to im- 
pose it. So 1 trust, Mr. Chairman, that the committee will offer 
an amendment striking out this paragraph of the bill, and that 
when the time comes they will put copper in plates, bars, ingots, 
Chile or other pigs, and in other forms, not manufactured, not 
specially provided for in this act,” on the free list. 

If it were in order for me to do so, I should offer this amend- 
ment myself; but I feel that it may safely be left to the wisdom 
and good judgment of the committee, and I assure them they 
olay sp that I have so briefly said is true and can not be con- 

P 4 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Now, it is quite interesting to hear the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts talk of the effect of putting articles on the taxable list 
increasing the rate and the price to the consumer. I was struck 
a moment ago by my amiable friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy], who kindly reflected on this side of the House for not 
speaking to the provisions of the bill; and who went to section 
280 of the bill and took up tallow, I believe 

Mr. MOODY. No, not tallow—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). And insisted that the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means did great injustice to the people by 
taking tallow from the free list and putting it on the taxable list, 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman is mistaken. I made no refer- 
ence to tallow. I spoke of wool grease, commonly known or com- 
mercially known as“ acl 

Me RICHARDSON. ell, I believe they are in the same para- 
graph. 

Mr. MOODY. Yes; in the same paragraph, No. 280 of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Very well. But, Mr. irman, it is 
very remarkable that the gentleman should object to this article 
being taken from the free list and placed on the taxable list be- 
cause it will raise the cost. That is entirely in opposition to what 
we have heretofore heard from gentlemen on the other side. 

Now, I want to know—I may not beable to understand it all as 
other people do—but I want to get the exact facts in reference to 
these matters. It seems that gentlemen on the other side take 
much delight, when they can not answer our inquiries, in charg- 
ing a want of intelligence against us on this side. I want to know 
how the gentleman is to get along in harmony with my other able 
and amiable friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], who said 
he wished the articles taken from the free list and put on the duti- 
able list, or have them protected, so that the people could buy 
them cheaper. fone on the Democratic side.] There is de- 
cidedly a conflict between these two gentlemen. Here is the able 
and intelligent gentleman from Massachusetts, who wants now 
to take a certain article off the dutiable list, or remove the pro- 
tection, and put it back upon the free list, so his people can get it 
more cheaply, while the other able gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, who pita the great boot and shoe industries, wants to 
take them off the free list and put them on the protection list for 
exactly the same reason, 

All J ask is that the two gentlemen have an opportunity to 
harmonize their conflicting views on the floor. 

KERY. Lask unanimous consent that they have suf- 
ficient time to reconcile these differences. 

Mr, MOODY. Mr. Chairman, there is no difference between 
my honorable colleague from Massachusetts and myself; none in 
the world. The only difficulty with our friends on the other side 
is that either they can not understand us, and that I do not be- 
lieve, or else that they will not understand us. 

I stated very clearly, I thought, to the committee that if the 
duty upon this article would encourage the home production of 
degras that I was not only not opposed to it, but decidedly in 
favor of it. I believe, however, that it would not do so. That we 
would still continue to import it, all that our people use, and we 
should have to pay the tariff as an additional part of the cost of 
the product. But if the result should be that way—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes; but I donot want to undertake to answer 
a catechism on the protective-tariff system. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood the gentleman 
to say that a tax on the article in the present condition would be 
a needless burden on this industry? 

Mr. MOODY. I said that, or its equivalent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi ape bea th And this tax, 
5 ar noua raise the price, because all of the article would be 

port 

Mr. MOODY. I said so. L 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then how do you reconcile 
that with the theory of the other members on your side of the 
House that the purchaser or consumer pays the tax? [Derisive 
laughter on the ublican side.] 

Mr. MOODY. r. Chairman, I shall only say a single word 
further, and it is this: If the result of this tax is to encourage 
the woolen manufacturers, or the consumers, to preserve the 
washings of the wool instead of letting them go to waste as now, 
what appears to be at this time a burden will be a benefit, because 
I think we will see the same train of events which has been 
illustrated in other industries—first, a slight or temporary increase 
in the cost to the consumer; second, the stimulation of the home 

roduction, and then the improvements in the methods and the 
introduction of economy, and finally, the transfer of the product 
from another land to this land, and by the competition of domestic 
production, the cheapening of the product to the American peo- 
ple. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


Committee is true—and they have studied this 
more and much better than I haye—the result will 
the production of the article here, and by our own woolen mills. 
If this turns out to be a correct 
will not be a burden but a b t to our people, and that finally 
the great leather industry will not blame but will approve of the 
committee for ultimately enabling them to get the raw material 
cheaper than they can get it at the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments are exhausted, and the 
8 is (the pro forma amendment being considered as with- 

awn) on the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, Lrenew the proforma amend- 
ment for the purpose of calling the attention of the committee to 
one or two facts only in connection with the subject. 

We on this side of the House have been blamed for our effort 
to ascertain the rates of duty that the different schedules of this 
bill would bear. Only within the last half hour my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] was inclined to criticise us for delaying 
the bill, when the fact is, as will be remembered by all, that, with 
the exception of one section of the bill, this whole day—and it is 
now twenty minutes past 2 o’clock—has been devoted to the con- 
sideration of amendments offered by the committee itself. 

Furthermore, there has been a meeting of the Ways and Means 
Committee within the last hour that some of us could not attend 
without leaving the business of the House, at which meeting it 
was determined to offer this and many other amendments, and 
= . increases the rate of taxation that is proposed by 

e . 

Now,all we want is fair play in this fight. When the commit- 
tee has not its bill ready, when the committee is not ready tostand 
by the bill it brings in, when the committee is having sessions of 
its own, while this Committee of the Whole is considering one part 
of the bill, to amend another, what will the country think of criti- 
cisms of this side because we undertake to see what rates of duty the 
bill bears? I understand this is not the only one we are to have. 
Others have been adoptedto-day. Why, it seems that the commit- 
tee itself was not y for this tariff ight when it went into it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend allow me to suggest that they 
have taken the entire day with committee amendments? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is what I stated—that this day has been 
devoted to the committee amendments—and we are not through 
with them yet. 

Sir, it will be remembered that when the extraordinary order 
by the Committee on Rules was made under which we have been 
railroading this bill through the Committee of the Whole, and 
under which it was propone to pass it, I said that when any 
snags were about to struck, the other side could conjure up 
amendments, and consume the time of the committee, and pre- 
vent the real consideration of the bill. I leave to the committee 
whether my prediction is not verified by what is going on on the 
next to the last day of the consideration of the bill by sections. 

The committee has consumed more time in amending the bill 
than has been consumed by all the other members of the House 
combined. It has consumed most of it increasing duties it had 
already adopted and recommended. Now, when we are about to 
reach breakers they take the whole day. I submit that this is not 
the proper way to consider the raising of more than one hundred 
millions of taxes a year. But goon! You will get to the end of 
your tether and the ponen patience. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think that in view of the criticism of my 
genial friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] upon the action 
of the Ways and Means Committee in placing a duty of one-half 
a cent a pound on degras some explanation should be given of the 
action of the committee. 

Degras is a manufactured product, not a by-product. It is 
made from the refuse scourings of wool. In foreign countries 
these scourings are not allowed to go down the stream, on account 
of the pollution which comes to the stream from that source. 
Consequently under law the wool-scouring mills of England, Ger- 
‘many, aud France are obliged in some way to take care of this 
refuse of their scourings. They have taken care of it by manu- 
facturing this product called degras, which is used as a filling for 
upper leather. In this conntry it has very largely taken the place 
ol the use of menhaden oil for that purpose. It is said to be better 
for that purpose than menhaden oil. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Better for what? I could not hear the 
gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Better for filling the upper leather of shoes. 
The McKinley law put a duty of one-half of 1 cent a pound on 
degras. The Wilson law put it on the free list. The price of 
this article laid down in Boston under the McKinley law averaged 
from 14 to 2 cents a pound. ‘That price has been maintained 
under the present law, with degras on the free list. The manu- 
facturers of boots and shoes and the tanners in Massachusetts 
have never received one mill of benefit in price from the placing 
of degras on the free list over what they received when degras 
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And so I repeat, sir, that if the opinion of the Ways and Means 
uestion much 
to establish 


rediction, I believe in the end it 
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was on the dutiable list in the law of 1890. Now, the evidence be- 
fore the committee was that with degras on the free list, we are 
eee cos ee of all the degras used by the tanners in the 
est and in the t. The evidence before the committee was 
still further that it was ible and desirable to have all of the 
which is used in this country produced in this country. 
. MOODY. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. MOODY. I with him that it is both possible and 
desirable; but I should like to ask the gentleman if he is of the 
opinion, after having considered all the evidence, that it will actu- 
ally be done if this duty is put on? 

. RUSSELL. Why, my friend, they are manufacturing it in 
your State to-day. 
_ Mr. MOODY. Yes; I understand that they are manufacturin 
it in a very slight ren ah but do youthink it will be 1 
in sufficient quantities? 

Mr. RUSSELL. There is no question about it, and no benefit 
whatever has come to the tanners or manufacturers of leather by 
pathing degras on the free list under the operation of the law of 


Mr. LACEY. To what extent was the production increased 
under the McKinley bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It was established under the McKinley law. 

Mr. LACEY. What was the manufacture in this country under 
the Wilson bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The manufacture was established in this coun- 
try under the duty of half a cent a pound placed on that article. 
The production has been lessened by placing the article on the 
free list; but they have managed to maintain a certain degree of 
8 and even under the present law, with degras on the 

ee ae are making one-eighth of all that we consume in this 
country. 

We are looking ahead to the time, and I think my friend will 
agree with me, when it will be necessary for the great State of 
Massachusetts to enact some such legislation as will prevent the 
refuse scourings of the woolen mills in that State going into the 
streams. The question is, What are we going to do withit, and 
why should we not 2 it in the manufacture of degras? 

he CHAIRMAN. te upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

ae CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous con- 
sent, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that all debate upon the pending 
amendment be now closed. Let us make some progress. 

The motion was agree 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of Mr. DALZELL was then 

Mr. DALZELL, i 


agreed to. 
Mr. Chairman, I offer the following commit- 


tee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Further amend h 125 by adding, after the words “ad valorem,” 
line 4, 27, the following: Antifriction ball forgings of iron or steel, or 
of com! d iron and steel, 45 per cent ad valorem.““ 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think it is n 
for me to say a word about that. I it when [ was on 
my feet before. I hope we will have a vote upon it. 

amendment was 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
„amend paragraph 129 by inserting a comma after the word band,” 
in line T, page 28. 

The C MAN. Is there objection to the cy ea of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. DALZELL, I move toamend—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
5 to have that paragraph read as it will appear. 
sar ALZELL. Iwill read it myself, so far as it is material. 

reads: 

All iron or steel sheets or plates, and all hoops, band or scroll iron or steel. 

There ought to be a comma, as the gentleman will see, after the 
word band.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 
Mr. DALZELL. I move to amend paragraph 132 as follows. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Further amend paragraph 132 by changing the colon in line 21, 30, to 

a poroa: and strikin eat the remainder of the paragraph trom the word 

2 8 in line page 30, to the word “valorem,” linc 5, page 41, both 
ive. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman peat explain the effect 
of the amendment? I was unable to catch what the section was. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, I will explain it. Paragraph 132, on 
page 30, the gentleman will recognize as the billet section. Now, 
in section 130 of the Wilson bill it read— 


On boiler or other tubes, pipes, and plates of wrought iron and steel, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 
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And under the section in the McKinley bill the duty was 24 
cents a pound. You will observe the duty was very little different 
in both cases; but there began to come in under that provision 
hollow tubes, hollow billets, from Sweden, and they were used 
here in the manufacture of seamless tubes, which are used in the 
manufacture of bicycles, and are a very high production of steel. 
In order to avoid that difficulty, the committee changed the word- 
ing of the tube paragraph in the Wilson bill so as to read as you 
will find it in paragraph 149 of the proposed bill. It reads: 


Lap-welded, butt-welded, seamed, or jointed iron or steel boiler tubes, 
pipes, flues, etc. 

So that by that change the difficulty that had been experienced 
in having thess hollow billets come in at the low rate of duty was 
avoided. The committee have endeavored to frame a paragraph 
that would provide for these hollow billets and also at the same 
time provide for having a duty on the finished product of seam- 
less tubes; and the proviso that we now offer to strike out is the 
result of the committee’s deliberation on that subject. We find 
on consulting the Treasury experts that this was likely to give 
rise to great difficulty. For instance, it was desirable to vide 
for both hollow billets and solid billets, because they both come 
in for the same pu e, some manufacturers using one and some 
the other. It was thought necessary to provide for both in that 
specific way as the proviso was agreed upon. 

That all seamless or weldless forms of hollow or cylindrical iron 
or steel, in the rough or not smoothed or polished, and less advanced in manu- 
tubes, whether known as hollow billets or blanks or 
otherwise, thinner than five-sixteenths of 

ect to a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem: And provided ees That all 
nished seamless or weldless iron or steel tubes shall be su 
45 per cent ad valorem. 


You will observe from that that while provision was made for 
the hollow billet, there is no provision made for the solid billet, 
and it would come in, therefore, under the ad valorem par ph 
132 in the bill, and you will see readily that without amendment 
consideration to the relation, the proper relation, the duty relation 
between the hollow billet and the solid billet is destroyed. So the 
committee decided to strike out that proviso. Then a proviso was 
framed by parties interested in this business and sent to the com- 
mittee. That proviso was submitted to the Treasury experts, but 
they said it was worse than the one we had agreed upon; so we 
decided not to undertake to provide specifically for these two arti- 
cles, hollow billets and seamless tubes, but to leave them where 
they will belong under this bill, with the tube paragraph, amended 
asit has been. That is to say, billets used in making seamless 
tubes, whether hollow billets or solid billets, will come in under 
the billet clause, and seamless or weldless iron or steel tubes, not 
being mentioned at all, will come in under the basket clause, at 45 
per cent. That is the reason why we want to strike out this 

roviso. 
4 Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the amend- 
ment read, and then I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania a question. 

Mr. DALZELL. I can state the substance of the amendment 
to the gentleman in less time than would be required to read it. 
The amendment is simply to strike out the entire proviso down 
to line 21—to strike out all specific provision for hollow tubes or 
hollow billets or finished tubes, for the reasons I have explained. 

Mr. KERR. Those reasons are just what I did not hear. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, the reasons are these: The Treasury 
experts say it has been found absolutely impossible to frame a 
paragraph which will cover these matters without introducing in 
practice serious disturbance into the administration of the law. 
The gentleman will find, I believe, that the effect of this action is 
just what his constituents want—for I think I am familiar with 
this subject, having spent a great deal of time over it. This pro- 
viso being struck out, hollow billets and solid billets will come in 
under the billet clause—— 

Mr. KERR. At what rate? z 

Mr. DALZELL. According to their value. 

Mr. KERR. Just as they did under the Wilson law? 

Mr. DALZELL. And under the McKinley law. 

Mr. KERR. That is,if they cost 3 or 4 cents a pound, they 
come in at a duty of 1.4 cents a pound? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. KERR. That makes the duty upon hollow or solid billets 
about 45 per cent ad valorem or the equivalent. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know about that. 

Mr. KERR. I understand, from calculations made by gentle- 
men who are familiar with the subject, that it will amount to 
about that. Now, at what rate do the finished tubes come in? 

Mr. DALZELL. At 45 per cent. 

Mr. KERR. Do the committee think it is proper to put the raw 
materials at the same rate of duty as the finished tubes? 

Mr. DALZELL. The committee do not. The information of 
the committee is that the billets will come in at an equivalent of 
about 35 per cent. 


Mr. KERR. Of course the committee have had better means 
of arriving at the facts than I have, but still I have had many con- 
ferences with gentlemen who are engaged in this business and 
who are presumed to understand it, although they may not be able 
to calculate readily these equivalents. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I have had a great many conferences 
too, and have struggled very hard to get this matter in proper 
shape, because I feel an interest in it, and I will say to my friend 
that the best information the committee have now on the subject 
is that by striking out this proviso the finished articles will come 
in under the basket clause at 45 per cent, while the billets will 
come in at about 35 per cent. I know that that rate is not satis- 
factory to some of the parties who import hollow billets. They 
would like to have them come in at about 25 per cent, but the 
committee are not of the opinion that that would be fair to the 
other iron and steel interests or to the reyenue. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to suggest 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to berecognized 
in opposition to this amendment? 

Mr. KERR. Ido. Iam ed to this provision in the bill 
and also to the amendment. r. Chairman, in my district is situ- 
ated the largest steel-tube manufactory not only in the United 
States but in the world. It is the pioneer institution in this coun- 
try, the one that first made steel tubes in America, the Shelby 
Steel Tube Factory. Now, I know that the Committee on Ways 
and Means have labored much over this provision of the bill, and, 
I have no doubt, have endeavored to do justice to all these inter- 
ests, but I am satisfied that under this amendment the bill will not 
do justice to the American manufacturers of steel tubing. In the 
first place, I am satisfied from calculations which I have exam- 
ined, made by gentlemen who are competent to make them, that 
there will not be the difference between the rate of duty upon the 
hollow billets and the rate upon the finished tubes that is stated 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I think—and certainly it 
is in accord with the general idea of a protective tariff—that the 
raw materials ought to come in at a lower rate than the finished 
product, and especially ought that to be true in a case like this, 
where the article is not produced in this country. No hollow bil- 
lets are made here; they are all imported from Sweden, so that 
this duty is purely a revenue duty. 5 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman state the relative values of 
the hollow billets and the finished tubes? 

Mr. KERR. I can. The billets sell at about 867 aton. The 
finished tubes, the average of them—I can not give you the values 
of all the kinds—are worth about 10 cents a foot, and there being 
3 feet in a pound, it is worth about 25 cents a pound. 

Mr. TAWNEY. About how much ton? 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman can multiply the number of pounds 
in a ton by the number of cents a pound and answer that question 
fant as ret! as I can. I have no doubt that his experience on the 

ays and Means Committee has given him that faculty. 
. TAWNEY. That makes the value between $500 and $600 
a ton. 

Mr. KERR. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That makes the finished seamless tubing worth 
between $500 and $600 a ton, does it not? 

Mr. KERR. Certainly. More than that upon some kinds. 

I have in my ion a calculation made by a gentleman com- 
pstent to make it, that the labor alone entering into one kind of 
these finished tubes amounts on the a to $700 or 8800 a ton, 
without considering anything for the raw material. Still, I do 
not see the point of the gentleman’s inquiry. 

Imay be mistaken about this matter, but I think that, taki 
the 2,240 pounds which make up a ton of billets, the duty wi 
amount to somewhere in the neighborhood of 40 or 41 cents under 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. This mat- 
ter, I have no doubt, the committee have had under advisement, 
but it takes 3,465 pounds of these billets to make a ton of finished 
tubes. This fact certainly ought to be considered as increasin: 
the duty which the tube makers must pay on their raw material. 
For that reason the duty ought to be lower, a good deal lower, on 
the hollow billets and on solid billets than that proposed by the 

tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL, Is it the gentleman's opinion that there ought 
to be a lower rate of duty on solid billets and hollow billets than 
there is on ordi billets that will come in under section 132? 

Mr. KERR. I think so, because this is purely a revenue duty, 
while the other is a protective duty. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then the gentleman's purpose is to differen- 
a the billets that go to make seamless tubes from all other 

illetsz 

Mr. KERR. They are entirely different. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

ur KERR. I move to amend by striking out the last two 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman in his statement would seem te 
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put me in the attitude of wanting something that would differen- 
tiate these particular billets from those used in some other kinds 


of manufacture. Now, I do not know what the rate is on other 
billets. I know that in the steel clause of this bill, which includes 
blooms and billets of all kinds, the duty is regulated according to 
the value. This amendment, as I understand, pro simply 
to put these blooms and billets in that class and regulate the duty 
according to their value. 

Now. in the first place, there . to be a different duty upon 
solid billets and hollow billets. There is no question about that 
in my mind. The solid billets must be operated on in this country 
in Shed to make them hollow, or before the steel tube maker can 
use them. 

Mr. DALZELL. But they are not worth as much. 

Mr. KERR. I know they are not. 

Mr. DALZELL. So that they would under this classification 
pay a different rate of duty. 

Mr. KERR. It is doubtful whether or not there is enough dif- 
ference of value to put them in a different class. I think that 
very doubtful. It may be or may not be. At any rate, it is not 
assured. 

Now, there is a pontea machine owned by a gentleman in 
this country who, sanpo, is the only man who imports from 
Sweden solid billets e of this kind of iron. He brings them 
here and by his machine hollows them. His purpose (and it is a 
. laudable one, considered from a business standpoint) is 

secure a high enough duty upon hollow billets to give him a 
monopoly, or to give him for his billets hollowed out by his ma- 
chine some considerable advantage over the foreign producer. I 
have no objection to that except that it will give him a leverage 
upon the American tube makers by raising the price of the for- 
eign billet, and I say the duty ought to be sufficiently low upon 
the hollow billets not to give him any more than an honest busi- 
ness advantage, which he may be entitled to by reason of his ap- 
paratus and the fact that he operates in this country. 

As I have said, the Shelby Tube Company, located in my dis- 
trict—and I only speak of it to show the importanos of this indus- 
try tomy people—last year, out of two hundred or nearly two hun- 
dred thousand dollars of duty paid to the Government upon hollow 
billets, paid $109,000, showing that this company consumed a little 
more than half of all the hollow billets imported into the country. 
This company uses a hollow billet a little different from that used 
by any other tube mill in the country. It uses a billet thicker in 
the walls than five-sixteenths of an inch. Only one or two other 
factories use such billets. 

So that I say this bill, in the first place, with the provision now 
proposed to be stricken out, was unsatisfactory to the industry in 
my district, because it left all the other hollow billets—all those 
which were thinner than five-sixteenths of an inch—at one rate, 
namely, 35 per cent ad valorem, and puts billets thicker than five- 
sixteenths of an inch in the general clause, where they will go now 
if this amendment is adopted. 

While the provision as it is now is not satisfactory to my people 
as to the billets or blooms, I think the amendment would prove 
less satisfactory. While I am not captious about the matter, I 
want to get the best thing I can, not for the particular industry 
I represent, but for all the tube makers of the country, because this 
is an important industry now, and will be still more important in 
the future. Hence it ought to be delt with fairly. I think that 
the duty fixed in the amendment, or in the general clause where 
the billets will go if this amendment is adopted, will be a higher 
rate than the industry can bear, and I think in ad valorem equiva- 
lent will be higher than the rate on the finished product—on the 


tubes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I suggest to my friend that whether he be 
right or the konmi go be right it will not go to leave this 7 as 
it is now. obody agrees to this paragraph in its present form. 

Mr. KERR. I know that. 

Mr. DALZELL. With regard to the gentleman referred to who 
imports solid billets, I would say that he is a party along with the 
other parties to the arrangement submitted to the committee—— 

Mr. RR. I know he is. 

Mr. DALZELL. And which the committee would have been 
perfectly willing to accept had not the Treasury expert said it 
would be impossible of administration. 

I will go as far as anybody in helping the gentleman to get this 

rovision into proper shape, if it is not now in proper shape; but 
Fan clearly convinced, from my investigation of the matter, that 
if we leave ph 132 in the form now proposed 15 the com- 
mittee it is much better than anything that has been heretofore 


su $ 
r. KERR. I hope it is, and am willing to let it go at that 
until I can look into it f er. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by 


the Committee on Ways and Means to offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 66, line 16, after the word twenty“ strike out the word “five;” 
so as to read: Malt extract, fluid, in casks, 2) cents per gallon," and so on. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The purpose of this is to reduce 
the tariff upon an article which goes largely into the manufacture 
of the 9187777 medicines used by the poor people of the country. 

Mr. DIN GLE. There is no opposition to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
amend paragraph 132 by changing the colon in line 21, page 30, 
to a period. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that 
this amendment has already been made. 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well. Then I ask to amend paragraph 
134 by inserting, in line 8, page 32, a comma after the word silk.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. I also ask to further amend 
3 the word “ and” before the word“ 

e9. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask also to further amend peregtaph 134 by 
aus out the comma after the word “thereto,” in line 15, on 

e 


ph 134 by 
on page 32, in 


venere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move further to amend, Mr. Chairman, par- 
agraph 138, by striking out the comma after the word “ finish,“ 
in line 19, on page 34. 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. ask unanimous consent to further amend 
. 138 by adding to the word smooth,“ in line 30, on page 

, the letters ‘‘ed;” so that it will read smoothed.” 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent to strike out the 
semicolon in line 1, on page 30, following the word ' plates,“ in 
section 132. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I would ask the gentleman if these changes 


involve any increase in the duties? 
DALZELL. None whatever. 
There being no objection, the amendment was to. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Imove to amend paragra h 168 by substitut- 
, what I send to the 


ings lieu of the paragraph printed in the 


esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pe ye paragraph 168 by substituting, in lieu of the paragraph as printed, 
e following: 

“Vessels: Foreign-built yachts or other foreign-built vessels, undocu- 
mented, i fa to the United States after this act shall take effect, for 
use or for © as pleasure vessels, whether so brought as freight or on 
board another vessel, or by sailing thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem: 
vided, That on a yacht or vessel so navigated, such duty shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid only upon the first arrival thereof. and that no tonnage tax 
shall accrue on the same: And cise ee That alike duty shall be 
levied, collected, and paid upon the cost of all equipments pure abroad for 
such vessel and on all repairs and alterations to such yachts or vessels there- 
after made in any foreign country. Vessels wrecked in the waters of the 
United States and repaired, also vessels condemned as prize of war, and those 
adjudged to be fo: feited for a breach of the laws of the United States, here- 
after admitted to the privileges of vessels of the United States, under the 
conditions of the laws relating to the registe: and enrollment of vessels, 
85 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That such duty shall be estimated on the 
appraised value of the wrecked vessels as the same may be brought into a 
port of the United States, and on the appraised value of said condemned and 

orfeited vessels at the time and place of their sale as forfeited.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. This does not change the duty, but merely 
provides conditions under which the provision shall be carried 
out. It has been prepared by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this a committee amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a committee amendment. 

The amendment was a to. 

; sry PAYNE. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend paragraph 182 by striking out from line 21, page 45, the word “one- 
fourth and inserting *‘ one-half.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatseemstobea considerable increase— 
doubling the rate of taxes. 

Mr.PAYNE. It increases the duty on manufactured lead—that 
is, lead in sheets, pipes, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead wire—from 
2} to 2} cents a pound to make it correspond to the duty on lead 
in pigs at 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should like to ask if the committee have yet 
offered any amendment reducing duties anywhere? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, R Ais 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that the duty in the McKinley law upon this 
item was 2 cents a pound and in the Wilson law was 1 cent a 
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pound. This is a proposition to put it at 23 cents a pound, or 20 


per cent higher than the tax imposed in the McKinley law. I 
1 it is “juggling with figures” to call attention to it, but 
I think it very . to do so at this time. 

Mr. PAYNE. r. Chairman, the answer to the 
statement is simply that the duty in the McKinley 
cents a pound. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the gentleman’s comparative state- 
ment is erroneons. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will look at the second part of 
paragraph 182, he will find that the duty on lead sheets, pipe, shot, 
glaziers’ lead, etc., was 24 cents a pound. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman divides the item 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, certainly; and it is divided in this bill. 
This is only added to the second part of the paragraph, making it 
exactly the McKinley duty. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know, but the duty on lead dross, lead 
bullion, lead in pigs and bars, etc., in the same item of the bill is 
2 cents. 

Mr. PAYNE. But this amendment applies to the last part of 
the paragre h. 

Mr. R CHARDSON. There it is put at 2} cents a pound. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill puts it at that, and we make it 24 by this 
amendment, to correspond with the McKinley rate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And it is 1} cents in the Wilson bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was 1} cents in the Wilson bill, and that was 
less than the duty on the lead in the ore, which is a good deal like 
the Wilson bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Our time is passing so rapidly, and 
with practically but little more than one day more in which to 
consider this bill—— X 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Two days. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And as there is no chance to reach 
those schedules that immediately affect the farmers of the United 
States, and the farming industry being more important than all 
the rest combined, it seems to me that we ought now to consider 
something in the line of amendments to this bill that will be of 
practical benefit to the agricultural interest. 

In consideration of the fact that the farmer's interest as a laborer 
is greater than in any other direction and that the farmers out- 
number all other classes of laborers. and considering the fact that 
there is nothing in this bill that will directly or indirectly benefit 
the farmer, but that many of these schedules levy heavy taxes and 
duties upon him, I want to offer the following, and have it read in 
my time, as a proposedremedy for the evils that we are complain- 


entleman’s 
w was 2} 


ing of. 

Sour bill proposes to encourage and relieve industries. You all 
acknowledge the fact that there is depression among the agricul- 
tural interests; that no single product of the farm save and except 
cattle is now produced at a profit. In view of this fact, it seems to 
me that we ought to do something to encourage the agricultural 
industry, and I ask the Clerk to read r 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. — There shall be paid out of the Treasury upon the articles and com- 
modities hereinafter mentioned, when exported to foreign countries from 
the United States, bounties as follows: 

Upon Indian corn, 15 cents a bushel. 

Upon wheat, 10 cents a bushel. o 

pon cotton, 1 cent a pound. 

Upon cotton-seed oil, $I a barrel. 

Upon pork, 1 cent a pound. 

Upon dressed beef and pork, I cent a pound. 

Upon apples. 50 cents a barrel. 

Congress shall provide for the paronae of the bounties herein provided 
for by adequate appropriationsand the same shall be allowed and paid under 
suitable regulations to be prescribed by the Treasury Department. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unani- 
mous consent that that be immediately voted upon. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is only read for information, I suppose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only read for information. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Iask unanimous consent that this 
may be voted upon now. 

Mr: PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We will attend to that at some other time. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Inasmuch as the foreigner pays it 
ba Ale what possible objection can there be to it? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out paragraph 178, page 43. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maine. 3 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to ask the gentleman to ex- 
plainin what oer that will leave the revenue upon that article. 


Mr. DINGLEY. That article is the one that was spoken of as 


not producing any revenue, it being made in this country. That 
was copied from the law of 1890, but the intention has been when 
we reach the paragraph to strike it out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I see the rate was fixed at 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And now we strike it out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Leavingnorevenueuponcopper in plates, 
bars, ingots, Chile or other pigs, and in other forms, not manufac- 
tured, not specially provided for in this act. 

ay DINGLEY. It will be placed on the free list when we 
reach it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. L see the statement estimates the revenue at 
$103,000, does it not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; but that arose from some articles that 
were included by mistake. 

The amendment of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend h 19) 2, 5 * * 
r ee Serve motes 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ioffer the following committee amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend h 245 by adding, after the words“ * 
page 56, the fo — ppa Aden cents per pound.“ n 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Loffer the following’ amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend 
and substi a e ee eee pat N 8 

“Stocks, a or seediings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleo or Mazzard 
cherry, three years old or less, $l per thousand plants: stocks, cuttings, or 
8 of pear, apple, quince, and the St. Julien plum, three years old or 
less, $1.75 per thousand plants; rose plants, budded, fted, or grown on 
their own roots, 3 cents each; stocks, cuttings, and seedlings of all fruit and 
ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen, shrubs, PES vines, manetti, 
multiflora, and brier rose, and all trees, shrubs, plants, and vines common! 
known as nursery stock, unless otherwise specified, 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I now offer my 
amendment as a substitute for this amendment; and I hope the 
committee will accept it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I make the point of order that it is not ger- 


mane. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the gentleman's amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes the point 
of order that it is not germane. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I would like to hear the gentleman 
on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to have the gentle- 
man explain that amendment. As I understand, this is a great 
increase. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Not at all; it simply converts into a specific 
statement the ad valorem rate of the proposed bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. What was it in the McKinley 
bill? Was it not free? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. What was the duty? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The gentleman probably has the bill before 


him, I think 30 per cent. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Here is an increase of 10 per 
cent ee you make it a specific rate. What will the specitic 
rate be? 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Thirty per cent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has been free heretofore. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend par: h 265 by striking out, at the end oi 8. y 
sandy” and 1 in lies thereof the followings . One f 87 1 peur Dae 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would ask the gentleman to 
give an 5 of that. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is a reduction of the proposed duty on 
dates, because the committee, after reconsideration, have consid- 
ered the duty in the original bill reported as too high. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wouldask the gentleman, does 
it affect currants, Zante or other? 
8 bill. Does it affect them? 

Mr. DOLLIVER, I think it isa reduction below the McKinley 
bill. These were on the free list in the McKinley bill, and we 
desire, because they are not produced in this country, to preserve 
a nominal rate upon them for revenue purposes. Therefore, we 
have reduced them from one and a half to half a cent. 

The amendment was i 

Mr. STEELE. I offer an amendment. 


They were free under the 
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Tho Clerk read as follows: 


Amend h 206 by striking from line 4, page 50, the words one and 
a half” and inserting in Hau thereof the word “two.” ` 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the schedule read as it will be 
when amended, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the section as proposed 
to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Toothpicks of wood or other vegetable substance, 2 cents per thousand, 
and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is, I believe, an increase on 
toothpicks over that proposed by the committee? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, What will the additional ad va- 
lorem be? 

Mr. STEELE. Very small. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. By the bill the rate was 13 cents 

Mr. STEELE. It increases that by half a cent a 

Mr. McMILLIN. What will the per cent be? 

Mr. STEELE. It will be about: r cent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is getting this business narrowed down 
pretty well—getting down to toothpicks. Is this one of the amend- 
ments that the Ways and Means Committee served to? ; 

Mr. STEELE. After great deliberation. aughter. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is this an amendment that has been agreed 
to by the committee since this House assembled this morning? 

Mr. STEELE. We wresiled with that on Sunday, in order to 
getitin. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Mc. LIN. Is it not a fact that you did not get it through 
on Sunday and had to have a meeting to- day to to it? 

Mr. STEELE. That is about the truth of it. We will stop and 
give them an opportunity to speak about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. What do I understand was the 
ad valorem duty—about 35 per cent? 

Mr. STEELE. About 30. You can now pick your teeth with 
a hickory toothpick at this rate. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now the committee have in- 
creased it to a specific rate. Now you increase it so as to make it 

eater. i 
ovr. STEELE. Yes, sir: it will make it greater. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I just want to call attention to it. 

Mr. STEELE, I know you did. 


Mr. COONEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I move to strike out the last three 


words. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I hope we shall make some progress with the 
bill. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, am I recognized? 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Kansas [Mr. Siursox] 


is recognized. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I desire the Clerk to read what I 
send to the desk as defining the position of the Populist party to- 
ward the bill now under discussion and the general tariff question. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 


To the People: 
The tariff has been the battledoor and shuttlecock of politics for more than 
100 years, and its final settlement is more distant than when the controversy 


During this period the country has experienced at different times both 
ary ghee and hard times, not only under a high tariff, but also under a low 
tariff; but it has always experienced hard times when there was a contrac- 
tion of the money volume, no matter whether the tariff was high or low. 

When the Cleveland-Republican combination repealed the purchasin 
clause of the Sherman Act, and stopped the issue of new money, the cr: 
came, notwith: the McKinley tariff remained in force a year and a 
half thereafter; and when the Democratic Wilson bill became a law, the 
evils of contraction were not mitigated by it, but times have continued to 
grow worse. We have no faith in either a Republican or a Democratic tariff 
as a remedy for the evils of the gold standard and RE rule. 

We recognize the fact that the Wilson bill, like all tariif bills, has many 
Injust discriminations, and works hardships to many industries and unrea- 
zonably fosters others, such 1 raw material produced by the farm- 
ers and laborers on the free and protecdug the {nished product. The 
chief Republican complaint against the Wilson bill, however, is that it does 
not produce sufficient revenue for the support of the Government. This 
lack of revenue is not the result of defects in the bill as it was passed b. 
2 but resulted from a decision of the Supreme Court which decla: 
the income tax unconstitutional. There are many ways to supply the defi- 
ciency without renewing the tariff agitation. The most direct and effective 
method would be to restore silver and increase the circulating medium to 
the level which existed prior to the demonetization of that metal. If that 
could be done, the present tariff law, with the money derived from the other 


thousand. 
ousand. 


sources, would create a surplus and not a 8 If the money powers 
are strong enough to pone the obtaining of relief in that way, ample reve- 
nuecould erived from a tax or tariff on a few articles which would produce 


such as an additional tax of $l per barrel on heer, or what might 

nditures, such as extravagunt 
appropriations of money for rivers and har not required by the needs of 
commerce, and the lik 


ie @. 
We do not regard the Dingley bill as a revenue measure. It is extremely 
doubtful if it will produce as much revenue as the Wilson bill. Nor is it a 


reyenu 
still be better, a reduc ion of needless e 


Tete and te 


Pontes) kedn f the tariff proposed et Bory th ite part 
rom the wie ess of the ro or y the opposite = 
The sole object of the gold hi e th > Democratic 
party in the old chronic tariff war, and thereby sidetrac: other questions 
or issues which they fear to meet, and which alone can bring general pros- 
perity. These und other like considerations have induced the Populists in 
the two Houses of to decline to recognize the tariff issue asa proper 
subject to divide es until the main issue of the money question and 
ruleof 5 is settled. They refuse to countenance any scheme which 
will keep up the chronic fight over the tariff to enable the money trust to 
ea a Spasio on the real and vital issues between the people and concen- 
rated w. 

While the Populists will do all in their power in both Houses of Congress 
to remedy the manifest defects in the Wilson bill and to secure to farmers 
and laborers such protection on raw materials as shall correspond with the 
protection in both the McKinley and the Wilson bill of tinished products to 
equalize the burden of taxation necessary to raise sufficient revenue and to 
also equitably distribute the benefits resulting from such a tariff, yet if the 
refrain from voting for or against the Dingley bill on its final passage it w. 
be to avoid even the a (ere of promoting the continuance of the tariff 
agitation, to sidetrack the vital and overshadowing questions of financial and 
monopoly reforms. and also to avoid giving coun 
that any tariff | tion, however wise just, 
and bring general prosperity. 


Mr. LACEY (interrupting the reading). In that connection, I 
will ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Smrsox] whether all the 
Populists who were in Congress did not vote for the Wilson bill? 
he CHAIRMAN. The reading can not be interrupted without 
the consent of the gentleman from Kansas, who is holding the 
floor. The Clerk will continue the reading. 
The reading was resumed; but before it was concluded, 
The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Kansas has 


red. 
in BARTLETT obtained the floor. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I should like to have the remainder 
of that ee read; it will only take a minute or two. 

Mr. GLEY. I move that all debate upon the pending 
amendment and all amendments thereto be closed 
1 ane 3 of Kansas. Let the reading of this paper be 

nis. . 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I would prefer to have it read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isubmit that the gentleman from Georgia 
1 BARTLETT] was recognized and can not be taken off the 

oor. 


ce to the contention 
could remove existing evils 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is correct. 
The Chair did recognize the gentleman from Georgia, and if he 
ae occupying the floor, he is entitled to do so. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the Chair desires to recognize some one 
else now, and will give me some time later on, I am perfectly will- 
ing to yield to the wishes of the Chair. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to the 
Georgia, and will recognize the gentleman later. 
from Maine moves that debate be now closed 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to close debate on the pending amend- 
ment and all amendments thereto. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. STEELE, it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend h 268 by s ing out s i 
poe p y oe a: the words “and citron or citron 

++ 363, Orange peel, lemon peel, preserved or candied, and desiccated cocoa- 
nut, 2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, it is entirely evident from the 
progress of this debate, and without any fault, I may say, on the 
part of the Committee of Ways and Means, that many of the great 
schedules of this bill, which should pass under the scrutiny of the 
representatives of the people, and which vitally affect the business 
of their constituents, will not be open to amendment. The only 
practical way in which amendments can be now brought in and 
9 is by appealing to the Committee of Ways aud Means. 

There are a number of schedules in this bill in which my con- 
stituents are peculiarly interested. To one of these schedules, 
that relating to the duty upon books, I understand the committee 
are considering the a:lvisability of offering àu amendment. But I 
trust that when they bring in their amendment ii will be as broad 
as the present law and will not be confined simply to admitting 
without duty books for libraries or public institutions. The books 
which are now admitted free should, I think, still remain upon 
the free list. Most of them are not produced in this country. 
They are often needed by scholars who are not connected with any 
college, but who are engaged in bringing forth works calculated 
to advance the education of the people of the country. 

Some of these educational works are produced here. I have a 
letter from a distinguished constituent of mine, Mr. Edwin Ginn, 


ntleman from 
e gentleman 
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who is perhaps the largest manufacturer of school, college, and 
educational books in the world, who has an establishment in the 
city of Cambridge. In this letter he says, with regard to the 
imposition of duty upon books admitted free under the present 
law, that— 

It would be a great misfortune to the educational world, and eee 
with any breadth and any interest in the good of his country could wish to 
make any money out of such publications as are here compelled to pay duty. 
Let a pers a continuance of the present law putting these books upon the 

ist. 


If there is any manufacturer in this country who would make 
money out of a duty upon such books, it is Mr. Ginn, and yet, 
with characteristic breadth of view, he asks that they remain upon 
the free list. I trust the committee will agree upon an amend- 
ment which, so far as books are concerned, will practically not 
change the present law. 

Now a word with regard to works of art. It is proposed by 
an amendment to admit free of duty works of art for art galleries, 
colleges, and other public institutions. 

I believe, sir, that we should also admit foreign paintings and 
other works of art brought here by private individuals free of 
duty. In the first place, they do not serye merely to give pleasure 
to those who are able to purchase and bring them here, but are 
very largely for the benefit of the public. The majority of the 
finest works of art brought to this country usually find their a 
in the long run into the public galleries, and I would as soon thin 
of shutting out the sunlight as of excluding from our shores a 
single one of those gems of art, which are sure to be sources of 
interest and pleasure and education to our people. But admit 
that they do go into the private galleries, as some gentleman has 
suggested, they are then often open to the public under reasonable 
regulations. 

was in the city of Omaha last summer and saw there one of 
the finest private collections of paintings, I believe, in the world, 
and was informed that this gallery was practically open to the 

ple of that city, so that the poor girl or boy who might never 
beable to go abroad, who might never even go east of the Missis- 
sippi River, was able there to sit in the light that forever flows 
from the canvases of the great masters, and derive incalculable 
pleasure as well as benefit from a study of their works. This is 
true of many other private collections. I will say that the rich 
men who bring these paintings here are not as a rule selfish, but 
even if they were so selfish as to want them all to themselves, 
they are then the very men who need the influence of such works, 
which might be a means of regenerating to a certain extent what 
Mr. Roosevelt calls the wealthy criminal classes.” 

So, Mr. Chairman, I trust the present law as to books and 
works of art will be allowed to remain substantially as it is. 

Now, there is another schedule of the bill—— 

Mr, STEELE. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the 
Committee on Ways and Means have prepared an amendment 
covering substantially both these points 

Mr. McCALL. I was not aware of it, but I should be glad to 
be informed that such is the case. 

Mr. STEELE. Not an amendment to give everything, but 
nearly all. [Langhter.] 

Mr. McCALL. I trust it will give all that the present law gives, 
and that these books and works of art will remain on the free list. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that Amer- 
ican artists claim that it was a mistake to put art upon the free 
list? And also that so eminent an authority as Mr. Storey claims 
that putting a duty upon artis the best way to promote the inter- 
ests of art in this country; and that the tendency will be in that 
direction rather than against it? 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there is a di- 
vision among artists upon this question, bu 

Mr. HOP S. Not among the first-class artists. 

Mr. McCALL (continuing). As to the greater number of the 
best artists, I think there is no doubt of their position. 

Our American artists do not need to be protected. They bring 
forth their very best works in studios in Paris, in Rome, and on 
the banks of the Arno, side by side and in fair competition with 
their foreign brothers. Genius of that order will thrive better 
under competition than under protection. 

I was going to say, sir, because I may not have time again to 
address the committee—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr, Chairman, Iask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts may have five minutes addi- 
tional to extend his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCALL. I thank the gentleman from Georgia and the 
committee. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McCALL, Certainly. 


XXX— 29 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Since it is conceded that there is not enough 
time for the full consideration of the bill, why not ask unanimous 
et ane the time for debate be extended under the five-min- 
ute rule 

Mr. McCALL. Well, I am free to say that I should like fur- 
ther time for the discussion and consideration of the bill, but I 
shall not consume the two or three minutes that I have now ina 
discussion of the propriety of changing our method of procedure, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have a word to say with reference to an- 
other schedule of the bill, a schedule which I believe will not be 
reached for amendment, and that is the wool and woolen schedule. 
I trust the Committee on Ways and Means may grapple with that 
schedule, and see if they can not bring it forth in a form more 
generally acceptable than that in which it now appears, As I 
understand it, the duties on that schedule average about 90 per 
cent upon the fabrics out of which the clothing of the poopie is 
made. Itis practically a reproduction of the schedule of 1890. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis exactly the same. 

Mr. McCALL. Exactly the same, the gentleman from Maine 
informs me. 

The question has been discussed here as to what was responsible 
for the hard times that we have had in this country dunne the 
last four years. I think those hard times were due in a large 
measure to some industrial cause. Now, if we want to find the 
moving cause of that, I think we shall find it in the wool and 
woolenschedule of the tariff act of 1890. It was the unpopularity 
of that schedule which drove the reaction so fast and so far, and 
with all the force of a blown tide, that we not only lost the Pres- 
idency and the House of Representatives, but also the Senate, of 
which we felt secure, and we were thereby exposed to the threat 
of a tariff revolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman think the amount of pro- 
tection allowed the woolen manufacturers of New England is too 


high? 

Kr. HILL. Of the United States, not of New England only. 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman need not confine his question to 
New England. I will say simply this, that the kind of protection 
which I have been taught and which I have tried to teach is that 
we should have protection enough to cover the difference between 
the labor cost of producing an article in this country and of pro- 
aume the same article abroad. Then I am willing to allow a 
liberal mar 


gin to prevent our market being taken by casting upon 

us the surplus of foreign manufacturers in times of depression 

abroad. But I would not go beyond that, and I very seriously 
uestion—— 


Mr. HOPKINS. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. McCALL, If my friend will permit me to answer the ques- 
tion in my own way—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam afraid you will never answer it if you do 
it in your own way. 

Mr. McCALL. I will attempt to do it in my own way. The 
3 is not making my speech. I will say that, in my opin- 

on, the duties in this schedule are altogether higher than are nec- 
essary for any just purpose of protection. That is my answer. 

OPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman does not an- 
swer my question at all. I asked the gentleman nothing about 
the compensatory protection, but about the protection granted 
in the pi to the woolen manufacturers. Is that too high, in his 
opinion 

Mr. McCALL. In my opinion, the entire schedule is too high. 
And now, Mr. Chairman, if some of these gentlemen who have 
occupied two or three hours’ time will permit a member who has 
had only five minutes in this debate, and the interests of whose 
constituents are as vitally affected as their own, to proceed for a 
couple of minutes without interruption, I should like again to say 
in reply to the question of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HoP- 
KINS], categorically, that I think the duties in this schedule could 
be reduced without detriment either to the woolgrower or the 
wool manufacturer, 

Mr. HOPKINS. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. McCALL. Iam not one of those, Mr. irman, who ad- 
vocate or ever have advocated free wool. I do not believe there 
is a sheep in my district unless it is in a museum, but I think that 
the farmers are entitled to protection on their wool, certainly to 
the amountof the labor they have put into its production over the 
cost of similar labor abroad; but with all due respect to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and its chairman, whose fine capacity 
I admire, I think we might safely moderate some of the duties of 
this schedule. Our manufacturers and business men want a tariff 
law which will stand. They are weary of being forever upon the 
rack, of passing through the crucible of tariff agitation every four 
years, and of having the price of every article of the commerce 
and trade of this great country constantly in danger of change by 
tariff legislation. What they long for is industrial peace anda 
settled and permanent order, so that they can mature their plans 
for years in the future, instead of working from hand to mouth 


450 $ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 29, 


and skulking between Presidential elections. We should be care- 
ful not to put in any of the schedules of our law an invitation to 
further agitation, or place there the germs of a new reaction. 
After the disastrous experience of the last four years, the country 
is prepared to accept a broad and rational application of the doc- 
trine of protection; but the course of moderation is the course of 


‘ety. 

Let us not delude ourselves with the idea that any tariff we may 
pass will stand, and that there is not a good deal of vitality left in 
the Democratic party. I know it is not orthodox tosay this. I 
know it is more in accordance with the precedents to parade that 
ancient pretense which has done service forone party or the other 
after each of the last four Presidential contests, and has been dis- 
pors by each recurring election, that the beaten party has had 

ts day. Notwithstanding the fact that 1,000,009 Democrats voted 
for Mr. McKinley, Mr. Bryan still received 6,500,000 votes. Let 
us, then, take counselofour reason. Let us pass a law with a mod- 
erate but sufficient measure of protection, and not put weapons 
in the hands of our adversaries and, by resorting 9 
alienate those splendid allies who came to us from the Democratic 


ty. 

ar indicated the limits beyond which I believe a protective 
tariff should not Pass. The ar; t advanced upon this floor 
that we should make protective duties not merely cover the differ- 
ence in cost of production here and abroad, but also the difference 
in rates of freight from foreign ports and from our inland points 
to our seaports, is one the ingenuity of which I can admire much 
more than itsforce. The people of our Northern Atlantic Sea- 
board do not have direct access to the iron ores or coal. Their 
territory is poor in natural resources. In that t they are 
ata great disadvantage with the States of Pennsylvania and Ala- 
bama and Tennessee. But they have one great natural advan- 
They have the sea. In my humble opinion the doctrine of 
protection does not require this to be taken from them any more 
than it requires the coal mines of Pennsylvania to be closed in 
order that the sea may be more profitable to those upon its shores. 
Is that doctrine to be carried to the extent of holding that duties 
shall be levied and Pennsylvania and Alabama and Tennessee shall 
be protected not merely to the extent of the difference in the cost 
of production in those States and abroad, but that they shall be 
rotected against the beneficent forces of nature which it is the 
Pirthri lht of other less-favored portions of their own land to en- 
joy? This freight argument requires that the people of New York 
and the New England States, with their ships swinging idly at 
their wharves, should refuse a service which would be performed 
for them without cost by the free winds of heaven, in order to 
support long lines of railroads, and that in the carrying of heavy 
freights over rivers and mountains and hundreds and perhaps 
thousands of miles of terri there should be uselessly consumed 
the coal which a kind Providence had stored up for the use of 
future generations. This argument is ly based on the theory 
that the people were made for the rai and not the railroads 
for the people. There is no place in the economy of this nation, 
or of the race, for such wanton waste as this. It would be as 
rational for you to bar out the sunshine in order to stimulate the 

manufacture of electric light. 

That is not the sort of protection in which I believe. If a given 
industry is established here, if we have natural advantages for 
carrying it on, then the amount of protection which can fairly be 
asked is a duty which will suffice to cover the difference in the 
labor and other cost of producing the article here and producing 
it abroad, and a slight additional margin to protect our producers 
in times of industrial depression or overproduction abroad. If 
you go beyond that, you are liable to drift upon the rocks of extor- 
tion, of monopoly and ultimately of Populism. 

Mr. EVANS. I move to close debate on this paragraph and the 
amendments thereto. 

ch tans Sea hay I should like to have the amendment 
reported. 

he amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from 1 VANS], that debate on this paragraph 

ere 


and the amendments to be closed. 
The motion was to. 
The CHAIR The question now is upon the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans]. 

The amendment was ag eS 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report thesecond amendment 
offered to the paragraph by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

w * th fi — 

ae 

Mr. EVANS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that is a very large increase. 
Pre! CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment has been 


222 ĩ ĩxVu Catt errata hy seen La eee eT 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us vote it down, then. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
assay which I send to the Clerk’s desk. It is to come in on 
page 60. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to page 60 is not in order 
now, e t as a committee amendment. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
committee will accept this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee must present it. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent to 
present this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee amendments ought to be con- 
sidered in their order. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent for 
= 3 of the amendment which I send to the Clerk's 

es 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishall have to object to that. 

ae GROSVENOR. I offer the following committee amend- 
men 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend paragraph 269 by striking out from line 7 60. the words!“ 
a . insert in lieu therect the followin Tn: 
and in other packages, 6 cents per cubic foot; in bulk, $$ per 1,000." 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I take this 8 
The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. MOODY. To oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to 
submit any remarks on the amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido, and then I want to yield some time 
to the gentleman. The gentleman can take the time now. 

Mr. MOODY. I only want to take this opportunity to print in 
the RECORD a letter in support of the views of my colleagues upon 
the book question recently expressed. This letter is from a gen- 
tleman of great scientific attainments and of moderate means. I 
think it ought to ap in the RECORD, 

The letter is as follows: 

I do not pretend to known all about the merits of that part of the Dingley 


bill which imposes a tax on foreign . but it strikes me that the move 
contemplated isa 3 Iam one of the perhaps not very numer- 


ous ä of State who annually import from Europe a 7 
number of foreign medical and scientific books. I have availed myself of the 
fact that since McKinley bill was these books can come in free to 


passed 
import a good many which I should not have bought if there had been a duty 
onthem. For instance, I have on my shelves all the new Traite de Medicine 
by Charcot, Bouchard, and Brissaud (Paris, 1891-1895). I should not have felt 
that I could afford this work had the cost been i by a tax to $30 in- 


n iner 
stead of $25. This work has e to me invaluable. I may say the same 


of Lanareaux's Traite de Pathologié, etc., the series of medical ep shat oe 
by Charcot, Debon. and others. I have also imported Renau’s works and 

ictor Hugo's as a result of the benefits of that free clause of the McKinley 
Act continued in the Wilson bill. No one who has noted the progress in 
science, and especially in medicine, the past fifty years doubts that the world 
is very largely indebted to the French and Germans. and the advantage can 
not be overestimated of having the original authorities in their own tongue. 
I wish that your influence might go against the imposition of this tax on 


knowledge. 
Respectfully, yours, E. P. HURD. 


Mr. HUNTER. I should like to have the Clerk report the sec- 
tion of the bill and the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk has reported the amendment, but 
without objection it will be again reported. 

The amendment and section were read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I very much regret to 
think that the representatives of the great woolen interests of 
New England—— 

Mr. BARLOW. We can not hear what is said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. Gentle- 
men will please cease conversation and resume their seats, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I very much — that a gentleman rep- 
resenting the industrial industries of New England should have 
seen fit to assail with any word or criticism or condemnation 
Schedule K of this bill; and I only propose at this time to speak 
for three or four minutes, and then I will place in the Recorp, I 
trust. a su ul answer to his attack. 

If there is one article raised, manufactured, or produced in New 
England that has not received tariff protection in this bill far 
above, and away above, any ad valorem rates of duty on Ameri- 
can wool, I do not know what that article is. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman permit me? I did notcriti- 
cise simply the duty on wool, but what I said was in respect to 
the wool schedule. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the trouble about the 
that he takes one feature of it and then attacks bo 
The duty on manufactured 
duty upon wool. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman that if he will take the 
trouble to look into the statistics and the manufactures he will 


ntleman is 
sides of it. 
goods is a compensatory duty for the 
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find under the McKinley law that industry thrived beyond that 
of any other period of its long and wonderfully prosperous his- 
tory. There was not an idle spindle; there was not an unremu- 
nerated dollar; there was not an idleoperative. Whatmoredoes 
the gentleman want? Under that bill the sheep ind of the 
country prospered as it never had prospered before, and the vast 
fields and plains in the West were sending their products to New 
England in for the products of New England looms, 
and both sides of the controversy were prosperous. 

Now, the Committee on Ways and Means has refused to put any 
industry that is claiming protection in a condition of starving it 
to death; and the report of the committee, in the form of Schedule 
K, is simply, in all respects—every practical respect—the McKin- 
ley duties over again, the McKinley classification, the McKinley 
rates of duty, and the McKinley protection to the wool industries 
of the United States. That is all there is of it, and he who makes 
War upon this schedule makes war upon the best period of the 
Republican party upon this particular industry. 

Mr. Chairman, time is valuable, and under the order of the 
House I shall place in the RECORD, as soon as I can prepare it, a 

mplete illustration, and I trust a complete defense. e have 

n in a battle of the United States for four . upon this, With 
the McKinley law as the watchword of the Republican party on 
the one hand and the Wilson law on the other, and the Republican 
py coming into power has come to do exactly what the St. 
uis platform said. It was one of the uliarities of that con- 


vention that it made a specific promise of the to protect the 
woolen industry, and to restore wool to an uate protection; 
uate attack upon it unless he 


and no 8 can make an adeq 
can show that the protection of the woolen industry is more than 
equate, I will try to show that it is not more than a fair anda 
t duty. I shall td to show that under the existence of the 
cKinley rates we had not only prosperity but fair prices. 
Mr. MAHANY. I submit an amepdment to the amendment 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


e ain stricken out, and that pineapples be placed on the 


Mr. MAHANY. In the interest of the amendment I submit 
certain letters, the contents of which deserve careful attention at 
the hands of the committee. 


The letters are as follows: 
BUFFALO, N. V., March 19, 1897. 


Dran SIR: Iam informed that the new Dingley tariff which is about 
to be presented to 5 per pou 3 
This means about an average 8 , say, 6 cents per pine. If they arrive 
in bad condition. as they often do, it means a duty of 8 cents each. 
paa or more than pineapples average entire season, consequently 
is a prohibition of importation of apg ro 
There is no fruit to take the place of these e The few that are 
grown in Florida would not tg the demand for one week; refore 
— would be so h with t tariff tha’ 
uxury that only the wealthy could 
reachof everyone. Some seasons, when 
can with them and can buy 3 
o all in gonr power to keep the duty where it as well for the con- 
eras dealers. I think that you will hayo the of all housekeepers, 
not the head of the house, by doing all that 3 — can to allow pineapples to 
brought in so that the le can afford to them. 
3 that you will consider this matter 2 Ihave the honor to be, 
ery respectfully 


rr MELVIN CARPENTER. 
Hon. R. B. MAHANY, 
Washington, D. C. 


t wou a 

joy, whereby now they are in the 
ere are very few berries, the poor 
instead. I ask you to 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 18, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: The tariff on pineapples, as proposed by the new Dingle 
bill,” will work serio e the entire fruit trade of this country 
be ied emi the masses. e proposed duty will be so high as to en- 
ly prohibit the importations of pines; and, as a consequence, the 
will not be for revenue, but for total prohibition,and no one will argue 
r one moment that the few gonn in this country will supply 
ere are not pineapples enough grown in our 


e wants of the people; for 
country to y the city of New York alone. 
The grown is country have never met any serious competi- 


gro 
pound will amonnt to more than the 
es during the past few years, and will take 
ring class and make them a luxury none 
t the rich can enjoy. 


Trusting you will oppose the excessive measure, I remain, 
Very truly, yours, 


Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
Washington, D. C. 


J. H. GAIL. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 19, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: We notice in the schedule of duties proposed under 3 
ff.... CET CO DOADOR nud enemy eigen oa i 


the fruit and the hand- 
bitive measure. The duty of 2 cents a pound 

ically means a duty of 100 per cent ad valorem, and it also sim; 
into this coun 


t x 
tthe oben of the Dingley bill is to increase the revenue, but in this partic- 
ular instance, so far as dw VVV 
ee the proposed rate of duty will cut off revenue t 
for few pineapples can be imported. 


There is 5 one small section of the territory of this 8 devoted to 


the Ed 0 3 and that section is a small portion he State of 
Florida. ‘The production of the fruit in that section is not large eno) to 
supply the demand of the city of New York alone, say nothing of all the rest 
of the United States; therefore it does not seem that the growers in Florida 
would need protection amounting practically to prohibition, because they 
can not supply one-tenth of the demand of the United States for the fruit in 
question. rng gest rate of duty of 2centsa pound practicall, pot pine- 
apples on the list of luxuries and makes the cost of them beyon e means 
Bree in ordinary circumstances. 
ler the old rate of duty, which was 20 per cent ad valorem, pineapples 
came into this country freely and were eee as cheap fruit as our 
ple could use, often selling in the various markets of the sonnet ata 
price as low as the amount of the duty proposed under the Dingley bil 
You will confer a great favor not alone upon us, but upon all dealers in 


fruits, if you will go before the Ways and Means Committee and make an 
effort to have the duty continued at the old rate, which is 20 per centad 


Respectfully, yours, 2 


Hon. R. B. MAHANY, 
Washington, D. C. 


POTTER & WILLIAMS. 


BUFFALO, N. V., March 19, 1397. 


tariff ry injuriously against our partic- 
ular line of trade. We mention in D arb times two articles, and would respect- 
fully call your attention to the objections and conditions the 
iny tion of same, and request that you use every endeavor in your power 
to have these sections referred to eliminated from the Dingley tariff bill, or 
A least 15 menos weer ree oo — 5 e Heng zake — 2 matter of 
neapples. e p a duty cents per 
pound on pineapples. This means 8 an ave duty of some 6 cents 72 
pine, whether m Ba | good order or bad, and if the fruit arrives in 
condition, as it does oftentimes, it would mean a duty of some 8 cents each on 
sound pineapples, and we state to you f V. and can prove it by statistics 
taken from our books, covering sales of the past ten years, that 8 cents is as 
much or more than the 3 price received for e, throughout the 
season, consequently it would practically prohibit the importation of pine- 


a) 

P 0 supply grown in Florida would not last the United States one week. 
The present duty is certainly 3 enough 20 per cent ad valorem, which 
means about 30 cents per barrel. any duty at all is levied, that certainly is 
sufficient, or say 50 cents per barrel, if it is desired to make some increase, 
As the matter stands, moce can not be imported with profit, and con- 
sequently this very de s fruit, which is thought so much of by the mid- 
dle classes, will be a thing of the past. We certainly trust that you will use 
every effort to have this oe roe feature of the so modified as to not 

rohibit the importation of pineapples, In connection with t the Buffalo 
Proana Exchange yesterday passed resolutions condemning this particular 
feature of the bi 

The other feature which we call to your attention is the matter of the 
advance of duty on onions from 20 to 40 cents per as proposed in the 
new tariff bill, y on the product of Bermuda. Bermuda onions come 
into our market during the months of April and May. There is a strong 
demand for them from many of our people, whose interests should have some 
consideration, and inasmuch as our country does not produce any onions 
which are at all similar to them, we should desire very much to see this par- 
— a feature of the bill modified so as not to make it a burden upon our 


people, 
Again respectfully calling your attention to these matters, we are, 


truly, 
N MACKEY & WILLIAMS. 
Hon. ROWLAN D B. MAHANY, 
Washington, D. C. 
ere MARAA ae oer re ere to submit, = con- 
nection paragrap o. „the 0 correspondence 
which I received from a great business house of Buffal z 
The letters are as follows: 
BUFFALO, N. Y., March 23, 1897. 


Dear SIR: We are to-day in receipt of a letter from one of our prominent 
cocoanut, who writes as follows: 

by our industry all over the country is an apartas 

rers w. 


We notice 


in the bill that as much poss taper as 15 cents per e ere our 
candy manu against foreign manufacturers, and the demands mad: 
by —— industry were certainly reasonable, ticularly in view of the fact 


civilized tries like 

Ceylon, for instance. We think there is a 

if bill is taken into caucus, or even in 

tions, and acted upon in that way. We 
in the ises.” 


rem: 

We trust that our other letters have reached you, and that you have given 

— 9 matter as much of your attention as is e and we thank you for 
e same. 


Yours, truly, 


Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


G. H. DUNSTON. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 22, 1897. 
DEAR Srr: Iam to-day in receipt of a letter from the Columbia Cocoanut 
Desiccating Company, of New Orleans, and gate from their letter as follows: 
“We tel phed you to-night as follows:“ Dye Congressman MAHANY to 
watch reniisin of tariff schedules, and ask for adequate duties on foreign pre- 
cocoannt. Our General MEYER, will explain our wants. 


; and further, 
elo will not admit of a duty of perhaps over three-f 
which is ridiculous, as far as 
man are handica; 


8 * 
of a cent per pound, 
rotective features are penta aos paa ney our 
by at least 3; to 4 cents per pound as against 
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these foreign goods. Please do not fail to telegraph Mr. MAHANY; we are 
sure he can do us good. 

I trust that you will use your influence to the utmost of your ability in 
Teiping. this matter along. 

ours, truly, 

Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I desire to submit, to be printed in the 
Record without reading, correspondence I have received from 
several merchants in Buffalo in reference to the paragraph relat- 
ange e 

e letters are as follows: 


G. H. DUNSTON. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 18, 1897. 

les, as proposed by the new Dingley 

tariff bill.“ will work seriously nst the entire fruit trade of this country 

as well as t the masses. The proposed duty will be so high as to en- 

tirely prohibit the importations of pineapples, and, as a consequence, the 

will not be for revenue, but for total prohibition, and no one willargue 

for one moment that the few pineapples grown in this country will supply 

the wants of the people; for there are not pineapples enough grown in our 
country to supply the city of New York alone. y 

The pineapples grown in this country haye never met any serious compe- 
tition from those grown abroad, as our native stock are vastly superior and 
have always commanded a premium over the foreign growth. 

The pro d duties of 2 cents per pound will amount to more than the 
average selling price for pin! les during the past few years, and will take 
them out of the homes of our laboring clams and make them a luxury none 
but the rich can enjoy. é 

3 hai you will oppose the excessive measure, I remain, 

ery truly, yours, 
: J. H. GAIL. 


Hon. D. S. ALEXANDER, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sin: The tariff on pinea; 


* BUFFALO, N. Y., March 24, 1897. 


DEAR Stn: Permit us to enter our protest regarding new tariff bill Br et 
la’ on pineapples, as we understand that the new bill will put a ta: of 


E cents per pound on pineapples, and consider that if this bill is allowed to 
it will oer tanay ruin the pineapple business of our city, as prices would 
crowded out of sight, an 


d they would be actually driven out of ese nae 
We ask you to use all influence possible against the passage of this bill. 
We remain yours, trul : 
FER BROTHERS COMPANY OF BUFFALO. 
Col. D. S. ALEXANDER, 
Washington, D. C. 


tion. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 19, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: Our attention has been called to some sections of the Dingley 
tariff bill which would certainly operate very injuriously against our partic- 
ular line of trade. We mention in particular two articles, and would respect- 
fully call your attention to the objections and conditions surrounding the 
importation of same, and request that you use every endeavor in your power 
to Pave these sections referred to ted from the Dingley tarif or 
at least so modified as to not become burdensome to us. © the matter of 
zapoeo to place a duty of 2 cents per 

poun an average duty of some 6 cents per 
pine, whe in good order or bad, and if the fruit arrives in Bad 
condition, as it does nm it would mean a duty of some 8 cents each 
on sound pines, and we state to you frankly, and can prove it by statistics 
taken from our books covering sales of the past ten years, that 8 cents is as 
much or more than the average price received deg eae throughout the 
season; consequently it would practically prohibit the importation of pine- 


wn in Florida would not last the United States one week. 

y = all is levied, that cer- 

and consequently this very delicious 
e classes, will 


middl beat gor ik 
use every effort to have this partic 


not prohibit the importation of pineapples. In connection with this, the 
Buffalo Produce Exe aye gota y passed resolutions condemning this par- 
ticular feature of the bill. 


The other feature which we call to your attention is the matter of the 
advance of duty on onions from 20 to 40 cents per bushel, as proposed in the 
new tariff bill, especially on the product of Bermuda. Bermuda onions come 
into our market during the months of April and May. There is a strong 
demand for them from many of our people, whose interests should have some 
consideration, and uch as our country does not produce any onions 
which are at all similar to —.— we should very much desire to see this par- 
ticular feature of the bill m ied so as to not make it a burden upon our 


people. 
Again 3 calling your attention to these matters, we are, 
y, 


Very ı yours, 11 8 5 
Hon. D. S. ALEXANDER, Washington, D. C. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the 
amendment pending before the Committee of the Whole. I 
should be glad to have gentlemen understand what it is. The 

roposition is to change the duty on n and gentlemen 

ave been discussing cotton ties and the wool schedule. The Wil- 
son bill fixes the duty on r at about $5 a thousand that 
is about what the duty would be if reduced to its specific form. 
The committee in preparing this bill by some oversight fixed the 
duty 8 at $40 a thousand, an increase of about eightfold. 
This was purely the result of mistake and misunderstanding, to 
which the attention of the committee has recently been called. 
We have been told by the packers of Baltimore that last pa they 
packed 4,000,000 ama pineapples. The pineapples from the 


Bahama Islands are suitable for packing, while those from Florida 
are not. Hence the protection intended by the bill for the Florida 
producer would not really operate. The men who pack oysters in 
Winter have been engaged during the summer in packing pinea; 
ples. Aoo pening amendment Proposes to restore the duty bo 
substantially what it is under the Wilson bill, the increase bein 
but slight. The present duty, which is ad valorem, would be, 
specific, about $5 per thousand, while the amendment now pro 
makes the duty $6 per thousand. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, it is with reluctance that I 
raise my voice in the House at this time, but my lon, acquaintance 
and intimate relations with the manufacturers of this country 
move me to utter the words which I know they would be pl 
to speak were they themselves on the floor of this House, 

It has been said here this afternoon that the same protection i 
given by this bill to the manufacturers of Massachusetts as to the 
woolgrowers of the Southern and Western States. This may be 
true, but I wish to say to the gentleman from Ohio that Massa- 
chusetts does not want the high rates of duty on wool or woolens 
that are named in this schedule [applause on the Democrati: 
side], neither the straight nor the compensatory duties. We wan 
15 tariff that is not top-heavy, one that will stand for many years 

come. „ 

I have listened with a great deal of interest to the speeches which 
have been made on the other side; and I regret to see manifested 
toward my own State a spirit which Iam sure is not felt there 
toward any other State of this Union. I have seen New land 
set up as a target, and Massachusetts as the bull’s-eye of that 
target, at which all shots have been aimed. When listening to 
the speech of the eloquent gentleman from South Carolina, as hé 
drew his comparisons between his own State and Massachusetts, 
as he drew his beautiful picture of prosperity and luxury in my 
own State, I began to wonder whether it be true, as is sometimes 
said, that we have more idle men there than in any other State of 
the Union to-day, unless it be the District of Columbia with its 
horde of office seekers. I began to wonder whether our closed 
factories were a myth or a reality. I want to tell Mr. McLAURIN 
that everything is not rose-colored in Massachusetts to-day. 
want to tell him and the other gentlemen from the South some- 
thing which perhaps they do not know about manufacturing in 
their own States. Within the last two years the increase of 
spindles in the Southern States has been 882,746, while in the 
whole of the New England States the increase has been only 
671,223. In the South the increase has been 39.5 per cent, while 
in New England it has been ay 5.32; and when you recollect 
that it would take in that time at least 2,000,000 spindles to make 
up for the wear and depreciation of our machinery, you will see 
that you are going ahead much faster than we are. I submit 
the following table for publication in the RECORD: 


New En; — cotton| Southern States 


on cent increase in two years. 


25 
130.05 per cent increase in two years. 


Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LOVERING, I have but a very short time, I shall be 
glad to answer the gentleman at any other time if for his own in- 
ormation. I want to tell the gentleman from South Carolina 
something which he probably does not know. There are situated 
in his own State some of the very best millsin the world. If I 
were asked to-day where in all our country was to be found the 
best-planned, best-ordered, and 8 mill running on 
low numbers -aye, and at the best profit of any mill in America, 
I would point to South Carolina. 
Now, all I have to say is this: Give us a tariff that will stand. 
You are interested; your interests are identical with ours, my 
friends, and we want your support in making this tariff. You 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


453 


talk about a duty on Egyptian cotton. I say to yon, gentlemen of | ask on their finished product, one of the great industries of their 


the South, that yn do not want a duty on Egyptian cotton—— 

A MEMBER. You do not want it. 

Mr. LOVERING. No; we shall object to it as little as you, and 
I believe the time is coming when you will be combing your own 
long-staple cottons and 1 5 your own fine yarns in the South. 

The CHAIRMAN Š e time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted; and without ob- 
jection, the pro forma amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

h 287 by strikt t from lin the words 
and BeOS RPE be b nied Were the word rc wo that t wil 

“Dextrin, burnt starch, gum substitute of British gum, 1} cents per 
poun .* 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I think there is some misunder- 
standing about the pineapple amendment. It was not voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN, It was voted upon and adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I offer here is to 
correct an oversight in the framing of the bill. Starch valued at 
1,8 cents per pound is fixed at a duty of 2 cents; while dextrin— 

better quality—valued at 3 cents a pound, has a duty of 13 cents. 
Of the former, $65,000 was brought into the country, and of the 
prea $157,000. It is to correct an error, and I move to close the 

e 


a= 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The rate now on this article, I will ask 
the gentleman, is 14 centsa pound, I think? Is it not the same 
rate im by the McKinley law? 

Mr. STEELE. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think, if the gentleman will recur to 
the statement accompanying the bill, he will find that 1} cents 
was the rate of duty 8 by the McKinley law and also the 
ae law. Now the proposition is to increase that duty. 

r. ST. To increase it above what it appears in the bill 
at present. 2 

r. RICHARDSON. That will be fixing it at a higher rate 
than the McKinley law? 

Mr. STEELE. And still less will be brought in. 

I move that debate be closed on the amendment and this para- 


lie motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
STEELE, it was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer two committee amend- 
PEST i paragraph 303, in the cotton schedule, which I send to 
the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend ph 303 by, inserting after the word cotton,“ in line 4, 

88, the words thread and;“ and strike out after the word “ carded,” in the 
same line, the words or combed.” 

Mr. RUSSELL. Lask that the second amendment be also read 
in this connection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Further amend h 303 by inserting the word combed in line 15, 
page 68, after the word “dyed.” 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the committee’s 
attention for a few moments, and ially the members from 
the State of Massachusetts, I want to make a few observations on 
the two amendments I have just presented, 

These two amendments restore identically the language of the 
present law in this cotton-yarn schedule. I hope the committee 
will bear that in mind. As the Committee on Ways and Means 
presented the bill in this House this cotton-yarn schedule was 
peg, E and combed cotton yarns were put where we thought 
they belonged, at the same duty with carded cotton yarn. 

At the urgent solicitation of the Representatives from Massa- 
chusetts, 1 gentleman from Massachusetts who has 
just taken his seat [Mr. LovERING], we restored the phraseology 
of the cotton-yarn schedule just as it was left by the law of 1894— 
the Wilson law, so-called, if goa please. Now, I want to be per- 
fectly frank with this committee. 

Mr. LOVERING. DoI understand the gentleman to say that 
it has been restored in the bill reported to the House, or is the 
amendment already made? 

Mr. RUSSELL. These amendments that I have offered restore 

À Now, I want to be perfectly frank with this com- 
mittee, e ge as we reported it in the bill would have 
ređuced the duties on combed cotton yarns. The amendments 
which we propose increase the duties on combed cotton yarns to 
what they are in the Wilson law. Now, if our friends from Mas- 
sachusetts are not satisfied with the bill as we presented it, and 


State, the spinning of cotton yarn, that we increase the duties 
over what we reported them, even ough it be only to make the 
what they are now, in all candor and in all kindness to my col- 
1 es from New England I ask them if it does not come with 
rather poor grace for them on the floor of this House to declaim 
50 apl the provisions of this bill and say that they are too high? 
e committee is not anxious to make this amendment which it 
has agreed to. If the gentleman from Massachusetts is satisfied 
with the bill as we reported it, we are now ready to leave it with 


m. 

Mr. McCALL. Does the gentleman understand that I made 
8 allusion to the cotton schedule? 

r. RUSSELL. I referred to the gentleman who has just taken 

his seat, your colleague [Mr. LovERING],. 

Mr. LOVERING. Did I refer to the cotton schedule? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman from Massachusetts said the 
bill all along the line was too high. 

Mr. McCALL. Iwanttocorrect that right here. I do not think 


I said anything of the kind; but, in reply to the question of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs] as to the duty on wool, I 
referred to the duties on that schedule. 1 did not say every duty 


in the bill was too high. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, Icomefrom New England, 
and I come here asa protectionist, from the State of Connecticut. 
I have happened to be on the Ways and Means Committee, repre- 
senting, as I hope, the protection sentiment of southern New 
England; but I say to my friends from Massachusetts, just as I 
say to the Democrats in this House, as 1 say to every member 
of this House, that protection to me does not mean high protection 
on the finished product and free raw material. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Neither does it mean adequate protection on 
the highly finished product, even the cotton yarns which you are 
spinning in Massachusetts and fine woolen cloths that we are 
making in Connecticut, and inadequate protection to anything 
which enters into that manufacture as a raw material. ae dagen 
on the Republican side.] I believe that it is time that the people 
in New England learned the full lesson of protection or else gave 
it up al ther. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

r. CASTLE. You have got a good deal to learn yet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. t a duty on raw cotton, then. 

Mr. McCALL. If the gentleman will permit me, I want to say 
that he is simply putting up a man of straw. I certainly did not 
say that I desired to have raw material free, and I do not think 
my colleague said so. 

t; RUSSELL. Oh, well, you did not use just that language. 

Mr. McCALL. I distinctly said that I believed that the farmer 
should have just as much protection upon his wool, according to 
the measure of labor in producing it, as we should have upon our 
finished product. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I presume the gentleman can make a speech 
later on. He certainly has found fault with this bill all along the 
line as too high, and his coll e said that the schedules in this 
bill did not contain the duties that his State wanted. He left the 
intimation that he conent our duties were too high. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 5 expired. 

Several members asked unanimous consent that the time of 
Mr. RUSSELL be extended. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Regular order. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not care for any more time. I have pre- 
sented two amendments to the cotton-yarn schedule. If they are 
too high, and the people interested in them do not want them, 
then by unanimous consent we will withdraw them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will detain the committee 
only a moment to call attention to the extraordinary controversy 
going on on the other side. The member of the Ways and Means 

fommittee who has just taken his seat, my distinguished friend 
from Connecticut [Mr. RussELL], says that the Ways and Means 
Committee reported the schedule that they thought was right, and 
then he confesses that to satisfy one man, a member of Congress, 
without any public exigency, without any necessity for the chan 
except that purpose, the schedule was changed. And now he 
threatens that man that if he does not stand by the game he and 
the committee will jump it. [Applause on the Democratic oct 
I only want to say that our contention, to which we have held 
along, is that this whole tariff revising was a scheme to lock 
shields for a common assault upon the masses of the people of this 
country, for the purpose of increasing the profits to the manufac- 
turers; that that is the thing intended here, and the gentleman’s 
admissions prove it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RUSSELL. Now. all I have to say in reply to my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] is that the amendment proposed 
restores identically the provisions of the cotton-yarn schedule as 
in the law of 1894. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But you admit that they ought 
not to be restored. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If our friends from Massachusetts, who are 
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the most interested in the cotton schedule r 
and ought not to be there, we are glad to know it. 

Mr McMILLIN. Then you admit that you are framing these 
schedules to please the manufacturers, and not to raise revenue. 


think they are too high 


Mr. RU} We admit nothing of the sort. We are taking 
the cotton schedule identically as you gave it to us in the Wilson 


bill. If it is too high, if it is wrong, you are the sinners. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Butafteran ission on your 
that it was wrong. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman 


from Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL], I will say that the rate he sug- 

ts as being a part of the present law was not the rate proposed 

y the Ways and Means Committee of the House, nor by the House, 

ut is a schedule adopted in the Senate and forced on the House. 

he House never approved it or favored it, but when it was put 

on in the Senate, the House had to take it or get no tariff legisla- 
tion. That is the whole matter in a nutshell. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the 8 a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman Connecticut [Mr. Rus- 
SELL] has the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the N if this cotton 
schedule that we are now considering, that part of it, he says, 
his amendment is made to conform to the present law—now. 
want to ask him if the present law is not identical with the Mc- 
Kinley law? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; it is not in this particular. It is not in 
the yarn i paragraph, the particular 3 now under consider- 

tion. The amendment presented by thecommittee simply makes 
t paragraph identical in the yarn paragraph, in this part of it, 
with the law of 1894, 
ary McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a ques- 
? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it has increased largely the rates pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives and sent to the Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, well, that wasn bogs i 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is true. e deadly work was gotten 
in on this schedule in the Senate, 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, as a manu- 
facturer, and as a representative of manufacturers secondly—but 
first of all on be of the workingmen in my district and of 
New England—I want to say to the other side of this House and 
re the country that the manufacturers of this country, as such, to 

gin with, want no protection whatever. I want to say that 
when they came down here asking certain duties it is so their 
mills shall not be destroyed by being made idle. It is for the 
sake of keeping American 3 up. Furthermore, I want to 
say to those gentlemen what they should know when they stand 
upon the floor of this House, on a question which they seem never 
to have made any investigation of—the money made in New Eng- 
land, the percentage and capital and fortunes made there, do not 
com: with those of England. They are far larger in England 
than those in this country. It is proven by the statistics of the 
two countries, that are open to your side as to ours and to the 
public. We are fighting for these duties that we may keep up 
American wages, because we know our wage earners will not 

ork for lower wages and also that our markets are in wages. 
e markets of this country are equal to those of 200,000,000 aver- 
age people in the world, in round numbers. That is true as to 
America, because of our wages, and they are equal to 200,000,000 
of pene in Great Britain in the higher wages here and in noth- 
ing else. 
ow, as to the statement that this schedule is not n for 
the of New England. I want to ask the two gentlemen from 
usetts, Mr. McoCauL and Mr. LoVERNd, or from New 
England, what authority they have for standing here and talking 
down the committee for making schedules that are in the Wilson 
pill and that the manufacturers of New England, and especiall 
one of these very gentlemen . LOVERING] himself, have testi- 
fied here, were necessary to them in order that they might keep 
up New England wages? ee on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LOVERING. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. You can have another five 
minutes later. I want to say that manufacturers of New England 
who are experts have come down here and asked for the proposed 
schedule, because they could not run their mills and pay Ameri- 
can wages on fine cotton goods without it. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. LOVERING. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the duties in this bill are below the duties in the Wilson bill? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I want tosay that the duties 
reported by this committee on expert testimony from New Eng- 
land, and the gentleman himself among them, are necessary to pay 
American wages. What do you say aboutit? [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] What is your authority now for saying the 
manufacturers do not want it? 


Mr. LOVERING. I wish to state that the manufacturers en- 
in the industries of Massachusetts and New England believe 
in protection. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Then why are you now op- 
posing the protection you asked for? 

Mr. LOVERING. And while we do not want to be strangled 
by free trade, we do not want to be smothered in the embraces of 
protection. sappian on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Chairman, that 
generality does not go in contravention of the of men who 
are in earnest for the truth and know what they must have, 
8 rae truth and dealing in actual figures. [Cries of “ Vote! 
sé 0 l sy 

ae Din GLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
wor 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the remarkable discussion which we 
have just had [laughter on the Democratic side], I desire to make 
two or three observations. I take it for granted there is no one, 
either in New England or in any other part of this country, who 
knows the condition of the cotton industry, that believes as to 
fine goods—the goods which are imported, the goods which come 
into competition with the cotton-manufacturing industry of this 
country—that we can maintain our own without the duties pro- 
vided in the bill which has been reported to this House. As to 
common cotton goods, the only thus far made in the South, 
where they have not passed to fine goods, the goods that we have 
been accustomed to make all over the country, the Wilson bill 

rovided adequate protection, even prohibitive at some points. 
There was no necessity for any change as to all such common 

As to certain fine yarns and fine cotton goods, it was the testi- 
mony of every cotton manufacturer in New England, as well as in 
other parts of the country, including my friend from Massachu- 
setts who has spoken here to-day, that we could not hold our own 
without removal of the proviso at the end of the cotton-yarn 
schedule in the Wilson bill, and a small increase in the fine grades 
of cloth, as well as hosiery and handkerchiefs. 

‘I take it that my friend does not urge that this bill, as to fine 
cotton goods, pro a measure of protection beyond what is 
actually and absolutely necessary in order to maintain the indus- 
try in this country. I take it that he does not mean to say that if 
we give the measure of protection that is provided in this amend- 
ment, it will smother any cotton industry anywhere. Onthecon- 
trary, it is absolutely necessary; and I say this with the knowledge 
that he believes it to be necessary. As to the best and finest goods, 
the duties on cottons reach about 45, and in some cases 50 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Now, as to the protection to the manufacturer in the woolen 
schedule, it nowhere goes beyond what is given to the cotton manu- 
facturer. Whatever additional duty is p on manufactures of 
wool goes to the woolgrower. Why is it that whenever you put 
a duty upon wool, the duties on woolen goods must immediately 
rise in proportion to the duty on wool? It is because we produce 
only a part of the wool that is consumed in this country, and the 
cost of production being higher here, the moment we put a duty 
upon wool, that duty must be reflected in the cloth, the manufac- 
tured goods, or else there will be no purchaser for the farmer's 


wool, 
Now, I take the ground—and I believe that the great body of the 
poopie of New En d take the ground—that the farmer who pro- 
uces wool at such great disadvantage, the farmer who stands in 
a position where he should receive whatever protection is accorded 
to any other class in this country, needs and ought to receive the 
same protection upon his wool that is given to the manufacturer 
who makes the cloth. A 
ives the hammer fell.] 
r. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Maine have five minutes more. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no. Let him have five minutes 


more. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
The amendments are exhausted. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The question is first on the formal amendment to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Iwithdraw the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Connecticut. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the second amendment 
of the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word or two 
more on this subject. When my time expired, I was about to say 
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that in the woolen schedule reported to this House, whichis prac- 
jen a copy of the woolen schedule of the act of 1890, the manu- 
turer of woolen goods gets the same protection, and no more, 
that he had under the act of 1890, little more than he has under the 
present law, and he gets no more than the cotton manufacturer 
obtains, and whatever there may be reflected in the increase of 
duty on woolen cloth over and against the duty on cloth when 
wool was on the free list, is simply compensatory for the duty on 
wool. The act of 1894 gave the man r of woolen 
rotection, but denied it to the farmer who grew the wool. It 
posed a duty on the manufacturer's cloth, but it denied all pro- 
tion to the farmer. This bill restores the duty on wool. It 
gives substantially the same protective duty to the manufacturer 
ås was given by the act of 1894 and by the act of 1890, but it also 
gives the farmer what was denied to him in the act of 1894, and 
puts him on the same basis on which that act put the manufacturer. 

Now, the question as to whether the duty on wool is more than 
it should be or not is a question I am not going to discuss here. 

e fact is to be observed that we have simply restored the duty 
on wool which existed under the act of 1890; that and nothin 
more, and we have restored it in response to the demand—if 
may use so strong a word—certainly in response to the request of 
the farmers of this country, a large proportion of whom produce 
wool. And we believe it is but just to them that full considera- 
tion should be given them wherever their interests can be advanced 
P tariff legislation. [Applause.] Iam sure, Mr. Chairman, that 

standing here and sayng thal I represent the substantially 
unanimous opinion of the Republicans of New England. [Ap- 
plause.] I think there can be no question i af that. 

With reference to the schedules of the pending bill, I have sim- 

ly this to say: That if the asiy on woolen goods seems to anyone 

high, it is due entirely to the fact that we have placed what 

aN we have upon wool, because the protective part of the duty 

to the manufacturers is no higher than under the present law or 

the act of 1890. It is simply because we haye essayed to do jus- 

po to the farmers of this country that this duty is necessarily 
d as respects the manufacturers of wool, 

There is not, from one end of this bill to the other, any duty 
which, so far as shown by the evidence before the committee, ex- 
ceeds the difference in the cost of production and distribution in 
this country and abroad, arising mainly from our higher wages 
of labor, or what ought to be the higher wages of ourlabor. Our 
belief is that it is essential for the restoration of prosperity in this 
soona that we should make here what we can make without 
nat disadvantages, instead of ha it made abroad, because 
labor receives less compensation there here. 

Hence, in this bill we have endeavored to restore our indus- 
tries—to restore opportunities for labor to people who are now 
out of work. When those people get to work again, when the 
porchaing capacity of our people shall be raised by having all of 

hem at work for good wages, then there will be an increased 
demand for products; then prices will rise; then p ity will 
set in, and then will come again those favorable conditions which 
were the envy and admiration of the world up to 1892. [Loud 
applause on the Republican side.] 
r. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry to see the 
difference of opinion that exists 


Mr. S J rise to a parliamentary question. Is there any 
amendment pending? 
The C . The Chair has recognized the gentleman 


from Massachusetts in opposition to the amendment to strike out 
the last word. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to see the dif- 
ference of opinion that exists among my Republican coll es 
from New England. I wish to point to the unanimous feeling 
‘which has been expressed on this floor by the New England De- 
mocracy and to ask that some cognizance be taken of it, and request 
my Republican colleagues to profit bytheexample. I have listened 
very attentively to the dispute that been going on between my 

lleagues from Massachusetts about the respective merits of the 

ifferent sections of the cotton schedule. I wish to emphasize be- 
ore the House one fact. During the debates here when the Mc- 
ey bill was pending in this branch of Congress, the statement 

was put forth that the McKinley bill was going to be put into 
ration and increase duties, so that the manufacturers of New 
gland might increase the pay of the operatives. I challenge 
any member from my State to name one branch of industry in 
yea the wages were increased. I want to call attention to the 
act—and I mention it by way of warning to the Republican mem- 
bers from New England, especially my own State—that after the 
enactment of the McKinley bill, for the first time in the history of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts a Democratic governor was 
ected for three successive terms—in 1891, 1892, and 1893; and the 
ue, as every gentleman from that State on this floor can testify, 
Was 5 than the 3 In the Fifty-first Con- 
the Congress that enacted t bill into a law—only two 
moerats stood here as Representatives from that great Common- 


wealth; butin the elections for the 


ing Congress the Democ- 
racy of that State divided the great Republican strongholds of 
Massachusetts and sent to this Chamber six representatives of the 


r. STEELE.” 
Mr. § The majority for Mr. McKinley was quite 
strong, I believe, in Massachusetts in 1896. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, the people haye been fooled; but 
when you give thema chance to express their opinion on this bill— 
when the representatives of the ublican ty go before the 
people of that State this fall to defend this legislation—the people 
WII register their will against the Dingley bill in the samesolemn 
and emphatic manner that they registered it against the McKin- 

bill. E on the Democratic side.] Protection was not 

e issue in 1896. The Republican party promised to give us a 
sound currency; nothing was talked of from one end of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts to the other but honest money” 
and the single gold standard. 

Mr. W TLL IAMS of Mississippi. And anarchy. 

Mr. MCCALL. May I ask my colleague what his position u 
the question of honest money was after the 4th of July, 1896? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My position on the question of financial 
legislation was the pouon enunciated by the Democratic party 
at Chicago. As a Democrat, nominated at a convention whic 
indorsed those principles, I gave them my allegience. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] I should like to ask my colleague what 
his opinion of honest money was? He does not answer, and is 
therefore pursuing the same policy that has been pursued by all the 
representative ha Pe and dodges the question. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the sume difference of opinion which has 
existed among my Republican colleagues in regard to sound 
money exists just at this moment in regard to protection. In 
regard to the protection afforded by this cotton schedule, Iam 
sorry to see a difference of opinion existing between my distin- 
guished colleague who represents the Worcester district and my 
distinguished colleagne from another part of the State [Mr. Lov- 
ERING]. 

This bill seeks to increase, as far as I can understand its provi- 
sions, the duties on woolen dress goods and fabrics to an unwar- 
ranted extent, and the opinions, registered by the press and by the 
business interests of Massachusetts, are against the iniquities and 
the unjust provisions of this section of the bill. ape on the 
Democratic side.] And I warn you here, as I did at the beginning 
of my remarks, that the Massachusetts people, when they come to 
sie ea their will on this bill at the annual State election in 1897, 

l record their views and their opinions with reference to it in 
no uncertain manner. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Epa of the press of Massachusetts, let me say to you that 
such papers as the great Boston Herald and the Transcript, and 
the conservative press, like the Springfield Republican, supported 
your party for the express reason that they believed you were to 
regulate the financial and monetary condition of the country in 
a fair and legitimate way, and did not suppose, as my colleagues 
will testify, that the Republican party would take any such ex- 
treme position or frame any such extraordin tariff measure as 
they have framed and seek to pass through this House. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

The gentlemen from the other side of the House in the debate 
upon this bill have iterated and reiterated their desire to please 
the manufacturer, and the greatinterests of the consumers, of the 
laboring classes, have been entirely forgotten. 

Jam proud standing upon this floor to raise my voice not in 
behalf of the manufacturer, but in behalf of the great industrial 
masses of the country, who work early and late, whose interests 
are not properly protected by this bill. 

The amount of revenue obtained under the operation of the 
Wilson bill from duties on raw wool and woolen goods was 
$23,027,569.87; under the McKinley bill, $44,608,120.95, and the 
amount to be collected under the Dingley bill is estimated at 
$67,554,899.85. It does not seem ible that any committee of 
this House would bringin any bill which would f any such tax 
upon the American people; but the figures quoted above are the 
figures of the Ways and Means Committee and have been sub- 
mitted by that committee to this House. Inasmuch as these enor- 
mous duties which have been levied upon woolen fabrics mean a 
Jarre increase of the cost of woolen goods, the poor man’s clothing 

ill be very much higher-in price without a corresponding in- 
crease in his wages. 

Against any such unjust, unfair, and iniquitous system I pro- 
test in the name of fair play and justice to all the American people. 
[Loud and prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the er having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution 
(S. R. 21) making an appropriation of $250,000, to be immediately 
available, for the improvement of the Mississippi River from the 
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Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, and to deduct 
said sum from the appropriation for the N River from the 
Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River contained in 
the act making appropriations for the construction, sb Seni and 
reservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
or other purposes, which became a law June 3, 1896; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House remain in session for a short time after 5 o’clock so that 
I may call up this matter for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary. The session does not 
necessarily stop at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. C ON. Then I will ask unanimous consent to call 
matter up before adjournment, to amend and pass it. 

THE TARIFF. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit two com- 


mittee amendments to graph 317. 
The CHAIRMAN, ie amendments will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


e r h 817 by inserting after the word“ in line 21, on 
sheet rag paragrap) and 91 more then $5 per dozen oie 2 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Rus- 
SELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I will yield to my friend if he desires to pro- 
ceed now. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, it is true, as my colleague [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] who has just taken his seat has said, that in the 

ears 1891, 1892, and 1898 the people of Massachusetts elected a 

emocratic governor. It is true that very largely the issues in 
those three campaigns were those which grew out of the passage 
of the McKinley Act. 

But the people of Massachusetts were deceived in those years, as 
the people of the whole country had been deceived. They have 
learned their lesson, and learned it well; and they understand that 
they can not exact a fair measure of protection to their own in- 
terests without conceding the same protection to the interests of 
other parts of the country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
And the apd gr ee of Massachusetts, in common with the 
Representativesof the rest of New England, propose to stand behind 
the committee and support the bill as they shall finally perfect it. 

The people of Massachusetts saw the passage of the Wilson Act, 
as well as the passage of the McKinley law, and certain conse- 
quences grew from the passage of that act. I desire to call them 
to the attention of my colleague. The principal result has been 
that the ple of New England—the people not only of Massa- 
chusetts, but of the entire New England region—have sent no 
Democratic resentative to this House except the gentleman 
himself. [Applause on the Republican 1 And I want to say 
to him, further, that if he had stated his opinions upon the money 

uestion in the last campagn in Massachusetts with the same 
eee employed here to-day he would not have been here to 
give voice to any sentiments on this floor on any question. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
pending amendment and on the paragraph be closed in five 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Lask that the second amendment, consequent 
upon this one, be adopted. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

22 N i u e pre eo cake aa aai $1 pee 

T ow at mo r 

3 and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad A iin * ve 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to offer a committee amendment to 
paragraph 318. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

ragraph gls by inserting in line 4, 79, after the word “dozen,” 

— cents per 2 and.” sie SRAN, n 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the committee amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. $ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

b fter th: rd ‘ch „in lin 

rises pend kp TET em 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the section be read as it will appear when 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 15 

b fte: the „ * 

W N 80 that t wit re read Reve hie 
substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman tell us what is the object 
of that amendment? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is to treat the substitute for cheese exactly 
as cheese itself is treated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What substitute do you strike at? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There are a variety of mixtures that pass by 
the name of cheese. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will you tell us what they are? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Possibly the gentleman has heard of filled 


cheese, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I thought that was what the gentleman was 
at. The gentleman is seeking, I believe, to get a higher import 
duty on this article than the internal duty that is placed upon it. 
That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do you want to encourage filled cheese? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; we want to discourage it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suppose this is intended to go along with the 
tax on limburger, that odoriferous article to which my friend is 
more accustomed than I. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, it is a fair accompaniment. 

The amendment was j 

Mr. MAHANY. Icall attention to the fact that the amend- 
ment to paragraph 269, to put pineapples on the free list, has not 
been acted upon, although regularly submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN, e Chair state to the gentleman from 
New York that he understood that the gentleman withdrew the 
amendment. 

Mr. MAH ANT. That is a mistake. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, then, the committee 
will now vote upon that amendment. The Clerk will report the 
amendment, there being no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
TERE DAERAH 200 be stricken out and that pineapples be placed on the 
ree e 5 


Mr. ALLEN. We should like to hear from the gentleman from 
New York on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment was exhausted. 
The apan 7 is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Manany]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 15, page 81, 
by inserting, after the word “flax,” the word line.“ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend page 81, line 15, by inserting, after the word “ flax,” the word “line.” 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that this only makes 
clear the intention of the bill. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 

Mr. McMILLIN. To what section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ragraph 341 by striking out from lin 
N insert in lieu thereof the word “six.” eee 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would state to the committee 
that this reduces the duty upon burlaps from 7 to 6 ounces in 
weight per 1 5 75 yard, 

r. MCMILLIN. Let us have the section read as it will ap- 
penr, I want to know whether this includes the cotton-bagging 
clause. 

Mr. PAYNE. Itis burlaps from which are male. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does it include cotton bagging? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That does not embrace cotton bagging, of 


course. 

Mr. MAHANY. In connection with the subject of burlap, I 
seize this opportunity, lest another may not arise, to submit a 
letter from the famous Crocker Fertilizer and Chemical Company, 


of Buffalo, N. V.: 
BUFFALO, N. V., January 7, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: We have been informed that there is a movement being made 
to restore the duty on burlap of 1{ cents per pound, and we would consider 
it a favor if you would lend your 5 to efeating such a recommenda- 
tion by the committee having tariff revision under consideration. 

We are told that about 80 per cent of the burlap consumed in this count: 
goes into grain. and fertilizer while the only burlap factory of an 
count is the Chelsea Jute Mill 8 controlled by the Standard Oil in- 
terests. This tax, therefore, would fall almost entirely upon the farmer, 
and * jes now laboring under about all the difficulties that should be placed 
upon i 

TORO ing you in tye wisi for your kind attention to this matter, we are, 


ow respec p 
ma a actus FERTILIZER AND CHEMICAL COMPANY, 
GEO. C. BINGHAM, Secretary. 
Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 379, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 
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FLOODS IN THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
the Senate joint resolution (S. R. 21) read, and then I will follow 
jit with the request for consent that it be taken up for considera- 
tion with the amendment which I will also ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘Joint resolution (S. R. 21) making an app: 
ately bo cing sa for the improvement of the 3 River from the 
Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, an deduct said sum 
from the appropriation for the Mississippi River from the Head of the 
Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, contained in the act making ADDO; 
priations for the construction, re „and preservation of certain public 
Works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, which became a law 
on June 8, 1896. 

Whereas, the flood now 5 in the Mississippi River from the Head 
of the h ea to the mouth of the Ohio River threatens with destruction the 
lives ani Ja of the citizens-dwelling in the valley of said river from 
‘Cairo to ulf of Mexico; and 

Whereas the emergency calls for an immediate expenditure of money in 
e to preserve the lives and property of citizens and the Government 
* 1 That the su of $250,000 be, and is hereb: riated 

e it resolved, etc., sum an ereby, approp: t 
and immediately made availabis for the improvement of the Miselsippi River 
from 2 — Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, and expended 
acco! 


riation of $250,000, to be immedi- 


Sec. 2. That thi 
' 833 authorized to be appropria: an 
‘une 30, 1898, by the provisions of said act of June 3, 1896. 


The amendment to be proposed was read, as follows: 
Sec. 3. That to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 1897 
there is hereby app’ ted, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
appropriated, the following sums, namely: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
To defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, being addi- 
tonal 55 the DODA OUE apprcprintiony for this purpose, for the fiscal year 1897, 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
For printing and binding, $6,000. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, 


000. 

‘or stationery for members of the House of Representatives, $250. 

For wrapping paper, „paste, twine, aie ng 8 and 
for fol rs of 


n ma or the use of mem e House, 
and for use in the Clerk's office an e House fol room (not includin 


nvel: wri and other and mate: to be printed an 
furnished’ by the Pulle Printer, 9 from the Clerk of the 
House, under the provisions of the act approved January 12, 1895, for the 
public 5 binding), $3,000. 

To pay Mem and Delegates from March 4 to June 30, 1897, inclusive, the 
amount they ger they have or agreed to pay for clerk hire necessa- 
rily employed h em in the of their official and representative 
duties, as provi in the joint resolution a ved March 3, 1893, du the 
session of and when Co: is not in session, as provided in House 
resolution y 8, 1896, $140,518.80, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
\ and resentatives an 1 elect to Co: whose credentials 
in due form of law have been ous ed with the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in accordance with the provisions of section 31 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, shall be entitled to payment under this appro- 


a EXECUTIVE MANSION. 
utiy: 10 875, to be 
oem Sones ake ĩͤ seeped breezes 

For repairs to the roof of the Executive Mansion, $1,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, these items which are covered b 
the amendment are embraced in the general deficiency bill whi 
passed a few ete ago. 

Mr. CANNON. ith thə exception of the last two items, I be- 
lieve they are. The last two items, for furnishing the Executive 
Mansion and for repairs to the roof of the Executive Mansion, if I 
recollect aright, are not included in the deficiency bill that we 


assed the other day. But I will say to my friend they are abso- 
rens essential. 
aoe SAYERS. I believe they are. There is no question about 
t. 


Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does the amendment contain anything with 
reference to the payment of clerk hire to members? 

Mr. CANNON. That is the principal item in the amendment, 
amounting to $140,000. 

The SP R. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the former chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and probably the next chai 5 
if this takes $250,000 from an amount of money already appro- 
priated for this very same purpose? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that if the joint reso- 
lution should pass I will move an amendment to the title. The 
present title would be misleading should the joint resolution be 
amended and passed. I will state, however, that it segregates a 
portion of the money that was provided for by the last river and 

bor bill, which can not be expended until ist of July, and 


it has not been appropriated, but it is included in the sundry civil 
bill that the Senate has not yet acted upon. 
Mr. LOUD. For this specific purpose? 


Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. S er, I do not know that I shall object to 
the consideration of this joint resolution, but I desire to call the 
attention of the House to the folly of continuing the work so long 
in progress on the ee Ue River. In my own State and in 
other States rivers frequently overflow their banks, but it is held 
to be the province of the individual, or of the county, or of the 
State, to provide against the damage done by those floods. Con- 
gress long ago undertook the work of protecting the private prop- 
erty of individual citizens along the banks of the great Mississippi 
River, and many causes in the past have led Congress to persist in 
that course, but I can not refrain from entering my emphatic pro- 
test against the further continuance of this folly, this waste of 
public money for the purpose of protecting private property 
against overflow. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman—and then I will 
ask unanimous consent for the consideration of this joint resolu- 
tion—that the question he raises is not involved in this case. 
This appropriation changes the existing law only as it makes 
available $250,000 that is otherwise appropriated, but which, with- 
ont this joint resolution, would not be available until the ist of 


July. 

Mr. LOUD. Rut it directs this money substantially to a specific 
purpose other than the dredging and proper improvement of the 
river. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the — consideration of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. S. 
from the gentleman from 


er, I would like some information 
inois or from some other gentleman 


as to how much of this proposition that has been read comes from 
tna Senate and how much been added by the gentleman from 
inois. : 


Mr. CANNON. The items other than the $250,000 are presented 
by bs amendments. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Then, if I understand the gentleman cor- 
rectly, the joint resolution which came from the Senate was lim- 
ited to the provision for ee against the floods now pre- 
vailing on the Mississippi River, and the other items are proposed 
by the gentleman from Min ois as an amendment to that proposi- 
tion. that correct? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that these are 
emergency cases. _ Itis now very near the 1st of April. The gen- 
tleman understands that there is no money available for the pay- 
ment of secretaries to members. Further, early in April there 
will be no money to pay for the collection of customs. These 
items which I propose to move by way of amendment upon this 
joint resolution are all emergent. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will ask the gentleman whether I am 
correct in understanding that all that came from the Senate was 
the appropriation in relation to the Mississippi floods? 

Mr. CAN NON. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Then, Mr. Chairman, I think this proceed- 
ing ought to be confined to that. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is an emergency appropriation, andI 
do not believe it ought to be made the means of carrying other 
matters through this body, matters which ought to come up by 
themselves and be considered upon their merits. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman will hardly be willing to 
inconvenience all the members of the House, as vagy go the public 
service, by objecting. Of course he can do so if he desires. Neither 
the original joint resolution nor the amendment can be considered 
if any one member objects; but, after conference with gentlemen 
who were formerly on the Committee on Appropriations with me, 
I think there is no disagreement among us as to the character of 
these items or as to the necessity for their immediate considera- 
tion. Furthermore, I will say to the gentleman that it is neces- 
sary, or at least highly proper, that the joint resolution should be 
amended in its title; so that in any case it will have to go back, 
and therefore no time would be gained by objecting to these 
emergent items. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. There was so much confusion around me 
that I did not hear in what particular the gentleman from Mlinois 
said that this joint resolution would have to be amended. 

Mr. CANNON. The title of the joint resolution is quite a long 
one, with several ‘‘whereases” which are misleading. It ought to 
be amended, and in that event the joint resolution would have to 
go back to the Senate. I spoke of that merely to show the gentle- 
man that the joint resolution would have to go back in any event, 
and that its passage would not be delayed by putting on these other 
emergent items. 

Mr.LOUD. Thegentleman from Illinois, I believe, has asked for 
the consideration of the whole proposition as read from the desk, 
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Mr. CANNON. 8 n . 

Mr. LOUD. So that if the gentleman from Missouri objects, 
he has to object to the whole. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that there 
being a special emergency in this matter of the Mississippi appro- 
priation, the House ought to be permitted to act upon that by 
itself. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Chair whether 
the gentleman can object to a part of the proposition that was read 
from the desk and not to the whole? 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. 

Loe LIVINGSTON. So that if he objects at all he kills the 
whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois for the present consideration of this joint 
ia) a EES apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DE MOND. Mr. Speaker, I make no objection to the 
ey resolution, but—— 

. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that I 
make no objection to the original resolution, but I wish to object 
to the other part until I know what it is. 

The SPEAKER. Objection would have to be made to the 


whole. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Then I make it to the whole, if the gen- 
tleman from Illinois chooses to put it that way. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has had his time to object. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; he has not had his time to object. 

Mr, CANNON. Well, I will leave it to the rter. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iwas engaged in a colloquy with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, undertaking to get information in regard to 
this matter ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had answered in the negative an 
3 as to whether 9 could be made to a particular 
part of the proposition. Then the Chair asked the question 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the Chair permit me? The Chair 
made his announcement before I had opportunity to make my 
Objection. I desired to make the objection. 

r. STEELE. The Chair is competent to judge whether the 
gentleman did so or not, 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I presume the Chair can do so without any 
interference from the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. STEELE. I presume the Chair can take care of himself. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Iam addressing my remarks to the Chair. 
Isay that I proposed to make that objection, and I have no doubt 
the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair dislikes to do anything that seems 
to interfere with the right of a member to object when unani- 
mous consent is asked. Yet the question was fully put to the 
House. The Chair certainly wai the proper le of time. 
There was no objection, and the Chair so declared. Then the gen- 
tleman rose and suggested the idea that he intended to object to 
the latter part of the resolution. The Chair thinks that accord- 
ing to the uniform rulings of this House the gentleman was too 
late. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. If the Chair will indulge me a moment 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. T hope the regular order will be so con- 
strued as to give me an opportunity to say what I desire to say. 

Mr. STEELE. If that is the regular order, very well. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker 

Several MEMBERS. Re; order! 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen call for the regular order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I desire to make this statement—that I was 
undertaking to make objection when the Chair, without repeat- 
ing the inquiry as to whether there was objection, declared there 
was no objection. If the Chair chooses to take from me the right 

object 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked whether there was objection, 
and after pausing a prope length of time, said: The Chair hears 
none,” because no objection was made. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It is for the Chair to determine whether 
he will take from me my right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois . CANNON] who has charge of the resolution. 

Mr. C ON. I want the House to understand what this bill 
does. It covers these emergency items. I now ask for a vote. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. CaNNoN). Move the previous ques- 


tion, 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the resolution to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. ae 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. CANNON, I send to the desk an amendment which I offer 
to the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend th rend: l 
2... 

0 e s 

year ending J patdi 50. wor PP = * ecm etiam 

Mr. CANNON. The effect of that amendment is to strike out 
the whole of the Senate item, including the two whereases.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the title 
will be considered as to. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. BURKE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
indefinitely on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 5 o'clock and 25 min- 
ne P.m.), the House adjourned till to-morrow morning at 10 
o’cloc. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Onder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and surve 
of the harbor of Darien, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Weymouth (Back) River, Massachusetts, from Hingham Bridge 
to Manns W —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a communi- 
cation explaining the necessity of an additional appropriation for 
fees of jurors—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, requesting that the appropriation for 
the renewal of portions of the patrol system in the District a 

riation act be made immediately available, and inclosing the 
t of a resolution for that purpose to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

8 Spe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 2395) making appropriations, 
etc., for the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Commit- - 
tee on Appropriations. i 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 2396) to declare certain lands in 
the State of Arkansas subject to cash entry—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 2397) to provide for inspec- 
tion and treatment of trees, plants, buds, cuttings, grafts, scions, 
nursery stock, and fruit 32 into the United States to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2398) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a statue of the late Samuel J. Randall, of 
. in the city of Washington to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2399) to provide for a municipal building and 
court-house in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 2400) providing for the recog- 
nition of the military service of the officers and enlisted men of 
the First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2401) to provide for the medical inspection of 
emigrants at the port of debarkation—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2402) to provide 
for the erection of a statue of the late William D. Kelley, of Penn- 
iaaa in the city of Washington—to the Committee on the 

rary. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2403) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of the women who during the rebellion 
attended and nursed the sick and dying soldiers of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 2404) to provide for the 
permanent improvement of upper White River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 2405) to prevent and punish 
trauds and irregularities in the elections of Representatives and 
iy sacar Congress—to the Committee on lection of President, 
Vice- ident, and Representatives in Congress. 
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By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 2406) toincrease the pay of letter 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2407) to raise additional revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 2478) to repeal section 1753 0 
the Revised Statutes, and all acts and ee, of acts amendatory 
thereof or supplementary thereto, and for other purposes—to the 
‘Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill oe R. 2479) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Greensburg, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Public Buil and Grounds. 5 

By Mr. SPALDING: A joint resolution (H. Res. 45) for annexing 
‘Hawaii to the United States to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 4) relative to a commission on banking and currency to the 
Committee on Banking and 5 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A resolution (House Res. No. 23) to extend 
debate under the five-minute rule upon House bill No. 379 to 
Wednesday, April 7, 1897, at 3 o’clock p. m.—to the Committee on 
Rul 


es. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (House Res. No. 24) provid- 
ing for fifteen additional folders—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 2408) for the relief of M. D. Crow— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 2409) for the relief of Benjamin 
Peter Bailey, treasurer of the Missouri State Lunatic Asylum to 
the Committee on War Claims. À 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R.2410) placing upon the military 
rolls the names of Jackson M. Leland and others—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) amen the military record of John 
S. Chapman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 2412) to amend the military 
record of James Roche—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 2413) for the relief of T. R. 
Mason, of Adairville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 2414) granting an increase of 
pension to George J. Stealy, of Clarksburg, W. Va.—to the Com- 
aniklso,a bill (H. R 2419) granting of tol. H. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) granting an increase of pension to I. 
Duval, of Wellsburg, W. Va —to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 


By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 2416) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Saloma Ellsworth, widow of Daniel V. Ells- 
‘worth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 2417) for the re- 
lief of the Roman Catholic Churchof St, Peters, at Jackson, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) for the relief of Mathew Burns—to 

the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2419) for the relief of Frank Dunn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 2420) pan ing & pension to 
Hester A. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 2421) for the relief of Sarah A. 
McCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 2422) removing the charge 
of desertion from the naval record of Philip Treacy, or Tracy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MCINTIRE: A bill (H. R. 2423) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Annie Dulany—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
gions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2424) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill 1 5 R. 2425) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) for the relief of Helen Larned—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 2427) for the relief of 
F. W. Thomas, postmaster at Dyersburg, ''enn.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 2428) increasing 
the pension of James A. Ludington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of Elizabeth 
King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) removing the charge of desertion from 
7 record of W. H. Cohorn—to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2431) remoying the charge of desertion from 
77 record of William Robb—to the Committee on Military 
airs, 
By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2432) granting @ pension to 
Grotius N. Udell—to the Committee on Pensions, N 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2433) granting a pension to George W. Eve- 

e i CH K. 24) maA pension to Stanley M. C 
„a bill ( ) granting a m to as- 

per, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2435) Scene a pension to Benjamin F. 
Reece, of Golden, Colo. to Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2436) directing the Secretary of War to place 
the name of William Slater on the muster roll—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2437) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam’ B. Douglas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2438) Granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Cornelia I. Skiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2439) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen L. Dent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2440) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
FCC granting a TODA to Laveen. W. 

a bill (H. R.- 2441) granting a pension yman W. 
Chandier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) for the relief of Hiram C. Walker, of 
Denver, Colo., late first lieutenant Company C, Tenth Ilinois 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2443) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Brown—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. è 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) for the relief of William H. Tibbits—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) for the relief of Thomas Williams—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of Charles M. Larsh—to- 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 2448) nting a pension to 
Anna M. Post—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) for the relief of 4 collectors and 

rs of customs in the district of Huron, Mich. to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) for the relief of Newell A. Burrows— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) for the relief of Joseph Carrol—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2452) for the relief 
of Wells C. McCool—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension 
to Amanda Hurd—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 2454) for the relief of Thomas 
Thacher—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2455) for the relief of William Thorpe, trus- 
tee—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) 8 a pension to Kate Morris to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) for the relief of John Carney—to the 
pete an 1 — Claims. ade . 

Also, a R. 2458) regardi T . Monroe—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 8 a 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 2459 
a the relief of Mrs. Mary C. Bates—to the Committee on Invali 

ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2480) to pension Mrs. Mary E. Moore—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) granting additional pension to James 
W. Carmody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. B. 

igg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 2463) granting a pension to Henry 
Bott, father of Frederick Bott, deceased, late private of the Ger- 
man Artillery known as Knapp's Battery—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) to correct the military record of James 
Colvin, late a first lieutenant in Company C, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) for the relief of Hugh J. Needham—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) to restore the pension of Robert E, 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) granting increase of ion to Lieut. 
Col. James B. Meriweather—to the C ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2468) granting a pension to Sarah L. Smith— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2469) granting a pension to Emma Swift 
to ae om ( = Da Pensions. 

o, a 2470) granting a pension to Thomas Brad- 
ley—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) granting an increase of pension to 


oe Wir R. 2470 anes 3 = Hees Robert l Neal 
a R. 2472 ing a pension rt — 
to the Committee on r 
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By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 2473 
Marie Hague, administratrix of the estate of 


for the relief of 

oseph Hague, late 
of New York, N. Y., deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 2474) for the relief of David 
J. Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) for the relief of Sarah J. Winas—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R.2476) granting an increase of 
pension to Helen L. Dent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2477) to relieve 
John McCarthy from the charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the faculty and students of the 
German-Wallace College, Berea, Ohio, in reference to duty on 
a SN books, charts, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. BINGHAM (by sheers : Petition of citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., members of the Brotherhood of the Union, opposing 
the acquisition of real estate in the United States by aliens—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pa., members of the Brotherhood of the Union, relative to alien 
ownership of real estate; also petition of citizens of the same order 
of Reamstown, Pa., making the same request—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRE : Petition relative to bill for relief of book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. k 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany a bill to amend the 
military record of James Roche—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Petition of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 168, of Oshkosh, Wis., protestin against increase of 
duty on leaf tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of A. G. Elliott & Co., of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in reference to duty on paper—to the Commit- 
.tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLEMING (by pe gre Petition of George C. Evans 
and other church workers of Sandersville, Ga., praying for the 
passage of bills pending in Congress providing for the relief of 
the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of E. H. Chambers and 60 other 
citizens of Lumberton, N. J., advocating the passage of the Gillet- 
Platt anti-gambling bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition from E. H. Chambers and 60 other citizens of 
Lumberton, N. J., in reference to the 1 of the McMillan- 
Linton bills; also petition from Emil Winkler and 26 others, of 
Trenton, N. J., making same request; also petition from Mrs. 
L. V. Smith and 10 other women of the Brigantine Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of the bill 
referring to the ‘tage of consent “—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of William B. Read and 46 others, in regard to 
alien ownership of land—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARMER: 1 es of the Brotherhood of the 
Union, citizens of the United States, in favor of the passage of a 
law to prevent aliens from acquiring and holding real estate in 
this country, and to prohibit corporations and associations from 
issuing stock and bonds far in excess of the cost of the property 
or plant or actual worth—to the Committee on Labor. 

y Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of J. A. Axelsson, pastor of the 
Swedish Lutheran church, and others, of Geneva, III., favoring 
the passage of the Shannon bill relating to the age of consent of 
girls in the District of Columbia and the Territories; also petition 
from same, favoring Sunday-traffic law for the District of Colum- 
bia; also petition from C. V. La Fontaine, pastor of the Methodist 
Episcopal church, and others, of Geneva, III., relative to law fixing 
age of consent at not less than 18 years in the District of Columbia; 

o petition of same, relative to Sunday traffic in the District of 
Columbia; also petition of A. F. Westergreen, pastor of Geneva 
III.) Swedish Methodist Episcopal Church, and others, relative to 
unday traffic in the District of Columbia; also petition from same, 
favoring passage of the Shannon bill—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of C. V. La Fontaine and others, of Geneva, III., 
in reference to interstate gambling laws; also petition of A. F. 
Wester; n and others and J. A. Axelsson and others, of the 
same Siac to the same effect—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions of the board of educa- 
tion of Chicago, in favor of placing books for educational institu- 
tions on the list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


_ By Mr. JOY (by request): Petition from the Woman’s Chris- 

tian Temperance Union of St. Louis, Mo., representing 162 mem- 
bers, favoring the p: e of a law prohibiting the transmission 
of lottery and other gambling matters by telegraph or telephone; 
also petition from same, asking that the representations of prize 
fights be prohibited—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. } 
_ Also, petition from same, relative to the passage of a law rais- 
ing the age of protection for girls in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories; also petition from same, favoring a Sabbath law 
for the national capital—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

Also, petition from same, praying for a law to prohibit the sale 
of intoxicants in all Government buildings—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Resolutions of the Arkansas State Board of 
Trade, in reference to duty on cotton—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McINTIRE: Papers to accompany a bill granting in- 
crease of pension to Annie Dulany—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Papers to ee ged House bill No. 2101, for 
the relief of Amos Dyke, of Mason, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of the Arkansas Commercial Con- 
vention, relative to duty on cotton—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of J. C. Skeen and 48 other citi- 
zens of Harrisburg, Pa., members of the Brotherhood of the 
Union of the Continent of America, relative to alien ownership of 
1 and issuance of stocks and bonds—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, petition of George H. Bender and other citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, in regard to rebate of tax on alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Wells & Richardson Compan: 
and 12 other drug firms of Burlington, Vt., in reference to alcoho 
to be used in the arts and medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Paper relating to increase of - 
pension of James A. Ludington, of Fort Wayne, Ind.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: Petition of cigar makers and cigar 
manufacturers of Erie, Pa., in reference to the tariff on tobacco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of John Baird and 24 other citizens 
of Cedarville, Mich., praying for a tax on Canadian cattle that 
will adequately protect the American cattle industry—to the Com- 
mittee on aes and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER (by ee ‘Petition of 2 78 | lithogra- 
phers for protection against foreign competition—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Thomas J. Williams et al., of 
Franklin and Johnson counties, Ark., in favor of a bill for the 
relief of William J. Bristow; also papers to accompany bill for 
woo relief of William J. Bristow—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of William L. Hutt and 20 other 
citizens of Sellersville and Quakertown, Pa., for legislation pre- 
venting aliens from acquiring real estate and establishing trusts 
and issuing bonds in excess of the actual worth of their property; 
also same request from John K. Strong and 34 other citizens of 
Norristown, Pa.; also same request from J. George Ricker and 
84 others, of Perkasie and Benjamin, Pa.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 80, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Tunrm, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will stand approved. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD MORTGAGES, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in further response 
toa resolution of the 19th instant, copies of the records in the 
Union Pacific Railroad 833 * 8 which the Government 

entered an a nce; which, wi e accompanying papers, 
was referred ta tis Gomenteran on Pacific Railroads, 1 ordered. 
to be printed. 
SENATOR FROM OREGON. 


Mr. MCBRIDE. I present a certificate from the governor o 
Oregon amending the credentials of Henry W. Corbett, appoin 
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a Senator from that State. Iask to have the paper read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amended 
credentials. 

The amended credentials were read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 


STATE OF OREGON, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Salem, March 24, 1897. 
It a ring that in acommission dated March 6, 1897, issued by me to Hon. 
Henry W. Corbett, of Portland, Oreg., as Senator for said State, the words 
“to 9 same until the next meeting of the legislature ” should have 
been inserted instead of the words to occupy the same until a successor 
shall have been duly elected.” 
Now, therefore, [, William P. Lord, governor of the State Peaster png do 
now and of this date, for then and of that date, insert in said con 
words “to occupy the same until the next meeting of the legislature,” in- 
stead of the words to occupy the same until a successor shall be duly 
elected: so that this said commission shall read as follows: 
“STATE OF OREGON, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Salem, March 6, 1897. 
_“The governor of the State of Oregon, to Henry W. Corbett, of the city of 
Portland and State of Oregon. 
“Whereas on the 4th day of March, 1897, the seat of the Hon. John H. 
Mitchell, one of the Senators of the United States from the State of Oregon, 
è vacant by reason of the expiration of his term of office; and 
* Whereas there has been nosession of the l lature of this State at which 
such vacancy could be filled by the election of a Senator to succeed the said 
John H. Mitchell; and 
* Whereas it is of vital ee oa to the interests of the State and nation 
Now. therefore, be it known that, 3 special trust and confidence in 
— ty, and fidelity of N Corbett. a citizen of the city 
tate of Oregon, I. William P. Lord, governor of the State of 
Oregon, do, in the name and y the 5 the said State, by these pres- 
ents, appoint and commission him, the said Henry W. Corbett, to be a United 
States Senator to fill the place made vacant by the expiration of the term of 
e said John H. Mitchell, and to occupy the same until the next meeting of 


e legislature. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my name and caused the seal of 
the State to be affixed, at the city of Salem, on the 6th day of March, 1897. 
“WM. P. LORD, Governor. 
“By the governor: 


H. R. KINCAID, Secretary of State.“ 
[Great seal of the State of Oregon.] 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my name and caused the seal of 
the State to be affixed, at the city of Salem, on this the 4th re March, 1897. 
WM. P. LORD, Governor. 
By the governor: 
LsnAL.] H. R. KINCAID, Secretary of State. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Lippincott Glass Com- 
pany, of Aleria: Ind., praying that carbonate of potash be 
laced on the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred 
3 the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of the officers, professors, and stu- 
dentsof the seminary and college of St. Meinrad, St. Meinrad, Ind., 
on 


praying that books, engravings, photographs, etc., be placed 
the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of William E. Jillson, presi- 
dent of the Nebraska Library Association, University of Nebraska, 
Lincoln, Nebr., praying that books, pamphlets, etc., be placed on 
the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition that was adopted at a 
large and representative meeting of the good citizenship forces of 
the District of Columbia, held at the First Congregational Church, 
in the city of Washington, Sunday afternoon, March 21, 1897, 
praying for the age of the bill now 2 to forbid the sale 
of intoxicating beverages in all Government buildings. I move 
thatthe petition be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, which has charge of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
the Black Hills of South Dakota, praying that a duty of at least 
$5 per ton be imposed on all foreign fuller’s earth imported into 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a penton of sundry lumber manu- 
facturers of Chippewa Valley, Wisconsin, praying for the imposi- 
tion of a duty upon imported lumber; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of the owners, manu- 
facturers, and workmen of the Cumberland Steel and Tin Plate 
Company, of Cumberland, Md., praying for a repeal of the draw- 
back clause in the tin-plate schedule of the existing tariff law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Epworth League of the Bal- 
timore (Md.) Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, rep- 
resenting 1,500 members, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Government build- 
ings; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

He also presented a petition of the Epworth League of the Bal- 
timore (Md.) Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, rep- 
5 1,500 members, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of 


pictures and descriptions of prize fights; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the Epworth League of the Bal- 


timore (Md.) Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, rep- 
resenting 1,500 members, parng for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the interstate transmission of gambling matter by tele- 
graph; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. MANTLE. I present a petition of the State board of shee 
commissioners of Montana, relative to the tariff on wool, whic 
I ask may be read, as there is a great deal of interest manifested in 
this e subject in connection with the consideration of the 


There being no objection, the petition was read, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, as follows: 
STATE OF MONTANA, BOARD OF SHEEP COMMISSIONERS, 
Helena, March 23, 1897. 
Resolution adopted in regular meeting this day. 


Resolved, That the board of sheep commissioners of the State of Montana, 
ee. it to be compatible with its duty as defined by law, and in the inter- 
ests of the sheep industry of the State of Montana, most heartily indorses 
the resolutions adopted by the Montana Wool Growers’ Association in its 
meeting February 15 last. This board urges upon the representatives of the 
State in Congress to take a definite stand that unless the woolgrowers of the 
United States receive that which was promised in the national Republican 
platform of 1896, namely, the most ample protection for wool,” the policy 
of protection can not long be maintained. Referring more particularly to 
ad valorem duties, which can be evaded by misrepresentations and perjury, 
also to the skirting and sorting clause, both provisions permitting the im- 
portation of all classes of wool without Les facies of adequate duty, this board 
ae; ar that wool imports be designated under as few classes as possible, 
with such specific duty on each class as will afford real protection. 

THe BOARD OF SHEEP COMMISSIONERS. 
By T. C. POWER. 


President, 
BARNARD BROWN, Secretary. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the First Baptist Church of Jacksonville, III., prayin; 
for the enactment of legislation to further protect the first day o 
the week as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the First Baptist Church of Jacksonville, III., praying for the 
appointment of an impartial, nonpartisan industrial commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a 1 5 of the Christian Endeavor paren 
of the First Baptist Church of Jacksonville, III., praying for thi 
enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the First Baptist Church of Jacksonville, III., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to raise the age of AERAR S to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MURPHY presented the petitions of L. Van Dusen and 
160 other citizens of bea of C. S. Graham and 122 other 
citizens of Buffalo; of R. B. Boyse and 330 other citizens of 
Albany; of Charles S. Hall and 60 other citizens of New York 
City; of Daniel Frohman and 9 other citizens of New York City, 
and of George L. Perry and sundry other citizens of New York, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the passage of the anti- 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 995) for the relief of Searge Anderson, 
of the State of Nebraska, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 27) for the relief of Isaac Marsh, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 380) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasu 
to settle the mutual account between the United States and the 
State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary 
under the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 629) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims in the 
case of The Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South 
against The Uni States, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1310) making an appropriation for the benefit of the estate 
of William Moss, sae reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill $: 438) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. 
Roberts, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wasreferred the bill 
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> 433) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence 

. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal Ly marae peo 

of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased, re- 

ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ROACH introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

1 A bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Phil - 
an 
ar bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Ransom S. 
Angell, late private of Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin 
avalry. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2 granting a pension 
to Adolphine Krez, widow of Conrad Krez, late colonel Twenty- 
seventh Wisconsin Infantry and brevet brigadier-general of vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 

y read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


ensions: 
ee (S. 1468) granting an increase of pension to Hugh L. 


A bill (S. 1469) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma L. Kimble; and 

Ea he (8. Syed) . an N of pension to Isaac H. 
ws (with accompanying s). 

Mr. AY introduced a Fill 48. 1471) for the benefit of Wil- 
liam Neikirk, K. F. Leslie, and F. T. Booze; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1472) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Bettie Hord Brown; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 

read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


ons: 
bili (S. 1473) granting a pension to Oscar A. Palmer; 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1491) for the relief of 
Col, Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States 
Volunteers; which was twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1492) providing for 
the selection of the lands within Fort Pembina Military Reserva- 
tion, N. Dak., by the State of North Dakota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1493) for the relief of C. A. Bjorn- 
stad; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1494) for the relief of the Cut Head 
Sioux Indians at Fort Totten, N. Dak.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1495) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Anton Ernst; which was 
3 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1496) for the relief of Daniel T. 
Wathen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1497) for the relief of John J. Ship- 
man for work done and materials furnished and accepted for the 
District of Columbia and not paid for; which was read twice by 
1 Sr and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1498) for the relief of George 
M. Smith, late acting third assistant engineer, United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1499) to correct the military 
record of John J. McCullough; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1500) to pension George E. Dilling- 


A ham for total disability; which was read twice by its title, and, 

A bill (S. 1474) granting a pansion 8 e Pores; 8 ya the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
$ gran . Parkhurst; : 

P pill 8. 1470 — 8 se ps to Loans M. Rice, widow of |. Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 1501) for the relief of Joel 

vt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Ri ; an S. Shropshire, of Butte City, Mont.; which was read twice by its 

A bill (S. 1477) granting a pension to Joseph Porter. title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 1478) for the relief of . Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S, 1502) for the relief of C. S. 


Lobdell, of Parkersburg, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1503) for the relief of John Zimmerman, of Madison 
County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 1504) for the relief of Sarah McClay, administratrix 
of Robert McClay, deceased, late of Davidson County, Tenn.; and 

5 5 (S. 1505) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Bvt. 
Lieut. Col. Charles C. Cresson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the ittee 
on T Affairs. 

Mr. T. (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1507) to au- 
thorize the improvement of certain waterways of the United 
States upon the plan of No Success, No Pay;” which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
2 Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
carbs to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rin 
P Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposod 
by him to the general . bill; which was 
sei ding to the Committee on t udiciary, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
z Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
poseđ by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
Was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY RIGGLES. 
On motion of Mr. PROCTOR, it was 


S of ih} Sonate her petition and papers tied af tho second session of the 


James and Emma S. Cameron for occupation and damages to 

perty and for fuel taken and used by the United States Army 
ak ae the war; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1479) to amend an act entitled An 
act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
say read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

nsions: 

A bill (S 1480) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


er; an 
Pir (S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to Gen. Halbert 
ne. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced the phones Era; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
‘on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1482) granting a pension to John Stanage; and 

A bill (S. 1483 5 a pension to Henry Murray. 

Mr, PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1484) for the relief of 
Daniel Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. eal 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 1485 5 

enry Shaw, o 


ashingto: 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 1486) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs, Rebecca Lewis; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: s RAT 

A bill (S. 1487) for the protection of fish in the District of Co- 
lumbia; for the maintenance of a permanent spawning ground in 
the Potomac River, in said District, and for other purposes, and 

A bill (S. 1488) for the preservation of game, and for the preven- 
tion of its sale during certain closed seasons. l 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1489) for the relief of the 
Selma and Meridian Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill 55 1490) to Le one township of 
land for the use of the State College at Florence, i 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. s 
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LETTERS FROM MAXIMO GOMEZ. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have a resolution that I wish to lay before 
the Senate. After it is presented, I will yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who, I ‘understand, wishes to make a 

ech upon the resoluti ion offered by him yesterday. I ask that 
the resolution I submit may be read. 

The resolution was read. as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is requested to inform the Senate, if in his 
opinion 5 is =x inconsistent with the a nar interests, whether let have 
been received by the present or the former Chief Executive of the United 
States from Maximo ez, the comman general of the ins onary 
forces in Cuba, of the following tenor and effect, viz: 


In THE FIELD, NEAR SANoTI ESPIRITU, 


March 1, 1897. 
The Hon. WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
President of the United States of America. 

Sin: General Weyler has arrived in this district of Sancti Espiritu with a 
numerous army. e comes not to W hears nor to expose his strength to the 
forces with which Idefend these a sanguinary and cruel general, 
who will avoid combats and . crime “and 8 everywhere. He 
ome to murder the peasants in the field. the children, and to drive 

rsecuted and outra; women to Seg woods, Nearing. — era homes to 

pei burned; t their hearths violated, and their gurdens destroyed. This is how 
General Weyler = tapes Sancti Espiritu or wherever he may be. Then he 
uthorizes those who ask him for bread for their children and alleviation for 
their rag to go out into the country and tosteal and destroy whatever 


they ma 
With te permit me to sen zand gona copy of a letter which I had the honor 
to send your predecessor in Grover Cleveland. It is the ho 
3 that induces me to take up my pen 
trouble you. 


Mr. GROVER CLEVELAN 
President of the United States. 


Sin: cb gtd a DS MDO ONILE torn beet Ree agai as ee 


Sanotr ESPIRITU, February 9, 1897. 


unutterable to raise his voice to the supreme chief of a people free, 
cultivated, and — 5 
Do not, Ï beg ard this action as an inopportune act of officialism. You 
88 authori it when yon conceded to mea place in your last mes- 


mo) ied bag — not regard it as arequest for intervention in our 
1 We beg you n thrown ourselves in ints to this war, confident in our 
The wisdom of the apn Doone should alone decide what 


course of action you should tak 
I will not spea ‘of the Cubans in arma No; I raise my 8 
name of Americans, vic atte 7 5 I raise tin the 
nro weakness and of arate td ness of the ele- 


T Real gar es of nunana and the eternal ne of 
— . vs ot the nineteenth century, at the 
TA there of te great mation y . the ont Biter a 
there den uro; e 
—— forth : e o horrors of 3 Middle ae ga j 2 5 — 
Our struggle wi an aspect very o that humani 
—— I wish to call your 


of which you are so noble an exemplar, and to this 
at wer dott attention. 

Look through the world, and you will see how AT poopie: —— the ont Speman 
exception of fhe Americans, contemplate with 
‘mental platonism, the war which —.— red the beautiful fields of fertile 
‘Cuba, as if it were a thing foreign to their interests and to those of modern 
— ee it were not a crime to forget in this manner the duties of social 

erh 

But you know it is not Cuba alone; itis America; itis all 
S Spain's horrible barbarity. 

Well it is tthe Spanish le with dı tate, aad teak They aoe 
ashamed to explain the methods y employ this war. But we know 
‘them and we expected them. 

it all as a fresh sacrifice on the altar of Cuban independence. 

cal that such should be the conduct of the nation that expelled the 
the Moors; that instituted and built up the = Inquisition; 

established the tribunals of blood in the Netherlands; tha’ annihilated 
Indians and ex ted the first settlers of Cuba; Ne 
usands of her 3 in the wars of South American independence, and 
> soba ser bac E in the last war in Cuba. 

a e 


t is natural should proceed thus who, dint of supersti- 
tious and fanatical edu and through the vicissitudes raped of its social and 
— e have fallen into a sort of m thela deterioration which tae 

it to fall back whole centuries on. er of civilization. 


It is not stran; 


spines es wounded, t to fatal all who are able to impede its 
Spaniards 


on war Hod the way that the 
ed on warfare. 


ost peaceful and most noble: nor at women, e ess; nor at 
e n, overw. of ‘ensive To —5 u 
Areg e ruin murder, constant 


un and eruel; ah. sir, 

The pen falls from my hand when I think of. of it, ‘anà I dab at times 
taehae — — in 6 with m; my eyes atime ith tears, so man 
hearts o so many women sacrifi so many — — cruelly 
useless! vd ved by the Spanish columns. 

panish, unable to exercise acts of sovereignty over the interior of 
have forced the peasants to concentrate in where it is 

will force them to serve in the 5 vernment which 
‘orced toa 


t these 
sacrifice 


— the slow but complete exte: 
Americans? No, you have declared that they can ‘not 
barity ought not to be permitted nor irna W 


tive you Bare 47 in . Te he killing of E ——.—— 


‘elt ene 
Knowing energy; to-day frankly and a to you, and declare that 
Ican not completely prevent the acts ally pppoal that T d deplore. 


st the families of Cubans who join us, and 


It does not suffice that Torops 
that ay troops, following the example of civilization, and put at 
te Ii y 8 of me cure and restore the enemy's woun 
8 mat the Spaniards are amenable to 
asion that 75 not up by foree. 
Ah, sir, the vicissitudes of this oe stru 1 75 haye caused much pain to the 


ferent to them. 

Say to the 8 rds that they may struggle with us and treat us as they 
please, but that they must respect the ic population; that they must not 
outrage women DOR butcher innocent dren. 
beautiful 5 for such action. — the sadly 

Balmaceda, 


Imitate the high example that I have indicated above. Your conduct, fur- 
thermore, be based solidly on the Monroe doctrine, for this can not refer 
only to usurpation of American territories, and not to the defense of the 
ener of America nst Euro ambitions. It can not mean to neo 
erican san e * — ve its pless dwellers exposed to the cruel! 
8 European power. It must extend to the defense . 
the principles vai animate modern civilization and form an integral part 
eour ecco of the American people. 
Crown your honorable of 8 te a noble act of Chris- 
tian charity. Say to Spain that murder must stop, that cruelty must cease, 
and put the stamp of your Tree on what you say. Thousands of hearts 
will call down eternal edictions on your memory, and God, the supremely 
will see in it the most meritorious work of your entire life. 
Iam your humble servant, 
M. GOMEZ. 


2. And the President is, in like manner, further ested to inform the 
Senate whether there is any and what evidence in the Executive Spates 
ments which shows that the persons or pro rty of citinonsot the Unkel 8 
have suffered such abuses as are stated in the foregoing wey cr which are 

alleged in the public prints to have been written by Maximo ez, or any 
other wrongs and abuses inflicted upon them by either of the peli rent 
ies in Cuba that could have been avoided by a due consideration for our 
—.—.— rights or our rights under the laws of nations or the due to 


1 An the President, in like ios tn Guba ba requested to inform the Sen- 


ate whether © Spanish authorities in have refused to permit the 
consul of the United States at Sagua rande to communicate with our 
consul-general at Habana by the use of cipher tches over the telegra; 
lines, and whether any protest has been mad such interruptions. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be 


inted. 
Mr. HOAR. Does the Chair mean by “lie over” that it will go 
over until to-morrow? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over until to- 


morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to suggest, if the Senator from 

Nebraska will pardon me, that thei resolution should be so far 

amended as to include all letters from Gomez, and not merely the 
ular letters described. There may be others. 


partic 
Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to calling for all letters. 
UNLAWFUL RESTRAINTS AND MONOPOLIES. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution, and ask that it may 
be to. It will take only a second. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
aniona, That there be grag for the use of the ows 500 additional 


copies of Senate Document No. 12, first. session fifth Congress, bei 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of ta 
Uuited States vs. The Association, with the dissent- 


Freight 
ing opena of Justice White; said copies to be delivered to the Senate docu- 
ment room. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I caught the reading of the resolution 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is simply to print 500 additional copies of 
the decision for the use of the Senate. Under the former order we 
gett two s each, which do not amount to anything. 

LOM. i merely wanted to find out what is proposed. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MRS. DAISEY JOHNSON. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate 

Resolved, That the Secretary E de, mid hers authorized 


and directed et ge keg Bad the i appro Hg coor ere tems of the 
— funi the Se: Daisey 5 widow halted the late 


omas R. Johnson, OA, a — — and acting under the 
Architect of the Capii Capitol, the sum of SE AOE ASUDE — ne aaa — po nl 
salary as such laborer and acting wa’ and including 
allowances. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A from the House of 


e eee by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNNd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the joint resolution (S. R. 31) making an re fam erg of $250,000 
to be immediately available ‘roe the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
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River, and to deduct said sum from the appropriation for the Mis- 
sissippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, contained in the act ‘‘making appropriation for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of ER. public works, 
and other purposes,” which became a law on June 3, 1896, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
CONSTITUTIONAL RESTRIOTION OF TARIFF TAXES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the resolution submitted by me yes- 
terday be laid before the Senate. 

E The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
on. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the United States is not possessed of constitutional power 
to im tariff taxes on articles of daily consumption by the pegs ‘or the 
orpoa and avowed purpose of increasing the private fortunes 
of its citizens at the expense of the masses. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the tariff, though not a new, is a 
very interesting subject, and will continue to excite discussion 
in certain quarters, owing to its being an entirely selfish ques- 
tion, until by common consent of the American people, and in 
the interest of all, it shall be taken from the arena of partisan 

olitics and settled on a just, permanent, and scientific basis. 
But I do not expect to live to see the day when it will go out of 

arty politics entirely; for as long as designing men, whose chief 
be is to dominate the financial affairs of the nation, enrich 
themselves and build up colossal private fortunes at the public 
expense, can keep this issue in politics to vex the people at each 
recurring election and induce them to believe it the chief ques- 
tion to be settled by the American people, to provoke a division 
of public sentiment, and keep themselves in power, they will do 
so. No person can read the history of our country without being 
thoroughly convinced that a tariff for a distinctively protective 

e Was foreign to the thoughts of our ancestors. Nothing 
fha was said preceding or during the formation of the Constitu- 
tion can lead in any degree to the belief that our fathers had the 
purpose in framing that instrument of conferring on the Gov- 
ernment the power to tax persons and property for any other pur- 

than its maintenance, the promotion of the general welfare, 
and the payment of such debts as might be incurred and were 
necessarily incidental to the operation of the Government. è 

Not until long after our national existence did anyone 
advance the thought that it was within the constitutional power 
of the Government to impose taxes on articles of consumption for 

distinctively protective purpose ; that is, for the purpose of sus- 
8 one industry or one individual at the expense of another 
industry or another individual, or at the expense of the entire 
community. And this was perfectly natural, for the ot bod 
of our population was then situated between the Atlantic ebe 
on one — and the Alleghany Mountains on the other; and the 
wildest dreamer had not supposes it possible that we would reach 
our present gigantic national proportions. There was no marked 
difference in our population, or in the formation or character of 
the territory occupied by them. There was nothing that fore- 
shadowed in any degree the necessity for any considerable diver- 
sity in the occupations of the American people. The necessity of 
making provision for a heterogeneous population scattered over a 
zone of continental proportions, 8 different habits, differ - 
ent thoughts, different hopes, different purposes and different 
aspirations, occupying vast States, 5 in soil and productions, 
with different means of transportation, did not occur to our 
fathers; and it was not at all strange that in laying the founda- 

tion of the Government, the subject of levying taxes, national in 
their character, on articles of consumption, to build up particu- 
lar branches of industry at the common expense, did not present 
itself to the framers of the Constitution. 

It should be remembered that the idea then dominant was that 
the States had fully reserved to themselves the control of their 
industrial policies. It had not appeared that the time would come 
when it would be necessary, or even desirable, for the nation, 
2 a distinct political 1 R exercise general control over the 

dustrial interests of 72,000,000 people scattered from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific ocean. This great truth is emphasized and 
placed beyond question when we remember that at the time of 
which I am speaking, manufacturing had not been developed in 
this country to any considerable extent, nor had the subject un- 
dergone serious discussion; but the people were engaged in agri- 
culture and commerce, occupations fruitful of gain to them, 
yielding plenty and bringing contentment to every individual. It 
was reserved for the period extending from 1808 to 1815, and coy- 
ered by the embargo and nonintercourse acts, and the second 
war with Great Britain, when necessity, the ever prolific mother 
of invention, forced the peuple into manufacturingin a small way 
and on a rude scale, to develop the idea of creating a distinctively 
American system of manufactures, aided and encouraged by na- 
tional taxation. 


one 


Mr. President, at the time of which I speak New England influ, 
ences dominated the councils of the nation. New Englan 
thought, in religion, in politics, in commerce, in navigation, in 
letters, and in general education, prevailed everywhere, and in 
a very large measure shaped the national policy in many im- 
portant respects, and New England, until 1824, had stood fore - 
most as the uncompromising champion of unrestricted commerce 
and agriculture. At the last-named period she changed front 
and her influence was wielded thenceforth for the establishment 
of a high protective tariff. Mr. Webster, her greatest orator, 
and in many respects her greatest statesman, had spoken elo- 
quently and with much effect in Congress of the beauties of frea 
trade and unhampered commerce, combating in a masterly man- 
ner the eee and ingenious arguments of Mr. Clay of Kens 
2 He declared with strong emphasis that a protective 
tariff was foreign to the Constitution and inimical to the tru 
policy of an enlightened and just people. He had shown, with 
reasoning that could not be successfully controverted, and tha 
stands to-day unanswered, that a policy of restricted commerce 
meant no less than confiscation of the property of the man 
for the benefit of the few, and the building up of imme 
monopolies to menace the e and 2 of the country 
and the perpetuity of the Union. In the meantime, however, 
the manufacturing interests, which had received a tremendous 
impetus by reason of the peculiar circumstances and events I have 
enumerated, had grown to such strength that in 1816 the advo- 
cates of eign tariff were enabled to procure the passage of the 
revised tariff act of that year, increasing the average percentage 
of duties from 5 to 20 cent, and by 1824 this interest in Ne 
England obtained such control of the political affairs of tha 
section of the country as to induce politicians who desired to 
remain in political life and obtain preferment to seek its assist- 
ance and become its advocates. And thus we witness the singular 
and humiliating spectacle of Daniel Webster suddenly chang- 


ing his opinion on this important Constitutional question and 
thundering denunciation against all who advocated a tariff for 
revenue. om thence began the real battle on the tariff. It was 


asserted on one hand that it was perfectly competent for Con 
under the Constitution to 1 taxes for the chief purpose of 
building up manufacturing industries at the pana expense, an 
on the other that the pny grant of ponor to Congress on the sub- 
ject of taxation was y met and exhausted by the raising of 
revenue to discharge the expenses and obligations of the Governs 
ment economically administered. For years the battle was wa, 
with unabated fury, and the question is no nearer permanent 
settlement now than it was in 1824, when Mr. Webster and hig 
followers deserted the standard of commercial and agricultural 
sp ragged and rallied to the cause of high protection. 
President, before proceeding to discuss the question of the 
power of Congress, under the Constitution, to im taxes, per- 
mit me to consider the nature and purpose of the Federal Consti- 
tution. It must not be forgotten that ours is an exact or writ 
Constitution, and in this t it is anomalous in the history o 
civil governments. The English constitution, so called, is an 
inexact or unwritten constitution, into the composition o which 
enters largely, if not wholly, traditions, local charters, exhausted 
statutes and customs, and it is constantly shifting with public 
sentiment like the sands of an uncertain watercourse. Our Con- 
stitution, on the contrary, is made of concession from free and in- 
dependent States that existed before the General Government 
brought into being. The original thirteen States carved ie. 
their political e ce, as in 1 5 5 political entities, certain 
owers, which, by the Constitut on, are conferred on the General 
overnment, an sed inten ana can exercise such powers, andsuch 
only, as are exp y granted by the Constitution, or as are neces- 
sarily implied from grants expressly made, and those the Sta 
are prohibited from exercising. The Constitution of the Uni 
States is a grant and not a limitation, while the constitution of 
State is a limitation on an otherwise unrestricted and unlimited 
power, and is in no sense a grant of power. What, then, is the 
scope of the taxing power under the Federal Constitution? In 
considering this question, the following provisions of that instru- 
ment must be examined: 
ticle I, section 8, paragraph 1: The Congress shall have er to 
‘sulle toss “dation, im * and excises, to pay the debte and ro 


tor the common defense an neral welfare of the United States; but 
uties, im and excises s. be uniform throughout the United States. 
Article I, section 7, W 1: All bills for raising revenue shall origi- 
nate in the House of Representatives; but the Senate may propose or concur 
th amendments as on other bills. 
Article I, section 9, 5 — 4: Nocapitation, or other direct, tax shall 
laid, unless in proportion e census or enumeration hereinbefore direc 


8 10, paragraph 3: No State shall, without the consent of 
Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, etc. 

Article I, section 8, paragraph 1, deals exclusively with indirect 
taxation and has reference toa tax that has been constantly le j 
for a century. There has never been a time in the last huni 
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years when the taxes authorized by this provision were not 
imposed. 
Article I, section 7, paragraph 1, deals with the manner of rais- 
ing revenue, requiring that bills for that purpose shall origi- 
nate in the House of Representatives, the body standing most 
closely, as is popularly supposed, to the le and directly 
nswerable to them for its exercise. But it eclared that the 
nate may pro or concur in amendments, as on other bills, 
thus giving to this body considerable power in determining the 
financial policy of the nation. 

Article I, section 9, paragraph 4, deals exclusively with direct 
taxation and provides that no capitation or other direct tax shall 
be laid unless in proportion to the census or enumeration directed 
to be taken. The Constitution distinctly provides for two systems 
of taxation, the indirect system of the tariff tax and the capita- 
tion or other direct tax, and it may be observed in passing that a 
tariff tax can be laid directly by act of Congress on articles of 
consumption and use, while the capitation or direct tax must be 
apportioned to the States pursuant to the requirements of Article 
I, section 9, paragraph 4, of the Constitution. Either or both of 
these systems can be enforced by Congress. The policy of the 
Government in times of peace has been to resort to the indirect 
or tariff tax, not because a direct tax is not an equitable and just 
means of raising revenue, but because the manufacturers and 
manufacturing interests have dominated the legislation of Con- 
gress and have procured the passage of such measures as a means 
of protecting their industries and canting on the weak and defense- 
less people the burden of maintaining the Government. 

Sir, the Constitution is the foundation of the Government and 
the primary source of all piua power that can be rightfully 
exercised by those intrusted with the duty of conducting the 
affairs of the nation. It is the supreme will of the people, and 
the supreme law of the land, to which all other laws must bow in 
submission. A statute or treaty in any manner trenching on or 
violative of the provisions of the Constitution would be null and 
void. The intention of the people as expressed in the Constitution 
is supreme and must be obeyed until it is amended or abrogated. 

The purpose of all true interpretation is to ascertain the inten- 
tion of the lawmaking power, and that being done, it is the du 
of those charged with its exercise to carry it into effect in 
faith, regardless of whether it meets their ideas of propriety or 
not. A Constitution whose purpose is plain, and whose language 
is clear, should be enforced as it reads. If it is doubtful in any of 
its provisions, we are at liberty, and should, resort to contem 
raneous history to enable us to determine the will of the people. 
Every word must be given its proper meaning as understood by 
those who framed and adopted it, and every provision bearing on 
a subject must be considered. 

The question we have to deal with in ascertaining the extent of 
the taxing power of the United States, under the Constitution, is 
this: What is the full measure of Congressional authority as re- 
spects the subject of taxation? No oné who reads the provisions 
I have quoted can escape the thought that it was the intention 
of the people to guard with great care the exercise of this tre- 
mendousand far-reaching power. The people had been the victims 
of a system of unrestrained and ous taxation as colonists 
under English rule, and it is but natural that they should guard 
with care the exercise of such a high and far-reaching sovereign 

wer. They knew by bitter e ience that while the power of 
tion was strictly essential to the maintenance of a government, 

it was liable also to very burdensome abuse in the hands of reck- 
less agents, and to become an engine of oppression, inequality, and 
injustice. It was well understood that taxes, imposts, and excises 
were different forms of expressing the same thing. It was un- 
derstood that within the definition of the word “taxes,” duties, 
imposts, and excises were included; each expressing a different 
form of taxation. Iquite agree with those who claim that a forced 
or strained construction should not be placed on the fundamental 
law. The language should always be construed with reference to 
the great and comprehensive purposes of the Government and to 
the fact that the Constitution forms an indissoluble bond of union. 

When construing this instrument, it should be held, in line with 
the best opinions of our courts and statesmen that a. power not 
expressed or necessarily implied from one granted and essential to 
its execution in some respect, does not exist. It should not be 
thought that the framers of the Constitution intended that the 
Government should fail from lack of power to preserve itself 
by the imposition of n taxes. It should be held that the 
fathers of the Republic intended that the Union should be perma- 
nent, possessing and exercising every essential power to its main- 
tenance. Reasonable liberality, therefore, in the construction of 
es Constitution must be admitted, but it must not be carried to 

e extent of holding that there is no check on the power of taxa- 
tion. If it had been the intention of those who formed the Gov- 
ernment that this power should be unchecked, except at the will 
or whim of Congress, no restraint would have been p. on Con- 
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ess or found lodgmentin the fundamental law. I think it may 

e laid down as a safe rule that a liberal construction should be 
given to every provision of the Constitution in the practical opera- 
tions of the Government, but when the limit of liberality is reached 
no department should be permitted to invade or trespass in the 
ste, nace se by the plea of necessity for greater or more enlarged 
powers. Tooliberal as well as too narrow construction should be 
avoided, and the safe, middle course intended by the framers of the 
Constitution should be adopted and pursued with religious fidelity. 
We should return to the time when the instrument was framed, 
= — upon it as did the men who laid the foundations of the 

ublic. 

ose familiar with onr national history will recall that the 
people looked with some degree of suspicion on the formation 
of a national Constitution, and intended to reserve to themselves 
all powt not expressly, or by necessary implication, conferred 
on the General Government; and thus we find that shortly after 
its adoption the question of the reseryed powers of the people 
formed the subject of animated discussion in Congress, among the 
people, and in the public press of the day, and so important did it 

‘ome, that on the 25th of September, 1789, the tenth amendment, 
providing— 
that the powers not pay bee to the United States 

3 by it to the States, are reserved to the S 

e peop. 
was adopted, conclusively showing the pur of the people to 
reserve to themselves all power not 8 the Constitution 
and not essential to the maintenance of the Federal Union. 

The power of taxation is a sovereign power, and in a Govern- 
ment like ours it is the chief power, use we can not conceive 
of a civil Government existing for any length of time without thé 
right to levy taxes to sustain it. The Government must be pro- 
vided with a large retinue of officers, an army and navy, an 
the paraphernalia necessary and incident to its maintenance, an 
all these must be sustained by revenue derived by taxation. Tax- 
ation is a power that knows no limit save the necessities of the 
Government. Let it be epi that the Government may tax 
for a given purpose, and this power becomes limited alone by its 
necessities in that respect. e power to tax carries with it the 
power to destroy. It is a delicate power, therefore, and the fires 
thought that presents itself to the mind is whether the framers o 
the Constitution left it entirely unchecked and unguarded, or 
whether the Government can declare a purpose which is in no 
sense a public purpose a fit subject to receive the benefit of taxa- 
tion. By Article I, section 8, e 1, it is declared that 
„Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States.” 

It is well settled that the power to impose taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises is limited by the p which is expressed in the 
same paragraph; that is, to the payment of the debts and providi 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United Sta 
If a given tax is not imposed for one of these purposes it is uncon- 
stitutional; it would be the confiscation of the property of one citi- 
zen for the benefit of another, and could not be sustained in law or 
casuistry. The p of taxation must be a public purpose; tt 
must have some reference to discharging the debts of the nation 
or providing for the common defense or the general welfare. Ifit 
does not, the tax can not be imposed. What is meant by the pay- 
ment of the debts and the common defense is clearly ynders A 
it is the payment of those debts incurred in the administration of 
the Government; the building of fortifications, the raising of 
armies and navies, and equipping them to topel enemies from 
without and within; in fact, securing the absolute safety of the 
Government from ali encroachments y foreign powers or insur- 
5 organizations within the States. at is meant, how- 
ever, by the general welfare of the United States is not so well un- 
derstood, and under this clause many have claimed that it was 
within the power of the Government to impose taxes, to encourage, 
sustain, and promote all things, however remotely connected with 
the Government, that in any manner contributed to the upbuild- 
ing and enlightenment of society. 

t is very evident that the power to levy taxes must be limited 
to the revenue line, or that it is entirely without limitation. It 
seems to me to be preposterous that our ancestors, who designed 
that all might proper alike, should be so careful in hedging about 
the rights of the people by the Constitution with so many minor 
provisions, and leave this unchecked sovereign power to Congress— 
the power to tax without limit, except such as the fairness of that 
body alone might dictate. I prefer to believe, however much it 
may conflict with the opinions of others, that the Constitution 
carefully guards the power of taxation by 8 thepurposes 
for which taxes may be levied. I can not and do not believe the 
framers of that instrument ever contemplated that Congress should 
have unchecked power, either by direct or indirect taxation, or in 
any other form, or under any guise, to take the property of one 
citizen without compensation and transferit to another, If it be 
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not true that the Congress 
wer of taring ‘or revenue, then we have the anomalous fact 
y 


wer of is limited in this grant to the 
t Congress, by a s; of exactions called taxes, having no 
reference to any public pi and confessedly designed for the 
motion of the few, can er by legislation the err of 
the people into the hands of individuals and use the Cons tution 
3 prosperity E 

e an of the people and the very nce 
of the Government itself. 

It is useless to pursue the argument further, for it is apparent 
to 5 mind hose byd power to tax f Resa to 
a strictly public purpose—that is, e purpose of r: rev- 
enue to conduct the Government—or thatit is a limitless and tyr- 
annous power which may be used by an aomas corrupt, or un- 
alone Congress to crush out the ple and build up the for- 

es of the few without any r y or redress on the part of 
those upon whom such burdens may be imposed. Sir, I am fully 
aware of the fact that in taking this position I confront the opin- 
ions of illustrious men, but the duty is imposed on me of casting 
my vote strictly in nce with what I believe to be the true 
interpretation of the Constitution and to promote public benefit; 
and however desirable it may be, and is, to be in accord with emi- 


nent gentlemen who have given an opinion on this subject, I do 
to sacrifice my convictions of right and | gress 


not believe I am required 
the purposes of the Constitution to their judgment. But, Mr. 
3 e tng aas = = hess RE have not r = the 
w ngress e right to tax the property of the man; 
or the benefit of the few. X 
Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator right in the line of 
$e ar ent which he is pursuing in to the general-wel- 
e clause of the Constitution to ask whether he does not 
8 that the right to levy taxes, imposts, and excises, and 
provide for the common defense and general welfare does not 
8 mean to provide for that portion of the general wel- 
are Which by the Constitution is committed to the keeping and 
care of the General Government? 
Mr. ALLEN. I think so; and I think that must be an inevita- 
bly correct conclusion from the fact that our Constitution is a 


grant of 2 
Mr. GRAY. In other words, that view limits the universality 
of the general-welfare clause? 
srg ALLEN. Yes; I do not think there is any doubt about 
t. 


Mr. President, illustrious names are to be found throughout our 
entire national history upon the other side of the question. Strange 
as it may seem to intelligent American citizens, those who have 
given these different opinions have, in every instance, done so 
pany in accordance with the prevailing sentiment and financial 
8 of the locality or section of the country in which they have 

It must not be understood from what I say that I hold to the doc- 
trine that Congress can not, and should not, in the passage of a 
tariff bill, consider the subject of protecting American industries so 
far as may seem needful and proper; but it must be done as inci- 
dent to raising revenue. Iam fully supported in my views by 
declaration of both the Democratic and Republican parties. In 
1860 the platform of the blican party, on which Mr. Lincoln 
was elected, contained the following plank: 


rt of the General Government 
such an ustment of these 


In 1884 the platform of the Democratic ty, on which Mr. 
Cleveland was elected to the Presidency, as follows: 
Necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected without depri 
American labor of the ability to compete success? with foreign labor, an 
without im: lower rates of duty than will be able to cover 8 
cost of production which may exist in consequence of a higher rate of w: 


rev: in this country. Suficient revenues to ae expenses of the 

‘ederal Civernment administered economically, in . — pensions, inter- 
est and principal of the public debt, can be got under our t system of 
taxation from custom-house taxes on fewer imported articles, bearing heavi- 
est on articles of luxury, and bearing lightest on articles of necessity. 

Mr. President, I can stand on both of these planks and be con- 
sistent, The Republican party came into power for the first time in 
its history on the platform from which the first quotation is made. 
The doctrine as there expressly declared is that protection in the 
levying of tariffs is incidental to the raising of revenue. That 
was the original position of the Republican party, and the dis- 
tinctively protective sentiment has been gaining ground from 
that time. It is now boldly declared by leading 8 
that protection is the object, and revenue the incident, of levy- 
ing tariffs, and it is this pernicious doctrine wholly unwarranted 
by the Constitution or anything in the history of our Govern- 
ment that I combat. The Democratic returned to power 
after an absence of twenty-four years in 1884, under the platform 


from which I have made the second extract. These planks mean 
substantially the same thing. Each recognizes the doctrine that 
on the subject of taxation wer of the Government is limited 
to the raising of revenue to ge the obligations of Gov- 
ernment, and that tion to American laborers and industries 
is an incident of that power. Words of mine could not make this 
meaning clearer. It is true there have been other times when 
the Republican and Democratic es were farther a than 
at the e of which Ispeak; but both have occupied this ground. 
at can be advo- 
itself by n taxation, t h i ess apena 
y ne xation, to pay suc ons as may n- 

ustly d the soldiers; the encour- 


promote the welfare and happiness of the whole people. But 
when this limit is reached the power ceases, unless we accept the 
doctrine of protectionists that may by taxation transfer 


I quite agree that under certain circumstances Congress may 
impose duties as high as may be deemed expedient, or it may even 
go to the extent of laying a complete embargo on foreign com- 
merce; but I deny that, in a time of profound „and when 
there is no necessity for the employment of this extraordinary 
power or the law of retaliation, Congress can under this grant im- 
ps duties without limit. The power to regulate commerce is a 
gh sovereign power, and exclusive in its nature; but I deny that 
Congress has authority under this provision, under the pretense of 
egulating commerce, to impose onerous burdens upon one por- 
tion of the pope for the benefit of another without the peculiar 
exigencies having arisen that are contemplated by the Constitu- 
tion; and I deny that a mere declaration that an emergency has 
arisen, when as a matter of fact it has not, can become conclusive 
on the people. Ido not believe this position is sound or that it can 
be sustained by any process of penaren g That the imposition of 
duties on im ried xxhichas ee at all times to regulate 
commerce I do not believe. I believe that there are times when 
commerce is hs, sepite to the best advantage by the imposition of 
very moderate duties, if indeed any are needed. Iam not among 
those who believe that Congress may arbitrarily and without cause 
tax such articles under the pretense of ting commerce or 
prohibit their importation by an embargo act. 

The power of 8 to regulate commerce, like the power to 
declare war, conclude peace, and like other powers specifically 
granted by the Constitution, is to be exercised only when circum- 
stances requiring it. The Constitution confers on aat baar 
the power to declare war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, 
and make rules concerning captures on land and water. ese 
powers are specific and separate intheirnature. Would it be con- 
tended that under the power to declare war Con in atime of 
absolute and profound e and without the alig test cause, could 
declare war against a foreign nationorraise es for theinvasion 
ofany part of our territory, thereby incurring millions of dollars of 
debt for the people of generations hereafter to pay? Will it be 
contended that under such circumstances such act of Congress 
would not be a clear, openi and flagrant violation of the Constitu- 
tion? And yet it would be true that it is possessed of power to 
declare war and conclude peace. Would not such a course be an 
abuse of a power that is conferred on them to be exercised only 
when a peculiar emergency has arisen, and would Congress have 
the right to declare that an emergency had arisen when it had 
not? For instance, would they have power to declare that an 
invasion had taken place or was about to take place, when in fact 
no invasion had en place or was even threatened, or that an 
insurrection existed in some portion of the country when none 
was in existence or even threatened? Would there not be au- 
thority in the Government somewhere, to declare this to be an 
abuse of power on the part of Congress? Will anyone deny that 
under such circumstances, if the question could be ted to 
the highest judicial tribunal of the nation, an authoritative de- 
cision would be rendered declaring emphatically that the power 
of Congress to declare war had been abused and that the declara- 
181 gos again An that Cc should t a law to-da 

ir, suppose ongress sho enact a law to-day 
granting PE of marque and reprisal to be executed immediately 
regardless of the conditions existing on the high seas, would any- 
one claim it could be exercised with impunity and when there 
was no cause for its exercise or enforcement; would it not, too, be 
an abuse of a power conferred on Congress to be executed only 
when special eme cies and circumstances presented themselves? 

Most certainly, it seems to me no well-informed man will claim 
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that any one of these powers can be arbitrarily exercised by Con- 
‘gress without the existence of the circumstances or emer- 
gencies contemplated by the Constitution e 5 arisen. TheCon- 
stitution confers on Congress power to provide for calling forth of 
Militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 
d repel invasions. Let us suppose Congress should solemnly 
lare that an insurrection existed in one or more States of the 
Union when, as a matter of fact, no insurrection existed or was 
threatened, and that the State or States declared to be in an in- 
3 condition were in absolute, profound, and unbroken 
and the laws being constantly and regularly executed. 

ill any man say that such act of Congress could be enforced, that 
it would be conclusive upon the Government and the people, and 

t under such an act the vast mili force of the country could 
be called out and poured into the State or States declared to be 
in an insurrecti condition? Clearly, Mr. President, there 
would have to be an insurrection in fact before Congress would 

ve authority to pass or enforce a law calling forth the pees 
orces of the Government and placing them in a State, to distur 
the peace and tranquillity of the people. 

The Constitution also confers on Con a pone to suspend the 
writ of habeas corpus when, in case of re m or insurrection, 
the public 3 8 it. i Sa sir, that under that 

t Congress should by law declare the public safety required 
suspension of the writ of habeas corpus in some State or Ter- 
ritory where the law was being regularly executed and the public 
safety was not in any degree endangered. Would it be claimed 
under such circumstances that this would be the rightful exercise 
of a constitutional power to go unquestioned, and that no branch 
of the Government would have authority to declare it an abuse of 
wer? If the public safety was not imperiled; if a state of abso- 
‘lute peace prevailed; if the laws were being regularly executed, 
and there was no insurrection or threatened invasion, would an 
act of Congress declaring the puns safety to be imperiled, be con- 
clusive on the people, or would it not be a clear and flagrant abuse 
of a power granted to Congress, to be exercised under certain con- 
Sinop mi emergencies not having an existence and therefore a 
nullity 
I simply cite these instances to show that Congress may and 
and exercise powers under certain circumstances and 

conditions which it can not exercise under other circumstances 
and conditions, but I utterly deny that it may declare that the cir- 
cumstances and conditions exist when they do not, and that upon 
such false ee it may exercise power detrimentally to the 
‘public welfare. readily grant that the Government 

and complete authority over both foreign and domestic com- 
merce, and that it may do many things for their protection and 
preservation at home andabroad. It may rightfully declare the 
conditions under which articles may be imported, and may im- 
pose reasonable duties on imports. It may declare the character 
of the vessels in which imports shall be carried, impose reason- 
able license fees, and prescribe all the regulations necessary to 
commercial safety and security and to the peace and welfare of 
the people, and it may, in case of actual or threatened war, lay an 
embargo on foreign commerce, or it may tax it out of existence 
when essential in retaliation on the commerce of other nations. 
Congress may, in a word, do everything essential to the preserva- 
tion of the Union, but I enter my solemn protest against the doc- 
trine that it may impose excessive or prohibitory duties on legiti- 
maie and necessary commerce, on the supposition that it is a right- 
ful regulation thereof. And the act of Co: declaring it to 
be conclusive upon the people, when the real object or motive 
inspiring it is the preservation and building up of private for- 
tunes of a few individuals at the expense of the remainder of our 
population, is, in my opinion, void. 

declare that, in my judgment, instead of being a rightful 
exercise of the power which may under certain circumstances be 
used for the preseryation of the Union and the industries of 
the people, it would be a radical abuse of a far-reaching power, 
inits very nature to be exercised only under exceptional circum- 
stances; and in this light I believe a majority of the people will 
view the question. I am not prepared to assent to the doctrine 
that under the pretense of the rightful exercise of the power to 
regulate commerce Congress may, when it sees fit, arbitrarily and 
in violation of every known law of casuistry and justice confiscate 
the property of 95 per cent of the people to provide and strengthen 
the fortunes of the remaining 5 per cent. 

Sir, in taking this ground let it be understood that I am as con- 
scious as any other Senator here, of the fact that I am not in 
accord with the opinions of a greatmany illustrious men and states- 
men of our own nation, N there are many who have taken 
it before me. However painful it may be to disagree with those 
who have $ preceded me on this question, let me say that I am 
constrained to do so by a sense of duty. 

That a high tariff makes a better home market for the Ameri- 
can workman and producer than would exist under a revenue 
tariff, no one, in my judgment, who carefully examines the 
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proposition will seriously assert. The home market in the sense 
in Which the term is used by the advocates of the protective sys- 
tem can only be created by legislation which will have the effect of 
3 law of 5 that should exist in every market 
in which er who buy and sell have an equal oppor tanir 
Competition fixes the price of all articles bought and sold in mar- 
ket. If competition in wholeorin is driven from the market 
by legislation so that it is controlled by a few individuals and the 

of products bought and sold are raised thereby, it is evident 
that the consumer is compelled to pay more than he would in a 
market in which competition is unrestrained by law and is there- 
fore more intense, so that, while the change might and doubtless 
would be of benefit to the few who control it, he who is compelled 
to buy therein does so at a sacrifice of his individual interest to 
the interest of those who control it. 

The diversification of industry is doubtless of some benefit to the 
people, but diversification comes naturally and without the aid of 
a protective tariff. Where, however, it is so insignificant as to 

benefit to a few only, and acts in a manner to increase the 
burdens of all others, it would seem there ought not to be a 
divided opinion as to the character of the tariff to be imposed. 

The home market is the foundation of the trust and the 
which when competition is driven from it by law, forces the prices 
of articles of consumption nd their natural position, render - 
ing dearer the necessities of life to those who are compelled to bu 
in such a market. It has the effect of closing many of the dom 
tic factories and throwing o ives out of work, forcing them to 
become the cag soar of those retained at labor, and the price 
of wi again forced down by this means. 

Mr. ident, in addition to this, our laws against the importa- 
tion of contract labor are set at absolute defiance by the manufac- 
turers. Not content with depressing the price of domestic labor 
by high and almost prohibitive duties and by the formation of the 
pool and the trust; in their eagerness to obtain money and 
ag of domestic labor, the manufacturers annually import 

m Europe thousands of contract laborers who are brought in 
direct and deadly competition with domestic labor. 

This nt has worn threadbare, and, like the other, 
it has ceased or is rapidly ceasing to have any effect on the minds 
of the people. When it is remembered that not more than one 
million of those who labor for wages are directly protected by a 
high tariff, the absurdity of this contention becomes apparent. 

1886 the Secretary of the Treny appointed three highly 
competent, distinguished, and trustworthy 8 to ascertain the 
number of persons whose wages would be injuriously affected by 
the importation of foreign manufactured articles, their calcula- 
tion to be based on the census of 1880. Worthington O. Ford, 
then and now in the Treasury De t, after mature delibera- 
tion, reported that "p cent of the laborers in our factories 
would be charlieg | ected by the importation of foreign manu- 
factured articles. E. B. Elliott, acting actuary of the Govern- 
ment, reported 4.9 per cent, while Simon Newcomb said: 

Naaa population iajuciounly manioceed to foreign comapetitica would ob 

m su wo pst 
ane —— cent, seems unquestionable. š mA 

This interesting hi is found in Appendix D to the re 
of the Secretary of a Teens for 1886. These estimates, Mr, 
Lime ayo Ga to be carefully made, and the laborers engaged 
in ind ial pursuits and occupations whose wages were not 
affected by foreign competition are classified in Table B. Any- 
one desiring to obtain accurate knowledge on this important 
branch of the subject can easily do so. 

It is seen, therefore, that the advocates of high protection are 
willing and even desirous of imposing tax burdens on nearly 
95 per cent of the people for ao ag ts of benefiting 5 per cent— 
even granting, for the sake of the ar; t, that the laborer in 
the factory and not the manufacturer If receives the benefits 
of protection. But, sir, the argument of protectionists speedily 
disappears and is shown to be unsound and entirely selfish when 
we remember that the owners of the factories not only enter into 
pools, trusts, and combinations by which a large number of the 
Wage earners are thrown out of employment and made strong 
competitors for the positions of those retained, and thus the price 
of wages is driven down, and when we also remember that cheap 
contract labor from different parts of Europeis annually brought 
to our country and thrown in direct competition with native and 
naturalized American laborers, in whose interest, it is said, a — 2 
tariff is levied. These contract laborers, amounting to thousan 
are annually brought to this country by the importers for the 
specific purpose of being placed in deadly competition with our 
American laborers, and thus drive down the wages of the lat- 
ter—the very persons whom it is said receive protection through 
a protective tariff. s 

. President, the proposition is unsound from a 3 
standpoint. Those who urge on us the doctrine of a protective 
tariff in the interest of American w: earners and to the end 
that our laborers may enjoy higher and better wages, and become 
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better citizens and be able to maintain themselves and families 
in better and higher estate than their European competitors, fail 
to state in their argument the entire truth. The operative of a 
factory or the laborer pa ee | for his wages on a factory is also 
aconsumer. He possesses the dual capacity of wage earner and 
consumer, and the instances are few where his consumption does 
not equal the amount of his w: Now, if the true object of a 
high is, as we are told, to drive out by law the natural com- 
petition which exists in every natural pen and permit the 
manufacturer to sell his wares at a higher price and pay his 
laborers greater wages than he could otherwise, it will seen 
that the wage earner who is compelled to buy in such a market 
with the wages he receives is immediately deprived of the benefit 
of the higher wages in consequence of the higher price he is com- 
pelled to pay for articles of necessary an y consumption, and 
that, after all, the manufacturer, being the seller, dérives the 
entire benefit from the law of protection. It is said that the 
American wage earner lives much better and enjoys life more 
thoroughly than the wage earner of Europe, and that this is due 


in a gréat measure to a protective tariff. The advocates of this 
in describing the 


system of taxation reach almost poetic eozino 
independent condition of our laboring and industrial people, and 


declare that this tax is in the interest of all industrial classes. 
They forget, however, to state that under the highest tariff duties 
ever known in this country three millions of people are idle and 
three million homes are threatened by hunger and starvation. 
We have a right also to consider the character and occupation 
of the men making this claim for protective legislation. They 
are not the laborers themselves those whom it is said protection 
is to benefit—but they are the manufacturers, the bankers, the at- 
torneys, and the lobbyist who appeal to us in the name of the wage 
earner. There are very few of the laborers and producers who 
believe wages are raised substantially fe a high tariff, and still 
fewer who desire that yee > tariff > pg on pe 5 of 
necessary consumption o cent o 0 ple for their 
special benefit. the people of this country Mache anh all the: 
havea 5 1 0 to ask is equal and exact justice before the law, an 


a free and full opportunity to make an honest living for themselves 
and their f. es, and have an opportunity in life equal to that of 
every other citizen beneath our flag. It is true there are occasion- 


ally a few wage earners ignorant of the principles underlying this 
question who, in consequence of being repeatedly told so, believe 
prosperity is dependent in some measure on a protective tariff, and 


they are induced by the crafty and greedy for whom they labor to 
repor hane Congress to protect the particular branch of industry in 
which they are engaged. But these men few indeed, and they 


are almost always, if notin every i ce, incited to such appeals 
by those for whom they labor, and in the interest of those who reap 
in their name the benefit of high protective lation. 

It may be accounted ar that the manufacturer should de- 
sire the benefit of the to come to him in the first instance, 
that in his magnanimity and generosity he may divide it and give 
to those who labor their just pion Men are not ordi 80 

enerous in their impulses and disinterested in their conduct. at 
is a mere pretense on their part is ap nt to us and the coun- 
tryat large. It must not be forgotten that the wage earner in whose 
88 a high tariff is said to be levied remains com tively 
r throughout his life, despite his earnest and manly effort to 
rove his condition, while those who own and operate the fac- 
tories accumulate immense fortunes, greater by far in many in- 
stances than the most fabulous fortunes of ancient times. 

It is also urged that a high tariff renders a nation independent 
in time of war. Mr. President, this statement is a thinly dis- 

ised falsehood, having no more foundation than the other sub- 

fuges I have taken occasion to examine and e There has 
neyer been a nation that was not independent in time of war; that 
is, that was not able at all times to provide itself with the munitions 
of war and those articles essential to sustain its people, or that was 
not able to procure them from other nations when needed. There 
has never been a war in the history of this country when we were 
not self-supporting, with the 8 of the Revolutionary war. 
The war of 1812 and the war with Mexico were conducted at times 
when the tariff was at what may properly be called the revenue 
paints and they were sustained by the resources of our nation 

one. 

Are the people to be taxed generaron after generation, without 
limit and despite the fact that the burdens rest heavily u 
them, keeping them poor, simply because at some remote period of 
our history a war may take place and our factories not be able to 
furnish us with some of the means of conducting it? That this is 
@ shallow pretense is made evident by another fact. Since the 
days of the war of the rebellion our coasts have been soe ee e 
On our vast seacoast that should be protected against foreign in- 
vasion there is not a port or harbor that any ordinary modern fleet 

not assail with perfect success, destroying our cities and cen- 
of population. The immense revenues derived by tariff taxa- 


tion have for thirty years been devoted to everything conceivable 
but providing a means of defense for our country. Vast revenues 
have been uselessly collected and thrown into rivers and harbo 
and every scheme that avarice could invent and dishonesty execu 
has been 5 0 to to deplete the Treasury of money wrung from 
an overworked and overtaxed le. Appeals to 8 at least 
a portion of the fabulous sums derived by taxation under the Mor- 
and McKinley acts to the prompt discharge of the nati 
debt, to the end that we might be rid of the annual payment of in- 
terest on an immense public debt, have either ooked on wi 
silent contempt or have been openly and flagrantly denied. Noth- 
ing has been done to lessen the burdens of a tax-ridden peo 
t is urged also that a high tariff raises the prices of far: 
products, and is of vast benefit to the farmers. Sir, this clai 
preposterous. There are in this country, approximating seventy. 
two millions of people, and they must be fei housed, and cloth 4 
by the products of field and farm, and the market value of farm 
products is not increased by the imposition of high taxes. Whether 
our people live in cities, villages, or in the country, the sum of the 
demand for farm pong is as great in one instance as in the other. 
We are told that by turning a portion of people to manufacturing, 
thus diversifying our pursuits and lessening the pressure on f: 
and field, a greater domestic demand is made for articles indigenous 
to the country, such as grains, meat products, and the like, and 


that the price is raised tothe consumer. These advocates seem to 
forget that there are so many mouths to be fed and so many es 
to be clothed from the resources of the country, regardless of the 


pursuits or calling of the people and that the supplies must com 
in the first instance from the fields and the farms of the Unite 
States. The domestic demand, therefore, can not vary to any con- 
siderable extent except as the people are deprived of the means o 
purchasing. But the advocates of this system of taxation forge’ 
also that it is the surplus of articles that fixes the price, and tha 
the domestic price of an article is the export price less the cost o 
transportation to the foreign market; so after all, whether we haye 
high protective duties or a revenue tariff, the fact remains that the 
open market of the world, in which our products are sold, fixes the 
price and value of those articles. 

But what becomes of this argument when it is remembered that 
the farmer loses all possible benefit to be derived from high tax- 
ation in the purchase of the necessary articles of consumption for 
himself and tamily? 

Mr. President, it is said that for thirty years there has beena 
constant increase of wealth, caused by a protective tariff, that, 
therefore, our prosperity is due to such legislation. While 
it is true that great wealth has been accumulated within the last 
thirty years, I think the advocates of this system will find con- 
siderable difficulty in proving to the satisfaction of the 0 
that it is due to a protective tariff entirely. The relation of cause 
and effect does not exist between the two things. They attribute 
none of this prosperity to our natural and boundless resources; 
the ingenuity and thrift of the people, and the great progress tha 
has been made during that period in the industrial arts and 
sciences. These things are given no credit for performing any 
part in our marvelous march. I deny that any of the advocates 
of the 3 system can show that prosperity is due to pro- 
tective legislation. Throughout the entire history of the nation. 
from 1789, when the first tariff act was passed, to the prese t- 
time, 8 and adversity have come alternately under both 
a high and a low tariff. There have been more strikes, more 
lockouts, more bloodshed, more riots, and more internal commo- 
tion since the passage of the Morrill Act than in the entire history 
of the country before. 

But, Mr. President, I find I am drifting into a more lengthy 
discussion than I had intended at the 53 I regret that 
there is not sufficient time at my disposal to make a more thorough 
and exhaustive examination of the constitutional power of ta 
tion than I have, and I will content myself at this time by 
ing, as the very marrow and pith of my remarks, that I place 
m “rr on 8 salie pa impregnable ground hog Boyes our Con- 

tution Congress does not possess power e people to en- 
hance the private fortunes of the few, and that the Pull. measure 
of the taxing power is reached when a tariff for revenue, with in- 
cidental protection, is imposed. Any other construction would 
lead to confiscation and incidentally to enforced repudiation, thé 
two worst conceivable forms of anarchy and disorder in a civilized 
state; and such a deduction, when carried to its legitimate length, 
would lead to the subversion of all order, and the rights of persons 
and property. 

At another time, and when the tariff bill now before Congress 
shall be placed before the Senate, I may take occasion to discuss 
its provisions and schedules and point out how widely they differ 
from the true doctrine of the Constitution. 

I can not refrain from observing that we have fallen on evil 
days and into degenerate times, and that a spirit of commer 
has led us to set at defiance many of the fundamental doctrines of 
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our Constitution and constitutional history. The nation will not 
be safe from the evils that beset it and seek its destruction and 
the destruction of civilization until we return to the foundation 
truths and hold the ship of state steadily to its course, as the faith- 
ful mariner holds his ship at sea. Loose methods of thinking, 
inexact ideas of patriotism and public duty, seasoned with se - 
ness and personal interest, have wrought incalculable mischief 
to our Government and to our people. The pathway of safety 
lies in retracing our steps to the firm ground of the Constitution, 
and there fighting for the glory, the integrity, and the security of 
our country. We can not safely pursue any other course. e 
owe our best efforts to the people, the whole people, and not to the 


ew. 
It has been declared by high and solemn authority that no man 
can serve two masters, for either he will hate the one and love 
the other, or else he will hold to the one and despise the other; ye 
can not serve God and mammon.” Mr. President, we can not 
serve the people and the money power at the same time. Their 
interests are deadly antagonistic. What is for the common wel- 
fare is against the trusts and the pools. The rights of persons and 
property must everywhere be respected, the right of the humblest 
citizen as much as the richest, most intelligent, and most pow- 
erful. If we close our ears to the cries of the poor; if we do not 
heed their wrongs and right them, we will be unjust to our coun- 
trymen and unfaithful to our God. When we extend ample pro- 
tection to all our people, not by the imposition of a high tariff that 
gives protection to the few, but by equitable laws for the benefit 
of all, we will have done all that can be asked or expected of us. 
If we fail. we will be justly reprehensible in the eyes of the world. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, What disposition will the Senator 
from Nebraska have made of the resolution? 
Mr. ALLEN. Let it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Finance. The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT, ETC, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, an important joint resolution has 
just come from the House of Representatives, with amendments 
which I should like to ask the Senate to concur in. It will not 
take any time. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the joint 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 55 R. 21) 
to make an appropriation for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River, for the purpose of ig out certain provisions contained 
in An act making appropriations for the construction, zooi 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes,” which became a law on the 3d day of 
June, 1896. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, after 
section 2, to insert: 


SEC. 8. t to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year |. 
1897 iA bie 5 ted. not 


soy out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, following sums, namely: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


To defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from c 
The permanent appropriation for this purpose, for the 


W 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
For printing and binding, $6,000. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
17 miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, 


being ad- 
year 


teboard, paste, twine, newspaper N and 

or the use of members of t 
and ie use fect 2 5 Clerk's — Ke Howe * 
enye r, and other paper and ma an 
furnished’ by the Public Printer, sion requisitions from the rk of the 
House, under the provisions of the act approved January 12, 1895, for the 
public printing and binding), $3,000. 

To pay Members and Delegates from March 4 to June 30, 1897, inclusive, the 
amount they certify they have paid or agreed to pay for clerk hire necessa- 
rily employed by them in the harge of their official and representative 
duties, as provided in the joint resolution approved March 3, Goring the 
session of 1 when Congress is not in session, as provided in House 

y 8, 1896, $140,518.80, or so much the as may be neces- 
ook and Representatives and Delegates elect to Oye ay whose credentials 
in due form of law have been duly filed with the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in accordance with the provisions of section 31 of the Revised 
5 of the United States, shall be entitled to payment under this appro- 
Pp on. 


room (not includin 
to be 


EXECUTIVE MANSION. 


For refurnishing the Executive Mansion, $3,875, to be expended by contract 
or otherwise, as the President may determine. < hy 

For repairs to the roof of the Executive Mansion, $1,000. 

Amend the title so as to read: Joint resolution making 1 plans for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River from the Head of Passes to the 

outh of the Ohio River, and to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fisal ear ending June 3), 1897." 

e out the preamble. 


Mr. HALE. Imove that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 

uestion. The joint resolution has been very materially changed 
since it was here a few days ago. It was a joint resolution, simply 
making available $250,000 for the Mississippi River improvements, 
and now it comes back with about half of the deficiency appro- 
priation bill on it. 

. HALE. Hardly so much. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask the Senator if there is any purpose on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations to present a deficiency 
appropriation bill at the present session of Congress? 

. HALE. Undoubtedly. This is merely taking from that 
bill certain matters that are pressing at the moment. That bill, 
of course, will be reported. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; then I have no objection to the joint 
resolution in its oe form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine, that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and twenty-five 
minutes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 2 of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 21) making 
a 9 for the improvement of the Mississippi River from 
the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, and to 
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

On motion of Mr. CULLOM, the Senate (at 4 o’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 31, 
1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 80, 1897. 
PUBLIC PRINTER, 


Frank W. Palmer, of Illinois, to be Public Printer, vice Thomas 
E. Benedict, resigned. : 
CONSUL. 


Alexander Montgomery Thackara, of Pennsylvania, to be consul 
of the United States at Havre, France, vice Charles W. Chancellor, 
resigned. X 
APPOINTMENT IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. James H. Oakley, of Illinois, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 80, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY, 


Edgar Thomson Scott, of Pennsylvania, to be second secretary 
of the embassy of the United States at Paris. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Commodore Joseph N. Miller, to be a rear-admiral. 
P. A. Surg. Henry B. Fitts, to be a surgeon. 
MARSHAL, 


James M. Millikan, of North Carolina, to be marshal of the : 
United States for the western district of North Carolina. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


James D. Elliott, of South Dakota, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of South Dakota. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Henry D. McKnight, of Perry, Okla., to be register of the land 
office at Mangum, Okla. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


James Kelly, of Canadian County, Okla., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Mangum, Okla. 7 

Anton H. Classen, of Edmond, Okla., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Oklahoma, O 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 30, 1897. 
The House aoe sr 10 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain. 


The Journal of 5 of yesterday was read. 

Mr. RICHARDSO Mr. — 1 3 to call attention to 
the fact that there is no quorum present. I Will not make any 
point, however, if gentlemen want to go along without a quorum. 

The Journal was approved. 


THE TARIFF, 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the House resolves itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the fur- 
ther consideration of the eee bill. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SHERMAN] will please take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 

n the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 

e title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as . 


A bill (H. R. 379 rovide . for the Government, and to en- 
_ courage the indus in the United 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. 9 desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the committee now ee to the consideration of the 
free list, for the papoa of pe: me to offer an amendment 
admitting free of duty all AEDA W ch enter into manufactured 
produa roduced or controlled by a trust in the United States, 

I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Ths CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, The Clerk will resume 

at the point at which it was discontinued yesterday. 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the committee amendment which I aca 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers a 
committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 144, line 22, after the word“ crude,” insert “ 

per cent of bitartrate of 
more than 50 per cent of 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I should be very much obliged to the 
gentleman if he would give some explanation. Wecan not catch 
up with these amendments. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can explain it in a moment, Mr. Chairman. 
When we reached the item of argols, wine lees, etc., in the chem- 
ical schedule, we changed the duties, N all those containing 
not less than 30 per cent of bitartrate of potash at a certain rate 
of duty, lowering the duty, and those above 40 per cent at the 
same rate of duty reported in the bill. Now, this change is made 
to correspond with that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What was the amount stated in the 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish to modify that amendment. It should 
read ‘‘not more than 40 per cent.” instead of 50 per cent.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 144, line 22, after the word “ crude,” insert con not more 


than 4) per cent of bitartrate of potash, one-half of 1 cent per prana; contain- 
ing more than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this a committee amendment, may I 


k? : 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; it isa committee amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Which one? 

Mr. PAYNE. The one I am offering now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment now 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment as last reported was agreed to 

Mr. RUSSELL. I offer the committee amendment which 1 send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The 55 was read, as follows: 
I% oo 75 che following: if wand p 


pls aslo in line 5, 
ing, sensitizing, or barita 


photograp 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to amend the amendment by incor- 
rating the provision of the present law on the subject of books 
for o coll or educational institutions. 
o CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman reduce his amendment 
Dinin ? 


Mr. RUSSELL. I make the point of order that that is notin 
order at this pointand is not e to this amendment. 
Mr. DOCKERY. The trouble with all our amendments seems 
tobe that they are held not to be germane. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I will say to my friend thatan amendment 
will be offered to cover that point, 


containing not more 
one-half of 1 cent pound; con- 
of potash.” 8 


107, before the word 
papers for albumeniz- 


Mr. MCMILLIN. With that statement, I withdraw the amend- 
ment at this point. Let us have an explanation of what the effect 
will be. Does it increase or the rate proposed? 

: It does not change the rate at all, but puts in 
a designation for a paper that is not manufactured in coun- 

„but is poste tall its quantity, and is the basis for the 
al umenized paper, which is dutiable at 30 per cent. This duty 
is a specific rate equivalent to the 25 percent. The designation of 
ao pacan paper was left out in the paragraph as reported in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend paragraph 403 on behalf of 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Am “ * ” 
ae end p ph 408 by inserting in line 2, page 110, before thirty-five, 

The 3 Was agreed to 

Mr. RUSSELL. I offer the following amendment on behalf of 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend out the word “ fio in line 
1d paragra: — 22 N ty: a . page 

Mr. RUSSELL. . Mr. Chairman, that is reduced, 
as stated in the bill, hy Schaal cag 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. RUSSELL. I offer the following committee amendment. 

Chairman. 


Mr. 
The Clerk ina as ge h 


Further am mr before the word hats.“ 

828 the followings = “it rie d colored. or stained, 25 8 
rem. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is an increase, is it not, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No. Let ine state tothe gentleman from Mis- 
souri that under the present law all these braids are dutiable. We 
left a duty of 30 per cent on the braids imported, but the first 
amendment made the duty on the imported 15 per cent instead of, as 
reported by the bill, at 20 per cent. There was no provision in this 
paragraph for braids, q 5 or, in other words, prepared 

ufacture. We it at 25 per cent, which is 5 per 

cent less than we have it int e bill now. 

The amendment was 8 to. x 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, on paragraph 417 I offer an 
amendment. 

2 Clerk read as follows: 


777. ik et crete on line 25, page 
115 tho tolon e followin: “safety fuse, covered in yarn, tape, or 
35 per cent ad valorem. 


ue fe RICHER RDGOIE Mr. Chairman, I believe that is a consid- 
erable increase over the rate now fixed. I should like the gentle- 
man to state the rate of his amendment and what effect that has 
ee the rate. It seems to be putting in items not heretofore 


tax 

Mr. RUSSELL. We speciall: 
place of paragraph 415, safety 
gutta-percha. It has gone in an . —.— nda on a snp r br 
paragraph in some cases at a ic 1 duty than this, and in some 
cases at a lower rate of duty. nthe difficulty has been in the ap- 

properly them where they belong; so we put 

them in this paragraph, and make them all dutiable, at an average 
ad valorem duty, comparing on an average with the various omni- 
bus paragraphs in which they have heretofore been classified. 


non 3 bo 5 in 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky to 
offer an amendment on behalf of the committee to paragraph 405. 

Mr. EVANS. I offer the following committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

e n n 1 . 17, page „ the D tn vo 

3 111, and inserting in lien thereof the word “an 

e amendment was agreed to 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to strike 
out one word to correct the verbiage. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

E a AE lean ti ni S ast Sede 
page 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h 399 by adi 

sooner Wand al Beer rome N eee a 85 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, allow me to state the bill as 
presented carries that in a general omnibus clause, for all 
not specially provided for in the bill, and this places it in at the 
rate of 25 per cent, the same as the McKinley law, and 5 per cent 


more 8 3 the . law. 
Mr. DOCKER hen this is an item increasing the scope of 
taxation? 
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Mr. RUSSELL. It is to provide a duty not specially provided | committee shows that this t schedule is changed, as the other 
for in the list—call it a duty. schedules have been, from the McKinley Act, and made higher. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Connecticut where these articles would fall but for 
this pa h? 

Mr. RUSS LL. If it were not for this 2 ph they would 
‘fall under paragraph 402, which would ma m dutiable at 35 
per cent instead of 25 per cent, as now provided. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If it is a reduction, we do not 
jobject to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the committee amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

rting, inl page the word “not,” 
maia 7 8 — oe 3 hpa * Forts 
not woven and not specially provided for in this act.“ etc. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in this paragraph 
there are very material increases over the Wilson bill, running 
from 25 per cent up to 60 per cent. Now, I will ask the gentle- 
‘man what is the effect of this amendment? Does it make a still 
further increase? 

Mr. 5 Of =e the g a knows 85 because i 
placing a duty on wool the rate in this paragraph covering the 
3 articles has to be increased to make it compensa- 
‘tory for the duty on wool. The duty on the manufactures is no 
greater than in the Wilson bill and in the McKinley bill, but we 
Put in this amendment at this point because these felts, not woven, 

included in this p h in both the McKinley and the 
Wilson acts, and it was an oversight that they were not inserted 
here in framing thia bill. í 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state to the committee 
jat this point the average rate of duty on raw wool and also on 
woolen goods under this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have not figured it ont, but the gentleman 
knows what the rates are. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the average reduced to ad valorem? 

Mr. PAYNE. That varies according to eg h ine of the wool. 
The gentleman can te out the average for If. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know; but I desire to get the information 
first hand, as we on this side are charged with juggling with 

“percentages.” I would like to get it official“ from a member 
of the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will look it up and let the gentleman know. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In some cases the increase is 200 
or 800 per cent, because I have information that some of these 
wools can be bought at from 3 to 5centsa pound, and they are 
taxed 11 cents. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the inquiry of 
my friend from Missouri 
Fir. DOCKERY. Ah, I am obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN (continuing). As the gentleman from New 
Tork has not the information 

8 KE Does not furnish the information“ would 
be a more accurate statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is correct, because it happens that the 
committee have the information in print. In answer to my 
friend's inquiry, I will give the committee’s own statement as to 
the rate of duty borne by the articles in the last bracket of this 

section. Here is theconclusion: Total of felts that were imported 
under the McKinley law, in value, $65,000—I omit the odd fig- 
ures—under the Wilson law, $144,000. The rate of duty under 
the McKinley law was 93.9 per cent. The rate of duty under the 
Wilson law was 43 per cent. And the gentlemen themselves tell 
us that the rate of duty that will be borne by these articles under 
this bill is 132.31 per cent—in round numbers, 132 cent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. More than three times as much as under the 
Wilson law. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend paragraph 372 by inserting in line 2, page 99, before the word 
“and,” the following: carpets woven whole for rooms.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. This simply conforms to the language of the 
‘act of 1890. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PEN ae Now, 

agra) > 
Alx. OMILLIN. Mr. Chairman 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Paragraph 382: Amend by striking out the entire paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire 
‘recognition? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I want simply to state that the report of the 


offer a committee amend- 


Chairman, I move to strike out — 
8 


Mr. DINGLEY. Before the vote is taken, Mr. Chairman, I 
simply desire to say that the restoration of the words in haragrapk 
872, Ginny made, and the striking ont of raph 382 will make 
the duties precisely the same, and appie in the same manner; as 
in the act of 1890. If this paragraph were not stricken out, there 
would be a chance to claim that there was an increase of duty, 
but striking this out restores the duty to that of the act of 1890. 

Mr. McMILLIN. On this 8 only? 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is the only change. It runs through 
precisely according to the McKinley Act. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman will not claim that the 
rates under the entire carpet schedule will be the same that they 
were in the 5 

Mr. DIN GLE. you mean the woolen schedule? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. First, Iwill make astatement as to the woolen 
schedule, and then I will make it as to the carpet portion of the 
woolen schedule. The rates are higher in both than they were in 
the McKinley law. 

Mr. DIN GLEY. The rates are precisely the same without the 
variation of a cent or a mill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As to the whole carpet schedule? 

Mr. DINGLEY. As to the whole carpet schedule, there is not 
the variation of a millin anything. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are you not afraid, then, that yon will injure 
the manufacturers? You have increased the duty on carpet wools. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have made the duty on carpet wools pre- 
cisely what it was in the act of 1890. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But on importations from certain countries 
you im an additional duty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are three or four kinds of wool which 
by mistake came in under the act of 1890 as wools, when 
they should have been classed as clothing wools. e have simply 
corrected that error. 

The ect being taken, the amendment was to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend paragraph 437 by striking out from line 22, page 119, the word 
“embroi „an out, after * e 
Bs. i poco d eee ene wi the word gloves,” in line 22, the 

Mr. PAYNE. This amendment is offered to meet a recent de- 
cision of the Board of General Appraisers, who have held that gloves 
embroidered on the back in a certain form are stitched gore. not 
embroidered gloves. That decision was made within a few weeks. 
This amendment is simply designed to carry out the intention of 
the committee in drawing the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chai , to what I am about to say I 
wish to have the attention of the gentleman from New York (Ar. 
Payne}. On last Saturday, when the question of hides was being 
discussed in this committee, that gentleman used the following 
language: 

We some calfskins and we import thick hides, taken from cattle 
.... TPAD ta thie OAN tia 
countries nature has 8 a defense against insects by giving the cattle 
„F...... 
and hides. That is the whole hide question. It would do nobody, 


not even my Popocratic-Democratic friend from Kansas, a ae for us 
put a duty apon hides, because we do not import hides of the kind that are 
produced in State. 


Now, I wish to call attention to the importations of hides, not 
including fur skins and goatskins, into this co from the 
countries named for the fiscal year 1896, and to show how reliable 
is the information given upon this subject by the gentleman from 
New York. Those importations, with their values, respectively, 
are as follows: 


Pounds. 
„„——.. ae acti 628,039 | $113,854 
um- 1,700,725 206,196 
Denmark 94,097 me) 852 
~ 4,907,309 82 
Germany 6, 868, 282 942, 770 
— 407, 801 45, 405 
— 400, 201 89; 807 
— — 239 58 
319, 405 70,206 
„ 208, 754 38, 931 
422,221 36, &27 
ee ei 236, 369 177, 158 
408, 772 43, 940 
Kingdom 509,765 3, 422, 687 
Dominion of Canada: 

Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, etc. 1,070, 014 73, 716 
Ontario, eto 14, 182, 534 9 

ritish Columbia 1,458,115 96, 
oundland and Labrador 2, 050 192 
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There were much larger importations of hides for that year 
from other countries, Mr. Chairman; thatis, from the Sonth Amer- 
ican and Central American States and Mexico. : 

Mr. COX. Has the gentleman given any attention to the figures 
in regard to goatskins? 


Mr. SA . Lam giving my attention now mainly to the 
controversy between the gentleman from New York and the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman will find on examination that the 
importation of goatskins was over 10,000, 000. 

Mr. SAYERS. The statement which I have just read does not 
include fur skins and goatskins. 

The e The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

r. SAYERS. IL should like a few minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the time of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] will be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. The language of the gentleman from New York, 
which I have already read, was: 

We import some calfskins, and we import thick hides taken from cattle 
oe in hot countries, which we use to make sole leather; but we do not 

port to any extent such hides as are produced in this country. 

Now, itis said that the largest number of tanneries is in Maine, 
New York, and Pennsylvania, with some in West Virginia. If 
the statement which I have read from the Treasury report of the 
importations for 1896 be not correct, I would like the gentleman 
from New York to show wherein it is incorrect. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I could not hear much of the 
statement just submitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS], because he took pains to turn his back toward me and 
to address the other side of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will let the gentleman look at the statement. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not care to look at it now. My remarks, 
read by the gentleman, were founded upon statements given in 
the hearings Terors the committee in 1890 and statements which 
have been made since. According to those statements the impor- 
tations embraced a considerable quantity of calfskins, goatskins, 
and hides of that kind; but the other importations of hides were 
principally the thick hides of animals used in making sole leather. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman inform the committee who 
made those statements? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ican notat this time. 
ments since 1890, 

Mr. SAYERS. I only wished to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the variance between the statement made by the gentle- 
man on last Saturday and the statement which comes from the 
Treasury Department, concerning the imports of hides into this 
country, not includin: pris d and fur skins. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. C airman, I can not hear the observation 
of the gentleman, for again he turns his back to me. But, Mr. 
Chairman, on reexamining the figures which the gentleman has 
produced here, I have no doubt they will bear out the statement 
that I made that the principal portion of the hides, aside from 
calfskins, goatskins, etc., are the thick hides of animals grown in 
southern countries, Now, if we can havea vote, I shall be obliged. 

Mr. CANNON. I move tostrike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of making the first and probably the last observation upon 
this bill that I shall make. i 

Iam for this bill. I recognize the difficulty in preparing the 
schedules of a great revenue and protective bill. Iam not pleased 
with everything in this bill. I never have been pleased with every- 
thing in any revenue bill that I have voted for. It is impossible 
to get perfection in revenue legislation. We have got to have 
something of give and take, from the practical standpoint. I 
think in the main it is a good bill. 

Now, toucxing hides, in my judgment, without having exhausted 
the subject, there might well bea duty upon hides, but for almost 
a generation there has been no duty. At the time they were 
placed upon the free list, perhaps it was wisely done. As I under- 
stand it from experts since that time our leather interests have 
grown and prospered. We have largely conquered the markets 
of the wend. My belief is, upon what seems reliable information, 
that a duty upon hides might well be imposed without in any way 
interfering with our leather trade or our 8 tre Now, I do 
not know tliat it is to be done. I should be glad if it could be 
done. 

Many people believe that a proper duty upon hides would add 81 
a head to the value of cattle raised in this country. But it may 
not be done. I should like to have it done. Still, I am for this 
bill, recognizing the great difficulty there is in making the sched- 
ules. If I can have the attention of some of our Massachusetts 
brethren for a moment, it is believed that a duty on hides, if levied, 
would add a dollar a head to the value of the cattle grown in the 
Mississippi Valley and to the west of that. Still, lam ready to take 
the bill as a whole, and I am ready in this, as in other schedules, 
to help as best I may under the lead of the Committee on Ways 


I have not read the state- 


and Means to make this bill the best possible. I am for retaining 
the protection that is in the bill to the farmers. Iam for protect- 
ing the woolgrower, and if, with protection to him, I cen follow 
the lead of anybody who thinks the manufacturers of wool have 
too much protection, under the guidance of this committee I am 
quite ready to follow. 

You may say there is nothing practical about this talk. As it 
somewhat involves great interests in my section of the country, I 
felt it proper to very briefly explain my position, but not for the 
purpose of attempting to throw in a firebrand. Ishonid be very 
glad indeed if, under the lead of the Ways and Means Committee, 
we could see our way clear to levy a duty on hides. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, Mr. Chairman, I am in absolutesympathy with 
the contention of the Democratic party that it is wholly indefen- 
sible and unjustifiable for the Government to take one dollar more 
from the people by direct or indirect taxation than is necessary 
to wisely and economically perform its functions. But I do not 
mean by this that the revenues of the Government should be cut 
to a point where its conduct would be niggard. On the contrary, 
I desire to see the Government of our country conducted upon 
a scale commensurate with its wonderful resources. I wish to 
see its waterways improved. I should like to see scores of ports, 
with every facility for the largest shipping, scattered along our 
Atlantic Seaboard for its entire length, and on the Pacitic wher- 
ever commerce requires them. To meet the legitimate demands 
upon it, the Government must have large revenues. The ques- 
tion at issue in this House seems to be mainly, not the amount 
of revenue required, for that we can all more or less accurately 
estimate, but the manner in which it is to be secured, I do 
not apprehend that ever in the lifetime of any man in this body 
will we see an adequate national income without a tax upon 
imports. But I do contend that in laying this tax—for I shall not 
indulge myself in the fiction that a duty upon imports is not a 
tax, and a tax paid mainly by Americans—I do contend, I say, 
that it shall be assessed without favoritism. 

I may be mistaken, but I am under the impression that if the 
imposts were levied with absolute fairness to all the interests of 
the country, opposition to them would be confined to that small 
number of people who believe in complete free trade, and who, 
strangely enough, have, as a rule, iated with first one part 
and then the other. When you charged us with loving Britis 
free-trade gold, they claimed to be Democrats; when we charged 
you with a lack of American independence and a fondness for 
the British one gold ‘standard, they became Republicans, 
While we missed them in the count last fall, I sincerely hope they 
have gone to you for keeps, for if marriage to the mugwumps 
does not worry you, I must admit that you are proof against the 
vexations of this world, and I can only wait for 3 punishment 
in the next. As no one, then, is contending for the abolition of an 
import duty, the question merely becomes one of how it shall be 
applied. The very corner stone of a democratic government, of 
a republican government, if you please—is Equal rights to all; 
special privileges to none,” and ultimately, if this principle is not 
adhered to, there will burst upon the country a storm of discon- 
tent which will make the favored classes bitterly regret that the: 
had selfishly influenced legislation. I do not approve the bill 
under discussion for very many reasons. I know it is partisan; I 
believe it is deliberately sectional. Asan instance of this, I desire 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that by section 483, 
page 127, binding twine, which is so largely used in the Northwest, 
and so little used in the South, is admitted duty free, while, as 
you will see by reference to page 86, section 344, cotton bagging, 
which is exclusively used in the South, pays both a specific and 
an ad valorem duty. 

Why this discrimination? Isit because you have political allies 
in the one section and despair of ever getting them in the other? 
The gentleman from Dakota, who is a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, seems to admit this much, for in his address 
upon this bill he made the statement that if members from the 
South would come to Congress and pledge themselves to support 
such tariff measures as were offered, the industries of that section 
would be recognized also in the distribution of its advantages. I 
possibly came to Washington with an absurd and an exalted idea 
of the dignity and character of the office of Representative of the 
people. Lamanewmember. I had thought affairs of state were 
conducted upon a different plane. I see that the contumacy of 
some people is to be punished as the contributions of others are to 
be rewarded. 

I venture to predict that in 1900, when the battle for an Amer- 
ican financial policy is renewed, free binding twine will not be 
strong enough to hold the great people of the Northwest to the 
Republican party. It appears from a study of the bill that nearly 


all the great business interests of the country clamored at the door 
of the Ways and Means Committee for recognition and got it. It 
is the humbler people—those whose unfortunate condition made 
it ber genie e for them to appear either in person or by attorney— 

ave been forgotten, And one fact is specially clear: True to 


who 
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I will not weary you by undertaking to give them in full, but, 
{intend to have them set forth in detail in the remarks which I 
shall print in the RECORD. 

This report shows that from 1870 up to and including 1884, when 
high-water mark was reached, there was a steady growth in the 
sheep industry of Texas. About that time prices begets to decline, 
and they have gone steadily down eversince. I will now give you 
a few figures supplied me by merchants of the city of San Antonio, 
once a great wool market. Bear in mind that these figures rep- 
resent actual business transactions, and are not statistics made to 
order and intended to bolster preconceived opinions. 

Price of wool per pound averaged from statistics furnished by Messrs. T. O. 

Frost, San Antonio, Tex., Hill & Palmer, San Antonio, and M. Half & Bro., 


San Antonio, taken from actual transactions as shown by the records of their 
offices. 


the history and character of their party, this purely partisan com- 
mittee seems to have invariably responded to the demands of aggre- 
ted wealth. It is the obscure producer who has been overlooked. 
Great combinations of capital have been generous contributors 
to a certain campaign fund, and gratitude for favors received is 
manifest on almost every page of the bill, while scant recognition 
has been given the producers. Their influence does not appear to 
have penetrated the chamber in which the bill was constructed. 
Widely separated, as a rule, and independent in 1 
thought and action, he can not be readily reached nor uenced, 
Besides, he mostly resides in the South and West, and, worst crime 
of all, he voted for Bryan and honest money. À Re 

I will point out a few of the inequalities of the bill. You admit 
Egyptian cotton free of duty to compete with the sea-island and 
othet long-staple products of the South, but you did not fail to 
tax the steel ties which our farmers need to bind their bales to- 

ether. Was this a concession to the thread makers of New Eng- 

nd, or did you wish to punish the people of South Carolina, 
Georgia, and Florida because they voted for Bryan and Sewall? 
Egyptian cotton is free, but cotton ties and cotton bagging are 
both heavily taxed. 25 

Do you not know, gentlemen of the opposition, that the bagging 
trust and the tie trust have been two of the most insolent an 
oppressive of all the combines against which the suffering people 
have protested? T : 

It is a fact, sir, that on the very day Mr. McKinley was nomi- 
nated for the Presidency cotton ties could be bought in the aver- 
age market towns of the South at from 70 to 80 cents a bundle, 
and it is also afact—a most significant fact—that within less 
than 90 days from that time, and just when the cotton planters 
required them to tie the new crop, the price had advanced about 
100 cent. 

I had occasion to buy some for a farmer friend who lives in ny 
county, and made inquiry of a local dealer as to the price. He 
told me the price of that day was $1.30 cents a bundle, but that 
it would be $1.35 the next day. When I asked him the reason for 
this sudden increase in price, without any sudden increase in de- 
mand, he told me it was the order of the trust which controlled 
the output, and that he had been instructed to make the price 
$1.40 per bundle the second day thereafter. : 

I have said that I do not believe that any man in this House 
will live long enough to see the Government conducted without 
a tax upon imports. 

While this is the case should not the basis of the tax be made as 
broad as possible? Should not all imported articles be made to con- 
tribute in order that the advantages which are incident to the levy 
may be as widely distributed as possible? The introduction into 
this country of wool, hides, and similar commodities free of duty, 
and to be worked up by manufacturers who enjoy the blessing of 
astiff tariff upon articles competing with the output of their mills 
and tanneries, is to my mind the most unreasonable form of pro- 
tection. It denies the protection of the Government to the men 
who most need it, to the men who in the care of their herds and 
flocks upon the planes of Dakota, Kansas, and Texas expose them- 
selves to the elements and brave the hardships of winter, while 
an obsequious Congress showersits favors upon the individuals and 
corporations whose great wealth gives them a pull.“ In part 
you have undertaken to correct this wrong, and for that feature 
of it Icommend your bill. I hate not to agree in all things with my 
political associates. It embarrasses me beyond the power of words 
to express that in some measures I must act independently of my 
party friends. But I conceive it to be my prime duty to respond to 
the wishes of my constituents, to look out first for the people of my 
own district. I am going to speak now of a trade of which I have 
personal knowledge. I will first give some figures taken from the 
official reports in the office of the comptroller of the State of Texas: 
Report of sheep stock from official repre of the comptroller’s office of the State 

0 eras. 


10 cents specific 
and 11 per cent 
ad valorem. 


These figures show that the average price of wool for 1895 was 
only about 41 per cent of the av o price in 1883. The books 
of the comptroller of the State of Texas show that the number 
of sheep rendered for taxation in 1896 was just about 45 per cent of 
the number rendered in 1885, when the dissipation of our flocks 
began. Other values have been affected by this decline in the 
numbers and value of sheep. Millions of acres of land belongi 
to our State University and public-school system had been 1 
or bought by the flock masters. 

Unable to make a living at the price at which wool has ruled 
for the last three or four years, this land has reverted tothe State 
or to the institutions to which it belonged. There must be some 
reason, possibly several reasons, for this rapid decline in a great 
industry. I think I know two, either of which is potent. The 

resent Secretary of State, formerly in control of the Treasury 
partment, has said that a country like ours, with its lar 
annual increase in population and in the products of the soil, 
must have an annual increase in the media of exchange, and with- 
out it prices will decline. 

This is a simple proposition in fiscal science generally admitted. 
But instead of the ray increase which we should have had, there 
has been an actual decrease, resulting in lower prices generally, 
But in the case of wool other causes have operated to put down i 
price. It was put upon the free list, while pepe protection was 
maintained for the manufacturers. The Dingley bill is a protec- 
tion measure. The Wilson bill was a protection measure. It is 
merely a difference in degree, notin kind. The Wilson bill dis- 
criminates against certain producers; the Dingley bill discriminates 
against certain other producers. It is idle to say that the placin 
of wool upon the free list did not affect its value. Such theori 
are only advanced by men who know nothing about the trade. 
They are disproved by the commercial columns of every newspa- 

r. If the men in the wool trade did not know that its value is 
influenced by the tariff put upon it when imported, why the rush 
to secure it before the Dingley bill becomes a law? Ifthe price is 
not influenced by the tariff, the whole argument for free raw ma- 
terial and the claim that it will influence our manufacturing im- 


— 


1875. A 178414. 130 Spe portance falls to the ground. But the Democratie party is not 
2 -| 2,977,618 | 4,282,530 1.43 the only offender in this free-raw-material scheme, nor was it the 
os 1 175 first. The Republican party by the act of June 6, 1872, set the 
1883. 4.401.600 9.228.234 2.05 pace in this particular line of 5 
1881 -| 4,691,008 | 9,291,890 1.98 They put hides upon the free list. No doubt the tanners of Ne 
ae PE 838 aa York, of Massachusetts, and of Maine needed to be propitia 
1887 4.275.401 | 5.016.674 117 about that time. It also appears that their successors, the leather 
1888 4,316,513 | 4,636, 463 1.07 trust, have dictated section 554, page 132, of this bill, and have 
— - res 15 bass Ey demanded that they be kept upon the free list. I think no member 
1891 4.07025 5.689.705 138 of this House will deny that by section 430, pages 116 and 117, 
Be: d 3 564, 409 4,956,334 13 7 oË me m 5 you confer 3 very great TETO 
= -| 3,386, 27 -42 |- upon the few hun people who are engaged in the business o 
eis : Poe ae — Fe = tanning. There is also no doubt that if you will consent to levy 
1800. 140,8 | 2/155, 068 1.01 a small duty upon imported hides you will confer a modest favor 


upon the several hundred thousand people who raise cattle. Now, 


The interests of my district, for w 
exorbitant rates. They will be satisfied with a moderate, a reve- 


h I appeal, do not ask for 


nue tariff. 
my district, I will incorporate in my remarks a letter received 
from one of the largest flock masters of Texas. He asks for a rate 
which will not, by its unreasonableness, invite constant assaults 
upon thelaw. He thinks that two-thirds or three-fourths of the 
proposed rate would be ample. 

Dex R10, TEX., March 11, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: 8 you have an interest in the ind and 
Snowing TORS ros, are in favor of a protective tariff on wool, I e the li 
wri letter. I saw a letter from J udge Lawrence, president 
stort eee claiming that a duty less Phan 18 cents 
worthless, 


I have talked with a great many of the woolgrowers none 
paa tor more than 8 cents. and a t hope op roak be satisfied with 6 cents. 
e I do not agree with Mr. B. ch in reference to the free importa- 


bees of Mexican ewes, on the other hand I do not agree with a large number 
the Texas sheep men who want a prohibitory tariff. 
But I do believe they ought to pay a fair import duty. 
Yours, respec y: 


James L. SLAYDEN, M. O. 

House of Hepresentatives, Washington, D. C. 

Our people want a moderate, a just tariff.. They believe that it 
will help to take the tariff out of politics, for a while at least. 
The gentleman from Dakota, in discussing the free-hide schedule, 
said that we only imported a few hides suitable for sole leather, 
and pooh-poohed the idea that a tariff upon hides would yield any 
og rapt revenue tothe Government or benefit to the producers. 
I desire to call his attention to the fact that in the Monthly Sum- 
mary of Finance and Commerce, issued by the Bureau of Statis- 
tics, he will be able to learn that hides were im for the month 

‘of January to the value of $2,349,122, and for the seven months 
ending Jan 1897, to the value of $12,625,844. The moderate 
revenue tax of 10 per cent Be ge that would have yielded to the 
Government more than $1,000,000 additional income, besides in- 
cidentally giving some protection to the neglected cattle grower. 
Iam everlastingly opposed to free raw material as 1 as any 
import duties are collected, but I am decidedly in favor of the free 
admission of all articles controlled by trusts to the detriment of 
the people. If not the common enemy of mankind, the trusts are 
certainly the enemy of unrestricted trade. It will popularizeyour 
bill to incorporate a provision that articles manufactured and con- 
trolled by trusts shall be admitted free. It will do more; it will 
punish greed, it will chastise the enemies of the people, and it 
will help to destroy the only anarchists in the country, the only 
men who, by their contempt for law and for the rights of their 
fellow-men, could ever make possible a repetition of the horrors 
of the French Revolution. 

A few words in conclusion. I come from a district which was 
one of the first to feel the blight of the late alleged Democratic 
Administration’s policies. e people of my district are largely 
engaged in pastoral pursuits. Their income is derived from flocks 
and herds. With free hides forced upon them by the Republican 
party, and with free wool forced them by Mr. eland, 
that income has been materially uced. They will cheerfully 
undertake a fair share of the burdens of taxation. But they do 
not want to be discriminated inst. If the policy of a tax upon 
imports is to be continued (and no one seriously believes it will 
be abandoned), we demand a distribution of the incidental advan- 
tages. The national Democratic platform, the only Democratic 
platform—that written at Chicago—condemns the unfair spirit in 
which tariff taxes have hitherto been levied. The State Demo- 
cratic platform in Texas indorses the national declaration in its 
condemnation of discriminating duties. 

The 1 of the Twelfth Congressional district of Texas, 
upon which I made 8 specifically demands an — 5 
duty upon cattle, hides, and wool. Every demand is reasonable. 
I wish the Republican Ways and Means r had thought 
less of the leather and other trusts and more of the people, and 
had conceded all these demands. I still hope that the Senate, 
which is not controlled by a brutal majority, will correct the 

uities of this bill and distribute the burden of taxation among 
all the people alike, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


JAS. McLYMONT. 


As an evidence of the feeling of the woolgrowers of | per 


Marcu 30, 


Aea CHAMAN; Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
usted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that all debate upon the pendin a- 
graph and all amendments thereto be now A AE z aoe 

e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would submit to the tleman that that 
would be ust, because if we should 5 section after- 
wards, thus alone members of the House will have an opportunity 
to consider it, and hereafter they would not have an opportunity 
to discuss the a a 

Mr. DINGLEY. is applies only to the present action. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Very well; with that understanding, I have - 
no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Permit me simply to say-that 
this paragraph is an increase on the Wilson bill of from 50 to 75 


cent. 
ve PAYNE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in that state- 
men 

The motion to close debate was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

The 3 was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

á as: AYNE. Iofferthe amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Further amend paragraph 437 by adding. after the word “ in line 

the following: And provided fur That 
ees 8 7 k that are —— — than6, . — Leh —. DA 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I wish simply to say that this 
amendmentisindi ble, because of the difficulty in the custom- 
house always of distinguishing between men’s and children’s 
gloves. Size 6is the highest size of children’s gloves. This simpl. 
makes a definition of the distinction between men’s and children 
gloves. Some men with short fingers wear what are called ‘‘ cadet 
gloves,” which have been imported at a lower rate of duty than 
men’s gloves; and this is simply to protect the revenue, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwould state directly what the gentleman has 
stated indirectly—that men's gloves bear a higher rate of duty than 
children’s gloves. 

Mr. PAYNE. heyy Bocce 

Mr. McMILLIN. erefore, so far as this affects the classifica- 
tion of gloves, it would raise the duty. 

Mr. PAYNE. It prevents men's ‘goes from coming in as chil- 


dren's 1 
Mr. And so far as it affects the classification, it 
raises the dut 


Mr. PAYNE. Now, I want to say tothe gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that the duty on men’s gloves is precisely the rate in the 
Wilson bill, and this fraud grew up under the Wilson bill after it 
had been in operation fora couple of years. Inthe first two years 
they all paid the duty on men’s gloves, and afterwards they were 
brought in as cadet” gloves, which are a little larger than No. 6, 
as children’s gloves, and this gives a definition. It simply leaves 
it where it was the first two years under the Wilson bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman does not deny my state- 
ment as to the effect of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to send up, to have read, a 
letter that I have received from a cattle association, which reflects 
the sentiment from all our country on the subject of the tariff on 
hides. I want to say to the members of this House that while 
you can protect no farmer in the interior of the country by a gen- 
eral tariff you put on icultural products, you can kolp them 
some with a tariff on hides. If you pass this tariff bill, the high- 
est ever known in this country, and leave out a revenue duty on 
one of the products of the farmer, that of hides, then I think mem- 
bers will regret it in the days to come. All your duties on pota- 
toes, straw, and the different articles rap the coast-line farmers a 
little, but the only thing that you conld do to help the interior 
farmers generally is a tariff on hides. There is not one man in fifty 
who raises shee 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BELL. No; I have no time to 2 
ian LINNEY. Will you vote for the bill if we put a tariff on 

es? 

Mr. BELL. No, sir; I will not. But the tariff on hides will 
benefit every farmer. Not one farmer in fifty in Colorado raises 
sheep, but almost every farmer raises cattle. I ask to have this 
letter read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

CHICAGO, March 18, 1897. 


Dran Sin: The new tariff bill that it is proposed to submit to the special 
session of Congress and A ark sac rin et pede patna ari this morning puts hides 
down again on the free list, but takes care of wool. 


Independent of our theories on protection and free trade, I think in re] 
equities of the case that the cattle men ought to be looked after a little bit 
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they are compelled to contribute something toward the sup; of sheep 
men, and for this reason I write you, and would suggest, you are in 
sympathy with this idea, that you write your Congressman, and writeevery- 
one you terested in the cattle business and who is in sympathy 
with the idea to write their Congressmen, pressing them to take action for 
the protection of hides. 

I have written a good many, and have in substance stated that for the 
9 months ending December, 1896, there were of all kinds of hides and 

pe Ober: than fur and is skins, re peep into the United States, 107,- 
276,772 pounds, of a value oi 909,919. Of this total Ipresume South America 
furnished nearly one-half, as the statistics I have say that there were hides 


— — W nee from there amounting to 49,781,448 pounds, ot a value 

pound a will have a hide weig in the neighborhood of 
80 pounds, which probably sell at from 4 cents to 7 cents; and a Texas 
I cow, hing about ands, will have a hide weighing in the 
u borhood of 50 pounds, which will probably sell at from 3 cents to d cents 
per ou see that the value of the 0 is no cant thing in 


und. So 
proportion to the value of the animal, and to large cattle owners a gain of a 
. pound on a hide would well e effort we may make to secure it. 

e fact that the National Agricul: De 
there are 8,000,000 head less cattle in the 5 now than there were five 
ago sonig indicate that the business of cattle raising needed some en- 
ment. 

If anything is to be done, it should be done at once, as the special session of 
— Sar meets Monday, and early action will undoubtedly be taken on the 


Yours, very truly, GEO. FINDLAY. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, that is but a sample of numerous 
that [have received on this subject from New Mexico, from 
, from Colorado, from everywhere, and I know that I speak 

e sentiment of 3 every farmer in the United States 

hen I sa ey demand as a matter of justice that there 

be a duty put on hides. Why should you give a tariff to the 

hio wool man, the Texas wool man, the Utah wool man, the 

wool men of a few States, oa — because they help you carry your 

iff on manufactured woolen products, and put the cowhides 
raised 1 on the free list? 

The © . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY rose. 

Mr. BELL. Iaskforfiveminutesmore. Ihavesathere silently 
and have conceded time to the 3 from Maine and wer 
other gentleman desiring it, and now I ask a like courtesy myself. 

The CHAIRMAN, Forwhat purpose does the gentleman from 
Maine rise? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Irise to reply to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado, if he is through. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
bay Raren for five minutes longer. 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want it understood that I 
am in favor of the wool man having his tariff on wool to the same 
extent that the manufacturer has a tariff on his products, but I 
want to say further that when you come to apportion your tariff 
and give protection to a lot of men in three or four States, not 
over half a dozen at the outside, whose production is almost ex- 
clusively wool, and at the same time bar from your list the farm- 
ers in every section of the country who produce hides, you give to 
every farmer in the United States just ground for complaint. 
They do complain, and they have been complaining all over this 
country ever since 1870, about the duty being taken off hides. I 

oticed that Senator VEST. of Missouri, some time ago said in the 
Renate that when the McKinley law was under consideration in 

e Senate there was an effort made to puta duty on hides, but 
that when it became known to the New nd manufacturers, 
between one day and another, they fairly fell over one another in 
giving warning that if a tariff were put on hides, the McKinley 

ill must fail. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, Texas, Colorado, Utah, Wyoming, Mon- 
tana, New Mexico, and every State in the interior of the country 
have been demanding this tariff on hides ever since you took it 
off. You tell usthat you are trying to benefit the farmers by this 
bill. I repeat, your tariff on potatoes and on general agricultural 
products does not help the interior of the country in the least, but 
the moment you put a tariff on hides you will help practically 
every farmer in the United States. Let me tell you, further, that 

u must put a tariff on hides when you reach the schedule affect- 
ing the farmers or you must be open to the imputation of h — 
risy. If the manufacturing States of New England, and if Chi- 
cago and a few other places that make shoes, if the leather trust 
and their allies are more powerful with you than a just principle, 
then put wooland woolen goodsand leather andits products on your 
protected list and hides on the free list. If you want to benefit a 
single class, put leather on the protected list and the man who 
raises hides on the free list; but if you take that course I warn 

ou that it will return to burn your ears from every stump in the 

nited States when the next campaign comes on, and it will make 
many a Republican orator shrink from the action of his party at 
this session of Congress. 

There is only one explanation of this problem. You are not 
alias enough to disregard the opinions of those who are bene- 

ted by leaving the farmer, who is now struggling for an exist- 
ence, and whom you all claim to be trying to help, unprotected; 


that you are not powerful enough to go to his aid in defiance of 


these great monopolies. That is all there is to it. Every farmer 
in the United States is on one side in this matter, and it is only by 
putting a tariff on hides that you can help all of them. You can 
not help them in the interior with your tariff on these other little 
articles, because we can not reach your markets with our ordinary 
farm pen: you can not help. them on wheat; you can not 
help them on cotton, except on some long Egytian cotton, and you 
are disinclined to help them on that; but here is one thing that 
the farmers do want. This is an item of substance; these others 
are mere shadows. You can, if you choose, offer them these 
empty shadows, but they will accept them with very poor i 
We offer you an opportunity here to give them somethin sub- 
stance. e question is, Will you do it or will you yield to the 
aast a Is of the manufacturers? [Applause.] 

0 MAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. BELL] has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last 
word. I did not intend at this time to refer to the investigations 
that the committee has made on the subject which has been 
brought in here out of time; but it is proper, perhaps, although 
the subject is not before the committee for any action, that I 
should say what the committee understands to be the facts. . 

When we were framing the act of 1890, the Committee on Ways 
and Means, of which the present President of the United States 
was chairman, made an exhaustive investigation of this subject. 
of hides. They considered the question whether a duty on hides 
would be of benefit to the farmers of this country or not. After 
a very thorough investigation of the subject we found the facts 
to be substantially these: First, that hi in this coun are 
produced here as a by-product in the slaughter of cattle, and that 
no duty would lead to the production of additional hides; sec- 
ondly, that the price of hides here is made by conditions prevail- 
ing in our own country and not elsewhere. 

. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the tleman from Georgia will 
‘“ possess his soul in patience” until I complete m: 

Thirdly, we found that there were goatskins a large number 
of other skins used for the purpose of tanning in this country, 
which we produce here and which must be imported, Fourthly, 
we found that the thick hides impo: except as to a few kinds, 
came largely from South America, and that they were the dry 
hides in making sole and other leather for export. It was 
found that with the importation of this class of hides we could in 
this country, with our cheap tanning materials, tan the hides and 
could reach to a certain extent the foreign markets. The question 
came up as to the balance of advantages on the whole. 

We found that never but thrice in the of this country 
had there been a duty on hides. The first duty, enacted in 1882 
was subsequently repealed, Again, a duty imposed by the act of 
1842, but subsequently repealed. And again, a duty was placed 
on hides by the war tariff of 1864, and this was abrogated in 1872, 
We found in the course of our investigations that by reason of 
the peculiar conditions of this industry there would be no advan- 
tage tothe farmer growing out of the duty on hides, and that it 
would be a disadvantage in one r. to a certain branch of 
our export trade. It was believed that a duty on hides would 

revent the importation of the class of hides used for the manu- 
ture of sole leather for export and certain other classes of 
leather—would prevent the tanning of those hides in this country 
and transfer the business to Canada. Weconsidered also the fact 
that for more than a quarter of a century hides had been upon the 
free list and the business of the whole country had been adjusted 
to that condition of things. 

The Committee on Ways and Means therefore in 1890, after hav- 
ing first concluded otherwise, reached y the unanimous con- 
clusion that the putting of a a on hides would be of no possible 
benefit to the farmer, but would simply destroy a certain export 
trade which we had enjoyed, growing out of the class of 
hides which we imported. It was felt that after this condition 
of things had existed under all tariffs for soman Josns a chases 
of our policy would disarrange the trade which grown up 
this manner, with no possibility, as the committee believed, of any 
advan to the farmer. Therefore we decided it to be best that 
things should be left as they were. 

8 the hammer fell.] 

. BELL. I will ask that the time of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] be extended; and when that be done, I 
wish to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the time of the 
gentleman from Maine will be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will listen now to the question of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado a erg % 

Mr. BELL. As I understand, it has been stated all through 
this debate that on this subject those interested in the duction 
of the manufactured product have consulted, I should like 
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to know whether, in reaching the conclusions of the committee, 
bp Faget or any producers of hides were consulted? 

r. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly. In 1890 we had a hearing dis- 
tinctly upon this subject, in which all sides were heard, and, besides, 
we gathered facts from other sources. 

. BELL. How has it been in 1896-97? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In our recent hearings nobody appeared to ask 
for this duty; but at the same time the commi made investi- 
gation, referring especially to the facts brought out in 1890, as 
well as to facts subsequently ascertained, 

Mr.BELL. Ithinkall the farmers now are asking for this duty. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will now hear the question of the gentleman 
from ie Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to renew now the question I asked 
afew days ago. The report of the committee which framed the 
1 bill in 1890 was, as I understand, in favor of a duty on 

es. 


Mr. DINGLEY. That was the first conclusion. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But that conclusion was reached after 
mature investigation and deliberation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. I have already stated that the 
first conclusion of the committee, when the original report was 
prepared, was in favor of putting a duty on hides. We then pro- 

ed to gather more information respecting the matter, and the 
final conclusion was, as I have already stated, unanimously 
against such a duty. 
Mr. LIVIN: GSTON. . I should like to know where the addi- 
tional information came from—from farmers or manufacturers? 
Mr. DINGLEY. It came from both farmers and manufacturers, 
I desire simply to add thatin 1890 it was the opinion of the 
committee that if in any case any possible advantage could accrue 
to anyone from a duty on hides, which was doubtful, it would 
operate only to the advantage of the great slaughtering houses, 
not to the advantage of the farmers of the country. 
After examining all these facts it was thought that, in view of 
the policy which had prevailed for so many years, the result of any 
change of policy in this direction would be an injury to the busi- 
ness of the country as a whole, without benefiting the farmer at 
all, and hence that was the conclusion reached in 1890, and the 
conclusion that has been reached at this time. 
Isimply desired to present the salient facts as Gey appeared to 
the committee. If gentlemen will pardon a single additional fact, 
I will state that in the reciprocity clause there is a provision as to 
countries that do not give us reciprocal advantages in consequence 
of our free admission of hides, which provides that in such case 
the duty shall go on. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I believe you admit that the McKinley bill, 
in the first instance, contained a duty on hides? 
Mr. DINGLEY. No; the bill as reported did not. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the report was in favor of it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The first draft of the report, when we thought 
of putting a duty upon hides, did contain a provision of that kind, 
ree | by inadvertence it was not stricken out after the committee 
had reconsidered its determination and had decided to put hides 
upon the free list. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to raise 
revenue and to protect the industries of the country. Upon this 
uestion of hides the statistics show that goat hides for the last 
ve years have upon an average been imported to the extent of 
$10,848,920 annually. Hides other than goat hides have been 
imported to the extent of $14,876,557 annually, The average for 
five years of hides ee is $25,725,477. Now, a tax of 10 per 
cent ad valorem on hides other than goat hides would bring $1,400,- 
000 of revenue annually in this bill; and a duty of 1 cent a pound 
on goat hides would give $560,000 of revenue 8 in this bill. 
One cent per pound on goat hides and 10 per cent ad valorem on 
hides other than goat hides would bring nearly $2,000,000 of reve- 
nue, and at the same time give incidental protection to an over- 
whelming number of agriculturists scattered all over the great 
West and the South. 
And then, the McKinley bill carried a duty of 20 per cent on 
den and flower seeds. The Wilson bill carried 10 per cent. 
is bill carries 40 per cent on seeds. For what purpose? Every 
cent of that will come out of the pockets of the farmers and the 

r people who buy seeds other than those distributed by the 
Government’. Why is this duty of 40 per cent imposed? Is it 
for the purpose of raising revenue? Noz; it is simply to bolster up 
some of your seed plants in Pennsylvania and in other Eastern 
States. Is thattreating the farmers and the common people of 
this country fairly? 

Now, take cutlery and other schedules in this bill. You have 
got a duty of 2044 cent upon a jackknife that sells for 50 cents 
at retail all over this country. Is there any revenue in that? You 
have got a duty of 1124 per cent on a 25-cent jackknife that the 

ys of the country must buy if they buy at all. Is there 
any revenue in these duties? What kind of protection do you give 
to the farmer? I have scanned your bill as closely as I could in 


the limited time I have had. What protection have you given to 
the planters of the country? You have given the cotton manu- 
facturers, it is true, nothing but the Wilson protection; but you 
have refused to the producer of that fabric one single iota of pro- 
tection. Willfully and deliberately, when asked to doit, you have 
refused that. 

Now, gentlemen, let me say to you, as one of the representative 
farmers of this country, you can not go before our people and 
make them swallow such bosh and twaddle as that this bill is in 
the interest of farmers. You might just as well make up your 
mind now that you have got the farmers of this country to meet 
and to fight, and you will find that there is more intelligence and 
more fight in them than you have supposed, and they will cast 
more votes in 1898 and 1900 than you have calculated upon. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word upon 
this subjecs. I do not know with accuracy the consumption of 
hides in this country, but I have heard gentlemen say upon this 
floor that we imported comparatively a small amount of hides, 
I do not know just exactly what that means; but let us assume 
that it is one-fourth of the consumption in the country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I refer yoa to the report of the Agricul- 
tural Department for the exact figures, 

Mr. HEPBURN. In 1896 we imported 163,000,000 pounds of 
hides, worth $20,000,000. Ik that was only one-fourth of the con- 
sumption, then see how enormous this interest is in the Uni 
States. If the consumption was $80,000,000 in value, how the a 
industry of the United States dwarfs in yt erin with this. 
undertake to say that the hides of the United States in 1896, at the 
prices then prevailing, were worth more in millions of dollars 
than the entire wool clip of the United States. [Applause.] Gen- 
tlemen tell us that this comparatively small portion of the hides— 
the imported hides—comes from tropical countries, I find that of 
the 163,000,000 pounds imported, 61,000,000 pounds came from 
European countries and 38,000,000 came from the Argentine. I 
call your attention to the location of that country in South Amer- 
ica as compared with ours. Their northern limit is about 80°, 
The warmest limit of their climate is about the climate of 
Charleston, S. O. Sothat if there is a reason for this discrimination 
I want gentlemen to give us a better one than that hides, because 
of the kindliness of nature, are thickened in tropical climates so 
that insects can not affect them. [Laughter an applause on the 
Democratic side.] I do not believe that is satisfactory. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman be kind enough to give us, 
if he has it in the table, the number of hides imported from the 
Dominion of Canada? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know that I have it. But, Mr. 
Chairman, I know that the State that I represent in part is more 
interested in this than we are in wool. e produce more t 
$3,000,000 worth of hides every year, while we produce about 1 
per cent of that amount of wool. Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be 
that there are reasons—economic reasons, valuable ones, control- 
ling „ should be no duty upon hides; but I want a 
better one to given to satisfy myself, and satisfy my people 
than has been given here a day or during the progress 
this . on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand my friend from Iowa 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not desire to yield to the gentleman. I 
want to say my own sayings and not those of the gentleman, 
I believe in this Poe system; I believe in the general purpose 
of this bill; but I do think that in framing it the committee hav 
not had that complete regard to the general interests of this sacl 
5 should be found within the provisions of a measure 
of this kind, and I hope that the committee yet, in the multitude 
of amendments that they are offering to the bill, will see fit to 
offer one upon this subject, so that we can test the opinion of this 
House. [Ap] lauseon the Democratic side.] I believe that nearly 
every Republican member of this House from the West desires a 
tariff upon hides, I do not think that gentlemen from New Eng- 
land, and from Pennsylvania, and from New York, where the 
great tanneries are located, ought to stifle this opinion and pre- 
vent us from a vote upon this question, [Renewed applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman want more time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that all debate on the pending para- 
staph be closed in five minutes. 

. MCRAE. I move to amend by making it thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the 
motion of the gentleman from Maine. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. McRAE. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 122, 

Mr. MCRAE. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Evidently a sufficient number; tellers 2 
ordered; and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and ti 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will please act as tellers, 


The committee again divided. 
Mr. ae een of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The © MAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? : 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Minnesota . Morris], and inadvertently voted. I there- 
fore ask, before the result is announced, that one be taken from 
the tive. 

The CHAIRMAN, The deduction will be made. On this ques- 
tion the ayes are 111, the noes 126. The noes have it, and the 
amendment is rejected. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from e. 8 

The motion Was a to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine demand 
the floor? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Illinois ene aoe r 4 
Mr. STER. I thought I was recognized in my own right. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave the floor. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, we have reached a point, it 

seems to me, in this discussion, where we ought to be 55 
careful in the legislation that we are attempting to enact. 
there is any relief to come to this country, it seems to me it neces- 
sarily must come by doing something to revive the industries of 
those who cultivate the soil more particularly than any other 
class. We find, however, in looking into this bill, that whilst 
there are propositions to protect the farmer, yet they are mere 
shadows, without any substance whatever in them. The proposi- 
tion to protect the farmer on wool, in my judgment, amounts to 
nothing when we the prices of the past. Since 1873 the 
price has steadily gone down without regard to the tariff. Under 
the McKinley bill wool went to the lowest point and has remained 
there ever since. 

The proposition to place 25 cents a bushel duty upon wheat is no 
protection to the farmer. It is simply placed in this bill to deceive 
the farmer and placate him until he is robbed by the authors of 
protection. It seems strange to me that the Committee on Ways 
and Means in this act presume upon the stupidity of the farmers so 
much as to make a pretense of protecting them. Yet they propose 
to protect the farmer with 25 cents a bushel on wheat, and say it 
will raise the price of wheat, and then at the same time the bill 
places a duty of 87 per cent on ready-made clothing that they say 
will reduce the price of clothing. Now, this proposition that is 
presented for the farmers in a serious way Pe presentatives 
upon this floor, it seems to me, is . urd; and I have the 
honor to represent a constituency that is largely cultural, and 
there is not one of the 200,000 people in my district, either farmer, 
laborer, merchant, or manufacturer, that receives one cent of pro- 
tection from this bill. This bill, Mr. Chairman, is the invitation 


of the wolf t the lambs. 

The C The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to submit a report by a special agent 
of the Agricultural 3 on the effect of the importation 
of Egyptian cotton on the cotton produced in this country. With- 
out reading it, I will simply have it printed as a portion of my 
remarks. us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The report is as follows: 


DEAR Sin: In mse to your . for my views in regard to impos- 
ported raw cottons, 
try, 8 t 
coun 

an ties or es of America’ 

hes er 
country of the long staple varieties. : 
ww cottons we import come almost exclusively from Egypt and Peru, 
There is no cotton wn in the United States exactly like the tiam, 
" ore or thing foi is 
a staple as 


either len; color of its fiber. The nearest 
our Sea ut po tian is a as long nor as fine a 
Sur Bea ya proue it is een end bees and silkier fiber than our 
best up! grades. It is es y adapted for fine yarns, fine under- 
gods, thie ebnete eee a its 1 maak — especially 
an 0 T, T T es 
. is aimed that dyed and 


e for use in cotton- 8. 
T made of Egyptian m retain their color and luster longer 
made of American SD 
ple 


cotton is grown irri tion 
intense — hy our cotton 


andina te where the heat is more ‘ormly 
FCC 
es, for ce, are a dar wD ior, an ave 
staple of about 1.41 in On the other hand, our a is white, with 
an ay I of staple of about 1.6] inches, while our grades of 
wW. not average in length of sta 


diate e, coming in wry lees our best u - t 
that in Liverpool 2 3 not only 


this 
S perg A séparately from all other cottons, but commands ediate 
ce 


tween our best uplands and sea-island. For instance, when mid- 
Sling Orleans, as in Decem 


tian ne quote’ at 6 to 7 pence, while sea-island 
It is only wi the t í dozen or so years that the tion of 
cotton. assume noticeable proportions. In the im 
amounted to ye a little upward of 5,000,000 pounds; ten i later the: 
had risen to 50,000,000 It is all important to notice t just abou: 
the time American a more extensive use of Egyptian they 
also began to increase their consumption of sea-island cotton. 


The following fi will give some idea of the increased consumption of 
long-staple ier oy g Š 5 


American spinners in the last twenty-five years: 


ptian cotton paing hurtful to the sea-island 
ən helpful, for, by reason of its cheapness, 
induced the American Poona to 

turn his attention to the manufacture of a finer class of fabrics hithertó 


monopolized by European ners. 
Your attention is invited to the fi exhibited in Table I, which give 
tian and Peruvian cotton into the Uni tates, the 
p A the amount retained by American spinners, and the price of the same 
e 
same 


t the price ot god medium” sea-isiand 


ipo: to 60,220 bales, average ice Lor e same 
above dates was 12d. in Live: 


It is tted that the prices of sea-island could not be obtained for the 


years is believed that a still more striking comparison 
could be made to show that the price of sea-island has not declined with the 


3 of tian cotton. 

It must be borne in mind the price of sea island is no more controlled 
or fixed in the markets of country than is the price of an: eg 
or varieties of cotton. The pri n the 
market that consum 


In view of these continually in 


the demand, it was inevitable that prices shoul: 

e 2 taken place on the price of long: staple erican must be attributed 

partly a in in the world’s production Sd cottons, but mainly 
in in the production of the long-stap eties. 

ere can be no possible way to exe any control in the American mar- 


a le varieties until we con- 
it is now we are exporting to 


sume 
Great 


7252... Aay Oe ed that the imposition of a d 
ow, n, Can y G] on ofa duty upon 
ported raw cotton would benefit the sea-island cotton planter? Fast oo 
growth to Liverpool prices will be fixed the: 
p 8 stapi of any amount of Egyptian or Peruvian would not affec 
rice e e he 
* 15 the sm: e Peruvian cotton 9 7 eM into this country, it is 
the product of the tree cotton of the 2 5 with a strong, rough, woolly 
fiber, so closely resembling wool that it i used for mixing in the manufacture 
of woolen co oes not in the léast conflict with any 
variety of ican cotton, and the amount we use istoo to have any ap- 
preciable e: on price; Xoept the prices of the goods into which it is woven, 
So far from 4 a duty on Egyp cot its use should be encour- 
2 that its in use ted in an in consumption 
staples. Eyery additional pound of it used is an evidence of 


progress in cotton man in this country and only brin; in 
competition in our home markets with a mone teases fal 6 
si A ‘i 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Chairman Ways and Means Committee. 


COTTON STATISTICS. 
of raw cotton into the United States; of sea-ish 
ported nd 3 f sane 


JAMES L. WATKINS. 


L—Showing im 


‘own in the United States; same e a n the United 
‘ates; press in Liverpool, with total crops of upland grown in United States, 
prices, etc. 


about 715 pounds. 
le of months of 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment of the gentleman 
from Maine will be considered as withdrawn; and the question is 


ntleman from New York. 
irman, I offer an amendment to the 


on the amendment of 5 
Mr. KLEBERG. 
amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert after line 13, page 117, after the word “ent,” the following: 
“Hides, raw or uncured, whether W tae vip hc or ickled; pelt goat- 


zine Ter wit without the wool, unmanufactu raw or unmanu- 
and skins, except sheep skins with the wool on, 1 cent per pound.“ 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. ae, I make the point of order that 
that amendment is not 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Cha Chair sustains the point of order. 
The amendment offered by Mr. PAyNE was then adopted. 
Mr. DINGLEY . Chairman, I move to amend paragraph 
by ring ai i out the word twelve,“ in line 13, page 121, and 
in lieu thereof; also by striking out “ t, *in 
W and substitu wen rde as tout in lieu E 


would like to be recognized for 
a . or 5 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to 
take the floor in sup of his amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not unless there is some inquiry or something 
said in opposition to Da amendment. 

The The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] 
desires the floor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman that this is a re- 
duction of the duty as proposed in the 

Mr. MoRAE. I will get to that 5 

Mr. DINGLEY. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. the gentleman from Maine desire to 
occupy the floor? 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that all debate on the pending amend- 
eres all amendments thereto be limited to five minutes. 


CKERY. Mr. Chairman, Imake the point of order that Gere 


t motion is not in order, no debate ha had. Under 
o rules there is allowed five minutes’ debate for and five minutes’ 


bate pot amendment, The gentleman's proposition is 
‘just a 
Mr. DINGLEY. LET. withdraw the motion, Mr. Chairman. I ask 


the gentleman from Missouri whether there is any objection to 
mitn the debate to ten minutes. 

Mr. DOCKE KERY. I do not know. The gentleman from Ar- 
sarees Mr. MoRAE] desires to be heard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. . Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. McRAE. That is altogether unn , Mr. Chairman. 
We are entitled to ten minutes’ debate under the rule. Wedonot 
have to beg for that. 

The MAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
tleman from Maine? [A pausa) The Chair hears none. 
gentleman from Arkansas is recogni 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in 
this connection which iy ome to have been said when the gentle- 
man from Maine had the floor, but he declined to yield. He stated, 
if I understood him correctly, that the hides importeđ into this 
country and used in leather manufactures did — 8 come in com- 
‘petition with any that are produced in this country, and that they 
were used principally in manufacturing forexport. Iwant 
to call attention to what is shown in the last monthly summary of 
finance and commerce of the United States, prepared in the Bureau 


of Statistics. 
That report, on 957, shows that the value of imports of 
hides and skins for the year ending December, 1895, aggregated 
the sum of $36,432, 980, and for the year ending December, 1896, it 
amounted to the sum of $20,718,528, while all the e a of leather 
and manufactures of leather for the year 1895 onl ted the 
sum of $7,130,809, and for the year 1896 aggrega bai $7,046,637, 
ppears on page 977 of the same report. Now, without regard 
ete merits of t Je partidoa proposition, itis at least đue to the 
committee and to the country that the gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, who unde: e to explain this bill, 
1 state facts, and not undertake to mislead or misrepresent 

e items in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on 
the pending amendment and all amendments thereto be limited to 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is already limited to ten minutes. 

Ba PROTOUR I do not desire to enter into any debate 

17 5 co estion, but I have here some valuable statistics which 

I Would like to have printed in the Recorp. They bear on the 

F aprir of the magnitude of the boot and shoe and the tanning 

industries in the United States. Without further remarks, I sub- 

it them to be printed for the information of members. They are 
from the Hide a and Leather Journal of January 12, 1897. 


The communication submitted by Mr. BROMWELGLis as follows: 


JANUARY 12, 1807. 
uest from Mr. B. W. Campbell, of the 
9 pb togive you herewith some 
1 t ther and the attendant ind 


DEARSIR: In accordance withthe 
ee 1 ei Cincinna 
an resin r 
3 


ie papers. In my extended experience, particular! th 
‘ears, the sentiment in the hide and leather trades aad the — indus- 
fries in the United States is overw! against any interference with 
free trade in raw hides and 


skins. 
Here are some facts taken from the United States Census Report of 1890: 
Boots and shoes, United States factory product. 


Number of establishments reporting 
CFC $95,282 11 
Average number of employees 139, 833 
WAGOR << —— , 008 
Cost of materials used Pa 81 
nr enckdohepticp eine AA 20 040.850 

Leather tanned and curried in the United States. 
Number of establishments reporting 1.500 
yea sce 261, 696 
M 

Total 605 
Cost of 112.805 
Value of product. 282, 004 
I venture to remind on importations of raw hides and 


Staten? for 
3 of sole at ho 


30, 987,377 5 
lar period, 1895, 37, 250 340 50 ae valued at 
exceed those for — the boomin tga fn, 


yg ne 


uruble 
— Has led to the building ot many chigan 
and vin t to be: £ 2 
a, for the Tai 0 nee en emp) ete iate —.— rs of men, and furnishing a 
phe Sh e Ay AY pueda 


— tthe ten mon $7,388,350 tor this 
rts oe ab toot oats 2 shoes for ten months ending October, 1896, were 
1 „700. Same period for 185, 708.387 pairs, valued 
of harness garters ten months ending Octo) 1896, $182,- 
nj fries porka for 1E BALIRE e en eee dee Os 
r man 
ptm mi ia cather or ten mon ending October, 1896, 
Total exports of 1 and manufactures thereof for ten months ending 
Om the ote 4, it is signifi 88 9 th 
0 T 3 S 
ited States have radi declined. Har’ ane the fru — sy eee 


leather and manufactures thereof for ten months en 
1 See ‘the ö — Octobe 90, 1896, $5,441,336, 

è or the ten months en r were against 
$6,916, 257 fi 1805. s S? 


for 
Inmy tax on imported hides would benefit only the ‘ers, to 
the — beinan of the — army ot leather producers. eee 
— 2 all over the goun is the greatest cattle market in the 


ld, and at the ‘Union Stock V. Chicago, beasts are bought and sold 
— ly on a bee: oa Th slaughter of cattle by farmers and country 
butchers is st evidence of this = be oe from any 


of Tenn hide 8 on 2 — or Michigan streets, Chi 
the farmers cre really anxious to 2 more for hides, — could easily do 
so by preventing the destruction of hides by N which perforate the 
hides, redu m much in value. In my experience as an active hide and 
, Visiting the chief tanneries and shoo factories bo- 
from time rers that thelr the year, there is an 
leather manufacturers that busin 
lear oo tariff tinke: In my travels among the 
question of a on imported hides I have 
— . up, except When some man fervently hoped his business 


gress. 
the United State is fret —.— on raw hides and skins, the prices for such in 
ted States are on an international basis, and — g the past few 
Late uite an important hide trade has pont os 8 between the United 
tates and the world . For instance, exports of hides and skins for 
the ten months en Ti are as follows, Pinta two 88,384,928 


4 5 he 345.139. 
tates to-day ae the base the production of leather. 
'Tho ma ledge that 3 is due to the wide fi 
easure 
owledge a cen o prosperity ue e 


ess be let se- 


from which they can ob special skins, suitable for, reed Raw 
are im to the United States from Belgium, 
1 and d other ee countries, 
In 1895, W. hides appeared scarce in the United States, many harness and 
saddlery leather BANAS used imported dry hides with consiiexabis su 


remembered that hides and si taken off in the United States 88 
own as green salted) are mostly used for leather for which dry hid 
amare notassuitable. On the other hand, this imported — praga produces 
leather 55 itself, 8 sor much of the heavy leather is ho Unit — 


for tue kept the price of their product within reasonable bounds. Itshoul 


fhe re der is o! service for common leather goods in the 
tates and toa on extent keeps the price of better leathers from undue 
inflation in value. 

The free importation of foreign hides and skins is the wie effective check 


against any possible trust that might be engineered in domestic hides. In 
conversation recently with a Western tanner of sole leather (an ardent Re- 
pon — ag e stign the attempt to tax foreign hides and skins 


The price of tides and skins in the United States is regulated e DE 
In 1895 hides touched an e high po point, and — 


To-day hides are bringing more in 


supply and demand. 
since 


uctuated. than 


1897. 


z thisis a matter which is susceptible of regulation pr Boor trade itself. It 


— toadd = 5 ol aos Hanea 1 * all Fayre 
5 tedly opposed to an on importation es in 
nited States. ee j 


p nonna Sn EY UB OE poma RO. LO FON 
12 2 851 i R. C. JACOBSEN, 
Hon. J. H. BRoMWELL, M. C. ee Sa 
Washington, D. C. 5 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee for onlya moment. The gentleman from 
Maine, in his reply to the question of the gentleman from Georgia 
as to why the Committee on Ways and Means in the Fifty-first 

ss first laid a duty on hides in the McKinley bill and then 

struck it out after the report on the bill had been prepared, stated 
t it was because the committee had secured additional informa- 

on. Ido not know what additional information the gentleman 
m Maine referred to, but it is an open secret, known to Rep- 
resentatives and Senators who were members of Congress at the 
time, that at least a part of the additional information” came in 
18 way of a protest from Massachusetts, under the lead of the 
i ished gentleman from that State, then a Representative 

on this floor and now a Senator. This 
of a notice to those in charge of the McKinley bill that if hides 
were taxed Massachusetts would defeat the bill. That is the rea- 
son why hides were taken from the dutiable list after the committee 
had already agreed to impose a tax upon that 8 and after 
the report been prepared in accordance with the agreement. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Not at all. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to address the 
committee at this time, but I am glad of the opportunity to do so, 
for I desire to say to gentlemen upon the other side that I am not 
only willing but anxious to aid them in the passage of any bill 
that will AN ected sufficient revenues for our Government, hon- 
estly, equitably, and fairly levied. I am not a free trader. 
Neither is the Democratic peg a free-trade party, the assevera- 
tions of gentlemen upon the other side to the contrary notwith- 
standing. If this bill could be equitably arranged, I would gladly 

ve it my vote, and that at the earliest moment possible; but I 

lieve this bill as a whole is wrong, and in detail itis an outrage. 
You ask us, gentlemen, to examine it in detail. I beg leave to say 
to you that you give us no opportunity to do that; but, taking it 

a whole, I believe that from acids,“ in Schedule A, to asa- 

ida” and “ asses’ skins,” upon the free list, it is an outrage upon 
the American people, unfair, ungenerous, and unkind, to be per- 
ee by this lawmaking power. [Applause on the Democratic 
e 


rotest was in the nature 


You seek in 1 80 line of this measure to raise your revenues 
where they will fall with the least hurt on certain favored classes, 
and to Pe the burden of the whole of these taxes upon the shoul- 
ders of the toiling millions of our land. Are you honest? If we 
ask you for a reason why in this bill flagrant robbery has been 
le lized vou answer us and regale the House by abuse of Grover 
eveland and his Administration in language befitting a fish- 
woman or a drunken sailor, You ought to be at the feet of his 
perspiring obesity and asking God to bless his ponderous ponder- 
osity for giving you the ways and means whereby you could re- 
turn to power and place upon this floor and in the nation, and 
1 giving you an opportunity to rob the people. You are like 
in many things—at least you have all his vices, if you have 
none of his virtues. 

Mr. MAHANY. Has he any virtues? 

Mr. NORTON, No. Whatever he had you stole, or bought as 
the price of your rotten honesty. 8 and ee If 
a man came into your company with any princi © would not 
have it thirty days after association with your side of the House. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

We are confined here to the details of this measure. <As well 
might you undertake to count the quills on a porcupine or to sep- 
arate each individual hair of a live polecat as to examine this 
8 in detail. It is not only painfully but disgustingly nau- 
seating. 

I have picked up a paper which I intended in the beginning of 
this argument to place before the House. But to my astonish- 
ment I find that the other side of the House reaches even into the 
throat of the diphtheritic child in order to raise revenue to carry 
on the Government and to protect infant industries.“ [Laugh- 
ter and applause.] Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk a copy of a 
communication addressed to the honored chairman of the Com- 
1 on Ways and Means and ask that it may be read in my 

e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NORTON. Then I ask that it may go into the RECORD. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

Dear SIR: As neither you nor the o: ol 
familiar with the results fono the 8 that „ pa 
66 of the proposed tariff which refers to antidiphtheritic serum, I may not 


in piscing before you the following facts: 


The serum ost exclusively imported and used in this country is Behr- 
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^s anti named after its discoverer, Professor Behring, and whi 
made in pany. Sales Wk pa My firm im 
same in vials containing one-fifteenth to one twenty-fifth part of an ounce of 
fluid; the latter, however, varies in strength irrespective of bulk. The con- 
tents of one vial represents one dose for injection. There are three grades of 
pee der from which the * selects in accordance with the severity of 
of the thatis— 


al 
No. 1 con 600 antitoxin units. 


in 


Therefore, if ph 0 12 cents for every 100 units, should be- 
come law, cost of one vial or dose would be in as fi è 

For grade No. 1, of 600 units, 6 by 12, 72 cents. 

For grade No. 2, of 1,000 uni by 12, $1.20. 

For grade No. 3, of 1,500 units, 15 by 12, $1.80. 

my firm now sells these es at the following prices— 

No. Lat pee viator o0 ts, 

No. 2 at $1.75 per vial of 1,000 units, 

No. Sat r vial of 1,500 units 
the new rate of duty woul 


amount to more than two-thirds of the 8 
selling price, and would, of course, increase the latter corres) gly. 

The enactment of >> would effect one of two „1. e., either 
enormous rate families attacked by diphtheria. 

ican not imagine that it is the intent of Congress to exclude from this 
country the product of the discovery of man who was liberal enough 
to give the benefits of same to the whole world free from pr Bor 

tents, or otherwise; neither can I imagine that either for pro- 
Pectin or revenue sake, would make those already poor in health also poor 
in means, by levying on their misfortune. 

Antitoxin, if anywhere, should be on the free list of the tariff. If your 
committee thinks otherwise, I suggest that the present rate of 25 per cent ad 


reyail. 
and an e, also vided for in paragraph 66, I wish 
to . reason why these two 3 should be 


treated otherwise than medicinal preparations provided for in poraeraphs — 


and 65. They are but medicinal p rations derived from coal tar, 

therapeutic value, and therefore 5 They are protected b 

States letters patent, and because of this the proposed in 

duty can have but one effect; that is, to increase f os Ee and to 
u 


thereby overtax the sick to obtain revenue. The inc 
protos a domestic industry, because there is none, and will be none during 


e life of the 3 
that antitoxin be included in the free 


In view of allthis, I would 
list; or, if this does not meet with the approval of your committee, tha 


t 
graph 5 be altogether eliminated from the thereby making 
he three preparations—antitoxin, antipyrine, and phenacetin—dutiable 
25 per cent ad valorem under paragraphs 64 and 65. ja 
Respectfully, 


+ yours, 
VICTOR KOECHL, 
Import of Goal Tar, Colore and K Sen 
ers 0) $ em: 
sit No. 79 Murray street, New York City. 
Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 


Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. C. 


The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 
Mr. PAYNE. I desire to offer an amendment. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom New York Mr. PAYNE] 
offers a committee amendment, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend paragraph 445 by adding at the end of line 20, page 121, the follows 


g: 

“Strings for musical instruments, composed wholly or in t of steel 
other — — 45 per cent ad vee =! a = 

Mr. PAYNE. In explanation of this amendment, I willsimply 
say that it puts upon strings for musical instruments, manufac- 
tured of metal, the same duty that is imposed upon the metal itself. 
Tha amendment is designed to remedy an omission in the bill. I 
ask for a vote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
offers a committee amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend h 448 by striking out from line 8, 2 
„gross.“ r in Mu thereof the words “one 8 ö 

Mr. ROBB rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ROBB] 
desires to occupy five minutes, I yield. 

Mr.ROBB. Mr. i , the selfishness of human nature was 
never more apparent than in the demands of the favored classes 
which have been incorporated into this bill and compose its main 
provisions, Capital, ever aggressive, aspiring, and restless—con- 
centrated capital, as represented by the great trusts and combina- 
tions, Which have within the last third of a century sprung into 
existence as a result of governmental favoritism—sits enthroned 
at the national capital, and with the instruments of a false and 
infamous policy at its beck and nod, seeks to turn the natural 
streams of a nation’s wealth and greatness from their legitimate 
channels into their greedy and grasping coffers, Timely and 
legitimate discussion in which should be the great forum of 
the people, has even been denied, lest the iniquity and deep 
damnation” of the measure proposed might be exposed. 

I am not of those who have had misgivings as to the beneficence 
or perpetuity of our republican institutions; but if, in the provi- 
dence of God, they are to be maintained, it will only be when the 
patriotism of the representatives of the people shall be able to 
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withstand the lib 
of concentrated weal 
the limited time, enter into a 
shall content myself by recording in general terms my objection 
to this measure. 

If the theory and propaganda of protection as contended for by 


-blighting and soul-destroying influences 
and power.” I could not if 1 would, in 
specific discussion of the bill, and 


the majority is now and in the future to be a part of our system 
of government, the National Congress, which should reflect the 
wisdom, the intelligence, the patriotism, and the statesmanship of 
the American Republic, which should be representative of every 
interest and of everyindividual entitled tothe honor of American 
citizenship, however humble or wherever he may be, must retro- 
grade into a mere convention of delegated spoilsmen for the dis- 
tribution and continuation of public plunder. Then, as now, it 
would be a question of power and not of right, and with each new 
and unna accession of wealth will rise higher the hideous and 
monstrous form of avarice, relentless and exacting, sapping the 
3 of the nation, and clinging to its victim until liberty is 
net. 

Henry George has forcibly described what we have witnessed 
in this and preceding Congresses when protective tariff legislation 
has been proposed. He says: 


To introduce a tariff bill into a congress or liament is like thro a 


banana into a of monkeys, No sooner is it pro to protect one in- 
dustry than e industries that are capable of bro on n to screech 
and scramble for it. They are, in f. orced to do so, for to be left out of 


a toca Oh the Unive’ Daten, Aai IAY All aot ACOA went incre Lea 
some less, acco to the money they can spend and the political influence 
they can exert. 

I for one am of those who do not believe that it is authorized in our 
organic law, or was contemplated by the founders of our Govern- 
ment, that taxes should be imposed upon one class of our citizens 
for the benefit and protection of another, or that taxes should be 
imposed for other public purposes. I agree with that distin- 

ed ublican jurist, Justice Miller, who, while a member 

of our highest judicial tribunal, said: 
d the er of the Government on the of the 
t ee 8 it upon favored Duatvidnabete cia Defense 


enterprise and build up private fortunes, is none the less robbery because it 
is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. 


I agree with that other distinguished Republican, Judge Cooley, 
who, in his work on Constitutional Limitations, says: 
Constitutionally a tax can have no other basis than the raising of revenue 


for public purposes, and whatever governmental exaction has not this 
is terancionl and unlawful. 


And I reverence and follow the leaders who have gone before 
of that great party of the people, the Democratic party, whose 
teachings and doctrines have éver been ‘‘that Federal taxation 
should be exclusively for public purposes, and shall not exceed 
the needs of the Government soonomioaily administered.” Iagree 
with that ed tariff reformer, William R. Morrison, who 
more than twenty years ago said: 

Burdens of Governmant should be borne in 

He who much sh 


them. Property should the taxes. ould pay much: 
he who has little should ey little, and he who has none, none. . 


With unusual candor and with an assurance born of recent 
victory, regardless of the circumstances and the issue upon which 
that victory was achieved, the distinguished gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] stated onya few days ago on the floor of 
this House in his opening remarks that for the first time since 
the first act of the First Congress a protective-tariff bill has had 
the candor to state the popon of it in the title. That may be 
taken as an evidence of the complete ascendency of the protective- 
tariff doctrine in the public thought of these times.” An admis- 
sion that the p and objects of this measure are not so 
much the raising of revenue as the protection of the favored in- 
dustries; an admission that the Republican partyt the past, of 
which the gentleman is and has been a distinguished member, in 
its efforts to fasten upon the poops of this country the protective 
system, has either not had the candor or boldness to declare or 
uncover its real eaten: But the only revelation, as it will ap- 
pear to those who have watched the course of legislation and 
attempted legislation on this question heretofore, and who have 
witnessed the proceedings and heard the debates on the floor of 
this House at this extraordinary session, is the candor and bold- 
ness of the gentleman’s statements; for the difference between 
the real and declared por ped of protective-tariff 1 has 
not been unknown to them, and as darkness differs from light so 
does the real object of increased tariff taxes differ from the pre- 
tended one. It been said that an open confession is good 
for the soul,” and if the gentleman, as it would seem, has been un- 
able to reconcile the attempt of the F 1890 
to reduce the surplus in the Treasury by an in tariff with 
the present attempt to supply an all deficiency in the Treas- 
ury by increased rates, he is entitled to be relieved of any 
compunctions of conscience which he may have had on account 


roportion to ability to bear 


We sho 


of his connection with the deception heretofore practiced u 
the American people, and it is fitting that he of all others should 
stand forth as the apologist for Maior McKinley, when realizin, 
that with his advent into power returning prosperity had no 
come knocking at the doors of the American mechanic, the Amer- 
ican laborer, and the American farmer. 

; Mr. Chairman, what the people of this country want and need 
in the way of protection, more than anything else, is protection 
against the prevailing and growing disposition, in the courts and 
in legislative bodies, to trample underfoot constitutional provi- 
sions and long-established precedents. Their deadliest foe is 
within. The expenses of the Government are necessarily large, 
and a tariff for revenue purposes, limited to the needs of the Gov- 
ernment, will have the effect of affording protection to many 
industries; but even to that extent it is a burden upon the peopl 
in the way of taxation, and the administration of the „ 
should he economically conducted and the duties so adjusted that 
the burdens imposed thereby would be as light as possible. ; 

We should return to the tariff-for-revenue basis of taxation and 
the bimetallic system of currency established in the Constitution 
of our fathers, and prevent any further encroachments on consti- 
tutional rad eee will 3 come, and not till then. 

d encourage rather n restrict commerce with foreign 
nations, to the end that we may find ample markets for our sur- 
pi products, 8 e up the avenues of trade, stimu- 

ating production, an ording constant and remunerative em- 
ae for our laboring classes. This done, and a safe and 

cient currency—the free and unlimited coinage of silver as 
standard money at a ratio of 16 to 1—we would need but to go 
forth and fear no evil. 

What we need is more money and a freer and fairer trade” 
with all nations which would consume our surplus products. 
The distinguished statesman now Secretary of State, John Sher- 
man, in a report made in 1868, said: 

Every advance toward a free exchange of commodities is an advance in 
civilization; every obstruction toa free exchange is born of the same nar- 
row, despotic spirit which planted castles upon the Rhine to plunder peaceful 
commerce; every obstruction to commerce is a tax on consumption; every 
facility to a free exchange cheapens commodities, increases trade and produc- 
tion, and promotes civilization. Nothing is worse than secti 


onalism within 
a nation, and nothing is better for the of nations than unrestricted 
freedom of commerce and intercourse each other. 


Let us, therefore, advance in civilization” and all the comforts 
it brings by advancing toward a free exchange of commodities, 
In this connection I desire to read the following significant verses 
which are said to have originally appeared in tlie Mobile Register: 


Why build we railroads throughout all the land? 
Why clear our rivers out from source to strand? 
yay dig canals from central lake to shore, 
And send our surplus there? To ship it o'er? 
Then, why obstruct our commerce on the sea? 

close our to ls God made ? 
God's laws of commerce know no other bound 
Than human wants, where’er those wants are found; 
And human wants in nn clime demand 
The products of the wor sea and land. 
TERY anor Bare to cone ot a track, 
And then obstruct a cargo coming back? 
Ah! why spend billions to mako oimmerce cheap, 
And then up the channels of the deep? 


UNCLE SAM'S REPLY. 


Your question’s fair, and I repl 
With X ont: nti 
My friend, we have “ togo it sly” 


To gather public fees. 
1 ack dee A pa tax the rest 
e n. ve us peace; 
It's rather hard for you “out West,” 
But favors many 
d vou know, is what we need, 
And that we must maintain, 
Almo h it makes our pockets bleed, 
d thousands may be slain. 
Protection is, of se, a sham 
88 for men of wealth), 
But we must rule as best we can, 
d labor's for health. 
The rich, you know, we have to buy, 
‘he r we hold by force; 
the reason why 
tariff course. 
But do not let the propie know— 
The simple should hot know it— 
For thus it's been, and will be so; 
And hence, unwise to show it. 
Respectfully, UNCLE SAM. 
Why, my Republican friends, whither are you tending? A dis- 
hed leader of your party and afterwards President of the 
United States—General Garfield—more than a quarter of a een- 


tury ago (1870) said: 
Iam for a protection which leads to ultimate free trade. 
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5 ao distinguished leader of to-day—our Chief Executive—said 
in $ i 


Iam for largest use of silver in the Saran the country. I would 
not dishonor it; I would give it equal credit and honor with gold. I would 
make no discrimination. I would utilize both me as money and discredit 


neither. I want the double standard. 


Now, if those two ideas were carried out, it would not be nec- 
essary for any gentleman to stand on the floor of this House offer- 
ing excuses because the promised relief from the suffering and 
distress and failures and business depression generally, which 
hangs like a cloud over the industrial interests of our entire peo- 
ple, not come, But as the cry of want and distress and the 
appeal of suffering humanity has not impressed the majority party 
in this House, I know that whatever may be said will not change 
its determination. In the name of the thousands of farmers and 
laboring men and women whom I have the honor to represent I 
desire to register my opposition to a measure which will impose 
additional burdens upon them without giving to them any corre- 
sponding benefits. 

ou will pass your bill. You will pay a political debt of grati- 
tude, and no doubt pecuniarily reimburse your political benefac- 
tors. You will receive the plaudits of gour plutocratic friends, 
Confidence, you say, will be restored. Yes, and he whose skillful 
hand has dexterously contrived to rob a great people will “rejoice 
and be glad.” But when the infamy of this measure shall be un- 
folded to the American people, a people created and planted upon 
this continent for greater and nobler purposes, commissioned to 
demonstrate the possibility of perpetuating and preserving a Goy- 
ernment ‘‘of, by, and for the people,” you will hear the ominous 
mutterings of a discontented, overburdened, and overtaxed people. 
You will feel the force of their indignation. Your beneficiaries 
will not, with all their ill-gotten gains and power, be able to 
bribe or intimidate them. You will be driven from place and 
authority, and to your old enemy and the people's best friend 
the party of popular government, the Democratic party—will be 
5 the imperishable glory of perpetuating and preserving 
popular li 2 

r. DOCKERY. I ask that my colleague have one minute 


more. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us havea vote on this amendment and then 
I will let him in. The gentleman is discussing the basket clause, 
and I want to put him on a regular amendment. I ask for a vote 
on my pending amendment, 

The amendment of Mr. STEELE was to. 

Mr. STEELE. I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers the fol- 
lowing committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend ph 452 by adding at the end of the paragraph, in line 22, 


Boltin afr nee Se f silk, imported expressly for milli 
g oths, com oi ‘ rted e v for ng pu 
and anenftable for the manufacture of articles of wearing l 25 per 


cent ad valorem.” 
Mr. STEELE. Now, how much time does the gentleman from 


Missouri me ROBB] want? 
The O MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Indiána [Mr. STEELE]. 
. Mr. WHEELER of aera | I believe Asiting cloths were 
free in the McKinley bill. 

Mr. STEELE Ye 


; Ves. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And yet you put on a duty of 
25 per cent. 
r. STEELE. Yes. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Another increase. 
Mr. STEELE. Itis not an increase} it isa decrease from the 
bill as N 
: eect ER of Alabama. They were free under the McKin- 
e; 
Nur. STEELE. There isa man down in your district who wants 
to start a mill next year. 
. WHEELER of Alabama. So you are going to tax him 


for it. 
Mr. STEELE. We want to give him a chance to go into busi- 
ness, and so we have reduced the duty on bolting cloths to 25 per 


cen 
Mr. CLARDY. They have always been getting them free here- 


tofore. 

Mr. STEELE. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER. ] 

[Mr. WANGER addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


ie eerie Mr. , how much time have I? 
TheCHAIRMAN. None. e gentleman from Indiana yielded 


his time to the gentleman ennsylvania. 

Mr. ST. I yielded to him to make a speech, but desired 
to reserve my own e. 
- TheCHAL . TheChair asked the gentleman from Indiana 


XXX—31 


if he yielded the floor,and the gentleman said no, but that hé 
yielded to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, The Chair desires, 
of course, that the gentleman shall not lose his right to the floor; 
but as he wished to recognize the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
in his own right, the Chair understood the gentleman from In- 
diana to eh a to that, and yielded the time to him. 

Mr. STEELE. My idea was to yield the floor to allow the gen- 
tleman to use a of the five minutes, and that I should then 
occupy the floor myself. 

The CHAIR Without objection, under the circum- 
stances, it will be so understood, and the gentleman from Indiana, 
i en Chair hears no objection, may claim the balance of the five 
minutes, 

Mr. LITTLE. I desire to be heard on the amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. For or against the amendment? 

Mr. LITTLE. Iam against the amendment. 

Mr. STEELE, Then pou all the time but one-quarter of a 
minute to the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. RIC. DSON. Ido not understand, Mr. Chairman, that 
a gentleman makin an amendment shall occupy the floor and 
yield the time at will. 

Mr. STEELE. I yield all but one-quarter of a minute of the 
time to which I am entitled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman must oc- 
cupy his own time. 

. STEELE. Then I move to close the debate. 

Mr. LITTLE. I do not believe that the ten minutes has been 
occupied; and it is not in order, is it, to make that motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a right to make the 
motion. 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. The question is on the amendment—— 

ah LITTLE. Did the motion apply to the pending amend- 
ment 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all. 

Mr. LITTLE. Then I propose to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will submit it. 

Mr. LITTLE. Will that give us debate? That is the point I 
wish to understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. It not. 

Mr. LITTLE. Then I not propose the amendment now, but 
will withhold it. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr, 
STEELE, it was a; to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Paragraph 460: Amend by adding at the end of the paragraph, lino 
123, the following: — ü black.” . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is that now on the dutiable list? 

Mr. DALZELL. It is on the free list. It is an article not made 
in this country at all. It is a kind of alizarin dye 


Mr. DINGLEY. Some question has arisen as to whether the 
neral language of the bill covers this article or not, and to place 
it beyond dispute, at the estion of the appraisers, we have 


proposed the amendment here in this lan . 

Mr. LITTLE. I offer an amendment to the amendment. I 
want to say before the amendment is read, Mr. Chairman, that 
from the declarations of gentlemen on the other side I have no 
idea that the point of order will be made against the amendment. 
I understand it would more gn, re A come in different ts of 
the bill, but it is apparent that these can not be reached in the 
regular order of the consideration of the bill. The articles to 
which the amendment applies being on the free list, if the House 
entertains an idea of friendliness to the farmer, there will be no 
3 I take it, to the amendment to the amendment which I 
offer. 

Mr. DIN GLE. What is the amendment? 

Mr. LITTLE. I am proposing to amend the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has not been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not yet been read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It must be read before the gentleman dis- 
cusses it. It has not been read. Let us know what it is. 

Mr. LITTLE. I will debate the original amendment before I 

se the amendment. 
r. DINGLEY. But the amendment must first be read. 

Mr. LITTLE. Let it be read, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas was recog- 
nized in opposi ion to the amendmentand proceeded to debate the 
amendment, and in the course of that debate he stated that at the 
close of his argumen he would submit an amendment. 

Mr. LITTLE. I offer my amendment before my time ex- 
ires. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is an amendment you intend to offer? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; that is what I intend. I hope this in- 
terruption will not come out of the time to which Iam entitled, 
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I do not desire to make a speech of an inflammatory character at 
all. [Laughter.] Isimply want to give the Republican majority 
an opportunity to give the farmers of the South and West, as well 
as the entire country, free salt, free cotton b: and ties, and 
free farming uten I think this ought to be done. You put 
heavy duties upon every article of clothing they wear, and every 
fair-minded man must concede in all fairness that these other 
articles embraced in my amendment should go on the free list. 
From a revenue standpoint it is 1 because mer propose 
raising $113,000,000 of additional revenue by this bill, it can 
certainly stand this small addition to the free list. 

Mr. eee salt is to be taxed under this bill to 
equivalent to So per cent ad valorem. This tax is to be 
exclusively by the Southern and Western farmers. 
levied upon every table and every smokehouse in all 
Farming utensils, cotton gins, and cotton bagging and ties are also 
heavily taxed, These new and additional burdens are to be placed 
upon agriculture—our farmers, now struggling, many of them, 
with actual want, unable to pay their taxes and clothe their fam- 
ilies. Their children are being driven from the schoolhouses to 
the field, and no relief offered but the taxation of their implements 
of industry and their tables. Let the Republican , through 
their chairman, Mr. DINGLEY, if they are the friends of these 
people, urge no technical objection to this amendment, and let 
these deserving, honest people have this little relief, 

I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The following articles, „ commodities are hereby trans- 
ferred from the dutiable to the free £ for cotton, composed in 
whole or part of hemp, flax, or jute; ties for cotton, with or without 
buckles, and salt; also all farming implements, including cotton gins. 


Mr. DALZELL. Imake the pointof order thatthe amendment 
offered by the gentleman to the amendment is not germane, and 
I will say it seems hardly consistent, while we are considering 
naphthazarin black, that the gentleman should want to add so 
many other things to the free list. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The subject of the amendment is ‘‘naphthaz- 
arin black.” 

Mr. LITTLE. I am not a very great parliamentarian, but in 
dealing with the free list I should haye supposed that such an 
amendment as mine would be germane, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman : 
5 . Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 

usted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
liberal advice offered to the country by the other side upon the 
methods to be pursued forthe improvementand benefit of the coun- 
try. Now, I have some recollection of what was proposed in 1892. 
In that year, scot to the impression of the most of us, the 
country was in pretty fair health; but along about that time there 
came Democratic doctors and informed us we were in a bad con- 
dition, and unless we submitted to the medication of the Demo- 
cratic party nobody could answer for the consequences; so, in an 
unguarded moment, the country took the Democratic medicine. 
„Why,“ they said, take this remedy, and then you go forth and 

the markets of the world.” e took it and went forth in 
search of the markets of the world, and while we were gone we 
lost our own. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
In 1896 the same physicians came to us with another remedy, 
They had put away the bottle labeled free trade,” and they 
brought us another, of equal size, labeled ‘‘ free silver;” and they 
said, ‘‘ Take this; you are now surely in a rather bad condition.” 


amount 
id almost 


[Laughter.] But take this and you will be allright.” [Laugh- 
ter.] Now they come to us again and say, Amend your tariff bill 
in accordance with what the . Platform declared in 1892, 
and you will be all right.“ ughter. ow, it seems to * 
that those gentlemen are a e out in offering the 
advice now. puget. If pe true that the compe rae ob- 
ject lessons wi erence to 1892, why, then, we ought to be per- 
mitted to go forward and our advice from the co ion 
8 8d of No mi r, 1 

Mr. C of 3 5 the most en g 

rformance that Í have seen since and his con- 
réres walked out of the convention at St. Louis was ye v. 
when the Republican tleman C- 


use ` 
ck d man 
Ohio fair. Gnosveson] an amok op e d the other 
10 GROSVENOR [la Perf aud ths Repu — 5 tle- 
TTEA . 8 ran amuc an 17. OVER- 
end, the gray eagle of the 


G,and my See 0 ; 
ss ‘ S own on the who 
them fierce beak ble 5 Nd 
e le 


sample of the much - vaunted Rep 


big, big H, of which we hear so much and see so little; but it is 
the harmony of the Kilkenny cats, 

It reminded me of the beautiful one hundred and thirty-third 
psalm, which runs in this wise: ‘‘ Behold, how good and how pleas- 
ant it is for brethren to dwell together in unity.” [Laughter. ] 

The row which r: with such fury among the distinguished 

rotectionists over there is simply a contest as to who shall get 

ə largest slice of the pork. 

SOME PERTINENT QUESTIONS. 

From the very beginning of things the Socratic method of argu- 
mentation has been an excellent means of ascertai 
the truth. That being true, there are a few questions which i 
desire to ask the Ways and Means Committee for information: 
First, has this Dingley bill been submitted to that eminent free 
trader, Hon. Lyman J. Gage, now Secretary of the Treasury, for his 
approval [Applause on the Democratic side.] If not, why not? 
I been customary for tariff bills to be submitted to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. Indeed, that immortal Mississi pian, Rob- 
ert J. Walker, while Secretary of the Treasury, fixed his name on 
the very best tariff bill ever passed by the American Congress. It 
would be an invidious performance for the usual courtesy not to 
be extended to the Chicago multimillionaire, who has been a free 
trader all his life, who, as far as we know, has never recanted, 
who ‘‘ratted” from the Democracy in 1896 on the money question, 
and the casa uestion alone, and for which “ratting” Mr. Mc- 
Kinley rew: this plutocrat by advancing him over the heads 
of the scarred and veterans of Republicanism, over the 
maimed and — 775 heroes of the civil war, thereby demonstrat- 
ing that a capacity to contribute handsomely to a campaign fund 

cries of Oh!!!“ Oh!“ on the Republican side and applause on the 

ocratic side] is a better recommendation for office under this 

Administration than the most eminent services in the Senate or the 
most brilliant conduct on the field. [Applause.] 

We want to know, don’t you know, why things are thus. 

Now, we are aching for information on this subject; but I ap- 
prehend that there will beno rivalry among the Republican chief- 
tains as to who shall answer first. 

Second. Will some statesman on the Republican side kindly in- 
form us, if free trade is a good thing among forty-five American 
States, five Territories, and one District, containing about 75,000,- 
000 people, embracing over 3,000,000 square miles of land. with 


every sort of climate, from the Arctic to the semi ical, why 
would it not be a better thing if extended among all the nations 
of the earth? 

Third. If one of the greatest blessings that came to the French 


le by reason of the long series of upheayals culminating in 

e revolution was the doing away with the three tariff districts 
in France, collecting tariff from each other, and the consolidation 
of the three hostile parts into one friendly and homogeneous 
whole, and the establishment of free trade therein—and historians 
assert that these things are true—why would not free trade ex- 
tended throughout all Europe be of salutary effect? 

Fourth. If reciprocity, Blaine’s pet project, his best-beloved 
child, his chief claim to fame, the saving clause of the malodorous 
McKinley bill—if reciprocity, which is nothing but free trade in 
spots or protection with free trade on the side”—if free trade in 

ots or on the side is good; why is not free trade everywhere bet- 

? It would be: and the plain, unvarnished truth is that Mr. 
Blaine drove the authors and finishers of the McKinley bill into 
incorporating the reciprocity feature in it, because he had sense 
enough to know that free trade is right and must in the end pre- 
yail. He had reciprocity put in that bill as a tub to the free-trade 
whale. He wanted the Republican party to outlive him, and to 
this end he pumped into its veins some good, pure, vitalizing blood 

m the Democratic arteries; and he succeeded in galvanizing it 
into a semblance of life. I say semblance advisedly, for while 
things appear just now decidedly black for free traders, we con- 
sole ourselves with the fact that it is darkest just before dawn. 

Fifth. If this bill is not sectional in its nature, how does it hap- 
p t while the Western farmer’s green hides are on the free 

i eee of the New England shoe factories enjoy 
a good stiff tariff? How can it be explained that the Southerner’s 
raw cotton is on the free list and the New England manufacturer's 
cotton stuffs are protected by a rate almost prohibitive? 

We have an explanation of all thisin the fact stated on this 
floor with brutal ess, that unless the Southern and Western 
ae come into camp and vote the Republican ticket, they can 

N 


e nọ part in the swag. 
r. TAWNEY. ill the yaar allow a question? 

. CLARK of Missouri. Ihave not time. every State in 
the Union to bribe voters is a penitentiary offense, yet here we 
have men calling themselves statesmen and Republican leaders 
openly advocating a line of conduct wholesale which, when prac- 

ced by private citizens at retail, lands them in the penitentiary 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Stated with- 
ocution and in everyday English, the protection ulti- 
as uttered here, is this: You Southern and Western 


when caught. 
out circ 
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le who have cotton, hides, etc., which can be protected must, 
order to have them protected, vote the Republican ticket and 
faao Ss ee a eta the carpio 
hay, ley, horses, and ca an e carpen 
stone acts Aa eee . of the land, and if you do not 
us rob them, vou can not have an tion.“ 
tis no wonder that the authors of is bill wanted to railroad 
it through without adequate time for examination or discussion, 
because the more the light is turned on the worse it looks. — 
We have been repeatedly told by Republicans here that this is 


only a just and reasonable revenue measure—that it was a happy | McKinley bin. ---------~-------+-+ -7111571 7-1115 nee nennnee eae 
medium between the McKinley and Wilson-Gorman bills—a sort | Dingiey bii EEE aa 
of middle-of-the road” measure, and apparently the figures 
proved it, as manipulated by Republican mathematicians. It is 1 c SE GOODE nate 
said that figures will not lie; but we are forced to the conclusion | Wilen Pyne 
that liars will figure. General GROSVENOR ought to let up om | Dingley bil-. B88 
rakes e bli Henn r mas 1 Sag to on the corns of SCHEDULE M.—PULP, PAPER, AND BOOKS. 
The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Horkrxs] made a bad stagger ae 
at quoting the old ee saw Se ee 1 5 = 2 20.80 
and forgetting nothing. seem think ur- 
ie are ee but he is mistaken. The Republican qariy arches Gun FEC SF 
is full of Bourbons. They apparently have forgotten the a Seek Bilis cee ee I S 
wallopings the people gave them in 1890 and 1892 by reason of the | Dingley bi stetes 30.57 
McKinley bill. And to make the iniquity complete the lower rates of the Ding- 


In 1896 you were afraid of the tariff question, so you raised the 
money question and went to the ple on the cry, An honest 
dollar!” On that cry and by bulldozing and bribery you carried 
the country. You rode into power on the yellow horse, which 
turns out to be a veritable Trojan horse. Once inside the citadel, 
from out his sides pour the host of tariff pap suckers, and we 
hear nothing more of the ‘‘50-cent dollar,” “anarchy,” and the 
rest of your ee claptrap. Afraid to open your chops about 
the McKinley bill before the election, having won, you are out- 
Heroding Herod, out-McKinleying McKinley, because the men 
who furnished the money to carry the election are relentless task- 
masters, clamorous for their remuneration. They have such ray- 
enous appetites that you have been compelled to make the rates 
higher than in the McKinley bill. Let this not be forgotten; in- 
scribe it on the tablets of your memory. ; : 

Be it known that the average tariff tax under the McKinley bill 
was 49.58 per cent ad valorem; under the Wilson-Gorman bill, 39.94 
per cent; and under the Dingley bill, 57.03 per cent. Hence the 
average rate of taxation on something like 4,000 articles of every- 
day consumption is 8 per cent higher under the Dingley bill than 
under McKinley's law, and 17 per cent higher than under the Wil- 
aon Goan bill. The figures on all the fourteen schedules are as 

ollows: ; 


ley bill are on the luxuries of life and the higher on necessaries. 
Evidently the Republicans are bent on making friends of the 
mammon of unrighteousness.” They tax woolens 81.57 per cent; 
silks, only 53.89 per cent; cotton manufactures, 54.14 per cent, 
but diamonds and other precious stones, uncut, come in free. 
Tobaccos, and manufactures thereof, are taxed 164.05 per cent, but 
goldbeaters’ molds and goldbeaters’ skins are free. 

In some schedules women's dress goods are taxed from 172 to 
200 per cent, but sealskins, undressed, come in free. 

It is said that pride goeth before a fall. If this be true, there is 
an awful tumble in store for the authors of this monstrous meas- 
ure. To use a slangy phrase, “The people won't do a thing to 
you” when they ascertain the truth. 

Pride goes before a fall—yea, verily. Such arrogance surely was 
never witnessed in this world before. My friend from Missouri 
[Mr. VANDIVER], a modest gentleman, a profound scholar, ex- 

resident of a college, asks the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Grow] acivil and pertinent question, and is answered: ‘‘I see you 
have not brains enough to comprehend the mathematics of it.” 

But that ormance of the irascible Pennsylvanian was not a 
marker to the pace of arrogance set by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. He informed us in an ex cathedra sort 
of manner that we are idiots, and that he would like to saw 
our heads open and lend us some brains, [Laughter.] Not por 
this, but all Democrats past, present, and future were, are, or wi 
be idiots. [Laughter.] That is what the immortal Squeers 
would have called richness!” 

Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that when Gabriel comes to 
call the quick and the dead to the judgment bar of God and begins 
to blow his tremendous trumpet, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WALKER] will rise in his wrath and say, in his offhand 
way, Dry up, Gabriel! Dry up! You don’t know a thing about 
judgments,anyhow. Just give us a tariff on horns up in Massa- 
chusetts, and we will show you how to run it.“ [Laughter.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just one more minute, and I will 
quit for good. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman may have one minute more if he 
will quit. [Laughter. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. 1 haps be permitted 

r. of Missouri. I may ps be permi to state 
without being decapitated that 8 and bad manners 
do not make arguments. We may be fools“ and ‘‘leatherheads” 
and all that sort of thing, but I tell you, gentlemen, the people 
living west of the Alleghany Mountains and south of the Potomac 
have sense enough to know when they are sand-bagged and held 
zp Devens ; and fools as you think we are, we have some rights 
which even New England highwaymen ought to respect. 
(Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side. 

The formal amendment was withdrawn, and the amendment 
offered by Mr. DALZELL was adopted. 

Mr. LLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment on 
behalf of the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Paragraph 459: Amend by striking ont the paragraph. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
what rate of duty will be put upon albumen if that is struck out? 
- Mr. DO Five cents a pound, by the action of the 

committee on yesterday. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALA, OILS, AND PAINTS. 


SCHEDULE C.—METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

‘cKinley bill 
Wilen il... 
Dingley bill 
SCHEDULE D.—WOOD, AND MANUFACTURES or. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I offer another committee amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Amend by inserting a new h, to follow paragraph 595, page 134, the 
new raph to read as follows: r A 
“ Mineralsaltsobtained by evaporation from mineral waters, when accom- 

ed by a duly authenticated certificate and . showing 
t they are in no way artificially prepared, but are only the product of a 
designated mineral orice” 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment, and desire to have read in my time a comparative statement 
of the increased rate of duty proposed by this bill on mineral 
waters. 

The statement was read, as follows: 


MINERAL WATERS. 


[Dingley bill, paragraph 302 and section 3.] 
PERTINENT FACTS, 

1. Aradical change of policy is proposed, for heretofore “mineral waters, 
all not artificial,” have been on the free list. 

2. In the nature of things, imported waters can not compete with the do- 
mestic waters in price and have never attempted to do so; therefore the lat- 
ter need no protection. $ 

3. Bottles which have contained imported waters, when sold as junk, do not 
compete in price with new domestic bottles. 

4. If protection ee manufacturers was needed, the McKinley duties on 
—— Ne equivalent to over 100 per cent on their value, were ample to 

01 

5. If revenue is sought, the McKinley rates were ample tosecure it. They 
were equivalent to over 30 one? cent on the value of the entire article, water, 
bottle, and packing, all included. 

6. The proposed rates are from two to five times as high as the McKinley 

tes. 


7. On water in i088 and certain sizes of bottles the 8 rates run 
Ba popor cent ad valorem, and are absolutely prohibitive. 

8. Discriminating rates on mineral waters are valueless as a basis for 
securing reciprocity, for in 1896 the value of the entire importation was 
only about half a million dollars, coming from at least four countries; and 
the owners of the principal springs are not citizens or residents in the coun- 
tries where the springs are situated. 


COMPARISON OF RATES. 
Per dozen commercial quarts. ] 


Prior to McKin- | Present | Pingley | Dingley 
ley law. ilt, 2 


bill, reci- 


1890. | procity. 


2 
law. ar 


Rate per dozen 
Ad vaiorem equivalent, reck- 
oned on the entire article— 
water, bottle, and packing. 8} p. et. 


5 cts. 18 cts. | 13} cts. | 40 cts. 


80 p. et. 22} p. et. 66} p. ct. 50 p. et. 


Rate per dozen If cts. | 16 cts. $1.16 Si cts. 
Ad valorem equivalent, reck- 
oned on en ele 


e 
water, bottle, and packing. 


a+--s-----| 27 p- ct. 20 p. ct. 143 p. et. 104 p. ct. 


AD VALOREM EQUIVALENTS ON MINERAL WATERS. 


statistics estimate the value per gallon of “mineral waters, all 
not at 25 cents, and the ad rem egnivalent of the proposed 
duty is estimated in the tables at 30 per cent. 

Asa matter of fact, the average value pr gallon is much less than 25 cents, 
and, even sanning that it is 25 cents, the proposed duties would be from 
two to five times 8) per cent. 

Of the natural mineral waters, Apollinaris, according to the consular in- 
voices, is one of the Lip ate) priced, and therefore not favorable for the im- 
porters as a basis in figuring the ad valorem equivalent. However, us a 
matter of extreme fairness, it is herein used as such basis; and to demon- 
strate further the foregoing gong the consular invoice value is herein 
given of another representative water, Apenta,“ Hungarian aperient 
water, bottled at Budapest, of which several hundred thousand bottles were 
imported in the fiscal year 1896. ns 

Apoliinaris in 1896 was invoiced at marks 10.65 per case of 50 so-called 
quarts, or marks 7.06 exclusive of the bottles. Reckoning the mark at 24 
cents, the value of such a comme “quart of water (water, bottle, case, 

rer. ae everything else included) was 5 cents, or 3 cents exclusive of 
ttle, 


on, the value of a gallon was 20 cents with 
out. 5 cy 55 5 to the on (the actual 
o bottles and 18 cents without. 


7} cents per gallon. 

The value dozen of Apenta Hungarian aperient water is, as above, 

8 everything included. A duty of 40 cents a dozen has, therefore, an 
valorem equivalent of 111 per cent, and the reciprocity rate of 30 cents a 
dozen an equivalent of 83 per cent, 

Vichy, apollinaris, and other waters are also imported in liter“ bottles, 
çon ng a little more than aquart. A gallon of water thus epg 
worth not more than 25 cents, is to be dutiable under paragraph at 30 
ha ts, ping a duty on the bottles of about7 cents, madig in all 87 cents, 

hich er reciprocity may be reduced to 27 cents. The ad valorem equiv- 
are therefore 148 per cent and 10t per cent, respectively. 

à 1 of waters are also imported in stone jugs, which are also 
mado lutiable at 30 çen A KADON piis $ duy on the jugs, making the ad 
orem eq walenks prac! 0. * 


y the same as aboye. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
hy me gentleman from Iowa. Does the gentleman desire to be 
eard? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to make any remarks. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I have listened with some degree of fatigue to the constant 
“unloading” of Grover Cleveland onto the Republican party. I 
had notintended toaddress myself to this subject, for I hoped and 
expected that some of the older members of my party would re- 

udiate that favorite accusation of the silver forces; but I want to 

irect the attention of that side of the House to some historic facts, 
And I do this with all impartiality and without any partisan ran- 
cor Whatever, because, gentlemen, as a member of the party op- 
posed to you, I give you the tribute of honor and admiration that 
at length, after many years of idolatry, you had the courage, you 
had the manhood, you had the Americanism, finally to strike down 
your fetich. [Laughter and applause.] But I wish to point out 
to you that we repudiated Grover Cleveland in 1884, we repudiated 
him in 1888, we repudiated him in 1892, and it does not lie in your 
mouths to criticise the Republican majority because your Moses, 
unlike the Moses of old, entered the land of Canaan himself 
and left you in the wilderness, [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] Like the specter of Banquo, when this horri- 
ble ghost of 11 obesity ”—as the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Norton] has elegantly denominated the recent Executive 
when this specter of your past, I say, comes before your frightened 
and disordered political vision, ‘‘never shake your gory locks at 
us; you can not say we did it.” 

Furthermore, let the gentlemen of the Democratic side thor- 
oughly understand that though a few weak-brained Republicans 
may give him credit for his late and expedient indorsement of 
some of our principles—not our indorsement of his—that the great 
masses of the Republican party have no affiliation or sympathy 
with Grover Cleveland, and I for one, as a Republican, as an 
American citizen, as a man jealous of the honor of my country 
and my 1 desire here to refute once for all the parrot cry 
that we have any connection with the late Democratic Executive 
who for almost a political generation was first your idol and then 
your master. 

Mr. GREENE. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MAHANY, Yes; a dozen if you wish. 

Mr. GREENE. Is it not a fact that your present Chief Execu- 
tive and a large number of members on this floor owe their elec- 
tion to Grover Cleveland and his allies? 

Mr. MAHANY. No; we owe it to the fatuity of the Demo- 
crats, who for twelve years failed to r ize what we con- 
stantly foretold—the paralysis of American industry and the de- 
struction of the Democratic party. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] We owe it to the fact that for four years, under the Ad- 
ministration of Grover Cleveland, this country, which had touched 
the zenith of human development and human civilization under 
the Administration of Benjamin Harrison, was brought down to 
our very nadir of industrial humiliation. The comparison of the 
two Administrations was the mightiest elément in our success. 
We stood where we stood in 1884, in 1888, in 1892; but it required 
a revolution within the bounds of your own party to unhorse an 
Executive of your own selection, or, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] has expressed it, to unload“ this Demo- 
cratic old man of the sea.“ 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is there anything in the pending amend- 
ment to increase the tariff on Grover Cleveland? [Laughter. 

Mr. MAHANY. No; but there ought to be a section embodied 
in this bill to protect the Democratic industry of “unloading” 
Grover Cleveland. [Laughter] 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, I think. Mr. Chairman, we have 
already acted on that when we passed on that portion of the bill 
that dealt with the duty on tallow. [Laughter. 

Mr. MAHANY. [I object to further interruptions of that char- 
5 If the gentleman has any ideas to advance, I will hear 

em. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is one more point to which I should 
like to address myself. I have no desire to detain the committee; 
but it seems to me this point ought to be brought out, in view of 
the high moral protestations of the Democratic side against the 
encouragement of trusts. 

The CHAIRMAN, The timeof the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MaHany] has expired. 

Mr. MAHANY. I ask for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to mowing the gentle- 
man from New York to proceed two minutes longer 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHANY. The point I desire to urge is this: Who was it 
that in the enactment of the Wilson bill seized that measure by 
the throat but the trusts? The only antitrust legislation now 


1897. 
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on the statute books of the United States is the result of Repub- 
lican supremacy in the Government. But when you had Grover 
Cleveland in the executive chair, when you had the Senate, and 
when you had the House of Representatives, this Capitol saw a 
debauch, through trust influence, such as was never seen before, 
and such as it is the hope of every patriotic citizen we shall never 
see again. We recognize this fact, gentlemen, that the Demo- 
cratic party has a duty as a minority party thoroughly to criti- 
cise the majority; and it is one of the saf ds of republican 
government that a minority shall be fairly and freely heard in 
regard to the enactment of all legislation. But when you come 
here and attempt to unload upon the Republican party your his- 
toric faults, I as one Republican repudiate your accusations and 
your disingenuousassertions. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. VINCENT. Mr. Chairman, our Democratic friends, it 
seems, have repudiated Grover Cleveland; and the Republicans, 
or at least one of them, is trying to repudiate Grover Cleveland. 
1 sinpiy want to say positively that the Populists will not have 
him. That is all. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I now ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The question 5 taken on the amendment, it was adopted. 

Mr. DALZELL. On behalf of the committee, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ar etea ean aa an ie i das 
dition from its natural state.” 

Mr. DALZELL. This amendment is necessary for the reason 
that bauxite has been placed on the dutiable list, and therefore 
it should be struck out in the free list. 

The amendment was bs beet 

Mr. DALZELL. On of the committee, I offer another 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend paragraph 586, 134, by ad „after the word the 
words Ale eee F N 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h 488: Amend b ni r the word “crude,” in line 
page 12 ai Ppa gy oss n zi = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr: RUSSELL. I offer a further committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting a new paragraph, to follow paragraph 547, page 131 
said new ornare to read 5 5 


h 481, as follows: 
or otherwise advanced in con- 


Glass pae or disks, rough or unwrought, for the use in the manufacture 
of optical instruments, tacles, eyeglasses, and suitable only for such 
use: Provided, however, h exceeding 8 inches in diameter ma 


S ed, y t suc in; 
be polished sufficiently to enable the eharacter of the glass to be determined. 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a committee 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend h changing the comma after the word “unmanu- 
factured,” in ithe Tr. by of bill, to a period, and strike out the 
remainder of the paragraph. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have another committee amendment to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at end of ph 510 the follo 5 

“Aniline and derivatives, toluidine and derivatives, xylidine, cumidine, 
binitrotoluole, binitrobenzole, benzidine and derivatives, tolidine and deriv- 


atives, dianisidine, naphtole and derivatives naphty e and derivatives, 
a Tiva- 


tives, benzaldehyde, benzylchloride and derivatives, phtalic acid and 


tives, and resorcine. None of the derivatives referred to above. however, 
include any coal-tar dyes cr colors.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Undoubtedly the members of the House will 
understand the amendment from the reading of it, and no expla- 
nation whatever would seem to be necessary. Indeed, it would be 
entirely superfluous. [Laughter.] 

Still I wish to say to the House that this refers to products and 
preparations not manufactured in this country at all, and which 
are used in the making of coal-tar colors. y motion is to put 
them on the free list. J 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move an amendment 
to the amendment putting certain other things on the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN . The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

are o rt into this free of all duty forei 

* wiu m — 
modities that may be purehased or srg eda the avails of agricultural 
products of the United States exported and sold in a es. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby autho: 5 to 
8 rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry provision 


Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is not e to the amendment I offered. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to be heard on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri desires to be 
heard on the amendment. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point of order, and the Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
question of order. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is not only in 
order as an amendment to the amendment under the free list, but 
it is unquestionably in order under the first paragraph of the bill. 

We have had that subject up for discussion when the first par- 
agraph of the bill was read in committee. A similar amendment 
to the McKinley bill was offered by myself when that bill was 
under consideration, and was offered to the very first paragraph 
of the bill. When the bill was before the committee, I offered 
this amendment: ; 

Amend by adding, after the word “namely,” in line 7, the following: 

That in all cases where it can be shown by proof satisfactory to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury that any or mere imported into 


wa: 
this country have been abroad by exchange of farm products for 
such rehased with 


goods, or where such goods have been pu the proceeds or 


avails of farm products in foreign countries, such goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise shall be imported free of duty.” 


Prior to that, a similar amendment had been offered with refer- 
ence to all exported articles. There was no point of order made 
on the amendment then. None at all. The gentleman who had 
charge of the bill at the time, reported from the Ways and Means 
Committee, is now the Chief Magistrate of the United States. He 
was then the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means; but 
he was too well versed in the rules of the House to make a point of 
order against the amendment. No member of the Committee of 
the Whole at that time made the point of order inst it. No 
member of the Ways and Means Committee at that time made a 
point of order against it. It was not supposed by any that a point 
of order would lie against the amendment, and I'am astonished 
that the gentleman from New York should raise the point of order 
now, when he himself — to place certain articles on the 
free list, while the motion I made is strictly germane to the fres 
list by proposing to put other articles upon it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a very simple proposition in aid of 
the agricultural people of this country. It may be denominated 
a bonuson exports. On the other hand, it gives to the agricultural 
people of this country the right, if they should find that this bill 
of high taxation has shut them in, has raised the prices of every 
thing that they buy and lowered the prices of what they produce— 
it gives them the opportunity to escape the enormous exactions of 
trusts and combines, to take their products into the markets of 
the world, and to exchange them there for the products that they 
require in their consumption at home. It is the only practical 
pas Pa can be done by a tariff bill for the farmers of this 
country. 

I am aware that my friends on the other side are insisting here 
upon a bill that raises taxes all poe the line, higher than they 
were ever known under any tariff bill before in the history of this 
Government, notwithstanding the fact that for the past twenty 
years, and ially ten years and four years, the prices of the 
products of the farm have gone down, until to-day it takes prob- 
ably 25 per cent more of the agricultural prođucts of the country 
to pay the exactions of this bill than it would have taken five 
years ago; and as we proceed in the future I have no doubt it will 
take 50 per cent and 100 per cent more of agricultural products to 
1 enormous exactions of this tariff. 

. PAYNE. IL suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the pending ques- 
tion is the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad if the gentleman 
from Missouri would discuss the point of order. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. In all deference to the Chair, owing to the im- 
portance of this subject to the agricultural people, I appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri appeals from 
the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr, 
BLAND) there were—ayes 113, noes 86. 

Mr. BLAND. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. BLAND 
and Mr. PAYNE. 

tue committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 127, 
noes 91. 

Accordingly, the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us have a vote on the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the committee amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk.. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


striking out fı line 7, the words 
«rude or black main and Inserting in iow thereot the words * carbonate ot" 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to say anything 
particularly about that amendment further than this, that the 
committee , when they drafted the original paragraph 
which is now about to be amended, that they were 8 car- 
bonate of h on the free list. It is a raw material and lies at 
the base of a great many industries, amongst others glass, and is 
not manufactured in this country at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken the time 
of the Committee for one moment during this debate; but my 
friend from Missouri had something to say a few moments 
about the East and the West,” and the attempt has been 
several times during the discussion to make it appear that this 
was an Eastern bill made up in the Eastern interest. Ihave just 
looked over the list of the membership of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and I find that that committee, which constructed this 
bill, is composed of the following gentlemen from the States which 
I will name: 

Messrs. DINGLEY of Maine, Payne of New York, DALZELŁ of 
Pennsylvania, HOPKINS of Illinois, GROSVENOR of Ohio, RUSSELL 
of Connecticut, DOLLIVER of Iowa, STEELE of Indiana, JOHNSON 
of North Dakota, Evans of Kentucky, Tawnry of Minnesota, 
BAILEY of Texas, MCMILLIN of Tennessee, WHEELER of Alabama. 
McLaurin of South Carolina, ROBERTSON of Louisiana, and 
Swanson of Virginia. 

Of the Republicans, four are from the East, and four only. Six 
are from the West, and one from 5 Southern or border 
State. The West has a majority of the Republican members of 
the Ways and Means Committee. 

There are four blicans East, six Republicans West, one Re- 
publican Sonth, and six Democrats South. The West holds the 

wer on the Ways and Means Committee, all able, experienced 
E committed to the interests that they 9 

So much for the committee that constructed this Without 
the time to investigate and the opper tanie that these able 
tlemen have had prima facie, I have confidence in the bill. But 
aside from that, while no man, living or dead, ever saw a tariff 
bill go through this body which he approved in every item, and 
while human ingenuity can not construct such a bi 
say that, as a protective bill, in which I believe, this bill in the 
main meets with my approval; and as a Western man, living in 
the very heart of oe Snes agricultural belt in the world, I 
want to make this tion, from study, observation, and ex- 

ience, that under a protective tariff, strong and sure, the West 

had the best prices, the best prosperity, and the greatest hap- 
iness that it has ever enjoyed in the history of this Republic. 
Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


The question was taken. the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 23, 124, after the word “also,” the following: House- 
hold furniture and coo! utensils, not exceeding in value $100, and.” 

The amendment was to. 


agreed 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following committee 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


8 b inserting, after paragraph 630, a new paragraph: 

Sheep dip.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not hear the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. It mmp puts sheep đip on the free list. 

Mr. WHEELER of I move to amend by adding iron 


ties. 
Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order on that, which has 


been made so often that it seems scarcely necessary tomake it. It agian 


is not 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PAYNE. Ib also offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

end by ins: next in order: 

e 

Mr. McMILLIN. Where is that amendment to come in? 

Mr. PAYNE, That comes in after the paragraph which has 
been adopted, sheep dip, which is 631. Of course it will have to 
be renum 8 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

Mr. RUSSELL. I offer-a committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mend raph 618 b; striking from line 7, 137, the word “or,” 
8 eee the words “terra cots,” and inserting the word 
“and in lieu thereof. 


Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word to 
the committee in reference to the cattle and sheep industries of 
New Mexico. If the gentleman from Iowa Mr. DoLLIVER], whose 
reputation is so thoroughly national that it has penetrated the 
mountain fastnesses of New Mexico, as a member of the com- 
mittee, was sincere in his statement that in framing this bill the 
knew no North, no South, no East, and no West, then I will as 
him why wools of the first class and wools of the second class are 
given a specific and therefore a substantial duty, while wools of 
the third class, that are raised almost exclusively in New Mexico 
and in the Rocky Mountain States and Territories, are given only 
an inadequate ad valorem duty: 

If the gentleman from Massachusetts who proclaimed eloquently 
the other day that the manufacturers of New England had learned 
the lesson of protection so well that they knew that they could 
not protection unless they also extended it to the West and 
the South—why, if that is true, are hides put upon the free list 
and the manufactured product, leather. given protection? In 
behalf, then, of nearly 200,000 people of New Mexico, who can not 
enforce their demand by a vote, because they are denied what they 
are entitled to as a matter of justice as well as a matter of law, 
under the treaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo, admission to the sister- 
hood of States, I place their demand solely on the ground of jus- 
Fee en E a A raphe: n 

them why, in adjusting protective duties in a spirit of fair 
play to all sections and all interests, as I have heard it so elo- 
quently proclaimed by gentlemen on the Republican side they 
would do, they permit hides to go on the free list, and the 
manufactu uct, leather, to have protection, and why wools 
of the third class are discriminated against? And I beg the 
Chair to permit me to have read as a of what I say in the 
time allotted a short amendment that I desire to in be- 
half of the woolgrowers of New Mexico, nearly ale of whom are 
Republicans, because I think that while protection is to prevail 

revenue is to be raised by tariff duties, the wool raisers of 
New Mexico, as well as the powerful raisers of wools of the 
first and second classes of Ohio and Pennsylvania, though not 
having a vote to enforce their demand, shall be given at least fair 
play in this Congress, and be accorded the same treatment as the 
powerful raisers of wools of the first and second classes, and that 
they have also a Serie duty. My amendment will give the wool- 
growers of New Mexico a specific protection of 9 cents per pound, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3 out lines 4 to 11, inclusive, page 91, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 

s The duty upon all wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third 
class shall be 9 cents per pound.“ 

Mr. PAYNE. Is that offered as an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that it be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not understand that to be read as an 
amendment. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Ihave had it read withreference to offering 
it when the wool schedule is reached. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from New Mexico and the committee to 
the fact, first, that under the proposed schedule cattle are abun- 
dantly protected. A duty which, in my judgment, is 8 
prohibi along the Mexican border is provided for in this bill. 
Mr. S of Arizona. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If that duty is prohibitory on the im- 
portation of cattle, why is it that in comparative statement 
and in the estimate of the revenues to be collected under this bill 
the committee estimate double the amount of revenue that came 


bill is very 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Absolutely prohi . 
u 


us stan m that. I 


question of the bringing in of these light Mexican cattle and the 
passage of them through the 8 grain of New Mexico to the 
great markets of the t. But the trade in cattle between the 
United States and Canada will goon. and we believe that revenue 
fully the amount estimated will be collected upon cattle 
that come in from Canada under the provisions of this bill. 


1897. 


(he gentleman may have a different opinion about it, but that is 
(the explanation which I give on be of the committee. 

Now, let us go to wool. 

Mr, WHEELER of Alabama. Before the gentleman leaves cat- 
itle, may I ask him a question? > 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it relates to what I am talking about. 
Jam talking seriously now. [Laughter.] ; 

Mr: LER of Alabama. It does. Ihave received a great 
many communicationsstating that a large industry has grown u 
among the Western farmers in importing Mexican cattle an 
fattening them for the market, and it is claimed that this bill will 
destroy that 7 9725 s j 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That may be. They haye been importing 
‘these cattle under a duty so low that practically the two coun- 
tries have been thrown together in that respect. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I pass to wool, and I want to say to my 
friend from New Mexico, who doubtless has knowledge of the 

roducts of his own Territory; that there is no carpet wool pro- 
in New Mexico; none whatever. I want to say to him, 
her, that there is no t wool, I mean as an com- 
plete fleece, produced in the United States; and therefore the duty 
upon t wools covered by this schedule is purely a revenue 
duty, and it is not so high as some gentlemen think. One gentle- 
man, who claims some knowledge on this subject, asked me and 
T was amazed at it—why we should pnt such an outrageous duty 
as 82 per cent ad valorem upon carpet wools. He asked, Why 
do not you put 6 or 7 cents a pound.” Now, think of that! This 
82 per cent applies only to c t wools at or under 13 cents a 
pound, and a large majority of the average importations into this 
country come at between 6 and 8 cents a pound, so that my friend’s 
on of 6 or 7 cents a pound would be more than 100 per 
cent ad valorem, while the bill provides on these grades only 32 
per cent ad valorem. È 

Mr. FERGUSSON. If I got it too high, I would like to have 5 
cents a pound. f 2575 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not referring now to the proposition 
of the gentleman from New Mexico at all. - 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
for information, There are a great number of sheep growers in 
Arizona who follow no other Occupation than raising sheep for 
the wool, there being no market for the mutton. Now, what is 
the rate of duty proposed in this bill on the wool of the common, 
small, Merino sheep—the grade of wool produced from the sheep 
a run over the plains and mountains of Arizona and New 

exico? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Eleven cents upon the unwashed wool, 

Mr: SMITH of Arizona. Eleven cents per pound, specific? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Eleven cents per pound, the exact duty 


under the McKinley law. f y 
Mr: SMITH of Arizona. That is enough if we have got it. 
[Laughter. ] 
Mr. GROSVENOR.. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word further about 


et wools, and then I am through. i 
"The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. I ask unanimous consent that I may con- 
tinue for three minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The carpet wools covered in this schedule 
are specifically named in paragraph 352, as follows: 

Class 3, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American; Cordova, Valpa- 
raiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and including wools of like char- 
acter such as have been heretofore usually imported into the United States 
from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved wools here- 
inafter provided for. 

That is the carpet-wool section, and there is not a pound of wool 
produced in New Mexico that is affected by it. À 

Now, one further word. These carpet wools can be divided 
into classes, which I will enumerate in a ch that I am going 
to put into the RECORD, not having time to deliver it. I will show 
that there are some sixteen or eighteen classes of these wools, with 
separate names, and of those wools the importations under the 
McKinley law, which providan for the lower bracket at 32 per 
cent anå the upper bracket at 50 per cent—there was so little of the 
50-cent wools imported that the total importations under that act 
only raised the average to thirty-three and a fraction per cent ad 
‘valorem. So that in point of fact, while we do not affect the wool 

uct of the United States one particle by this paragraph, we 

ave put a low duty of 32 per cent, as I have shown, upon the 

hole importation of carpet wools, for the benefit of the manufac- 

turers of carpets and the cheapening of the product to the Ameri- 
can people. Se 

Mr. FERGUSSON. What I said about the wools raised in New 

xico being of the third class I stated advisedly, upon informa- 
on received from one of the chief native woolgrowers of the 
erritory, who tells me that four-fifths of the wool there 
es under the third class. He is a Republican, too, and he 
me to bring the matter to the attention of the committee. 

r. GROS OR. That was Mr. Wallace, was it not? 
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Mr. FERGUSSON. No, sir; it is not Mr. Wallace; it is a Mr. 
Luna, a native of New Mexico, and a Republican. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I will show the gentleman how to 
answer his correspondent to his entire: satisfaction, and then I 
shall be cg ig 

Under the McKinley law the designation: of third-class wool 
was not satisfactory, and great complaint has grown up among 
the woolgrowers. It has not been a matter to affect the manu- 
facturer, but it has affected the woolgrower Ths original I will 


tell the gentleman how this has happened. The original designa- 
tion allowed certain wools to come in under the third class (to 
which I will in a moment refer), in which and as a part of which 
there was clothing wool—a large quantity of it. And there were 
great frauds perpetrated in that way upon the woolgrowers of 
the United States. Now, we have taken out of that designation 
of third-class wools the following: 

Bagdad wool, China lamb's wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin wool or 
butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore usually imported into the 
United States from Buenos Ayres, etc. 

All those wools may be said to have been conduits of fraud upon 
the clothing-wool men. That affected the Territory of the gentle- 
man [Mr. GussoNn] probably in a larger degree than it did any 
other locality, because of the peculiar character of the woolraised 
there. In order to relieve that difficulty, to make this bill fair, 
and to get rid of the frauds under it, the committee has seen fit— 
apparently with the consent of all interested—to lift out of the 
carpet-wool sections all the wools which I have designated and 
put them ec 5 t-class wools. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to say that I do not believe either the tariff upon 
wool or the tariff upon Mexican cattle imposed by this bill is in 
the interest of the agricultural classes of the West. And I heard 
with considerable pleasure the gentleman from Colorado [Mr 
BELL] state this morning that the tax on wool did not affect the 
farmers of his community. I want to say that the farmers of the 
great Western States, in the valley of the Mississippi-—— 

Mr. BELL rose. 

Mr. COWHERD. What I meant to say was that the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. BELL] had said that this tax on wool did 
not affeet as many of the farmers in his community as did the 
tasten BELL I beg the gentl pard e thing 

Y. x g gentleman’s on. I said nothing of 
the kind. I said they were entitled to that duty, for fifty men 
raise cattle where one raises wool, 

Mr. COWHERD. That is just what I was going to say. That 
in the great agricultural States—States like n 5 
Missouri, and others the tariff upon wool affects comparatively 
but few people. : 

I repeat, that this tax u Mexican cattle is, in my opinion, 
not in the interest oftheagriculturalclasses. What is pena bythe 
farmers of those States is an opportunity to use their surplus agri- 
cultural products. The importation of Mexican cattle will, as the 
8 has just said, be practically prohibited by this tax. 

ose cattle have simply served as a medium for the Western 
farmer to market his crop upon the hoof instead of allowing it to 
rot in the fields. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it not a fact that there are thousands and 
millions of acres of pasture land in Kansas and Nebraska that 
oana po 5 . young ee stockers—that eat 
up this cr e gentleman is talking about? 

Mr. COWHERD. No. 

Mr. STEELE. I say it is a fact. 

Mr. COWHERD. Allow me to say to the gentleman that the 
cattle that were imported from Mexico came in as young cattle, 
and went apan those pastures and into the fields of Kansas, Mis- 
souri, and Western States, to eat the farmer’s crop and then 
come upon the market. On the ranches cattle are not fed; it is the 
feeders that the farmer needs. Of the 146,000 cattle that crossed 
the Mexican line last year (many of them crossing it two or three 
times, so that the number does not show the actual importation), 
less than 7,000 found their way to the Kansas City market, the 
most convenient one, as Mexican cattle; and of this number many 
of them went back as stockers and feeders into the farmers’ fields. 
The gentleman from Kansas Mr. Curtis] stated before the com- 
mittee that 60,000 of these cattle were being fed last year by the 
farmers of his district alone, and yet he protests against their en- 
trance to protect the farmer. 

The fact is, this is a blow at the farmer instead of a boon. Ido 
not know muchabout wool. We do not have much todo with 
wool in our country; but one thing we do know is that from the- 
days of Æsop to William McKinley, whenever a wolf has attempted 


to enter the farmer’s fold, he has come under cover of a fleece. 
(Ganghter and applause.] And it seems to me that this cry of 
Wool!“ raised so often on the other side, when complaint is made 
of no benefit offered to the farmer by this bill, is the same old 
wolf after the same old fold. [Laughter and applause. | 

If these gentlemen want to benefit the farmer, why do they not 
endeavor to do something for the great American hog? For every 
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farmer of this country interested in wool, there are twenty inter- 
ested in pork, What are Fon going to do for them? Von put 
acorns on the free list and close the doors of the markets of the 
world in the face of American pork. 
cratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, within the last few years we have been building 
up quite an industry in this connection out there in the Western 
country. We shipped last year about 33,000 or 34,000 hogs from 
Kansas City alone into Mexico. 

Mr. STEELE. One day's killing in a country town! 

Mr. COWHERD. One day’s killing? No, sir. It was 30,000 
more than were shipped under the McKinley bill. That is what 
it was. 3 In 1893 the total shipment from that mar- 
ket to Mexico was less than 1,000. Gentlemen on the other side 
have told us with tears in their voice of the millions of beautiful 
sheep whose throats were cut bythe Wilson bill. If this measure 
becomes a law, there will be many times that many millions of 
hogs fattened on the corn of the Western farmer, their sides drip- 
ping with lard seeking some one to cut their throats, and the far- 
mer will not be able to buy the protected knife with which to 
commit the assault. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that we of the West are building up 
a trade with Mexico that takes the surplus product of that part of 
the country in the shape of corn and pork, and to some extent in 
the shape of wheat, and the tariff proposed here shutting out the 
oranges of Mexico and the cattle of Mexicois simply a proposition 
to close the doors of that market in our faces and shut off our 
chance to get rid of these surplus products of our country. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] said 
the other day on the floor of this House that when he received a 
telegram from the packers in Chicago in regard to the shutting out 
the canners, he responded, “They could find canners in Iowa.” 
Let me say to the gentleman he slanders the fair name of his own 
State. The Iowa cattle, like the lowa statesmen, grow too big to 
be confimed within the narrowlimits of a taxed tincan. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] This is a valuable industry and an ex- 
tensive one. It is an important item in our export trade, and aids 
to preserve the balance of trade in our favor. It gives employ- 
ment to many laborers, keeps up the market for the pies of 
the farm, and brings back to the United States some of the money 
of the world driven out by your foolish financial 7 pag ee 

There is no reason why this great industry should be throttled. 
The cattle brought into this country from Mexico do not compete 
with the cattle of this country 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, Lask unanimous consent that 
my colleague may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

There was no objection. $ 

Mr. COWHERD. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that the cattle 
brought in do not compete with our cattle, for two reasons: In the 
first place, they are small cattle, and those that go directly to 
the market are used largely for the canning trade; and in the next 
place, those not so used are sold as stockers and feeders to the 
farmer, and give him an opportunity to market his crop ina prof- 
itable way. What we ni in the West is not fewer cattle, but 
more cattle. What we want is not contracted but enlarged oppor- 
tunities for handling our crops in a profitable manner, 

Now, I believe that this section 217, which claims to be in the 
interest of the farmers of the country, should be amended so that 
the cattle from Mexico could be Sr aaa here, if not absolutely 
free of all duty, yet at least under the smallest duty possible; but 
that it should be limited to cattle of a certain age or of a certain 
size. And I believe that we might so limit it with benefit to the 
pill and benefit to the farmers. But the members of the major- 
ity, who have so assiduously fied from every proposition that 
pointed toward some control of the trusts, who have persistently 
refused to permit any amendment to be incorporated into the bill 
that would at least partially prevent the trusts taking advantage 
of the great opportunities offered to them by this measure, will, I 
suppose, claim that this prohibition against the importation of 
cattle is a blow at the beef combine. Iam in favor of any meas- 
ure that will destroy the trusts that are feeding on the lifeblood 
of the American people, and which, permit me to say, I believe 
will be enormously benefited by the passage of this bill. I amin 
fayor of breaking up the beef combine or any other combine that 
reduces the price of the products of the farm. But Iam not in 
favor of destroying the farmer in order to strike the combine. If 
this particular item is a fair e of your antitrust legislation, 
then its best illustration is found in the story of the inaman 

eserved in Charles Lamb's charming pages, who burned down 
his house to roast his pig. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen talk here during this discussion about 
the question of reciprocity as it is involved in this bill. Here isa 

eat chance to get in your vig red feature without lea it 
a the hands of somebody else. t me say about that feature that 


[Applause on the Demo- 


while I believe it to be unwarranted and wrong to delegate the 
powers and duties of Congress—the lawmaking power—into the 

ands of any 1 man, yet I am free to say that I believe 
the result to be derived from it will prove to be one of the best 
features embodied in this iniquitous bill. The suggestions of gen- 
tlemen on that side with reference to this feature remind me of 
Ian Maclaren’s story of an old Scotch preacher who:e favorite 
sermon was always divided into two heads. First. Let us re- 
member there is a moral law in the universe. Second. Let us be 
thankful there is a way of escape from it.” [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] This e feature is sim- 
ply a way of escaping this law, and I wish; Mr. Chairman, that 
we could find a way to escape from a great many more of 
oe peia embodied in this bill. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. $ 

The distinguished gentleman from Iowa, in the course of that 
discussion to which I have referred, said that the Democratic party 
stood as a wailing woman beyond the gates of the city.” Let 
me suggest to him that if he had turned to the other side of the 
shield he might say with absolute propriety that the Republican 
party, representing the manufacturing States, has come to this 
Congress in its old character, that of the national beggar woman 
at the gates of the national capital. [Laughter.] And notwith- 
standing the fact that she has grown fat and flourishes with 
twenty-five years of accumulated alms, still she sits with her capa- 
cious stomach and rapacious appetite and with outstretched and 
itching palm begging alms of her Western sisters. [Laughterand 
8 on the Democratic side.] 

believe, Mr. Chairman, that neither in the wool schedule nor 

in the cattle schedule is there any feature that can be found which 
is for the best interest of the great majority of the farmers of the 
West. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to reply to my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. CowHERD] in the language of a letter received by the chair- ` 
man of our committee from one of the leading stock raisers of the 
gentleman’s own State, which letter I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Norman Gibbs, lawyer.] 
Mount VERNON, MO., March 2), 1897. 

DEAR Sin: My letter head indicates mx profession, but all my investments 
have been in farm lands and farming. en the disaster of 1892 struck the 
nation, I had invested in farming more than I was worth; that is, I was in- 
debted more than all I had outside of farming. I had then, and still have, 
4,000 acres in this county in actual cultivation and in grass. I was one of the 
organizers of the Southwestern Missouri Shorthorn Association here, and - 
was its delegate to the gréat cattle convention in St. Louis in the winter of 
1884-85. I have been here thirty-one years, and for over twenty of those years 
have been, for this section, quite heavily engaged in stock growing for the 
market. I am well uainted with the cattle men of southwest Missouri 
and know how they feel and what they want. They all say that the impor- - 
tation of Mexican cattle under thé Wilson bill took more than 810 off from 
every head of grown and fattened cattle, and they ask a duty of $10 per head 
on all grown cattle im into this country. The effect of that almost 
dutyless importation of Mexican cattle was to change the business of cattle 
growing and cattle feeding in all this region from a moderate living profit to 
an actual loss. I have conferred with growers and feeders here in this 
county, and for them ask that a duty of $10 per head be im onall wh 
cattle and a proportionate duty on all younger cattle. The grain and live- 
stock portions of this country have ever stood by incidental protection, and 
in the present revision we ask that our cultural interest as strongly 
protected as the manufacturing and mining. 

Yours, truly, 
NORMAN GIBBS. 


P. S.—As Iam not personally acquainted with you, my free-trade Repre- 
sentative, M. E. BENTON, with whom I have been intimately acquainted for 
many years, can inform you what my investments and interests are and my 
right to speak in their behalf. 1. 8 


Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. COX. What does that man say his profession is? 

The CLERK. A lawyer. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And his letter shows that he is president of 
the* Southwestern Shorthorn Association of the State of Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. COX. Thatis a good combination. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is, he farms the farmers. 
[Laughter. ] ' 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask to have read a letter from 
Norman J. Colman, Commissioner of Agriculture during Cleve- 
land’s first Administration. 

Mr. RUSSELL. U ask if debate on the pending amendment has 
not been nearly exhausted? = 

Mr. COX. I rise to a parliamentary iuquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CHARLES W. STONE). 
will state it. 

Mr. COX. Is the last letter read intended to advertise the law- 
yer or the cattle dealer? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is hardly a parlia- 
mentary 3 . 

Mr. RUSSELL. I move that all debate on the paragraph and 
amendment thereto be limited to three minutes. 

Mr. W. R of Alabama. Let that letter from the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture be read. 


The gentleman 


1897. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
RUSSELL] moves that all debate 8 the paragraph and pending 
amendments thereto be closed in three minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move to amend that, unless the 
gentleman will permit me to be heard. Ido not want to detain 
the committee, but I do want, on this question of this import 
duty on cattle on the line between Arizona and Mexico, at least 
submit the facts that I know in relation to that at this partic- 
ular time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let this letter be read. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It will be just as pertinent on the next amend- 
SEGN as it will be on the substitution of the word and“ for the 
word ‘‘or.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This letter is very short. Please 
let it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 

ntleman from Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL] to limit debate on 
the paragraph and pending amendments thereto to three minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. VAN Vooruis]. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other 
side are opposing this bill step by step because they say that if 
enacted into law the people’s taxes will be greatly increased. 
They are opposing a measure which, if enacted into law, will pro- 
duce sufficient revenues to meet the requirements of the Govern- 
ment. Gentlemen are opposing this bill right in face of the fact 
that under the present law, the Wilson law, there has been a fail- 
ure of revenues from the beginning; that the Government is fall- 


ing behind day by day; that we have a deficiency of about 1855 


8200, 000,000; that the national debt has been increased over $262,- 
000,000 and the annual interest charge increased 811,000,000. Not- 
withstanding these facts, these gentlemen oppose this bill, when it 
will produce sufficient revenue to carry on the Government. 

Gentlemen on the other side would have the committee and the 
country believe that they are particularly interested in the farmers, 
and they would have the country believe that the Wilson bill re- 
duced taxes and in many ways benefited the farmers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have the honor torepresent a district in 
which the agriculturists are largely in tle majority, and are ex- 
tensively interested in live stock—horses, cattle,andsheep. I have 
consulted the assessors’ returns in the five counties in my district, 
and I want to show the gentlemen how the farmers in my district 
have been affected by the Wilson bill. I will publish in the RECORD 
the returns made by the assessors from the year 1889, the year 
re to the enactment of the McKinley law, down to and including 
1896. * 

I want you to understand how the taxes were reduced by the 
Wilson bill. I find that the farmers in my district returned more 
property, taking the three items of horses, cattle, and sheep—re- 
turned property of a higher valuation in 1892 than they ever had 
before; greater than in 1889, the year prior to the enactment of 
the McKinley law. In 1889 the total valuation of these three 
classes of live stock was $4,648,836. In 1892 it was 84, 700, 209. In 
1896 it was $2,525,105, a reduction or a loss of almost one-half 
from 1892. 

The sohowtag is the abstract of the number of horses, cattle, and sheep, 
and values, for the years 1889 to 1896, as shown by the records of this office. 


WILLIAM P. DE HART, 
Auditor of Guernsey County, Ohio, 


Horses, | Cattle. Sheep. 
Year. 
umber.| Value. Number. Value. Number. Value. 
7,408 | $361,357 | 16,740 | $188,806 | 120,885 | $198,168 
7,556 | 871, 16,144 | 182, 111/961 | 204.502 
7.050 | 334,008 166 | 181,116 | 112,171 229,127 
7.81 | 349,392 | 16,260 | 197, 116,842 | 237, 198 
6.978 | 316,083 716 | 195, 106,224 | 200; 607 
6,671 | 233,268 |- 14,514 | 170,504 | 102,881 138.58 
6.911 | 176,776) 14, 163,524 | . 40 95,287 
6,079 | 156/645 | 11,819 131,425 | 63,368 | 69; 144 


The following statement shows the number and value of horses, cattle, and 
sheep for the years 1889 E . 


to 1890. 
L. F. PARSONS, 
Auditor of Morgan County. 


$436, 726 | $219, 660 
439, 83,902 | - 186, 
407, 92,196 | 238, 
808, 97,508 | 237,519 
381, A 303 225, 
303, 610 | 143, 829, 
282, 72,090 | 106,480 
208, 54, 892 82,787 


The following statement, showing number and value of horses, cattle, and 
sheep in Muskingum County, Ohio, for the years 1889 to 1896, has been care- 
fully prepared from the records on file in this office. 

ery res 


Y, 
JAMES L. STARKEY, 
County Auditor. 


Horses. l Cattle. | Sheep. 
Number.) Value. Number. Value. Number. Value. 

11,508 | $723,511 25, 862 „950 | 129,489 | $253, 
1,880 | 714,246 25,792 | 388,691 | 120,823 258, 414 
11,050 | 649,196 24,473 | 300,047 | 122,952 277,108 
11,961 |" 645, 646 26, 099 13,829 | 120,380 281, 158 
12,226 | 651,442 26,108 | 417,650 | 125,656 102 
11,504 | 500,585 25,151 | 371,024 | 120,122 167.256 
11,084 | 402,343 23, 786 57, 384 | 105,392 145, 984 
10,627 | 368,008 21,363 | 312,433 82,945 115,028 


The following rts the number and value of horses, cattle, and sheep for 


the years 1889 to 1 
W. J. JOHNSON, 
Auditor of Noble County. 


Horses. | Cattle. Sheep. 
Year z See ETT, 
Number. Value. (Number, Value. Number.] Value. 

16,888 | $216, 190 75,681 | $155,119 
16,797 | 211,099 „610 159, 816 
14,834 | 200,047 76, 487 178, B22 

083 | 210,000 80, 546 187, 207 
14,717 216,052 75, 258 174, 899 
13,903 | 192,487 75, 988 132, 805 
12,774 | 179,849 61, 076 85, 130 
0,400 | 141, 948 40, 047 59, 954 


Statement of the number and value of horses, cattle, and sheep in Washington 
County, Ohio, for the years designated. 


Cattle. 
Number. Value. Number. 


Sheep. 
Value. Number. Value. 


Year. 


8,245 | $504, 445 19,686 | $277,175 | 65,057 | $147,124 
8,624 | 531,982 19,461 | 201,749 | 685,566 | 167,488 
8,411 | 537,218 18,529 | 290,608 x 195, 629 
8,343 | 512,943 T28 | 282, 284 67,143 170, 456 
8,603 | 464,276 18,729 | 283,461 66, 889 159, 938 
8,724 | 436,980 | 17,784 | 253,760 | 65,907 116, 681 
8,135 | 853,788 | 15,509 | 219,008 | 52,576 84, 543 
8,110 | 821,854 798 | 189,983 | 38,472 60, 514 


The foregoing statements show that the total value of horses, 
cattle, and sheep returned for taxation in the five counties in the 
year 1889 was $4,648,836; in 1892, $4,700,209, and in 1896, $2,525,105, 
a total loss since 1892 of $2,175,104. 

The following statement shows the production of sheep and wool 
and the loss in the product and value of wool since 1892: ; 


Number 
wool eae, | Of phere. 


ere the hammer fell.] z 
e CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the formal — 


ment to be withdrawn by consent. The question is on the amen 
ment of the gentleman from Connecticut, to strike out the word 
“or” and insert the word “and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the chairman of 
the committee to offer a committee amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


drawings, engravings, photographic pictures, ‘istic works in terra 
parian, bisque or porcelain, antig Artie copies thereof in 
marble, or other material; an the foregoing im: for a mu- 
corporation or for public exhibition and free of charge for at least 


col 
me 
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ciation in good 
United States, or of any State, ressly and solely 6 and 
encouragement of science, art, or indu: and not in for sale, shall 
be admitted free of duty under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
iments may prescribe; but bond s be given to the United States for the 
payment of lawful duty which may accrue if any of the articles aforesaid be 
sold, transferred, or o r PY TT in this 

agraph, and such articles shall be subject at any time to ex: tion and 
midori as by the proper officers of the customs: Provided, That the privi- 
Jeges of this paragra: shall not be allowed to associations, corporations, 
firms, or individ engaged in or connected with business of a private or 
commercial character.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve my time—five minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, if there is any one 
place in which it is wholly sutisfactory to me, at least, that the 
intended protection does not protect, it is in this cattle schedule, 
on which industry in my Territory it amounts to 125 per cent ad 
valorem. Under the McKinley bill, with $10 a head, we had 
imported into this country, according to the comparative state- 
ment that I have before me, on page 76, the immense quantity, in 
1893, of cattle more than a year old, of 826 head! We had under 
the Wilson bill imported into this country 217,112 head of cattle. 

Mr, TAWNEY. What year? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That was in 1896. You collected in 
1896 $299,000, as a revenue measure. You collected in 1893, on 
7 cattle under that legislation, 88, 200 — under the McKinley 


Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me? With that im- 
portation of 217,000 cattle and a collection of $299,000, it shows 
that it was less than 82 a head upon aged cattle. . 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And we buy cattle in Mexico} right 
across the line, and we get reciprocal trade with Mexico. In buy- 
ing this cattle, I will say to the distinguished gentleman—I do not 
care what the gentleman saysin his letter which has been read—it 
is known, as the pobrania Missouri has stated on this floor, 
that these cattle do not come in competition with the t cattle 
of Iowa, Missouri, Kentucky, Michigan, and Ilinois, ey go no 
such route. They never come in competition with them, and at 
the very time of the great importation of these cattle the fact is 
there was no such coming down in the price as suggested, but from 
the day they were first imported United States cattle have been 
gradually going up. We got from this measure constant recipro- 
Cal trade with Mexico. 

You have put a duty on the cattle higher than the value of the 
cattle—S6 a head on cattle that can be bought for $5 a head, mak- 
ing it absolutely prohibitive; making it impossible for ms in 
my district who are raising hay for the purpose of feeding them 
to do so, because they do not have the opportunity to do it. We 


wish to bring them in. They are all young cattle. They do not 
affect the t American cattle at all, except in the canning in- 
dustry. ey are brought in forsale. You take from the rail- 


roads the t of shipping them, and they-do not get the benefit 
of that om: Now, With 20 per cent ad valorem, under the Wil- 
son bill, men engaged in that trade, and money has been made on 
cattle bought up in that country. The rate is sufficient now. I 
request the committee, and I hope the chairman of the committee 
will agree, that there shall be only $3 a head on cattle not worth 
more than ee So cattle Soe worth 8 than $5 is 
absolutely ibitive. Such a proposition simply keeps money 
out of the 3 of the United | States and does not help a sin- 
gle industry in this country. : 

Mr. Chairman, if you will bear with me, I find that in this, as 
in many matters that my mind has been called to in this bill—and 
I conceive that it was conceived in a spirit of patriotism by the 
gentlemen who have drawn it—I do not believe that they see the 
effect of it. If it appears to them as it does to me, a warrant 
should be issued for its arrest for carrying deadly and dangerous 
concealed weapons. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
ne I remind you that you can not make this country rich— 
and I have never . a tariff during the whole time I have 
been in this House; but you can not make this country rich by 


Comparative table showing the number of sheep, pounds of wool. produced, decrease in number o, sheep and pounds of 
ana 4 — ‘s aa dcstrict of Ohio (the poe inst Belmont, Carroll, 


toss in value of wool sheep in the Sixteenth Congressi 
years 1891 and 1896. 
Number of 
County. es 
1891. 1886. 
Belmont 124,070 62,202 
Ourroll 106,412 | 58, 
Harriso: 153,587 92, 
Jefferson 93,962 | 46,273 
23,400 | 14,230 


Total. 513,500 | 273, 


rich and prosperous by increasing the burdens and lessening the 
ability of the people to pay. You may as well try to cure a human 
being by s g a knife in his vitals; and pouring out his life 


blood, and pane the clenched fist of the garroter at his throat. 
Gentlemen 


ury. 

_Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Chairman, there has been much discus- 
sion in the committee as to the theories of the opposite parties; 
but there are some object lessons along our pathway, and I 
want to point to one of those object lessons that is called to my 
attention by my constituents, that to my mind is more con- 
vincing than any theories advanced during the debates upon this 
question. I represent a ional district in eastern Ohio that 


in 1890 had a population of about 135,000. They were engaged 
largely in woolgrowing. were a us, 8 and 
thrifty people. They had all told 513,000 of in that 


district. They produced in the year 1891 wools that sold in their 
barns and wool houses for $895,000. That was under the provi- 
sions of the McKinley bill. Under taxation i bya pro- 
tective tariff our farmers had at that time money with which to 
pay their taxes, local, State, direct and indirect, and there was 
no complaint about it. The 513,000 head of sheep, under the 
operation of the present tariff law, has fallen off about one-half. 

e have now in the district about 260,000 head of sheep. 

The entire wool product of the district brought in 1896 less than 
$225,000; a net-loss to the farmers of that Congressional district of 
about $660,000. Our farmers are hard pressed to pay their local 
and State taxes. They are poor customers to-day for the Eastern 
manufacturer. They are poor customers for anybody; simply be- 
cause this great industry which made them rich and strong has 
been wiped out of existence. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is an object lesson which my con- 
stituents have asked me to call to the attention of this committee. 
Whilst there is not ev ing in this bill that I could wish for 
my constituents, yet I am dis to thank the Ways and Means 
Committee for what they have done. I knowthe members of that 
committee may have thought, Suring the preparation of this bill, 
that the farmers of my district and the woolgrowers generally 
were somewhat insistent in their demands, but when you take 
into account the fact that éhis great industry has been literally 
wiped from the face of the earth, it is not a matter of wonder 
that they besieged the committee in season and out of season with 
their importunities. Iam inclined, I repeat, to thank the Com- 
mittee-on Ways and Means for what they have done in the inter- 
est of the woolgrowers, for I understand the difficulties of arrang- 
ing a schedule that must necessarily meet the demands not only 
of the woolgrowers, but of the manufacturers as well. I believe 
that the committee under all the circumstances have done well, 
and I thank them for what they have done, and trust that we may 
be able to build somewhat better on their work in the years to 
come. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, not desiring to take up the time of the 
Committee of the Whole, I will insert in the RECORD a carefully 
prepared table of the results of this industry in my district, and 
accompanying it I will insert a short extract from the testimony 
of Mr. Theodore Justice, given in the tariff hearings, for the pur- 
pose of showing the fact which appears very plainly—that while 
our Ohio XX wools have fallen almost one-half in the markets of 
1 and Boston, the wools known in the London market 
as Port Philip greasy wools brought in more money in 1896 in, 
the same market than they did in 1891: 


wool; the price per pound, showing the 
Harrison, Jefferson, and Monroe) for the 


Values of sheep 


Value of wool. | Decrease | as returned by | Decrease | Total loss 
in values assessors. values | in shee 
of wool, sheep, | and wool, 
1801. 1898. 1891 to 1896. 1891 1806. 1801 to 1806. 1801 to 1896. 
211, 208 „145 62.03 | $352, 700 00, 198 $243, 02 $405, 505 
178, 500 29.12 1295 235, 105 725, 179, 897 312, 277 
279,685 | 77,407 202,278 | 405,702 | 165, 572 240,130 442, 408 
165,848 | 38,244 127,604 | 230, 206 , 538 141, 668 ¥ 
60,165 | 11,312 48,853 91, 342 24, 902 68. 440 115, 293 
895; 408 E 403, 68 871,687 | 1,544,815 


1897. 
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shows that the 
in ten y 


than the best Port Phi 
Kriz. The price to-day of American XX Ohio wool, instead of being U2? 
2 t was for the ten years ending August, worth 18 cents. 
. TURNER. 


ef ay pee ah ay po 
D p. was in London, it was 6 cents 
ee t, that it ma; 
XX Ohio] e worth Hl. 2 cents, as it averaged during the ten years which 


as 
ended with „it had fallen on A 1. 1806, to Is cents, and the best un- 
washed Port Phillip, which had Le — in London only 21.70 cents during 


ten years e 1894. on Al 1, 1896, was worth 24 cents in London. So 
ADE DEED X ORio wool teas vainable than the bost Port 

a bet- 
9 London: eighteen months, or t that, of free 


„as it was under the McK: 
Mr. TURNER. Can you tell 


letter presented here 
I desire to have 


interest in the action 
in adjusting duties on cattle co: into the United 
i sh be made in val- 


this 
ed; hence, in the Interest of Western 
duty on cattle be made ad 
rent by soil, climate, conditions, and even breeds, that 
unjust te tax them y. 
1 have made myself un and that you see as clearly as 
Ido great injustice that would be caused by specific duties on cattle, I am, 


Yours, y, 
NORMAN J. COLMAN. 
Hon. Joserm M. WHEELER, M. C. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the gentleman from Alabama aware 


that m all cattle valued above a very low the duty in 
this bill is ad valorem, thus meeting the very criticism contained 
in that letter? 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The duty is $6 a head on all the 
cattle which come from Mexico. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly it is. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to 
have read a telegram on the same subject. 

The telegram was read, as follows: 

* Ustoyw Stock YARDS, ILE., 18. 

Hon. Joszrm W. 


HEELER, 
Member Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SIR: Cattle men consider that the r head, as reported in bill, 
prohibits importation of Mexican E on all. 
CAGO DRO VERS JO AL. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
on Mexican cattle 


the shambles—the idea 


Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no 


specification of Mexican 
cattle” or any other particular kind of cattle in the bill. It just 
1 cattle. 
. WHEELER of Alabama. It says, Cattle valued at more 
r head, 30 per cent ad valorem.” 
OSVENOR. Well, the gentleman has no right to say 


than $20 
Mr. G 
that that does not apply to Mexican cattle. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But it does not, as we only im- 
port cheap cattle from Mexico. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in ten 
minutes. 


The motion was — 

Mr. SMPSON of , Mr. ARNOLD, and Mr. STEELE ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr. STEELE, as a member of the committee, was recognized. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, about this cattle business there 
seems to be t concern on the part of some gentlemen here as 
to the farmers of the far West having their corn and their hay 
eaten up by Mexican cattle. 

Mr. N of Kansas. Grass. 

Mr. STEELE. No: you do not seem to be concerned about hav- 
ing the grass eaten up. What you want to do is to have Mexico 
raise these cattle until they are 3 years old and then bring them 
into this country, as 217,000 head of them were brought in last 

at a val of $6.87 per head, the duty collected on them 

ing $1.37 a head. The man who lives in Kansas, or in Missouri, 

or in Tennessee, or in Iowa, or in Indiana must keep his cattle 
three years to compete with these cattle. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Oh, no; he does not do that. 

Mr. STEELE. He has to do it, because they are not feeders 
until they are 3 years old. The man who commences to feed 
them corn before they are 3 years old ought not to be in the busi- 
ness, because he does not know enough. [Laughter.] Therefore 
Isay you must keep these cattle three years away from your own 
corn, from your own grass, your own hay, and let them 
bring in these Mexican cattle worth $6.87 a head, according to the 
ps specie for duty. You are moles your own people of 

e ity to feed their corn and hay and grass to these steers 
for Now, if we had not enough land or 
gras to cattle for ourselves, there might be some excuse for 

is, but in Kansas alone there is enough grass land to raise about 
all the cattle that are now brought in from Mexico if the people 
there would devote their time and attention to that industry, 
stead of raising Populists to send here. [Laughter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to occupy m time, but I 
do wish to call attention to the fact that these cattle do enterinto 
competition with our cattle. Two hundred and seventeen thou- 
sand head of e this country last year and put to 

at they do not compete with our own 
cattle is ridiculous! 


Again, Mr. Chairman, how these gentlemen love Mexico and 
reciprocity! Why, when you want to get a hundred pounds of 
wheat into Mexico, you must pay a duty of $2:47, and it 8 
to get a barrel of flour in there, you must pay $4.54. this re- 
ciprocal? I tell you, gentlemen, that instead of bringing in 217,- 
000 head of cattlefrom Mexico, we brought in nearer 500, 
and when they were appraised at $6.75 per head, g- year- old cattle, 
they should have been appraised at over $20 per head, and it isthe 
sneaking in andthe undervaluation of these cattle that hasinjured 
American cattle raising in the United States. The question is, 
Shall we pasture and feed cattle of our own breeding at a fair 
profit or shall we feed a rtion of the Kansas corn 
raised in a few counties of that State? Texas and southwestern 
Kansas furnish eeders. 


can the f 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I realize that the 
gentu who has just spoken can say a good deal when he 

nows nothing about the subject. If he had lived out West, in 
Kansas, and had been e in this business there, he would 
talk more intelligently. e facts are, as man knows who 
is out there and engaged in the business, that in that part of the 
country where they raise feeders, they feed no cattle or yery few 
cattle; that in the of the where cattle are fed, pas- 
ture land is too high to enable them toraise feeders. So it comes 
about that they have to depend largely upon that portion of the 
—, lying west of the ninety-seventh meridian toraise feeders 

‘or them. 

Now, what has happened? Under the McKinley law the price 
of cattle went down below the cost of production. The result 
was that the cattle—cows and heifers—were shi into the mar- 
ket; great ae of the country—great ran: were cleaned 
out of cattle. To-day there is a t shortage of cattle, as the 
report states, and we are to go to Mexico to get our 


tleman from Ohio is mistaken as te the duty feeders. There is one of the sources of supply. To this bill 
being an ad valorem duty. The only cattle on which there is an | is to put a burden and a hardship upon N e raisers of 
ud valorem duty are cattle valued at more than $20 head, and | the of obtaining cattle to 
all cattle imported from Mexico are of a less value 820. make 


denying them the 
„„ privilege 
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Now, we talk about reciprocal duties; we talk about adopting 
the policy of “reciprocity,” I want to read one little section of 
this bill to show what a difference it makes as to whose ox is being 
gored, so to speak, We claim the right to trade across the line 
with our Mexican friends. we are hee es upa 85 55 in wees 
way, shipping our hogs, our flour, our butter; and we want a 
litt e tpeciprocity.” Naw if we had 1 to live in the State 
of Maine it would have been all right. IL find in section 15 of this 
bill the following provision: 1 

of the State of Maine upon the St. 
River ana’ is tributaries owned by American citizens, and sawed or hewed 
in the Province of Now Brunswick all be admitted ints the ports of the 
n part, 
B of duty, under back regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall from time to time p ibe. Aah 

There, gentlemen, you have the question in anutshell. In the 
State of Maine, that the chairman of this committee comes from, 
parties owning stump: along the river can take their timber 
over into New Brunswick, have it sawed into lumber by the 
“pauper labor” of New Brunswick, and brought back into the 

nited States free of duty. You see that is ‘‘reciprocity” for 
certain people in Maine; but when the State of Kansas wants 
“reciprocity,” that is another thing. I hope no one will think 
that perhaps some members of the Committee on Ways and Means 
own 4 little stumpage along the line there, and want to get their 
lumber sawed . You see, some of these statesmen some- 
times are thrifty fellows. They have an eye always on the main 
chance,” you see [laughter on the Democratic side], and therefore, 
perhaps, this clause is inserted here in the schedule of articles on 
the free list. ee 255 ; 

Now, we are only claiming recognition for our section of the 
country. If there are to be discriminations and benefits conferred 
on favored classes, let the farmer in. He represents the largos, 
number of laborers and producers in the nited States. e 
claim that this duty—this prohibitive duty—on cattle will work a 
hardship upon the farmers or producers of the great West, and 
that therefore the bill ought to be changed in the interest of com- 


if nothing else. 5 
cee I ap not Sia to take the time of the committee on 


e The question has already been discussed, and I 
think all the facts brought out. Gentlemen of the House ought 


is time to realize that in simple justice and fair play to the 
a e this country we ought to have a duty on hides and a 
attle. 
10. DI GLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the provi- 
sion of the bill which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] 
has bee RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I think that the time 
allowed for debate has expired. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose the gentleman does not want to 
bout this matter. 
near RICHARDSON. Has not the debate closed in pursuance 
of the motion of the gentleman from Maine himself? 
The C MAN. The time limited for debate has not yet 


r. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Kansas has been pro- 
ceeding here to make his criticisms upon a provision in the bill 
that has been in tariff bills for fifty years and is in accordance—— 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. So much the worse. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This provision is in accordance with the Ash- 
burton treaty of 1842, All there is about this matter is that the 
Ashburton treaty of 1842 having decided that_the lower part of 
the St. Johns River was in New Brunswick, Canada, instead of 
being in the State of Maine, a provision was inserted in that treaty 
that lumber cut on lands in the State of Maine should be per- 
mitted to down the St. Johns River and come into the United 
States. t is all Eas, 17 to 5 And on this the gen- 

been makin criticisms 

Ur. SIMPSON of Kansas. But this speaks of the lumber being 
“sawed” in the Province of New Brunswick, —— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The provision of the bill is in accordance 

ty of 1842. 

Withe CHAIRMAN, The time allowed for debate has expired. 
The 5 is on the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr 


INGLEY]. 00 


mendment was 

Mr. GROSVENOR. r. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I respectfully suggest to the Chair that 
such a charge as that just made by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Sotrsox] against the integrity of the Committtee on Ways 
and Means, or any member of it, ought not to be passed over with- 
out reply. There ought to be norushing along until a full expla- 
nation is made, as neither of the statements of fact made by the 

man is the fact. y 
shs CHAIRMAN. By order of the committee, debate had been 
closed at that particular period. There was no rushing along, the 
Chair will suggest to the gentleman. 


Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer another come 
mittee amendment, : : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after paragraph 630 a new paragraph, to read as fol- 


Scientific apparatus, instruments, chemicals, and books, maps, and char y 
such as are not made or published in the United States, when ex 
imported in good faith by and for the use of any re ly establish 
or incorporated university, college, 3 or scientific iety for t 
promotion of knowledge, schools, seminary of learning, or pub! o upean an 

make suitable 


not intended for sale; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
tions to carry out the intent of this paragraph.” j] 


hoc . That proposes to put these articles on the 
is 
Mr. DINGLEY. That is the purpose of the amendment. ; 
Mr. HENDERSON. That is right. j 
Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], I 
send the following letters to the desk to be read by the Clerk: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Tun BUFFALO LIBRARY, Buffalo, N. Y., March 19, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: I understand that the new tariff bill makes no provision for th 
free entry of ks imported for the use of public libraries and institutions’ 
of learning. I think you will agree with me that that is an omission which! 
ought not to be permitted, and I beg you to use your influence for the con- 


tinuation of the enlightened policy in this matter which has prevailed for so 
man i 


Respectfull 
espectfully, yours, 

J. N. LARNED, 
Hon. RowWLAND B. MAHANY. 


COLUMBIA NATIONAL BANK OF BUFFALO, 
Buffalo, N. Y., March 10, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: I write to you in the interest of the Grosvenor Library, as relat- 
ing to the pr new tariff law. As you know, this is a public library, 
owned by the city of Buffalo, and heretofore all books pure by us Abroad 
have been admitted free of duty. I understand that the new law makes no 
poreon for the free entry of books imported by such institutions. It seems 
ome that this interest should be promoted instead of being hampered by 
the addition of duties, as such institutions are carried on for the purpose of 
mblic instruction, and can not be considered in any sense a source of profit 
na commercial sense. I write so that you can consider the matter and: take 
such lng as you think is warranted t 


th great respect, I remain, yours, ee JEWETT: 


Trustee of the Grosvenor Library. 
Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. = 


CoLUMBIA UNIVERSITY LIBRARY, 
New York, March 20, 1897, + 


DEAR Sim: It appears that the new tariff bill. introduced 1 4 . DINGLEY, 
of Maine, fails to make provision for the free entry of books And similar mat 
terial ig seal for the use of public libraries, universities, and other insti-' 
tutions of learning, which has prevailed for many years. a to be h 

that this is an oversight which will be e collection o 


y corrected, 
tariff duties on the s and 


ublications imported by these institutions 
would be a return to barbaris: ful to the men and the party bring-. 
ing it about, and would create an odium'for the measure far out of propor- 
tion to any possible revenue which might accrue from such a source. It 
would also form a serious burden to the institutions of higher learning, whose 
means for library purposes are invariably limited. Such a blow to the inter- 
esis of education and civilization at the end of the nineteenth century would 
be most regrettable, 

I take the liberty to address you as one of the legislators representing the 
State of New York, to respectfully ask you to use your influence and voice 
against this feature of the proposed tariff bill, ; 

Respectfully, yours, GEO. H. BAKER, 
Librarian, . 


Hon. RowLAND B. MAHANY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended at the be- 
ginning of the discussion of this bill to take any partin it, but 
when the great interests of my district are attacked by the other 
side I can not keep silent, I have the great honor to represent in 
this House a district which I believe has been mining more coal and 
manufacturing more hemlock lumber than any Congressional dis- 
trict in the United States. My home is up in the Alleghany Moun- 
tains of Pennsylvania, in the progressive town of Dubois, and 
within a radius of 6 miles of this town there is enough coal depos- 
ited to employ 1,000 miners every day in the year for more than 
twohundred years. We wanttomine this coaland want a market 
for it. And we want more than this—we want all our miners 
fully employed at full wages and paid in full dollars, l 

1 8 5 this bill will accomplish our desires. In my distri 
we have vast forests of hemlock timber, and we want to cut it. 
And we want again to employ our idle men at good wages, and 
desire to receive fair prices for our lumber. > 

In 1892 an honest but a misguided ple elected a President 
and Congress which gave to us the Wilson bill of 1894. From 
that hour down to this time there has been a blight on all our 
industries, and no district has felt it more than mine. I wish 
that you, the opponents of the pending measure, could go back 
with me to my mountain home and see the happy conditions 
existing under the Harrison Administration and compare them 
with the conditions that exist there to-day. Then plenty and pros- 
perity rested on every home; now penury and want are the 
unwelcome guests at their firesides. Ah, Mr. Chairman, this is 
not, thiscan not be a question of politics, Itis deeper and broader 
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than any question of political views or advantages, because it 
reaches the hearthstones of thousands of honest men willing to 
labor, but deprived of the opportunity through your Wilson bill 
of 1894. I repeat, it is not a question of common politics, but 
a question of common humanity. These honorable miners do not 

for charity: they only ask for an opportunity to labor at fair 
wages, and as citizens of this great Republic they have a right to 


demand of this Congress that we enact such a measure as 
will give them that opportunity. 1 1 prominen my 
plein the last campaign that if elected I would assiduously 


evote myself to that duty, and I am here now trying in my feeble 
way to fulfill that promise. 

I have not the time to go into the statistics on coal as I would 
like to, and will now submit a few remarks on the wood schedule. 
I contend that the Wilson bill has nearly ruined the lumber inter- 
ests of this country, and I know its deplorable condition in my 
own district. I want to give you a few statistics as to importa- 
tions under both the McKinley and the Wilson bills, and you can 
then easily draw your own conclusions and see how and why our 
ae has been taken away from us and prices ruinously 

u 

rae, okie of lumber from Canada under the free listin value 

as follows: 


Thus you see the importations have risen from $1,840,000 under 
the McRinl ey bill to $12,658,000 unđer the Wilson bill, and at once 
show to this Congress that we must have such a tariff as is pro- 
vided for in the measure under consideration. 

But another important feature to which I desire to refer is that 
through the Wilson bill prices were so reduced by foreign com- 
petition that the manufacturers of lumber, to do any business 
at all, were compelled to cut down the wages of their employees, 
and thus many laboring men lost employment and those who could 
find employment were cut down to the very lowest wages, that 
the manufacturer might be able to find any market for his prod- 
uct. And herein lies the great evil of your free-trade statutes. It 
is absolutely true that we always have good times when labor is 
fully employed at good wages. 

Let us now, without regard to party feeling or y prejudice, 
measure ip Beg the full standard of our duty which we owe to the 
people of this country, and let us by ing this bill again give 
that prosperity to this Republic which its resources admit of and 
to which its citizens are entitled, 

In conclusion, let me say that the torch in the little lamp on the 
miner’s cap gives forth a brighter light than that which ever pen- 
etrated the minds of the advocates of trade and free silver, 
and you on the other side of this Chamber must learn that the 

‘leam of the woodman’s ax and the greatheartedness of his man- 
ood are brighter and truer than your 50-cent dollars. And you 
must further learn that the drops of sweat on the honest brow of 
toil are more noble and honest than free-trade theories, which 
always lead to penury and want. [Great applause.] 
Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BRUCKER. I offer the e for the pend- 
ing amendment, and ask that it may read in my time. In 
answer to the gentleman from Pennsylvania I will say 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s proposition must first be 
read. The Clerk will report the amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment offered by Mr. 
Brucker, which is as follows: 

Whereas from the progress made ou the pending bill it is evident that that 
portion of the bill known asthe wood D not be reached, and that 
no member of the House, outside of the Committee on Ways and Means, will 
have an opportunity to present an amendment reducing the tariff rate on 
lumber: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means, having in charge 
the present bill, be requested to prepare and submit to this committee, not 
3 3p. m. this day, an amendment reducing the tariff rate on all sawed 

Mr. DINGLEY (interrupting the reading). I make the point 
of order that this has no reference to the amendment before the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sufficient of the amendment has been read 
to indicate that it is not in order. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Then I ask that it may be read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be considered as offered, but it 
ee Fa read in the gentleman's time as a part of his remarks. 

. BRUCKER. Now, in answer to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ARNOLD] who has just taken his seat, let me read 
an editorial from the Saginawian, a paper published right in the 
heart and center of the lumber industry of this country. I say 
that it is a paper which last fall supported Major McKinley and 
„sound money,” an honest dollar,” a“ hundred-cent dollar,” a 
dollar as good as every other dollar; but when we come down 
here we find that this honest dollar is construed to mean a gold 


000 | absurd asit 


dollar. This paper supported Major McKinley. Let me read 
what it says regarding this tax upon lumber. Lread this editorial 
and make its language my own: 


TARIFF ON LUMBER. 


than the $2 a thousand tariff upon lumber. The pine lands of Michigan were 
bought 5 for $1.25an acre, many of them for less, they having been 
fraudulently designated as swamp land, and bought up with swamp land 


were 
from 


ing e 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman TEN : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BRUCKER. Wait till I get through, and then I will yield: 

The false * that this tariff was imposed in the interest of labor is as 

wicked. Those who indulge in this pretense know they deceive 
noone. As soon as the pine-land men were ready to rakein the Government 
bounty they went over to Canada, where labor was plenty and cheap, and 
hired ians to come over and cut, run, and saw up this timber at about 
two-thirds the wages that our own workingmen considered a just compen- 
sation—- 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If the gentleman from Michigan 
will allow me, they have here a free list that allows the statesmen 
from Maine to go over and have their lumber sawed by Canadian 
pauper labor and then ship back. ive 

Mr. BRUCKER. Why do you not give the same privilege to the 
men who are operating in the Georgian Bay district to-day? In- 
corporate that provision in the bill. s 

If a citizen of this 3 worked in the woods at all, he was compelled to 
work for reduced wages. The bounty to the timber owner only increased 
his cupidity, and he reduced the wages of his employees with the same zeal 
that he plundered the purchaser of his lumber. 

Under this unnatural stimulus the cutting of the timber, which should 
have been distributed over a hundred years, was all cut off in less than 
twenty. Towns were fo toa premature and unnatural growth. and con- 
demned toan early decay or total extinction. The wealth nature had designed 
for the use of many generations was gobbled up. Land designed to serve an 
important purpose in the economy of nature was left a devastated, exhau 
barren, dried-up desert that remain for ages a mournful evidence of 
folly, injustice, and ra ity. 

A on this lumber of $2 or 2 cents a thousand isa clear bounty to the 
3 owner and a perfect swindle upon the American consumer of tho 

umber. It does not, in the usual Republican language, “encourage an infant 
industry;”" it does not benefit the black- 
mail levied upon the American consumer. The bounty goes into the bulging 
kets of the lumber barons. Of course the present House of Representa- 
ves will pass the Dingley bill with all its tariff abominations, including the 

a thousand on lumber, and the next House of Representatives will have a 

wo-thirds Populistic, free-silver majority. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has aren 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that debate on the paragraph and all 
amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I ask that my resolution may be read. 
aoe 5 . The time of the gentleman from Michigan 

expired. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has been usual to extend the time of 
gentlemen on the other side, 

Mr. STEELE. Not for the reading of newspapers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Michigan be extended for five minutes, 

Mr. MORRIS and others objected. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. 3 that debate on the paragraph 
and pending amendment be now closed. 

Mr. RIC DSON. I move to amend, that the debate on the 
ponding paragraphs and amendments thereto be closed in ten 
minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This does not have the slightest reference to 
the amendments now before the House. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Irisetoa . inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I should like to know who objected to the 
reading of my resolution. h 

The FIATRMAN, Several gentlemen objected. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Name them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nobody objected to the reading of the gen- 
tleman’s resolution, but the gentleman’s time had expired and the 
request was made that the gentleman’s time be extended, and 
there were several objections. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I simply desire to inquire who objected, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lask for a vote on my motion. 


erican workman. It is simpl 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask that the amendment be 
The CHAIRMAN. It can not be read at this time. Those who 
favor the amendment to the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine 8 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. For what Eepo does the gentleman rise? 
. Isa 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississipp bmit that the amendment 
can be read unless there is objection on the part of some member 


of the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair objects. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee . RICHARDSON] 


to the motion of the e e from Maine [Mr. Dx dLxVI. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is debate exhausted on this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to close debate on this para- 

ph, and to that motion the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 

ICHARDSON] has made an amendment. The question now is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON 
was rejected. 

The motion of Mr. DINGLEY to close debate on the paragraph 
and amendments thereto was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the amendment of- 
fered by ga from Maine. 

Mr. Mc . To that, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee ka Mc- 
pea ve one an amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk 

report, 

The Clerk read as follows: y 

8 Strike out the words “such as are not made or published in the United 


Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it might be supposed 
from the amendment offered by the committee that the provision 
for free books for libraries, provided for in the present law, and 
for which so many libraries and educators justly clamor, is reen- 
acted by the amendment. Such is not the case. <A great restric- 
tion is placed upon the present law by the amendment offered by 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

The committee amendment restricts importations to those things 
that are not made or published in this country. My amendment, 
if adopted, will strike out the restrictive clanse and will leave ed- 
ucators and libraries free to import, simply for the libraries, not 
more than two copies in any one invoice of any book published. 
This amendment is certainly in the interest of education and the 
spreadin, ig of information among the peona: 8 

Mr. DINGLEY. The provision off by thecommittee allows 
the free e JN Ee for libraries, etc., of books and scientific ap- 
paratus not published or made in the United States. 

Mr. Mo LIN. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMit- 
LIN], by his amendment, p to allow the free importation of 
articles of this character which are made or published abundantly 
r. MCMILLIN, I toi te the provision of the 

r. Mc I propose to incorpora pro 
resent law, which was enacted not for the benefit of booksellers, 
t for the benefit of patrons of libraries and other educational 
institutions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that debate upon 
this amendment has been closed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I simply propose to reenact the present law, 


which is right. 

The CHAIR . The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILL1N] to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes a to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have a division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were —ayes 81, noes 122. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The question was then taken on the amendment offered by Mr. 
DINGLEY; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h 219, line 20, after the word“ hun 2 
1 and After? and in line 21, same 5 


twenty“ and insert the word * : an e 22 of the same para- 
graph, after the word hundred,“ insert the words and fifty.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the section read as it will read 
when amended. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that this amendment restores the rate of Saiyara horses imposed 
by the act of 1890. The proposed bill red the duty; but in 
the judgment of men representing agricultural districts exclu- 


Mr, WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if horses are not lower now than they were in 1890? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then, if they are lower, the same 
specific rate would make the ad valorem much higher. 

ome pleat The duty is specific on horses valued at less 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, within the past two or three days we 
have heard much said about the edie’ Soy consumers by a * 
upon lumber. [happen tostand among the class of consumers, an 
for twenty-two years I have been engaged in the business of pur - 
chasing and disposing of lumber to consumers, never owning alog 
and never being interested in a mill. I have upon my desk a peti- 
tion from the lumber dealers of the State of necticut, asking 
for a duty of $2 a thousand upon lumber. I want to say, gentle- 
men, that [have been engaged in that business through reciprocity, 
through two tariffs imposing $2 a thousand upon lumber, through 
one with $1 a thousand on lumber, and through free trade on lum- 
ber under the Wilson bill, and I challenge any man on this floor to 
furnish any statistics to show that the consumers of this country 
have ever paid a dollar more or less because of the tariff changes 
on lumber. [Applause on the Republican side.] I make that 
challenge ee 
_ Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that when the duty was reduced 
from $2 a thousand to $1 a thousand, instantly the price of lum- 
ber was advanced by the lumbermen in the Northwest. 

Mr. HILL. Within thirty days after the duty was reduced 
from $2 to $1 a thousand by the McKinley bill, I went to one of 
the loading lumber exporters of Canada and proposed to buy a 
considerable quantity of Canadian lumber. He asked me iden- 
tically the same price, at wholesale, that he offered before the duty 
had been changed. I made him then and there an offer to take 
the o of lumber under consideration at precisely the reduc- 
tion of duty. His reply was this: For many years i have been 


paying $2 a thousand for the privilege of the United States market; 


to-day I am paying but $1 a thousand for it, and the other dollar 
is in my pocket, and I propose to keep it there.” [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 


I want to say, further, that after the Wilson tariff bill was 

I made the same proposition to another Canadian exporter, 
and the only consideration that I could get in the purchase of 
lumber then was a difference of 50 cents a thousand on the dress- 


ing and working of the lumber, because of the ability of the Cana- 


dian to get it done at a lower price than it could be done in the 
United States, I in rénew the proposition that no man on 
this floor can show statistics that during all these changes 


on the question of lumber duties, from the reciprocity provisions 
of the war times down to now, the consumer Sas ever received 
one cle of betterment or detriment from the changés in the 

. Under the Wilson bill the loss to our Government from 
lumber being on the free list was between one and two million 
dollars annually,and that revenue went to the Canadian Gov- 
ernment, for they have it in their power to control the business. 
They own the timber lands and can make higher or lower rates 
for Crown dues, and so adapt themselves to the situation. It 
is absolutely within their control there. 

Now, another thing. An unkind allusion was made to the chair- 
man of the committee a few minutes ago. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me toask 
him a question? 

Mr. . No; I was coming to the proposition advanced by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman is well advised on 
the timber question. 

Mr. HIL A very unkind allusion was made by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Sprpson] a few minutes ago in regard to the 
personal interest of the chairman in a leading industry in his State, 
that of lumber. I want to say that when the resentatives of 
Maine come into this House and ask for a two-dollar-a-thousand 
duty on pine, they are asking it as consumers and not as producers, 
for there is more pine shipped from the-pineries of Michi and 
Wisconsin and red cedar from the States of Washington and Oregon 
into the State of Maine each year than is grown or manufactured 
theré. Therefore I say that the Representatives of Maine occupy 
the position of consumers in that respect, and there can be no 

of personal or local interest brought against those gentle- 
men ia rogaz, to pine lumber. So far as spruce is concerned, it 
has a or many years at $2 a thousand except under the Wil- 
son 


Now, one thing more, Mr. Chairman. The gentleman from 
jusetts (Mr, FITZGERALD] one ontof the twenty-seven 
resentatives of New England, assumed yesterday to stand on 
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floor and lecture the Republican members from New land in 
regard to the fate that would come to them because of vot- 
ing for this tariff bill, and he asserted that the question of tariff 
was not under consideration at the last election. I want to say 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, the sole remnant of New 
England Democracy, the one spared monument of New England 
mercy, the only one that is left—I want to say to him 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I hope the time of the gentleman 
will be extended. 

Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey. I ask that the gentleman be al- 
lowed five minutes more. - 

Mr. HILL. I do not want five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Connecticut be extended five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. DINGLEY rose. y 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before consent is given, Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 
For what purpose does.the gentleman rise? i 

Mr. DIN GLE. I rise to move that all debate on the pending 
amendment and amendments thereto be closed in five minutes. 


The motion was to. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I want to say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that I decline 


to recognize his right to speak for New England. He is but one 
twenty-seventh of the representation of New England upon this 
floor. He may speak for the voters of his own constituency, or of his 
own State, if soe sees fit, but the Representatives from Connecticut 
do not propose to accept any lectures from him, or any other gen- 
tleman who is in so small a minority in that section of the coun- 
try. The State of Connecticut cast its vote for the Democratic 
party from the time of James A. Garfield down to and including 
the year 1892. In that year it gave a majority of 6,000 for Grover 
Cleveland. 

I will not now state the reasons for that; I have not time to go 
into it. But when the election of 1894 came on, while you gentle- 
men in the West were discussing the money issue, there was but 
one question considered or discussed in the State of Connecticut, 
and that was the question of tariff and the effect that the Wilson 
bill had upon the industries of this country. With us the money 
question dia not enter into that campaign. It was absolutely a 
question of tariff and nothing else, and upon that issue the State 
of Connecticut, which, as I have said, in all the from James 
A. Garfield down, had given a Democratic majority, gave a Repub- 
lican majority of over 17,000 and elected every Republican candi- 
date for office in the State, from governor down to sheriff. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | s 

That was the result on the tariff question. The next election, 
the one last fall, was on the money question. Why, because the 
tariff issue was settled and di of in the minds of the people 
of Connecticut, and when you come to us and tell us about your 
soft money and your free silver, I want to remind you, gentlemen. 
that the State of Connecticut, on the money question in the last 
election, absolutely raised the preceding phenomenal majority of 
17,000 to the largest gain for the Republican that was shown 
in any State of the Union, to 54,000. [Loud applause on the Re- 

ublican side.] So that Connecticut seats without regard 
8 did not have any Democratic party left in Connect- 
icut after the last election—Connecticut stands to-day, without 
regard to party, absolutely and almost solidly committed to sound 
money, honest money, and a protective tariff , and I deny the right 
of the 3 from Boston to speak for the State of Connecticut 
on that issue. [Prolonged 5 5 on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I did not attempt in my 
remarks yesterday to speak for the Republican party of the State of 
Connecticut. Ispoke for the Democratic party of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts. As the only representative of that party on this floor, 
it was my privilege to speak for it, and as I am the only represent- 
ative of that party from the entire New England States here, it is 
my right and privilege to ib hoa and voice the views of that party 
from that section on this floor, and it is not the right or the priv- 
ilege of a member of the Republican party from the State of Con- 
necticut to represent or voice the sentiments of the Democratic 
party, and I repel his assumption of that right. 

T do not intend to anampi to-day to speak the views of the 
people of Connecticut upon this floor. It has been done in a bet- 
ter manner and in a more positive way than I could do at the 
present time. In the election held yesterday in the city of Dan- 

, Conn., the Dem swept ev ing. 2 0 
the Democratic side.] I hold in my hand a copy of ew Yor 
World, on the first page of which I find an item of news headed 
with these words: Political tide turning—Danbury, which had 
a Republican majority of 800 last year, goos Democratic now.” 
[Renewed applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. 2 
will read in my time the words of this newspaper, as 


on the issue of six months ago, but on the issue of to-day, showin 


le of Connecticu 


how the tide is turning, and whether the 
ley bill or not. 


are in favor of protection as it is given in the 
Here is the dispatch: 
[Special to the Worid.] 
POLITICAL TIDE TURNING—DANBURY, WHICH HAD A REPUBLICAN MAJORITY 
OF 88, GOES DEMOCRATIC NOW, x 
Danb: unici EE PE thc os — AY 
an overw. 
for the 8 Sag es the First Ward, which gives a normal Re- 
publican may of elected a Democrat as councilman. 
November gave 800 majority for McKinley, but the prom- 
9 has failed to materialize. 
y the Democratic party in complete control of the 
Democratic T Ere preh on joint ballot and 
ts. resultin the retirement 
Police a 3 — Bevans, a pensioner of the New York department, 
the supremacy. 
During the reading of the dispatch the hammer fell. 
unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Dockery, Mr. FITZ- 
GERALD’s time was extended one minute, during which time he 
concluded the reading of the extract as printed above. 

Mr. BUTLER. was the issue? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suppose the issue was the same there as 
it is now in every fireside in the land: Is the Republican to 
foist this iniquitous piece of legislation, known as the Dingley bill, 
on the gored 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I made the statement upon this Soor bat 
terday, and I reiterate it now, that newspa of inde ent 
tendencies not only in Massachusetts, but throughout New 
England States—such a paper as the Springfield Republican, which 
is published within 50 es of the gentleman’s residence—sup- 
ported the Republican party on the assumption that that party 
Was going to give us “sound money” and honest finance. Mr. 
Chairman, that paper to-day is one of those most strongly . 
to this bill as it is proposed to be enacted in this House. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. FITZGERALD] has expired. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the remarks 
of the gentleman from Connecticut pe HIL], Isubmit the follow- 
ing letter from one of the greatest lumber firms of the world: 


BUFFALO, N. V., March 15, 1897. 

DEAR Sir: We wish to emphasize the necessity of the & duty on 
lumber in the coming tariff legislation. The 5 of 2 entirely 

prostrated the lumber business in every section of this country. The Mic! 
gan opponents to this duty are for the most part c owners on the 
23 e of Lake mig aoa Psa who have e 5 2 —5 — — of lum- 
exporting logs from, Canada, and who have no measure 
the needs of iy enn ti lumberman at by Canadian standards. Their 
argument that the Canadians will retaliate 1 an export duty on logs, which 


they say will throw out of commission the onthe Michigan shore of Lake 
Huron, is in our judgment of very little force, for the reason that the ter 
the restriction on manufactured lumber coming from Canada into this coun- 


try, the greater the necessity to find an increased market for Canadian logs. 
An export 2 5 on logs would diminish her revenues and strike a blow at her 
industries. e opposition to the duty is not from Michigan lumbermen, but 
from Michi men who lumber in Canada, and is thus to all intents and pur- 
poses opposition. these parties were relieved of their fears of an 
export duty on logs, they would be heartily in favor of a $2 duty on lumber. 
As American lumbermen, interested both North and South, we protest 


spater this sentiment being taken for Michigan sentiment, and would ask for 
enactment of the S lumber tariff as proposed. Our t duty is to care 
for home ind and not destroy it. 
Very truly, yours, 
GRATWICK, SMITH & FRYER. 
Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Tawney, it 


Mr. TAWNEY. On behalf of the committee, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend 450 by inserting before the word boots.“ in line 5, page 
117. the following: 

Leather shoe laces, wholly or 88 manufactured, 36 inches or less S 


length, 55 cents gross and 20 cent ad valorem; ex 
inc o r Onih DO OUE LAE EOE DRITA ENA SB Da DRE ae: orèm.™ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I want to make some 

remar! ong the line of those of the eman from hu- 
ks al the line of th f the gentl from Massac 

e E 5 who has just taken his seat. It seems 
that tide has turned in New England. 

A MEMBER. In Danbury! 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hold in my hand an article . from 
a great New York paper which sustains the contention of the gen- 


tleman from husetts. It is a paper which supported Major 
McKinley last year; and it seems to me, in view of what we have 
time to refer to the com- 


pe in this debate, this is a v 

int made in this great New York organ, the complaint of 
alse pretenses and bad faith” on the part of the Republican 
party. It seems to me it is very well for parties as well as indi- 
Lag asy 5 be grateful—at least not to be u teful—not 
to by pretenses and bad faith. What is complaint 


not ! made by this leading paper? 
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Why, this writer says that the Republican party won their great 
victory last November by reason of their pan npon the money 
nt which 


question. I ask attention to the compla e now makes 
against this great party. This leading New York journal says: 

If President McKinley's 8 and Mr. DINGLEY’S tariff bill had been 
put before the people three days ‘ore the élection of last November, they 
would pats ut the sound-money cause and the honor of the nation in the 
gravest pe 

It seems, Mr. Chairman, that from what we have seen of the 
Dingley bill and the issue now presented, this great organ is right, 
This city of Danbury . yesterday, and the entire country will 
speak when a general election comes. 

Several MEMBERS. What is the paper? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, This same great paper continues: 

The Democratic yotes which elected Mr. McKinley were won and kept by 
false pretenses. He was elected to defend the financial stability of the coun- 
try, and he has no defensive measures to propose. He was not elected to re- 
vise the tariff, but his first act is to force upon the country a tariff that is 

ant in its protective atrocities, 
n administration which starts off with an act of bad faith toward the 
whole people has made a poor beginning. 

Several MEMBERS, What paper? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, when we call attention to 
the fact that in numerous schedules of this bill—in some of the 
woolen schedules, for instance—the majority in this House pro- 
pose to increase the tariff over the McKini ey bill of 1893 

Several members rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, No; I can not yield; it would take up too 
much of my time. When you have increased the duty on wool 
from 90 per cent, as it was under the McKinley bill, in one item 
to 133.20 per cent in this bill, it seems to me it is time to call atten- 
tion to some of the atrocities of this measure. In one item—para- 
graph 267, not in the wool schedule—you have increased the duty 
over that of the McKinley bill 280 per cent and over that of the 
Wilson bill 411 per cent. 

Now, I insist, Mr. Chairman, that this is bad faith. It shows 
that the party in control here has obtained possession of the 
Government under false pretenses; that instead of ‘ sustaining 
the finances of the country,” you have gone to work to pass this 
culminating atrocity—this monstrosity of the nineteenth century, 
the Dingley tariff bill. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. M. . From what paper has the gentleman been 


reading? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, it is the New York Times, if you 
want to know. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] 
You do not deny that it supported McKinley, do you? 

The CHAIR The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. Gentlemen will take their seats and the committee 
will be in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that all debate on the pending amend- 
ment and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TAWNEY, it 
was agreed to. 3 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday I offered a 
committee amendment to this bill, which will be found in the 
ReEcorD on page 450, near the top of the second column, After- 
wards the gentleman from New York [Mr. Mauany] offered an 
amendment to the amendment. Then there intervened quite a 
long debate upon some very important questions which did not 
relate to the bill or to the paragraph under consideration at all, 
until finally the gentleman from New York called up his amend- 
ment, which had not been voted upon, and that amendment was 
rejected by the committee, and thereupon no further action was 
ta. 


en on my amendment. 

I now desire to renew the amendment as the shortest way out 
of the present difficulty, and ask to ea the amendment of the 
committee to be found on the page I have mentioned. It prope 
to amend aph 269 by striking out from line 7, on 60, 
the words “pineapples, 2 cents per pound,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: In barrels and in other packages, 6 cents 
per cubic foot; in b $6 per 1,000.” f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio was adopted on yesterday. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I called the attention of the Chair 

esterday afternoon to the fact that it had not been voted upon, 
t seems to have been, by mistake, recorded as having been the 

amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], instead 
of that of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROS OR. I prefer to offer it in this way, so that 
there may be no question about it. S N 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If the Chair will permit me, the amend- 
ment was passed over without a vote at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 


. ed by the gentleman from Ohio. 
Phe Clerk read as follows: 


and in other packages, 6 cents per cubic 


paragr: 1 7 th >A 
a mag arn 8 neers: fn Tigu e te folioan ia bake 


Mr. MAHANY. I move to amend the amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I believe I have the floor, and I desire to 
eld the five minutes at my disposal to the gentleman from 
orida [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. ANY. Iwish tosubmitaparliamentary inquiry 

Mr. LACEY, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that if 
we are to debate this at all, that it has been already acted upon by 
the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It has not been. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order 
ifitis made. It has been acted upon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Asa matter of fact, I submit, as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio says, it was not acted upon. The committee 
passed from the consideration of it without a vote. My attention 
was fixed on it at the time, and the committee passed on without 
voting on it at all. The gentleman from Ohio has stated the par- 
liamentary status of the situation exactly. It was not acted upon 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair begs to differ with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. LACEY. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Very well, then; let us haye the matter 
before the committee again. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to allow the gentleman from Flor- 


ida to speak on 5 question. 

The CHATRMA If the gentleman from Ohio yields the floor, 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yielded the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, it was thought on yesterday that 
this amendment to the duty on pineapples had been pacers upon 
by the committee, but it was discovered this morning that it had 
not been. I hope that the amendment of the committee will not 
now prevail. 

The pineapple industry is a very considerable one in the State 
of Florida. It is an infant industry, and according to the Republican 
theory is entitled to protection. Pineapples are a luxury, and 
according to the Democratic theory they should bear the heaviest 
burdens, W 

The whole country is familiar, sir, with the terrible disaster 
that fell upon Florida two years ago. We were rich in our orange 
groves, hanging with golden fruit; we were growing prosperous 
with our pineapple industry; but in one single night that entire 
wealth was taken from us, and we were reduced from compara- 
tive wealth to comparative poverty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, our people were braye. They did not ery 
for aid. They did not ask for chari They did not ask for 
charity then, and do not ask it now. They ask simply fair treat- 
ment. They ask simply an opportunity, under this tariff law, to 
compete, by the commodities produced there, with those of other 
sections throughout the country, and we will yet recoup our for- 
tunes taken from us by the hand of Providence. 

If prosperity is to come to the country through the medium of 
the tariff bill, that tariff should affect alike and protect alike the 
products of the farm, the garden, and the orchard as the products 
of the flocks, the mines, and the looms; and unless this is done it 
will work unequally and 8 

The amendment offered by the committee is equivalent to no 
duty at all on this industry. We have hundreds of acres of pine- 
apples now in the State of Florida. There are thousands of dol- 
lars invested in their cultivation, and hundreds of poor people 
find employment in the business. I take it that they should share 
alike—and that ought to be the wish of the committee—with other 
industries of the country and in all sections of the country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If my friend from Florida will allow me, how 
does the duty proposed in this amendment compare with the duty 
imposed by the existing law? 

Mr. DAVIS. I am told that it is less than the 20 per cent ad 
valorem afforded under the Wilson bill. Mr. Chairman, it is inad- 
equate to protect and foster this industry, which is so important 
and so material to us. It is unequal and unfair. I ask to have 
read, as a part of my remarks, a paper furnished to me by a repre- 
sentative of the Florida Pineapple Growers’ Association, which I 
now send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
louse of Representatives of the Fifty-fi/th Congress. 

GENTLEMEN: As a representative of the Florida Pineapple Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, who have had under consideration the effect of the reduced rates of 
tariff recently pro d by your committee on our product, the pineapple, I 
beg, leave to state as follows: 


Pineapple Growers’ 5 of Florida embraces 200 mem. 
bers. It is organized under the laws of the State of Floriga, fully officered 


with president, vice-p ent, secre’ treasurer, and a of sevè 

di and an executive committee. organization at a mt mee 
ing resolutions favoring a ic duty oi cents per cubic foot on 
pineapples imported into the United S would amount toaduty 
about l} cents apiece on green piņeapp es. Inthe b ginally re- 
rted, pineapples were included at per poun was much 
Ay too mien bank a tration fart” Ate pesaton of ch cao 
y ne a pri m of the canners 

timore. your — saw A 


A Very sweeping reduction in 


these rates, $6 per thousand in bulk, and 6 cents per cubic foot when 
imported in Mantes or barrels. This reduction was made without the knowl- 
page of the Florida growers, and without piring them an opportunity to be 
eard or represented before your ttee. I desire now, while on the 
mnd, to submit the exact facts in relation to this industry in the United 
tates and, so far as possible, its relations to the importers, canners, and for- 
eign producers of pineapples. I nm myself a grower of pineapples, having 
two large plantations of my own in Brevard — 14 5 Fla., and haye had ten 
years’ experience in the production of this fruit. I have also had large ex- 
rience in handling the c of other parti and spent last season 
Nassau, the capital of the PADAMA group of islands, in the capacity of over- 
seer of their fruit, exportations, consequently Is with knowl of the 
industry both at home andabroad. Asa general representative of the Pine- 
apple Growers’ Association I need say no’ g in justification of my experi- 
ence or knowl in these regards. 
The following tacts are submitted for the consideration of your committee: 
The number of crates of pineapples shipped from the Florida district pro- 
ducing this fruit is conservatively estimated for this season at 300,000 stand- 
ard crates or 150,000 barrel crates. The standard crate contains 3} cubic feet. 
The barrel crate contains 5 cubic feet. The average number of fruitina 
standard crate is 30. The average number in a barrel crate is 60. Pineap- 
ples range in size from 48 to 80 per barrel crate, and the experience of ten 
years shows that 60 is an average size per barrel; hence when I speak of a 
crate of pineapples, I mean @ or thereabouts. The weight of the fruit in a 
standard crate of 2} cubic feet is about 75 pounds or 150 pounds per barrel 
crate. It is not believed by practical growers or . that a rate 
pound is the best way of putting it—the objection being that it compels the 
weighing of them twice. The better method would seem to be a rate at so 
Hadh per cubic foot or per thousand when imported in bulk, it being easy 
to calculate the pare of a vessel or to ascertain the number of thou- 


ori 
cases it is a reasonable 
objection to an advance in the rate of duty that Cor toe a are larger, 
nor is it the occasional price that makes them a criterion for measuring our 
entire crop. The Flo 17 N would be very glad to make contracts with 
the Baltimore canners at 5 or 6 cents i insi of the fabulously high 
which they report. Further t this, along that line, we think 
ere should be an increased specific duty on imported canned pineapples, 
both to protect the Florida canneries, of which there are a few, and also the 
canneries in Baltimore and elsewhere. Should your committee deem it wise 
to give this specific duty of an increased nature on canned pineapples it 
would remove much of the objection of the Baltimore at the 
same time be an act of justice to Florida canners. 


ur bill. In the first place, it is designed to produce revenue for the Gov- 
— tall itis also designed rotect or foster American 
industry. Your commit’ e fact that the 
of the raw material are entitled to as much consideration in form 
tariff schedule as the meet tra or the canner or the manufacturer. Indeed, 
we think that more consideration should be given them, for the reason that 
the gov invests his capital, his toil, his time, and attention to the pro- 
ducti 

no 


roducers 


on of the fruit. The importer or commission man ordinarily invests 
on commission. We do not deny to the can- 


canner is con- 
c duty of 
y the grower, 


ereton and 


hich places the bulk 
Shout 2 follows: 


tation to mar 
on for selling 


Co: Cuban importation with Florida a g aA still larger dis- 
crepancy is shown in all of these items, the cost of fertilizer in Cuba being 
acti T PORTAN Sage Bia ne OAE a less than in the Bahamas. In 
lorida, therefore, we are handicapped by high land and pigh labor, heavy 


tar r than formerly. 
apple growers will be content with such a duty as will put us on pe wi 0 
foreign importers of 3 and enable us to N with them, all 
things considered. e feel satisfied that the rates of $ò pe 
6 cents per cubic foot will not 5 us for these unequal conditions. 
We donot favor a prohibitory tariff. We ask only that such a reasonable 
tariff be placed upon 8 as to give usa fair o W & all things 
considered, to compete with the growers abroad. We do not think thata 
duty of 1 cent apiece on pineapples increases its cost to the consumer to any 
great extent, while it does enable us to protas the finest pineapples in the 
world and ito supply the American markets with them in ample abundance 
to meet the u ents of the trade. 

The natural increase of the Fg ae? plantations has been 50 per re 

„and we believe that under the stimulu® of a tariff of $10 per 1,000 on 
Nuit imported in bulk and 15 cents per cubic foot when imported in crates 
or barrels the increase will be much r. 

Mr. H. E. Hutchinson, an importer of thirty-two years' experience, makes 
the statement that before the Cuban war 250,000 barrels of pineapples were 
imported each year, but that the importation this year would be less on ac- 
count of the war, bly 150,000 barrels or crates. 

Mr. McCormick, a prominent importer of New York, states that this year 


Cost of tra 
Cost of 
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20 cargoes of 80,000 each will be imported from the Bahamas. Senn the 
tariff at $6 per 1,000, the rate now pro’ by your paren: ery r will ve 
a revenue of $9,600. At the rate which I have just proposed of $10 per 1,000 in 
bulk the revenue derived from the same importation will amount to $16,000. 
It will thus be seen that both features of your bill will be covered—increased 
rotection and encouragement to the Florida grower and increased revenue 
or the Treasury—this being on the basis of I cent ayers: a rate which we 
do not think the American consumer will 8 Seg to. ferring now to the 
importations from Cuba, it will be seen that the difference in revenue pro- 
duced under the rates pro; and those Lis Py by your committee will 
be an important item, nor do we think this would be objectionable to the im- 
porters and we are fully convinced will not more than put us on an equ: 
ot ing with the foreign producer of the same fruit. 

The Pineapple Growers’ Association, through its representative, She, oio 
to be compelled to discuss the condition of the le of that State. Your 
committee need scarcely be reminded of the great freeze of two years ago, 
which prostrated all our industries and was a severe test of the energy, p 
triotism, vitality, and endurance of the Florida ple. The effects of that 
disaster have not yet been removed, and we submit to your committee a, 
citizens of a common country that this condition should receive some con- 
sideration at your hands, and that while you are formulating schedules with 
high duties on clothing, hardware, material, and all the items which we con- 
sume, we ask you toallow us such a duty as will enable us in our depressed 
condition to make some progress in the development of the pineapple indus- 

for which our State is noted. 
n conclusion I would ask your committee specifically to consider the fol- 
lowing recommendation: 8 

That instead of 6 cents per cubic foot you give us 15 cents per cubic foot, 
which is a trifle over Lcent apiece on pineapples imported in crates or barrels; 
that on pinesimported in b ou give us $10 per thousand instead of $, which 
islcent per pine. I would ask that, instead of the present ad valorem 
duty on canned pineapples, you give us Lh duty of 40 cents a dozen cans. 
This will enable the erican canners, both of Baltimore and Florida, to 
compete with the Nassau and Cuban canners, and at the same time produce 
revenue for the Government, which is one of the objects of the bill, without 
materially ee the cost to the American consumer. 


Very respec y 
E ON the Indian River and Lake Worth Ne ple 
an T a e 
ad Growers? 1 of the State 277 torida, 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amendment of the 
committee will not prevail. ~ 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Florida 


has ag ehh 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have simply to say that the 
present duty on pineapples is 20 per cent ad valorem. The com- 


mittee have e the duty specific at 86 per thousand, which, 
when reduced to its equivalent ad valorem, is an increase over the 
present duty, instead of a reduction. 

Mr. M Y. I offer an amendment to the amendment, so 


as to make the amendment read: Three cents per cubic foot; in 
bulk, $3 ee thousand.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PR ny pod per 2218 1008. and shite ont 1 agin —5 Ss 88 
read & per thousand.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman if this is 
the same amendment which he offered yesterday? 

Mr. . It is not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not get hold of that one now. 

Mr. MAHANY. This is a new amendment, intended to modify 
the amendment just submitted by the committee. In support of 
my proposition, I wish to controvert the statement of the gentle- 
man from Florida [Mr. Davis], that pineapples are a luxury. 
Pineapples are one of the few choice fruits of the earth that are 
within the reach of the poor. I should be sorry, Mr. Chairman, 


if the legislation of this Government should ever be so adjusted 
as to make all commodities of this kind luxuries.“ Without 
going into the generalities of the case, we find that for one reason 


or another, little by little, year by year, the enjoyments as well as 
the opportunities of the poor are being contracted. The exactly 


cpp condition should be the aim and purpose of national leg- 
islation. 
On the ial question before us, however, I desire to call the 


attention of the gentleman from Florida to this statement on page 
451 of yesterday’s RECORD. He will find there a number of letters, 
all of the same purport, but I will content myself with reading an 
extract from only one or two: 

There is no fruit to take the place of these pin 
grown in Florida would not supply the demand sy stl Soe pen Saxons 

Another letter says: 

They would not be sufficient to supply the demand of New York City 
alone. Therefore the price would be so high with this tariff that pineapples 
would become a I that only the wealthy could enjoy, whereby now 


they are in the reach of 8 Some seasons, when there are very few 
2 the poor class can dispense with berries and can buy pineapples 


Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment I have 
proposed fulfills all the 5 of a protective tariff. It 
gives a reasonable amount of protection to a struggling, or at most 
a comparatively small industry of one State. Ido not think that 
the poor of this whole country should pay tribute to a single in- 
dustry, whose business does not appreciably contribute to the 
general welfare of the United States {applause on the Democratic 
pie); and I note with some entertainment that my Democratic 

ends have the effrontery to applaud that statement after their 
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pathetic appeals in the interest of fair play“ for protective duties 
on agricultural products. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MAHANY. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARMACK. I un d the gentleman to say that pine- 
oe are one of the necessaries of the poor? 

r. MAHANY. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. CARMAOK. One of the luxuries of the poor! 

Mr. MAHANY. One of the few choice fruits of the earth which 
the rich and the r can enjoy in common. 

Mr. CARMACK. One of the few fruits of the earth which the 
poor and the rich can have, or one of the luxuries of the poor. 

ow, I want to say 

Mr. MAHANY. I did not say they were luxuries. I especially 
contended that they were not luxuries. Now, if the gentleman, 
in proposing his 3 will confine himself to statements hay- 
ing some regard for fact, I will take great pleasure in elucidating 
the point if I can. 

Mr. CARMACK, I Want to ask the tleman, that being true, 
if he does not think it would be a idea to increase the tariff 
on pineapples, so as toreduce the price? [Laughter and applause 


on the Democratic side.] 

. MAHANY. The gentleman falls into the same Democratic 
fallacy [laughter] that distinguishes the 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Republican fallacy. 

Mr. MAHANY (continuing). That are now continually made 
on that side of the debate. Our Democratic brethren invariably 
leave out of their calculation some vital factor, the absence of 
which renders their contention futile. Now—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAHANY. Iask a moment more to finish my statement. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request that the 

ntleman may be itted to extend his remarks one minute? 

After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. : 

Mr. . The question of the gentleman is directly in 
line with the statement made in ri to the discussion of the 
lead schedule the other day. All the Democratic leaders, 
pme and old, official and real, contended that an increase of the 

riff on lead, proposed by an independent lead industry outside 
of the trust, would benefit the lead trust toan equaldegree. They 
could not see that the benefit of the 5 competitor was 
the detriment of the trust. And so it is all along the line of Dem- 
ocratic arguments. They do not take into their consideration that 
relative financial strength in the case of ran pega industries isan 
important, if not a decisive, factor; and if the growth of pineap- 

les in the United States were as general as other industries, if 
he groves could be multiplied to the same degree that manufac- 
tories can be built, then a protective tariff stimulating a home 
industry developed by commercial rivals would reduce, by competi- 
tion, the market price of the commodity. But in the case of pine- 
apples grown here their cultivation is circumscribed by climate, 
their production limited by nature. A tariff on the foreign article 
amounts to a prohibition of imports, and, in the absence of com- 
tition, involves a price so high on the domestic fruit as to make 
t, by legislation, a luxury, to be enjoyed only by the rich. Hence 
the question of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] 
is totally devoid of point. 7 

Mr. DIN LEV. I move that all debate upon the pending amend- 
ment and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Qhio. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 54. 

So the amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR was to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment on behalf of the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

K 22, page 43, strike out eight.“ after the word “leaf,” and insert 
sb our. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This amendment reduces duty on Dutch 
metal, or aluminium in leaf, from 8 cents to 4 cents per package. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, we had rather an inte 

tacle presented a while ago by the gentleman from New Yor 
TMr. MAHANY], who rose to contradict a statement made by the 
tleman from Florida that pineapples are a luxury, and there- 
fore ought to be taxed more Richly. The gent!eman from New 
ork contradicted that statement, and said that, while he would 
not contend that pineapples were a necessity, he would insist that 
they were not a luxury, and the amendment he offered was for 
the purpose of reducing the tax upon them. 


Mr. Chairman, throughout the course of this debate, whenever 


any gentleman u the other side of the Chamber has offered an 
amendment for the purpose of reducing some duty that may be 
imposed by the terms of this bill, an examination of it has shown 
that it relates to some commodity of which his own constituents 
are consumers and not producers. Thus with my friend from 
New York, who told us that pineapples are within the reach of 
the poorer classes in this country; that they can now afford at 
their present price to buy them, but if the duty is increased as 
B by bill, the price will advance beyond their ability 
n 


to bny. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, is it possible that the importers of pine- 
anes would not have to pay the tax? Lange Applause on 

e Democratic side.] Are we to be told that the importer does 
not pay the tax on pineapples, while he does pay it on plows and 
agrio tural implements and other commodities? Can it be possi- 
ble that the cost of pineapples would be increased by a higher 
tariff duty and that the poor constituents of my friend in and 
around Buffalo, who eat pineapples and do not produce them, 
would have to pay this increased cost? 

I should be glad to have this mystery explained to me—how a 
high tariff duty on pineapples makes them dear to my friend’s 
constituents in New York, while a high tariff duty on woolen 
goods and agricultural implements makes them cheap to my rural 
people in Arkansas. Yet, sir, this is only one of many equally 
glaring inconsistencies in the arguments of our e 

iends in this discussion. If the proposed bill can accomplish all 
its friends claim for it, it will transfer the cost of living in the 
United States very largely from our own people to the foreigner 
who trades with us; it will stimulate manufacture and open up 
factories now closed for lack of profit, at the same time lessening 
the price of the products of these same factories; and, mirabile 
dictu, still at the same time enabling the manufacturers to pay 
higher Piger o their 5 It will cause poverty at want to 

isappear and plenty and prosperity to spring up as a flower. 

If it can do ai this, Mr. Chairman, the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee can not excuse themselves from the responsibility of legis- 
lating-the murderous, relentless waters of the great Mississippi 
back into its channel, thereby staying its devastating tide; of con- 
trolling the power of the wind and checking the terrible cyclone 
that is 5 our towns and villages. d yet when we say 
we do not believe you can accomplish what you propose by the 
means you propose, we are delicately and politely informed that 
it is because we have not brains. r. Chairman, brains and un- 
derstanding are not required to make us accept these theories; it 
is faith that is required. And though you offer us the substance 
of things hoped for,” you offer no evidence of the things not 
seen.” We have not faith. 

This bill is entitled “A bill to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States.” The 
Fee bill by its title claimed to be a bill ‘‘ to reduce the rev- 
enue.” By this bill you say you will 9 The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means that reported the McKinley bill admitted 
that it would raise prices, and said that was desirable. Yet the 
two are kindred measures, proceeding by the same methods of 
taxation to lish directly opposite results. We tried in the 
Fifty-third Congress to give to the country a good tariff law. We 
did provide a better one than the McKinley law which wasin force, 
and a far better one than this one which is proposed to repeal it. 
But the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHANY] said this morn- 
ing that the trusts had the Wilson bill by the t. Ah, Mr. 
Chairman, so they did. The gentleman spoke truly there. The 
trusts did have our bill by the throat, and they strangled from it 
some of its best features, and while they were doing so my friend 
and his party were standing behind the trusts and by their votes 
and speeches strengthening the hands and tightening the grasp of 
the trusts. When the Democratic party has proposed measures 
of taxation in the interest of all the people e, they have ever 
been confronted by the trusts and their Republican allies, offensive 
and defensive, in every campaign, legislative and political. But 
the trusts are not grappling at the throat of this bill, Mr. Chair- 
man. Oh, no; they eee placidly and confidently in its bosom. 
The trusts know they can s e Republicans are on guard; 
they know they are mutually a the one upon the other. 
i on the Democratic side.] 

. Chairman, it is to be observed that whenever gentlemen on 
the other side rise in support of the provisions of the bill which 
they have presented to the country ey ane prone to lose their 
temper. ey are impatient and irritable, and resort to epithet 
and to language far more emphatic than courteous. Gentlemen 
so serene and calm and dignified at other times and under ordi- 
nary circumstances indulge here in strange language. Perhaps 
they have been unable to recover from the habit acquired during 
the campaign, when their stock in trade was to say to us who op- 

them: Lou are avarchists!” Tou want to tear down 
Government!” Lou are repudiators!“ I believe they called 
us everything except what is decent and honorable and patriotic 
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A gentleman can not rise on this side of the House to make a re- 
mark or even to ask a question but he must be answered as one of 
us was by the distin; ished and venerable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania the other day, once the presiding officer of this body 
With the remark: “ You have not got brains enough to understand 
it;“ and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS], a member of 
the committee, said the other day, in reply to a question: That 
is a fair sample of the intelligence of your cag 8 Even my good 
friend from nesota [Mr. TawNEY], whom [hold inhighesteem, 
who is alwaysa gentleman, and whose heartis full of kindness for 
all, even he dammed up the sweet waters of his soul and poured 
out vials of vituperation against us, saying: You are not sincere, 
‘you are d es,” and so on. 
Mr. . Areyou keeping your own temper yourself? 
Mr. DINSMORE. I am earnest, but not intemperate, and I 
have used no offensive language, I hope. 
Here the hammer fell. 
4 DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
Word. 
Mr. DIN GLE. That can not be done. : 
Mr. DINSMORE. I repeat, Mr. Chairman 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. 88 „I dislike to aap e gen- 
tleman, but when a member's time has expired in the Committee 
of the Whole, he can not make a new motion and go on. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Arkansas have his time extended five minutes. 
There was no o on. 
Mr. DINSMO. Now, I say that remarks of this character, 
indulged in by gentlemen on the other side, do not rise to the 
ity of A Senet 2 though prt may think srg we 8 
orant, that we are demagogues, suc is not going to 
appeal to the le of this coun You will Be jud by the 
merits of this bill. You will be held responsible by the American 


ple for this bill when it becomes a law. Iam no prophet; I | heard 


o not desire to indulge in prophecy; I never do so. But I do 
im the privilege of saying in behalf of Te popie I have the 
onor to represent that in my judgment this bill is going to be a 
ailure and will not bring to the people the PETHS you have 
promised. You do not believe it yourselves, I can see from 
px very countenances that you do not believe it. [Derisive 
ughter on the Republican side.] Your mockery does not make 
our confidence any the stronger; itis only additional evidence 
at you have nothing better to do in defense of your bill. 

Mr. Chairman, it is impossible to make a dispirited and languish- 
ing people prosperous by taxation. It ought to be needless to say 
80. Does the Arab lighten the burden of his weary camel by piling 

ore bags of dates upon his back? You propose “to encourage the 

dustries of the United States.” You mayand you doubtless will 
8 manufactures ie a See but you wit give to roa coy 
porary encouragement, and not permanent prosperity. e 
Republican party has yet to learn, it seems, that all prosperity in 
this country depends upon successful agriculture, and unless the 
farmer he has not wherewithal to buy the manufacturer's 
2 depends upon the farmer, practically all, and yet he 

the one ignored. A 
: i , the intelligent farmers of the country can not be 
duped by the provisions of this bill placing duties upon corn and 
wheat and oats. You must think them ignorant indeed to believe 
fo. The farmer to-day is a man of observation and intelligence, 
and he knows that none of these articles that he produces and 
which I have named are im into this country, and that their 
price is fixed in foreign markets and not at home. Let gentlemen 
explain why these articles were placed on the dutiable They 
have not done so nor endeavored to do so, Can it have been an 
endeavor to deceive? 

Our farmers are willing to bear an equal share of the burdens of 
government. They are its safeguard, its bone and nerve and 
Binew. But I, in their name, protest against the unreasonable 
exactions you would impose upon them. 

Mr. Chairman, until some Congress shall come here brave and 
patriotic enough to cast aside the influences that are ever at work 
upon the membership of this Housein behalf of the fattened greed 
‘of this country and against the individual private citizen, there 

the people equality, a tariff law which will im duties only 
of raising revenue, and which will distribute the 


kind of measure which the people will approve. But you have 
not presented such a measure. You and cot- 
ton ties and farming implements—the things that people en- 

no compensation. 


gaged in agriculture must have—and give 
y 


lum 
Gentlemen may characterize my people as ignorant. I deny it. 
They are not ignorant. They are patriotic. are vigorous. 
They are enterprising, They are a brave people, They are too 
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brave and too patriotic to be willing to sell the rights and privi- 

leges, aye, the very liberties, of the people for any amount of gain, 

large or small, that they might derive from this iniquitous meas- 

tA eae iii tribute on the many for the benefit of the few. 
pplause. 

Mr. Chairman, when a Congress shall come here and pursue the 
policy which was laid down in the Democratic platform and give 
us a bimetallic currency in this country—give us a currency which 
will prevent this constant absorption of the value of property iato 
an enlarged and enhanced dollar—then we may see prosperit; 
come, but not till then. While the hiatus between money an 
property is widening and widening, there never can, in my judg- 
ment, be prosperity. What we need is a return to silver and gold 
as standard money, and the people will have it yet, whether you 
will or no. Until we return to real bimetallism there can be no 
prosperity, and you in this House are afraid to put yourselves on 
record against it and admit the necessity for it. When a proposi- 
tion came up on the other side of this Chamber upon the question 
of money and an international agreement, there were only four 
gentlemen over there who had the co e to stand up and say by 
their votes that they believed in the gold standard, which ev 
one of you advocated all over the country on the stump last f. 
There will never be international agreement, but there will be 
bimetallism in this country; there will be free, unlimited, and 
independent coi of silver, and then there will be prosperity. 
[Applause on the ocratic side.] 

Mr. LANDIS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DINSMORE: Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. LANDIS. Did not the gentleman and his party promise 
the country a little more than four years ago that if we would give 
vou Grover, Grover,” then there would be four years more of 
clover? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that I have 


Mr. LANDIS continuing to speak, 

Mr. DINSMORE said: I am fons to answer the gentleman's 
question. I did not yield the floor to him. I will proceed to an- 
swer his question, if he will allow me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. DINSMORE] has expired. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I should be glad to have the privilege of 
answering that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imovethatall debate on the pending amend- 
ment and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR, 


it was ome to. 

Mr. G VENOR. On behalf of the committee, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 18, page 108, strike out thirty,“ after “leaf,” and insert “forty.” 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words on 
the argument presented by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Manany] a few moments and also by the gentleman from 
Connecticut—an argument which has been repeated over and over 
sea in the course of this debate. The gentleman from New 

ork, when I questioned him in regard to pineapples, made the 
point that pineapples are not produced in this country in sufficient 

nantity to justify the encouragement of a protective tariff. But 
—— that we had a discussion here 


Chairman, instead 
ublican side of the 
anew infant. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHANY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CARMACK. Les, sir. 

Mr. MAHANY. Can you not see the difference between an 
industry whose conditions depend upon natural law and an indus- 
try such as a manufacturing industry 

Mr. CARMACK. I can not yield for a speech like that. 

Mr. MAHANY. I yielded to you, and now I ask a reciprocation 
of my own courtesy. 

Mr. CARMACK. I see the gentleman's point 

Mr. MAHANY. ¥ witl Giles ay qudstion in a moment. Can 
vou not see the difference between an industry depending on nat- 
br el. Tes 5 industry that is susceptible of indefinite extension 

Mr. CARMACK. I can not yield for a speech. è 

Mr. MAHANY. Of course gentlemen on the other side refuse 
to yield when they are cornered. 

Mr. CARMACK. Lsee the point which the gentleman is get- 
ting at. I can see the distinction, and I think the gentleman from 
New York can see the distinction, between an agricultural com- 
munity and a manufacturing community. 


ind 
to 
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Mr. MAHANY. 
Mr. CARMACK, Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to address myself 
briefly to the propositions made by gentlemen on the other side in 
regard to the effect of a protective tariff on the price of a protected 
article. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] the 


I hope I can. 


other day challenged anybody on this side of the House to name a 
single instance where protective duties had increased the prices of 
a protected article. 

I want to call the attention of the committee to a very high au- 
thority on the Republican side of this question. I refer to the 
report of the Senate Finance Committee made several years ago. 
That committee conducted an investigation extending over a period 
of about two years, and closing on the 1st of September, 1891, con- 
cerning the course of retail priso on 214 articles of general 
consumption. The result of that investigation was to show the 
fact that there had been an average decline of a fraction of 1 per 
cent on these 214 articles. 

Now, the duty on some of these articles had been increased by 
the McKinley bill, on some it had been reduced, and on others it 
had remained unchanged. In the report of that Republican and 
protectionist committee it is shown that in the majority of the 
articles on which the tariff had been increased there was an in- 
crease of price, while on about nine-tenths of the articles on which 
it had been reduced there had been a decrease of the price. 

This was the report of a Republican committee—known as the 
Aldrich committee; and it showed not only this fact, but further- 
more that on about three-fourths of the articles on which the duty 
remained unchanged by the McKinley law there had also been a 
decline in price. But, Mr. Chairman, the full force of this state- 
ment can not be ap big pt until we consider the fact that prior 
to the sage of the McKinley bill there had been a great and 
rapid decline in the prices of all commodities. A gentleman 
employed by the Ways and Means Committee, of which Mr. Mc- 
Kinley was chairman, had completed an investigation extending 
over a period of N months, ending on the very day that the 
investigation of the Senate Finance Committee began, which 
investigation shows that in that period of eighteen months there 
had been an average decline in the general prices of commodities 
of about 14 per cent. $ 

That shows that the effect of the McKinley bill was this: That 
where the tariff had been increased, the price of the article on 
which the increase was made has also increased 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the tleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman have five minutes more. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Chairman, I was saying that the report 
of the 3 8 aowa this state of 1 . Was 

eat and progressive decline going on in the prices o com- 
8 eae to the passage of the McKinley Act; that. that de- 
cline was arrested, and prices even increased as to those articles 
on which the duty had been increased; that the decline went on 
without interruption where the duty remained unchanged, and 
that the decline was accelerated where the duty was reduced. 

Now, there is another fact to which I wish to call the attention 
of the committee. That committee to which I have referred 
also investigated the question of wages, and showed as to occupa- 
tions selected by them that in the period covered by the report 
there was an average increase of a fraction of 1 cent in wages. 
But an analysis of the report further shows that all of the in- 
creases occurred in the occupations classed by the committee as 
general occupations, such as brick masons, bricklayers, stone- 
cutters, stone masons, carpenters, blacksmiths, painters, plumb- 
ers, and other similar occupations that have no tariff protection 
whatever; while on the other occupations, all in highly pro- 
tected industries, there had been an actual reduction of wages 
within the time covered by the investigation, and not only that, 
but every part of the decline occurred after the McKinley bill had 
become the law of the land. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is high ox ipa ae authority, and i 
demonstrates the fact that the McKinley bill did increase prices 
and that it did not increase wages. Isay, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is not only the effect of a protective tariff to increase prices, but I 
go further and say that that was the very A od sige the avowed 
purpose, open and unconcealed, of the gentlemen who reported 
and framed the McKinley bill. In the report accompanying the 
bill it was openly declared that low prices were the very evil that 
they were trying to legislate against. I read briefly from the re- 

ort of the committee, and I ask the attention of gentlemen who 
5 5 declared so often on this floor that the purpose and effect of 
a protective tariff is to reduce prices. 

Your committee have not sought by the proposed legislation to further 
cut down prices at the expense of our own prosperity. 


Again they say: 


We ha t believed that our le, already suffe from low 
wil boi fed gislation nich will 3 8 


can or will be satisfied with legislation w 


There is a declaration frankly laid down by the gentleman who 
framed the bill and by the t leader of the Republican party 
himself, now President of the United States, that low prices, or 
declining prices, were the very evil from which the industries of 
the country were suffering, and that it was the very evil intended 
to be cured by the McKinley bill. How does that declaration con- 
sist with the pretense made here to-day that the McKinley law 
was enacted in order to make priore lower than they already were? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would agree with the gentlemen ìf they 
could bring in a biil here that would cure the evil of declining 
prices and make it affect all commodities alike, but I can not sup- 
pore a bill which proposes simply to increase the prices of manu- 

actured products, while the products of the field and farm are 
steadily declining. 

Mr. HAMILTON, Will you be kind enough to state who com- 
posed that Senate Finance Committee, and whether it was not 
composed of three 5 and three Democrats? 

Mr. CARMACK. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. HAMILTON. State who they were. 

Mr. CARMACK. Itwascom ofamajority of Republicans, 

Mr. HAMILTON. Give their names. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is the majority report he 
is reading from. 

Mr. CARMACK, Senator ALDRICH was chairman of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will you give the names of the committee? 

Mr. CARMACK. Senator ALDRICH was chairman of it, but the 
other members of it I can not recall. I think Senator Sherman 
was one, and Senator ALLISON, of Iowa. I know thatit was a 
Republican committee. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Senators Jones, Harris, and Carlisle were 
also on the Finance Committee, were they not? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Carlisle was on it; but I will say to the 
gentleman it was a unanimous report. Every Republican on the 
committee signed it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. And did they not report that wages in this 
country were 77 per cent higher than wages abroad? 

ren ee No; I do not think they reported anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is not that statement to be found on page 5 
of that report, that wages are 77 per cent higher in this country 
than they are abroad? 

Mr. CARMACK. I decline to yield to the gentleman for a 


speech in my time. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I ask the gentleman to state 

Mr. CARMACK. The point I am seeking to impress on this 
committee, Mr. Chairman, is that the McKinley bill did increase 
prices and that it did not increase wages in this country. There 
is no doubt of the fact that wages are higher in the United States 
than they are in Europe, and they are higher in England under 
free trade than in Germany under a protective tariff. But the 
truer test of the effect of protection is to compare conditions in our 
own country prior to the passage of the McKinley Act with condi- 
tions after its passage. Measured by this test, I say, in the light 
of this Republican report, that higher prices for protected articles 
and lower wages for the men who produced them was all that the 
McKinley Act bestowed on the poanie of this country. 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that debate on the pending paragraph 
and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

The amendment was 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
ment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 45, paragraph 184, strike out the entire paragraph and insert: 


to. 
offer the following committee amend- 


“ Mica, 2 cents pee und on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, and 2 cents 
per pound additional for each additional square inch: Provided, That the 
maximum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 50 cents per pound.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FENTON] is 


recognized. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, the maintenance and safety of a 
republican or popular form of government, such as oursis intended 
to be, must of necessity depend upon the enactment and adminis- 
tration of such laws as will have a tendency to promote the highest 
possible degree of prosperity, and therefore of contentment, 
among the whole people. 

The question then arises, What particular legislation will be 
most potential in giving that prosperity to our people the enjoy- 
ment of which is the inherent right of every citizen of the Repub- 
lic, granted him by the very spirit of the Constitution, and open 
to him in the almost limitless resources of the vast domain com- 
prising the United States of America? The Republican party 
affirms now, as i site has, that limited protection through the 
enactment of such tariff laws as will encourage home industries 
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and furnish steady work to the millions of otherwise idle men and 
women is a sure guaranty to individual prosperity and national 


ety. . 2 » 
However high that limit may be fixed, any seeming injustice 
will be n if not entirely neutralized, by that clause in the 
pending bill providing for reciprocity. 

I do not now wish to enter into an extended argument on the mer- 
its of this cular bill, which has already been so ably presented 
by my colleagues, but simply wish to show where the ongin of the 
opposition to protective tariffs can be found, and in so doing also 
to show why this opposition is so intense and determined. 

I am nota imist, having dark forebodings as to the future 
of this great Mii pang an er pines we have a 5 Tuo enjoyed 
the greatest prosperity of any people on earth, but on the con- 
tr 53 verily iom the ri AGES judgment of a thoughtful 

id intel t people. True, the people may be at times in the 

ey have been in the past, . through 
the influence of false yet plausible theories, from a support of 
those principles and measures which all Val ies has proven to 
be best adapted to secure the ends for which popular government 
has been established. 

We have in this age a multitude of so-called political economists, 
with their numerous long-drawn-out theories, each claiming, fig- 
uratively speaking, to have discovered the philosopher’s stone,” 
or, in other words, to have established the truth of certain prin- 
ciples which, as defined by some writer on political economy. are 
“necessary for directing the movements of society, so that man 
can act in harmony with the natural laws controlling his efforts 
to improve his condition.” Here, then, we may say, is the object 
of civil government—namely, the 1 possible improvement or 
man’s condition. The utility of a division of labor or a diversity 
of employment can be denied by none. No farmer is so blind to 
his own interests as to wish ova other men a farmer. The car- 
penter does not grieye because all other man are not skilled in the 
use of edged tools. Ifall laboring men should be engaged in agri- 
culture, where could they find a market for their surplus products? 

Nearly ever since the birth of this Republic there have existed 
at least two great political parties, each claiming its platform of 
principles to be best adapted to promote the general welfare of 
the country. Although each has been known under different 
names, these great parties have held to certain distinct and oppo- 
site views on economic and other great public questions from the 
days of Washington and Jefferson to eres | and Cleveland. 

ne of these ies, which claims as its founder the great author 
of the Declaration of Independence, has nearly always held to the 
theory of free trade, or a tariff for revenue ony: It is well known 
that this great political party has always had, 


future, as 


asit now has, not 
only its conspicuous leadership, but also its numerical strength, in 
that section of our country known as the South. 5 

It is equally well known that the dominant classes of this sec- 
tion have al ways opposed protection to American manufactures, 
claiming that the correct economic policy of the Government 
should be such as to pasion the production of raw material 
only, virtually ignoring all ski ed labor necessary to manufacture 
the multiplicity of articles of necessity and comfort to civilized 
man. Ignoring the manufacturing industry, they have at the 
same time ignored the great mining industry, which must of ne- 
cessity depend upon the manufacturing interests to create a demand 
for its products. 

Thus it was, prior to the late war; the Southern section of this 
country was almost without manufacturing interests of any kind; 
rich deposits of coal and iron lay undiscovered and undeveloped. 
The immigrant in search of employment shunned this section and 
settled where the dignity of labor was recognized and where the 
smoke of the furnace and the hum of machinery were as gladness 
to his vision and as music to his ears. 

For this reason, and no other, was it that the bleak lands and 
inhospitable shores of New England, whose dominant classes rec- 
ognized the equality of human rights and the dignity of labor, 
encouraged and developed a diversity of employment, soon caus- 
ing their sterile lands to blossom as the rose and magnificent cities 
and flourishing villages to spring up as if by magic. 

Here it was that an austere people laid the foundation of the 
greatest and noblest civilization the world has ever known. Al- 
though at first hampered by the prejudices and traditions of Eu- 
125 by a gradual process of social and industrial evolution the 
light of freedom in its highest sense dawned upon them. The 
abominations of arbitrary social distinctions were in time almost 
obliterated; the dignity of honest toil was properly recognized and 
the foundation of popular education laid, rendering it possible 
thereby for the child of obscurity to rise by his own efforts to the 
highest estate of manhood without reference to the accidents of 
birth or lineage. 

Another point I wish to make is that out of this Northern or in- 
dustrial civilization have developed many of the dest charac- 


ters of history. The coeducation of the mind and hand under the 
civilization of New England gave to the colonies philosophers, 


statesmen, and diplomats whom the most learned circles and the 
most brilliant courts of Europe delighted to honor. 

While itis not my purpose or desire to incite a prejudice between 
the citizens of different sections of our country, it nevertheless 
seems proper to refer to historical facts to prove that one section 


has ever, as such, opposed those principles of political economy 
as 


which all experience proven to be best ađapted for the promo- 
tion of national and individual prosperity, while another section 
has, in so far as it has been possible, practiced those principles. 
and has assisted in having them incorporated into our national 
statutes, thus giving opportunity for the development of diversi- 
fied industries whose productions contribute constantly to the 
comfort and happiness of a great and free people. 

Two distinctive American civilizations springing from the 
same blood have been briefly referred to, the Puritan and the 
Cavalier, the one favoring freedom, the other slavery; one be- 
lieving in 1 education, the other in the education of the 
few oe e Puritan believed the Union supreme, the Cavalier 
believed his State supreme. In the course of goara these two 
civilizations diverged more and more in their ideas of the pre- 
rogatives of the National Government, until the great civil war 
ensued. It was an attempt to found a new nation whose occu- 

tion should be essentially agricultural and whose labor should 

slave labor. Free trade, which said in effect, We desire no 
manufacturing, in fact, no labor, in our midst except slave labor,” 
was incorporated into the constitution of the new Confederacy. 

The result of the conflict between the sections is a matter of 
history. The dreams of a great Southern landed aristocracy, 
where free labor was to be unknown, vanished with the liberation 
of 4,000,000 of slaves. But how strange that after a great war, 
which demonstrated how much greater were the resources of the 
Northern section, which had welcomed the artisan, the manu- 
facturer, the honest laborer of every description, than were the 
resources of the naturally fertile and sunny South, that the people 
of this section should still cling to a theory which in point of fact 
had been one of the remote causes that led them into a civil war 
and 1 rendered them incapable financially of prosecut- 
ing t war. 

Nature has surely lavished her favors on the South, but the 
policy of the dominant classes has been to repel rather than to in- 
vite the hardy, honest sons of toil, who would have enriched this 
section by putting the necessary labor on their raw material, thus 
fitting it for home consumption without the added cost of double 
transportation, as was the case with the cotton product of the 
South before the war. Producing the bulk of the world’s cotton, 
they manufactured scarcely any, but purchased the manufactured 
articles fashioned out of the very same raw material they sold to 
the European manufacturers. 

Paying transportation to Europe and again from there to Amer- 
ica, the value of the labor necessary to convert the raw material 
into textile fabrics was lost as well as the cost of transportation. 
Northern thrift and ingenuity refused to permit Europe to put the 
labor on all of our raw material and to sell back to us the manu- 
factured article. And just as soon as sufficient protection was 
afforded our manufacturers, after the war of the Revolution, to 
enable them to compete with England and other foreign countries, 
our industries at once began to show signs of vigorous life, though 
it was not without opposition imbued with English ideas of politi- 
cal economy that the founders of our Republic were enabled to 
pass their first protective tariff actin 1789. The men who enacted 
that measure were the men who also made our Constitution. The 
young Republic was then suffering from the worst form of finan- 
cial stringency. But the grand old patriots after battling for 
freedom also battled for prosperity, realizing the necessity of en- 
acting protective measures to prevent the mother country from 
holding the new nation still under a system of industrial vassalage. 
No conntry can be really independent which neglects to utilize 
those resources the development of which furnishes the necessa- 
ries of life. 

Does the South realize this fact? Seemingly not, since, as a 
section, they still cling to the theory of free trade, ignoring the 
sad experience of the results of tariff for revenue only.” If the 
history of the financial legislation of our land be true, and it is, 
we can and should profit by it. History tells us that the first 

rotective tariff of 1789 gave a wonderful impetus to all forms of 
msiness; 1 who desired it was furnished remunerative 
employment, and the National Treasury was easily supplied with 
sufficient funds to meet the expenses of the Government. But not 
satisfied with prosperity, the people soon demanded a change, and 
in 1816 adopted, at least in part, British free-trade legislation, re- 
sulting disastrously to the then rapidly growing industries. 

In speaking of the depression following this change of policy a 
historian says: 


Great Britain poured her fabrics far below cost upon our markets. Our 
manufactures went down like grass before the mower, and our agriculture 
and the wages of labor soon followed. 

Finan prostration was general and the presence of debt universal. In 
New England fully one-fo of the property went through the sheriff’s 

and the prostration was scarcely less elsewhere. 


A second protective tariff was enacted in 1824. Andrew Jack- 
son, a true and patriot, in his annual message of 1832, 
in reference to the results of that protection measure, said: Our 
country presents on every side marks of prosperity and hå; 
unequaled perhaps in any other portion of world.” d 
not withstandi i 
manded ‘‘that the 


ment 3 intrigues well known to all who are familiar with 
our political history, and forced upon the country their destruc- 
tive trade legislation (in 1846), which continued in force until 
the beginning of the war of 1861. 
Many of you remember the good times before the war,” so fre- 
quently referred to by our Democratic friends, when we had the 
rivilege of purchasing ish and other torien. goods at free- 
trate prices. But did the farmer get more for his produce then 
than now? As an illustration, I had the pleasure recently of look- 
ing over some old daybooks belonging to one of the citizens 
of the county in which I live, covering a portion of the free-trade 
period just referred to. It seems that, owing to the scarcity of 
money of all kinds, farm products were taken by the mechanic in 
exchange for the product of his skilled labor. In 1849 Ifind credits 
showing that beef cattle were from 75 cents to $1 per hundred. In 
1850 a credit is given to another party with the value of a hog, 
dressed, at $2 per hundred, and a little later in the season I found 
an entry showing that the price of pork had jumped up to the 
astonishing figure of $2.25net. Running along the entries I found, 
as late as 1857 (still good old free-trade times), this entry: 
William Brown, Cr. by 1 fat sheep, 50 cents. 


These were the glorious times our friends of the o tion tell 
us about, before the days of Republican robber Su 
But why continue to array facts which are known and can not 
be disputed? And ge in 1892, when the whole nation was pros- 
us and all kinds of labor goma constant ann 8 
employment at higher wages were ever before paid by any 
3 the face of the earth, and when we as a people were in 
ion of nearly all the elements which are necessary to insure 
contentment and happiness, the tempter apen came in the form 
of the smiling demagogue who approached the thriving employee 
of the mill, the factory, the mine, and whispered in his ear: Your 


employer is a monopolist growing rich by reason of protection to 


American industries. Come vote with us to abolish protection 
and then, while your wages will at least not be decreased, you i 
be able to purchase your clothing and all other necessaries of life 
at 8 prices, and besides vou will have the satisfaction of 
helping to level things down; that is, to prevent the individual or 
corporation who employs labor from making comparatively a 
greater profit than yourself.” 

The farmer was approached in the same manner and told that 
the tariff on wool benefits not him but the manufacturer, and that 
in the event of the adoption of free trade the great nations of 
Europe would rush to his doors out of sheer gratitude to pay 
extravagant prices for his wheat and pork, utterly ignoring the 
immutable laws of supply and demand. : 

The change came, and, as heretofore under similar conditions, 
brought with it the inevitable results of opening our markets to 
the cheap labor of foreign lands. We have been bronght face to 
face with the withering effects of prostrate industries, want and 
suffering among the workingmen of our country, and a depleted 
National Treasury; drained of our circulating medium e 
largely increased imports of articles that could advantageously 
have heen produced at home, thereby keeping the circulating 
medium of commerce within the confines of our own country, 
while under the prevailing un-American system it soon found its 
way to Europe, with no reasonable hope of return. 

When we mention the unparalleled prosperity of this country 
under the protective policy adopted by a Republican Administra- 
tion in 1861 and continuing until 1893, a great wail goes out from 
the opponents of protection concerning farm mortgages and gen- 
eral indebtedness, which they claim as a result, but in answer to 
this there is no statutory law to prevent mankind from incurring 
indebtedness, and farmers are no exception to the rule. In times 
of prosperity they, like the rest of mankind, often miscalculate 
their ability to pay, no matter how great the demand for their 
products. Besides, in no country on earth are the tillers of the 
soil so nearly supplied with all the comforts of life as the Ameri- 
can farmer, a largo por cent of whom are not only possessed of 
the comforts of life but the Iuxuries as well. 

Where in antebellum days you found the f: s daughter en- 
gaged at the spinning wheel or the loom you now ö 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 30, 


in those pursuits adapted to the intellectual faculties and fit 
her for contact with the most intelligent circles of society. Where 
once stood the spinning wheel now stands the piano. And why 
not? If the social condition of American labor is not far superior 
to that of any and all countries of Europe, why is it that a constant 
stream of toilers has been pouringinto our Atlantic ports ever since 
the birth of the Republic? Because American labor, receiving a 
just compensation, can rise from a state of intellectual and social 

dom to one of such intelligence and culture as can be found 
in no other country on earth. 

We hear much said about the growth of millionaires in this 
country, and the ibility of the blican party for the 
development of this dangerous (?) class. k about you and see 
who compose the wealthy men of to-day. In nine instances ont 
of ten they were the poor men of yesterday—many of them have 
been toilers 9 EE er a Unless we adopt 
communism and deny the individual right to possess property, 
fail to see how there can be obtained and eee anything 
like an equal distribution of pro A 

Divide, if you please, to-day all the property of this great land 
equally between the inhabitants thereof, with the power to dis- 
pose of it at will, and I venture the assertion that within less than 
one decade the holdings would be more unequal than they now 
appear. By nature a large portion of humanity is extra’ t or 
improvident, or both; another portion economical and thrifty. It 
is puerile to charge up the frailties of humanity as individuals to 
e Teen by history that the Republi 

ow, ve shown by hi tthe Republican party repre- 
sents the principles of true Americanism, calculated to develop our 
ever boundless resources, and thus give remunerative employment 
to all classes of labor at such a compensation as will enable the 


theories. [Applause.] 
a of the foregoing, 
0 


the dely 
Nr. SIB 80 N said: Mr. Chairman, I submit that 


there is too much confusion to hear what the gentleman is saying, 
and I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. Would it be in order 
for the gentleman to read that essay from the Speaker's desk? We 
can not hear him here, and my constituency may be attacked with- 
out my knowledge. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not bein order. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Lsuggest that people will be as much edi- 
fied by the gentleman from Ohio as by the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. FENTON’s time having expired, 

Mr. BARLOW asked unanimous consent that his time be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OGDEN. Iwould suggest that the gentleman come nearer 
to the center aisle, so we can hear him on this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fxxrox] 
has the floor, and may speak from such place as he desires. 

Mr. FENTON resumed and completed the delivery of the fore- 


going remarks. 
ki [ANY. Mr. Chairman, in connection with paragraph 
184, I submit the following letter from a large manufactory in my 
city: 
BUFFALO COOPERATIVE STOVE COMPANY, 
Bufalo. N. Y., March 11, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: We should be pleased to have you interest yourself with the 
arans and Means Committee to have present 20 per cent ad valorem rate 
of duty on mica retained. 

an eee would be an additional burden to our interests, 

e 


, yours, very truly, 
BUFFALO COOPERATIVE STOVE Co., 
Manager. 


EDWARD KEN ER 
Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that all debate on this amendment 
be now closed. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama, a member of 
the committee, was recognized. 

+ Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have this moment received a 
letter froma very prominent gentleman of F Sere: pr a e ee 
lican, inclosing an article from a paper (I think, the ord), which 
I will have read. The gentleman appears to indorse the article, 
and in his letter says: 

A more wicked bill to destroy som ustries aiding thers 
has seldom been presented to 3 3 2 

Mr. ALLEN. Is that a Republican who says that? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. A Republican. He incloses an 
editorial from a Philade sonia papo believe, the Record. 

The article includes an editorial from the Textile Manufacturers’ 
Journal, which I request the Clerk to read. 


1897. 
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Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman—— r 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the genitoman rise? 

Mr. BROMWELL, I rise to say we can not hear a word of 
What the gentleman is saying. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and gen- 
tlemen will please cease conversation. y 

Mr. LER of Alabama. Asa prelude, the Philadelphia 
paper, the Record, says: 

The Textile Manufacturers’ Journal, one of the straightest of protectionist 
publications, in a strong article denouncing the wool schedule, says: 

Then follows the article which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


C measure, ani 
interests for the lesser, and that its 


strictures upon and references to the bill we confine ourselves sg nen Ba 
the wool and woolen schedules, disclaiming any knowledge òf the other 
schedules, for we regard the wool and woolen schedules to be 
paramount feature of the bill in the eyes of the Sonny 
schedules more than any other that brought about 
2 law; and if care is not taken and wisd 
ilar result following the new tariff. The party should 
rience, and it should rotests of its wellwishers and earnest 
saberente. Weare sorry to see this of a measure , for it is con- 
- trary tothe wisest counsels of the party, which have been in the direction of 
moderation. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I ask to have the following read 
from the New York Evening Post. It appeared as an editorial 
in the Record. : 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to inquire the name of this distinguished 
gentleman in Philadelphia? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. He is a prominent man of busi- 

and wealth, one of the men who elected Mr. McKinley. I 
thers he would not object to my giving his name, but I can not 
do so without his authority. 5 

Mr. ADAMS. Do you say he holds a Democratic office? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir; he is a Republican, and 
one of the ablest in your city. : 

Mr. ADAMS. He is a weak kind of a 3 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. You will find them all weak in 
their soppar of your party before you get through with the effect 
of this bill. [Laughter on the Democratic side. 

The Philadelphia paper, the Record, then says: 

t of moderate onists is 
conn br geen — Record from an au — eai — 
source. The writer says 

Then follows the letter to the Record from a Republican. He 
Says: 

The subjoined editorial from the New York Evening Post does not begin 
x show the injustice of the advance in duties on tin plates, or the iniquity of 


estro; a large industry for no purpose except to bolster up a few bank- 
rupt pe hem Bote in the tin-plate business. The Post says— 


I will now ask the Clerk to read the article from the New York 
Evening Post. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Among the Larbarous provisions of the 5 bill is one which re- 
the draw back on tin plate when reexported in the form of cans or other 
for petroleum, cotton-seed oil, lard, meats, vegetables, fruits, fish, 
rs, condensed milk, etc. Thisdrawback enables our ers to compete 
with foreigners in these trades, The material of which the package is com- 
paon is an essential part of the exported article, and whatever burden we 
on it is a tax on exports. It was considered a great merit of the 
M tariff that this drawback was allowed. Now it is proposed to cut 
it off, and thus put a tax of 1; cents per pound on all the tin cans which are 
used for these purposes. This is p merely to 
to the small number of tin-plate manufacturers in the Uni 
industry is not the hundredth part in magnitude of 
which it is intended to smite with this new and 


$85,139,183 pounds of foreign tin plata, of which it is estimated that 
Was reexported in the form of tin ‘kages filled wit. 


at all. is provision of the existing law is not distur 
bill. But the small pare can not avail himself of this provision, use 
5 5 3 would be too expensive for the moderate business he con- 

The time of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama expired during the read- 
ing of the above, 

Ir. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask that the Clerk may be per- 

«mitted to finish the reading. He is almost through. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not think we want any more free- 
trade literature from the New York Post. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. You will hear a great deal of 


such literature. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 


Several MEMBERS. I object. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will have it printed. I will 
also pent the balance of the letter from “A Republican” to the 
Recor 


It is as follows: 
The advance in duties on tin Sree can positively 


no revenus to the 
Government, because few We pato are now im: outside of those on 
which rebates are allowed. This has been ma: spoten Dr a few tin-plate 
manufacturers who have started business with little capital and have 

other reliable manufacturers from making any money, until the g price 
to-day of tin plates is far below the We 3 block sheets, out of 
. can be sold in the Uni States about $15 per ton 
below the present cost to Import; hence no r. tion is necessary 
except to keep going some few American mills with eor no capital, whose 
enced that the people at large shall be taxed for their especial 

nefit, 

The proposed increase does not meet with the approval of some of the best 
and largest American manufacturers of tin plates The increase of duties 
would in no way benefit the trade, who are now selling so far below the im- 
ported prices. Should the rebate of 99 cent be taken off on tin plates ex- 

rted as oil cases and for canned go and other purposes, the home pro- 

ucers could in no way be benefited. These canning industries could not 
afford to pay the advanced prices on American tin plates. A export 
8 3 thus be destroyed. No words are strong enough to denounce 
such a policy. 

The writer is in no way connected with this industry, but can not remain 
silent. We deliberately drive to other countries a b ess in which so many 
peony people are employed, and all this under “a policy of protection,” so 


A REPUBLICAN. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that all debate—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman does that, I wish to call 
his attention and that of the committee to what I think is a very 
important amendment offered here. You propose, instead of the 
20 per cent duty on mica imposed by the present law, to make it 
possible to collect a duty of 50 cents a pound. The first duty im- 
posed was 3 cents a pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, you allow the imposition of a duty of 2 cents for every 
square inch in excess of I square inch up toa duty that will be 
50 cents a pound. The value of mica imported last year is stated 
at 19 cents. So that on the maximum grades of mica you will 
have here an enormous rate of duty, and it strikes me, in this age, 
when we are doing somuch by electricity, and expecting to do so 
much more, when it is so largely used in the manufacture of elec- 
trical machinery, and also extensively used in the stoves both 
of the poor and the rich, that it is not well to make this great 
increase. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I only desire to say that after a very care- 
ful analysis made by an expert I learned something that I will 
give my friend from Tennessee the benefit of. There is no duty 
here higher than 25 per cent ad valorem on this plan, and the 
higher es will have a lower duty. 

r. MCMILLIN. That might be so until you offered this 
amendment; but here you allow 2 cents a square inch on every 
inch in excess of 1 inch square; so that when you get a plate, ora 
system of plates, that are 5 inches square that is, 25squareinches— 
and upon that you will charge a duty of as high as 50 cents a 
pound. I will further suggest to my friend from Ohio, when he 
comes to make the calculation he will see that I am correct, and 
that instead of it being as much as 60, 70, or 100 per cent, it will 
amount to more than 200 per cent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. PEARSON, Mr. Chairman, I had not the privilege of hear- 
ing what was said by the gentleman from Tennessee, but I can 
assure him, upon testimony which is incontrovertible, that this 
duty of 2 cents a pound, when you translate it into an ad valorem 
duty, is higher than the duty of 50 centsa pound. The value of 
mica depends less upon its 18 than upon its superficial area; 
and here are tables made by the State geologist of North Carolina, 
Prof. J. A. Holmes, and by the largest dealer in mica in that State, 
and here is the price list of the largest importer of Indian and 
Canadian mica, which fully illustrate and fully justifies the pro- 
posed duty, and which I shall insert in the RECORD in extenso. 

Now, the value, Mr. Chairman, depends almost entirely for 
commercial porpre upon the superficial area. One by 4, if 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will listen, of 
Canadian mica sells at 31 cents per pound, 2 by 6 sells for $1.02 
per pound, 2 by 8 for $1.70 per pound, and 4 by 6 for $3.06 per 
poma So that with a duty of 50 cents a pound, when you trans- 

ate it into an ad valorem duty, is less than 16 per cent. 

Now, with one word I shall close. Take the whole long list of 
articles imported into the United States and there never can be 
found an article on which such outrageous frauds have been 
perpetrated as in this single article of mica. Here is a table that 
shows that it is valued at the custom-house in New York at—how 
much does the gentleman suppose?—19 cents a pound; and it sells 
all over the United States at $1.50 a pound on the average. 

Now, I appeal to you in behalf of more than 100,000 men, women, 
and children in my State whose means of livelihood have been 
almost destroyed, not so much by the prevailing rate of duty as 
by. the prevailing scandalous, palpable, and demonstrable under- 
valuations by monstrous frauds against our Government and 
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4 is that imported from India, and for electrical purposes that im- 
Tod 01 India mica began in 1884-85. For 
Rye 1881 to 1885, te value of the mica produced in 
the nited States was $1,314,525, and the Average veins per year for these five 
years was $262,905. The total value of the impo. du this time 
was $77,867, an average of $15,573 per year. Ten years later the to 
the mica mined in the United Sta or five years, 1891 to 1895, inch o, Was 
830, or an average of 14 nit Aa During these five years the value 

of the mica impo: was 8779,97 th an average of $155,904, thus showing a 
deci increase in the amount of mica imported and a corresponding de- 
crease inthe amount of mica produced in Ene United States. 


was placed on im mica of 35 per centad valorem. It must rne 
mind, however, that owing to the undervaluation of the imported mica—du 
to the incompetency of custom-house officials the duty of 3 per cent 
valorem has been far less effective than one ht be led to expect from a 
casual examination. Indeed, it may be fairly ed that it has u of but 
nae value in the direction of protecting and encouraging the American 


To illustrate: The North Carolina miner now receives for his mica an aver- 

ee per pound, and at ene present rate of duty ( percent ad valorem) 

the on this mica would be 8) cents per pound; whereas, owing to the 

undervaluation of imported mica by custom-house officials, the amount actu- 

ally collected as 20 per cent ad valorem is less than 3 cents spe pound on the 
rted. u 


e of the product 
readily seen that 


ceives but little advantage—practically no advantage—from the existing 
tariff, and as we ascend T Tale of prices on mica the absurdity of the situ- 
ation mes more apparent. 

This, probably, has come 2 from the fact that it is im ble for 
o custom-house officials to determine the true value of the mica im- 
‘ported, and it is, of course, to the interest of the importer to undervalue 
rather than overvalue his material. It would be exceedingly difficult to 
remedy this condition entirely, even were it practicable to have appointed 
efficient custom-house officials, 

After a careful study of the problems connected with the mica industry in 
North Carolina and adjoining States, 
the more intelligent mica miners, I am satisfied that a tariffon mica 
ing both the specific and ad valorem 3 528 outlined above, is the only one 
s ee wet roduce results that are sa 

or do belle 


bo: 
tur the larger part of the mica imported, especially that used for stoves, 
7 etc., is ied in Indi ceedingly cheap and other 
conditions favorable. The better qualities of this mica are sold in the Amer- 
ican market as North Carolina With this exceedingly cheap Indian 
labor and cheap transportation, the mica industry in the South Atlancic, New 
England, and Western States is in great need of a reasonably high protective 


On careful examination of the . of the South A; 
lachian States during the past year I am led to eve that the mines in 
and other mica-producing areas of the United States can easil 
of the mica uired by the American market; and a reasona 
mica, such sa Epa for . would sostimulate the industry that improved 
mining machinery would be introduced and many of the mines which are 
now in an abandoned condition would be opened up ane w, and they would be 
found as productive in the future as they have . in the past. A vast 
majority of these Punas have ieee soe in the crudest way, without 
min: jumps or other modern ry. Without adequate protection 
e large importations of India mica, the owners of these es 
feel but little melined to enlarge or improve their mining plants; but with 
adequate protection hundreds of thenow abandoned mica es in the South 
A han region would be opened up anew, operated with improved 
modern appliances, and the output of mica from these mines would be great! 
larger than it has ever been in based pease If there is any American mine 
industry which to-day needs more adequate protection, it is the mica industry. 


. A. HOLMES 
State Geologist, Raleigh, N. C. 


` SPRUCE PINE, N. C., March 27, 1897. 
DEAR SIR: I have seen the proposed schedule for mica in the new tariff 
i ea I write to say that 1 duty is entirely too low to be of any 
service to the — industry in this country. The ad valorem tariff of 
W per cent under the McKinley bill and 20 per cent under the Wilson bill did 
e ee Wo tonia hava specie Ay of wo mach por cae 
undervalued. e sho! ves 0 n 
8 in such a way that there can be no such under valuation practiced in 


the future. 
rage price paid for the first-class mica imported into this country for 
3 pu r e electrical companies can not be less than 2925 


r pound, whereas same micais givena value when entered for im: < 
on into this country of from 15 to 19 cents per pound. Hence, no ad valorem 
duty will serve the purpose, this duty should increase with the sizes of 
the sheets of mica, owing to the fact that the value of the mica increases rap- 
idly with the sizes of the sheets. 
have been informed by reliable parties that the laborers who mine and 
prepare much of this foreign mica are paid from 4 to 12 cents per day. Of 
course our American miners should not have to compete with these pricesas 
they are now having todo. The average price we pay our miners in mica 
mining aie Carolina is 81 per day, and our mica cutters from $1.25 to 
1.50 per Z 
5 X orth Carolina can supply all the mica needed in the United States for all 
arpana in addition to this, mica can be and will 


rly protec especially 
shire Wyoming, South Dakota, Colorado, New Mexico, California, Washing- 
yland, & ; and in seyeralother 


knowledge and experience. 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. RICHMOND PEARSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I was making my computation on the impor- 
tation, and a million pounds were imported, 


J. E. BURLESON, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The goren was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the committee amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 25 by inserting, after the word authorized,” the words “and 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the context read, so that we 
will know what it means. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


tates, and the importation thereof 
e zy is authorized to pre- 
regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of this pro- 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
My distinguished friend from Alabama pr WHEELER] rose in 
his seat a few momentsago and read a letter from some one in the 
city of Philadelphia, whom he described as a most influential and 
distinguished citizen, and when I asked him for the name of that 
citizen, he declined to give it. There is but one use, sir, for anony- 
mous communications. They go to the wastebasket. No citizen 
of Philadelphia ought to address this House, either directly or 
through one of its members, in that way. This citizen of Phila- 
delphia seeks to have a letter read here in which he stultifies, mis- 
states, and misquotes the sentiments of the progie of Philadelphia. 
sha on the Republican side.] If heis ed of his letter, 

e never should have sent it, and if it does not state the truth, it 
never should have been sent. 

When a man from the city of Philadelphia attempts to address 
this House and tells us that it was the woolen schedule of the 
McKinley Act which boen to defeat the Republican party so far 
as relates to the city of Philadelphia, he states what is absolutely 
false. But, under the Wilson bill, if this distinguished citizen 
had taken the trouble to walk through the streets of Philadelphia 
located in the section known as Kensington, he would have seen 
yrat hasnotbeenseen in thirty years of ublican rule; he would 

ave seen smokeless chimneys, silent factories, and hungry homes. 
Never in the amy years of Republican rule were the citizens of 
Philadelphia called upon for subscriptions to open soup houses for 
the working people of Kensington. Those honest, hard-working 
men and women asked no alms, and when they came under Dem- 
ocratic rule, it was with a blush that they were forced to accept 
aid. Shame on a citizen of Philadelphia who sends such a com- 
munication here, and I answer him, anonymous though he be, 
that what defeated the Democratic party by 125,000 majority in 
the city of Philadelphia was more than anything else the woolen 
55 in the Wilson bill. [Loud applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, I rose simply to answer the remarkable com- 
munication made public through a Democratic member of this 
House, professing to come from a “distinguished and well-known 
Republican” citizen of Philadelphia, in relation to the tariff bill 
now under discussion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Philadelphia who has just taken his seat [Mr. ADAMS] as- 
sumes that the article from a Philadelphia paper which I had 
read at the Clerk’s desk emanated from the gentleman who sent 
me the article from the Record. I do not know who the gentle- 
man is who wrote the article and signed it A Republican.“ 
The gentleman who wrote the letter simply expresses his own 
opinion against the bill and incloses articles which ri ea in 
well-known papers, which have been reprinted in a Philadelphia 
Democratic paper. One is an extract from the Textile Journal. a 
Republican paper which supported Mr. McKinley, and one is an 
article from the New York Evening Post, which also supported 
Mr. McKinley. 

Surely the gentleman from Pennsylvania does not hold the gen- 
tleman responsible for simply sending an article which has ap- 

eared in the public press and has been read by the people at 
arge, and which ought to have been read by all the members of 
this House. Fearing that the Republican members do not have 
their attention called to artieles from Republican papers which do 
not approve of this bill, and only read articles from protective-tariff 
journals which laud their action, I thought it important that they 
should hear something from a Republican journal which sup- 

orted Mr. McKinley during the election, but which now. in the 
terest of the American people, denounces the measure which is 
sought to be forced through this House. As to not giving the 
name of the writer of that letter, I beg to say that when a gentle- 
man sends me a letter inclosing articles from newspapers I do not 
think it proper without his permission to state who he is. 

Moreover, the name of the writer to the Philadelphia Record, 
who signs the articles A Republican,” is not disclosed and I 
do not know his name, and it is certainly not important or 
proper tomention the name of the gentleman who transmits the 
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articles to me, but I can assure the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat that it will not be long before the j ent and ideas and 


doctrines expressed by the writer of the will be the ideas 
and doctrines that will be indorsed by all the best ə of Phil- 
adelphia. E Applause on the Dem ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. C I move that debate on the 
pending amendment and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. Evans was then adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment on be- 
half of the committee. = 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


and lemons, by the payment of datr at one-half the rete 
imposed on h and manufacture.“ 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the proviso of the present law. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to ask a 8 of the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means. e have devoted this day 
to acting upon amendments reported from the committee, apply- 
ing to nearly all of the bill. I desire to ask the chairman of 
the committee whether those amendments are the result to any 
extent, and if so, to what extent, of suggestions made by members 
of the House? 

Mr. DINGLEY. More than nine-tenths of these amendments 
have resulted from gestions made by members of the House, 
which, upon investigation, have been approved by the com? ittee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LOUDENSLAGER haying 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
até, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed a bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 8) to approve a compromise and settlement between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
Se of the House of 5 to sens ee 

S. R. 21) making a riation for the improvement of the Mis- 
ai i River fea thie Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, and to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1897. 

THE TARIFF. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means a question, with a view of learning 
how rapidly we may be able to proceed with the bill. Can the 

tleman inform us how long it will be before the Committee on 
Ways and Means will get through with their amendments? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have only one more substantial amend- 
ment, I believe. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have one which I want to offer in the 


morning. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There will be one more offered this afternoon, 
and ibly one more to-morrow morning. 

Mr, RIC DSON. Weare very anxious to proceed with the 
reading of the bill by sections. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. es; you haveshown your anxiety during the 

eèdings of to-day! 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman to say that 
these amendments had been offered by the Committee on Ways 
and Means at the request of members of the House. I should be 
glad to know whether any Democratic members have had the 
oppor anig of having any amendments offered. 

. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly; for instance, the gentleman 
from Alabama, General WHEELER. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Alabama offered one 
amendment yesterday morning. A 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink that every Hi Se or suggestion com- 
ing from any member on either side of the House has been care- 
fully considered by the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, would the gentleman, on behalf 
of us on this side, offer one little amendment this afternoon—to 


strike out the differential of one-eighth of a cent on sugar? Will 


the gentleman favor us by offering that one amendment? [A 
pause.] Do I understand the gentleman to say that he will? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose the amendment the gentleman 
wants to have offered is to strike out the enacting clause of the 


bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no; the differential on sugar. Will 
the gentleman agree to do that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee will consider any amendment 
which may be suggested to it. A 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, DINGLEY, it 
was agreed to. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I now propose to amend paragraph 282 in the 
manner which will be read by the Clerk. & 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hoe the ete E nA AE Ro Ora ne 
Mr. DINGLEY. That amendment is merely verbal. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In paragraph 282 insert, after the word “above,” in line 17, the following 
WALTER PE EO ee 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


— paragraph 282 by inserting after ad valorem," in line 20, these 


“ Powdered cocoa, unsweetened, 5 cents sper und; and when packed in 
cans or packages made of tin or other me e 1 pound each in 
weight, an additional duty of 6 cents per dozen cans or packages; and when 
exceeding I pound, an additional duty of 3 cents per dozen for each additional 
half pound or fraction thereof.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. This reduces the duty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a considerable reduction on powdered 


cocoa. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the gentleman mean a reduction 
upon the existing tariff rate? 

Mr. DIN GLEY. A reduction of the duty proposed in the bill 
as reported, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Was not the duty as first proposed in the 
bill absolutely prohibitory? 

Mr. DIN GLE. Not at all. On the contrary, from all the evi- 
dence we could obtain, we have fixed the duty at the revenue 
point—at the point where most revenue will be obtained. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But was not the duty as first provided 
in the bill prohibitory? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no; not at all. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now ask unanimous consent that the Clerk 
be authorized to renumber the paragraphs in with the 
several amendments which have been adopted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. _Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. ee 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I hope that the gentleman will 
also ask to-night to have the bill reprinted with the amendments 
thus far adopted. 

The C MAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Maine, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The committee amendments being now, as I 
understand, completed, having occupied all of yesterday and up 
to 4 o’clock to-day, it is possible we may not be able to reach some 
sections of the bill which ought certainly to be considered. I ask 
unanimous consent, therefore, that we go now to the sugar sched- 
ule, in order that amendments may be offered. I think this is a 
reasonable proposition. 

Mr. DIN Y. Let the Clerk resume the reading of the bill 
where we left off. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there objection to the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request to the 
committee. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. PAYNE, and others objected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Who objected to the request? 

Mr. PAYNE. I did for one, and demand the regular order, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I only wanted to know who it was. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there are not interruptions from that side 
of the House, we will reach that schedule of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, when you can take all the time by offer- 
ing. your own amendments. 

3 3 The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

Mr. McMILLIN. We will see how sincere gentlemen are, 
Let them read on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

96. Articles of flint, lime, or other gos. molded, pressed, or blown, not 
specially provided for in this act and not cut, engraved, painted, etched, 
printed, decorated, stained, silvered, gilded, or otherwise ornamented, 60 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to strike 
out the last word. 

Iam not going to make a speech on the motion, but merely 
want to show gentlemen on the other side where they can strike 
ata trust, if they really want to hit one. Here is a little news- 
paper clipping giving an account of a meeting that occurred 
immediately after the election of the present Executive, which I 
ask to have read. 


1897. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
WHERE DOES LABOR COME IN?—A GREAT INDUSTRY REDUCES PRODUCTION 
AND PUTS UP PRICES. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., November 12. 


The Eastern Greer Bottle Association met in this city and 


to reduce uction 25 per cent and increase prices 5; per cent. This 
8 all green- man rs, members of the asso- 
tion, east of Pittsburg. Out of 44 firms which are members of the associa- 


tion representatives of 55 were present. 
Mr. ALLEN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The committee having risen informally, the Speaker resumed 
the chair, and announced his signature to the joint resolution 
AD E 21) appropriations for the improvement of the 

ississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, and to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. ; 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


THE TARIFF. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
pill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


i not ex 16 24 inches 
ae Olas ee ae A aS 
inches square, 6 cents per square foot; above that, and not ex- 
8 24 by 60 inches square, 20 cents per square foot; above 

that, 40 cents per square foot. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, for the purpose of introducing into the RECORD a com- 
munication that I would like to have read at this time as a part 
‘of my remarks, after which I will withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. f 

I have no idea that any amendment of these schedules can be 
adopted by the committee, unless it be reported by the Committee 
on Ways and Means. And it is not with a view of accomplishing 
that end, but simply to get the information into the RECORD, pos- 
sibly for use farther along in the consideration of the bill, that I 

resent the letter now. I ask for the reading of the communica- 
Ron that I send to the desk. 
i Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary ques- 
on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FLEMING. Do I understand the gentleman asks to have 
the letter read as a of his remarks? z 

Mr. BROMW. Lag J 

Mr. FLEMING. Then I object; and I raise a question of par- 
liamentarylaw. I know it has been the custom during the day for 
members to sit here and allow extracts to be read as a matter of 

t. Isubmit to the Chair and to the committee, however, that 
it is absolutely in violation of parliamentary law; and I refer to 
page 459 of the Manual, which says: 

It has been held that a member, in the course of debate, can not, as a mat- 
ter of right, read or have the Clerk read from a printed book. 

And, of course, a letter means the same thing. The gentleman 
asks to have a letter read, which amounts to the same. 

Now, it is a part of Sho gaea parliamentary law, and a part 
of the rules of the House, forbids this, and the point can not 
arise in the House except in this way: If no one objects to the 
reading, of course it can be read; whenever any member does ob- 
ject, then the gentleman who asks to have it readcan not claim it 
as a matter of right, and the reading must be refused unless it be 
authorized by ission of the House itself. In nearly all cases 
the House will give that permission, but it is not possible under 
the rules of general parliamentary law for any member, in his 
own right, to insist upon the reading of the document if objected 
to by any other member. 

I admit that this practice has been allowed to prevail for several 
days, but I think it high time that the committee should put astop 


to it. 
Mr. BROMWELL. Does this come out of my time? 
Mr. FLEMING. No, sir; I have submi a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman rose to a point of order and 
is discussing the question submitted to the Chair. 

Mr. FLEMING. And I ask the ruling of the Chair upon that 
point, that where a member asks to have printed matter read as 
à part of his remarks, he can not claim it as a matter of right 
under general parliamentary law; and when a single objection is 
raised, the reading must be refused, and the only course left the 
— then is to ask the permission of the House; and if the 

ouse desires it read, it will grant that permission. 

Mr. Chairman, it is necessary that there should be some such 
rule as that. It is wise. It is founded in gond policy. It will 
facilitate the operations of this committee and the House. If the 
House wants the paper read, it will say yes. If the House does 
not want if read, it will say no; and I ask at this of the pro- 
ceedings that the Chair rule upon the point. I make the 
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objection, not that I have any poricala objection to this paper 
being read, but I make it for the purpose of raising the question 
and getting the Chair to rule, so that members on both sides of 
the ber will know hereafter what the law is. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw that point of order. People can make short 
speeches here without having anything read; but if a man wanted 
to make a set argument—wan' y to e a question—he 
could not get along to save his life without having authorities 
read. It would break up the whole business of debate here, and 
Iam not only surprised, but I regret to find it in the rule. The 
rule ought to be repealed, if that is what it is. 

The CHAIR Rule XXXTof the House provides that when 
the reading of a paper, other than one upon which the House is 
called to give a final vote, is demanded, and the same is objected 
2 1 it shall be determined without debate by a vote 


use, 

Following that rule, the Chair will put the question whether or 
not this paper shall be read. Those who are in favor of the read- 
ing of the paper will say axe; those opposed, no.“ 


he question being taken, it was deci in the affirmative. 
Mr, FLEMING. I understand that the point of order I made 
was sustained. 


The CHAIRMAN, Tke Chair put it to the committee, and the 
committee determined to hear the reading of the paper. 

Mr. FLEMING. That is not the point I raised. I admitted 
that the committee could t the privilege, and I have no objec- 
tion to their granting it whenever they want to do so. 

The MAN. The Clerk will read. 1 

Mr. ROBBINS. L offer an amendment to section 100. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROMWELL] yields the floor, the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. ROBBINS]. 

The letter sent to the Clerk’s desk by Mr. BROMWELL to be 
read is as follows: 


CINCINNATI, March 25, 1897. 
Dear Sin: Your kind favor of the 23d instant, with copy of the Dingley 
tariff bill duly received and carefully noted. 
In reply say that we note the new schedule, article No. 163, only makes 1 
7 between silvered and unsilvered glass on the most 
or sizes. 


gi as classified 

Cylinder and crown glass ed is not in this bill nor in previous bills has 
it been properly listed, as when polished it is for many pu ual to and 
used for cast polished plate. K Sizes for 


mirror purposes. 

Under the proposed rates our foreign friends are able to make and bevel 
this glass on other side, and have silvering done in this country, thus 
avoiding the higher rates levied on looking-glass plates. 

It is very im t to the mirror industry that the rates on cylinder and 
lass po n nearly equal the rates on cast 

antes also that article No. 
ooking- 


WESTERN MIRROR PLATE Co,, 
Per E. F. STEINMAN. 
Hon. J. H. BROMWELD, 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BROMWELL. The principal object of introducing this 
communication was to call the attention of the committee to the 
frauds that are being perpetrated —— x 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I have just one minute more in which 
to complete this explanation? 

The CHAIRM 4 Is there objection to the gentleman pro- 
ceeding for one minute? , 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. My principal object was to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the frauds that are being perpetrated b 
the importation into this country of ground glass polished, whi 
= — used for mirrors and e of as cast polished 
p glass. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does my friend bear in mind the fact that 
there have been two amendments to these paragraphs—Nos. 103 
and 105—relating to cast polished plate glass? 

Mr. BROMW ELL. Xe but neither of those amendments af- 
uestion. 


fected that icular 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.. 
BROMWELL] has expired. 
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Mr, ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 3 [Mr. 


ROBBINS] offers an amendment, which the Clerk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 0 riking * * 
25 Kn 8 e tae e x’ 40 py SiT ** kent n ling 5 ape ou 
ETC 
6 cents per square foot; store ate not crooning 2 be 30 inches —— 
20 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 
40 cents per square foot.” 

Mr. PAYNE. That paragraph has not been read yet, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Oh, yes; it has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN, e Clerk had just finished the reading of 
that paragra h. 

Mr. D. ZELL. I would like to ask my colleague how much 
of an increase that is—how much percentage? 

Mr. ROBBINS. Itis changed from 4 to 6 cents. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much of an increase is that? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I did not figure it out. I have given you the 
cents, 

Mr. DALZELL. Two cents, that is half of four. That would 
be equal to 50 per cent increase. That is on the first; and on the 
second itis double. Now, I want to ask the gentleman another 
question. What is the ad valorem duty equivalent to the duties 
in the bill as the committee have reported it? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I did not understand the gentleman's inquiry. 

Mr. DALZELL. The bill says, Cylinder and crown glass, pol- 
ished, not exceeding 10 by 24, 4 cents per square foot.” ow, the 
bill goe a specific duty. Whatis the ad valorem duty equivalent 
to that? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have not figured it out. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is just what I want to call my colleague's 
attention to. He is asking this House to do what he is not pre- 

to give the figures on. There is no man who will g any 
urther than I will to give protection to any American industry, 
but I do not think that he or any other gentleman ought to un- 
dertake to imperil the bill by introducing into it any such rate of 
duty as he Le eae 
r. ROB S. I will reply to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. I am perfectly well aware that the committee here are 
sitting on the throttle valve to prevent the introduction of amend- 
ments. I went to the very gentleman and asked him about this 
schedule. I have here, Mr. Chairman, a letter from a manufac- 
turer in my district, who is engaged in the manufacture of this 
sort of glass, and he oom pinna that the duty in this bill as to the 
rates in schedule 103 and the rates in schedule 100 practically 
nullify the protection given in schedule 103. Now, what I want 
to do by this amendment is to prevent the fraud that is perpe- 
trated by these mirror manufacturers in importing mirrors into 
this country as polished crown glass under section 100 at a rate of 
4 cents per square foot on sizes from 16 to 24 inches, as that sec- 
tion provides. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, is a bill to protect infant industries— 
to encourage the industries of the United States—and this indus- 
try that I represent, and that is ap ing for relief under this 
section, is a new industry. They are embarking in the mirror 
and plate-glass business, and especially in that kind of glass known 
as thin plate glass used in railway cars for windows. This is the 
first factory of the kind that has been established in the United 
States, and in connection with that enterprise I have asked simply 
that justice be done in this bill. I have not sat down and figured 
the ad valorem rates. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
been engaged in that feat. Butwhat I say, Mr. Chairman, is that 
under this bill frauds will be committed by importing ali the glass 
that is intended for mirror glass under section 100 at the rate of 4 
cents, 6 cents, and 20 cents for the sizes mentioned in that schedule. 

If the House is fair to this industry, they will make the tariff of 
these two sections equal, and therefore just. Sothat I propose to 
amend section 100 by raising the duty on crown glass and polished 
gas to the rates provided in section 103. That is all I ask. 

ope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will understand me. Ido 
not stand here to ask the committes to interfere with any indus- 
try; but I do appeal to him and the other members of this commit- 
tee in behalf of this infant industry, that see in this section 100 all 
the benefits this bill proposes to give swept away, and all the frauds 
that will be committed in the importation of crown and polished 
glass at the rate allowed by the committee in the bill as it now 
stands. I think the committee should amend section 100. In be- 
half of this industry, I hope that the committee will consent to 
amend this section so as to make the rates fair and just between 
these two sections. : 

Mr. DALZELL. I think I understand the difficulty with my 
colleague. He overlooks the fact that the committee has already 
amended section 103 so as to reach the very thing that he seeks on 
cylinder and crown glass, silvered. : 


report. 


Mr. BROMWELL. But this is on polished and not silvered, 
That is what we are after. It is not the silvered cylinder and 
crown glass, but itis the polished cylinder and crown glass we 
want to put in the same category as 103. 

Mr. DALZELL. As 103. at is to say, the gentleman wants 
to put cylinder and crown glass on the same plane as cast polished 
plate glass. Is that the proposition? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Yes; cylinder and crown glass not silvered. 
In other words, cylinder and crown glass not silvered should be 
in the same category with ere plate glass. 

Mr. DAL . Oh, well, that proposition answers itself. You 
might just as well propose to put white pine and mahogany on 
the same basis. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the amount of taxes that you re- 
quire for this infant industry? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBBINS. We require no taxes; we simply require that 
we shall have reasonable protection for this article, and that it 
shall pay the same duty as when it is imported under a different 
name. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the rate of taxation proposed by 
your amendment? 

Mr. ROBBINS. We do not propose any taxation. 
ask for a fair rate of protection. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


101, Fluted. rolled, or rough plate glass, or the same containing a wire net- 
ting within itself, not including crown, cylinder, or common dow gl 
not exceeding 10 by 15 inches My gee three-fourths of 1 cent per square foot} 
above that, and not exceeding 16 by% inches square, 1 cent per square foot; 
above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30inches square, 14 cents per square foot; 
all above that, 2 cents square foot; and all fluted, rolled, or rough plate 
glass, weighing over pounds per 100 square feet, shall pay an additional 
uty on the excess at the same rates herein imposed: Provided, That all of 
the above plate glass, when und, smoothed, or otherwise obscured, shall 
be subject to the same rate of duty as cast polished plate glass unsilvered. 


Mr. LENTZ. Mr.Chairman,I observe from what has just taken 
place that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ROBBINS] on the 
other side of the House has been to the Committee on Ways and 
Meansand has failed to receiveany attention or consideration foran 
infant! industry in his district. Ihave upon my desk a number 
of communications, not in relation to an ‘‘infant” industry, but to 
an industry with which at least the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is thoroughly familiar—an industry which involves 
the central Western States—a very importantindustry west of the 
Alleghany Mountains. I refer to the coal industry. Notwith- 
standing the depression, 5 the present dilapidated 
condition of this country by reason of the fact that we have an 
insufficient volume of currency to transact the business of the 
country—notwithstanding all this, the State of Ohio in 1895 main- 
tained its output of coal as against 1891 and 1892. How has the 
State of Ohio done this? Through its export of hundreds of thou- 
sands of tons of coal into Canada. $ 

Another fact, Mr. Chairman: under the Wilson bill more coal 
was produced in this country than under the McKinley bill; but 
while the output was larger, it was worth less in dollars and cents, 
As this statement has been challenged by the other side, I read 
extracts from Mineral Resources of the United States, being 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior, volume 4, part 3, pages 
5 and 8, House Document No. 5, Fifty-fourth Congress, second 
session: 

The total value of the mineral products of the United States for the year 
1895 increased nearly $100,000,000 beyond the value for 1894, or from $527,144,381 
to $622,687,068. This increase is a n toward recovery from the depr 
sion to which the mineral industry, like all others, has been subjected. The 
total value is slightly less than the greatest we have ever known, which was 
over $648,000,000 in 1892. In terms of quantities produced, instead of value 
received, 1895 is greatest. In other words, prices are lower. 

Now let us see what the Government authority above cited has 
to say on the subject of a greater market for our coal: 

The great products of 1892 and 1805 show the ease with which the mines 


can respond to any unusual demand. They show that the capacity is s - 


cantly greater than the ability tc market the product. * The year 


was marked by a production considerably in excess of the market deman 
and values were much reduced. * * * The average price for this 015 
shows a decline from 91 cents per short ton in 1894 to $8 cents in 1895. 
decline in value was general throughout the United States. 

It might be observed that the decline in prices was not confined 
to coal, but extended to all the products of labor, and even to 
land itself. 

Another fact brought out in the Mineral Resources, page 315, is 
that the total product of coal in the United States in 1892 was only 
179,329,071 tons, while in 1895 it reached 193,177,530 tons, while in 
Great Britain the output for 1892 was 203,601,296 tons and in ee 
212,320,725 tons. In other words, the increased output in th 
United States was 13,788,459 tons, while in Great Britain the in- 
crease was only 8,719,429 tons. This demonstrates that the United 
States not only made greater gains during this period than did 
Great Britain, but also furnished more work for our miners 
1895 under the Wilson law than under the McKinley bill in 1 
that boasted year of greatest prosperity. 


We simply 
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The coal barons east of the Alleghanies are no doubt satisfied 
with the 75-cent duty levied upon bituminous coal. The voice 
of eastern Pennsylvania, the home of coal pools and combines, 


has evidently been heard in the star-chamber sessions of the Re- 
publican majority of this Ways and Means Committee, and that 
voice heeded. But the Western miners and operators were not 
heard, The petition of the (eight companies representing prac- 
tically the bituminous fields of Ohio, whose gross shipments 
last year were 7,000,000 tons,” had no effect on this committee, 
although presented by a member of the committee, the gentleman 
from ois. I shall append the letters of James W. Ellsworth, 
‘of Ellsworth & Co., Chicago, miners and shippers of bituminous 
and anthracite coal; Jay O. Moss, of Sandusky, Ohio, president of 
the Columbus and Hocking Coal and Iron Company; Thomas John- 
son, of Columbus, president of the Johnson Coal Mining Com- 
pany; J. S. Morton, of Columbus, Ohio, president of the Sunda; 

k Coal Company, and W. P. Rend, of Chicago, of the W. P. 
Bend Coal and Coke Company. 
i y à shi f bitumin anthra- 
eee S 

CHICAGO, March 26, 1897, 
$ unicati f 20th instant, which I find 
eee a a to othe Tant East, I herewith e copy. 3 
I made at ae request of Hon. ALBERT J. HOPKINS, member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, relative to the tariff on coal. I also saw the 
President and several Senators on the subject, all of whom were tly in- 
terested and quite agreed with me that there would be everything to gain 
and nothing to lose by adding to the present bill the reciprocity clause in 
relation to coal. I would like very much to know if you can give the propo- 
tion your individual indorsement and aid. 


truly, 5 
. xi V Signed) JAMES W. ELLSWORTH. 
Hon. JOHN J. Li 


ENTZ, M. C. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


MARCH 23, 1897. 


Sin: In accordance with your request as to information relative to the 
nestion of an advance in the tariff on coal, the fear of the operators of the 
Ohio and Pennsylvania fields is, should the tariff be advanced without a pro- 
vision for reciprocity, that_the Canadian 
ce, and result in Nova Scotia so cheapening the price of their product 
elivered at peers rts as to — 5 cur the volume of tonnage now 
furnished that mar! et by the operators and mine owners of this 3 
The re of the Canadian Government for the year ending June 30, 1896, 
‘shows 295,271 tons of bituminous coal from Nova Scotia, valued at $639,024, as 
having been exported to the United States. The average cost of the trans- 
portation alone of this coal from Nova Scotia is $1.05 per ton. With modern 
appliances—that is, the shipments made in barges or tows—it would not only 
uce the cost of transportation to an average of not exceeding 35 cents per 
ton, but enable them to make deliveries not only at Montreal, which has been 
the only market for Nova Scotia coal in Canada, but also Brockville and 


Government will make a like ad- 


Toronto, thereby sup) lying a market that is large in volume and at present 
ores the operators of our Ohio and Pennsylvania fields, 
m the same report I learn that the United States exported into Canada 


June 80, 1896, for consumption, 1,481,508 tons bitumi- 
: „205, and 1,570,015 tons, valued at $5,656,572, of anthra- 
cite coal 


The Canadian Government's duty on this bituminous coal was 60 cents per 
ton; the anthracite they admitted free, and the representatives of that Gov- 
ernment now intimate that if the reciprocal clause is included in the po 

tariff billof this country, they meet the question in the same = t; 
and on the other hand, if our duty is fixed at arate of 75 cents per n, 1 
have every reason to believe the Canad’ Government will increase their 
tariff to the same rate on the bituminous and also chargea like duty upon the 
anthracite coal. 

I herewith hand you a petition ed by the eight com 
practically the bituminous fields of Ohio, whose gross 
were 7,000,000 tons, stating that there is at present a good prospect that the 
Canadian Government reduce its duty u bituminous coal if our Gov- 
ernment will make no advance on its present duty, and respectfully urgin, 
that no advance be made in the duty, or that the reciprocal provision 
made that our rate of duty thereon shall not exceed the Canadian rate of 
duty upon the same article, and that in the event of the reduction of the 
duty by the Canadian Government our rate of duty shall be eq by 


theirs. 

The amount of tonnage that I have given above as imported into this 
country should not be confounded with the tonnage that San Francisco and 
the Pacific Coast receive from British Columbia, which amounted to 680,799 
tons for the year en June 30, 1896. Only that portion imported from 
Nova Scotia, namely, tons, should be 
with the of country. 

Since meeting you I have talked with several of the Senators, among 
others, Senator ALLISON, and have taken the liberty to forward him a copy 
of this letter, and also copy of the inclosed petition. Any further informa- 
tion you want in this or in any behalf pertaining to this subject will be 
promptly furnished. 

g your favorable consideration, believe me, 


Very respectfully, 
50 7 (Signed) JAMES W. ELLSWORTH. 
Hon. ALBERT J. HOPKINS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


during the year endin; 
nous coal, valued at $3, 


mies representing 
ipments last year 


enintoaccountascompetitive 


THE COLUMBUS AND HOOKING COAL AND IRON COMPANY, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Sandusky, Ohio, March 22, 1897. 


tI fear ist 


rts. 
Government gee: une 0, 1896, Aen 3 
coal, at $639,900, as ex. 
learn that the United 
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ported to the United States. From the same report I 


States exported to Canada during the year ending June 30, 1896, 1,481,500 
tons bituminous coal, valued at $0,205. s 

The Q Government’s 127 on this bituminous coal was 60 cents per 
ton. What we fear here is that e reciprocal clause is not inserted in the 
pro tariff bill by this country Canada may feel to retaliate. 

It is the concensus of opinion with those who have studied the question, 
and possibly felt the pulse of Canadian sentiment, that were we to fix the 
rate at 75 cents per ton the n Government would the same rate 
on our bituminous. There is a ibility that the Canadian Government 
might reduce their aa Abd eer bituminous coal if our Government were to 

e no advance in their tariff, or that some reciprocal provision might be 
made that our rate of duty should not exceed the Canadian rate, and that in 
the event of a reduction in duty by the Canadian Government our duty 
should be eq th theirs. 

Jam disappointed in not being able to give what part of the 7,000,000 tons 
that are annually mined in Ohio shipped into Canada. The data that I have 
before me is not sufficiently accurate to quote. 

Tam, very truly, 
(Signed) JAY O. MOSS, President. 
Hon. J. J. LENTZ, 
Washington, D. C. 


(The Johnson Coal Mining Company, producer and shipper of Pittsburg Coal. ]. 
COLUMBUS, OHIO, March 26, 1897. 
DEAR Sin: Inclosed you will find copy of letter that our Mr. James W, 
Ellsworth has forwarded to the Hon. ALBERT J. Hopkins. This letter will 
explain to you ge ay oa in regard to the tariff on coal. 

„Ellsworth will be in W. ton next week, and I have written him 
to call on you while there. I ho; you can do anything to assist him you 
will not hesitate to do so, as anything you can do for him in the line as indi- 
cated by his letter, same will greatly appreciated by the different 
men, both in Ohio and western N 

Yours, very truly, 

Tun JOHNSON COAL MINING COMPANY, 
By THOS. JOHNSON, President. 
Hon. J. J. LENTZ, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


[The Sunday Creek Coal Company.] 
COLUMBUS, OHIO, March 2h, 1897. 
DEAR Str: I am in receipt of your favor of the 20th, but have not received 
copy of the new tariff bill. If convenient, will A Sees be kind enough to give 
me the statistics of coal imported from Canada during the year, and if 
ou have any means of ascertaining how much coal went into Canada from 
“ptt Beanie rae and Ohio fields, I would also be pleased to have that infor- 
mation. 
The aury on imported coal to this country has been 40 cents. The duty the 
n Government imposes upon coal going to Canada is 60 cents. Ihave 
information which leads me to believe that the Canadian Government will 
putina ee te duty of 40 cents, providing the present tariff of 40 cents is 
maintained by the United States. Iam rather of the opinion, although Ihave 
no definite knowl on the subject, that more coal went into Canada from 
the 8 Ohio districts than came into this country from Can 
and if the duty is made reciprocal it will be the means of Pennsylvania an 
Ohio putting a still larger amount of coal into Canada. The ian rail- 
roads that buy coal from this country are very anxious that the duty be nob 
increased by this country, in the hope of secu: a reduction in the Canadian 
duty of 20 cents per ton. 
ht be made a subject of reciprocity, which is entirely in accord- 


mi 
ance with the announced ciples of the Republican party. 
I think some co. iano bas already taken place e the coal 


operators of Pennsylvania and the Ways and Means Committee of the Senate 
on this subject. I hope for the sake of our interests in this middle coal-pro- 
ducing district that no advance will be made in the tariff pa coal. 

8 vou in advance for the information asked for, and with kind 


Yours, truly, 
(Signed) J. S. MORTON, 
Hon. Joun J. LENTZ, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


. P. Rend & Co., proprietors of cars, owners and rators of min 
w eins 119 Dearborn street. ] ER 55 
CHICAGO, March 26, 1897. 
My DEAR SIR: Lam in receipt of a copy of the Dingley tariff bill, which 
diy forwarded to me, Pó GAs . 


to urposes. 
case the tarl should bo placed at 75 cents per ton on forel coal, it is 
likely that the Canada tariff will be winded at 75 cents per ton on the coal that 
Ihave mentioned. You can then readily understand that the interests of the 


Ohio rators will be best served by a low or medium tariff on foreign coal. 
ours, very truly, 
(Signed) W. P. REND. 
Hon. Jonx J. Lentz, M. C., 
Columbus, Ohio. 


The operators’ side of the story, which appears in these letters 
protesting against your action, isin language u ble. What 
is the position of the miners as regards this 75-cent rate in your 
bill? The national master workman and president of the United 
Mine Workers of America, Mr. M. D. Ratchford, and the national 
secretary, Mr. W. C. Pearce, voice the sentiments and wishes of 
every man who wields a pick in the coal mines of this country. 
They tell you in the e letter that the 75-cent rate pro- 
posed y e Republican Ways and Means Committee is“ danger- 
ous to the interests of the coal industries of the United States.” 
They substantiate the statement of the Government expert, cited 
in another place, in regard toa market for our coal, and agree with 
the views given by the operators. I submit the letter of these rep- 
resentatives of organized labor: 3 

OFFICE OF NATIONAL MASTER WORKMAN AND PRESIDENT, 
UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA, 
Columbus, Ohio, March 27, 1897. 

DEAR Str: The tariff measure now pending before our National Congress, 

E to increase the duty on 3 coal from 40 to 75 cents per ton, 


dgment, dangerous to the interests of the coal industry of the 
United States and should not be enacted into law. z 
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British North America consumer of Ame: aff us 
a market for from three to four million tons annually, w. is about 
mes ter than our import with all other coun ce 
e under the p: tariff laws is in our favor by nearly two and one- 
million tons annually. This trade is worth taking care of; and I fear, 
any changes in g the duty on foreign coal, that the 
same ire retaliatory measures on the part of the Canadian 
Government, and will the ind of Ohio and western Penn- 


cost ustry 
Ivania the Canadian market, which at present constitutes such a large por - 
of their business. 
Trusting that you will give this your attention and careful consideration, 


am, 
F M. D. RATCHFORD, President. 
W. C. PEARCE, Secretary. 
Hon. JOHN J. LENTZ, 
Washington, D. C. 
Having submitted the combined statements of the Government's 
experts in coal statistics, that of the operators whose money isin- 
ested in the mines, and that of the miners whose bread and butter 
ee apon this industry, I ask in whose interests has this coal 
schedule framed? y 


Representatives of capital and labor join hands in a common 
cause and protest against your striking down this industry west 
of the Alleghanies, and if you do not heed their protest they will 
23 your names from their ballots at the first opportunity, and 

e places that know you now in 1899 will know you no more. 

Mr. Chairman, for some reason, four men on this Committee 
on Ways and Means, all hailing from the eastern side of the Alle- 
ghany Mountains, have seen fit to impose a tariff of 75 centsa ton 
on bituminous coal, when, according to the statistics furnished to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, furnished to the President of 
the United States, and furnished to several of the Senators, there 
were only 295,000 tons of coal brought from Nova Scotia into this 
country, while against that we have shipped into Canada 1,481,508 
tons of bituminous coal, valued at $3,200,205. In addition to that, 
we shipped 1,570,015 tons of anthracite coal into Canada, valued at 
$5,656,572, and nearly all these millions of dollars went to the 
miners and railway employees who handled this coal. 

Now, why should 295,000 tons of coal imported from Nova Scotia 
into this country along the eastern coast have such an influence 
on the coal operators of eastern Pennsylvania as to justify the de- 
struction of the coal industry of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and west- 
ern Pennsylvania? 

In one breath you say you will proyide revenues by increasi 
the duties on coal and in the next breath you say the in 
duty will prohibit the importation of coal, and the eastern Penn- 
sylvania miners will the work of digging if out. In the lan- 
guage of President McKinley, ‘‘ Was there ever more glaring in- 
consistency or assumption?” In another breath you say 
his high protection will cheapen the price of coal to the consumer. 
How, pray, if not by cutting the miners’ wages or reducing the 
operators’ profit? 

In conclusion, I want to my Mr. Chairman, that in all the hear- 
ings before the Ways and Means Committee not a miner, not an 
operator from Ohio, was heard, although our State ranks third in 
coal production; not a word from Illinois, that ranks next to 
Pennsylvania. It was shown before that committee that since 
the Wilson bill went into effect the people of the Eastern Coast 
were receiving their coal for 35 cents a ton less than they had 
ever received it before. ‘There are millions of people along that 
shore who are not complaining that they are getting their coal 
for 35 cents less, and should not these consumers have at least as 
much consideration as the coal trast that apparently dictated this 
tax of 75 cents a ton? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when these communications come not alone 
from the operators, but also from the miners, stating “that there 
is at present a pr that the Canadian Government will 
reduce its duty upon bituminous coal, if onr Government will 
make no advance upon its present duty,” I say it is an imposition 
for General GROSVENOR, my colleague from the district adjoining 
mine in Ohio, to sit idly here until the evening of the fourth day, 
almost into the m of the last day of this discussion, and not 
raise his voice against this infernal outrage of a tariff for the ben- 
efit of a pool that has millions of surplus now to operate against 
the masses of the 5 [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. Lentz], in his zeal to exhibit knowledge that he does not 
2 laughter], had availed himself of proper means of informa- 

ion, he would not have made one word of his ill-timed remarks. 

In the first place, nobody has a before the Ways and Means 

3 soliciting a reduction in the tariff on coal. That is the 
t proposition. 

Mr. LENTZ. Do hig say that, General? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say it. 

Mr. LENTZ. I have here the letter of James W. Ellsworth-— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What do I care for what you have? I am 
indifferent to that matter one way or the other. 

Mr. LENTZ. He says that he called on the President and 
several Senators in regard to this bill, that he saw ALBERT J. 
Horkixs, a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, and 


that he made this request of Mr. Hopkins, This is the statement 
of James W. Ellsworth, whose letter will appear in the RECORD 
against what 85 97 — 

Mr. GROS 0 That is a most remarkable application to 
the Ways and Means Committee, is it not? 

A I thought that Mr. HOPKINS was on that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ithought the gentleman knew more about 

liamentary procedure than to make such a remark as that. 
ane e on the Republican side.] He saw the President of the 
nited States, did he? 

Mr. LENTZ. He says so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the President running this House of 
Representatives? 

r. LENTZ. I do not know who is running it. That is what 
we are tryin gto find out. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, I want to deal with absolute candor. 
If the committee will listen to me, they will learn a good deal about 
this matter. In the first place, when ie ero relating to 
coal was reached, there had a strong influence brought to bear 
upon the committee in favor of the restoration of the McKinley 
rate on coal—75 cents a ton. No word or syllable of protest or 
suggestion ever came from any source whatever to the committee 
to make any change until long after the bill was introduced into 
the House, sent to the committee, and reported back to the House. 
Thereupon I received a letter from the general manager of the 
Toledo and Ohio Central Railroad, a gentleman connected with 
the Coal Traffic Association and a man of high intelligence and 
information, calling my attention to certain theories which had 
been enunciated at their meeting at Columbus, every one of 
which met my very hearty approbation. Thereupon an investiga- 
tion was set on foot, and this is the discovery that we have made: 
Canada imposes a duty of 60 cents per ton on this same coal that 
the gentleman is talking about. He thinks that coal goes into 
Canada free. He did not even know that charge us a 60-cent 
aan jhe the coal that leaves the Hocking Valley and goes into 

N. . 

Mr. LENTZ. Are you making that statement about me? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lou did not mention that. 

Mr. LENTZ, Did I not say that they expected Canada to re- 
duce her tariff to 40 cents a ton if we left ours at 40 cents? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You said that; but you did not say what 
the Canada duty is. 

Mr. LENTZ. Was it necessary for me to say that? There are 
several things I would like to say if you would give me the time. 
i Mr. GROSVENOR. There no objection to your having 

me. - 

Mr. LENTZ. All right. z 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thereupon we looked around to see who 
were interested in this question, and we discovered a mighty pro- 
test that came swelling up here from the coal-mining districts of 
West Virginia, of Maryland, of Kentucky, and a portion of Vir- 
ginia, protesting that the coal interest the same right to pro- 
tection that anybody else had. 

The next proposition came in this form: If the Canadian tariff 
of 60 peace hon can pa teres Fy cents a ton, Snr yon be 
willing uce your ?” said, speaking for myself, Most 
certainly I would;” and I discovered at once that this much- 
abused New England country that is so often held up here to the 
execration of mankind was ily, so far asI he from their 
Representatives, in favor of the reduction to 40 cents a ton. And 
a stand so to-day. 

he gentleman talks about the four members of this committee 
“east of the mountains.” There was not one of them who was 
not willing to put coal down to 40 cents a ton or lower if the 
Western men would consent to it. 
Mr. LENTZ. Then why did you not have such an amend- 


ment—— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman would keep still awhile, 
if he would not worry so, we could get al better. 

Now, then, gentlemen, let me come to the point. My colleague 
is mistaken when he says that the change of the direction of coal 
by the introduction of coal on the Atlantic Seaboard does not affect 
the coal of my district. I represent a district that mines one-third 
of the coal of Ohio, and I am likely to be somewhat in favor of 
the interests of my district. There are three or four great rail- 
road lines crossing the Ohio River toward the market of our coal— 
the Baltimore and Ohio, the Pennsylvania, the Toledo and Ohio 
Central lines, and the Norfolk and Western. Whenever the mar- 
ket is closed up by the introduction of coal along the Atlantic 
Coast from abroad, the coal trains—and I have a table showing its 
effect the traffio are turned westward. 

The MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for a 
few minutes longer. 

Mr. LENTZ. I shall not object if the gentleman will give me 


time. 


1897. 


one GROSVENOR. I shall not object to the gentleman getting 


e 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio can proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am not trying to 
advantage of the gentleman from Ohio, my colleague. But he 
calls me by name, in violation of parliamentary propriety, and 
talks of the effect“ upon me. Now, I have had that effect on 
me a good many times. I am not afraid of it. I stand, without 

ualification, by the rights and interests of the coal miners of my 
8 district, and until I am satisfied that free coal is 
better than a tariff, I shall not consent to a modification. 

I say whenever the coal of the Nova Scotia mines comes and 
strikes New York and the New England coasts, it does not come 
into our market, and every intelligent man knows that fact, 
but the long coal trains carrying coal eastward turn and run the 
other way. 

It was the crossing of the Ohio River at Kanova by the Norfolk 
and Western trains that produced the terrible strike in my district 
and vicinity some time ago. The miners saw an invasion of their 
territory and resisted the invasion. It was not because the coal 
of Nova Scotia was coming into my district and to the markeis of 
my district, but it was because that coal was taking the markets 
of the Chesapeake and Ohio, the Norfolk and Western road, and 
the Toledo and Ohio Central line, and driving them from the East- 
= markets, and they crowded their coal into the Western mar- 

8 

Mr. STEELE. As far west as Indiana. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Les; as far west as Indiana and up to the 
lakes. Hence the strong protest came from West Virginia demand- 
ing that we should not x pae the schedule, and y the commit- 
tee decided—and I ask leave of the committee to make a statement 
of the result of that information—we decided that until full infor- 
mation could be had we would retain the 75 cents in the bill, with 
the hope of doing one of two things, neither one of which the 
gentleman seems to have referred to: First, to secure the cooper- 
ation and consent of the great lines and interests involved and 
affected, as I have shown you, and in the second place, perhaps 
leaving the 75 cents a ton in the bill, with a provision to be added 
at our request giving to the President of the United States power 
to negotiate with Canada for such a reduction of the Canadian 
duties as will permit us to take advantage of it in carrying our 
coal into alere, Pe 

We are not willing to take the word of anyone who claims to 
be able to secure a reduction of the Canadian rate. We can not 
take a letter declaring that some one can secure a reduction by 
Canada, That is not the way the business is done, I can tell the 
oe The way is by negotiation and a distinct understand- 
. e have been cheated too often in our offers of liberality to 

So the gentleman and myself are exactly upon a like position, 
excepting that in my judgment the time has not come yet when 
we can offer to the House, to the committee, or to the country the 
full knowledge of what the gentleman suggests in to this 
great question. That is there is of it—e ing. The 

uestion has been considered, but not at the request of these e 
Semen- We never heard of them in this connection. Mr. 
worth no doubt talked with his Co: , Mr. HOPKINS, and 
Mr. Horkixs laid his statement before the committee, but he 
never sent any communication to the committee; there has been 
no communication coming to the committee, and we have never 
had anything except the rumors of the newspapers and the letter I 
received from the Coal Traffic Combination in Ohio that there was 
objection. That is all there is of it. And it was met with a pro- 
test of the strongest and most vigorous character. 

Here are four members from the State of West Virginia. Do 
you think that any one of them would sit silently by and see the 
protection swept from his coal? I think not. I think a certain 
gentleman from West Virginia mentioned something of that kind 
in his canvass for the House of Representatives two 7 — ago, 
and I think the ex-chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
entis knows something of the feeling of his State on this ques- 

on. 

We are ready to make concessions to Can: but not to strip 
ourselves of the power and influence we have and let Nova Scotia 
flood the Atlantic Coast with coal while we stand idly and help- 
lessly by in the interior. 

Mr. Chairman, I know something of the coal business in the 
Hocking Valley. I have lived there all my life, from early child- 
hood, and I have seen the s ‘le of the coal miners, and I know 


t any 


wit. 
id and dying under free trade; and there is no place within my 
whole knowledge where a reduced tariff on coal, or alow tariff on 
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farm products and manufactured goods, so quickly and so terribly 
affects the laboring man as in the Hocking Valley. 

I demand for the coal miner of my district the same degree of 
protection that is given to the manufacturer of New England or 
of any other section of my country, and I will consult the coal 
miner before I fall headlong into the device of the free traders to 
strike out this raw material of the manufactured and finished 
product of my constituents and turn again the coal trains west- 
ward. Iknow something of what it is to see the Norfolk and 
Western Railroad, the Ohio Central lines, the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad, and the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway driven out 
of the seaboard market with their bituminous coal. I know what 
it is to witness long lines of cars bearing the product of the labor 
of the coal miners of West Virginia and Maryland westward into 
the markets hitherto occupied by the men of my district. I know 
what it is to stand by and see snatched fromthe men of that val- 
ley the markets upon which they have relied, and I know what 
the movement means and who is to be affected. Not the railroad 
lines, for their legitimate traffic is to the East, where there is no 
competition except from Nova Scotia, and a division of the mar- 
ket is what I demand. 

What I believe is just and right is an adjustment of the tariffs 
between the Dominion of Canada and the United States of America 
that would reciprocate between the United States and that sec- 
tion of the Dominion that produces no coal and maintain a legiti- 
mate and fair tariff in that section where the Nova Scotia coal 
becomes a competitor. It is to the interest of Canada to buy our 
coal all along the border line of Ontario. They must have our 
coal; so there is no objection to such a system, if it can be agreed 
upon and adopted; but I will not let tgo the substance and grasp 
at the shadow. The coal miner of the Hocking Valley is inter- 
ested in a market, and the higher the prices and the more liberal 
the market the better for him. Therefore if we can have a lib- 
eral concession from Canada in to the coal that goes into 
that section of Canada which produces no coal in competition, 
there is no objection to it, and we will all favor it; but I will not 
consent to make the concessions all on our side, while they hold 
on to the substance on the other side. The miners of my Con- 
gressional district have been oppressed and cursed with cheap tariff 
and idle labor. They have come to realize by experience what 
there is in this mighty national question, and they will not be mis- 
led by i aad who seeks to divert attention from the rack and 
ruin which this Administration has reached by newly discovered, 
independent theories of reciprocity that have no reciprocity in 


em. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent now 

par Imay have the same time that was accorded the gentleman 
m Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LENTZ. I desire to say, by way of apology to the silver- 
gray gentleman from Ohio, that I am xperienced in the rules 
of this House, and may have spoken a name which I sup he 
would be pleased to hear 8 and of which I supposed he 
would always be proud. e at home call him General Gros- 
VENOR. Now, if Imadean error there, I made the same kind of an 
error that Mr. Ellsworth made. Notwithstanding the fact that Mr. 
Ellsworth isa banker in Chicago, notwithstanding thefact that heis 
the head of several coal companies, notwithstanding the fact that 
he is a multimillionaire, if you please, with all the opportunities of 
learning and experience and culture that wealth gives, yet it 
seems he does not know how to secure admission to the star-cham- 
ber sessions of the 8 end of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. Mr. Ellsworth directed his communication, he says, to 
ALBERT J. Hopxrns, of the Ways and Means Committee, to the 
member from his own State of Tin ois, supposing that he at least 
could open the door to that of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee that framed this bill. James W. Ellsworth, with all his ex- 

ience, and with all his skill in business and affairs, does not 

ow how to p the secret rap that admits one to the ground 

floor of the Ways and Means Committee. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

I find that the comparative statement furnished with the tariff 
bill shows that we imported in the year 1896 1,215,000 tons. I 
see by Mr. Ellsworth’s letter that 295,000 tons came from Nova 
Scotia, and nearly 700,000 tons came from British Columbia down 
into California, Washington, and Oregon. Now, I say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this speech of the gentleman from Ohio about coal 
coming in from foreign countries and driving back the coal in 
Ohio, and along the Chesapeake and Ohio, and along the line of 
the Baltimore and Ohio, is all a myth. Let him produce the sta- 
tistics. I am tired of having him make statements here without 
some authority. He is not a complete authority on statistics. 
The Government's statistics show that we exported to Canada 
five or six times as much coal as has come from Nova Scotia to 
our Eastern shore. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


: 
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Now, I want to say another thing. We had it reported to us a 


few minutes ago that the Ways and Means Committee were 
through with amendments. hy not have the reciprocity pro- 
viso in this bill, if that was the intention of the Ways and Means 
Coinmittee, as the gentleman from Ohio hassuggested. Icannot 
call him General GROSVENOR, you know. Now, I say, is the time 
to have this proviso inserted and reported. Another thing. When 
he says his committee has not heard of these protests, how comes 
it that armfuls of letters S this schedule are com- 
ing tome? And I have no doubt that other Representatives have 
received similar communications. These protests are dated the 
22d, 23d, 24th, 26th, and 27th of March. hy? Because these 
men had no opportunity to know that the Republican end of the 
Ways and Means Committee would report such an infernal pro- 
vision as an increase of tariff which would destroy the mining 
industry of Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana, It was secret to me; it 
was secret to all of you except the Republican members of the 
Ways and Means Committee; it was secret to everybody until the 
middle of last week. 

That is why these communications are late, and that is why we 
are still protesting against this hurry. The people of the county 
have not had an opportunity to make their wishes known, and 
insist on what I said in the beginning, that you will destroy an 
industry that has been built up in the last few years by seeking 
a foreign market for the coal of the Hocking Valley, and all the 
other coal valleys of the State of Ohio. I say you are striking, 
not at the operators alone, but you are also striking at the United 
Mine Workers of America. You are e and possibly 
destroying for them, in the coming winter, the bread and the 
meat upon which they must depend. 

You have already put a tariff on their woolen clothes of more 
than 100 per cent. How shall they pay for them if you take away 
the opportunity to sell the product of their labor? It is a false 
pretense for you, in the face of this schedule, to talk about reci- 

rocity. Go over into Canada, and they will tell you that the 

nited States has 71,000,000 of pome because it has a high protec- 
tive tariff. It need not be wondered if people at a distance are mis- 
led by our advocates of high protection when so many of our own 
people for so rca hired have been deluded into believing the 
same heresy. Can may say, If the great nation south of us 
still finds it necessary to ane a W e tariff of 75 cents, 
then it is necessary that we, being the weaker nation, should im- 
pose a higher tariff.“ : 

Pass this bill in this form, and if Canada reciprocatos with a 
75-cent tariff, then thousands of the Ohio miners be compelled 
to lay down their picks and become paupers and beggars. [Ap- 


In addition to the letters presented, and which I will let go on 
record any man who votes for a tariff of 75 cents a ton on 
coal, I submit a letter from Hon. John McBride, editor and proprie- 
torof the Columbus (Ohio) Record. John McBride graduated from 
the collieries, where he wielded for years a miner's pick, and was 
for along time the chief executive of the miners’ organization, and 
recently president of the American Federation of Labor. Noman 
in this country is better posted on mines and mining, and his let- 
ter to his fellow-miners has a particular bearing on the subject 
now under discussion. 

(The Columbus Record, published Thursdays. The oldest weekly in central 


Obio and lar; tion. Established in 1879. a year. John Me- 
pre editor T 16} West Long street. ulation books open 


all 
) COLUMBUS, Onio, March 27, 1897. 
My Dear Lentz: Inclosed find circular issued by me last fall, which will 
cover the und fully. 
The bill now before the House is a fraud, and its passage will react upon 
the Republicans. 
indly, yours, 


plause on the Democratic side.] 


JOHN McBRIDE. 
Hon. Jonx J. Lentz, Washington, D. C. 
To the mine workers of America, geenna 5 PER ane A i 
Man: mblican news rs and orators have o! evinced a remark- 
able * for the welfare of the r ales and have circulated dis- 
e effect u 
roduced by the pauper 


They are also excellent illustra- 
ators if only one is possessed 


June, 1896, 
Monthly Summary of Finance at Commerce, n by the United States 
istics, Treasury 


Saw: 
of the Illinois Bureau of Labor Sta cs; The Black Diamond, the official coal- 


The 


total e: 
cant this is may be 


insigni when it is considered that one county 
(Macoupin) in Illinois produced more coal in 1895 


than the entire product of 


Nova Scotia for that year, and there were seventy-three individual mines 
Illinois, each of whi roduced more coal than the entire amount of Nove: 
Scotia coal imported into this country. Of the 73,007 tons e into the, 
United States the entire amount went to the Atlantic ports, not a 
Frio. Bey way into the West. In corroboration of this Tast statement the 
following letters will be of interest: 
CHICAGO, August 21, 1896, 

DEAR Sir: In reply to your letter of the 20th instant, would state there is 
no coal Mpeg from Nova Scotia to ino OTA Scotia coal seldom comes 
farther west than Montreal. Most of the U jan markets and most of the 
Canadian railways are supplied with coal from mines in Ohio and Pennsyl- 


Yours, truly, 


(Signed) 
Mr. GEORGE A. SCHILLING, 
Secretary Bureau of Labor Statistics, Springfield, TU. 


yi 
W. P. REND. 


CHICAGO, August 28, 1806. 
EAR SIR: According to our bureau of coal statistics compiled at this 
ce, there is no coal received here from Nova Scotia. 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
THE BLACK DIAMOND. 
(Signed) JOHN B. LUCAS, Editor, 
GEORGE A. SCHILLING, 


Esq. 
Secretary Bureau of Labor Statistics, Springfield, IU. 


But it is possible that the persons who are engaged in circulating this mige 
information are as badly mixed in their geography as in their facts, and whe 
ey speak of Nova Scotia have in mind all of British North America, of 
which Nova Scotia is a comparatively small province, although the largest 


coal BN we ade . 

Of this larger field Robert Giffon, the eminent English statistician, in the 
official document above referred to, this tosay: ‘* With d to the pro- 
duction of coal in the British colonies and possessions, it be seen fins 

a is at present the largest pon the annual output being between 
three and four million tons. The out ub, however, although increasing, is 
still insufficient for the requirements of the country, and 8 quans 
tities of coal, amoun to about half the total consumption, are 8 
annually, chiefly from the United States.“ - 

ere are three sections of British North America from which coal 


offset this the United States exported into British North America in 1 
9 0 tons. It will be noticed that over S7 percent of all the coal imported in 

© United States from British North America was received in California, 
which has no coal fields of her own worth mentioning, the total output of do- 
méstic mines for 1895 being only 85,000 tons, and so shutoff from the great t 
fields of the Middle and Eastern States that the only native coal used othe’ i 
than that mined within her own borders is a variety of blacksmith coal min: 
in Maryland. carried 225 miles by rail to Baltimore, then put on board shipg 
and carried 10,000 miles by water, and a small quantity of anthracite | 
from Pennsylvania, which has to be transported even a greater distan | 
For the per ending June 3), 1896, the facts are even more favorable to 
United States. In this year there were 42,926 tons less imported b 
United States from British North America and 27,890 more tons exported 
that country than in 1895. In 1896 we received from British North America! 
coal valued at $2,616,793, while we sold to them coal valued at $8,956,228, leay-! 
ing a balance in our favor of { 
Canada averaged, with the tar 


value of 
will be seen that to be sold in competition with 
involve a loss of $2.80 per ton for every ton of Canadian 8 h 


ere. |] 
Illinois any one of which ee uced more Í 
ted from Bri 


vali i 


tons, 
leaving a balance in our favor of 2,402,007 tons, or $7,100,804. 
k parison, f table is pre- 


the following 


sented: 


Coal trade of the United 
States with British 
North America. 


Exports from United 


Gain for United 
States, 1896 over 
PPC ̃ bbb 


Increase. 


But it may be urged that, favorable as are the facts presented above, they 
are but a com m of conditions coming wholly within the operation of the 
Wilson bill. The Republican papers and ers talk about the protec’ 

ven to American mine workers under the McKinley bill, which placed 

uty of Ticents per ton on all bituminous coal im, into this coun j 
and tell the miners that they are out of work and the mines are idle because 
the Wilson bill reduced the tariff tax from 75 to 40 cents per ton. j 

It is true that the duty on coal was uced, but the only way in which this 

mare 3 affe = American mates | would boby ent Nav the ia 
on of foreign coal, thus bringi: nto competition w. he produc’ 1 
bf American mines. But the reverse of istrue. Under the Wilson 


we have annually im less coal and exported more than we did und 
the McKinley bi If we are to use the Republican method of reasoning, | 
is cl tha uch as, under the W. we buy less and sell more 


lear inasm ii 
than we did under the McKinley bill, our mines have been benefited rather 
injured. = 
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t coal flelds of this coun- 
is greatest for us and least 
here, that a tariff 

would 5 our coal from foreign competition. Yet it is to the miner of 


of entry are far removed from the 
ry. © cost of transportation to these poin 
or foreign countries; hence it is at these points, if an 


the middle West that this appeal by the Republicans is made. 

The McKinley bill was never intended to protect the miners or mine owners 
of this country. To demonstrate this it is only necessary to read the follow- 
ing rovision of that act: 

drawback of 75 cents = ton shall be allowed on all bituminous coal im- 
ed into the United States which is afterwards used for fuel on board of 

Is oe by steam which are engaged in the coasting trade of the 
United Rta or in the trade with foreign countries, to be allowed and paid 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe.” 

As the ports of entry for foreign coal are the very points where vessels 
must ve their coal, and as the amount used by these vessels far exceeds 

© total amount rted into the United States from all the countries of 

© world, * is very clear that the McKinley bill afforded absolutely no pro- 
n to the American miner. 


0 oe of Canada are as accessible to foreign countries as are those of 
the United States. If foreign countries can 5 compete for the coal 
trade of the United States, as is assured by the Republican press and cam- 
paign orators, they should be better able to compete with us for the Canadian 

e; for while the Canadian Government admits all other foreign coal free 
of duty, 5 have placed a tariff tax of 60 cents per ton on all coal comin, 
from the United States, And yet,after paying the Canadian Government 
cents per ton for the privilege of selling coal in competition with coal from 


other countries which is admitted free, we supply one-half of all the coal con- 
sumed in What need, then, for a to protect our coal, on our 
own und, from foreign coal 


It is not 5 1 competition t the American miner needs to fear. No 
country on mines coal so 8 pays the miner so little for his 
work. If 9 1 labor is a thing to . then other nations should 
Rela wall e very skies to shut out the produci of American mines. 

Coal e for Lon page 4 the following figures: The aver - 


age value of coal at the mine for 1894 was, for ce, ; Belgium, $1.75; 
reat Britain, $1.60; Germany, $1.60, and the United States, 00 cents ipon ton. 
ese are the coal producing nations of the world—the only ones that pro- 


duce sufficient for their own needs, 

The foregoing facts demonstrate very clearly that foreign competition can 

notinjure, nor can a protectiye tariff benefit, our miners, e must look fur- 
her to discover a cause which has operated under every tariff bill to press 

down upon this industry and crush the workers lower and lower with each 

supgsodin 

` Tariff 


ear. 
vs have Leyte labor organizations have flourished and de- 
on 


f And so long as the present financial poney of this Gov: ent contin- 
ues, just so long must this evil condition of things continue. 

continue a policy which permits a few nonproducers and 
the money of the country, bleeding the Government an poop e at will, ab- 
year more and more of the wealth produced by the 


sorbing to themselves 
toilers of the land, so long will continue the régime of depression in all lines 
ef industry and of want and suffering among the toilers. ganization, even, 
powerless to resist the constant pressure of the ever. 1 of 5 
om ge 


unemployed. If the miner wants better pay for his wor 
rid of | the man at the pit mouth, who stands there ready to take his place, 
and every vote cast to retain the present gold standard is a vote to keep him 


ere. 
Will the miners of this country so vote? 
Yours, fraternally, JOHN McBRIDE. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 
` Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs] 
renews the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Ellsworth, the writer of 
the letter read by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LENTZ], is one 
of the most respected citizens of the great city of Chi „a gen- 
tleman who is entirely reliable, and in whose statements I place 
implicit confidence. After this bill was framed, and the schedule 
relating to coal had been ed upon by the committee, and the 
rate of 75 cents per ton been fixed, the gentleman called upon 
me to see if some arrangement could not be made by which a rec- 
iprocity arrangement could be entered into between the Canadian 

vernment and the United States. 

He presented to me the figures, in substance, I take it, that are 
in the communication which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LENTZ] 
has. At any rate, he gave me figures showing that our exports to 
Canada exceeded our imports from Canada to this country, and 
from the statement made to me I believed then, and I believe now, 
that the principle of reciprocity on the question of coal between 
Canada and the United States would prove of benefit to the people 
of the United States, and*to the coal miners of the United States. 

I communicated these views to various members of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; but from the fact that up to that 
time this question never had been raised, the consensus of opinion 
was that the duty of 75 cents a ton should be retained in the bill. 
There was a disinclination on the part of the members I talked 
with to embark in this new kind of legislation on the product of 
coal without further and ampler investigation. Wefound—those 
of us who looked into the matter—that the miners of West Vir- 

inia, Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, and some parts of In- 
Hane protested against the prone’ reciprocal agreement and 
the consequent lowering of the rate of cay on coal, and took 
exactly the 8 view to that entertained by my friend from 

icago and y thio gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LENTZ) who has 
ust spoken. e members with whom I conversed thought that, 
uch as we had simply restored the duty that had been upon 


XXX—33 


coal in previous Republican laws, we had better not e iment 
upon this on the slight information we had, although it was 
vouched for as reliable by me. 

That is the part 1 took in this proceeding. And I repeat, in con- 


clusion, that I believe it would be wise for us in this bill to ingraft 
this principle of reciprocity on coal between the Canadian Gov- 
ernment and the United States. But Iam only one of the mem- 
bers of this committee, and I am only one of the members of this 
House, and I recognize that this action upon my part might bring 
distress, as is claimed, on thousands of coal miners in these other 
States who maintain that they have been driven from employment 
by the yp oe an e of Canadian coal. 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LENTZ. Do you not think it would be better to amend sec- 
tion 408 so as to read just as it has been in the Wilson bill, allowing 
the 269,000 tons to come in on the eastern shore, and not disturb 
the million and a half tons that are going now from Ohio, Indiana 
and Illinois into Canada, and try by that course to get reciprocal 
relations? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer that the Government statistics 
show that under a duty of 75 cents per ton, relatively speaking, 
we exported just as much coal to Canada as under a duty of 40 per 
cent per ton. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. More. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And upon that claim, as made by gentlemen 
who have given more thought to this subject than I have, that it 
will make no differences in our relations with Canada, I have ac- 
quiesced in the action of our committee. Now, I say this in view 
of the position ` 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman tell me what record shows 
that we exported under the McKinley tariff the quantity of coal 
that we are now exporting under the Wilson bill to Canada? 

8 HOPKINS. I say, in proportion. I used the word “ rela- 
vely.“ 

oar LENTZ. Will you refer me to some record in regard to 
at 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ihave not the figures with me, but if the gen- 
tleman wishes to take issue with this statement, I will find ‘hen 
and make thema partof my remarks. Gentlemen who are famil- 
iar with the subject of exports of coal under the McKinley law 
and the present law a as to the correctness of my statement, 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman object to offering an amend- 
ape carry out his views as he has expressed them in reference 

o coa 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 

I do not speak for men who own sky-scraper buildings or one 
who is a multimillionaire; but I am speaking for the miners, and 
I desire to have what a coal miner has said read for the attention 
of the gentlemen who are so much interested about markets. 
Preliminary to that, I want to say that for coal mined in Virginia 
the market is the East, It goes to that market, and it finds the 
coal coming from Nova Scotia at a cheaper rate, on account of 
the low water transportation rates—lower than the railroads from 
Virginia can take it into that section. Therefore they are turn 
back into Ohio and Indiana; and here is what is said at one of the 
hearings, and that is only a brief sample of what we heard. 

Mr. LENTZ. I desire to know whether that is the communi- 
cation of a miner. 

Mr. STEELE. It is a communication from a gentleman who 
helped to break down the Indiana mines. They sent a train load 
of coal to Indianapolis, and because they hired their men cheaper 
and had cheaper labor, and had no other market for it, they put 
it into the Indiana market, into Indianapolis, inst the Brazil 
mines there, and these men, the miners, or the coal operators, were 
forced to hire their coal mined at a lower rate in anticipation of 
meeting another train load, and they had a strike there uring all 
last summer, and these men are in absolute poverty in that section. 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman have some communication 
from an intelligent miner or operator read? 

Mr. STEELE. This is not from either. It is from aman who 
confesses that he helped to break down the Indiana coal industry, 

Mr. LENTZ. Then it does not answer my argument. 

Mr. STEELE. You made no argument. You can not make 


any 1 ad 

Mr. LENTZ. r. Chairman, I shall object to the reading of 
this communication if it is not from an Indiana coal operator, be- 
cause it is not relevant. 

Mr. STEELE. I will read it myself. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point against the read- 
ing of the document. 

he CHAIRMAN put the question whether the document should 

be read; and it was decided in the affirmative. 
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Marcu 30, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. DOLLIVER. What effect has the law of 1804 had in directing the move» 
ment of West Virginia coal toward the West? 

Mr. McOuLLOUGH. The effect of the reduced prices which have been 
brought about by the reduction in the tariff has been most disastrous, It has 


3 to reduce in Sagt A direction. As you know, it 
used a great deal of trou’ in the Pitts regions, more feeling and 
es, more T: 


mM ess, than I have ever seen, use of the coal product 
seat eet thingevory hadiy. and f think Gis Weabern cnet meen: ft ater 
a are — off than the Eastern coal men, = z 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask the gentleman to withhold 
that motion, as I want to ask unanimous consent to take a recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 
on DINGLEY. That can not be done in Committee of the 

ole, 

The motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the essen having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, the Committee of the 

ole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 

R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to encour- 
age the industries of the United States, and had come to no reso- 
tation thereon. > 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


ourn. 
sajon BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to withdraw 
that motion for a moment until I can make a request. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw-it, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request for 
unanimous consent to modify the order under which we are pro- 
ceeding, and which provides that the vote shall be taken to-morrow 
afternoon at 3 o'clock, so that we may proceed in Committee of the 


99 to-morrow until 20’clock, when the committee shall rise, and 


t we may have two hours for debate in the House this bill, 
one hour to be controlled by this side and one hour by the other 


e. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman couple with that request 
an agreement that the vote upon the amendments shall be taken 
in the House in gross? 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I would not be „for the sake 
of the opportunity for argument, to deny to our side the t to 
vote tely upon any amendment that we might deem it im- 

rtant to have a separate vote upon. I am not advised that there 
is any such amendment; and my judgment now is that there is 
not, and I think there could be no useful purpose served by de- 
manding separate votes upon the various amendments. 

Mr. D LEY. But the gentleman will note that if the time 

or taking the final vote should be extended one hour, and then 

eshould be a call madefor divisions on amendments, weshould 

be kept here until an unreasonable hour, and, of course, if that 

were to be the policy on the other side, we should not care to give 

up that hour between 3 and 4 o’clock. But if there can be an 

t that the vote upon all the amendments shall be taken 

gross in the House, then, so far as Iam concerned, there will 
be no objection to extending the time for debate until 4 o’clock. 

Mr. B. EY. I recognize, of course, that the majority have 
determined to dispose of this bill before the House adjourns to- 
morrow. I recognize, too, that neither the majority nor the 
minority think it necessary to devote any more time to doing that 
than is nired to do it intelligently and fairly. I have just 
heard an observation made near me in relation to separate votes 
on amendments, and I will ask gentlemen on this side whether 
there is any objection to taking the vote in gross. 

Mr. Mc We have been anxious to get to the sugar 
schedule, and we are still hopeful that that may be accomplished. 
If so, and if the committee were to incorporate an amendment on 
that subject, we would not desire to be hampered by any agree- 
ment connecting that with anything else; and, on the whole, I do 
not think that it is wise at this time to make such an agree- 
ment. 

Mr, BAILEY. Nobody has asked to have included in the pro- 

d agreement such amendments as may be adopted to-morrow, 
3 while we may have a definite opinion that no amend- 
ments will be adopted on which it will be necessary to demand 
separate votes, yet we can not conclude ourselves upon that point, 
and I understand the suggestion of the gentleman from e 
to apply only to those amendments that have been agreeđ upon. 

Mr. DIN GLEY. Or which shall have been agreed upon when 
the committee rises. r 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I should not be 
to couple my request with that condition, because if it shoul 
happen that the schedule should be reached and that our 

endment to that schedule should be adopted, the gen 
Tok Maine himself would doubtless desire to have a separate 


vote 3 
Mr. DINGLEY (interposing). Well, I will simply say to the 


has | have no 2 ere ae 
EY. 


gentleman that I am not willing that the time for taking the vote 
shall be extended beyond 3 o'clock if separate votes are to be de- 
manded on the amendmenis to the bill. If it is agreed that the 
amendments shall be voted upon in gross in the House, then I 
to extending the time until 4 o’clock. 
Mr. BA I will agree, so far as I have the power to 

for this side of the House, that none of the amendments which 
have been already adopted are so important as to require separate 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will not gentlemen consent to 
a session to-night? 

Mr. DING No ee could be obtained. 

Mr. WHEELER. of a. Only 15 pages of the bill have 
been considered. We can meet to-night and go on with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not consent to the consideration of im- 
portant amendments to this bill at an evening session. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There are 148 pages of the bill 
which have not been read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lam certain that members of the House would 
not come here. The gentleman very well understands that it 
would be impossible to get a quorum here in the evening. We 
have had a long session to-day—ever since 10 o'clock this morn- 
bes, Pg; members are tired. 

DOCKERY. Our side will furnish a quorum, if you are 


willing. 

| Mr. MoMILLIN. I call attention to the fact that we have not 
considered one-fourth or one-sixth of this bill. The larger por- 
tion of the bill has not been considered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that; but if we had had six 
months to devote to the bill we should not, with the tactics which 
have been pursued here, be any nearer to the end. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The larger portion of the time has been oceu- 

by the Committee on Ways and Means itself in amending the 
in 3 in which they were not satisfied with it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall submit my request, and I leave it to any 
gentleman to object. 

The . The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has objected. 

a 22 L gentleman? : i 

e SPEAKER, e gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. AR- 
NOLD. The Chair does not know whether he is present now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So far as we on this side are concerned, if 
there can be an understanding that amendments may be voted on 
in gross, we are willing to extend the time for the vote until 4 


o'g 

Mr. DALZELL. I wish to ask my friend from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] whether or not this is his proposition 

Mr. BAILEY. I leave the matter to these gentlemen who have 
had charge of these amendments, and I will not suggest any agree- 
ment that is not agreeable to them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is understood that the objection does 
not come from our side, 

Mr. ARNOLD. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not hear the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Texas. 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to know whether this is the gen- 
tleman’s “yy ee 

The SPEA R. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that 4 o'clock instead of 3 be fixed for taking the vote, 
being an extension of one hour; and the gentleman from Maine 
proposes that if such an arrangement be made, the House vote on 
the amendments in gross. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not willing that this shall be considered 


as my a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand this proposi- 
tion as coming from the gentleman from Texas, and is not so statin 
it. The Chair is only stating to the House a proposed basis o 
agreement. If that agreement can be. made, both sides will be 
satisfied. But if there is objection to either proposition, then, as 
the Chair understands, there will be objection to both. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the proposition, as I understand, would 


not preclude a motion to reco: t with instructions. 
The SPEAKER. This has nothing to do with that, so far asthe 
matter has been stated. 


Mr. DALZELL. Whatwas . of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DockER] just no 

The SpPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri wanted to know 
whether this proposed arrangement would preclude a motion to 


recommit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Whatever may be in order under the rule 
would not, of course, be affected by this agreement.. The — 
rule which has been adopted would determine what should be 


done. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I had just come into the Hall, and I submitted 
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my inquiry simply for information. The Chair was stating the 
the tion that had been submitted by some one, andI Sy ee 

e further query whether or not that proposition would preclude 
a motion to recommit the bill with instructions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This does not affect that question. 
end TERRY. Tobject to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine. 

ate SPEAKER. Objection i is made. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 

we take 5 ant roceed to-night with the reading of the bill. 


By aaro pa 3 ; 148 still remain to be read. [Cries 
Nor? Nel“ ana 25 gular order!” 

f The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that objection is made 
on both sides. 
| Mr. DINGLEY. As objection is made to the . which 
‘has been submitted by the Chair, I move toa 
| Mr. VEREER EGNE 4 Alabama. I do not 2 —— is objection 
‘tomy ee. 8 4 

The SPEAKER t may be that the House can arrange this 


matter to-morrow morning. 

The question being taken on the 1 it was agreed 
to; there on a division —ayes 126, noes 41. 

‘And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House 
‘adjourned till to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock. 


PUBLIO BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
7 INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


ey 

Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 2480) to amend section 819 of 
the 8 Statutes and to authorize United States marshals, 
under the direction of the court, to provide for feeding a jury 
after a case is finally submitted, and to authorize courts of the 
‘United States to ponent letters rogatory to any country where a 


treaty exists between that country and the United States, when 


ested by the eee, or judicial authorities of such country, 
kor the purpose of evidence to be used in the prosecu- 
tion of offenses inc adea within such extradition treaty, and to 


amend section 988 of the Revised Statutes relating to astay of | 


execution after ju t—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. DE V. : A bill (H. R. 2481) to increase the limit of 
cost for the —- — a] ub c building in Stockton, Cal.—to the 
and Grounds 
Also,. a bill (H. R. 2482) to provide for the examination and 
classification of certain lands in the State of California to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2483) in relation to taxes | 


and tax sales in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 2484) giving the assent of Con- 
to a change of the compact entered into between the United 
States and the State of Arkansas on her admission into the 
nion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


| _ By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 2485) to regulate the oak: 


of special liquor taxes for the sale of intoxicants—to the 
‘Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 2486) to provide for widening the 
laguaduct Bridge and laying thereon a single track for street rail- 
way use—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

y Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 2487) to grant to the city of 


‘Charleston, S. O., the use of certain real estate in said city on | Commi 


which is situated the building known as The Exchange”—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Bx Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2521) providing 

the erection of a public building at the city of Spokane, in the: 

1 — of Washington to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


unds. 
By Mr. McHWAN: A bill (H. R. 2523) Ger e eee 
extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to n 
omote telegraphic communications between America Asia, 
oss. the Pacific Ocean,from the western shores of the United 
‘Btatos to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan and China—to the Com- 
‘mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. McCLEARY: A memorial of the State of Minnesota, 
asking that Lakes Big Stone and Traverse be included in the res- 
pees system of the State—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
Ts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


| Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
28 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2488) for th e relief of Wil- 
H. Blades to the Committee on War 


relief of John A. Porche, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2489) to reimburse Jacob J. Talbott for per- 
sonal property taken during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2490) for the relief of Alfred U. Whiffen—to 
the Committee on Invalid Persions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2491) for the relief of Philip M. Smith—to the 

ittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 2492) to increase pension of 
Harriet C. Mercur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill = R. 2493) to increase the pension of Capt. Alvin 
N. Sabin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 2494) for the relief of Francis Covert—to the 

on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of Anna R. Kershner, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Col. Phillip Kershner—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 2496) to grant an increase of 
pension to Adrian Combe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 2497) to increase the pension 
of 9 5 — E. Eaton to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 2498) granting a pension to 
Dr. George B. Tolman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

REMES JETT: A bill (H. R. 2499) to increase: the pension. of 
Charles La PR the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2500) to increase the pension of Nan- 
nie C. Potter—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2501) for the relief 
of John Kouns, of Louisiana, surviving partner, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. PR) gan ting a pen- 
sion to George Brown—to the Committee on Iny; Pensions, 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief 
of Alexander Moffitt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2504) for the relief of Daniel T. 
Wathen—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill — R. 2505) granting an increase of 
pension to S. J. Brainard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2506) granting 
a a pennin to Martha E. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 2507) for the relief of the Portland 
5 . of Portland, Me.—to the Committee on War 

Y sets request): A bill (H. R. 2508) granting 2 

pension n or to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


na As, ROBINSON of Indiana: 0 
0 nry ickne Garre —to 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2 for the relief of Byt. 
Lieut. Col. Charles C. Cresson—to Committee on Military 


By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2511) for the relief 
of . Julia A. Humphries—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washi m: A bill (H. R. 2512) for the relief 
of Frances C. Broggan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2513) for the relief of Thomas H. Burns—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2514) for the increase of pension to Farnham 

. Eastman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2515) 1 2 
, as foun: 
due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 18883—to the 
ittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) for the relief of Alphonse Meuillon, ad- 
ministrator of Antoine Donato Meuillon, deceased, late of St. Lan- 
dry Parish, La., as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 3, "1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill H. R. 2517) for ef relief of Nannie A. Badley, 
administratrix of Henry Badley, late of Baton Rouge, 
La., as found due by tha Court of ‘Slee under the act of March 
8, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) for the relief of Abram A. Harvey, 
guardian of the children of Abram A. Harvey, deceased, late of 

n Parish, La., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2519) for the relief of J. A. Oubre, adminis- 
trator of Eugene Oubre, „late of Pointe Coupee Parish, 
La., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
EN 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of Adam 
A. A serge the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. SMITH of Ilinois: Ab ape pea o increase the 

n of John Blevins, late a private of Co: 5 E, Fortyminth 

giment Illinois: Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ponnoos and papers 
0 


were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): Resolutions of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pa., members of the Brotherhood of the Union, pro- 
testing against acquisition of land in the United States by aliens 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

py Mr. BULL: Resolution of the Paint and Oil Club, of New 
England, relative to establishment of a department of trade and 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of working lithographers, for protection against 
foreign competition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 257, 
of caster, Pa., against proposed duty on Habana fillers and 
3 and Habana wrappers—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Resolutions of Central Labor Union of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in the interest of American seamen—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of the Paint and Oil Club of 
New England, in favor of the Frye bill for the creation of a depart- 
ment of e and commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of citizens of Johns Island, S. C., 
praying for a duty of 5 cents per pound on all black-seed or long- 
staple cotton imported into the United States, the petitioners being 

roducers of sea-island or long-staple cotton to the Committee on 

Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Freedom Circle, No. 7, 
of ing, Pa., in relation to alien ownership of land, etc.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of E. H. Chambers and 60 other 
citizens of Lumberton, N. J., favoring the passage of the Gillett- 
Platt anti-gambling bill, known as H. R. 7441 and S. 2846—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HANDY: Petition of George L. Turner and 82 other 
citizens of Little Creek, Del., protesting against alien ownership 
of real estate, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of George B. Tolman in regard to 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$ By Mr. JONES of Washington: Memorial of Seattle Chamber 
of Commerce, relative to tariff on lumber, coal, wool, hops, beet 
sugar, and flax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOY: Papers to accompany a bill to grant an increase 
of pension to Nannie C. Potter, widow of James A. Potter, late 
q r and brevet brigadier-general, United States Army— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolution of the State of Arkansas, wing 
for a change of the compact entered into between the Uni 
States and the State of Arkansas on her admission into the 
Union—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition from citizens of Philadelphia, 
against alien ownership of real estate in this country—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of H. M. Burkley, H. T. Batlett, 
Jerome Swanger, J. Paine, A. Lehman, D. H. Dillman, E. P. 
Nagle, T. J. Fauher and others, of Lebanon, Coheva, and Williams- 
town, Pa., relative to alien ownership of real estate, etc.—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill 
for relief of Henry M. Bicknell, ex-postmaster of Garrett, Ind.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Protest of Cigar Makers’ 
Union No. 25, of Milwaukee, Wis., against increased duty on 
cigar wrappers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

‘By Mr. TARK: Petition of the Nebraska Library Association, 
rotesting against proposed duty on books intended for educa- 

Fonal —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHA TUC: Memorial of 136 members of the Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 4, of Cincinnati, Ohio, protestin, 
against the proposed increase of tariff on Sumatra wrappers an 
on Habana fillers, unless a corresponding increase of the tariff be 

laced on imported cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of William Paetting, of Eldo- 
rado, Iowa, in reference to duty on books, etc., for educational 
purposes; also petition for same from Fred Schaack, of same 

lace; also petition for same from W. F. King, of Mount Vernon, 
love to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of H. C. Musbach, J. C. Reaver, 
Calvin Z. Schell, and 71 other citizens of Lansdale, Pa., for le; 

tion relative to alien ownership of real estate, etc.—to the 

ittee on the Judiciary, - 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 31, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

FOREST RESERVATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of the Interior, in r mse to a resolution 
of the 29th instant, calling for a copy of the order of the President, 
dated February 22, 1897, establishing the boundaries of certain 
forest reservations, and also copies of all papers on file in relation 
to these reservations and the reasons for creating the same, stat- 
ing that the correspondence is very voluminous and will consume 
some time in preparation, but that the matter will be forwarded 
to the Senate at the earliest practicable moment; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT Aenea a petition of the Nineteenth 
legislative 5 of the Territory of Arizona, praying Con 
to repeal the act of March 3, 1885, which provides that all Indians 


committing against the person or property of another Indian or 
other person the crime of murder, m ughter, rape, assault 
with intent to kill, arson, bara or larceny, in any of the Terri- 
tories of the United States, either within or without a reservation, 
should be subject to the laws of that Territory; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Office of the Secretary. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, 8s; 

I, Charles M. Bruce, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer- 
. 5 that the annexed is a true and complete t of the House memo- 


No. 6, of the Nineteenth legislative assembly of Arizona, which was filed 
= pe office the 15th day of March, A. D. 1897, at 10.45 o’clock a. m., as provided 


W. 
Tin testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 


Done at the city of Phoenix, the capital, this 26th dar of March, A. D. 1897, 
CHARLES M. BRUCE, 
Secretary of the Territory of Arizona, 


Memorial. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Nineteenth legislative assembly of the Territory of 
Arizona, tfully represent as follows: 

That by virtue of the act of March 3, 1885 (23 Statutes at Large, 385), it 
provided that all Indians committing nst the person or property o 
another Indian or other person the crime of murder, manslaughter, rape, 
assault with intent to kill, arson, burglary, or larceny, in any of the Terri- 
tories of the United States, either wit or without a reservation, should be 
subject to the laws of such Territory. 

t in consequence of the enactment of such statute the Territorial 
courts have been burdened with the prosecutions of Indians committin 
offenses against other Indians within the respective reservations within this 
Territory. That the prosecution of these cases has caused a great and bur- 
densome expense upon the various counties of the Territory. That the re- 
spective counties and vers thereof have no immediate concern wherein 
one Indian commits an offense another Indian, and the same should 

roperly be prosecuted at the expense of the United States Government. 
Phat in many of the counties the we has reached thousands of dollars, 
and the burden has been so great t many of the of supervisors 
have refused to allow the sheriff and other peace officers to arrest or brin 
to justice Indians committing offenses within their counties and thus cr 
Dae pone unpunished. 

t although m of the countries have mted verified accounts to 
the United States with the hope of being reim for the expenditures in 
this behalf, itis only through a direct appropriation by Congress that the 
same mer be paid, after a long period. 

That the jurisdiction concernin, 
belongs tothe United States, and 
of the United States. 

Therefore prone memorialists 
may repeal the act of March 3, 
of cases above enumerated in the 
the expense necessarily incurred in 
the Government of the United States. 


a trial and conviction of Indians properly 
at such cases should be tried in the courts 


tition and pray that your honorable bodies 
and reinvest the jurisdiction in the class 
tive United States 3 that 
e prosecution of these cases be paid by 
D. G. CHALMERS, Speaker. 
FRED, G. HUGHES, President. 
resented a petition of the Nineteenth 
legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, praying that Con- 
gress set apart sufficient of the unclaimed and unappropriated 
timber lands on the mountains and watersheds in that Territory 
to retain the snow and water which fall thereon, in order that 
the streams throughout the Territory may be supplied with suffi- 
cient water for irrigation purposes; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, as follows: 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, Office of the Secretary. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Arizona, ss: 
I, Charles M. Bruce, secretary of the Territory of Arizona, do hereby cer- 
tify that the annexed is a true and complete transcript of the house memo- 
rial No. 7 of the Nineteenth legislative assembly of Arizona, which was filed 
i _ office the 17th day of March, A. D. 1897, at 3.30 o'clock p. m., as provided 
aw. 
Ta testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 


seal. 
Done at the city of Phonix, the capital, this 26th day of March, A. D. 1807. 
[SEAL.] 8 CHARLES M. BRUCE, 
Secretary of the Territory of Arizona 


The VICE-PRESIDENT 
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Memorial. 
To the Senate and House of gael caer 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled; 
1 memorialists, the Nineteenth legislative assembly of the Territory of 


na, lly represent: 
That the jculturel and 5 portions of this Territory are de- 
pendent for their maintenance and development wholly apon irrigation 4 
means of canals or ditches deriving their supply of water from streams f. 

in large part during the summer season, from the snow and water that lodge 
on the watersheds and mountains of this Territory. 

That the forests on these watersheds and mountains which catch and re- 
tain the snow that falls during winter, and thereby prevent it from melting 
and evapora’ as soon as it falls, are in great danger of pana fowler yer re- 
moved by settlers and large lumber companies, to the great de ut of our 


water supply, 
Wherefore your memorialists pray that your honorable bodies set apart 


sufficient of the unclaimed and unappropriated timber lands on the moun- 
tains and watersheds in this Territory to retain the snow and water w. 
falls thereon, in order that the streams throughout the Territory may be 


poli th sufficient water for irrigation purposes. 
R > Pur RED. d. HUGHES, 
President of the Council. 
D. G. CHALME 


Speaker of the House. 


Mr. NELSON 5 a petition of the Minnesota State 5 4 75 
lature, praying that Lakes Big Stone and Traverse be included in 
the proposed t reservoir system of that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Rev. Laur Larsen, president, and 
the faculty of Luther College, of Decorah, Iowa, and the peti- 
tion of J. 755 6 and sundry e eee of 5 
Iowa, prayin , engravings, pho phs, pamphlets, 
eto., te l on the free listin the pending bill; which were 
refe to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present certain affidavits in support of the 
claim of the trustee of St. John’s Catholic Church, of Summers- 
ville, W. Va., for damages done by the Federal soldiers during the 
late rebellion. I move that the affidavits be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims, the bill granting the relief having already been 


sent to that committee. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 693) for the relief of John Veeley, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 560) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph’s Catholic 
Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 712) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, de- 
ceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 240) to authorize Joseph J. Kinyoun, 
passed assistant surgeon of the Marine-Hospital Service, to accept 
a medal from the President of the Republic of Venezuela, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 977) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and 
Dora L. Stark, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

„ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 28) es to the incorporated town of 
Valentine, in the county of Cherry and State of Nebraska, certain 
lands, and for other purposes; reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


ESTATE OF ERNEST FIEDLER. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Hinton R. Helper, in relation 
to the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix of Ernest Fiedler, de- 
ceased, against the Government of Brazil, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate (iis House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be requested to bring to the attention of the 
Government of Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix of Ernest 
Fiedler, deceased, inst the Government of Brazil. growing out of a con- 
tract alleged by said claimant to be obligatory on that Government for the 
hire of the ship Circassian to transport emigrants from the United States to 
Brazil in the year 1867, with the view to ask said Government to consider the 
said claim and to provide for the allowance and payment of such sum as shall 
be found just to such claimant. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1508) for the relief of Joshua 
Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs, . 
Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
A bill (S. 1509) for the relief of the State National Bank of New 
Orleans, La.; and 
A bill B 1510) for the relief of Lemuel Tanner, of Lafourche 


arish, 
Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were severally 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Hannah Hess; 

A bill (S. 1512) granting an increase of pension to Findley 
Brandon 8 accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1513) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Evans ae an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1514) granting arrears of pension to H. Morris Hus- 


band. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1515) for the relief of Frank J. 
Burrows; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1516) to incorporate the National 
Association of Manufacturers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1517) for the relief of 
John J. Shipman; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1518) to increase the pension to Martha M. McCall 
widowof William Wallace McCall,asoldier of the Mexican war; ani 

A bill (S. 1519) granting a pension to Mrs. Jennie A. Kerr, 
widow of Second Lieut. John M. Kerr, Company F, Mounted 
Riflemen. — — 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1520) for the relief of 
Mrs. Jennie A. Kerr, widow of Second Lieut. John M. Kerr, Com- 
pany F, Mounted Riflemen; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1521) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Spyker; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (8. 1522) for the relief of 
Sarah Jane Johnson, widow of Richard Johnson; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEAR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, andreferred tothe Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1523) granting a pension to Edward T. Latta; 

A bill (S. 1524) granting a pension to Nathan L. Faulkner; and 

A bill (S. 1525) granting a pension to O. J. Lyon. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 1526) granting an increase 
of peanon to Casper Miller, jr.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1527) for the establishment 
of a light-house and fog signal at or near Point ello, Califor- 
nia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa r, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

e introduced a bill (S. 1528) to amend the laws relating to 
the naturalization of aliens; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also introđuced a bill (S. 1529) for the relief of Harriet Plum, 
widow of Nathaniel D. Plum, deceased, a Mexican war veteran; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1530) making an appropriation to- 
ward the construction of a dry dock at the Mare Island Navy- 
Yard; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1531) to correct the milita 
record of James P. McGhee; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
pored by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
e on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


POLICY CONCERNING CUBA. 
Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations are instructed to in- 
uire what, if any, obligations the United States have assumed toward the 
People 15 gaba py amè rting 2 maintaining me right 8 vcd aoak 
m o y an an power and com ing its e to re- 
main gu cot to the dominion of Spain’ and to report v bill or o acide: 
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one, MILLS. Task for the present consideration of the resolu- 
m. 

Mr. HALE. What are the exact terms of the resolution? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read again 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. It is a resolution simply asking the committee to 
investigate the question and report to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will strike out the last part of it, I 
shall have no objection. It may be thatthe committee will con- 
ae not to report. I suggest to the Senator to leave off the last 
clause. 

Mr. MILLS. It proposes to direct the committee to report by 
bill or otherwise. They can report that there is no necessity for 
any action, if they want to do so. They are to report by or 

otherwise; and they can report any way they please, whatever 
eae the committee may nas There can. be no objection 
it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. Let it lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolution 
lies over. 

JOHN SIRRINE. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
» sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
t: _ Resolved, That all the papers in the pension case of John Sirrine be, and 
the same are hereby, withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no adverse re- 
port 1 made thereon, and that said papers be sent to the.claimant 
at the National Soldiers’ Home, Milwaukee, Wis. 


“a LETTERS FROM MAXIMO GOMEZ. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Senate will take up the resolution offered 
: ‘yesterday by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], requesting 
the President to inform the Senate concerning letters received by 
‘the present or the former Chief Executive of the United States from 
Maximo Gomez, ee the insurrectionary forces in Cuba. 
Mr. MORGAN. The reso É l 
‘I suppose it is not necessary to read it again. 
Mr. HALE. No, Did the Senator make the mod#fications sug- 
by the Senator from Massachusetts ~ HOAR]? 
Mr. MORGAN. I did not, because I did not know what they 


Were. 

Mr. HALE. The suggestion was not only in reference to cer- 
tain assumed letters that were printed in the newspapers, but all 
letters, and I understood the Senator from Alabama to say he 
accepted the tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN. All letters of Maximo Gomez. 

Mr. HALE. That was the suggestion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. ‘ 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; all letters of Maximo Gomez. 

Mr. HALE, I ask the Senator whether he has modified the res- 
olution in accordance with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I have not, because I was not aware of 
what the Senator was trying to reach. 

Mr. HALE. I understood, listening to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, that what he intended to reach was that the inquiry 
should embrace not only the two assumed letters or the one as- 
sumed létter printed in the newspapers, but all letters of Gomez, 
if there were any others. 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot know of any others; I have not heard 
of any others; but I am quite willing that any letter Gomez has 
written to the President or to the Department of State shall be 
included. I should be very happy to have any other letter that 
he has written, if he has written any; though 1 think he has not. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator knows, the Senator from Mässa- 
chusetts is absent. Suppose, then, that the Senator insert in the 
proper place those words. 

Mr. ORGAN. The difficulty is in finding a ‘proper place, 
because the resolution relates to two specific letters which are not 
alleged to exist at all, but we are inquiring whether they have 
been received; and it would require an additional resolution to 
bring before the Senate all letters of Maximo Gomez that may be 
on file in the Department of State or in the Executive office any- 


where. 

Mr. HAWLEY, If the Senator will permit me, I have before 
me what was said yesterday. The resolution was read, after which 
the following occurred: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be 

Mr. Hoar. Does the Chair mean by “lie over“ that it 
‘to-morrow? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over until to-morrow. 

Mr. Hoar. I was about to su: t, if the Senator from Nebraska will 7 
don me, that the resolution should be so far amended as to include all 1 


rinted. 
go over until 
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Mr. MORGAN. That bears me out in my understanding; that 
is, all letters of Gomez that may be on file. 


a ISO und it, and my recollection that the 
Senator from Alabama did assent to the proposition is borne ont 
by the Recorp. In the absence of the tor from Massachu- 
setts, my only suggestion to the Senator from Alabama was that 
his resolution should be so framed that it would embrace all let- 
ters from General Gomez. 

Mr. MORGAN. To avoid any possible difficulty on that score, 
Iam galo willing to let the resolution go over without prejudice 
until the Senator from Massachusetts comes in on to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE, I think that is better, as he is not here, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that will be 
the order. “The resolution will be taken up when the Senator from 
Massachusetts is in his seat. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. DAVIS. ‘I move that the Senate proceed to the consider - 
ation of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and thirty- 


seven minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopen 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 21) 
making a iation for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River, and to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897. 

“MRS. ‘JENNIE A. ‘KERR. | 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 969) for the 
relief of Mrs. Jennie A. Kerr, of Concord, N. C., and that the bill 
. papers be referred to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INDEMNITY Tro ALIENS FOR PERSONAL INJURIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, ordered to lie on the table with 
the accompanying report, and to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

Itransmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of March 
23, 1897, a report from the Secretary of State in regard to indemnities paid by 
the United States to aliens. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
E MANSION, 
Washington, March 31, 1897. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Senate (at 4 o'clock p. m.) ad- 
ee until to-morrow, Thursday, April 1, 1897, at O lock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. | 

Executive nominations received by the Senate March 31, 1897. 

CHIEF OF DIPLOMATIC BUREAU. 
“Thomas W. Cridler, of West Virginia, at present Chief of the 
Diplomatic Bureau of the Department of State, to be Third As- 
sistant Secretary of State, vice William W. Baldwin, resigned. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Sony M. Cooper, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of Arkansas, vice Abner Gaines, 
whose term expired March 26, 1897. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. i 

Jacob Trieber, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Arkansas, vice Joseph W. House, whose 
term expired March 26, 1897. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Penrose A. McClain, of Shige Mien to be collector of internal 
revenue for the first district of Pennsylvania, to succeed William 
H. Doyle, resigned. , 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Nathan P. Johnson, of Desmet, S. Dak., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Sisseton Agency, in South Dakota, vice Anton M. Keller, 
removed. Y 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Albert R. Couden, to be a commander in the 

Navy from the 14th day of March, 1897, vice Commander Charles 


V. Gridley, promoted. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 31, 1897. 


The House met at 10o’clocka. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is manifest that we have 
no quorum present, but on account of the shortness of the time, I 
do not wish to make any point of no quorum 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman make the point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman expressly declines to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do, in view of the shortness of the time, 
Mr. Speaker; that is all. We have got to vote to-day. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But you regret the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do regret it very much. I think if the 
were here, we might make some change in the bill. [Laughter. 

The Journal was approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Lask that the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. CRANFORD, be indefinitely excused, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

There was no objection. 

THE TARIFF. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the House resolves itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the tariff bill. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SHERMAN] will please take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 370 revenue for the 
c E O AEO 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I was not inthe House yester- 
day when the committee amendments were said to be concluded, 
or I should have made the motion which I propose to make now. 
When the bill was being read, we passed over paragraph 66, at the 
instance of the chairman of the committee. I now move to strike 
out that paragraph, for the reason that upon investigation I find 
that there is no reason fe Speers antipyritics that are mentioned 
ih na paragraph should be selected as objects of specific tax or 

U — 

Mr. DOCKERY. Tax! 

Mr. DALZELL (continuing). Rather than those that are cov- 
ered by paragraph 65. The result of the amendment would sim- 
ply be to ow them into paragraph 65, with a uniform duty of 

cent, 
he CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DaAuzELL}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, beginning at line 21, 
page 20, and read as follows: 

102. Cast polished plate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not 
exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 8 cents per square foot; above that, and not 
exceeding 24 lees inches square, 12 cen square foot; above that, and 
not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 22} cents per square foot; all above that, 
W cents per square foot. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr, Chairman, I wish to have incorporated 
in the RECORD a protest against the earthenware and glassware 
schedule. I forbear any remarks, in order that we may, if possi- 
ble, reach the sugar schedule before the vote is taken to-day. I 
do not ask for the reading of the communication, and withdraw 
my pro forma amendment. 

e communication referred to by Mr. MMnaux is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 22, 1897. 


DEAR Sim: Agreeable to your request, I herewith give you a short re 
ulation of the facts and 8 herewith Tita give $ oopis 


POSTMASTERS. 


John A. Childs, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of David P. O'Leary, re- 


oved. 
Fu charles Raymond, appointed November 30, 1896, duri the 
recess of Congress, was nominated to the Senate, but failed of con- 


firmation. 
| Joseph C. Weir, to be a at Rantoul, in the county of 
(Champaign and State of Illinois, in 3 of Henry M. Morris, 
prose commission expired July 18, 1896. 
Adam A, Funk was appointed during the recess of the Senate, 
‘but failed to be confirmed. R 
John W. Eward, to be postmaster at Converse, in the county of 
W the place of Edgar A. Smith, re- 


! William T. Pritchard, to be at Franklin, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Indian a Sho plaoe of Samuel 
Harris, whose commission expi March 29, 1897. 
| Henry L. Chesley, to be at Sutherland, in the county 
‘of O’Brien and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 
| James M. Peckinpaugh, to be postmaster at Olivia, in the county 
of Renville, and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
for the said office having, by law, me vested in the 
dent on and after October 1, 1896. x 
William P. Christensen was appointed by the President during 
E and by him nominated to the Senate, but 
pret not confirmed. Be 
A. Deardorff, to be postmaster at New Philadelphia, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in the place of Daniel 
Woe whose commission expires April 5, 1897. 
ö ifford B. McCoy, to be postmaster at Coshocton, in the county 
Coshocton and State of Ohio, in the place of William H. Mc- 
Cabe, whose commission expired March 28, 1897. 
F. P. Corrick, to be postmaster at Cozad, in the county of Daw- 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of Samuel Atkinson, whose 
commission expired December 14, 1896. 
|. William H. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Ocean Grove, in the 
ty of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
oes W. Evans, whose commission will e April 5, 1897. 
William F. Bishop, to be postmaster at Peshtigo, in the coun 
Marinette and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Elizabe 
olf, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


wecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 81, 1897. 
} COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Henry Clay Evans, of Tennessee, to be Commissioner of Pen- 
ons, 


f 


| FIRST ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
| Thomas Ryan, of Topeka, Kans., to be First Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Interior, 
| FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
Joseph L. Bristow, of Kansas, to be Fourth Assistant Post- 
ter-General. 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


| James D. Gill, of Massachusetts, to be collector of internal rey- 
enue for the third district of Massachusetts. 
| Ferdinand Eidman, of New York, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the third district of New York. 


PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Frank W. Palmer, of Illinois, to be Public Printer. 
POSTMASTERS. 


James F. Lawson, to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Owen and State of Indiana. 3 

Fred J. Hermann, to be postmaster at Tell City, in the county 
of Perry and State of Indiana. 
| Angustus H. Heiple, to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Tazewell and State of Illinois. : 
| Joseph E. Watson, to be postmaster at Bronson, in the county 
of Branch and State of Michigan. 
| John Zimmerman, to be postmaster at Cannelton, in the county 
of Perry and State of Indiana. 
James H. Warnock, to be postmaster at Princeton,in the county 
of Gibson and State of Indiana. 

John A. Sheldon, to be postmaster at Rutland, in the county of 
Rutland and State of Vermont. 
Alfred Hocking, to be postmaster at Melrose, in the county of 
Ag tpert . Bauall to b e Anderson, in the county of 
i ert 8 0 at e 
Madison and State of Dia 1 


EARTHENWARE. 

Exhibit 1 will give you a copy of the speech made by Mr. Charles W. Franz- 
heim, president of the Wheeling Pottery 8 8 in the trade 
paper. attention is called to the following passage in this speech: 

Although prices have been low and profits necessarily scant, o tothe 
reduction of almost 50 per cent in tarif rates governing pottery, and while 
foreign manufacturers of pottery who cater to the American market have 
been partially employed. the potteries of Wheeling have manufactured and 
shipped more uring the past twelve months than ever in their 
during the same period of time.” 

Exhibit 2 is a clipping from the Crockery and Glass Journal, March 18. 
East Liverpool, the jargest crockery man center in the United 
States, bing a therein business to be extraordinary. I also add china, glass, 
and lam 0 paper of March 17, reporting that the Warwick China Bern: 

Pasy until 10 o'clock at night orders for toilet ware, novelties, 
d dinner ware. This does not look asif the present tariff had been play- 


. well-k that dinner sets have been 
. ice of English wares of the same 
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Total 
Duty collected by the United States Government, 35 per cent 
merchandise charges 


on the value of and packing 


Total cost, excluding profits and expenses in America... 1,793.97 


An increase over foreign cost of 56 per cent; new duty, 81 per cent. 
oe the same basis as calculated on above example you And the following 


results: 
B. Enameled and gilt-handled earthenware. Total protection is 56.7 per 

cent; under new law, 81.7 per cent. 

Printed ware, 62} per cent; under new law, 87} per cent. 
. White ite ware, 69 per cent; under new law, 94 per cent. 
Prin thirds, 75 per cent; under new law, 100 cent. 
. Cups and sancers, 67 per cent; under new law, 92 per cent. 

's drinking mugs, 75 per cent; under new law, 100 per cent. 

I. Fruit plates, 69 per cent; under new law, 94 per cent. 
Toy tea sets, 92 per cent; under new law, 117 per cent. 
i isbad dinner sets, 69 per cent; under new law, 9 per cent. 


EEB 


N 


€ idors, 96 per cent; under new law, 121 per cent. 

These figures need no further comment, but we think that the consumer 
has a right to say to the potter, “If you are not satisfied now with what this 
Government and nature has given you, get out of our way and give usa 
chance to buy wherever we please.“ 


GLASSWARE. 


ufacturers want the duty advanced from 40 recess 
ep 


lass 
formidable trust, pu 

8 ber to hand you herewith a 

anes manufacturers in country, and 


In our business we have paid the highest wages since the Wilson bill be- 


An xport trade has increased steadily, and the only 
thing now we are afraid of is the liability of increased cost of our bya 


urers to 


ere is no 


Referring to the records of the tariff h 
Ways and Mea’ 
pe 


cles. 

which do not amount to ys are 
made in such quantities that it is putting the estimate mildly if we say that 
not 1 per cent of the consumption in this country is — while the ex- 
ports of these goods runs into the hundred thousands. 

What reliance can be Pigced upon this expert testimony is best proves by 
inclosed letter of James J. Murray & Co., of Philadelp in which they 
offer me, to illustrate the first item, 10-inch ring-top-dome shades at 
$1.15 per dozen, freight to New York pa while this expert testifies that 
the home labor costs $1 and home cost $1. 

The prices quoted by James J. Murray & Co. can not be met by importers. 

Below you will find a calculation similar to the one on enware, on 
wien enumerate the natural and Government protection for glass manu- 
factories: 


Total protection, 180 per cent. 

On the same basis wetted the following protection: 

B. Ten-inch dome shades, 105 per cent. 

C. Student chimneys, common, 140 per cent. 

D. Common night-lamp chimneys, 100 per cent. 

F. Silver vases, 150 per cent. 

G. Decorative vases, 154 per cent. 

H. Glass water sets, 91 per cent. 

Permit me to add that on earthenware and glassware I have not cited spe- 
cial, extreme cases, but have taken the bulk—thatis, stable articles consumed 
by the farmer and laborer—and that my calculations and figures can easily be 
corroborated by referring to the records of the custom-houses at the varius 
ports s — A the United States. 1 nenn 

e ours, . KIR 2 
ge ne No. 45 Warren street, New York City, N. F. 
Hon. BENTON MOMILLIN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A committee amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. : 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. RoßnixNs] suspend until the committee amendment is offered? 
Mr. ROBBINS. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, ~ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On page 59, line 19, I move to strike out 


“one and one-half” and insert ‘‘ two,’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 59. line 19, strike out the words one and one-half" and insert th 
word “two;” so that it will read, “dates and currants, Zante or other, # 
cents per pound.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Rossrs] will be Se’ oars in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. ROBBINS. . Chairman, I desire in the few minutes 
that are allowed me on this bill to enter my protest against the 

ition taken by the gentlemen on the other side of this Cham- 

r on the tariff on bituminous coal. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is one of the most important industries in 
my State. The county in which I reside produced in 1892 more 
bituminous coal than any other county in the United States; and 
now, when we propose to restore the tariff on bituminous coal to 
the rates under the McKinley bill, we are met by the assertion 
from the other side of this aie that that is excessive 
and unreasonable. 

Let me call the attention of my Democratic friends on the other 
side to their record on the matter of a tariff on bituminous coal, 
The first tariff bill—and, Mr. Chairman, I shall not enter at length 
into statistics, but shall illustrate my argument by their use—the 
first tariff act of 1789 imposed 2 cents per bushel, or 56 cents per 
ton, on bituminous coal; in 1842 the coal tariff was $1.75 per ton; 
in 1846, 80 per cent ad valorem; in 1862, $1 per ton; in 1865, $1.10 
per ton; in 1866, $1.25 per ton; in 1873, 75 cents per ton; in 1894, 
40 cents per ton. 

This table, taken from the official records of the United States, 
shows that the Democratic party has in the nee advocated a pro- 
tective duty on bituminous coal. The great lights of Democrac 
Jefferson, Jackson, and Buchanan, all stood for a protective 
on this important commodity; but their degenerate sons on the 
other side of this Chamber to-day, forgetting their record, want 
to strike it down. ` 

In 1878 the tariff was placed at 75 cents a ton, and remained at 
that rate for e years without complaint, during which time 
the bituminous interests of this country increased in a more 
maryelous d than 15 other period of our history. 
So much for the record of the Democratic party on the subject of 
a duty on bituminous coal. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1894 the Wilson bill was enacted, reducing 
the tariff from 60 cents to 40 cents per ton, and what was the 
result? Why, Mr. Chairman, let us look for a moment at the 
importations of coal under the Wilson bill. While it may be 
the aggregate amount did not materially increase, let us see how 
it affected our markets in the East. The district from which I 
come sends its coal east and west. Our market in the East is the 
New England ports and New York, which are reached by a haul 
of between 300 and 400 miles to tide water at Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, and Norfolk, and by ocean transportation to the New Eng- 
land ports. When the tariff was reduced to 40 cents per ton, we 
were met in those markets by the coal from Nova Scotia. 

The coal from Nova Scotia enjoys the great advantage of being 
located near to tide water, thus avoiding the expense of a lon, 
haul by rail. At Sidney the mines are situated within 2 miles o 
the bay, and at Cow Bay the mines are situated within one-half 
a mile of tide water, so that the coal is practically dumped from 
the mine into the ocean schooner. The longest haul in the Nova 
Scotia coal region is at Louisburg, a distance of 35 miles from the 
seacoast. These coal mines are owned by Mr. Whitney, whom 
our Democratic friends doubtless delight to serve, and by reduc- 
ing the tariff to 40 cents on coal they have served him so well as 
to open the ports of New England to the cheap Nova Scotia coal 
to the exclusion of the coal from Pennsylvania, Maryland, and 
West Virginia. 

Mr. Chairman, the immediate effect of the Wilson bill is shown 
by the official reports of the United States on the importations of 
foreign coal. I read from the official statistics: 


Importations of bituminous coal to the United States. 


1897. 
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A mere glance at this table will tell more emphatically than 
words the destructiveeffect of the Wilson bill on the Pennsylvania 
coal interests. In 1892, under the McKinley bill, Nova Scotia was 
able to send into our ports 24,409 tons of coal; and in 1896, under 
the low tariff of the Wilson bill, Nova Scotia sent into the United 
States 123,404 tons of coal. The same is true of British Columbia, 
Mexico, and other foreign coal-exporting countries. 

Mr. Chairman, let us continue our investigation of the effects of 


the Wilson bill further, and let us investigate it fairly in the light 
of these statistics. The official table furnished by the United 
States Government will at a glance indicate at what ports foreign 
importations of coal have entered, and at what points this compe- 
tition is most disastrously felt. 

The following statistics from official reports of the United States 
3 relating to bituminous coal bear directly upon this 
question: 


Importations of bituminous coal into the United States. 


From this table it appears that under the McKinley bill in 1892 
the imports at the port of Boston were but 14,137 tons, while in 
1896, under the low protection afforded by the Wilson bill, there 
were 40,629 tons imported. At the port of Portland 5,172 tons 
were imported under the McKinley bill; 61,744 tons under the 
Wilson bill. At Bangor 7,997 tons were imported under the 
McKinley bill, and in 1896 under the Wilson bill 12,682 tons. 
This increase, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
explains the causes of the distress prevailing in the coal region of 
western Diesen kept tags Their market is gone. Canada, Nova 
Scotia, Mr. Whitney, and the Democratic party have taken it 


away. 

We have been driven from the markets of New England. It 
may be true that Nova Scotia has not furnished sufficient coal 
to supply the entire market of New England, but the ability of 
the Canadian coal to come into this country and compete with our 
coal is a standing menace, which has brought down the prices, 
as well as having driven us from the market. 

The Canada coal has fixed the price of all the Pennsylvania coal 
going into an Eastern market and has compelled us to seek other 
outlets. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ROBBINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact, in that same connection, 
that you have been pressing into the Western markets to compen- 
sate yourselves for the loss of that market? 

Mr. ROBBINS. I answer the interrogation of the gentleman 
from Ohio in the affirmative. We have m driven out of the 
New England market and turned our attention to the West, and 
the effect has been on the Western market to overglut a market 
already filled and fully supplied by the coal of Maryland, West 
Virginia, and Pennsylvania. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is but one result from this condition 
of affairs. The price of coal could not be reduced; the cost of 
transportation was at its lowest point; and as coal is made up of 
more than 90 per cent of labor, labor must be reduced to meet 
this ruinous and unwarranted competition from Canada. And 
since the enactment of the Wilson bill the wages of the coal 
miners of Pennsylvania have been constantly reduced, their labor 
has been continually taken away, until a condition of squalor and 
suffering, such as we have never witnessed before, prevails 
throughout the entire mining region of Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague be given another five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I am much obliged to the committee for its 
attention and this special mark of consideration. 

I speak not so much for the coal operators, as I represent more 
than 5,000 coal miners in “it district. Mr. Chairman, their condi- 
tion under the Wilson bill has been most pitiable and lament- 
able. Under this Wilson bill we have been compelled to estab- 
lish soup houses in the mining districts in my county. Such a 
thing was never heard of during the time we had a Republican 

8 tariff that admitted us to the coal market of New Eng- 

and. 

Mr. Chairman, we are not demanding anything unreasonable 
in 11. that a tariff of 75 cents per ton be placed on bituminous 
coal. 

The following table of comparisons will show that coal has 
not received its fair share of protection as compared with other 


commodities included in the protected list mentioned in either the 


McKinley or Wilson tariff laws. 
Moksi Winsen ill, 
le n 
bill, duty Js duty 40 
cents per cents per 
ton; ad valo- ton; ad valo- 
rem duty. | rem duty. 
Per cent. Per cent. 
Average duty on all articles 49 41 
On bituminous co „„ „„ „„ 23 14 
Manufactured articles of 
Wool 98 56 
57 46 
8 26 
62 48 


Examine this table and you will see that while other commodi- 
ties received a protection equivalent to 49 per cent under the Me- 
Kinleylaw, received but 23 per cent, less than one-half what was 
afforded to other commodities. Under the Wilson bill, which our 
Democratic friends enacted, they gave protection to the commod- 
ities mentioned in that bill equal to 41 per cent, while coal was 
turned aside with but 14 per cent. Mr. Chairman, this is not fair 
to a great and important industry like that of bituminous coal. 

Under the pending bill we ask for this greatest of all industries, 
this industry which affects more wage workers, directly and indi- 
rectly, n any other indus in western Pennsylvania, in 
Tennessee, in Maryland, in Virginia, and in Kentucky. We ask 
that it be accorded at least one-half the protection that is given to 
other articles in this bill. Gentlemen of the committee, after all, 
I again say this is a question of wages. 

In the mines of Nova Scotia the average laboring man makes 
but 60 cents per day, and the average miner less than $1.25 per 
day. In these mines boys and women are employed, and if the 
position taken by our Democratic friends be carried to its legiti- 
mate conclusion the Pennsylvania miner must be degraded to a 
low condition. 

Mr. Chairman, against such a policy the Republican party has 
been, and still continues to be, unalterably opposed. 

We favor a protective tariff because it means better wages to 
the workingman, more constant employment to both capital and 
labor, bet ter clothing to the family of the miner, better education 
for his children, and the improvement of the whole mass of the 


people. 

Mr. Chairman, the coal industry of Nova Scotia has grown to an 

alarming extent since the markets of the United States have been 
opened to it. The official pees issued September 80, 1896, from 
the department of mines in Nova Scotia states that in 18 collieries 
2,235,000 tons of coal was produced, besides slack, round coal, and 
run of mine. During the past year, in the same report for the same 
mines, it states that 2,600 skilled laborers, 1,219 common laborers, 
and 638 boys were given employment, giving a total of 924,000 
days’ work to the laborers engaged in this industry. 
: . Chairman, all of these laborers work for less than the Amer- 
ican workmen engaged in the same occupation. With the advan- 
tages of cheap labor, short haul, and cheap transportation, it is 
idle to say that the Pennsylvania and West Virginia coal miner is 
not entitled to the protection asked in this bill. 

Gentlemen of the committee, last year there was imported into 
the United States 1,243,835 tons of bituminous coal. I challen 
my friends on the other side of this Chamber to furnish a single 
reason why one ton of that coal should have been bought abroad, 
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miners and that much money taken away from our own people 
that should have been kept at home. Ene 
Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that the tariff on coal is high 
enough. It should be so high, in my judgment, that not one ton 
of coal could be brought in from abroad. Moreover, Mr. Chair- 
man, in 1892, under the McKinley law, when the duty on coal 
was 75 cents per ton, we collected $998,200 of revenue. In 1896, 
under the Wilson bill, with the tariff at 40 cents, we received from 
this source but $486,000, a direct loss to the Government of the 
United States of $512,000 of revenue. If the Democratic party is 
sincere in its efforts to raise revenue, why does it object to grant- 
ing this protection sought by the bituminons coal interests? 
Mr. Chairman, I can not say, like the gentleman from Ohio, 
that I represent millionaire coal o tors on the floor of this 
Chamber. Ican say, however, that ntin district more 
than 5,000 coal miners, and that when I ask that this tariff may 
be retained at 75 cents ton on bituminous coal I resent 
their unanimous wish. on this 8 Mr. 5 — 
the coal miners and coal operators of my district are in PEY 
ect accord. Since the meeting of this ial session of Con- 
gress, by letters and te from all over my district from 
rsons interested in this great, im t, and growing industry, 
ge engaged therein are ing at the hands of this Con- 
that it be accorded a fair share of protection; that our work- 
F ity to earn living wages; that 
capital may be accorded a safe and remunerative investment, and 
that we may again have the 3 times that we sat hi 
under the protective tariff of the Republican party. I know that 
our ap to a Republican Congress will be met with that fair 
hearing and that ready answer that the Republican party has al- 
ways accorded tothe workingmen of this country. [Loudapplause 


on the eee side. 

Mr. W LER of bama. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
offered by the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is to in- 
crease the duty upon currants above the rate by the 

nding bill. Under the McKinley law these articles were on the 

list. The present bill, as reported to the House, imposed a 
duty of 14 cents a pound, and now the Committee on Ways and 
Means comes in and proposes to increase the duty above the rate 
which the Republican members of that committee, after mature 
deliberation in the framing of the bill, determined was as high a 
duty as should be put upon such articles. pat 
ow, I want to call attention again to the importance of giving 
this great measure more deliberate consideration than is contem- 
plated under the special rule. On yesterday we had unquestioned 
evidence placed before us that the increase in duty upon tin plate 
and the repeal of the clause giving a drawback on articles exported 
in tin cans would simply have the effect of destroying many small 
industries 3 a monopoly to the Standard Oil Leere, 
trust, and all other companies which are organized into trusts an 
are able to erect buildings and do their canning in bond. These 
t corporations have adopted that plan. It was allowed by the 

Kinley law; it is to be allowed by this law; and the only effect 
of repe the rebate clause will be to gre these great estab- 
lishments a monopoly and to destroy all the smaller industries 
that are unable to do their canning in bond. : 

It was also shown yesterday that this bill, by the large spacio 
duty which it places upon Mexican cattle, which under the Wilson 
bill were brought into this country, will have the effect of destroy- 
ing a great industry which is now carried on eee in 
the West, and consequently will also have the effect of depriving 
us of a large market in Mexico for American products, because, 
unless we buy these cattle from Mexico, we can not hope to retain 
our trade and continue to sell our products in that country. The 
importation of these cattle from Mexico has built up a great in- 
dustry. The cattle are brought into our Western country, where 
there is plenty of corn and other food, and are fattened and pre- 
pared for the market; but, with this duty of $6 a head, that 5 

will inevitably be destroyed. 
r. STEELE. Youmean that it will be hard on the industry in 
Mexico. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It will be hard on the industry of 
the Western farmers. It will not so materially affect the people 
of Mexico. 

Mr. STEELE. It will be hard on the Mexicans, but it will be 
all right for our own people. , 

Mr. W of Alabama. No; it will not materially hurt 
the Mexicans. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do think that these two 
illustrations of the ips to our people resulting from thepro- 
visions of this bill are sufficient to justify us in prolon dis- 
cussion of this measure beyond the time contemplated here. 
Within the last three days I have received at least 100 letters, all 
pom against certain provisions in this bill, and it is clearly 

possible for us to give the 8 propor consideration in the 
limited time which is allowed un e special rule. 

Mr. STEELE. Those objections, coming from the sources they 
do, are really evidence in favor of the bill. 


Sp go that much labor taken from the American 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Many of them are from the 
Western country, and most of them are from Republicans. Are 
those the sources that my friend intimates are unworthy of con- 
sideration? Is it possible that the Republican party now says 
that protests from the Republican farmers of the West are not 
worthy of consideration by the Republican majority of the House 
in the consideration of this bill? i 

Mr. STEELE. I would want to have the Republicanism of the 
writers of those letters examined and certified to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, where gentlemen say they 
are Republicans I take it for granted that they speak truly. 

When the rule was under discussion, I urged that we dispense 
with the first reading of the bill and agree that the entire bill be 
read by paragraphs, This was refused, and last night I begged the 
Republican maniy to consent to a recess and go on with para- 
graph reading of the bill, so that amendments could be offered 
and the bill discussed and perfected. 


1 
$ i n, we ought to get on a little 
more ra 


DINGLEY. Mr. 
idly with this bill. 

Mr. D TES. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume the 
time of the committee in the discussion of this amendment. I 
sy Sa 3 that, so — as brie! 5 is concerned, I 
am in favor of it, representing as I do a fruit and grape growin; 
district in the State of California. [Applause.] z 2 

The amendment offered is to increase the duty upon currants, 
Zante or others, from 1} cents per pound to 2 ere ae pound, I 
wish the Committee on Ways and Means would an amend- 
ment increasing this duty to 24 cents per pound, as no member of 
this House can offer such amendment. Such an amendment, as 
does this one, would receive the support of my colleagues, Mr. 
BARLOW and Mr. CASTLE, as well as myself, who are now here 
assenting to this statement. Under this bill, raisins are protected 
by a duty of 24 cents per pound. Zante currants come into this 
country in competition with our raisins, and therefore a duty of 
24 cents per pound upon raisins does noteffectually protect them, 
unless a si duty is laid upon Zante currants. 

The way to take a step toward correcting the age geet of this 
bill, the way to take a step toward making this bill uniform, the 
way to take a step toward giving the West the same benefits the 
East enjoys under this bill, is to increase the duties levied in such 
schedules therein, as those pertaining to duties on live animals,” 
breadstuffs and farinaceous substances,” ‘‘dairy and field prod- 
ucts,” fruits and nuts,” and meat products,” and the like. I 
approve these schedules so far as they go, and wish they would go 
further. For example: The growers of unshelled almonds asked 
7 cents; they were given 5 cents. A duty was asked upon hides; 
that was refused. A duty of 14 cents was asked on chicory root, 
raw, dried, or undried, but unground; they were given but 1 cent. 
A duty was asked upon pyrethrum,and that was refused. Ishould 
be pleased to support all these e basir, upon the principle of 

izing and ing uniform the benefits as well as the burdens 

of this I do not contend the car suggested would accom- 

lish the objects named, but they would be a step in that direction. 

believe the representativetheory of our Government constituting 

this House demands every member to assert the interests of his 
constituency, and to do so whatever the question pending. 

The amendment was 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers a commit- 
tee amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 27. That all articles mentioned in the several schedules of this act 
which shall be imported into the Cnited States between the Ist day of Apr 
1897, and the date of the passage of this act, and which were not pure 
and directed = owner to be shi for import into the United $ States by 
any citizen prior to A’ 1, 1897, si bear the same duties to be upon 
similar articles in this act, and such duties are hereby made a lien on such 
articles wherever and in whatsoever hands found, except in the hands of per- 
sons holding them for final consumption and have no purpose to sell or part 
with the same or any part or product of the same, and except also in the 
hands of persons shown to have obtained such articles without notice of the 


provisions of this act; and any person not such consumer or holder 


without notice having obtained an interest in or possession of any such 
article or articles so subject to duty, except asa on carrier or ware- 


comm 
houseman liable for the paymon of such duties thereon, and the 
terest, 


same -r be recovered with in t without penalty, in an action or suit 
by the United States such person or persons in any district or circuit 
court thereof. And persons liable under this act for such duty or any 


b of any shipment, cargo, or lot of any such article or 
in the same action for such recov ut 

to the mutuality or nature of interests or 8 and such joint or several 

including the enforcement of 

any such lien as justice or equity may int Sea every such case the process 

district wher on or suit is brought and where one 

run to and may be served on any defend- 


Sui 
including the retention 
other place where such goods are de ted, samples of such goods un 
required for evidence or any such 

Mr. GREENE, Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask a question 
for information. ; 


1897. 


Mr. BAILEY. I make the point of order that that amendment 
is not in order at this point in the bill. I presume it is so obviously 
out of order that the Chair does not care to hear any di ion. 
The CHAIR: The Chair would like to hear the gentleman 
state his reasons for believing that it is not in order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I it is not obvious to the Chair that it is not in 
order, no reasoning which I might employ could persuade the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to assure the gentleman 
from Texas that he is drawing an erroneous conclusion. 

5 ro > 5 5 3 55 e — 
wi e amendment proposed in ginning consid- 
l ag —— Mr. DockEry]. 


e is entirel 
Mr. HOP S. Why do you limit it to this occasion? Has he 

ot always been fair? 
| Mr. BAILEY. My t is so great for the present occupant 
3 that I beg the gentleman from Illinois not to press me 
to remind him of what occurred a few days ago. [Laughter,] 

Mr. Chairman, it is bad enough for the es party to go 

or ward and lay these onerous taxes upon the people hereafter, 
5 being so greedy as to go back to lay them on the people 
tofore. 

‘The truth is that the amendment is obnoxious to one of the 
oldest and best rules of justice, which tenanees an enact- 
ment that is retroactive in its effect. But that matter will come 
pp for discussion when we have passed the point whether or not 

e House shall be permitted to consider it at all. 

I never was more certain of soyang in 1 5 life, and I am sure 
t every gentleman on the other side of this Chamber, if put 
upon the question of his personal opinion—there is not a man who 
occupies a seat over there who will insist that this amendment is 
1 5 order, if the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery] was not in order. 
| Surely it must bea good rule that works both ways, and surely it 
must be a bad rule that will not work both ways; and for the Chair, 
at the beginning of this bill, under the fiv: ute rule, to say that 
we shall not be ee er to relieve the people of taxes under cer- 
tain contingencies, and then, at the conclusion of the debate, to 


= 


say that you shall be permitted to impose taxes otherwise than 


as specified in the bill as reported, is to make the end absolutely at | ther 


contradiction with the beginning of this p . I believe 

t is a waste of time—I.am sure that it is a waste of time—to 
r e the question, Either the Chair will give you this opportu- 
Alke, or if he has not already made up his mind, no ar; ent that 
can. be advanced will persuade him to overturn the ruling that he 
has made, and to stultify himself, for stultification is that it 
can amount to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas 
reaper a point of order that this proposed amendment is not now 

order 

‘Mr. MoMILLIN. If my friend will pardon me, in order to have 
the full question pending, there is one other point of order that 1 
think this is subject to, Mr. Chairman, and in order that it may not 
seem to be waived, I will make it now, and then the gentleman can 
address himself to that; and that is that this amendment proposes 
0 ag TR the practice of the courts, and hence is not germane 

ə bill, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. Balzx] makes the point of order that this proposed amend- 
ment is not now in order, and then proceeds to discuss not the 
point of order generally, but the merits of the proposition. 
Now, I have nothing to say about the merits of the proposition; 
hut the gentleman plants himself upon this Ugh Sap pe so far as 
the point of order is concerned, that early in the debate on this 

the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.:-DockEry] offered an 
amendment to the first paragraph, which the Chair held not to be 
germane, and therefore the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
‘Bays this is not now germane. The gentleman forgets that under 
the rule the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERxI] could not 
offer an amendment unless it was germane, while under the rule 
He Conan may offer an amendment at any time to any part of 

e 

Mr. BAILEY. Why, Mr. Chairman, if this is a committee 
amendment 

Mr. DALZELL. That is what it is. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, of course, I am in error; but I have not 
understood that it was a committee amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, it is a committee amendment, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was offered as a committee 
amendment, and was so stated by the Chair. 

Mr. BAILEY. Being a member of that committee, and never 
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having heard of this amendment, I did not know that it had been 
authorized to be reported. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman was not 
that the amendment was adopted in the 

Mr. BAILEY. I was present at that meeting, and since the 
gentleman says that I was not present, I want to say that I was 
notified of the meeting, and I sat here watching the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. DINGLEY], 
and not seeing him leave this Hall to go to the committee room, I 
orossed the aisle and asked him how long it would be before the 
committee would be in session. He then told me that the com- 
mittee was in session at that moment. I immediately went into 
the committee room, and if the amendment was ever ratified by 
the committee it was done before I reached the committee room. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Was & not done since that time? 
‘Was it not done at the meeting last night? 

Mr. DALZELL. We had no meeting last night. Iwill say to 
the gentleman from Texas, who claims that because he was ten 
minutes late, therefore 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, not at all. I Was simply justifying myself 
for my absence to Which the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
called the attention of the House. I make no contention—— 

Mr. DALZELL. The tleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
called the attention of the House to it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the point of order withdrawn? 

Mr. BAILEV. Of course, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will stand in his place and say that this amendment was agreed 
on at that session of the committee, my point of order is not well 
taken. But I insist that he shall so statè distinctly. 

Mr. DALZELL, The gentleman from P. vania“ will not 
say that this amendment, in the language in which it is presented, 
was agreed upon at that time; but the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will my that the matter was referred to a subcommittee; 
that they put the provision in shape, and that this amendment in 
substance was upon at that time. 

Mr.'BAILEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I insist on the point of 
order, because the full committee could not delegate to a subcom- 
mittee the power to draft this amendment—— 

MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course; the gentleman, with his sense of com- 
mon fairness, would not seek to bind us in this way when there 
was no Democrat on that subcommittee. 

‘Mr, DALZELL, Surely my friend from Texas is merely quib- 
bling, when I tell him that this amendment was on in sub- 
stance. The verbiage is not precisely the same, but the idea is 


e. 
n: BAILEY. But a change of words sometimes changes the 

ea, 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no change in the substance of the 
amendment as adopted by the committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Why should not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania state what was agreed upon in the full com- 


present atthe time 
ttee. 


mittee, and then what was fixed upon by the subcommittee, and 


= let the House determine whether the two propositions are 
same? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has said 
that this matter was submitted to a subcommittee. I wish to 
ask him whether that subcommittee has ever reported any agree- 
ment to the full Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr.DALZELL. The matter was agreed upon, and was referred 
to the subcommittee to be put in shape; and they were authorized 
to report it to the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The subcommittee has never reported its 
action to the full Committee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. DALZELL. There has been no meeting of the full com- 
mittee since. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That takes the amendment, of course, out of 
the terms of the special rule. 

Mr. STEELE. It will only take about four minutes to havea 
meéting of the committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the gentleman from Texas insists that we 
shall be delayed on a question of phraseology, the committee will, 
of course, have to be called together; but there is no doubt about 
the adoption of this amendment as a committee amendment. 

Mr. ILEY. I really must insiston it. I have no disposition 
to be captious, as I think gentlemen on the other side understand. 
But this is a matter of vast importance, and I insist that it shall 
be proceeded with in regular order. 

r. GROSVENOR. Suppose the Chair should overrule the 
statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who has all the 
knowledge that has yet come to the Chair. What is the particular 
objection to my offering that amendment at this time? I am a 
member of the House myself. Y 

Mr. DALZELL. The objection made on the other side is that 
this part of the bill has not been reached in regular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discusa 
the merits of this provision. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman on 
the point of order. 

r. GROSVENOR. Now, it appears that the Ways and Means 
Committee held a regular meeting; thatis, a called meeting, which 
isa regular meeting. Then and there certain papers were pre- 
sented—two different forms of this section. Thereupon bya vote 
of the committee it was decided to report to the House, to offer 
as a committee amendment, a provision directly in keeping with 
this one; but it was also decided that a subcommittee should take 
the two forms presented and select that one which they thought 
was the better of the two. Thereupon the subcommittee acted. 
We struck out certain language—perhaps two or three lines—for 
the purpose of putting in better shape the verbiage of the sec- 
tion—not changing the substance of the thing at all except to 
eliminate certain repetitiéns. The subcommittee was thereupon 
ordered to bring the proposition into the House as the act of the 
committee. 

Now, is it possible that the Chair can be asked to hold that that 
is not the action of the Ways and Means Committee? Why, sir, 
the Ways and Means Committee directed some fifty-odd amend- 
ments to be offered to this bill—perhaps more than that. Andthe 
practice has always been for the committee to act upon the ques- 
tion of the rate in a certain item; and then some member of the 
committee is directed to draw the language, or ninety-nine times 
in a hundred—certainly nine times out of ten—the clerk is so di- 
rected; and he brings in the slip after it is p: and hands it 
to the member. Is it possible that that is not the act of the com- 
mittee? And yet the committee never see Sua procis language of 
the amendment until it is offered here in the House. Itis clearly 
the act of the committee. What a man does by another he does 
by himself. What the committee does by some member of the 
committee it does by itself; but in this case you do not have to be 
driven to that extremity, because the committee djrected explic- 
itly just what should be done, and it was done. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman. b ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
point of order? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, the only distinction, I think, between an amend- 
ment offered by a member on the floor and an amendment offered 
by the committee, by authority of the committee, is as to the time 
when the amendment shall be offered and the place at which it 

may be offered. For instance, under the rule, a member can 
offer an amendment only at the conclusion of the reading of a 
particular paragraph and to . paragraph. The com- 
mittee, however, by its own authorization and by its action, can 
offer an amendment at any time to any part of the bill; but when 
an amendment is offered, either by a member from the floor or by 
a member of the committee, through its authorization—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will please be in order. 
The Chair desires to hear what the gentleman is saying on the 
point of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I was saying that a mem- 
ber can only offer an amendment at the conclusion of the readi 
of a paragraph, and to that particular paragraph. A member o 
the Committee on Ways and Means, by the authorization of that 
committee, can offer an amendment at any time and to any part 
of the paragraph and any part of the bill. 

Now, then, in all other particulars the amendment when offered 
stands on precisely the same footing. If I from my place, at the 
conclusion of the reading of the paragraph, offer an amendment 
to it, and a point of order be made upon that amendment, the 
Chairman determines that point of order according to parliamen- 
tary usage and according to the rules of the House. a gentle- 
man, a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, by authori- 
zation of that committee, offers an amendment, a point can not 
be made under this rule that the particular paragraph to which 
he offers it or the bill itself has not been read; but in all other 
respects it is open to precisely the same objection and disposed of 
in precisely the same way as if the amendment were offered by a 
member in his individual capacity. 

Now, then, we have the question as to whether this amendment 
has been authorized by the committee. Upon that, of course, I 
know nothing. All other questions in reference to this amend- 
ment are precisely the same as if the amendment were offered by 
a member of the House in his individual capacity, and would be 
amenable to a point of order made against it. It is equally so 
when offered by a member of the committee even when author- 
ized by the committee to offer it. Now, the rule which bears upon 
that is so clear that I think no one who refers to it can be in doubt 
as to the extent to which these committee amendments can be 
offered. The rule provides that general debate shall continue a 
certain length of time, and then there is this other provision: 


That from the conclusion of eral debate until the 3ist day of March 
there shall be debate upon the sald l bill by paragraphs, and during this time 
the bill shall be open to amendments as eac. in aie h if read, but commit- 
tee amendments to any part of the bill shall be in i ad at any time. 


The committee has no privilege and no right in respect to amenda 
ments here except that the committee need not wait until the par- 
ticular paragraph has been read, or until the bill itself has been 
read, to offer amendments; while individual members, acting in 
their individual capacity, under the rule governing this debate can 
only offer amendments to the paragraph immediately after that 
paragraph has been read and before the reading of another para- 
graph has been be As to what shall be done with the amend- 
ment when offered, as to whether it is admissible or not admis- 
sible, and whether the point of order is good or bad, the same 
rule precisely is to be applied in the same way governing amend- 
ments offered Ms the committee, or an amendment offered by an 
individual member of this House. 

ar DINGLEY. . If the Chair is ready to rule, I shall not add a 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that his ruling m 
depend largely upon a question of fact, to wit, whether or not the 
committee authorized the subcommittee to present this amend- 
ment. The Chair understands from the statement of the gentle. 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] that there was such 
authorization. The Chair would like to know if the gentleman 
from Texas questions that statement of fact? 

Mr. BAILEY. certainly question any such thing havin; 
occurred while I was in the committee room. As to what mi W 
have happened when I was absent, of course I can not dispute 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TAWNEY. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you not recollect stating to the committee 
that it might be understood that any amendments which the 
Republican members agreed to might be offered as committee 
amendments? 

Mr. BAILEY. Provided they would agree that I might offer 
= amendment to the sugar schedule eliminating the differential 

uty. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My understanding was that that was subse- 
quang waived by you. 

Mr. BAILEY. e gentleman from Minnesota will remember 
that that was the exact motion I made in the committee. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That was your original proposition, I grant; 
but there was some merriment over the proposition, and my rec- 
ollection is that you subsequently stated that it might be under- 
stood that any amendments agreed upon by the Republican mems 
bers hight be submitted here as committee amendments. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think that was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Minnesota is mistaken. 

Mr. STEELE. He is. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did say to the committee, as soon as I entered 
the room, substantially this: I will solve this difficulty instantly 
and agree that you all may offer whatever amendments you decide 
to offer, provided you give me the privilege of offering one amend- 
ment.” I had proposed on the floor of the House that you should 
give us on this side the privilege of offering two e eee but 
in the committee if I am not violating the rule in divulging wha 
took place in the committee room—I raposo that if you woul 
give us the privilege of offering one amendment to the sugar sched- 
ule, I would assent. There was some jocular response to that, 
and then I embodied my suggestion in a motion, and it was upon 
that motion that the committee voted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly true that 
the decision of this point of order depends entirely upon the fact 
whether or not the Committee on Ways and Means authorized an 
amendment of this character to be offered as a committee amend- 
ment. Being in charge of the bill, I was not present at that meet- 
ing of the committee and do not know of my own knowledge: bu 
in order to obviate all question on that point, let the amendmen 
be withdrawn for the present, and I give notice that at five min- 
utes to 11 o’clock there will be a meeting of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment is witha 
drawn. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


106. Spectacles, eyeglasses, and goggles, and frames for the same, valued at 
not over 75 cents per dozen, 25 cents dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem}; 
valued at over 75 cents per dozen and not over $1.50 per dozen, 45 cents per 
dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at over $1.50 per dozen, and on parts 
of spectacle, eyeglass,or goggle frames, and mountings or parts thereof for the 
same, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Desiring to reach other schedules in the bill, I will not 
take up the time of the committee upon this one, but will incor- 
porate in the Rxconp some statements which I send to the desk, 
showing the rates of duty that are imposed by the bill on the 
window-glass schedule. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think we ought to have the statement read, 
Mr, Chairman. I do not believe in putting things into the REG 
ORD without letting us know what they are. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. For the gratification of my good friend from 
Pennsylvania, I will have this read, at the same time assuring him 
that under the rule I can have it printed in the RECORD without 
his ission, if I desire to. : 

r. DALZELL. I know that. I was merely nppasling to my 
friend’s sense of fairness, for which I have so muc he aig 

One of the letters embodied in the statement submitted by Mr. 


McMILLIN was read, as follows: 


New York, January 8, 1897. 
DEAR SIR: The following is a statement of our complete importations of 
common window glass for the year 1896, with full value of each shipment, 
exact duty . and the percen ad valorem. 
It shows that our firm paid an average ad valorem duty on our common 
window glass importations for the year of 92 per cent. s 
This should be argument enough against any advance in duty on this arti- 
cle, either by change of rates or brackets. 
e should prefer an ad valorem duty, as no pie apr gan body would be 
likely to impose a duty of over 50 per cent on an article of common use, u 
under some specious ific rates, as at present, which amount to 
sear Seay per cent when figured ad valorem. 


0 truly, 
iK “4 VANHORNE, GRIFFEN & CO. 


Hon. N. DINGLEY, Jr. 
Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask my friend whether the 
writer of that letter is not a New York importer? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am not able to answer that. The writer re- 
ferred the letter to me with a statement that he had sent a copy of 
it to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, has that letter a printed head- 
ing If so, I wish the Clerk would read it. 

e Clerk read the heading, as follows: 


Vanhorne, Griffen & Co., importers of French window and picture glass. 


Mr. DALZELL. It is as I thought. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Being importers, they know what they are 
talking about. I will not have any more of the letters that I have 
sent to the desk read, but will incorporate the remainder in the 
RECORD, 

The other letters are as follows: 

New YORK, January «, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: Being engaged in caps ger, Honan and statistics to demonstrate 
the lack of veracity contained in the statements made 45 the various repre- 
sentatives of the g and pottery manufacturers, I per. o ask you to kindly 
favor me witha copy of the stenographic report of the hearings before your 
committee on Friday, January 8. The evidence wo desire to bring be 
collected by authorities in each department, and will be based on statistics 
and recorded facts. Will you permit us to forward our evidence to you, so 

hat you may use it when the glass and earthenware schedule reaches the 
ouse 
Very respectfully, yours, 
Hon. B. MOMILLIN, 
Member of the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


M. KIRCHBERGER. 


New YORK, January 8, 1897.” 


DEAR Sir: We send you herewith of statement submitted to the 
chairman of your committee, which w followed by that of other im- 
porters of common window g ` 

We did not think it necessary to appear before your committee, as it was 
not constituted with a view to any possible reduction, but we protest against 
any increase, either by change in rates or ets. 

e inclose you an extra copy, which kindly hand to Judge Turner. 


Yours, y: 
VANHORNE, GRIFFEN & CO. 
The Hon. Mr. MOMILLIN, 
Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. C. 


New York, January 9, 1897. 


Dran Sir: We beg to take the liberty of entering our test against any 

increase in the duty on window fase, or the reason that we claim the duty 
already excessive, being nearly 100 per cent. 

ng as an average for the whole country our own importations for the 

year, you will see by the inclosed schedule, which can be readily veri- 

ed st the customs department, that our average ad valorem duty is 98.58 

r cent, 
ar an offset to Mr. Boprne’s argument that the increase in importations 
since the Wilson bill is over 70 per cent, we beg to give you a list of the impor- 
tations at this port of entry since 1800; 


Boxes. Boxes. 
err 303, 835 
— 481,350 a — 226,411 


x 1896 z 
ene B22, 014 1808. 837, 274 


430, 207 


We account for the increase of 1896 over 1895 as being due to the lockout by 
the manufacturers. 

The total consumption of this country is about 4,000,000 boxes per year, 
and you can readily see that the importations amount to only about one- 
seventh. It is needless for me to 8 n large part of this glass is con- 
sumed in building the poorer class of houses, and it would therefore inflict a 
serious injury to them, as well as the florists and gardeners, who are large 
consum 


ers. 
Yo very trul 
Seis ast HOLBROOK BROTHERS. 
Hon. Mr. MCMILLIN, 


Care of the Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. G. 


Unpolished cylinder window glass. 
[Importations by Holbrook Bros. from Antwerp for 1896.] 


Per 
Date. Duty. | cent. 
January 2,521 | $8,105.00 | $3,158.87 101 
January 10. 1,255} 1,213.00] 1,005.54 101 
February 4 1,352 1.005. 00 1,382. 28 101 
March 7.. 2,245 | 2,408.00] 2,312.23 96 
March 2,220 2,795.00] 2,893.42 85t 
April 8 ..............| Bt: Cuthbert. 1,885 | 1. 773.00 1,872.49 105 
Apen St. o a A 2,896 | 2,698.00 | 2,970.32 110 
ay 7 2.885 2,771.00 2, 798. 53 100 
May 22 .........-....| St. Quthbert 999 | 1,804.00] 1,511.20 116 
June _.............| British King 2, 981 2,749.00 2, 507. 90 lt 
June 8, 678 3, 347.00 8, 670. 40 109: 
July 6 4,800 5,540. 00 5,352.61 
July 20... 1,839 1,781.00 1,687.71 90} 
August 1,600 | 2,199.00} 1,801.20 82 
August 15 188 2,330.00 | 2,807. 10 1024 
August 81.. 1, 2, 458.00 2,585.47 105 
September 104 193.00 171.10 89 
Beptember 28 8,082 | 3,715.00 | 3,647.88 98 
ber 12..........| British King 1,484 | 1,736.00 | 1,648.08 95 
October 24 1,716 | 1,701.00} 1,701.79 109 
November ........| St. Cuthbert 2,190 2, 924.00 2, 763, 94 
November 24.. British King 3.001 4,231.00 3, 817. 62 90 
Decembe: 507 | 2,465.00] 2,482.38 100 
December 19. . St. Cuthbert 4, 400. 00 4, 485.49 100 
ORAL Siren cust sassegeiccnseunuhes 60,991.00 | 60,124.00 |........ 


Average duty about 98.58 per cent. 


Importations of common window glass for year 1896. 
[By Van Horne, Griffen & Co., New York.] 


Per 
Value. Duty. | cont, 
$2,215 | $2,045.58 92 
4,810 4, 359, 95 91 
2,810 8, 698, 97 92 
8,270 3.040. 90 93 
4,585 | 4,412.05 96 
2,990 2, 718.47 — 
2,900 |. 2,590.52 
1,150 995. 12 87 
British King 1,603 | 1,411.24 89 
British Queen 1.670 1,540.23 9 
St. Cuthbert. 1,285 | 1,839.77 1 
British King. 740 745.39 10 
-| British Queen 1,630 | 1,709.00 1 
St. Cuthbert. 1,465 1,451.50 
2,485 | 2,507.51 10: 
4,225 4,206.11 99 
3.785 8,515.66 93 
5,650 5,08. 55 80 
8,080 | 2,705.65 88 
4,770 | 3,792.82 80 
2,870 | 2,213.52 95 
4, 620 3,914.88 85 
2. 900 2, 693. 55 90 
67,148 | 61,541.44 92 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to present an impor- 
tant communication which I have received from one of the most 
extensive industries in the United States. Though the letter bears 
date of Quincy, Mass., the firm from which it comes have large 
interests in the city of Buffalo: 

QUINCY, MASS., March 30, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: As members of the Granite Manufacturers’ Association, we are 
much interested in the granite duty. The committee report 40 per cent, 
The only remonstrance to this increased duty on granite was some letters 
from the Boston Wholesale Granite Dealers’ Association, who have an agree- 
ment with the Aberdeen Granite Association, of Aberdeen, Scotland, whereby 
no dealer in the country can buy European granite except«through members 
of the Boston Wholesale Granite Dealers’ Association. Inclosed find a copy 
of the agreement between these two associations, 

The majority of the members of the Boston association are simply jobbers 
of granite, and do no manufacturing. 

ow, the granite dealers and workmen know that this is altogether too 
low a rate for them to compete with the cheap labor of Europe. 

Our representatives have been to Washington trying to get the duty in- 
creased to 100 per cent, or a special duty of 3 cents per pound. The s 
aay would be the wisest and best thing to have, as tt would be easier to get 
2 tho eee of the granite imported. I inclose a piece taken from last Satur- 

8 ney paper. 

XG we havea tetas business in your district (Buffalo, N. V.), anything you 
can do to assist the ranto industry of this count when the article of 
granite comes before the House will be greatly appreciated by all, and 


Yours, very respectfully, 
McDONNELL & SONS. 
Hon. R. MAHANY, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BARROWS. Mr. Chairman, I was sorry that no opportu- 
nity was allowed me to speak when an amendment was before the 
committee on the question of raising the duty on Zante currants. 
I made my application for the time then, but other gentlemen had 
something irrelevant to say on the subject, so that I could not put 
in a word that was germane to the proposition. 

It seems to me, Mr, Chairman, that this is a most unpropitious 
time to raise the tax on Zante currants. That magnificent little 
nation of Greece presents to the world to-day a spectacle of heroism, 
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of courage, and of patriotism which commands the admiration of 
the civilized world. Now, when we undertake to raise the tariff 
on Zante currants, what are we doing? Why, we are joining the 
forces of En d, of France, and of the other nations that are 
engaged in this dastardly attempt to blockade the ports of Greece. 
That is exactly what we are doing. A gentleman from California 
wrote me the other day asking me to put in some pies in regard to 
Greece. Well, sir, we could put ina resolution of sympathy here, 
but what would that mean when at the same time we are going to 
work to raise the tariff on currants imported from Greece, and thus 
to cut off the chief source of income of the pis of that nation? 
en I was in Greece in 1893 I had a talk with the 


rime minister, 
. Tricoupi, who said, referring to the McKinley Act, which 
allowed Zante currants to come into this country free, that the 


United States had shown its sympathy for Greece by the action it 
had just taken. Afterwards, under the Wilson bill, a tax of 14 
cents a pound was put on these currants. Now, Greece has 
3 with Russia a compact by which her currants shall be 
admitted free there for three years; France has also been liberal; 
and I say this is not a propitious time for the United States to raise 
this tax when the present tax of Ig cents a pound is sufficient to 
protect the California growers. 

There are other protests which I might read on thissubiect. They 
do not come here in the name of sentiment merely; they come 
from fruit importers of the East, who have something to say 
about this matter. Some gentleman has said to me that we can 
not allow sentiment to enter into these matters of trade. W 
5 I wish there were a little more sentiment permitted to come 
into them. I think it might be better even n & business foot- 
ing. But, sir, I trust we shall not place ourselves in the position 
of saying, when matters come up involving the interests of the 
United States, ‘‘ We shall not consider in any way the condition 
of any other nation, however closely allied to us.” Certainly I 
would not have such a feeling prevail with reference to a nation 
like Greece, that has given us something more than currants; that 
has given us some of the noblest examples of history; that has 
given us high ideals of patriotism; that has given us the choicest 
contributions to language, literature, and art as well as some of 
the chief elements im our religion. I say, Mr. Chairman, that 
ee things are germane in the consideration of a question of this 


Mr. BROSIUS. Can the gentleman tell us what this importa- 
tion of Zante currants from Greece has amounted to? What has 
been the annual importation from that country? 

Mr. BARROWS. I have not the fi here. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that this House at a proper time will 

a resolution such as has been adopted by the Senate, 

sympathy with Greece; and I say it becomes my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]—I am sorry he is not here at this 
moment—a gentleman who comes from ‘Atoms, Ohio paname] — 
it ill becomes him to forsake the Hellenic spirit and, by proposing 
this amendment, join in this attack against Greece, representing 
the spirit of barbarism and Philistinism. [Laughter and ap- 


lause. 
$ Mr. DINGLEY. U; the merits of this particular question 
I have simply to say that a duty of 2 cents on Zante currants, as 
roposed by the amendment already adopted, is only half the duty 
Phat Great Britain imposes on the same article. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I have been an attentive listener to 
the proceedings of this House since this bill was brought in here 
by the Ways and Means Committee, and I have not yet been able 
to find anything within its isions that is going to bring relief 
to the already overburdened people. I have the pleasure to rep- 
resent on this floor a constituency made up largely of agricultur- 
ists and laborers, and from such examination as I have n able 
to give the measure during the short time allowed I have thus 
far been unable to find anything within its terms that will bring 
relief to my constituency. It proposes to add burdens to an already 
overtaxed people; and as has been said before by my friend from 
Missouri, Mr. BLAND, the people of my section of the country are 
not wanting more taxation, but more money. Under the terms 
of this bill there is no relief for them. 

Iam one who believes that every restriction upon imports— 
such restrictions as you are adopting in this bill—is a barrier to 
exports. The people whom I represent here raise a surplus of the 
various products such as are raised in the West; and it is not 

rotection they are asking for. They are wanting enacted such 
as as will enable them to enjoy a larger market. They want 
an opportunity to the various articles they are raising. 
They are not wanting to see placed on the statute ks restric- 
tions on imports which, as I have said, are at the same time 
restrictions on exports. z 

In this bill you propose to tax everything that is consumed in 
the family household. You have not only seen fit to put a revenue 
duty upon the various articles consumed in the household, but 
yon have further seen fit to put a heavy duty upon the various 

plements with which the farmer tills the soil. 


And after you have done all these things, what relief do you 
offer? You say to him, We impose a tax on corn; we will keep 
corn from coming into this country; we impose a tax upon wheat, 
oats, rye, barley, and other products of the farm.” is is what 
ps are offering to the farmer! This you are throwing out to 

merely as a „and you know, and as every man knows, 
legislation of this kind, instead of being a benefit, is a detriment to 
the farmer, because, according to the facts as they authoritatively 
appear, all the wheat, corn, oats, etc., imported upon which you 
propose to Da pes a duty for the pretended benefit of the farmer 
Are being by him as seed. Such being the case, how is this 
duty going to be any benefit to him? 

I say, therefore, that I can not see any advan’ which is to be 
derived by the farmer under the terms of this b It increases 
the burdens RES the various articles which he consumes. It 
affects also the laborer in the same way. A taxis imposed upon 
the various articles used in the household of the laborer. These 
are the things we are complaining of; these are the things against 
which we are entering our objection. Representing the constitu- 
ency I have the honor to 8 on this floor, I deem it my duty, 
in all candor and honesty, for the second time in this Hall, to say 
that I can not and will not support an iniquitous measure of this 
kind, which does not bring relief to my people, but absolutely im- 
poses weighty burdens upon them—heavier than they are bearing 
at the present time. [Applause on the Democratic ude 

Mr. , the strong arm of the sugar trust and greed. 
corporate interests of this country can be seen in this bill, and 
believe will be most seriously felt by the people of our nation. 

When we submit our interests to the trusts and corporations of 
our land, we are then surrendering to a class that have not the 
best interests of the great mass of our Powis at heart. The thin 
veil, that protection is for the benefit of the people, and especially 
for the workin „has been torn off. It hae been revealed in 
this . = seme — this whence apres reward of 
monopoly for aid in placing and keeping the ublican party in 

wer, Trust ee are sufficient and ample compensation 

or antitrust talk.” [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, an assertion has been 
made here on this floor, not only by the gentleman from Missouri 
DMs. DockERY], but by other members of this House during this 

ebate, which I desire to controvert by the records of the House 
of Representatives and by the report of a Democratic committee 
of the Fifty-second Congress. I do this simply to show the sub- 
= e thar n 8 to by our mocratic e 

0 is bill, and not for the purpose of using the time 
the pi pee or sareng up useless fb sect 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] made the charge 
here that the strikes at Homestead, occurring in the year 1892, and 
the consequent bloodshed at that place, were the result and grew 
out of the tariff legislation of 1890. In other words, he eth Yes 
178 riot to be one of the results of the enactment of the McKinley 

ill. 

Those of us who were here in the Fifty-second Congress well 
recollect that that charge was made upon the floor of this House 
and in the Democratic ne pers all through the country; and 
as the Presidential election of 1892 was coming on our Democratic 
friends believed that they would be able to strike a severe and 
telling blow, through an investigation of those troubles, at the 
Republican party and its policy, and so affect the election, 

Mr. QUIGG. Will my colleague allow me to snggest that th 
charge was made also by the Democratic candidate for the Presi- 
dency in his speech of acceptance? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; that is very true. The Demo- 
crats in this House clamored for an investigation, and two resolu- 
tions were adopted, one upon the 12th day of May and the other 
upon the 7th day of July, 1892, authorizing the 8 Com- 
mittee of the House to make a thorough investigation of all the 
facts and the causes of those troubles, and whether or not there 
was any connection between the system of Federal taxation then 
in force, the McKinly tariff bill, and those strikes. 

The Judiciary Committee, through a subcommittee of which I 
had the honor to be one, did make thatinvestigation. They went 
to the scene of the troubles and took evidence. I hold the printed 
evidence in my hand. The subcommittee reported to the full 
committee, and the full committee reported to the House. Tho 
ene 3 report of that Democratic committee I now hold in my 
hand. [should add here that it was impossible to get that com- 
mittee, after the evidence was taken, to make a report upon the 
subject prior to the election. It was only in February, 1893, that 
we extracted from them their views on the subject. I desire to 
read now 3 the majority of the Democrats said on that 

i 


subject— s, on the subject of any possible connection between 
the Homestead troubles and the M ley tariff bill. Their report 
says: 


A 1 of the instruction of the House to your committee was: 
= sy ba whether or not the employment of Pinkerton detectives has 
ection with ” : 


to the le of this 


present system of Federal taxation. 
instruction, we say that the employment of 
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Pinkerton detectives has no connection with the t e of eee 
taxation. If there be any question of dri taxa’ id e divide on 

with the tenable at Homestead, on that the committee ae lik vide on 
party lines, and hence no reference to it is made in this report. 


‘ 


There was also 55 rt from the minori = — Democrats on 
t committee, D. Bynum and C. Layton, in 
h on this S t they say: 


TEINE e os oF ee. 
to the final 
prar e ot A tes gota on detectives o — 


eee eee eee t iS had. 3 t the system 

Bla not prevent 2 tat they can not from 

What uence the present of the rates of wages paid tc 

growth and ustries and Ps wages 

e upon which there is a radical bi 
n. 


ut honest 
and nothing Would Doi Sai entering this 2 field o of in- 
d speculation in 


a 6 Bane est, released ice on the su 
. Ray, of New York, eee 


W. D. BYNUM. 
F. C. LAYTON. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York 


Y of New York. I ask for five minutes more. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object to that. 
We want to offer some amendments. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Just giveme long enough toread these 


There was no objection. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. BRODERICK said: 

considera’ Ë all the evid it is clear to my mind that the tariff 
a T. > for this this or similar labor 


bh Good w: at but the work was laborious, 
. are Pat order of @ laborers refused to 


the pro reduction, the works were closed, and the conflict was 
soon precipita’ 
I conclude, therefore, that, as a Ae or these troubles betw: em- 
ral S Sea the cas en: lo; rs and transportation fro 85 me 
tates; yment, use, an om 
te of priva a armed bodies of men should be so restricted as to prohibit a 
S 
Mr. Buchanan, of New Jersey, said: 
I pass now to the ee Se ee ee ve 
to ay upon the subject of the tariff 5 omestead 
strike. It is quite „as 3 that the to = 
was to asce! wha any, existed between the — 
t at Hi detectives and our present system = 
taxa’ committee have o 
5 woe inevitable, tias the presens of yy tr 4 so had a 
ver empio; en ertons. does no 
N to criticise its con- 


sideration ‘would prevent the peat that this instruction was 
ficially drawn. 
Mr. Ray of New York said on the subject: 


the othe roposition, Whether or not the employment of Pinker- 
3 fran hess any commection with the t system of Federal taxa- 


— of men makes possible dis- 
9 FT 


such 
. the existence pas proia ere 

red propert etectives and watchmen fi e 8 
the emy E vo tarl we mite Hkely this is true. If we had 
p Sak have but few 8 and pS tle 
be no 


rton 12 

y found there July 4, 1892. 

rwa re is any connection between the 
moyon of — — po pua vaa and the el system of Federal tax- 


aiei is admitted that our VVV laws build up an industries 
and enable us to produce just such products as as "shoes 5 — 
Carnegie milisin sufficient quantities reg supply the needs of our trade an 
ts of our people. It is contended that such laws are eer fer 
Tie benefit of area in manufactories of this to 
foreign co tition in such products; that it also results in overpro- 
ction at home, and that with o N comes a reduction in the mar- 


et price of the manufactured e aricept eee id 
per the engaged inthe protected dustries. It is the ed that re 
du in wages paid result ina ‘bance of the laws o trade—of su 
and demand— mt, and that in this way 5 ts 
e laboring man and is the parent of ts, combines, lockouts, and es. 
th ( fact) the inference is sought to be drawn 


disturbance of the laws of trade, of supply and Soman no reĝuction 

8, no discontent, no trusts, com! Then. it 
inferred, would come the happy of our 
ports to unrestricted foreign competition, the of our markets with 

r m. in short, absolute free e. It is said by some: 
“The high protection extended by Congress to man 1 
e investment of capital in the manufacture of iron oat Nare until 

tural stimulant has induced too 1874 only 1,000 


„While in 1890 the produc- 
urbs the laws of trade, of 


pe ee steel e mpanood in this coun 
protection dis 
supply an demand ar and pace reg a 3 for cutting down expenses of the 


e disappoints the yoke e dis the | arent peg de at Aang 
sappo! man, n com 
onts, and and strikes. 38888000 
can help it, though he is largely responsible for it. He asks for 
ection be he 8 and 7 — e consequences. It disturbs labor 
essing and foster it.” 
ho make above-quoted claim fail to consider the fact that tens 
of thousands of laborers in this country would be 33 out of — . 
avo 5 were the La? 1 tariff removed and 0 
or wor ve uced, without any corre- 
sponding benei agos paid would be very largely reauceg, without any conte 
„ chea; foreign labor, as would be the case were our markets 
len com tition. Would not this produce discontent 
that all American wor 
of American markets su 
our labor idle, our w: 
ge lg oa oe and oar gold | going abroad | to recompense f. 


foreign lands 
not excessive or over im 
res E E eye ae 


r ployed. 
toou people: b. u, Pay Por POF 


t 5 
the condition of the masses of gur people i, ten want y vould 


tariff there is no connection 8 o empl 
m detectives or watchmen and the present system of taxation, 
re woul an and native comnaction with the substituted s 
3 e 6 
a free-trade : à 


a that every citizen conf 
3 t does . to tho 


ts, and laborers— ar ale e wealth. 

F to manage his property as he pleases is a natural 
one, but ays sub; to the t of t W 
trol. No law shou enacted for the purpose of g any one 


or class of persons, any one ration or class of tions, to. 
3 bis would be class legislation and destructive of our liberties: 


laws should be designed for vornment, and oppor- 

8 — col be itt “allt live ot d wealth. 
comme en ones or 0 well and amass 

C T the citizens 


of the state or nation enacting them, and when ey soe framed with these 
shee view and carried into practical operation, nation and allits citi- 


ve. tariff laws, ee ome 


—— ae E 

ug ces, while every 
emand, commanding wages more than double those 
and from twice to ten times greatbr than 


and amount of labor in the Sot favored countries of 
Å increased from 


steadily from Ten $18,000,000, 00 40 $5,000, 000,000. our 
wn ; our 
farms from 2,000; to 6, This wealth is more © evenly buted 
among the plo than 15 any yei country, and ö ‘or education 

to Our p: iy, is marvelous, and we have moved to the front 
of the nations with su 


strides that their jealousy has been aroused 
every effort — to bri our American rae gions Roar fr into disre- 
merchants and 


misf men or e toa: 
“War, 5 and famine, — Spee greates 
are named ction, — the Ia 


a the d redo geet fresh 

e de 8 

Slams ind fhe of Lon nA tay, aroni Hracteibuted tothe work- 
Eadie by sm a a 


don, Paris, 
ae of the ESS 
thrift, and e system th 
and posts — sad well. 


— of an- 


we- tariff laws of ther 1 
2 — join 


The McKinley tariff mater! designed to lighten the burdens of our middle 
has been made subject of the most bitter criticism and ee 
ve been denounced as 6 the poor, the builders of combines 
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The McKinley bill was not designed, nor did its framers promise by it, to 
merease the wages paid to labor. It was d. ed and intended to preserve 
the wages of la at the 3 — existing K ower the cost of the 


roducts of the home far: factories, worksh to kee 
thas: in active operation, to vay Hae ent and far ‘compensation to all 
3 OOE and so cheapen the cost of living while increasing ts 
ones 


the repo! mmi 
States demonstrate that the products of our farms and factories have been 
largely increased in quantity and value by the same amount of labor, while 
the cost of living has been materially reduced and the wages to our 
workmen have been almost uniformly inc .. Exportations of our prod- 
ucts have been also largely increased and trade has been healthfully stimulated 
and extended with foreign nations. Business em ents and failures 
have decreased in number as well as in the amount involved, and the credit 
of the nation has alsosteadily improved. But few strikes have occurred, and 
there has been a constantly growing confidence between capital and labor. 
The evidence in this case demonstrates that Homes itself, a city of 
upward of 12,000 people has grown up under the stimulus of the iron and 
steel works located a t point; that many of the workmen formerly em- 
loyed in those mills have so 5 that Shey bere builded themselves 
e and become the owners of other houses, which they rent; that man 
and well to do in life. Others not only own their homes, bu 
the accumulated sa from their earnings. One 
reluctantly admitted that 


are now re 


© 
McLu e apy thata 
duty on steel billets affected aesa mar ane of 

u e 


m t Hom thei with the Carn Com . — 

ployees as con 85 pany was. 

8 sli scale based upon the selling price of su illets. He also 
mills 


his country for the production 


see an E there has 
been an overp: has n, the evidence of 


McLuckie on this 
crease 


uc 


y. 
If overproduction caused the reduction of the selling or market price of 
10 Sts in 1891 and Sy ran too much employment had bean aie 
bor in this department of the Homestead mills and it was a question o 
m, who should the: receive no w: at all, or of remedy- 
CFC 
continu 8 
malgamated Association could not reasonably object to this. But, on 
other d, if the reduction of the duty on ingots reduced the market or 
selling price and so redu the wages earned by the Homestead workmen, 
it 8 the necessi: ana — — ro a protective — 1 5 e 
an see but one argumen egitima u ani 0 
$ ection will carry with it thi 


les there Nor. 

u ve g to do with oa reine in the market or sell- 
ing price of steel billets. The increased produc the decrease 
were the lt of proved machinery and methods of 
enabled the same number of employees to turn out a much larger 


0 ae y bill -Was one o 2 4 aora irapa bi agai 233 ar 
been me: gu posed. ‘ore a r cent o 
rara 5 — s 4 7 e, after its enactment only about t r cent 
5 on articles of n y to the 
ee Af — much extended. On all the products 
e taria u by the 


Duty, 
McKinley 
bill. 
Cents. 
Beams, girders, eto . 1} cent 0.9 
Pil 2242 do er 8 
8 4 
R DT E A T 4 
me eee 8 
Rails RN, $17, or about 0.8 cent. 8 
ware nails $ cents 2 5 
plice bars 1 
und iron 1.1 
iron IS cents 8 
PW ³ðüm »» f[fneeene cow uccuadebanauess 1.25 


There was no increase of importations of any of these articles after the 
McKinley bill went into effect, and there was no competition between any of 
these productions and any imported 9 excepting beams only. 

Improved machinery and improved methods of production can not be rea- 
sonably obj to by the workmen, nor do they, so far as we can learn, 
object. In fact, the workmen in all the manufactories of the country can be 
credited with having among their numbers inventors, who have been labori- 
ous, active, and energetic in devising new, improved, and labor-saving ma- 
chinery, and new and improved methods of production. 

Tf the introduction of these improved methods has r ted in increased 
production, the reduction of the cost of the product to the consumer, anda 
necessity for the reduction of wages paid to labor in the san industry, 
we can not charge these results in any degree to our tective system. 

It is in no way sible, nor can we connect the one with the other 
without at the same time admitting that a protective sree is the parent of 
improvement and pro „and that it stimulates and develops mechanical 
and inventive skill and genius. 

Mr. ick, superintendent of the Carnegie Company's works, testified 
clearly and emphatically that there was no connection bebwasn, the proposed 


reduction of wages and the tariff, or between the falling off in the mark 
price of steel billets and the reduction of the duty on importations like 
products of the Homeste: 

Asthe ey had been some time in operation, with duties redni 
as above stated, it can not reasonably be claimed that high tariff duties h 


the company, as to 
. It was not possible for tho company ta 


advance just what the demand would be or what amount of steel 


es engaged in the same business. 
uction in any business, and human 


It seems strange, indeed, that any citizen of the United States should be 


1890, increased the output of our iron mills from 91,000 
ingots. At all times during ae 
a 


ouble, and sometimes more than double, what was paid in Europe tor me 
p work. used o 
of the immense iron mills necessary for carrying on this business were 
duced from our forests and quarries and mines, and put in form by our labor: 
that the coal and iron used in the 3 these k ingots was dug fr. 
our mines, and of which materials we have an suppl „and thai 
8 uring those sixteen years were enabl ‘A earn th 


b 
be sparing in our condemnation of a pro th 
demn end criticise we should praise, rar it can not be 2 denied 


ern from 1874 


ros 


ralized our wọrkingmen. 
Labor is sensitive but ona and it can not be fooled with the 
that protection is the parent of strikes. In the United States, under 
Tasetie: system, are of rare occurren 
le, when we com our condition with that of the er 
nations of the earth. strik Homestead was not a question of wages, 


en 
for birt bys 8,400 out — 8,800 had made and concluded a satisfactory con- 


tract as e wages to d for the three FC 

it occurred, Lig bod con for supre between organized labor, thi 
ted tion of Iron and Steel Workers, and organized ca 

the e Steel Company, . Had the Amalgamated ti 

note: ; had the 8,400 not been o’ by its rules to abide the fortunes 

of the 400 who were receiving by far the highest wages; wor! i 

been free to exercise and act on own ju ent as he thought best for his 


own individual interest, unfettered by e edicts of the officers of that asso- 
ciation, no * 
But the officers of that body had pronounced its ultimatum, and when the 


uestion ly lost U 
We raise no question of the right of Gene to organize and 18 8 
t d „ Even o - 


organized 
k in harmon hand in d. 5 ding mutual 
wor move see an m 

ity, aa thoy wil when neither goska to oppress fho other. ad ne 
e have of W. es rty, 
and labor is the best of all. It produces personal ropa and: ‘makes rea 
estate valuable. Its interests must be guarded and pro The protec: 
tariff is the guardian and protector of labor, and has ever sought to 


ction must go one further and close our doors 
importation of foreign labor that seeks not to make the Uni 
manent home. And it must 


the toofree 
States its per- 
careful as to the quality of that which is ade 
mitted. With tion property restricted and culled we shall fin 
tators and ana ts out of business, labor more hly repented; its 
es and just demands always considered and acceded to, and strikes in 
this country will be not only unn but unknown. We want no nobil- 
ity except 8 of honest labor and intelligent action. We are opposed 
to all laws which concentrate wealth or political power in a few banda. 
We want a strong government, but one that commands the respect and ad- 
miration and su not only of all its citizens but of all Sp zod 8 
o, and one that 


Government must be of the people and for the 
oer: but we can not have this ea 


respects and protects every worker and 
8 to te Atap eda ae ground for e criminals and outcasts of the O 


World. We welcome all honest, industrious nts who can understan 
our laws, who can te with our le, and who can love and defen 
our institutions. policy, with pro on for and encouragement to our 
home industries, make usa homogeneous people and an undivided and 
indivisible nation. 


I concur in asking that the committee be disc! ed from the further con- 
panon of the resolutions, for the reason that Congress has no power tọ 
egislate effectively in the premises, or to prohibit or to the employ- 


ment of armed or watchmen, whether belonging e Pinkerton ð 
any other agency, that being a pre tive of each State, and for the furthe 
reason that I can not discover that “the employment of Pinkerton detectiv: 


has any connection with the present system of Federal taxation,” and ha 

deemed it my duty to answer that question directly, for the reason, princi- 

RicWinloy it hal resulted in a reduction of wages and comscyjuen di 

u 5 to labor, and that the troubles at Homestead were resultant 
eretrom. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have simply read these extracts, Mr, 
Chairman, in order to show that that committee, Democratic in 
its make-up, were united in saying that there was no connection 
whatever between the strikes at Homestead and the bloodshed 
occurring there and the system of Federal taxation then in force, 
which was the McKinley tariff bill. 

I trust that our Democratic friends will be content to go to the 
country on the merits and demerits of this bill now under discus- 
sion—permit it to work out its own fate. I trust that the facts of 
history will not be perverted, and that we shall hear no more 
charges that a protective tariff produces strikes or mobs; no fur- 
ther assertion that a protective tariff produced the strike, riot, 
and bloodshed at Homestead in 1892, 


[Mr. SULZER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DINGLEY. Iyield to the gentleman from Ohio, who has 
a committee amendment to offer. 


1897. : 
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The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no-objection. a ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to present the following amendment 
to the bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEO. 27. That all articles mentioned in the several schedules of this act 
which shall be imported into the United States between the Ist day of 
April, 1897, and the date of the of this act, and which were pora 
chased and directed by the owner to be shipped for import into the United 
States by any person prior to April 1, 1897, bear 
char; upon Similar articles in this act; and such duties are hereby made a 
lien on such articles wherever and in whatsoever hands found, except in 
the hands of persons who hold them for final consumption and have no pur- 
pose to sell or with the same or any part or product of the same, and 
éxcept also in the hands of persons shown to have obtained such articles 
without notice of the provisions of this act; and any person, not such final 
consumer or holder without notice, having obtained an interest in or posses- 
sion of any such article or articles so subject to duty, except as a common 
carrier or warehouseman, sh liable for the payment of such duties 
thereon, and the same may be recovered with interest, but without penuti 
in an action or suit by the United States inst such penon or ery 
any district or circuit court thereof. And a rsons liable under this act for 
such duty, or any part thereof, in respect of any shipment, „or lot of 
any such article or articles may be joined in the same action for such recovery, 
without regard to the mutuality or nature of interests or defenses, and such 
pas or several judgments or decrees may be rendered therein, including 

he enforcement of any such lien, as justice or equity may req In exe 
such case the process of the court in the district where the action or suit 
brought, and where one defendant resides and is ser run toand 
ma) served on any defendant in any other district. 

R is hereby made the 1 oe A of the Secretary of the Tre to prescribe 
and enforce suitable re; ons to carry out the provisions of this section, 
including the retention in the bonded warehouses of the United States, or 
any other place where such goods are deposited, samples of such goods until 
required for evidence or any such trial. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That whenit is shown to the satisfaction of the Secre! of the 
Treasury that articles are manufactured, controlled, or produ in the 
United States by a trust or trusts, the importation of such articles from for- 
eign countries shall be free cf duty until such manufacture, control, or pro- 
duction shall have ceased, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


{Ap lause on the Democratic side,] 
Y: DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the amendment to the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should be glad to have the gentleman state 
why it is not germane. 

r. DINGLEY. The committee amendment is intended to 
make the duties imposed by this bill retrospective under certain 
conditions. An amendment to the amendment directed to that 
yd would be in order, but this one is directed to an entirely 


erent object. ù $ A 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order 
inst the original 1 aie 
r. DINGLEY. The gentleman is too late. 
Mr. McRAE. Why am I too late? 
The CHAIRMAN. Because an amendment to the amendment 
has been submitted, and a point of order has been raised against 


that. 

Mr. McRAE. But the amendment has not been discussed or 
disposed of. 

e CHAIRMAN. But an amendment to the amendment has 

been presented and read and a point of order is made upon it. 

Mr. McRAE. When a member rises to make a point of order, 
Isubmit that it is unfair for the Chair to recognize another gen- 
tleman and then say that it is too late to make the point of order. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Arkansas is not in 
3 Does the gentleman from Maine desire to discuss his point 
of order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Idonot. The point has already been ruled 


upon. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made 
i 2 the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
. DOCKERY]. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, there are gentlemen on this 
side who desire to be heard on the point of order. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair expressly asked if the gentleman 


the same duties to be 


e 
desired to be heard. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Probably our attention was diverted for the 
moment by the colloquy which was going on between the Chair 
and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

The MAN. The Chair does not decline to hear the gen: 
tleman upon his point of order, although the Chair asked hi 
whether he desired to discuss it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The amendment offered by the committee is 
retroactive in its nature, and proposes to tax certain articles on a 
day fixed in the coming month and prior to the enactment of the 
law. The amendment I have off does not place articles upon 
the free list, except upon certain conditions stated in the amend- 
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| it, I will make the motion and relieve him of the responsib 


ment, to wit, when those articles are produced or controlled by a 
trust or trusts in this country. The amendment provides tha 
when such conditions exist, like articles imported during the con- 
tinuance of the trust shall be admitted free of duty, and authority 
is given to the Secretary of the Treasury to determine the fact of 
the existence of the trust, or the time during which the trust con- 
tinues. In the onecase yon propose to impose taxation upon arti- 
cles by retroactive legislation and provide judicial machinery to 
enforce that provision. In the other case we look to the future 
and, under certain conditions, exempt from tation imported arti- 
cles—that is to say, articles which are produced or controlled in 
the United States by atrust. The one proposition is retrospective, 
levying taxation and higher duties; the other is prospective, and, 
un je certain conditions, entirely exempts imported articles from 
taxation. 

The main question raised by the amendment and by the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and which is to be considered by the 
Chair, is the question of taxation. Under certain limitations tax- 
ation is imposed and relates to the past. Under the limitations 
expressed in the amendment offered by me, articles are to be ex- 
empted from taxation in the future. Let not the Chair confuse 
the issue. The issue raised, both by the amendment of the com- 
mittee and by my amendment to it, is the question of taxation. 
It seems that the amendment is germane to the original proposi- 


on. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what my friend 
from Missouri has so well said, I desire to say that I concede that 
this amendment of the committee is in order, offered, as it is, as 
an independent section to come in at the conclusion of the bill. 
The instruction of the Committee on Ways and Means was that 
it should be offered not at any particular point in the bill, because 
if offered there the question would arise as to whether it was ger- 
mane or not, but that it should be offered as an independent and 
concluding paragraph, and, being so offered, I believe it is in order, 
It is in order because it is in harmony with the general purposes 
of this bill, which seem to be to tax the American people, both 
before and after, as heavily as possible. [Laughter.] But, Mr. 
Chairman, if it be admitted to be in order upon the ground that 
itis in harmony with the general p ses of the bill, then the 
only way to hold that the amendment of my friend from Missouri 
is not in order is to hold that his amendment is not in harmony 
with the general pu s of the bill. 

Now, if it be true that your bill is really intended to encourage 
the industries of the country, and if it be also true that the organ- 
ization and operation of trusts destroy the industries of the United 
States, then I submit to the candor of the House and to the judg- 
ment of the Chair that any proposition which looks to the protec- 
tion of the people against trusts is designed to protect their indus- 
ae and must be in harmony with the general purposes of this 

This amendment can only be successfully resisted by admittin 
that it is not the purpose of your bill to destroy the trusts an 
combinations which exist; and if you are willing to go to the 
country with that admission on yon lips, we are willing to go to 
the country with that issue to be decided. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, under the rules of the House 
no amendment to any amendment which has been offered is in 
order unless it is germane or on the same subject as the amend- 
ment which it is proposed to amend. The amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is to incorporate 
in this bill certain provisions imposing duties upon certain arti- 
cles retrospectively under certain conditions. Any amendment 
that addresses itself to that subject of making duties retrospective 
would be in order to this amendment; but an amendment on an- 
other subject, with no reference to this particular subject, if pre- 
sented as an amendment to the amendment, is not in order under 
the rules of the House. The Chair has already ruled repeatedly, 
under substantially the same conditions, sustaining the view which 
I have presented. 


The CHAIRMAN. The roposition is so clear to the Chair that 
it seems unnecessary to make any statement. The Chair sustains 
the point of order. 


r. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know what 
is the 8 on the other side as to the length of time this 
question should be debated? 

Mr. BAILEY. What does the gentleman from Ohio believe 
would be a fair allowance of time? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I think under existing circumstances one 
hour would be fair. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, we are exceedingly anxious to 
have a full and fair discussion of this proposition, and at the same 
time we are just as anxious to reach two particular schedules in 
the bill. If we agree to an hour's discussion on this question, it 


renders it almost impossible to reach those schedules. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Texas would Sed 
ity. 
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t was that unless 
e question, the discussion would 


Mr. BAILEY. What I was going to s 
there is some agreement upon t 
probably occupy more than an hour. Iam not willing myself to 


assume the responsibility of making an agreement prac- 
tically puts it out of the power of the House to reach those sched- 
ules. I think the gentleman might make his motion, or proceed 
under the rule as it exists. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should not be willing to limit ourselves 
to the five-minute debate; but if the gentleman does not want over 
half an hour consumed upon this question, I sug, that we de- 
bate the proposition for that time, dividing the time equally be- 
tween the two sides, the gentleman from Texas e the 
time on his side. 

Mr. BAILEY. I cir amt cay the gentleman from Ohio did 
not catch my remark before—that if we should consent that an 
hour be spent upon this amendment—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The proposition now is half an hour—fifteen 
minutes on a side. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, I amsure that would be no waste of time. 
There would be more time than that consumed anyhow. I am 
pe aly willing to agree that fifteen minutes be occupied on each 

e 


The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that thirty 
minutes be allowed for the discussion of this amendment, to be 
divided equally—fifteen minutes to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and fifteen by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thirty minutes in all for the discussion of 
the amendment and all amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be the understanding. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] is recognized. 

Mr. VANDIV Will the gentleman allow an amendment to 
be read before the discussion begins? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the House and also of the country, if the country is interested 
in it, to the very singular position of the gentleman from Missouri 
in regard to the question of trusts. Frantic attempts have been 
made to introduce upon this bill certain legislative amendments 
with regard to trusts. I think gentlemen do not understand that 
the Democratic party, when it passed the Wilson bill, provided some 
very satisfactory (to them) provisions on the subject of trusts—the 
very provisions which have been offered over and over again on 
this floor as a sort of “bluf.” The Democrats at that time copied 
those provisions from the McKinley law. They are still the law 
of the land, and will be the law of the land if this bill should be 
83 law. Now, I hope I have relieved the mind of m 

iend from Missouri so that he can sleep at night. [Laughter. 
We have not repealed them. The Democrats got them from us, 
as they have gotten from us eve 1 iden that they have 
adopted in the last half century. e have saved them as a part 
of the laws of the land. The gentlemen have been offering as 
amendments the very sections that are still in force and are not 
to be in any way affected by this legislation. Over and over 
again gentlemen here have been sending the declaration out to 
the country that we are in favor of trusts because we will not 
allow them to put upon this bill as amendments provisions 
which are now the law of the United States of America. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, upon the somewhat novel provision that 
we have here 8 

Mr. MOODY. I do not want to 5 gentleman in the 
course of his general remarks, but I should like to ask him whether 
the provisions of this amendment are to be limited to imports by 
citizens of the United States alone? Why should they not exten 
to imports by residents or imports by anybody? 8 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In copying the provision there has evi- 
dently been an omission, which will be corrected at the pro 
time. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts for calling my attention to it. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill embraces proposed legislation which we 
expect to be passed some time during this spring or summer; and 

Ə proposition of this amendment is that when passed it shall 
operate back upon certain importations made after the ist day of 
April. There are two questions that arise here: First, is it legal 
and constitutional Reid ns this law? Second, is it expedient and 
wise todoso? I think the wisdom of it will not be questioned, 
even by gentlemen on the other side. So I will direct my remarks 
say to the question = Bx: res a eet s 

ot everything is within the power o mgress; but things no 
forbidden asa manatee of legislation by Congress are usually legal 
and constitutional. I plant myself, for the purposes of this argu- 
ment, upon the language of Judge Cooley, in his work on Consti- 
tutional Limitations, under the head of Retrospective laws,” 
on page 461: 
There are numerous cases which hold that re 


obnoxious to the constitutional objection, while in others the: 
held to be void. The different decisions have been based upon 


tive laws are not 


the facts which make different principles applicable. There is no doubt 
the 175 of the legislature to pass statutes Which reach back to and e —.— 
or m ity the effect of prior tions, provided retr ve laws are 
not forbidden eo nomine by the State constitution, and — —. ed further that 
no objection exists to them than their retrospective character. 


I lay that down 
Mr. SETTLE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there is 
not a distinction in this dy Soy e the power of a State leg- 


islature and the powers of 

Mr. GROS VOR. The gentleman ought not to break in with 
an argument of that kind now. 

Mr. SETTLE. The gentleman said, as I understood, that Con- 
prons might do anything that is not forbidden. As I understan 

ngress can not do anything except in pursuance of the powers 
delegated to it. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Thegentlemanis trying to make m speech 
on that point before I get to it. He ought to wait. I — trying 
to make a legal argument which will bring me necessarily to the 
point which the gentleman now seeks to raise before I get there. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman from Ohio, as I understand, is 
contending that Congress under certain limitations has the power 
to pass a retr: tive law. 

Mr. GROS OR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. I have no doubt about that, but I wish to ask 
the gentleman how this can be considered a r tive law? As 
I understand, the bill provides that it shall take effect on the ist 
of May. Now, by this amendment it is provided that as to certain 
articles it shall take effect on the 15th of April. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Ist of April. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, that date has not yetcome. Non con- 
stat the Senate may this bill on the 31st day of March, if we 
get it over there. How, then, is this a retrospective law unless 
some one can maintain that by its terms it undertakes to be opera- 
tive upon the oe 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a pretty fine distinction. Iam talk- 
ing upon the assumption that this bill will not be by both 
Houses and become a law on the 3ist of March. Nobody doubts 
that if it should become a law to-day it would not be retrospective. 
But I am proceeding gupon the assumption (which we all know to 
be the fact) that it will not become a law to-day. 

Now, Is be glad if I may be allowed to proceed a while with- 
out interruption. Ordinarily, when I am engaged in a political 
debate, I do not object to being interrupted; but if gentlemen will 
let me proceed for a while with this legal argument, I shall be very 
much obliged to them. 

Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the provisions of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Itcontains a limitation on the power 
of Congress to a bill of attainder or an ex t facto law. 
That is one limitation bearing on this class of legislation. Then 
comes the strong argument which has prevailed in many of the 
courts of the country under section 10 of the Constitution, which 
provides that no State shall pass any ex post facto law or law 
impairing the obligation of contracts,” etc., showing that it was 
the p of the Constitution, it being understood that this 
power should exist somewhere, to refuse the right to the States 
and thereby retain it in Congress. 

Now, I must make only a skeleton of an argument. I find a 
case on this subject reported in Cranch as far back as 1806. In 
that case, which was argued before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, Mr. Breckenridge, then Attorney-General, took 
ground in favor of the right to enact legislation in this direction. 
In deciding the case, the Supreme Court laid down, on page 412, 
this broad proposition: 

Words in a statute ought not to have a i 
are so clear, strong, and imperative that 8 . to 
them, or unless the intention of the legislature can not be otherwise satisfied, 

The provision of this bill is absolutely clear, plain, and unmis- 
es ble. The = reme Ray of 1 State of 2 in which pe 

ere is no prohibition against the passage of retrospective laws, 
defines what is to be togaraed as an ex post facto law under the 
5 of that State and the Constitution of the United 

A e law is not necessarily ex post facto. The term “ex 
facto” ap only to criminal laws such as make acts innocent when done 

„or if criminal when done, Segrevate the crime, increase the pun- 
ishment, or reduce the measure thereof. 

These decisions indicate the position that we take in regard to 
the provision now offered as an amendment to this bill. Assum- 
ing that this bill shall be passed at a day later than the ist day of 
April, it will be retrospective in that it will go back and fix duties 
upon imported goods that may have been ordered and shipped 
into the country after the Ist of April. This provision is a v 
liberal one—much more so than I wish it might have been. It 
does not affect the introduction of goods now afioat or now ordered 
to be shipped, but it does affect everything which may be here- 
after im ed into the United States. I think gentlemen on the 
other side, especially those who were leaders in the construction 
of the Wilson bill, will scarcely controvert either the legal right 


1897. 


tee right or the propriety of passing this sort of 
on 


the 
legisla F 
e Wilson bill was retrospective in every section and line of 
fit. It was passed and took effect on the 28th day of August, yet it 
carried its 3 Denk and fixed the duties on imported goods 
on the ist day of August. 

Not only was the entire law retrospective in that regard, 
though it has been well said that that was unintentional in Con- 
gress, but the law itself is all full of retrospective legislation. 
There was the income-tax law. The act assessing it went into 
jeffect on the 28th day of August, but it went back and levied a tax 

m every dollar that was thereby subject to taxation, beginning 

the jist day of the preceding January. It is true that law has 

— 5 heid unconstitutional, but not upon that ground. 4 
Now, the Wilson bill did more than that. By section 48 it took 
hisky in bond and whisky ont of bond, whisky that had been 
1 under the 90-cent tax, Whisky that had been put 
into the Government warehouse under the 90-cent rate, and placed 
it under the operation of the law the next August. 
though the whi might have been in the bonded warehouse 
‘for four years, it added 20 cents tax to the original tax upon that 
article. It provided Tor giving additional bond. 

Mr. WHEELER of bama. Will the gentleman read the 
A in the Burr case? Will he please read the last paragraph 

it—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not going to read it now. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is just the reverse of what 

ou say. ‘The decision says the Wilson bill was retrospective. It 
ys: 
| The act of October 1, 1890, was not repealed by the act of August, 1804, until 
the latter act became a law. 

«Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not understand that the question of 

trospective came into the decision of the court excepting upon 
‘the general operation of the bill. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
messee Ba RICHARDSON]. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Chairman, it was not possible for us 

to hear all the authorities produced by the distin hed gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. The one authority I produce 

‘is found in 159 United States eke Sai It is a decision which 

grows out of a question arising under the Wilson law. It seems 

me the principle decided in that case is absolutely conclusive 

as to this amendment, and shows that it will be inoperative and 
void if it is to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have only five minutes, and the gen- 
tleman will see that I can not yield to him to read from the case. 
‘I have the case here and shall read from it. I would yield to the 
gentleman if I had time. I do not want to be impolite, but I have 


‘not the time to yield. k 3 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the plain question made by this amend- 
ment is whether or not g imported after to-morrow, the ist 
day of April, provided this bill becomes a law, one, two, or three 
day of April, p 
months from now, shall be taxed under the present law or under 
the bill now under consideration. 
I say that question was squarely submitted to the court under 
the Wilson law. The case is reported in 159 United States Re- 
at page 78, and is the case of The United States vs. Burr. 
I ask the attention of the committee for a moment as to the 
particular point in that case. I read from the syllabus: 
rt of New York A 7,1 tered at th 
„ 7 — er py Rae 8. 1804, 42 the ane oa Aide ted as 
‘entered at the custom-house August 28, 1894, on which day the act of 
August, 1894, became a law without the Gy 778 of the President, are sub- 
ect to duty under the act of October 1, 1800 (the McKinley law), and not to 
the duty under the act of August 28, 1804. The provision in section 1 of 
e tariff act of 184, which took effect A 28 of that year, that from and 


‘after the Ist day of August, 1504, there s be levied, collected, and d 
upon articles imported from foreign countries the rates of duty p: bed 
es 


|by that act does not apply to transactions completed when the act 
'a law. 


Now I say that is the statement of the case. This case was 
decided by Chief Justice Fuller of the United States Supreme 
Court. 

The facts as agreed upon are as set out in the syllabus of the 
case which Ihave read. The court makes this statement of facts: 


It was stipulated in the circuit court that the Ep dos compaing the firm 
of Burr & Hardwick, the importers, were James M. Burr and Charles C. Hard- 
wick; that the merchandise in controversy consisted of cotton laces: that 

merchandise, if dutiable under the act of October 1, 1890 (the McKinley 
law), was dutiable at & per cent ad valorem under the provision for cotton 
laces contained in 8 373 of Schedule J of that act; and that if the 
merchandise was dutiable under the act of August 28, 1894, it was dutiable at 
50 per cent ad valorem under the provisions for cotton laces in paragraph 276 
‘of Bchedule Jof the latter act. 


I will not read more of it. I would if I had time. The question 
Was fairly and squarely presented as to these goods coming in be- 
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tween the Ist day of August. 1894, and the date when the bill 
became a law, or August 28, 1894. The court held that they should 
be taxed, not under that law the Wilson law but under the 
McKinley law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me just a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not. The other side has had fifteen 
minutes. I can not yield. Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that 
the court, having held in the case [have just cited that he popas 
were dutiable under the McKinley law, must hold that g im- 
ported into the United States on and after to-morrow, the ist day 
of ant the date fixed in this amendment, and prior to the date 
on which this bill becomes a law, if it should ever become a law, 
would be dutiable under the law now in force. Such a decision 
would be exactly in line with the case I have just read. It can 
not be otherwise under that decision. It must follow, therefore, 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, if adopted, will 
be nugatory and will wholly fail of its alleged purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to speak of one other consideration in 
the proposed amendment. I must speak hurriedly. Iwanttosay 
to the gentleman from Ohio if it be true that you would have a 
right to tax goods brought into the United States between those 
dates at a higher rate, what are you going to do with goods 
brought in where this bill reduces the tax upon them? Are you 
going to refund it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] A man 

rings goods into the United States after to-morrow, and before 
the p of the bill, upon which this law reduces the import 
duties. There may be but few of them, but I submit, respectfully, 
under this amendment you would be compelled to refund those 
duties. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The suggestion no doubt is true; but there 
will be so little it will have no practical effect. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, I take it that this House does 
not want to doa foolish thing. I hope I will have the attention 
of gentlemen upon this proposition, because this ought to bea non- 
Sede question. The law that the gentleman has cited, decided 

y the Supreme Court of the United States, holds in effect that 
you can not have two laws in force at the same time. Now, any 
man of common sense knows that. You can not repeal one law 
until the other takes effect. I suppose nobody would be foolish 
enough to pretend you could. en I say, gentlemen, you can 
not repeal the Wilson law until the Dingley law takes effect; and 
until the Dingley law goes into effect the Wilson law is in effect. 

Now, then, the Supreme Court held that because the McKinley 
law was in effect until the Wilson law went into effect, therefore 
goods which came in before the 28th day of August were subject 
to the duty under the McKinley law instead of the Wilson law. 
Now, then, the law, if you pass it, will be seeking to do what? 
You are seeking to repeal the Wilson bill before the Dingley bill 
is enacted. You can not do that. There is no court in this land 
that will hold that amendment, if passed, to be constitutional; 
and we are doing a foolish thing if we do it. I believe that every 
man here, if he will stop to consider, will see it is the law as has 
been cited, in effect until superseded by the taking of effect of 
another law; and the other law can not take effect until it is 


p K 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the tleman has expired. 
Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I submit for the information 

of the committee the following letter from a representative firm 

in the great cattle trade of t Buffalo, N. I regret that I 

did not receive it at an earlier date, as the subject-matter deserves 

the careful consideration of the committee: 


East BUFFALO, N. Y., March 30, 1897. 

DEAR Sin: In the matter of the application of the Dingley bill as applied 
to live cattle, there are certainly two sides to the question that deserve care- 
ful consideration. The strong of Protection for home industries may 
have, and in this particular case does, present unusual features. 

Previous to the removal of the quarantine that practically cut off the ship- 
ment of Canadian cattle to this country, the supply of feeding cattle demanded 
by those who make a business of feeding cattle for the market was very 
scarce. The supplies from amen. a Ohio, and Indiana of stock and feedin 
cattle had been almost exha' Was never in such abundance, — 
had it not been at Chis opportune time that cattle had been allowed 
to be marketed in the United States the great lus of corn held by the 
farmers of the country could not have been disposed of to sc blew W 

The majority of the cattle imported from Canada are stockers and feeders, 
so that they are a benefit instead of a detriment to our farmers, as they come 
in here thin and are fed and fattened 8 farmers, giving them a chance 
to dispose of their feed, enriching their land, and making the gain on the cat- 
tle both in weight and price from the time they begin fi g them until 


they are fit for the market. 
hey do not come in competition with fat cattle, and therefore have no 
effect on the price of cattle fattened by the farmers of this country. 

The pro increase in duty, according to the Dingley bill, shut out 
these cattle, and it will be a great detriment to our farmers, as well as shut- 
ting off a large revenue to the Government. 

e res ly ask you to use your influence toward having this section 
of the modified. 
Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. RowLAND B. MAHANY, Washington, D. C. 


RICE & WHALEY. 
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Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I shall limit what I have to say 
to a discussion of the question of whether retroactive legislation 


is within our power. I think I make no mistake in saying that 
there has never been a decision of the United States Supreme 
Court which held contrary to the general rulings of the court that 
it was perfectly competent for Congress to pass a retroactive stat- 
ute. None, however, will be construed to be such unless the in- 
tention is clearly expressed. This is the general principia The 
case of the United States against Burr, reported in 159 United 
States, in no sense touches that question. That case only construes 
the law as it is applicable to a certain state of facts, and the court 
held that the Wilson law did not in its intent apply to the facts in 
that case. The question of retroactive legislation was not in any 
sense involved, for the court, at the close of their opinion, made it 

erfectly clear what was in the mind of the court in their opinion 
in that case. The court say: 


As to such importations, the first section of the act of 1894 could not be lit- 
erally carried out unless by holding it to operate as a retrospective repeal, 
notwithstanding the ETN SASS and this we consider altogether i mis- 
sible. The lang of section 1 was that on and after the ist of August there 
shall be levied, and of the second section, that on and after the Ist 
ps certain enumerated articles when imported 

our judgment the word “shall” spoke for the future, an 
tended to apply to transactions when the act became a law. 


ay of Au- 
shall be exempt from duty. 
was not in- 


This shows that the court recognized the possibility of Congres- 
sional retroactive legislation, but only held as a matter of con- 
struction that Congress had not exercised and did not intend to 
exercise the power in that case. And not only has Congress the 
constitutional competency to legislate retroactively, but it has 
many times done it. In no single legislative act has it oftener 
been done than in the Wilson bill itself. A notable instance of 
it, and the one most directly applicable in principie and in policy 
to the proposed amendment offered by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, is in the internal-revenue feature of the bill, 

Under the laws as they existed previous to the act of August 
28, 1894, distilled spirits were, after being manufactured, placed 
in bonded warehouses, and were allowed to remain in bonded 
warehouses for a period of three years. When these spirits went 
into the bonded warehouse, they were taxable at 90 cents a gallon, 
and the law under which they were placed in bond limited the 
rate to that amount. Many millions of gallons of distilled spirits 
were in bonded warehouses long before the act of 1894 was con- 
templated, and the distillers made the most strenuous claim that 
there was at least a quasi contract with the Government that the 
tax should be limited to the rate provided by law when the spirits 
were produced and placed in warehouse several years before. 
But this contention, with much to appeal in behalf of its justice, 
was set aside by the Wilson law, and an increased tax of $1.10 per 
gallon fixed by that act was made to relate back and cover all di 
tilled spirits found in bonded warehouses after the pasate of that 
law, and in order that the United States might insure the collec- 
tion of the increased rates the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
was authorized to compel the distillers to give new bonds for the 
additional tax. In principle and in policy this legislation, as well 
as many of the income-tax provisions of that bill, as much in- 
fringe the rights of parties then existing as the proposed new sec- 
tion will infringe the rights of anybody now. Indeed, it is per- 
fectly apparent that they work infinitely more injustice under 
their more stringent retroactive effect. By the provisions of the 
pending amendmentall things which have been ordered or which 
were under way to the United States on the ist day of April are 
dutiable under the existing law, and it is only those that are 
ordered or purchased after this House has passed this bill which 
will come under its provisions as to increased duties, and the 
rights of innocent purchasers without notice are as well guarded 
as it is possible to do in a case like this. It will be well to remem- 
ber that it is the habit of the English Parliament to make the in- 
creased duties begin from the time of the introduction of the bill 
providing for them. 

If there be no doubt of the power—the constitutional compe- 
tency of Congress to pass this legislation—the only question is 
whether it is good policy and the exercise of wisdom to doit. The 
argument which was strongest with the committee, to influenc- 
ing its judgment, was that it would enable the United States and 
not speculative importers to get the benefit of the increased tax. 
The people generally, instead of a few, would get the advantage 
of it. It was thought more just that this should be the result than 
that a 3 only who were looking out for the main chance should 
get it all. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I submit herewith a letter 
from the Buffalo Glove and Whip Manufacturing Company in 
regard to paragraph 205 of the bill: 

BUFFALO, N. Y., February 15, 1897. 


Dan sin: As you are undoubtedly aware, the Wakefield Rattan Company, 
one of the firms forming the Cen Rattan Company, a trust, are making 
strenuous efforts to have reeds “not further manufactured than eut into 
lengths suitable for whips” taken from the free list and made dutiable. Were 


this to be done a direct blow would be struck to the whip-making ind % 
as such a duty on our principal raw material would crusn out the independ- 
ent 5 nal 75 and leave the reed business controlled by the Wakefield Com- 
pany. e Wakefield Rattan Company import their rattans and remove the 
scale on this side, while with the independent importers the cutting is done 
abroad and my importthereeds. If the interests of the whip manufacturers 
are consulted, the new tariff bill will have the wording of paragraph 684 of 
the present tariff, and we can not recommend too earnestly that this be done. 
We thank you very much for your attention, and hope our protest will meet 
with yone favorable consideration. 
ery respectfully, 
BUFFALO GLOVE AND WHIP MANUFACTORY, 
L. BAKER, Manager. 


Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 4 
Washington, D C. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, yesterday the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. e in replying to some remarks which I had 
previously submitted on the question of hides, quoted from the 
official record the importations of hides from several countries, 
seeking to disprove thereby my statement that the principal im- 
portation of hides to this country, aside from calf and like skins, 
consisted of the thick hides of animals raised in warm climates. 
I desire to submit herewith a full statement of all the hides im- 
perted into this country in 1896, with the various countries from 
which they came, from which statement it will appear that the 
goatskins and skins of like character imported were of the value 
of $10,000,000, and that aside from such skins the importation of 
hides amounted in value to 820, 215,782. From a glance at this list 
it will appear that more than half of these importations of hides 
came from countries where the climate is hot and the hides neces- 
sarily thick, 

By thislistit will also appear that the importation from the United 
Kingdom was of the value of $3,422,637; from France, $597,782; 
from Germany, $942,770. Of course there is no one present who 
does not know that these hides were not the products of those 
countries. Iam informed by an expert lately in the employ of 
the Treasury Department ‘that of these hides from France, Ger- 
many, and the United Kingdom, nearly the entire bulk was 
imported by these countries from the hot climates of the south 
and by them exported to the United States. The evidence before 
the committee in 1890, which has frequently been confirmed by 
later reports, is to the effect originally stated by me—that the 
great bulk of this importation of hides consists of thick hides from 
southern climates; and certainly there is nothing in the official 
statistics that controverts this statement. 

Could I see how a duty on hides would in any way help the 
farmers of the United States, I should be only too glad to vote for 
it, but not being able to see how a duty ona product the bulk of 
which he does not produce is poing to help him in protecting his 
market against the world, I still believe that it would not be good 


policy to im any import duty upon hides. 
The complete statement to which I have referred is as follows: 
Quantity. Value. 
Hides and skins, other than fur skins: 

Goatskins (free)— Pounds. 
Austria-Hungary -.-..--.-.---+-..---.---.---.-- 1,362, 783 $312, 566 
Belgium = 14,539 5,140 
France. 8,050, 688 828, 934 
German 1,001, 208 274,067 
Gibraltar. 16, 728 8,098 

— 435, 737 91, 447 
Malta, Gozo, eto 21, 060 „512 
Netherlands 347.213 127, 730 
C eee E 12,219 8,912 
Russia, Baltic and White Seas 8,831,172 601,912 

a, S ar ERE E 259. 656 45, 187 
Ser ria = ---n---2----- --2------ 98, 608 17,314 
POR cease eet aca aun 12, 038 , 846 
Sweden and Norway 37, 457 12,940 
Switzerland ........... 26, 653 3.470 
1 ¢ m Europe 1, 363, 260 , B23 
Uni Finne T8 8, 016, 300 561, 685 
Central American States. 
Costa Rica 1,766 = 
Honduras 4,068 1, 
Salvador 147 7 
7. E A E EA ENO 2,499, 141 733, 938 
West Indies 
IT sane 55, 730 15, 571 
h 4.311 1, 304 
101, 146 83,575 
66, 544 16, 968 
Santo Domingo 5 161.570 47, 467 
Argentina. Z 1,561, 439 445, 523 
Brazil a 2, 864, 854 1, 180, 661 
67, 087 16,551 
320, 743 105, 800 
27.875 6.440 
853, 058 242, 088 
1. ei 
3, 132, 598 460, 662 
10, 352, 386 1,913, 948 
Dutch. „955 25, 246 
Turkey in As 414, 581 74, 805 
All other Asia „870 TA 
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Hides and skins, other than fur skins—Continued. 


Goatskins (free)—Continued. 

Philippine ndl... E A 132 220 
Bri Afri 420 
French Africa 168, 966 
Portu 12,969 
4,300 
cS 1 54,424 
4,518 

All 875, 

Total 10, 304, 


SF SERUESPSSSERSSNS ||| HES 888 


958 
895 
755055 628, 113,854 
8 1,700, 206, 196 
94. 8, 852 
4,907, 597, 732 
6, 868, 942,770 
PS SE EE DERE Te oe ee A Fee 407, 45, 465 
. 400, 39, 807 
57! ieee 53 
319, 70, 206 
FTT 209, 38, 931 
Sweden and Norway 422. 35, 627 
Switzerland 1,238, 177, 158 
55 a 446 
„509. 3 
3 12, 7, 045 
. 62, 3,557 
1,070, 73, 716 
ebec, Ontario, eto 14, 182, 1, 015, 987 
tish Columbia 1, 458, 115 96, 190 
Newfoundland and Labrador : 2,050 192 
Central American States: 
Costa Rica 545, 556 67, 342 
Guatemala 357, 991 86, 571 
Honduras 254, 703 46,515 
Ni EEn 557, 207 79, 800 
BWR ESE AE E RS, 383,197 6,280 
A S A — 7,568, 351 785, 363 
West Indies 
SERN iae dante a a akera 84,716 8, 988 
E O O E A AE eal case 2,526 120 
See eae AAA E R wee Nee 16, 874 1,609 
8 92,479 10, 773 
228, 627 2,340 
2, 452, 850 184.281 
8 88.449, 423 5, 457, 901 
— 5, 898, 641 986, 855 
— — 135, 050 10,838 
6, 751, 422 629, 385 
1, 343, 050 96, 904 
1, 628 64 
283, 780 25, 207 
13, 538, 885 2, 139, 896 
5, 729, 132 718, 124 
EARS 96, 523 14,188 
ERA 1,289,372 
East Indies 
CCT. N A c AE 9,089,321 
LOM KOE 5,893 
De 912 
British Australasia 5, 939, 102 
ch Oceanica. 700 
Hawaiian Islands 1, 064, 686 
British Africa 416, 060 
French Africa 109, 170 
Liberia 42 
F S 
05 ese en x 
Tarkey in Af. Tripoli 873 
All other Af rien 111, 064 
(( N A T apie 


Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, in connection with paragraph 
646, I desire to submit for consideration the following letter, which 
I have received from a great industry of the district which 1 have 
the honor to represent upon this floor: 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 16, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: We have been informed that the Committee on Ways and 
Means are reported to have assessed a duty of 40 cents per ton on 8 ore, 
despite a remonstrance signed by very nearly all the acid manufacturers in 
the United States. 

Pure brimstone, which is almost entirely imported from Sicily, is left on 
the free list, while sulphur ore is taxed as above stated, and sulphuric acid, 
the product of sulphur ore, is retained upon the free list, this giving, for ex- 
ample, the Canadian acid makers a great advantage over American manu- 

uurers, and Canada has guite a number of sulphur-ore deposits. 

A gras meni manufacturers of fertilizers, like ourselves, make large 
quantities of sulphuric acid from sulphur ore which contains about 50 per 
cent pure papoan which most of us import from foreign countries, because 
the deposits of this kind of orein the United States are of a poorer quality and 
more expensive to work. We can not afford to use pure sulphur in the 
manufacture of acid for fertilizers, the price being too high, and the sulphur 
ore yields as good an article as that made from pure sulphur for certain 


pu 8. 

The imposition of a duty on sulphur ore would cause a great loss to us and 
other manufacturers, and as the profits on our goods are now very small, the 
loss may also fall partly upon the farmer, who, as you undoubtedly are aware, 
is not in a condition to pay mors for his purchases than heretofore. 

We therefore beg you to_kindly use your best endeavors to have sulphur 
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ore retained on the free list, as the imposition of a duty on this article is cer · 
tainly unfair and shows favoritism to some one. 
We have addressed a similar letter to Col. D. 8. ALEXANDER. 


Yours, respectfull 
m CROCKER FERTILIZER AND CHEMICAL Co., 
E. A. BECKER, President, 


5 B. RICH, Treasurer. 
ASCAL P. PRATT. 
WM. H. WALKER. 


Hon R. B. MAHANx, M. C., < 
Washington, D: C. 


Mr. BAILEY. How much time have gentlemen on the other 
side consumed? 
5 The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LACEY). They have consumed all their 

me. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri . BLAND]. 

Mr. B D. It is an astounding proposition, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would inquire if we have any time left 
on our side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman exhausted the time on that 


side of the House. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I said I reserved my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman finished his time had 


expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; I will make my remarks on the 


further One of the bill. 

Mr. BL. D. Mr. Chairman, if I can have order for just one 
moment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken; and all 
gentlemen will cease conversation. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I say that it is an astoundi 
ert that gentlemen, on a bill pending in Congress, 

tariff taxes, on a mere bill pending. If it is to be retro- 

active, why make it to-morrow? Why do you not provide that 
it shall take effect from the very day that the President called 
the extra session of Congress, or why not make it take effect 
from the day the McKinley bill was ed? Why stop? Wh 
limit until to-morrow, or the Ist of April, if, by the enactmen 
of this bill, that may not pass before July, you may make it take 
effect to-morrow? Why not three months past, or a year or 
more? If a cargo of goods arrives at New York or one of our 
ports from foreign countries one month after this bill goes from 
this House and is meeting its fate in the Senate, under what law 
will that cargo of goods pay taxes—under a bill pending in the 
two Houses, or will it pay taxes under the present law until som 
law is passed by both Houses and signed by the President tha 


re it? 

w, Mr. Chairman, as to the 5 of this legislation, I pro- 
test. The people that I have the honor to represent are an agri- 
cultural people. Their exportations depend upon their ability 
exchange their products for foreign products. When yoususpen 
the importations, as you propose to do by this amendment, you 
simply bankrupt the people that I have the honor to represent, so 
{Applause on the Democratic 


0 


side.] 

You are breaking down the agricultural exporting people of this 
country in the interest of trusts and combines, that you propose 
to serve by this bill. You intend to do what? To check all im- 
portations, if it is possible, so inga this bill may be pending in 
Congress, even though it should be here until March, 1898. the 
effect of that will be to enable the trusts of this country to abso- 
lutely dominate the market without any possibility of competition 
from Toren rae rtations, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman answer a question? What 
trust has been formed, or can be formed, under this bill that has 
not been or can not be formed under the Wilson-Gorman law? 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, Mr. Chairman, it does not matter what law 
these trusts are formed under. That is not the question here. 
The question is whether or not we are to strengthen them and 
perpetuate their power under this bill. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. HOP. S. That does not answer my question at all. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not yield to the gentleman. The Wilson 
bill as it passed the House of Representatives, had it not been 
mutilated by your party in the Senate, would have done much 
to break down trusts and to give the agriculturists and the other 
laboring ople of this country an opportunity to be rewarded 
for their toil; but it was mutilated by the Republican Senators, 
who demanded that certain amendments should be put into the 
bill or they would defeat it by delay. That is the history of the 
Wilson pill. 

Mr. Chairman, the effect of this bill known as the Dingley bill 
will be tolargely increase the taxes of the people. It will tend toshut 
out importations, and in that mode the bill will necessarily inter- 
fere with the exportations of agricultural products from this coun- 
try. The trusts and combinations now organized under the shel- 
ter of our tariff system are to be more thoroughly organized and 
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multiplied by the 5 given them in the high tax schedules 


of this bill, and the. 
country. They wi 


dominate and control the markets of this 
fix the price of all manufactured products by 
it, and practically control the prices of all that the agriculturists 
have to sell as well as what they have to buy. 

It is not the remedy for present conditions. Your purpose, as 
shown by this bill—at least the effect of it—will be to raise the 
prices of all articles controlled by syndicates and trusts and at 
the same time lower the prices of other things. The Demo- 
cratic party insisted in the last campaign, and still insists, upon 
raising prices on commodities of the country in a uniform manner. 
Our penig gaaei: a policy of restoring the money of the Consti- 

tion. e insisted on the opening of the mints to the unlimited 
fre ponge of silver and thereby increase the volume of money. 

is would have the effect of uniformly raising prices. This policy 
would benefit all classes alike. But you pro by this bill to 
increase the prices of the products of a particular class of our 

ple. Your bill is class legislation. It will benefit the class 
feast deserving of favors. The rich monopolists, syndicates, and 
combinations will be protected and benetited as far as the high 
protective tariff can do so, but the other producers of the country 
will be injured in proportion to the benefits you confer upon 
monopolists. This is not the remedy for our existing hard times. 

It is the stock and trade of the Republican party to denounce 
the Wilson tariff bill as the cause of our present business depres- 

ion. About the only argument adduced in the present debate is 
ip the effect that the Wilson tariff bill lowered duties, and in 
t way caused foreign competition with home manufacturers, 
thereby crippling our home manufacturers and throwing labor 
out of employment and bringing upon our people general 3 
The fact is, however, that our importations under the Wilson bill 
have been less than they were under the McKinley bill, so that 
ar; ent falls to the ground. 
che Wilson bill was not the cause of our financial panics; it had 
nothing to do with bringing the propie of this country or other 
ċountries to penury and want. T gley bill will be impotent 
to relieve our present deplorable condition. Anyone familiar 
with the history of the country for the past four years will not 
il to note the fact that prior to the election of Mr. Cleveland, and 
uring the Administration of Mr. Harrison, beginning in the lat- 
ter part of the year 1891, a conspiracy was formed for the pur- 


e of compelling the suspension of free coinage of silver for 
Nadia and the re of the Sherman law in this country. In 
1891 bills were introduced in Congress to re the Sherman law. 


In December of that year, Mr. Sherman, the author of that law. 
5 15 ane in the nope zopan the eee clause of 

t law. e metropolitan papers of the country, and especially 
those of the East, were demanding the repeal of that law. 

All the facts of recent history show that the banking institu- 
tions of this country and of England had determined upon the 
see of the Sherman law. Early in March, 1892, a scheme to 
demonetize silver in India was set on foot in England, which re- 
sulted in the appointment of a commission, commonly known as 
the Herschell commission, to inquire into the Indian currency. 

During the summer of 1892 the Secretary of the Treasury of the 

nited States, Mr. Foster, visited the monetary centers of Europe 

or the purpose of ascertaining the feasibility of holding a mone- 
conference to consider the silver question. On his return to 

e United States Congress authorized the President to enter into 

gements with other countries for this conference. This con- 
Terence convened at Brussels on November 22, 1892. It will be 
noted that the Herschell commission was appointed some months 
before the meeting of the Brussels conference and prior to the 
Presidential election of 1892. It will be observed that these two 
sar ef commissions were authorized in 1892 prior to the Presi- 
dential election of that year—the first on the part of Great Britain 
to investigate the silver question for India, and the second called 
at the request of the United States for the —— of effecting, if 
possible, an international agreement for the coinage of gold and 
Silver. The Herschell commission was at work upon the subject 
of silver with the Sein ensure of the free coinage of silver for India 
in view. The pr ings of the Herschell commission, it would 
seem, were suspended, or at least held back, for the p of 
ascertaining whether anything could be accomplished at ls 
by which gold and silver would be freely coined by the several 
nations sending delegates to the Brussels conference. 

The conference met at Brussels on the 22d of November, 1892. 
A very able academic discussion of the silver question took place 
during the sitting of this conference, which was parapen in 
by the several delegates from this country and the Euro coun- 

es having a gold standard. Theconference accomplished noth- 
ing, and broke up, or rather adjourned over to meet again in the 
ollowing May (1893). 

The Herschell commission, it would seem, awaited the second 

eeting of the Brussells conference before taking final action with 
respect to silver in India. 

en the time arrived for the second meeting of the Brussels 


conference, no delegates appeared. It would seem that this Gov- 
ernment had purposely omitted to provide for the second meeting 

having no de ogatigo at Brussels, and that no other governmen$ 
insisted upon a further effort for an international agreement upon 
the subject of silver. The Herschell commission, about a month 
after the date fixed for the second meeting of the Brussels con- 
ference, proceeded to recommend the suspension of the free coin- 
age of silver for India, and accordingly the British council for 
India issued a decree stopping the free coinage of silver in India. 
This caused a slump in the silver market, and silver lost more 
than twenty pes in value as compared with gold. 

Following the policy of Great Britain in demonetizing silver for 
India, the President of the United States in the following August 
convened Congress together for the purpose of repealing the Sher- 
man law, which 1 for the purchase of four and one-half 
million ounces of silver bullion each month and the issuing of 
legal-tender 5 notes in payment thereof. 

t may be said that the failure to reach an international agree- 
ment at Brussels precipitated the demonetization of silver for 
India and the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law 
in this country. In fact, it seems that every international confer- 
ence thus far held has been a failure so far as coming to any 
agreement is concerned, and that the failure of these conferences 
has afforded pretexts for hostile legislation against silver. It will 
be further noted in this connection that in August, 1892, the Aus- 
trian Government authorized the finance minister of that country 
to sell bonds from time to time to procure gold in sufficient quan- 
tity to establish and maintain the single gold standard. 

0 ag vag we the situation in 1892 and 1893: Austria began in 
August, 1892, to prepare for the single gold standard; the British 
Government early in 1892 began 8 for the suspension 
of the free coinage of silver in India, and in December, 1802, bills 
were introdu in the Congress of the United States for the 
repeal of our silver law. There seems to have been a concerted 
movement in Europe and in this country for the total destruction 
of silver as money. This movement caused a financial panic in 

gold-standard countries. This 3 was upon us before the 

nauguration of Mr. Cleveland as President; indeed, it had begun 

in Europe and reached our shores before the Presidential election. 
Doubtless Mr. Harrison's Administration Doped b bringing about 
an international agreement, to stop this feeli go and pos- 
sibly accomplish an international agreement that might save the 
world from the blow then threatened to be inflicted by Austria, 
India, and the United States in 1892-93. 

As evidence that some of the great financiers of the world had a 
dread and apprehension of this question, I read the statement of 
one of Great Britain’s delegates at the Brussels conference. Mr, 
de Rothschild said: 


The stock of silver in the world is estimated at some thousands of millions, 
and if conference were to break up without arriving at any definite re- 
sults there would be a depreciation in the value of that commodity which it 
would be frightful to con mete , and out of which a monetary panic would 
ensue, the far-spreading eff: which it would be impossible to foretell. 


Other Beg ako rae with regard to the probable effects of 
threatened legislation at that time on the silver question might be 
quoted, but it is not deemed necessary. It is only necessary to 
remind any intelligent student or thinker upon financial questions 
of the legislation above referred to in order that he may under- 
stand and admit that a monetary revolution such as took place 
could have no other effect than that foretold by Baron Rothschild. 

It is, therefore, senseless as well as insincere to attempt to make 
it appear that the passage of the Wilson tariff bill was the cause 
of the financial panic that occurred concurrent with the adoption 
of the gold standard for Austria, and the sale of bonds to the 
amount of some forty millions by that country for gold, the 
suspension of the free coinage for India, and the repeal of the 
Sherman law for this country. The panic of 1893 was, unques- 
tionably, the result of the silver legislation above referredto. It 
took place more than a year prior to the passage of the Wilson 
bill. The cause for this panjo occurred many months before the 
election of Mr. Cleveland. We have not as yet recovered from 
the effects of this legislation on the silver question. It will be 
im ible to recover either under the Wilson bill or the 1 

No tariff bill can have such an effect. The effect of tariff bi 
is to tax the people; to take money from their pockets; to store it 
up in the public treasuries, or to put it in the coffers of the 
monopolies. No tariff bill provides for the supplying of the 
people with money, but, on the contrary, it takes from the pockets 
of the producer what little money he may have. 

In the debates at the time of the p of the Sherman law 
the author of the bill, Mr. Sherman, sta that the bill would 
put in circulation annually some $55,000,000 of money; that this 
amount of additional currency was necessary to meet the annual 
increase in our population, wealth, and trade. This was urged 
by the friends of the Sherman bill as being necessary to the Eom 

ity of the people. The bill was repealed in November, 1893— 


and one-half years ago. This repeal has caused a loss or 
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contraction of our currency, according to the theory of the adyo- 
cates of the bill to the amount of nearly $200,000,000. This of 
itself is a sufficient explanation of the financial distress of our 
people. India coined and put in circulation before the repeal 
the free coinage of silver in that country took place about 
40,000,000 AERE It has been nearly four years since the sus- 
pension of free coinage of silver for India. We think that we are 
nted in saying that the suspension of free coinage of silver 
or India and the repeal of the Sherman law in this country have 
up to this time worked a contraction of the world’s money to an 
amount equal to at least $350,000,000. 

History shows beyond doubt that from the day the German 
Government demonetized silver, and the suspension of the coin- 
age of standard silver dollars in this country in 1873, every blow 

ck at silver by any important nation has caused distur ces 
the money market and resulted in the reduction of prices. 

To restore prosperity to this country we must retrace our steps; 
we must restore silver to its time-honored place as a money metal; 
ye must give equal rights to silver with gold at the ratio prevail- 
ing—16 to 1—and open our mints to the unlimited coinage of both 
metals. 5 75 lause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. B LEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. BARLOW]. 

Mr. BARLOW. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise as a lawyer to de- 
ee this point, but, on behalf of the laboring men of the United 
States, I want to say here and now that not one effort has been 
nena by the minority in the interest of labor that has not been 

oked off by the Chairman, on the ground that it was not allowed 
f the rulesof theHouse, and I want to say on behalf of the peo- 

e of the country: God save us from the rules of the House! 

aughter. Applause on the Democratic side. 

Jam one of the 148 new members who were com to vote 

uring the first days of the session on bills appropriating more than 
.000,000 without any chance to ascertain what the money was 
o be used for. 

Iam one of the 148 new members who were elected during the 
last campaign, when the money question was the issue, and when 
by common consent, the tariff question was laid upon the shelf. i 
owe my election in a large measure to the fact that the majority 

f men in my district, without regard to party, have awakened to 
fhis truth: That the cause of hard times during periods of both high 
and low tariffs is identical, namely, a vicious financial system— 
the Rothschild system. 

Mr. Chairman, Dr. Talmage, in his Sunday morning sermon, 

a illustration. Referring to the attempt to destroy Greece, 

e said: 

At this time, when that behemoth of abominations, Mohammedanism, after 

ving gorged itself on the carcasses of 50,000 Armenians, is trying to put its 

ws upon one of the fairest of all nations, that of the Greeks, I preach this 
= of sympathy and protest for every intelligent person on this side of 
sea. 

I want to apply that thought to the present conditions in this 
manner: 

At this time, when that behemoth of abominations, the money 

wer, after having gorged itself on the carcasses of other nations, 
8 to put its paws upon the fairest of all nations, this, our 
native land, I utter a word of warning and protest, in the name 
‘of humanity, against the consummation of its villainous schemes. 

There is not a man of the minority but what knows that this 

hole discussion at this time is useless; yes, worse than useless. 

the early stages of this Congress my friend from Illinois [Mr. 

ANNON] said something about the ringing of chestnut bells. If 
he and all others who are ing camp stock arguments at 
the expense of the Government would readjust themselves and 

t in touch with the heart beats of the gront mass of downtrod- 

en laborers and producers in this land to-day, both men and 
women, that are to be found in every part of the land and in all 
walks and avocations, who know that they owe their distressed 

ondition to vicious financial laws which have prevailed alike 

uring all tariffs for the past twenty years and for which both 
parties are alike responsible, up to the time when the new Democ- 
racy denounced the wrong and declared for the right at Chicago 
under the leadership of that less champion of the People, Wil- 
liam Jennings Bryan—I say if you “ tariff apostles,” both high and 
low, will hold your breath long enough, you will hear a grand 
chorus of “ chestnut bells ” ringing all over this land, calling time 
on you. 

As was well said by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
and reiterated by others, we are presenting a queer spectacle. 

e majority in this House is the result of a combination of gold 
ublicans and gold Democrats. Am I not right? 
hank God, no one ever heard of a gold Populist. And let me 
say right here that a man can not have a heart that is in touch 
with the distress and suffering of to-day and be in favor of a gold 
standard; a contracted volume of money. It is impossible. 

In my district and all over California the fusion was complete. 
‘The 5 would have lacked about 40, 000 votes of carry- 
Sing California if the gold Democrats had not voted for McKinley. 


Did they vote for him on the McKinley tariff issue or did 

vote for him on the Hanna-Sherman-Ivish-Carlisle gold-standa: 
issue with an international attachment? Let every man answer 
for himself. I can answer for California when I say that the lat- 
ter is true. But still this old tariff chestnut is being trotted out 
again. Whatfor? someoneasks. To distract the attention of the 
people from the money question. 

I feel that there is a tremendous effort being made to force the 
old chestnut as a leading issue in the next campaign, and this effort 
is not confined entirely to the majority. I hope lam pariy mis- 
taken. But if I am not, let me tell you, gentlemen, any effort in 
that line will be futile. If the Republicans want to play that game, 
let them do so. It will prove their own destruction. But to see 
any effort that indicates a disposition on the part of the 5 
to drift that way, to ignore, as it were, the position of the alli 
forces in the last campaign, to supplant the money question with 
this chestnut, is not a pleasing sight to behold. : 

But, be that as it may, one thing is certain, there is one party 
that is for financial reform, and always has been for financial re- 
form, and always will be for financial reform until gold, that false 
idol of the people, is dethroned. I will say for the benefit of my 
sarcastic friend from Illinois that the party referred to is the 
Populist party, of which Iam proud to be a member. It is the 
only national ge that stands as a unit for financial reform in 
every State and Territory in the Union. r 

I want at this time to ask your especial attention to our declara- 
tion at our last national convention at St. Louis: 


We recognize that through the connivance of the present and preceding 
Administrations the country has reached a crisis in its national life, as pre- 
dicted in our declaration four years ago, and that prompt and patriotic action 
is the supreme duty of the hour. 

We realize that, while we have political independence, our financial and 
industrial independence is yet to beattained by restoring to our country the 
constitutional control and exercise of the functions necessary to a people’s 
government, which functions have been basely surrendered by our public 
seryants to corporate 8 The influence of European money 
changers has been more potent in shaping legislation than the voice of the 


American people. Executive power and patro: have been used to cor- 
rupt our | tures 


nage 
and defeat the will of the people, and plutocracy has 
thereby been enthroned upon the of democracy. To restore the gov- 
ernment intended by the fathers, and for the welfare and prosperity of this 
and fu generations, we demand the establishment of an economic and 
financial s which shall make us masters of our own affairs and inde- 
pendent of European control. 


We all agree that times are deplorable, and have been for twenty 
years going from bad to worse; and, in conclusion, let me press this 
point upon you. 

Wehave tried the McKinley law, and it failed to arrest our down- 
ward plunge to poverty and misery among the common people. 
aN ve tried the Wilson law, and it has proved a miserable 

ure 


We will now try the Dingley bill, and the results will be the 
same. The verdict of the first election will be ‘ tried and found 
wanting.” 

Then we will turn to proper remedies. What are they? 

First. A restoration of the money of the Constitution—the 
dollar of our daddies. 

Second. Absolute annihilation of trusts—these robbers of the 
people and breeders of misery and vice. 

Third . Government ownership of the means of transportation 
and communication. 

Fourth, A system of just taxation that will prevent the concen- 
tration of land in the hands of a few. 

These are some ot the true remedies for the ills that oppress us; 
and in spite of the traditions of parties that have outlived their 
usefulness, in spite of the combined opposition of the wealth of 
the world, the day is not far distant when the people of the North 
the people of the South, the people of the East, and the people of 
the West will rise up and in thunder tones demand the destruc- 
= = the money power and the emancipation of the wage slave 
of to-day. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from 8 [Mr. . 

Mr. BERRY. Chairman, I can scarcely comprehend the 
indecent haste upon the part of the other side of this Honse to put 
this bill in operation before the time specified in the bill itself. 
The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means says that this bill will raise $118,000,000 of revenue more 
than is necessary, because we have now over $200,000,000 in the 
Treasury and the income is steadily growing. Why, then, gen- 
tlemen on the other side want to put this bill in operation earlier 
than is i erage eeu by the bill itself is more than I can under- 
stand. Why they want to impose these extra taxes upon the 
people of the United States even in advance of the passage of their 
own bill is beyond my comprehension. I think, however, that 
with all the amendments that will be put upon this bill before 
it passes here, and with those that will be added in the Senate, 
the 3 gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee 
will scarcely know their own offspring when it comes back here. 
[Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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Mr. STEELE. 


The gentleman understands, I suppose, why the 
taxon wh was 20 cents in the Wilson bill after it had n 
put into the bill. 


Mr. BERRY. Yes; and we pay about $25,000,000 of that tax in 
Kentucky, and we are being taxed to death there and in all the 
producing States. s 

Mr. HOPKINS. The point the gentleman from Indiana makes 
is that this is only doing what your party did with whisky in your 
Wilson bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Ves; and then your party did not want to have 
the bonded period extended for the benefit of the producers, 
although you drink as much of it as anybody else. ugnter. 
Applause on the Democratic side.] - 

r. HOPKINS. The gentleman does not meet the question. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. B. EY. Mr. Chairman, in the two minutes left to me I 
only desire to say that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
fails to distinguish between the power of Congress to pae a retro- 
active law and the power of Congress to put two inconsistent 
laws in operation at the same time. The law now in existence 
Vk one certain duties. This bill provides other and different 

uties. The proposition of the Ways and Means Committee is 
that Congress shall have the power to compel the people of the 
United States to live at the same time under two different and 
conflicting laws. Even, sir, if, by a strained construction of the 
onim Congress possesses that power, it would not be wise to ex- 
ercise it, 

It was a Roman emperor who wrote his laws so high above the 
vision of the le that they could not be read, and then pun- 
ished the people for their transgressions against the laws they 
could not know. The Republican party proposes to imitate that 
example, which has been the execration of mankind. They pro- 
pose to compel the people of the United States to live under laws 
the proyisions and effect of which are still within the unfathom- 
able wisdom of the Senate of the United States. [Loud applause 


on the Democratic side. 
r. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


Mr. VANDIVER. 
ment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In order to relieve the difficulty which 
was called to my attention by the gentleman from Tennessee, I 
desire to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, This is an amendment to your amend- 
ment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment sent to 
the desk by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. VAN DIVER. Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, whether the 
reading of this amendment will preclude the reading of the other? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

The amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR was read, as follows: 

Provided, That the lien hereby created and the liability hereby imposed 
shall be only for the excess of or im: by this act over and above the 
pie rer if any, paid and coll at the time of the importation of such 
ar 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing tothe amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is not a committee amendment, as 
I understand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is simply a proviso to the effect that 
these duties imposed retrospectively shall be only for the excess of 
the duties named in this bill over those which may have been actu- 
ally paid and collected at the time of importation. < 

Mr. TAWNEY. Thatis all that was intended by the original 
amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Ves, sir; that is all that was originally 
intended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But it seems you did not get what you 
intended. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. L have now got what J intended. [Laugh- 


ter. 

‘ihe CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. COX. Before that question is put, I raise this parliamentary 
inquiry: This amendment is now proposed, as I understand, by 
the same gentleman who offered the original amendment. Now, 
if he can move to amend the original amendment of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, can we not offer an amendment also? 

The CHAIRMAN, If it is germane, certainly. 

Mr. COX. Then what privilege or preference has the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] over the 
amendment of any other member of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has no such privilege. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 


was ed to. 
Mr. VAN DIVER. Lask now that my amendment be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VAN- 
DIVER] offers the amendment which the Clerk will 


The Clerk read as follows: f 


Amend theamendment b awe 
That all individuals, 8 5 reas i 33 
operating any mill, shop, factory. or other manufacturing establishmen 
whose ess may be encouraged, aided, or protected b the provisions of 
this act, or „soy peni of it, and employing as many as thirteen workmen or 
operatives, uired at the close of each year to make a sworn state- 
ment of the profits of the business, and after deduct 8 per cent on the 
actual 7 5 cenital tip Ke then be 8 to 4 — „ of the 
service, to the end that American labor may be duly protertad. ars 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I hope to be heard just one minute, 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order? 

Mr. VANDIVER. On the point of order; yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. Not on anything else. 

Mr. LACEY. Would it not be well to provide also that the 
ee which were made under the provisions of the Wilson bill 

divided in this same way? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, The gentleman and his party 
contend that there were no profits made under that bill. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. irman—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman proposes, as I understand, to 
discuss the point of order. 

Mr. V IVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the Chair want to hear further discus- 
sion on a point that has already been raised and decided with ref- 
erence to another proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Missouri on the pory of order. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman; I have been under the im- 
pression, though perhaps I have no better foundation for it than 
ordinary parliamentary practice, thatany amendment to an amend- 
ment or a bill, the purpose of which is to render more effective 
the purposes of that bill, is certainly in order. Now, it has been 
ONA ed on the floor of this House by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and other members of that committee 
having this bill in charge that its main purpose was not to pro- 
tect the manufacturer nor to protect the importer or the business 
man, but to protect American labor, I want to see by this amend- 
ment whether tarpu can be made effective or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Phe Chair sustains the point of order. Tho 
uestion is now on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
hio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 

by Mr. BAILEY)—ayes 143, noes 114. 

Mr. BAILEY. Icall for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Grosvenor and Mr. BAILEY 
were appointed. 

oo 5 again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 150, 
noes 120. 

So the amendment was adopted. 
ne CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the reading of the 

ill, 

Mr. LANHAM. I rise toa question of order. The last and 
crowning act of evil having just been performed by the adoption 
of this amendment, which is to operate upon importations 
which may be made after to-morrow—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order, 

Mr. LANHAM, It seems to me that this would be a suitable 
time to renew the motion made by me a few days ago to strike 
out the enacting clause of the bill. I therefore make that motion, 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion is not now in order. 

Mr, LANHAM, May I ask when it will be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not until the reading of the bill for amend- 
ments is completed. 

Mr. LANHAM. The committee have already submitted their 
amendments and had them adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the bill has not been read through, 
The Clerk will read. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

107. Lenses of glass or pebble, ground and panes to a spherical, cylin, 
drical, or prismatic form, and ground and polished plano or coquill g 
wholly or partly manufactured, with the 8 unground, 45 per cent 
valorem; if with their edges ground or beveled, 10 cents per dozen pairs an 
45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. Grow was recognized. 

Mr. TODD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the clause just 


read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania has been 
recognized. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the section by 
striking out the last word. 

Not desiring to interfere with the amendments of the Commit. 
tee on Ways and Means, which they had prepared and wished 
offer to the bill, I have refrained heretofore from taking up any o 
the time of the committee. I now wish to call the attention o 


the committee briefly to some facts in trade which show the effeo' 
of protective tariffs on prices, 


1897. 


A tariff with reasonable protective duties is best for raising rev- 
enue until the protected articles are produced n sufficient quan- 
tity to supply, or nearly so, the home market. But before takin, 
up the figures in business which I have to sustain that proposi- 
tion, I tender to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. VANDIVER] an 
apology for a rude remark made to him a day or two ago by rea- 
son of not hearing correctly at the time what he said. 

The operation of duties since the beginning of the Government, 
whether protective, prohibitory, or for revenue only, will show 
throughout the whole experience of the Government under tariffs 
one thing as true: That is, that more revenue is raised on the im- 
portation of the articles called protected articles” than from the 
same articles imported under a so-called revenue duty, until the 
articles supply, or nearly so, the home market. For in such cases 
a larger revenue is collected on a smaller importation. The price 
of articles upon which duties are imposed does not increase or 
decrease according to the duties imposed, but the price is fixed 
by the law of trade 1 at the time, and the duties only 
modify the price, and it is not fixed specifically by the amount of 


duty. 

While the pig-iron industry will for the whole period of its 
existence show this fact, I will take three years—1880, the first 
pa after the resumption of specie payments; 1892 under the Mc- 


ey tariff, and 1895, under the present law, called the Wilson 


Home pro- 
duction. 
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The home production in 1880 was 3,836,000 tons, and the imports 
701,000 tons; average price for the year, $28.50; the duty, $7 per 
ton. In 1892, when we made in this country 9,157,000 tons and 
por aig 83,000 tons, the market price was $15.75 and the duty 
$6.72. The duty was 28 cents less, but the price was $12.75 a ton 
less, In 1895, when we made 9,447,000 tons and imported 53,000 
tons, the duty was $4, and the price was $12 a ton, a reduction in 
duty of $2.72 and in price $3.75. The same thing is true in the 


steel-rail industry, as shown by the following table: 


Foreign | Market | Rate of 
ice. | duty. 
— ee y 


Home pro- 
duction. 


$48.25 PN) PEA EEEN N R 
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With the same duty in 1879 and 1880, the price varied $19.25. 
And in 1884, with $11 a ton less duty, the price was $26.75 less. In 


1895, when we supplied the home market with an importation of 
only 776 tons, and with a duty of $7.88 a ton, the market price of 
steel rails was $22 to $24 a ton, and they are to-day selling for a 
less price than anywhere else. 

The tin-plate industry shows the same thing. Previous to 1891 
the entire consumption was imported; and the duty was from 1 to 
1.1 cents a pound, and the price of a box of tin plate, wholesale, in 
New York (I. C. 14 by 20, 108 pounds) was from $4.50 to $5.20. 
The duty after 1891 to 1894 was 2.2 cents a pound; and in 1896 one- 
half of the consumption of the country was made here, and the 
same kind of a box of tin plate sold for $3.80 a box, being from 70 
to 75 cents a box less than in the years from 1883 to 1891, when the 
entire consumption was imported. 


TIN PLATE, 


Foreign im- Home pro- Rate of 
portation. 


Year. 


duction. duty. 


Kansas [Mr. Simpson], who was very complimentary to me the 


In concluding, I oxi to say a word to the gentleman from 
other day in his remar k , for which I than 


him, and I was not 
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posed to about everything that is and are not much in favor of 


re that is not. [Laughter and applause on the Republican’ 
side. 
(Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, up to this time I have 


neither sought nor obtained the opportunity to be heard upon this 
measure, have been contented, even pleased, to listen to and 
learn from the able and exhaustive arguments of the eminent 
leaders of the several political parties having representatives upon 
this floor, but the hour has now arrived when my forbearance 
from at least a brief discussion thereof would amount to an eva- 
sion of my duty to my constituents and infidelity to the princi- 
pia I espouse. I may also state that nothing short of the pro- 
ound solicitude I cherish for my Government and the people 
could induce me to hazard so much as one as young as Iin the 
service necessarily assumes when he enters the arena of public 
debate upon a great question like this against trained pe expe- 
rienced thinkers and orators. But moved as I am by an earnest 
desire to contribute in every way possible to the ntenance of 
our free institutions and the prosperity and happiness of every 
family in the land, I can not refrain from the duty that I now 
feel pressing upon me to submit to this honorable body my views 
upon the conditions of the Government and the country, together 
Satie my opinion upon the proposed bill as a means of relief to 
th 


That the financial condition of the Government is perplexing 
and that of the people is distressing every gentleman on both sides 
of this Chamber who has referred to them admits, and no man has 
dared to stand before this Con to deny it. No intelligent and 
philanthropic citizen of this ublic will be satisfied with the 
work of this Congress unless the laws enacted by it shall withina 
reasonable time extricate the Government from its financial com- 
plications and secure to the farmers and producers of property in 
this country a fair price for their product, and to the laborers a 
just tio capper for their teil. 

I have been reparan ee during this discussion by the 
statement made by the ublicans that the existing conditions 
are due to the Wilson bill. I will not say that they do not in 
truth believe it, for that would be to charge them with insincerity, 
nor will I admit that they do believe it, for that would be for me 
to discredit their intelligence; but I feel constrained to say that 
there are those who have a well-developed suspicion that their 
hue and cry against the Wilson bill is made for the purpose of, 
diverting our attention from the enormities and deformities of 
their own infamous and obnoxious offspring, the Dingley bill. 
They know, as everybody will sooner or later know, that the 
trouble with the Government’s finances did not have its origin in 
any deficiency of the necessary money to meet the ordinary ex- 

mses of the Government, for there has not been a time since th 

ilson bill went into effect that there has not been sufficien 

available money in the Treasury to meet all demands against it; 
and to-day, notwithstanding the deficiencies in the revenue proper 
for each of the last four years, there is a little above $122,000,000 
in the Treasury that can and ought to be used when needed in 
the payment of the current expenses of the Government, instead 
of intensifying the miseries of the people by heaping upon them 
the additional burdens of unjust and unnecessary taxation im- 
posed by this bill. 

There are features of the Wilson bill that I do not approve, yet 
all together it is in my opinion a very great improvement over the 
McKinley bill, and perhaps the best that could be had at the time 
it was passed. I have always since its passage and do now give 
my unqualified and unequivocal indorsement to the income tax, 
which constituted the most admirable because it was the fairest 
and most equitable part of that bill. By it the great money com- 
binations, bond syndicates, and multimillionaires who infest our 
financial centers, and the gigantic corporations whose deadly fangs 
have paralyzed individual energies and efforts, and whose ominous 
influences havefallenlikea blight upon every section of our common 
country, could be compelled to assist, at least to some extent, to 
defray governmental expenses. Such asystem is 55 just 
and essentially right that it is demanded by the people, and they 
will have it even at the sacrifice of an amended Constitution. Had 
this provision of the bill been sustained by the courts, there would 
have been no ice ten! in the revenue under the Wilson bill, for 
it would have produced annually as much revenue as the McKinley 
bill produced in any year of its existence. Hence, the censure, if 
there ought to be any, for deficiencies under the Wilson bill must 
be visited on the tribunal that declared the income tax unconsti- 
tutional, and not on the Democratic party. The Benepe involved 
in the measure had been more than once pee by the Supreme 
Court of this country, and in the severest throes of financial dis- 
tress this Government has ever experienced it was resorted to with 
great efficiency. No man was then heard to doubt its equity or 
question its constitutionality; but when its benedictions are sought 


offended by his classing me with those who are striving to ‘‘enslaye | to lighten the burdens of a distressed people in their heroic struggle 


mankind.” 


He belongs to that class of people who seem to be op- | against the exterminating power of trusts, syndicates, monopolies, 
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and combinations of wealth, it is then for the first time unconsti- 
tutional. It is now unnecessaryfor me to call the attention of the 
House and the country to a detailed history of the litigation that 
resulted in the overthrow of that provision. A discriminating 
public has long since arrived at a settled and no doubt intelligent 
conclusion about that matter, and I could not disturb them if I 
would, and would not if I could. 

But a few words now about the deficiencies in the revenues. 
The official records of this Government show that the Beer 
under the McKinley bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 18 
was almost as great as the combined deficiencies for the two fiscal 
years of 1894-95 and 1895-96 under the Wilson bill. The figures 
are as follows, viz: 


Deficit for the year ending June 30, 180 $72, 325, 448 
Deficit for the year ending June 0, 1800 . 40, 588, 900 
Deficit for the year ending June 30, 1806 28, 578,671 


That is to say, the deficiency for the last year under the McKin- 
ley bill only lacked $2,812,132. in aang to as much as the 
deficiencies for the two years under the Wilson bill. These fig- 
ures the Republicans do not and can not deny, but they seek to 
avoid their effect by the contention that forei roducers, in view 
of the probabilities that a Democratic tariff bill enlarging the 
free list and lessening duties would be passed at an early date, 
withheld their shipments im order that they might send their 

_ products into our markets free or at greatly reduced rates under 
such law when enacted. This states their plea in avoidance fully 
and fairly, or, if it does not, I ask anyone on that side of the Cham- 
ber to correct it. There would have been, after the passage of 
the Wilson bill, one sure and inevitable result growing out of such 
a course on the part of the foreign producer, and that would have 
been a large increase in the value of free imports; for as soon as 
the Wilson bill took effect they would have flooded our markets 
with the vast quantities of their products which they had pa w 
in their warellouses in anticipation of that event. The lis 
had been enlarged, the duties lowered on many articles, and if 
they, as our Republican friends claim, had withheld their goods 

in the previous year awaiting these conditions, the time had ar- 
rived. If it can be shown, therefore, that the free imports in the 
year 1894-95 greatly increased over those of 1893-94, I will feel 
compelled to confess that the Republicans have, with reasonable 
certainty, sustained their contention. If that can not be shown 
to be so, they onght with to admit the falsity and delu- 
sion of their statement. 

The records show that the free importations for the year ending 
June 30, 1898, were $16,561,741 less than for the previous year, 
notwithstanding the enlargement of the free list by the Wilson 
pill, which feature the Republicans have so severely criticised and 

as bi denounced. is is not all that the records show touch- 

ing this t. They show that the value of free importations for 
no one of the two complete fiscal years that the Wilson bill has been 
in operation was as great as that for the last year the McKinley 
law was in foree, so that on this showing I am willing to submit 
tothe le of this country whether or not their position is cor- 
rect, There is another record fact to which attention is called in 
this connection. The dutiable imports absolutely increased $93,- 

537,084 during the first year under the Wilson bill over those of 

the last year under the McKinley bill, and again increased in the 
second year of the Wilson bill’s existence, thereby demonstrati 

the Democratic theory that a less rate of duty than that im 

by the McKinley law would gela a larger revenue to the Gov- 

ernment, and of course would greatly diminish the power of the 
classes to rob and plunder the masses. Before leaving this point 

T desire to also state that the dutiable importations were 8110, 

928.432 less in the fiscal year 1891-92 than for the year 1890-91, 

and $152,045,023 less than for 1889-90. Ihave not heard any Re- 
publican give a reason for these occurrences, and I have great 
curiosity to know what cause they will assign therefor. But pro- 
lific as they are in evasions, and artful in hoodwinking and deceiv- 
ing the people as they have shown themselves to be, it is surmised 
that they willin some way attempt to conceal or distort the proper 
and entire significance of these figures rather than confess the 
existence of the financial stringency that made them unavoidable. 

While I do not now, and never will, give my assent to the doc- 
trine that there ought to be annual deficits in our revenues, yet I 


dare to say that it will be a menace to the best interest of the | Ex 


ple of this country to have a revenue system that will yr 4 
e full amount of money required to meet the expenses of the 
Government while the Government is coerced into the shameful 
and humiliating business of selling bonds, thus impoverishing and 
enslaving its people to procure gold with which to satisfy the 
and avarice of the money sharks of the country. No apter 
ustration of this truth can be found than that which occurred 
within the last two years. If therevenues proper had been equal 
to the ordinary expenditures, there would be at this time stored 
away in the Government Treasury all the Sherman notes, and 
most likely the greater part of greenback notes; hence the 
rency of the country would have been contracted by that m 


-Expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1893 


more than it was. No sane m will doubt that the then Sec- 
retary of the Treas would have gladly withheld that part of 
our money from circulation had not the current demands against 
the Government imperatively required him to pay it out. It is 
therefore insisted that under the circumstances the deficiency in 
the revenue, affording as it did a necessity and a means of re- 
turning these notes into cireulation among the people, was a blesse 
ing and not a disaster to them. 

should be glad to know from the Republicans what they pro- 
pose to do with the Treasury 3 notes redeemed in 
gold when there shall have been sufficient revenues received from 
the ordinary sources to meet all the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment other than gold eee The people of this country are 
vitally interested in this inquiry, and Republican leaders will do 
them a service by answering it here and now. Any system that 
will produce the amount of money requisite to the operation of the 
Government will result in an accumulation in the Treasury of a 
sum equal to the Treasury notes and greenbacks redeemed in gold, 
and to that extent a contraction of the circulation. This may be 
what the Republicans want, but I admonish them vigorously that 
it is not what the masses of the people of this country will submit 
to. That they are able and by the terms of their wicked and in- 
iquitous late alliance with the money power are obligated to and 
will 5 such result I do not doubt, but it is equally cer- 
tain that when the day of reckoning shall come an indignant but 
enlightened constituency will drive them from place and power. 
To. see the receipts of his Government, ordinary and extraordi- 
nary, less than the fair and economical demands upon it is humil- 
iating to every American who loves that Government, but to see 
its functions employed and prostituted to destroy the peace, ha 
piness, and 8 of its citizens is a detestable outrage he will 
not tolerate. This Government is entitled to exact from its citi- 
zens and withdraw from circulation temporarily so much money 
as may be required to pay the expense of its frugal administra- 
tion, but to 1 exact or withdraw more, though done by 
authority of law, is no less a wrong than is committed by the des- 
perado who holds up the traveler on the highway and compels him 
at the point of the gleaming dagger to deliver his money. 

It really seems to have been forgotten by many statesmen that 
when there is a 3 between receipts and expenditures it 
can be avoided as effectually by lowering the excessive as it can 
be by increasing the lower—that is to say, in the present case 
a balance between the debits and credits can be effected just as 
easily, and with much more reason and equity for it, by lessening 
the expenditures. This, in my opinion, is the only proper, just, 
and certain remedy by which to overcome the annually recurring 
deficiencies in the revenue. Iam sure that without hindrance to 
the most perfect and efficient administration of the Government, 
and without violence to any duty or obligation imposed upon it 
by sonnd reason or a well-founded patriotic sentiment, the ex- 
penses as compared with those of the last few years can be, and 
ought to be, very much diminished. My purpose is always to be 
conservative, and I shall not set aside that rule now; but when 
thousands—yes, millions—of our people have been forced tosurren- 
der all luxuries, and many of them to stint themselves in the ne- 
cessities of life, I know that it is neither discreditable nor dema- 
gogical to stand up and insist on the most rigid economy in the 
administration of governmental affairs. We are the chosen serv- 
ants and trustees of the people, and we shall not be blameless and 
withont fault if, in the discharge of the trust reposed in us, we 
shall fail to exercise the same sound judgment, untiring energy, 
and unabating diligence with which the private citizen atten: 
his individ affairs. Notwithstanding the greatly enhanced 
purchasing power of the dollar, as is now conceded by all, the 
annual expenses of the Government, named in dollars, grew $103,- 
910,299, and in purchasing power fully $200,000,000, from the last 
year of Cleveland's first Administration to the last year of Harri- 
son’s Administration, and while the Administration just closed 
succeeded in reducing the annual disbursements very much as 
compared with the last year of Harrison’s Administration, 1892-93, 

et other and greater reductions can and ought to be had. The 
gures bearing on this point are as follows: 
Expenditures for the year ending June 30, 1889 


penditures for the year ending June 30, 1896 
The proposition that I assert is that a very large part of the 
annual eee e are for charges fixed many years ago, before 
the dollar had been given its present commanding position over 
thecommodities of the country; hence no wrong will be perpetrated 
upon the beneficiaries thereof by reducing them in the same pro- 
tion in which the purchasing power of the dollar has increased, 
idelity to the oboe pasea we bear demands that this truth shall 
be rec ed as fully in the execution of our trusts as it is in the 
conduct of individual business. But, as heretofore said, there has 
not been a time since the Wilson bill became a law that there was 
not sufficient available money in the Treasury to meet the ordi- 
nary current charges against it. If this is a correct utterance, 
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and there can be no doubt of it, the conclusion is irresistible that 


whatever trouble the Government has e ienced in financial 
matters has not been due to or grown out of any lack of money to 
defray its expenses. 

9 may not coincide with the statement, but I make 
it broad and plain that by the unauthorized, improper, fallacious, 
and perverse construction of the Sherman law of July 14, 1890, 
first given by Secretary Foster in October, 1891, and afterwards 
concurred in and adhered to by Secretary Carlisle, these officials 
made it easy, inviting, and profitable to the gold ulators, bond 
syndicates, and national-bank promoters to raid the Treasury and 
deplete the gold reserve at pleasure. How often they did so and 
with what accursed effect I need not consume the time totell. It 
were better for us to address ourselves with earnestness and jade- 
ment to the speedy correction of that which is so fraught wi 
rnin and disaster as is the Sherman law as now construed, rather 
than waste our time in criticising flagrant wrongs we have no 
power to undo. SP? 

Theplutocrats have beenextremely vigilant, watchful, and eager 
to seize upon any advantage presented and to ingeniously plan and 
adroitly execute the shrewdestschemes that human intelligence can 
conceive, by which to accelerate the adoption of a financial system 
that would enable them to arbitrarily control the volume of money 
to be circulated in this country at any given time. The interpreta- 
tion of the Sherman law that transferred the option from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to the holder of the Treasury notes to de- 
termine whether they should be redeemed in gold or silver was the 
very consummation of all that the financial vultures of this coun- 
try had wished and hoped for through the years of conflict and 
struggle waged between them and the people. By it the greedy 
and selfish were promoted to the distinguished service of dictating 
to the Government the course to be pursued in matters that in- 

olved not only the welfare of the Government, but likewise the 
rtunes, the happiness, and the destiny of the American people. 
it these remorseless producers of panics and d ers of Gov- 
ernment credit have been vested with a function t should be 
3 by the chosen agent of the Government only, because 
t carries with it the possibility—and, when wielded by one exempt 
from responsibility, the probability—of fastening upon them unlim- 
ited indebtedness and all that that implies, when its payment can 
be enforced through the harsh and exacting processes of taxation. 
It ought not, and I am persuaded will not, be a difficult matter for 
any citizen to understand and appreciate the imminent—and, if not 
provided against, the certain—danger to both the Government and 
people from this source. y 

Within the thirty months last past there have transpired events 
sufficient to convince the most incredulous that unless there shall 
be some change made by which the raids on the gold reserve of 
the Treasury and the resulting bond issues shall be made impos- 
sible, then inevitable and y bankruptcy awaits both the Gov- 
ernment and country alike. There is a remedy plain and simple, 
to provide which would be a brief and easy task; and why there 
should be delay or hesitancy in its application is not understood 
on this side of the Chamber, but perhaps well known to those on 
the other side. If this Congress will so amend the Sherman law 
as to make it mandatory on the Secretary to himself elect whether 
he will redeem the Sherman Treasury notes in gold or silver, there 
will never be from that hour henceforth another one of those dis- 
para predatory occurrences for which the Government has 

compelled to deliver its bonds for $262,000,000 in little more 

aan two years past. Without this or some equivalent legislation, 

ese bond issues, so easily and successfully manipulated, 
will continue to be the star attraction in American finances. 

But it is claimed by its friends that this measure, when put into 

tion, will revolutionize the prevalent depressed state of busi- 
ness affairs; that in some mysterious and inexplicable manner it 
will supply all the arteries of commercial life with a richer and 
more abundant blood and vivify and regenerate the dead and lan- 

ishing industries of the country. In the providence of God I 

t it will, but in the weakness of my mental perception I am 
unable to see how and why it will be competent to bring the bless- 
ings prophesied of a hes poua pa mate = see heres it hic apres 

apparent expec’ m of its advocates, I would go quickly to its 
support and so far as my effort could achieve it, ould hasten the 

y and the hour when my 5 1 75 would enjoy the fruition of 

e wise and faithful service that led to its adoption. But no pro- 

usion of bold and eloquent declarations and bald and unsustained 
assertions can induce me to acquiesce in that which is contrary to 
reason and contradicted by experience. Contrary to reason, be- 
cause the 55 promptings of the most fragile intellect are 
t war with and the irrefragible logic of every strong and well- 
developed mind condemns and refutes the conclusion that a peo- 
le can be enriched by filching from them through the medium of 
75 chee taxation an undue part of the scanty rewards for their 
rs, 
_ Theirrefutable effect of the pending 
‘will be to advance over and above the 


measure to the consumer 
cost of the manufacture, 


pa a fair commercial pront, the priceof every article upon which 
t imposes a tariff and of which this country does not. produce 
more than it consumes. If it does not enable the man urer 
of such goods to charge the people more than he otherwise could, 
it will be not only futile but actually exasperating to him; if it 
does, it will not merely fail to benefit but will be an indefensible 
outrage upon them, The consumer who can not now buy an 
article the price of which is $1 will scarcely be able to purchase it 
when the price has been by this measure forced up to $2 without 
increasing his income. this bill does not add to the price of 
manufactured articles, it can not help the manufacturer; and if it 
does increase the price, the people will be less able to buy. Here 
you have the two horns of the dilemma; lay hold on whichever 
you choose, and you are no nearer to the solution of the serious 
problem of relief to the country than if you had grasped the other 
or neither. The Republicans have with arrogance and yehemence 
laimed during this debate that the present conditions were 
ue to the Wilson bill. It is very gratifying to have them aban- 
don their usual policy of talking about ‘‘everything in general 
and nothing in particular” and give the country in explicit terms 
their diagnosis of the case. Here is a patient sick ost unto 
death,” and . 25 its representation that it 8 understood 
the nature and cause of the disease, and could and would admin- 
ister an infallible remedy, the Republican party has been placed 
in charge. Its leaders upon this floor pronounce the malady to 
be low prices, superinduced by the present tariff law. Demo- 
cratic leaders concur in the opinion that low prices is the canker- 
ous disease that is now so rapidly destroying the vitality of the 
afflicted, but makes the issue that the cause assigned is not the 
correct one sharp, concise, and emphatic. 

If it shall appear that they have incorrectly diagnosed the case, 
then their proposed remedy can not bea cure. In this matter to 
remove the cause is to m a cure, and they can not remove a 
cause of which they do not know. If, as contended by the Repub- 
licans, the prevailing low prices were the necessary sequence of 
the tariff law now in force, then the unfailing remedy lies in the 
repeal of that law; if they were not, it is folly and nonsense to 
say that the repeal of that law and the substitution of this will 
accomplish the work of restitution. Now, to assert, as they do, 
that the Wilson bill was and is the operating cause in the decline 
in the general level of prices is in su ce to affirm that prices 
did not begin to fall until it became a law. The official records, 
it will be admitted, must be considered the most reliable and most 
impartial testimony that can be adduced touching this issue. 
The most of such as will be referred to by me were made up 
years before this issue had been joined, and were the work of 
those in sympathy, not with my views, but with those enter- 
tained by the other side; hence, being in effect admissions by our 
antagonists, sh ouldbe given more influence on the hearing of the 
issue. If these records do not show to the exclusion of reason- 
able doubt that the general level of prices had been aie long 
anterior to the enactment of the present law, then all candid men 
will sg asc the Republican position is correct; but if, on the 
other „they show with unerring certainty that prices have 
been falling for nearly twenty-five years, then the — ting 
statesman must, and will, yield the issue, and whether he does or 
not the people will, in due season, ascertain the right, and de- 
mand its recognition by those chosen to serve them. 
ing in mind the issue, I invite your attention to the fol- 
0 


lowing official figures, showing the range of prices of some of our 


leading products for several years just past: 


In no year intervening between the first and last here given did 
the price rise so high as in the first or fall so low as in the last. 


Bushels. | Value. 


BRERR 
e- 2 


In only two years 
poe that for 1873; nor was it as low in any other 


between the first and last given did the price 
year as it was 
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Bushels. | Value. 


882882 


In only one 
stated in this table did the price equal that of 1874, and in none 
did it sink so low as in 189 


ear intervening between the first and the last 
5. 


In no year su uent to 1874 was the price so high as in that 
year; nor was it so low in any other year as in 1894. 

In the years named there were horses, mules, and milch cows to 
the number and of the value following: 


The price per pound of middling cotton in the New Lork mar- 
ket was, in— 


the farmers of the United States. 

The number of real-estate mortgages executed in the Unit? 
States in 1880 was 643,143, amounting to $710,888,504. 

The number of real-estate mortgages executed in the United 
States in 1889 was 1,226,823, amounting to $1,752,568,274. 

Percentage of increase in number in 1889 over 1880 was 90.68. 

Percentage of increase in amount of those of 1889 over those of 
1880 was 146.53, 

The records also show that for each year subsequent to 1880 
such mortgages increased in both number and amount over those 
of the preceding year, thus showing that the chains of financial 
bondage, with which the people have been shackled for years, were 
being supe pegs eed closer, and yet this was during a decade 
when an ideal Republican tariff prevailed. 

The number of real-estate mortgages in force January 1, 1890, 
was 4,777,698, amounting to $6,019,679,985, and the annual inter- 
est charged thereon amounted to 8397. 442, 792. 

Taking the period from 1850 to 1890, the increase in number of 
farmers from 1880 to 1890 was smaller than in any other decade, 
The increase in improved lands from 1880 to 1890 was but ep mpd 
more than one-half of that from 1850 to 1860 and from 1870 to 
1880. The enhancement in valuation of farm lands from 1850 to 
1860 was 103.11 per cent, while it was but 30.23 per cent from 1880 
to 1890. The number of farms cultivated by owners increased 
from 1880 to 1890 but 9.56 per cent, while those cultivated by ten- 
ants increased 60.69 per cent. č 

Comment upon these figures can not emphasize the painful and 
indelible truth they so plainly and so accurately portray. 

In the lucent flashes which they emit no one can fail to catch 
the glimpses of the frightful havoc and desolation with which 
falling prices have strewn tho land. Stagnation and depression 
tule with despotic sway in every department of business life. 
Able, enterprising, and cautious men have been swept into the vor- 
tex of hopeless and irretrievable insolvency. Want and pen 
are visible in the faces of countless thousands who wander up an 


down the streets of the great metropolitan cities in search of em- 
permen that can not had at any price, and in numberless 

omes erstwhile radiant with the glow of success and content- 
ment there is now the somber hues of discontentment and destitu: 
tion. The bounteous crops of the farmers, the bone and sinew o 
the Republic, instead of smiling with the gentle assurances of f 
reward to them who have through sunshine and shower nurtured 
and developed them, are now heaving with sighs of disappoint- 
ment and vocal with the moans of despair, and in short, the deep- 
ening shadows of a long-continued but ever more furious finan- 
cial storm still hover over and around the masses of our p 
ulation. The supremest duty as well as the most patriotic wor 
this Congress can perform is to move with quickened, unfalterin 
step and resolute pe e to the rescue of our prostrate and suf- 
fering people, and in this connection, according to every mem 
the same dignity of purpose, liberality of motives, and freedom o 
action that I assume for myself, I want to say that I would yiel 
all my highest ambitions and loftiest aspirationsif thereby I could 
dismantle the plutocrat of the panoply of favoritism he has under 
the law and sever in twain the ing golden cord with which 
they have shackled the sons of toil. The official references given 
show that, notwithstanding the tariff laws have been varied, the 
fall in prices have been constant and 5 It is as impos- 
sible to reinstate the former level of prices by the enactment of 
this measure as it is to enter the pearly gates of the New Jerusa- 
lem by the commission of the unpardonable sin. I brand it as a 
delusion and denounce it as a premeditated confiscation of the 
property of the many for the benefit of the few. In conclusion. 
sir, I make the statement that p rous conditions can not and 
will not prevail again in this country until the money of the Con- 
stitution shall have been restored to its ancient and honorable 
position and the volume of standard money made commensurate 
with the 3 business, and needs of the country. 

Mr. EPES. Mr. Chairman, on Monday last, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] had read an article from the 
Petersb dex-Appeal, a newspaper published in my district, 
in which the Democrats of this House were severely criticised for 
their position on the pending tariff bill. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania stated that the easy tab) a was a Southern Dem- 
ocratic newspaper, in answer to which I stated that the paper 
was not Democratic, but independent in politics. 
tion, I desire to have read and printed the following extract from 
a letter received this morning from my friend, Mr, R. P. Barham, 
the editor, publisher, and proprietor of the paper in question: 
Hon. S. P. EPES, 

Washington, D. C. 
tome pean 2 2 N you for correctly stating, to-day, the 
X- min on parties. 
8 respectfully, R. P. BARHAM. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to notice for a moment 
the objection that has been made to this bill by my friends fr 
the South, upon the ground that in its operations it is prejudici 
to the West and to the South. I unde e to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that a greater error was never promulgated upon this floor. 

The general excellence of this bill will, in my humble opinion 
command the t of the greater pert of the thinking people of 
these United States, It is true it has some defects in it, but in 
comparison with its general excellence, these defects are ait | 
as the spots on the sun, and are completely lost in the many goo 
1 of the bill. I should not be at all surprised to see every 

ine of business stimulated by the operations of this bill, should it 
become law. As the fresh morning sun rays in early springtime 
impart life to the apparently dead germ, so the influence of this 
measure, it is hoped, will break up again the paralyzed and frozen 
condition of trade and labor, which the erroneous theories of our 
Democratic brethren have forced upon the country. 

In my opinion, other articles should be put on the dutiable list. 
In view of the amount of foreign cotton now cies Pith with our 
Southern cotton in the American markets, I think it a wise experi- 
ment to put 2 cents per pound duty on all foreign cotton coming to 
this country, and thus make the 55,350,520 pounds of foreign cot- 
ton sold in the American markets annually pay something into 
our Treasury for the privilege to such cotton owner to use our 
markets. I would also put logs upon the dutiable list. It seems 
to me that with these two amendments this bill would be as near 
perfection as the wit of man can devise. These two amendments 
are necessary to make the bill completely consistent and logical. 
Lumber is on the dutiable list. The term lumber does not em- 
brace the round log. The farmer's tree, the log, to become lumber, 
must first be touched by thesaw. The tree, the round, untouched 
log out of which lumber is made, is not on the dutiable list. This 
is illogical and not sound business. Wool is on the dutiable list; 
so are sheep. The placing of wool on the dutiable list and sheep 
on the free list would not be favored by any sensible legislator. 
because the sheep with its fleece could come free of duty, an 
thus all protection to the wool industry and all revenue therefrom 
could be evaded. So with wheat; the placing of flour on the free 


In this connec- 
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list would render unavailing any duty on wheat because the 
foreign wheat could come free of duty in the changed condition. 

The bill has both wool and sheep, wheat, and flour on the duti- 
able list. The same idea carried through the bill and applied to 
lumber would put the log out of which lumber is made on the 
dutiable list. The timber trees of the Middle and Southern States 
are as much raw material as the iron, mica, coal, monazite, 
sheep,and wool. The bill in these two respects isfaulty. In fact, 
there is a stronger reason why the log should be put upon the 
dutiable list than wool. One prine object of tariff legislation is 
to benefit the laborer. It will take ten times as many hands to 
handle $1,000 worth of logs as it will to handle $1,000 worth of 
wool. The ar, ent that our forests will soon be exhausted has 
no weight. ere is very little of the lands of the Middle and 
Southern States that will not produce timber trees. The oak, 
hickory, and other varieties only live about one hundred years. 
Remove the old trees, and the young ones will come on for use in 
about twenty-five peas As the forests become more valuable, 
the greater care will be bestowed upon them looking to their pres- 
ervation and extension. Under the proper stimulus to the indus- 
try you had just about as well talk of exhausting the rays of the 
sun as the immense timber interest of the United States. 

Still, Mr. Chairman, this bill is nearer perfection than any bill 
we have hitherto had. As a Southern Representative, I rejoice 
with the friends of this proposition, because it comes so near meet- 
ing the business and industrial demands of the South. The South 
is blessed, wonderfully blessed, with iron-ore deposits, coal beds, 
mica, monazite, sheep, wool, wheat, horses, and cattle—all these 
are protected, well pope against foreign competition. I re- 
joice with the friends of this 5 also because on the duti- 
able list so many luxuries are looked after and heavy rates of duty 
imposed upon them. The following are among the list: 

All alcoholic perfumery, 60 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad 
valorem; coloring for wine, brandy, etc., 50 per cent ad valorem: 
tobacco, snuff, e IETEN from $2 to $4.50 per pound; brandy, 
$2 per proof gallon; cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwas- 
ser, ra , $2.50 per proof gallon; champagne and other sparkling 
wines, $8 per dozen; still wines, 60 cents per gallon; ale, porter, 
beer, 20 cents per gallon; malt extract, 25 cents per gallon; cherry 

uice, prune juice, 60 cents per gallon; fruits preserved in spirits, 

.50 per gallon; ginger ale, ginger beer, lemonade, soda water, 15 
cents per on; mineral water, 20 cents dozen bottles. Here 
are 28 articles of foreign production—all liquors. t 

Is there a member of this House who would have these duties 
stricken out? The distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK], who cuts a splendid re here, would, I undertake to 
say, like to have them put on the free list, because he would, if 
he could, with the arm of a giant, tear down any custom-house in 
these United States, if I understood him correctly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just exactly so. 

Mr. LINNEY. Les; he says he would do it. And when he did 
it, sir, he would strike a blow to every American interest, so far 
as these articles of American production are concerned, And you 
would not only do that, but you would strike a greater blow, so 
far as tobacco is concerned, to the tobacco industry and to the 
farmer’s tobacco field in this country than if you were to pour 
10,000 carloads of tobacco worms, each bigger than the biggest 
wether that ever lived in Kentucky, into the farmer’s field. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Are you not in favor of repealing 
the internal-revenue taxes on whisky and tobacco? 

Mr. LINNEY. I have been so all my life. 3 

But tell me, how can a free trader have the cheek to about 
e any internal-revenue laws? : 

. CLARK of Missouri. I am not in favor of repealing them. 

Mr. LINNEY. Do you not know that we are bound to run this 
wget raping either by internal-revenue taxes or by tariff duties, 
or 

Yes, sir; tear down the custom-houses and the iron grasp of the 
taxgatherer will be felt upon the throat of every citizen of the 
United States. The gross sum this Government consumes annu- 
ally is about $500,000,000. This is $7.14 to every man, woman, and 
child in the Republic, or, there being about 14,000,000 voters, the 
per capita charge confined to the voting population is about $35. 

Now, according to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the year 1896 the internal-revenue receipts amounted to $143,- 
246,077.75. Are not these laws already severe enough? How 
much more internal taxes do our friends, the Democrats, desire? 
If you tear down the custom-houses, these dens of robbers, as they 
have been called in this House, these taxes must be multiplied by 
three, and then the sum will be inadequate to the legitimate de- 
mands of the Government. Besides all this, the internal-revenue 
taxes are taken from the sweat of industry and offer nothing in 
return to the citizens from whom they are taken. The imposi- 
tion and collection of internal taxes never stimulated a single in- 
dus Every dollar taken is a clear loss to the citizen. Not so 
with the taxes or duties collected at the custom-houses. Every 
dollar paid at the custom-house on foreign production imparts 


some benefit in some shape to either the manufacturer or the 
laborers of this Republic. : 

The collection of duties on foreign goods, when looked at philo- 
sophically, imposes no burden on the American citizen. The 
benefits recurring to the business life of the country by their 
imposition and collection overbalances the sum paid. I prefer 
the latter methodof recurringrevenues. Yes, the people of North 
Carolina are opposed to theinternal taxes. Some of the States of 
this Union, yes, many of them, get back in the shape of pensions 
many millions of dollars more than they Ter outin internal-rev- 
enus taxes, Poor old North Carolina and Virginia pay out annu- 
ally many millions more than they get back in the way of pen- 
sions. The internal-revenue laws, therefore, are especially un- 
equal, unjust, and oppressive to North Carolina and Virginia. 
The only remedy for this inequality, this great wrong to these 
States. is to abolish the entire system. If you tear down the 
custom-houses, then this inequality of taxation to North Caro- 
lina and Virginia will be perpetrated in its most oppressive form. 
Whenever North Carolina and Virginia consent to this they will 
have committed suicide. 

How it is that any American citizen can get the consent of his 
mind to do this great wrong no calm, reflecting mind can see. 
Surely our Democratic brethren have eaten the insane root that 
takes the reason prisoner.” This new form of government was 
intended to confer uponits citizens privileges—indeed, preroga- 
tives—to which the subjects of monarchical governments are to- 
tal strangers. We have, or should have, no American subjects. 
This form of government has been called by our forefathers the 
world’s best hope.” Our citizens are not subjects—they are little 
kings. Tear down the custom-houses and you tear down the dig- 
nity of American citizenship. What is there to distinguish the 
conditions, social and ind ial, which obtain in countries where 
despotic power and not the consent of the government controls, 
except our customs duties and the custom-houses? It is capable 
of demonstration, at least to a moral certainty, that the advocates 
of free trade to this extent are making war upon the dignity of 
American citizenship. It is no wonder, therefore, that the Amer- 
ican elector, whenever this question is fairly and honestly put, to 
wit: Must the custom-houses be torn down? always has and al- 
ways will cast his ballot in favor of his own dignity and that of 
his American brother. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the enemies of the custom-houses are pow- 
erless here, as they will always be at the ballot box, to commit 
this great wrong. See how they are divided in opinion. Some of 
them, in the same political boat, are protectionists, some for pro- 
tection to raw materials only, while others are bold enough to 
move to the logical conclusion to which the Democrat’s thought 
necessarily leads them and assails the custom-houses. Every 
leading idea hitherto promulgated by them has been at some time 
or other abandoned. At the last pam session, called by Presi- 
dent Cleveland, the best thought of Democracy was for free raw 


material. Not a few days ago the polished statesman from South 
Carolina . MCLAURIN] made a speech quite credible to himself, 
both in the subject-matter and splendid manner of its delivery, 


favoring the protection of theraw materials of the South, or, rather, 
of the entire Republic. 

I have always, since I have heard anything of public matters, 
heard of the contention of our Democratic brethren that the Re- 
publican idea of protection prevented revenues from reaching 
the Treasury. Lower the tariff and increase the revenue was 
their battlecry. Now, at this session one of the strongest thinkers 
inthis House, the gentleman from Missouri par: DOCKERY],uttered 
the following opinion on that subject. is speech is found at 
pen of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this special session. 

e said: 
HISTORY OF DEFICITS. 


Let us review the history of past deficits and see whether it is thus prac- 
ticable to secure information that will aid us to a just and patriotic conclu- 
8 in respect to the proposed legislation touching revenues and appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, during our entire history there have been, prior to the exist- 
ing deficiency, but two Treasury deficits in time of peace. There was, of 
course, a deficiency during the civil war, and the current revenues were also 
inadequate during the war with Mexico; but I repeat the statement that only 
two deficits-have vexed the Treasury in time of peace. Both deficits were 
due in measure to too great a reduction of the rates of taxation. They 
were not the result of reckless appropriations. The first deficit occurred in 
1840, and was the result of the enactment of the compromise tariff of 1833 and 
business depression. Gentlemen will remember that this tariff act comtem- 
plated a gradual reduction of tariff rates. It provided that each alternate 
year from 1833 to 1842 there should be a reduction of the duties on Loy pee 
so that at the end of the period the uniform ad valorem rate should be? 
cent. The revenues steadily declined under this measure until 1840, when 
the Treasury wasempty. e surplus vanished because legislation had crip- 
pled revenues, and thus impoverished the Treasury. 

President Tyler convened Congress in extra session in June, 1841, and the 
deficiency was met by an increase of taxation for the reason that it had re- 
sulted mainly from an excessive reduction of taxation, and was not the result 
of extravagant appropriations. 

The second Treasury deficit made its appearance under the Administra- 
tion of President Buchanan, and was attributable to the passage of the 
act of 1857, which unduly reduced the revenues of the Govefnment, and was 
also consequent in some degree upon adverse business conditions, 
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8 the Ist of July, 1900, the public debt, less cash in the 


Treasury, 
ted in 1861 the actual 


that this deficit was not 
of the ex res dur- 
tion were less than the ex- 
dministration of President 


. The deficiency in this case ha resulted mainly from too ta 
ace of taxes, the situation was Masi relieved by ronin the tax 


Thus it will be seen that the pet theory of our brethren, that 
e lower the tariff the ter the revenue, has been abandoned. 
e free-raw-material theory has been overturned by the elegant 
gentleman from South Carolina. The existing position, as I sup- 
, of tariff for revenue only was the vital spark around which 
e Democratic tents would be pitched. But yesterday that doc- 
ine was repudiated by the refined, aggressive statesman from 
issouri, Mr. CLARK. Here are his utterances, found at page 543 
of the RECORD: 
A f Mr. after nine days of tra t 
eee eee tho — — side of this 7 . — 
that by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY], when he said 
t Iwo destroy every custom-house in America. He is entirely correct. 
If I had my way to-day, sir, I would tear them all down, from turret 
* stone, for from the beginning they have been nothing but dens 
robbers. [Laughter and applanse:] 
Iam notin favor of free w. = r is the gentleman; neither have I any 
8 the moonshiners“ in his district, whoshoot down the revenue 


ones th 3 the e e E tidet T sopentrns eaten men 
h am a free trader, and proudly take my stand with Sir Rob- 
R ceed Cobden Sob Dr t and Henry George. I may be an 
umble member of that illustrious company, but it is better to bea door- 
papon se the house of honest free traders than to dwell in the tents of wick: 
pro onists. {Laughter and applause.) 

It will be observed that the co us stand taken by EE 
ee gentleman from Missouri upon this highest peak of Pilot 

ountain of Democratic thought was here proclaimed amidst the 
applause of the Democratic side. Itis the true logical Democratic 
position. The fury displayed by my friend in assailing my views 
upon the question of internal taxes was the legitimate offspring of 
the free-trade idea, pure and simple. The dif erence between the 
gentleman and myself at that point is this: I am in favor of the 
entire freedom of whisky, tobacco, filled cheese, and oleomargarine 

oduced in America, the products of the American hand of in- 
ustry, from the grasp of the internal taxgatherers, while he 
wants thistax continued. When, however, he comes to deal with 
these same articles the product of the pauperism of European 
countries, he exercises charity to the foreigner. I am for Amer- 
ica, while the ean of the gentleman leads him to favoritism for 
the foreigner and his production. My friend imagines the pres- 
ence of armed moonshinersin the district I have the honor to rep- 
resent in North Carolina, shooting down revenue officers like dogs, 
This is almost wholly a creation of the gentleman’s imagination. 
I have only heard of one revenue officer being shot in several 
ears, though the revenue officers in western North Carolina in 
is Administration are almost as numerous as the moonshiners, 
and a well-intentioned Christian moonshiner in shooting a dog 
ht hit one occasionally. There are many hundreds of bloody 
edies read by my friend from Missouri as having taken place 
in western North Carolina that oniy exist on paper. More thana 
dozen moonshiners have felt the bullets of revenue officersto every 
officer shot by moonshiners. x 

The Federal courts are regularly held. The prosecuting officer, 
the Hon. Robert B. Glenn, enjoys the reputation of standing in 
the front rank of the legal profession, and I will risk the assertion 
that there have been five convictions in the State courts of homi- 
cide in that district haying no connection whatever with the en- 
forcement of the internal- revenue laws to every indictment in the 
Federal courts for violence or offered violence against internal- 
revenue officers. There is no sympathy in any part of North 
Carolina with violators of the Federal laws or State laws by the 
good citizens thereof. North Carolina justly claims the purest 
and ablest . and her citizens are preeminently law abidin 
and industrious. No State in the Union surpasses her, if ind 
her people can be equaled, in respect, admiration, and rever- 
ence for law and order, This irreconcilable difference of opinion 
among our Democratic friends tends to prove that they are in 
error. Suppose a committee of Democrats were selected to prepare 
a tariff bill. Owing to the irreconcilable difference of opinion, 
they could not report a bill until Gabriel blows his horn, if he 
blows it in reasonable time. Our friends are therefore failures as 
tariff statesmen; they are null and void in this respect. 

How different with the Republican side of the House. The 203 
Republicans of this House stand with greater unanimity for the 
American home and farm than has ever been known in the his- 
tory of our legislation on this question. Never was greater deter- 
mination shown by almost every member of the They 
have shown considerable patience in listening to the fervid elo- 
quence of our brethren in their made fight against America. One 
of the chief excellencies of this matchless form of government is 
that freedom of thought is admired, and error, however us 
and by whomsoever espoused, is powerless where reason is left free 


Mr. Lincoln was ina 


to combat it. The policy of protection tends to the development 
of our natural hidden resources. It multiplies factories, Under 
its stimulating influence the sunny South in a few years will 
eclipse the t North in the number of spindles, looms, and 
wheels employed in produci p Seppe with which to clothe the 
70,000,000 of Americans. God has given us the advantage in nat- 
ural conditions. We have warmer days, more timber, and more 
water power. It is probably the first instance in the history of the 
nation and of the world where so many of its perme stubbornly 
resisted and made war against the greatest blessing that could 
possibly be bestowed, to wit, the revival of our business interests 
and the strengthening of our manufacturing interests in the 
South. I feel it my duty to my State to invite those blessings 
rather than war them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, in regard to paragraph 200, I 
submit for the consideration of the committee the following letter 
Bey I have received from an important industry in the city of 

B10: 
BUFFALO, N. V., March g, 1897. 

DEAR Str: We see in the new tariff issue they have included as dutiable 
“stave and heading bolts,” and as we are large consumers of these bolts we 
write you regarding it. In the first place, we do not see how a duty on them 


is going to benefit anyone, as these ts are raw ma „Simply logs cut 
into suitable lengths for our business, and we use several fren 1 
to c up 


year, Now, with a duty on them we would be com 
our mill,as would all others on the borders in this State, ennsyivania, Ohio, 
er in these localities is all cleared up. 


as the timber on the bord: 


and 
ed | These boltsare aypa over here and we manufacture them into barrel staves 


and headings, employing a great many men, and if there werea duty im: 
onthem, they would be manufactu: into staves and in by 
Canadian labor and the manufactured article shi, over here. Duty on 
bolts would benefit no one. It would simply be the means of closing up a 
great many mills here and throwing out of employment a great many men. 
Now, we wish you would use all your infiuence to keep bolts on the free 
* we think it would be very — Bh to American manufactures. 
you wish any further information r 


g this, please write us. 
Trusting you will use your influence keep them on the free list, we 


Very truly, yours, 
Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat, and who in part represents the 
great State of North Carolina, in proclaiming his protective prin- 
ciples does not represent the sentiments of the South [loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side], which for more than three- 
quarters of a century has stood the bulwark and the defense of the 
great mass of the people against the greed, the rapacity, the raids 
of those robbers who seek to obtain by tariff legislation the right 
to feed and fatten upon the energies of the honest producers of 
the country. [Renewed applause] The imposition of a tariff 
under any circumstances and of any character is a tax upon the 
porna of the agricultural and laboring element of the conntry. 

e only justification for it is the necessity for raising revenue 
for the support of the Government. But when, as in this bill, it 
proclaims itself to be the enormity of a . tariff of protection for the 
sake of protection,” it forfeits that justification and Si apr in its 
true character of the freebooter levying tribute upon the earnings 
of the great masses for the enrichment of fav industries. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, speaking for South Carolina, and, as I 
believe, for the whole South, let me say that the ar. ent that 
„e should not deny ourselves a share of the spoils” will never 
cause her to prove false to her principles and her duty, or lure us 
away from the faith of our fathers. We have fought the good 
a down through the century. Thevictory will yet be ours. The 

est is beginning to see that agriculture can not prosper under 
a high tariff; that ultimately the burden is borne by the agricul- 
tural industries and the labor of the country, and that no pros- 
perity can come to them so long as onerous duties are imposed 
upon them. Producers of raw material can best be aided by the 
abolition of the protective tariff; and not by contributing to its 
perpetuity by asking to be taken within its fold. But here we 
are told by the Republican members of the Ways and Means 
Committee that the duties or taxes imposed by this bill, which are 
$113,000,000 in excess of those imposed by the present tariff, are 

id by the foreign importer, and not by us. Whatnonsense, Mr. 

airman! Do they ask us to believe that the $113,000,000 is 
donated to us by the importers? Not a bit of it. Why, they pay 
that into the Treasury of the United States, and they get bac. 
the money out of the consumers of this country when they sell us 
their goods at the enhanced price of $113,000,000, 1 
The merest tyro in political economy knows that; and they n 
not try to wheedle and deceive the people in this country by 
telling them that the ae ord ys this tax. À 
w Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

ion? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I can not yield to the gentle- 
man. I have onlx five minutes. Let me tell you, gentlemen, that 
you can not, by the hocus pocus, by the sham and pretense, the 


hollow mockery, the empty nothingness, of putting grain, wheat, 
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oats, and corn upon the protected list, by offering to the people of 

the South and West this Dead Sea fruit, tempt them from their 

3 to this cola protective tariff. 

ue STEELE. the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on now? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. The South is consistent now, 
and true to the position that she has always occupied. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. We do not ask you for a 
tariff on cotton. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That does 
not represent the sentiment of South Carolina. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The gentleman from Indiana 
should address the Chair, and not interrupt the speaker. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, cotton is not 
afraid of competition from foreign markets. Cotton seeks foreign 
markets, and it is suicidal for the industry of cotton, over one- 
half of which is sold abroad, to ask for protection; and the South 
does not ask for it. [A 3 on the ocratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN, F e time of the gentleman has expired, 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. HARTMAN, I renew the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this tariff bill, which is to become a law, if at 
all, by the ission of the „ majority in the 
Senate, is offered as a remedy by the Administration asa cure for 
‘all our financial industrial ills, As a silver Republican, I desire 
to say that the silver Republicans of the United States believe in 
an adequate protective tariff, so levied as to equalize the differ- 

nce between the cost of labor and the cost of living in this and 
foreign countries; but we do contend and insist that that protect- 

ive system shall include a fair and adequate duty upon raw ma- 
terial, North and South, East and West. 
sir, Iam tired of this sham play here. The issue before 
this ople, gentlemen of the House, is not the battle of the 
schedules; it is the battle of the standards [applause on the Demo- 
cratic side]; and all of your talk about free-trade tariffs and pro- 
tective tariffs will avail you nothing. I am constrained to say 
that I think some of the gentlemen upon the Democratic side have 
made a mistake in accentuating this tariff question. A few have 
not, but some of you have. I want to say to yon that while I 
believe that is true, I do not believe that you have in any way 
transferred the issue from the money issue to the tariff question, 
for this reason—you do not make issues here. The people make 
issues, and when the American people, expecting that they will 
receive prosperity from the tariff bill, fail to receive it, they will 
then turn their attention to the one single question of a d 
an adequate supply of money with which to transact their busi- 
ness. 

Mr. Chairman, the idea that you can briag prosperity to this 
country by placing either high-protective or low-protective tariff 
reo z statute books is absurd so long as you maintain the gold 

Ndard, 

The question was aptly put by Major McKinley, and as aptly 
met by the antagonistic forces, of which I was one, and I am 

roud that Iwas. [Applause on the Democratic side.) The ques- 

on was put by Major McKinley in this lan ad n the 
mills, and not the mints.” But the reply was:“ n the mills 
or what? Open the mills to manufacture more goods and put 
em upon the shelves and in the warehouses of your great manu- 
‘factories, there to lie unsold, because the 30,000,000 farmers of 
this country do not have sufficient money with which to pur- 
chase those goods?” The fact is, gentlemen, you can prate about 
your tariff schedules; you can shout Free trade!” on this side and 
“Protection!” on that, but until you open the mints the mills will 
never open; and when you do open the mints and put into the 
hands of the American farmer a silver dollar, he will knock upon 
the doors of your factories, and they will then swing open. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr, Chairman, I do not intend to register my vote either for or 
against this bill. The reason I shall not vote for it is that I do 
not think it is the remedy, even if it were a perfect bill. But it is 
not a perfect bill. The wool and lead schedules are not fair to the 
producers of those articles, and every consideration of equity de- 
mands a duty of at least $1.50 on hides. I will not vote against it 
for this reason. I want the Republican party to enact it. I want 
them to bring prosperity, and no man will be more gratified than 
Lif they succeed. But, gentlemen, if you do not succeed, Repub- 
lican Congressmen in the Fifty-sixth Congress will be as scarce as 
snowballs in the sulphurous world. [Laughter. Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Mr. Chairman, this being the case, I intend to 
content myself with . when we come to vote 
upon this bill, and in 1898, when you gentlemen have failed to 


But, 


8 prosperity, when you have failed to achieve an interna- 
onal agreement—as you will fail, because Great Britain will 
never be satisfied to give you that ission—when you have 
failed to do these two things, then the silver Republican party and 
the bimetallic forces of all parties—for they are going to be to- 
gether again in 1900, as they were in 1896—will meet you and 
welcome you to our ranks, and hundreds of thousands of men 
who voted for McKinley will come. 

A MEMBER. You will vote for Bryan again. 

Mr, HARTMAN, I do not care who the standard bearer may 


be. It is the cause thatIstand for. [Loud applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. 
Mr. M Mr. Chairman, in regard to paragraph 212, I 


adduce for the consideration of the committee two communica- 
tions which I have received from Buffalo, one containing reso- 
lutions from the local branch of the Ci Makers’ International 
= oy America and the other from a distinguished labor leader 
of my city. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 23, 1897. 
Hon. R. B. MAHANY: 


testing against the 

ing bill now before the s 
2 — a itdos 8 the fact that should af. 

our country, an res ressupon you the 8 the afo 

said tobacco sched: $ nrs nl. 


8 of the employer 
shape, do one or two things: Either the cost of our product 


an 
wor: 


W 1 lso to i 
o desire also to u 
of hard times. and eee 
materially cause conditions to hey 
add ter hardships upon an homie <8 burdened people, Now, then, we 
ize that we must be as brief as possible. 
sumed with receiving petitions of a similar nature. refore, we kin 
ou to vote and use your influence t the passage of the posed 
55 schedule in so far as the duty on imported wrappers and fillers is con- 
cerned (raw material) and w cigars (manufactu product). We believe 
in reducing the duty upon the rates as proposed in the pending schedule upon 
wrappers and fillers, and to increase the duty upon the manufactured prod- 
uct. This we understand as being the princ — of the Republican party 
protection to the American workman. We therefore ask it. In conclusion, 
we emphatically protest against the Ə of the additional higher 


rates upon im wrappers and fillers, and request of you, lend your 
power in brin about such results as are contained in the foregoing. 
Respectfully submi: 


JOSEPH MOSS, President, 

©. H. EHROKE, Vice-President, 

F. V. WECHSEL, Recording Secretary, 

F. WEIGEL, Secretary-Treasurer, 
Committee. 


AMERICAN FEDERATION O¥ LABOR, Buffalo, March 22, 1897. 


DEAR Str: The tariff bill now in al session of is one 
of vast importance. It is e. A en an 933 3 craft. It 18 
with this end in view that I desire to impress upon you and your colleague 
the manner in which our trade would be injured to an extent which, to sa; 
the least, is surprising. Tho Buffalo cigar makers present as fine skilled 
mechanics as can be found in any part of our country. To enact the tobacco 
schedule of the pending tariff bill would very materially reduce the essential 
skill now required in the making of cigars. 

It is generally understood that the tobacco known as Sumatra and Habana, 
for iy es ip dpe filling pu uires greater skill than all other tobaccos 
combined; aoe o crease the tariff on the aforesaid tobaccos would 
minimize the ed workmen in our country. Again, if the manufacturers 
poke 2 to pay more for the aboye tobaccos, by reason of an increased 


the con 
Wein 
ployers and oursel 


tion 


acme of inconsistency, inasmuch as the 3 principle of the e 
u 


tries.“ 
ents. But the bill as pro: ould have an adverse effect 
resaid ff; h 


W. 
Bu aio da still in the throes of hard times, un- 


dened auray There are a great many t 
ab vat schedul 
matters of this kind, I realize to be brief is to be precise. 


fronted, and in re is no exception. The unemployed are as nu- 
groas here as elsewhere. To pass the tobacco schedule would but increase 


e * 
It is a well demonstrated fact in our daily economics that the more 
money the small business man is compelled to invest, the greater difficulty 
the wage earner hasin procuring the fullness of his labor. The schedule 
would compel the small manufacturer to invest more money; consequently 
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the workmen would suffer proportionately. In conclusion, we desire that 
the duties on imported wrappers and fillers should remain as at present, and 
if possible increase the duty on imported cigars. We would be sufficiently 
gratified if the tobacco schedule were amended so that the laborer would ge 
a fair day’s pay for a fair day's work. The tobacco schedule as pr 
will not bring it about, but reverse in a measure what the people believe 
be the principles of the Republican party. 
i ting t I have „ too much upon your time. 
am, yours, respectfully, 
H. F. TRAPPER. 


Hon. R. B. ManANx. 


Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, Ido not e t that 
anything that I can say, or that has been said on this side of the 
House, will in any way interfere with the schedule programme 
that has been agreed upon and adopted by the majority, the Re- 
pa on the other side, But, Mr. Chairman, some things 

ave been said in this House, not only upon the other side but 
upon this side, to which I do not assent. My Deere. Mr. 

airman, is expressed in the language of a distinguished leader 
of the Democratic party in years gone by when he said: 

If we can not at once, in justice to interests vested under improvident 


legislation, make our Government what it ought to be, take a 


i Wo can at least 
stand against all new grants or monopolies and exclusive privile 


1 gos, t 
any prostitution of our Government to the advancement of the few at the 
expense of the many. 


Mr. Chairman, that was the language of Andrew Jackson, and 
for the reasons there expressed I am opposed to Republican pro- 
tection, even if you give it in broken doses, inclosed in capsules of 
sea-island cotton of South Carolina, or the wool of Texas, or the 
bauxite of Georgia, or the sugar of Louisiana, labeled ‘‘ sure to 
soothe infant industries.” ange and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I say, then, to gentlemen upon this floor that it mat- 
ters not that the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee has held up the Republican blanket of protection; has 
invited certain ‘‘infant industries” to run under it, and has said 
to them, ‘‘Come along home, little children.” Some few of them 
have obeyed and have gone under that blanket and have been 
snugly tucked away in their little trundle-beds, under the trusts 
apes reg and iron, and the other great trusts in this country. 

ughter. 

[ A arsa tariff can be of no benefit whatever to the farmers 
that I have the honor to represent upon this floor. In the years 
of the past they have seen the exports of their sanie products 
increase year after year, until to-day millions of bushels of their 
wheat and millions and billions of pounds of their cotton and 
other products are shipped abroad, where the price is not fixed by 
the protected markets of the United States under your protective- 
tariff system, but are fixed in the open markets of the world, 
where their surplus products are sold. While you make the 
farmer pay the increased rates which are given as a bonus to the 
protected manufacturing interests of this country, at the same 
time you force him to sell his products in a foreign market where 
no protection can reach him or do him any good. I say, then, to 
you, that the people of this country registered their verdict against 
the McKinley law by a storm which swept the Republican party 
from off the political field, but that storm was but a zephyr in 
comparison with the storm that will sweep Republicanism out of 
existence in this Hall in 1898. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Here the hammer fell. 

r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, when the Commit- 
tee on Rules presented the special order providing for the consid- 
eration of the bill to provide revenue for the Government and 
encourage the industries of the United States,” I asked the gentle- 
man from ay tr pl ar DALZELL] in charge of the resolution 
if it was the intention of the Committee on Rules to give to each 
member of the House an gh har eth to propose amendments and 
have them submitted to the Jnagment of the House. We were 
told that the rule had been framed for that purpose; but, sir, not- 
withstanding the statement made at that time, there has been no 
opportunity for the individual members of the House to propose 
amendments to the bill by paragraphs. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

I do not by this statement mean to cast any reflection upon the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania, the Committee on Rules, or the 

ommittee on Ways and Means; for it has been demonstrated to 
my entire satisfaction that the bill could not have been considered 
graph by p aph within the limited time provided for its 
8 While the other side pursued the tacties adopted by 
them. I have thus far refrained from Soong pori in the discus- 
sion, with the hope that something could accomplished to 
hasten the progress of the work and allow members. with meri- 
torious amendments to props and have them acted upon; but 
we have waited in vain. The hour has now come when the bill 
must be taken in its entirety or be rejected by its friends; and I 
unhesitatingly take my place among the friends of protection, 
23 on the Republican side], and ayail myself for the first 
ein the debate of an opportunity to give my views upon this 
question, not intending, however, to trespass long upon the indul- 
gence of the House. 
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The great district that I haye the honor to represent upon this floo 
has, by an overwhelming majority, commissioned me to vote for th 
esky of the Wilson law and the reenactment of the principle 
8 as advocated and championed by the Republican party 

om the hour of its formation up to the present moment. [Ap- 
pistise] The great industries of my home city, with their thou- 
sands of skilled artisans, find the best market for the products of their 
labor in our own country. The great furniture industry of whic 
we boast is sustained and supported and prospers when capi 
1s generally invested in industry and labor is steadily employed, 
E We ask little protection for the products of our fac- 

ories; but we are not unmindful of the fact that the whole coun; 
try prospers best under protection, and in that prosperity we get 
our greatest share. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, there never has been a time in the history of our 
country when protection to American industry and labor has 
failed to bring prosperity and happiness to the American people, 
[Applause.] e first law ever enacted in tho halls of Congress 
was a protective tariff law, and it brought prosperity and comfort 
to those who were then struggling with poverty and want. That 
law remained in force until 1812, when duties were increased, 
averaging half specific and half ad valorem. Thegrowth of man- 
ufactures in our country was phenomenal and our early fathers 
conducted their second great war with England backed by a pros- 
perity that enabled them to wage Piha warfare. The theory 
of free trade first cast its withering blight upon the country in 
1816, when all tariff duties were ead valorem and reduced 9 
a purely revenue basis. The effect of free trade served to ceme 
the forces of protection that rallied in the political battle of 1824, 
giving to the country a new tariff law, under which business r 
vived and continued until the theory of free trade again for 
itself into the political arena in 1833. The result of the compro- 
mise tariff law of that year brought bankruptcy and ruin and dis- 


tress upon the country. 
Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised that the gentleman who has 
just preceded me from South Carolina [Mr. Winson] now raises 
is voice against this protective measure. He has but followed in 
the footsteps of South Carolina statesmen, whose bitter opposition 
to protection is found in the public utterances of John C. Calhoun, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] The terrible panic of 1887 
was the direct fruit of Calhoun’s efforts in favor of free trade. 
E on the Republican side.] Out of the business wrec 
nd disaster of that day the charred remains of the eminent South 
Carolinian have been embalmed in fragrant memory and are 
(an raded this afternoon by the Representatives of his State, 
pplause. 

In 1842 the Whig party successfully contended against Demo- 
cratic free trade, and put into force a tariff measure with average 
duties of 25 per cent ad valorem, Notwithstanding the measur 
was vetoed by President Tyler, both branches of Congress p 
it over his head, and the rapid development and prosperity that 
followed its pas struck terror to the slave power of the South, 
which gradually felt the North overcoming its strength. The 
South then rallied for another final effort to break down our tariff 
laws, and in 1846, by false pretenses of a most glaring character, 
they obtained sufficient power to enact the Walker revenue 
tariff,” which resulted in great business depression, and, had it not 
been for the discovery of gold in California and the Crimean war, 
would have laid low the Democratic party at the next succeedin, 
election. Not content with the low duties of the Walker tariff,” 
the Democracy, in 1857, made them still lower, so that the dut 
did not average 15 per cent. Every man in this House who is old 
enough to know anything of history admits the sad consequences 
of the low tariff of 1857. Its enactment was heralded by panic, 
bankruptcy, and ruin [applause]; and the piteous wail of Presi: 
dent Buchanan should warn those free traders upon the other side 
of this Chamber of the folly which they would perpetrate upon the 
country to-day. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Under that act the public debt was increased $46,000,000, while 
the expenditures exceeded et des $77,234,116 in a single year. 
Be it said to the honor and credit of James Buchanan that, after 
involving the country inits greatest distress up to that time, he 
had the manhood to sign a protective-tariff law enacted just be- 
fore theexpiration of his Presidential term, and from that moment 
to this the country has prospered as never before. From that 
moment to this the nation has made such progress that it has since 
been the envy and admiration of the world. [Great applause. 

In twenty-seven years of protection, from 1865 to 1893, the Ad- 
ministrations of the Republican party have reduced the public 
debt $1,747,301,878, while in thirty-six months of this Wilson free- 
trade measure they have run the country into debt $262,329,630, 
and this only represents the new debt created by the General Gov- 
ern 1 not Tom A a 3 howe A i sorron 
visible on every 5 plause. at great apostle of Popu- 
lism, the gentleman from Eia J ERRY SIMPSON, has furnished 
to this House (in ten speeches since the beginning of this tariff 
debate) those stale bits of political wisdom compounded in the 
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Populistic apothecary shop at Medicine Lodge. [Laughter and 
applause.] He said a day or two ago that the present financial 
system had been a bar to the nation’s prosperity. Listen and see 
how plain a tale shall put him down. A 

Statistics show that under the present financial system of the 
Government the country has made most rapid progress in all that 
goes to make a nation great. In 1870 there was $1,700,000,000 
invested in manufactures in the United States. In 1890, under 
this dreadful financial system of which he speaks, this sum has 
increased to $6,200,000,000. In 1870 the number of employees 
in these manufacturing establishments was 2,000,000. In 1890 
under the financial system which he criticises, the number had 
increased to 4,500,000 persons. Fei greta The wages paid to 
these bread winners in 1870 was ,000,000, an average of $310 
per head, while in 1890, under this financial system that he decries, 
the pay roll had leaped to the enormous sum of $2,200,000,000, an 
average of $489 per annum per head, [applauso] The total 
value of the manufactured products in 1870 of all these factories 
was $3,400,000,000, while in 1890, under the financial pynten that 
he opposes, the manufactures of our country reached the enor- 
mons sum of $9,000,000,000. [Applause.] Perhaps none of these 
great industries are located in the gentleman’s State (Kansas), but 
a careful examination of the census report discloses the fact that 
the most flourishing industry in the home of this Populistic dem- 
agogue is sue demagogic political workshop of one JERRY SIMPSON, 

Applause. 
[ 4 claims that the farmer has received no protection at the 
hands of our party, Statistics clearly show that there never was 
a period of such universal prosperity in the history of our country 
as that immediately following the enactment of the McKinley 
tariff law; while after its repeal, in the first year of the Wilson 
bill, the farmers of our country lost the market they had formerly 
enjoyed for 150,000,000 bushels of wheat, for 430,000,000 bushels of 
corn, for_1,000,000 bushels of barley, for 215,000 head of cattle, 
for 220,000 tons of hay, for 1,400,000 dozens of eggs, for 2,400,000 
munds of cheese, for 115,000,000 pounds of wool, and for $22,- 
„000 worth of potatoes. It may be that a protective tariff will 
not be beneficial to the farmers of our country, but in the face of 
these figures it requires a bold man to deny that the Wilson bill 
has most seriously affected the occupation of the farmers and has 
deprived them of a former market. 5 y 
t has been frequently stated upon the floor of this House during 
the debate that the ublican party were legislating in the 
interests of trusts and combinations. Mr. Chairman, there are 
several trusts in whose interest I propose to legislate. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] But they were not the gigantic monop- 
olies stimulated by free trade, and my Democratic friends upon 
the other side of the Chamber are welcome to the comfort that 
they may get from that fact. The trust that I shall never betray 
and propose by my vote to favor is the trust reposed in me by 
the thousands of laboring men in my Congressional district, who 
commissioned me to aid in bringing back steady employment to 
them at remunerative wage. olonged 1 aune. The trust 
that I shall not betray is that reposed in me by the old soldiers in 
my Congressional district, who commissioned me to aid them in 
every possible way to enjoy the fruits of a prosperous country, 
and I can assure the gentleman from Missouri, whose cheese- 
bittering parsimony would strike a blow at the pension roll of 
our soldiers, that none of the money collected from the increased 
revenue by the Dingley law shall ever be employed in sending 
spies about the country to dog the footsteps of the old veteran of 
the rebellion from his sick bed to his grave. [Applause.] The 
trust that I favor and shall not poiray isthe trust reposedin me by 
the farmers of my district, who, with one voice, commissioned me 
to have reenacted the agricultural schedule of the McKinley law 
that protected them against unfair and unjust competition with 
the farmers of Canada and of European countries. [Applause.] 
And I bear a special commission to see to it that the sheep and the 
wool that were formerly so valuable a feature of the farming of 
Michigan shall be again protected by such a duty as will not 
place the farmers of my State in open and unrestricted competi- 
tion with the sheep and wool growers of New Zealand and Aus- 
tralia. [Prolongedapplause.] The jobbers, merchants, and com- 
mercial travelers, the farmers, laboring men, and mechanics of 
my Congressional district are not discouraged; they are hopeful 
that this cloud of depression may be soon lifted and the bright 
sunlight of prosperity again permitted to shed its beneficent rays 
into their homes. [Applause.] 

Much criticism has been indulged in on the sugar schedule of 
this law. I have no apology to make here or anywhere else for my 
vote in favor of a tariff upon sugar. We who boasted of the un- 
taxed breakfast table of the American mechanic by reason of the 
free sugar of the McKinley Act were fully justified in the light 
of the information then at hand. But since the passage of the 
McKinley law experiments have been made in the beet-sugar in- 
dustry which warrant me in saying that with a protective tariff 
against the sugar of other countries our own country will soon be 
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producing all the sugar that our people demand. The Michigan 
egislature has recently passed a law giving 1 cent per pound 
bounty upon the beet su produced in our own State, and ex- 
periments have been made under the direction of skillful men 
which show that much of the great territory of our Union is well 
adapted to the production of beet sugar, and that by a fair meas- 
tA; ci oe we will soon be producing all that we require, 
plause. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] 
who has just taken his seat has undertaken to demonstrate to the 
country that it would be wise to so legislate that silver, the spe- 
cial product of Montana, may be sold upon the markets at a forced 
sale made to the Government at twice its value. He claims to 

ak for the Republican party; he claims to speak for the silver 
ublicans. Mach as I admire the gentleman, and dislike to 
e any criticism upon him, I must say that he has, by his con- 
duct in the last campaign, forfeited the mgit to be classed asa 
Republican upon the floorof this House. [Prolonged applause on 
the Republican side.] And I protest against the use of the word 
Republican or Silver Republican by Bryanites who deserted their 
pariy and undertook to prevent the election of President McKin- 
ey. [Renewed applause upon the Republican side.] Free trade 
and free silver are twin sisters of impotency. Free trade and free 
silver go hand in hand. The advocates of both have been found 
together in this debate, and they were found side by side in the 
last campaign. There is nothing in their political faith that is 
healthful. Only weak, semibarbarous countries now follow their 
dim and flickering light. Erbe 

The statement has been frequently made here that the Repub- 
lican party will be in the minority in the next House if we pass 
this measure. Mr. Chairman, Iam not so enamored of public office 
that I would sacrifice a principle for the temporary honor of sit- 
ting in the National House of Representatives, and these Popu- 
list-Democrats from Missouri and Kansas who sit on a sawbuck 
through the whole year studying the political weathercock have 
only been able to land 3 at great intervals. I am radi- 
cally and uncompromisingly opposes to the principle of free trade, 
in which our Democratic friends on the other side of the House 
seem to glory. I am radically and unconditionally opposed to its 
handmaid in disaster, the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1, when the market value all over the world is 
82 to 1, and I had rather never sit in this Chamber again than to 
compromise with either. [Applause.] Both are fraught with great 
danger to the country, the fearful consequences of Which no man 
can measure. [ Applause. 

Mr. Chairman, Ido not wholly agree with the Committee on Ways 
and Means upon the reciprocity clause of this bill. Ido not believe 
that any minimum duty should be arbitrarily im in this 
legislation. The President of the United States should have full 
and absolute power to enter upon such negotiations with Euro- 
pean countries as will give us back the fifteen commercial treaties 
that were so cruelly destroyed by the Democratic party under the 
Wilson bill. E 
Reciprocity is the policy of every leading nation of Europe 
It is ded as the most satisfactory method of regulating inter- 
national trade. Germany is making treaties with all countries 
with which she has commercial relations for the purpose of extend- 
ing her export trade. She is already bound up by reciprocity with 
Australia, Italy, Roumania, and other countries, and a treaty for- 
mulated with Russia will admit the wheat and flour of the latter 
Empire upon discriminative rates. The abrogation of our treaties 
was hailed with positive delight by all the rival governments of 
Europe, who quickly profited by what we surrendered. 

Great Britain has made important trade treaties with Spain, 
under which Spanish wines and Cuban tobaccos are to be admitted 
at reduced rates of duty into the ports of the United Kingdom, in 
exchange for which Spain has reduced her tariff upon a large 
variety of manufactured merchandise from England. Besides her 
treaty with Great Britain, Spain has made reciprocity treaties 
with the Netherlands, Belgium, Switzerland, and Sweden and Nor- 
way. Ineachinstancethey will operate to the great disadvantage 
of our American trade. Russia has also adopted the same policy, 
and, in addition to the treaty with Germany, she has made one 
with France which can not but be of mutual advantage. In the 
face of this world-wide effort on the part of the most advanced 
nations to secure with greater certainty customers for their prod- 
ucts and to afford to their citizens those articles of necessity not 
produced at home, how short sighted and unjustifiable seems the 
policy of the Democratic party. 

We should make every possible effort to undo their folly. The 
country needs this legislation and needs it quickly. W 
It needs it because the industries of our country are embarrassec 
and imperiled. It needs it to give labor to the laboring man, to 
give back markets to the farmers of our country, to give capital 
renewed hope and confidence, to replenish the Treasury that has 
been so severely tried. Pass this bill and let it be apostle enacted 
into law, and the industries of our country will soon revive, and 
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rosperity will again be the realization of a patri- 


otter people s| Fong-continued applause, ] 


Mr. Chairman, in regard to ph 222, I 
bmit for the judgment of the committee the following letter 
from a great malt house in the city of Buffalo: 
JOEL WHEELER & Co., MALTSTERS, 


283-295 PERRY STREET, 
Buffalo, N. F., February 12, 1397. 


hen the duty was 10 cents per bushel, was from seven to ten 
r year. Before the daty ot 30 cents 75 bushel went into effect, Canada 
ley made the price for ley in the United States, and New York State 
parley sold up to within from 5 to 7 cents of 


country. [A use on the Democratic side. 

Mr. 8 8 , in connection with paragraph 
198 I submit the following letter for the consideration of the 
committee: 


would only we ck advantage to a few tube mills and afew bicycle manufac- 


barley, and our State farmers got 8 turers who w their own tubing, and is of considerable disadvantage to we 
ey can not raise barley and com with the low grades of Western bar- man rers, y if the tube mills combine and raise their 
All the counties of western New York raised bariey. I have bought in | price the new tariff billas 
and Wyoming counties before the MoKinle went into effect 224 therefore 7 ask „ iao that the dut; pe fabs is pont 
; this ve 2,000 bush which was | ce vi or is made 3 cen W wo one-half cen 
„ T ponpak ony ais, above the rate of the McKinley bil 1 0 ority of manufactures will re- 
Barley has steadily declined in ever since the McKinley bill went into | main with us, if they see what the proposed duty is on seamless tubing. 
effect. Now, I do not know as letter will do any good, but I must you will look into this matter tho: y and work for the inter 
the Going ot can to ruin the New York State | est of those who are concerned in this, we 
maltsters. Ithink the millions of dollars invested in this State should receive Yours, very sincerely, 
some little consideration from the and made to suf- THE NIAGARA TOP CO, 
er for the benefit of the West. What we want is to barley Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
oy See tial so atowvaars Her Lack Heads Would bee baring rating ee cad 
afew years New wo! a 0 2 z 
res STAA M well ee tsters would receive the bene. | Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know if there is 
fit. If not too much trouble to you, kindly a attention of the commit- p N before the committee? 
to tter, and ask them to of the great State of e CHAIRMAN. Thedebate upon the proforma amendment 
ew York some consideration in thismatter. Mi any State sted th ks of South 
are going out of business on account of not being able to get the barley they was exha by the remar: the tleman from South Caro- 
Want, and if 8) cents per bushel is put Canada barley it is only a ques- | lina, If there is no objection, it will considered as withdrawn. 
tion of a few years w. nota of malt will be ein this State, as 


maltsters can not bring barley from the West and compete with the Western 


Y ier T Gn, eon ETS DAE tate anion Cente torte 
sa) o, then usa uty on 

5 BO o than the: 4 

sold in this market 80 


e 

& barley, but if they only intend to benefit the W. maltster at the 
sxpenne of she senlteters of his Stace, why. Shen, Rosse bushel on Canada 
barley will do it. Thirty cents per on Canada le be 

rotection, but it is destruction toourtrade. [know the 0 
History of how 30 cents per bushel was put on Canada barley, and will say 
that it was done for the fit of the and Milwa t 
is wonderful how much infiuence these gen in this 


Hon. R. B. MAnany, Washington, D. C. 
Mr.McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, the tleman from Michi- 
[Mr. WX. ALDEN Sarr] has seen fit to wave the blood 
a ict in thls debate; and refer to the part taken by John C. Cal- 


rial. 


to be extended, to those who make the finished article. 

no right to give great profits to New England mills at the 
of the man who makes the cotton. The gentleman from Mi 
refers to John C. Calhoun. I would remind him that there isa 
vast difference existing on his side of the Chamber between the 
days of Clay, Webster, and Calhoun and the days in which we now 
live. Then it was a great constitutional question, Your party 
had not then been degenerated into the attitude which it occu 
to-day. Your assistants in the last cam — Cleveland, - 
lisle & Co.—undertook and insisted upon vicious practice 
of taxing posterity by means of the issueof bonds. They imposed 
a tax upon future generations. You have to-day, by your amend- 
ment to the pending bill, given it a retroactive effect. You pro- 
pose to tax the industry of the past. If you can go back six 
months, why can you not, on the same principie, go, back a year? 
Why can you not return to the McKinley bill i Instituto a 


ou have 


ttee. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Let the bill be read in the regular way. 
Mr. SAYERS. I havea right to have it read. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Not at I ask for the regular 

The CHAIRMAN, The regular is demanded, and the 
Clerk will with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

108. Strips of 
22... erate eo 


C 

e Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
wor à 

Now, as a part of my remarks, I send to the desk an amendment 
which I desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word sound.“ in line 12, article 27, d. 
to and including line 2 of the same article and page, and in Wu thereof 


“ Provided, That cotton ties of iron or steel cut to lengths, punched or not 
panches, with or without buckles, for baling cotton, shall be Mimitted free 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I have heard a good deal said 
dey, tak Love POE to boa SAY EMAR pail EPELA Eeit tie great 
try, bu ve ye ear anythi ially about t 
cotton industry of the South and of the labor which it, too. employs. 

I listened very patiently to the gentleman from North Car 

. LINNEY], who assumed to speak for the South; and yet when 

e gentleman declares himself in favor of free whisky and at the 
same time in favor of taxation, not only upon the necessaries of 
life, but upon everything that the cotton farmer of the South must 
use in the growing of his cropand the preparation of it for market, 
the gentleman not have the approbation of one man in fifty 
in the State in which I live. 

Mr. LINNEY. Is there any possible hope of ever reducing in- 
ternal taxes without eres GOE import duties? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I to about cotton for a few 
moments. 3 to the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the last fi year, after supplying the home consump- 
tion, more than $190,000,000 of this product was sent abroad. And 
let me say right here that if the cotton industry were to fail there 
would be more labor driven out of the factories and the light 
would go out of more homes than if any other productive industry 
in this country were to fail. 

What have 5 of the majority of the committee done 
in reference to this great product? e do not ask protection for 
it. We do not ask a subsidy for it, but we do ask that it shall not 
be taxed. Cotton ties, which were the free list, and with- 
out which cotton can not be taken from the field and from the 
gins, either to our home factories or to foreign markets, are taxed. 

on bagging, which is necessary for the protection of the sta- 
pe in shipment, either at home or abroad, is taxed. Our farming 
plements are more than 40 per cent, and yet gentlemen, 
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in order to allow those who are engaged in the manufacture of 

cotton bagging, of cotton ties, and of farming implements the op- 

rtunity to grow wealthy at the expense of the cotton producers, 
vote these taxes upon them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman from Texas know 
that cotton ties under the operation of the McKinley law, which 
imposed a good import duty, were cheaper than they were ever 
known to be before in the whole history of that industry? 

Mr. SAYERS, Not at all. They were not as cheap as they 
have been under the Wilson Act. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, I want to say to the gentleman that he 
is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think not. Rea 

Mr. HOPKINS. The duty that was placed on cotton ties in 
the McKinley law stimulated the home industry, and cotton ties 
‘were Cheaper in the American market than they ever were before. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to see the figures on that. 

Mr. SAYERS. He can not produce the figures. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The fact is known to all men. 

Mr. LOVE. It is not known to the farmers. . 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LIN- 
pas) aro free whisky, and has done so at all times since he 
has been a member of Congress; and when he assumes to speak for 
the South in regard to its greatest product, he and everyone else 
who knows anything about our condition—— i 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit one 
question? ` 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri; Does not the gentlemen know that 
cotton ties were higher under the operation of the Wilson bill than 
they have ever been known in the history of this country for ten 

ears? 
4 Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Nobody knows that. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. They sold in the market for $1.05 
the first of the Wilson bill, and the mill price was $1.27 last 
year, while in 1897 it is 60 cents. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I will answer the gentleman 
from Missouri . PEARCE]. His statement is an argument and 
an unanswerable argument why this House, without to 
party, should have been swift to accept the amendment offered b 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockunx] to this bill, ane 

trusts and combines. 

. OGDEN. If the gentleman from Texas will allow me, I 
desire to dispute the statement made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Pearce]. lama cotton planter myself, and in 1895, 
when cotton ties were on the free list under the operations of the 
Wilson bill, I bought ties at retail, and never paid over 85 cents 
for them, and they were seld for that price all over the South. 

Mr. LOVE. I can say that I paid 85 cents. 

Mr. OGDEN. But in 1896, owing to the trust in cotton ties, the 

lanters at the South paid $1.45, notwithstanding there was no 
3 in the price of iron or the price of labor, or any other 
cost of production. The bap ser from Missouri says manufac- 
turers of ties can make them for 60 cents. This bill gives four- 
‘tenths of 1 cent per pound protection, which will add 35 cents per 
bundle additional profit to the manufacturer, and will come out 
of the pockets of the farmers of the South. Then, when the 
trusts get in their usual work and add their percentage, the cotton 
‘raisers of the South will be robbed of about a million and a half 
‘of dollars, as they were in 1896. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman the question 
if there is any trust in this? 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, while I do not claim, as 
the gentleman from North Carolina and other gentlemen on his 
side who represent Southern constituencies, to speak for the 
whole South, I can say that no man can deny it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the tleman has ired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that I may be allowed to pr 

Mr. LACEY. I ask that the gentleman be allowed to proceed 
for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Texas be allowed to proceed for 

‘five minutes. Is there objection? 
Mr. LINNEY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman had additional time. 

Mr. LINNEY. No; they refused to let me have the time, 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the majority of the 
Ways and Means Committee 

Mr. LINNEY. I withdraw my 8 Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SAX ERS (continuing). And if the majority on that side of 
the House had desired to do what is right and takiy the people 

provisions 


‘of the South, they would have incorporated in this 
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which would have emancipated the cultivation and growth of cot- 
ton from those burdens, and would not have done as they did in 
1865 and 1866, in another form, tax cotton 3 cents a pound. This 
is taxation of cotton in an indirect form, and, Mr. Chairman, I 
desire to state—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). I speak with the knowledge 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment, 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). Of all the troubles and the evils 
and the dangers and the vicissitudes attending the cultivation of 


cotton. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman speaks of a duty of 3 cents a 
pound on cotton. 

Mr. SAYERS. Isaid a tax. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A tax on cotton in 1865. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did not the gentleman know that every prod- 
uct in the North was taxed then as well as cotton, to raise 
money to suppress the rebellion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not when the cotton tax was collected. 

Mr. HOPKINS (continuing). And to bring the Confederate 
States into the Union? 

Mr. ALLEN. It was after the rebellion was closed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And does not the gentleman 
know that the Supreme Court of the United States decided that 
that law was unconstitutional and you have kept that money in 
the Treasury anyhow? 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to answer the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. PEARCE}. Ihave just been told by a colleague, who is en- 
tirely familiar with the facts, that the day that Mr. McKinley 
was nominated cotton ties were sold atthe rate of 70 cents a 
3 and in ninety days thereafter they were sold at 81.30 per 

undle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The committee will rise informally. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumed the 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. King, Representative-elect from Utah, 

is present and desires to be sworn in. 
eSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the certificate. 

The certificate was read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is present and 
desires to be sworn in. ; 

The oath prescribed by law was then administered to Mr. King. 

The SPEAKER. The committee will resume its session. 

THE TARIFF. 


The committee again resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
1 recognized in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I had no intention to say any- 
ing upon this bill, but in view of the statements made here 

cast, and y the statement made by the gentleman 
from Montana . HARTMAN], I believe, leads me to say that 
you are not honest or in earnest in what you pretend to advocate. 
Lou tell us that you want more money. That is your cry all over 
the land. More money! Why do you want it? Because you 
want to raise values. Your cryis and your idea is, Too cheap!” 
ing that the farmer produces is “too cheap.” You want 
values raised, and therefore you want more money—high prices 
of goods. I want to say that value,in my judgment, is, after all, 
a small factor in prices. It is only a factor up to the law of de- 
mand, and the law of supply and demand es the price; and 
by reason of that your cry is more money for the purpose of rais- 
ing prices, At the other end of your platform, and of your posi- 
tion and ent, you are decrying protection because you say 
that will raise prices. 

Mr. MAG On some things. 

Mr.BRUMM. On all things on which there is a protective tariff. 
You forget that there are two methods of taxation under a reye- 
nue system. I want to say here that if you will show me an article 
that is protected, I will show you an article that has fallen in 

rice. You show me an article on which there was a revenue 
fari , and I will show you an article that has risen in price. 

Mr. GAINES. How about free quinine? 

Mr. BRUMM. Quinine has fallen, and has been gettin: 
cheaper for years; and yet quinine was one of the heaviest taxe 
articles for a long while. There is not time to debate all that 
comes under that head. But that is not what I want to say, and 
my time is limited 

. FITZGERALD. How about wool? 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, you people have been talking about wool 
and rawhides; and the more you talk about them the more you 
show the thinness of your hides and your skulls [derisive laughter 
on the Democratic son and the little you know about them. 
[Continued laughter.] Ihave no time to show you. 


548 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 31, 


Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. We want you to show us. 


[Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. If you will give me time, I will. You tell us 
wa want more money. Iwill tell you how to get more money. 
hy do you not give us a protective tariff that will emplo: 
American labor, that will help us consume American articles an 
keep the money at home, That will give us more money and at 
the same time send articles abroad; and whatever they buy, I say, 
they buy because they must have it. There is no sentiment or 
reciprocity in commerce. That idea is just as false as the rest of 
poor theory. An Englishman buys American pork because he is 
ungry and can not get other food so good at the same price; not 

for any other reason. 

Mr. COX. Can the gentleman quiet down enough to let me ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BRUMM. Ihave not time. Give us the balance of trade 
in our favor, and we will get more money. Where from? We will 
get it from England, we will get it from Germany, we will get it 

om France. What kind of money? We will get gold money 
from those countries. We will drain England and ce and 
Germany of their gold, and to that extent you free-silver men 
will have taken a great step in the direction of compelling them to 
agree with us that there shall be bimetallism under international 
agreement. 3 

ee the hammer f 4 

. DE GRAF ID. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman have five minutes more, provided he 
will answer my colleague from Tennessee. 

The question was put on Mr. DE GRAFFENREID’s request; and 
objection was made. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, in regard to paragraph $22, I 
submit herewith expert testimony submitted by one of the princi- 
pal tow houses of the United States. I trust the committee will 
give this information considerate thought. 


Tue Crry BANK, Buffalo, N. Y., February 15, 1897. 
My DEAR Mr. MAHANY: This will be sent you by my friend, Mr. Victor 
R. Blehdon, who is one of the leading tow me: ts in the United States. 
I do not myself know much about the merits of the question, but anything 
J for. 
ours, very truly, 


Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


WN. C. CORNWELL, 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 9, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: The hereinclosed letter from Mr. William O. Cornwell, ad- 
dressed to you, explains itself, and so does the hereinclosed petition to the 
Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., which I, in my own name and in that of the sub- 
scribers, submit to your respectful eration, and beg you will present 
the same to Mr. DINGLEY, and see that, as far as you are concerned, favor- 
able action is taken in the matter. 

As itstands now, the tow manufacturers and jobbers are unable to com- 
pete with Canada, and eight out of ten are in the hands of the sheriff, or have 

ven chattel 3 on their small mills and other property. 

erefore see the justice that the old duty of $10 per ton is 
upholstering tow. Please take 2 notice that Canadians, under the Wil- 
son bill, have pipes over to the United States an article which is called 
“paper stock,“ but which is peg out West for 8 8 ship- 

foe the same free, so avoiding uty, and this should certainly be remedied. 

ere ought to be at least a duty of $5 per ton on flax straw, out of which 

tow is e, for some of it is so fine that it is shi over from Canada free, 
yet is used as upholstering tow. 

Trusting you will take care of this matter with your usual ability, remain, 


Yours, very truly, 
2 8 y 2 y V. R. BLEHDON. 
OWLAND AHANY, 
sa Washington, D. 0. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., March 25, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: Under date of March 9 I took the Hoe of sending you some 
papers, e e by many of the tow manufacturers in this and other States, 
constituting a petition to Mr. DINGLEY, chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee, uesting the restoration of the old duty on upholstering tow, 
flax moss, and flax refuse, or often called paper stock when not used for the 
manufacture of paper, but for upholstering, as many hundred cars a year are 
shipped from Canada and not used for the manufacturing of paper, but for 
upholstering purposes, the same as tow or flax moss. I now ‘e the liberty 
of asking you if you have taken some action in the matter, and with what 
result, and as I presume that the proposed new tariff bill has been printed, 
5 peng now under deliberation, I beg that you will favor me with a copy 

ereof. 

Trusting that you will favor me, I am, 

Very truly, yours, V. R. BLEHDON. 


A letter from Mr. William C. Cornwell was inclosed in my last letter. * 


Hon. ROWLAND B. ManAN x, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


BUFFALO, N. Y., February 18, 1897. 


Dear Sin: Under tariff act of 1894, as passed by Congress in August, 1891, 
schedule grasses and fibers, you will find tow of flax or hemp, or hemp not 
hackied, and flax, on the free list, whereas under the McKinley bill the 9 — 2 
on it was $10 per ton. This article is used for upholstering of parlor furni- 
ture, lounges, spring beds, and 7 mattresses, and thousands of tons are 
imported from Canada and sold in the United States annually. Whereas we 
in the United States pay a laborer not less than & per day, in Canada a tow 
maker is paid $1, and the flax is raised at much less expense in Canada than 
hers in the United States. With a duty of $10 per ton, as under the McKin- 


ley tariff, the tow manufacturers in this country could scarcely com 
Shore since the Wilson law came in force the Canadians come over tones 
country and sell at much less than we can produce the article, and so it has 
come to pass that eight-tenths of all the small tow manufacturers, of which 
there are a large number in the United States, had either to give up entirely, 
or have failed, or had to chattel mortgage their plants, and are now in actual 
financial distress. There are about 500,000 or more tons of tow straw raised 
in this country, and one-half of it is unsalable or has to be burned or used as 
manure for want of market since the Wilson bill passed, and in the States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Iowa, South Dakota, Minnesota, and Wiscon- 
ra 8 À Koop are at 4 — 8 bod e 9 an : 
e, the unders , therefore respectfully request that the o uty be 
ar or hemp, or hemp not hackled 2 


again put on tow o 5 
VICTOR R. BLEHDON, 
Manufacturer and Jobber of Tow, 410 Ellicott Sars, Buffalo, N. F. 
A. WANAMAKER & CO, 


Manufacturers of Tow, West Salem, Ohio. 
T. ASHLAND FLAX MILL CO.. 
ONAA o Tow, Asħland, Ohio. 
M. R LEMAN, 
Manufacturer of Tow, New London, Ohio. 
D. W. CAMP, 


Manufacturer of Tow, Gene Pa, 
ee ah Tow 7 $ t ee 
‘anufacturer q arm on. i 

E. EIGER, : d th 


Manufacturer 59 875 Murren, Okio. 
G. W. & C. W. FARM 


Manufacturers of. Tow, Gainesville, N. Y. 
KELLOGGS & MILLER, 
Manufacturers of Tow, Amsterdam, N. F. 
Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr. 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, Washington, D. C. 


AMSTERDAM, N. V., March 1, 1897. 

DEAR Sin; Youresteemed favor of the 27th ultimo received. We herewith 
return petition ed by us, as requested. 

With upholstering tow on the free list, as it is in the Wilson bill, we believe 
e for American man turers to continue in business. We have 
decided to stop manufacturing tow until some change is made in the existing 
law. This, of course, will affect the farmers and people we employ in manu- 
facturing the tow. 

Very truly, yours, 


V. R. BLEHDON, Esq., Buffalo, N. Y. 


KELLOGGS & MILLER. 


BUFFALO, N. V., February 15, 1897. 


in AROSE 


DEAR SIR: Under tariff act of 1894, as by Congress 
d tow of flax or hemp or hemp no 


scheduled “grasses and fibers," you will 
hackled and ax on the free Het, whereas 


` pense in Canada t 
here m oe U; eger oprea Rhea duy or $10 Lay ton, as 7 the Morines 
the tow manufacturers in country could scarcely co te, wh 
since the Wilson law became in force the Canadians comis over $0 this poker 
try and sell at much less than we can produce the article, and so it has come 
to pass that eight-tenths of all the small tow manufacturers, of which there 
are a large number in the United Sta‘ had either to give up entirely, or 
have failed or had to chattel . their ts. and are now in actual 
financial distress. There are about 500,000 or more tons of tow straw raised 
in this country, and one-half of it is unsalable or has to be burned or used as 
manure for want of market since the Wilson bill , and in the States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Iowa, South ota, Minnesota, and Wis- 

co many are at a total standstill and the machinery worthless.. 
We, the 3 therefore respectfully request that the old duty be 
again put on tow of flax or hemp or hemp not hackled. 
A. G. BROWN MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Manufacturers of 8 at Wells, Minn., and McIntire, Iowa, 
By A. G. BROWN, President-Treasurer, 
SPRING VALLEY FLAX 1 
A. THOMPSON & SONS, PRONO | AO ome 
Manufacturers of Upholstering Tow, 
uffalo Center, Iowa, and Elmore, Minn. 
Hon. NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, when I was a 
boy [great langhter}— Mr. Chairman, I will change the form of 
expression by saying that when I was a younger boy than I am 
now, I used to read a great deal about what the early Republicans 
called ‘plantation manners.” Now that I am a little bit older 
boy, I have begun to learn that even from the standpoint of the 
men who denounced plantation manners—and who denounced 
them, by the way, because they were not personally acquainted 
with them, for they were really the best manners in the world— 
there is a worse form of manners which has made its appearance, 
and which I shall take the liberty of dubbing “Republican man- 
ners.” My friends, you can not convince this country that a pro- 
tective tariff is right by denouncing every man who interrupts you 
in debate, or asks you a question, as a fool. The gentleman who 
was upon his feet a moment ago [Mr. Brum] disclosed the fact 
that he had not learned the very first element of definition in the 
science of economics. .He disclosed the fact that he did not know 
the difference between price and value. I can illustrate the dif- 


ference to the gentleman in a very brief way. There are low prices 
which are an advantage because they result from a decreased cost 
of production, or from improved methods, and therefore enable 
the purchaser to sell upon a wider market, to sell more goods at 
the same profit, while at the same time they accrue to the benetit 
of the consumer, who buys his goods cheaper. 

Prosperity alwaysaccompanies this species of low prices. Values 
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do not suffer. F do not diminish, Then there is 
a low price which is a disadvantage, because it does not come from 
that sort of cause, but comes from an increase in the purchasing 
power of money. Upon that I can not dwell now, except to say 
that the opposite of prosperity always accompanies it. But I want 
to show the gentleman the difference between price and value by 
an historic illustration. In the old times, in the Middle Ages, 
when the merchants from the Hanseatic towns sent their goods up 
and down the Rhine, they met every now and then a robber baron 
with his retainers, who stop them and levied toll upon those 
goods as they were passing from town to town. That raised the 
price of the goods, but it did not raise their value one iota. [Ap- 

lause on the Democratic side.] So there may be high prices, Mr. 
9 which grow out of the fact that the Fe are given 
equality before the law, and that people are not burdened with 
unnecessary taxation. Activity and enterprise go hand in hand 
with freedom. There may be high prices which mean high net 
revenue or income to the man that sells, and there may be high 

rices which result from nothing but the fact that men like the 
fac along the Rhine, or the old robber Moors at El Tarifa (from 
which your tariff takesits name), have levied toll upon commerce. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Thus prices may be raised 
1275 yet values to the producer may be absolutely reduced. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman answer a question at this 

int? 2 
R WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then if you give the foreigner the monopoly in 
the manufacture of any class of goods and do not protect us here 
so that we may come in competition with him, can he not put on 
the prices to suit himself, regardless of value or cost? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, there has never 
been yet in the history of the American Republic a proposition 
upon the part of any man, in or outside of a lunatic at Ea to 

ve the foreigner a monopoly in the production and sale of any 
articles here. 3 

Mr. BRUMM. That is what you are always trying to do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not at all. All that the ex- 
tremest free trader ever contended for was that the foreigner 
should be permitted access to our markets, and that our own people 
should retain their opportunity and right to produce the same 
goods, equally good and equally cheap, if they could. Nobody 
ever proposed thata monopoly should be given by law toforeigners. 


[Mr. FOSS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
[Mr. ALLEN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Ialways enjoy the jokes of my friend from 
Mississippi so well that I would not try to answer them. But one 
thing which my friend said appears to me to be entitled to a reply, 
and that is, that we have put binding twine on the free list. 
order that the committee may understand exactly what we have 
done with binding twine, I will read from the free list the provi- 
sion of the proposed bill: 

Binding twine: All binding twine manufactured in whole or in part from 
New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, of single ply 
gnd measuring not exceeding 60) feet to the pound: Provided, That 8 
mentioned in this par. h, if imported from a country which lays an im- 
po duty on like erticles 1 imported from the United States, shall be subject 

a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Now, this country happens to be one in which binding twine is 
used in a very large amount, and the only country that imports 
binding twine into the United States to-day, when that article is 
on the free list, is the neighboring Dominion of Canada, which 

reserves a duty of 1 cent a pound upon binding twine sent to that 

ominion from the factories of the United States. This proposed 
bill puts binding twine on the free list, except in our dealings 
with the Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not put cotton bagging and cotton ties on 
the free list? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Because our experience with cotton ties is 
that protection to the American manufacturer gave you cheaper 
cotton ties than you have had since they were put on the free list 
by the existing law. oud applause on the Republican side and 
jeers on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ALLEN. You have had no experience of it such as we 
have had, as the figures will show. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, But my friend from Missouri [Mr. PEARCE], 
who is an expert in the business, says it does, and gives the cost of 
cotton ties in 1892, and for every year since, and shows you that 
the cost has increased. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, read the figures, 
ures, and they will show the difference. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, I have said all I desire to say about binding 
twine, and I will yield to my friend from Missouri 2 555 PEARCE]. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. What has increased the cost of the manufac- 
ture of cotton ties? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not know. My friend from Texas said 
a trust; but if the trust got in its work while cotton ties were on 


Take the gentleman’s fig- 


the free list, then a good deal of your talk goes for nothing. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 

Mr. ALLEN. The fact is, since the consideration of this bill 
began, cotton ties have gone up 64 per cent. 

r. DOLLIVER. I would like to hear from a man who is fa- 
miliar with the market price in respect to cotton ties, in order 
Sat the House may know exactly what the facts are about that 

usiness. 
= CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for two min- 
u 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the fact has been 
decided after a pretty extended examination on this subject; and 
I am able to assure my friends upon that side of the House that 
there is no trust in the manufacture of cotton ties. In the next 
place, cotton ties have always been cheaper under the prevalence 
of a protective tariff system than they were under the system of 
the Democratic party [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. MAGUIRE, Why? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the 8 who gives 
us the figures tell us just where he gets them 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. In 1890, 1891, 1892, and 1893, under 
the McKinley law, cotton ties fell in market price below the duty 
levied upon them. 1 on the Republican side.] 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to ask the gentleman 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I can not yield. The first year of 
the Wilson bill witnessed a rise in the market price of cotton ties, 
and that came about by reason of the fact that the American man- 
ufacturers of cotton ties ceased to do business in a large measure, 
[Applause on the te side.] 
Mr. MAGUIRE. y? 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. In the second year under the Wil- 
son bill cotton ties rose at the mill to $1.27 a bundle, for the same 


reason. 

Mr. OGDEN. I have a statement here which shows 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I do not care what it shows. 

Mr. OGDEN. That they were offered all over the South in 1895 
at 85 cents a bundle, and last year at $1.45. And now it is said 
they can be manufactured at 60 cents. 

r. PEARCE of Missouri. My friend is talking about one 
thing and I am talking about another. : 

Mr. OGDEN. Wewere ing about the price. It is absurd to 
suppose that the mill price was higher than the retail price all 
over the country. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Iam talking about the mill price, 
and the gentleman is talking about the price in the retail market, 

Now, let me say another thing. After the election in Novem- 
ber it was believed by the manufacturers and producers of this 
country that this Congress would give to the country a protec- 
tive-tariff measure. And, as the result of that confidence, the 
American producers of cotton ties began to resume their work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 3 trom New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri be allowed five 
minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.) The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Not until "finish my statement, 
On the Ist of January of this year nearly every single manufac- 
tory of cotton ties in the United States was in operation, and, 
under the competitive conditions of that manufacture, the price 
of cotton ties has sunk to 60 cents a bundle, one-half of what they 
were a year ago. The reason of that is that the production in this 
country is largely in excess of the demand for consumption, and 
there is always a argo surplus to force the price down. Destroy 
that competition and turn the business over to the English pro- 
ducers of cotton ties, and you will again have the result which 
you had last year—the doubling of the price. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The same efect of competition among the home manufacturers 
of any given product is observable in the case of cotton bagginga 
about which gentlemen on the Democratic side are so glib and 
know so little. 

The facts are that the f. o. b. New York prices on cotton bagging 
never fell so low as after the law of 1890 went into effect. There 
never was a year prior to 1890 when 2-pound cotton bagging sold, 
f. o. b. New York, as low as 74 cents per yard. The McKinley law 
piacon on bagging a duty of 1.6 cents per square yard. The mar- 

et price of 2-pound bagging, f. o. b. New York, was 7} cents per 
he In 1891 the ayerage price was for the season 6 cents per yard. 

n 1892 the average price was 6} cents per yard. In 1893 the ayer- 
age price was 5} cents per yard. In 1894 the price, average, rose 
to 5i cents per yard. In 1895 the price was, average, 4$ cents per 
yard. In 1898 the price was 5 cents per yard. Understand me, I 
am stating manufacturers’ price on the basis of f. o. b. New York. 
There are, of course, some fluctuations due to the changes in raw 
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material, but the exhibit shows that since the enactment of the 
law of 1890 the practical effect of the competitions among our 
manufacturers under that law has been to place this commodity 
in the market at prices materially lower than had ever been 
known before. Of course, manufacturers’ prices at the mill are 
one thing and the retail prices at country stores are quite another 


Manufacturers have nothing to do with prices after commodi- 
ties leave their hands. Storekeepers and retail merchants have 
not been found to do business for sport or charity, and it is utterly 
unfair to charge any responsibility for retail prices back on man- 
ufacturers. In no instance has it ever failed that a protective 
tariff has reduced prices after a business has become fully estab- 
lished in our country under the stimulating influence of such a 
tariff. Such is the experience of the past, and its teaching has 
long been incorpora in the policy of the Republican party. 


That policy is the present mandate of the American people, and I 
shall support this bill in glad obedience to that te. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I come from a t manufac- 
turing State and a manufacturing district, and I have listened 


patiently to many speeches regarding the manufacturing interests 
of this country coming from gentlemen who ga do not repre- 
sent a soli manufactory in their districts. listened to the 
other side in the expectation of hearing some argument advanced 
in defense of their theory as formulated and ee in what is 
known as the Wilson Act, but not a solitary ocrat on that 
side of the House has uttered a word in defense of that measure. 

7 a free-trade President declared to be a piece of infamy and 

onor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words generally on the 
doctrine of protection, apart from the schedules in this bill. I 
will not go back to the time prior to 1861, because every gentleman 
on.this floor knows the history of tariff legislation prior to 1861. 
In going back to 1861, I do not propose here to flaunt the blood 
shirt” or to recall the troubles between the two sections of this 
country that culminated in four years of war. ‘They are ended, 
and ended forever, and we, as men who faced one another in the 
hell of battle, should haye nothing in our hearts in the future but 
admiration for the courage resi kis by the men on both sides 
who had in their veins American blood. 1 But, Mr. 
Chairman, I remember that the legacy receiv the Ra 
penty in 1861 from a free-trade Democratic A: istration was a 

reasury bankrupted under a free-trade policy and a country torn 
to pieces by dissensions and by the opening of a great war. 

e first act of the Republican party when it came into power 
was to pass what is known as the Morrill tariff act of 1861. By 
the operation of that law from 1861 up to the seventies this coun- 
try was living under the policy of protection. During that time 
we not only entered upon that great struggle, which lasted four 

ears, to keep this a united country, but we were deprived dur- 
ing the whole of those four years of the business of the eleven 
States that were in rebellion. Yet, notwithstanding the loss of 
the business of those States and the loss of human life and 
human treasure incident to the war, I make the assertion with- 
out fear of suecessful contradiction that under that Republican 
tariff law of 1861, at the end of that period of Republican protec- 
tion, when the civil war was over, we were a richer, a greater, 
and a more magnificent people than we had ever been prior to the 
war, [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We continued under that policy from the sixties and through 
the seventies up to 1892. What was the result? On an average, 
from 1866 to 1892, this Government paid over five and a half 
millions a month of its debt. We paid that in addition to all the 
enormous current expenses of the Government. So we went on 
until 1892, still under the Powerade system as reenacted by the 
McKinley Act of 1890, and by that time this country, as we have 
often been told, had reached the high-water mark of prosperity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have been told by the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] and by other gentlemen upon that 
side 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. MAHON. I would like a little more time. 

Unanimous consent was asked that Mr. Manon’s time should 
be extended for five minutes, but objection was made on the 
Democratic side. X 

Mr. MAHON. Then there will be no further extensions of 
time on that side. Let that be understood. 


[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the committee, See Appendix.] 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman,I take advantage 
of the limited time now accorded me to state the general con- 
clusions which I have reached with respect to the pending 
momar and to explain the reasons which will induce me to vote 

or it. 

I believe, sir, in the principle of protection. I believe, too, that 
it is n that the revenues of the Government should at 


least equal itsexpenditures. But I do not believe in some of these 


particular schedules. I do not believe in any legislation that 
makes it possible for unlawful combinations known as trusts to 
prey upon the consumer. And I do not believe in the creation of 
a great sarpin, than which, in my humble opinion, there is only 
one worse g, and that thing is a great deficit. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, is a child of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of this House. It is not the result of the careful, pai 
taking thought and deliberate conclusion of the American 8 
of Representatives. 8 on the Democratic side.] No op- 
portunity has been afforded in the limited time allowed for the 
consideration of the measure to go. over it by sections, to debate 
it, and amend it with a view to perfecting it and ing it har- 
monious and just. If this bill, sir, were to become a law in the 
poe shape in which it will leave this House, I should have to 
hesitate a long while before I would give it my support. But 
inasmuch as I have the hope, the expectation, and indeed the as- 
surance, that when it reaches the Senate of the United States 
ample opportunity will there be given those who are well qualified 
for the task to bestow careful and conscientious consideration 
upon it, and to amend it so that it may come back here worthy of 
the support of every man who believes in protection, and so that 
he may indorse it without inflicting any odium upon himself by 
so doing, Ishall, when the roll is called, record my vote in favor of 
the measure. 


[Mr. STALLINGS addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. WHITE of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I rise to sup- 
plement what was said by m e e Linney], during 
the five minutes I have. I desire not y to add a word in 
behalf of the articles mentioned by him—coal, iron 
ton, wool, cattle, hogs, etc.—but wish especiall 
a word in behalf of the people of eastern North Carolina on 
that of this bill which includes lumber. Under the Wil- 
son bill the contracts which had been entered into by the mill 
men had in many instances to be forfeited; the mills that had 
been TOIR AN and night, giving employment to thousands 
and thousands of operatives, were shut down, and those opera- 
tiyes were thus shut out. These men, thọ heads of families, 
were forced to see their loved ones pinched with want, with no 
way for them to earn a dollar. This bill, because of this lumber 
schedule, as well as others, commends itself especially to the 
pocnaa people who have to labor to get bread and meat for their 

milies, 

I have been amused, Mr. Chairman, by my Democratic friends, 
mouga not surprised, because I have heard that old yarn before 
fang ter], in theiradvocacy of ‘‘freetrade.” Why, they havefrom 

e to time advocated “free whisky” also; and in the last cam- 
paign their shibboleth was free silver.” In fact, the Southern 
element of the Democratic party has advocated free“ everything 
except free ballots and free negroes. [Laughter and applause on 
the ublican side and in the galleries. 

It is wonderful, Mr. Chairman, how solicitous those gentlemen 
are about the future welfare of the Republican party. The bone 
and sinew of their arguments are their fears that the place which 
now knows us will, if we pass this bill, soon know us no more 
forever, Well, gentlemen, we will take care of this side of the 
House. We have heard of the devil teaching scriptures, but never 
then a ie If we are contented, you ought not to be troubled. 

ughter. 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber 
have felt themselves called upon to resent some imputations of 
incompetency that went from this side of the House. Well, I am 
a Southerner to the manner born and reared, and am usually in 
sympathy with the South, but when Democratic members on the 
other side of this House into this great Congress of the United 
States the expressions of the Southern plantations in regard to 
“the darky and the heels of a mule,” then I think the imputation 
is a correct one. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam here to speak, and I do speak, as the sole 
representative on this floor of 9,000,000 of the population of these 
United States, 90 per cent of whom are laborers. Under this 
bill they are protected; they are given an opportunity to earn their 
living. Bread and butter are what we want, not finespun Demo- 
cratic campaign theory. We have had enough of that. We 
want something now upon which soul and body can be kept to- 

ther. We want an honest dollar. We want pay for an honest 

y’s work. We believe that by this bill these things may be 
brought about or that such may largely be the effect. We are 
therefore willing to rest our case here. We are willing to * be- 
fore the American gore with this bill even as it is now. hen, 
as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] suggests, it shall 
have passed under the scrutinizing eye of the United States Senate, 
we shall have, as I believe, a measure of which every American 
citizen ought to be proud. 

My friend from South Carolina said that my colleagne [Mr. 
Linney] did not repreni the popular sentiment of the South 
when he advocated the protective tariff features enunciated in this 


, mica, cot- 
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ill. I think, Mr. Chairman, that it comes with bad grace from 
the gentleman to talk of misrepresentation of the Southern peo- 
ple when he considers the fact that 130,000 voters in his State are 
mot allowed to vote at all. [Applause on the ublican side.] 

I wantto say to him that while I know but li of South Caro- 
(lina as it now is—I used to know something of it when it was a 
State in the Union, with the privileges of sister States of the 
Union—yet I do know something of the sentiment in my own State 
of North Carolina, and many other States, and I can tell the gen- 
tleman from my own knowledge that there isa growing sentiment 
‘prevailing with the development of that country that the indus- 
tries and the labor of America shall be protected against the pau- 
perism and the cheap labor of foreign countries, Democratic cam- 
paign thunder to the contrary notwithstanding. [Prolonged ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Me WILLIAN A.STONE. Mr. 3 oc two minutes 
allotted to me I am not going to repeat any of my campai 
: hes, but I am merely going to Pb a a statement of facts for 

e benefit of this committee. 


inspectors 

3 in the various factories in the State. It is a thorough 
an 

9 it is shown that 100, 000 more 


Had the election gone the other way—and I thank it did not, 
in behalf of these laboring men—that report, in my judgment, 
‘would have shown 100,000 less men employedin Pennsylvania than 
before the November election. 

* What is the date of that 
report? 


n et tos asta ok ta Tans tame oe ne 
n, 0. 0 e inspec our 
State shows 100,000 more men at work to-day than were at work 
before Mr. McKinley was elected President of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, nine days of 
sore travail, at least one truth has been brought forth on the Re- 
esha side of this House, and that the gentleman from 

orth Carolina [Mr. Linney], when he said that I would destroy 
every custom-house in America. He is entirely correct. If I had 
my way to-day, sir, I would tear them all down from turret to 
foundation stone, for from the beginning they have been nothing 
but dens of robbers, [Laughter and applause. ] 

I am not in favor of free whisky, as is the gentleman; neither 
have I any sympathy for the ‘‘moonshiners” in his district, who 
shoot down the revenue officers in the legitimate discharge of their 
‘duty as though they were so many dogs. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] I repeat, so that all men may hear, that I am a free 
trader and agra take my stand with Sir Robert Peel, Richard 
Cobden, John Bright, and Henry George. I may be an humble 
member of that illustrious company, but it is better to be a door- 
keeper in the house of honest free traders than to dwell in the 
tents of wicked protectionists. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Cheap clothing is preferable to cheap whisky. 

I observe, however, that one of the things included in the decep- 
tive scheme of reciprocity contained in this bill is whisky. 

So, whenever President McKinley concludes that the governor 
of North Carolina was right when he remarked on a certain his- 
toric occasion to the governor of South Carolina, It's a l time 
between drinks,” he can make a trade and secure free whisky for 
thirsty Republicans. 

My entre er for raising money enough torun the Government, 
“economically administered,” which is the old Jeffersonian meas- 
ure of taxation, is (1) to levy internal revenue on all proper sub- 
\jects—high on luxuries, low or not at all on necessaries; (2) to so 
amend the Constitution that a fair and equitable direct tax can 
be levied, and a law in pursuance thereof which would cause 
the people to closely scrutinize their tax lists, and would prevent 
jobs and stealing here; (3) to levy a graduated income tax, which 
would force the aggregated wealth of the country to bear its just 
proportions of the public burdens. 

Sooner or later this scheme will be accepted as the settled policy 
of the country. Then prosperity will come with healing in its 
wings. 

If Charles Dickens, of blessed memory, could revisit the pale 
glimpses of the moon long enough to take cognizance of what is 
going on in this Chamber, he would revise Oliver Twist by 
striking out the name of John Dawkins” as The Artful Dodger, 


and by substituting in lieu thereof the names of the Republican 
members of the Ways and Means Committee in this House. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Whenever any 1 made to abolish trusts here, you Re- 
publicans squirm like skinned eels in a hot skillet laughter], and 
resort to every parliamentary trick ever devised by the ingenuity 
of man to protect them from our assaults. [Applause.] 

Clearly you defend the trusts on the principle that the ox 
eee his sons and the ass his master’s crib.” [Laughter 
and applause. 

A beastly majority in 1896, secured by means forbidden in mor- 
als and dangerous to our institutions, hath made you Republicans 
mad. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

But you will be brought to your senses when the people i 
get a shot at you in the year of our Lord and Master 1898. [Ap- 
plause and laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Then you will be in the condition of the man out of whom the 
devil was cast, and after his soul was swept and garnished the 
devil returned, bringing with him seven other de The Bible 
says that the last state of that man was worse than the first. 

y the eye of faith, I can see a million bicyclers, with pneumatic 
tires, riding down protection liars [laughter and applause] because 
you are putting seg price of bicycles 35 per cent. [Applause 
and laughter on Democratic side.] 

The women of the land—God bless *em!—will make their hus- 
bands, sons, brothers, and sweethearts vote against you, because 
under the Dingley bill they can only have one dress where they 
had two under the Wilson-Gorman bill, [Laughter.] 

Seven million farmers will dig you up with their hoes, plow 
you up with their plows, beat you with their mauls, hackle you 
with their harrows, hammer you with their sledges, rake you with 
their currycombs, pulverize you with their disks, cut you down 
with their axes, split you to pieces with their froes, ride you on 
their barbed-wire fences, toss yon with their pitchforks, smite 

u with their piledrivers, grind you through their sausage mills 
Haughter] mow you down with their reapers, bind 4 — up in 
great bundles, run you through their thrashing machines, and 
scatter you as worthless chaff, use you are raising the price 
of all farming implements by 45 per cent. [Laughter and ap- 


use. 
P Mr JOHNSON of Indiana. Whathas the gentleman been read- 
in; ? 
From a manuscript which I prepared 


r. CLARK of Missouri. 
aye [Laughter.] f 
very patient forced to endure a surgical operation will loathe 
ou, because have in the tax on anesthetics. Ev 
over of learning will detest you, because you have laid a prohibi- 
tive tariff on books, thereby shutting the gates of knowledge so 
far as was in your power. Every child that dies of diphtheria will 
pass away pronouncing on you its lasting curse, because you have 
put up the price of antitoxin. You are arraying against you 
every right-thinking man and woman in the land, 
Since he, miscalled the Morning Star, 
Nor man nor fiend hath fallen so far— 
as you wiil fall when the people of the United States find out 
the numerous monstrosities contained in this bill. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I have not the time nor 
the inclination now to go into a discussion of the general features 
of this bill. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will not the gentleman allow me to get the floor 
to reply to the assault which has been made—— 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. If I have any time remaining, I will 
yield to the gentleman as soon as I have finished what I wish to 
say, which will be very brief. I have here a letter from a repre- 
sentative business man of the district which I have the honor to 
represent in this House. He is an importer and jobber in dry 

sand notions, The letter was not written for publication, 

at it nts a strong argument in support of the amendment 

recently adopted by the committee. resenting, as it does, my 

own convictions and I believe also those of the business men of 

this country generally in respect to the legislation now before us, 

I desire to send the letter to the Clerk’s desk, in order that it may 
be read as a part of my remarks at this time. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
DAVENPORT, IOWA, March 26, 1897. 


DEAR SIR: I do not assume for one moment that I can say anything new 
regarding the Dingley bill which is now before Congress for consideration, 
but coming in seug contact with the representatives of firms who are dealers 
in foreign goods, it gives me an opportunity to get a glimpse behind the 
scenes. Every method that can be conceived by these shrewd dealers is 
being employed in the direction of 1 foreign goods to this country 
before the taking effect of the tariff bill. e are besieged daily by personal 
representatives, telegrams, and letters 3 p of orders of cer- 
tain foreign goods with the view of getting them into the country before 
the taking effect of the tariff bill. The representatives of woolen goods are 
out two months earlier than usual taking orders. Every order thus taken 
is cabled over to the other side and forwarded at once, and any spare time 
that the manufacturers may have, when not working upon actual orders 
taken, is put in to produce staple lines unsold and shipped to this county: 
They are virtually running day and night to produce goods with which 
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flood our market. Another factor at work to crowd our market with foreign 
goods are the resentatives of manufacturers who use cloths and other 
woolen goods. ese representatives are abroad buying from on hand 
wherever they may find suitable stuffs and shipping them to this country. 
Such efforts as mentioned above on the part of the men interested in the 
woolen business are being employed by every branch of merchandise that is 
‘ected by the change in the contemplated tariff. I cite these facts because 
I get them direct from the interested parties, and there can be no mistake 
about A and it seems to me that every day that is lost in debate upon the 
tariff is accompanied by tremendous loss of revenue to the Government, 
mding loss to our home man turers, who will have to com- 
of their goods, and in addition 
the low prices bond will have to contend inst aglutted market. The 
result of these conditions we have experien once before when the McKin- 
ley bill was being agitated in Congress. What followed that measure re- 
g the condition of our market we are all familiar with. 
Now, Mr. Curtis, you will readily see that the commercial interests of this 
country ai entitled to decisive and quick action. In the short s of five 
ears we have had all values of me: dise upset by the agitation of three 
i and you, as well as others, know that this b ess depression 
through which this country has gone is due not so much as to what the tariff 
upon may be as the uncertainty and instability of values which have 
ca’ commerce tochalt. In order that business may go along smoothly, the 
first condition is stability of values. 
Yours, very reapecttully, 


and a co 


pae with these low prices in order to dispose 


W. D. PETERSEN. 

Hon. GEORGE M. CURTI 

Washing D. C. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I sought the floor a few 
moments ago for the purpose of attempting to Py, to the rash 
assertions of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE] that there were 100,000 more laborers at work in Pennsyl- 
vania now than there were a few weeks ago. I sup the gentle- 
man fixed the time the week preceding the election fast November, 
when it was known of all men that the manufacturers of the 
United States 8 their poor employees and their laborers 
in order that it might help them to carry that election against the 
Democratic candidate. [ Applause. Cries of “Oh!” on the Re- 
publican side.] Mr. Chairman, that is a part of the history of our 
country. You know it is true. I am not willing to take the off- 
hand statement of the 5 that business so much im- 
proved, even in Pennsylvania. I hold in my hand reliable statis- 
tics concerning business at the present time. I have here a 
statement made by Bradstreet last week, and I ask the attention 
of the committee while I read it. Bradstreet says: 4 

At most of the lar centers the feeling of encouragement is stronger 
among merchants at the prospect for continued improvement in trade, yet 
the increase in volume of ess in ory goods, groceries, hats, and Gothing 
compared with p weeks and with like weeks in previous years does 
not equal anticipations. 

The total clearings coc yim the country amount to $951,000,000 for 
six business days ending March a an increase of 2.8 per cent over the pre- 

week, but a decrease of alike proportion com 
sponding total in 1896. Contrasted with the like exhi 
total shows no change. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on Neer ES 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON No; I decline to yield. I have hurriedly 
8 part of Bradstreet's report and wish I had time to quote 
more of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. paren, to another question, on 1 
day [undertook to quote a great New York newspaper, the es, 
whose Republicanism was questioned by gentlemen on the other 
side. I desire now to quote a Republican paper as to what this 
Dingley bill is, and I suppose the orthodoxy of this pepe will not 
be questioned. I refer to the Boston Transcript. Does any gen- 
tleman on the other side deny the Republicanism of that paper? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It is independent RED 
lican, but its correspondent is the rankest free trader in 


ington. 

Kr. RICHARDSON. What does it say in respect to the Dingley 
bill? It is a Republican paper in good standing in the Republican 
party. It says: 
ae aner of 2 large, ea end tufnential Glass of Atherioan citi 
zens. It is uneconomic, unscientific, suicidal. 

That is what the Republican Boston Transcript says. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Is that an editorial or corre- 
spondence? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, my friend, I decline to yield. This 
is the further language of this Boston paper: 

The result will be tostrip the country, not of an annually recurring income, 
but of its white-pine principal, which at present rates is within ten years of 
exhaustion, and also b ruin a large class of business men in the country who 
deserve better things. 

Mr. aoe of Massachusetts. Is that correspondence or 
editorial? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee declines to 

eld. 

r. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman answer 
that question? a 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The peneman persists in interrupting 
me when I declined to yield and when he knows he is out of order. 
We should be taught good manners from Boston. 


with the corre- 
tin 1895, this week's 


ash- 


[Applause on 


the Democratic side.] This gentleman who is now interrupting 
me and some others on that side each day since this tariff debate 
opened have taken delight to themselves in charging us with 
being ignorant, and telling us that we know nothing, and that we 
have thick hides, ete. If there is any way in the world to teach 
him and a few others on the Republican side what to them seems 
to be the lost art of good manners and common politeness, I will 
stop long enough for that undeveloped industry to receive encour- 
agement by a high protective duty, or, if it be deemed wiser, by 
ca oy a on the free list. aughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, what else does the Transcript say? I will read: 


le will 
‘conus to 


It does not seem possible that men claiming to represent the 
e such a measure to have the force of law. If they do, it w. 
folly and become iniquity. 


[Apples on the Democratic side.] 

d thus, Mr. Chairman, you see the Republican papers are 
already denouncing the Dingley bill as being worse than folly, 
and that it is an iniquity. As the months and years go by, more 
Republican papers will unite in this denunciation of this bill, and 
it will surely meet with just condemnation at the hands of the 
American people. [Applause. 

Mr. Chairman, that is not all. Here is another extract I want 
to read in respect to the tax on buttons. Iam sorry that I have 
to speak so rapidly. I ask the attention of the committee to what 
an intelligent writer pays of the duties on buttons and the button 
schedule. He shows that the Dingley bill places a duty or tax 
on linen for buttons for underwear of 607 per cent. [Applause.] 


The tremendous exactions upon buttons are causing protests all over the 
East as well as in tha West. analysis of the button schedule by a New 
York expert shows ad valorem duties which mount ard, even higher 
than anything in the McKinley law. Steel trouser buttons costing 10 cents 
per gross are to pay 21 cents, or 210 per cent ad valorem. This is only a 
starter. Vegetable ivory buttons, for men's wear, costing 17 cents and a frac- 
tion per gross, pay, only 120 per cent, but this appears to be a blunder on the 
part of the tariff framers. They make a better record, from the protective 

oint of view, upon French bone buttons for underwear, which mounts to 

50 per cent, and on linen bar buttons for underwear, which go to 447 per 
cent. These are all surpassed by the rate on nickel bar buttons for under- 
wear, which are three-fourths of 1 cent per line per gross, amount- 
ing to a duty of 18 cents on buttons of 24 lines, bu 


tton measurement, when 
the cost for 12 


oss is only 36} cents. The duty, therefore, is more than six 

times the foreign cost, and is computed by the 1 gm as 607 per cent. The 

present duty is per cent, so that the new duty is more than fifteen times 

the old and is substantially prohibitory upon all imports of foreign buttons. 

The domestic manufacturer the market shut up in his control to the 

porns which 80 him to charge six times the fo: cost in order to put 
infant industry upon a manhood footing. 


The able and accomplished chuirman of the Ways and Means 
Committee may say this is juggling” with figures, but the Amer- 
ican buyer of buttons will pay for this “ juggling” with the duty 
on this article of prime necessity. The millionaire manufacturer 
will be made happier and richer while the geting is multi- 
plying his profits, 51 him by law, and which he has in no sense 
Fl , except by liberal contributions to Republican campaign 
funds. 

One other extract, Mr. Chairman, I desire to read, and I will 
yield the floor. It is of the highest importance to all buyers, 
especially wage earners, farmers, and laborers, to know what the 
annual clothing supply and the necessary woolen manufactured 

ds will cost consumers in the United States. If gentlemen 
eny the orthodoxy and the reliability of the Republican news- 
apers I have quoted, none of them, I am sure, will have the hardi- 
ood to deny the preeminent ability of Mr. Edward Atkinson, of 
Boston, as a statistician and political economist. We all know 
he has no superior in the United States. He has made a detailed 
statement of some of the effects of the rates in the wool schedule 
of this bill. Ido not give this statement in full, but will give it 
as it has been put in condensed form. It is of great importance 
to all the people, and is as follows: 

Mr. Atkinson figures the advance in the 
sumed in this country—375,000,00 pounds—will be 10 cents a pound. This tax 
will be paid by consumers of clothing in the sum of $37,500,000. The protec- 
tion to the domestic woolgrower will then consist in raising the price of 
domestic wool consumed, 275,000,000 pounds, 10 cents a pound. That would 
give to the woolgrowers a bounty of $27,500,000, 1 the total tax, public 
and private, upon consumers of woolen goods $65,000,000. On this basis, each 
man, woman, and child in our population will pay into the Treasury on the 
average a tax on 1 of 50 cents per head. 

Mr. Atkinson shows that each man, woman, and child will pay increased 
costs of imports 4 cents per head. Each man, woman, and child will pay to 
the woolgrowers a bounty of cents per head. Total per capita taxation on 
poems be cents per head, on a computed e of about 73,000,000 per- 
sons. t tax would be equal to one-fifth part of the total cost of conductin, 
the Government of the United 8 
Cleveland's first Administration, when the expenditures were a fraction 
under $4.50 per head, including interest and pensions. 

Mr. Atkinson speaks of the taxes and the bounties the Dingley 
bill propos to make the people pay for the direct benefit of the 
woolsrowers and wool manufacturers, without adding a cent to 
the Treasury; and also as to how it takes money from the Treas- 
ury for private gain. He says: 

Tho value of domestic wool at the highest estimate of the largest product 

reached t 000 


of any one year, when the clip abon < unds, was $52,000,- 
000, as given by Secretary North, of the Ways and Means Committee. We 


rice of foreign wool now con- 


tates during the four years of Presiden 


1897. 
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may call it $55,000,000 to give a margin for error. The value ot᷑ the total prod- 


uct of that year, rated at what 50 cents a day would a BS food, fuel, shel- 
ter, and clo’ in that year, came to a lit 000 


over $13,200,000,000, The pro- 
portionate value of wool to the total product on this estimate is 1 to 240. If 


we apply this ratio of values to ulation, it follows that 239 men, women, 
= child yA ta 

woolgrower may au 
of the sum of 27.00 


During the reading of the above the time of Mr. RICHARDSON 


4 
. RICHARDSON. I hope I may be permitted to conclude 
reading that article. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Iwant to ask the gentleman 
whether the extract he read was an editorial or the statement of a 
correspondent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 

entleman from Tennessee have five minutes more, and that the last 
fon minutes of the debate be 5 to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before putting that the Chair desires to 
state that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has 
expressed a desire to the Chair to be recognized further. The 
Chair will call the attention of the gentleman before putting that 
request. 

. MoMALLIN. I do not want to cut my colleague off. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What was the request, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. That the gentleman from Tennessee 8 
RICHARDSON] haye the time until ten minutes to 3, and the bal- 
ance of the time be accorded the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want three or four minutes only. The bal- 
ance of the time I cheerfully yield. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, if they will allow me I 
will simply say 

The CHAIRMAN. . Is there objection to the time of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] being extended for two 
minutes? 

Mr. MAHON. I do object, for the reason 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then I will simply print it, Mr. Chair- 


man, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] was calling the attention of the com- 
mittee to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case of the United States vs. Burr, I endeavored to inter- 
rupt him for the purpose of asking him a question with r t 
to This interpretation, and in the hope that I might make it clear 
to the House by my question that his interpretation was erroneous. 
Having declined to permit an interruption, I now desire to say 
that the language of the court u the facts as stated in the 
opinion does not sustain the contention of the gentleman from 

ennessee that that decision is against the principle involved in 
the pending amendment. 

By this amendment it is proposed to require the collection of 
the excess of duty imposed by the pending tariff bill over the 
duttes imposed by the existing law on all articles purchased sub- 
sequent to April 1 and imported prior to the final of this 
act. The proposed amendment contains language which gives 
unequivocal expression of the intent of Congress with respect to 
the imposition of this excess of duty from and after the date 
named, The decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case referred to is not against the power of Congress to ac- 
complish this result, as proposed by the amendment. The facts 
in that case were these: 

The vessel carrying the goods imported arrived August 7, 1894, 
and the goods imported were entered by the importer for con- 
sumption at the port of New York the following day. Theduties 
which those paid were the duties im by the act of 
October 1, 1890, commonly known as the McKinley law, which at 
that time was still in force. On August 28, 1894, the entry of 
the goods was liquidated at the custom-house as entered, that is 
to say, without any change of the duties over those existing on 
the 8th of August, at the time of their entry. The act of 1894 
became a law on the 28th of August of that year. On the part of 
the importer it was claimed that because section 1 of that act 
provided, that unless otherwise spsuany provided for in said 
act,” there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles 
imported from foreign countries, or withdrawn for consumption, 
on and after August 1, 1894, certain rates of duties specified in 
the act of that month; and the merchandise being imported sub- 
sequent to the 1st of August, therefore the rates of the act of 
August 28, 1894, which were lower than the rates proposed under 
the act of 1890 upon such merchandise, was the rate of duty which 
the importer should pay. 

In determining the question, the court said: 


The X ys hog is not one of construction, but of intention as tothe operative 
effect of this act, because of the existence of the particular date in section 1. 


In order to ascertain this intention, Chief Justice Fuller, who 
wrote the decision in the case, reviews at length the history of the 
act of August 28, 1894, for the purpose of ascertaining whether or 
not it was the intention of Congress that the duties should be im- 
eae and collected upon articles imported after August 1, or after 

he act became a law, and reached the conclusion from the facts 
disclosed by the records of the two Houses of Congress with respect 
to the various changes made in the first section as to the date when 
duties should be imposed, that it was not the intention of Congress 
that the act should take effect on the date named in the first sec- 
tion, but should become operative when the bill became a law, 
showing very clearly that if it had been the intention of Congress 
that the duties imposed by that act should be collected upon im- 
ports from and after August 1, the court would have given force 
and effect to such intention. The court does not decide in this 
case that Congress does not possess the power to enact retrospec- 
tive legislation, such as is proposed in this amendment. It merely 
determined what the intention of Congress was in that respect, 
and having ascertained that that intention was that it should take 
effect when it became a law, and not at the time stated in section 
1 of the act, the court held the imported articles to be dutiable at 
the rate named in the act of 1890, which was the law until the 
28th of August, when the act of 1894 became a law. 

The gentlemen on the other side of the House contend that this 

roposed legislation is not retrospective, but retroactive and there- 

‘ore unauthorized. This we contend is not the fact, but even if 
it were, it would not necessarily follow that it is incompetent for 
Congress to make the duties imposed by the pending bill effective 
upon goods purchased for import after the Ist of April if im- 
ported prior to the passage of this act. Every statute which takes 
away or impairs vested rights acquired under existing law, or 
creates a new obligation, imposes a new duty, or attaches a new 
disability, in respect to a transaction or consideration already 
assed must be deemed retrospective. This rule is laid down by 
ief Justice Kent in the case of Dausch, 7 Johns., 503. It is also 
the definition used by Justice Story and quoted in the case of 
Sturgis vs. Carter, 114 U. S., 519. 

Congress may by statute declare the construction of previous 
statutes, so as to bind the courts in reference to all transactions 
occurring after the passage of the law, and in many cases thus 
furnish the rule to govern the courts in transactions which were 
passed, provided that no constitutional right of the party con- 
cerned is violated. It can not be claimed that the person import- 
ing from abroad has any constitutional right to have those 

admitted at our ports of entry at any given rate. His right 
is always subject to the right of a to change or modify 
the law with respect to the imposition of customs dues. Congress 
can not, under cover of giving construction to an existing or 
revived statute, invade private rights, but it can express a power 
by passing a new statute which may be retr tive in its effect. 
The form of words used can not be material if the purpose ig 
clear, and that purpose is within its power. This doctrine is lai 
down in the case of Stockdale vs. The Insurance ree pre 20 Wal- 
lace, 831; also in the caseof Koshkolong vs. Burton, 104 U. S., 679, 
and in several other cases decided by the Supreme Court. In fact, 
Mr. Chairman, the settled doctrine of the Supreme Court of the 
United States is that “words in a statute ought not to have 
retrospective operation unless they are so clear, strong, and im- 
perative that no other meaning can be annexed to them, or unless 
the intention of the legislature can not be otherwise satisfied.” 

In the proposed amendment the intention of Congress with re- 
spect to the effect of this proper law is so clearly manifest and 
stated so strongly that the intention of Congress can not be satis- 
fied in any other way than by giving to this proposed law when 
enacted the effect of imposing the duties upon imported articles 
purchased subsequent to the Ist of April and imported prior to 
the time of its enactment. In support of this proposition, I would 
call the attention of the House to the case of Chew Hong vs. United 
States (112 U. S., 559), in which case the doctrine above cited and 
first announced by the Supreme Court in the case of The United 
States vs. Heath (3 Cranch, 413), is quoted and approved. This 
amendment does not raise the question stated by the Supreme 
Court in the case involving the time when the Wilson-Gorman 
law took effect, namely, that the act of 1890 was not repealed in 
terms until August 28, 1894, and that the repealing section of 
the latter act kept in force the right and liability of the Govern- 
ment or any person which had accrued prior to the 1 a 
thereof, and that such right and liability were excepted out of the 
effect sought to be given to the first section of that act. 

The 3 merely proposes that where the duties 
imposed by this pro tariff measure are in excess of the 
duties im by existing law, a lien shall be created and a lia- 
bility imposed for the collection of that excess, when such goods 
are imported before the proposed measure becomes a law. There 
are numerous decisions holding that it is entirely competent 
for a legislative body to enact retrospective legislation, unless 
expressly prohibited by the Constitution. In the case of the State 
vs. Squixes (26 Iowa, 340), it was held that a retrospective law is 
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not necessarily ex postfacto. The term ex post facto applies only 


to criminal laws, such as make acts, innocent when done, crim- 
inal; or, if criminal when done, aggravate the crime, increase the 
unishment, or reduce the measure of proof. As distinguished 
m ex post facto laws, retrospective laws, says the court in the 
case just cited, are not in conflict with the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The court also says in this case that in the absence of any 
constitutional inhibition, a State legislature has the power to 
retrospective or retroactive laws, and they will not be declared 
inoperative except when they disturb or interfere with vested 
rights.“ So that, Mr. Chairman, under the principle of law laid 
down by Cooley on Constitutional Limitations and by the decision 
of the courts, both State and Federal, it is clearly within the 
power of Congress to enact this legislation, and the legislation 
will be sustained by the courts if we have clearly expressed the 
intent of Congress that the law shall have the effect as proposed. 
This, I think, can not be questioned, and therefore the amend- 
ment is not in conflict with the Constitution, but is clearly within 
the power of Congress. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to say 
anything during the present debate. Ihave no desire to occupy the 
time of the committee, nor do I wish to ‘‘subtract from the sum of 
human knowledge by ee. oratory.” I can not resist the 


aph g a duty of 25 per cent on 
2 by rivate collectors. iy friend the 
(Mr. McCa.t] has, with his usual fairness and common 


are in my city 3 more private as well as public collections 


statement is on its face an absurdity. Not a hundred feet from 
where I stand hangs, in the Speakers lobby, as a silent protest to 
the inartistic atrocities that surround it, a portrait of the protec- 
tionist Speaker of the present Honse, which was placed there as 
the gift of a number of his protectionist admirers. It was painted 
by the greatest living American artist—one of the greatest artists 
in the world—John S. Sargent. It was painted in his studio in 
Paris, France. It has been said that our Library building was 
decorated by American artists. So it was; and yet the studios of 
a great number of the artists who decorated that building are in 
Europe. I confess that I can not readily conceive of Whistler, or 
of Waldo-Story, or of Ulrich, or of any of the dozens of other 
American artists, all ‘first class,” whose studios are in Europe, 
petitioning Congress to im a protective duty of 25 per cent 
upon their works, presumably for the purpose of protecting them 
against themselves. 

A picture or a statue is not an article of mere luxury, affordin 
gratification to the owner and to no one else. Every picture an 
statue imported to this country by a private individual is of 
benefit to the whole nation. 

We have in New York the largest and best art museum in the 
United States, the Metropolitan Museum of Art, There is hardl 
a picture in that museum that has not been in some private gal- 
lery before finding its way there. The Wolf collection was im- 

rted, picture by piere by that great public benefactress, Miss 

olf, and at her death left to the city of her birth. The Mar- 
quand collection was imported in the same way. Hardly a year 
by that Mr. Marquand does not give the Metropolitan 
useum pictures from his private gallery, and the same may be 
said of many other patrons of art in New York. 

There seems to be an impression among the majority members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means that you may place a man 
in the midst of a desert, give him colors, brushes, and canvas, 
and if he is sufficiently protected against the competition of for- 
eign artists, he will become an artist himself. Mr. John C. Van 
Dyke, the great art critic, says: Neither books nor theories nor 
lectures make the eye of the artist. Studying the canvas—not 
one, but thousands of them—can alone give practical knowledge, 
accurate judgment, and good taste.” Every art student who pos- 
sesses the means goes to Europe to study, chiefly for the reason 
that he can find there the great masters more largely represented 
than they are here. The art student who has the misfortune to 
be without the means must rely for study on the pictures he can 
find in this country. Many of the best J aterse we have hang in 
private galleries. I haye yet to hear of any 9 owning 
& private gallery who does not gladly permit his pictures to be 
studied by art students. 

You are deliberately discouraging our benefactors of art from 


pass | for the organ grinder to study music. 


bringing here and from eventually giving to the people the great 
pictures of the world. The more good pictures that come to 
this country, the easier it will be to obtain an art education, the 
sooner you will increase the number of American artists, and 
thesooner you will obviate the necessity of American artists study- 
ing and wor! abroad. You can no more make a sign painter 
a Titian by taxing the work of Titian 25 per cent than you can 
make an organ grinder a Richard Wagner by making it difficult 
By discouraging genius you 
do not improve mediocrity. Genius does not require protection. 
If aman has not artistic talent, no amount of protection will ever 
make him an artist. There are enough bad painters in the world 
without increasing their number. If the art student shows that 
he has not talent, he should be encouraged to earn a livelihood by 
some other means than by increasing the acreage of grewsome and 
monstrously daubed canvas. 

The “first-class artists” who are afraid of the competition of 
talent and have petitioned you for protection have led you into a 
e error. The trouble with you tlemen has been that you 

ave been unable to recognize the difference between the indus- 
trial arts and the fine arts, or to distinguish between the artisan 
and the artist. 


[Mr. McMILLIN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. STEELE, That referred to the action of a Democratic 
Congress. [Laughter. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] be permitted to occupy 
the ten minutes which remain before the vote is to be taken. 

was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the circumstances under which 
this extraordinary session has been called are in themselves evi- 
dence that an exigency exists in this country such as has rarely 
existed before. For ten days this House has been endeavoring to 
meet this exigency. The exigency consists in the fact that for 
nearly four years the revenues of this country have been inade- 
quate to meet its expenditures, and we have been borrowing 
money to carry on the Government in time of peace. In conse- 
quence of that onary A and the necessity of prompt action, the 
majority members of the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
last House, responding to the demand throughout the country that 
prompt action should be taken, proceeded three months ago to 
frame a revision of the tariff which would meet the exigency and 
secure sufficient revenue to carry on this Government, and which, 
in the adjustment of duties to secure that revenue, would at the 
same time encourage American industries that have been sorely 
stricken 8 past three years. 

In eas is measure to accomplish these two ends the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means have not been governed by their own 
aa entirely. They have consulted with members of the last 

ouse, they haveconsulted with the membersof the present House, 
they have consulted with Senators, they have consulted with citi- 
zens and friends of protection in all ue of the country. Thus 
what they have done is not in accordance with their own judg- 
ment merely, but is the result of an adjustment of all these views, 
having reference to the condition of each ese st Sd object of 
the committee being to reach what should seem to be a fair expres- 
sion of the opinions of all concerned. 

In doing this the committee have not been able in every case to 
accomplish just what each individual member of the committee 
or what each individual member of this House desired. They 
have tried to bring about such an adjustment as on the whole 
would seem to be the balance of the judgment, especially of the 
Republican side of the House and of the Republicans of TA coun- 
try, and they present this measure as, in their judgment, the best 
adjustment possible in the present condition of the country for - 
meeting the exigency which been pressing upon us. 

We were told before we reported this bill that it would be im- 
possible to obtain revenue from customs duties sufficient to meet 
the deficit. We were told so by the gentleman from Tennessee 
pe. McMILLIN] in an interview published in a New York paper. 

ow, having reported the pending bill as the result of an adjust- 
ment of the various views of the ublicans of the country, we 
are assaulted and charged with having proposed a measure which 
will give a larger amount of revenue than is necessary or desirable. 
First it was said that we could not obtain the revenues to meet 
the deficit, and now the accusation is that we propose to raise too 
much revenue! 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have simply to say that I have no doubt, 
from all the information I have been able to obtain, that, unless 
the enactment of this bill shall be ee e to an unreasonable 
period, we shall be able to obtain from it at least sufficient reve- 
nue to meet the annual deficiency that is going on, and has been 

oing on during more than three years, and thus to present the 
nited States before the world as a nation raising sufficient reve- 
nue to meet its expenditures and at the same time to provide a 
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reasonable surplus with which to reduce the principal of its in- 


terest-bearing debt. 
Mr. Chairman, en d as we have been during the past ten 


days in considering the pending bill to provide adequate revenue to 
carry on the Government, what have we witn upon the other 
side? There has been ample op 


rtunity, had that time been 

rly used, to read this whole bill under the five-minute rule, 
rod to consider every paragraph in it upon its merits. But, in- 
stead of having each paragraph considered upon its merits, we 
have seen upon the other side of the House a constant disposition 
to assault in general terms, not only this measure, but the general 

licy that it was proposed to carry out, without any attempt to 
‘discuss the several phs in the bill as they came up, or to 
discuss the merits of eac! 3 item. So the time has been 
occupied, and, as a result of that policy, we have covered in detail 
but a small pee of the bill. : 

But, Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the general criticisms of 

tlemen on the other side upon this bill, have we had presented 
Be that side a single suggestion designed to meet the — 
exigency? We need from 860, 000, 000 to $75,000,000 more ann 
revenue. We have been and still are running behind. Has there 
been a single suggestion of any means molars that deficiency 
might be met? On the contrary, at every point there has been an 
attempt on their part to prevent the obtaining of the revenue, 
even when items were placed in the bill solely for revenue pur- 
. Take, for example, crude opium. When we reached that 
item, a purely revenue item, what did we have from the other 
‘side? A motion to cut down the duty one-half, and a solid vote 
‘of members on that side to reduce that purely revenue duty. 

We have not had a single snggestion from that side of the 
House to aid us, or a substitute for providing this country with 
the revenue that is needed for the purpose of carrying on the 
Government without borrowing in time of peace. 5 

This bill has been framed with a view to a proper adjustment 
of duties in all directions, not only to secure the needed revenue, 
but also to encourage our stricken industries. We do not claim 
no one claims that one aph in this bill will meet entirely 
the views of any individual. at is impossible. In a revenue 
measure covering thousands of items there will of necessity be 
some items that do not meet the individual approval of some 
members of the House, even on this side. If we should wait to 
satisfy each individual as to every one of these items, nothing 
could be accomplished, and we could never obtain the necessary 
revenue. All that we gan say is that as a result of this adjustment 
we have presented a bill which, first, will secure the needed rev- 
enue to carry on the Government; and 3 that in adjusting 
these duties we have sought to aid those industries which have 
been crippled in this country by the legislation of 1894, and in 
doing this to furnish opportunity for idle men to labor, and thus 
bring back to the country gradually that prosperity to which cer- 
tainly it is entitled. 

On the other side we have had simply a concerted attempt to 
delay, either by untimely discussion or amendments intended to 
divert, divide, and defeat any action. When the time comes, we 
can deal with “trusts,” if existing legislation isnot ample. They 
have no connection at all with this measure; and the attempt to 
introduce that question here is simply for the purpose of prevent- 
ing anything being done and leaving the country without revenue. 
I trust that the Republican majority will not be misled by such 
partisan byplay, but will promptly go forward and complete the 
Work in hand. {Loud applause on the Republican side}. 

Here the hammer fell. 
e CHAIRMAN (at 3 o'clock p. m.). Under the order of the 
House, the committee will now rise. 
kane committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resumed the 
chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN (Chairman of the Committee of the Whole). 
Mr. Speaker, the House, in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, has had under consideration House bill No. 879; 
and under the order of the House the committee has risen, and 
now reports the bill back to the House with sundry amendments 
and with the recommendation that the amendments be adopted 
and the bill be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported from the Comsnittes of the Whole. . 

Mr. B EV. On the amendment providing that this bill 
whenever it may be passed shall take effect on the 1st of April, 
we desire a separate vote. 

ahs SP. R. Is a separate vote desired on any other amend- 
ment 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the question be taken on the 
other amendments in gross. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no a es for a separate vote on 
any other amendment, the Chair put the question on the 
sopan of the remaining amendments in gross. 

The question being taken, the amendments reported from the 


Committee of the Whole (except that on which Mr. BAILEY had 
asked for a separate vote) were agreed to; there being on a divi- 
sion (called for by Mr. BartLEy)—ayes 174, noes 128. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment on 


which a te vote has been asked. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 27. That all articles mentioned in the several schedules of this act 
which shall be imported into the United States between the ist day of April 
1807, and the date of the passage of this act. and which were zep 
and directed by the owner to be shi for import into the Uni States by 
any 1 or to April 1. 1897, shall bear the same duties to be charged upon 
sim artines in this act, and such duties are hereby made a lien on such 
articles wherever and in whatsoever hands found, except in the hands of per- 
sons who hold them for final consumption and have no purpose to sellor part 
with the same or any part or product of the same, and except also in the 
hands of persons shown to have obtained such articles without notice of the 
provisions of this act; and any person not such final consumer or holder 
Without notice having obtained an interest in or possession of any such 
article or articles sò subject to duty, except as a common carrier or ware- 
houseman, shall be liable for the payment of such duties thereon, and the 
same may be recoyed with inte: but without penalty, in an action or suit 
by the United States such person or persons in any district or circuit 
court thereof. And persons liable under this act for such duty or any 
thereof in respect of any shipment, cargo, or lot of any such article or 
articles may be joined in the same action for such tory without regard 
to the mutuality or nature of interests or a such joint or several 
judgments or decrees may be rendered therein, including the enforcement of 
any such lien as justice or equity may require. In every such case the process 
of the court in the district where the ion or suit is brought and where one 
defendant resides and is served shall run to and may be served on any defend- 
ant in any other district. 
It is hereby made the duty of the Secre of the Treasury to prescribe 
and enforce suitable regulations to carry out the provisions of this section, 
including the retention in the bonded warehouses of the United States or any 
other place where such goods are deposited samples of such goods until re- 
quired for evidence or any such trial: Provided, t the liens hereby created 
and the liabilities hereby imposed shall be only for the excess of duty im- 
by this act over and aboye the duties, if any, paid and collected at the 
e of the importation of such articles, 


Mr, BAILEY. To saye time, I at once demand the yeas and 
nays on agreeing to this amendment. 
e yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 201, nays 140, 
answered present 6, not voting 6; as follows: 


YEAS—201. 
Acheson, Davey, Ketcham, Robbins. 
Davidson, Wis. Kir a Is, 
Alexander, Davison, Ky. Kulp, ussell, 
Arnold, Dayton, Lacey, Sauerhering, 
ayoni Dingley, Land non, 
Baker, Md. ver, Linney, Shattue, 
Barber, Dorr, Littauer, Shelden, 
rena, 1 Lod > ——— 
Ys yı ou. mp! 
Barrows, Ellis, Loudenslager, Smith. III. 
Bartholdt, Evans, Lovering, th, S. W. 
Beach, Faris, Low, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belden, Fenton, 22 Snover. 
Belt: Fischer, Call. 
Belkna Fletcher, ey South 
Bi — Foss Aeg d, — 
Wan, 2 
Bishop, Fowler, N. McIntire, 85 
ardner, ys Steele, 
Boutelle, bson, Mah Stevens, Minn. 
wster, Gillet, N. X. À Stewart, N. J. 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass, Marsh, Stewart, Wis 
Bromw 2 Mercer, Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, G: Mesick, Stone, W. A. 
Bro Gros Millia Sturtevant 
rown. rou en, vant, 
Brownlow, Hager, ills, Sulloway, 
Brumm, Hamil Minor, wney. 
Bull, Harmer, Mite Tayler, Ohio 
Burton, Hawley, Moody, gue, 
Butler, Heatwole, Mor: 9 
Cannon, Hemenway, Mudd, Van Voorhis, 
Capron, Henderson, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
ick 8 Henry, Conn. ee Walker, Mass. 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Ind. ell, Walker, Va. 
Clarke, N. H. epburn, OL anger, 
Coe! „N. L. eks, Otjen, ard, 
Codding, Hilborn, Overs Warner, 
Colson. HIII. Packer, Pa. Weaver, 
Connell, Hitt, Parker, N. J. Weymonth, 
Connolly, ooker, Payne, White, II. 
Cooke, Hopkins, arce, Mo. te, 
Cooper, Howe. Pearson, Wilber, 
Cor! ‘owell, Perkins, 
Cor ull, Pitney, Wilson, N. X. 
Crump, Hurley, Powers, Wright, 
Curtis, I Johnson, Ind Hee ä 
r 0 ohnson, Ind. ugh, oung, 
Dalzell, 0 X Qui A -< 
Danford, oy, VE 
Davenport, rr, Reeves, 
NAYS—140. 
Ai Bian 5 Sale De Graffenreid, 
en, e, raffe; 
Bailey, Bodine, Catchings, De V. : 
Baird, Bo š y: Dinsmore, 
Baker, HL vs Clark, Mo. Dockery, 
3 Brantley, Clayton, Elliott, 
ead, Brenner Ae ran, Mo. 
Barlow. rewer, Cooney, entrow 
Doi, eee, eee, ce 
run e tzpatri 
Benner, Pa. Burke, Cox ots vienna 
mton, p Davis, Fowler, N. c. 
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Fox, Latimer, No k, 
Gaines, Lentz, Ogden, Stephens, Tex 
Greene, 1 Osborne. tokes, 
Griggs, Le Otey, í Strait, 
Gunn, Little, Poters, ullivan, 
Handy, Li n, Pierce, Tenn. $ 
v. Love, Plowman, Sutherland, 
Henry, Miss. McAleer, Rhea, wanson, 
Henry, Tex. McClellan, ichardson, Talbert, 
nrichsen, ‘Cormick, Ridgely, Tate, 
Holman, McCulloch, Rixey, Taylor, Ala. 
Howard, Ala. McDowell, Robb, 5 
Howard, Mela Robertson, La. Todd, 
unter, McMillin, Robinson, Ind. Underwood, 
Jett, Me 5 Sayers, Vandiver, 
Jones, Va. Maddox, Settle, e e, 
elley, Maguire, Simpson, Kans. Vincent, 
ing, Marshall, Sims, Wheeler, Ala. 
Kitchin, Maxwell, Skinner, Wheeler, K 
Kleberg, Meekison, Slayde i 
owles, Meyer, La. Smith, Ky. Wilson, S. C. 
b. Miers, In Spar! Young, Va. 
‘oon, Stallings, mor. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—8. 
Hartman, Martin. Shuford, Strowd, N. O. 
Jones, Wash. Shaf roth. 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Barre Cummin Grow, Knox. 
8 Curtis. Pami 
So the amendment was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced: 


Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, my coll e, Mr. CURTIS of 
Kansas, is absent on account of sickness in his family. If present, 
he would vote “aye.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DALZELL. It was my intention while the amendment 
just adopted was under discussion to address myself to it for a few 
minutes, but the time limited for debate thereon expired before I 
could doso. I therefore take this opportunity to explain to the 
committee how the amendment strikes me. The purpose of the 
amendment is to impose the duties of this bill upon all articles 
which are to be imported after the 1st day of April, 1897. There 
were two thoughts in the minds of the Committee on Ways and 
Means when they had this matter under consideration. The first 
was with re t to the necessity for some such legislation. It 
is manifest that the prospect of the passage of a new tariff law 
will increase importations to such an extent as to largely interfere 
with its anticipated advantages during the first year of its oper- 
ation. Hence any means that can be adopted to prevent such 
anticipatory importations will be in the interest of the revenues; 
and after mature deliberation it was the opinion of the Committee 
on Ways and Means that it was wise to attempt to embody in the 
pending bill the provision of the amendment just adopted. 

The second thought in the minds of the committee with 
to the amendment was as to the competency of Congress to enact 
such a measure. This thought resolved itself simply into the 
question as to whether or not Congress, under its power to levy 
and collect taxes, can pass a retroactive measure. t Congress 
has power to pass such a measure I have no doubt. I think that 
a false complexion has been given to the debate with respect to 
this amendment by the assumption upon the part of gentlemen on 
the other side of the House that the case of Burr vs, The United 
States was relied upon by us as an authority in favor of the power 
of Congress in this regard. In my judgment the decision of the 
Supreme Court in that case has no bearing upon the question that 
is now before us. 

The question involved there was whether or not the duties of 
the Wilson bill became operative on the ist day of August, the 
date fixed in the bill, or upon the 28th day of Angust, the date at 
which it became alaw. When the court had that question before 
it, it had before it simply the construction of the statute, and its 
duty was, as it always is in such cases, to inquire what was the in- 
tention of the legislature. Very plainly it was not the intent of 
Congress to make the duties apply from August 1. On the con- 
trary, that date was inserted upon the supposition that the law 
would be passed before the time named arrived. It failed of pas- 
sage before that date and became a law without the President’s 
signature some time thereafter. In other words, the date named 
in the bill at which it was to take effect was an accident. 

In the case we have to deal with, the date. which is the material 
matter involved, is not an accident, but it is intentionally and 
designedly inserted for the express purpose of having duties levied 
and collected thereafter. So the question recurs as to the power 
of Congress, undar the taxing clause of the Constitution, to enact 
retroactive legislation. The taxing power of Congress as to the 
time of levying taxes is without limitation, and so upon this sub- 
ject I entertain no doubt. I have not had time to examine this 


question at length, but I find a case in Pennsylvania which 
illustrates and confirms my view of the matter. Itis the case 
In re Short’s Estate,” 16 Pennsylvania State orts, page 8. 
The question there passed upon was as follows: The State of Penn- 
sylvania in 1826 passed a law by which all inheritances being within 
that Commonwealth, which, by the intestacy or the will of any 
decedent, should devolve npon any other than the father, mother, 
wife, children, or lineal descendants of such person should be 
subject to a tax. : 

In 1850 an act was declaring that the words being 
within this Commonwealth” should be so construed as to relate 
to all persons who have been at the time of their decease or now 
may be domiciled in this Commonwealth, as well as to estates. 
In 1849 a citizen of Pennsylvania died and his will was admitted to 
probatein December of that year. The point was made that under 
the act of 1826 the estate of the decedent was not subject to tax, 
and that the act of 1850 was retroactive and therefore not oper- 
ative. The supreme court of Pensylvania decided that the per- 
sonal estate of the deceased within the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania was subject to the tax; in other words, that the act of 
1850 had retroactive force. 

I quote from the decision of Chief Justice Gibson, one of the 
ae E jurists who ever graced the American bench. 

e ; 


More poatea words to make the act retrospective as well as prospective 
could not have been chosen; and it will scarcely be said the l ture had 
not power to make it so, at least as to assets remaining in the hands of the 
executor or administrator. Noclause of the constitution forbids it to exten 
a tax already laid, or to tax assets not taxed before; and in establishing its 

W it has only done indirectly what it was competent to 
o directly. z 


This seems to me to be a case directly in point. 

The only suggestion that might be made nst this legislation 
is that it is ex post facto legislation. This, however, is not true, 
In the case of SS and others vs. The Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania, reported in 17 Howard, page 463, the court says: 


The debates in the Federal Convention upon the Constitution show that 
the terms ex facto laws” were understood in a 


t 
laws was referred to for their 3 03 Nad. Pap., 1399, 1450, aia 
This signification was adopted in this court shortly after its or; 
in opinions carefully prepared, and has been repeated! 


the opinions of their courts, and by writers u 
formi ted (3 
363; 6 Binn., 271; 4 Geo 


T., 208.) 

1 submit, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that it is clearly competent 
for Congress to enact this legislation, and I submit, also, that it is 
wise legislation. à 

The objection has been urged that there can not be two laws in 
force at the same time. That is true enough; but this will not 
leave two laws in force at the same time. In practice the duties 
that are called for by existing law will be collected until such time 
as the bill now under consideration shall become law, and then 
that law will go into effect so as to make collectible the excess of 
duties called for by the bill over and above those ee under the 
present law. Upon the whole, therefore, Mr. Chairman, it seems 
to me that the amendment has been wisely Anopin 
_ Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmit a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to know if it would be in order now—or 
is it more properly in order after the bill is ordered to be engrossed 
net read a third time—to submit a motion to recommit the 

ill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be after the bill is 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DocKERy] to submit a motion to recom- 


mit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following motion 
to recommit the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill H. R. 379, entitled A bill to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,” 175 
recommitted to the Committee on Ways and Means with instructions to TRA 
the same back to the House with amendments Placing upon the free all 
articles manufactured, produced, or controlled by any combination or organ- 
ization of persons or corporations formed in the United States for the pur- 
pose of limiting, regulating, or controlling the supply or price of any such 
articles: and with the further provision that the rates of duty now prescribed 
by Jaw shall be levied and collected on any or all of such articles when, in the 
opion of the Secretary of the Treasury, such articles shall cease to be man- 

scare produced, or controlled in the United States by any such combi- 
nation or tion. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. 


the adoption of the motion to recommi 
ae 2 question was ordered. 


AILEY. 


Mr. Speaker, upon that question we may as well 
have the yeas and nays at once. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 197, not 


voting 8; as follows: 


Brown. 
Brownlow, 


„ 
Bull. 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Chickering, 
Clark, Iowa 


Connell, 
Connolly, 
Cooke, 


Davenport. 
Davidson, Wis. 
Davison, Ky. 


Barrett, 
zach, 


So the motion to recommit the bill with instructions was re- 


jected. 


YEAS—148. 
Davis, 
De Armond, Latimer, 
De Graffenreid, tz, 
De Vries, T, 
Dinsmore, Ga. 
Dockery, Little, 
Elliott, į D, 
Epes, ve, 
Ermentrout, McAleer, 
Fitzgerald, Meddle 
5 McCormi 
Fleming, McCall 
Fowler, N. . McDowell, 
Fox, McEwan, 
aines, McLaurin, 
greene; RRE 
g5, Rae. 
Hand} Martie 
V. agu 
Har 4 M. 
Hay, Martin. 
Henry, Miss. Maxwell, 
Henry, Tex. Meekison, 
* Meyer, La. 
Holman, Miers, ‘Ind. 
Howard, Ala. ‘oon, 
Howard, Ga. Norton, 
Hunter, Ogden, 
Jett, Osborne, 
Jones, Va. Otey. 
Jones, Wash. Peters, 
Kelley, Pierce, Tenn. 
Kieg Plowman, 
Kitchin, Rhea, 
eberg, Richardson, 
Knowles, Riägely, 
mb, Rixey, 
NAYS—197. 
Dayton, Kirkpatrick. 
Dingley, Kulp, 
Doiliver, Lacey, 
Dorr, Landis, 
Dovener, 12 
Eddy. ittauer, 
lis, Lorimer, 
Evans, Loud, 
Faris, Loudenslager, 
Fenton, Lovering, 
Fischer, LOW, 
Fletcher, Lybrand, 
3 128 
‘OSS. leary, 
Fowler, N. J. McDonald, 
Gardner, McIntire, 
Gibson. Mahany, 
Gillet, N. v. Mahon, 
Gillett, Mass. Mann, 
Graff, Marsh, 
Griffin, Mercer, 
Grosvenor, Mesick, 
Grout, Miller, 
Grow, Mills, 
Hager, Minor, 
Hamilton, Mitchell, 
Harmer, M 7; 
Hawley, Mó: 
Heatwole, Mudd, 
Hemenway, Newlands, 
Henderson, Northway, 
Henry, Conn. ell, 
Henry, Ind. Olmsted, 
Hepburn, Otjen, 
Hicks, Overstreet, 
Hilborn, Packer, Pa. 
Hill, Parker, N. J. 
Hitt, yne, 
Hooker, Pearce, Mo 
Hopkins, Pearson, 
Howe, Perkins, 
Howell, Pitney, 
Hull. Powers, 
Hurley, nce, 
Jenkins, Pugh, 
Johnson, Ind. Quigg, 
Johnson, N. Dak. y: 
Joy, Reeves, 
Kerr, Robbins, 
Ketcham, Royse, 
NOT VOTING—S. 
Colson, Cummings, 
Cranford, Curtis, Kans. 


Speaker, I move the previous question on 
it. 


Underwood, 
Vandiver, 


Wilson, 8. C. 
Young, Va. 


Smith, S. W. 
Smith. Wm. Alden 
Snover, 


Sturtevant, 
Sualloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 


Knox, 
Milliken. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. 


The question recurred on the 
DIN GLEY and Mr. BAILEY demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


passage of the bill. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 205, nays 122, 
marked present 21, not voting 6; as follows: 


YEAS—205. 
Acheson, Davi Wis. Ketcham, a 
Davison, Ky. Kirkpatrick, R ll, 
Alexander, Dayton; Kleberg, Sauerhering, 
Arnold, Dingley, Kulp, on, 
Ba A Dolliver, Lacey, Shattuc, 
Baker, Md. Dorr, Lan Shelden, 
Barber, Dovener, Linney, Sherman, 
Bar Eddy. Littauer, Simpkins, Mass. 
Y» Mis, Lorimer, yden. 
Bartholdt, Faris. pest nslage: mths S. W. 
0 ude r, „ W. 
h. Fenton, Lovering, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belden, Fischer, W, Snover, 
Belford, Fletcher, Lybrand, 
Belkna Foote, Call. Southwick, 
Benne 088. Med ing, 
Bing Fowler, N. J. MeD Sperry, 
Bishop, £ er, McEwan, Sprague, 
Booze. ibson McIntire, Steele, 
Boutelle, Gillet, I, Y. y, Stevens, Minn. 
Brewster, ille Mahon, Stewart, N. J. 
Broderick, raff, Mann, Stewart, Wis. 
Bromwell, Griffin, Marsh, +O. 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Mercer, Stone, W. A. 
Grout, Mesick, Strode, Nebr. 
Brown. Grow, Meyer, La. Sturtevan 
Brownlow, Hager. er, Sulloway, 
mm, Hamil whey, 

ull, Harmer, Minor, Tayler, Ohio 
Burton, Hawley. Mitch Tongue, 
Butler, Heatwole, Moody, U; j 
Cannon, Hemenway, — 57 Van Voorhis, 

ron. enderson. Mudd, orth, 
Chickering, Henry, Conn. Northway. Walker, Mass. 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Ind. ell, Walker, Va. 
Clarke, N. H. Hepburn, Wanger, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hi 0 Otjen, s 

ding, born, Overstreet, Warner, 

5 n. ill, Packer, Pa. Weaver, 
Connell, Hitt, Parker, N. J. Weymouth, 
Connolly, Hooker, Payne, te, III. 
Cooke, opkins, P Mo. White, N. C. 
Cooper, Wis. Howard, Ala. Pearson, Wilber, 

Cor How Perkins, ill) 
Cousins, Howell, Pitney, Wilson, N. Y. 
Crump, Hull, Powers, Wright, 
Cram er, Hurley, Prince, Yost, 
Curtis, Iowa enkins, Pugh, Toone. Pa. 
Dalzel Johnson, Ind. Quigg, The Speaker. 
Danford, Johnson, N. Ys 
Davenport, Joy, Reeves, 
Davey, err, Robbins, 
NAYS—122. 
Adamson, Cowherd, Latimer, Robe: La. 
Balio vis, Fester oa 
ey, Lester, yers, 
Baird, De ond, Lewi Settle, 
Baker, III. De Graffenreid, Little, pson, 
Ball, Vries, Livi Sims. 
Dinsmore, Love, Smith, Ky. 
Barlow, ki McAleer, 
Bartle Elliott, McCl 
Benner, McCulloch, 8 Tex. 
Benton, Ermentront, McDowell, Stokes. 
Berry, itzgerald, McLaurin, Strait, 
Bland, tz MeMillin, Sullivan, 
Bodine, Fleming, McRae, Sulzer, 
Bradley, Fox, Maddox, Swanson, 
tley, Gaines, ire, Talbert, 
Brenner, Ohio Gri; te, 
Brewer, Handy, Meekison, Taylor, Ala. 
Brucker, Hay, Miers, Ind. ASA 
Brun Henry, Miss. Moon, ‘odd, 
Burke, Henry, Tex. Norton, Underwood, 
p en, Vandiver, 
Holman, Osborne, Vehslage, 
le, Howard, Ga. y, Wheeler, Ala. 
Catchings, Hunter, Peters, Wheeler, K 
Clardy, ett, Pierce, Tenn. Williams, Mi 
ris, Mo. Jones, Va. 3 8 E 0. 
ayton, A ea, oung, Va. 
e e 0. Kitchin, Richardson, Zenor. 
Cooney, b, Rixey, 
Cooper, Tex. Lanham, Robb, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—21. 
Bell, Jones, Wash. Newlands, Strowd, N.C. 
Botkin, Kelley. Ridgel Sutherland, 
Fowler, N. C. Knowl 8 Poth. incent. 
Greene, McCo Shuford, 
Gunn, Martin, Skinner, 
Hartman, Maxwell, Stark, 
NOT VOTING—6. 
Barrett, Cummin, Knox, Milliken. 
Cranford, Curtis, Kans. 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let us have a recapitulation of this 


vote. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires it. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Knox, has 
already been excused by the House for his nonattendance, on ac- 
count of death in his family. [Ihave endeavored, without success, 
to obtain a pair for him on this bill. He desires me to say to the 
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House that if he were present he would vote for the bill. I have 


no authority to state his position upon the other votes, but I have 
no doubt in my mind that it would have been in accordance with 
the 1 upon this side of the House. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. S. er, my colleague, Mr. BARRETT, is 
absent on account of sickness. He is pai 
from New York, Mr. Cummines. If 
he would vote yea.” 

Mr. SAYERS. My colleague, Mr. CRANFORD, is absent on ac- 
count of sickness. I have no authority to say how he would vote, 
yet I believe he would vote in the negative upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will please call my name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. REED, who voted in the affirm- 
ative. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the ayes are 205, 755 122, pres- 
ent and not voting 21. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. 
[Applause on the oe Sheree Side.] 

On motion of Mr. DIN GLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was 
taken from the Speaker's table to be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands when appointed: 
A bill (S. 3) to approve a compromise and settlement between 
the United States and the State of Arkansas. 
COPIES OF THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that 3,500 copies of 
the bill which has just passed the House be printed for the use of 
the members of the House, and that they be distributed through 


the folding room. 
The SPEAKER. The 3 from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY 
asks unanimous consent that 3,500 copies of the tariff bill whic 
has just passed the House be printed for the use of members of 
the House, and that they be distributed through the folding room. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Distributed to members pro rata. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill ask the gentleman if that number 
can be eee within the $500 limit? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave sent to the Government Printing Office 
TN ascertained that that number can be printed within $500 


t. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 
There was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL SATURDAY NEXT. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 
he motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Lentz, from April 2 until April 12, on account of im- 
portant business. 
To Mr. Kutp, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BarTHOLDT, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. ; 
T Mr. Brostus, for the remainder of this day, on account of 
ness. 
To Mr. UPDEGRAFF, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 


with the gentleman 
r, BARRETT were present, 


ess. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 4 o'clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Saturday, April 3, 1897, at 
12 o'clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Sane following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HEPBURN (by request): A bill (H. R. 2524) for the 
preservation of game and for the prevention of its sale during 
. closed seasons to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2525) for the protection of fish 
in the District of Columbia; for the maintenance of a permanent 
spawning ground in the Potomac River in said District, and for 
other pur —to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 2526) for the 

urchase of ground and the erection of a public building at Wilkes- 
PEE Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 2527) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from Wash- 
ington to Fort Myer, and the national cemetery at Arlington—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 2528) to create post- office 
districts, and for the election of postmasters therein—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 2575) authorizi 
of the United States to call an international co: 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) to authorize the establishment of a 
military post at or near the city of Cleveland, in the county of 
5 and State of Ohio—to the Committee on Military 


the President 
erence—to the 


airs. 
By Mr. BULL Oy. request): A bill (H. R. 2577) to increase the 
efficiency of the Pay Corps of the Navy—to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A resolution (House Res. No. 25) rel- 
ative to Hebrew-American citizens in Russia—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BEACH: A resolution (House Res. No. 26) relative to 
the bonded privilege for the transportation of freight—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A resolution (House Res. No. 27) relative 
to the employment of an additional laborer in the library of the 
House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Colorado, relative to that branch of the United States Geolog- 
ical Survey which is engaged in examining the metalliferous dis- 
won of the States and Territories—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
p following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 2529) to relieve Henry Kolliker 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2530) for the relief of William H. Bannister— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2531) for increase of pension to Col, H. N. 
Whitbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2532) to relieve William H. Taylor from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2533) for increase of pension to Mrs. Esta 
ag ee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

180, a bill (H. R. 2534) to relieve Samuel Schmitz from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 2535) for the relief of Sylvester W. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to 
Florence Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2537) to increase the pension of Martin Schu- 
bert—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) to increase the pension of Capt. James 
B. Logan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 2539) for the relief of Stephen 
Casey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 2540) for the relief of Stewart 
College (now the Southwestern Presbyterian University), located 
at Clarksyille, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 2541) for the relief of Nancy E. 
Day, administratrix of the estate of James L. Day,deceased—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 2542) to correct the military 
record of S. Lowell Simons, of Company F, Fourth New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2543) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the name of John W. Bayne, of Rushville, Nebr.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2544) for the retirement of Senior Veteri- 
5 John Tampany; Ninth Cavalry, United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 2545) to pension Mary Eliza- 
beth Hieskell, widow of the late Pay Director H. M. Hieskell, on 
the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 2546) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Isabella V. Jett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2547) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Daniel T. Wood, of Frederick County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Lucy A. M. Jones, of Rappahannock 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 2549) to remit the time penal- 
ties on the light-house tenser Rose—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Annie M. Clemens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 2551) for the relief of Algernon . 
Lightcap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 2552) granting a pen- 
sion to Leander F. McCoy—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2553) granting an increase of pension to Marx 
Kunz, sr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. 2554) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Boon—to the Com- 
mittee on WT Be Oe : 

H. R. 2555) granting increase of pension to Thomas 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions. È 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) to remove the charge of ‘desertion from 
the military record of Jacob Schunk—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. fag te 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2557) granting increase of pension to John 
F. Sutphin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
B. Seaman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. s 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. a granting a pen- 
sion to Mahala Alexander to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Brim—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) granting a pension to Henry Charles— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. k Sete 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2562) granting 3 to Benjamin F. 
Donglass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. J 

1 MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 2563) for the relief 
of the administrator of George McAlpin, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 3 7 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 2564) ting a pension to 
Kate E. Keiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) to correct the military record of Lieut. 
John W. Geiger, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2566) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John P. Leitzell—to the Committee on char Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) for the relief of James er—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the RESON SR of Michael Neidinger—to the Committee on 


Militar 
By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2569) for the relief 
of the heirs of Alexander Poland, late of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2570) for the relief of the estate 
of Maria Gibson, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2571) for the relief of the heirs 
of Silas ‘ke, deceased, late of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by regane S pal (H. R. 2572) for the relief of the estate 
of Catharine Crittenden, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2373) for the relief of Amelia 
A. H. Richards, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on 
8 t), a bill (H. R. 2574) to the ion of 

(by request), a ( 257 increase pension 
Mrs. L. M. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of J. E. Waef and others, of Clay, 
Pa., relative to alien ownership of real estate in this country—to 
the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Petition of H. N. Petersen 
and 100 other citizens of Calumet County, Wis.. in favor of pro- 
tection to the beet-sugar industry—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Hugh F. Fox and others, of 
New York, against increase in duty on hops; also petition from 
the Graphite Carbonate ing Company of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying that the duty on | ore be restored to 13 cents per 
pavad. as it was in the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the New England Paint 
and Oil Club, of Boston, Mass., favoring a ent of trade 
and commerce—to the Committee on the J 8 

8 HARMER: Eleven petitions from the therhood of 
the Union, citizens of the United States, in favor of tho page 
of a law to prevent aliens from acquiring and holding estate, 
etc., in this country—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. HO. : Petition of Dr. D. W. Fisher, president of 
the over College, of Indiana, and others, in to books 
to be used for educational ped 7 5 being admitted of duty 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HILL (b uest): Petition of George H. Conger and 
8 in regard te ‘Gen ownership of real estate—to the Com- 
Ry Mr. JOY. Paper to House bill to 

y Mr. : Paper to accompany a House a pen- 
sion to Anna M. eee eee Penton 


By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Daniel Sims and 11 other citi- 
zens of Lebanon, Pa., in regard to alien ownership of real estate 
in pe country—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

5 OTJEN: Remonstrance of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 25, 
of Mi e e duty on filler and wrapper tobaccos—to the 

ays 


Committee on and M x 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of George A. Pontius 
& Co., of Columbia City, Ind., in relation to tariff duties—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): Petition of Aaron B. Hoffman, of 
Culpeper County, Va., praying for reference of his war claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of the Jeffries Glass Works of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., advocating placing alcohol to be used in the arts and 
medicines on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of Doane College, of Crete, Nebr., in 
favor of placing on the free list books, etc., intended for educa- 
tional purpose= o the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TODD: Memorial from the Farmers’ Institute of Cold- 
water, Mich., asking that the importation of rags and shoddy be 
prohibited—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of John O’Brien, of 
Philadel phia, praying to have his war record corrected—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 


tary 

Also, petition of Lewis H. Druckneiller and others, of Philadel- 
phia, in reference to the ownership of land by aliens—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Anna M. Dare, of Philadelphia, Pa., for 

in ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sarah A. Wilson, of Philadelphia, Pa., Resyin 
— be restored to the pension roll to the Committee on valid 

ensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April I, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. ` 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of mtatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to 
encourage the industries of the United States; in whichitrequested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

REPORT ON PACIFIC COAST HARBOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 3d ultimo, a report made board appointed 
to locate a deep-water harbor at Port Los or at Pe- 
dro, Cal., under the provisions of the river and harbor act of 
June 3, 1896; which, with the accompanying was referred 
to the C i on Commerce, and, on motion of Mr. Cock- 
RELL, ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and 
to encourage the industries of the United States was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

PETITIONS AND. MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of George W. Beringen 
and sundry other citizens of Camden, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of ee Eee a rebate upon alcohol used in 
the arts and in medici and other like compounds; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also poena the memorial of Jonathan Townley, of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., remonstrating against any further * 
providing for the free distribution of seed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of New 
Brunswick, N. J., praying that an appropriation be made to pay 
the judgment of the Court of Claims rendered in favor of letter 
carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of Mrs. Mary R. Hall and 19 other 
citizens of Montclair; of J. W. Sylvester and 30 other members 
of the Unitarian church of Passaic; of the Young Men’s Christian 
Endeavor Society of the Third Reformed Church, of Raritan, and 
of the New Jersey Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
all in the State of New Jersey, and a petition of members of the 
Society of Friends, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 8 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry members of 
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the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of New Hampshire 
and a IS tec of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
East Haverhill, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the manufacture and sale of cigarettes; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented the petition of Thomas 
Leeming & Co. and sundry other citizens of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation granting a rebate of the tax upon 
alcohol used in the arts and in medicinal and other like com- 
pounds; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the J. Hungerford Smith Com- 
pany and sundry other business firms of Rochester, N. Y., anda 
memorial of 8 Hubbs & el of New Meas City, re- 
monstrating against the imposition of the proposed duty on pine- 
apples; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the United Diamond Workers’ 
Union No, 6476, American Federation of Labor, of New York 
City, praying for the imposition of a duty of 15 per cent on man- 
ufact diamonds, an that rough diamonds be placed on 
the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Tobacco 
Growers’ Association, and a petition signed by New York State 
senators, praying for the imposition of a high tariff rate on tobacco; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
68, of Albany; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 81, of Peekskill; 
of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 279, of Plattsburg; of Cigar 
Makers’ Local Union No. 311, of Auburn; of Cigar ers’ Local 
Union No. 121, of Ithaca; of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 74, 
of Poughkeepsie; pee a Makers’ Local Union No. 2, of Buffalo; 
of Cigar Makers’ Union of Troy; of sundry cigar manu- 
facturers of Troy, and of sun cigar manufacturers of Platts- 
burg, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against the 
Dap of the proposed duty on tobacco in the pending tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Oswego Lumbermen's Ex- 
change, of Oswego, N. V.; of sundry lumber dealers of Buffalo, 
N. Y., and of sundry lumber dealers and business firms of New 
York, remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on Canadian 
lumber; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of G. F. Barney and sundry other 
citizens of New York City, Brooklyn, N. Y., and Richmond Hill, 
Long Island, praying that lithographers be nted protection 
against foreign competition in their work; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Andrew Langdon, president of 
the Buffalo Historical Society; of A. L. Peck, president of the New 
York State Library Association and librarian of the Gloversville 
Free Li ; of A. Bullard, librarian of the Seymour 
Library, of Auburn; of Emma Teodteberg, librarian of the Long 
Island rical Society, of Brooklyn; of Thomas F. Fox, libra- 
rian of the New York titution for the Deaf and Dumb, New 
York City; of Jacob Schwartz, librarian of the Free Library of 
the G. S. M. T., of New York City: of the dean and faculty of the 
General Theological Seminary of New York; of the librarian of 
the Bar Association of New York; of Werner Jonghaus, acting 
librarian of the library of the Young Men’s Christian Association 
of New York; of the librarian of the College of St. Francis Xavier, 
New York City; of F. B. Bigelow, librarian of the Society Library 
of New York; of Geor . Baker, librarian of the Columbia 
University Library, of New York; of the librarian of the Long 
Island Historica] Society, of Brooklyn; of the officers, professors, 
and instructors of the University of New York; of A. S. Brolley, 
librarian of the Court of Appeals, of Albany; of M. W. Plummer, 
librarian of the Pratt Institute Free Library, of Brooklyn; of W. 
T. Hewett, of Cornell University, Ithaca, and of S. H. Synnott, 
librarian of the Cornell City Library, Ithaca, all in the State of 
New York, remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on 
books, pamphlets, etc., intended for use in public libraries; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of John Farr, secretary of the 
raw sugar trade committee of New York City, and the memorial 
of Pierre L. Smith, member of the committee of the raw sugar 
trade, remonstrating against the imposition of an ad valorem duty 
on sugar, and also against the necessity of considering anything 
but the polariscopic test and Dutch standard of color in assessing 
duty on sugar; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KENNEY presented sundry petitions of citizens of Geor; 
town, Milford, Leipsic, Littlecreek, Dover, Concord, Bridgeville, 
Dagsboro, Lincoln, Coolspring, Selbyville, and Gumboro, all in 
the State of Delaware, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting real estate holdings by aliens; which were referred to 
the Co ttee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of Local Union No. 62, 
Ci Makers’ International Union of America, of Richmond 
Ind., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty of 65 cents 
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Pe, pound on Habana fillers and $2 per poun on Sumatra and 
abana wrai , in the pending tariff bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club, of 
New England, praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and industries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN 8 the petition of William E. Jillson, libra- 
rian of Doane College, Crete, Nebr., praying that books, period- 
icals, Lewes sade etc., be placed on the free list in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WETMORE 8 a memorial of the board of trustees of 
the Providence Public Library, of Providence, R. I., remonstrat- 
ing against a duty being placed on books imported into the United 
States for the use of libraries and institutions of learning; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 51 citizens of Rhode Island, em- 
loyees of the Providence (R. I.) Lithograph Company, praying 
or the appointment of separate boards of appraisers at New York, 

Boston, and Philadelphia, for the 5 of imported litho- 
graphs; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

r. WILSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Seattle, Wash., praying t the tariff laws be so amended as 
to produce a larger revenue for the General Government, and 
that in the readjustment of tariff rates the duty on lumber, coal 
wool, hops, beet sugar, and flax, the principal industries of that 
Pae; be considered; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of members of the Congrega- 
tional church, the Quarterly Conference of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, and of the First Free Congregational Society, all of 
Florence, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment 
of legislation raising the age of consent to i8 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club of New 
England, praying for the establishment of a department of trade 
and commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. : 

He also presented a petition of sundry lith phers of Boston, 
Mass., praying that protection st foreign competition be 
granted them in their work; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also et a petition of the Brotherhood of the Union 
Society, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting real estate holdings by aliens; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I present the petition of Robert Williams, ser- 
gani of ordnance, United States Army, at Vancouver Barracks, 

ash., praying that he be commissioned a second lieutenant of 
infantry, United States Army, and placed on the retired list in 
that grade by a special act of Con I move that the peti- 
tion and accompanying affidavits referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to accompany the bill (S. 355) for the relief of 
Robert Williams, ordnance sergeant, United States Army. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present the memorial of John M. Mott, of 
Chicago, and other citizens of Illinois, on the subject of financial 
policy and monetary reform. As the memorial has been pre- 
pared with a great deal of care and study by a gentleman of re- 
pute and skill on the subject, and is not prejudiced, I will ven- 
ture to ask that it be printed as a document and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. TURPIE. I present papers to accompany the bill (S. 910) 
for the payment of the claim of M. M. Defrees for the construc- 
tion of a sewer adjacent to the lands of the United States known 
as the Arsenal grounds,” in the city of Indianapolis, Ind. The 
papers should have been referred with the bill, but they were not 
received until yesterday’s mail. I move that they be referred to 
the Committee on Claims, where the bill is now pending. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled An act to 
authorize-the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis 
River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved 
April 24, 1894, as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, en- 
titled “An act to amend an act to authorize the construction of a 
steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Min- 
nesota and Wisconsin,” reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 25th instant, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, submitted a 
favorable report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to, 
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Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 426) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of 
the Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi River be- 
tween the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minne- 
sota, and Donaldsonville, in the State of Louisiana, and across the 
Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois 
and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois, and to prescribe the 
character, location, and dimensions of the same, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. FAULKNER on the 20th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 665) for the relief of the heirs of certain 
seamen lost in the foundering of light-vessel No. 37, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 673) to provide for light-houses and other aids to naviga- 
gn reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. - 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 674) to provide for aids to navigation, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ~- 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 966) providing for the establishment of a quarantine sta- 
tion at or near Astoria, Oreg., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS IN INDIA. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report a 
joint resolution which I ask may be considered at the present time. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering poor 
in India was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Whereas a famine existsin India which is aay canang thousandsof deaths 
anog the poor, which famine can readily be relieved from the surplus prod- 
ucts of other parts of the world; an 


d 
merous people of the United States in different Statesare freely 
A fiour, and corn for reliefof the famishing inhabitantsin India: 
erefore, 


Beit resolved by the Senate and House o, iy maar rsvp of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the retary of the Navy be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to employ and place at the disposal of the collector of 


the port of New York any ship or vessel belonging to the Navy of the United 


States best adapted for such service for the purpose of transporting to the 
famishing poor of India such contributions as mar & be made for their relief, 
or to charter and employ under the authority of the United Statesa suitable 
American or vessel, with a — capacity of 2,000 to 4,000 tons, for 
the same 8 Any sum of money which may be necessary to carry out 
the object of resolution is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropria 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks for the 
immediate consideration of the joint resolution. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole 8 to consider the joint resolution. 
Mx. STEWART. Mr. President, I am decidedly in favor of the 
joint resolution, but I desire one moment to call attention toa 
condition in India which has been produced by the English Goy- 
ernment, and which is truly lamentable. 

Famines have been periodical in that country from time imme- 
morial. The people have no savings banks in which to deposit 
their money, but out of their meager earnings from the miserably 
low wages they have constantly saved a little, and that little has 
been invested in silver bullion and conyerted into ornaments-of 
various kinds, which are really their savings banks. It is esti- 
mated that they had at least $1,700,000,000 invested in this way; 
and when famines occurred they were in the habit of presenting 
the silver ornaments at the mintand exchanging them for rupees. 
It has been their principal resource in cases of great distress, 

When the present famine broke out they rushed to the mint 
with their silver, expecting to obtain reliefin the usual way. They 
were told that they could be paid only 50 cents on the dollar. 
Since silver coinage was suspended their bullion is worth only 
half what it oes was, a loss to them of more than $800,000,000, 
This has aggravated the distress of famine and made charity much 
more urgent. I saw a dispatch in the papers yesterday to the 
effect that $1,600,000 in gold is an immediate necessity in India. 
But whatever can he contributed will be trifling compared to what 
was destroyed by legislation in suspending the coinage of silver. 
A more cruel outrage was never inflicted than was caused by 
depriving those people of their only saving, upon which they 
relied in emergencies of this kind. en called upon for charity 
we can not inquire the cause of the distress. I only allude to the 
confiscation of the savings of the poor people of India to show their 
deplorable condition. 
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Whereas 
ving whea 


I hope the joint resolution will pass. It is our duty to doevery- 
thing we can to alleviate as far as possible the terrible suffering in 
that country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I heard the joint resolution 


read as I came on the floor. I do not know that I have a very dis- 
tinct idea of its purport, but I believe it contains an appropriation 
to buy supplies to send to the starving Hindoos in India. 

Mr. E. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that it is 
precia such a measure as passed Congress and was approved 

ebruary 19, which provided that the benefactions of generous 
people in this country in the way of grain and breads should 

transported, under the direction of the Navy Department, to 
India by a naval vessel, or authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to contract for a steamship not in the Navy suitable to transport 
the contributions. Under that act gifts for this distressed people 
have been taken on the Pacific Coast and put into a ship chartered 
by the Secretary of the Navy to be sent to India. Upon the At- 
lantic Coast such interest has been excited, such feeling has been 
manifested, that there are large contributions of grain and bread- 
stuffs in New York and other ports that await like transportation. 

I have drawn this joint resolution so that the same authority 
which was given by the joint resolution of February 19 to trans- 
port from the Pacific Coast may now be given to the Secretary of 
the Navy to transport from the Atlantic Coast. I took the pre- 
caution to send to the Department to see if there were any objec- 
tions there to this course, and the answer which I get by tele- 
graph is, that while there is no naval ship so constructed as to be 
adapted to the 5 of grain and breadstuffs in bulk 
(which the Senator of course would see is natural), there is no 
objection, if an appropriation of money is made sufficient to cover 
it, to chartering some ship from the merchant marine for this 

urpose. 

I asked for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution 
because this act of generosity on our part is of course doubled in 
its measure if it is done at once. What is well done is thrice done 
when it is done quickly. That is all there is in the measure. 

Mr. MORGAN. It involves an appropriation from the Treasury 
of the United States to procure 55 to ship the voluntary 
and benevolent supplies of our people to starving people in forei, 
countries. Iam very much impressed with the excellence of the 
thought. It is exactly in line with that spirit of the American 
people which always operates through the peaceful fruits of right- 
eousness and thereby secures the good will and peace of the world. 
Instead of mere paper contracts, or something like that, we pledge 
ourselves to do those things in the future which we have always 
done in the past whenever the emergency was presented. We have 
had to send corn to Ireland within my memory. We have also 
sent grain to starving Jews and others in Russia. It is always 
done with my approbation. I am in favor of that 3 

But I shall hope that the Senator from Maine will not object if, 
in the course of a few days, I shall find occasion to offer a similar 
joint resolution for the purpose of taking supplies to the Island of 
Cuba to feed the poor miserable Americans who are pneg upin 
villages and towns there by the command of General Weyler, and 
who are putintoa condition of starvation in order to subdue their 
spirit and to make them loyal to Spain. And in view of the block- 
ade which Great Britain and the other five great European powers 
are now enforcing against Crete to starve those people to death 
unless they will submit to tyrannical outrage in that island, if 
some of us shall offer a joint resulution here to send provisions to 
those people notwithstanding that blockade. I hope the Senator 
from Maine will support us also in our benevolent enterprise. I 
shall vote with a great deal of pleasure for the joint resolution 
which he has reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. Ishall be very glad to meet those questions when 
they come naturally before us. This gift from the American peo- 
ple is not complicated with any politics or any political conditions 
of the people to whom the gift is sent. They are suffering untold 
woes, and every little thing, or great thing, that we can do to alle- 
iate veir sufferings I am sure will have godspeed with every 
man here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any amendment to be pro- 

to the joint resolution as in Committee of the Whole? If 
not, it will be reported to the Senate. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


AFFAIRS IN CUBA, 


Mr. DAVIS. On behalf of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
I request that there be 1 as a document papers accompany- 
ing the report submitted by Hon. J. D. Cameron, of Pennsylvania, 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate, 
December 9, 1896, on the joint resolution (S. R. 163) acknowledg- 
ing Se independence of Cuba. 
. HO. I should like to hear the request stated again. 
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Mr. DAVIS. When Senator Cameron reported upon affairs in 
(Cuba at the beginning of the last session, there were sundry papers 


‘connected with the re 


rt which were in Spanish, and they were 
1 printed as a 


of the report. They have since been trans- 
] and the mo is to print them as a document for the use 
‘of the Senate. They are of considerable historical importance. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection, but I wish the whole re 

haa been in some la other than English. I can not believe 

t any member of the Committee on Foreign Relations ever read 
112 It is a report which cites the great crimes in history as estab- 
‘lishing a principle of international law. 

Of course I make no objection to the request of the Senator from 
‘Minnesota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the papers 
will be printed, as requested by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. A N. What is the request of the Senator from Minne- 
sota? He could not be heard on this side. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That certain 8 accompanying 
the report submitted by the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
p rinted as a document. There being no objection, that will be the 
‘ r. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
y read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


ns: 
A bill (S. 1532) to increase the pension of Capt. James B. Logan; 
4 pin (. 15900 granting a pension to George Schamberger 
(with an accompan, paper); À 

A bill (S. 1534) increasing the pension of Luvicey J. Summers; 
an 

A bill (S. 1535) increasing the pension of Theocaneous C. Dodd 
(with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1536) to establish 
@ national emy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STEW ART introduced a bill (S. 1537) granting a pension 
to John D. Coulie; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1588) to 
‘regulate the value of money, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (8. 1539) granting a pension to 

aul Carr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 1540) for the 
relief of W. R. Austin & Co.; which was read twice by its title, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. KYLE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
Se twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Itewayaka” or One- 
armed Jim; an 

A bill = 1542) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Worswick. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1543) to correct the Wee 
record of John Gifford; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: 
x bill (S. 1544) for the relief of Mrs. Clementine H. Holman; 


and 

A bill (8. 2 for the relief of Howard Lodge, No. 18, Inde- 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of Gallatin, Tenn. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1546) to amend an act entitled 
An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints 
and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1547) for the relief of Joab Brown; and 

7 7 5 (S. 1548) for the relief of Catherine Burns, of Annapo- 


Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1549) for the relief of James G. Barker; and 

A bill (S. 1550) for the relief of Barker, Williams, and others. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1551) for the relief of James K. Bowman; and 

A bill (S. 1552) for the relief of Sarah A. Moore. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced the following bills; 


which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (S. 1558) for the relief of G. A. Le More & Co., of Havre, 


; an - 

A bill (S. 1554) for the relief of Paul Pecot, administrator of the 
successions of Adrien Frere and Joseph A. Frere, deceased, late of 
St. Mary Parish, State of Louisiana. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
Lore read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 8. 
Coffin, of Hutchinson, Kans.; and 

A bill (S. 1556) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
Baker, of Girard, Kans. (with accompanying papers). 

Mr, LODGE introduced a bill 8 1557) to grant medals to sur- 
vivors and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope 
storming party; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: 
A bill Ag 1558) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
Newton, Mass.; an 


; and 
A bill (S. w) for therelief of Martha A. Bagwell, executrix of 
Sally Hardmond, d 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1560) granting a pension to 
William Bradshaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
any read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1561) granting an increase of pension to George A. 


Floyd; 
A bill (S. 1562) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


SAN an 
A bill (8. 1563) granting a pension to Mrs. J. C. Walker. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 25) donating 
condemned muskets and sabers to be used in the erection of a 
monument to the Confederate soldiers at Dallas, Tex.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask 
may be read twice and lie over until to-morrow, when I shall ask 
the Senate to take it up for consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of pub- 
lic war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be main- 
tained was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. Let the joint resolution be read at length. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will read it at my desk. It is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That a condi 
of public war exists between the Government of Spain and the overnmen 
Baba, and that the United States of America shall MENATA E beriet DAETA 
ity between the conte: 


tain a 
ndin; accord 
ligerents in the ports and tecritory of the United. — 89 
Mr. President, I do not wish that resolution, when the time 
comes for action upon it, to be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, for the reason that that committee has considered 
and reported the same resolution, and the Senate and House of 
Representatives have both adopted it in the form of the expression 
of an opinion. This was a concurrent resolution, adopted more 
than a year ago. I now propose that the Con of the United 
States on its part, to say the least of it, shall take action upon 
this subject in the exercise of its legislative functions, if they are 
legislative, and I therefore give notice that on to-morrow I shall 
the Senate to take up the joint resolution for action in this 

121 5 7 Lask that the joint resolution lie over until to-morrow. 
Be e VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 

e. 
AMENDMENTS TO TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. MANTLE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
8 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr, TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
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oreraa to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
Tinted. 

K Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, 
With the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mir. OACH submitted an amendment intended to be submitted 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT LIBRARIAN OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
Was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
jena directed to appoint a messenger to act as an assistant librarian of the 
I pe mats, and that he be paid ont of the miscellaneous items of the contingent 
fund. 


GEN. RUIS RIVERA. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
‘consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas it is reported that Gen. Ruis Rivera, a leader of the Cuban army 
‘of independence, recently captured by the Spanish forcespis to be tried by 
‘drumhead -martial and shot: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate it is the duty of the United 
States Government to protest to the S Government t such a 
| violation of the rules of civilized warfare. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
| Mr. HOAR. I think the resolution should go to the Committee 
‘on Foreign Relations. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. "ALLEN. I have asked for the present consideration of the 
resolution. I think it ought to be considered this morning. e 
matter is very important. If the life of this man is to be saved, it 
must be saved without delay. Of course we understand that the 
reference of the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
means its defeat and its destruction. I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not insist upon its being sent tothat committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that the power of life or death 
over persons belonging to either side in the contest in Cuba is 
‘committed to the Senate of the United States, and I do not con- 
‚ceive that the dignity or the authority of this body is preserved 
by taking hasty action and stating that this or that is rumored 

about the conduct of some foreign government, especially a report 
of something, not that has happened, but that is going to - 
pen. I think the whole matter requires decorous and orderly 
procedure. I object to the consideration of the resolution at the 
‘present time. the Senator will let it go to the Committee on 

oreign Relations, I shall not object. I never heard that that 
committee was accused of stifling such matters in regard to Cuba. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I hope I may be indulged a 
moment before the resolution passes over. 

The dispatches from Habana are to the effect that this general, 
who was wounded and captured in battle, is to be summarily tried 
by a drumhead court-martial and shot. If that be true, it is in 
violation of every known ruleof modern warfare. It would bean 
‘act of barbarity that no civilized nation should submit to. While 
‘I understand quite as well as the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts that we do not have any official cognizance of this matter, I 
understand also that we do have a right to express it as the sense 
of the United States Senate that an act such as is contemplated 
would be in violation of the rules of civilized warfare, and would 
be absolutely barbarous. What is there wrong in expressing our 
judgment on that question? 

It is always very gratifying to me, Mr. President, when I intro- 
duce one of these resolutions to receive the kindly admonition and 
advice of the senior Senator from Massachusetts. In fact, it has 
‘been a question in my mind many times how I would have dis- 
charged my duty but for the volunteer advice of that gentleman. 
Yet I am impressed with the idea that if the wishes of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts are to prevail in this Chamber with 
reference to the resolution, it will go into the caverns and depths 
‘of the Committee on Foreign Relations and will never be returned 
here, either favorably or unfavorably. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have tendered no advice to the 
Senator from Nebraska. Ido not think my advice is particularly 
valuable to anybody; and if it were, I should not throw it away. 

have simply desired that the course should be pursued which 
for generations has been the course of the Senate in regard to im- 
N matters, to wit, that a resolution shall go over one day 

or consideration. 

It seems to me that that which is true of all important resolu- 
tions is peculiarly true of a resolution affecting our delicate 
foreign relations. I think it is an affront to a nation with whom 
we are at peace to declare that whereas it is rumored that that 
nation is about to commit an atrocity, we desire to protest against 
the atrocity. Such a resolution adopted by any European country 


f 


about the conduct of the United States would set our whole peo- 
ple aflame, and PRUNAI: 


I do not think that the cause of liberty in Cuba or humane con- 
duct of the conflict there pending is promoted by this kind of a 
proceeding. Resolutions of the kind we have in the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and to some extent at this session, were adopted 
in President Grant’s time, and I believe that but for those resolu- 
tions Cuba would have been a free island; that her freedom would 
have been secured by the influence of the United States over 
Spain, if, instead of exerting our power and influence as a great 
li y-loving country according to the usages of governments in 
relation to each other, we had not prodded and goaded Spain by 
absolutely futile and ineffective resolutions, the only effect of 
which was to get some commendation for somebody in some news- 
paper at home. I believe it is as demonstrable as any fact in his- 
tory that President Grant and his Administration would have 
secured the independence of Cuba but for intemperate and hasty 
and useless ings of thischaracter. Ithink weshould have 
done much to ameliorate the strife, to have hastened its termina- 
tion, and to have brought about the establishment of republican 
liberty in Cuba if the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Korein Relations originally introduced here by the late Senator 
from Pennsylvania, tendering in a friendly way our influence with 
Spain and our mediation to secure the independence of Cuba, had 
been adopted, and if nothing else had been said or done. Perhaps 
Iam AKEN, That is my view of this matter. I think the in- 
temperate utterances which have been made and action which has 
been proposed in this and the other House of Congress have been 
infinitely mischievous to the cause of freedom in Cuba. 

: 1 President, I object to the present consideration of the reso- 
ution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution, and it goes over under the rule. 


LAWS RELATING TO LOANS, CURRENCY, ETC. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution and ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. It provides for printing a 
certain pamphlet, and I trust the Committee on Printing will see 
that it is favorably reported at an early day. A similar resolution 
was in the Fifty-third Congress, but failed to receive ac- 
tion in the last Congress. It is a very important document. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,000 copies, in 
Baus Senate Report No. S31, Fitty-third Congress. thitd Seelen LOO) copies 
to be for the Committee on Finance and 1,000 copies for the Senate pele eed 
room. Also 750 copies in paper covers of Senate Report No. 760, -third 
Congress, third session, relating to alcohol in the arts, 400 copies to be for the 
Committee on Finance and 850 copies for the Senate document room. And 
the necessary expenses incurred in the preparation of the above documents 
shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be 
approved by the present chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. I think of a part of the documents proposed to be 
printed we pore aot a sufficient number. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wehavenot. Ihave investigated that ques- 
The copies have been exhausted. 

. GOR Under the law, the resolution will have to go 
to the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the law, it must go to the Committee 
on Printing. I have investigated the whole question. This is a 
document that ought to have been printed long ago. It is the 
laws relating to Joani, paper money, banking, and co e. The 
edition that was issued way back in 1877 has long since been ex- 
hausted. This pamphlet was printed in the Fifty-third Congress, 
and we can not now get a copy of it. It ought to be reprinted, 

Mr. GRAY. And brought up to date? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It ought to be reprinted. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is another point which I wish to have 


tion. 


considered, and that is as to the expense of preparing the docu- 
ment for printing. I sup ose it is all ready, and t there should 
be no charge except for the printing. 


Mr. COCKRELL. As to whether there will be any expense, the 
only expense I know of would bein regard to an index, and under 
the résolution the Senator from Vermont will have to approve the 
account. That certainly ought to be satisfactory. The resolution 
oi bed the present chairman of the Finance Committee to approve 
of the statement of expenses incurred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
reference of the resolution to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Theresolution has to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
there be printed and bound in one volume, with a suitable index, 15,000 copies 
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of Senate Report No. 831, parts 1, 2, 3, and 4, Fifty-third Congress, third ses- 
sion, relating to loans, paper „ and coinage, 1790 to March 4, 1897, 
6,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 9,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, any cost or expense necessary in preparing same for such 
ublication to be directed by the chairman of the Finance Committee of the 
mate, and paid on his ce cate out of the contingent expenses of the Senate. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS IN INDIA, 


Mr. MASON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was ordered to lie on the table: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring therein), That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
autho: and directed to furnish transportation in Government vessels for 
corn or other food products contributed in charity for the benefit of the peo- 


ple of India. 
BUSINESS OF COMMON CARRIERS. 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate and delivered at 
the Senate tolding room 5,000 copies of bill S. 1470, Fifty-fifth Congress, first 
Session, Toamend an act entitled An act to regulate commerce, approved 


February 4, 1887. 
LETTERS FROM MAXIMO GOMEZ. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further resolutions, con- 
current or other? If not, the Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
requesting the President to inform the Senate concerning letters 
alleged to have been received by the present or the former Chief 
Executive of the United States from Maximo Gomez, etc. 

Mr. MORGAN. That resolution was read the other day, and it 
is not necessary to read it now. I have conferred with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and he has no objection to 
the resolution, and no amendment offer to it. I therefore ask 
for its adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. CULLOM. Provided the resolution is not too long, [should 
like to have it read, if we are to vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read in brief. 
It has been heretofore read in full. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is requested to inform the Senate, if in his 
opinion it is not inconsistent with the public interests, whether letters have 
been received by the present or the former Chief Executive of the United 
States from Maximo Gomez, the commanding general of the insurrectionary 
forces in Cuba, of the following tenor and effect, namely—— 


Mr. CULLOM. The resolution need not be read further. I 
only wanted to understand what it was. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
POLICY CONCERNING CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MIL LSI instructing the Committee on Foreign Relations to inquire 
what, if any, obligations the United States have assumed toward 
the people of Cuba by asserting and maintaining the right to pre- 
went tha acquisition of that island by any European power and 
compelling its people to remain subject to the dominion of Spain, 
and to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. CULLOM. I donot see the Senator from Texas who intro- 
duced the resolution in the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over without prejudice. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the absence of the Senator from Texas, I 
was going to suggest that the resolution might go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over without prejudice. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 

Mr. Minus entered the Chamber. 

Mr. CULLOM. I observe that the Senator from Texas is now 


here. 

Mr. MILLS. Lask that the resolution may be adopted. It is 
simply a resolution to instruct the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to inquire and report. It is in the usual form. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution be read. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. 
MILLs, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations are instructed to in- 
quire what, if any, obligations the United States have assumed toward the 
people of Cuba by asserting and maintaining the right to prevent the acqui- 
sition of that island by any European power and com lling its people to re- 
main subject to the dominion of Spain, and to report by bill or otherwise, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Texas. The question is on its adop- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was 


8 That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
nex 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After four hours and twenty- 
three minutes spont in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, April 5, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate April 1, 1897. 
AMBASSADORS. 

Andrew D. White, of New York, tobe ambassador extraordinary 
and plenipotentiary of the United States to Germany, vice Edwin 
F. Uhl, resigned. , 

William F. Draper, of Massachusetts, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy, vice Wayne 
MacVeagh, resigned. 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Chandler Hale, of Maine, to be secretary of the embassy of the 

United States at Rome, Italy, vice Larz Anderson, resigned. 
. CONSULS. 

Samuel L. Gracey, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Fuchan, China, vice J. Courtney Hixson, resigned. 

Anson Burlingame Johnson, of Colorado, to be consul of the 
United States at Amoy, China, vice Delaware Kemper, resigned. 

COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 

Benjamin Butterworth, of Ohio, to be Commissioner of Patents, 
vice John S. Seymour, resigned. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF THE TREASURY. 

Oliver L. Spaulding, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secretary of 
the 8 to succeed William E. Curtis, resigned. 

William B. Howell, of New Jersey, to be Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, to succeed Charles S. Hamlin, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Signal Corps. 

Capt. Robert Craig, to be major, March 29, 1897, vice Dunwoody, 

appointed lieutenant-colonel. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn April 1, 1897. 


Anson Burlingame Johnson, of Colorado, to be consul of the 
United States at Fuchau, China. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 1, 1897, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Charlemagne Tower, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Austria-Hun- 
gary. 5 

CONSULS. 

Alexander Montgomery Thackara, of Pennsylvania, to be consul 
of the United States at Havre, France. 

Anson Burlingame Johnson, of Colorado, to be consul of the 
United States at Amoy, China, 

SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

William S. Shallenberger, of Pennsylvania, to be Second Assist- 

ant Postmaster-General. 
COLLECTOR F INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Penrose A. McClain, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the First district of Pennsylvania, 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Asst. Surg. James H. Oakley, of Illinois, to be a passed assistant 
surgeon. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. John Charles Frémont Tillson, Fifth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

Second Lieut. John Henry Wholley, Fourth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 
; Second Lieut. Peter Murray, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 

enant. $ 

Candidate Corpl. John J. Bernard, Troop I, First Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant. 

Candidate Sergt. Paul Giddings, Troop E, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 3, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Wednesday, March 31, was 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the 

Mr. TERRY. Toa question of personal pri 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, on March 30 

The SPEAKER. Has it anything to do with the Journal? 

Mr. TERRY. No, sir; it has nothing to do with the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the Journal will be 
considered as approved. 

There was no objection. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman proceeds, 
the Hon. James Hamilton Lewis is present and desires to be 
sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed the gentleman is pres- 
ent and desires to be sworn in. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. e Hon. James Hamilton Lewis, a Representa- 
tive from the State of Washington, is present and desires to take 
the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the certificate. 

The certificate was read. 

Mr. Lewis then came forward and took the oath of office pre- 
scribed by law. 


ntleman rise? 
ege. 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, on March 80, the last day before 
closing the tariff debate, there occurred certain proceedings in this 
House wbich have been made the pretext upon which certain 
false charges and animadversions have been put forth and circu- 
lated t me concerning my action as a member of this 
House. It has been charged by some, and insinuated by others 
too cowardly to make the direct charge, that I, through jealousy to- 
ward the gentleman from Texas, or on account of soreness at 
the defeat of Mr, MCMILLIN for the pare reared indorsement 
of the Democratic caucus as Speaker of this House, had objected 
and cut off the gentleman from 5 BAILEY] from the 
privilege of his closing h on the Dingley bill. I desire to 
state right in that connection, Mr. Speaker, that I was not a sup- 
porter of Mr. McMILLIN in the Democratic caucus. I had enter- 
tained no soreness at his defeat; I have had no jealousy, nor has 
my conduct been actuated by any such motive, tow the gen- 
tleman from Texas; and I desire here and now to state that all 
such charges and insinuations are utterly and entirely false. If 
any action upon my part had the effect of cutting off the gentle- 
man from Texas from his closing speech, such was neither my 
desire nor my intention, as I think he now very well understands. 
Here is the REcorp showing what occurred, page 514: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent that 4 
o'clock instead of 3 be fixed for taking the vote 

Mark the language in which the Chair made the submission of 
the proposition to the House— 

The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent that 4 o'clock instead 
of 3 be fixed for taking the vote, being an extension of one hour; and the gen- 
tleman from Maine proposes if such an arrangement be made, the House vote 
on the amendments in gross. 

Had that proposition of the gentleman from Maine been sub- 
mitted to by this side of the House, we would have tied our hands 
against any separate vote that we as Democrats might have de- 
sired as a record-making vote in this House. Afterwards we did, 
by the action of the gentleman from Texas, see proper and think 
it Democratic policy to demand a separate vote on what is now 
known and what will be known to history as ‘‘the retroactive 
clause” of the Dingley bill, the making of which in that bill is 
now the subject of animadversion all over these United States, 
and which I think was a mistake, and on which, as a Democrat, I 
think we ought to have had a separate vote, and which the gen- 
tleman from Texas, in his capacity as Democratic leader upon this 
floor, considered that it was his duty to demand, and did demand, 
a separate vote on in the interest of what he believed to be his 
party’s policy. 

Such, then, was the question presented by the proposition of 
the gentleman from Maine. When that was submitted, I, believ- 
ing that it should not go unchallenged for the mere purpose of 
giving an hour's extension, from 3 until 4 o'clock, which was the 
proposition submitted by the Speaker, rose in my place—I did 
not sit, as some do, and object sotto voce; but I arose in my 


place, as a Representative and as a Democrat, and said: ‘‘I object 
the proposition of the gentleman from Maine.“ 
Mr, DINGLEY rose. 
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Mr. TERRY. Just a moment; I am not through. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I donot see that the gentleman has presented 

a 3 question; still, I make no objection. N 

. LOUD. I would like to see how, where, and why, and in 
what the dignity of the gentleman or the integrity of the gentle-' 
man has been attacked. 

Mr. TERRY. With the kind indulgence of the Chair and my 
brother members, I will proceed to state in my own way, with the 
permission of the gentleman who has just interrupted me. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, i reo whether the gentleman 
has yet stated a question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, have I the privilege of proceeding 
in my own way, addressing myself to a question of personal priy- 

e 


ge 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. TERRY. Prior to this record which I have just read, on 
the 25th day of March the following proceedings took place, tọ 
which I desire to call attention in order to show the position and 
attitude in which I was placed: 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before the House resolves itself into Commi 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of the tariff bill, I wish to 
unanimous consent that the rule estab the order of debate on that 
bill shall be so far modified as to parmis two hours“ discussion, one hour on 
each side, at the conclusion of the debate under the five-minute rule. 


Under the order of the House previously made, it will be recol- 
lected that the debate under the five-minute rule was to close at 
3 o'clock. Here a modification was asked so as to permit two 
hours’ discussion at the conclusion of the debate under the five- 
minute rule. Under this request, if granted, debate under the 
five-minute rule would have closed at 8 o'clock, and the two 
hours for general debate would have begun at that time and 
would have terminated at 5 o'clock. Mr. BAILEY said further: 

I make this request for the reason that it is utterly im ble for me to 
speak an hour to-day, on account of the condition of my throat. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I will say right here that it was perfectly 
manifest from the tone of voice in which the request was made 
by the gentleman from Texas that that gentleman then, like my- 
self now, was suffering from a sore throat. Then the gentleman 
from New York spoke: 

Mr. Payne. Mr. Speaker, the impression on this side of the House is that 
it would have been better to give more time to the five-minute debate and 
less to the general debate. For the present, at least, I must object to the re- 


quest of the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the gentleman from New York that m In pelt 
n le; 
e treatment of a physi- 


is not that the last two hours be occupied in any other way then. 
imate debate upon the bill; but I have been under 
oak rik my throat, and it will be impossible for me to occupy the floor foran 

Mr. PAYNE. I shall have to kgs go for the promi If any arrangement 
can be made after the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. 
DINGLEY] comes in, that will be all right. 

Mr. BAILEY. Permit me to say that I sought the chairman of the com- 
mittee before making this request, but was unable to find him. 

Subsequently the following occurred—remember, now, that 
under the request made in the House that morning these two 
hours for general debate were to commence at the close of the 
debate under the five-minute rule; that is, at 3 o’clock—subse- 
quently this occurred in Committee of the Whole: 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, my throat is in such condition that I am un- 
able, at this time, to occupy the hour to which I am entitled, and, after con- 
ference with the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means— 

Gentlemen will remember that it was on account of the absence 
of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] objected— 
after conference with the chairman of the Committee on Waysand Means, 
we have agreed to ask the House to modify the order which it has heretofore 
made and adopted, and allow two hours for general debate on Wednesday 
next, immediately preceding the vote. 

That was different from the request which had been submitted 
in the House. This two-hours’ debate was to take place imme- 
mimes preceding the vote;“ that is, it was to commence at 1 
o'clock instead of at 3, and as it was stated that that arrange- 
ment had been effected with the leader on the other side, I sup- 
posed, and I think four-fifths of the members of this House sup- 
posed, that that ended that matter. I did not know at what time 
the request might have been referred to the House, because the 
House was then meeting every morning at 10 o'clock, and some- 
times I was not so fortunate as to be here at that hour; but Isup- 
posed that the whole arrangement had been consummated, inas- 
much as it was a mere form, undera positive agreement between 
the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Maine. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, after that, when the gentleman from Texas 
submitted his request for unanimous consent to proceed in Com- 
mittee of the Whole until 2 o’clock (which he did on the 30th day 
of March), and that then the committee should rise and that two 
hours for debate should be had in the House, I supposed it was 
merely intended to chango the hour for the closing of the five- 
minute debate and the beginning of the debate between the 
gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Maine. That 
such was the understanding of others I appeal to members on 
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-this floor and to the following extract from the newspaper cor- 

respondence written by ee who had heard what took 

Jace. I read now from the t of the New York 
orld, writing on the 30th: 

An attempt was made to extend the debate an hour to-morrow, but the 
n to agree to this unless the Democrats would agree to 
vote on the amendments to-morrow in gross. 

That is the way the matter was understood by the press, just as 

I understood it, and as, I undertake to say, the great majority of 
the members on this floor understood it, namely, that it wasa 
mere question of the extension of the time at which the general 
debate between the gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from 
Texas should begin. A 

Further, I read from the correspondent of the Commercial- 
Appeal, of Memphis: 

To-morrow the bill will be for amendment until I o'clock, an attempt 
to extend the debate having failed, after which an hour on a side will 
allowed to close. 

Evidently no one thought that the failure to extend the debate 
one hour would cut off the debate that was to come at the con- 
clusion of the five-minute discussion. Such was the understand- 
ing, sir, that then prevailed; such was my understanding of it; 
and, further, to show that such was the general understanding, I 
refer again to the proceedings which took place, as printed on 
page 514 of the RECORD: 

ï . Mr. r, I desire to submit a uest for unanimous 
—— 42 modify Aapse ren under which we are 1 ing, and which — 
vides that the vote shall be taken to-morrow afternoon at 3 o'clock, so 

in Committee of the Whole to-morrow until 2 o'clock, when 


The cominittes shall rise, and that we may have two hours for debate in the 
bill, one hour to be controlled by this side and one hour by 


. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman couple with that uest an agree- 
wr thet th A — shall be taken in the House in 


gross? 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course I would not be willing, for the sake of the opportu- 
nity for argument, to deny to our side the right to vote y upon any 
amendment that we m deem it important to have a separate vote upon. 
I am not advised seed there is in any such amendment; and my judgment 


now is that there 
The retroactive amendment had not then been put on the bill— 


and I think there could be no useful purpose served by demanding sepa- 
rate votes upon the various amendments. 5 

Mr. DiIxqLxx. But the tleman will note that if the time for taking the 
final vote should be extended one hour— 


on the other sid 
o'clock. But if there can be an agreement that 
ments shall be in gross 
there will be no objection to extending the 

Mr. BAILEY. I recognize, of 


orrow. L recognita too, 
t to devote any 

tiy and fairly, I have 

near me in relation to separate votes on 
side whether there is any ob- 


à We have been auxtons to get to the cagar schedule, and 
we are still hopeful that that may be accomplished. If so, and if the com- 
mittee were to a an 3 on aie gaa a Paka corak 
3 1 de not think that it is wise at this time to make such an 
agreement. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I raise the question whether it is 

roper under the rules for the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

Flur to occupy the time of the House in this dilatory manner, 
when the country is anxiously waiting and suffering for necessary 


ee lation. [Laughter. 
e SPEAKERS that might depend on the extent of suffering 
in the country. 


Mr. TERRY. In reply to the observation of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Smirsox], let me say I have been laboring under 


the supposition—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair h that the gentleman from 
eman from [Mr. Smr- 


Arkansas will not reply to the 

son], because the question of the gentleman from Kansas was ad- 
dressed to the Chair. The Chair trusts that the gentleman from 
Arkansas will confine himself to the ‘‘question of privilege” as 
closely as Sire Saag [Laughter.] 

Mr. TERRY. In re; to the obseryation of the gentleman 
from Kansas, I will only say I was under the impression that the 
House had legislated in the direction that the tleman indi- 
cated—at least the re and the RECORD would show that the 
Honse has passed the Dingley bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are other matters here in the RECORD, 
all of which go to support the proposition that what was sub- 
mitted to the House, according to my understanding and accord- 


ing to that of a number of members here—a majority of them— 
was simply a proposition to extend the time for one hour. 

Afterwards, on March 31, about 1 o'clock, one of my colleagues, 
Mr. McCulloch, came to me and asked me, Did you object to 
Mr. BAILEY ma tho closing speech?” I said, L certainly did 
not. Who said I did?” He replied, Mr. BAILEY seems to think 
that you did.” I said, “ You will please inform Mr. Barry that 
heis — under an entirely erroneous impression. I certainly 
had intended nothing of the kind.” Im iately I went to the 
pronn from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], and after I had talked with 

im, according to my recollection, he assured me that my state- 
ment upon the subject was sufficient. Afterwards he went to the 
cloakroom, and some gentlemen there were talking in re to 
the matter. The gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Eres, I believe, 
came to me, with several other gentlemen, whose names I do not 
now recall, and said to me, Will you not, in view of the circum- 
stances and in consideration of what has occurred, go to Mr. 
DInGLey, the leader on the other side of the House, and see if an 
arrangement can not now be made whereby the gentleman from 
Texas can still have his time?” 

It is due to the gentleman from Texas to state that before that 
he had said to his friends that he would make no further effort 
toward securing time, that he had already submitted the request, 
and did not care to humiliate himself in the matter. These gen- 
tlemen then came to me and asked whether I would not take it 
upon myself to go to the tleman from Maine and ask him to 
submit the matter to the House. I told them that I would do so 
eee er I then went to the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] andsubmitted the matter. I told him what 
was my understanding when I objected the day before. He said 
it would require an order of the House; that we would have to go 
into the House to get it done. I replied: “ That would be very 
oer Mr. DINGLEY, if you ask the Committee of the Whole to rise 
and go into the House, the committee will rise for that purpose. I 
requested him to do so; and he replied that he wo as soon as 
the gentleman behind him, who was talking and who had cnly a 
few minutes to occupy, had finished speaking. 

Mr. STEELE rose. 

Mr. TERRY. I will not 8 more than a minute or two 
further. I wish to state to the House how I have been misrepre- 
sented in this matter. 

The gentleman from Maine said that he would doso. ThenI 
went to the gentleman from Texas and in the ce of quite a 
number of members of this House stated to him what I had done. 
He then said to me that he preferred that it be not done. I said, 
If that is your preference, I will go and so state to the gentleman 
from Maine; o he will presently, when the gentleman 
speaking concludes, ask to into the House for the purpose of 
making the arrangement. it is due to the gentleman that I 
should notify him.” The gentleman from Texas said that he pre- 
ferred that it be not done, and I called on the gentleman from 
Maine and stated to him that the gentleman from Texas preferred 
it should not be done. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that was the nature and the extent of my 
objection and the circumstances under which it was made. Asa 
Democrat on this floor, I objected to this side 3 hands tied 
in the manner proposed by the gentleman from ine. Certain 
newspaper correspondents, however, have seen fit to send out to 
the country a statement that I, on account of jealonsy against the 
gentleman from Texas, and soreness because of the defeat of Gen- 
eral MCMILLIN, had cut the gentleman from Texas off from clos- 
ing the debate in this case. One of the newspapers, the Richmond 
Times—lI wish I had it here—not only by the reporter, but by an 
editorial, and a long one at that, Mr. Speaker, reflected upon me, 
and my action was criticised and impugned, and also my motives 
in connection with the matter. 

Having said this much, I have no further word to say at the 
present time. But should these misrepresentations be continued 
or repeated, after all I have said here, I shall endeavor to take 


2 to ect myself. 
the House for its indulgence. [Applause.] 
‘i Me DINGOEN Does the gentleman from Texas desire to be 
Mr. BAILEY. The “ gentleman from Texas” doesnot. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next. 
e motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a joint resolution (S. R. 24) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to transport contributions 
for the relief of the suffering poor in India; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 
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s FAMINE IN INDIA, 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
ent consideration of the resolution just received from the 
Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 24) was read, as follows: 
is ing th ds of deaths 
among the poor, which famine can readily S — 
e World; an 


ucts of other parts of th 
Whereas — of the United States in different States are freely 
‘amishing imha 


ving wheat, flour,and corn for relief of the f: bitants in India: 


erefore, 
Resotved by the Senate and House of 3 etc., That the Secre- 
avy be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ and place at the 
vessel belonging 
for the pur- 
poor of India such contributions as 


ort — — y 
of the United States a suitable American s 

pen pe of 2,000 to 4,000 tons, for the same purpose. Any sw 

which may be necessary to carry out the object of this resolution is Rone 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropr if 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, the preamble of the resolution ex- 

lains, I think, fully the object, and unless some inquiry is made, 
eek that action be now taken. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. RIC N. Can the gentleman inform the House as 
to the amount of money involved in this resolution? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. 8 er, I am unable to state the exact 
amount, but if a vessel has to be chartered from the merchant 
marine, as will probably be the case and in fact, as I understand, 
will be the case, it will in all probability involve an expenditure 
of from twenty-five to thirty thousand dollars; perhaps more—in 
that neighborhood at least. 

I will say that there is already an me gi abe at the disposal 
of the Secretary of the Sy. of $100,000, I think, which will be re- 
duced by the amount paid for the charter of a vessel that is now 
being loaded at San Francisco for the same purpose, and the re- 
mainder will, be available for this and kin purposes. I donot 
think the cost will exceed twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was considered, and ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

he ogy recurred on the passage of the resolution. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
from Vermont whether he has submitted this matter to the con- 
sideration of the head of the Department which has charge of the 
expenditure, and ascertained from him the amount? This seems 
to cover an indefinite sum, and the gentleman himself does not 
seem to be very certain as to what it will involve. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I have not myself called for this 
information, but I understand that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the Senate, reporting the resolution, did ascertain with refer- 
ence to the amount, and it was about as I stated, twenty-five 


or vessel, 


or thi thousand dollars. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask, then, if the gentleman has any 
objection to letting this go over until the meeting of the House on 


Wednesday next, when that fact can be obtain 

I do not like to stand in the way of anything that seems like 
charity to an unfortunate and suffering people, but all legislation 
should be done with proper information before the House. It 
strikes me that we have a good many people suffering at ourown 
door at this time. 

Mr. GROUT. There would be no serious objection to letting 
it lie over until then, except that what we do for this starving 

ple we should do quickly. He gives twice who gives quickly. 
can not really be important that we know pales, 1 in advance 
what it will cost the Government to save these people from starva- 
tion, and I do not understand the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Mo Max] to insist that we have this exact information. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state, in reply to the question, that I am 
under the impression that the indefinite wh ath aoe for the 
charter of the vessel spoken of will not probably, when expended, 
exceed $50,000. Iwas informed this morning that this resolution 
had passed the Senate, and I wired the Secretary of the Treasury 
for an estimate, but have not yet received an answer. 

But I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee . MOMIN] 
that I have no doubt that the Secretary of the Navy, in making 
this charter for a vessel of from 2,000 to 4,000 tons, to carry this 
cargo of corn which has been donated to India by the charitable 
people of the United States, will not exceed the market price; and, 
in my jud nt, the House would aia sf pass thif joint resolu- 

“tion, whether it cost $50,000 or $70,000. So that, if it be true that 
SE poopie of a whole country, 100,000,000 or more, are starving, 
‘without anything in the country for them to eat, if this relief is to 
go at all, the more quickly it goes the better. [Applause.] 


Mr. McMILLIN. I realize the truth of the gentleman's last 
remark, but at the same time three or four days will make but 
little practical difference. The sad spectacle is presented to the 
world of our having to contribute charity to the subjects of Great 
Britain in one part of the earth, while she is bombarding starving 
Christians in another part of the earth. [Applanse.J Ithink that 
when this is going on, it is as well to talk plainly and candidl 
about it; and while I am slow, as I said in the beginning, to stan: 
in the pieh of any charity, still I think that the truth ought to go 
along with it, and I made that statement to call the attention of 
the country to the sad spectacle that is presented. In that con- 
nection, I would ask the gentleman whether he has any objection 
to letting the resolution go over until some of us may write tothe 
Secretary and find out what this will cost? 

Mr. GROUT. Why, certainly not, if the gentleman really de- 
sires it; but I will say to the gentleman that it will make no dif- 
ference with my vote, nor do I believe it will with the vote of the 


y | gentleman, whether, as the gentleman from Illinois Mr. Cannon] 


says, this may cost $40,000 or $50,000, or only $25,000, as my infor- 
mation is. Iwill ay here that I was told by a gentleman who had 
an interview with the Secretary of the Navy that $50,000 would 
pay for two vessels. That was what these people wanted. They 
said they could load two vessels, in addition to the one that is now 
being loaded on the Pacific Coast, but the Senate has sent over to 
us a resolution providing for only one. Of course, if the gentle- 
man desires to have this lie over, and is prepared to say that it 
would make a difference in his vote whether it will cost $5,000 
more or less, it can go over; but very likely we could not ascertain 
by Wednesday next, for the Department would not have time in 
which to exactly ascertain what the charter of a vessel would cost. 
It is very likely that we could not learn, anyway, to a cent what 
the charter of a vessel would cost. 

Mr. LOUD. It will depend wholly upon the size of the steamer. 
A2,000-ton steamer will cost about $15.000, and running from that 
up the expense will be greater. The Secretary of the Navy could 
not furnish the House with the information until he knew just the 
size of the vessel which was to be chartered. 

Mr. GROUT. The joint resolution provides for a vessel of from 
2.000 to 4,000 tons, and the tleman from California well suggests 
that the cost would depend on the size of the vessel. 

Mr. DOCKERY. e resolution authorizes the use of a vessel 
of the zey or the chartering of a merchant vessel to transport 
corn and wheat to the famishing poor of India. Mr. Speaker, I 
quite agree with the gentleman from '%+nnessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
as to necessity for specific and definite information usually 
upon all matters relating to legislation. I may say, however, that 
it will not change my attitude in respect to this joint resolution, 
whether $25,000 or $50,000 or $75,000 is required. I 2 to 
vote for it. But if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
desires that the matter go over until Wednesday, I shall be con- 
tent, with the statement that I favor the resolution, regardless of 
the Government that rules these famishing and starving poor 
a gg and regardless of the amount the resolution carries. 

M „ ker, in reply to the question of the 
gentleman as to whether a difference of $5,000, more or less, would 
change my vote, I am not prepared to make any statement on that 
subject. I have no other interest in this matter except that which 
other members have. If it were anything in the world but a 
charity that is proposed to be promoted, I should offer an amend- 
ment here condemning the outrageous policy which Great Britain 


is ing concerning other starving people. 

ir. CANNON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a min- 
ute. I do not care about going into a discussion of the manner in 
which Great Britain treats any portion of her subjects. It is not, 
as I concede, material in connection with this appropriation, 

Mr. MAHANY. On the contrary, it is very pertinent. 

Mr. CANNON. There are many precedents, and 1 think there 
is not one that has given more satisfaction to the country than the 
first precedent that was made, in which the relief was sent to the 
ee porr in Ireland, just across the channel from Great Brit- 
ain; and from that time to this, it seems to me, it has been a source 
of gratification to the Americun people. In other words, there 
was real starvation and snffering spread over a whole island, and 
with nothing there to obtain. Later on, to Russia. Now, our 

e throughout the United States, from their abundance—it is 

it is cheap—have taken of their corn, more abundant in this 
country, perhaps, than at any other time, and their hearts have 
been moved to make this contribution to the amount of a ship- 
load to go to a people suffering over a very wide area. It is true 
they happen to be subjects of Great Britain. I have something of 
5 in many respects, for the mother people in Great 

Mr. MAHANY. England is not the mother country. Europe, 
not nae is the mother of America. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I say, notwithstanding the gentleman’s 
statement, I have much of admiration for the people in Great 

| Britain speaking the language that we do. 
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Yes; and abusing us in it! 
We have much to admire also in their policy; 


Mr. MAHANY. 
Mr. CANNON. 
but when we come, if we do, to give this appropriation, that car- 


ries out the charity of our own people, and starts it across the 
sea for the relief of a people that are starving, for one I am not 
oing, while doing that, to throw, with another, a stone at any- 
y to take away the influence of this act of charity. When it 
comes to a question of policy between the United States and Great 
Britain that involves the honor and safety of the United States, I 
am quite ready then to stand with the gentleman from Tennessee, 
or anybody else, to throw stones when the throwing of stones 
means something. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I set out to get this resolution 
through without debate, and have forborne from entering upon 
the merits of the case, thinking it was sufficiently understood by 
the House; but, since Great Britain and its attitude toward its 
Indian subjects have been referred to, let me state a fact or two 
for the information of the House and the country, and that it may 
g along with the statement of the gentleman. In the first place, 

want to say that the English people are doing all in their power 
for the relief of the starving Will. ions in India. The viceroy of 
India, in his report for the second week in March, states that 
there are upon the official relief lists 3,421,000 people. There is 
also what is known as the Mansion House fund in England, which 
is a private fund raised by private contributions, and there have 
been already subscribed to that fund for the relief of these people 
£378,000, which makes, as you see, something over a million and 
a half of dollars. So not only is the Government of Great Britain 
exerting itself in behalf of these people, but private charity in that 
country is doing for them in a liberal manner also. 

Mr. 5 the extent and severity of that famine is only 
poorly understood. Lord George Hamilton, the secretary of state 
for India, says it covers an area of 160,000 square miles, including 
86,000,000 people. And that in addition to this there is a region 
where scarcity prevails of 121,000 square miles, with a population 
of 44,000,000. In the nature of things there can be no complete 
relief until the crop is harvested next autumn, and Sir Edwin 
Arnold says that the deaths in consequence of the famine before 
that time will be likely to be counted by the hundred thousands, 
and perhaps by ten millions. He states the fact that in the last 
famine in India, which you remember is a hot and dry country, 
and when the drought comes, as in the past year, it destroys vege- 
tation over large tracts of the country, and the population is left 
unprovided for and, being dense, millions of deaths follow—but 
Sir Edwin Arnold states, as I was about to say, the result of the 
last famine in India was that nearly 6,000,000 people died of 
starvation. 

The area now afflicted is much larger than then and the popula- 
tion much greater and the situation in every way much worse. It 
is, in fact, trul Spee and such as to fix the attention and en- 
list the sympathy and aid of the entire civilized world. Not onl 
is Great Britain, through the Government and its people, throug’ 
private charity, as I have shown, helping the sufferers in a most 
comprehensive way, but the American people are also moving in 
the matter. The Christian Herald, which sent a relief ship to 
Russia in 1892, has already cabled a thirty-thousand-dollar contri- 
bution to the India relief fund. This papar, aided by the charita- 
ble people of the country, is already loading a ship in San Fran- 
cisco with grain that has been contributed for that p , and 
they say that they can load two ships more. That is why I said 
the Senate should have sent a resolution for two ships instead of 
one. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee really asks that this lie by. He says that if it were not a 
charity he would propose an amendment. But it is a question of 
charity, pure charity, and, when we come to that, who wants to 
take the time to consider whether he will give a few dollars more 
or less to keep people from starving. I say I believe 

Mr. BLAND. ill the gentleman inform the House what 
amount of corn and other food is expected to be contributed? 

Mr. GROUT. A ship is now being loaded on the Pacific Coast, 
the grain being transported there at low 8 by the railroads. 
The transportation charges were paid the other day by Louis 
Klopile, the proprietor of the Christian Herald, who is receiving 
funds from charitable peene for this purpose. The ship, I say,is 
being loaded, and will soon be ready to sail. Miss Leitch, an 
American missionary in Ceylon, is now interested also in this 
work. The gentleman asks, ‘‘ How much is expected to be con- 
tributed?” Mr. Hobbs, who is now forwarding the grain for the 
loading of the vessel in California, said the other day they could 
get grain sufficient to load two ships, and they ask for two. 

Mr. BLAND. But the gentleman has no definite information 
as to the number of bushels of corn or wheat that is now ready to 
be transported? 

Mr. GROUT. No; not in bushels; but the quantity is large; 
more than sufficient to load the vessel they now have, The grain, 
however, is not all contributed, but some is purchased. Corn 
costs now only 8 or 10 cents a bushel in the West, and some is 


being burned for fuel; and the question here is whether the Goy- 
ernment will step forward and help out the charitable purposes of 
the people collecting this grain; whether, in short, we will remem- 
ber our kinship with the English people and our brotherhood 
with mankind everywhere by transporting free of cost the corn 
and wheat which is being thus gathered. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection to the joint resolution, but 
I did wish to get that information. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I have no exact information on that point. 
I feel safe in saying if we furnish the ship the charitable people of 
this country will load it. But if the grain is not forthcoming, the 
Secretary of the Navy will not furnish any vessel, and the Govern- 
ment will of course be to no cost. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from Vermont yield to me 
to move the previous question? 

I will move it myself in a few minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish you would. 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave promised five minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BARROWS]. 

_Mr. BARROWS. . Speaker, there is one aspect of this ques- 
tion that has not been presented, and that is the fact that a large 
number of the people who are now in a starving condition stand 
in a very close relation to the people of the United States. They 
are, so to speak, the wards of the American missionaries, and the 
appeal which comes to this country comes Lc hn the representa- 
tives of nearly all the American missionary boards of the different 
denominations, so that those who are in this suffering condition 
„ to the American people with the expectation of 
relief. 

A cablegram was received yesterday from India stating that 
such a cargo of corn as we contemplate sending would be very 
welcome, and if this pe resolution is passed at once, a message 
can be sent to-day to India, so that corn which is now stored there 
can be immediately distributed for the relief of suffering, in the 
expectation of having new supplies from this country. The peo- 
ple of the West are clamoring to do this very thing, to contribute 
to the relief of these le. The Secretary of the Navy has been 
seen in regard to the transportation. He was seen when the mat- 
ter was up in the Senate. The cost of the vessel will depend 
somewhat on the extent of the generosity of the people of the 
United States. If we can send 4,000 tons, it will cost a little more 
for the vessel to transport it. I hope there will be no delay in the 
passage of this joint resolution. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I yield now two minutes to the 

5 from Kansas [Mr. SMrsox], and I hope we may then 

ve a vote. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
is in control of the joint resolution, and has yielded to the gentle- 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen- 


ey inquiry. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. I would like to know when it will 
be in order for me to offer an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order in the time of the gentle- 
man from Vermont if the gentleman from Texas obtains his con- 
sent and if the House does not order the previous question. The 
Chair will state to the gentleman that it is the custom in the 
House for the member in charge of a measure to have control over 
it for an hour. 

Mr. GROUT. Ves; and I should have been glad to have had a 
vote some time since. I did not intend originally to talk about 
the resolution myself. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this 
joint resolution. I am in favor of it. I do not think we ought to 
cavil about the amount. I am satisfied that the officials o: the 
Government in whose charge this will be left will see to it that 
the people are not wronged in any way. And yet, sir, I agree 
with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MoMiLLIx], that while 
we are charitable in donating to the suffering poor of other coun- 
tries, we ought to point ont in some way the reasons why the 
come to be poor. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] al 
luded a while ago to the donation that we made to Ireland in years 
gone by. He stated truly that at that time there were thousands of 
the Irish people starving on the public 1 and yet it is a 
historical fact that every — that left an Irish port at that time 
for England went over there loaded with the products of the Irish 
people, pa as a tribute to absentee landlords. Now, how comes 
it that the great mass of the people of India, who are industrious 
and frugal, and who produce from year to year an abundance to 
keep them all, find themselyes in a year of drought or scarcity on 
on the very verge of starvation? Must it not be that somehow orin 
some way the powers that govern India, through a system of taxa- 
tion or otherwise, manage to absorb the wealth that those people 
create? So I say, sir, it is right and proper that while we are 
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generous in our contributions for the relief of suffering, we should 


point out the evils that make those people poor and suffering. 

. WALKER of Massachusetts. Is it not an undisputed his- 
torical fact that Ireland was one of the richest countries in 
Europe until her system of protection was broken down by Eng- 
land? 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Ireland was a rich and prosperous 
country until the system of landlordism absorbed the wealth of the 
Trish people, and the same system is now eating out the vitals of 
India, and it is doing the same thing in this country. We are to-day 
traveling the same road, and it will be but a very short time 
until we in this country will be appealing to other countries to 
save our starving people under the same laws and the same condi- 
tions. ae lause. risive laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. 2 T. Now, Mr. S er, I ask for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The joint resolution was s paed. . 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the yote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PATROL SYSTEM. 


Mr. CANNON, I ask the consideration of Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 20, now on the Speaker's table. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

i . R. 20) making the appropriation for renewal of the patrol 
2 8 He the District of Columbis immediately available. = 

and House of Representatives, etc., That the appro- 
8 0055 „ Marts Be of the 8 5 an 
A ETa AE Pe eating Sune EE and tor othes purpose, 
5 March 3, 1897, is hereby made immediately available. A 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? ? 

Mr. BAILEY. Reserving the right to object, I should like the 

ntleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] to state why the passage 
of this resolution is considered necessary. x 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S er, the District appropriation bill 
which became a law March 3, 1897, contains this provision: 

For purchase of new patrol boxes 
2 83 N e te worn-out 8 instru- 
ments in the first, second, third, fourth, seventh, and ninth precincts, $5,000. 

This appropriation, being contained in a bill providing for 
expenses of the next fiscal year, is not available until the Ist of 
July next. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis], a member 
of the District Committee, has come to me and said thatshe has 
investigated this matter, is acquainted with the facts, regards the 
case as an urgent one, and believes that the appropriation ought 
to be available at once. I have inquired in regard to the matter 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] who was a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee that prepared the District bill, and this 
proposition to make the appropriation immediately available 
meets his approval. Ihave had no opportunity to consult with 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT], but I apprehend he 
will not disagree as to the propriety of passing this joint resolu- 
tion. The only question is whether this money shall be expended 
now or whether this expenditure, urgently needed now, s be 
postponed until the ist of July. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course, if this money is to be spent, the time 
when it shall be spent is not important, except that this method 
of proceeding is unusual. Hence, unless there be some necessity 
shown, I should prefer the matter should take its regular course. 

Mr. PITNEY. Having been a member of the subcommittee 
which prepared the District appropriation bill, I remember very 
distinctly that this was presented to us as a very urgent matter. 
We were informed that the patrol system in certain parts of the 
city is breaking down, is becoming worn out, and that interrup- 
tions in the signaling service would be liable to occur unless im- 
mediate measures be taken to prevent it. It did not occur to the 
committee at the time to e the appropriation immediately 
available; otherwise I presume they would have made that recom- 
mendation in reporting the bill. As this is an urgent matter, I 
hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Upon the statements which have been made, I 
offer no objection. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

Nir. DINGLEY. I move that the House now adjourn, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence, by unanimous 
consent, was granted as follows: 

To Mr, Curtis of Iowa, for ten days, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr, CoNNELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr, LYBRAND, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STROWD of North Carolina, for two weeks, on account 
of important business. 


To Mr. Henry of Indiana, until April 21, 1897, on account of 
important business. 
o Mr. LatmeEnr, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 
To Mr. GREENE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. TALBERT, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
To Mr, SHELDEN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BARHAx, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. KITCHIN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Fow.er of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
im t business. 
o Mr. MARSHALL, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness, 
To Mr. CLarpy, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. CLARK of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 
The motion of Mr. DINGLEY that the House adjourn was then 
eed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clockand 15 minutes p. m.), the 
ouse adjourned until Wednesday next at 12 o'clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representa- 
tives, transmitting a list of property in his ch March 15, 1897— 
to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Housatonic River, Connecticut—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting, with a communication 
relating thereto, a draft of a joint resolution to make available the 
appropriation for a building to replace the old almshouse building 
at the Industrial Home School—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 2578) in relation to the collec- 
tion of revenue—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2579) to increase 
the pensions of soldiers of the Florida war—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2580) to dispense with proof of loyalty in cer- 
tain cases—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) to create and establish a tariff statis- 
tical bureau—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 2582) relating to pensions 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Pr Mr, CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 2583) providing for the 
holding of terms of the district court at Pawhuska, in the Osage 
Nation, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2584) to author- 
ize the construction and maintenance of two railroad bridges 
across the Mississippi River at or near the city of St. Paul, Minn.— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 2585) to provide for the trans- 
fer of the Fort Sidney Military Post Reserve to the State of Ne- 
braska for educational purposes—to the Committee on the Public 


ands, 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 2586) providing for the acqui- 
sition of certain land in Webb County, Tex., in lieu of the site of 
Fort McIntosh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) for the erection of a public building at 
Laredo, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 2588) to prevent rebates on 
mileage tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2589) to extend the jurisdiction of United 
e circuit courts in equity causes to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2590) to provide for 
the erection of a monument to the memory of James Monroe, at 
Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2591) to mark the bounda- 
ries of mining claims by stakes 100 feet apart—to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2592) donating the 
old abandoned military reservation known as Fort Bliss, in El 
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Paso County, to the county of El Paso for a poor farm and hospi- 
tal—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2593) giving to any 
State having a claim for expenses incurred in defense of the United 
States the right to have the same adjudicated by the Supreme 
Court of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 2594) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States,” approved January 16, 1883, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 2595) to author- 
ize the construction of an addition to the public building at Hart- 
ford, Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SULZER (by request): A bill (H. R. 2596) to incorpo- 
rate the Women’s National Health Protective Association—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 2597) to reduce the postage on 
fourth-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) for the erection of a public building at 
Newport, Vt.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) providing representation in Congress 
for Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) to enable wo poopie to name their 
postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) to make oleo: ine and all other 
imitation a products subject to the laws of the State or Terri- 
— 5 into which they are transported - to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Union soldiers who 
were confined in Southern prisons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2603) relating to the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers—to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. CORLISS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 72 revoking 
orders of the President, etc.—to the Committee on orm in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 28) for the 
relief of William Richardson—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GROUT: A resolution (House Res. No. 29) authorizing 
the printing of the work known as Hawks and Owls—to the Com- 
mittee on etre 

By Mr. MAHANY: A resolution (House Res. No. 30) r 
the remission of a death sentence in 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 2604) authorizing Myers & Co. 
to use a certain building in Covington, Ky., as a rectifying estab- 
lishment, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 2605) for the relief of David 
Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) for the relief of Frederick Soloten—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2607) to increase the pension 
of B. F. Bevis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 2608) for the relief of A. B. 
Gilliland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2609) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Ann Parker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. singe for the relief of St. Charles College—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2611) granting a pension to Chamness S. 
Burks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2612) granting an increase of pension to 
George Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COONEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2613) for the re- 
lief of James Lindsay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 2614) topension ae Thomp- 
son, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
oe at the rate of $30 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 2615) for the relief of Robert J. 
Humphrey—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) for the relief of L. A. Noyes—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2617) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. 
Sessions, of Guilford, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2618) for the relief of Henry C. La Point, late 
a first lieutenant in the Second United States Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2619) granting relief to H. R. Sturtevant, 
postmaster at Hartland, Vt.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


fog 
case of Gen. Ruiz Rivera— 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2620 nting a ion to Maria Davis to 
tig Goinaitsoe gn Envald Benson” 
a Š ting a ion to Emeline Han- 

cock—to the Committee z Bensi 3 $ 
nsion to Harriet M. Scott, 


ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) granting a 
an army near Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Fanny E. Alex-: 
ander—to a 5 on Invalid . “i 

Also, a bi R. 2624) to pension hronia Bailey—to the 
ae on Invalid Pensions. á 

Also, & bi R. 2625) to grant Mary Chamberlin, of Chelsea, 
Vt., a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Wind- 
sor, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2627) granting a pension to Frank W. Gold— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2628) ting a pension to Caroline H. 
Hatch, of Worcester, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2629) to grant a pension John Thurston, of 
Island Pond, Vt.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2630) granting a pension to Lucinda An- 
drews, of Essex, Vt.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) granting a pension to Hannah M. Che- 
ney, of Springfield, Vt.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2632) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the 3 record of Thomas W. O Brien-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2633) to correct the military record of Henry 

. Franklin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2634) for the relief of Charles F. Sanborn— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2635) for the relief of Julius A. Morrill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 2636) to correct 
the military record of John McCarthy, late of 8 ae B, Elev- 
enth Connecticut Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick O. Lathrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2638) granting an increase of pension to 
3 D. rat K ints 5 on Invalid pennone pe 

80, a bi R. granting compensation to Jose W- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. x x 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2640) granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi (by request): A bill (H. R. 2641) 
for the relief of Martha J. Stewart, of Jefferson County, Miss., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2642) for the relief of Samuel 
Bagnell, administrator of Ignatius G. Flowers, deceased, late of 
Claiborne County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act of 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2643) for the relief of Evan 
Cook. administrator John 8. Cook, deceased, late of Hinds Coun- 
ty, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 2644) for the relief of Elijah 
M. Beraud, late private First Battalion, Fourteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ) granting an honorable discharge to John 
B. Tredenick—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 2646) for the relief of Edward C. 
Parsons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2547) for the relief of 
Joseph O. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 2648) for the relief of George 
F. Horton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) 55 directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the heirs of Peter Johnson certain money 
due him for carrying the mailto the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 2650) to increase the pension of 
Louise M. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2651) granting a pension to Mary 
F. Wollard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 2652) to increase the 
pension of George W. Smith, late a captain Seventh Regiment 
8 Infantry Volunteers to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 2653) for the relief of Levi 
M. Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 2654) to complete the mil- 
itary record of John T. Nagle, late assistant surgeon of the One 
hundred and ninety-second Regiment New York State Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 2655) granting an 
honorable discharge to Ephraim Odell—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2656) removing the charge of desertion stand- 


ing against Almon Springsteen, late Company F, One hundred and 

thivty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee 

on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2657) nting a pension to Lavina M. Howe, 

widow of George Howe, alias Thorpe, late Company F, Twenty- 

1 Connecticut Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 
msions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2658) 2 a pension to Celia E. Dans, 
widow of William E. Dans, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
New York Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invali 
sions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) granting a pension to Jerry Driscoll, 
late United States Railway Construction Corps—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. { 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2660) for the relief of William F. Alger—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief of Marvin Coman, late 
Company C, One hundred and seventy-eighth New York—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2662) granting a pension to Henry S. Mur- 
ray, late private Eighth New York Independent Battery—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3 increasing the pension of William A. 
Peck, private Company H, Third New York Volunteer Infantry 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) granting a pension to Charles H. Wick- 
ham, late second lieutenant Twenty-ninth United States Colored 
Troops—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2665) for the relief of A. G. 
Boone—to the Committee on Claims. é 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 2666) for the relief of Peter 
Fisher—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) granting pension to Ella R. Stafford 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 2668) for the relief of William 
Henry Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 2669) granting a pension to 
Heury H. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) granting an honorable discharge to 
G. D. Hooker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) for the relief of George W. Warren— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2672) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Francis A. Goodeno, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2673) granting anincrease of pension to Mrs. 
Diana Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2674) for the 

ief of Elizabeth Forney, the widow of William H. Forney—to 

e Committee on Pensions. 

H. R. 2675) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Nathan 
Fletcher to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2676) for the relief of John James—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) to correct an error made by the regis- 
ter and receiver of the land office at Huntsville, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) for the relief of Thomas M. Hobbs and 
5 of Limestone County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 


ms. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) for the relief of Bessie McAlester 
McGuirk—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2680) for the relief of Mary 
Webster, widow of the late John Webster, of Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNGLD: Petition of E. S. Hartman and 32 other citi- 
zens of Belsena Mills, Pa., opposing alien ownership of land in 
this country, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of McLeansboro and 

ilton County, III., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
0090, Fifty-fourth Congress, relative to ticket brokerage or scalp- 
W ne RSS on Interstate and Fori ign Commeres. ae 
y Mr. DANF : Paper to accompany bill to pension 
Thompson—to the Committee on Taralla Pensione. 
By Mr. EDDY: Remonstrance of A. M. Cameron and 85 other 
itizens of the Seventh Congressional district of Minnesota, oppos- 
ing the proposed increase of duty on filler and wrapper tobacco— 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Rr Mr. GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the Paint and Oil Club 
of New England, favoring a department of trade and commerce— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of William Rippin and 21 other ex- 
soldiers of Galena, III., praying for the passage of House bill No. 


212, providing for the relief of J S. Hurst from the charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Resolutions of the Sea Island Agricul- 
tural Society, of James Island, S. C., relative to duty on cotton 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Petition of Dana M. Baer and other citi- 
zens of Luverne, Minn., relative to use of printed wrappers by 
publishers on newspapers—to the Committee on the Post-Uffice 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter from A. M. Becker, of Adrian, Minn., protesting 
against free distribution of seeds by the Government—to the Com- 
mittee on iculture. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany H. R. 289, a bill 
for the relief of E. G. Fulgate—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of Albert Wheeler and 133 other 
citizens of Michigan, praying for protection against Canadian 
cattle—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Petition of W. T. Morris, representing 1,000 
citizens of Lexington, Ky., favoring the passage of the proposed 
antiprize fight bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. SPALDING: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief 
of Ella R. Stafford, of Ann Arbor, Mich.—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accom bill for the relief of Peter Fisher; 
also papers from Peter Fisher, relative to his war record—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 2464, to 
correct the military record and grant an honorable discharge to 
James Colvin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers and additional evidence to accompany House bill 
No. 2470, to grant a pension to Thomas Bradley—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, April 5, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the 5 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Liypsay, and by u - 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

FOREST RESERVATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate of the 29th ultimo, copies of the orders 
of the President of the United States of February 22, 1897, estab- 
lishing the boundary of certain forest reservations, and also copies 
of all papers on file in relation to these reservations, and the rea- 
sons for creating the same; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was, on motion of Mr. PETTIGREW, ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. Mo- 
Kenney, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 20) making the appropriation for the 
renewal of the patrol system of the District of Columbia immedi- 
ately available; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of the 
gti transport contributions for the relief of the suffering poor 
in ia, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Fairfax 
Quarterly Meeting of Friends, of Waterford, Va., pra for the 
ratification of nepang arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the executive committee of 
the National Live Stock Exchange, praying that import duties of 
1 cent pound on tallow, 14 cents per pound on hides, a scale 
of duty on wool equal to that in force prior to the enactment of 
the so-called Wilson tariff bill, and 1 cent É ed Lane on sh 
skins after the wool has been removed, whether dried or ickled, 
be embodied in the pending tariff bill; which was Sse tak to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also 3 a petition of the executive committee of the 
National Live Stock Exchange, praying that all duties levied on 
imports of live stock be ad valorem, provided reciprocal duties are 
levied on our exports of live stock and meat food products by such 
countries as do not admit the same free; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Monthly Meeting of Friends, 
of Pleasant Plain, lowa, praying for the enactment of legislation 
promig ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Co- 

umbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. ALLEN ted a petition of the board of directors of 
the Nebraska Chicory Company, of Schuyler, Nebr., praying for 
the enactment of legislation regulating the import duties on for- 
eign chicory root and the manufactured products thereof, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ International 
Union No. 281, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against a further 
increase of the duty on raw materials of foreign growth used in 
the manufacture of cigars; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of R. D. Ruffin, presi- 
dent, and D. J. Edwards, secretary of the McKinley and Hobart 
Working Club of Washin, igton, which ap to be a colored club. 
They set out that eighty-five colored fs were dismissed from the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing by the Chief of the Bureau, 
Superintendent Johnson, and that in the case of all except seven 
when they were dismissed no other reason was given for such 
action than the alleged statement of Mr. Johnson that“ colored 

Is were not intended to occupy the positions that they were 
hen occupying.” The club sets out that this is a gross violation 
of the civil-service rules. They pray Congress to investigate the 
charges and to summon before the proper committee the girls 
who were dismissed. 

The legen is also ed by a large number of the girls. I 
learn that one of the girls was reinstated at the instigation of the 
warm-hearted late Senator from Indiana, Mr. Voorhees. He took 
up her case and pressed it with such energy and success that she 
was reinstated. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the legislature of Maine, 
ying that an appropriation be made for the construction of a 
dock at some port on the coast of Maine; which was read, and 
erred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, as follows: 
STATE OF MAINE, 


Resolve 3g Sew sap, Had Senators and Representatives in Congress from Maine 
to exert their influence to secure an appropriation for a dock at some 
port on the coast of Maine. 


Resolved, That the Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
in the pietionel Congress from this State be, and are hereby, requested to 
u 
a dı 
an 


exert their in to secure an appropriation in Congress for the construc- 
tion of at some port on coast of Maine, suitable to dock of 
the fron 8 cruisers of the United States Navy; and that the secretary 
of state be to forward, as soon as may be, one copy of this resolution 
to each member of Congress from this State. 

In HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, March 26, 1897. 


Read and passed finally. 
á SETH M. LARRABEE, Speaker. 
IN SENATE, March 26, 1897. 


ja * 28, 1807 A. R. DAY, President. 
. $ LLEWELLYN POWERS, Governor. 
A true cop; 


Attest: 
BYRON Born, Secretary of State. 


Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of James H. Ryan and 24 

other cigar manufacturers of Maine, remonstrating against the 
roposed increase of duty on filler to in the pending tariff 

Bin: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented sundry petitions of citizens of the 
Black Hills of South ota, praying that a duty of at least $5 
per ton be placed in the pending tariff bill on all foreign fuller's 
earth imported into the Uni States; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Vienna, Va., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1538, to regulate the 
value of money, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of George W. Allen and 
sundry other citizens of Deckerville, Mich., praying that in the 
pending tariff bill a tax be im on Canadian cattle adequate 
to protect the American cattle industry; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of M. E. Wadsworth, president, 
and members of the faculty of the Michigan Mining School, pray- 
ing that books, engravings, pamphlets, photographs, etc., im- 

rted for use of schools and libraries, be placed on the free list 

the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee 


on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the ublicans of Cheboygan, 
Mich., praying for a reenactment of the duties on forest products 
as fixed in the pending tariff bill; which was refe to the 
Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the memorial of John Ryland and sundry other 
citizens of Michigan, neers, Sirs ace any rebate on lum- 
ber coming from ada and made into packing boxes for export 
trade; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry lumbermen of Ford River, 
Mich., praying for a retention of the duties on lumber as fixed in 
the pending tariff bill, and remonstrating against a rebate on lum- 


Read and passed finally. 
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ber made into packing boxes; which was referred to the Commit- 

tee on Finance. 

He also presented a pennon of the Board of Trade of the city of 
or the immediate completion of the Wash- 

to the Committee 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of Charles Hamlin and sundry 
other landowners and lumber manufacturers of Maine, and the 
petition of D. Sargent & Sons and sundry other lumber manufac- 
turers of Maine, praying for the imposition of a duty in the pend- 
ing tariff bill of not less than $2 per thousand feet on rough lum- 
ber of all varieties; which were referred to the Committee on 


ce. 
He also presented a pees of the legislature of Maine, prayi 
that an appropriation be made for the construction of a dry oak 
at some port on the coast of Maine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Charles W. Eliot, presi- 
dent, and 202 other officers of instruction and government of Har- 
vard bo Sheed Cambridge, Mass.,in which they set forth “ that 
the pending ar itration treaty with Great Britain is one eminently 
fit to be made between two nations renowned for their attachment 
tolaw and their confidence in judicial decisions,” and they urgentl 

uest the Senate to give the treaty an unconditional fra 
rejecting every amendment that would narrow its scope or im 
its efficiency. Under the circumstances, as the treaty is pen 
before the Senate, I su the petition had better lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESID NX. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of Canfield & Wheeler and 
5 other firms of Manistee; of Sands & Maxwell and 6 other firms 
of Pentwater; of Cobbs & Mitchell and 7 other firms of Cadillac; 
of J. W. Dempsey and 90 other citizens and firms of Manistee; of 
A. J. Briggs and 23 other citizens of Edmore, and of H. A. 
and 9 other citizens of Ithaca, all manufacturers of or dealers in 


lumber in the State of Michigan, praying fora sone a not less than 
$2 per thousand feet upon im rough lumber; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented the petition of H 8. r and 18 oth 
citizens of Midland, Mich., pra; for the imposition of a tarit 
of 1 cent per pound on chloride of lime or bleaching powder in 
ae pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance. 

Mr. BACON presented sundry memorials of owners of pine tnag 
and manufacturers of lumber in seed ce remonstrating agai 
the adoption of any clause in the pan g tariff bill providing for 
a rebate on lumber coming from đa and made into pac 
boxes for export trade; which were referred to the Committee o 
Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1142) providing for the estab- 
lishment of bad ge cg station at or near Astoria, Oreg., to re- 
port it adve . Iwill ie that the quarantine station pro- 
posed to be established in this bill is amply provided for in the b 
(S. 966) providing for the establishment of a quarantine station a 
or near Astoria, Oreg., favorably reported by the committee on 
the Ist instant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill now reported will be indefi- 


nitely eae 
Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to who; 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. FRYE on the 23d 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to thé 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be prope to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, an 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 937) for the relief of James Sims, of Mars 
County, Miss., reported it without amendment, and submi 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
McMinnville, Tenn., reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 675) for the relief Nancy B. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L. Day, deceased, repo: it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 390) to provide for an investigation of 2 
obstruction of the navigable waters of Florida, Louisiana, an 
other South Atlantic and Gulf States by the aquatic plant known 
as the water hyacinth, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Commi on Commerce, to whom w. 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 16) providing for estimate o 


1897. 


cost of certain improvements of Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut, 
reported it without amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 622) concerning sail vessels of over 700 tons, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 946) providing for the collection of fees for furnishin 
certificates of title to vessels, reported it without amendment, an 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 620) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice, reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 869) for the relief of Rev. J. A. 
Gilfillan, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Davis on the 29th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be printed, and, 
svith the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. TILLMAN on the 30th 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


was agreed to. 
THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to present to the Senate an address which was delivered 
before the National Geographie Society of Washington, Friday, 
March 26, 1897, by Hon. John W. Foster, on the subject of the 
Hawaiian Islands and the relations of the United States to Hawaii. 
I move that the address be printed as a document for the use of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REMOVALS FROM OFFICE FOR ALLEGED POLITICAL REASONS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back 
favorably with an amendment the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] on the 25th ultimo, 
and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That in considering Senate resolution No. 28 the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment shall have power to send for persons and 
pepe, to adminigter oaths, and to examine witnesses, under oath, touching 

he matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, and may employ 
a stenographer for said committee; and the necessary and proper expenses 
incurred in the execution of this order shall be out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said com- 
mittee, and said committee may sit by subcommittee or otherwise. 

The amendment of the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate was, at the end of theresolution, 
after the word ‘‘ otherwise,” to add: 

During the sessions and any recess of the Senate and at such times and 
places as they may deem expedient. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to what is evidently a clerical error in the resolu- 
tion. The resolution speaks of the committee having authority to 
send for persons and papers to execute the powers ‘‘hereby” 
granted. I infer that what is meant is granted by the resolution 
to which this is 5 I think the word thereby 
should be substituted. 8 

Mr. GALLINGER. The terms of the resolution are, and the 
pened and proper expenses incurred in the execution of this 
order.’ 

Mr. ALLEN. There is something about the committee being 
Be hae empowered.” 

Mr. INGER. Which they are hereby empowered to 
investigate, and may employ a stenographer,” etc. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is this a part of the former resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is an original resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is the original resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; with an amendment. I think it is in 
proper form, I will say to the Senator from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1564) nting a pension 
to Marian Klaiber, dependent sister of Charles W. F. Klaiber. late 
private Company E, Seventy-eighth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panpin papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 1565) to amend and make 
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certain the intent of section 714 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, providing for salaries of judges in certain cases after 
retirement; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1566) abolishing compe- 
tition in trade and production, and authorizing combinations to 
enable merchants, manufacturers, and producers of commodities 
subject to interstate commerce to maintain prices and make 
profits notwithstanding business depressions; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Although the bill has been . pre- 
pared by me, I do not intend to press it as an independent bill. It 
will be urged only in case the Senate is inclined to adopt the bill 
abolishing railroad competition and allowing railroad pooling. 
competition in railroad transportation is abolished, there is no 
reason why competition should not be abolished in trade, manu- 
facturing, and other methods of producing. Therefore I shall 
urge the provisions of this bill as an amendment to any pooling 
bill. I ask that the bill may be referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be so referred. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the bill is referred, I should like to ask 
the Senator from New Hampshire if the bill is of Republican 
origin. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unless my own Republicanism can be called 
in question, it is of Republican origin, as I alone originated the 
bill. I hope it will commend itself, in case the pooling bill is 
adopted not only to Republicans, butto the three or four kinds of 
Bryan Democrats on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that it originated with the 
Senator from New Hampshire, Iam quite well satisfied that it 
reflects good Republican opinion, but I am a little bit suspicious 
of the title of the bill. Lask the Secretary to be kind enough to 
read it again. 

The Secretary. A bill abolishing competition in trade and 
production, and authorizing combinations to enable merchants, 
manufacturers, and producers of commodities subject to inter- 
state commerce to maintain prices and make profits notwith- 
standing business depressions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the fact that it is rank paternalism. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska if 
he does not think the bill ouent to be referred to the Committee 
on Finance, where the tariff bill recently proposed by the other 
House has gone? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, I think it ought to go to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage—the most harmless committee in this body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is the first time I ever knew the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska to be funny, and so I pass over his first attempt 
by repeating that it is my intention to press this as an amendment 
to the bill authorizing railroad pooling, on the ground that if 
competition is to be abolished in railroad transportation it should 
be abolished in trade and manufacturing. If the pooling bill is 
an brought before the Senate, Ishall not urge the passage of this 


Mr. ALLEN. But how can that be done by legislation, I should 
like to ask the Senator? How can you abolish competition by 
legislation? 

r. CHANDLER. Lou can do so in trade and manufacturing 
just as well as in railroad transportation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is not that the rankest kind of paternalism? 

Mr. CHANDLER. This bill authorizes agreements to be made 
with the approval of the Interstate Commerce Commission for 
maintaining the prices of merchandise either bought and sold of 
merchants or produced by manufacturers or other producers. 

Mr. ‘ALLEN. In the palmiest days of Populism no man was 
ever wild-eyed enough or long haired enough to introduce a bill 
of this kind. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to introduce sundry bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must hold that debate is 
out of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make one point. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe I have the floor. 

a The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois has the 
oor. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1567) to pension Daniel R. Sutter (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1568) to pension David W. Small (with accompanying 


papers); 
bill (S. 1569) to increase the pension of Franklin Baldwin 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1570) to increase the 


i ; pension of Benjamin F. Bevis 
(with accompanying papers); i 
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A bill (S. 1571) to increase the pension of Zenith R. Prather 
(with an 8 paper); and 
A bill (S. 1572) granting a pension to Albert Hammer (with 


accompan ). 
Mr. PULLON, eh ee the following bills; which were sey- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Sr? Affairs: 
A bill (S. 1573) nting three months’ arrears of pay to W.A. 


Bartholomew (wi accompanying Pare) and 
A bill (S. 1574) for the relief of Dennis Pride (with an accom- 


ing paper). 
wg Ss COLEOM introduced a bill (S. 1575) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to te commerce;” which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 1576) for the 
incorporation of the Woman’s National Health Protective Asso- 
ciation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1577) for the relief of 
Elizabeth B. Eddy, widow of Charles G. Eddy, of New York City, 
N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1578) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipulations with the 
Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and the Mississippi, and mak- 
ing 3 for the same; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1579) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jeannette E. Sweet; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1580) granting an increase of 
pension to Cutler D. Sanborn; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1581) granting a pen- 
sion to — W. C. Burgess; which was read twice by its title, 

e 


and ref to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1582) granting a pension to 
James V. Goodrich; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1583) granting a pension to 
Mary Zollinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KYLE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 1584) granting an increase of pension to Joshua B. 
Harris (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1585) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Bolster 585 an 8 paper). 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1587) granting a pension 
to Susan C. Oden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


LANDS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. LL. The bill (S. 951) to vide for the private 
sale of public lands in Missouri was introduced by me on the 19th 
of March and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. I ask 


that that committee may be discharged from its further consid- 
eration and that it may be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe request of the 
Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill was not in exactly the form thatI 
desire it. Inow introduce another bill, which will be a substitute 
for the bill just indefinitely 8 

The bill (S. 1586) to provide for the sale of public lands in Mis- 
souri was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands. 
AMENDMENTS TO TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted six amendments intended to be 
oposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
= 5 15 referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
rin . 
r. CULLOM submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
osed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 
INVESTIGATION OF POTOMAC WATER. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amend- 
ment proposing to make aninvestigation of sources of contamina- 
tion of the Potomac and other rivers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. VEST subsequently, from the Committee on Public Health 
and National Quarantine, reported the above amendment with an 
amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to, 


JOHN Mu. GUYTON, 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, the 
amendment proposing APAT John M. Guyton, former postmaster 
at Blacksburg, S. C., a deficiency arising in his office in 1890; which 
was ref to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STEWART su uently, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported the above amendment fayorably, and moved that it be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

AFFAIRS AT KIOWA, ETO., INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 

was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


February, 1897, t 
by him or his 5 


JOSEPH M’GUCKIAN. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That Joseph McGuckian be placed on the laborers’ roll of the 


Senate at a sal of ann to be paid monthly out of the contin- 
gent fund of the te. 2 ore pa ¥. 


GEN. RUIS RIVERA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], coming over 
from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the Ist instant, as follows: 

BIS he pte is 8 that a age a ee of Ros Ganan army 
€ (3 
—.— pe nce, recen 3 y the Spanish forces, o be tried by 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate it is the duty of the United 
States Government to protest to the Spanish Government against such a 
violation of the rules of civilized warfare. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on the ist of this month I pre- 
sented this resolution, which, on the objection of the senior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], was passed over until this 
time. I desire to submit some remarks very briefly in support of 
the e of the resolution. 

I find in the New York Journal of March 30 the following dis- 
patch from Habana: 

HABANA, March 90. 


Gen. Ruiz Rivera, who was captured while suffering from three bullet 
wounds, while making a d rate resistance a force that outnum- 
bered ten times his own Zoya company, must the death of a traitor—the 
nly fate reserved for a Cu 2 


onl 
The fact that Rivera is brave, the fact that he has been a 
a brave 


In a later edition of the New York Journal of the same date I 
find a fuller account in a dispatch from Habana to the effect that 
General Rivera is to be tried by a drumhead court-martial insti- 
tuted by Weyler, and that he is to be summarily executed. The 
first dispatches with reference to the capture of this distinguished 
Cuban were to the effect that he was taken prisoner while engaged 
in battle: The second account was that he and some of his staff 
officers were captured while in hospital suffering from the wounds 
they had received in a previous action. I think there can be no 
doubt as to the purpose of Spain to summarily try and shoot. or 
in some other manner execute, this gallant Cuban officer. For the 
purpose of preventing that, if possible, by public sentiment, or at 
least for the purpose of putting this branch of the Congress of the 
United States on record in favor of the use of civilized methods in 
warfare in Cuba, I have introduced the resolution. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask for information. Does the Senator know 
what the charges against this general are other than that he was 
taken in arms within the lines of the insurgents or in hospital? 
Are there any special charges that take his case outside of the 
class of those who are captured in war or in a controversy such as 
exists in Cuba? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; there is nothing of that kind that Iknow. 
I understand the only charge made against this general is that 
he was taken in rebellion against the Spanish Government. 

Mr. GRAY. So, if I may be pardoned—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Thecircumstances under which he was taken, and 
the only charge that can be made against him growing out of those 
circumstances, would apply to everyone who is concerned in the 
rebellion or insurrection there? 

Mr. ALLEN, Yes; it would apply to any unfortunate general 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


575 


at the head of an army who met with disaster upon the field of 
battle, however well ee his army 1 be and however 
civilized the methods of warfare might be, if there is any such 
thing as civilization in warfare. This man has been charged with 
nothing in the nature of violating the laws of Spain cerns his 
rebellion against Spanish authority, and for that crime the Span- 
ish authorities purpose to hold a drumhead court- andcon- 
yict him, as they usually do convict such men, and send him to 
the scaffold or to the block to be beheaded. ; r, 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts at our last meeting said 
the Senate of the United States has nothing to do with this case. 
I dispute and deny the authority of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to e that statement. The Senate of the United 
sa has something to do with the question whether a war con- 

ucted in our very dooryard is conducted upon the principles of 
modern warfare or is savage and barbarous. wae 

We have numerous precedents for expressing our opinion upon 
fhis question. A year ago, when the Armenian troubles were at 

eir height and when the throats of Armenian Christians were 
being cut by the unspeakable Turk, the senior Senator from IIli- 
pola Mr. CULLOM] introduced a resolution expressing the opinion 
of the Senate m that subject, and it met unive: approval in 
this Chamber, including the approval of the senior Senator from 

chusetts. So from time to time we have expressed our opin- 
on upon the conduct of different nations where they were e e 

ae Christians or were adopting unusual methods in 
thelr warfare. 

Mr. President, the United States of America stands out in the 
history of the world as one of the most po humane, and 
Christian Governments of modern times. We claim to be the 
champions of human liberty upon this hemisphere. We pride 
ourselves upon the fact that no foreign power shall put its foot 
upon the soil of the Western Hemisphere without our consent, 
express or implied. We hold to the doctrine announced by Presi- 
dent Monroe that the United States must control the policy of 
this continent in the interest of human liberty, and that we have 
a right to say whether any government shall advance its terri- 
torial interests here or not. e do this, sir, upon the doctrine of 
national self-preservation. It is erg for us to do this to 

e our nation now and hereafter, for if we permit other 
powers to come here and intrench upon any portion of this conti- 
nent, they place themselves in a position where they can menace 
the safety and the perpetuity of our Government. So we adopt 
that doctrine. 

Here is an island at a distance not to exceed, at its nearest point, 
100 miles from our coast, and it has been drenched with blood for 
two years. Hereisa le numbering a million and a half, whose 
women and children are incontinently butchered upon their native 
ci The methods of civilized warfare are set at defiance and 
abandoned. Rapine, rape, devastation, murder, and assassination 
are playing their important parts in destroying the people of 
Cuba, And yet we, a great Christian Government, sit here 
within a few hours’ ride of that unhappy island and unhappy 

eople and are not willing even to raise our voice and give our 
1 5 in their defense. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts seemed to think that 
under the laws of neutrality we have no power to intervene in 
Cuban affairs, and that we have no right to express our opinion. 
The war carried on e against the Cubans is not a civilized 
war. Allof the me accompanying civilized war are aban- 
doned and all the methods accompanying brutality and savagery 
are employed. I defy the senior Senator from usetts or 

y other Senator to produce in the law of nations a word or syl- 
inble that requires a civilized power like the United States to sit 
supinely while butchery and murder and exceptional methods 

vail in the Island of Cuba. Sir, we are bound to neutrality 

ly when the methods employed py the Spaniards are the meth- 

ods employed in civilized warfare. 1 brought with me, but I shall 

not detain the Senate to read it, a book on international law, con- 
taining a statement of the law substantially as I have stated it. 

Why should we remain idle while the people in Cuba are being 
destroyed? Is there anything abont Spain or Spanish history 

hich should challenge the admiration of the American people? 

ir, for twenty centuries the Celtiberian has been a disgrace to the 

civilized world; for twenty centuries the course of Spain has been 

marked with blood and with cruelty. Her rav n Mexico and 

Pern and her more recent ravages in the Philippine Islands and in 

Cuba make her an outlaw nation which nociyilized nation should 
ect or honor. 

all we not do something? Shall we not even raise our voice 

in defense of those defenseless people? Shall we not say to Spain, 

‘If you try Rivera or any of the Cubans, you must adopt the 

anes emon adopted by civilized nations under like circum- 

neces” 

Mr. President, less than a year ago the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts stood in this Chamber and advocated Cuban rights. I 

ll the time, less than twelve months ago, possibly a little over 
Ive months ago, when this Chamber was stirred from its center 


to its circumference in consequence of the brutalities being prac- 
ticed by the Spaniards upon the Cubans. What has come over 


the spirit of our dream? Why have we chan; in sentiment? 
Sir, there is a commercial interest in the United States which de- 
mands recognition in this branch of Con and in the other, and 
that to a certain extent dominates the opinion and the conduct pre- 
vailing in Congress, They have said that for the United States 
to take any part in defending Cuba will result in the destruction 
of certain commercial interests here. So, sir, the scene of merry 
riot and bloodshed and butchery and assassination is to go on upon 
the Island of Cuba unchecked that these commercial interests may 
make profit out of the transaction! 

So far as I am concerned, I propose to do my duty to humanity; 
I propose to appeal to my country and my countrymen, if I can 
have any influence with them, to stop the bloody work of Spain in 
Cuba; and I would do that, Mr. President, if it sunk for the time 
being every commercial interest of the United States of America. 
A little firmness upon the part of this Government would check 
this bloodshed and assassination. If the President of the United 
States, authorized by Congress, should send the Navy into Cuban 
waters and tell the Spaniards they must adopt different methods 
in their warfare upon Cuba, or every Cuban port, every seacoast 
town, would be razed to its foundations, the condition of hostil- 
ities oe cease in Cuba, and Cuba would be free within three 
months. 

Mr. President, I trust the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], for whom I entertain the most kindly feel- 
ing, seems to be afflicted with a disorder which is sometimes in 
other public institutions than the Senate known as false hearing. 
What false pearing is the symptom of experts in other things 
than international law I suppose must say. 

The Senator both to-day and last week began his speech by mak- 
ing some very curious mistakes about what he fancies I have said. 
He says that I have said that we have nothing to do with matters 
in Cu Whether that be true or not, I never said so. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will be found in the RECORD of last Thursday, 

Mr. HOAR. It will not be found in the RECORD of last Thursday. 
Last Thursday, when I had addressed the Chair in regard to the 
pending resolution, I stated that I thought the Senate ought not 
to adopt it for some reasons which occurred tome. The ator 
rose and said I had undertaken to give him some fatherly advice. 
I looked over what I had said in the RECORD afterwards to see if 
it was possible that something had escaped me inadvertently and 
unintentionally that the Senator could have construed into giving 
advice to him. There is not a word in what I said last Thursday 
which authorizes either of those su tions. They come from 
an excited, heated, and most remarkable ination somewhere. 

Mr. President, what I contend for is that we should have a 
1 understanding of the function, duty, dignity, and authority 
of the Senate of the United States. Iam oneof those people, hay- 
ing spent nearly twenty years of my life with some opportunity 
to observe this „Who believe that the founders of this coun- 
try were wise and farsighted when they created this great Cham- 
ber; that it was their purpose that there should be somewhere in 
the Government of the United States a body of men representing 
great sovereignties, fitted by long experience and the confidence 
of their countrymen to deal wisely with great concerns, who 
should be expected to be the stay and resisting power against those 
passionate and fitful gusts of public sentiment which have wrecked 
every other republic that ever existed on the face of the earth. 

I believe that the name of Senate, in spite of the modern fashion 
of reviling of some of our domestic press, in spite of the ignorant 

ilities of the London Times, is a great name and a great au- 
thority, and that when this body has agreed to do something 
unanimously a great transaction in human affairs has been ac- 
complished. I believe it is as true now as when Cicero first said 
of the senate of Rome, Magna vis est, magnum nomen, unum et 
idem sentientis senattis.” But there are 6 who seem 
to think that the function of this body is the editing of a daily 
newspaper, to be sold and peddled out at 2 or 3 cents a copy, to 
gather up, without much inquiry, all the rnmors of what has hap- 
pened, and then to vie with each other, if they can, in guessing at 
and predicting what is going to happen. 

Now, what is there before us here? We are asked to areso- 
lution—a resolution which, if false, is an affront, and which, if 
true, is a condemnation of a powerful and friendly nation. Iagree 
that there are occasions when the interests of civilization and 
humanity, under international law, warrant us in doing that pre- 
cise aop Iagree that there may be conducted—either, to use the 

hrase of the honorable Senator from Nebraska, at our doors, or 

arther off and not at our doors—a great war which would justify 
the expression of opinion of the people of the United States, of 
which the Senate is the organ in large part, of abhorrence for its 
brutality. The public opinion of the civilized world is the check 
for such things; and an important part of the public opinion of 
the civilized world is the opinion of the American people. I agree 
tothat. But when we doit, it should mean scmathing: It should 
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be done with sufficient evidence, on deliberate inquiry, and accord- 


ing to the methods which mark 
great legislative bodies. 

Mr. President, the oak, which slowly adds its ring to amg for 
centuries, and not the mushroom, which grows up in a half hour 
and rots in another half hour, is the fit type for the great and 
powerful American 0 0 5 

Now, what have we here? In the first place, we have a state- 
ment of what we think Spain is going to do, and that is all. It is 
a ronhos; a guess, a prediction 

A . It is a fact. 

Mr. HOAR. A surmise, a conjecture; what we suppose she is 
going to do; not a fact, but a prophecy. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts profess 
himself to be so ignorant as not 

Mr. HOAR. I do not yield to that kind of an interruption. 

Mr. ALLEN. As not to know that there is an intention on the 

art of the Spanish Government to summarily destroy this man’s 
ife? 

Mr. HOAR. It is a prophecy; and the Senator from Nebraska, 
when he has a little more experience, will, perhaps, discover what 
he does not seem to have learned, that prophecy is not an exact 
science, and that no event which has not happened can be accu- 
retay described as a fact. That is the first trouble with this reso- 

ution. 

The next trouble with it is this: On what evidence does this as- 
sumed fact or this prediction stand? We ask to have it go toa 
committee who have not been charged with being especially sym- 
pathetic with Spain, and the Senator says itis a matter of that 
nature that if it go s to a committee composed of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Moraan: the junior Senator from Maine 

Mr. FRYE], my accomplished colleague [Mr. LODGE], and the 

nator from Delaware Mr. GRAY]—those men, of whose opin- 

ions about Spain and Cuba we know something—they will have so 
little respect for it that they will bury it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isaid nothing of the kind, nor did I infer any- 
thing of the kind. $ 

Mr. HOAR. Let us see what the Senator said. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had reference to the spirit that was being mani- 
fested by the Senator from Massachusetts in opposition to that 
resolution, and I am well satisfied that if he were on the commit- 
tee he would place this resolution in the caverns of that committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us see, if the Senator will possess his beauti- 
ful soul in patience. What the Senator said was: 

Of course we understand that the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations— 

Where it would have gone last Friday and been considered this 
morning if they had a rage (ee would have been reported to 
the Senate if they had been willing to report— 
means its defeat and its destruction. 

So we have got a resolution of affront to a foreign country and 
of prophecy, which the Senator from Nebraska says in substance— 
saa I bev read the exact language—is of such character that the 
Senator from Alabama, the Senator from Maine, the Senator from 
Illinois, the Senator from Massachusetts, and the Senator from 
Texas will defeat it and destroy it when they get at it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought the Senator from Massachusetts was 
the controlling spirit of that committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I submit to the Senate that the meaning of that 
sentence can be nothing else. In the next place, that being the 
character of the resolution, what is the evidence which we are 
asked to substitute for a committee's report? The evidence is the 
understanding of the Senator from Nebraska, and that is all. I 
understand they are going to;“ that is what the Senator says. 
That is all there is of it. And we are asked to take this grave 
step in our international affairs on the authority of an understand- 
ing which can not report correctly the utterance of another Sen- 
ator, made in his own ears within five minutes of the time he 
makes the report. For one, with the kindliest feeling for that 
Senator, I want something better on which to found the great 
transactions of this Government. I want something better to 
justify the President, to justify the Secretary of State, when they 
state the great positions which this Government takes in its great 
international relations. 5 

Mr. President, I repeat, that I am willing to deal with this ques- 
tion in the great American spirit, to bring to bear on Spain, as I 
would on Turkey, as I would on England, if the proper occasion 
were to arise, the public opinion of the American people. But I 
wish to do it in a manner which will not cause that public opinion 
to be despised, but will insure its being respected. a 

I reject with indignation the aspersion, the insinuation, that I 

am guided in dealing with great qùestions of foreign policy or 
with great questions of sa sent by the interests or the opinions 
of any class of persons who are looking to mere business success 
or advantage. Of course, I should be unworthy of my place here, 
I should be unworthy of the companionship of my associates, if I 
were willing unnecessarily to prevent the return of the prosperi 
for which we all hope. Business prosperity means prosperity an 


and attend great procedures of 


lenty and comfort and hope in every workman’s dwelling, the 
fight in the eye of his wife, the well-clad child at school. That 
is prosperity. The disturbance of these business relations, to 
which some gentlemen seem to be devoting their lives, so far as 
their lives are political or public, means poverty distress, want, 
despair in the homes of millions upon millions of American peo- 
ple. But for all that, these things are not to be considered when 
righteousness with public honor, when humanity, when freedom 
are at stake; and Iwill join hands with the Senator from Ne- 
braska in giving utterance to the public opinion of this people 
when the time comes. The question between him and me is the 
quoan whether, if we are to affront or condemn Spain, we 
shall do it upon evidence ascertained by a committee, or whether 
we shall do it without evidence upon the guesses of a Senator, 
who, if he does justice to Spain, never yet did justice to anything 
or anybody else with whom he had a difference. 

Mr. LEN. Mr. President, I want to reply briefiy to some 
of the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts in my very 
feeble way, and show, if I can, the utter fallacies of the positions 
taken by him. 

The Senator from Massachusetts denies that he said, on the 1st 
of mae that we had norne to do with this question. I reiter- 
ate that he did say so, possibly not in exactly that language, but 
he used its substance. This is what he said—and I read from 
page 563 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

Mr. Hoar. I do not understand that the power of life or death over per- 
sons belonging to either side in the contest in Cuba is committed to the — 
ate of the United States, and I do not conceive that the ity or the 
authority of this body is preserved 0 taking 2 action and stating that 
this or that is rumored about the conduct of some foreign government, espe- 
Howth a report of something, not that has happened, but that is going to 

So the Senator from Massachusetts did say, or the reporters 
were in error, that we—that is, the Senate—have nothing to do 
with this question. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand, if he will pardon 
me, that saying that we have not the power of life and death in 
Cuba is sa ring that we have nothing to do with this question? 

Mr. AL . Mr. President, if we have nothing Whatever to 
do with this question, of course we have no power over the ques- 
tion of life and death there. I will admit that the honorable Sen- 
ator’s logic is more pointed than mine; I will admit my absolute 
obtuseness if a distinction can in fact be drawn between the lack 
of power over the question, the jurisdiction over the question, if 
I may use that 5 and yet we retain jurisdiction over the 
life and death of those Cubans. There Here Ap such a distinction, 
Mr. President, but if there is, it is too fine for my comprehension, 
Of course, as to the simile used by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and which he was so delicate that he did not apply in direct 
terms, if the argument is to have any force, namely, that he is an 
oak of many years’ growth and I ama mushroom of recent growth, 
then I can understand quite well that the Senator understands 
this matter better than I do, and possibly I would yield to his 
superior judgment, his superior statesmanship, and his superior 


phulosophy. 3 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator says I am acting upon ru- 
mors, and when I get old * am glad to be charged with 
being a youth—to understand the difference between mere rumors 
and facts, I shall understand these greatand momentous questions 
better than I do now. Sir, I have had something to do with the 
law of evidence during a pan of my life, and, for the years I have 
lived, have had more to do with it than the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts. Ihaveread Phillips, and Starkie, and Green- 
leaf thoroughly, and almost all the works upon evidence applica- 
ble to our courts of judicature, with some degree of success; of 
course not with the degree of success of the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, but with sufficient success to enable me to 
distinguish between a mere rumor and the existence of a physical 
fact; and when I state that it is a fact that Rivera has been cap- 
tured by the Spaniards and that they are proceeding to a drum- 
head court-martial, I am not talking about any idle rumor, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts shows his weakness and his pu- 
erility when he makes a charge of that kind. Sir, I am talkin 

about what the American people know, what you know, and wha 

every honorable Senator in this Chamber knows, that the man is 
* and is in process of trial by u military tribunal. 

Ir. President, I have no desire to engage in a species of guer- 
rilla warfare with the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. I 
have the most profound respect imaginable for his great knowl- 
edge as a lawyer, as a statesman, and as a philosopher, and yet I 
beg the Senate to believe that occasionally I have an idea of my 
own which I desire to see triumph, and I have an idea that the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts does not possess a monop- 
oly of all philosophy and knowledge. 

have not seen a resolution—I will modify that; I have not 
introduced a resolution in this Chamber, excepting a mere resolu- 
tion of 2 during the four years I have had the honor to 
occupy a seat here, which met exactly with the opinion and judg- 
ment of the senior Senator from Massachusetts, Sometimes the 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


577 


ose was all right, but the language was not quite pedantic 
Ratan a word had to be stricken out fas and a comma inserted 
there, or it had to undergo some other little technical revision. 
Mr. President, this country will be derelict to its duty, notwith- 
standing the great opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts, if 
it does not raise its voice in defense of the women and children 
and the homes of Cuba. Oh, I wish I had the power to send Ameri- 
can soldiers upon the Island of Cuba and to put the Navy in Cuban 
waters; I would grind to millions of infinitesimal pieces the harsh, 
the brutal Spaniard unless he relaxed his grasp upon the people 
of thatisland. Yet, because I say this in true Western style, and 
not with the conservatism of Massachusetts and Massachusetts 
statesmen, because I give voice to my sentiments and my conyic- 
tions, I am, in the 1 of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
ded by au inflamed and heated imagination; my language is 
intemperate; and if the honorable Senator did not find that fault 
with me, he would find some other fault, There are no circum- 
stances in which I could be perfect in the eyes of that great man. 
Mr. President, I haye no desire to retort harsa upon the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts; I have not the slightest desire to do 
anything of that kind, and yet sometimes I think that Senator is 
mistaken in his mission in this Chamber, and he forgets that the 
mantle of an intellectual giant may occasionally, through the 
intervention of two or three generations, descend to an intellectual 
pigmy. Sir, we shall fail to do our Sory we will be justly con- 
emned in the eyes of the civilized wor: d and in the eyes of the 
Christian world, if we neglect to take prompt notice of this matter 
and to call upon Spain for a just and honorable and lawful trial 
for General Rivera. x 
Mr. HALE. I do not know what is the exact parliamentary 
situation as to the resolution. Is there a motion pending to refer 
it to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 
Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. ; 
The PRESIDING 8 (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). 
motion is pending. The resolution is before the Senate. 
Mr. HOAR. I thought that motion was made on Friday. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is informed that it 
was onl gested, not made. 
Mr. HAL . Then I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
After what the Senator from Massachusetts has so well and con- 
vincingly said, there is no need for me to take the further time of 
e Senate. Ido not for one, Mr. President, feel that any ty 
ave been presented to me from any source whatever which woul 
justify the Senate in passing a resolution so offensive as the one 
pending. It has beentonocommittee, There has been no inves- 
tigation whatever. There is nothing but rumor from the news- 
per press, I 35 not believe that this captured general is in 
er of immediate trial and execution, because, while I realize 
that war in Cuba is not conducted upon either side after the 
fashion of Anglo-Saxon warfare, I do not poneva that the Spanish 
authorities there igh pay to try him by drumhead court-martial 
d execute him. ere are no facts to show it. In fact, if it is 
e, as the Senator from Nebraska has said, that upon his oprao 
the evidence discloses that the 8 authorities proposed to try 
him b Pa court-martial, he would have been dead long 
ago. The very fact of his imprisonment, of the delay, of the wait- 
ing, indicates that no such stringent pro s are on foot as dis- 
b the nation of the Senator from Nebraska. It would all 
have been ended days ago if such had been the case. 
ow, what I want, what I think is in line with the traditions 
and course of this body, as indicated by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, is that on so grave a question as this the resolution shall 
be sent to the committee of this body which has charge of allsuc 
matters. I should hope that that committee, acting at once, would 
inquire of the apg partment what eg pc it has, for that 
Department is in y communication by telegrap with all its 
agents of the Government, and there is no day and perhaps no 
hour that it is not receiving information. e have had some 
experience heretofore in y action upon newspaper rumor 
which all of us regretted afterwards and of which no Senator was 
proud, when it would all have been saved by the course usually 


taken in such a case. 

Without consuming more of the time of the Senate, for certain 
Senators, I know, desire to speak upon other su pecs. Imoye that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question 
before he takes his seat? The 2 85 says we all know that the 
war in Cuba on either side is not being conducted according to 
the standard of modern civilized warfare, The question I to 
8 Senator is Whether he recognizes the fact that war ts 
in a? 


No 


Mr. HALE. Oh, there isa conflict going on there. There is 
fighting, more or less. There are no great i, ttles fought in that 
there. 


3 There is a condition of figh 
Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator t 2 Bk i to get his 
opinion about it—that a state of war exists ba? 
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Mr. HALE. I do not suppose that a state of war exists in Cuba 
as would exist if two powers in Burope fell out with each other 
and declared war and went to fighting it out; but that there is u 
disturbed condition; thatthere is insurrection; that it has certain 
forms, and that it is a guerrilla fight, I have no doubt whatever. 
Many lives are sacrificed; much property is destroyed. I have 
followed the reports as carefully as I can, and I do not think the 
insurgents conduct their warfare after the manner that Anglo- 
Saxons conduct their wars, any more than the ish Govern- 
ment does, nor as much so. I make the motion I have indicated. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, if I recollect aright, it is some 
months since the two Houses passed a resolution as the Presi- 
dent to recognize the belligerent rights of the Cubans. The mat- 
ter was discussed at considerable length, and it was the consensus 
of opinion that war did exist. Otherwise the resolution would 
have been preposterous. I do not think we can now take a differ- 
ent tion as to the existence of war. It being a fact that war 
exists, whether or not the President will recognize belligerent 
rights, whether r not Congress will take epee action, it seems 
to me, as a friendly power, we ought to take some notice of th 
constant reports that are ublished every day of the murder of 
prisoners, particularly on the part of the Spanish Government. 
war exists there, the mode in which it is conducted by the Span- 
ish Government at least is brutal; it is a disgrace to the ci - 
tion of the age. Therefore I think it would be very proper not to 
do anything rash, but to agaa, and to inquire speeåily and thor- 
oughly, if it be a fact that the Spanish Government, after war h: 
existed in the island for some years, is murdering prisoners. 
that be the case, it is the duty of every civilized government on 
earth to protest, hat humanity may not be degraded and thé 
name of civilization disgraced by such cruelties. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Maine torefer the resolution to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BACON. T ask that the resolution may n be read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read 
the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. GADE GER. Mr. President, I desire to occupy a moment 
of the time of the Senate in the discussion of this question. I 
noticed that on Thursday last the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar], whose great learning and patriotism we all 
admire, disposed of this question very much as he is in the habit 
of Bisponing of other oblems before this body. He settles 
them by a wave o hfs hand and an utterance of that is su 
pore to answer for the opinions of all the other members of th 

y. A little time ago we had another great question before the 
Senate, that of the right of certain Senators appointed by the 
executives of theip States to seats in this body. In my feeble way 
I opposed the right of t 9 2 gentlemen, and I undertook to give 
my reasons for it, and the Senator from Massachusetts on several 
told the Senate that there is no sense in 
that contention =e the fathers of the Republic intended that 
this body should be ept full, that the representation from every 
State of the American Union should not be broken. 

Mr. President, as I have listened to the senior. Senator from 
Massachusetts dispose of that question in that manner, [have some- 
times woes at my temerity in enh mage | a different opinion 

ut nevertheless I am constrained to differ with the great Senator 

om Massachusetts and to entertain that opinion, even though it 
may he in ee to his great learning and his t patriotism 
and h 3 On Thursday last, when this uestion w: 
before the Senate, the Senator from Massachusetts told us tha 
Cuba would have been a free Republic before now if it had not 
been for resolutions such as my honorable friend the Senator fro: 
Nebraska has had the temerity to offer. Iam not at all sure of that, 
and that I may not misquote the Senator from Massachusetts in this 
matter, I wish to read exact words uttered on Thursday last: 

Resolutions of the kind we have had in the last session of Co: „and to 
some extent at this lon, were adopted in President Grant's tim: 


andt 
believe that but for t 22 resolutions Cuba would have been afres tian H 
that her freedom 14 — ve been secured by the — —.— of the United 


ha 
8 if instead of exerting our power and influence as a great 
liberty-loving country 8 to the es of 888 in rein on to 
effective 5 the only effect of which was to get some commendati 
for somebody 


occasions since then 


Gr very courteous criticism upon the honorable members of this 
y. The Senator continued: 


I ve it is as demonstrable as any fact in history that President Grant 
and his A tion would have secured the independence of Cuba but for 
i a pba hasty and useless proceedings of thischaracter. I think we 

oul vo done mu ameljorato the strife, to have hastened its n 

, and to have br ‘ht about the establishment of republican liberty in 
the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, origi- 


vania, tendering ina 
uence 8 sud our mediation to secure the inde- 
had been erg 2 and if nothing else had been said or done. 
rhaps I am mistaken. That is my view of this matter. I think the intem- 
porate USiprnnces Wren have been made and action which has been pro; 
n and the other House of Congress haye been infinitely e vous 
the cause of freedom in Cuba. 


alte introduced yare by the late Senator from 
ehdly way our infl 
ndence of Cu 
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Mr. President, I sometimes read history, and I sometimes glean 
very important facts from the reading of history. I observe that 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts said that in his 
opinion if it had not been for intemperate resolutions of this char- 
acter, when Cuba was fighting for independence on a former 
occasion, she would to-day be à free republic. Let us see who 
offered those intemperate resolutions. e have a very distin- 
guished citizen of this Republic, occupying the high place of Sec- 

y of State at the present time, and into his hands to a very 

e extent are committed these groat questions of international 

concern. I turn to the Recorp of the 11th day of February, 1870, 

and I find that John Sherman, then a Senator of the United States, 

introduced one of these intemperate resolutions which are so dis- 

turbing to the virtuous heart of the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to-day. Senator Sherman in his resolution said: 

Whereas the United States observe with deep interest the civil war now 
existing in Cuba, and sympathize with its people, as with the people of all 
American nations or colonies, in their efforts to secure independence of 

power: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, etc., That the United States the present existence 
of a state of war be om of § and the colony of Cuba, 


tween the Ki 
8 ot Cuba to estab D oe rome and the United States 
observe ict neutrality between the nt parties, as is their duty 
under the law of nations. ; 
Mr. President, there was an intemperate resolution, according 
to the interpretation of the Senator from Massachusetts; there was 
a resolution that was designed to stir the blood of S. and to 
cause her to persecute the Cubans and destroy the as she 
is undertaking to do at the present time. 
Mr. GRAY. What is the date of the resolution? 
Mr. GALLINGER. February 11, 1870. And I submit to the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts that I feel it is not quite 
right for him at the present time, when this distinguished citizen 
of Ohio is the Secretary of State under a Republican Administra- 
tion, before whom these great questions must necessarily come, 
to criticise him in this way and to say that he is responsible for 
preventing the independence of the Island of Cuba. 
Mr. President, I am not going to discuss this question at great 
length. Ihave a profound conviction that when any great nation, 
whether it is Spain or any other people on the face of the earth, 
rts to the cruelties, the barbarities, that are being resorted to 
the Island of Cuba to-day, to subdue a people who are Sar. 

or liberty and for independence, it is the right and the duty o 
this great Republic to take cognizance of it and to put an end to 
t at the earli¢st ble day. I do not know whether the Senator 
rom Maine or the Senator from Massachusetts has any definite 
owledge concerning matters that are going on in Cuba. A few 
ago I read a letter from a woman in Cuba to her mother in 
his city, in which she depicts scenes which have occurred in that 
d within the last few weeks that would stir the heart of any 
, whether he is the citizen of a republic or the subject of a 
tdvilized monarchy. Not long I read of an instance, and it 
has not been denied, where Spanish soldiers took several innocent 
Cuban children and laid them out before them and sliced them 
in pieces with their machetes, to show that they could do it in the 

most artistic manner possible. 

Tell me that this is a war such as civilized nations recognize! 
Tell me that it is not a war of barbarity; that women are not be- 
ing outraged; that children are not being destroyed; that inoffen- 
sive men are not being put to death! I say, and I speak only 
upon my own responsibility when I say it, that as a member of 
this honorable body, without reference to the opinions of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts or the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Maine, I shallraise my voice and cast my vote whenever 
opportunity offers in the direction of inducing this great Govern- 
ment to exercise its power and its influence to terminate as speedil 
as possible a state of barbarism on that neighboring island suc 
as curdles the blood in the heart of every American citizen when 

ə contemplates it. It is time that war ended; it is time that 

e great nation of Spain should be given to understand that this 

the close of the nineteenth 83 and that war should be 
fonght upon a higher plane than that of butchery and murder 
and of rapine and of the destruction of human lives and property 
withont going through the processes that civilized nations require. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the honorable Senator from Ne- 
braska spoke words of truth and wisdom when he closed his 
remarks a few minutes ago, by saying that the great commercial 
interests of this nation to-day are opposed to any action by the 
people or the Government of the United States in reference to 
that uncivilized and barbarous war. Every such appeal that has 
come to me in this matter has come from sources. Every 
denunciation that has come tome has come from them. <A few 
days ago I received a letter full of denunciation from a man, one 
of the money changers and speculators of New England, in which 
he said that the men who * for Cuba here were speaking to 
the galleries of the Senate of the United States. I say again that 
I believe that the Senator from Nebraska spoke words of truth 
and soberness when he made that utterance; but, Mr. President, 

God there is yet in the American heart sympathy for the 
ppressed and love for freedom, for independence, for constitu- 


tionai government, and I offer up my prayer to-day that notwith- 
standing the persecutions these people are suffering, notwith- 
standing the fact that the great power of Spain is being exerted 
with bloody hands to crush out Cuban independence, those people 
will yet their freedom, and that we have on that beau- 
tiful island at our very gates a republic devoted to the principles 


of libe of independence, and of equality as between man and 
man, ifestations of applause in the galleries. | 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senators who have spoken seem 


to think that the way to pomes liberty in Cuba is to suppress 
freedom of speech in the United States Senate. They seem to tol- 
erate no opinion but their own. They think that a question as to 
the conduct of the Senate in respect to our foreign relations is to 
be by reviling, perverting, misrepresenting, and abus- 
ing other Senators. I 1 not follow into that field either Sena- 
tor who has spoken, but I wish to state my reason for what I said 
about the effect of the proceedings in this country on the inde- 
pendence of Cuba, and my authority is an extract in my posses- 
sion from the diary of Mr. Fish, then Secretary of State. He had 
arranged and agreed with General Prim, then coming into the 
office of prime minister of Spain, that the insurgents in Cuba 
should pay their independence of Spain for the sum of $100,000,- 
000, and that the United States should guarantee the debt. Ne- 
gotiations to that end were going on when the resolutions of 1870 
were introduced. Passionate of the kind we have heard 
were uttered upon this floor. e result was that all Spain got 
aflame, and General Prim was obliged to notify our Government 
that no administration there, in the existing state of temper of 
the Spanish ple, could carry out the arrangement. The mis- 
ery of Cuba from that day to this has been due to the overthrow 
of that policy of President Grant and of his Secretary, Mr. Fish. 
The policy of Mr. Fish and President Grant was sustained by Mr, 
Sumner and by men in both Houses of Congress, never yet accused 
of indifference to humanity or public liberty. With them Iam con- 
tent to stand, even if for the time Iam compelled to com- 
pany with my sweet and delectable friend the Senator from New 


Mr. BACON. The pending motion is one to refer, and conse- 
geran an amendment is not now in order, but I desire to have read 
rom the desk, for the information of the Senate, an amendment 
which I shall opon in case the motion to refer does not prevail, 

Mr. STEW Me can amend it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. Ishall not ask for that. If the resolution is re- 
ferred, of course it will not be necessary to offer the amendment 
because in that case the committee will offer whatever amendment 
may be deemed n I submit it now in order that the Sen- 
ate may ju whether or not the matter should be referred. 

. The PRES DING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
8 $ 


The SECRETARY. In line 2 of the resolution, after the word 
** Government,” it is proposed to insert: 

If such report is found to be true. 

So that if amended the resolution would read: 


Resolved, Thatin the judgment of the Senate it is the duty of the United 
States Government, if such report is found to be true, to to the Span- 
ish Government against such a violation of the rules of civilized warfare, 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly that is just what the committee will 
do when the resolve goes to them, and I would suggest to the 
Senator that if the resolution is sent to the committee, the amend- 
ment should also be sent to the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator who offered the resolution has 
the right to modify his own resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Georgia, and modify the resolution às indicated. 

Mr. STEWART. If the amendment is unobjectionable, I hope 
it will be adopted, because—— 

Mr. HALE. There is a motion to refer pending, and I call for 
the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to refer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the question is put, I desire to make 
a single observation. The Senator from Massachusetts who has 
just spoken is too well versed in diplomacy seriously to contend 
that because negotiations were in progress and were ly termi- 
nated they were terminated because of any agitation that may 
have been had in either House of Congress in the year 1870. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what Mr. Fish says. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Fish was a man, and Mr. Fish does not 
say that Cuba would have been given her liberty; but Mr. Fish 
says that the proposition was that Cuba should buy her liberty. 
Suppose that some friendly 2 had suggested, when Stark 
started from Manchester, N. H., over to Bennington, that England 
would let up on the colonies if the colonies paid a ransom for their 
li Stark and the colonists would have rejected it just as I 
believe the Cubans would reject any such proposition. They are 
fighting for just the same principles that Stark fought for, and 
for which the men at Bunker and at Monmouth and at York- 
town fought, and I do not think the Cubans were prepared in 1870, 
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or that they are pre now, to buy the liberties that are their 
8 rights. Liberty and e fo are not matters of mer- 
chandi 


Mr, President, one other observation. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said that General Grant was greatly interested in the 
negotiation to which he alluded. I presume he was, but I want 

call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact 
t in 1870 the atrocities in Cuba were so great, and they were 
then no greater than they are now, that General Grant as Presi- 
dent of the United States called the attention of Spain to those 
atrocities and demanded that they should cease, and that, in my 
opinion, is just what the Government of the United States ought 
to do to Spain to-day, and every moment we hesitate to ‘orm. 
that duty to the suffering, acrsowing, dying le of Cuba we 
are doing wrong to the fundamen ent Be our Govern- 
ment and to the love of liberty that we all pretend to cherish. I 
hope the motion to refer will not prevail. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the motion is put, I want to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the resolution in its present shape is com- 
pietay within the lines of every suggestion made here that we 
should protest if the Government find it to be the case that Spain 
is Ponad to try this great general by a drumhead court-martial 
and murder him. Is there a man here, is there a man in the 
United States, that fact being found, who would not protest? 
Shall we refer the resolution to a committee to ascertain whether 
‘we are going to protest, if that condition of fact exists? Then, 
besides, it would occasion delay. After having amended it in its 
present shape then to refer it shows a degree of indifference too 
great. Ishall call for the yeas and nays on the motion to refer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The yeas and nays are called for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to 
refer, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
‘to call the roll. 

Mr. EARLE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. I do not see him 
in his seat, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from RTS [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name wascalled). Iam in favorof the 
resolution, but I think the Committee on Foreign Relations ought 
to frame it. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Mo- 
Enery]. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] who is 
absent, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SmirH}, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. W. N. I inquire if the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. WILSON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. faa ee I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the negative). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts Mr. LODGE]. 
He is not present, and I do not know how he would vote if he 
were here. Therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
Jand [Mr. Gorman]. 

The result was announced —vyeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—21 
Born Fairbanks, Hell ien. ‘Welling 
urro a 0 
Caffery,” Gray, Mitchell, Wetmore. 
Chilton, Hale, Perkins, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pettus, 
vis, Hoar, Sewell, 
NAYS-27. 
Allen, oe Mantle, = 
Bacon, Sark, Martin, W. 
Baker, Mason, 88 
Berry. G -s Mo: Tillman, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, Vest, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Pri arren. 
Carter, Kyle, Rawlins, 
NOT VOTING—89. 
3 Gorman, — — 
Uison, orrill, Smi 
Clay, Hansbrough, Murphy, Spooner, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Teller, 
Earle, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Turner, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Walthall, 
Foraker, Kenney, Fatt, 3 White, 
Frye, ze, A 
Gear, McBride, $ Wolcott. 
George, McEnery, Quay, 


So the Senate refused to refer the resolution to the Committes 
on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Mr. BACON. I now move the amendment which was read 
from the desk for information. 

Mr. ALLEN. I t that amendment. 

G OFF 


The PRESIDIN ICER. The amendment having been 
accepted, it will be adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I to have the amendment read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the resolution as amended be read. 
— PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as amended will 


The SECRETARY. After the word “ Government,” in line 2, in- 
sert the words if such rt is found to be true;“ so that as 
amended the resolution will read: 


Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate it is the duty of the United 
States Government, if such report is found to be true, to protest to the 
Government against a violation of the rules of civilized 


are, 
Mr. HOAR. Let the entire resolution be read, preamble and all. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
eee it is epee that —.— 2 Prr a 3 of mey a * 
o e 3 
r e 

Resolved, That in the —— of the Senate it is the duty of the United 
States Government, if is found to be true, to to the 
Spanish Government against sucha violation of the rules of ci warfare. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for the Aer] and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the preamble of the resolution by 
inserting in lieu of the words Whereas it is reported“ the words 
‘* Whereas information has come to the Senate.” Perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska will accept that amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I will accept it. There is no difference in 
the two praen: 

Mr. HOAR. I think there is a great difference. 

Mr. ALLEN. There may bein the mind of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is accepted. 

Mr. HOAR. Then in the amendment just adopted the same 
change should also be made. 

Mr. BACON. The word “‘information” should also be substi- 
tuted for the word ‘‘report”-in the amendment if the preamble 
has been amended in that way. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to suggest, as the resolution is about 
to be adopted, whether we ought not to be more specific in regard 
to the department of Government. The Government, asa whole, 
includes the executive and the legislative branch as well. Ought 
we not to substitute the words the President of the United States” 
for the words “the Government of the United States?” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will 
accept that amendment, too, 

Mr. ALLEN. I will accept anything that will save this man’s 
life, I do not care what it may be. 

Mr. CHAN 


s DLER. There is a prospect of passing the resolu- 
tion, and I hope the Senator will accept it. 
Mr. ALLEN. I it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be accepted, 
by unanimous consent. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended, 

Mr. HALE. Let the entire resolution as amended be read. 
3 5 OFFICER. The resolution as amended will 

read. 

The SECRETARY. As amended, the resolution reads as follows: 


Whereas information has come to the Senate that Gen. Ruis Rivera, a 
leader of the Cuban army of en, eee recently captured by the Spanish 
cour’ : 


warfare. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopez]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. EARLE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. I do not know how he 
would vote if he were present. I should vote “ yea,” if I were at 
liberty to vote. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. If he were pres- 
ent. I should vote yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. I therefore with- 
hold PAEA 5 

Mr. (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. MCBRIDE (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
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ir with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEGORE]. If 
be were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold 


my vote. 

Nur. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 

ired with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENERY]. 
Tf he Kora praean I should vote yea.” ; 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I withhold 
my vote. 

e roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, I should vote 
4 n ” 


Mr. FRYE. With the consent of the junior Senator from 
Georgia Mr. CLAY], his pair with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] may be transferred to the senior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], and that will allow the junior 
Senator from Georgia and me to vote. 

Mr. CLAY. Very well. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. FRYE. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to state that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WALTHALL] has been called away and is paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], and withhold my vote. 
Mr. GEAR 


In order to make a quorum, I will vote. I vote 

s ” 

yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 0; as follows: 

YEAS—44, 
Allen, Clay, Kyle, Pri 
Bacon, II. Lin y, Rawlins, 
Bate," vin,” Mantle Sewell, 
> Fairbanks, i Stewart, 
Butler, e, Thurston, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Carter. Gear, Morgan, — 
Chandler, Gray, Nelson, Ve 
Chilton, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Pettus, Wellington. 
NOT VOTING—4, 

Aldri Hale, McEnery, Shoup, 
Ai Hanna, ills, ~” Smit 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Morrill, 8 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, ‘eller, 
Danie’ Hawley, Turner, 
Earle, ‘oar, Penrose, Walthall, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Wetmore, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. White, 
Foraker, enney, Platt, N. Wilson, 
George, Lodge, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Go McBride, Quay, 


rman, 
So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 
THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Civil Service Commissioners, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 29th ultimo, a copy of the report of 

e committee appointed by Columbia Typographical Union, No. 
101, to prepare a statement of facts relative to the operation of 
the civil-service rules in the Government Printing Office, adopted 
March 28, 1897. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a reply to a resolution which I 
offered, and I ask that the communication and accompanying 
report lie on the table and be printed. I want to examine it before 
it is referred. ne 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the request 
will be complied with, and the resolution will lie on the table. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. MORGAN. The morning hour has expired, and the joint 
resolution which came over from ag sa on the subject of rec- 
ognizing belligerency in Cuba, which I had the honor to offer, re- 
mains upon the table. I ask unanimous consent that the joint 
resolution may go over until to-morrow without prejudice. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] has given notice that 
he desires to be heard by the Senate on the subject of discriminat- 
ing duties for the benefit of the American marine, and I ask unan- 
imous consent that the joint resolution may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that Senate joint resolution No. 26 be laid over 
until to-morrow without prejudice. Is there any objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF AMERICAN SHIPPING 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask that Senate bill No. 1 be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1) to amend section 2502 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, under a proper policy of encour- 
agement to American shipping the United States, with its 8,000 
miles of seacoast, its navigable rivers and lake coast, fine harbors, 
variety of climate, productive capacity, rapidly increasing popu- 


lation, its position on the globe—Asia on one side with 600,000,000 
and Europe on the other with 400,000,000 of people—should be the 
leading commercial and maritime power of the world. 

This would be the proud position of the United States to-day 
had protection to American interests on the sea granted by the 
founders of the Government in the early legislation of Congress 
been continued. Our progress on land in a century is unsur- 
passed in the history of material development, while our progress 
in shipping has languished under the policy of maritime reciproc- 
ity until our flag is unknown on many seas, and with some nations 
has almost become a myth. 

No nation has ever been truly great nor an important factor in 
the affairs of the world unless it has been great on the sea. The 
United States can not reach its full growth and measure of prog- 
ress until its shipping and commerce are relatively equal to its in- 
dustries on land. 

SHIPPING AS A RESOURCE OF DEFENSE. 

During the last forty years the people of the United States 
have been so occupied with internal development, exploring and 
exploiting the West, building railroads, opening mines, estab- 
lishing manufactures, that they have not given that attention to 
shipping it deserves. The time is at hand, however, when the 
opportunities on land have so diminished that business men seek- 
ing careers and fortunes in the commercial world must turn to 
the seas. The advice of Horace Greeley, good at its time, Go 
West, young man, and grow up with the country,” has ceased to 
be good advice now. e West has been seized, occupied, and the 
opportunities for making money are no greater there than in the 

t; so that advice to young men of the country should be to 
return to the pursuits, practices, and customs of their fathers, 
go to the seas for a career and gather wealth from shipping and 
trade with foreign lands. 

The United States pays $500,000 every day, or nearly $3 per 
capita per annum, to foreign shipowners for carrying what its 
people sell and buy. This enormous sum, or most of it, under a 
proper policy of aid to shipping would be saved to the country. 

Apart from the importance of encouraging shipping purely as 
a branch of industry that. brings returns to those engaged! in it, 
employment for labor, and consumption of raw and manufac- 
tured material, it has an added importance and becomes a matter 
of national concern from the standpoint of defense. 

In a report to Congress on commerce and navigation, made by 
15 J goro as Secretary of State in 1793, speaking cf navigation, 

e said: 


means of transportation, our produce must be exported in 
sels, atthe increased 3 esd of war freight and insuran 
which will not bear that must perish on our hands. 

But it is as a resource of defense that our navigation will admit neither 
neglect nor forbearance. 


OPPOSITION AND DIFFICULTIES TO BE OVERCOME. 

any pian or policy that may be devised for building up Ameri- 
can shipping on the high seas will meet with serious opposition 
from the ship-owning nations of the world. Even among our own 
people opposition will be develo But we must not be deterred 

m the performance of a plain duty because of difficulties and 
opposition at home and abroad. Difficulties lie in the pathway of 
progress. No great thing comes to a nation, a community, or an 
individual without effort and difficulties to overcome. 

The United States has a common interest in the oceans and 
seas of the world, and should share in the fruits and benefits 
that arise from 8 them with its vessels; especially should 
it have the largest share in c: ing its own foreign trade. Be- 
cause of the opposition of Great Britain and countries which con- 
trol the shipping of the world and enjoy what we once had, we 
must not surrender our rights on the seas and fail to reach out 
and take again what naturally belongs to us. 

FOREIGN CAPITAL FOCUSED AGAINST AMERICAN INTERESTS. 

I do not underestimate the influence and power of the forces 
arrayed against American shipping, which have helped to bring it 
to its present deplorable condition, and which will fight to prevent 
its restoration. These forces are united, vigorous, and deter- 
mined, while we are divided as to policy. It is hard to build up 
a business in opposition to one already established, and where the 
advantages are massed on one side. A thousand millions of in- 
vested foreign capital will be focused against any attempt to build 
up American interests on the high seas; this capital will have its 
influence; already it is being felt. Behind foreign shipping there 
is not only at capital but a great interest to maintain, and in 
order to hold its present position this interest will use every means 
in its power, and attempt to mold public opinion against any plan 
or policy of aid to shipping the United States may adopt. 

CONTINUOUS BRITISH RIVALRY INEVITABLE. 

The greatest contest will be with England for commercial su- 
premacy. Great Britain will resist every step in the direction of 
restoring American shipping. She would not be true to her people, 
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her commercial instincts, traditions, and interests were she not to 
make every effort in her power to maintain her supremacy on the 
seas. What agriculture is to the United States shipping is to 


England, and England will use all her endeavors, through states- 
manship and diplomacy, to protect the same. Against this there 
can be no reasonable objection on our part. 

It is the province of a kor statesmanship to maintain the 
commercial supremacy of Great Britain on the high seas; It is 
manifest destiny that the United States shall dispute this suprem- 

' acy and with its position and advantages control not only its own, 
but the larger part of the carrying trade of the world. 

We may with England on most subjects, but on the sub- 
ject of shipping and commerce we neyer can. Lord Robert Cecil, 
the preron" Lord Salisbury and prime minister of England, in the 
English Parliament, early in 1862, said: 

Everyone who watches the current of history must know that 5 North- 
ern States of America never can be our true friends, for this simple reason: 
Not merely because the 8 write at each other, or that there are 
prejudices on both sides, but use we are rivals; rivals politically, rivals 
commercially. We ire to the same position. We both ire to the gov- 
ernment of the seas. e are both manufacturing people, and in every port, 
as in every court, we are riyals to each other. 

This is a true and candid statement of the facts as they exist 
and will continue to exist. We can not, and should not, attempt 
to conceal them. Great Britain will not easily give up what she 
has gained on the sea in two hundred years. She knows that a 
struggle with the United States for commercial supremacy is in 
evitable, and is ce groans Ses it. England, an island in area not 
prenter than one of our States, is at once the child and ruler of 

seas. 


e . 
Sir Walter Raleigh said: 
Whosoever commands the sea commands the trade; whosoever commands 
oe Sen oe world commands the riches of the world, and, consequently, 
e wor! i 


PROTECTION TO SHIPPING ADOPTED BY THE FIRST CONGRESS. 

The first and most important question of national policy that 
engaged the attention of the makers of the Government after the 
adoption of the Constitution was what could or should be done b: 
legislation to provide revenue and encourage manufacturing an 
shipping. These questions were widely discussed in the State leg- 
islaturesand in the press of the country. Following this agitation, 
the First Congress levied duties on goods, wares, and merchandise 
imported into the United States for the sea Sp of raising revenue 
and to encourage manufacturing, and by the same and other acts 

in order to encourage shipping, additional duties were imposed on 

s, wares, and merc imported in vessels not of the 

United States. 

Mr. Blaine, in his Twenty Years of Congress, says: 

The principle of protecting the manufactures and encouraging the naviga- 
tion of America had been distinctly proclaimed in the first law of the new 
Government, and was thus made in asu tive and emphatic sense the very 
corner stone of the republican edifice which the patriots of the Revolution 
were aiming to construct. 

The actsof Congress providing discriminating duties were taken 
from the navigation laws of Great Britain, then in force for more 
than one hun years and which were not repealed for nearly 
sixty years afterwards. The policy of protection to our manu- 
facturing interests has been continued from 1789 until now, and 
the results have justified the wisdom, not only of adopting such 
a policy in the first instance, but in adhering to it. 

e policy of protecting our lake and coastwise shipping Pr ex- 
cluding from it foreign vessels has also remained in force a hun- 
dred years and borne the best results. The only instancein which 
we have departed from the teachings of the fathers and given up 
the protective policy they adopted has been to ocean carrying. 

In adhering to the policy of protection to our manufactures 
and to shipping in the coastwise trade, the United Statesis now 
the leading nation in manufacturing, and our coastwise trade is 
the largest in tonnage and the most prosperous in the world. 

we BY. giving up protection to shipping on the high seas, it has de- 
clined until we now carry only 11 per cent of our foreign com- 
merce, while our ships under discriminating duties from 1789 to 
1828—a period of forty years—carried on an average nearly 90 
per cent. 
LEGISLATION FAVORING DISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 

In order to a better understanding of this question, a brief his- 
tory of the legislation of 9 on the subject of shipping and 
the results that have followed will be helpful. 

It is an historical fact that while we were colonies of Great 
Britain it was the policy of the mother country to discourage manu- 
facturing, shipping, and shipbuilding in the colonies, in order that 
these branches of industry might be better fostered at home. 

About this time the King of England declared that nothing but 
sloops should be built in the American colonies. They were the 
smallest sized vessels and of little consequence in the foreign trade. 
All other ships engaged in commerce between the two countries 
had to be buit in England. 


For six years previous to the adoption of the Constitution—that 
is, from 1788 to 3 in our foreign trade was for the 
most part in the hands o 


the shipowners of Great Britain. 


A COURAGEOUS POLICY. 


The second act passed by Congress introduced by Madison was a 
tariff act, and Bore protection to manufacturing. In this act 
protection to shipping was also provided by increasing duties on 
certain g imported in foreign vessels. By the same act it was 
further provided that the duties on goods imported from the East 
Indies should be 124 per cent ad valorem, which was about double 
the duties on the same class of goods brought in American ships. 
The n taken from the report of Commissioner of 

illiam W 


Navigation, V Bates, show the difference in duties on 
teas under this act: 
Duties on different kinds of tea (per pound). 
Sou- Other 
Manner of importation. Bohea. chong. Hyson. green. 
Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
From China or India in American ships. 6 10 10 
From Europe in American vessels 8 13 26 16 
In any other way than as above 15 2 45 n 


This table shows that the duties were more than doubled when 
teas were imported in foreign ships, 

Mr. Bates adds: 

As a general protection to the marine in other trades than that to China and 


India, a rebate of 10 per cent was allowed on pny tiga aad by vessels of our 
own. At the time of this statute it was the rule in foreign commerce for the 
merchants to own their shipping. But our merchants, whether owners or 
not, were directly protected by a oh ag of credit for the payment of duties 
above $50 in amount, as follows: On articles of West India produce, four 
months; on Madeira wines, twelve months; on teas, two years; on all other 
goods, six months. 

This was a bold policy on the of a nation in its infancy, 
and in face of the opposition of foreign shipping, but it seemed 
to be the most effective way open to our fathers for building up 
ocean carrying. 5 : 

The next measure of protection was imposing tonnage duties by 
act of Congress approved July 20, 1789, under which the duties 
were as follows: 

Cents, 


On all vessels American built, owned by citizens; or foreign built, owned 

by citizens the 29th of May, 1789, and while owned by citizens, per ton.. 6 
On all vessels hereafter built in the United States, partly or wholly owned 

ee ee Ne snad A L PEE E NOE OA A ENE per ton.. 30 
On all other ships or vessels, at the rate o.. do.... 50 

Other advantages were allowed American shipowners in the 
payment of tonnage dues. They had to pay only once a year, 
while the owners of foreign vessels had to pay on every arrival. 

By another act of Congress, approved September 1, 1789, it was 
provided that none but American-built vessels should fly the 
American flag. This law is still in force. 

Additional protection was granted to American shipowners and 
shipbuilders by an act approved July 4, 1794. This act provided 
for the increase of duties on. , wares, and merchandise im- 
ported in vessels not of the United States. Section 4 of this act is 
as follows: 

3 an ree pert 2 75 per . shall ramas to the several 3 o duas 
specifi posed n goods, 
which, after the said last day N shall . in Snipa or 
vessels not of the United States. 
The bill under consideration is in principle the same as this 


section. 
PROTECTION TO OUR COASTWISE TRADE, 


By act of Congress approyed February 18, 1793, and followed 
by another on the same subject approved March 3, 1817, it is pro- 
ded that none but American-built vessels shall be used in the 
coastwise, river, and lake trade of the United States. This has 
remained substantially the law for more than one hundred years. 
Under these acts no foreign-built vessel can meses in our coast- 
wise trade, and American vessels in such trade have absolute pro- 
tection and no competition from foreign vessels. All of these 
acts except the one passed in 1817 were approved by Washington 
as President. 8 
Congress in the first five years of its existence passed three acts 
to protect shipping, each one confirming the wisdom of the pre- 
ing one, and all contributing to increase shipping and ship- 
building in the early history of the Government. 

The first year after the passage of the act of July 4, 1789, pro- 
viding discriminating duties, American ships carried 40, the second 
50, the third 65, the fourth 79, and the fifth year 88 per cent of our 
foreign commerce. Andthisincrease wassubstantially maintained 
until 1828, when protection to shipping by discriminating duties 
was conditionally suspended by acts of Congress and.treaties with 
Great Britain and other countries. The effect of this legislation 
in increasing shipping in our foreign commerce was phenomenal. 
The progress made not only vindicated the wisdom of passing such 
acts, but went beyond the expectations of the friends of shipping. 
These acts, while 1 in our foreign commerce, 
had the effect to decrease British shipping correspondingly, us 
will be seen by the following table showing the tonnage of British 
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vessels admitted to American ports in the early stage of discrimi- 
nating legislation: 


Beginning with 218,000 tons in 1790, British shipping in our for- 
eign commerce declined during these six years to 19,000 tons. 
British tonnage gained little in our ports in the early years of the |. 
present century, but was again reduced to almost nothing in 1810, 
1811, and 1812, until the war of that year. 

SOME RESULTS OF DISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 


The beneficial results of discriminating duties in building u 
our shipping will be found in the records of the Tr De 
ment. F these records it appears from 1789 to 1800 the car- 
rying of our pe gos in American ships increased from 17} to 92 
per cent, and of our exports from 30 to 88 per cent; and from 1800 
to 1810 this increase was substantially maintained, making the 
average of our foreign commerce carried in ships for 
the period from 1800 to 1810, 914 per cent of our imports and 87 
per cent of our exports. 

By an act of Congress approved in 1804 tariff duties were in- 
creased 24 per cent, and again it was provided that an addi- 
tion of 10 per cent should be made to the said additional duty in 
respect to all goods imported in ships or vessels not of the United 
States.” Owing to foreign wars, the United States did not keep 
up the average from 1801 to 1805 of the carriage in American 
ships of our foreign commerce, but during this adverse period, 

een France and England and other wars, 
American ships carried 89.8 per cent of our imports and 86 per 
cent of our exports. From 1805 to 1810, our proportion of Ameri- 
can carriage in the foreign trade increased until it reached 924 per 
cent of the imports and 88} per cent of the exports. 

In 1810 our shipping and share in the i pae of the world 
was about as great as that of England. At this point in the his- 
tory of the successful progress of American ing En; 
bronght on the war of 1812, it is said partly for 
breaking down our shipping, which had grown and 
under discriminating duties. 

On the whole from 1810 to 1830 there was but little decline in 
American 3 = a foreign UON 

Daring war of 1812 our proportion of carrying in our 
en Abie ean ch Pers oe ee our i : 5 5i 
of our exports, which was the lowest point i 
the policy of discrimination; but this loss was recovered in the 
followi Hvo oaee and maintained until 1830. 

_ Thepolicy of discriminating duties not only increased our ship- 
ping, but if built up a merchant marine and a navy which stood 
us well in hand in war of 1812. If our fathers had notin their 
wisdom provided for the protection of shipping immediately after 
the adoption of the Constitution, our carrying would have ely 
remained in the hands of foreign shipowners, and in the war of 
1812 we would have been without a merchant marine and withont 
a navy or seamen to man it—simply powerless and defenseless uo 
the high seas—and we would have suffered defeat instead of 
achieving a great victory. It is a remarkable fact that Madison 
in the First Congress introduced the bill that protected shipping, 
its passage being ur, on the ground that it would build up a 
merchant marine and a navy which would be useful in time of 
war, and during the war of 1812 he was President and used the 
navy built up under his bill to save the United States from defeat. 
YIELDING TO BRITISH PERSUASIONS. 

After the close of the war of 1812 there grew up in the United 
States a party desirous of conciliating England. The President 
and Congress lent willing ears to the importunities of this party 
and the proposal of English statesmen to remove restrictions 
against foreigners and foreign-built vessels in the American car- 

ing trade. All the arguments for free trade in shipping, mari- 
time reciprocity, and neighborly feeling in doing business, good in 
theory and on paper, were brought forth at the time. Accord- 
ingly, Congress an act, approved March 4, 1815, which 
inaugurated what was known as limited maritime reciprocity,” 
and thus took away some of the protection to shipping 
under the laws of 1789 and 1794. In this act it was provided 

That so much of the several acts imposing duties on tho tonnage of ships 

imported into the U: 

Berio trannies R E trot on tonmnpe becomes feign VO 
and vessels of the United States, and between imported into the United 
States in foreign vessels and vessels of the United States, be, and the 
are hereby. re ; such repeal to take effect in favor of foreign nations 
whenever the ident of the United States shall be satisfied that the dis- 
criminating or countervailing duties of such foreign nation, so far as they 
operate to the disadvantage of the United States, have been abolished. 

This was the first direct attack on discriminating duties. It was 
soon followed by a treaty between the United States and ere aor 
hegotiated July 3, 1815, to regulate commerce between the 


purpose of 
‘prospered 


cent 


countries. The main provisions of this treaty, according to ex- 
Commissioner of Navigation Bates, were in substance as follows: 
Atre y eram erce between the territories of the 


Second. No higher Rogers duties on produ: sina pr — ote on 
hie Raa ity 8 and British vessels in Great Britain 
ang te United tates duties on importations, whether by American 
British vessels, in either Great Britain or the United States. 

1 Equality of duties, bounties, and drawbacks, and whether in British 


Sixth. Intercourse with the West Indies not to be affected by this conven- 


th. Vessels of the United States tted to trade direct to and 
British dominions in East Indies in articles not 

of war,and not to pay more duties or charges than 

the most favored nation either on vessel or cargo. 


Commissioner of Navigation Bates, commenting on this treaty, 

says: 

The provisions of this treaty, obligatory for four years, become 

acts k the — of r... the 
5 di 


liberty of commerce.” She kept us out of her 
n years, and out of her North American posses- 
afterwards" 


or 


West India ports for 
sions for thirty-five years 


In 1817 Congress passed another act of reciprocity, which had 
the effect of further impairing tection ag seein LA, shipping. 
In 1819 our shipping had fallen lower than it had been for twenty- 


two years. 
FINAL ACT OF RUINOUS RECIPROCITY. 


The ‘‘free-freighting act” of 1828, as it was called, was in the 
interest of foreign shipowners. This act and the subsequent 
treaties about accomplished the ruin of our carrying in the 
foreign trade. While advan: of it was soon taken by a few 
of the lesser maritime nations, it was not availed of by the more 
powerful notably Great Britain, for many years, in consequence 
of which our losses of carriage were more gradual and less noticed 
than they would have been had the discrimination ceased upon its 
adoption. This act is even now in force, and nations are not yet 
done asking for its benefits. The treaties following it have 
brought us not one, but destroyed all advantages we under 
protection by discriminating duties. 

During the four years of the civil war American ships lost in 
carrying our imports about 30 per cent, and our exports 45 per 


cent. From the close of the war until 1890 these losses have 
been about 14 per cent in carrying imports and 17 per cent of 


orts. 
The following table shows the losses in our carrying before, 
during, and since 


the war: 


Before the war, 31 years, from 1829 to 180 
rig ek ee Ee ee ra ee 
SAT SI TS FOE a ew ee eee 


This table covers sixty years of the period of maritime reciprocity 
under treaties with foreign countries. 

On the 7th of January, 1824, another act was passed which 
impaired discriminating duties. The last act on the subject was 
approved May 24, 1828, styled in its time “‘A bill for the relief 
0 OW. W pro on erican ships 

ne which withdrew all protection to Ameri hi 
and shipbuilding that these branches of industry had enjoyed un- 
der early acts of Congress. 

This act is as follows: 

That upon satisfactory evidence being given to the President of the United 
States by the Government of any foreign nation that no discriminating duties 
of or are im ied in the ports 
vessels wholly to citizens of the United States, or upon the prod 
manufactures, or merchandise imported in the same from the U 


or from any * a 5 the dent is hereb 
roclamation d ing that the foreign discrimina 
within the United States are and shall bes 


uce, 
nited States, 
authorized to issue his 
duties of tonnageand 
and discontinued 
nation, and the 1 
United States in the same 
try, the said sus- 
33 to take effect from the time of such notification being given to the 
ent of the United States, and to continue so long as the reci 
emption of vessels belonging to citizens of the United States and their cargoes, 
us aforesaid, shall be continued, and no longer. 


Notwithstanding the war of 1812, under the policy of discrimi- 
ing duties American carrying continued to prosper until Eng- 
land me alarmed at our great progress. ving failed to 
break down our shipping by war, she persnaded the United States 
to adopt maritime ner In 1827, the year before the final 
act of Congress was passed for the abandonment of the policy of 
discriminating duties, the London Times said: 


a RR Sage basen! Sten on Tipat eee ee 
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ore than 9 and alarm. Twelve years of peace, and what is the 
pituation ty Britain? The shipping interest, the cradle of our navy, is 


rea’ 
Our . longer exists; we have closed the 


western Indies Ame from feelings of commercial rivalry. Its 
eee seamen have already engrossed an important branch of our carrying 
e to the East Indies. Her starred flag is now conspicuous on every sea, 


and will soon defy our thunder. 


Yet in face of this confession of the success of and growth of 
American shipping under discriminating duties, the next year 
Congress was induced to give up the last remnant of protection 
to shipping. 


After thirty years of trial and experience under protection and 
discriminating duties, Daniel Webster said, in 1825: 

We have a commerce which leaves no sea unexplored; navies which take 
no law from superior force. 

Discriminating duties were partially repealed in 1815 and their 
suspension was made possible on certain conditions by the act of 
1828. The following table, taken from the reports of the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation and the records of the Treasury Department, 
shows the growth of American ing under 3 
duties and its decline under maritime reciprocity: 


Comparative statement showing proportion of American foreign commerce carried in American ships from 1789 to 1896. 


GROWTH. 


PERIOD OF PROTECTED CARRYING UNDER DISCRIMINATING DUTIES, 1789 | 
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Nine months only. 


It will be seen from this comparative statement that in the first 
six years of protection our import carriage in American ships 
reached 94 per cent and our export carriage 90 percent. This was 
an extraordinary growth. Thereafter we could not expect to reach 
these figures every year, but did in 1807; and in 1825 we carried 
95.2 per cent of imports and 89.2 per centof exports. Theaverage 

roportionate carriage for the period of protection—thirty-nine 
ears—including the war of 1812, was, for imports, 85,64 per cent, 
and for exports 76.81 per cent. Our carriage in 1829 was, imports, 
p par cent, and exports 86 per cent. From these high Neare 
dwindled down in 1896 to 15.7 per cent for imports an 
cent for exports. 


it 
8.5 per 


A careful study of the tables just read tells the whole story as to 
the merits of the policy of discriminating duties on one hand, and 
free carrying under maritime reciprocity on the other. They show 
clearly and unmistakably the good results that followed discrimi- 
nating duties from 1789 to 1830, and they show, with equal clear- 
ness, the baneful effects shipping suffered from 1830 to 1896, a 
pon of sixty-six years under maritime reciprocity, the decline 

ing about 77 per cent. 

Placing these tables side by side, we have the naked facts. No 
amount of sop’ , no amount of explanation, no amount of 
specious argument can change these facts and the results of these 


‘two policies. All impartial minds must agree, in the face of this 
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showing, that the policy of maritime reciprocity has notonly been 
a failure, but under it American shipping in our forei rake and 
throughout the world has been well-nigh ruined. The other con- 
clusion forces itself upon the mind that shipping to grow and pros- 
persis an industry must be protected as it was in the early history of 
the Government. Protection is the American principle, and there 
is no reason why it should stop when it reaches the ocean. If 
needed, American industries should enjoy protection and have 
encouragement whereyer they are, on sea or on land. If protec- 
tion to industries on land and to shipping in our coastwise trade 
has been necessary and maintained for a hundred years, why should 
it not have been continued as to industries on the high seas? They 
aro gue as important as manufacturing and other interests are 
on land. 
SHIPPING LEGISLATION SINCE 1830. 

Between 1830 and 1860 there was little or no legislation in favor 
of shipping, except the subsidy act of 1845, which was in opera- 
tion about twelve years, being repealed by an act of Congress ap- 
proved by President Buchanan June 14, 1858. During the existence 
of this act American ing in our foreign trade increased, but 
declined after its re W hile in force, in order to counteract its 
good effects, Great Britain increased her subsidies to English ship- 
ping from $3,000,000 to $5,000,000 per annum. 

For the last thirty years, although there has been from time to 
time much discussion in and out of Congress on the subject of 
building up the merchant marine and lamentations that American 
carrying was constantly declining, and general expressions that 
something should be done looking to its revival, yet during this 
period, while many acts of Congress were bearing on the 

subject, only four have been important enough to be mentioned. 
These are as follows: 

The act approved February 18, 1867, appropriating $500,000 for 
China mail service and $150,000 for Brazil mail service; 

Act approved June 1, 1872, 8 the Postmaster-General 
to make a contract with the Pacific Mail Steamship Company for 
foreign mails between San Francisco, Japan, and 

Act approved June 6, 1872, providing that all foreign materials 
for building vessels for use in the foreign trade should be admitted 
free of duty; and an 

Act approved March 3, 1891, commonly known as the postal 
subsidy act. 2 

It is not necessary now to discuss the merits of this legislation, 
for the reason that with all these acts in full force ing in 
our foreign trade has constantly declined. All attempts for 
years to aid shipping by mail pay and subsidies have been fail- 
ures, and it still remains for Congress, in the face of these failures, 
to adopt a protective policy for the upbuilding of the American 
merchant marine. 

NAVIGATION LAWS OF GREAT BRITAIN. 

It would take too much time to give a complete history of the 
navigation laws of Great Britain passed during the last two hun- 
dred and fifty years, and only a brief outline of their provisions can 

be mentioned here showing their object and what they accom- 
lished. 
1 The famous navigation act was passed to encourage English 
merchant shipping. It was first promulgated in 1651 under Crom- 
well, but remodeled in 1660 under Charles II. It was devised to 
regulate the following: 

1. Coasting trade. 

2. Fisheries. 

3. Commerce with the colonies. 

4, Commerce with the countries of Europe. 

5. Commerce with Asia, Africa, and America. È 

Under its regulations the following restrictions were imposed; 

1. Coasting trade was exclusively restricted to British vessels; 
crews wholly English. 

2. Double duties were imposed on products of foreign fisheries. 

3. Commerce with colonies exclusively restricted to British ves- 
sels, Though reciprocity with colonies from time to time was 
introduced when it would not be hurtful to British shipping. 

4, Commerce with European countries was restricted to British 
vessels or to yessels owned by the country exporting the commod- 
ities. All imports in foreign ships were subjected to discriminat- 
ing duties by tariff act of 1652. 

5. Commerce with Asia, Africa, and America was exclusively 
restricted to British vessels. Nothing from these countries could 
be imported into England through any foreign country. 

Only those ships were considered British whose hulls were built 

in England, and three-fourths of whose crews were English sub- 
jects. 
x This act remained in force from one hundred and twenty to one 
hundred and thirty years without material change. The success 
of the American Revolution was one of the main causes of its 
modification. y SSRN 

In 1825 the act was entirely remodeled. It was again revised in 
1833 and 1845, by which latter revision the original act was so 
completely restored that it seemed to all intents and purposes to 
have been once more put into full operation. A proviso, however, 


ina; 


authorized the Government, in consequence of treaties made with 
foreign powers, to make such and so many notable exceptions 
that these exceptions have almost destroyed the rule. In 1849 the 
act was definitely ed by Lord John Russell, crowning the 
efforts of Peel and Cobden to establish free trade. 

There can be no doubt that the navigation act gave a great and 
lasting impulse to the British merchant marine. 

Adam Smith, despite his horror and intolerance of all protective 
measures, made an exception in favor of the navigation act, which 
he regarded as a wise and patriotic law. It was in his eyes not 
only an act regulating commerce, but a measure of public safety. 

RECIPROCITY GRADUALLY APPLIED. 

Step by step the encircling ring of protection was broken, but 
never with such rapidity that English shipping could suffer from 
the change of conditions. To each country in turn in which Eng- 
land desired freedom for her ships she granted freedom in her 
home and colonial ports. Nothing was done ont of consideration 
for her competitors. The result speaks for itself. Great Britain 
to-day controls 56 per cent of the carrying trade, owns half the 
floating property of the globe, unfurls her flag over one-quarter 
of its area, and rules nearly one-third of its population. Could 
this position have been achieved or maintained save by first ex- 
cluding foreign-built vessels from her commerce, and by discrim- 
inating duties, together with subsidies and mail pay on an enor- 
mous scale, and other forms of vy Reis) 

England, under this system of laws in full force for about one 
hundred and thirty ance laid the foundation for the present pros- 
perous condition of her shipping andcommercial supremacy. We 
are told that England has free trade in shipping and maritime reci- 
procity, and, as a result, controls one-half the carrying of the world, 
and therefore this (poney is best for the United States. But the 
conditions are not thesame. In the matter of shipping the United 
States is in one sense now where England was when she enacted 
her navigation laws, and we are not as well off as when we adopted 
discriminating duties in 1794. If the United States had enjoyed 
for one hundred and thirty years the benefits of such navigation 
laws and had followed them by discriminating duties, large sub- 
sidies, and mail pay, then our a might be willing to adopt 
free trade in shipping: We would then start in the struggle on 
equal footing. Great Britain adopted free trade on land before 
she adopted it on the sea, and the United States would do well not 
to adopt free trade in shipping until after it is tried on land. 
Extract from Nimmo's report on foreign commerce and the practical worke 


ings of maritime reciprocity (Executive Document No. 76, House of Rep- 

resentatives, Forty-first Congress, third session.) 

England clung to her own maritime code of Cromwell and Charles II until 
the year 1849, refusing us all reciprocal relations of commerce beyond the 
direct trade between Great Britain and the United States or between the 
United States and her colonies. She held to her colonial trade with the 
tenacity of a death grip, declaring the entire commerce between the differ- 
ent ports of her empire to be a part of her coastwise trade. 

e emancipation of the commerce of the United States from the hostile 
maritime policy of England was one of the prominent causes of the forma- 
tion of our National Government in 1787. The celebrated “colonial contro- 
versy ” continued for cigs & Spade In 1788 England prohibited all intercourse 
in American vessels with her colonie3, thus sec g to her own ships the 
advan of three profitable vo: ages in one, viz, from 3 the 
United States, thence to the British est Indies, and thence home. From 
this policy she was finall Monty or to recede on account of the retaliatory 
course pursued by the United States. It is not spring that at this early 
period this contest should have excited profoun 
question of retaliation against England, or of submission to her imperious 

e. agita for many years. In 1818 an act was passed closi 

American ports against British vessels coming from ports which were cl 

to American vessels. After several restrictive acts on the part of England, 
and retaliatory acts on the part of the United States, Engana finally re- 
moved the disabilities of American vessels in the direct trade with her col- 
onies, and the United States relaxed its 3 measures. During this 
whole 3 the United States, while resisting each act of encroach- 
ment upon her rights as anindependent nation, at all times extended to Eng- 
land the offer of a fair and true reciprocity. 

Finally, in 1849, England. a tardy follower of the polog of free — 3 
which we inaugurated in 1828, passed the act (12 and 1% Vict., chapter 5. 
June 26, 1849) abolishing almost all of her former maritime laws. Under the 
authority conferred upon the President by the act of 1828, the Secretary of 
the Treasury promptly issued his order to collectors of customs informin, 
them that British vessels and their ca) would thenceforth be admitt 
to our ports from all parts of the world upon the same terms as to duties, 
imports, and charges as American vessels. 


THE INTRENCHED POSITION OF GREAT BRITAIN, 
The advantages that help to perpetuate England’s maritime 
supremacy are: 
1, Her enormous tonnage; more than the combined tonnage of 
all other nations. 
Supported by— 

(a) The British Lloyd system of surveys and classi- 
fications, discriminating in favor of British- ' 
built vessels. Consulscanact as Lloyds agents 
everywhere. 

(b) Discriminations of Association of Marine Insur- 
ance Underwriters, consequent upon Lloyds 
classification of risks. 

(c) Mail subsidies amounting to about $4,000,000 an- 
nually, on which Great Britain is content to 
suffer a seeming loss of about $2,500,000 an- 


nually. 
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1. Her enormous tonnage; more than the combined tonnage of 
all other nations—Continued, 

Supported by— 

(d) Subventions to fast steamship lines as armed 
cruisers, about $250,000 annually. 

(e) Ships manned more cheaply; less number sailors 
and low wages. 

(f) Ships supplied more cheaply. 

(g) Shp surer of cargoes, having markets every- 
where, 

(h) Ships, passenger and freight, enjoy prestige for 
safety. 


(i) Tax rate and insurance on ships very low. 
(j) Income from ships high in proportion to English 
rate of interest. 
(k) Ships’ supplies taken from goods in bond, i. e., 
duty free. 
(1) Dock equipment for repairing finest in the world. 
(m) Less cost of repairs, low price of labor, and low 
rent of docks. 

2. National pride and interest in all marine affairs, The exec- 
utive practically with full power in matters of subsidies 
and aid to shipping. 

8. The possession of the ‘‘ beaten track” of international com- 
merce. 

4. An enormous foreign trade, extending around the world. 

5. A thoroughly established international credit and banking 
system, accommodating the debtor nations. It is said 
that the capital and surplus of international banking 
houses of London alone, which aid British commerce 
throughout the world, amount to nearly $400,000,000, or 
five times the capital and surplus of the national banks 
of the city of New York, 

6. An unrivaled consular system. 

7. A board of trade that is national in its character, with full 
executive power; while the United States has not even a 
department of commerce. 

8. A vast system of submarine and overland electric cables, 
which reg to make England the commercial brain and 
center of the globe. 

9. A round-the-world Empire, which, with its growing system 
of, politico-commercial railways, „and steamship 
lines, under the patronage of the Imperial , have 
long since unified its colonial dominions and holds the 
world’s commerce in a British net of steam, steel, and 
electricity. 

10. A navy which is a guaranty of safety in time of interna- 
tional complications. 

11. England’s position as the great trade center to which all 
commercial highways lead. 

12. The persistent and seemingly incurable indifference of Amer- 
icans toward even the maintenance of the shipping we 
haye, let alone increasing it. England’s shipping grows 
br reason of our By pe 

To all these should be added— 

The wage-earning power of the merchant marine of Great 

Britain, amounting to about $75,000,000 annually, 

The freight and passenger earning power, estimated at about 

$500,000,000 annually. 

The consumption of coal, iron, and steel for her ships. 

The profits from shipbuilding and ship repairing. 

BRITISH LLOYDS REGISTER ASSOCIATION. 
Lloyds Register has been known for the last sixty or seventy 
ears as one of the chief agencies used in building up shipping in 
gland and breaking down that of other countries, notably that 
of the United States. While it is the business of this association 
to inspect, rate, and classify British and foreign ships, yet they 
do not insure hulls and cargoes. The business of insurance, how- 
ever, is conducted by its members, individually, entirely outside of 
and separate from the corporation. Lloyds Register has agents in 
all the ports of the world, and they give preference in inspection, 
rating, and classification to British ships. This enables British 
ships not only to be insured cheaper, but to get readier cargoes, 
while American vessels have to wait for cargoes which are charged 
higher insurance on account of the ships having a lower classifi- 
cation, Through this system of inspecting, rating, and insurance 
American sailing vessels have been driven out of ryt ports of 
the world, especially our own, both onthe Atlantic and the Pacific 
coasts. There are instances, owing to these discriminations, where 

American vessels have waited months for cargoes. 

The British Lloyds Register is one of the most important aids 

to British shipping. 

United States Consnl Jones writes tc the Department of State 

from Newcastle-on-Tyne, September 30, 1882, as follows: 

The local marine office at London pays out £10,000 per month ($600,000 per 

year) in salaries. The wages paid to British seamen during 1881 amoun 
to £10,000,000 ($50,000,000), and the premiums paid on marine insurance dur- 


‘ing the same year are stated at £10,000,000 ($50,000,000). Look whither we will, 
and the beneficial influence of shipping is patent; and it is a growing in- 


fluence, already exceeding in capital invested the mines and iron works of 
the Kingdom combined, and only excelled in this regard by agriculture and 
ways. 

The Commissioner of Navigation in his report for 1885 says: 

Tt was the t 9 by Lloyds’ nts in the ports of China 
and Ja t prejudi shi e of our Pacific 
Mail—the . eig nd Tokio—in 1254 and 1875. ni 

But Consul Jones proves even more forcibly this influence, he 
says again: 

Shipping creates a great demand for iron and steel in their various forms 
and qualities, as well as for engines and boilers, chains and anchors, sails and 
ro for every variety of hardware, 3 and glass ware, and for up- 
holstery and carpets, beds and bedding, electric appliances and telephones. 
Employment is afforded 1 and indirectly to an army of men and 
women of every social grade and intellectual caliber, from the wealthy shi 
builder, with his estate in the midlands and his seat in Parliament, to the 
hard-worked puddler at the furnace. 

ance companies and clubs give employment to thousands; govern 

ment officers, customs Popara: surveyors, sa clerks, stevedores, 
and many more derive their livelihood from the traffic of 5 

as and boys in the British mercantile navy during numbered 


United States Consul Morey, of Ceylon, writes as follows: 


To my knowledge, for a period of twelve years, and in a great measure 
even to the present day, beautiful and staunch American vessels have been 
unemployed in foreign or ted of freights too low to much more 
than pay expenses, while crank old foreign craft. just at the tail end of a 
high ¢ and prone to seventies car; have loaded for the United 
States at high rates with cargo bought with American money on American 
orders, and simply on the plea that, being classed at Lloyds, the rates of in- 
surance were 5 in their favor. 4 

Only members o! 7 5 are allowed the beneflts, protection, and infor- 
mation furnished daily by agents appointed for the purpose, and there is 
scarcely à port of consequence in the world where one is not stationed. 
British consuls are allowed to serve as (these) agents; ” also for (British) 
navigation companies.” 

While England has at the head of her shipping a member of the 
cabinet, and the local marine office at London pays out $600,000 
annually in the way of salaries, the United States simply main- 
tains a Bureau of Navigation at a cost of about $15,000 per 8 
Against this intrenched position and immense advantages whic 
British shipping enjoys, and under these unequal conditions noth- 
ing short of discriminating duties will avail. 

CHARACTER OF PROTECTION TO SHIPPING BY EUROPEAN COUNTRIES. 

According to the report of the Commissioner of Navigation in 
1894, the forms of aid adopted by European countries to build up 
shipping and shipbuilding are as follows: 

First, direct bounties Tei the construction of vessels, e 


A dinar lel; mmercial 
FV 
uspor 
Showing that all these countries protect shipping in some form 
or other under treaties providing for maritime reciprocity, while 
the United States does practically nothing. 


DISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 


à 72 80 objections made to restoring the policy of discriminating 
uties are: 

(a) Treaties with foreign countries providing for maritime rec- 
iprocity stand in the way. 

(b) Such a policy if established would provoke retaliation on the 

of Great Britain and other ship owning countries. 

(c) It is antiquated, narrow, illiberal, and has long since been 
discarded by the United States and European countries. 

(d) The conditions are not the same now as when it was in force 
in the early history of the Government. 

The policy of discriminating duties is only a form of protection 
indeed, protection is based on discrimination. We protect our 
manufacturing industries by discriminating in their favor an 
against foreign e products. If the United States had 
sixty years ago abandoned the policy of protection and it should; 
be proposed now to revive the law and restore duties by impos- 
ing a tax of 50 per cent on the value of one-half the goods, wares, 
and merchandise imported from foreign countries, the same or 
stronger arguments would be made in opposition to such a bill 
that are now made against restoring discriminating duties in favor 
of American shipping. Such a 8 would be set down as 
narrow, illiberal, and antiquated. It would be said at once that 
we would have instant retaliation from the nations of Europe 
which we could not stand. But the nations of Europe do not re- 
taliate now. Yet the people of the United States knowand believe 
after one hundred years of trial that protection and levying 
duties on foreign products has been in many ways of incalculable 
benefit to the country. But, Mr, President, the protection that I 
ask for American shipping and that comes from discriminating 


cruisers or 
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duties is not the kind that costs individuals or the Government 
anything. 
FEATURES OF THE BILL. 

The bill simply imposes an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent in addi- 
tion to existing duties, or in case of no duty, a duty of 10 per cent, on 
all goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United States 
in foreign vessels. If these same products should be imported in 
American ships, then there is no additional duty, and if free the 
would still remain free if brought in American ships. The b 
does not prohibit or exclude foreign vessels from carrying our 
foreign commerce, as the navigation laws of Great Britain did 
once. The bill leaves to the importer the choice of bringing his 
goods in foreign ships and paying an additional duty of 10 per cent 
on their value for this pri e, or of bringing them in American 
ships and paying no additional duty. Great Britain kept just such 
a law in force for nearly two hundred years, not repealing it until 
1849. The bill grants protection enjoyed by industries on land and 
a the coastwise trade to American interests on the high 
seas. hatever limitation or restriction is imposed by the policy 
of discriminating duties is in the direction of better protection to 
home manufactures and home industries and in favor of shipping 
and building American ships—two good results. The bill, how- 
ever, is not intended in any sense to raise revenne; its sole purpose 
is to build up ee ee 

It is suggested that i of increasing the duty 10 per cent it 
should be reduced 10 per cent on goods im in American 
ships. This is a form of protection, and would be better than con- 
tinued neglect. But it is submitted that if duties on goods im- 

in American ships should be reduced 10 cent, then the 
revenues would be reduced in the same Lh bygone and in order 
to cut 1 8 we ae eres — near above those 
necessary to pay the expenses of the Governmen again, 
under this proposition, what is to be done with products admitted 
free? On these, there being no duty, no reduction is possible, and 
these goods could be imported in foreign vessels just as in vessels 
of the United States in future as in the past. 

BILL NOT PERFECT. 

It is not claimed that the bill under consideration is perfect or 
will bring all needed relief. It will have to be supplemented by 
further legislation. It is claimed, however, in its behalf that it 
has been tried nearly forty years and produced the most beneficial 
results, and that now, after discriminating duties have been 
abandoned for seventy 2 this would be a start in the right 
direction. The bill is plain, simple, direct, and easily understood. 
It strikes out boldly to render help to an industry that is languish- 
ing and without help must perish. When the makers of the Goy- 
ernment, immediately after the adoption of the Constitution, 
desired to encourage and build up shipping, they adopted the 
policy set forth in this bill. They passed other acts in aid of 
shipping, all of them short, direct, and to the point, and this 
E Ek E CONASA. KIE Of MEON tees Toll othe 

a complicated sys of navigation laws, fuli of tech- 
nicalities and full of details, drafted to meet every requirement 
and every objection that could be raised. They saw what was 
needed, and that unless something should be done American 
shipping on the high seas would disappear, and provided what they 
conceived to be the proper remedy, All the acts on the subject 
were in five years, and would not cover a e in our Re- 
vised Statutes, They were parts of laws on different subjects 
mainly the tariff, and, like the bill under consideration, consisted 
only of a few lines. It is possible in some matters of detail the 
bill before the Senate will need amendment. Any amendment 
that will help the bill will be welcome. All I contend for is the 
principle of discriminating duties, believing that once adopted 
we will see clearly our way to restore American carrying. 

The Government was then in its infancy, in debt and without 
credit, with a population of only 3,000,000, the people poor, and 
without money. We now have 70,000,000 of population and un- 
surpassed credit. In the face of all the difficulties that met the 

ers of the Government, they proceeded without hestitation, 
without doubt, without fear of opposition or of retaliation, to 
take care of all the interests of the new Government on sea as 
wellas onland. They succeeded beyond their expectations, and 
the result in thé growth of our industries on sea and land was the 
most remarkable in history. Just the same determination and 
same purpose is required now. The United States is able to en- 
force any policy it may adopt. The founders of the Govern- 
ment did not attempt to subsidize shipping. They did not favor 
that policy, or,if so, they did not have the money to carry it out. 
Practically we are in the same position. We can not subsidize 
shipping on a scale that will be effective and commensurate with 
its needs, because the people will not consent to appropriating the 
blic money for this purpose. To aid and subsidize shipping to 
The extent that would be necessary in face of the opposition of 
Great Britain and other shipowning countries would require 
hundreds of millions of dollars to be appropriated from the 
Treasury. . 
The American people will not submit to this. They will not 


consent to building up private and corporate industries by taking 
money out of the Treasury; but a policy that will keep money 
in the country they will unquestionably sustain. 

IMPORTANT BRITISH TESTIMONY. 


The great free trader, Adam Smith, advocated prohibition and 
discrimination in favor of British shipping. In his Wealth of 
Nations he says: 

There however, to be two cases in which it will generally be ad- 
vantageous to lay some burden upon foreign for the encouragement of 
domestic —— The first is when some particular industry is necessary 
the country. The defense of Great Britain, for example. 


by absol biti d 
1 y, soo 3 ae and in others by heavy burdens upon 

A British historian in speaking of the provision in the naviga- 
tion law of Great Britain which prohibited goods being imported 
into England except in vessels belonging to British owners and 
built by British builders says: 

The result of that act far transcended the wildest dream of Lombard and 
Venetian avarice or the schemes of Spanish and Portuguese con- 

est. It not only secured to the people who enacted it the greatest share of 

16 world’s pL Pra but the trade also knew its master and followed 
with becoming ty. 

Mr. McGregor, to the British board of trade and 
author of 3 Statistics, in discussing the policy of dis- 
criminating duties and its effect on the shipping of other nations 
when in force, says: 


In the American na 


tion laws countervailing duties were im 
all foreign 


er, 
r cent over 


ws. Toall 
in ual strug- 
cam that the real effect of our policy was to give a bounty on the impor- 

tion of manufactured of other countries into the United States, 
w the gradual exclusion both of our manufactures and ships from the ports 


This is the testimony of an eminent British authority on the 
subject of 8 duties and their beneficial effects on 
American shipping and should carry conviction to al? Americans 
entertaining any doubt on the subject. 

WHAT MUST BE DONE FOR SHIPPING. 


American carrying must be built up under the operation of law, 


a law that will discriminate in favor of American ships in carryin 
our foreign trade, especially our im . If we had abandon 
seventy years ago the policy of excluding foreign-built vessels from 


our coastwise trade, that trade to-day would be largely in the 
hands of foreign shipowners and in a condition as deplorable as 
our ocean carrying. Had we continued the policy of protection 
to our carrying, shipping in our foreign trade to-day would be in 
as pr rous condition as our manufacturing interests. The pol- 
icy of riminating duties is not an experiment, it is not untried; 
on the contrary, it was on trial for a long period under the most 
unfavorable conditions and produced the best results. 

It was just as hard or harder to compete with Great Britain and 
win from her 90 per cent of the carrying of our foreign commerce 
in the early history of the Government as it would be now. The 
policy of discriminating duties is the policy of protection to Ameri- 
can industries on the seas. It is part of the great American policy 
which we have held to and maintained for more than one hundred 


years, and e: ience has shown that we must always have an 
American icy for American industries on sea as well as on 
land. 


The policy of excluding all foreign vessels from our coast, 
lake, and river commerce has produced wonderful results. It has 
built up this branch of our shipping and shipbuilding until the 
carrying power of vessels engaged in this commerce represent 
9,300,000 tons. 

Experience teaches that protection is the wisest and best policy 
to encourage and build upan industry not established in competi- 
tion with one already established. If the United States had 
reached its true position on the seas and controlled its share of 
the carrying trade of the world, hada merchant marine and ship- 
yards making all the conditions in favor of shipping the same 
as those of other nations, then possibly discriminating duties 
would not be needed. 


RESULTS THAT WOULD FOLLOW THE RESTORATION OF DISCRIMINATING 
DUTIES. 


It is believed that the adoption of discriminating duties, with 
such supplemental legislation that might be found necessary in the 
light of experience, the results would be as beneficial as in the early 
history of the Government and felt at once. First. It would give 
us immediatelya large sharein carrying our foreign commerce, all 
of our imports and of our exports, and ashare in carrying the 
commercé ofcountriesnotowningships. Second. It would increase 
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shipbuilding; new shipyards would spring up on all our coasts, 
causing the expenditure of hundreds of millions of capital. Third. 
Shipbuilding would stimulate other industries of all kinds; it 
would give employment to thousands of skilled and other workmen. 
Fourth. It would save to the people of the United States annually 
nearly $100,000,000 now paid to foreign shipowners for carrying 
our imports, with the chance in a few years of saving another 


hundred millions by the increase of shipping and the carrying of | just 


a large ‘of the world’s commerce in ican bottoms. Fifth. 
It would not only build up shipping in the foreign trade, but it 
would be the means of extending our trade in the foreign markets 
of the world. 

THE PEOPLE HAVE DECLARED FOR DISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 

The policy of discriminating duties as the best means of restoring 
shipping is constantly gaining in favor with the people. It was 
indo: in the platforms of fourteen State conventions held last 
year, and in the platform of the St. Louis national convention in 
the following words: 

We favor restoring the early American ponor of Mee geen pone) duties for 


the upbuilding of our merchant and the in 
Yor = trade, Era yite de 


—— ed — ards, sailing — Stars and Stripes, 
em can p. 

Sai i od cman DT y regain the carrying 
of our foreign commerce. 


This indorsement was followed by the hearty approval of the 
candidate of that convention in his letter of acceptance, dated 
August 27, 1896, an extract from which is as follows: 


directly indirectl © maintenance 
8 . Dut pams Ag ae and com- 
plete marine of our own. 
The candidate of the St. Louis convention, now the honored 
Executive of the great Republic, was trium 
inciple of protection to our interests on li : 
3 in both, and that American vessels flying the American flag 
should occupy and use the seas and oceans of the world in common 
with other nations, and such protection should be granted ship- 
ing as will allow them to do so. In this position he is sustained 
33 of his countrymen. Reference to party action in 
support of this bill is made to show that discriminating duties are 
attracting wide attention, and not that itis or should be a party 
question. ‘The results that would follow its passage are so far- 


reaching that it should be lifted above 
hope, Mr. President, igs it will not be made a party question, 
but be 


by all parties. 

The foreign shipping interest opposing this bill can afford to 
buy every steamship line belonging to the United States engaged 
in our foreign carrying trade rather than see this bill become a 
law. 

RETALIATION. 

One of the reasons urged against the passage of the bill under 
consideration is that Great Britain and other ship-owning coun- 
tries will retaliate. But just how or in what way the opponents of 
the bill do not clearly set forth. The to our shipping 
that might follow retaliationisimaginary. Under the operation of 
maritime reciprocity and neglect, we have scarcely any shipping 
left in our foreign trade. It would be far better to carry in Amer- 
ican ships our imports or 50 per cent of our foreign commerce, 
which we would do under discriminating duties, with retaliation 
against us, than to carry only 11 per cent, as we do now, with no 
retaliation. 

Washington said: 

There can be no greater error than to expect or calculate upon real favors 
from nation to nation. 

Great Britain will always do at the time whatever her states- 
men may deem to be in her interest. If they should think retalia 
tion the best weapon with which to oppose discriminating duties, 
they would adopt it and enforce it vigorously. But if Great Britain 
and other countries should adopt retaliation, how would that affect 
American carrying? It would take from American ships the slight 
part they now have in carrying exports from the United States, 
which isinsignificant. Taking this small business from American 
ships by way of retaliation for adopting the policy of discrimi- 
nating duties, could not prevent American ships from carrying 
nearly a thousand millions of imports from foreign countries, mak- 
ing their gross earnings a hundred millions per annum; whereas 
their earnings now amount only to about $20,000,000 per annum 
from carrying both our exports and imports. 

But should European countries adopt retaliation, they must do it 
in a way not to increase the cost of our farm products to their 
people. Two-thirds of all our exports to Great Britain are food 
Hoe AS and she can not afford to increase the price of these 
products to her people. It is doubtful whether England would 
retaliate; to do so would be to adopt 3 and reverse her free- 
trade policy. Why do not England and other European countries 


party feeling. Isincerely | Scandin 


sea as on land, a trea 


retaliate against our levying duties of from 40 to 50 percent on their 
manufactured products which weimport? Simply because itis not 
to their interest to retaliate; and for the same reason it will not be 


to their interest to retaliate against discriminating duties in favor 
of American carrying. The answer, however, to this fear of 
retaliation is our experience in the early history of the Government, 
under discriminating duties at a time when the Government was 
j inning its national life, our population small, and our re- 
sources undeveloped. During the entire period the United States 
maintained discriminating duties England adhered to the same 
policy. Not only did she cling tenaciously to the policy of dis- 
criminating duties, but she retaliated in every way she could 
against American 9 under discriminating duties. But all 
to no purpose. In the face of her retaliation and opposition Amer- 
ican carrying increased, and this increase was maintained until 
1828, when we abandoned discriminating duties for maritime reci- 
procity. Shipowning nations will do ev ing in their power 
short of war to oppose the passage of this bill or any other measure 
that will increase American shipping. Nearly all nations have 
8 protection to shipping in some form or other. doing 
so there has been no retaliation. Why should any nation retaliate 
against the United States for adopting the form of protection that 
best suits its ? The nations which now protect shipping 
have chosen their way of doing so. Why should not the Uni 
States choose its way of eee in the manner pro- 
posed in the bill under discussion? e would simply exercise our 
rights just as other nations exercise theirs in choosing the forms 
of protection they prefer. 

under discriminating duties in the early history of the Re- 
public our commerce increased so rapidly in the face of opposition 
and retaliation on the part of England, why should there be any 
apprehension or fear, now that we are strong, have 70,000,000 of 
population, and lead the world in almost all branches of industry 
save shipping? Then, again. if retaliation should be 9 by 

c 


Great tain, it would likely become ¿in which event 
England, having the largest part of the carrying of the world’s 
commerce, would have most to lose. 


The following table by Mulhall shows how the carrying power 
of the world is distributed: 5 


CORO RO po ioo oo Be 
SNS 


It will be seen from this that England has more 
than all the other nations of the world combined 
on the high seas is greatest, and she will hesitate long before put- 


ing power 
A er interest 


ting it in peril by retaliation or otherwise. The United States 

has so little shipping in the foreign trade that in case of retaliation 

oe will have but little to lose but much to gain by discriminating 
uties. 

The London Times in a recent article, after reviewing the dis- 
cussions in the United States on the subject of reviving American 
shipping for fifty years, concludes with the following: 

While, therefore, it would be a rash thing to assert that the American mer- 
chant navy will never seriously oars with the British marine, it is safe 
enough to assume that the Union J: is not likely to have anything to fear 
from the Starsand Stripes for a long time to come. 

COMMERCIAL TREATIES WITH OTHER COUNTRIES. 

It is urged in opposition to the passage of the bill under consid- 
eration that it would be a violation of certain commercial treaties 
entered into with Great Britain and other nations, and that these 
treaties should not be violated with impunity. When the United 
States wishes to restore its shipping and become independent on 
with England, covered with the dust 
of nearly a century, is brought forth, and we are solemnly told 
its sacred visions must not be violated. and we must remain 
bound hand and foot, powerless to help ourselves, though what is 
proposed is right and proper and would benefit our interests. No 
treaty should stand in the way of our having what belongs to us 
as a matter of right and haying our fair share of the carrying 
trade of the world. Of.course no treaty should be violated as long 
as it isin force, but this bill expressly proposes in terms to abro- 
gate all treaties or parts of treaties in conflict with the provisions 
of the bill. Among the ways a treaty may be terminated or abro- 
gated one is by act of Congress. This was in contemplation of 
ses poniacing powers when these treaties were entered into and 
ra 
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The bill under consideration proposes to abrogate only parts of 
the treaties. But the question arises, How about the 8 pro- 
visions? Will they remain in force or not? Is the abrogation by 
one of the contracting powers of a clause, or a part of a treaty, 
without the consent of the other an abrogation of the whole 
treaty? It is not necessary to discuss this question, because if the 
acta Topaia all of these treaties, it would be far better for the 
United States than continuing the policy of maritime reciprocity. 
Under these treaties providing maritime reciprocity American 
shipping on the high seas has declined. 
e second article of the treaty with Great Britain, ratified 
December 22, 1815, provides: 


importation into the ports of rat as His Britannic Majesty's territories in 
Europe of any article the gow , produce, or manufacture of the United 
ion shall 


The discriminating duties on imports were wholly abandoned 
by Great Britain in 1849, and not until then, when she took advan- 
ha our act of 1828. 

e terms of the same article of the treaty of 1815 as to discrim- 
inating tonnage duties read as follows: 


No higher or other duties or charges shall be imposed in any of the 
ot the United States on British vessels than those parane in the same ports 
by vessels of the United States, nor in ports of His Britannic Majesty's terri- 


tories in Europe on vessels of the United States than shall be payable in the 
same ports by British vessels, 

These are the hurtful provisions of this treaty, and are substan- 
tially the same in all the treaties with other countries. 

The treaties are fully set forth in the volume of Treaties and 
Conventions between the United States and Other Powers, 1776 to 
1887, and are with the countries following, with important arti- 
cle in each one cited: 


Argentina. Art. V. Apr. 19, 1855, 9. 
‘Art. IL Feb. 1, 1831, 

Belgium. Arts. i IIL, June 29, 1875, page 
t. IV, Jan. 8. 1 F 

IV, Mar. 18, 1 


28. 


France. Art. V, Feb. 12. 1 ; 
Great Britain. Art. II, Dec. 15, 


Greece. Art. II. Aug. 30. 1838, 
Guatemala. . Art. TV, July 28, 509. 
Germany (Hanover). Art. I, Apr. 7, page 
Germany (Hanseatic e). Art. I, June 2, 1828, 533. 
Germany (Mecklenburg). Art. I, Au 1848, 
German: ssia). ar. l4, „page 917. 
Haiti. X and XI, July 6, 
Hawaii. Art. IV, Nov. 9,1 e 511. 
Honduras. Art. V. Ma 30, 1808, page 587. 
Italy. - Art. V, Nov. 23, 1871, page 
Korea. Art. V, June 4, 1883 218. 
Liberia. Art. III, Mar. 18, 632. 
Art. IV, Mar. 13,1883, page G44. 

Mexico. Art. V, Apr. 5, 1832, page . 
New Grenada. Art. IV, June 12, 1848, page 196. 
Netherlands. Art. III. Feb. 26, 1853, page 764. 
Nicaragua. Art. V, Aug. 13, 1868, page 780. 
Paraguay. Art. V, Mar. 12, 1860, 831. 
Peru. Art. IV, July 27, 1874, Fr. 
Portu Ar pr. 24, 1841, page 82. 
Russi ee fl. 1 be 8. 

ussia, j ay 11. pago 
Salvador. Art. IV, Mar. 124 74, e 958. 
Spain (Cuba and Puerto Rico). t. I. Oct. 27, 1886, 1208. 


. Jan. 
Art. VII, July 2, 1862, page 
Art. VI, Sept. 25, 1861, page 1132. 

Seven of these treaties were made before 1830, Six in the decade 
ending 1840. Six were adopted in the ten-year period ending 1850. 
Four were made previous to our civil war, and fifteen have been 
made since 1860. 55 i 

In entering into the treaties providing for maritime reciprocity 
the United States abandoned discriminating duties, which was 
the greatest protection American shipping ever enjoyed, and under 
which it prospered as it never has since. he true intentand mean- 
ing of these treaties was that as between the contracting powers 
ocean carrying should be free and reciprocal and in effect put 
upon an equal footing. The United States has observed the spirit 
of these treaties, and has rendered but little or no aid to take 
the place of the protection enjoyed under discriminating duties. 
Other nations, especially Great Britain, France, Germany, and 
Italy, have not observed the spirit of the treaties, but increased 
their subsidies and mail pay to ships and adopted other forms of 
aid to buildup and protect their shipping. These treaties are and 
have been a detriment to the United States, and have only served 
foreign powers. They take from us as a nation and a people and 
give nothing in return. They are one-sided in their operations, 
against American interests, and should be abrogated, All of them 
contain a proyision that they may be abrogated by giving one 
year’s notice. If this bill becomes a law, it would be the duty of 


the President to give notice of the abrogation of that part of the 

treaty in conflict with the act. With this in view, ol for other 

reasons, the act is to take effect fifteen months after its approval, 

The treaties made prior to 1828 contain provisions by which they 

lapse by time unless renewed. , 

COST OF OCEAN FREIGHT TO AMERICANS TO CARRY THEIR FOREIGN 
COMMERCE. 

The cost of ocean freight is 15 per cent of the value of exports 
and 10 per cent of the value of imports, or an average of 12} per 
cent of the value of exports and imports for the same. 

The value of our exports and imports is about seventeen hundred 
millions of dollars per annum. The cost of carrying these prod- 
ucts is two hundred millions per annum, the amount annually paid 
by Americans for carrying what they produce and-sell and what 
they buy. To this must be added about thirty millions for carrying 

ssengers, making in all two hundred and thirty millions. Of this 

reight and passenger business, American shipowners carry about 
10 per cent, or nearly two hundred millions, and therefore receive 
one-tenth of the cost of the ocean freight, which would be nearly 
$20,000,000, and foreigners the balance, or two hundred millions, 
If by any policy this $200,000,000 per annum, or the half of it, could 
be paid to American instead of foreign shipowners, thereby kee 
ing this immense sum of eng ae home, what a change it would 
make in the balance of trade our favor, and what a stimulus 
it would be to shipbuilding and other branches of industry. The 
United States paid $50,000,000 more in 1896 to foreign steamshi, 
companies for carrying our imports and exports than the amoun 
of taxes collected from internal-reyenue sources, and $20,000,000 
more than was collected in duties in 1892 under the McKinley 
tariff. In other words, foreign steamship compania tax our peo- 
ple for carrying what they buy and sell more than they are taxed 
under the internal-revenue laws or more than they were taxed 
under the McKinley tariff. 

In one sense the two hundred millions we pay to foreign ship- 
owners is a loss to our people. Itis unlike almost any other ex- 
nditure. Substantially we get nothing in return for it; nothin, 
hat adds to the wealth of the country. When we buy goods an 
products from other nations and pay gold for the same, we get the 
Serge in return, and they constitute part of the wealth of the nation, 

ut when we pay out two hundred millions annually for ocean 


freight on goods we buy and sell, when we could keep it at home 
by paying it to American shipowners, we simply deplete the re- 
sources 0 


the country and make the pole poorer. One of the 
causes of the depression in business ue to the drain of two 
hundred millions of gold annually paid by the people of the United 
States to foreign steamship companies for ocean freights. No 
nation, however rich, can stand this great drain for a long time. 

In discussing this subject recently Mr. Charles H, Cramp, of 
Cramp & Sons, of Philadelphia, said: 

For this drain there is no e peony It is sheer loss. It is the principal 
cause of our existing financial condition. 

So long as this drain continues, no tariff and no monetary policy can restore 
the national prosperity. 

Until we make some provision to keep at home some parpat leastof the throe 
hundred and odd milhons annually sucked out of t. country by foreign 
shipowners and shipbuilders, no other legislation can bring times back 


n. 
It is a constant stream of gold always flowing out. 
The foreign shipowner who carries our over-sea commerce makes us pay 


the freight both ways. 
For our exports we get the foreign market price less the freight. 
market price plus the freight. 


For our imports we Fed fore 
e this country has never known such 


The result of all t that w. 
industrial s ation and such financial distress, England has never known 


such indus activity and financial prosperity as now. 

Ex-United States Commissioner of Navigation Capt. W. W. 
Bates, in his book, American Marine, published in 1892, on page 
25, says: 

An amount of money not less than 81.500, 000.000, or an average of $150,000,000 
annually, for thirty years has been paid out to foreign ships for ocean 
transportation. To stop this nothing effective has been done, the 
political mind seeming to be fully occupied with other questions of local or 
secondary importance. í 

Thirty years is but a span in the life of a nation; yet we have 
paid, in this short period, nearly as much as the cost of our civil 
war to foreign shipowners for carrying our exports and imports, 

By restoring the policy of protection and discriminating duties 
adopted in the early history of the Government, and in force for 
forty years, a large part of this vast sum could be saved to our 
people. 

BUSINESS PRINCIPLES ARE THE SAME EVERYWHERE, AND APPLY WITH 
EQUAL FORCE TO THE GOVERNMENT AND TO INDIVIDUALS, 

It would be unwise and unsafe for a merchant doing a large 
business to intrust to his rivals and competitors the hauling and 
delivery of the goods he might buy and sell. 

Corporations or individuals doing a business of buying and 
selling seventeen hundred million dollars of products per annum 
would never allow rivals or competitors to control the transporta- 
tion of these products. The parties doing the business would not 
be willing to lose the profits to be made on the transportation, and 
beyond this they would not be willing to put their business under 


1897. 


the control of rivals, for fear it might happen that they might not 
be able or would refuse to do the transportation. So it is with the 
Government. It should adopt a policy that would allow its own 
people to have the business and enjoy the profits resulting from 
carrying its foreign commerce, and added to this, in emergencies 
or in case of war be independent and not run the risk of having 
its commerce destroyed. The United States only strengthens the 
hands of its rivals in shipping and commerce by giving them the 
carrying of what our people buy and sell. 


COST OF OUR CONSULAR SERVICE. 


The consular service costs annually about $400,000. It was es- 
tablished and is still maintained for the extension of our trade in 
the various poxts and districts where established. It will be found 
that a large part of this sum is yearly expended in salaries to con- 
suls at ports where American vessels are rarely seen. We send 
consuls to Glasgow, Hull, Cardiff, Manchester, Belfast, Dublin, 
Cork, Portsmouth, Amsterdam, Stockholm, Christiania, Berjen, 
Palermo, Venice, Athens, Constantinople, Bayonne, Genoa, Naples, 
Rotterdam, Copenhagen, and all ports on the Baltic and Black 
seas, and during the year 1895 not an American vessel touched at 
any of these great ports. If the American people are to allow 
shipping to continue to decline, and finally disappear from the 
high seas, why maintain a foreign consular service at so great an 
expense? 

WE IMPROVE OUR HARBORS FOR THE BENEFIT OF FOREIGN SHIPPING. 

The United States appropriates annually millions of dollars to 
improve its harbors, largely for the benefit of foreign shipowners. 
Foreign steamship companies carry nearly all of our foreign com- 
merce and own or control most of the valuable water fronts in 
our ports. Some of the British steamship lines pay as much as 
$100,000 a year rent for dock privileges in New York. In looking 
over miles of docks in the harbor of New York only foreign flags 
flying from the masts of foreign ships are seen, while the Ameri- 
can flag is rarely seen and for the most part floats over ferryboats, 
river, and coastwise vessels. 

SUBSIDIES. 


For more than thirty years there has been constant discussion as 
to the condition of American shipping, the necessity of restoring 
it, and suggestions as to the best remedies to this end. Commit- 
tees of the House and Senate have been appointed under resolu- 
tions to investigate and report, and Congress, in obedience to these 
A gary has some acts to aid shipping, but notwithstanding 

that said and done, shipping has constantly declined. 

The plan or remedy for restoring shipping by subsidies and mail 
pay has been strongly advocated. If this form of aid had been 
adopted when discriminating duties were abandoned seventy years 
ago, or even thirty years ago, and we had kept pace with Great 
Britain in all other forms of support and encouragement to 8 
ping, we might depend upon subsidies and mail pay as a remedy 
now. A member of the British Parliament, Hon. J. Henniker 
Heaton, said in 1894, in the North American Review: 

e 

he same period no less than 000.000,00 for freights, while their mercantile 
marine dwindled into insi cance. 

With all theadvantages, commercial and maritime, which Great 
Britain enjoys, we can never by equal or even greater subsidies 
regain our lost shipping. Great Britain has fifty years the advan- 
tage of the United States in the growth and development of ship- 
ping. She is established and firmly intrenched, and in possession 
of 56 per cent of the world’s carrying trade, and this percentage is 
increasing; her merchants and bankers are established in all the 
important ports of the world; she has 15,000 vessels afloat, manned 
by more than 200,000 seamen; is rich in accumulated capital, and 
enjoys low rates of interest. 

ese are advantages that only come by time; they can not be 
bought with money. Enjoyin these advan , Great Britain 
in — struggle for commercial supremacy or to hold her a die 
would naturally appropriate two dollars for every one the Uni 
States might appropriate in the way of subsidy. From 1848 to 
1891, a period of forty-four years, England apent in the way of 
subsidies and mail pay $3 for every $1 the United States spent, 
and for every $2.70 we paid American ship for carrying our mails 
we paid $1 to foreign ships. This of itself would defeat us; but if 
she only Soper an equal amount, we could not afford to 
compete with her for the carrying of the world’s commerce or take 
from her any part she now carries of our foreign commerce. To 
cope with Great Britain on the high seas by subsidies the United 
States should be put on equal footing. Any reasonable amount of 
subsidies and mail pay to owners of American ships will not put 
American shipping on an equal footing with that of Great Britain. 
If we had abandoned protection to manufactures for seventy years, 
we could not hope to build them up to what they are now by any 
system of bounties or money aid in the face of competition from 
urope under free trade. A condition of prostration in any indus- 
try may come about that any amount of money in the way of aid 
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can not cure. When this point is reached, law must intervene to 
overcome unequal conditions. 

England goes so far in the way of aiding some steamship com- 
panies as to guarantee out of her treasury dividends on their 
stock. The people of the United States will never agree to guar- 
antee dividends on American steamship companies’ stock. 

In 1894 the loss to Great Britain in mail subsidies was 82,230, 000 
over and above the receipts for pet bien! the mails. It isestimated 
that her subsidies, mail pay, and other aids amount annually from 
$3,500,000 to $4,000,000, which in twenty years would amount to 

70,000,000. Another objection to aid by subsidies is, it can not be 
general and discriminates in favor of the lines receiving it and 
against those that do not. Aid should be general and extend 
equally and alike to all kinds of shipping, both steam and sail. 
Discriminating duties would help all shipping alike. 


Subsidies and payments for the ocean mat! service of Great Britain and the 
nited States from 1348 to 1891. 


United States. 


„FTT... OSD fee 
Subsidy and mail payments— paid 
Year. To To 
for- 
ican | eign 
ers. | ers. 
$, 250,000 $100, 500 $100,500 100 
3. 180, 000 235, 086 235,086 | 100 
5, 313, 985 619, 924 619,924 100 
5,330,000 | 1,465,818 |. 1,485,818 | 100 
5,510,635 | 1,655,241 1,655,241 | 100 
5, 805,400 | 1,880,273 |. 1,883,273 100 
5,950,559 | 1,908, 286 1,908,286 | 100. 
5, 741, 683 | 1,936,715 |. 1,936,715 | 100 
5,713,560 | 1,886, 766 .-| 1,886,766 | 100 ae 
5,138,485 | 1, 589, 3 22... 1,589,153 | 100 
4,679,415 | 1,177,308 758 | 1,211,061 97.2 2.8 
4,740,179 | 1,079,220 „350 | 1,204,570 89.5 10.5 
4,349, 760 707, 245 147,085 854, 330 82.7 17.3 
4,708,285 570, 953 235, 982 806, 885 70.7 29.3 
4, 105, 353 80, 686 293, 932 374, 618 21.6 78.4 
4, 188, 275 79, 397 336, 677 416, 074 19.1 81.9 
4, 508, 050 64, 356 876, 085 440, 441 14.6 85.4 
3. 981, 995 66, 572 408, 856 475, 428 14 86 
4,227,018 245, 005 468, 324 713, 929 31.4 65.6 
4,079, 966 411,065 456, 138 867, 203 47.4 52.6 
4, 047,586 625, 239 890,907 | 1,016,146 61.5 38.5 
5, 481, 690 257,904 $43,726 | 1,101,690 68.8 31.2 
6, 107, 761 791,389 815,944 | 1,115,333 70.9 29.1 
6, 070, 741 699, 661 275, 364 975, 025 71.7 28.3 
5, 693, 500 805, 788 221,103 | 1,026,891 78.4 21.6 
5, 665, 296 815, 400 228,757 | 1,044,157 78.1 21.9 
5, 697, 346 750, 206 238, 098 988, 304 e 24.1 
4, 860, 000 740, 361 236, 283 976, 644 . 8 24.2 
4,420, 261 580, 063 173, 547 756, 610 76.9 23.1 
3, 976, 580 283, 835 162, 061 448, 896 63.8 36.2 
8,914,990 40, 152 159, 828 199, 980 20.1 79.9 
3, 768, 230 41,251 158, 775 200, 026 20.6 79.4 
8,873, 136 38, 720 161, 029 199, 809 19.4 81.6 
3, 601,350 42, 552 197,515 240, 067 17.5 82.5 
882 3,538, 835 40, 645 239, 856 280, 501 14.4 85.6 
3, 608, 800 48, 077 268, 281 316, 358 15.2 84.8 
S4 8, 608, 355 53,170 279, 051 832, 321 16 84 
1885 3, 642, 065 49,048 282, 855 331,903 14.8 85.2 
1886 . 3, 662, 805 43,319 288, 072 829,391 13.1 86.9 
187 3.625, 915 76.727 35,946 412, 673 18.5 81.5 
188 3.400, 864 86, 890 876, 528 463, 418 18.7 81.3 
1889 8, 184, 425 109, 828 505,573 515, 401 21.3 78.7 
1890 . *3, 500,000 120,170 | + 420,507 540, 677 2.2 2.8 
A ES 3, 500, 000 147,561 4413, 204 590, 765 24.9 75.1 
— acee 789 330 43.2 756. 8 


Average. 


The table shows: ; 

First. Great Britain about đoubled her subsidies on the estab- 
lishment of American subsidized lines. When the antisubsidy 
ety in Congress gained the majority and repealed subsidies, 

reat Britain to increase and even began to decrease her 
subsidies. 

Second. After the repeal of the subsidy act of 1845 in 1858, Great 
Britain decreased her subsidy payments to British lines. This she 
could do without to them, since the support withdrawn 
by Congress from our own lines was partly given to the British 
lines after 1858. 

When the war came on we were paying 30 per cent of the cost of 
our foreign mail service to foreign shipping. Prior to 1858 we had 
paid 3 to foreign ships for this service. 

Third. After the war, when Congress again tried to support an 
American ocean mail service, Great Britain again increased her 
subsidies. Feeling again safe, from 1874 to 1878 England reduced 
her appropria dons for subsidies and mail pay. 

The United States pays in the way of subsidy and mail pay to 
what is called the American Line, owned by the International 
Navigation Company, about $700,000 per annum. This may seem 
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an enormous grin puk Jam informed this payment does not 


nearly equalize this line with its active British competitors, which 
ae pide po on a lower scale of wages and enjoy liberal mail pay 
and su 

The steamship companies that now enjoy subsidies naturally 
do not want other companies to have them. 

Itis stated that for the year 1895-96 the Government made, in 
transporting foreign mails on American ships, $800,000—that is, 
received this sum over and above expenses—and for the last ten 
years, itis stated that the United States has made, clear of all 
5 in transporting foreign mails in American ships, 810, 

000. This enormous amount came out of the owners of Amer- 
ican vessels, while land not only pays her steamers a liberal 
compensation forcarrying the mail, but makes good in certain cases 
losses sustained by steamship lines. More than forty years ago 
Great Britain authorized by law a board of trade and made its 
president a member of the ministry, in order that her shipping 
and shipbuilding interests might be better looked after, fos i 
and enco = 

Great Britain now aids her i pe by mail pay and subsidies 
simply because she is established and has more than half of the 
world’s carrying trade. When she began the struggle for the 

of the seas and for commercial supremacy, she combined 
the policy of discriminating duties and subsidies, and before that 
the exclusion or prohibition of foreign vessels in her foreign trade. 
If it should suit her purposes better at this time, she would adopt 
the policy of discriminating duties or prohibition, or both. But 
with her advantages over other nations, subsidies suit her pur- 


poses better. 

But why should the United States adopt a plan or policy to aid 
and build up shipping that involves the expenditure of money 
when one is at hand that has been tried and ught success and 
will bring it again without the expenditure of a dollar? 


SUBSIDIES PAID BY GREAT BRITAIN TO AID SHIPPING. 


From 1800 to 1895 Great Britain paid out in the way of sub- 
sidies to aid shipping about $300,000,000, besides additional funds 
from the Board of Admiralty and other sources. Added to this, 
from 1858 to 1890 the United States paid to British ships for carry- 
ing American mails $8,628,530. Think of this vast sum being paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States to foreign steamship 
companies for carrying our mails. 

The following, taken from the testimony before the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Committee of the House in 1890, shows: 


Subsidies paid by Great Britain to shipping. 


Remarks. 


8 British commission of revenue 

quiry. 

Averaging $392,200 yearly. 

Secretary's report of examination, British 
finance committee. 

Making to this date, $25,063,000. 


From the General Post-Office alone. 

Additional from mercantile marine fund. 

From the General Post-Office alone, subsidies 
not included. 

From the General Post-Office fund alone in 
five years. 

From the General Post-Office fund alone in 
one year. 


4, 079, 966 
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FREE SHIPS. 


The policy of free ships, which is in substance the authority 
under law to buy foreign-built ships and admit them to American 


registry, is seriously urged as the best remedy to revive American 
pping. Maritime reciprocity, which we have had for seventy 
ears, is partial free trade in shipping. To adopt the policy of 
ee ships would give us absolute free trade in shipping. We 
would then have a protective policy for industries on land, and 
for industries on the sea just the opposite. If it be true that 
shipping goes hand in hand with other industries, and in a cer- 
tain sense stimulates them, why should we not adopt the same 
licy as to shipping that we do as to industries on land? Why 
ve one policy for industries on the sea and another for those 
on land? Eugland’s greatest industry is shipping, and she pro- 
tects it by subsidies, and in many other ways, and yet in the 
face of this protection we are asked to have free trade in shipping 
and no aid or protection, as the best means to compete with {Ne 
land and revive American shipping. 

So far as our shipbuilding interest is concerned, the free-ship 
policy would reduce the United States to a state of dependence 
and v: If the United States had in the beginning adopted 
the policy of free trade instead of protection, on the ground that 
we should buy manufactured products abroad because we could 
get them cheaper, our manufacturing interests to-day would bein 
the deplorable condition our shipping is. But for the protective 
policy adopted in the early history of our Government, and adhered 
to since, we could not have built up our manufacturing inter- 
ests. The object of imposing duties on foreign-made products 
was not only for the purpose of getting needed revenue to run the 
Government, but its greater and wider was to build u 
Kage pal | interests so that we gn independent of all 
the world. The same rule applies to shipbuilding and shipping 
interests. Because we can buy ships cheaper from foreign ship- 
builders is not a sufficient reason for doing so. If we should pur- 
sue this policy, we never would build our own ships, we never 
would have a merchant marine or a navy. 

We have had partial free trade in shipping for seventy years. 
We are now asked to adopt the policy of absolute free trade in 
shipping as a remedy to rescue American shipping from the con- 
dition it is in as a result of maritime reciprocity.. Free trade in 
re is urged as a remedy for the evils brought on by partial 

e. 


DISCRIMINATING DUTIES THE WISER POLICY. 


Foreign ships now carry nine-tenths of our foreign commerce. 
Free-ship advocates say that we should buy ships abroad to 
carry the one-tenth we now carry in American-built ships, so 
as to increase shipping. Ex-Commissioner of Navigation Datos, 
in my Opinion the best informed man in the country on the sub- 


ject of shipping, says in his report for 1890: 

If ships were given American owners, they could not run them gainfully 
against subsidized, bounty-paid, 1 cheaper manned Euro- 
pean vessels, except on equalized footing all around. 


He adds: 
wn protection our vessels can not get or hold competitive employ 
ment. 


If we had 100 of the finest steamers afloat, we could not run- 
them in competition with foreign ships. The conditions are not 


the same. e are not on an equal footing with Great Britain 
on the high seas. If we attempted to make conditions equal by 
tain, 


subsidies and mail pay, the policy now ace ers by Great 
we would be met with greater subsidies. thatit is not a ques- 
tion of free ships or cheap ships, but itis a question of ting 
business for ships after we have them. We can only do this by 
rotection and discrimination, just as we do now and have for one 
undred years discriminated in favor of our industries on land 
against foreign industries, 

By discriminating laws we make it profitable and in the interest 
of our people to buy home productsand not foreign-made products, 
We must, by a like policy, make it profitable to American ships 
to carry our foreign Commerce. Shipbuilding means shipowning. 
The nation that builds Snipa is always an owner of ships. 

The mistake made by the United States for seventy years has been 
in treating Shiping as a private industry and of no national con- 
cern; that it did not need encouragement and protection as indus- 
tries on land; that maritime reciprocity and free carrying was all 
that was a ize to build it up. With Great Britain shippin 
has always been of national concern and national importance an 
has received more protection and aid than any industry in any 
country. 

In discussing the subject of protection to English shipping, Mr. 
Blaine, in his celebrated reply to Mr. Gladstone in 1890, said: 

It will not escape Mr. Gladstone's keen observation that British interests 
in navigation flourish with less rivalry and have increased in greater pro- 
pgp ti nla et r 
steadily and determinedly, regardless of consistency and regardless of ex- 
Ens sreat tumeesea is lee’ ARON: s ]. 
National Government has consisten: 


tly refused to protect. 
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The United States has become independent of all the world in 
everything on land. We can produce all that is needful for the 
wants of a great people, but when we come to the sea, notwith- 
stan our coast line, our ition, and natural advantages, we 
are helpless, impotent, and dependent. 

If we buy ships abroad, we have the ships, it is true, but as a 
nation we lose the money we pay for them, we lose the business 
of building the ships, the employment for our people by giving it 
to foreigners, and lose the market for the raw an 9 
products that enter into shipbuilding, we destroy our shipyards, 
and become utterly 8 on foreign countries in one of the 
most important branches of industry. Even if we could buy 
ships cheaper abroad, in the long run it would pay us to build 
them at home. If the argument for free ships is good as a plan to 
build up our merchant marine, why should this plan not apply 
with equal force to building war ships? Why have — 
for interests so nearly alike? If it is better to buy ships abroad to 
build up our merchant marine, it would be better for the same 
reason to buy our war ships abroad and close up all American 
shipyards. 


A MERCHANT MARINE ESSENTIAL TO A NAVY. 


No nation can maintain successfully for any length of timea navy 
unless there is behind it a merchant marine. Shipping is the 
element out of which a navy must grow. In the United States 
we are building a navy without having a merchant marine behind 
it to su it. This is something like making a head with- 
out a . We should first have a merchant marine and then 
a navy and native Americans to man both. We have not enough 
native American seamen to man the war ships we now have. If 
we build up shipping and shipbuilding, it will increase our home 
commerce and our lake and coastwise trade. We are in the infancy 
of our industries on our lakes, rivers, and foreign seas. During 
the next century seagoing ships built in Amercan shipyards will 
leave Chicago and other lake cities for the ports of the world. 

No nation can be truly independent and have and maintain a 
navy and merchant marine that does not build its own ships, 

Senator King, of New York, on March 15, 1822, said: 

Navigation and maritime industry, for a peculiar reason, call for national 

on, for the art of navigation is an expedient of war as well as of 
mmerce, and in this respect ‘ers from every other branch of industry. 
ough it was once doubted, doubt no longer exists that a navy is the best 
efense of the United States. And this maxim is not more true that a 
a aa E a E ANANA AEA DAOG shy snipe aad pee. 
ei 
men of the United States. zi 25 8 

If the United States in 1860 had had a merchant marine and a 
navy equal in proportion to that we had in 1812, under discrimi- 
nating duties, it is safe to say that our civil war could not have 
lasted more than a year. But for the want of a navy and merchant 
marine the war lasted four years, and cost nearly a million of lives 
and thousands of millions of dollars, most of which might have 
been saved. 

FREE SHIPS WOULD INJURE OUR DOMESTIC SHIPPING. 

Free ships would inevitably impair our coastwise, lake, and river 
88 cause it to decay as our carrying has in our foreign 
trade. Foreign shipbuilding would mean foreign owning. It is 
the shipbuilding interest quite as much as the shipowning that 
pa tonnage atloat, gives it employment—the one goes with the 
other. 

If we were to admit foreign-built ships to American registry 
and to a share in the carrying of our foreign commerce, it is very 
doubtful whether or not ships, being once admitted to American 
registry, and by this means nationalized, could by law be excluded 
from ing tin our coastwise, lake, and river trade. When 
a 5 pres tship is admitted to American i „it becomes 
entitled to the privileges and rights of vessels built at home, and 
under the law it is doubtful whether it could be prohibited from 
taking part in our coastwise, lake, and river trade. Under the in- 
herent rights of pro „it becomes a question, if an American 
citizen owns a vessel duly registered, whether he can by law be 

revented from carrying on his business in the home shipping 
ade. So that free ships in our foreign trade would be a menace 
to our home shipping and tend to break down and destroy our 
shipbuilding business, and the next step would be free ships in 
our coastwise, lake, and river trade, and the hauling down of the 
American flag where it has floated for a hundred years over a 
prosperous indu in the hands of American owners and carried 
on in American-built ships. > 


PROTECTED SHIPOWNING WOULD STIMULATE SHIPBUILDING. 


Whenever we 8 carrying, and thereby gain business for 
American ships, building of ships will follow. This has been our 
e: ience in our coastwise, lake, and river trade, where we have 
built for a hundred years, in our own shipyards, the best ships 
for that busihess in the world. American caning has not suf- 
fered in the foreign trade because of the inability to build good 
ships in the United States as much as it has from want of protec- 


tion. Forseventy years we have not been on an equal footing with 
other nations in the shipping business. While Great Britain and 
other European nations have free ships, yet for a long time they 
have protected 55 by bounties and otherwise. It may be 
safely said that all the maritime powers of the world protect their 
shipping and 1 The spending in British shipyards of 
$100,000,000 annually for home and foreign war-ship construction 
is of itself equivalent to an enormous bounty to British shipbuild- 
ers. Give the poopie of the United States business for their ships 
and there will no doubt about shipbuilding and shipowning 
being successful in the United States. 


FAILURE OF THE FREE-SHIP POLICY. 


After full and fair trial, the free-ship policy has been a signal 
failur® in France, Germany, Austria, and Italy. Norway has 
increased her shipping under free ships. Thisis due tothe factof 
low wages and low prices of supplies and other conditions peculiar 
to that country. England, after building up her shipping through 
discriminating duties and subsidies on an enormous scale, until 
she has the advan over all other nations, adopts the policy of 
free ships because it is to her interest. She is for free ships be- 
cause she builds ships for the nations that buy them, and naturally 
she wants all other nations, the United States especially, to adopt 
free ships. In 1894 the new tonnage built in her shipya 
amounted to over 1,000,000 tons, 13 per cent of which was sold to 
other countries. 

INCREASE OF BRITISH SHIPPING UNDER MARITIME RECIPROCITY. 

Under maritime reciprocity in fifty years, according to Mulhall, 
British shipping has in 210 per cent, while that of other 
nations has increased 108 per cent, and that of the United States 
constantly declined. During this period British shipping has 
increased from carrying 34 per cent of the world’s commerce to 
carrying 56 per cent of it. If this rate of increase continues, it is 
only a question of time when Great Britain will absorb the carry- 
ing of the commerce of the world. 

SEA POWER IN HISTORY. 


Throngh all history, ships and commerce have been associated 
with riches and power. Great ships and shipping interests have 
always brought power and contributed to the prosperity and 
wealth of the people owning them. Humboldt says: 


Contact with the ocean has been one of the chief influences in forming char- 
acter of nations as well as adding to their wealth. 


The Phoenicians, 7 reason of their shipping and commercial 
supremacy, became the wealthiest and most civilized of the early 
Eastern nations. 

In their turn the Athenians, the Ionic Greeks, and the Spartans 
dominated the civilized world directly through their prowess on 
the sea. In truth, were it not for the fact that the Greeks as a 
whole were a maritime people, future history might have been 
modified. On land they could scarcely cope with Darius and 
Xerxes, but at sa they were ey TION: At this age the 
seamen were trained in all the walks of commerce and served as 
the national bulwark in time of war. 

Carthage, the daughter of Phoenicia, up to the middle of the sec- 
ond century before Christ achieved a position through her mari- 
time commerce at that time unrivaled in the history of the world. 
This commerce, destroyed by Rome, was transferred to the con- 
queror, which for five hundred years remained easily the ruling 
power of the earth both on land and sea. 

As Rome decayed, the Norsemen, the Danes, and their kinsfolk 

the dominant peoples of northern Europe, and solely by 
reason of their seamanship the British Isles, France, and Germany 
became their colonies. : 

Venice, acomparatively small center of population, was, from the 
beginning of the tenth to the sixteenth century, perhaps the most 
wonderful example of development due directly to this same cause. 
For upward of three centuries of her history there was no sea in 
the civilized world not laden with her commerce and frequented 
by her ships. It isa remarkable fact that the governors of Venice 
and the rulers of Egypt at the beginning of the sixteenth century 
(1504) carefully considered a plan for the construction of that great 
work of the nineteenth century, connecting the commerce of the 
west with that of the east—the Suez Canal. Side by side with 
Venice came Genoa. Then followed Portugal and Spain. What 
these two nations accomplished in commerce, navigation, and 
colonization the world will never be permitted toforget. America 
owes its discovery to the commercial enterprise of these nations. 
Stimulated by the success of the Spaniards and Portuguese, and 
competing successfully with them, came the Dutch, who after a 
short struggle made their fatherland the great warehouse of 

rope. 

England, jealous of the Dutch on account of their enormous 

oreign traffic, and disliking their republican government, deliber- 
ately determined upon the destruction of both. This determina- 
tion bore fruit in the navigation laws of the Commonwealth, 
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regarded by Englishmen and legislators with a reverence akin to 
awe. Not willing to wait the results of the navigation laws, four 
par after their p: e Great Britain waged war against the 

tch for the purpose of breaking down their carrying. Admiral 
Monk, in 1665, being asked the reason of the war against the 
Dutch, replied, ‘‘ What we want is more of the trade which the 
Dutch now have.“ In order to gain this trade the Dutch were 
crushed. 

During the reign of Louis XIV perhaps the most brilliant period 
of French 3 Was passing. In 1669 Colbert, the minister of 
marine, instituted a system of discrimination and bounty which 
made the French marine the most prosperous in that partof the 
seventeenth century. No single statesman has ever contributed 
so materially to the prosperity of France as did Colbert. 


TRADE FOLLOWS THE FLAG. 


It is said that trade follows the flag; that is tosay, trade follows 
shipping. Wherever ships go trade follows. 

The people of the United States, without distinction of party, 
earnestly 1 to enlarge and extend their forega trade; to sell 
more of their manufactured and agricultural products. The best 
means to this end is to increase our carrying. No nation can 
haye its just and proper share in its foreign commerce and in the 
foreign markets unless it is an owner and builder of ships. The 
nation that owns shipping has a great advantage in extending 
its trade and commerce over a nation that has no ships. The 
nation that carries the products it sends to foreign markets can 
establish and maintain its trade better than a nation that simply 
sellsits surplus products and leaves other nations to do the carry- 
ing. Shipping and trade go handin hand. The United States 
has a large foreign trade, but this would be doubled if its people 
owned ships and had a merchant marine in proportion. The 
greatest dificult in the way of extending our foreign trade and 
selling our surplus products is that the people of other countries 
own the shipping, and naturally try to sell products of their own 


country. 

A arion rođuctive as the United States should carry in its 
own ships a large partof its foreign commerce; at least the goods 
it buys and part of all it sells. ‘ A 

Apartfrom shipping being the means of extending foreign trade 
in other countries, it is profitable from the standpoint of trans- 
portation. Our people should make the profits that come from the 
transportation in shipsand are paid to other nations. If the people 
of the United States could make the earnings from carrying what 
they buy and sell, instead of paying nearly $200,000,000 annually to 
other nations, the result would beasaving of thisamount. In 1895 
there were 329,558 arrivals and 401,822 departures to and from the 
ports of the United States, a total of 731,380 passengers, nine-tenths 
or about 650,000 of whom were carried in foreign vessels at an 
average of $50 per head, or $32,500,000 made by foreign shipowners 
out of business which belongs to Americans. 

ADVANTAGES TO THE WHOLE COUNTRY OF BUILDING UP AMERICAN 
SHIPPING. 

It is generally supposed that shipping only concerns our Atlantic 
and Pacific coast States, but this is unfounded. No industry af- 
fects the country more widely and generally than shipping. The 
farmer, as well as the producer of coal, lumber, iron, steel, and 
zinc and most all other products are interested in buildin up 
the shipping and ship of the country, as these interests affor 
employment to people who become consumers. Ninety per cent 
of the farm products which are exported are carried in forei, 
bottoms. If these products could be transported in vessels of the 
United States, it would stimulate and help all branches of busi- 
ness at home. 

PASSING THIS BILL WOULD GIVE BUSINESS TO AMERICAN SHIPS. 


The paaga of this bill would provide business for our ships 
which they do not now have and can not get under present con- 
ditions, Under the provision that this act will not take effect for 
fifteen months after its passage, ships can be built and gotten 
ready for the new business that will come tothem. The objection 
is made, however, that we have not nouen ships to do this in- 
creased business and that we can not build them as cheaply as 
other countries, and therefore could not compete with the cheaper 
made foreign ships, even with discriminating duties in our favor. 

Taking into consideration the cheapness of construction of ship- 
ping on our lakes and in our coastwise trade, and the reduced 
cost of iron, steel, lumber, and other materials which enter into 
shipbuilding, it may be safely claimed that with a uirgo and TOR- 
ular businessin 0 the United States can build the ordi- 
nary freight vessel as cheaply as England and very soon the great 
ocean steamer. porny on this point President Cleveland in his 
last annual message said: : 

s and their outfits are believed to be 
easel th the host that ton 3 elsewhere, and that such notable 
reductions have been made in their cost as to justify the statement that 

uite a number of vessels are now being constru at rates as low as those 
t prevail in European shipyards. 


This sustains my contention. We haverigidly excluded foreign 
shipbuilders from competing or taking part in building our war 
ships. The result has been that home competition has grown up 
under which, because of the demand of the Government, our 
poopie have equipped vast shipbuilding plants, one of them at 
east equal to any abroad; and we now build war ships as good 
and as cheaply as any country. Withalike demand, ocean steam- 
ers should be built in the United States as cheaply as in any place 
in the world. 

The policy of discriminating duties would contribute to both 
building and running ships. Under present conditions capital 
will not invest in American ship owning because it can have no 
assurance that after ships are built they can get business, 

Weimport annually from South and Central American coun- 
tries, Mexico, and the West Indies about one hundred and ninety- 
five millions of products. These are comparatively non-ship own- 
ing countries; we export to them ninety-one millions of products. 
If American ships should the imports from these countries 
to the United States, they could compete and take from foreign 
nomena she return cargoes, or the carrying of ninety-one millions 
of exports. 

Here is the carrying of nearly three hundred millions of products, 
90 per cent of which is now done in foreign ships, which, if this 
bill becomes a law without retaliation or opposition of any kind, 
will come to our ships, and they can not get it in any other way. 

If I am right in assuming that the ing of our imports in 
our own ships must follow the adoption of discriminating duties, 
it would give to American bottoms nearly $100,000,000 annually 
without the cost of one dollar to the people or the Govern- 
ment. No opposition can prevent this result. Under discrim- 
nating duties as provided in this bill, without cost of any kind, 
ocean carrying would seek American ships. 

This view is indorsed and well 1 in the following extract 
from an able editorial by Alex. R. Smith in the journal, Seaboard, 
of New York, devoted to the cause of American shipping: 

There is no single act outside of a thoroughly protective tariff that would 
do so much to restore prosperity to the Enten States in all parts of the 
country as the passage of the discriminating duty bill. 

If American ships could have the carrying of our imports, which 
would give them regularly the incoming cargo tothe United States, 
ig bers put them ina ; ition to 5 with foreign ships 

or outgoing cargo, especially tram ps coming to our ports in 
ballast. Tas 5 that more han 5,000 foreign test came 
to our ports in 1894 in ballast in search of cargoes. It may be 
said that other shipowning countries, especially Great Britain, 
would retaliate, and not allow American vessels to haul their 
imports. In case of retaliation we might transport in American 
ships only a small share of our exports to shipowning countries, 
but we would be in the position to take the business of carrying 
exports from the United States to countries not owning ships; 
we would gain this in addition to carrying our imports in our own 
ships. It is believed that among the results that will follow 
the p: of this bill, one will be, and not the least, it will hasten 
the creation of a department of commerce, so much needed and so 
ably championed by the distinguished chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Commerce. 


THE EFFECT ON SHIPBUILDING AND OTHER INDUSTRIES. 

Prince Bismarck said: 

The merchant service is the handmaid of all other industries, and of agri- 
culture, manufactures, and commerce. the day when the freight trade 
is given over toforeigners a mortal blow will be dealt to all the industries of 
the country. 

This is true. While the progress of the United States in build- 
ing up its industries on land has excited the wonder of the world, 
gor erona and more substantial progress would have been made 

we been able to develop and build up with equal pace our indus- 
tries on the sea. What we have accomplished in our material 
progress has been without the aid of one of the mostimportant aux- 
iliaries to our prosperity. Thomas Jefferson said that ‘‘agricul- 
ture, manufactures, commerce, and navigation are the four pillars 
of prosperity.” In order that our material development should be 
symmetrical, all of these should go hand in hand; but we have 
moved forward with one of these great interests neglected for sev- 
enty years, until now it is in a languishing condition and not help- 
ful to the other branches of industry. 

If by the passage of this bill we take from foreign shipowners 
the carrying of our imports, we will have gone a great way in the 
struggle to restore our shipping. 


CAUSES OF THE DECLINE OF AMERICAN CARRYING. 


It is needless to discuss the causes of the decline of American 
carrying further than to endeavor to learn from them, if possible, 
what may be done to help revive and restoreit. Among the causes 


that have contributed to this decline may be mentioned: 
First. The abandonment of the policy of protection to American 
shipping by discriminating duties under treaties with foreign 
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nations and giving instead of this protection no aid or encourage- 
ment whatever. 7 

Second. Competition of American shipping, without aid of any 
kind, with foreign shipping, highly protected, aided, and subsi- 


ized. 

Third. In the absence of any protection or aid to American 
shipping it has had to pay heavy taxes at home, higher rates of 
interest, and higher wages than foreign shipping with which it 
competes. 

Fourth, The hostile discrimination of British Lloyd’s Register in 
inspecting, rating, and classifying American ships, obliging them 
to pay the highest rate of insurance on cargoes and take the low- 
est rate of freight and wait the longest in various parts of the 
world for charters. Added to this the war of English insurance 
companies in the United States against insuring cargoes carried in 
American-built ships. 

STEAMSHIP LINES FROM NEW YORK. 

Of the 60 ocean passenger and freight lines leaving New York 
only 7 are American, the balance foreign. These lines transport 
freight and ngers to and from New York to all parts of the 
known world. Fifty-three of these ocean lines belong to forei 
corporations. They have nearly a thousand vessels earning profits 
by carrying the goods that Americans buy and sell when eri- 
can steamship companies should be doing the largest part of this 
business. e problem is, how can we secure this business for 
our people? Some say by subsidies, others by free ships, and others 
that these foreign corporations should not be disturbed in keeping 
and increasing this business, because treaties stand in the way. 

inst this network of ocean lines, stretching all over the globe. 
subsidies could not avail and free ships would be futile. The best 
remedy is discrimination in favor of erican ships under law. 
THE AMERICAN FLAG ABROAD. 

The United States consul at Hamburg, in 1892, in response 
(through the customary official channels) to certain inquiries con- 
cerning American shipping interests at that port, wrote the State 
Department as follows: 


It seems a very sad commentary to have to make on the Sipping of our 
country when I reply to the first four interrogatories of the Treasury by say- 
ing that d the year in question there was uot asingle American steamer 
of any sort or entered at this port. Nor can I find in the records of 
this consulate, cove aperiod of over thirty-five years, a trace of any others, 
with the exception of the year 1888, when one steamer of about 8 tons 
e e in. Icannot but believe that such an announcement would astound 
most of our people, when it is pe tee — Manpur, a a of oe a 
million so r Live: and New York, the largesi pping port in 
the world; that it is far the most important seaport and dis butia cen- 
ter of the tinent; t in its harbor can be seen the flag of every -rate 
wer in the world that has a seacoast; that so large a part of it has bren 
uilt with American dollars; that its import and export trade with the United 
States is larger by much than that with any other country, and that one 
steamship line alone dispatches, on an average, over t steamers a 
the year_around, ng passengers to the United States, while the same 
number bring them back from there. Not only have none of our steamers 


pated in the carrying trade of this port for years, buvof sailing vessels 
g our there were during the Tn ending June 30, 1894, but two; 
during 1893, and 1891, two each, and during 1890, none. 


The Commissioner of Navigation, in his report for 1893, after 
quoting this letter, adds: 
Hamborg is pos „5 city, for the reports of consuls at other 


ts tell a like 
Phat every bushel of fags left New York last year for Europe was 


ear of vessels bearing the flag of every nation- 
the ports of Great Britain and Ireland the 

es, and that of these, 45 times the flag 
was borne by four s 


That of 15,875 entries in 1857 (the latest year for which figures are at hand) 
of vessels bearing the flag of every nationality but the German at ports of 
the German Em „American merchantmen are not even eS enu- 
merated, but are classed as part of “scattering,” 22 vessels, of 16,000 regis- 


tons: 
That of 12,774entries of vessels, measuring 10,612,438 Lape bearing the flag 
e i 3 


ous ‘803, only 97 vessels, of 17,665 tons, with crews 
y n 


nety years ago the United States dispatched Preble 


ts of American shipping; 
1 of 11,000 vessels which have d through the Suez Canal in the 


years only 6 have borne the erican flag, and 2 of these were war 
y 

During the year 1894 only one American vessel entered Berjen, 
the second port of the Kingdom of Norway, while 1,279 vessels of 
other nations entered and cleared at this important port. 

From 1886 to 1895—nine years—only 15 American vessels passed 
through the Suez Canal, 4 of which were war ships and yachts. 
In 1896 no American vessel of any kind passed through, while 
3,407 foreign vessels used the canal, with a tonnage of 8,594,000 
tons, the receipts for toll amounting to about $16,000,000. 

In 1894 15,663 British vessels entered and cleared at various 
ports of the United States. During the year 1895 the entries and 
clearances of American vessels in Great Britain were 83. i 
this same year the number of vessels in foreign trade entered an 
cleared in ports of Great Britain aggregated 124,168, 
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In 1894 the aggregate tonnage entered and cleared in ports of 
Great Britain was 80,636,000 tons, of which 536,446 were under 
the United States flag, or precisely two-thirds of 1 percent. Dur- 
ing the same year the aggregate tonnage in foreign trade entered 
and cleared at United States ports was 19,989,663 tons, of which 
10,841,524 tons was British, or 54 per cent. 

At London, in 1894, the aggregate tonnage was 14,433,580 tons, 
of which only about 17,000 tons were American. 

At Liverpool the same year the aggregate tonnage was 10,489,578 
tons, of which 86,639 tons were American. 

At Cardiff (Wales) the trade aggregated a tonnage of 10,478,391, 
of which not a single ton was American. 

There are 53 steamships runningin regular lines from England, 
Frame, Germany, and Canada to Sydney, against 2 from the 
United States. 

Out of the 523 steamers which last year entered the port of 
Buenos Ayres, a city of 700,000 inhabitants, not one was Ameri- 
can. 

In 1895 a person starting around the world was asked to make 
a note during the trip of the number of times he might see the 
American flag flying on American vessels, The report made after 
the trip was that he did not see the American flag once on an Amer- 
ican vessel. 

Of the ten chief maritime nations of the world, the United States 
and Italy have shown a decline since 1875. Germany, almost with- 
out a seacoast as com with the United States, stands ahead 
of her in shipping in the foreign trade. 

In the hing 1894 Mexico and Central and South America bought 
$520,000,000 of foreign products, 6 per cent only of which wascar- 
ried in American ships. 

In the year 1894 the voyages made by American merchant ves- 
sels between the United States and Europe were 252, while Euro- 
pean vessels made 10,233 voyages. 

The tonnage of American vessels in our West Indian and South 
American trade in recent years has declined from about 87 per cent 
to 68 per cent, and with South America from 93 per cent to 75 per 
cent, and English vessels have gained what we lost. 

In 1893, 8,045 English ae entered Argentine ports, while only 
103 American ships touched at those ports. 

Only 3.4 per cent of the world’s shipping is American. British 
ships carry about 67 per cent of our foreign commerce, 

In 1893 there were employed in the British merchant marine 
216,177 persons, 85 per vent being native Englishmen. 

In 1894 there were employed in American domestic and foreign 
shipping about 70,000 persons, 80 per cent being natiye Americans 
and 70 per cent foreigners. 

The facts and figures just recited are humiliating to all Ameri- 
cans; indeed, they show how little claim we have to be called a 
maritime nation when we should voaa have the greatest mer- 
chant marine and be the greatest maritime power on the globe, 

Mr. President, I have tried in what I have said to present the 
cause of American shipping to the Senate and to the country, 
with the earnest wish that Congress will do something looking to 
its restoration. If Ido nothing more than draw attention to the 
facts and vap to add to the interest already aroused in this great 
subject, I will feel amply rewarded for whatever I have done or 
may do hereafter. If any plan better than the one proposed here 
can be suggested, I will accept it, though it must be insisted, Mr. 
President, that the policy of discriminating duties, sanctioned by 
the founders of our Government and tried for more than thirty 
years, with the best results, has again received the approval of 
the people in the last national election, and should at least have 
another trial at the hands of Congress. 

American ocean carrying, so long neglected, is not the cause of 
any party nor of any particular interest; it belongs to no section; 
it concerns the whole country, its future propor ty and welfare; 
it has become the cause of 70,000,000 of people; henceforth they will 
take care of it; in their keeping it will no longer languish; it will 
not aes but prosper and grow and bless the country as in days 
gone by. 

I feel, Mr. President, sooner or later, the patriotic cause of Ba 
building American shipping will triumph, and Americans 1 
enjoy and use their common share in the oceans of the wor!d and 
have their part in its carrying trade; that the time is not distant 
when the American flag will be seen on every sea and float from 
vessels of the United States in all the ports of the earth, and 
American merchants, business men, and bankers will be estab- 
lished and doing remunerative business in all the commercial cen- 
ters of the world. In laboring to secure for our common country 
these splendid achievements and great blessings, statesmanship 
can have no higher aim, patriotism no loftier purpose, and the 
benedictions of a grateful people will descend on those who may 
help in this great movement. 

. President, I ask permission of the Senate to have printed in 
Ags the tables referred to and discussed in my remarks as part of 
e same. 
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No. 3.—Evidence of shipping decay. 
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No. 4—GROWTH, THRIFT, AND DECLINE OF SHIPPING IN FOREIGN TRADE. 


From “American Marine,” by Capt. W. W. Bates, late United States Commissioner of Navigation. 
[Favorable events in roman letters; highly favorable events in small roman capitals; adverse events in italics; strongly adverse events in bold-faced.] 


Events, , transactions, and influences, favorable and adverse, 
‘or the growth, thrift, and decline of American shipping 
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the United States and of the principal maritime countries of Europe 


From 1850 to 1895. 
Commissioner of Navigation of the United States, except that the Bureau Veritas furnished the figures for 


.—Table showing the comparative growth of the tonnage of the merchant navies of 
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the shipping of European nations in 1894.] 
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In these two tables the tonnage of the United States includes the tonnage of coastwise vessels as well as those engaged in carrying our foreign commerce. 


The following table shows imports and exports carried 


American and foreign vessels from 1859 to 1895. 
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No. 11.—Table showing the lation, total foreign commerce, and commerce 
Natel Eagle of =~ United tates and the grinctnad countries embraced in the 


Estimated| Total for- Total | Imports 
State. pulation|eign trade in ter: | per | per 

1894. 1894. capita. capita. | capita. 
lon 8,008,406 | $56,302,593 | $18.77] 89.77 00 
Straits Setti 52. 10 6 0 Aoi] . 3.8 
Hongkong 346,006 | 100,000,000 2.0 | 
Pan 6,000} 1,335,700} 222/60 ie 045 
4,833,239 | 240,999,889 40.88 25.54] 282 
Newfoundland. 197,934 12.978.907 85.54 3.18 29.36 
278,828 | 22,308,044 80.58 29.21 51.37 
31.471 4.128.015 193.16| 50.92 224 
Australian colonies...| 3, 310, 182 453, 705, 508 137.07 66.36 76.71 
Jamaica ............... 639,491 | 20,017,073 | 81.32 | 16.69 14.63 
Trinidad. _ 205,753] 9.213.770 98:60] 51.20 47.40 
Cape of Good Hope. 1. 7 2 18. 60. 6% 1 77.900 3.5 43.05 
New Zealand 668,651 | 77,959,458 116.70 49.45| 67.25 
. 154.2 12.014. 2 77.0 30.84 47.05 
Great Britain. 000 3,381,000, 000 88.45 |... | 
United States 275,000 1,547, 135,164 2.67 9:80 | 1806 


From this table it appears that the foreign trade of the United 
States per capita is less than that of any of the British Colonies, 
even that of Canada, Jamaica, Cape of Good Hope, and New- 
foundland; but for the fi no one would believe this possible. 

The inferior position of the United States is largely due to the 
lack of an adequate merchant marine. 


No. 12._STEAMSHIP LINES FROM NEW YORK. 
NEW YORK TO GREAT BRITAIN. 


1. eee Navi: Lata Company . eden Belgian flags).— 
Express ger, and mail service weekly to Sout 
anand Ta Tana e (British), —Express, passenger, and pm ere service weekly to 
eee and 8 
3. art Star Line (British).—Express service weekly to Queenstown and 


ve 
1 chor Line (British), —Express, passenger, and mail service weekly to 
Morville and G: 
5. Guion Line British), 5 express, passenger, and mail service to 
Queenstown and Li oe: 
—— National Line r tish).— Weekly freight and live- stock service to Lon- 


07. ` Arrow Line L British).—Service, principally freight. 8 5 and Dundee. 
8. Manhanset Line (British flag). — Service every 10 days to Bristol and 


a, Wal 
9. Bristol City Line (British Ro doer freight service to Bristol and 
wansea and ports in the Brit l 
10. Wilson-Hill Line (British). -Service 8 reight, to London. 
II. Wilson Line (British). riers service to Hull and fortnightly service 
to Newcastle, chiefly freight. 
12. Allan- State Line (British). Weekly service to Glasgow. 
Bog Atlantic Transport Line (British).—Weekly passenger service to Lon- 


i. oe min Pay hey T freight and cattle service to Liverpool by char- 
of vi 
1128 Lamport iS Holt Line e ionitish). —Freight service at varying periods to 
ve 
16. dere Prince Line 1 Freight service to British ports at irreg- 
periods. Also to South American and West Indian ports. 


NEW YORK TO GERMANY. 


17. North German Lloyd (German).—Express, mail, and passenger service 
to Bremen, touching at Southampton, twice a week. 

18. Hamburg-American (German). ed express, mail, and passen 
ae to Hamburg via 8 y mail and passenger serv. — 

to Hamburg; return via Ha — — freight service to Hamburg. 

19. Union Line (German).—Fortnightly passenger and freight service to 
Hamburg. 


Swanse: 


NEW YORK TO FRANCE. 
Com: ie Générale Transatlantique (French).—Express, passenger 
and inal — — weekly, via Southampton, to Havre. 
Compagnie Nationale de Navi; 1800 de Marseille French). — Passenger 
aon freight service to Marseilles and Naples. 


22. Nouvelle Com vod Bordela de Navigation (French).—Monthly 
8 service to Bo: 
* 5 23. Cyprien Fabre Tána: (French). —Fortnightly service to Marseilles and 
aples, 


NEW YORK TO THE NETHERLANDS. 
24. Netherlands-American Line (Dutch). „ r, poar mail 
service, semiweekly to Rotterdam and Amsterdam, ulogn 
25. North American Transport Line (British).—Freight Service to o Rotter- 


dam every 10 days. 
NEW YORK TO BELGIUM. 
1. International 88 Company. —Red sand Line (under Belgian flag). 
861 d mail service to Antw: 
Wilson Line (B: British). —Fortnightly maadik g ‘chiefly freight, to Ant- 
wa 
e: NEW YORK TO THE BALTIC, 
18. 5 (German). —Seandia Line. Fortnightly to Chris- 
tha, Gothenburg, Copenhagen, and Stettin. 
26. Thingvalla Line’ (Danish).—Service every 10 days to Christiansand, 
Christiania, Copenhagen, and Stettin. 
NEW YORK TO PORTUGAL AND SPAIN. 
27. Linha de Vapores 8 poe Eorna); —Passenger and freight 
servico t to the Azores, Opo: isbon, and Cadiz. 
esa Insulano (Portuguese). —Passenger and fre 15 service to the 
pe Verde, and Canary islands, and Lisbon every eeks. 


NEW YORK TO THE MEDITERRANEAN. 
[4.] Anchor Line.—To Gibraltar, Naples, Genoa, Leghorn, Messina, and Pa- 


[17] North-German Lloyd.—To Naples twice a month. To Genoa twice a 
mon 
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Pn Hamburg-American.—To Naples twice_a month, in 
ar a Generate fal Gal. P aos 5 
avigagionę Gen e Italiana —Passe and frei 
e 25 ad Ni Medi and to Genoa. Steamship C rita ee 
ew York a i nean p Company.— Phelps Line” 
(British). Freight service to Mediterranean ports. 1 5 


NEW YORK TO CHINA AND JAPAN. ; 
31. Barber & Co. (charterers). 55 service about once in six weeks by 


varying chartered vessels to Singapore, Hongkong, Shanghai, Hi ‘ 
Yokohama, by: 3 calling at Heenan and A Aisn oah Hiogo and 
82. Perry & Co. (charterers).—Same as above. 


NEW YORK TO AFRICA, 


53. Union Clan Line and American and African e British). — Alterna 
monthly freight service to South and East Afri 1 oe * 8 


NEW YORK TO THE RED SEA AND sa eee PORTS. 


34. Daniel Bacon (charterer).—Bimonthly freight service to Jeddah, 
deidah, Aden, and Bombay. K ig ans 


NEW YORK TO SOUTH AMERICA. 


85. Red D Line (American).—Mail, express, and passenger service every 10 
days to Curacoa, Puerto Cabello, La Guayra. Also freight line to Maracaibo 
(1 steamer). Also 1 steamer comme Curagoa and Maracaibo, and 1 
steamer connec’ Curagoa and La Vela de Coro. 

36. Robert M. Sloman's Line 3 Freight service monthly to Rio de 
Janeiro, Pernambuco, and Santos. 

$7. Booth Steamship Line (British). —Monthly freight service to Para and 
Manaos; return via bados. Also monthly freight service to Para, Maran- 
han, and Ceara or Pernambuco, thence to London, and return via same ports 
to New York. 

z razi nee Cross Line (British).—Freight and mail service to vurious ports in 


Demerara Line 3 L. W. & P. Armstrong, charterers).— 
Freignt service, E Hott Line (British). Prolght end passen i 

15. mport ine — and passenger service eve 
10 days to 3 Rio de Janeiro, and Also Montevideo, PHARA 


yres, and Rosario at 1 intervals. 
Knott's Prince Line. (See above.) 
40. Norton Line 


British).—Freight service semimonthly to Montevid: 
Buse A and 3 return via Rio de Janeiro. 1 = 
. Grace & Co., Merchants’ Line (British).—Monthly freight service 
to ee on west coast of South America. 
NEW YORK TO CENTRAL AMERICA. 
42. Pacific Mail 3 n 8 Express. passenger, and 
mail service wee 5 he ‘Also Ban Fra . 
43. Columbian Line 6 8 Rallrbad Company, charterers).— 
New York to Colon every 10 days. 
hh. Central American Steamship 1 Line (James Rankine, charterer).—Fort- 
BONY mger and freight aye ce to Jamaica, Belize, Grey Town, and 
n Hen duras and Nicaragu 


50455 Merchants“ bed Line (B 5 — K 4 aa Jr.). Service to Jamaica, Colon, 
Grey Tona: Bluefields, and of Nicaragua. 
16. Nicaragua Line (Hurl at ie Co., charterers).—Fortnightly service to 
Blnoficlds and Bocas del Toro. 
47. H. Dumois & Co. (charterers).—Freight service, chiefly banana trade, 
to Baracoa and Gibara by chartered steamers. 
NEW YORK TO WEST INDIES AND MEXICO. 
48. New York and Cuba Mail Steamship Company (American).—Express, 
passenger, and mail service to Habana, Matanzas, and Central American 
Also 3 to Nassau. St. Jago, and Cienfuegos. 
ip. Koninklijke est. Indischę ‘Maildienst (Dutch). —Every three weeks to 
perapan Porto Cabello, La Guayra, Trini 1 Paramaribo, 
salt caer est Indian and South American ke to Am terdam. 
h) Passenger and mail 


50. Campañia Transatlántica 8 : ulted States of Colombia, 


service three times a month to Ha’ 
and Venezuela. 
51. Atlas Line (British).— d mail service to Haiti and ports of 
285 States of Colombia fortni ering k to South Haiti and Port Limon fort- 
to Kingston, Jacmel, and Aux Cayes fortnightly. 
ne Clue *s Dominican Line (American). —Fortnightly service to ports of 


. Clyde's Haitien Line (American).—Monthly service to pa of Haiti. 

61. New York, Bermuda and West India Line Y British). —Fortnightly pas- 
senger and mail service to Bermuda. 

5 3 Company (British). — Passenger and mail service 
monthly e Bahamas. 

56. Waydell & Co. Sons he sini —Monthly service to Matanzas and north 
Cuban ports. Also monthly to St. de Cuba and Cienfuegos. 


67. New York and Porto Rico Line ( terers). “Fortnightly fi freight sery- 
ice to Porto Rico. 


68. prisiad Line (Christa Goare & Co., charterers).—Freight service to Gra- 
+ an 
2 Steamship Li Line (British To St. Tho St. Croix, Guadel ` 
5 Martinique, St. Lucie, andl Barbados. . * ere 
nott's ne. 
Li harte — f ht service to Cuba: 
ee id aa iy ging ee eee tO Cuban poris, 
This list gives the names and nationality of the companies and 
service of the 60 ocean lines leaving New York for all ports of the 
world, only 7 being American, the rest foreign. It shows how 
completely the carrying of our foreign trade is in the hands of 
foreign ships. 
RELIEF OF FLOOD SUFFERERS OF THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY. 


Mr. BATE. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask unani- 
mous consent to have read and considered at this time. 

Mr. Be I ask that the unfinished business be laid before 
the Sena 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 5 in the chair). 
Before the joint resolution introduced b Senator from Ten- 
. BATE] is read, the Chair wi before the Senate 
ed business, the title of which 8 1l be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. BATE. I now ask unanimous consent that the joint hos 


lution which I introduce may be read at length and conside: 
at this time. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


601 


The joint resolution (S. R. 27) for the relief of the flood sufferers 


of the Mississippi Valley was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the President 
of the Uni States be, and is Dereby, authorized to direct the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of the United States Marine-Hospital Service, through its medical officers, 
to at once, to the extent needed, distribute to the flood sufferers such surplus 
tents, blankets, food, and medicine as he may now haye on . 
from the epidemic fund of 1893; and that the Marine-Hospital Service be, and 
is hereby, authorized to gena, with the epidemic fund now on hand, such 
other supplies, as tents, blankets, food, and medicine, as the Surgeon-General 
of the United States Marine-Hospital Service may deem necessary, and dis- 
ated the same as he may think needful to the flood sufferers as soon as 

e. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, the pending 
question being on the substitute proposed by Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, in making the statement pre- 
liminary to the consideration and discussion of the bankruptc 
bill, favorably reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
have deemed it proper to confine my remarks to a careful analysis 
of its various e and I ought to say that, in the prepara- 
tion of that analysis, I have been greatly assisted oy the gentleman 
whose name is generally applied to this measure. This being done, 
I shall content myself with such advocacy of the bill as I may 
deem proper, as from time to time its several provisions may be 
under the immediate scrutiny of the Senate. 

I have caused 

THE LAWS OF OTHER COUNTRIES 
to be examined, and find that all the leading nations of the world 
have, and have had for many years, upon their statute books laws 
on the subject of bankruptcy. É 

The lawin England has been continuously in force for three 
hundred and fifty-five years. It has been many times amended, 
but has never been repealed. In France the law has been in force 
for four hundred and seven years. Amendatory acts were passed 
in 1512, 1536, 1560, and 1609, but it has never been repealed. In 
Germany a law of this character was enacted for the Empire in 
1877. Ithas since then been continuously upon the statute books, 
and has worked to the satisfaction of that . Prior to that 
date the several states of the present Empire had bankruptcy 
laws. In Russia there has been a bankruptcy law in force since 
1825; how much longer I can not say, not having had access to 
their earlier laws. 

The fact that these great nations have found it desirable in con- 
ducting business and in the promotion of enterprise to have such 
laws for the mutual protection of debtors and creditors consti- 
tutes a precedent of persuasive force to the members of this body, 


BLACKSTONE AND KENT AND STORY 


and other legal writers have discussed at length the necessity for 
a law which would be merciful to unfortunate debtors and enforce 
the rules of equity between creditors, 

Blackstone, in writing upon this subject (Book II, chapter 31, 
page 472), said: 

At present the laws of bankruptcy are considered as laws calculated for 
the benefit of trade, and founded on the principles of humanity as well as 
3 and to that end they confer some privileges not only on the creditors 

ut also on the bankrupt or debtor himself—on the creditors, by compelling 
the 3 to give up all his effects to their use, without any fraudulent 
; on the debtor, by exempting him from the rigor of the general 


concealmen’ 
law, whereby his person might be confined, at the discretion of his creditor, 
though in reality he has nothing to satisfy the debt. 


Kent, in volume 2 (12 ed., page 390), said: 


loses the character and ponar of a proprietor over it. He can no longer ere 
any preferences among his creditors and the race of diligence between them 

in advantages is wholly interrupted; and if the krupt acts fairly 
and candidly, he will ultimately be relieved from imprisonment and even 
from the obligation of his debts. 


Judge Story, in the course of an able discussion of a bankruptcy 
law, used language as follows: 


One of the first duties of 1 tion, while it provides amply for the sacred 
obligation of contracts and the remedies to enforce them, certainly is, pari 
passu, to relieve the unfortunate and meritorious debtor from a slavery of 
mind and body which cuts him off from a fair e; 


joyment of the common bene- 
gu of society and robs his family of the fruits 


bor and the benefits of 


paternal superintendence, A national government which did not ee 
this power of legislation would be little worthy of the exalted functions 


guarding the happiness and supporting the rights of a free le. It might 
ard nst AUSI oppressions, only to render private 8 soe 
tolerable and more glaring. 

But there are peculiar reasons, independent of these general considerations, 
why the Government of the United Statesshould be intrusted with this power. 
They result from the importance of preserving harmony, promoting Justice, 
ree N equality of rights and remedies among the citizens of all the 


There are not only peculiarreasons why the Goyernment should 
have this power, as Judge Story says, but there are many reasons 
why Congrese should exercise it for the benefit of the whole peo- 
ple without further delay. 

THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTION PROVIDES: 

Con; shall have power * * * to establish uniform laws upon the 
subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. (Article I. section 8.) 

The constitution of a great country would be incomplete with- 
out such a provision. 

The great array of precedents and reasons for the enactment of 
such a law admonishes us not to delay carrying out our plain duty 
under the Constitution. 


We haye had 
THREE BANKRUPTCY LAWS 
enacted by Congress, the first in 1800, the second in 1841, an 
the third in 1867. The two earlier laws were of short duration; the 
third and last law was in force for eleven years. 

These laws were enacted after financial calamities, and were 
not examined and perfected with the care that such measu 
ougat to have had. The last law was amended to its detriment, 
and it was administered at a time when scandals of all kinds were 
prevalent. 

During the past ten years there has been 

AN AGITATION IN BEHALF OF A NEW LAW 


which has been educational in character. It has not been the pur- 
pose of those conducting this agitation to secure the enactment of 
a particular law, except so far as it should be comprehensive of 
the rights of all honest people; they have not gone about the work 
with the secrecy which attends the promotion of selfish ends, but 
have sought the greatest publicity for the consideration of the sub- 
ject. The result has been a general discussion of every phase of 
the question in all parts of the country. Individuals, bodies of 
men, newspapers, and magazines have all contributed reasons for 
and against the exercise of this constitutional duty, and always 
with the end in view of the greatest good to the greatest number. 

The product of these years of agitation has been the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill, a measure which has been more generally con- 
sidered and universally indorsed throughout the country than an 
preceding measure of like character, and which has been consid- 
ered and discussed by Congress each session since 1889. 


THE TORREY BANKRUPTCY BILL 


is composed of five chapters, which embrace the whole subject— 

the courts, the officers, the bankrupts, the creditors, and the 

estates. Thesections of the bill in these various chapters severally 

relate to only one subject, so that a provision once made is not 

again restated, but is merely referred to. In this way that confu- 

sion is avoided which in other bills has been most perplexing. 
THE COURTS. 


United States courts have only a limited jurisdiction, and hence 
it is necessary to provide with particularity their entire jurisdic- 
tion in bankruptcy proceedings, and this is done with care. 

One of the features of the bill specially pleasing to me is that it 
does not attempt to provide new methods for accomplishing re- 
sults, but as far as possible adopts those in force under other laws. 
It avoids, as far as possible, specialties in bankruptcy practice. 
This is illustrated by the fact that process pleadings and adjudi- 
cations are to be the same as in equity cases in United States 
courts. The right of trial by jury is preserved, and instead of 
being made available in some new and perhaps unusual way, the 
jury is to be summoned, impaneled, sworn, and charged as in the 
other cases in which the United States courts already have juris- 
diction. The rules of evidence are not changed. 

In prior bankruptcy laws jurisdiction to try all controversies in 
bankruptcy has been given to the United States courts; but the 
provisions of this bill are quite the reverse, and under them 

LITIGATION WILL NOT, OF NECESSITY, 
be taken to the United States courts, but will be tried in the 
courts which would have had jurisdiction of the controversy as 
between the bankrupt, had bankruptcy proceedings not inter- 
vened, and the adverse party. Let me explain how important 
this is to citizens residing at a distance from where the United 
States courts conyene. I will give an illustration drawn from an 
imaginary case in my own State, but it will be equally applicable 
to any other State. Suppose a transaction is had between a resi- 
dent of Louisville and a citizen of one of the counties in Ken- 
tucky farthest from Louisville. When the transaction is entered 
into, the resident of Louisville, of course, knows that if the 
matter should become a subject of litigation he would be re- 
quired to bring suit in the county where the other party to the 
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transaction resides. On the other hand, if the citizen residing 
in the remote county desires to bring suit, he must in turn go to 
Louisville. It will apparent to everyone that this condition 
ought not to be disturbed in the event of either of the parties be- 
coming bankrupt. The bill therefore provides that if the Louis- 
ville party is compelled through adverse circumstances to take 
advantage of the efits of the bankruptcy act, and the other 

arty desires to sue his trustee, he must go to Louisville to do so. 
n the other hand, if the trustee must sue the party residing at a 
distance from Louisville, he will have to go to the tounty where 
the proposed defendant resides. If the party living at a distance 
from Louisville should desire to bring suit in a bankruptcy court, 
he would be permitted to do so, or if the trustee wished to sue the 
other party, and the latter for any reason desired the bankruptcy 
court to try the controversy instead of his home court, he may 
consent thereto, in which event the bankruptcy court will have 
jurisdiction to try and determine the case. This provision is a 
complete answer to the just criticism of the last law, that many 
people were required to go long distances to the United States 
courts to litigate controversies with bankruptcy estates. 

This bill does 

NOT INTERFERE WITH ESTABLISHED CUSTOMS 


and practice any more than is absolutely necessary. a and 

— fs of error are like those already allowed by law, and the pro- 

ceedings are the same. Under the old law there was practically no 
except to a single judge sitting as a circuit court. 

A trustee may be imprisoned not to exceed five years for mal- 
feasance in office. A bankrupt may be imprisoned for not to ex- 
ceed two years or fined not to exceed $2,000 for having falsely, 
knowingly, and fraudulently accounted for his Ss — or the 
concealment of the cig Ba his estate, or having n a parti- 
ceps criminis in proving claims inst his estate; or com- 
mitting perjury; making a substantially false valuation of his 

roperty and falsifying his schedule or list of creditors; or of ob- 
ing property in contemplation of bankruptcy, with intent not 

to pay for it, for the yapos of preferring a creditor by increasing 
his estate; secreting his property in contemplation of bankruptcy, 
or transferring any pr otherwise than in the ordinary course 
of his business, in contemplation of bankruptcy. 

Creditors may be imprisoned not to 3 two years upon con- 
yiction of having committed perjury, or presented a false claim 

inst a bankrupt estate, or received property from a bankrupt 
r the filing of a petition and before adjudication with a view 
of defeating the act, or receiving property as a bribe. 

Officers may be punished by a fine not to exceed $500 and by the 
forfeiture of their offices for malfeasance or misfeasance. 

Prosecutions must be commenced within one year after the 
commission of the act. 

Other provisions are made for aeng evidence, the reference of 
cases, arbitration and compromises, the making of rules, forms, 
and orders, computations of time, and the transfer of cases, 

THE OFFICERS. 

There are only two new offices created. They are the assistant 
judicial officer, called a referee, and an officer who is the repre- 

ntative of creditors in the enforcement of their rights, called 
VCC CCC 

erees wi appoin y the co of ban cy in su 
numbers as aon fe necessary to assist in properly of 


uptcy business. In the inning there will be a large num- 
er of them appointed to dispose of the accumulated bankrupt 
business, but gradually the number will be reduced. As the 


compensation is paid wholly out of the estates they administer, 
their appointment will be no charge upon the Government. They 
may be appointed in every county, the purpose being to bring the 
administration of the law to every man’s door. In brief, they may 
perform the duties of judge under careful restrictions, except in 
making adjudications in con cases or in determining the 
right of discharge. When the parties are dissatisfied with the 
finding of these officers, they may have the case certified into court, 
for the consideration of the judge, upon request, and without giv- 
ing an appeal bond. 

e referee will receive a ten-dollar filing fee in each case, and 
a commission of BA got on the amounts paid to creditorsin divi- 
dends and one-half of 1 per cent paid in settlements. 

The trustee will be chosen by the creditors. There may be one 
or three for each estate. The compensation of this officer is a five- 
dollar filing fee and a commission of 5 per cent on the first $5,000 
paa in dividends, 2 per cent on the second $5,000, and 1 per cent 

m dividends in excess of $10,000. 

Neither the fee nor the commission of the referee or the trustee 

will be paid 

UNTIL THE ESTATE HAS BEEN FULLY ADMINISTERED 
and the records returned to the court. The manner in which the 
commissions of these two officers is computed—that is, on net in- 
stead of gross financial results—and the time of the payment of 


their ee ene is, after the estate has been fully adminis- 
tered—will interest them both in securing economical and prompt 
administrations. These fees are more reasonable than the fees E 


THE BANKRUPTS. 


A person or firm may file a voluntary petition in bankruptcy; 
a corporation is not permitted to do so. e filing of the petition 
constitutes an act of bankruptcy, and the adjudication will be 
made as of course, 

ptcy proceedings may be commenced by creditors, under 
careful restrictions, against a person, firm, or corporation con- 
cerning whom it is alleged that an act of bankruptcy has been 
committed, except national banks, farmers, and wage earners, 
There is a law now in force for the control and regulation of na- 
tional banks, and it was thought.best not to interfere with that 
law. In certain contingencies the Government is responsible for 
the assets of such , and it is but reasonable that it should 
have entire control of them and of their liquidation in cases of 
dishonesty or insolvency. 


THE ACTS OF BANKRUPTCY 


for the commission of which persons, firms, and corporations may 
be adjudged bankrupts after a trial are such as relate to dishonest 
acts and a hopeless condition of insolvency. Those which relate 
to dishonesty are such as constitute, under the several State laws, 
grounds for attachment. Those which are predicated upon insol- 
vency are such as show an inability or unwillingness to protect 
the estate from an unfair division among the creditors, or the 
impossibility of paying commercial paper for considerable amounts 
after protracted defaults. 

The fear of some persons, that giving creditors a right to collec- 
tively proceed against their debtor under these circumstances will 
prove to be harsh, is unfounded. Proceedings in bankruptcy can 
not in any case be taken by the creditors collectively until ‘after 
the debtor is liable to be proceeded against by his creditors indi- 
vidually. These proceedi will be less likely to be taken t an 
that an individual creditor will pronao for his own selfish inter- 
ests. The result of an individual ereditor proceeding will almost 
with certainty result in some creditors being paid in full, some 

tially paid, and some of them not paid any part of their claims, 
ot only this; almost always the debtor is left in a hopeless con- 
dition of financial collapse without power of recuperation. The 
result will be infinitely more desirable if worked out under the 
rovisions of this bill than if left for determination under present 
aws; that is, the debtor, if honest, will receive a discharge and 
be given a new opportunity to support himself and his dependents. 
The creditors,no matter whether they are rich and strong or poor 
and weak, will receive their proportionate part of the estate. It is 
bok ag that those who speak of involuntary bankruptey as cruel 
and harsh, and as against the best interests of the debtor as well 
as the creditor, are speaking without sufficient consideration of 
the subject. 

An excellent method is provided by which a debtor may secure 

from his creditors 


A SETTLEMENT AFTER THE FILING OF THE PETITION, 


and at any stage of the proceedings, and even before the adjudica- 
tion. The provisions are carefully drawn to prevent sharp prac- 
tice by the debtor or between the creditors. Under this provision 
of the bill more estates will be settled than administered. Under 
t laws, so long as there is one obdurate creditor, the debtor 
8 and the other creditors must be equally obdurate, or 
lose their rights; but under the compromise provisions of this 
bill the best interests of all will be considered and carried ont. 
Suppose, for example, that a single creditor, after having given 
it on the same basis as other creditors, should see fit to try 
and force collection at a time when the debtor is unable to pay. 
There could only be one result—a failure, a legal contest, the 
incurring of unnecessary expense, to be paid out of the estate 
and in the end a financially ruined debtor, and creditors of 
ual rights deprived of remedies; but under the provisions 

of this bill the honest debtor can secure a consideration of his 
necessities, and at small expense a fair settlement, and all of his 
creditors will be bound by it. The settlement may be simply an 


extension of the time within which to pay the whole amount due, 
or a scalin 
the bill 
classes, 

The bill does not in any way interfere with the exemptions now, 


down of the liabilities. In my judgment, this part o 
ill result in untold benefits to both the debtor and creditor 
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or which may be hereafter, allowed to debtors by the laws of the 
several States. 
DISCHARGES WILL BE GRANTED 

upon application made not less than two months after the adjudi- 
cation, and within the next four months, or if not made within 
that time, they may be applied for by permission of the court 
within the next six 3 but not afterwards. The Bed ders 
of this limitation is to have the application made, if at all, while 
the facts of the case are well known and the witnesses are still alive. 

Although a discharge may be granted, it will not be a relief 
against taxes, judgments for frauds, or for willful and malicious 
eber to person or propariy, or claims which have not been 
scheduled, or were created by malfeasance while acting as an offi- 
cer or serving in a fiduciary capacity. 

Corporations will not be discharged, as there is not the same 
necessity therefor as in the case of individuals, and, in addition, 
there is in many of the States a conditional liability on the part of 
stockholders which ought not to be interfered with by a discharge 
of the corporation. 

In the course of the consideration of the subject, there has been 
more or less discussion as to 


WHETHER DISCHARGES SHOULD BE CONDITIONED 


upon the payment by an estate of a certain percen or upon 
the consent of a certain proportion of the creditors. Under the 
insolvency laws of the several States this subject has been cu- 
riously dealt with. In one of the States the payment of a 70 per 
cent dividend is a condition precedent toa discharge, while in 
many of them theassent of a majority of the creditorsis necessary. 
The fact is that a discharge can be justified only upon the groun 
of sound public policy; that is, the State is more interested in hav- 
ing an honest debtor relieved from obligations he can not meet, and 
given an opportunity to better support and educate his family 
and accumulate property upon which to pay taxes, than in hay- 
ing him held in financial bondage forever by individual cred- 
itors. The binding obligation of a contract ought not to be an- 
nulled 78755 on this ground. It is the same sound public policy 
which justifies the allowance of exemptions. There is no reason 
why the payment of acertain percentage should be required, or 
that the assent of any part of the creditors should of necessity be 
obtained as a condition precedent to the granting of a discharge. 
Public opinion certainly will not tolerate the discharge of one 
debtor because his estate happens to pay 70 cents on the dollar, and 
the refusal of a discharge to another whose estate pays a fraction 
of 1 per cent less, when both debtors are equally honest. To re- 

uire the assent of a R of creditors would lead to wrong- 

oing in the nature of bribery and extortion, as the creditor whose 
assent is needed to make up the majority might impose the pay- 
ment of an extra percentage as the price of his assent. The trne 
doctrine is that no dishonest debtor should receive a discharge, 
no matter what percentage his estate pays or what number of 
creditors have been induced to assent; but, on the other hand, every 
honest debtor should be discharged, irrespective of the money 
value of his estate or the assent of his creditors. 

The status of the debtor under this bill is infinitely better than 
it is under most of the State laws. 

THE CREDITORS. 

The bill provides for meetings of the creditors, and how votes 
shall be taken, and what majorities are required for affirmative 
action. It provides for the proof and allowance of claims, which 
is a very simple matter, consisting simply of a plain statement of 
the rights of the creditors verified by oath. Notice will be given 
to creditors as the successive steps in the administration are taken. 
Preferences are forbidden, and when given with the knowledge of 
the creditor, the property, or its value, or the money paid, may be 
recovered by the trustee; payment in the ordinary course of busi- 
ness by the debtor in good faith would not be construed as a pref- 
erence; but a payment given in order to avoid the provisions of 
the act, or to enable one of the creditors to collect a greater per- 
centage of his claim than another creditor of equal rights, would 
be considered a preference. The provision in regard to prefer- 
ences is necessary in order that the debtor may be prevented from 
paying favored creditors in full and then 5 a discharge 

m the claims of other creditors of equal rights. Valid liens are 
to be upheld; fraudulent ones are to be set aside. 
THE ESTATES. 

All moneys of estates are to be deposited in a depository desig- 
nated by the court. This provision is to prevent, so far as pos- 
sible, loss to the estate. Trust funds are not to be mingled with 
individual pro rty. Money will be paid out by trustees only 
upon their draft or check. : 

The expenses of administering estates must be reported in detail 
under oath, and will not be allowed by the court unless they 
prove to have been actual and necessary. 

In general terms, all claims against a debtor may be proved 
against his estate as a bankrupt. 


Debts which have priority and are to be paid in full in the ordi- 
nary course of the inistration are as follows: The expense of 
preserving the estate, fling Toes, the cost of ađministration, wages 
earned within three months before the date of the filing of the 
proceedings not exceeding $300 to each claimant, demands due to 
the Federal, State, or municipal governments. 

. ne will be paid as often as the funds in the estate may 
justify it. 

Under our last bankruptcy law 

THE TITLE OF THE PROPERTY 

vested in the trustee of the bankrupt as of the date of the filing of 
the petition. This provision worked many hardships, because, 
after the filing of a petition and before an adjudication, a prudent 
man sometimes bought the property of a debtor so situatedand had 
his title defeated by a subsequent adjudication. In this bill the 
provision is different. Under it the title will vestin the trustee as 
of the date of the final adjudication. In other words, the defend- 
ant in bankruptcy proceedings will have the same right to the 
control of his property as the defendant in any other proceedings. 
If it is feared that he will make way with his property, the cred- 
itors may haye ion taken of it by the marshal upon giving 

bond in much the same manner as property may be attached. i 

This measure is the most thoroughly yzed piece of proposed. 
legislation I have ever examined. Every conceivable a as 
seems to have been thought out and carefully provided for. It 
is my judgment that if enacted it will be a conspicuous example 
of matured legislation and remain for all time as an example of 
ostian should be prepared before being placed upon the statute 

8. j 

The question of who the 


FRIENDS AND FOES OF THIS BILL 


are has proved of great interest, and hence I have considered how 
the financial interests of all classes of our citizens are likely to be 
affected by it. 

The fact that litigation will continue in the State courts, and 
that referees may be appointed in every county, will prevent the 
concentration of bankruptcy business in the places where the 
bankruptcy courts meet. 

I have considered the status of laborers and find that they are 
interested in the stability of credits, the maintenance of which 
gives continuity to their employment, and there is nothing in their 
status repugnant to a complete bankruptcy law. 

I have considered the surroundings and natural inclinations of 

COUNTRY MERCHANTS, 

and find that under such a law they will enjoy a more extended 
credit than under conflicting State laws. They will enjoy greater 
security under an equitable bankruptcy law, because under the 
State laws a single creditor may force them out of business, while 
under the proposed bankruptcy law they may defend themselves 
against the action brought by their creditors collectively upon 
the ground that they have not committed acts of bankruptcy, or 
if they have, still they may, if honest, secure settlements of their 
affairs and proceed with their business. 

I have considered the financial interests of those who produce 
raw material, both from the fields and mines, and find that they 
are interested in the maintenance of credit which enables them to 
garner and harvest, dig, and market their products. They, too, 
are interested in a complete bankruptcy law; they can not be said 
in any sense or from any 3 to be interested in a law 

urely in the interest of the debtor class, because under such a 

aw the middleman who handles their product might deliberately 
prepare for and go into bankruptcy and cheat them out of the 
moneys due them. 

I have considered the subject from the standpoint of the jobber 
and manufacturer, and find that they, too, are interested both in 
maintaining and extending credit, and that the passage of this bill 
will give stability to their affairs and result in enlarging the vol- 
ume of their transactions, There may be : 

LARGE AND SELFISH BUSINESS ESTABLISHMENTS 
which do not agree with this statement; they make it a part of 
their business to secure preferences whenever a failure occurs in . 
which they are inte ; they do not believe in the discharge of 
honest debtors by the courts, or the application of equitable rules 
between them and their fellow-creditors, and hence are opposed 
to the enactment of such a law as this. 

In view of all the facts, it is for us to consider whether, at the 
dictation of a few great establishments, we shall further pene 
making the constitutional right to a bankruptcy law available to 
the people or proceed upon the theory of the test good to the 

test number, and pass the bill recommended by the Commit- - 
on the Judiciary. 

A bankruptcy law should be on our statute books. The Torrey 
bill is, in my opinion, the best measure on that subject ever pre- 
sented to Co , and, fully persuaded that it will benefit the 
whole people, I advocate its enactment into a law. 
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For the convenience of the members of the Senate during this 
discussion, I will have printed in the RECORD 


A Summary of the Torrey Bankruptcy Bill 
(S. 1035), by chapters and sections, as follows: 


BANKRUPTCY. 
Chapters. Chapters. 
I. Courts. . CREDITORS, 
II. OFFICERS. V. ESTATES. 
UPTS, 
CHAPTER I. 
COURTS. 
ons. Sections. ; 
1. Meaning of Words and Phrases. 9. Jurisdiction of Appellate Courts. 
2. Jurisdiction of Courts of Bank- 10. Ap and Writs of Error. 
ruptcy. 11. Arbitration of Controversies. 
8. Froo; Pleadings, and Adjudica- = ye ak ape 
ons. > on of New: rs. 
4. Jury Trials. 14. Offenses. ME 
„ Oaths, Affirmations, 15. Rules, Forms, and Orders, 
6. Evidence 16. Computation of Time. 


7. Reference of Cases after Adjudica- 17. Transfer of Cases. 


tion. 
8. Jurisdiction of United States and 
State Courts. 


SECTION 1. Meaning of Words and Phrases.—The use of certain 
words in lieu of phrases, which is made possible by this section, 
adds to the clearness of the bill and makes it shorter by thousands 
of words than it otherwise would be, e. g., Courts of bank- 
ruptey“ shall include the district courts of the United States and 
of the Territories, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
and the United States court of the Indian Territory; „persons“ 
shall include corporations, officers, partnership, and women. 

Sec, 2, Jurisdiction of Courts of Bankrupicy.—United States 
district courts in the States and Territories, the supreme court in 
the District of Columbia, and the United States court of the 
Indian Territory are given jurisdiction at law and in equity to 
administer the act in term time and vacation. 

Src. 3. Process, Pleadings, and Adjudications.—‘‘a Upon the 
filing of an involuntary petition in a court of bankruptcy, service 
thereof, with a writ of subpcena, shall be made upon the person 
therein named as defendant in the same manner that service of 
such process is now or may hereafter be had in accordance with 
the laws of the United States upon the commencement of a suit 
in equity in the courts of the United States, except that it shall 
be returnable within fifteen days, unless the judge shall for cause 
fix a longer time. 

“b The bankrupt, or any creditor, may appear and plead to the 
petition within ten days after the return day, or within such fur- 
ther time as the court may allow. 

% Petitions shall be verified under oath. 

“d If the bankrupt, or any of his creditors, shall appear, within 
the time limited, and controvert the facts alleged in the petition, 
or demur thereto, the judge shall determine, as soon as may be, 
the issues presented by the pleadings, with or without the interven- 
tion of a jury, and make the adjudication or dismiss the petition. 

‘te If on the last day within which pleadings may be filed none 
are filed by the bankrupt or any of his creditors, the judge shall 
on the next day, if present, or as soon thereafter as practicable, 
make the adjudication or dismiss the petition. 

“ f If the judge is absent from the district, or the division of the 
district in which the petition is pending, on the next day after the 
last day on which needma may be filed, and none have been filed 
by the cP pe or any of his creditors, or when a voluntary pe- 
tition is filed, the clerk shall forthwith refer the case to the referee. 

“g Upon the filing of a voluntary petition the judge shall, if 
present, hear the petition and make the adjudication or dismiss 
the petition.” 

Sec. 4. Jury Trials.—‘‘a A person (firm or corporation) inst 
whom an involuntary petition has been filed shall be entitled to 
have a trial by jury, in respect to any act of bankruptcy alleged 
in such petition to have been committed, upon filing a written 
application therefor before the expiration of the time within which 
an answer may be filed. If such application is not filed within 
such time a trial by jury shall be deemed to have been waived. 

If a jury is not in attendance upon the court, one may be 
specially summoned for the trial, or the case may be postponed, 
or, if the case is pending in one of the district courts within the 
jurisdiction of a circuit court of the United States, it may be 
certified for trial to the circuit court sitting at the same place, or 
by consent of parties when sitting at any other place in the same 
district, if such circuit court has or is to have a jury first in 
attendance, 

%% The right to submit matters in controversy, or an alleged 
offense under this act, to a jury shall be determined and enjoyed, 
except as provided by this act, according to the United States 


laws now in force or such as may be hereafter enacted in relation 
to trials by jury.” 

Sec. 5. Oaths, Affirmations.—‘ a Oaths required by this act, 
except upon hearings in court, may be administered by (1) ref- 
erees; (2) officers authorized to administer oaths in proceedings 
before the courts of the United States, or under the laws of the 
State where the same are to be taken; and (3) diplomatic or con- 
sular officers of the United States in any foreign country. 

“b Any m having conscientious scruples as to takin an 
oath may, in lieu thereof, affirm. Any person who shall 2 8 
falsely shall be punished as for the making of a false oath.” 

Sec. 6. Evidence. Parties to controversies will be able to secure 


`| the testimony of all persons in the administration of estates, irre- 


spective of their residences, 

Sec. 7. References of Cases after Adjudication.—The court may 
cause the estate to be administered or refer it generally or spe- 
cially to the referee. Cases may be transferred from one referee 
to another for the convenience of parties. a 

SEC. 8. Jurisdiction of United States and State Courts.—The 
proposed plaintiff in a suit against a bankrupt estate may insti- 
tute 1 in the appropriate State court; or, if it has juris- 
diction, in the United States circuit court; or, if he desire, in the 
court of bankruptcy; but the trustee is limited in the institution 
of such suits as he may wish to bring to the court in which the 
bankrupt, of whose estate he is trustee, sg, have brought them 
if proceedings had not been instituted. ese provisions are for 
the purpose of having controversies litigated in the courts most 
convenient for the parties litigant and witnesses, and to prevent 
the concentration of litigation in the bankruptcy courts. 

The defendant and witnesses ought not to be put to any greater 
trouble or expense because the plaintiff has become bankrupt than 
they would have been had he not met with that misfortune. 

Sec. 9. Jufisdiction of Appellate Courts. It has been thought 
best to provide for the right of appeal, and hence jurisdiction has 
been given to the proper courts, both in vacation and during their 
respective terms. 

Src. 10. ARREGI and Writs of Error.—The last bankruptcy law 
which was in force made provision for a special form of appeal 
in bankruptcy cases, but in this bill it has been thought best to 
provide that appeals and writs of error in bankruptcy should be 
taken much the same, as in other cases, except that the time has 
been shortened. 

Src. 11. Arbitrations of Controversies.—Under the provisions 
of this section tedious and expensive litigation may be superseded 
by prompt and inexpensive arbitrations. 

SEC. 12. Compromises.—In the settlement of almost every estate 
there are a pronen or less number of contested claims; to litigate 
them woul ever cost more than rath would come to; it is 
therefore of the utmost importance that they should be disposed 
of by compromise as ö as possible to the estate, and 
hence this provision of the bill. 

Sec. 13. Designation of Newspapers.—There will be in each dis- 
trict one newspaper in which all official notices, decrees, and or- 
ders required to be published will be inserted; in particular 
instances such 8 may be duplicated in an additional 
newspaper for the convenience of parties. 

Sec. 14. Ohenses.— Trustees who are guilty of malfeasance may 
be punished by imprisonment for not to exceed five pas Bank- 
rupts, creditors, and officials may be punished by imprisonment 
not to exceed two years or fined not to exceed $2,000, and officers 
by a fine not to exceed $500, if found guilty of certain acts. 

An indictment can not be found or information filed subsequent 
to one year after the commission of the alleged offense. 

SO. 15. Rules, Forms, and Orders.—Many of the details of pro- 
cedure in enforcing a 3 law can better be prescribed by 
the courts than by Congress. they should be found impracti- 
cable or not comprehensive of all that is desired, they may be 
more readily amended by the courts than by Congress. Hence it 
is provided that the courts shall prescribe such rules, forms, and 
orders as may prove necessary. 

Sec. 16. Computation of Time.—a Whenever time is enumer- 
ated by days in this act, or in any proceeding in bankruptcy, the 
number of days shall be computed by excluding the first and in- 
cluding the last, unless the last day fall on a Sunday or legal holi- 
day, in which event the day last included shall be the next day 
thereafter which is not a Sunday or legal holiday. 

Sec. 17. Transfer of Cases.—It may happen that three or more 
courts of bankruptcy will have jurisdiction to declare one person 
a bankrupt. That is, a person may have his principal place of 
business in the jurisdiction of one court, reside in another, and 
still have his domicile in another. In like manner, each member 
of a partnership may reside in one district and have his domicile 
ina Aitkerent one, both different from the one in which the part- 
nership has its principal place of business, and hence it is pro- 
vided that the court first acquiring jurisdiction may transfer the 


case. 
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CHAPTER II. 
OFFICERS. 
Sections. Sections. 
18, Creation of Two Offices. 29. Appointment of Trustees. 


ualifications of Trustees. 
E th or Removal of Trustees. 
82. Duties of Trustees. 


19. Appointment, Removal, and Dis- 


30. 
ricts of Referees. 31 


20. Qualifications of Referees. 

21. Oaths of Office of Referees. 33. Compensation of Trustees. 

22. Number of Referees. K 3 and Papers of stees. 
23. Jurisdiction of Referees. mds of Referees and tees. 
24. Duties of Referees. 36. Duties of Clerks. 

25. Compensation of Referees. 87. Compensation of Officers. 

26, Contempts before Referees. 38. Duties of the Attorney-General. 
27. Records of Referees. 89. Statistics of Bankruptcy Pro- 
28. Absence or Disability of Referees. ceedings. 


Sec. 18. Creation of Two O .—There are but two new offices 
created. The officers to fill them are the referee, who is an assist- 
ant judicial officer to assist in expeditiously disposing of the busi- 
ness before the court, and the trustee, who is to have the title of 
the bankrupt's property and administer it. 

Src. 19. Appointment, Removal, and Districts of Referees.—The 
corresponding officers to those of referees under the last bank- 
ruptcy law were ai art by the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court and confirmed by the judges of the district courts. This 
division of responsibility between the Chief Justice and the judges 
of the district courts did not work well, and hence the provision 
that they shall be appointed uF the courts of bankruptcy. 

It is intended that there shall be in each county at least one 
referee, and such additional number as will be necessary to expe- 
dite the business of administering bankru estates. 

SEc. 20. ifications of Referees.—Under the old law un- 
worthy relatives of judges were appointed in some districts to the 
desirable positions. It is believed that under this act favoritism 
will be avoided, and that in every instance the person best quali 
fied to perform the duties will be appointed. 

SEC. 21. Oaths of Office of Referees.—The referees are assistant 
judicial officers, and are therefore required to take the same oath 
of office as judges. 

SEC. 22. Number of Referees. Such number of referees may be 
appointed as prove necessary to promptly dispose of the bank- 
ruptcy business of the courts. 

EC. 23. Jurisdiction of Referees.—The referee may perform the 
judicial acts of the judge, except the consideration of contested 
petitions and of applications for discharges. All of his acts are 
subject to review by the judge. ; 

Src. 24. Duties of Referees. The referee is charged with the 
clerical duties of admi ing estates. 

SEc. 25. 5 erees. Referees will receive in each 
case, after it has been fully inistered, a fee of $10, and 1 per 
centum of commissions on sums paid as dividends to creditors, and 
one-half of 1 per centum on amounts paid to debtors when an estate 
is compromised. The payment of a commission upon the net 
rather than the gross amount of the estate, and withholding it 
until the administration is completed, will interest these officers 
both in economical and prompt administrations. 

SEC. 26. Contempts before Referees.—W hen persons shall misbe- 
have in the presence of a referee, the facts will be certified to the 
judge, who will determine whether such persons shall be pun- 
ished, and if so, to what extent. 

SEC. 27. Records of Referees.—The records of the officers corre- 
sponding to the referee under the last bankruptcy law were dupli- 
cated and kept at great expense. It is here provided that they 
shall be kept in the same manner as records are now kept in equity 
cases in the circuit courts of the United States. 

SEC. 28. Referee’s Absence or Disability.—‘‘a Whenever the office 
of a referee is vacant or its occupant is absent or disqualified to 
act, the judge may act, or another referee holding an appoint- 
ment under the same court may, by order of the judge, tempo- 
rarily fill the vacancy.” 

SEC. 29. Appointment of Trustees—Complaints were made dur- 
ing the time the last bankruptcy law was in force that the judicial 
discretion invested in the judges was abused in certain districts in 
the interest of favorites who were standing candidates as assignees 
of bankruptcy estates. To avoid the ible recurrence of such 
a complaint, it has been provided that the creditors shall recom- 
mend for appointment their choice for trustee, but in default 
therein the court will make the appointment to avoid delays in 
the administration of the estate. 

Sec. 30. Qualifications of Trustees.—Individuals qualified to per- 
form the duties and corporations authorized e may be ap- 
pointed trustees in the districts in which the ve their offices. 

Sec. 31. Death or Removal of Trustees. inarily the death or 
removal of a trustee would abate the suit or 1 9 It has 
been thought best that such should not be the case, and hence the 

rovision that the death or removal of a trustee shall not abate 

e proceedings. 

SEo. 32. Duties of Trustees. The trustee shall perform all of the 


duties incident to the collecting and converting the estate into 
money, and paying it out to the creditors. 

SEC. 33. Compensation of Trustees.—The trustee will receive a 
aay teo of $5 in each case, and a commission of 5 per centum on 

t $5,000 paid to the creditors in dividends; 2 per centum on 
the second 85,000, and 1 per centum of additional amounts. 

Since the amount of the trustee’s compensation, in addition to 
the filing fee, will depend upon the amount paid in dividends and 
can not be aid until the creditors receive their dividends, he will 
be financially interested in having the dividends as large and the 
ig ary as small as possible, and the dividends pe e quickly, 

EC. 34. Accounts and Papers of Trustees. a The accounts and 
papers of trustees shall be open to the inspection of officers and 
all parties in interest.” 

SEC. 35. Bonds of Refereesand Trustees.—‘‘a The referee, before 
assuming the duties of his office, and within such time as the 
court of 3 which appointed him shall prescribe, shall 

ualify by entering into bond to the United States in such sum as 

be fixed, not to exceed $5,000, and with such sureties as shall 

be approved by such court, conditioned for the faithful perform- 
ance of his official duties. 

“b The trustee, before entering upon the performance of his offi- 
cial duties, and within ten days after his appointment, or within 
such further time, not exceeding five days, as the court may per- 
mit, shall qualify by entering into bond to the United States, in 
such an amount and with such sureties as shall be approved b: 
75 court, conditioned for the faithful performance of his offici 

uties. 

% The court shall require evidence as to the actual value of the 
1 of sureties. 

d There shall be at least two sureties upon each bond. 

e The actual value of the property of the sureties over and abo 
their liabilities and exemptions on each bond shall equal at 1 
the amount of such bond. 

F A corporation organized for the purpose of becoming sure 
upon bonds, or authorized by law to do so, may be accepted as 
Ey apon the bonds of referees and trustees whenever the co 
is satisfied that the rights of all parties in interest will be thereby 
amply P peatoed 

*g The bond of the referee shall be filed in the court in which 
he was appointed. The bond of the trustee shall be filed in the 
court in which the estate is being administered. They may be 
sued upon in the name of the United States for the use of any 

m injured by a breach of their conditions. 

“ h. The trustee shall not be liable, personally or on his bond, to 
the United States for any penalty or forfeiture incurred by the 
bankrupt of whose estate he is trustee. 

“i Joint trustees may give joint or several bonds, as the court 

If any referee or trustee shall fail to give bond, as herein 

rovided and within the time limited, he shall be deemed to have 
eclined his appointment, and such failure shall create a vacancy 
in his office. 

“k A suit upon a referee's bond shall not be brought subsequent 
to one year after the alleged breach of the bond. 

A suit upon a trustee’s bond shall not be brought subsequent 
to one year after the estate has been closed.” 

Sec. 36. Duties of Clerks—The clerk shall perform the clerical 
duties incident to the administration of estates. 

Sec. 37. Compensation of The clerk and marshal shall 
receive in bankruptcy cases the same fees payable to them under 
the present laws for similar services in other cases. 

SEO. 38. Duties of Attorney-General.—The Attorney-General 
shall collect statistics concerning bankruptcy cases and report 
them to Congress. 

Sec. 39. Statistics of Bankruptcy Proceedings.—Officers shall 
furnish to the Attorney-General such statistics as are within 
their knowledge concerning bankruptcy cases. 


CHAPTER III. 
BANKRU PTS. 
Sections. 8 
p. Acts of Bankruptcy, 47. Extradition of pts. 

1. Who may become krupts. 48. Suits by and Bankrupts. 
42. Partners. 49. Compositions, when Confirmed, 
43. Exemptions of Bankrupts. 50. Compositions, when set Aside. 
44. Duties of eee 51. Discharges, when Granted. 

45. Sapo Insanity of Bankrupts. 52. Discharges, when Revoked. 
48. Protection and Detention of - 53. Codebtors 3 
rupts. 54. Debts not Affected by a Discharge. 


Sec. 40. Acts of Bankruptey.—‘‘a An act of bankruptcy by a 
person (firm or corporation) shall consist of his having (1) con- 
cealed himself, departed, or remained away from his place of busi- 
ness, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of 
civil process and to defeat his creditors; (2) failed for thirty days 
and until a peaton is filed, while insolvent (see the definition of 
insolvency in section 1), to secure the release of any property 
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levied upon under process of law for $500 or over, or if such prop- 
exty is to be sold within such time under such process, then until 
ee days before the time fixed for such sale; (3) made a trans- 
fer of any of his pro with intent to defeat his creditors; (4) 
made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in 
court a written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts; 
(5) made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property, or 
suffered any of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or 
‘otherwise, for the purpose of giving a preference; (6) procured or 
ered a judgment to be entered against himself with intent to 
efeat his creditors; (7) secreted any of his property to avoid its 
ing levied upon under legal 1 himself and to 
ent his creditors; $) suffered while insolvent an execution for 
or oyer, or a number of executions aggregating such amount, 
inst himself to be returned no p found, unless the 
‘amount shown to be due by such executions shall be paid before 
petition is filed, or (9) suspended and not resumed for thirty 
ys and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, the payment of 
commercial paper for or aggregating 8500 or over. 
“b A petition may be filed against a person (firm or corpora- 
tion) who has committed an act of bankruptcy within four 
months after the commission of such act; but such time shall not 
expire until four months after (1) the date of the recording or 
‘registering of the transfer or assignment when the act consists in 
ving made a transfer of any of his property with intent to de- 
| his creditors or for the purpose of giving a preference as 
' inbefore provided, or an assignment for the benefit of his 
‘creditors, if by law such recording or registering is required or 
| itted, or, if it is not, from the date when the beneficiary takes 
otorious, exclusive, or continuous possession of the av jody? 
unless the petitioning creditors have received actual notice of 
such transfer or assignment; or (2) the date of the return of legal 
: when the act consists in having any of his prop- 
‘erty to avoid its being levied upon under legal process against 
himself and to defeat his creditors, as hereinbefore provided.” 

In general terms acts of bankruptcy pya debtor are divided into 
‘those which constitute dishonesty and those which show an ina- 
bility or unwillingness to prevent an inequitable distribution of 
his property, or to meet matured financial obligations within a rea- 
sonable time, both the latter coupled with actual insolvency. 

In eight of the thirteen States having involuntary insolvency 
laws the nonpayment of commercial paper or written admissions 
of indebtedness is an act of insolvency for which creditors may 
proceed 3 a common debtor. 

It seems reasonable that if a debtor acts dishonestly, or if he has 
become insolvent and failed to meet his financial obligations, his 
creditors ought collectively to have an opportunity to secure the 
paren of at least a percentage of their claims. 

t would be more advan us to the debtor to have his cred- 
i proceed against him collectively in bankruptcy than to have 
‘them p against him individually in suits at law or in equity, 
as they may now do under State laws. 

In a financial sense, it is immaterial to the creditor whether the 
debtor has acted dishonestly or become insolvent and defaulted in 
‘payments due, as the probable result to him in either case will be 

e loss of a part of the amount due. 

Under the laws of the several States there is no adequate rem- 
edy for a debtor whose creditors institute compulsory proceedings; 
in almost every such case the creditors dissipate a large part of 
the estate in litigation, and while some of them are paid in full, 
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e majority are not paid any part of the amount due, and the 

btor is left still owing the bulk of his debts, although at the 
inception of the litigation he may have been solyent. Under this 
bill the distribution of the assets will be pro rata to creditors of 
the same class. 

Debtors who are promoting enterprises or conducting business 
would be greatly injured by the passage of a purely voluntary 
‘law, because their creditors, not having any tection under 


‘such a law, would naturally wish to curtail or withdraw their | be 


credits. Theresult would be that very great numbers of this class 
‘of debtors would be compelled to suspend enterprises and go out 
f business, with disastrous results, and without corresponding 
efits to anyone. Such a result would not occur under a com- 
‘plete and comprehensive bill. On the other hand, the credit of 
such debtors would be strengthened and enlarged, with the result 
and effect of enabling them to multiply their enterprises and 
enlarge their business. 
The individual debtor and creditor to each transaction become 
such by their voluntary act; although the one is a debtor and the 
ther a creditor, still both of the relationships arise from one 
fransaction There is, therefore, no reason why both should not 
rotected by a volun and involuntary law, since neither is 
entitled to any favoritism by legislation such as a voluntary law. 
The 9 that there are debtor and creditor classes in the 
ycoun s, after all, deceptive, since the facts are that almost 
‘every debtor is also a itor, and every creditor also a debtor. 
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In a very large class of cases an individual or concern becomes 
first a debtor and then a creditor with reference to the same prop- 
erty, which has been bought on credit and in turn sold on credit. 
The largest class of debtors in the country is composed of the 
railroads; the next of the banks; the next of the great corporations 
and firms, On the other hand, the largest class of creditors in the 
country is composed of workingmen, who perform labor and wait 
indefinite periods for the payment of their wages; and the next are 
3 of raw material, who sell their product upon time 
to those who utilize it. It is very rare for a person, firm; or cor- 
poras engaged in transactions of importance not to owe for 
abor, materials, or merchandise, and on the other hand have 
amounts due to them. 

It therefore seems evident that the position of both debtors and 
creditors will be more advantageous under this act than under the 
present State laws. 

Sec. 41. No may Become Bankrupts.—“ a Any person who owes 
debts, 8 a corporation, shall be entitled to the benefits of this 
act as a voluntary bankrupt. 

“b Any person (firm or corporation) owing debts, if adjudged 
an involuntary bankrupt upon an impartial trial, shall be subject 
to the provisions of this act est k a a national bank; (2) a per- 
son engaged solely in farming or the tillage of the soil; or (3) a wage 
earner.” 

Every right of an honest debtor, solvent or insolvent, can be 
more y enjoyed under this bill, for both volun and in- 
Slee Hama yi et than it could under a bill for only volun- 


tar > 

There is ARRE in existence a satisfactory law for the control 

and liquidation of national banks. Since the Government is re- 

nsible for the bank notes issued by these banks in the event of 

eir failure, there is good reason why it should have control of 
their liquidation. 

It is said that persons engaged solely in farming or the tillage of 
the soil and wage earners do not wish to become subjected to in- 
voluntary bankruptcy. The bill does not, therefore, include them 
among the persons who may become e 4 bankrupts. It is 
not probable that 9 would be made if they should ask its 
extension to them. ey may voluntarily take the benefits of the 


act. 

The difference between voluntary and involuntary | ronan ae 

consists only in whether the petition was filed by the debtor or his 

creditors. After the adjudication the nmu and responsibilities 
of all bankrupts and their creditors are identical. 

Debtors to the number of 186,477 have failed in the last eighteen 
years, owing their creditors $2,887,618,538. 

Sec. 42. Partners.—‘‘a A partnership, during the continuation 
of the partnership business, or after its dissolution and before the 
final settlement thereof, may be adjudged a bankrupt. 

“b When a partnership shall have been adju: a bankrupt, 
each member of such partnership who is insolvent shall also be 
adjudged a bankrupt. 

ə creditors of the partnership shall recommend for ap- 

pointment the trustee of the partnership estate, and the creditors 

of each partner shall recommend for appointment the trustee of 
the estate of such partner, all as herein provided for the recom- 
mendation of trustees for the estates of individuals. 

d The court of bankruptcy which has jurisdiction of one of 
the partners may have jurisdiction of all the partners and of the 
administration of the partnership and individual property. 

“e When one person shall have been appointed trustee of the 
partnership estate and of the individual estates he shall keep sepa- 
rate accounts of the proper of the different estates. 

“f The expenses s be paid from the partnership pro 
and the individual property in such proportions as the court sh 
determine. 

%%%CCCCCCC the partearabty PAAY ehall Ook 
p Ju pt, the ip prope n 
eee in bankruptcy, unless by consent PF the partner 

not adjudged bankrupt; but such partner not adjudged bankrupt 
shall settle the partnership business and account for the interest 
of the partner adjudged bankrupt, as in a case of a voluntary dis- 
solution of a partnership, and the trustee shall join such partner 
in conveying the property of the partnership under the direction 
of the court. 

n Whenever one but not all of the members of a partnershi 
has been adjudged bankrupt and the consent of the partner no 
adjudged bankrupt shall have been given for the administration 
in bankruptcy of the partnership estate, the estate shall be ad- 
judged bankrupt, and the partner not bankrupt shall convey his 
interest in the partnership estate to the trustee of the partnership, 
conditioned that the surplus of the estate, if any, after the pay- 
ment of its debts shall divided among the persons entitled 
thereto in accordance with their equities.” 

Sec. 43. Exemptions of Bankrupts.—‘‘a This act shall not 
affect the rah i of bankrupts exempted from process for the 
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5 of debts under the State laws in force at the time of tho 


g of the petition in the State wherein they have had their 
8 for the six months or the greater portion thereof imme- 
tely preceding the filing of the petition.” 
EC. 44. Duties of Bankrupts.— d The bankrupt shall (1) 
attend the first meeting of his creditors if notified by any of them 
or by the court or referee so to do, and the 8 is appli- 
cation for a discharge, if filed; (2) comply with awful orders 
of the court; (3) examine the correctness of all proofs of claims 
ed against his estate; (4) execute and deliver such papers as 
shall be ordered by the court; (5) execute to his trustee transfers 
of all his property in foreign countries; (6) immediately inform 
his trustee of any attempt, by his cfeditors or other ms, to 
evade the provisions of this act oomini to his knowledge; (7) in 
case of any person haying to his knowledge proved a false 

ainst his estate, disclose that fact immediately to his trustee; 

) prepare, make oath to, and file in court within ten days, unless 
farther time is granted, after the adjudication, if an involuntary 

krupt, and with the petition ifa volun’ bankrupt, aschedule 
his property showing the amount and kind of p y, the 
ocation thereof, its money value in detail, and a list of his cred- 
itors showing their residences if known, if unknown that fact to 
be stated, the amounts due each of them, the consideration there- 
for, the security held by them, if any, and a claim for such exemp- 
tions as he may be entitled to, all in triplicate, one copy of each 
for the clerk, one for the referee, and one for the trustee; and (9) 
when present at the first meeting of his creditors, and at such 
other times as the court shall order. submit to an examination 
‘concerning the conducting of his business, the cause of his bank- 
ruptey, dealings with his creditors and other persons, the 
amount and whereabouts of his property, and, in addition, all 
matters which may affect the administration and settlement of 
his estate, but no testimony given by him shall be offered in evi- 
dence against him in any criminal proceeding, unless for perjury 
in such testimony.” 

Src. 45. Death or Insanity of Bankrupl = a The death or 
insanity of à bankrupt shall not abate oceedings, but the 
game shall be conducted and concluded in the same manner, so 

as possible, as though he had not died or become insane.” 

SEC, 46. Protection and Detention of Bunkrupts.— a A bank- 
rupt shall be exempt from apprehension upon civil process, except 
upon a warrant from a court of bankruptcy, (1) unless the same 
is founded upon some debt or claim from which his discharge in 
bankruptcy would not be a release; and (2) when in attendance 
upon such a court or at the first meeting of his creditors, or when 
actually engaged in the performance of a duty enjoined by this 
act or 3 by order of court. 

“b The judge may, at any time after the filing of a petition by 


or against. a person, and before the expiration of four months after 
he has been * a bankrupt, upon affidavit of any party in 
interest that such pt is about to leave the district and that 


his departure will delay or hinder the proceedings therein, issue 
a warrant to the marshal directing him to bring such bankrupt 
forthwith before the court. If upon hearing the evidence it shall 
a to the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are true 

that it is n „ he shall order such marshal to keep such 
bankrupt in custody, but not imprison him, until he be re- 
leased or give bail conditioned for his appearance, from time to 
a as required by the court, and for his obedience to all lawful 

ers.” 

Sec. 47. Extradition of Bankrupts.—‘‘a Whenever a warrant 

for the a msion of a t shall have been issued, and he 
ll have found within the jurisdiction of a court other than 
e one issuing the warrant, he may be extradited in the same 
er in which ms under indictment are now extradited 
m one district, within which a district court has jurisdiction, 
to another.” 

Src. 48, Suits by and Against Bankrupts.—*a A suit which is 
founded upon a claim from which a discharge would be a release, 
and which is pending against a person at the time of the filing of 
a petition against him, shall be stayed until after an adjudication 
or the dismissal of the petition; if such person is adjudged a bank- 

t, such action may be further stayed until one year after the 

te of such adjudication, or, if within that time such person ap- 
s for ae i , then until the question of such discharge is 
rmin 

The court may order the trustee to enter his appearance and 
defend any pending suit against the 

“e A trustee may, with the approval of the court, be permitted 
pres as trustee any suit commenced by the bankrupt prior 

the adjudication, with like force and effect as though it had 

n commenced by him; or in the name of the bankrupt, with 
e force and effect as though bankruptcy proceedings had not 
tervened. 

“d Suits shall not be brought by or 7. ape a trustee of a bank- 
rupt estate subsequent to one year after the estate has been closed.” 


Sec. 49. Compositions, when Confirmed.—‘‘a A bankrupt may 
offer terms of composition (after the filing of the petition and any 
time before the estate is closed) to his creditors after, but not 
before, he has been examined in open court or at a meeting of his 
creditors and filed in court the schedule of his property and list of 
his creditors required to be filed by bankrupts. 

“b An application for the confirmation of a composition may 
be filed in the court of bankruptcy after, but not before, it has 
been accepted in writing by a majority in number of all creditors 
whose claims have been allowed, which number must represent a 
majority in amount of such claims, and the consideration to be 
paid by the bankrupt to his creditors and the money necessary to 
pay all debts which have priority have been deposited as shall be 

esignated by and subject to the order of the judge. 

“e A time, with reference to the convenience of the parties in 
interest, shall be fixed for the hearing upon each application for 
the confirmation of a composition and such objections as may be 
made to its confirmation. 

d The judge shall confirm a composition if satisfied that (1) it 
is for the best interests of the creditors; (2) the bankrupt has not 
been guilty of any of the acts or failed to perform any of the duties 
which would be a bar to his discharge; and (3) the offer and its 
acceptance are in good faith and have not been made or procured 
except as herein provided or by any means, promises, or acts 


herein forbidden. 
“e Upon the confirmation of a composition the judge shall 


cause the consideration to be distributed and the case to be closed. 
“f Whenever a composition is not confirmed, the estate shall 
be administered in ba: ptey as herein provided.” 


Src. 50. Compositions, when Set Aside.—Fraudulent composi- 
tions may be set aside by the judge upon application made at any 
time within one year after they are granted. 

Sec. 51. Discharges, when Granted.—‘“‘a A person, not a cor- 
poration, may, after the expiration of two months and within the 
next four months subsequent to being adjudged a bankrupt, file 
an application for a discharge in the court of bankruptcy in which 
the p i are pending. If it shall be made to appear to the 
judge that the bankrupt was GOTAMI PETERA from filing 
it within such time, it may be filed wi „but not after, the ex- 
piration of the next six months. 

“b The judge shall hear the application for a discharge, and 
such pleas as may be made in opposition thereto by parties in in- 
terest, at such time as his convenience will permit and as will 
give parties in interest a reasonable opportunity to be heard, and 

ischarge the applicant, as of the date of the adjudication, unless 
he has (1) been convicted of having committed an offense punish- 
able by fine or imprisonment as herein provided; (2) given a pref- 
erence as herein defined, after the passage of this act, which has 
not been surrendered to the trustee; (3) obtained property upon 
credit, which has not been paid for or restored at the time the pe- 
tition is filed against him, by means of a materially false statement 
in writing made by him to any person for the purpose of obtaining 
credit, or of being communicated to the trade or to the person 
from whom he obtained such property on credit; (4) made a trans- 
fer of any of his property which any creditor, who has proved his 
claim in the proceedings, might, at the time of the filing of the 
petition, have impeached as fraudulent if he had then been a judg- 
ment creditor, unless such property shall have been surrendered 
to the trustee; or (5) with fraudulent intent and in contempla- 
tion of bankruptcy, destroyed or neglected to keep books of account 
or 3 from which his true financial condition might be ascer- 
tain 

“e The confirmation of a composition shall discharge the bank- 
rupt from his debts, other than those a to be paid by the 
terms of the composition and those not affected by a fetes ge. 

“d A discharge shall include debts owing as a penalty or for- 
feiture to the United States, a State, county, parish being a polit- 
ical corporation, district, or municipality.” 

The debtor, without property, might secure a discharge under 
a purely voluntary 5 law, but the existence of such a 
law would bar him from obtaining credit, at least such would be 
the tendency of such a law; that is to say, since he might secure 
a second discharge under such a law, without let or hindrance of 
his new creditor, such possibility would have a tendency to pre- 
vent him from being able to borrow money or buy goods on credit. 
On the other hand, the existence of a law comprehensive of the 
iy pees both debtors and creditors would enable him, first, to get 
adi e, and, second, to obtain credit, which would, in part at 
least, enable him to promote enterprises and conduct business. 

Corporations will not be discharged because, among other rea- 
sons, in many cases such discharges would operate to release sol- 
vent stockholders from obligations arising under the provisions of 
the laws by which such corporations were created and exist. 

Discharges to individuals are justified by the same wise public 
policy which justifies the giving of exemptions to Tr men. 

Debtors under the present laws of twenty-three of the States 
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have no right of discharge. 
bankruptcy law providing for the discharge of those who are hon- 
est? It would benefit them; it would benefit their dependents; it 
would benefit the States in which they live. 

Sec. 52. Discharges, when Revoked.—Fraudulent discharges may 


Why should there not be a Federal 


be revoked by the judge upon applications therefor fil 
time within one year after they were che rie 

Sec. 53. Co-debtors of PORER gra he discharge of a bankrupt 
will not include the discharge of his co-debtor. 

Src. 54. Debts not Affected by a Discharge.—‘‘a A discharge in 
bankruptcy shall release a bankrupt, not a corporation, from all 
of his ti debts, 8 such as (1) are due as a tax levied 
by the United States, the State, county, parish being a political 
corporation, district, or municipality in which he resides; (2) are 
judgments which were rendered in actions for frauds or willful 
or malicious injuries to the person or property of another; (8) have 
not been duly scheduled in time for proof and allowance, with the 
name of the creditor if known to the bankrupt, unless such cred- 
itor had notice or actual knowledge of the proceedings in bank- 
ruptcy; or (4) were created by his fraud, embezzlement, or defal- 
cation while acting as an officer orservinginany fiduciary capacity.” 


at any 


CHAPTER IV. 


CREDITORS, 


Sections. Sections 
65. Meetings of Credi 


tors. 59. Who may File and Dismiss Peti- 
66. Voters at Meetings of Creditors. tions. 
67. Proof and Allowance of Claims. . Preferences, 
68. Notices to Creditors. 61. Liens. 


Src. 55. Meetings of Creditors.—Creditors will meet as occasion 
may require to consider how the estate can be most advanta- 


geously administered. ; 
Sec, 56. Voters at Meeti of Creditors.—Creditors will pass 
upon matters submitted to them at their meetings by a majority 


vote in number and amount of claims. 

Src. 57. Proof and Allowance of Claims.—‘‘a Proof of claims 
shall consist of a statement under oath, in writing, signed by a 
creditor setting forth the claim, the consideration therefor, and 
whether any, and if so, what securities are held therefor, and 
whether any, and if so, what payments have been made thereon, 
and that the sum claimed is justly owing from the bankrupt to 
the creditor. z 

“b Whenever a claim is founded upon an instrument of writ- 
ing such instrument, unless lost or destroyed, shall be filed with 
the proof of claim. If such instrument is lost or destroyed, a 
statement of such fact and of the circumstances of such loss or 
destruction shall be filed under oath with the claim. After the 
claim is allowed or disallowed such instrument may be withdrawn 
by permission of the court upon leaving a copy thereof on file 
with the claim. 

% Claims after being proved may, for the purpose of allow- 
ance, be filed by the claimants in the court where the proceedings 
are pending or before the referee if the case has been referred. 

“d Claims which have been duly proved shall be allowed, upon 
receipt by or upon presentation to the court, unless objection to 
their allowance shall be made by parties in interest, or their con- 
sideration be continued for cause by the court upon its own motion. 

‘te Claims of secured creditors and those who have priority ma 
be allowed to enable such creditors to participate in the proceed- 
ings at creditors’ meetings held prior to the determination of the 
ve of their securities or priorities, but shall be allowed for such 
sums only as the courts find to be due over and above the value 
of their securities or priorities. 

“Ff Objections to claims shall be heard and determined as soon 
as the convenience of the court and the best interests of the estates 
and the claimants will permit. Whenever the nature of a claim 
requires the court may cause an issue to be joined and tried by a 


sie A creditor who has received a preference and shall have had 
reasonable cause to believe that it was thereby intended by the 
debtor to give him a preference, shall not be allowed to prove his 
claim unless he shall surrender such preference. 

“h The value of securities held by secured creditors shall be 
determined by converting the same into money according to the 
terms of the agreement pursuant to which such securities were 
delivered to such creditors or by such creditors and the trustee, 
by agreement, arbitration, compromise, or litigation, as the court 
may direct, or as may be estimated by the court, and the amount 
of such value shall be credited upon such claims, and a dividend 
shall be paid only on the unpaid balance. 


“i Whenever a creditor whose claim against a bankrupt estate 
is secured by the individual undertaking of any person fails to 
prove such claim, such person may do so in the creditor’s name, 

in whole or in part he shall 
ghts of the creditor. 


and if he discharge such undertaki 
be subrogated to that extent to the 


J Debts owing to the United States, a State, county, parish 
being a political corporation, district, or municipality as a penalty 
or forfeiture shall not be allowed, except for the amount of the 
pecuniary loss sustained by the act, transaction, or proceedin 
out of which the penalty or forfeiture arose, with reasonable an 
actual costs occasioned thereby and such interest as may haye 
accrued thereon according to law. 

‘k Claims which have been allowed may be reconsidered for 
cause and reallowed or rejected in whole or in part, according to 
the equities of the case, in the discretion of the court, before but 
not after the estate has been closed. 

Whenever a claim shall have been reconsidered and rejected, 
in whole or in part, upon which a dividend has been paid, th 
trustee may recover from the creditor the amount of the dividend 
received upon the claim if rejected in whole, or the proportio 
part thereof if rejected only in part. 

‘m The claim of any estate against any other estate, both of 
which are being administered in bankruptcy, may be proved by 
the trustee and allowed by the court in the same manner, upon 
p terms and with the same effect as the claims of other cred- 

rs. 

n Claims shall not be proved t a bankrupt estate sub- 
sequent to one year after the adjudication; or if they are liqui- 
dated by litigation then within thirty days after the rendition of 
final judgment; or if they are contingent liabilities, then withi 
thirty days after the happening of the contingency upon whic 
they were dependent.” 

SEC. 58. Notices to Creditors.—The creditors will be notified by 
mail of the successive steps in the administration of the estate. 

Sec. 59. Who may File and Dismiss Petitions.— % The fees of 
the referee and trustee shall be paid to the clerk in each case be- 
fore the petition is filed unless the court shall permit a proposed 
volun bankrupt to file his petition as a r person who can 
not obtain the money with which to pay such fees. 

‘b Any qualified person may file a petition to be adjudged a 
voluntary bankrupt. 

% Three or more creditors who have provable claims against 
any person which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value 
of securities held by them, if any, to $500 or over, or if all of the 
creditors of such person are less than twelve in number, then 
one of such creditors whose claim 8 such amount may file a 
petition to have him adjudged a bankrupt. 

d Petitions shall be filed in Copicat, one copy for the clerk 
and one for service on the bankrupt. ; 

“e If it beayerred in the petition that the creditors of the bank- 
rupt are less than twelve in number, and less than three creditors 
have joined as petitioners therein, and the answer avers the exist- 
ence of a larger number of creditors, there shall be filed with the 
answer a list under oath of all the creditors, with their addresses, 
and thereupon the court shall cause all such creditors to be noti- 
fied of the pendency of such petition and shall delay the hearing 
upon such petition for a reasonable time, to the end that parties 
in interest shall have an opportunity to be heard; if upon such 
hearing it shall 8 that a sufficient number have joined in 
such petition, or if prior to the dismissal of the petition a sufficient 
number shall join therein, the case may be proceeded with, but 
otherwise it shall be dismissed. 

«f In computing the number of creditors of a bankrupt for the 
purpose of An g how many creditors must join in the peti- 
tion, such creditors as were employed by him at the time of the 
filing of the petition or are related to him by consanguinity or 
affinity within the third degree, as determined by the common law, 
and have not joined in the petition, shall not be counted. 

0 Creditors other than original petitioners may at any time 
enter their appearance and join in or proceed with the petition, or 
file an answer and be hi in opposition to the prayer of the 
petition. 

“h A voluntary or involuntary petition shall not be dismissed 
by the petitioner or petitioners or for want of prosecution or by 
consent of parties until after notice to the creditors.” 

The effect of the passage of an incomplete law, providing only 
for voluntary bankruptcy, or, on the other hand only for involun- 
tary bankruptcy, would disturb the confidence existing between 
those who consent to borrow or lend money, or to buy or sell 
goods or property of any kind, with the result of restricting those 
transactions. Such a restriction would result in the enlargement 
of profits to cover losses, which would mean, in a greater or less 
degree, the enhancement of prices to consumers. On the other 
hand, the passage of a comprehensive and just law, carefull 
defining and guarding the rights of all perio to transactions on 
credit, would strengthen credit and result in the enlargement and 
multiplication of transactions on credit, with the resulting effect 
of a reduction of profits and a corresponding benefit to the people. 

Very careful provisions have been made as to the filing and dis- 

of petitions, to the end that they shall not be filed in malice 
or dismissed for fraudulent purposes. 
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Src. 60. Preferences.—‘a A debtor shall be deemed to have 
given a preference if, being insolvent or in contemplation of insol- 
yency or bankruptcy, he has, within four months before the filing 
of the petition, or after the filing of the petition and before the 
adjudication, procured or suffered a judgment to be entered 
against himself in favor of any person, or made a transfer of any 
of his property with intent to (1) defeat the operation of this act; 
or (2) 5255 ony one of his creditors to obtain a greater percent- 
age of his debt than any other of such creditors of the same class, 

“b If a bankrupt shall have given a preference, and the person 
receiving it or to be benefited thereby, or his agent acting therein, 
shall have had reasonable cause to believe that it was intended 
thereby to give a preference, it shall be voidable by the trustee, 
and he may recover the property or its value from such person. 

% If a creditor has m preferred, and afterwards in good 
faith gives the debtor further credit, without security of any kind, 
for property which becomes a part of the debtor's estate, the 
amount of such new credit remaining unpaid at the time of the 
adjudication in . may be set off against the amount 
which would otherwise be recoverable from him. 

If a debtor shall, directly or indirectly, in contemplation of 
the filing of a petition by or against him, pay money or transfer 
property to an attorney and counselor at law, solicitor in equity, 
or proctor in admiralty for services rendered or to be rendered in 
excess of a reasonable amount, such excess may be recovered by 
the trustee in the event of such debtor being adjudged a bankrupt. 

“ e Transfers of property by a partnership to members thereof, 
or vice versa, for the purpose or with the result of effecting a pref- 
erence, shall be void.“ 

The giving and receiving of preferences is forbidden by the bill; 
it is not thought in the broadest sense and in the long run that 
pes redound to the best interest of the parties giving or receiving 

em. 

Many solvent but temporarily pressed men have their property 
spent and their prospects blighted by a struggle between their 
creditors to secure preferences, 

A debtor who is temporarily embarrassed and needs the counsel 
and advice of his creditors can not, under existing laws, secure it, 
because as soon as his financial condition is suspected or known 
compulsory processes are instituted by some of his creditors, and 
as a result he is financially ruined and rendered helpless. 

The prevention of preferences will make it possible for a debtor 
and his creditors to meet and counsel together, and will beget a 
conservative tone between them which will tend to prevent fail- 
ures and promote equity and fair dealing. 

Sec. 61. Liens.“ a A lien upon property of a bankrupt estate, 
which for want of record or other reason would not have been 
valid as against the claim of a creditor of the bankrupt, shall not 
be valid against the title of the trustee. 

“b Whenever a creditor is prevented from enforcing his rights 
as against a lien upon property created, or attempted to be created, 
by his debtor, who afterwards becomes a bankrupt, the trustee of 
the estate of such bankrupt shall be subrogated to and may en- 
force such rights of such creditor for the benefit of the estate. 

‘te A lien upon property created by or obtained in or pursuant 
to any suit or 3 at law or in equity, including an attach- 
ment upon mesne process or a judgment by confession, which was 
begun against a debtor within four months before the filing of a 
poena in bankruptcy by or against such person, shall be dissolved 

y the adjudication of such debtor to be a bankrupt; or if the dis- 
solution of such lien would militate against the best interests of 
the estate of such person the same shall not be dissolved, but the 
trustee of the estate of such debtor, for the benefit of the estate, 
shall be subrogated to the rights of the holder of such lien and 
Soe to perfect and enforce the same in his name as trustee 
with like force and effect as such holder might have done had not 
bankruptcy proceedings intervened. If any such lien shall haye 
been realized upon, the amount received shall be paid to the trus- 
tee by the officer or beneficiary, less the amount of the taxable 
costs which may have been incurred in good faith. 

“d A lien upon property which was given by the debtor and 
received by the person for whose benefit it was given in good faith 
and not in contemplation of or in fraud upon this act, and for a 
present consideration, shall not be affected by this act. Other liens 
which may have been given by a debtor, who may be adjudged 
a vg in proceedings commenced within four months there- 
after, shall be void, but the trustee shall succeed to the rights of 
every creditor against whom any lien upon or conveyance of the 
estate of the debtor shall be invalid, and may assert such right at 


law or in equity.” 
The provisions of paragraph e are necessary in order to prevent 
the inequitable distribution of the bankrupt estate. This section, 


it will be noted, relates only to liens created by or obtained in pro- 
ceedings in law or in equity, Except for this paragraph, such 
creditors as might obtain liens, by attachments or otherwise, by 
compulsory processes, within the four months immediately pre- 
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ceding the filing of the petition, might realize in full upon them, 
with the result of preventing other creditors of equal rights from 
securing the payment of any part of their claims. 

The provision authorizing the trustee in certain cases to enforce 
a lien for the benefit of the estate which may have been obtained 
by a creditor seems nece in the best interest of all of the 
creditors. Suppose, for example, that after a creditur had levied 
an attachment, the debtor should sell his interest in the prop- 
erty attached, subject to the lien of the attachment. In that event 
the dissolution of the attachment would result not in the trustee 
obtaining the property, but in its being Repi away by the pur- 
chaser; in this case, under the provisions of the bill, the lien will 
be enforced by the trustee for the benefit of the estate. 

Paragraph d relates to such liens as may be voluntarily given 
by the bankrupt. They must bein good faith and for a present 
consideration. It is not intended by this section to prevent the 
debtor from creating liens in good faith and for a present consid- 
eration, as his necessities may require. It is only intended to pre- 
vent him from giving liens for past considerations to favorite 
ontos 15 derogation of the best interests of other creditors of 

rights. 
ose who have failed in all lines of business and enterprise for 
the whole country under the imperfect and diverse State laws for 
the last seventeen years have averaged per annum only alittle over 
1 per centum of the whole number of those so engaged. 

y this bill it is sought to secure an absolutely equitable dis- 
tribution of the estates of those who fail. The securing of this 
result will protect each creditor from large losses incident to hav- 
wae estates of his debtors entirely absorbed in the payment in 
full of the claims of a few creditors of equal rights and of very 
large and useless costs. 


CHAPTER V. 
ESTATES. 


Sections. 
67. Unclaimed Dividends. 


64. Debts which may be Vv . P. on of Property. 
Debts which have Priority. 70. Title to Property. 
66. i ron Nena and Payment of Divi- 
ends. 


SEG. 62. Depositories for Moneys.—In the absence of @ provision 
in the bill to the contrary, trustees might not deposit the moneys 
of bankrupt estates, or might deposit them as whim or caprice 
might suggest, and possibly in unsafe institutions. It was there- 
fore thought best to have the courts designate the depositories for 
the money belonging to bankrupt estates, 4 

Src. 63. Expenses of Administering Estates. The expenses are 
limited to those which are actual and necessary; they are to be 
reported in detail under oath, and shall be examined by the court 
before being allowed or paid. It does not seem possible that 
extravagance can be practiced under the terms of this section. 

Sec. 64. Debts which may be Proved.— d Each debt of the 
bankrupt may be proved and allowed against his estate which is 
(1) a fixed liability, as evidenced by a judgment or an instrument 
in writing, absolutely owing at the time of the filing of the peti- 
tion against him, whether then payable or not, with any interest 
thereon which would have been recoverable at that date or witha 
rebate of interest upon such as were not then payable and did not 
bear interest; (2) due as costs taxable against an involuntary 
bankrupt who was at the time of the filing of the petition against 
him plaintiff in a cause of action which would pass to the trustee 
and which the trustee declines to prosecute after notice; (3) 
founded upon a claim for taxable costs incurred in good faith by 
a creditor before the filing of the petition in an action to recover a 
5 855 debt; (4) founded upon a contract, express or implied; (5) 

ounded upon provable debts reduced to judgments after the filing 
of the petition and before the consideration of the bankrupt's ap- 
plication for a discharge, less costs incurred and interest accrued 
after the filing of the petition and up to the time of the entry of 
such judgments; and (6) founded upon damages for injuries to 
the person or property of the claimant. 

“b Unliquidated claims against the bankrupt may, pursuant 
to 1 on to the court, be liquidated in such manner as it 
shall direct, and may thereafter be proved and allowed against 
his estate.“ > 

SEC. 65. Debts which have 1 Debts owing to the 
United States, a State, county, parish being a political corpora- 
tion, district, or municipality, after being proved and allowed, 
shall have priority only in the event and to the extent that they 
constitute a lien upon the property of the estate. 

“b The debts to have priority, except as herein provided, and 
to be paid in full out of bankrupt estates, and the order of pay- 
ment shall be (1) the actual and necessary cost of preserving the 
estate subsequent to filing the petition; (2) the filing fees paid by 
creditors in involuntary cases; (3) the cost of administration, 
including the fees and mileage payable to witnesses as now or 
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hereafter provided by the laws of the United States, and one reason- 
able attorney's fee, for the professional services actually rendered, 
irrespective of the number of attorneys employed, to the petition- 
ing creditors in involuntary cases, to the bankrupt in involuntary 
cases while performing the duties herein prescribed, and to the 
bankrupt in voluntary cases, as the court may allow; (4) wages 
due to workmen, clerks, or servants which have been earned within 
three months before the date of the commencement of proceed- 
ings, not to exceed $300 to each claimant; and (5) debts owing to 
any person which by the laws of the United States or a State are 
entitled to priority. 

“c In the event of the confirmation of a composition being set 
aside or a discharge revoked, the property acquired by the bank- 
rupt in addition to such as belonged to his estate at the time the 
composition was confirmed or the adjudication was made shall be 
applied to the payment in full of the claims of creditors for prop- 
erty sold to him on credit, in good faith, while such composition 
or discharge was in force, and the residue of such excess, if any, 
shall be applied to the payment of the debts which were owing at 
the time of the adjudication.” 

Certain debts have to be paid in order to secure the admin- 
istration of the estates; others ought, for reasons of public policy, 
to be paid in full. 

Whenever a gr is set aside or a di revoked 
there may be two of creditors, that is, those whose claims 
originated hefore and those after the date of the confirmation of 
the composition or the granting of the discharge. 

Those creditors whose claims antedated the adjudication ought 
P have =~ 8 a 3 A existed 2 e = 

ey ought no ve the efit of property acquired by the 
3 while a composition or discharge was in force to the ex- 
clusion of or on the same basis as creditors who extended credit 
8 faith to the bankrupt on the faith of such composition or 


harge. 

Those creditors who sold property to the debtor on credit, on the 

faith of his composition having been co ed or his discharge 
anted, ought to have the property acquired subsequent to such 
te, the same being in part at least that contributed by them, 

applied to the payment of their claims in full before being applied 

to the claims which antedated the adjudication. 

Asa result of the provisions of ph b, full faith and credit 
will be given to compositions which have been confirmed and dis- 
charges which have granted. These provisions are equitable 
and tend to the administration of exact justice. 

Sec. 66. Declaration and Pa tof Dividends.—‘‘a Dividends 
of an equal per centum shall be declared and paid on all allowed 

ims, except such as have priority or are secured. 

“b The first dividend be declared within thirty days after 
the adjudication, if the money of the estate in excess of the amount 
necessary to pay the debts which have priority and such claims as 
have not been but probably will be allowed equals 5 centum or 
more of such allowed claims. Dividends su uent to the first 
shall be declared upon like terms as the first and as often as the 
amount shall equal 10 pr centum or more and upon closing the 
estate. Dividends may be declared oftener and in smaller propor- 
tions if the judge s so order. 

The rights of creditors who have received dividends, or in 
whose favor final dividends have been declared, shall not be af- 
fected by the proof and allowance of claims subsequent to the 
date of such payment or declarations of dividends; but the cred- 
itors proving and securing the allowance of such claims shall be 
paid dividends — in amount to those already received by the 
other creditors if the estate equals so much before such other 
creditors are paid any further dividends. 

„ Whenever a person shall have been adjudged a bankrupt by 
a court without the United States and also by a court of bank- 
ruptcy, creditors residing within the United States shall first be 
pee a dividend equal to that received in the court without the 

nited States by other creditors before creditors who have re- 
ceived a dividend in such court shall be paid any amounts. 

“e No claimant shall be entitled to collect from a bankrupt 
estate any greater amount than shall be actually due, not includ- 
ing any mere penalty or forfeiture.” 

EC. 67. Unclaimed Dividends.— d Dividends which remain 
unclaimed for six months after the final dividend has been de- 
clared shall be paid by the trustee into court. 

“b Dividends remaining unclaimed for one year shall, under 
the direction of the court, be distributed to the creditors whose 
claims have been allowed but not paid in full, and after such 
claims have been paid in full the balance shall be paid to the 

t. ELA 


bankrupt. 

Sec. 68. Set-offs and Counterelaims.— d In all cases of mutual 
debts or mutual credits between the estate of a bankrupt and a 
creditor the account shall be stated and one debt shall be set off 
against the other, and the balance only shall be allowed or paid. 

b A set-off or counterclaim shall not be allowed im favor of 
any debtor of the bankrupt which (1) is not provable against the 


estate; or (2) was purchased by or transferred to him after the 
filing of the petition, or within four months before such filing, with 
a view to such use and with knowledge or notice that such bank- 
rupt was insolvent, or had commi an act of bankruptcy.” 

EC. 69. Possession of ig sey aes a A judge may, upon satis- 
factory proof, by affidavit, that a bankrupt against whom an in- 
voluntary petition has been filed and is pending has committed an 
act of bankruptcy, or has neglected or is neglecting or is about to 
so neglect his pro thatit thereby deteriorated or is thereby 
deteriorating or is about thereby to deteriorate in value, issue a 
warrant to the marshal to seize and hold it subject to further 
orders. Before such warrant is issued the petitioners applying 
therefor shall enter into a bond in such an amount as the judge 
shall fix, with such sureties as he shall approve, conditioned to 
indemnify such bankrupt for such as he shall sustain in 
the event such seizure shall prove to have been wrongfully obtained. 
Such property shall be released, if such bankrupt s give bond 
in a sum which shall be fixed by the judge, with such sureties as 
he shall approve, conditioned to turn over such pro or pa 
the value thereof in money to the trustee, in the event he is a 
judged a bankrupt pursuant to such petition.” 

There is no reason why a defendant in a bankruptcy suit should 
be eee situated as to his property than a defendant in 
an ordinary suit. He was differently situated than other defend- 
ants under the old law, but will not be under this one. 

SEC. 70. Title to Property.—‘‘a The trustee of the estate of a 
bankrupt, upon his appointment and qualification, and his suc- 
cessor or successors, if he shall have one or more, upon his or their 
appointment and qualification, shall in turn be vested by opera- 
tion of law with the title of the bankrupt, as of the date he was 
adjudged a bankrupt, except in so far as it is to property which 
is exempt, to all (1) documents relating to his property; (2) inter- 
ests in patents, patent rights, copyrights, and trade-marks; (3) 
powers which he might have exercised for his own benefit, but 
not those which he might have exercised for some other person; 
(4) property transferred by him in fraud of his creditors; (5) 
3 prior to the — Bp the petition he could by any 
means have transferred or which might have been levied upon 
and sold ander judicial process against him; and (6) rights of 
action, except that such as may be prosecuted only by the bank- 
rupt shall not pass to the trustee; but if reduced to final judg- 
ment, such judgment shall, as soon as entered, or confirmed if an 
appeal or writ of error shall have been taken therefrom, vestin the 

“b All personal property belonging to bankrupt estates shall be 
e l appraisers; they shall be appointed 
by, and report to, the court. 

de Personal property shall, when practicable, be sold subject to 
the approval of the court; it shall not be sold otherwise than sub- 
ject to the 8 of the court for less than 75 per centum of its 
appraised value. 

All real or mixed property shall be sold subject to the ap- 
proval of the court. : 

de The court may cause perishable property belonging toa bank- 
zo before adjudication, or to his estate afterwards, to be sold 
under the same restrictions as property belonging to an estate in 
bankruptcy may be sold, except that the time of the notice to cred- 
itors may be shortened or dispensed with if necessary to prevent 
unnecessary deterioration of such perishable peop à 

“f Whenever a corporation s have been a Sadged a bank- 
rupt, its franchise may be sold in accordance with the provisions 
of the laws under which it was created. 

‘g The title to propery of a bankrupt estate which has been 
sold as herein provided shall be conveyed to the purchaser by the 


trustee. 

“h Whenever a composition shall be set aside or a discharge 
revoked, the trustee s N n his appointment and qualification, 
be vested as herein provided with the title to all of the property 
of the bankrupt as of the date of the final decree setting aside the 
composition or revoking the discharge. 

The trustee may avoid any transfer by the bankrupt of his 
vee gale which any creditor of such bankrupt might have avoided, 
and may recover the property so transferred, or its value, from 
the person to whom it was transferred, unless he was a bona fide 
holder for value prior to the date of the adjudication. Such prop- 
erty may be recovered or its value collected from whoever may 
have received it, except a bona fide holder for value. 

7 n the confirmation of a composition offered by a bank- 
rupt, the title to his property shall thereupon revest in him.” 

nder the provisions of the last bankruptcy law the title of the 
property of the bankrupt vested in the trustee as of the date of 
the filing of the petition. Asa result, a person, firm, or corpora- 
tion against whom a petition was pending could not convey prop- 
erty and give a title which might not be defeated by an adjudica- 
tion in bankruptcy; the practical result was that during the 
pendency of a suit in bankruptcy the defendant was unable to 
continue to conduct his affairs as before, but was compelled to 
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suspend operations until the suit was determined. This suspen- 
sion was a great hardship in cases in which the judgment was 
ultimately in favor of the defendant. 

There is no reason why a defendant in a suit brought by his 


creditors in bankruptcy should be in any worse position than he 
would be in an 5 at law or in equity brought by any 
one of such creditors, Under the last bankruptcy law he was in 
a worse position, but under the provisions of this bill he will not be. 


THE TIME WHEN THIS ACT-SHALL GO INTO EFFECT. 


“k This act shall go into force upon its passage, but proceed- 
ings shall not be commenced under its provisions until it shall 
have been in force six months. 

Proceedings commenced under State insolvency laws before 
this act shall go into force shall not be affected by it.” 


THE SEQUENCE OF PROCEEDINGS IN EACH CASE. 


Proceedings.—W henever a debtor who may become an involun- 
tary bankrupt, as provided by section 41, has committed any one 
of the acts of bankruptcy as enumerated in section 40 a, proceed- 
ings may be instituted in a court of bankruptcy, as designated in 
section 2, within the time limited in section 40 b, by creditors hay- 
ing qualifications as specified in section 59. may be is- 
sued, pleadings filed, a trial had, and the adjudication e asin 
section 3. The defendant may have a jury, if desired, as provided 
in section 4. Ifthe judgment should be for the defendant, that 
would end the case; if the judgment should be that the defendant 
Was a bankrupt, either in a voluntary or involuntary case, the 
case would be referred as provided in section 7. An appeal could 
be taken in an involuntary case, or writ of error sued out, as pro- 
vided for in section 10, to one of the appellate courts, as specified 
in section 9. 

Bankrupt.—The duties of the bankrupt will be such as are set 
forth in section 44. His exemptions are provided by section 43. 
He might be discharged upon the terms of section 51, but such 

i would not release him from certain debts set forth in 
section 54. If the bankrupt at any time after the filing of the 
on wishes to secure a composition with his creditors, it may 

done, as provided by section 49. 

Creditors.—There will bea first meeting of the creditors of every 
bankrupt at the county seat of the county where he resides or else- 
where, as provided in section 55. Creditors haying claims which 
may be proved, as provided in section 64, may secure their allow- 
ance as per section 57. The creditors, by a vote, as specified in 
section 56, may recommend for appointment a trustee, as provided 
by section 29, having the qualifications as set forth in section 30. 
Preferred creditors are described in section 60. Notices to cred- 
itors of each step of the proceedings will be given as specified in 
peonon 58, and published in a designated newspaper, as per sec- 

ion 13. 

Officers. —The trustee must give bond, as provided in section 35. 
The duties of the trustees are set forth in section 32. Referees 
will be appointed, having certain qualifications, duties, etc., as set 
forth in sections 19 to 24, inclusive. The accounts and papers of 
trustees will always be open to 5 as per section 34. The 
clerks of courts of bankruptcy will perform the duties prescribed 
in section 36. The Attorney-General, as provided in section 38, 
will compile the statistics to be furnished, in compliance with the 
provisions of section 39. 

Litigation.—Suits which may be pending by or against the bank- 
rupt will be di of as in section 48; certain courts will have 

urisdiction of such as are brought under the terms of section 8. 
e provisions of the bill relating to the arbitration of contro- 
versies will be found in section 11; those relating to compromises 
in section 12. Evidence will be taken as per section 6. 
enses.—The offenses for which officers, bankrupts, creditors, 
and others caw A punished are enumerated in section 14. 

Liens, elc.—Debts which have priority are enumerated in sec- 
tion 65. The status of liens is provided for in section 61. How 
set-offs and count i may be made available is set forth in 
section 68. What preferences are and how set aside if given is 
disclosed by section 60. 

5 what circumstances the pro of the bank- 
rupt may be taken possession of prior to the adjudication at the 
instance of creditors and thereafter retained by him are defined 
in section 69. The status of the title to pro and how it may 
be transmitted is set forth in section 70. Money must be depos- 
eee a 106 th of administerin 

X ses.—The paymentof the expenses of administering estates 
is provided for in section 63. Certain e will be entitled to 
riority, as provided in section 65. The fees of the referee are 


efined in section 25; those of the trustee in section 33; and of other 
officers in section 37. 
Dividends.—The declaration and payment of dividends is pro- 
vided for in section 66. 
losing the Estate.—A final meeting of creditors will be held 
a affairs of the estate are ready to be closed, as per sec- 
n 55 f. 


BIRD'S-EYE INDEX OF THE TORREY BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Section. 
1. Meaning of Words and Phrases. 
2. Jurisdiction of Courts of Bankruptcy. 
3 Process, Pleadings, and hajudications. 
4. Jury Trials. 
5. Oaths, Affirmations. 
6, Evidence. 
7. Reference of Cases after Adjudication. 
8. Jurisdiction of United States and State 


rts. 
. Jurisdiction of Appellate Courts. 
10. A and Writs of Error. 
II. Arbitration of Controversies. 
12. Compromises. 
13 Designation of Newspapers. 
14. Offenses. 
15. Rules, Forms, and Orders, 
16. Computation of Time. 
17. Transfer of Cases 


18. Creation of Two Offices, 
19. Appointment, Removal. and Districts 
of Referees. 

. Qualifications of Referees. 

21. Oaths of Office of Referees. 

Number of Referees. 

5 iction of Referees. 

24. Duties of Referees. 

25. Compensation of Referees. 

Contempts before Referees. 

. Records of Referees. 

. Absence or Disability of Referees. 
Trustees. 


> 


CHAPTER IL—OFrFIcERs... 


3L. 
82. Duties of Trustees. 

33. Compensation of Trustees, 

3. Accounts and Papers of Trustees. 

. Bonds of Referees and Trustees. 

96. Duties of Clerks. 

N. Compensation of Officers. 

38. Duties of Attorney-General. 

39. Statistics of Bankruptcy Proceedings. 


| 


nn 


41. Who May Become 3 pts. 
42. Partn 


ers. 
43. Exemptions of Bankrupts. 
4t. Duties of Bankrupts. 
45. Death or Insanity of Bankrupts. 
46. Protection and Detention of Bank 


rupts. 
47, Extradition of Bankrupts. 
Suits by and against Bankrupts. 
positions, when Confirmed. 
‘itions, when Set Aside. 
when Granted. 


L | OmAPTeERI.—BANKRUPTS. 


49. Com: 
50. Com 
51. Disc 
2. Discharges, when Revoked. 

53. Co-Debtors of Bankrupts. 

54. Debts not Affected by a Discharge. 


55. Meetings of Creditors, 
56. Voters at Meetings of Creditors. 
57. Proof and Allowance of Claims. 
CHAPTER IV.—CREDITORS . + 58. Notices to Creditors. 
59. Who May File and Dismiss Petitions. 


60. Preferences. 


61. Liens, 
. Depositories for Money. 
63. Expenses of inistering Estates. 


Admi 

6t. Debts which May be Proved. 

65. Debts which Have Priority. 

CHAPTER V.—ESTATES..... { 66. Declarationand Payment ot Dividends. 
` 67. Unclaimed Dividends. 

68. Set-Offs and Counterclaims. 

69. Possession of Property. 

70. Title to Property. 

Mr. STEWART obtained the floor, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, April 6, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 5, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Alfred E. Buck, of Georgia, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Japan, vice Edwin 
Dun, resigned. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

Fenton R. McCreery, of Michigan, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at the City of Mexico, vice Ignacio Sepul- 
vida, resigned. 

CONSULS. 

James ae oe of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at Liv- 

arpo England, vice James E. Neal, resigned. 
tus Sheldon Day, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Bradford, England, vice Claude Meeker, recalled. 
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APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Linn Hartranft, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
to succeed R. Loper Baird, removed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Brig. Gen. Frank Wheaton, to be major-general, April 2, 1897, 
vice Ruger, retired from active service. 

Rey, Charles Samuel Walkley, of Ohio, to be post chaplain, 
April 2, 1897, vice Dunbar, retired from active service. 


PROFESSOR OF MATHEMATICS. 


Henry M. Paul, a citizen of New Hampshire, to be a professor 
of Dias ematics in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that 
grade. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Henry L. Howison, to be a commodore in the Navy, from 
the 1o fay of March, 1897, vice Commodore Joseph N. Miller, 
promo 

Commander Charles D. gehae, tobea capra in the Navy, from 
moge day of March, 1897, vice Capt. Henry L. Howison, pro- 
moted. 

Lient. Commander Edwin C. Pendleton, to be a commander in 
the Navy, from ‘the 2ist day of March, 1897, vice Commander 
Charles D. Sigsbee, promote 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, 


Warren S. Reese, jr., of Alabama, to be attorney of the United 
States for the middle district of Alabama, vice George F. Moore, 
who was appointed during a recess of the Senate, and whose nomi- 
nation was not confirmed. 

Frank P. Flint, of California, to be attorney of the United 
States for the southern district of California, vice George J. Denis, 
whose term expired March 29, 1897. 

Edgar A. Angier, of Georgia, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Georgia, vice Joseph S. James, whose 
term expired April 1, 1897. 

Marion Erwin, of Georgia, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Georgia, vice William T. Gary, whose 
term expired March 29, 1897. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


Thomas J. Alcott, of New Jersey, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, vice George Pffeifer, jr., 
whose term expired March 26, 1897. 


PENSION AGENT. 


Selden Connor, of Maine, to be pension agent at Augusta, Me., 
vice Richard W. Black, deceased. 


INDIAN AGENT, 


George W. James, of Holton, Kans., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency, in Kansas, vice 
Lewis F. Pearson, removed. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Wallace W. Rollins, to be postmaster at Asheville, in the county 
of Buncombe and State of North Carolina, in the place of John 
P. Kerr, whose commission expired March 30, 1897. 

John W. Bell, to be postmaster at Beeville, in the county of 
aoe State of Texas, in the place of William S. Howard, 

eceased. 

Patrick B. Gibbons, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Lamar and State of Texas, in the place of Isaac T. Gaines, de- 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 5, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut, Commander Albert R. Couden, to be a commander. 
AMBASSADORS. 

William F. Draper, of Massachusetts, to be ambassador extraor- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Italy. 

Andrew D. White, of New York, to be ambassador extraordi- 
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Germany. 

CONSUL. 

Samuel L. Gracey, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 

States at Fuchau, China. 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 


Chandler Hale, of Maine, to be secretary of the embassy of the 
United States at Rome, Italy. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF THE TREASURY. 


William B. Howell, of New Jersey, to be Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Oliver L. Spaulding, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


Henry M. Cooper, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United 
States for the eastern district of Arkansas. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Jacob Trieber, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United States 
for the eastern district of Arkansas, 


PENSION AGENT. 
Selden Connor, of Maine, to be pension agent at Augusta, Mo. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 6, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. NELSON. I present the following petition and the accom- 
panying papers. It is very short and is from the New York 
orld: 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


The New York World respect: 80 
than 2.000 e which it has received from bishops and archbishops of 
all denominations, from presidents of colleges, from mayors of fifty leading 
cities of the United a 
forty-eight cities concerning the treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain now before your honorable body. 


the pepe of the treaty now pending, and as that trea’ 
nvitation to al foreign powers made by the United States Senate 
unanimously on January 14, 1 it is felt that the national honor requires 
the ratification of the PRIDE EA, in such form as will receive the cordial 
support of two-thirds of your honorable body. 
sponses were received from the mayors of 54 large cities, of which all 
but 4 were in favor of the treaty in principle. From over 400 presidents of 
colleges telegrams in favor of the petition have been received by the World, 
and none have o it. 
The officers of the principal labor organizations in New York City and 
— — have also favored the treaty as amended since it was reported to the 


nate. 

Of the daily newspapers of the United States, 400 have been polled by the 
World b; telegraph, and all but 39 earnestly join in the petition for the ulti. 
mate ratification of the treaty in some form satisfac to the Senate. 

Finally, the presidents of 9 of commerce of 54 leading cities, speak - 
ing through the World, have strongly advocated arbitration as a 2 

The World transmits herewith most of the original dispatches that have 
been received, and respectfully submits them to judgment of the honor- 


able Senate. 
THE NEW YORK WORLD. 


I move that the petition and accompanying papers be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the city officials of Mid- 
land, Mich., and a petition of the county officials of Midland, 
Mich., praying for the imposition of a duty of 1 cent per pound in 
the pending tariff bill on chloride of lime or bleaching powder; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry lumber companies oper- 
ating at nistique, Mich., and the petition of Gilbert Johnson 
and sundry other citizens of Sherman City, Mich., praying or the 
adoption of the lumber schedule in the * ill, and 
remonstrating against any rebate on lumber coming from Canada 
and made into packing boxes for export; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
North Carolina, praying that a duty of $2 per thousand feet be 

laced on rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; which was re- 
kred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, r any increase of duty in the pend- 
ing tariff bill on leaf tobacco or Habana fillers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Yankton. 
S. Dak., praying that books, pamphlets, periodicals, etc., be place 
on the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Scarritt Moreno and 10 
other citizens of Florida, praying for the imposition of a duty of 
not less than $2 per thousand feet on rough lumber in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I present the petition of E. R. Williams and 
111 other citizens of Kent County, Del., praying for the appoint- 


ment of a joint commission to make inquiry into the political con- 
ditions existing in the State of Delaware, averring that they are 
not those of a republican form of government as contemplated by 
the Constitution of the United States. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the memorial of P. J. Hammell and 
72 other cigar makers of Lansing, Mich., remonstrating inst 
the increase of duty in the pending tariff bill on imported raw 
tobacco classed as wrappers and fillers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles H. Bender and 52 other 
citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of any legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of H. Solomon, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., remonstrating ngamar the so-called antiscalping rail- 
road ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry wholesale druggists and 
grocers of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the placing of 
any duty on argols and lees in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of I. Latzar, importer and ex- 
porter of leaf tobacco, of Chicago, III., remonstrating against an 
increase of the duty on leaf tobacco in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ipresent an appeal in the shape of a petition 
of the delegates of the Cherokee Nation,in reference to pending 
legislation, signed by two delegates, who desire that it shall be 
printed as a document so that the Senate and others can see what 
they ask for. I move that the petition be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the officers of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Springfield, II., praying for the 
passage of the so-called antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Quincy, III., 
remonstrating against the of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No, 174, of 
Joliet, III., remonstrating against an increase of the duty on leaf 
tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. : : 

He also presented apetition of the board of education of Chicago, 
II., praying that all books and educational . TENA imported 
for use of public schools be placed on the free list in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Springfield Business Men’s 
Association, of Springfield, III., praying for the appointment of 
a national monetary commission by the President of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens and business 
firmsof Wataga, Rockford, Decatur, Freeport, Cairo, and Chicago, 
all in the State of Illinois, and a memorial of the seed trade com- 
mittee, of Richmond, Va., remonstrating against any further ap- 
propriation for the free distribution of seed; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Koronny, 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois River Convention of 
Winchester, III., praying the United States Government to remove 
the dams and deepen the channel of the Illinois River, and also to 
construct therein a deep waterway; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of John A. Gilbreath, of Appleton 
City, Mo., praying for the payment of the so-called Bowman 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the memorials of G. S. Griffith & Co. 
and sundry other firms and citizens of Baltimore; of Trautmann, 
Heller & Co. and sundry other firms and citizens of Baltimore; 
of Armstrong, Cator & Co. and sundry other firms and citizens 
of Baltimore; of the Baltimore Oil Company and sundry citizens 
of Baltimore; of T. S. Stratton & Son and sundry other citizens of 
Baltimore; of J. Herman Ireland and sundry other citizens of Bal- 
timore; of E. C. Shriner and sundry other citizens of Baltimore; 
of J. Eisenberg and sundry other citizens of Baltimore; of W. T. 
Helm and sundry other citizens of Baltimore, and of L. H. Neu- 
deker and sundry other citizens of Baltimore, all in the State of 
Maryland, remonstrating against the enactment of any legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 


re apr of real estate in the United States by aliens, the estab- 
lishment of trusts, and the issuance by corporations of securities 
in excess of capital invested; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting a rebate of the 
tax upon alcohol used in the arts and in medicinal and other like 
compounds; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Media, Pa. 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale o 
intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the Historical Society of Penn- 
Sylvania, remonstrating against any duty being placed in the 
pending tariff bill on books, periodicals, etc., imported for the use 
of libraries; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Washington Lodge, No. 33, 
Association of Amalgamated Iron and Steel Workers of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the adoption of the clause in the 
pending tariff bill providing that upon any material imported and 
used for the purpose of exporting again to other countries a draw- 
back rate of 99 per cent of the tariff rate shall be returned to the 
importers; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 996) for the relief of Peter Coyle; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 536) for the relief of the trustees of the Gerinan 
Mae andes Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1168) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 262) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16) making ap- 

ropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
al year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, to report 
it with amendments. 

I ask that the bill may be placed on the Calendar, and I give 
notice that some time during next week I shall ask the Senate to 
consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will take its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the sist 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1588) for the relief of actual 
settlers on unsurveyed public lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1589) making Fort Meade, S. Dak., 
a permanent military reservation, and making appropriation for 
improvement of the same; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1590) granting an increase 
of penson to Hiram T. Storm; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON (for Mr. Davis) introduced a bill (S. 1591) to re- 
vive and amend and extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, 
to encourage and promote telegraphic communications between 
America and Asia, across the Pacific Ocean, from the western 
shores of the United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan and 
China; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to Ella Hatfield, invalid 
daughter of Maj. David Hatfield, First Regiment New Jersey In- 
fantry Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 1593) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. Neumann. 
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Mr. SMITH introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read eae by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili ta airs: 

A bill (S. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O. Reilly: 

A bill (S. 1595) for the appointment of Frank M. Marshall as heu- 
tenant on the retired list of the Army; and 

A bill (S. 1596) to grant John T. Nagle the privilege of apply- 
ing for a medal of honor for conspicuous bravery in action while 
serving as an aming assistant surgeon of the United States Army 
with troops in the field during the late civil war under the orders 
of commanding officers. 

Mr. SMITH introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1597) for the relief of Mary H. Noonan; and 

A bill (S. 1598) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, 

Mr. SMITH introduced the following bills; which were severally 
Toe by their titles, and refi to the Committee on Naval 


airs: 

A bill (S. 1599) to extend the provisions of section 4631, Title 
LIV. Prize,“ of the Revised Statutes, and of the act of June 8, 
1874, in relation to prize money, to fleet officers; and 

A bill (S. 1600) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to con- 
tract with the Pneumatic Gun Carriage and Power Company, of 
Washington City, D. C., for a floating battery. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1601) to remit the time - 
ties on the light-house tender Rose; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1602) to provide for the 
settlement of certain claims against the District of Columbia, 
and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear and de- 
termine the same, and for other Beeler which was read twice 
by ia title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced abill (S. 1603) for the relief of Charles 
A. Nazro; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1604) granting a pension to Mathew Golden (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 1605) granting an increase of pension to James W. 


Dotson, of Parsons, Kans. (with accompanying papers); 
A bill (S. 1606) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J, 
Matlock, of Mount Hope, pene: 


A bill (S. 1607) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Jones, of McPherson, Kans. (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1608 ting an increase of pension to Michael Loch- 
ard, of Osborn, ; and 

A bill (S. 1609) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Bottjer, of Wichita, Kans. (with an U paper). 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1610) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to consider and report on the subject of a statue 
of the late Admiral David D. Porter; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: f 

A bill (S. 1611) for the relief of Julia Nolan (with an accom- 
panying paper); and 

A bill (S. 1612) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Leef, de- 
ceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alex- 
ander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, Brazil. 

Mr. P OSE introduced a bill (S. 1613) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Reed; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to John Amrein; 

A bill 5 1615) for the relief of Anna V. Ingerton, widow of 
William H. Ingerton, late lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth Tennes- 
see Cavalry; and 

A bill (S. 1616) to adjust the pensions of those who have lost 
limbs or were totally disabled in them in the late war of the 
rebellion. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1617) to correct the record of Charles Schmeller, late 
Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 

try, by removing the charge of desertion from the same; and 

A bill (S. 1618) to authorize the President to place William T. 
Godwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1619) granting a pension to 
Michael Lannon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 


_ He also introduced a bill (S. 1620) removing the charge of deser- 
tion from the name of Edward Hughes, who served as a private in 
Company C, Fifth United States Volunteers, and also as a private 
in Company D, Thirty-eighth United States Volunteers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


ta: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1621) for the relief of Patrick 
Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 1622) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Case, of Holdrege, e County, Nebr.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
_ Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 28) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the improvement of the Anacostia River 
and the reclamation of its flats; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 

5 sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
e Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UINTAH INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 

Mr. RAWLINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the r be, and 
to transmit to the Senate — — e 8 1 15 
ecessor to, and all made by, the Commissioners appointed under sec- 


tion 20 of the act entitled “An making a riations fi 
i of the in De g pprop ns for current and 


partment and fi 20 
une 

passed August x 
hor relatè to the carrying soror nent ca Ags ea of ‘section ot 3 
the Uintah Indian Reservation in Utah, for the cession of lands to the U ted 

Also to inform the Senate how m ý propria! 
inate Sv aaelion MAE ata eek yida erge ariran a aia eee eee 

REORGANIZATION OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EARLE. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate do proceed on to-morrow, the 7th instant, at — 
o'clock, to reorganize the and to fill all vacancies therein. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask that the resolution may go to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. G I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. EARLE. I think the new Senators should at least have an 
opportunity to express themselves as to the propriety of reorgan- 
izing the committees. I hope my friend will withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

Mr. GEAR. The usual rule, I understand (being a new Sena- 
tor myself, I speak from hearsay perhaps), is that in the organiza- 
tion of committees the matter is referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and each party in the Senate applies the action of the Com- 
mittee on Rules to its own membership. Then the list is handed 
over to the minority party for them to fill the vacancies to which 
they are entitled before it is a in open Senate and ratified 
by the Senate. I think the better course is for the resolution to 
go to the Committee on Rules, where it properly belongs. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator from South Carolina de- 
sires to make some observation upon his resolution at the present 
time. 

Mr. GEAR. Certainly; to that I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. If that be true, I hope no objection will be inter- 

Mr. GEAR. Of course not. I do not want to interfere with 
say romans the Senator from South Carolina may wish to make. 

. GALLINGER. The motion to refer would not cut him off. 

Mr. GEAR. The motion would not cut him off anyway. 

Mr. EARLE. Mr. President, I have very few remarks to make. 
We have been in session over thirty days. Under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States each State has a right to two Senators 
upon this floor, and the Senate has no right to deprive any State 
either in part or in whole of its full representation. 

I wish to ask Senators who have been here for two and four 
years whether it is right that Senators who came into this body 
on the 4th of March shall be absolutely ignored so far as the com- 
mittees are concerned? I do not wish—be it far from me—to vio- 
late what is known as the courtesy of the Senate; I wouid not 
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offend against the most delicate sense of propriety; but standing 
here as I do a new Senator, representing in part the State of 
South Carolina, it seems to me it is my duty to call the attention 
of this body to the fact that the State of South Carolina has two 
Senators and that only one of them has been assigned to commit- 
tees. 

We know that the most important work of legislation is per- 
formed by Senators upon committees. If you have the right to 
say that certain Senators shall me Eo u committees for thirty 
days, then you would have an equal right to say they shall DOr go 
upon committees forsix months. and you violatea principle. 
Senate is a continuing body; it never dies. As one Senator goes 
out, another comes in. You may expel a Senator; but as soon as 
you do so the governor of the State, or the legislature, if in ses- 
Sion, has a right to appoint or elect bis successor. It is the 
theory of our Government that this body shall always continue, 
and Isubmit that when the Senate convenes upon the 4th of March, 
at a time as early as is practicable thereafter the committeesshould 
be reorganized. Party exigency should not stand in the way. 
Party exigency should never be consulted in order to violate a 

inciple. 

PTh at is all I have to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. GEAR. I renew my motion; and I wish to state simply 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose under the cbjection made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire the resolution will go over until 
to-morrow. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that I have 
never known a resolution of this sort to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. But when objection is made to the considera- 
tion of a resolution, a motion to refer is not in order on that day. 

Mr. GEAR. I think a motion to refer takes precedence of any 


other. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; for a resolution is not before the Sen- 
ate for action until it has been ascertained that there is no objec- 
tion to its present consideration. 


Mr. G Very well; Iam perfectly willing that the reso- 
lution shall go over. 
Mr. C DLER. I understand that the resolution, being ob- 


jected to, goes over. Although e action for to-morrow, 
i can to-morrow be amended, I will suggest to the Senator from 

Carolina, so as to name a subsequent day, and it then can 
be acted upon. Being objected to, the resolution goes over for 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made to the present 
consideration of the resolution, it will lie over under the rule. 
MARIA S. WHITNEY. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


street, Roxbury district, Boston, Mass. 
TREASURY ORDER IN REGARD TO TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. VEST. I submit a resolution, and ask for its present con- 
sideration, if there is no objection. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the 3 Treasury bo directed to inform the 
Senate what order, if any, has issued by him to the custom-house offi- 


cers of the United States in regard to ing out the pro of section 
27 of the tariff bill now ow je Committee of the Senate, 
„ e ee a te, if such order has been made, the authority for 
such action. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the resolution had better lie over until 
to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there is 
objection to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Vermont asks that it shall lie 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The resolution 
will lie over. 
LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 
the Senate a list of judgments of the Court of Claims requiring an appro- 
priation at the present session not already transmitted. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senator from Alabama will 
State his parliamentary inquiry. 


Mr. MORGAN. Yesterday the Senate gave its unanimous con- 
sent that the joint resolution I introduced on the Ist instant 
should go over for consideration this morning. I desire to have 
it laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is in order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of 
pablo war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be main- 
tained. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: ` 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That a condition 
of public warexists between the Government of Spain and the government 

roclaimed and for some time maintained by force of arms by the people of 

ba, and that the United States of America shall maintain a s neutral- 

ity between the contending powers, according to each all the rights of bellig- 
in the ports and territory of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is a joint resolution. Be- 
fore I to discuss its merits, I wish to disclaim any purpose 
whatever of forcing the Executive into any attitude about this 
question that he may not feel entirely at liberty to take. As I 
view the Constitution and the history of such action in the United 
States, I think that the initiative 2 belongs to Congress on 
all subjects involving a declaration of war, whether it is a declara- 
tion by our own Government or whether it is the declaration of 
the existence of a state of war in any other country. Therefore I 
think that action on such subjects ought to originate in one of the 
Houses. The President may not i to concur in our 
action, yet he may feel bound by it. He may not be di to 
exercise the veto power, if he has it, upon a joint resolution of 
the sort that is now before the Senate. It is a question of very 


grave im , and one that ought never to occur in the his- 
tory of the United States, that the Co being satisfied of the 
existence of war in Cuba, should so „the President not 


being satisfied that that state of affairs exists in the sense of re- 
quiring the Government of the United States to take part in any 
way in the declaration that it does exist. That ought never to 
be in the United States. The executive and legislative depart- 
ments of the Government ought to cooperate in all declarations 
that relate to war, and the Congress of the United States ought 
never to make a declaration on that subject unless it is satisfied 
a} 3 21 pI 3 to the popular 
I. or 0 as e 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish that we may have order in 
the Chamber, because I am very desirous to hear the Senator from 
Alabama, and I can not hear a word that he says; there is so 
much confusion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not any very great amount of lung 
power, though I try to emer as distinctly and deliberately as I can, 
with a view of making views that I have to present intelligible 
at least to my colleagues on the floor. 

Mr. HALE. It is not the fault of the Senator from Alabama at 
all; it is the fault of Senators, all of us perhaps, who are in the 
habit of participating too much in conversation while a Senator is 
addressing the . It is almost impossible for any Senator to 
make himself heard under such conditions, and for that reason I 
hope we shall be allowed to have silence, that we may hear the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. <A question of war or peace between this coun- 
try and any foreign country, or a question of the existence of a 
war in any foreign country, is a matter of such grave importance 
to all the people of the United States that its consideration should 
always be entered upon with the utmost degree of deliberation 
and solemnity, and, as far as possible, it should be free from all 
the exasperations of feeling that we of course have when quarrels 
occur between us and other powers. It is in this view, and in 
this sense, and with this purpose, and only this, that I approach 
the subject this morning. 

I do not wish to create a ferment in the United States about it. 
It is not necessary to do that, Mr. President, if I were disposed to 
get up some public excitement, because the mind of the people of 
the United is agitated and all their hearts are full of this 
subject. We are in the midst of a very trying situation that has 
never heretofore existed as itexists now. All the aggravations 
that surround us at this moment and the same sense of indigna- 
tion have never heretofore existed, even in the various and fre- 

uent irritations that have occurred between Spain and the United 
ates on the subject of her government in Cu We have tried 
so to feel, we have tried to so believe, and we have so conformed 
our conduct that it is a matter of indifference to us whether Spain 
shall persecute her own subjects in Cuba or not. I say we have 
tried to feel it and we have tried to believe it. At the same time the 
history of Spanish occupation in Cuba from the beginning of this 
cen , and, indeed, far back of that period of time—but I willsay 
from the beginning of this century, use our Government be- 
came concerned in it about that time—the history of Spanish occu- 
pation in Cuba has been so full of that absolute and heartless spirit 
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of tyranny toward her own subjects as that it isnot to be expected 

that a country organized as ours is, upon the basis of self-govern- 

ment and of the respect that is due from the Government to the 

citizen, should be free from very profound agitation, in view of 

the repeated and flagrant and very ees demonstrations of 

33 that have been made by the Crown of Spain against 
er own subjects in the Island of Cuba. 

The subject I am now about to discuss has been before the Sen- 
ate for days and weeks and even months at a time, and whoever 
cares to read the record of those debates of a year ago will there, 
I think, find an exhaustive discussion of almost every proposition 
that could be advanced pro and con upon the subject of the duty 
of the Government of the United States torecognize the existence 
of public war in Cuba. I do not propose to go back over that 
record. Itis made; it has been deliberately made. There is not 
a statement, I think, that has been made in the Senate that was 
not authorized by the facts; and tosay the least of it, the Govern- 
ment of Spain has had more than a year of opportunity in which 
to contradict the specific facts that have been stated in the debates 
in this body relating to the dealing of Spain toward the people of 
that island. Nodenial has been made. They seem to be indiffer- 
ent to the fact. They seem to be entirely indifferent at least to 
American opinion and to European opinion pees this subject. 

That is not a new thing in the history of Spain. That great 
monarchy has never stopped to take the opinion of the civili 
world upon her conduct toward any of her subjects. Whether 
they have been born within her home boundary or whether the 
have been born in colonies, or whether they have been conque 
she has never paused to ascertain what is the opinion of the world 
about her conduct toward her own people or toward her neigh- 
bors. That is unfortunate for us, because we have a proper 
regard for the neighboring countries. We feel it as well as pro- 
fess it. We do not trench upon the affairs or the rights of the 
people of Mexico, who is a near neighbor, and who has not had a 
very permanent form of government until within the last fifteen 
years, or a very satisfactory one to us. We make no agitation in 
respect to the domestic policy of the Canadian Government. 

In other words, Mr. President, we are in the Sy Si sense of the 
word good neighbors to those whose territory ie ours, and we 
have no disposition to interfere in Cuba or in any other place for 
the purpose of extending our institutions or making a propaganda 
of any ideas that we have or of enforcing upon them the accept 
ance of our commercial intercourse. That is our situation. 0 
have maintained it always. 

Very early in the beginning of this century, for the purpose of 
making their security greater, for the purpose of cutting our 
people off from the temptation of making raids against Mexico, 
Canada, Cuba, and elsewhere, we commenced a series of legi 
tive enactments here of a very severe character to repress all pos- 
sible endeavor to give assistance to any insurrection or any war 
or controversy between baat neighboring power or any other 
power and their own people or any other people. We have at 
great expense in money, and sometimes at an expense to ourselves 
of very great irritation amongst our oV peop e, enforced those 
laws in a rigid way, and we are dong i y. 

I think our desire to evince to other countries our purpose of 
being onfriendly terms with them and of executing every purpose 
of government without reference to their distress or their embar- 
rassments has involved us in some efforts to enforce our own laws 
that have inflicted sree Ba justice upon individuals in this 
country, and certainly have & ve at effect in restraining 
if not repressing the expressions of public sentiment which other- 
wise would have manifested themselves on these occasions. 

That being the situation, we have for the third time within this 
century been drawn into unpleasant contact with a state of affairs 
in Cuba that has made a very profound impression upon the people 
of the United States, and not merely upon their sentiment and 
feeling, but upon their commerce, and their intercourse with the 
people of that island. We have suffered by it on former occa- 
sions to such an extent that very large claims for damages have 
been piled up against the Government of Spain, and I do not re- 
member any instance where we have received compensation for 
any of those wrongs, when they were established, short of twenty, 
or perhaps thirty years after the termination of their intestinal 
struggle. So the delays that have been interposed in making 
compensation to the people of the United States for the wrongs 
that have been committed in that island, and which are traceable, 
I think, distinctly to the tyrannies of the Spanish Government, 
have been very serious upon our people, and are still very serious. 

But our people have suffered in one respect a degree of mortifi- 
cation and humiliation as well asa degree of personal distress that 

it has always been within the power of our Government to pre- 
vent. If the Government of the United States had taken care of 
its own people in the Island of Cuba according to the full measure 
of its duty, many a life would have been saved in the former strug- 
les and in the present one, much property would have been spared 

‘om destruction, great anguish of feeling would have been spared 
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to our ple, both native born and adopted. But the Govern- 
ment of the United States has not taken proper care of her own 
eh in Cuba, and it is time that we begin to do so. 

The object of the introduction of the joint resolution which is 
before the Senate to-day is to put the Government of the United 
States in a proper legal attitude toward the Government of Spain 
in Cuba, and to enable us simply to take care of our own citizens. 
I have always declared that this was my leading motive, and in 
fact my exclusive motive, as a Senator of the United States, in 
whatever support I have given to measures here in respect of our 
controversies and difficulties with Spain in the Island of Cuba. I 
have kept my mind fixed firmly and exclusively upon the duty of 
the Government of the United States to the citizens of the United 
States in the presence of this state of facts. I am trying to get 
from the Congress of the United States—and I hope the Executive 
will concur with us—a definition and statement of a legal status 
or 3 Wot mans it 5 5 0 for us, under the laws of 
nations, to pro e lives and property of our people in the 
Island of Cuba. re a 

In accomplishing this result, Mr. President, it may turn out— 
and I would be very glad that it should—that assistance will be 
given to the people of the Island of Cuba in the establishment of 
their independence, in freeing themselves from an abominable 
yoke, which, so far as they are concerned, has never resulted in 
any benefit to the people there at all, but has been imposed upon 
them and maintained over them for the mere purpose of leeching 
out of them their substance and of keeping them as serfs and feu- 
datories to the Crown of Spain and to the nobility and gentry of 
that country. I should be very glad that a result of that sort 
should follow; but whether that result shall follow, or one still 
more disastrous to the people of Cuba, nevertheless it is a duty 
that we can not abdicate to take care, so far as in us lies, of our 
people in that island. 

In what way can we do that? That is the question which 
comes up here now. Can we do it by standing by and witnessin, 
these wrongs inflicted upon them continually, aggressively, an 
redress them only by filing claims in the Department of State, 
to be urged against the Spanish Government after the war has 
ended and after Spain has become bankrupt? Can we accomplish 
this protection of our citizens by putting a price upon their blood 
and their sufferings, and by saying to Spain that ‘‘in the end of 
all of this, after the war is over, we shall charge up so many dol- 
lars and cents against you for these ruined and destroyed Ameri- 
cans, men, women, and children, and for their property”? In the 
former war we waited for ten years, andafter the termination of that 
struggle we sent in our account, and we had a part of it allowed 
and a part of it disallowed, and the part that was allowed was 
only paid within the last two or three years. That has been nearly 
thirty years ago. : 

Now, can we afford to stand by here and see repeated, in a form 
that has become historic in Cuba, these wrongs and outrages 
against our own people, trusting to the settlement of an account 
for after the wrong has been done? Are we in that sub- 
lime state of indifference and self-denial in respect to what is 
going on in Cuba that we shall abstain from doing anything for 
our people until this struggle which is now going on has ended 
one way or the other? Shall we refuse to protect our people and 
deny to ourselves the right, the power, the opportunity, and the 
duty of providing for them as this struggle goes on? 

ell, Mr. President, I hope that the Senate of the United States 
at least will not agree that it is our duty to ignore these things, to 
pass them by silently and quietly. I hope that the expression on 
the part of the Senate will be now what it has been heretofore, a 
year ago, and still earlier than that—that we recognize the exist- 
ence of public war in Cuba, attended with all the consequences 
under the laws of nations that belong to that legal situation; that 
we will stand neutral between these parties, and that we will exe- 
cute the laws of neutrality, and especially those laws of neutrality 
which protect our own people. 

Now, as different occurrences are developed in Cuba, we might 
send ships of war to demand immediate indemnity, but it seems, 
Mr. President, that we have not got yet tothe condition of follow- 
ing the bright British example of always sending her flag and her 
guns, following her people about over the earth, to demand their 
rescue from the hands of tyranny and wrong and injustice. We 
have not come to that; but perhaps after we get a little older and 
learn more, and have more true spirit amongst the American peo- 
ple, and our Government is truer to them, we will be able to send 
our flag and our guns about the earth and demand immediate 
compensation for the wrongs done to our people and their imme- 
diate surrender from the jaws of death when they are held con- 
trary to treaties and to international law and to the laws of 
humanity and of mercy. 

Jam hopeless, Mr. President, utterly hopeless, that any Admin- 
istration of the Government of the United States, particularly 
with the last four years of disastrous example that we have had, 
will get its courage to the point of sending ships of war to Habana 
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or to any other port of Cuba, and demanding in given cases, how- 
ever serious, ess for our poopie or liberty for them from incar- 
ceration in their prisons as the occurrences arise. 

Here was the case of Dr. Ruis, who was said to have been mur- 
dered in prison at the instance and by the direction of the gov- 
ernor of 55 in that province, an American citizen who 
was a dentist, and who went back to the land of his forefathers— 
I do not know where he was born—for the purpose of practicing 
his profession, and he was said to have had no connection what- 
ever with the strife that existed in Cuba. He was killed, and 
killed in prison. So it is alleged in the newspapers and so, I under- 
stand, it is alleged in the reports of our consul-general in Cuba. 
Now, wht can we do inthe case of Dr. Ruis? Of course that case 
must pas into the balance sheet to be added up in a sum of dol- 
lars and cents for the compensation to his widow as soon as it is 
ascertained in some form or other that the Government of Spain 
has been accessory to his murder. I understand that the reports 
of the consul-general indicate in no uncertain way that the Goy- 
ernment of Spain is directly responsible through one of her mili- 
tary officers for this outrage. 

If that is true, Mr. President, instead of hunting about for a 
lawyer to go down to Cuba to search out in some technical way 
an information such as a solicitor would find to be presented to a 
grand jury in secret session, the Government of the United States 
might very well send a ship of war to the port of Habana, with a 
commission upon it, and say to the government of Spain in Cuba, 
We intend to have this matter investigated, and if there is evi- 
dence to prove that this man has been murdered by this governor 
in prison you must have that man arrested, and you must have 
him shot, or you must have him disposed of in some way that the 
laws of war require, and you must on the spot make immediate in- 
demnity to the family of this murdered man.” 

Mr. HALE. Do Lunderstand, in a case such as the Senator has 
cited, and has objected to the Government sending a lawyer down 
there, that the Senator would object, when a case of that kind 
arises, to the Government sending some proper agent, be he law- 
yer or otherwise, in order to establish the actual facts upon which 
we should act afterwards? Does the Senator think that would be 
an improper course on the part of the Government? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, as an American citizen, follow- 
ing the precedents and practices that have heretofore obtained in 
matters of this kind, I should regretfully assent to the sending of 
a lawyer to Habana to make an investigation; but if I were a 
British subject, I should expect the flag and a man-of-war to go 
there, for the purpose of demanding reparation on the spot and an 
explanation which would exculpate that governor from this 
charge, or else would consign him to his deserved fate. 

Mr. HALE. That is, the Senator would send a ship of war 
before he sent the lawyer to investigate the facts? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would send a ship of war with a lawyer 
along, or without one; but I do not think that I would have very 
much use for the lawyer. . i 

Mr. HALE. I fancy that what the Senator is seeking is a con- 
dition of hostility and the use of ships of war and the danger inci- 
dent to having them in those waters. In that case there would 
not be much use for a lawyer; there would be use for ships of 
war. There would be war there. 

Mr. MORGAN. In the great and solemn duty of taking care 
of the lives and property of American citizens, particularly when 
in foreign countries, I do not think I would stop to split hairs and 
weigh technicalities before I undertook to enforce something in 
the nature of a demand for redress; and whenever the Govern- 
ment of the United States gets itself into that condition that it 
converts everything of this sort into a lawsuit, then the liberties 
of the American people are worth very little when they come in 
contact with the fury and savagery of the Spaniards in Cuba. 
That is my answer to the Senutor from Maine. What we need, 
sir, is action, determination, resolution, purpose, and conclusions 
which shall protect our people against those ou es. One ex- 
hibition of that determined spirit in the Island of Cuba would be 
Fona more to us than all the lawsuits that we could conduct 

ere. 

The American people, Mr. President, are a forbearing, kind- 
hearted, generous, forgiving people; but after all, they understand 
and they feel, and you can not conceal it from them, that when 
their rights. liberties, and lives are placed in the power of a brutal 
authority in a foreign country, it is the duty of this great Repub- 
lic to exhibit its strength and its power early and decisively for 
the purpose of rectifying that wrong. 

I referred to the case of Ruis as one that was perhaps more dif- 
ficult of handling than any other in this diplomatic sense; but we 
know perfectly well, through the reports of our own consul, we 
know from evidence that the President of the United States has 
laid before this body, we know from the statements of the Presi- 
dent of the United States in his last annual message sent to this 
body, not only that the property of the poopie of the United States 
is destroyed in Cuba for the mere sake of destroying it, not be- 


cause it is an available resource to the enemy on either side, but 
we know that the jails of Cuba are stuffed, I may say, with Ameri- 
can citizens whose names even have not been ever pronounced in 
this Senate, and can not be until after this war has passed and the 
prison doors have been opened and another book of blood” has 
to be published, as was published at the close of the last Cuban 
war. 

We are invited continually to shut our eyes to Spanish aggres- 
sions in Cuba; we are admonished whenever we speak of them 
that perhaps we are speaking outside of the record, and we must 
wait and investigate and find out what has been going on before 
we think of sending anyone there or a ship of war, messenger, 
commissioner, or anyone else for the p se of ascertaining and 
determining upon the spot what is taking place and what has 
taken place. 

I have not time to go over this record. The part of it that oc- 
curred, or a large part of it that was then capable of being dis- 
covered, was laid before this Senate more than a year ago, and, as 
I repeat, it has remained there uncontradicted by the Spanish 
Government from that day to this. A judgment by default has 
gone against them in the opinions of mankind for every one of 
those accusations which is authenticated and put upon the records 
of this Senate over the name of a responsible man. So I can leave 
the record to stand just there, and I can proceed, after these pre- 
liminary observations as to what the situation actually is and the 
necessity for our action, to discuss the question as to what is our 
duty and what are our rights as a legislative body for the United 
States of America in respect of this terrible involvement that has 
come upon us through the conduct of Spain in Cuba, for, be it 
remembered again, we have had nothing to do with inciting re- 
volt in Cuba. Our people have not incited revolt in Cuba; they 
have cultivated the most friendly feelings and relations with Cuba, 
and have taken every step they could or they knew how to take 
to increase their commerce with that country. It has been very 
valuable to us, and would be again if Cuba had a chance to live. 

On yesterday we passed a resolution in this body by a unanimous 
vote. It was not every Senator who voted for it who was present, 
but those who were present and did not vote for it seem not to 
have found it necessary or important that 1 vote against 
it. What is that resolution passed through this body as a solemn 
declaration? 

Whereas information has come to the Senate that Gen. Ruis Rivera, a 
leader of the Cuban army of independence, recently captured by the Spanish 
forces, is to be tried by drumh court-martial and shot: Therefore, 


ved, That in the judgment of the Senate it is the duty of the President 


— the United States, if such information is found to be true, to protest to the 


panish Government against such a violation of the rules of civilized warfare, 

Mr. President, what right have we to protest against the abuse 
of the rules of civilized warfare in Cuba if no war exists in Cuba? 
What right have we to say that it is expected that a man will be 
tried and convicted by a drumhead court-martial and shotif there 
is no war existing in Cuba? What right have we to ofa leader 
of the Cuban army of independence if there is no Cuban army of 
independence in that island? Iwas 9 that the Senator 
from Nebraska . ALLEN] brought this resolution forward, and 
still more gratified at the decisive vote of the Senate, the unani- 
mous vote, in affirmation of these various facts, to which I now 
appeal as a justification for the further resolution that we shall 
declare in a formal manner the existence of public war in Cuba 
and declare our neutrality between the parties to that war. 

Mr. President, such a shameless and colossal falsehood has not 
existed in the history of this world, I believe, as that which treats 
and considers and speaks of and regards the situation in Cuba as 
being now a mere insurrection. If there is any way by which a 
Government can commit itself openly and shamelessly to the ut- 
terance of a falsehood, that every man in this world knows to be 
such, it is done every time that it is declared that the situation 
in Cuba to-day is no more than an insurrection. We declared a 
ma ago—more than a year ago—that public war existed in Cuba. 

believe I have the resolution here before me, and I will read it to 
see what our declaration was. As it was passed by the concurrent 
vote of both Houses, it read: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of Con; a state of public war exists in 
Cuba, the parties to which are entitled to belligerant rights, and the United 
States should observe a strict neutrality between the belligerents. 

Since that time we have not cast any vote directly upon that 
querer until yesterday. We have had votes which were inci- 

ental and showed what the mind of the Senate was since that 
time, one of which has occurred during the present session. We 
have now present in this body a number of gentlemen who were 
not here to participate in the debates and votes which occurred 
upon that resolution a year ago, and it is entirely proper that 
the subject should now undergo at least some degree of discussion 
in order that they may have the opportunity of expressing their 
own views upon the situation. They are fresher from the people 


than the balance of us, and perhaps may come inspired more 
directly with the feeling that the people have upon this question 
than we are. I presume that those Senators will not 
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the action taken by the Senate and the other House upon the facts 
that were presented more than a year ago, and upon which we 
came to the solemn resolution that I have just read. They will 
not, perhaps, undertake to say that public war did not then exist 
in Cuba, or that it does not now exist in Cuba. It is altogether 

roper that the Senators who have arrived in this body during 

he present session should have the opportunity of passing upon 
the question whether or not the action that we then took was 
j ustifiable upon the facts. They should also have the opportunity, 
as they will now have upon this resolution, of determining by 
their votes, so far as they are concerned, whether any change has 
taken place in the last year—since the adoption of that resolution— 
which relieves the situation in Cuba and which tends to establish 
the proposition that while war existed there a year ago, it does 
not exist there now. So I thought it was my duty as one of the 
members of this body and as a member of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations to furnish an opportunity to Senators that they 
might record their votes here upon the existing situation, and 
is ii by relation back to the situation as it stood at the time 
we adopted this very important resolution. 

Does war now exist in Cuba? Mr. President, that is a proposi- 
tion that is absolutely so undebatable, so far beyond the domain 
of discussion, that I can not see how any sensible man can take it 
up for consideration when the answer lies immediately before him 
in every act that has occurred in the Island of Cuba within the 

t two years, and for a period much longer than that. With 
The vast army that Spain has sent there, with the drain upon her 
resources that is now threatening to bankrupt the kingdom, with 
a loss of thousands and tens of thousands of lives, with an oppos- 
ing army which in the former revolution for the same causes 
never reached more than 10,000 men—volunteer soldiers—now 
reaching to the number of fifty or sixty thousand. with battle after 
battle fought in every part of that island, and with the occupation 
of that island from east to west, except in the , fortified 
towns, with the whole body of the country inclu within the 
lines of the Cuban army or within the power of their military in- 
fluence—it is absolutely inadmissible, in view of those facts, to 
enter upon a discussion of that question. It is so palpable that 
no man in his senses, it seems to me, can ly deny it. 

It is true that the Senator from Maine . HALE] on yesterday, 
when I asked him in the course of the debate whether public war 
existed in Cuba, said there was a conflict there, there was guer- 
rilla warfare, but not such war as is fought between two States 
in Europe. Mr. President, that is not a definition of war. The 
manner in which a war is conducted does not define the question 
of its existence at all. It is not by marshaled troops under gaudy 
banners and with a perfect organization and an armament cap-a- 

ie, and with military resources, to which you can point as being 
Dazed within fortresses or within ports or harbors, or with ships 
to send abroad for the purpose of gaining new supplies—it is not 
with these that war is always waged. On the contrary, the most 
fatal and destructive wars that have existed, and those that have 
been best calculated to 1 a country, have been just what the 
Senator from Maine c erizes as guerrilla warfare. When 
that imperial prince of all soldiers, I t , who ever lived—Na- 
poleon—with his vast army, was occupying Spain, the Spaniards 
resorted to the very tactics that Maximo ez resorts to now, 
and after a few months of struggle with that un eled military 
chieftain they drove Napoleon from Spain. The Spaniards then 
learned a lesson in mili conduct that has stood them in hand 
from that time to this, and the people of Cuba have been taught 
it, for the reason that they have not had, as Maximo Gomez has 
expressed it, the sympathy even of any nation in this world, ex- 
cept perhaps the sympathy of the people of the United States. 
ow was it during our civil war in this country, when Spain, 
taking advan of the fact that we were en in fighting 
each other on the soil of the United States, ed an army 
and a fleet—a great one—in which she concentrated all the power 
at her command, and went against the island of Santo Domingo, 
and landed in the ports and occupied them. and took the for- 
tresses, with a view of subjugeting the Island of Santo Domingo 
under the Spanish crown? How was it, when she had nobody to 
fight in Santo Domingo t the native negro population —for 
it was all negro or mulatto—Spain was driven from the island of 
Santo Domingo by the impossibility of conquering those people, 
and she had to retire with her army back to the peninsula with- 
out having accomplished anything more than the sacrifice of a 
large amount of money and many lives and much property, all of 
which was subsequently taxed upon Cuba as a debt? They have 
learned, Mr. President, what war means when conducted in this 
guerrilla form, and there is no impeachment of that form in any 
sense of the word, and there is no occasion for us to demand of 
the Cubans as a condition of the recognition of their 3 
that they shall come out in military array and stand in the open 
field and be shot down by the superior artillery of the Spanish 
army andoverwhelmed by the 150,000 troops that might be paraded 


senine, perhaps forty or fifty thousand men who are poorly 
armed. 


No man, Mr. President, who has any respect for the rights of a 
people who are trying to defend themselves will criticise their 
methods of warfare so long as those methods are within the pale 
of civilized war. That ar, ent has been heretofore made by 
the President of the United States; it has been made by the Sec- 
retary of State, and it is now reiterated on this floor by the Sen- 
ator from Maine. It was first originated and sent into this bod 
by some letters that Mr. Dupuy de Léme wrote, in which he took 
occasion to criticise the action of Senators, and complained very 
bitterly that the Cubans would not fight in a way to suit the 
Spanish; that they would not come out into the open and be de- 
stroyed by overwhelming numbers and superior artillery. I hope 
that the good sense of the people of the United States will not any 
longer be retarded in their demand upon their representatives 
that they shall proceed to some definition upon the subject by the 
N ot the Senator from Maine that the Cubans are not 
m g a fashionable fight. It makes little difference to us how 
that fight is conducted, I repeat, so that it is conducted within 
the lines and limits of civilized warfare. Here, then, is a war, 
flagrant and terrible, which has existed in the Island of Cuba for 
two years, and we want to know what are the rights of our peo- 
ple in that island, on the high seas, and in the United States, as 
they are affected by that war. We want to know what are their 
rights of property and their rights of commerce as they are af- 
fected by that war. We want to take some course in the Congress 
of the United States that will p to them every proper shelter 
and protection. That is what I understand we want to do, and if 
we do not accomplish that we ought at least to make the effort. 

The matter of the belligerency of a country foreign to us, recog- 
nized by the Government of the United States in whatever form 
the Government can make the recognition, seems to uce upon 
the minds of some people who try to comprehend it a sort of 
nie ies and they imagine that there is something in it very pro- 

and very obscure, hard to be understood, and still more 
difficult to be defined. Mr. President, it seems to me there is no 
difficulty in the matter. It is the simplest of all problems con- 
nected with our relations with foreign countries. 

Now, to illustrate this I will suppose that the Government of 
Spain, following the example of the Government of the United 
States during the civil war, should declare the belligerent rights 
of the insurrectionists in Cuba. What would be the effect of such 
a declaration upon a citizen of the United States found in the 
Island of Cuba, attending to his own business, taking care of his 
own property, without attaching himself to either of the contend- 
ing parties? He would have what we call the protection of the 
international law, and while being on one side of the line he 
would be in an enemy’scountry, and would be treated as an enemy 
by those on the other side of the line, still he would not be an 
enemy to the civil government of Spain, but an enemy simply 
within the meaning of the laws of nations and the laws of war. 
He would be technically an enemy, and it would make no differ- 
ence what his feelings or his sympathies might be toward that por- 
tion of the country where his residence or his domicile happened 
to be or where he was found. 

Now, so much for a citizen of the United States who is in that 
country and who is protected in that situation by the laws of war 
and the laws of nations. Here is Spain recognizing the belliger- 
ent rights of Cuba as the United States recognized the belligerent 
rights of the people of Alabama during the late civil struggle. 

1 who were in Alabama during that time, whether they were 
Northern men or Southern men, whether they were Confederates 
or whether they were Union men, whether their sympathies were 
with the people on this side of the line or on the other side of the 
line, were technical enemies to the United States, and were so 
uniformly treated. In the event of their capture, what becomes 
of them? If they had captured a citizen from the North who had 
left his home and gone South. a refugee, if you please, and while 
in the South had contributed money. means, everything in his 
power, to the advancement of the Confederate cause, after the 
recognition of that belligerency the Government of the United 
States would never have thought of trying him for treason for 
making such a contribution to the Confederate cause. Now, why? 
Because that is contrary to the law of nations. Another reason 
is found in the universal laws of nations, municipal as well as 
international, that a government de facto while its power exists 
has the right to compel the subordination of people to its decrees 
who are within the range of its authority. The citizen can al- 
ways shelter himself by yielding submission to governmental 
authority that he is not capable of resisting. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] calls my attention to 
the fact that Mr. Davis was indicted for treason—for a capital 
offense. I call his attention to the fact that he was never tried for 
it. We need not go into that, though; we need not go into Mr. 
Davis's case. That was perhaps considered even here as it was 
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considered in the South, as being somewhat exceptional, because 
of his preeminence as the leader of the whole of the Southern hosts, 


as it was said. [am speaking now of an American citizen who 
is residing in Cuba. I wish to know, whether after a declaration 
of belligerency, the Government of Spain, coming into possession 
of a man's property—his house, his farm, and all that—not finding 
it necessary for military purposes to destroy that man’s property, 
but for reseutment's sake, would have the right under the laws of 
nations to destroy his property? No, sir. A 

Yet, without a declaration of war, if the Government of Spain 
finds him with arms in his hands, though he may be in his own 
habitation, or if the Government of Spain finds him breaking any 
of the numerous proclamations which are made by the captain- 
general there to suit his own fancy and will, arbitrary as they 
may be, and puts him on trial while a state of insurrection exists, 
for treason, insurrection, incendiarism, or any other crime that 
they please so to denominate, that man, in the absence of a state 
of war, is amenable to the Spanish authorities, and may be tried 
for such political offense and may be destroyed. Why? Because, 
although a state of actual war exists which that man has no power 
to control or get away from, he is held amenable and is condemned, 
and the Spanish Government is protected in its authority to con- 
demn him because the Government of the United States refuses to 
say that war exists in Cuba. . 

5 I have described a peaceful citizen who is in Cuba with 
his property, who was invited to E there by the treaty of 1795, 
and by every treaty with Spain t has been made since that 
time, who is in the prosecution of those enterprises which both 
_Goyernments applaud. This quiet citizen, because of the refusal 
of the Government of the Uni States to declare the truth, is 
thus subjected toall the horrorsand W that Spanish bar- 
barism and cruelty can inflict upon him through the forms of 
law—even death. That is the situation as to that innocent man. 

Now, I will take a soldier, a yo man from the United States, 
who has gone there to enlist in the Cuban struggle which has 
been going on now for more than two years. Their acts of hero- 
ism, their glorious achievements, have adorned thé characters of 
living and dead in such a way as to make them conspicuous in the 
estimation of those young men of our race who love to realize the 
proud prospects of an ambitious career. He is drawn there, if 
you please, by the mere love of humanity. He is drawn there, if 
you please, for the purpose of in ing his life between the 
machete and the torch and the body of an innocent woman or man 
or little child, thinking he can better serve God by staking his life 
there in resistance to this horrid wrong than he can in any other 
way. He goes there. Heconfers with nobody; he forms no com- 
bination or conspiracy here which is denounced by ourlaw. He 
goes under a right that belongs to every human being in the world, 
to leave his own country, not renouncing his citizenship, and to 
go to assist those whom he thinks are acting justly, who are 
patriots in a struggle where ah hag sacred is at stake. 

When that man goes to Cuba, he finds armies organized; offi- 
cers commissioned by a civil government. He finds Gomez in 
command, and other generals who hold their commissions from 
President C:sneros and from the civil government of the Republic 
of Cuba. He finds armies in camp, fully equipped; thousands of 
soldiers—soldiers under banners, and subject to military control 
in the strictest sense. He enlists in that army. What does he 
take upon himself when he does that? Sir, he takes u himself 
the character and duty of a soldier. He becomes a soldier in the 
Cuban army. Now, what is a soldier, and how is that character 
regarded in all civilized and all semicivilized, and even barbarous 
countries? What man fills a higher place in the estimation of his 
fellows, a more glorious place when he is successful, a more hon- 
orable one when he fills a soldier's honest grave, than the man 
who submits himself to the discipline of an army and fights under 
its flag according to his free will? Who stands higher in the esti- 
mation of men of this world than such a soldier? Sir, even in the 
church those who follow the meek and lowly Saviour of mankind 
find their highest encomiums in the fact that they are called sol- 
diers of the cross. A man who becomes a soldier has an inviola- 
ble protection thrown around him by laws that are i 
: 3 Christendom, and far beyond the boundaries of Chris- 

ndom. 

When that man is captured in battle, he is not a captured felon; 
he is not a stained and a dishonored man. If the nations of this 
earth, sir, were to decree that, they would bring to mankind a 
pos which no man and no nation would ever attempt to break, 

or if the penalty of capture of a man in open war who is an 
enlisted soldier means his lawful death and also disgrace, there 
would be no more soldiers in this world. 

Now, an American goes to the Island of Cuba, whether he is 
native born or whether he is an adopted citizen, whether he was 
born in the Island of Cuba, or whether he was born in Spain or 
elsewhere, for the purpose of enlisting in the army under Gomez. 
He does enlist, and he is captured, and captured with arms in his 
hands. He took upon himself the whole char: ier and all the 


responsibilities and duties of a soldier when he made that enlist- 
ment; but unfortunately, by some exigehcy of warfare, he has 
fallen into the hands of the enemy. Can it be said in the nine- 
teenth century, and in the close of it, that that man is amenable, 
when public war exists, to the pains and penalties of felony for 
treason or insurrection inst Bpainf We can not take an Amer- 
ican citizen who has put himself in that condition and refuse to 
apply to him this universal law of exemption from civil crime in 
rendering honorable military service. We can not say to him, 
“Sir, stay at home and behave yourself, and do not go down to 
fight for the Cubans.” If he goes, we can not say to him, You 
have thrown away your prestige and protection as an American 
citizen. You have repudia all of your duties to the Govern- 
ment of the United States in going there; and now that you have 
been captured, all that this great Republic has to do is to stand 
by and see that you are duly executed—shot to death.” 

I maintain that the Government of the United States di 
itself when in the face of facts like those which exist in the d 
of Cuba we refuse to say that public war exists in that country, 
and thus protect our citizens who go there to fight as enlisted sol- 
diers. If Spain had made the declaration of belligerency, I repeat, 
we would not permit them to execute soldiers taken on the field 
of battle who are citizens of the United States. If the United 
States makes the declaration of belligerency, the same result fol- 
lows. If, then, the facts justify that declaration, and if the protec- 
tion of human life and the safety of human reputation against 
dishonor is something that we have a right to care for and it is 
our duty to care for, let us make the declaration. It is due to the 
men shook ye there in obedience to a sense of duty, or for any other 
cause, and enlist in that army under Gomez. It is due to them 
that this Government, when the facts justify it, should so pro- 
nounce, and declare that a state of public war exists in Cuba. 

What else would follow, Mr, President, from an enunciation by 
the Government of Spain that a state of war exists in Cuba? The 
same thing that followed when the civil war was prevalent here. 
What was that? It gave to the Government of the United States, 
or the government of the Confederate States, if you please, the 

ight to search Spanish vessels approaching the coast, to see 
whether or not they had upon them contraband of war, to see 
whether they were going to participate in the warfare which was 
declared to exist in this country. Suppose the evidence was suf- 
ficient to show that they intended so to participate. What was 
the ty? The confiscation of the ship and its cargo, perhaps, 
and the arrest of those men and their imprisonment. How? As 
prisoners of war. Noother consequence at all would result from it. 

Sir, under our statutes we may send our revenue cutters 12 
miles from shore in time of profound peace and require or authorize 
them to board, to detain, to make an examination of the manifests, 
and even the cargoes, of ships that are destined toour ports. Why 
so? For the N of discovering whether their manifests, as 
compared with the cargo, would show that they were in 
some smuggling en i Even in time of peace the power of 

is exercised, and in time of war we have provided expressly 
in the treaty which we have with the ish Government that 
the right of search shall be conducted under a certain restriction 
of a very important character which would prevent any inj to 
any merchant ships of ours that might be approaching or sailing 
past the Island of Cuba. 

You ask me if that treaty would be in force after the passage of 
the joint resolution which is now before the Senate. Yes, sir; be- 
yond all question. What is the proof of it? Spain recognized the 
1 of the Confederate States. when they were fighting 
the United States, before the battle of Manassas. was fought. Be- 
fore the South had demonstrated that it had any actual strength 
in resistance to the magnificent Government of the United States 
Spain ized the belligerency of the Confederate States. What 
became of our treaty of 1795 in that recognition? It was not 
affected by it; it was not touched byit. If now we in turn recog- 
nize the belligerency of Cuba, is the 5 by it? Cer- 
tainlynot. That ground was taken by Mr. Fish in his correspond- 
ence with the Spanish minister, Admiral Polo de Bernabé, durin 
the former reyolutionin Cuba. The treaty stands unaffected, saat 
isall the protection the United States could possibly need in respect 
of the right of search, and gives to us even greater rights than are 
accorded to most of the maritime nations of the earth. So as a 
matter of security the declaration which I propose that the Senate 
shall make would not in the slightest degree expose us to any 
danger from this so-called right of search. 

Now, I will suppose again that Spain does what she attempted 
todo and what she did do for a while during the former revolu- 
tion; that is, close certain of her ports to commerce—ports that 
have been open there for many years, some of them for more than 
a century. She closed them up and declared that they were 
bloc , not having the naval forces with which to guard the 
gates of those ports. Mr. Secretary Fish, as soon as that procla- 
mation was made, denounced it broadly, and said that the Govern- 
ment of the United States would respect no paper blockade of the 
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Island of Cuba; if they chose to blockade their ports they must 
have an efficient naval force there to enforce the blockade. How 
would it have been in the struggle with the Confederate States if 
the United States Government had contented itself with declar- 
ing closed all the ports from Charleston, S. C., around to the most 
western boundary of Texas, and had stationed no force there for 
the purpose of keeping out ships? Could the Government of the 
United States have condemned ships that came in to those with 
supplies to the Confederates and have confiscated them when they 
had no force there for the pur of keeping the ships out? Cer- 
tainly not. If Spain should declare a blockade of her ports in 
Cuba she must maintain it, and unless she does maintain it those 
ports are open to the people of the United States and to their com- 
merce. More than that, the treaty of 1795 expressly provides that 
commerce with the United States shall not cease, except in con- 
traband, during the prevalence of any war to which Spain is a 


arty. 

z With all these guaranties standing perfect and unaffected by 
the declaration made on the part of Spain that belligerency exists 
in Cuba, they stand equally unaffected by a declaration made by 
the United States Government that belligerency exists there. 
The declaration of belligerency on the part of the Government of 
the United States is not a hostile act. We did not complain of 
any hostility at the time Spain recognized the belligerency of the 
Confederate States, nor when Great Britain recognized their bel- 
ligerency, although at that time there was very strong reason to 
believe, especially in the case of Great Britain, that their recogni- 
tion of the belligerency of the Confederate States was in response 
to what they believed was the sentiment of the South that we 
would divide the Union and put ourselves under the British flag. 
Yet the Government of the United States did not say to the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain, That act on your part is a belligerent 
or an unfriendly act.” By all means we did not say such a thing 
to Spain when she recognized the belligerency of the Confederate 
States. Then, if you recognize the belligerency of the Cubans, 
how can Spain say, in virtue of all the facts that have occurred 
there within the last two years and still exist, that a declaration 
of belligerency of the parties engaged in open war in Cuba is a 
hostile act toward Spain? It is impossible, Mr. President. A 
declaration of that sort on her part would be a mere pretext. 
She could not make the declaration in good faith. 

Now, in the absence of a declaration of belligerency by the 
Government of the United States or the Government of in—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from In- 
diana? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama to the fact that President Monroe recognized the bellig- 
erency of Spain as he did the 8 of the seven South 
American colonies in revolt one after another within two years, 
and that such a recognition has never been accounted an un- 
friendly act on the part of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, Mr. President; and yet under that sw: 
ing declaration I suppose President Monroe contributed as muc 
as could be contributed by any public act of a foreign country, 
except by an actual intervention, to the release of those colonies 
from their dependence upon the mother country. I suppose that 
the independence of South America was, after all, as much pro- 
moted by that declaration of President Monroe as by any act of 
war almost that took place upon this hemisphere. 

Mr. TURPIE. The moral effect. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ves; the moral effect of it was just that; and 
yet neither Spain nor any other power in the world criticised the 
Governinent of the United States for protecting their own people 
by a declaration of belligerency. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Indiana or the Senator 
from Alabama récall in what form President Monroe recognized 
the belligerency, whether it was by an executive declaration of 
the President alone or whether it was by the cooperation of Con- 


ess? 

Ei: TURPIE. My recollection is, and I discussed this matter 
to some degree in the last Congress, that he recognized it in every 
instance by proclamation, and he followed such proclamation by 
communicating the same to Congress and inviting their concur- 
rence, and afterwards receiving the concurrence of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. By asking for an appropriation. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a fact; and if the President of the 
United States, Mr. McKinley, to-day wanted to recognize bel- 
ligerency in Cuba and perform what I conceive to be his execu- 
tive duty, he would make a proclamation so far as he is con- 
cerned; he would notify foreign governments of his intention to 
recognize belligerency, and he would communicate the fact to 
Congress. Now. why would hedothat? Because here, Mr. Presi- 
dent, rests the ultimate power of making that declaration good, 


the declaration of war; not of war against Spain, but a declara- 
tion of a state of war existing in a province of Spain. 

But, Mr. President, I am not concerning myself about forms, 
I am willing to take this declaration in any form that we can 
it, so that we shall interpose the authority of the people of the 
United States through their Government to take care of our peo- 
ple in Cuba who are there as soldiers, or who are there as ci 
or who are there as visitors, or in any capacity at all in the pres- 
ence of a great poblic war. 

Mr. HALE. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE, What evidence has the Senator to back up the 
statement he has made two or three times that prisons, places of 
incarceration, in Cuba are to-day filled with American citizens? 
I may say that I do not believe that to be the fact. I do not be- 
lieve there is any evidence producible which establishes that fact, 
but of course I may be wrong; and I ask the Senator to state to 
the Senate what he has upon which to base his repeated statement 
that we ought to interfere now for the protection of the American 
citizens who lie in incarceration 8 on the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. MORGAN. In answer to the question of the honorable 
Senator from Maine, I must resort to a method of argumentation 
or statement which I understand is customary in the part of the 
country which he represents, and that is to answer one question 
by asking another. I should like to know of the Senator from 
Maine on what ground he predicates what he says is his belief 
that these statements are untrue? What information has he got 
and from whom? Who has denied it? 

Mr. HALE. I deny it. 

Mr. MORGAN, o else? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is an old 

Mr. MORGAN. No; J am not very old. 

Mr. HALE. And a very good lawyer. He is a young man in 
1 — 
. MORGAN. Oh, very. 

Mr. HALE. In power, and in earnestness; and he knows, as 
you know, Mr. President, and Adit dee knows, that it is the side 
which propounds the proposition that has got to report testimony 
and give evidence. I do not believe that the prisons of the Span- 
ish authorities in Cuba are to-day filled with American citizens 
who are languishing in imprisonment, and making a reason wh 
we should interpose down there. I haveseen no testimony e 
shows that to be the case. I am willing that the State Depart- 
ment, which is the organ of the Government to consider these 
things, shall investigate that matter. I am willing that the Sena- 
tor should go to the State Department and ask if that Depart- 
ment has evidence to this effect. I should like him to produce 
from the State Department papers, documents, and proofs, if he 
has them, of the proposition he maintains. But it is not for me 
when I am doubtful and skeptical of these statements, to be asked 
to furnish my proofs. The tor must furnish proofs. 

Mr. MORGAN. L accept very cheerfully indeed the onus pro- 
bandi of any fact whatever that will relieve the honorable Senator 
from Maine from any unhappiness on account of his friends in 
Spain. I would hate to afflict him with any idea that a Spaniard 
is capable of any cruelty whatever. I would hate in his presence 
to refer to the transactions of the Duke of Alva, or to the Spanish 
Inquisition, or to the orders that are here which require the sacri- 
fice by shooting and death and otherwise in any form—orders of 
General Weyler and formerly of Balmaceda—orders, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that Secretary Fish, General Grant, and others said were a 
disgrace to humanity, a shock to the human sensibilities. I would 
dislike very much indeed to afflict the honorable Senator from 
Maine with any unhappiness at all in his supposition that there 
are perhaps no characters in the world so innocent as the Span- 
iards. I might prosecute that inquiry in the same direction and 
ask him why it is that he believes, as I know he does, that the 
Armenians have been sacrificed in Turkey. What evidence has 
the Senator that the Armenians have ever been butchered in 
Turkey? 

Mr. HALE. I do not want the Senator to escape from my ques- 
tion—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want the Senator from Alabama to escape 
from my question, which relates directly to the subject-matter of 
this debate, by references to the Duke of Alva, or to Spanish his- 
tory in the past, or to the Armenians, or the Abyssinians. or what 
not. I want him to give the Senate some authority for his state- 
ment that one reason why we should intervene is because the 
Spanish prisons in Cuba to-day are stuffed with American citi- 
zens who languish in imprisonment there. My information is 


just the reyerse. My information and my belief is that in the last 
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six months, notably in the last six weeks, in every case where the 
proper authorities of the Government to whom are intrusted and 
who manage our diplomatic relations have intervened for the 
release of American citizens in Spanish prisons in Cuba the re- 
sponse has been at once made in a friendly tone, and that many, 
and nearly all, and for aught I know all, who have been arrested 
have been freed. I do not say that all have. But when the Sen- 
ator says that those prisons are filled with American citizens I 
can only say that Ido not believe it. Ido not believe that the 
Senator is making a statement that he knows to be false. I do 
not think that he has complete information on the subject. And 
my attitude of doubtfulness in this matter is not in any way 
caused by friendship that I have for Spain. Icare nothing about 
that. Iam only seeking to adopt the course of proceedings in 
this case which is in accordance with the long record of diplomacy 
in this country for a hundred years, which has been not inflamma- 
tory, but conservative at every point where it can be reached. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, z the honorable Senator has got done 
making his speech, which is all right, I will proceed and answer 
him as well as I can, and seriatum, too. 

The Senator insists that he does not believea word of this thing, 
that the Spanish prisons are stuffed with American prisoners. 
Perhaps the word ‘‘stuffed” grates upon the sensibilities of the 
Senator, and I will take that k and say “ crowded,” for I sup- 
pose that, according to the statements made by those who have 
came from there here, who are reputable people and who have 
made their statements to the State Department. and also to the 

ublic press, as many as twenty prisoners confined in a room that 
is 19 feet long by 7 feet wide, without a place to lie down ora 
bench to sit upon, and with all of the inconveniences that it is 
possible to conceive of in such a situation, would be in rather a 
crowded state; and American citizens testify when they come out 
that thatis true. There is sworn testimony before this body now 
in the form of depositions that have been given before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations which proves these facts. That the 
Senator from Maine does not believe that is not shocking to me, 
for I do not think the Senator is capable of believing anything 
that casts the slightest impeachment in the world upon a eee 
I repeat, he seems to have some holy idea of the Spanish character 
which forbids him to acknowledge that under any circumstances 
one of these saintly murderers could have any harm or malice in 

i m. 


Mr. HALE. Now, let me say right there 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I object. I am answering you now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. HALE. I can not, of course, interrupt the Senator except 
by his consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am answering your argument now, and I 
object to any more interruptions on this subject. 

Mr. President, we have a newspaper press in the United States, 
and I am very glad that we have, because through that agency 
we have acquired knowledge of what goes on in Cuba and else- 
where in the world, even in Armenia. the main it turns ont 
that the consensus of statement made by the American press in 
respect to a matter occurring in a foreign country is true. At all 
events, when they all concur in ing a series of statements 
with one accord, it will put even the Senator from Maine upon the 
defensive to make some explanation or some statement on the 
subject. He says he has informed himself and does not believe 
what these papers state. When I ask him who his informant is, 
he declines to answer. Iknow who it is, and the world knows 
who itis. The Senator from Maine can not conceal the fact that 
he is in constant communication with the Spanish Government 
for the purpose of ascertaining the best way of defending them., 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator to repeat that statement. 

ane PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Alabama 
yield? 

Mr. HALE. I was talking with the Senator from Indiana and 
I did not hear what the Senator said. 

Mr. MORGAN. Istated that the Senator from Maine had said 
that he had sources of information which convinced him that these 
statements were untrue. Now, what are they? 

Mr. HALE. Not one single item of information that I have 
received as to the condition in Cuba comes from the Spanish au- 
thorities or any representative of them. Ihave talked with man 
after man who has visited Cuba within the last six months. I 
have letters, correspondence, and statements that. if this debate 
continues, I shall put before the Senate, showing my authority; 
and they come not from Spanish authorities, but from actual 
American citizens, with American names, American descent, 
American experience, and American residence. 

Mr. MORGAN. This statement that the Senator has made at 
last discloses where his sources of information come from. Do 
they contradict what the American papers say? 


r. HALE. They do not contradict what the American people 
say, but they contradict very squarely what the Senator from 


Alabama says; and I do not recognize that the Senator from Ala- 
bama, in seeking teinflame this condition and to bring about a 
condition of hostilities, represents the American people, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by a great deal. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a matter of indifference to me what the 
Senator thinks that I represent, Mr. President. Ispeak from what 
the American press has said here, and every man in this body 
knows what itis. The American press has uniformly stated that 
not only were there many prisoners whose names were known in 
the pom houses of Habana, men and women, and even little 
children, but that there were very many whose names were en- 
tirely unknown to the world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. HALE. If agreeable to the Senator from Massachusetts who 
has charge of the bankruptcy bill, I ask that the Senator from 
Alabama, if itis his preference to go on to-day, be allowed to pro- 
ceed, laying aside the re r order temporarily and finishing his 
speech. I leave that to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. STEWART. He can finish his speech to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. That is as the Senator from Alabama prefers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no personal preference on the subject 
at all. At some time during this debate I intend to ask a vote of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution, 
whatever else may interfere, unless it is an appropriation bill, and 
I do not expect it to be very long before we reach that stage, be- 
cause one thing or the other ought to be done—we ought either 
to make this declaration or we ought to drop the subject. We 
should let Mr. McKinley understand that he is to run this busi- 
ness without any advice or admonition on the part of the Con- 
gress of the United States, absolutely according to his own judg- 
ment, or else we should advise him that in our opinion a state of 
war exists in Cuba and that it is our duty to recognize it. 

Mr. HALE. If theSenator does not wish to go on, let the reso- 
lution take its natural course. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the further 
consideration of this joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Alabama 
moves that the consideration of the joint resolution be proceeded 


with. 
Mr. HOAR. Has m Senator from Alabama the floor for that 


purpose, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama ad- 
dressed the Chair and the Chair recognized him. The Chair did 
not know for what pu the Senator from Alabama had risen. 

Mr. HOAR. Ias at the regular order, which is the bank- 
ruptcy bill, be laid before the Senate. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The r ar order is the bank- 
ruptcy bill, which was laid before the Senate at 2 o'clock, and 
pending its consideration as the unfinished business, the Senator 
from Alabama moved that the Senate proceed with the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution which has been before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the motion is not debatable. but 
before that question is put, Lask leave of the Senator from Ala- 
bama to offer a resolution which I did not have ready this morn- 
ing. It is merely to be printed and go over. It relates to an 
entirely different matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. NELSON. Would not the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama displace the bankruptcy bill, so that it would lose its 
place as the unfinished business? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be the effect of an 
affirmative vote on the motion of the Senator from Alabama. If 
there be no objection, the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be read. 

Mr. NELSON. I hope all the friends of the bankruptcy bill 
will vote down the motion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. CHILTON. I appeal to the Senator from Alabama not to 
press his motion, but to accept the suggestion made by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, that he be allowed to proceed and that the bank- 
ruptcy bill be laid aside 3 without losing its place. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter now before the Sen- 
ate is the request of the Senator from Massachusetts that the reso- 
lution he offers be read, printed, and go over. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 


STATISTICS, ETC., RELATING TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to ascertain and report 
to the Senate, from time to time, the following eee in regard to each 
of the nations with which the United States has diplomatic relations, namely: 

The amount of taxes or excises imposed or raised by such countries, or 
other sources of income; 

The mode of collection of such taxes or excises; 
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The statistics of exports and imports; 


The method of co g duties; 
The tariff laws; 
The several objects of public expenditure; 


The judicialsystem; 
gos jig of crimes, offenses, and punishments; 


num of the army navy; 
3 police, or other arrangement for preserving peace and enforcing the 
wW: 
The out or re- 
for the proper 


ruede 
jaws; 

The the tive chambers; the persons or public officers or 
ministers who have 8 control ot determining what laws shall be 
W items of public shall be con- 

To the end that the Senate may have for convenient reference and instruc- 
tion the particulars of the legislative, executive, and judicial mechanism of 
the governments aforesaid. 

Mr. HOAR, If I may have the consent of the Senator from 
Alabama to submit one observation, I think every Senator who 
has had occasion to make such i iries has discovered how diffi- 
cult it is to find for our instruction what is the legislative and 
administrative mechanism of foreign countries in these particulars 
and all others. The Secretary of State can easily gather this in- 
formation through the consuls and public ministers, without any 
cost to speak of, and them. en all the reports come in, 
we can put them together, and the document will be found exceed- 
ingly instructive and interesting to Senators. I desire to have the 
8 printed and go over, in order that any Senator who 
may approve the object may look at it and make such ions 
of additions or amendments as may occur to him. I not ask 
that it be taken up for a week or two. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed, 
and go over, under the rule. 

AMOUNT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution and ask that it may be 
considered now. It is simply a call for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the read and hereby is, directed to 
make to the Senate a report showing in tabular form the amount of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures and the excess of either for each fiscal year, 1875 to 
1896, both inclusive. And also the amount of the receipts and ney Te 
and the excess of either for each annual period March 1. 1885, and 
ending March 1, 1897. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave offered the resolution because I ob- 
serve that the President in his recent message makes statements 
in regard to the excess of revenues for different fiscal years. On 
comparing the annual reports of the Secretaries of the 
as submitted by them, I find that the statement of the President 
is correct as to the excess of revenues or expenditures. But I 
have before me the Monthly Summary of Finance and Commerce 
of the United States, January, 1897, corrected to March 6, 1897, 

re in the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, and I 
In that the receipts and the excess of expenditures vary consid- 
erably from the statements made by the President and also the 
statements made by the Secretary of the Treasury. Now,I want 
to know which figures are correct, and the resolution will get the 
information. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is very well to get it officially. 

The résolution was agreed to. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, the pending 
question being on the substitute proposed by Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Presiden 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iyield to the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. I simply desire to make a statement. I op 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama not because I want to 
stop him in his remarks now, but because his motion would dis- 

lace the bankruptcy bill from the position it now occupies, 

erefore I shall be glad if, instead of making the motion, he will 

consent to the suggestion of the Senator from Maine. Otherwise 
I shall be compelled to oppose the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. The question seems to have narrowed itself 
down to this, whether the Government is going to be bankrupt 
in reputation or whether the people are going to be bankrupt in 
their purses,and inasmuch as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
taken upon himself the benevolent work of helping men out of 
debt, giving them a chance to pay out and to take a fresh start in 
the world, if the Senate will permit me to go on to-morrow morn- 
ing as I have done this morning, we up the joint resolution 
without objection at the conclusion of the routine business, I will 
consent to yield the floor now in favor of the measure which the 
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Senator from Massachusetts has in onarga; without taking a vote 
upon the question of proceeding with the consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr, HALE. I do not object to that. I do not consent that the 
resolution shall hold its place, because it naturally goes to the Cal- 
endar, but I do not object to the Senator finishing his remarks 
to-morrow morning, and then the resolution going, as it would 
now go, to the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution would not have to go to the 
Calendar at the close of my remarks, The „ been 
read twice before the Senate, and the question is, Shall it pass? 
Noir HALE. Task for the reling of the Chats ure 

A 3 or t ing of the Chair upon the 
sition whether the resolution, under the invariable 8 
Senate, does not -go to the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
where a resolution has come over to the second day, which is the 
day for its consideration, and is not passed upon by the Senate in 
the morning hour, when 2 o'clock is reached it again takes its 
place on the Calendar, and that it can only be brought up by a 
motion to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. E. So I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. That maybe. I do notobject to the ruling of 
the Chair on the question of the division of time between the 
morning hour and the regular business, but this resolution has 
been twice read. It is à joint resolution. The question upon the 
resolution is, Shall it pass? That is what I erstand to be the 
question. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution can not go over until to-morrow at 


e consent. 
5 LLOM. We can not go on with it except by unanimous 
consen: 
Mr. HALE. We can not go on with it except by unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or by motion. d 

Mr. HALE. Or by motion, at the proper time. I do not ob- 
ject, for the convenience of the Senator, if he so desires, that he 
shall conclude his remarks to-morrow morning, but I do not con- 
sent that the resolution, outside of the rules, goes over for any 
action to-morrow mornin, A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to state to the 
Senator from Alabama that the joint resolution stands exactly as 
a bill. A bill taken up during the morning hour would go to the 
Calendar at 2 o'clock, under the rule, if not voted upon by the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. T have not denied that. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isay I have not denied that proposition: but 
the question on the resolution, whenever it is taken up, is, Shall 
the resolution pass? That is the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachusetts 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. Has not the resolution already gone to the Calen- 


dar? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution went to the Cal- 
endar when the Chair laid before the Senate the unfinished busi- 


ness. 

Mr. HOAR. So that to reach it again will require a vote of 
the Senate upon a motion at the proper time, or unanimous con- 
sent? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to state correctly the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I still insist upon an answer to the parlia- 
mentary question, if the vote when taken upon the resolution is 
not whether the resolution shall pass? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion, without 
being absolutely certain, that the resolution, being a joint resolu- 
tion, is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
would be passed from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate, 
and finally the question would be upon the engrossment, third 
reading, and passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. That being the state of the joint 
resolution, it being in Committee of the Whole as a bill, of course, 
after it passed through that stage and reached the Senate, if there 
were no amendments the question would be whether the resolu- 
tion should pass; and that being so, I am perfectly willing to take 
the chances on the resolution at any moment of time I choose to 
callit up, for this reason: Whenever we take a vote upon taking 
up the resolution it will be a test vote, and if the Senate of the 

nited States does not want to take the resolution up for consid- 
eration all it has got to do is to say so. But I want the country 
relieved of the embarrassing condition we are in now, and I want 


to know whether the people of the United States must consider 
and regard the conduct of the Spanish Government in Cuba as an 
effort to suppress an insurrection or whether it is a public war. 
All I wish to do is to get that definition. That is all I care about. 
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So I will yield the floor, and I will to-morrow morning (I suppose 
there be no objection to it) conclude my remarks; but I will 
moye the Senate to proceed with the consideration of the joint 
resolution whenever I in take the floor. 

[Mr. MCBRIDE in uced several bills, which appear under the 


appropriate beading: ? 
. HALE. I understand that the resolution of the Senator 
from Alabama has gone to the Calendar. 8 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the condition of the 


resolution. 

Mr. HALE. And without any t whatever or under- 
standing about its future disposition, there it remains. 

Mr. STEWART. Except that the Senator from Alabama shall 
* the tke Ps sgoran 7 Senate. a 0 ~ 

. HALE. o not agree any ri against resolu- 
tion shall be waived by what the ti Big a Alabama has said. 
I have no objection to his going on and concluding his remarks, 
but 1 do not assent to the proposition that he has any right in the 
morning hour to move to take up the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope Senators willnot under- 
rate the chan this subject. The Senator from Ken ur 
Linpsay] tru ray Meg all the nations of the Old World 
passed bankruptcy laws. That is true. Bankruptcy laws of vari- 
ous shapes and shades have been in vogue for more than two thou. 
sand years, and until 1841 in this country they were purely criminal 
laws, treating the debtor as a criminal. The of treating a 
debtor as a criminal was illustrated. most 8 during the 
decay of the civilization in Rome. Their laws for the collection 
of debts were very stringent. A man was sued. When the sum- 
mons was served, he was arrested and putin jail. He was given 
thirty days to find bail or pay the debt. Upon the expiration of 
that time, he was taken before the prætor, and, if he failed to 
discharge the debt, he was sold into slavery. They had at one 
time laws that, if there were several debtors, they might divide up 
any person, cut him in pieces. They went on in that way for a 
considerable length of time. 

In Rome the aristocracy had the pauige of usury. It wasa 
royal privilege. They would buy the farmers, who were called 
plebeians, and make dungeons to putthemin. The found that, 
although very cruel, was profitable. They then tried an arrange- 
ment whereby a person who could not pay his debts and was a 
vigorous man could be put back on his farm to work them out; 
but he could not leave and have an opportunity of freeing himself 
and his family from slavery. He was called anexus. went 
on until the whole farming population, which was the original 
Roman ene, 5 x 

The conditions produced 4 that system were so terrible that 
people refused to marry and raise children. Laws were then 
passed to compel them to do so, and rewards were offered. His- 
tory informs us that during the Dark Ages this entire race of 
Romans had become extinct by force of the Roman bankrupt law. 

Fifty-two years after the formation of our Government a vol- 
untary bankrupt law was It was passed in 1841 and re- 
pealed in 1843. It did its work. That law was by reason 
of a universal demand, and repealed on an equally universal de- 
mand. For fifteen years after that, efforts were made to pass 
another law, but there was a difference between the Senate and 
the House of Representatives with regard to the constitutionality 
of a certain provision in it. The other House incorporated a pro- 
vision exempting homesteads, and the Senate held that that de- 
stroyed its uniformity, because under the Constitution it was 
required to bea uniform bankruptcy law. From about 1850 to 1867 
it was tied upon that issue. In 1867 Iwas in the Senate and took 
a deep interest in the passage of a bankruptcy law. There was 
the same clamor for it then as there is to-day. 

I became very much interested in the question, and on examina- 
tion of the decisions that were had on the bankruptcy law of 1841 
I found that the decision which the Judiciary Committee had made 
for several years was not in 8 with the decision of the 
Supreme Court. The Supreme Court held under the first bank- 
ruptcy law that preferring attachment liens and various other 
liens was constitutional and proper, and did not deprive the act 
of uniformity. When that decision was brought before the Sen- 
ate the act of 1867 was eee: That act remained in force eleven 
years. But when it had been in force two or three years petitions 
came from every source for its repeal, and in 1873 the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate occupied four months in attempting to 
make such amendments in the law as would save it. It went on 
and every effort possible was made, but it was finally ed by 
almost a unanimous vote. To show the condition and history of 
the law at the time of the repeal, I think every Senator should 
become familiar with the situation, and I will ask the Secretary 
to read a statement of the condition at the time of the repeal, made 
by Mr. Thurman, who was better able to judge than any other 
man, for I believe, taking him all in all, as a lawyer, statesman, 
and man of experience, he never had his superior in this Senate. 
What he states can always be taken as absolute verity, and a 


statement of the situation at the time that act was repealed, and 
the difficulties that then arose, it seems to me, should attract the 
attention of the Senate. I ask the Secretary to read what I have 
marked, showing the exact situation at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


law. It would be the Senate to the Judiciary 

Commi to t what that committee attem four years b 
is, to so amend the pt law as to rye d ently the 
motion is adverse tothe bill w now under consideration. The 
to the law; the instruction of the Senator from Iowa 


bill proposes 
Proposes to preserve it with amendments. I can not vote for the 


repeal ose petitions did not 
7 redin amp that 1h vapa aia and ailveree toa repeal 


ask tor it? “Because,” —.— 
or us to make arrangemen which we can carry on our business; we 
borrow money and give security that this bankrupt law may not set 


use 
is bank- 


Noto LARIAK Gat: bevy take TASAA cnx can in A Shek LAK seca’ be ob- 
tained.” And thus, sir, it was that the petitions that camo here were gener. 
ally from the de who said, This law stands in the way of our 

—.— ts with our creditors as will enable us to continue our — 


And I say now that in toa large number of debtors, men who do 
not want to gointo y, men who do not want to become voluntary 
bankrupts, but who want to make such nts as will enable them to 
carry on their business—in of all that of men their still 
same; they do not want the law to stand, because it interferes with those ar- 
rangements which would be to i 
then, for the of 
on behalf of the debtors than on 
there is a . of debtors who want the law to remain, many of them 
very me men, and some of them not so meritorious, and I do not 
deny that their wishes ought to be taken intoconsideration, that their neces- 
sities ought to be taken into consideration; nor have I any doubt whatever 
that if we repeal this law, whenever the country becomes deeply indebted 
again, whenever such a crisis takes place as took in 1873, or before that 
Sans peer will be just as much or more clamor for a bankruptlaw as there 

w for its repeal. 

For, Mr. President, ever since the discovery made in 1841, that it was com- 

to what is called a voluntary bankrupt law—a thing 
ore in any country, that lam aware of—that it was com- 

to pass a bankrupt law and allow not only traders but 
own mere motion, on the er of his effects, to be 
mt of his debts—ever since that Ihave never had 


and 
country in the future on this ect will somewhat bring 
the Hebre 2 tT 


so far as the present feelings of the country 
far as the t of the American is concerned, it does seem 
to me, and I do not Ican be mistaken about it—I think the vote in this 


ives ay it—the present 


Representati 
the continuance of this law upon the 


the House for that and another one 
and each time by — — Now, Ithink 
tis pretty safe to say that the House of Representatives, so close to the peo- 
„understands the wishes of the fred pretty well, and would not from 
e to time send us bills passed by ense ſorities to repeal this law if 
that was not the sentiment of the country. I it is also p certain 
that the Senate would not have voted as it did to repeal the law if tors 
had not convinced themselves of the opinion of the country in respect to it. 
Now let me say to those who think it such an easy thing for the Judicia 
ittee to frame a bankrupt law which will ouer every boar. that 
they will try to perform that task themselves they will find they never en- 
tered upon à more difficult undertaking. I can say for myself, I can say for 
the of the 8 Committee, I can say for another member of 
on t hi red the subject 


3 
“an or 


the Senator from Iowa proposes to impose upon us. 

I shall never hitb ad a toamend this law and make it satisfactory 
either to the Senate or the House or the le. 
anew one. Why, sir, one p: 
one great am ent t we 


a composition 
with the creditors, and which we 


tish statute and 


that of f 
wed from a recent 
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day on this floor a Senator told 


which came ably commended tous. This v. 

me that that was whet made the law so obnoxious, that that was utterly inde- 

fensible, and yet I could show him in the committee room letter after letter 

from lawyer after lawyer and goage after judge to the effect that that is the 
e 


very best feature in the law. profession differ, some of them thinking 
asthe Senator who 1 7 to me thinks, that that provision was just as bad as 
it Could be and that it ought to be stricken out of the law; others that that is 
the very best provision in the law. z 

But, sir, that is only one out of many things. The gasas objection to this 
law that is usually urged is that nothing comes out of it to the creditor; he 
gets absolutely nothing; it is all eaten up in costs and expenses and he gets 
nothing. That is the great objection that is usually made to the law. 

There is an objection that is not publicly uttered. It may exist in the 
mind; it is no doubt in the minds of many of the creditor class who are en- 
deavoring to exact the last penny; and that is the voluntary feature of the 
law. These men do not want a voluntary bankrupt law at all; they wanta 
real bankrupt law such as was known to this country before the of 1841, 
when we had no bankrupt law but such as was known in England and on the 
continent of Europe. at is what they want; a law wholly in the interest 
of the creditor; but our bankrupt laws now and since the act of 1841 are 
almost 9 interest of the debtor, as is supposed by many. 

Why, Mr. dent, it would have very much surp an Englishman 
or a subject of one of the continental powers of Europe, unacquainted with 
our laws, to have heard what has been said on this floor to-day in respect to 
a bankrupt law—to hear a bankrupt law spoken of as one of the beatitudes 
of the debtors of the country. y, there is no such thing as a volun 
bankrupt law except in the United States, so far as I know orever h 
All the pt laws in so far as I know or have heard, are lawsfor 
the creditor to compel the de into a 5 and not for the 
debtor to go voluntarily into bankruptcy and obi a disc! from his 
obligations. So severe are those Jaws that the old maxim in y, Where 

pt laws originated, when Venice and Genoa were the great commer- 
cial cities of the world, was that 8 of a merchant to pay his debts 
was to be esteemed fraudulent until the contrary was proved. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it is hardly worth while to 
undertake to explain the provisions of this bill to such empty 
benches, and I think that we might as well adjourn if we can not 
have the presence of more Senators, because I think the Senate 
ought to have knowledge of the actual contents of the bill now 

nding before the hoan order to vote intelligently; and there 

less than a quorum here, only a few Senators being in their 
seats. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 


F the absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call 


ther 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon, 8 Martin, Sewell, 
Berrz Gear, 5 i Sema 
Try, 5 
rea Hanna, Morrill, Thurston, 
Chandler, Murphy, Tillman, 
85 = i | SRA 
glay; Jones, Ark. Perkins, Wal 
Cullom, Lindsay, Pettus, Warren, 
Davis, Lod T, Wellington, 
Faulkner, Me Rawlins, Wetmore. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum is present; and the Senator from Nevada 
is r 


Mr. STEWART, To illustrate the hardships of this bill, I will 
read the thirty-ninth section of the bankrupt law of 1867, as to 
what constituted involuntary bankruptcy under that act, for the 
purpose of comparison: 

. 89. And be it further enacted, That an rson residing and owin 
3 0 eee of this act shall depart from the 
State, District, or Territory of which he is an inhabitant, with intent to de- 
fraud his creditors, or, being absent, shall, with such intent, remain absent; 
or shall conceal himself to avoid the service of legal process in any action for 
the recovery of a debt or demand provable under this act; or conceal or 
remove any of his property to avoid its being attached, taken, or sequestered 
on | process; or make — 5 assignment, g sale, conveyance, or 

er of his estate. grypy rig ts, or credits, either within the United 
Crates oe elsewhere, with inten fo 
who been an 

, issued out of court of any State, District, or Te 
within which such debtor PAn pfa has 8 1 T upon a demand in 
its nature vable against a 
exceeding 50. maining in f 
peyment orin ay other manner provided by the law of such State, 


t, 
ne or credits. 
suffer his prope: 
ma 
intent, by such disposition of his property, to defeat or delay the ayer 
of this act; or who. ing a dulently 
stopped or nded and not resumed payment of his commercial paper 
within a period of fourteen da: 


of bankruptcy, and, subject to the conditions hereinafter prescri shall be 
adju a 8 on the petition of one or more of his creditors, the ag- 
of whose debts provable under this act amount to at least $250, provid: 


gach tition is brought within six months after the act of bankru 
have een e 


I will also read the fortieth section of the bill under considera- 
tion, down to “b,” in the twenty-ninth line, on the thirty-fifth 
page, as follows: 


SEC. 40. Acts of bankruptcy.—a An act of bankruptcy bya person shall con- 
sist of ke having (1) concealed himself, departed 25 (3 ee away from his 


rocess and to defeat his creditors; (2) failed for thirty days and until 

a petition is filed, while insolvent, to secure the release of any, roperty levied 

w for $500 or over, or if such prope is to be sold 

process, then until three days before the time 

fixed for such sale; a made a transfer of any of his 3 with intent to 

; (4) made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors 

or filed in court a written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts; 

(5) made, while spon oe a transfer of any of his property, or suffered any 

of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or other for the put- 

of giving a preference; (6) procured or suffered a judgment to be en- 

fered sins moet 47 — 3 — ba defeat = pag ha (7) secreted sng of 

pi avoi g levied upon under rocess against him- 

self aad to defeat his creditors; (8) ‘ered while — a an 88 tor 

or over. or a number of executions aggregating such amount, against 

if to be returned no property found, ess the amount shown to be 

due by such executions shall paid before a petition is filed, or (9) sus- 

nded and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, while 

3 the payment of his commercial paper for or aggregating $500 or 
over. 

The acts which constituted bankruptcy in the law of 1867 were 
nothing like as far-reaching as those in the bill under considera- 
tion. For example, by the act of 1867 one of the circumstances for 
which a man might be put into involuntary bankruptcy was: 

Or who, being a banker, merchant, or trader, has fraudulently s or 

i nded and not resumed payment of hiscommercial paper, withing, at 
of four ys. 

Fraudulently stopped.” That was confined to bankers and 
traders. In the bill under consideration, the provision on page 
85, line 26, is: 

Or (9) suspended and not resumed for thirty da 
filed, while insolvent, the payment of his comme 
$500 or over. 


Upon the mere failure to meet his commercial paper for thirty 
days, he is to be treated as a criminal—a criminal in a high de- 


Now, I desire to call attention to the punishment he is immedi- 
ately to receive. The immediate punishment which he shall re- 
ceive is prescribed on page 6 of the bill, where the jurisdiction of 
the court is defined. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator in his care- 
ful statement, but I would like to ask him a question at this point, 
if he is willing to yield, in order to see whether or not he is cor- 
rect in his understanding. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I am correct, 

Mr. HOAR. If I have the Senator's leave, I will ask the ques- 
tion. The old statute is, Who, being a banker, merchant, or 
trader, fraudulently stops payment—— 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Then comes the other, which is not fraudulent at 
all, or stopped or suspended payment and not resumed * * * 
within a period of fourteen days.” Now, this bill requires stop- 

after thirty days and until the filing of the petition—— 
r. STEWART. If I am mistaken in that respect, it is quite 
immaterial. 
Mr. HOAR. It is very material. Will the Senator allow me 
to make a statement? 

Mr. STEWART. ery A 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand the Senator says that the old law was 
much less harsh than this, andin ayogi Iunderstood him to say 
that the old law required there should be fraud in the stoppage of 
payment, Under the old law it applied if he stopped payment 

udulently for five minutes. Then it goes on to say, or who 
has suspended for fourteen days.” The proposed law requires a 
suspension for thirty days, and further, if the man resumes at 
any time before the petition is filed, he can not be put in under 
this, whereas under the old law, if he is suspended once, he was 
a bankrupt forever and could not wipe it out. So the old law was 
twenty times as 7 

Mr. STEWART. The old law says, or who, being a banker, 
merchant, or trader.” Your proposed law applies to the farmer 
and everybody else. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. It applies only to the involuntary bank- 
rupt. It does not apply to farmers at all. 

LSO I will say to the Senator from Nevada that there 
is a general provision subsequently that exempts farmers and 
laboring men. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. Farmers and laboring men? 

Mr. HOAR. It is not re Hs comprehensive as to persons as 
the old law. That is all struck out. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose it is not worse than the old law as to 
making a case for bankruptcy? 

Mr. HOAR. It is five hundred times better. 

Mr.STEWART. I will tell the Senator where it is five hundred 
times worse than any law ever enacted, if he will wait. 


s and until a petition is 
paper for or aggregating 
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When you come to jurisdiction, section 40 of the old law pro- 
vided that there should be a trial at once before anything further 
was done, to determine whether the party was guilty. Section 40 
of the law of 1867 prescribed what should be done after the filing 
of the petition, and under it they proceeded at once to try the case, 
whether the party was or was not a bankrupt. This bill, if I un- 
derstand it correctly, does a very different thing. It says, citing 
the jurisdiction of the court, that the court may— 


Ap t receivers or the 5 applications of parties in interest. 
to e charge of the property of pts after the g of the petition 
and until it is dismissed or the trustee is qualified. 


When the petition is filed, under your proposed law, the receiver 
can be appointed at once, and a man’s estate is taken. Under the 
oiner law the man had a trial before his estate could be taken from 


Mr. HOAR. Now, if the Senator will kindly read section 5024 
of the old law, he will see what it was. if the Senator will par- 
don me, the proposed law gives a jury trial wherever desired. 

Mr. STEWART. A jury trial would not be of much interest 
to him after he is killed. 

Mr. HOAR. Read section 5024. 

Mr. STEWART. Of the old law? 

Mr. HOAR. Les. ; 

Mr. STEWART. There are not that many sections. 

Mr. HOAR. Read that section and see how harshitis. Here 
is the volume of the Revised Statutes. You will findit more con- 
venient. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Upon the fil of the petition authorized by the p 
appears that sufficient grounds exist therefor, the court shall 
of an order requiring the debtor to ap and show cause, at a courtof bank 
ruptcy to be holden at a time to be ed in the order, not less than five days 
fromthe service thereof, why the prayer of the petition should not be granted. 
The court may also, by injunction, restrain the debtor, and any other person, 
in the meantime, from making any transfer or disposition of any part of the 
debtor's property not excepted by this title from the o: tion thereof and 
from any interference therewith; and if it shall appear that there is probable - 
cause for believing that the debtor is about toleave the district, or to remove 
or conceat his g and chattels or his evidence of property, or to make any 
fraudulent conveyance or disposition thereof, the court may issue a warrant 
to the m of the district, comman: him to arrest and safely keep the 
alleged debtor, unless he shall give bail to the satisfaction of the court for 
his a VTV 
upon the petition, or until its further order, and forthwith to tak 


e on 
provisionally of all the property and effects of the debtor, and safely keep the 


same until the further order of the court. 7 

You have to make a showing. That is very different. That is 
only a case where there is a showing of fraudulent disposition. 
But I do not find in this bill any limitation upon the power of the 
court to put in a receiver upon the filing of a petition, without 
bond, and then, of course, the man will have very little interest 
in the trial if you havea receiver. With a man in business, to 
p a receiver in possession of his property of course ends him, 

e is bankrupt power: No man who is struggling along to pay 
his debts can stand having his property taken from isan 5 

The other provided for a trial. Of course, in the case of a trial 
in the ordin way a man has possession of his property until it 
is found whether or not he isa bankrupt. I think the appoint: 
ment of receivers upon filing a petition, without bond, is the most 
monstrous proposition eyer made in any bankruptcy law. 

Now, on pages 8 and 9 we have the trial of a bankrupt under 
the provision of this bill. 

. BACON. What is the purpose of the bond to which the 
Senator alludes? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no bond. 

Mr. BACON. What bond does the Senator wish? 

Mr. STEWART. When a man instigates a proceeding to put 
another man’s property into the hands of a receiver, he ought to 
give some bond, just as they doin attachment cases and every- 
thing of that kind. A man might trump up a claim of $500 
against a business man worth $300,000 or $400,000; a rival busi- 
ness man who wants to destroy his competitor might do it. He 
gets up a claim and files a petition. The property is taken out of 
the hands of its owners. He is wiped out without any hearing 
whatever. In the hearing the bankrupt has these privileges, to be 
found in section 3, page 8: 

Pr , pleadings, and adjudicati th f an invol: 
petition B a court of bankkruptey, 355. 
shall be made upon the person therein named as defendant in the same man- 
ner that service of such process reafter be had in accord- 
ance with the laws of the United States upon the commencement of a suit in 

nity in the courts of the United States, except that it shall be returnable 

thin fifteen days, unless the judge shall for cause fix a longer e. 

b) The bankrupt, or any creditor, may appear and pl to the petition 
wi 1 days af ter the return day, or within such further time as the court 
may allow. 

(e Petitions shall be verified under oath. 

) If the bankrupt, or any of his creditors, shall appear, within the time 
i and controvert the facts alleged in the petition, or demur thereto, 
the judge shall determine, as soon as may be, the issues presented by the 
ph ngs, with or without the intervention of a jury, and make the udi- 
cation or dismiss the petition. 
os on the last day within which pleadings may be filed none are filed ea 


ths nkrupt or any of his creditors, the judge on the next day, 
gs 3 soon thereafter as practicable, e the adjudication or 
petition. 
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section, if it 
t the entry 


is now or may he 


It goes on to state that— 
st whom an involuntary petition has been filed shall be 


A person again: 
entitled to have a trial by jury, in respect to any act of bankruptcy alleged 
in such petition to have m committed, upon filing a written Aos A raest pas 
therefor before the expiration of the time within which an answer may be 
filed. If such application is not filed within such time a trial by jury shall be 
deemed to have been waived. 

Now, that is all very fine. That comes after his property is gone 
and a receiver is put into a business man’s estate, with a thousand 
employees to take charge of it. What chance has he to go into 
court? He is absolutely wiped out before the court is reached. 

On page 17 there is a provision in regard to arbitration. Now, 
here is immense power in the hands of the trustees and the com- 
missioners, They can arbitrate anything; fix up all sorts of jobs, 
if they please. 

Three arbitrators shall be chosen by mutual consent, or one by the trus- 
tee, one by the other party to the controversy, and the third by the two so 


chosen, or if they fail to in five days after their appointment, the court 
shall appoint the third arbitrator. 


They can go on and arbitrate a man's property away pretty 
lively. He is not a party to it, 

Then, on page 18, the court has power to select a newspaper. 
Here is a big job. Instead of saying it shall be the newspaper 
nearest by or the most largely circulated, so as to confine it some- 
where, make some regulation, it says: 

Courts of bankruptcy shall by order desi; te newspa: mblished 
within their . districts — 25 in the coun vin which the 
bankrupt resides or the major pat of his property is situated, in which 
notices required to be published by this act and orders which the court may 
direct to be published shall be inserted. Any court may in a particular case, 
for the convenience of parties in interest, designate some additional news- 
paper in which notices and orders in such case s be published. 

The 


That was one of the scandals of the last- bankrupt act. 
newspapers surrounded it like buzzards. Some of the estates 
were entirely eaten up by the cost of advertisements. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator whether he would strike 
out the pona for the advertisement of the proceedings? 

Mr. STEWART. I would not give the court the arbitrary 
porer That arbitrary power has been very much abused before, 

recollect very well how it operated. 

Here comes another thing—what offences shall prevent dis- 
charge. I will not read them all, but take item 5: 


Make a substantially false valuation, as a bankrupt, of any of the property 
of his estate in his schedule of property— 


Substantially;“ I hardly know what that means 


or omitted therefrom any of the pro) of his estate, or from the list of 
his creditors any person to whom Te EI indebted in a substantial amount, or 
include therein any person to whom he is not indebted, or include therein a 
creditor for an amount substantially more than the true indebtedness. 

I will wager that there is not one business man in five hundred 
who can enumerate every piece of property he has. I do not be- 
lieve he can. It does not say wi y doit. If he does it at all, 
then he can not get his discharge. Furthermore, it provides that 
after he gets his discharge, if it is found that a cat or pig or some- 
thing was omitted, the whole thing can be ripped up. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator say that this omission does not 
have to be willful or fraudulent? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOAR. What page has the Senator before him? 

Mr. STEWART. Page 19. 

Mr. HOAR. The words“ whoshall knowingly or fraudulently” 
apply to the whole thing. 

„STEWART. No; you say “falseoath.” You use the word 
“false” when you mean it, 

Mr. HOAR. To what sentence does the Senator refer? 

Mr. STEWART. The sentence or omitted therefrom ”—tha’ 
is, from the schedule or list any of the property of his estate. 

Mr. HOAR. In what line? 

Mr. STEWART. Commencing in line 20, on e 19. 

Mr. HOAR. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but I am sure 
he does not want to get wrong about this. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to get right. 

Mr. HOAR. I am satisfied from what I have heard thus far 
that we shall have a zealous advocate of the bill in the Senator 
before it gets through, because in every instance the bill answers 
his objection. Now, here it says: 

Any person who shall knowingly or fraudulently commit any of the fol- 
lowing offenses, 

Then it goes on to enumerate them, first, second, third, fourth, 
fifth, etc. The words “knowingly and fraudulently ” qualify the 
whole section. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think they do by the language; but 
never mind. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator read that clause himself? 

Mr. STEWART. No; I will not bother any more with it. 

Mr. HOAR. I know he is so candid a man 
niki STEWART, No; I will not bother any more with it to- 
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APRIL 6, 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator read lines 8 and 9 and then say 
if he has any doubt about it? It says: 

Any person who shall knowingly or fraudulently commit any of the fol- 
lowing offenses, or— 

And then follow the offenses: First, account falsely; second, 
conceal property; third, make a false oath; fourth, omit from his 
list any 3 is a sworn list—it is per jury anyway 

e 


and so and so. * fraudulently” or ‘knowingly is put as plain 
as you can pi it in the English language. 

Mr. STEWART. Perhaps I am mistaken about it. Itis bad 
enough without that objection. I hope what the Senator from 
Massachusetts saysis true. 

Then pages 40 and 41 have a very lively provision for extradition. 

The judge may, at any time after the filing of a petition by or nst a 
person, and before the expiration of four months after he has been adjudged 
& bankrupt, upon affidavit of any party in interest that such bankrupt is 
about to leave the district, and that his departure will delay or hinder the 
proceedings therein, issue a warrant to marshal directing him to brin 
such bankrupt forthwith before the court. If upon hearing the evidence it 
shall appear to the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are true and 
„ shall order marshal such bankrupt in 
custody, but not imprison him, until he shall be re or give bail condi- 
tioned for his appearance, from time to time, as required by the court, and 
for his obedience to all lawfu! orders. 

Mr. SPOONER. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. STEWART. Page 40. 

Mr. HOAR. Page 40. F 

Mr. STEWART. Now I will read section 47, on page 41: 


Whenever a warrant for the apprehension of a bankrupt shall have been 

ed. and he shall have been found within the jurisdiction of a court other 

the one issuing the warrant, he may be extradited in the same manner 

which persons under indictment are now extradited from one district, 
in which a district court has jurisdiction, to another. 

That is pretty tongh, after you have taken a man's property 
away with a receiver and he is off somewhere at work 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me once more, every 
one of these offenses for which the t would have a war- 
rant issued against him involves the offense of perjury—willful 
and false jury with intent to defraud. 

Mr. STEWART. Is that in the bill? How do you make that 
out here in regard to extradition? 

Mr. HOAR. Extradition is only for the offenses, and the of- 
fenses are only for these frauds, and every one of these frauds is 
in regard to a statement required to be sworn to except perhaps 
the fraudulent concealment of property. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is wrong there. 

Mr. HOAR. So there is nothing in that objection. If this 
clause were stricken out of the bill, the ordi ition laws 
would apply for crimes. It would be enough. I do not think it 
is very important to have this clause in the bill, but it is there, 
and it is well eno to have this notice given, because the power 


is given to the ba tcy court. 

Mir. STEWART. This does not relate to any offense. Where 
is your other provision that makes it a crime? I do not find it. 

Mr. HOAR. It says: 

Whenever a warrant for the apprehension of a bankrupt shall have been 
issued, and he shall have been found within the jurisdiction of a court, etc. 

For what is a warrant for his apprehension to issue? For an 
offense named in the proposed act. Is there any doubt about 
that? The Senator can put in the words for the offenses named 
in the act” as an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it needs that amendment. 

Now look at pago o9. I wish to call attention to the economy 
of this bill. Anybody who has seen these tey courts in 
operation knows what is before the bankrupt. On page 59, com- 
mencing with line 7, there is this provision: 

‘The debts to have priority, ex as herein provided, and to be paid in 

ie order of nt shall 1 
re fever 8 5 the estate subsequent to Ang —— 

Now, what will that amount to? They can appoint a hundred 
persons to take charge of an estate, and they will do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Lou have to trust something to a court, have 

u not? 

Air. STEWART. How can the court look into all these details? 

In the first place, you have not paid the officers, the trustee, 
and the commissioner, anything much. You rob them, and you 
will force them to do as they did under the old law—go in for a 
divide. The eourt can not control them. I have seen courts try it. 

The filing fees paid by creditors in involuntary cases. 

That can be ascertained, but the expense of taking charge of the 
estate can be just what the trustee and the commissioner are dis- 
posed to let it be. 

the fees and mi ble to wit- 
‘men — — 1 laws of the Unite States. 

The cost of administration” is very wide. You have a lot of 
officers who are not half paid, because what you have allowed for 
them will not pay them, and if they take the work they will make 
the cost of administration—— g 

Mr. HOAR. If.the Senator will pardon me, that is the cost of 


administration, what has been provided; and that is all they can 


get. 

Mr. STEWART. That does not take chargeof theestate. Let 
us See. 

The cost of administration, including the fees and mileage payable to wit- 
nesses as now or hereafter ad by the laws of the United States, 
reasonable attorney's fee, for the professional services actually rendered, 
irrespective of the number of attorneys employed, to the petitioning credit- 
ors in involuntary cases, tothe bankrupt in involuntary cases while perform- 
ing the duties herein prescribed, and to the . in voluntary cases, as 
the court may allow; (4) wages due to workmen, clerks, or servants which 
have been earned within three months before the date of the commencement 
of proceedings, not to exceed $300 to each claimant; and (5) debts owing to 
-r person who by the laws of the United States or a State is entitled to pri- 


When they come to attend to the management of the estate, they 
will run it up as they did before. 

I wish for a few minutes to call attention to the impropriety of 
any involuntary bankruptcy law at this time. I think mes can 
be no greater ig committed upon the country than an invol- 
untary bankruptcy law of any kind at this time, in the present 
condition of the country. We will not discuss what brought us 
to that. The money of the country is congested in the commer- 
cial centers, and it is amps for business men to convert their 
property into money and pay their debts. Thatis universally the 
case, ey have got along tolerably well by arrangement with 
their creditors, and their creditors hase held them up and they 
are doing business, and hope tocome out. That is the universal 
condition of the country. But when a bankruptcy bill is passed, 
that will be the end of them. It will be just as it was under the 
other law. A malicious creditor can put an estate into bank- 
ruptcy and have it go through bankruptcy, notwithstanding all 
the other creditors object. ou have to get the consent of the 
creditors. You can not take it out of bankruptcy. 

Amaliciots man puts an estate into bankruptcy. That is what 
was done before. e petitions on file here by the bushel show 
how difficult it was to get along. It was a detriment to business. 
Look at the petitions that are on file here by the ton almost. Peo- 
ple said they dare not help a man to a bill of : they dare not 
take a mortgage on any he had and a hoi use if 
they did they would be likely to be accused at all events and get 
into litigation. Every struggling man, as quick as this bili is 
passed, stands alone. Is it any time now to put up at auction the 
property of all the men in the United States who are struggling 
to pay their debts? Aman might be worth $1,000,000 in property 
at alow valuation, and if he owed 350,000 and he was put into 
bankruptey, his property taken out of his hands, it would be sac- 
rificed and he would have a judgment against him likely. That 
is the situation in which this bill would place the struggling men 
who are doing business. z 

I was taing With a leading business man of Chicago, ex-Sena- 
tor Farwell. He said, “If you pass a bankruptcy bill, we can not 
do business with the West, and help them along. We have car- 
ried people along for twenty years, and they have paid all their 
debts. e have made advances. They have given some kind of 
security. As long as we thought they were honest we stood by 
them. If you pass this bill, we dare not doit.” That is why the 
business men of the whole country sent in their petitions for the 
repeal of the bankruptcy law, and that is the condition now. 
There never was a time when so many men in this country were 
unable to convert their property into money, although they have 
enough to pay their debts, and more too, as to-day, but let a peti- 
tion in bankruptcy be filed and a receiver be appointed, and that 
is the end of them. 

Now, do you want to put it into the power of viciousand mali- 
cious creditors to wreck estates? A rival business man would be 
bad enough to do it. They used to do it. They would instigate 
3 to get rid of competition. I have known it to be done 
plenty and plenty of times, and what was worse in the whole busi- 
ness was that the real creditors, the large creditors, got nothing. 
The estate was used up in taking care of the property. You sa 
a judge can prevent that. How can a judge look after a hun 
estates where men are employed who bring in their expense ac- 
counts? How can he look through the details of the accounting? 
You say the officers a io appoint will be honest. How do you 
know they will be? ey were not honest before. Many of them 
were dishonest, Your vaults are crowded with petitions showing 
their dishonesty. They just absorbed estates and made the law 


odious. 
So far as we ought to go at this time would be a voluntary bank- 
ruptcy law. Such a measure has not all the defects. Of it bad 


men of ten take advantage. In that, however, the merchant knows 
his man and dares trust him. He can trust him, but he can not 
trust every shyster in the . 

It was the business of hundreds of lawyers to get up cases under 
the bankruptcy act and to follow men down and to put the coun- 
try into general litigation. Now, when times are so hard, it will 
produce more harm than can be imagined. I was in favor of the 
other bill in 1867; I worked very hard for its passage; but it had 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


627 


not been a law two years before I regretted it more than any other 
act of my life. Iwas one of those who petitioned to have it re- 
pealed. e whole community where I lived was moved in the 
same way. It is a dangerous step even to have a voluntary bank- 
ruptey law, although I think we ought to have that, and it ought to 
be extremely well guarded, because then business men do not have 
to trust anybody but the man they are dealing with, and there is 
some confidenee left. But if every man's estate is liable to be 
thrown into bankruptcy when he gets short of money, in these 
times there will be no confidence. If you talk with any good busi- 
ness man who is doing business in the country, any merchant who 
has had experience with his customers, he will tell you he can trust 
the customers and he can give them privileges without a bank- 
ruptcy law. 
r. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin? 


Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
if there is no ground upon which he thinks there should be invol- 
untary 1 SA 3 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think of it at present. I think that 
there might be, but after you have had voluntary bankruptcy you 
can amend the act. But the Judiciary Committee tried four 
months to modify that law here. J ge Thurman says they 
worked harder than ever men did, and they had first-class men 
on the committee. Mr, Edmunds, of Vermont, was chairman. 
They could not frame a bill which would satisfy anybody. Itisa 
very dirion thing to do, even in the case of a voluntary bank- 

tey law. 

SPOONER. Suppose a man were convicted of fraud in 
contracting a debt, would you think it ground for involuntary 
8 in such a case? 7 

Mr. STEWART. That would be ground, certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean Moua und, 

Mr. STEWART. That would be adequate ground. 

Mr. SPOONER. Even in the present condition? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; in the present condition. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then there are some cases in which the Sen- 
ator would think there should be involuntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; there are cases. you co confine 

ourself to those cases, I would be in favor of it; but the difficulty 
that any bill you get will spread out and destroy business con- 
fidence. In the case you specify, if he committed a fraud (and 
those cases are frequent), he would not be one of the men business 
men would trust. He would be a man who had violated that 
confidence, and there would be a real case. That is the strongest 
case, the most important case, in all bankruptcy proceedings to 
unish a man for, use that act destroys confidence and hurts 

e whole community. Men who will fraudulently contract and 
ed are under false pretenses can not be too severely punished. 

. SPOONER. Suppose a man would admittedly make a 
fraudulent conveyance of his porny for the purpose of swin- 
dling his creditors, what would the Senator say about that as a 
ground of involun bankruptcy? 

Mr. STEWART. That would be ground, but it is diffi- 
cult to provide for that and not other cases. In this case 
you talk about preferences, etc. Prima facie there can be a great 
many cases in which they would start in bankruptcy here that 
ought not to exist. Take the list of cases here, and you will see 
how it might be abused. On page 34, take these different items: 


(1) Concealed himself, departed or remained away from his place of busi- 
ness, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process 
and to defeat his e 


There might be a mistake made in that. You might do it 
innocently. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is to be tried. 

Mr. STEWART. That might be. Next— 

(2) Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed. while insolvent, to se 
cure the release of any prope! levied upon under process of law for $500 or 


rt 
over, or if such property is to 5 sold within such time under such process, 
then until three days before the time fixed for such sale— 


There might be a case where he is litigating—trying to release 
him—and prima facie the case may be made against him. 

Mr. SPOONER. What would the Senator say where a man had 
made an omic for the benefit of his creditors? = 

Mr. STEWART. For the benefit of some particular creditor? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, his creditors; a general assignment. 

Mr. STEWART. Then he ought to go into bankruptcy. 

Mr. SPOONER. Sup he had secreted his property to avoid 
its being levied upon under legal process to defeat his creditors? 

Mr. STEWART. That isa case whereitoughttoapply. That 
would be right. If he has 

(4) Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a 
Written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 


If he had made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors, 
and done it fairly, then there would be no necessity for any bank- 
ruptcy law to let him go through. 

. SPOONER. He would want a discharge and have it good 
all over the country. 

Mr. STEWART. He ought to be discharged, and under a vol- 
untary bankruptcy law he could be discharged if he did that— 

(5) Made, while insolvent. a transfer of any of his property, or suffered 
any of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise, fer the 
purpose of giving a preference. 

Now, there is a case where a man would be charged very fre- 
quently when he was not guilty. There the creditor comes and 
he pays him to get rid of being sued, so that he can protect the 
other creditors. That may be a prima facie case. He would 
prefer him; the creditor could not help it. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a trial before a jury of all these 
questions. 

Mr. STEWART. But that is a trial after the receiver is 
appointed. I do not care much about that trial 

(6) Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with in- 
tent to defeat his creditors; (7) secreted any of his property to avoid its 
peing levied upon under legal process against himself and to defeat his cred- 


There might be mistakes about that. He has to have a trial, 
but it is pretty easy to make these charges— 

(8) Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of 
executions 2 such amount, against himself to be returned no 
1 a — Sar Amonas shown to be due by such execntions shall 

Some sheriff might, without going to him at all, return an execu- 
tion no property found,” and make a case against him, and then 
the property would be taken out of his hands— 

(9) 8 ded and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is 
filed. while insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or aggregat- 
ing $500 or over. 

That would be punishing a man for letting his paper go by 
thirty days and put him 5 With all these projects, 
if you pass this proposed law, you will stop the business of the 
country and destroy these who are struggling along. I believe 
that at this time, when money is so hard to get, no greater 
calamity could er to the country than an involuntary 
bankruptcy law. Nothing could be so great a calamity. Be- 
fore this bill has been a law one year you will find both Houses 
flooded with petitions for its l. That will be inevitable. 
There will be petitions to it in the very next Congress 
if it is „ as there were with regard to the other law. 
I believe the other law did vastly more harm than good. It de- 
moralized the community more than any other legislation of Con- 
gress relating to domestic affairs for the last fifty years. There 
was more scandal, there were more petitions for its re , than 
in the case of any other law. And this bill is not as well guarded 
as the other. 

Now, will you enact a law which will inevitably start the com- 
munity into litigation and break a great many honest men? Can 
you not be content to have a year of jubilee, and if you have any- 
thing let it be a voluntary bankruptcy law, as the law of 1841 
was? That ran for a couple of years and let them out. Times 
were ther very hard; it was after the crash of 1837 and people 
were all broken. It let them out, and the discussion after that 
time showed that the act did good. Everybody was glad that the 
bill had been passed. It run as long as it ought to have run. 
Enact a volun law and let it run two years. Iwould not care 
if it was limited in the act thatit should be in force fortwo 
Give those a chance who are now in distress, but provide that no 
suit shall be brought under it for more than two years. I would 
prefer that a voluntary law should be in operation for two years, 
and let up with those who are now broken. Give them a doy of 
jubilee. If you would do that now, you would do a great deal of 
good. But an involuntary law to stand on the statute book per- 
manently is found by experience to contain very much eyil. 


You can not a bankruptcy law that will be permanent. 
There is no provision in this law that has been prepared that com- 
mends it above the act of 1867. That act was prepared by the 


very best lawyers. It was under consideration for seventeen 
years. It passed the House at every Congress. It went before 
the Judiciary Committee, was amended—carefully amended and 
revised every time—and the provision reserving home was 
stricken out. It was amended in that way and went back to the 
House and the House would not concur. Then they would get 
up another bill at the next session, and it was worked over, and it 
passed back and forth for seventeen years at least in every Con- 
pae We had able men here. Trumbull, Reverdy Johnson, 

oster of Connecticut, and others worked on it, even before the 
time when Senator Edmundscame. The very best men who were 
here had worked on the bill and amended it, and it went back and 
forth from one House to the other for seventeen years. Then, it 
had not been on the statute book one year beforethe petitions came 
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and Congress wanted to amend it. After it had been on the stat- 
ute book six years the Committee on the Judiciary spent four 
months, as Judge Thurman tells us, at harder work than they 
ever did, to perfect a bill, and they could not get one that was sat- 
isfactory. Finally, in 1878, they repealed it altogether, and Judge 
Thurman states very graphically the condition of the country, the 
history of the matter, in the extract that I had read. 

Now, having had the same experience, it is idle to talk about 
repeating it. Mr. Torrey is a very sharp lawyer. He has been 
employed for a long time Baca pie parties. He does not do 
this entirely as a work of benevolence. He is employed in the 
business to get a bankruptcy law through Congress. Some think 
it would benefit them. do not know who they are, but some- 
body is employing him. He is working very diligently on it, and 
every year he gets something in the measure that will twist the 
debtor a little der than the one before did. I have read all 
his bills, and he twists them a little tighter every time. 

I do not want to get back to what is known as the bankruptcy 
bill of the Dark Ages ora eas ions td bill of Europe. A bank- 
ruptcy bill is known as a criminal law. There is nothing that 
deters trade so much as a bankruptcy law. That has been the case 
fromthebeginning. Fortwothousand years it has been a terror to 
the debtor, a terror to the man who is struggling to pay his debts, 
fearing that an accident would happen and he would be made an 
involuntary criminal. That is what they stand in dread of in the 
Old World. We have been freed from that dread here, but we 
never got a law that failed to a anything to the debtor until 
1841. That was a boom after the 75 collapse of 1837, but it 
lived long enough; two years was plenty to let them out. Let us 
have a two-year involuntary bankruptcy law now, and see if it 
will relieve things. But do not propose to make it permanent. 

The country is not benefited by harsh laws for the collection of 
debts. Commercial honor, commercial good faith, is cultivated 
by a mutual confidence. It grows up as a matter of confidence. 
There are hundred and thousands and tens of thousands of men 
all over the West who have the confidence of the people of the 
East, and it is mutual. That confidence has built up a great trade, 
and itis beneficial. But the exercise of their rights under a bank- 
ruptcy act may be misconstrued. They may be accused of having 
received a preference. 

There is a great deal to be made by throwing a great estate into 
bankruptcy. There is a lot of men to be empower. The property 
is floating around. It is sold for a trifle, and it is an object of 
plunder in the community. Ihave seen large estates melt away 
under such proceedings. One of the results was (and I heard it 
in the petitions) that the creditors got nothing as a rule; the estate 
was wasted somehow in administration. Human nature has not 
changed. You have provided the same instrumentalities here. 
You have commissioners and trustees, and they have wide dis- 
cretion. A judge has not time to follow them up. There is too 
much detail. He must take their accounts. In a community the 
judge could 3 look at these cases. They will be so numerous 
in every district the judge can not begin to look at them. I have 
talked with the judges, and they said, Why, we can not look at 
these things; we can not overhaul them except in a case where 
the facts are brought to our attention in such a shape that we can 
reach them, and we have to refer it to a referee; we can not go 
through them; the labor is too great.“ You start the@vhole com. 
munity in litigation and expect the judge will work it out, and 
you have no guaranty. 3 

The men who will really manage this business are to be ap- 
pointed, it is true, by the judges, but the judges are not always 
the most sagacious men in moxie g appointments. They will try 
to make good appointments, but they are not always the most 
sagacious men for the purpose. A governor or a man connected 
with the political department of the Government is much more 
astute in selecting men who can be trusted than are the judges. 
The judges are men who are generally honest and unsuspecting 
and 15 imposed upon. And we found that to be the case. If 
these commissioners and trustees could be nominated by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate, we would have some guar- 
anty that great estates would fall into a management where there 
would be some responsibility, but you propose to let the judge 
appoint them. He has several hundred estates in his district, and 
it will be bewildering. That is the way this thing will go on. 
There will be voluntary cases enough that will overload the 
courts, but do not go any further than that, and do not go be- 

ond two years if you want to have a law that will be regarded 

ereafter with confidence and respect. : 

I may have occasion to make some further remarks if the de- 
bate goes on. I have said all I care to say now. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to have go into the 
ReEcorp with my honorable friend's speech two or three propost: 
tions, and I should like to have his attention, In the first p $ 
reading from Judge Thurman’sspeech on the old bankruptcy law, 
he reads this passage: 


The great objection is the eating up estates by fees and costs. 


Now, this bill guards carefully against that, cutting the assignee 
and referee clear down to the quick, so that it is impossible in any 
event that there can be more than ï per cent, I think, of the estates 
paid to the assignee and referee, and the rest will go to the creditors, 

= STEWART. Will the Senator let me answer right at that 
point? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. It never was the charges of the referees that 
absorbed the estates. 

Mr. HOAR. It was the assignees. 

Mr. STEWART. It was not even the assignees. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it was, Mr. President. 

Mr. STEWART. It was the charges they allowed others to 
make. If you will look over these bills, you will see that all the 
assignees having prominent places have m very virtuous pub- 
licly; they have had a great deal of public morality. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that under the old bankruptcy act, 
in New Orleans, after the war, there were hundreds of cases, and 
there never was a dollar paid to acreditor. The estate was eaten 
up by the assignee. I could tell that story at some length if it 
were 5 

Mr. STEWART. There were other cities where the same thing 
occurred, 

Mr. HOAR. Now, the Senator cites the ju ent of the past 
about the old bankruptcy act which was re in 1878. In 1882 
we passed a bill known as the Lowell bill, not half so well guarded 
as this and four times as severe on the bankrupt, by a large major- 
ity, through the Senate, and it lacked 4 votes of two-thirds ma- 
jority in the House, it requiring two-thirds to suspend the rules to 
get it through. It came within 4 votes. That was the judgment 
of that generation as to the desirableness of a bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. STEWART. If the friends of the measure bad got it 
through, the apma would have been the other way. 

Mr. HOAR. t judgment is reenforced by the judgment of 
lawyers and statesmen of the present time who went over the bill, 
which we modified and softened a good deal at the last session of 
Congress, by a majority of about 3 to 1. So much for public 
opinion. 

The honorable Senator says that every time this bill has been 
introduced it is more and more severe on the debtor. To that 
charge, whenever we discuss the detail, I shall oppose the pro- 
visions of the bill. At present I can only oppose my opinion, 
which is not so good as that of my learned and honorable friend, 
unless it grows out of more study. 

3 mr STEWART. That istrue. Iam glad you recognize that 
‘act. 

Mr. HOAR. I stated that every time this measure has come in 
it has been milder and milder. Ihave gone around and consulted 
Senators who hestitated about a bankruptcy bill, and amended 
it and softened it in accordance with their suggestions. So 
when the Judiciary Committee of this body in the last Con 
stood 9 against this bill to 4 for it, before the expiration of the 
last Congress a majority of that committee went around and be- 
came in favor of the bill that is here, although they wanted a vol- 
untary bill alone at first, because they were satisfied that we had 
made it so humane and careful for the interests of the debtor. 

The other thing the honorable Senator says is that it is ver 
improper to have an involuntary bankruptcy bill in these hart 
times, and he cites a great Chicago business man, whom he names 
and whom we all know, and who, the Senator will agree with 
me—I do not know that he will agres with me—but the Senator 
will admit he is a very sound man, especially in his notions about 
silver—Mr. Farwell. 

But what is the operation of these great business men? They 
have their debtors all over the country. There is a concern in 
Chicago that has a credit out of $30,000,000. They make an ar- 
rangement with their debtor that if he gets into difficulties he 
shall in all cases prefer them by conveying a mortgage to them of 
his entire property, leaving all the other creditors out in the cold, 
and then, if they think they can do it, they will take him up and 
start him along The result is that men all over the coun- 
try, neighbors of the debtor and men at a distance, give him 
credit or sell him goods or lend him money on the credit this 

eat Chicago concern has given to him, and when he gets into 

avorable circumstances all his property pours into that insatiate 
maw, and everybody else is left out in the cold to whistle. Ido 
not wonder that we get—I do not say it about Mr. Farwell, but 
I know it of one concern—objections to a bankruptcy law from 
that quarter. 

The final proposition I have to make is this: The Senator says 
it is bad, in these hard times, to have a bankruptcy law. But what 
is the alternative if we do not havea bankruptcylaw? The alter- 
native is, that in these hard times every man can have his prop- 
erty attached by one creditor alone, and is at the mercy of one 
creditor alone, who can get his attachment first, as these fraudu- 
lent preferences are given, and he can have the debtor as well as 
every other creditor by the throat. In these hard times the man 
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with the fifty-dollar or the one-hundred-dollar or the five-hundred- 
dollar debt, even the man with the fraudulent and doubtful claim, 
comes and takes the poor embarrassed debtor by the throat, and 
says, Lou admit the justice of my claim, sir; you pay me; and 
whether you admit the debt or not, I attach your property, and I 
will hold on to it.” Under the proposed bankruptcy law that can 


not be done. Nobody has an interest to put a debtor into bank- 
ruptey who is honest and who is likely to work through, because 
the interest of the creditor is to have him go on and work himself 
out and pay every dollar, instead of paying dividends. 

But, further, there is this 5 against one man putting 
another into bankruptcy and holding him there, and that is the 
composition. Five days after the bankruptcy petition, the court 
can call the creditors together, and the debtor, if a majority of 
the creditors will agree, and say, Here isa composition this man 
ought to be permitted to make—he ought to be permitted to settle 
up and pay a reasonable dividend and go on;” and if a majority 
of the creditors ageee to it, it is ordered to be done. That pre- 
vents anybody holding the man by the throat, takes care of him, 
and answers the whole objection of the Senator from Nevada. 

I wish to add that my honorable friend got up here and made 
an attack on the bill in regard to which I desi to be heard be- 
fore he got through. When he made his points one after another 
and his attention was called to the bill and he was told. It is not 
what you think it is, my dear, good man,” the Senator was obliged 
to admit that he was entirely mistaken about the bill. Then he 
said he did not want an involuntary bankruptcy bill, and the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] got up and said, But 
would you not have an involuntary bankruptcy bill so and so?” 
„Oh, certainly.” Would you not have an involuntary bank- 
211 85 bill so and so?” enumerating the different things in this 
bill. ‘Certainly I would in that case,” and the Senator from 
Nevada admitted almost every one of them. 

Mr. STEWART. No. The Senator from Massachusetts is a 
critic if he is nothing else, but he has failed to allude to my prin- 
cipal objection to the bill, which was that you have a receiver 
appointed before you have a trial. 

Ar. SPOONER. But you do not. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Only where the judge finds on a hearing that the 
man is in danger of going into acondition of bankruptcy while the 
trial is being carried on. That is all. 

Mr. STEWART, Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. STEWART. Here it is provided in the bill that you appoint 
a receiver before you have a trial. 

Mr. HOAR at is one of the powers of the court. That is a 

ower only to be exercised when, in the discretion of the court, it 
is necessary. It is not universal. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill reads: 

yi als. Q 11 
toreni to take charge of thoproperty of bankrupts after the filing of the peti 
tion and until it is d or the trustee is qualified. 

Mr. HOAR. We do that now in all receiverships and in all 
arrests, but that is one of the things that the judges may do, not 
one of the things that they must do. 

Mr. STEWART. What is to prevent a judge from doing it 
under your bill? 

Mr. HOAR. The judge’s sense of justice and discretion. 

Mr. STEWART. In the other bill he could not do that until 
after a trial. That was the provision in the old bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think the Senator will find it in the old 


bill. 

Mr. STEWART. It is right here. I am not mistaken about 
the old bill, because immediately upon the filing of the petition 
the bankrupt would have a trial, and in your bill we try him after 
heisad man, for a man who has a receiver on his property is 
a dead man financially. You have got a receiver, and all your 
trials of whether a man isa bankrupt or not might just as well 
be wiped out. 

Mr. SPOONER. Where does the Senator find that? 

Mr. STEWART. In the third subdivision on page 6 of the bill. 
And that is one of the worst things in the bill, which stamps it as 
a terrible bill. 

Now, the Senator says that under this bill there can be no ad- 
vantages taken of the debtor. There were advantages taken all 
the time under the other law. Malicious creditors were con- 
stantly putting estates into bankruptcy on small amounts of $500 
for the gene lunder there was in having them administered, 
The dividends did not interest them, but they wanted to break 
the estates up. Rival concerns did it. There was the greatest 
motive in the world for them to put a man into bankruptcy and 
take charge of his property. We know how it has worked, and 
there is nothing in this bill that promises any better results; but, 
on the contrary, it is more severe, as I have said, than anything 
we have ever had heretofore, because this is a legal procesding: 
The causes for bankruptcy are most numerous. A man could 


hardly turn around without committing bankruptcy. Somebody 


may file a complaint for the most trivial causes. We find hereon 
page 35 a list of the causes of bankruptcy which almost anybody 
could swear to, believing the statement to be true, and then the 
debtor’s 8 is taken away from him. 

I say the hardship of almost any bankruptcy bill is the facility 
with which a man can be thrown into bankruptcy, and this is a 
railroad bill in that respect. 

Mr.SPOONER. I understand, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under this bill when a person wants a jary 
trial to determine as to the act of bankruptcy he can demand i 

Mr. STEWART. What is the use of a jury trial of the act of 
bankruptcy after you have brought suit and got a receiver ap- 
pointed, and got the debtor’s property into the hands of the court? 
After that, whether he is a bankrupt or not is all bosh. I have 
seen that tried. It is no use for him to have a trial. Everybody 
laughs at that idea, The idea of a debtor, when his property has 
all been taken away from him, standing up and fighting a lawsuit 
is absurd. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may ask the Senator a question, I want to 
ask him whether he thinks in the matter of a petition for the dis- 
charge of a bankrupt this bill or the old law is the more severe? 

Mr. STEWART. I think there is not much difference between 
them so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me further? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. The old law only gave a man his discharge if he 
paid 50 per cent of his debts or a majority in number and value 
of the creditors asked forit. This bill gives him his discharge 
anyway without regard to how much he has paid, and yet the 
Senator says there is no difference. 

Mr. STEWART. That has no practical effect, because the 
other provided for voluntary bankruptcy and the bankrupt could 
file his petition and go right through. 

Mr. HOAR. In either case he did not get his discharge, volun- 
tary or involuntary, unless he paid 50 per cent. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, he did. 

Mr. HOAR. No; he had to pay 50 per cent of the debt, or a 
1 of creditors in number aud value had to assent, and now 
he gets his discharge anyway if he does not pay one-half of 1 per 
cent; and yet the Senator says there is no difference. 

Mr.STEWART. Thekindness to the debtor in the opening part 
of the bill does not make much difference to him after his prop- 
erty has been taken away from him. You take his property away 
from him and tell him he may go and litigate whether he is a 
bankrupt or not after he has been forced into bankruptcy. Ihave 
known several men to commit suicide under such circumstances, 
That is the blow you strike, and that blow is right up in front of 
this bill, and that blow comes at a time, I say, when it ought not 
tocome. Before we pass this bill we ought to give a little relief 
to the men you are going tostrike. An involuntary bankruptcy 
bill is for those who are destroyed; but I say to now strike down 
those who are straggling to survive is wicked. 

There are several hundred millions of money now lying idle in 
the city of New York, and not a dollar to loan on any property 
in the country, in the small towns or elsewhere. They can not 
borrow money upon their real estate; they can not mortgage it; 
they have no security; they have no gilt-edged bonds; they ma 
have cattle and horses and goods, but no money can be borrow 
on them; and there is no market to sell them in. They are abso- 
lutely at the mercy of the sharks in the community who want to 
wreck estates. 

You talk about fixing the fees. Fees haye nothing to do with 
the matter. It is the wrecking business. I have seen fees cut 
down, but here is an estate worth, say, two hundred or three 
hundred dollars, which is in the courts, and it will pay nothing 
but the referee’s fees. But they do not know where the great 
mass of the estate is gone. It is wasted, sold for a bagatelle to a 
lot of fellows hanging around who want to buy certain portions 
of it and divide it up. The creditors do not get anything, but it 
is the gang who hang around who rob the debtor and destroy the 
estate. That is the way it has operated under all bankruptcy 
laws, and that is the way it will continue to operate. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is like striking a sick man. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; it is like strikingasick man. The peo- 
ple in the South and West have not any securities. They are now 
getting along very well because they have built up confidence 
with the merchants in the business centers. You say that a mer- 
chant might have security and might be preferred, and ought to 
be preferred, if he is willing to take the risk and carry the man 
along and saye him from bankruptcy, and surely he will be ulti- 
mately able to pay his creditors, and he ought to be secured on 
that account. Suppose the man is a good man and the public 
have confidence in him. There are many merchants who carry 
men along when a case looks desperate. That they can not do 
under your proposed ee iaw, and there are thousands of 
people in the country who have been helped by Eastern merchants 
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to save themselves and pay their debts. Of course a merchant 
will not do that unless you give him some security. 

I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin that if a man contracts 
a debt fraudulently there is no punishment too severe for him, 
because he destroys that confidence which is so important in the 
business of the world; but confine the punishment to him. But in 


these hard times to ruin a man utterly 
tion is outrageous. 

I believe the Senator from Wisconsin could draw a bill contain- 
ing involuntary provisions. I know he could draw a better bill 
than this. He might draw one that I would support in ordinary 
times, but here is your inanes in the country locked up, and 
men can not getit. I learned of twoimportant bankers, through 
another banker, that they could not make any use of their money. 
I know that there is in New York at this time hundreds of millions 
of dollars, and there is no security upon which you can get any of 
that money. Why Ta this bill now? Why have a law for uni- 
versal collection and liquidation? It is no small thing for a man 
to give up the earnings of a lifetime when he has a family on his 
hands. He can not sell his property, he can not get money to meet 
a little note of $500 for thirty days, and he goes into the hands of 
a receiver, and you have these gangs of Ror sere who waste his 
property, and it is from time to time distributed, and he is made 
a pauper for life and heartbroken. 

hat is the instrument you are providing here, and I say of all 
times this is the worst, a time when a combination of men have 
cornered the gold of the world—the commodity gold—and have 
got the governments of the world under their control so that they 
can not make money of anything else; at a time when these men 
hold thousands, yes, tens of thousands, and perhaps a hundred 
thousand millions, of obligations which the masses of mankind are 
working out as slaves. ey have got this commodity cornered, 
and you say to a man who has labored during his entire lifetime 
to accumulate a little property that if he can not get some of this 
commodity within thirty days what he has got shall be confis- 
cated. I say that we should be considering some relief for man- 
kind, or, I say, fearless of contradiction, that this civilization can 
not survive the gold standard and the one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand millions at least of obligations resting upon Ew and the 
United States, drawing 5 per cent per annum. The toi masses 
are working against this ier as the farmers and yeomanry of 
Rome worked against it. They survived longer we can. 
But when they were destroyed the race became extinct and the 
Dark Ages came on. 

This system of contraction strikes at the educated, strikes at 
the people, strikes at the people who made this country. 
Those who should popne this country will not raise families in 
view of the horrors which await them. The question is being dis- 
cussed in every household in this land where there are sons and 
daughters, whether it is safe for them to and raise families, 
and they decide the question in the negative. The higher class, 
the more educated and enterprising class of America, are disap- 
pearing, as they have . in other civilizations, under the 
grinding usury of the gold standard, while a few men have got 
that commodity pooled, hold it in their hands, and have the people 
at their 15 

Now let loose the dogs of war, drive into bankruptcy, and 
scatter the property of the people. The enterprising men, who 
are not willing to be bankrupts, make the disturbing element, 
We want none but bankrupts; we do not want to give them op- 
portunities.” The reason given by the financiers of Europe why 
the volume of money should be contracted is simply that property 
is conservative and it must rule; and if opportunities exist by 
a more liberal supply of money, they say you will have democ- 
racy. Democracy always comes from opportunities. There were 
opportunities in this. country from the landing at Jamestown un- 

within the last few years. I deny that the young men of this 
country have opportunities. If a young man finds something 
whereby he can ed ee a family, it is a very rare occasion and it 
is universally remarked. WhenI was a boy the man who failed, 
failed on account of his own imbecility and not on account of the 
conditions existing. You make these conditions and you intend 
to hold on to them, and when the Senator from Massachusetts 


yond the hope of redemp- 


discusses this question he constantly goes out of the way and 
speaks of my silver views and constantly sneers at them. 
Mr. HOAR. When? 


Mr. STEWART. You did it to-day. It seems to be regarded 
as aremarkable thing that I should agree with Mr. Farwell, a 
ld man. The silver question comes in here every few minutes. 
tell the Senator that gold views are criminal; I tell him that it 
is criminal for a few men to corner the gold of the world and de- 
prive civilization of a circulating medium. [Manifestations of 
applause in the galleries.] I tell you it is the crime of the nine- 
teenth century. I care not whether it be silver or whether it be 
5 else, we must have more money and everybody real- 
it. 
You told us you were going to bring us prosperity; that the ad- 


vance agent of prosperity was to come. Hecame, but he left pros- 
perity behind. Now you propose a tariff bill to bring prosperity. 
That has been tried for a hundred years. We have had hemes 
cratic and Reet tariffs, and we have had adversity and 
prosperity under all—under high tariffs and under low tariffs, 
Prosperity depends upon other conditions. With plenty of money 
in circulation we can stand taxation; we can stand any kind of a 
tariff; we can stand inequality; we can stand taxing the farmers 
so as to double the value of what they have to buy, although you 
will not give usa nding tariff on what the West produces. 

We hear it said you have got a tariff bill for the farmers. There 
was a desperate fight to put on the tariff bill one or two articles 
which farmers produce. It was proposed to put a duty on hides, 
but that was voted down. They proposed to pnt a decent tariff 
on wool, but it is put in such shape that it will do little or no good. 
You have got a tariff for the manufacturers. We shall not oppose 
your passing it, because, although we do not believe you, there 
may be those in the country who do believe that you have some 
magic way of Nar gains Benet Try it. No matter how bad 
it is, try it. But we you that there must be more money; 
there must be a circulating medium that will sustain prices, or 
there can be no general prosperity. Never in the history of any 
country did prosperity come with a shrinking circulating medium, 
and an instance of that kind can not be given. It never has oc- 
curred. When prices are falling, enterprises languish, men can 
not convert their property and their labor into money. The labor 
of a country is its wealth. Contracting the currency destro 
wealth. The millions out of employment to-day are impoverish- 
ing this country at a ratio never dreamed of before. It was only 
a few years that labor produced all the wealth, but labor can 
not be utilized without money. 

The remedy here is a complicated involuntary bankruptcy bill 
to crush the few who are still enterprising, and a poe A i 
bill to build up a few trusts. Iam not a man who talks against 
trusts. I do not believe you can kill trusts by picking otf the 
blossoms. I believe the organization of labor is necessary to pro- 
duce wealth; that men must act together. When prices are rising, 
competition is the remedy; when prices are falling, no competi- 
tion can come in. Then those who have wealth and who combine 
fix prices. Those of t wealth enter into combines, and there 
is no competition. They join the usurer in grinding the face of 
the poor. these times the only people who have any prospect 
of making a living are those who go into trusts. Those on the 
outside have no hope. Individual enterprise is destroyed. Com- 
binations of men without a great deal of money which they can 
afford to lose while they are starting can not succeed. If prices 
were booming, new enterprises would go on. Here, when prices 
are falling and men are suffering, we are asked to pass additional 
laws to send them into bankruptcy and make them suffer still more. 

We do not want any laws of that kind. We want a law that 
will give circulating medium and breathe life, and I charge the gold 
combination with the misery that the world now suffers; and this 
country is suffering more than at any other period in its history. 
There are more starving men, women, and children and more 
distress in your cities than ever before. There are more willing 
hands out of employment than ever before. There would be none 
if there were money enough to start the wheels of enterprise; and 
everybody knows it. I those who contract the currency 
and are governed by an English banking clique that is robbing the 
world with the misery that this country ers, and they can not 
deny the charge, for they can show no other reason. Twent 
years of peace and abundant harvests can not be the cause of ent 
versal distress. There is nothing which indicates a reason but 
the one all-destroying power of contracting money. That is the 
only reason which can be assigned. 

Our people are just as willing to work, just as honest, just as 
patriotic, just as liberty loving, just as industrious as they ever 
were, but it is im ble for them to provide homes for their fami- 
lies and clothing for their children, because Shylock hasthe money 
cornered, The Government of the United States lives and it has 
had its being for many years in the gold trust, which is the father, 
the projector, the origin, of all other baneful trusts. That is the 
situation, and if the Senator wants to discuss the silver question 
with me at any time, if he has an inclination that way, let him 
begin, and I shall have some remarks to make. 

r. HOAR. Mr. President, I am sorry that my dear friend 
the Senator from Nevada took seriously a single observation that 
Imade. He quoted Mr. Farwell, who used to conduct with him 
in the lobby and elsewhere a debate on the silver question, and I 
said it was the only time I ever knew the honorable Senator from 
Nevada and Mr. Farwell to agree. From that has come this Etna 
or Vesuvius or Chimborazo or Popocatepetl of wrath and elo- 
quence which the Senator has poured out. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon. I would not have a debate with him on the silver ques- 
tion for several reasons. 

Mr. STEWART. I admire the Senator’s discretion. 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator is a Goliath, and I am by no means a 
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David; and in the second place, I agree with the Senator on the 
silver question a good deal more than he thinks I do, Lam a very 
thoroughgoing bimetallist, and the difference between the Senator 
and me is a question of method and not of result. The Senator 
thinks it is not a good plan to get all of the nations of the world 
to agree in making this currency which we hope to have the estab- 
lished currency of mankind. I think it is, and I do not think we 
can accomplish it without it. That is the difference. Now, the 
Senator can make a very good argument against that. 

Mr. STEWART. I can right now, in a word, if the Senator 
will allow me. Iam ready now. “ . 

rr HOAR. How many words does the Senator include in “a 
word?” 

Mr. STEWART. About one in ten to the Senator’s “ word.” 
He a wishes to say n word,” and then he goes on with a long 


Mr. HOAR. The only argument the Senator has made against 
the bill which he has not himself absolutely abandoned in the 
course of his speech (if Iam not mistaken, he has given up every 
one in substance) is, in the enumeration of the general power of 
the court, as to the provision to“ appoint receivers or the mar- 
shals upon application of parties in interest to take charge of the 

operty of the bankrupts after the 5 5 5 of the petition and until 

t is dismissed or the trustee is qualified.” 

The Senator seems to think that has to be done as a matter of 
course in all cases. It was inserted simply to prevent running 
away with the estate by fraudulent bankrupts after the petition 
and before the adjudication. It is something which the court did 
under the old law in its discretion, I know. I have not found a 
special provision, but it was done under the general power of ad- 
ministration. It never was intended to be a matter of course. 
will move now, as I believe it is in order to perfect the bill before 
it is amended, to insert after the word ‘‘ marshal,” at the end of 
line 19, on page 6, the words: 

In case the court shall find it absolutely necessary for the preservation of 
the estate. 

So that it will read: 

Appoint receivers or the marshals, in case the court shall find it absolutely 


necessary for the preservation of the estate, application of ties in 
interest, to take charge of the property of ba pts after the of the 
petition and until it is di and the trustee is qualified. 


Now, the Senator further says that the pemon who takes posses 
sion of the estate would not give any bond. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I did not say that. I said the man who 
had the estate put into the hands of a receiver, the petitioner, 
would not give any bond. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say the person who 
took it. Ithinkif the Senator will look at his remarks he will 
find that he did sosay. But nevermind. He did not mean tosay 
it. There is a general provision as to the marshals and receivers. 

The Senator seems disposed to say a word in reply, and I shonld 
like to ask my honorable friend, he having stated the enormities, 
what he thinks may happen under the proposed law, what is the 
present law of Nevada on this subject? 

Mr. STEWART. The present law? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. As to the power of one man to take a debt- 
or’s estate and sell it all out before trial. and so on. 

88 STEWART. They do not do anything of the kind in 
evada. 

Mr. HOAR. We shall see before this debate is over what is the 
law of the State of which the Senator is so influential a citizen, 
which has existed for many years without protest from him, and 
if I can not show that it is ten times as severe as anything he 
imputes to the pending bill, I am mistaken. 

Mr. STEWART. he Senator can not do it. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to have the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts read from the desk. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I wish to proceed. 

Mr. GRAY. We want to understand what the amendment is, 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read from the desk. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to say something about it, 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be stated before the Senator 


‘proceeds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word“ marshals,” at the end of line 
19, on page 6, it is proposed to insert: 

cas e court shall find it absolutely nm for t 

eee bi t y necessary he preservation of 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, as to the laws of Nevada, they 
are pretty good. We havean insolvent law. We have no trouble 
there. There has been no absorbing of estates there since the 
bankrupt law was repealed. We some scandals then there, 
even in so good a country as that. But we have very few scandals 
in Nevada. The citizens are very good people: 

The Senator from Massachusetts says he is a bimetallist. A bi- 
metallist! And he wants to get all the nations of the world to be 
bimetallists. He is a tariff man. Why does he not get all the 
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nations of the world to be tariff men? He has a great many no- 
tions. Why does he not get all the nations of the world to adopt 
those notions? He believes in the Constitution of the United 
States. Why does he not have it adopted in all the nations of the 
world? Tell me that I am not a Republican because I am willing 
to live under free institutions and not wait to have the consent 
of the nations of the world. What does that mean? It is an in- 
sult to talk about it to men who know, not reflecting on the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, because he is not acquainted with the 
difficulties already encountered. But for twenty years this same 
song has been sung—all the nations of the world. Wewouldsend 
our men over there to petition the Old World to allow us to legis- 
late, just as we used to do in colonial times. We have been do 

it for twenty years. They were hardly treated with civility, Ka 
finally England would go and break it up. There would be no 


change. 

Now, why should England changes The other nations say the 
il tng ee 1 . 3 ee Why should Englan 
c e nd of t y is the mone wer of England. 
Mr. ALLEN. Of the world. Pies 

Mr, STEWART. Iam speaking of England. It is the money 
power of England. I first saw the full force of that when I was 
reading the advance sheets of the report of the royal commission 
on the recent changes in the relative value of gold and silver. The 
agriculturists came before the commission, and they were told 
that their interest was too trifling to be taken into consideration. 
The manufacturing interests were being destroyed by the compe- 
tition of India on a free-coin basis, and they loaded down Par- 
liament with petitions for relief signed by a hundred thousand 
names. Those statesmen said that was not the most important 
interest, but that it was of enough importance to be looked after. 
So they finally arra to put India on a gold basis to cripple her 
and give the English manufacturers relief, Year by year they 
are abandoning their manufacturing interest, and they say that 
is not their principal interest. Wh it is their principal interest? 
It is the income they have from foreign countries. They receive 
in London an income from their own country and foreign coun- 
tries of at least from twelve to fifteen hundred million doile a 


0 
year in interest, which goes right into the hands of afew. They 
say: We do not want to raise wheat and cotton and breadstuffs; 
it is not very material that we should manufacture. As money 
increases in purchasing pore the world has to work to sell to us 
cheaper and cheaper.” It is the financial interest that governs. 

Mr. Gladstone laughed at the silly talk about letting up. He 
said: ‘* The outside world might receive a benefit, but what would 
they think of our statesmanship if we gave away the advantage 
we have?” When they put those things at us in that way, laugh 
at us, we humiliate ourselves in the dust and say we must endure 
this. We must let our people suffer. We can let millions starve, 
we can let millions remain ont of employment, and let the t 
Republic become a vassal of England. For what? Because Eng- 
land has got a financial polioy suited to a country that cultivates 
bonds and securities, and has no other paramount interest, and 
no other interest of importance. She can let all other interests 
and have a greater income annually than any two nations on eart 
She is cultivating thatoneindustry. Do you suppose she is going 
to give up that industry? No, 

e question resolves itself into this: Has America power to 
create money to supply the people? Every Government in the 
world has that inherent power. That power was decided to exist. 
Every Government in the world has it, and it is the law of Great 
Britain to-day, as you will see if you will examine the great lead- 
ing case, the greatest case ever decided in England. I refer to the 
maixed-money case. Queen Elizabeth did not have any money with 
which to pay her soldiers. She ordered mixed money to becoined, 
which no value in the material, and declared that it should 
be legal tender for all debts, public and private. There should be 
no other money in Ireland, and the gold and silver should be bul- 
lion. Previous to the passage of the law a merchant in London 
had sold a bill of goods toa merchant in Dublin. There were a 
hundred pounds to be paidon a given day, after the passage of the 
law, at a given placein Dublin. The London merchant demanded 
payment at the place appointed. The Dublin merchant tendered 
mixed 3 e London merchant sued, and it was decided 
by e be ges—it is one of the leading cases, and never has been 

uestioned; you will find it in the Davis report; it is the law of 

ngland—that it was a necessary part of every sovereign state to 
have the power to create money without regard to material. That 
is the law of England. Judge Bradley, in deciding the legal-tender 
cases, consulted that case and laid down the law of the United 
States after that case; and thatis thelaw. Itis the exercise of 
the power to create money that has saved every modern state from 
ruin. It has been resorted to by all—bunglingly, it is true, but 
that power exists. 

That power being acknowledged to be within the law of Eng- 
land and the United States, shall we let this civilization perish be- 
cause we will not exercise it? Why have we transferred onr 
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soverei wer to a London combination and ceased to be Ameri- | is a bounty on exports and a tax on imports. Forty Englishmen 
cans? If this Government is not great and powerful enough to | have so stated in their speeches. It would give us money; it 


furnish the people with money, it is no government at all. The 
Government assumes a monopoly of creating money. If a private 
individual attempts it, it is made a crime, a penitentiary offense. 
It has to be done by 8 authority. I do not ask that 
anything radical shall be done by our Government, but I do ask 
that the Government shall return to the practice of ages and 
stamp the sovereign will upon silver as well as on gold, and make it 
money. Lask that that be done. Many people do not know that 
it can be stamped on paper or anything else. It would take a long 
time to convince them. But every man knows that stamping it 
on silver is no experiment, and the right was taken away from us 
by conspiracy. They destroyed one half of the world’s money to 
enable them to pool the other half, after they got the world in 
debt so they could not pay out. I am not going to discuss the 
details of that conspiracy, but it was accomplished through Lon- 
don intrigue. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts propones to go to London 
and let the fox decide whether or not he will eat the chicken. 
That is about all there is of it. That is bimetallism—to wait until 
the powers which have created monometallism and are rob- 
bing the world are willing to concede to the United States the 
right to legislate as to our own affairs. I claim that the United 
States is great enough and strong enough to relieve our country 
in this emergency, and it is its duty to do it at once, and every 
death and all the sufferings that are imposed upon our people by 
this terrible contraction isa crime for which oyerybody who'main- 
tains the infamous policy must share some responsi 9 It is 
say, for there is no policy that ever has cre- 


an infamous policy, 

ated so . yand has made the future so dark for the 
American 8 he gold trust can hire the press. They have 
the money. 


hey can control a vast number of people, panapa 

always. They can form trusts and hold up prices; but the poor 
laboring masses must struggle and starve, and the inevitable fate 
is before them which has overtaken every country pursued by the 
same power. The money-loaning class alone is what destroyed 

Rome. The money-loaning class of every country destroys it. 
It is the money-loaning class and the harsh laws to enforce pay- 
ments of debts that bring on slavery. A law to enforce debts is 
infamous, if there is nolaw for payment. The Government must 
say what is payment, and it must not prescribe payment in a 
commodit that is hoarded and pooled. It is almost infamous to 
collect debts now, when by law you have taken away from the 
people the instrument by which payment can be made, and then 
to call a man a bankrupt and disgrace him and his family and put 
his property in the hands of a receiver and have it administered 
by a gang of irresponsible employees. 

A bimetallist! Ask Great Britain for bimetallism! I see my 
friend ae Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in his 
seat, and—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwas about to ask the Senator from Nevada 
whether he is not a bimetallist? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator, having stated that, yield 
to me that I may move an executive session? 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to qualify that statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam an American bimetallist. I am not an 
Englishman in any sense, 

r. CHANDLER. If it stood upon that answer, I should not 
have been obliged to ask another question, but would have moved 
an executive session, if the Senator had allowed me to do so, 
However, as he qualified it and says he is an American bimetal- 
list, I desire to ask him whether, if the United States procona ie 
the unlimited coinage of silver alone, immediately or shortly, gold 
will not go to a premium 

Mr. STEWART. How do I know? 

Mr. CHANDLER. And silver will be themoney of the country; 
so that he is in fact, whatever he proclaims himself to be in terms, 
a silver monometallist? 

Mr. STEWART. I will answer the question. I have no con- 
cern where gold or anything else goes, if you have money on which 
people can do business. Gold has been sent to a premium above 

roperty by the disuse of silver, and the only way to start it back 
Is for countries to commence using silver. I believe—I know—if 
we open our mints and gold goes to a premium, we will break 
Europe. She will have to come to us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask whether gold will not go to a 
premium? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know what gold will do, 

Mr. CHANDLER. What does the Senator think about it? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know. Ido not care. Iam certain 
of this: If the United States will take the lead, the balance of the 
world will have to follow, and the parity between the two metals 
will be restored. If it is not restored immediately, the worse for 
England, the worse for Europe, because the difference of exchange 


would put us on a level so as to compete with the Argentine Re- 
public and some of the silver Republics, and so give our people a 
chance, If our demand for silver was equal to the gold Tawana, 
there would be parity. I want a parity between money and prop- 
erty; between human effort and money. The idea of having a 
rity between two pieces of money! Who is benefited by it? 
hat is too insignificant. It is mere gabble. It amounts to noth- 
ing. hat we want is parity between money and property, to 
the end that stability of prices may be maintained and prosperity 
may be secured, That is the kind of parity we want. If our de- 
mand should be sufficient to keep up the parity, the Senator would 
be willing. If it is not sufficient and gold goes to a premium, 
then we will be the gainers and they will be the losers in any 
event. If the Government of the United States will do its plain 
duty and furnish a volume of money to sustain the stability 
of prices, then this will be a prosperous country. Otherwise it 
must be a slave country, and if the money kings of London decide 
the question, 7 7 will have it a slave country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nevada made an incau- 
tious admission. He said he is a bimetallist, and then he went on 
to make a statement which took back all force from his statement. 
He said, in answer to my inquiry as to whether free coinage of 
silver by the United States alone would not send gold to a pre- 
mium, that he did not care whether it did or not. 

Mr. STEWART. What effect would it have? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He did not know anything about it, and he 
did not say whether or not it would produce that result. 

Mr. STEWART. What harm would it do? 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘That prevents the Senator from being a bi- 
metallist. It makes him a silver monometallist, which is what he 
is in fact, and what all the Bryanites werein fact. While preach- 
ing bimetallism from one end of this country to the other, they 
were nothing more nor less than silver monometallists, because 
they knew perfectly well, and did not undertake to deny, that the 
opening of our mints alone to the free coinage of silver would send 
gold toa premium, and our money then wont be silver money and 
gold would be merchandise. 

Now, with nine-tenths of what the Senator saysI agree; with 
a great portion of what he says the Senator from Massachusetts 
says he agrees. We that the demonetization of silver was an 
evil; that the fall in prices caused by the appreciation of gold is 
an evil, and we want to get back to the old condition of dola and 
silver, both tied together by a fixed ratio as the money of the 
world. The difference between the Senator and us is that we want 
to do it, if we can, without breaking the parity; and we have some 
faith to believe that it can be done without breaking the parity. 
The Senator, on the other hand, wants to break the parity. He 
wants to make the basic money in this country silver alone. He 
wants to have this country join the silver nations of the world, 
and the Senator, I amafraid—I have seen symptoms to that effect 
wants to issue paper money unlimited in quantity. The Senator 
is not a bimetallist. The Senator is a Greenbacker. He is in favor 
of issuing just as much money as is necessary that is the expres- 
sion to keep prices from going down. 

Mr. President, these ideas are revolting to all careful students 
of this subject. The idea of unlimited paper money, the idea of 
cutting loose—— 

Mr. STEWART. Why do you pe that in my mouth? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The idea of cutting loose from metallic 
money, which is really the object and purpose of the Senator, is 
revolting to all sound students of finance; and the Senator ought 
to retract these extreme views of his or else he ought to come out 
frankly and say that he is not a bimetallist, that he is a silver 
monometallist and a Greenbacker into the bargain. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam not a gold monometallist, and therefore 
I do not want to ask England. She has told us a thousand times 
that she has put us on a gold basis. I want to get rid of English 
rule. Iam an American citizen, and not a loyal subject of the 
Crown. I do not think I should act for the mother country alone 
or for the speculators in the mother country. When a man says 
he is a bimetallist, and then asks England, and says he is going to 
wait until England gives him bimetallism, when Wnvland hag 
C and has refused to hear us on that subject 

or twenty years, until she has brought misery to every household 
in the land, it is shocking. It is shocking to me and it is shock- 
ing to the cade to hear a Senator in his paos say that he will 
continue to ruin his own propis as long as England says so, and 
that he is a bimetallist. e has been cooperating with the bimet- 
allists on the other side, and he expects by some honeyed words to 
et them to let go their advantage. He knows they will not do it. 
he pretense that we are foing to get any relief from este isa 
false pretense. Relief will not come from that quarter. this 
country is going to be a country, it has got to take care of itself, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should Tike to the Senator a question, 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator thoroughly believes, as I do, in 
the evils of the demonetization of silver? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He believes that demonetization and the 
effect upon prices that demonetization det at is a vast inju: 
to the masses of the people not only in the United States, but 
over the world? a 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; but I am looking out for the United 
States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The agriculturists 

Mr. STEWART. Ask your question. . 3 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait one minute. The agriculturists, the 
manufacturers, the business people of England, France, and Ger- 


many—— 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; not the business people of England. 
The only business there is money lending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We will exclude the money lenders, then. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the business of the country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the masses. The Senator believes that 
these injurious results have taken effect upon the masses of the 
people of Europe just as much as they have upon the masses of 
the people of the United States? Does he not believe so? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then this is the question: Why is it that 
the Senator does not conceive that if this injury to the masses of 
the people of Europe is taking place the people of Europe will do 
something to right themselves and restore bimetallism? 

Mr. STEWART. What people in Europe? Europe is a mili- 
tary camp, and is governed by afew. Europe is as much under 
the control of Wall and Lombard streets as the United States is, 
and is just as helpless. It is robbed just in the same way, by the 
some gang. Do you talk about the poor peasants of Europe liber- 
ating us? Do you say we have got to look for relief in this country 
to the peasants of Europe? It is a paltry idea for an American to 
say that we must look to the peasants of Europe for the relief of 
this country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada has the 
the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; and then I want to say something. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not say the peasants of Europe. I 
said the people of Europe. 

Mr. STEWART. They are peasants. 3 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to bring out the exact diference 
between the Senator and myself, 

Mr. STEWART, That is obvious. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I admit that the poe of European coun- 
tries haye not the same power that the people have in this country, 
because this is a free country. This is a true republic; 6,500,000 
misguided people voted last November for Mr. Bryan and for the 
unlimited coinage of silver by the United States alone. But, 
nevertheless, the people of Europe have some power. The com- 
mon people of those countries, the thoughtful students and 
writers on political economy in those countries, have some power. 
The parliaments of England and France 

Mr. STEWART. Are you going to rely upon them? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait a minute, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. STEWART. Go on and get through. I yielded for a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And Germany made a declaration last year 
in favor of bimetallism. There is in my judgment a steady pros: 
ress of emancipation from the controlof what the Senator calls the 
money power in the countries of Europe. I believe that, begin- 
ning with France and extending to Germany and England, with 
the aid of the other powers of Europe, the cause of bimetallism 
will soon go steadily onward to success if only such wild and ex- 
treme devotees, not of silver alone, but of unlimited paper money, 
of fiat money, like my friend the Senator from Nevada and the 
candidate for President for whom he voted, will only hold some 
little restraint over their minds and their tongues until the effort 
to get bimetallism may have some chance to achieve success. 

r. STEWART. It will be very hard to hold our tongues 
while a Senator of the United States is looking to the people of 
Europe to free America. They never have done much in thatline 
heretofore, nor have the monarchs done much in that line. It 
will be hard to hold our tongues when we find an American who 
has lost so much of his Americanism that he will go across the 
ocean to ask the Crown to legislate. although the provision was 
put in the Constitution of the United States that Congress has the 
power to coin money, and the Supreme Court have said that Con- 
gress has the power to create legal-tender money out of paper. I 
have not discussed that. I have never asked it. The only step I 
ask is to restore the money of the Constitution, while the Senator 


is going over to Europe to get the men to relent who conspired to 
put us on a gold basis. £ 
When did a monarch ever relent where republicanism was at 


stake? When did the monarchs of Europe ever become advocates 
of republicanism? When the Dopis are given the opportunity, 
they will have democracy. The idea of going over to Europe for 
opportunity! They want opportunities there to make money 
with money. They dealin money. The money dealers form the 
onlyindustry of any importancein London. They callit their par- 
amount industry. You propose to go there and get them to break 
ae their industry. Their industry is the industry of robbing us. 
They get our products for 50 cents on the dollar in payment of 
the interest they draw from us and they are grinding our people 
down in the dust. We have appealed to them more earnestly 
Ithan the colonies appealed to Great Britain for relief, and no re- 
ief has come. After twenty years of those appeals, when the 
country is bleeding atevery pore for relief, and when the means of 
relief exist in this Government and the power is given by the Con- 
stitution, we tell the people, Hold on! America is nothing; the 
European money power is everything; they are supreme.” That 
is the god we worship. America got to be crushed. IfI 
were not a very good friend of the Senator, I should feel ashamed 
of him, but I hate to feel ashamed of a friend who talks in that 
way. However, it is ridiculous to go to England to get relief for 
America. We never have got it. We have not obtained it for 
three hundred years. She never did grant one of our prayers. 
She bas had her own way. 

And now the Republican party say that they won a victory. 
Yes, they won a victory. How did they get it? They got it by 
an expenditure of money such as was never before made in any 
campaign. They got it by coercion the like of which was never 
exercised in any campaign. They got it by a powerful press. 
Above all, they got it because they went to every man and sent 
their agents among them, promising them that if McKinley was 
elected it would bring prosperity. They knew it would not. 
They knew that England was not going ive us prosperity. 
They knew they had no other recourse. They ew times would 
be worse, that the people would get poorer, and they relied upon 
making the American people so 9 . — that they could not resist 
the money power of Europe, so t we have got to lapse into a 
province of the money power, particularly of London. 
stand that. 

Mr. Bryan represents a party of over 6,000,000 who believe that 
America must take care of herself; that English sharks will not 
doit. Lou have counted a majority by your promises. You have 
lost that amount of stock in trade. You have not performed them. 
Look at the elections which have just taken place. You have not 
performed your promises. The people have not received the re- 
ward that was promised. Youhavecheatedthem. You said you 
would give them sate gets and you have not done it. You said 
that you would give them employment and you have not done it, 
and you can not doit on the gold standard, because prices are 
going down. The ability to buy is growing less and less every 

ay. A bimetallist! t a word is that for a man who follows 
England, monometallic England, that rules the world! You can 
not make a bimetallic country out of England. Ihave heard of a 
proposition to convert the devil and such things discussed, and 

merally I did not take much stock in it, but I think that a 

imetallist in London trying to induce those people to let go their 
would achieve just about as much result as one of ourdivines 
would in sheol trying to convert them down there and to make 
them believe that the climate was good. It is the most ridiculous’ 
thing in the world. What is it to bea bimetallist? I do not be- 
lieve the Senator from New Hampshire knows what it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. Let me tell you what it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. No, no; I will tell you what it is, so that you 
will not make yourself ridiculous. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has just admitted that he is a 
bimetallist. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam going to tell you, so that you will not 
make yourself ridiculous, Bimetallism is not parity between 
metals. Bimetallism consists in a law that allows you to take 
either metal to the mint and have it coined into legal-tender money. 
That is bimetallism. If you have got no gold to take there, it does 
not make any difference. Many countries have been bimetallic in 
their laws, although there was only one metal there for the time. 
Bimetallism is a matter of law. It is the right to take either metal 
to the mint and have it coined. That is all we ask. We are not 
responsible for the commercial value of these products, but we are 
responsible for the volume of legal-tender money that we furnish 
the people. We are responsible for the hard times. 

e people now suffer and they want more legal-tender money 
It is delegated to Congress to give them the proper amount and 
coin it out of gold or silver. You can not get gold and silver 
enough, and that has been the case many times in the world. 
There have been other things resorted to. Ido not believe in hav- 
ing civilization perish for the want of a medium of exchange. 
man is a traitor to his country who would let civilization perish 


e under- 
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because he would not let the General Government exercise the 
power it has to coin money, to create money. You have the legal 
power to create money enough for circulation. The stability of 
prices is the criterion, and the Government has the 8 

g- 


the duty. Why has it come to this that we have all become 

lish toadies,and have given up the power of having a Government 
of our own? Probably gold and silver never were commercially 
exactly the same, but we have had bimetallismallthesame. Con- 
gress can create legal-tender money out of either—stamp the law 
on either. That is all we ask. That is bimetallism, and I am a 
bimetallist. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the 
Senate this afternoon from a debate upon the bankruptcy bill by 
undertaking to reply at any length to my friend from Nevada, 
who I am glad to see intends to continue the long-time friend- 
ship that he has manifested for me, notwithstanding the ridicu- 
lous attitude in which he says I place myself by endeavoring to 
secure bimetallism with the aid of England and other European 
nations. 

It is well to let the difference between the Senator from Nevada 
and myself be well understood. I believe, and others with me of 
the same faith believe, that the restoration to coinage of silver 
bullion can be accomplished without breaking the parity between 
the two metals which is maintained by this country and the 
European nations. Now, we believe that. We ate in other 
words, in favor of attempting to secure genuine bimetallism. We 
are not in favor, if we can avoid it, of having gold the sole stand- 
ard of money and silyer a merchandise, nor, on the other hand, 
are we in favor of having silver the sole monetary standard and 
gold a merchandise. On the contrary, that is the precise attitude 
of the Senator from Nevada and those who think with him on this 
subject. 

. STEWART. I deny it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are in favor of silver monometallism. 
I repeat that the essential vice of the argument in the last cam- 
paign, the essential vice of the argument to-day, is that those who 
are in favor of the free coinage of silver by the United States alone 
are in favor of silver monometallism. ey know Peer well, 
they have always known, that the free coinage of silver by the 
United States alone would send gold to a premium in the United 
States and make it merchandise. 

Now, that is what the Senator from Nevada is in favor of, not- 
withstanding he said in one breath that he is a bimetallist and in 
another breath he said he does not care whether gold goes to a 
premium or not. The Senator and his party are in favor of sep- 
arating the United States from the other gold-standard nations of 
the world, if you please to call them so, and of having this coun- 
try join the silver nations of the world and becoming silver mono- 

tallist 2 


me x 
Mr. President, there can not be any mistake about that being 
the issue. The longer the Senator talked the more it became ap- 
parent that he e d gold to go to a premium with free silver 
coinage, that he did not care if it went to a premium, and that 
the Senator was determined to have the money of this country sil- 
ver nominally, with gold at a premium, and with, as I added, in 
my belief, an unlimited quantity of paper money, so that prices 
may be affected in this country not by the remonetization of sil- 
ver alongside of gold at a fixed ratio, but by the remonetization of 
silver by making it the sole money of the country, with an un- 
limited quantity of paper money also put in circulation for the 
urpose of affecting prices. This is the difference between a 
Me inley bimetallist and a Bryan monometallist, as is the dis- 
tinguished and eloquent and never-ending Senator from Nevada. 
Mr. STEWART. The Senator from New Hampshire does not 
appear to understand what is meant 3 Gold is a 
commodity now and silver is a commodity. What makes them 
money? e stamp of the Government. Otherwise they are 
commodities. I want enough money in the country to do busi- 
ness. I do not expect England to give it. They have not shown 
any desire in that direction for a great many years. I am opposed 
to consolidating our Government with the English Government 
or any other government. I amin favor of an American policy. 
I have not become an Englishman yet, I am an American, and I 
have faith in this country, and I believe that we can get along 
without the aid of other nations, We are in a greater emergency 
now than we were during the war. We got along then. We 
were in as great an 1 once before and got along. There 
ought to be some way of living without pain dependent upon the 
ple of Europe. is dependence has produced the worst con- 
Riton of things that ever was in this country. 
The Senator says we should go on and do whatever England 
says. Iam nota gold monometallist; lama bimetallist. Aslon 
` as England says, go it on the gold standard, must I stick to it 
Is she the best judge? Does she know better what Americans 
want than we do? Shall not the people of the United States have 
any money unless England consents? That is the position of the 


Republican party. They say they are bimetallists, but they will 
be gold monometallists as long as England says so, and England 
says she will say so always. it does not look as if you are go- 
ing te be bimetallists ver 8 that is the way you are going. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
_ Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will permit me to say 
just one word. 

Mr. HOAR, Certainly; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not ey that the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] shall define 
bimetallism as believed in and adyocated by myself. I believe in 
the free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver into full 
legal-tender money at the ratio of 16 to 1 independent of any 
nation, kingdom, or power on this earth. I believe that the 
United States has the ability and the power to maintain the com- 
mercial value of silver bullion at that ratio equal to the coining 
value and equal to gold. It is a question of power. I believe this 
Government has that power, and that the very moment a law 
should be enacted by the Government opening her mints to the 
free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 
1 that very moment the Senator from New Hampshire or any 
other intelligent citizen who had an ounce of silver in London or 
in India or in any other country on the earth would refuse to take 
anything less for that silver bullion than its coining value in the 
United States, less tion charges added and insurance, 
and that would bring the commercial value of silver equal to its 
coining value. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri, who is disposed certainly to deal with this subject care- 
fully and fairly, a question. Lask him whether he believes that in 
the case of the passage of a law for the immediate opening of the 
mints of this country to the unlimited coinage of silver, at the 
ratio of 16 to 1. pora would go to a premium? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Gold has been ata premium for years. If 
the mints were open to the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
the cowardly men who hold the gold and are afraid of that pre- 
cious metal would doubtless take it to some hiding place for a 
short time: but the very moment the e ent was tried the 
gold would come forth from its hiding p and would go into 
the channels of commerce and of business. It would not stay in 
hiding long. It would ceaseto become valuable 3 W 
Its purchasing power would cease to increase. the contrary, 
its purchasing power would begin to depreciate and fall, and then 
the holders of it would be only too glad to bring it forth and 
invest it in the enterprises of the country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am afraid I was incautious when I said 
the Senator intended to deal fairly with this subject. I do not 
think he answered my question fairly. Does the Senator believe 
that the first and immediate effect of a free-coinage bill would be 
to send gold to a premium? 

Mr. COCKRELL, U believe that a stampede would occur among 
the men who profess to be bimetallists and are not, the men who 
believe in a single gold standard and will not openly admit it; and 
wey migis for the time being take what gold they had and hide 
it, believing that gold would go to a premium; but the very mo- 
ment they saw the practical o tions of such a law and realized 
the fact that their hoarded gold ceased to increase in its purchas- 
ing power, and its purchasing power was falling because of the 

ual and scarcely perceptible increase in the selling price of 
the products of the world, then they would bring out their gold 
and invest it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that is hardly an explicit 
answer, though it is long enough, and I will hrk to put it 
in 3 oh „ = the Lee i ae Pe: x 

. COC No; I speak for myself, g on, bei 
21 years old and a free moral agent. oe mad 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam trying to get the answer I was entitled 
to, notwithstanding what the Senator has said. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, you are trying to get an 
answer that will sustain your position. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator to say that the 
free coinage of silver by the United States alone would, in the first 
instance, send gold to a premium. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I did not say that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But by and by, after a time, it would again 
fall in value and the parity would result, notwithstanding the free 
corage of silver in the United States. I think that is the mean- 
ing of what the Senator says, if he means anything. 

ow, Mr. President, the Senator shows a little candor, and I 
am thankful for that. Without resorting to the admission of 
Senators upon the other side. the case upon this side is that the 
free coinage of silver by the United States alone would send gold 
above par. away up above par, no one knows how far, perhaps 


not a hundred per cent, perhaps the currency that we should 
have under silver monometallism would be worth more than half 
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as much as gold, but the parity between the two metals would be 
broken, and if the silver 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. inly, in one moment. 

If the silver was coined without limit and silver was our stand- 
ard of value, and we had silver monometallism and joined the 
silver monometallic countries, it would be a long time before gold 
would ever be again at par with silver in this country. e 
should, in other words, have become a silver nation. 

Now I will listen to the Senator from Georgia with pleasure. 

Mr. BACON. TheSenator professes to be a very ardent bimetal- 
list. The question I want to put to him is this: If the effect of 
the opening of the mints to the free coinage of silver were the 
temporary advancement of gold to a premium, with a result 
within a month or two, or six months, if you please, or even a 
year, of a subsequent coming together of the two metals ona 
parity, would the Senator consider the inconvenience of that ad- 
vance of gold for six months or a year a sufficient hindrance or 
obstacle to prevent his adopting that method if it would lead him 
to permanent bimetallism? 

r. CHANDLER. If I could get the written guaranty of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. ee that the parity would not be broken for 
more than three or four months, or we will say, as the Senator 
trom Georgia says, six months or a year, and felt sure that they 
could fulfill their guaranty, I think I should be willing to ran 
that risk. But there is no 5 of that. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator one other ques- 
tion. - 

Mr. CHANDLER. One moment. The Senator from Georgia 
knows very well that if we join the silver nations and gold goes to 
a premium, it will be many a long year before we will see the parity 

ld with silyer at 16 to 1. 

r. BACON. The Senator from Georgia” does not know ons: 
thing of the kind, and does not believe anything of the kind. 
What I want to ask the Senator from New Hampshire now is 
this: In view of his uncertainty and in view of his very ardent 
desire for bimetallism, in the light of this apprehension on his 
part, if the undertaking to bring to our e the concerted 
action of the European governments in this matter should fail, 
where will the Senator stand? Will he be in favor of independent 
action on the part of this Government or will he be in favor of 
surrendering the cause of bimetallism? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know no such word as fail“ in this busi- 
ness. [Laughter.] I think we are going to succeed, and if I 
were sure that the 1 of the Senator from Georgia is 
right, I would be willing, I think, to run the great risk of opening 
our mints to silver. 

Mr. President, I know the views of the Senator from Georgia 
very well. He has uttered them upon this floor and he has ex- 
pounded them to me in private to my great edification. aag 
ter.] The Senator from Georgia does not believe that the free 
coinage of silver by the United States alone would result in a 
very wide departure of the value of gold from that of silver. He 
believes that the would very soon close. In other words, he 
believes that the United States can accomplish the remonetization 
of silver alone, without permanently b ing the parity between 
gold and silver. I do not think so; and that is the difference 

een the Senator from Georgia and myself, 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator answer me a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will make it very short. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwillmakeitshort. Whichis worse, to have 
a premium on gold or a premium on silver? 

r. CHAN DLER. I do not know that it makes any difference. 
I believe my views upon the subject of money are substantially 
those of the Senator from Nevada. I believe that gold and silver 
should stand together at a fixed ratio as the money of the world, 
and that neither should be at a premium over the other. 

Mr. STEWART. There is a premium now on gold, produced b 
ollowing your mentors, of 50 per cent over silver. How long wi 
ou follow them and keep up that premium—a premium on gold 

ag pS labor and everything else—and that premium is destroy- 
* e country? 
. CHANDLER. The Senator knows perfectly well that I 
believe in the feasibility of international bimetallism. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to know how long you are going to 
follow the English Government? Is there any time when you will 
let them go? ill you follow them always? You are getting to 
be an old man now, and you have followed them for twenty-five 

ears. Are you going to continue to follow them always, when 
ey have led you to a een on gold of 50 per cent? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not participate in the crime of 1878, 
as the Senator did when he was in Congress, [Laughter.] - 

Mr. STEWART. You were in the country and knew as much 
3 it as 1 did. Knowledge was equally diffused on that sub- 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, April 7, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 6, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Theodore Roosevelt, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy, vice William McAdoo, resigned. 

CHIEF OF BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 

Capt. A. S. Crowninshield, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Navigation in the Department of the Navy, vice 
Rear-Admiral Francis M. Ramsay, retired. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

William G. Cassard, a citizen of Maryland, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy, from the 3d day of April, 1897, to fill a vacancy existing 
in that grade on that date. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Alonzo J. Tyler, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the Second district of Tennessee, to succeed John T. Essary, 


Park Agnew, of Virginia, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the Sixth district of Virginia, to succeed Fitzhugh Lee, resigned. 
POSTMASTER. 

William Barret Ridgely, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Sangamon and State of Illinois, in the place of Redick M. 
Ridgely, removed, Charles A. Keyes, sopane during the recess 
of the Senate, not having been confirmed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 6, 1897. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 
Benjamin Butterworth, of Ohio, to be Commissioner of Patents. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Jay Allen, of Grayling, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Grayling, Mich. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Oscar Palmer, of Grayling, Mich., to be register of the land 
office at Grayling, Mich. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, April 7, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

3 ice- President being absent, the President pro tempore took 

e chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Berry, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
bg suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call 

e roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: : 
Gallinger, McMillan, N 
Allen, . Martin, smith, 
pate, Hal, Mite re Th AFE 
` ursi 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Morrill, Turner, 
Chandler, Harris, Murphy, Turnie, 
Clark, Hawle; Nelson, Walthall, 
Olay, Heitfe Penrose, Warren, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Perkins, Wellington, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Wetmore, 
Davis, Kyle, Platt. N. Y. ilson, 
Lindsay, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Proctor, 
Faulkner, McBride, Rawlins, 
ê, McEnery, Roach, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the ice pairs enrolled joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 20) making the a 
newal of the patrol system of the District o 
ately available; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering 
poor of India. 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS FROM FLOODS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


ropriation for re- 
lumbia immedi- 


vernors of Arkan- 
Mississippi, and Louisiana, and from PF i eer vom citizens of these States 
and Tennessee, warrants the conclusion t widespread distress, involving 
the destruction of a large amount of property and loss of human life, has re- 
sulted from the floods which have submerged that section of the country. 
These are stated, on reliable authority, to be the most destructive floods that 
have ever devastated the Mississip Valley, the water being much higher 
than the highest stage it has reached before. From Marion, Ark., north of 
Memphis, to Greenville, Miss., a distance of more than 250 miles by river, itis 
reported there are now at least fifty towns and villages under water, and a 
territory extending from 100 miles north of Memphis to 200 miles south, and 
from 5 to 40 miles wide, is submerged. Hun s of thousands of acres of 
cultivated soil, with sawing crops, are included in the submerged territory. 
In this section alone there are from 50,000 to 60,000 people whose property has 
been destroyed and whose business has been suspended. Growing cro) 
have been ruined, thousands of cattle have been drowned, and the inhabit- 
ants of certain areas threatened with starvation. Asa great majority of the 
sufferers are small farmers, they have thus been left entirely destitute, and 
will be unprepared for work even after the floods have subsided. 

The entire N M eager e is flooded and communication 
with many points cut off. In pi a like condition exists. The levees 
in Louisiana, with a single exception, have held; but the water is rising and 
the situation there is reported as being extremely critical. 

Under such circumstances the citizens of these States look for the coopera- 
tion and support of the National Government in relieving the 3 
of destitution for food, clothing, and shelter which are beyond the reach of 
local efforts. The authorities who have communicated with the Executive 
recognize that their first and most energetic duty is to provide as far as pos- 
sible the means of caring for their own citizens; but nearly all of them agree 
in the opinion that after their resources have n exhausted a sum aggre- 
gating at least $150,000 and possibly $200,000 will be required for immediate use. 

Precedents are not wanting that in such emergencies as this Congress has 
taken prompt, generous, and intelligent action, involving the expenditure of 
considerable sums of money, with satisfactory results. In byl ae ying was 
appropriated, and in 1882, 000 was also appropriated for relief in same 
AEAN ng besides large sums in other years. 

The citizens’ relief committee of Memphis, which has taken prompt action, 
has already cared for from 6,000 to 7,000 refugees from the flooded distric 
and they are still arriving in that city in la numbers daily. * 5 — an 

visions have been sent to the various points in Arkansas and Mississippi 

y this committee, but the utmost that can be done by these efforts is to 

tly relieve the most acute cases of suffering. No action has yet been 

en for the great 8 of the inhabitants living in the interior, whose 
condition has already been described. 

Under these conditions,and having exerted themselves to the fullest ex- 
tent, the local authorities have reluctantly confessed their inability to fur- 
ther cope with this distressing situation unaided by relief from the Govern- 
ment. It has therefore seemed to me that the representatives of the people 
should be pares informed of the nature and extent of the suffering and 
needs of these stricken Pome, and I have communicated these facts in the 
hope and belief that the 1 branch of the Government will promptly 
reenforce the work of the local authorities in the States named. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, April 7, 1897. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of the message of the Presi- 
dent which has just been read, I introduce a joint resolution, and 
ask for its present consideration. 22 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
réad at length for information. 25 

The joint resolution e R. 29) for the relief of the sufferers 
from the floods in the valley of the Mississippi River and its trib- 
utaries was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 4 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $150,000 is 44 appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended by and under the direction of the Secretary of War and at his dis- 
cretion in the purchase and distribution of stores to assist such destitute per- 
sons as may require assistance in the district overflowed by the * i 
River and its tributaries by the recent floods. And the Secretary of War 
authorized to use the steamers and other boats and vessels belonging to or 
now employed uy. the Government upon the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries of the north in the transportation and distribution of the sapplies fur- 
nished by the United States or individuals to and among said destitute and 
suffering people; and he may employ such other means of transportation as 
5 — 05 deem necessary to carry the purpose of this joint resolution into 
effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks for the present consideration of the joint resolution. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, the Senate day before yesterda, 
evening passed a joint resolution unanimously, the object of whic 
is to accomplish the same thing, and it is a question now as to 
which is the better course to take. That resolution makes an 
appropriation for this purpose from a sum which has heretofore 


been appropriated and is on hand in the Department for the use 
of the Marine-Hospital Service. It amounts now to $450,000 and 
is unused. The amount in 1894 was $900,000. That sum is in the 
Treasury. It is irs meyer inactive, and it has already been 
appropriated for kindred purposes. It is known as the ine- 
ospital fund for the prevention of yellow fever, smallpox, and 
cholera, frequently ed “epidemic fund.” Four hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars of it remains there unused. 
The resolution which was passed by the Senate the other even- 
ing, without objection, it seems to me, meets the object more di- 
rectly than the resolution of the Senator from Arkansas possibly 
could do, for the reason that the organization is all there ready, 
and they have their agents in the various cities, ready to commence 
operations. They have the money on hand; they have the tents, 
the blankets, the medicines, food, and all that is necessary to begin 
the work of relief. It is necessary merely to touch the telegraph, 
and the supplies will be used Where and how they are needed. 
There is a marine hospital at St. Louis, at Cairo, at Memphis, and 
at New Orleans, and they have an agency at Vicksburg. It seems 
to me that it is only necessary to divert $150,000 or whatever is 
necessary of that fund into those channels in order to put the 
work at once into active operation, and it will produce the same 
result more speedily and effectively, because the machinery is 
already there, the money is on hand, rather than that we should 
go to the Treasury and appropriate money as a separate and dis- 
tinct fund when this money is in the Treasury now lying idle 
which has heretofore been appropriated for a kindred and ger- 
mane purpose. 

For these reasons, sir, I think we had better delay until to- 
morrow morning action on this joint resolution, and see what 
course the House of Representatives takes upon the resolution 
which was sent to it day before yesterday evening. The House 
has not been in session, as Senators know, for the last two days, 
and therefore it has not considered the joint resolution, but it will 
do so, I understand, this morning. It seems to me the proper 
course to take in regard to this matter is to await the action of 
the House, and not to appropriate $159,000 out of the Treasury 
when three or four years ago we appropriated for a kindred pur- 
pose a sum of money which is lying idle. I submit. therefore, 
that the joint resolution ought to over until to-morrow, in 
order that we may see what action the House of Representatives 
will take in re; to this great flood disaster. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee object to the present consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BATE. I do not want to offer any objection, or put an ob- 
stacle in the way of doing whatever will serve the purpose and 
relieve the suffering people, but I think the other is the proper 
course. I submit it to the Senate. Already two days ago we 
took action on this matter and we are awaiting the action of the 
other House. After learning what that action is we can better 
decide what to do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will re- 
consider his opinion to the effect that the epidemic fund should 
be destroyed for the relief of the flood sufferers and that the Sen- 
ator upon reflection will see that the present proposition is the 
correct one to make. When the Senator about a fund 
lying idle in the Treasury, I reply that there is no fund lying idle 
in the Treasury in any other sense than that all the money in the 
Treasury is lying idle. In cases of emergency, of epidemics, 
plague, yellow fever, or other diseases in this country, there is 
authority to expend in an extraordinary amorgenoy $450,000, 
That fund should not be destroyed for a single day or a single 
week. It has been carefully nursed by Mr. Harris, the colleague 
of the Senator from Tennessee, who is now unfortunately absent 
by reason of sickness. It has been carefully nursed by him for 
many years, and I have myself given ial attention in aid of 
the Senator’s colleague, when Congress has been about to adjourn, 
for the preservation of that authority. It is not a fund; it is an 
authority to expend money to the extent of $400,000 or $450,000 in 
case of a sudden epidemic or disease of any kind coming into the 
country and spreading along our coast or pressing into the inte- 
rior during the recess of Congress. 

If the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee taking this fund 
away is passed, it will be necessary for us immediately to renew 
the fund and again to establish the authority which has existed 
for ten years to use that amount of money in a great emergen 
whenever the President of the United States sees fit to expend it. 
I think the Senator from Tennessee ought to delay the passage of 
his own resolution, out of regard for the fund preserved so care- 
fully by his colleague, and that he should let the present assist- 
ance to the flood sufferers take the shape of the resolution now 
introduced by the Senator from Arkansas, Very few Senators 
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knew that the proposition to assist the sufferers by the floods of 
the Western rivers was embodied in such a form as to destroy the 
fund for the prevention of epidemic diseases. Very few Senators 
realized that. If they had done so, they would have interposed 
with the objection which I now make, that it is the destroying 
of a beneficent authority to spend money to prevent epidemics, 
and it is a destruction which I know the Senator from Tennessee 
now in the Chamber would not wish to create. SoIsay Iam sat- 
isfied the Senator, when he reflects upon this subject, will see that 
the method now proposed is the best. 

I wish to ask whether any member of the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine knew that the fund of $450,000 
was for another beneficent purpose destroyed here day before yes- 
terday in the twinkling of an eye without any discussion in the 
Senate. If the members of that committee did know it, I respect- 
fully submit that they onght to have prevented the passage of the 
joint resolution introduced by the Senator from Tennessee in the 
form in which he presented it. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly it is not my Peary Mr. President, to 
destroy that fund. But there is a fund of $450,000 there, and the 
President intimates that $150,000 is the sum needed for this pur- 
pose. That is the amount named in the resolution of the Senator 
from Arkansas. That would leave $300,000 of the very fund of 
which the Senator from New Hampshire speaks. I would not 
make any inroad upon that fund if I thought it would operate to 
destroy it, but it is inactive, and there is that amount on hand. 
There is no question about it. Iwent yesterday to see the Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service. He was not in, but the 
books were examined, and the chief clerk informed me that there 
is $450,000 of the fund there. There is no cholera or yellow fever 
abroad that we know of, and no smallpox that needs attention. 
Here is a fund on hand, and it would be just as easy, when a 
state of things presents itself making it necessary to increase that 
appropriation, to increase the sum of $300,000 for that particular 

ur as it would be now to make a direct ea 4 of 
150,000 from the Treasury. What is the difference? This, I say, 
is germane; it is a kindred purpose. 

I know my colleague, as was stated by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, has been nursing with great tenderness this particu- 
lar fund. He was the chairman of that committee. But my ob- 
ject is misconceived by the Senator from New Hampshire. It is 
not my purpose to destroy that fund at all; $150,000 of it can be 
taken and it will leave a fund of $300,000. I think it better to 
pursue that course than to take $150,000 directly out of the 
Treasury. 

Ido not want to delay this measure. I have no object in the 
world in delaying it. have not objected to the t consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. But I have stated the facts. I 
do not know whether the Senator from New Hampshire was 
tresent the other evening when the joint resolution was passed. 
It was brought forward immediately after the s h of the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia ee ELKINS] was concluded. There was 
a pretty full Senate, and there was no objection toit. The joint 
resolution was read twice. I did not see fit to make any remarks 
upon the subject, for the reason that the Senate certainly under- 
stood it after two readings, and there was quite a vote upon it, 
every Senator voting aye ” so far as I know. There were many 
Senators who were not present, it is true, but that does not affect 
the question. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me to 
make a statement? 

Mr. BATE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I will state that if I had been present when the 
joint resolution of the Senator from Tennessee was offered, I 
should have objected to it, and I will give the reason. 

I happen to be chairman of the Committee on Public Health 
and National Quarantine. Dr.Wyman, who is at the head of the 
Marine-Hospital Corps, has called upon the committee repeatedly 
in regard to the necessity of maintaining the fund for the preven- 
tion of the introduction of foreign diseases into this country. 
bill is now pending before the committee, which we expect to 
modify and report favorably, giving additional powers to the 
officers of the Treasury ves to enlarge the quarantine 
regulations and to cause additional inspection of vessels coming 
from foreign ports. The reason Dr. Wyman gives (whether it be 
well founded or not I am unable to say) is that there is danger of 
the Asiatic plague being brought into this country; that there is 
an increase in our Eastern commerce, and that quarantine regula- 
tions in Asia and India are very bad indeed. 

I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that in the interest of 
humanity it would not be wise nor safe for us to touch the fund 
which has been industriously and carefully guarded by his col- 
league for so many years. I hope he will not insist upon his reso- 
lution, because I think it would be unquestionably bad legislation 
upon TE part. We had better take $150,000 from the Troasury 
generally. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, Iam very warmly in favor 


of the joint resolution that has just been introduced. I think I 
can say that every Senator on this side of the Chamber is in favor 
of any measure that promises to give relief to the suffering people 
of any part of the country. I N that no constitutional 

uestions will be raised to-day when we propose to legislate in 
the face of a great disaster. 

But I want to say, as a member of the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine, if I had been in my seat when 
the former resolution was passed a day or two ago, I should have 
entered my objection to despoiling the fund which is at the com- 
mand of the Marine-Hospital Service for use in emergencies that 
may arise at any moment in our history. That fund is there for 
the purpose of protecting our seacoast from invasion of cholera, 
yellow fever, bubonic plague, or any disease of that nature 
which might come to our shores during a recess of Congress. 
strikes me that it would be the height of folly for us for any pur- 
pose to act here in the Senate or in the Congress of the United 
States in such a way as to lessen the amount of money, not excess- 
ive, which is now at the command of the officers of the Marine- 
Hospital Service for this very beneficent purpose. 

I trust that my distinguished friend from Tennessee will see the 
propriety of allowing the fund to remain intact, so that it may be 
at the service of the men who are charged with the protection of 
the health of our people against the great invasions that may come, 
in the twinkling of an eye almost, in the heated season next sum- 
mer, when Congress is notin session, and that we may look to the 
Treasury in the direction pointed out by the joint resolution now 
pending for the relief which we are all so anxious to extend, and 
which I am gratified and delighted to see our President is so anx- 
ious to extend to our brethren of the South. I feel sure that th 
Senator from Tennessee will not press the view he has express 
here this morning, but that he will withdraw all objection to the 
passage of the joint resolution, and that we shall all unite in an 
effort to have it pass both Houses of Congress at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. 

Mr. BATE. I wish merely to say that one of the chief objects 
is to have the operations carried on through the particular chan- 
nel which is organized for just such work. As I said, the Marine- 
eg He Service has its hospitals and its agents all up and down 
the Mississippi River. Whatever fund is appropriated certainly, 
it seems to me, ought to go through those channels, in cooperation, 
of course, with the organizations of citizens along the line of relief. 

I beg to say further, in regard to the manner in which the former 
resolution was , that I introduced it day before yesterday 
and asked that it be put on its passage. Of course I am not re- 
sponsible for the absence of Senators. They were, no doubt, 
engaged in committees or doing proper work elsewhere. But it 
8 just as I remember the joint resolution introduced by the 

nator from Arkansas Mr. BERRY] passed in regard to the use 
of tents that belong to the Government for the relief of the flood 


sufferers. There was no reference of that joint resolution toa 
committee; there was no delay about it; it was without 
opposition, nem.con., justas the joint resolution I introduced was 


passed. 

So far as I am concerned, I have no wish about the matter ex- 
cept the general good. Ihave submitted these facts to the Senate. 
I thought it proper the Senate should know them. The other 
resolution is now pending in the House. It will be acted upon 
this morning, no doubt, and if action is had u 
the objectsought. If that measure is not ac 
resort to some other means. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me a mo- 
ment before he proceeds? s 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam quite sure that the pending joint resolution 
will have the very hearty and zealous support of every member 
of this body from all parts of the country without objection. In 
order that that gon may be emphasized, I desire to ask for the 
yeas and nays on its final passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks for the yeas and nays on the final passage of the joint 
resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not propose to delay the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution by discussing it for a moment. I 
wish to say, however, that one of the reasons why the pending 
resolution ought to pass is because all such appropriations have 
been made and put in the hands of the Secretary of War for use, 
The Secretary is authorized to exercise his discretion in the use 
of the funds, The War Department has all along these rivers 
where the flood now prevails officers in charge of local works, 
It has boats, it has crews of men, it has officers already at work. 
The men are along the levees that have been threatened recently; 
they are in the overflowed districts; they are familiar with the 
local conditions everywhere, and they are the men of all others 
who know where aid ought to be rendered, where suffering is to 


mit, it will effect 
upon, we can then 
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be relieved, and where no relief is needed. The Marine-Hospital 
Service has no such organization; it has no connection of that 


kind with this country. There are hospitals in the cities, in St. 

Louis, in New Orleans, Memphis, and other localities, but there is 
no force along the rivers and in the immediate localities where 
the suffering is occurring. 

This money ought to be in the hands of the Secretary of War, 
and it ought to be expended at his discretion. The officers of the 
Government who are on the ground, familiar with all the facts, 
will know jast where the money ought to be used, what ought to 
be done, where food ought to be sent, where tents should be sup- 
plied, and where other steps should be taken. The Medical De- 
partment of the Government has no knowledge of this sort, it has 
no organization fitted for this kind of work, and it is not adapted 
to it in any sense. 

For this reason I think there is no doubt that the Senate ought 
to pass the joint resolution which I have introduced. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend the joint resolution by insert- 
ing, after the words ‘‘the Mississippi River and its tributaries,” 
the words “the Red River of the North.” That is a river which 
starts in the State of Minnesota, flows in a southwesterly direction 
to the Dakota line, and up northwardly, emptying into Lake 
Winnipeg. It flows through a level country. The recent rains 
and the melting of the snows have overflowed the whole Red River 
Valley; and there are hundreds of people in that of the coun- 
try as much entitled to relief as the people of the Mississippi Val- 
ley. Lask that the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I appeal to the Senator from Minne- 
sotaforonemoment. The President of the United States has been 
for some days investigating the condition in the Mississippi Basin. 
I was at the White House on Monday last. He was not willing to 
recommend, and I did not insist on his recommending, an appropri- 
ation until he had had further time to correspond with the govern- 
ors of the States where the overflowed territory is located. He has 
had the Secretary of War in telegraphic communication with the 
officers on the ground; they have looked over this field, and they 
are satisfied that this appropriation ought to be made. The appro- 
priation of $150,000 asked for here is as little as is likely to be of any 
use there. The reports coming from the Red River of the North, 
if the newspaper reports prove to be true, may indicate that there 
should be assistance there, but I submit to the Senator from Min- 
nesota that there is no such showing as to the necessity in the val- 


ley of the Red River of the North as is made by the ident of 
the United States as to the rivers below. 
I hope the Senator will not embarrass the passage of this reso- 


lution, which applies to a district where the need is imminent, 
where the suffering is great, where thousands of people are now 
without homes, where lives have been lost in numbers, and where 
a large amount of property is being hourly destroyed. I hope he 
will not embarrass the passage of the joint resolution by poring 
an amendment upon it. If within a day or two the President or 
the Government should become satisfied that aid is needed along 
the Red River of the North, an appropriation can be made at the 
time by Congress to meet the emergency when it is known to 
exist. 

Mr. NELSON. I fail to see why this amendment should em- 
barrass the resolution. I am quite willing to vote any amount of 
relief for the sufferers from the floods of the Mississippi River, 
but at the same time, while we are doing that, it is nothing more 
than right and reasonable that the people in North Dakota and in 
Minnesota along the Red River Valley should also have some 
assistance, While the damages, owing to the limited area, are 
not so extensive, while the suffering is not so extensive, while it 
does not inyolve as many people, as far as it goes it is exactly the 
same kind of suffering from the same causes that exist in the valley 
of the Mississippi. have always been ready, and so have the 
people of my State, to nd to any claims made on behalf of 
the people along the Mississippi River, and now when I ask this 
little favor for people who are in exactly the same situation as the 

ple in the Mississippi River Valley, when I ask that they shall 

included and get a little portion of this relief, I do not think 
my friend from Arkansas ought to object to it. It can not be said 
that the amendment embarrasses the resolution, for it will go 
through with the little amendment upon it that I have offered just 
as easily as it will go through without it. 

Mr. BERRY. ill the Senator from Minnesota permit me? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. If the governors of those Northern States, if the 
authorities there, show within a day or two, or if there is an: 
showing which will satisfy the two Houses of Congress, that su 
relief is a necessity, I am confident there is not a man in this Cham- 
ber who will oppose the proposition of the Senator from Minne- 
sota. But Istatetothe Senator that his amendment will embarrass 
the passage of the pending resolution, because I have information 
coming from the Senator North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], 
who frst contemplated offering the amendment, but concluded 
that it would be better to wait until he knew the extent of dam- 


age there before offering it. He had information from elsewhere 
that there is opposition, not coming from the Mississippi River 
Valley, but from another source, which would very much embar- 
rass the resolution. As it is important that this measure shall be 

ad, and passed at once, in order to secure the signature of the 

dent to-day, I hope the Senator from Minnesota will bring in 
a separate resolution, when he will find no opposition whatever 
from the people living in the Mississippi River Valley. 

Mr. NELSON. In view of the appeal made to me by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas who has just taken his seat, while I feel that 
the people of the Red River Valley ought to be included in the 
resolution, I do not want to ap in the attitude of opposing, in 
any form, however slight it might seem, the relief that I know is 
necessary should be given promptly to the sufferers along the 
Mississippi River. Under these circumstances, I feel as though it 
would be just and proper for me to withdraw the amendment I 
have just offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
withdraws the amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It was myintention to have offered the 
amendment which was proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 
Indeed, I had examined the joint resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, and had imserted the amendment in that 
resolution, expecting to press it this morning. But upon consul- 
tation with the Senators from Arkansas and other Senators inter- 
ested in the region that is now devastated by floods, and so seri- 
ously devastated, and in view of the fact that the State authorities 
in North Dakota have not yet acted, nor have they been appealed 
to for aid, I concluded to forego pressing the amendment until I 
could get further information on the subject. 

2 joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SEWELL. Lask, for information, what became of the joint 
resolution in relation to appropriating the funds of the Marine- 
Hospital Service? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It passed the Senate day before 
yesterday. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is in the hands of the other House? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is it n to have both? If we pass this 
resolution, ought we not tor the one which was passed two 
days ago? 

Mr. BATE. We can not hear the Senator from New Jersey 
over here. There is talking all around me. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask whether, if the pending resolution appro- 
priating $150,000 directly from the Treasury is passed by the Len- 
ate W goes to the House, the one passed before should not be 

Mr. BATE. I should say not until they take action on it there. 
The one which I introduced will fall if this measure goes to the 
House and the House acts upon it promptly. Let the House take 
their choice. Itis not worth while for us to recall it, I think. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope Senators will not impede the 
2 of the joint resolution by à discussion as to what ought to 

done with the other resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
I am heartily in favor of the pending resolution, but I do not want 
to touch on the other fund. I watched with a great deal of inter- 
est the care which the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
took of the other fund. I think the Government is amply able to 
make an appropriation in case of necessity without touching a fund 
that is already devoted to certain itie purposes. But I want 
to know whether, if we pass the pending resolution, we ought not 
to recall the other resolution. I give notice that I will submit a 
motion to recall the joint resolution that was passed on Monday 
when the one that is pending has passed this body. 

Mr, CULLOM. I am informed that there is not the slightest 

robability of the resolution ee a day or two ago by the Senate 
ing adopted by the other House. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro yan ie The question is, Shall the joint 
resolution pass? On which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary ee to the roll. 

Mr. MCBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If 

è were present, I should vote yea.” 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], but I feel sure that he 
would vote for the joint resolution, and therefore I will vote. I 
vote yea. s 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. I am in- 
formed by his colleague that if the senior Senator from California 
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were present he would vote yea.” I will therefore vote. I vote 
“ yea. * 


Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 

neral pair with the Senator from North Carolina . BUTLER]. 
fe is not present. I therefore withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.” 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. EARLE. I am paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I understand that if the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] were present he would vote yea.“ 
I therefore desire to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. McBRIDE. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. WILSON. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Pasco], but upon this question I am at liberty to 
vote. He would vote “yea” if present. I vote “ yea.“ 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 

ired with the senior Senator from Lonisiana . CAFFERY], but 

voted, feeling that he would vote in favor of the resolution; and 
if there is no Sesti I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. GEAR (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Surrn] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted, the Chair is 
informed. 

Mr. GEAR. I will let my vote stand, under the circumstances. 

The result was announced—yeas 60; nays 0; as follows: 


YEAS—00. 
Allen, Faulkner, McBride, 
‘Allison, Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
Gallinger, Shoup, 
Gear, n. 8 
d tchell, wart, 
ws, Hale, Morrill, Thurston, 
Cannon, Hanna, Murphy, man, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Nelson, Turner, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Perkins, ETA 
Clark, Harley, Pett: Walthall, 
Clay, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
oar, Platt, N. X. Wellington, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pri Wetmore, 
Lindsay, Proctor, ilson, 
Fairbanks, ge, Raw Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—27 
Aldri Earle, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Baker,” Foraker, Mantle, May, 7 
utler. 0, ith, 
Chilton, Karkle Te Mora Tar j 
a un. 0 ~ 
Daniel” Jones, Nev. Fase White. 
Davis. Kenney, Penrose, 
So the joint resolution was passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The m of the President 


will be ordered to be printed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I desire to say that had I been 
in the Chamber when the joint resolution oe R. 27) for the relief 
of the flood sufferers of the Mississippi Valley was passed, which 
appropriated money in the hands of the Marine-Hospital fund and 
authorized the officers of that institution to distribute relief, I 
should have opposed it. Ido not think, in the first place, that 
we ought to disturb that fund in any sense, nor should we extend 
the duties of the officers of that corps for the distribution of any 
fund, as they are not appropriate to the occasion. Distinctively 
this duty belongs to the War De ent. The War en 
has the machinery and the Marine-Hospital Service has not, ex- 
cept in the leading ports of the country, where the floods do not 
touch, save possibly at New Orleans. 

I see now no use for the adoption of that joint resolution after 
we haye passed the joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to expend $150,000. 1 should be willing to extend that, if 
necessary, to any amount in a case of this kind, but I do not want 
to destroy the efficiency of the fund which has been accumulating 
under the corps of the Marine-Hospital Service to be used for ex- 
igencies which may arise at any moment in any part of this coun- 

I therefore ask that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return Senate joint resolution No. 27 to the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jerse 
enters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed 
the joint resolution referred to by him, and that it be recalled from 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I shall offer no particular objection 
to that request. Ihave no prideof opinion whatever in regard to 
it. I Wanted to subserve the general purposo and the eral 
good, and it occurred to me that the Marine-Hospital Service 
Was the appropriate channel through which it should be done. 
It occurs to me now that that is the better way. They have all 
the appliances to do it at once without delay and without the 
necessity for organizing committees, etc., in these various places. 
I have, therefore, as I say, no pride of opinion about it, but it 
seems to be the sense of the Senate to adopt the recommendation 
of the President for an appropriation, directly out of the Treas- 


ury, of $150,000 for the relief of the sufferers, which, if done; of 
course will supersede the necessity for the passage by the House of 
the joint resolution I introduced. Iam of the opinion that it is 
proper to leave the matter to the House of Representatives, and 
if they see fit to take that resolution they would do so. Other- 
wise they would adopt the appropriation for $150,000, as we have 
it recommended here. 

I have no objection at all, sir, to the proposition to reconsider 
the passage of the joint resolution, but as the machinery exists 
already, and is in operation along the line of the Mississippi 
River—which is, as it were, ‘‘a great inland sea,” and is entitled 
to as much legislative consideration as if it were an ocean coast— 
it seems to me that should be the channel through which this re- 
lief should be extended; but I shall not place any obstacle in the 
way. If it is the desire of the Senate t the joint resolution 
shall be recalled, let it be done. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 47) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district 
overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries and by the 
Red River of the North, and making an appropriation to relieve 
the sufferers by said overflow; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the joint resolution 
which has just been passed by the House of Representatives and 
sent to the Senate is in identically the same n the one 
passed by the Senate a few minutes ago, except t it appro- 
priates $200,000 and includes the Red River of the North with the 
tributaries of the Mississippi. There are three other words left 
out, in his discretion,” which had been written in the other, as 
to limiting the power of the Secretary of War. I ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate that the joint resolution of the House of 
Representatives may be immediately passed, so that it may go to 
the President without delay. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Immediately considered, the Senator means. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; immediately considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks the immediate consideration of the joint resolution which 
bee been received from the House of Representatives, which will 

The joint resolution (H. R. 47) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the dis- 
trict overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries and 
by the Red River of the North, and making an appropriation to 
relieve the sufferers by said overflow, was read the first time by 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representati etc., That the sum of 
$200,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appro: to be expended by and under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War in the purchase and distribution of subsi ce stores to such 
destitute persons as may require assistance in the district overflowed by the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries and by the Red River of the North, by 
the recent floods. And the Secretary of War is authorized to use the steam- 
ers and other boats and vessels belonging to or now Y by the Govern- 
ment upon the egali Ay Matar ts tributaries in the rtationand 
distribution of the supp! furnished by the United States or individuals to 
and among said destitute and suffering people, and he may employ such other 


means of t tion as he may deem necessary to carry the purpose of 
this joint resolution into effect. z 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. PETTUS. Do J understand the Senator from Arkansas to 
move the reconsideration of what has already been done with a 
view to offering a substitute? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; I ask that this joint resolu- 
tion be considered; and after it shall have been passed I will move 
a reconsideration of the Senate joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I move that the Senate reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate joint resolution on the same subject was 
passed a few minutes ago, and that it be indefinitely postponed. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. SEWELL. I have entered a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which Senate joint resolution 27 was passed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator’s motion relates to a 
previous joint resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. To a joint resolution heretofore sent to the 
House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the vari- 
ous votes by which the joint 5 the Senate a few 
moments ago will be rded as reconsidered, and the joint reso- 
lution indetinitely postponed. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. SEWELL. I now ask that the vote be reconsidered by 
which the Senate passed the joint resolution (S. R. 27) for the 
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relief of the flood sufferers of the Mississippi Valley, and that it 
be recalled from the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BATE. I think that is the e thing to do now, as 


the House has passed and sent to the Senate during this discussion 
a joint resolution appropriating $200,000 for the same purpose, and 
in that connection, I have a communication here from Mr. O. L. 
Spaulding, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, which I ask to 
have read, as it is short and pertinent to this matter. It has just 
come to me as a counterpart to one sent to my colleague in the 
House, Hon. E. W. CarMACK, who represents the Memphis dis- 


trict. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
communication, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 7, 1897. 


Sır: In reply to your letter addressed to the Surgeon-General of the Ma- 
rine-Hospi rvice, uesting an official statement of supplies, etc., and 
the amount of money that would be available under Senate resolution 27, I 
have to state that I am informed by the Surgeon-General of the Marine- 
Hospital Service that there is a limited supp’. of tents, blankets, etc., on 
mans bak the service has contracts with ers in the several articles 
named. 

In rogard to the amount of money available, thereis a balance of the epi- 
demic fund of $475,000. Your attention is invited to the fact that this fund 
was provided by Co for the prevention of introduction and spread of 
epidemic diseases, and the resolution as offered would authorize an expendi- 
ture of the whole amount, and is believed by this Department to be unwise 
ana dangerous to leave the Treasury Department with no resources of this 
nature. 

Iam informed by the Surgeon General of the Marine-Hospital Service that 
there is every summer and fall much concern felt, 8 in the South, 
with regard to the introduction of yellow fever; t the present sanitary 
conditions and prevailing diseases in Cuba are such as to necessitate the great- 
est carefulness lest — Amas and yellow fever be admitted into the United 
States. Furthermore, cholera and the plague prevail in various European 
and Asiatic ports and threaten the United States. The expenses incurred in 
sak A heir introduction are payable out of the epidemic fund. 

It is believed that the danger during the coming summer and fall is greater 
than usual. The Depa t, therefore, can not approve of the resolutionin 
its present form. 


Respectfully, yours, O. L. SPAULDING, 
ae R Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. E. W. CARMACK, 


House of Representatives. 


Mr. BATE. That communication was received by me since 
this discussion began, and seeing that it related to the matter 
under discussion and was from an official source, I have presented 
it to the Senate because I thought it proper that the Senate should 
be advised of its contents, notwithstanding I do not agree with the 


conclusions therein expressed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the vote 


by which the joint resolution referred to by the Senator from New 
Jersey was will be reconsidered i 
Mr. C DLER. I desire to say a word before the vote is 


taken, Mr. President. 
eg PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
ire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. -+ When [had the floor before the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. BATE] had not stated that he would not make ob- 
jection to the reconsideration of the joint resolution. I wish to say 
that Lam glad the Senator has now consented. No one can blame 
him, of course, for the zeal and expedition which he showed in 
securing the passage of the resolution which is now to be reconsid- 
ered. The Senator merely failed to realize the fact that his col- 
league [Mr. HARRIS] and other Senators have been very solicitous 
to preserve that fund, and only allowed his resolution to pass be- 
cause they were not aware that it did anything more than make a 
new appropriation from the Treasury. If they had known that 
this fund was to be encroached upon, they would not have given 
that unanimous consent. I am obliged to the Senator for consent- 
ing to the reconsideration of his own resolution. 

Mr. BATE. I desire simply to sayin that connection that I had 
no idea of destroying that fund, but to get an appropriation of 
$150,000 out of $475,000, still 5 in that fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the vote by 
which the joint resolution (S. R. 27) for the relief of the floo 
sufferers of the Mississippi Valley was passed will be regarded as 
reconsidered, and the joint resolution recalled from the House of 
Representatives. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


DISPOSAL OF UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


The PRESIDENT Pe tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney General, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 26th ultimo, certain information as to any 
or what agreement has been entered into by the President or any 
of the Executive Departments relating to the future disposal of 
the Union Pacific Railway by sale or otherwise; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. MORGAN, referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD MORTGAGES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney-General, in further response to a 
resolution of the 19th ultimo, calling for copies of the record of 
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proceedings in cases relating to the foreclosure of any mortgage 
against the property of the Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

po nga copy of the record in the case of Russell Sage and 
George J. Gould, trustees, complainants, vs. The Union Pacific 
Railway Compan , the Mercantile Trust Company, S. H. H. Clark 

and others; which, with the accompanying papers, was refer 

to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of H. Cleveland Beach and 
sundry other citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment 
of legislation granting a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used in 
the arts and in medicinal and other like compounds; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented petitions of the Ford River Lumber 
Company and sundry citizens of Ford River; of Charles Hebard 
& Son, of Pequaming; of the Leathern & Smith Lumber Com- 
pany and tia pn citizens of Sturgis Bay, and of Van Winkle & 

ontague and sundry other citizens of Ann Arbor, all in the State 
of Michigan, praying for the imposition of a duty of not less than 
$2 per thousand feet on rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a 8 of Farragut Post, No. 25, 
Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lin- 
coln, Nebr., praying for the ratification of the 
treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Nebraska Chicory Company, of Schuyler, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of legislation regulating the import duty on foreign 
chicory root and the manufactured products thereof, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the president of the State Horti- 
cultural Society, of Crete, Nebr., praying that a specific duty be 
placed on foreign nursery stock in the pending tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. , 

He also presented a petition of the Bemis Omaha Bag Company, 
of Omaha, Nebr., relative to the jute schedule in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 267, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Plattsmouth, N. J.; of A. Polack 
of Omaha, Nebr., and of Vetterlein Bros., manufacturers of 
cigars, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of 
the duty on leaf tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the A. Booth Packing Com- 

ny, of Omaha, Nebr., are pepe Inge iene) the imposition of a 

uty in the pending tariff bill on all fish, fresh, frozen, or packed 
in ice; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ee a petition of Kilpatrick Bros. & Collins, of 
Beatrice, Nebr., raving that the duty on lead in ore and lead 
in pig and base bullion be placed on the basis of the same ad 
valorem rate in the pending bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ` 

He also presented the petitions of Prof. Henry B. Ward, Uni- 
versity of Nebraska, Lincoln, Nebr.; of Prof, Carl Swenson 
Bethany College, Lindsborg, Kans.; of Hon. John Rosicky, of 
Omaha, Nebr.; of William E. Jillson, president of the Nebraska 
Library Association, Lincoln, Nebr., and of James H. Canfield, 
president of the Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio, pra 
that books, 8 periodicals, etc., imported for the use o 
libraries, philosophical apparatus, etc., be placed on the free list 
in the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on ce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Crescent Coal and Minin 
. of Chicago, III., remonstrating against an increase o 
duty on bituminous coal in the pending tariff bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. C. Marble, of Los Angeles, 
Cal., praying that a reasonable duty be placed upon oranges, etc., 
in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the F. J. Lewis Roofing and 
Manufacturing Company, of Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against 
any duty being placed in the pending tariff bill upon coal tar; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Plattsmouth Gas and Elec- 
tric Light Company, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., praying for the im- 
position of a duty on coal tar in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Harry F. Clarke, of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying that a specific duty of 5 or 6 cents a pound be 
placed upon hides in the pending tariff bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Gold Beat- 
ers’ Protective Union and sun citizens of New York City, 
N. Y., praying that a duty be placed on imported silver and alumi- 
num leaf in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


nding arbitration 


1897. 


Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Philadelphia Cigar 


Manufacturers’ Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for a 


uniform rate of not exceeding 55 cents per pound on all imported 
tobaccos, and that the presentrate of $1.50 per pound onunstemmed 
wrappers and 85 cents ye pound on unstemmed fillers be inserted 
in the pending tariff bill; 


nce. 

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the Perkins Lumber Company, 
of Harrison, Ga., praying for the sg (ee a of a duty of not less 
than $2 per thousand feet on rough lumber in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of Foley Bros, & Kelly and 
sundry other grocers, druggists, and chemists of St. Paul, Minn., 
praying that argols and lees be placed on the free list in the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. HALE. I present communications from the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Attorney-General relative to deficiencies in 
the pending appropriation bills, I move that they be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 226) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; 

A bill (S. 227) for the relief of George A. Orr; 

A bill (S. 228) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; 

A bill (S. 229) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr.; 

A bill (S. 230) for the relief of John M. Davis; 

A bill (S. 231) for the relief of Ezra 8. Havens; and 

A bill (S. 232) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 
the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill E 1565) to amend and make certain theintent 
of section 714 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, provid- 
ing for salaries of judgesin certain cases after retirement, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Vest on the 29th ultimo, 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, submitted a favorable report thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1623) granting an increase 
of pension to John J. Paige; which was read twice by its title, and, 
8 accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1624) to fix the pay, 
allowances, tenure of office, and rank of the veterinary surgeons of 
the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Augusta 
Turner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1626) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Horace J. Rowell; and 

= bill (S. 1627) to correct the military record of William Mur- 
phy. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1628) to provide for com- 
petitive firing tests between civilian and army officers’ inventions 
of gun carriages; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to fhe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 1629) granting to 
the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reserva- 
tion, in said State, for the pu of establishing western branches 
of the Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas State Normal 
School thereon, and for a public park; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1630) to amend chapter 67, volume 
23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1631) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Atkinson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1632) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Byron Van Walker; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
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ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
aims: 


A bill (S. 1633) for the relief of F. B. Toms and Sallie T. Harris, 
of Monroe County, Ark.; 
A bill (S. 1634) for the relief of Charles T. Hyde, of Clarendon, 


which was referred to the Committee on | Ark, 


, 

A bill (S. 1635) for relief of Mary F. Pollan, administratrix of 
William H. Pollan, deceased, late of Crittenden County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 1636) for the relief of the estate of Richard Higgins, 
late of Phillips County, Ark.; 
ae bill Gi 1637) for the relief of Henry McGill, of Monroe County, 

an 

A bill (S. 1638) for the relief of the estate of Robert E. Bonds, 
deceased, late of Monroe County, Ark. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill 8 1639) toestablish a fish-hatching 
and fish-culture station in the State of Georgia; which was read 
twice br its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1640) for the relief of Mrs, 
Emma D. Larsh and Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1641) for the relief of the estate of B. S. Hallum, late 
of Warren County, Miss.; : 

A bill (S. 1642) for the relief of Phillip Raifad, administrator 
of 2 Z. Raifad, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.; 

A bill (S. 1648) for the relief of estate of J. J. Galtney, of Yazoo 
Omani Miss.; 

855 $ S. 1644) for the relief of William Whittaker, of Warren 
unty, is 

A pill 12 1645) for the relief of Mary Ann Nagle, widow of 
Thomas K. Jones, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.; 

A bill 6. 1646) for the relief of Oharles O. Spencer, of Tippah 
County, Miss.; and 

A bill (8. 1047) for the relief of estate of Alfred O. Canon, de- 
ceased, late of County, Miss. 

Mr. CHILTON introđuced a bill (S. 1648) to amend section 9 
of an act entitled An act to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and 
Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes;” which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 1649) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis Scott; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1650) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Kate Yeager; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1651) to amend the act creating the 
circuit court of appeals in regard to fees and costs, and for other 

; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the J Sept 
' Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
80) authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War to contract 
with Charles Stoughton for the improvement of the Harlem Kills, 
New York City, by a canal to connect the lower Harlem River 
with Long Island Sound, 3,400 feet in length, 300 feet in width, 
and 15 feet in depth at mean low water. or by a similar canal 18 
feet in depth at mean low water, in strict conformity with the 
survey and report made thereon in 1881 by Col. John Newton; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
yas ered te to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

e printed. 

r. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military irs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which) 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORT ON UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. KYLE. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee to Establish 
the University of the United States 5,000 copies of part 3, Senate Report No. 
429, Pifty-fourth Congress, first session. : 
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Mr. KYLE. I will state that 5,000 copies of the first two parts 

were printed, but I believe only about 1,000 copies of the third 

rt. I desire to have the three parts printed together and a like 
umber of each printed. It will cost about $20 or 825. 


The PRESID. 
ent consideration of 

Mr. HALE. What is the paper or document which the Senator 
from South Dakota desires to have printed? 

Mr. KYLE. It is part 3 of the committee’s By a 
mistake last year there were only about 1,000 copies of the third 

printed, while there were 5,000 copies each of the first and 
second parts. I should like to have the third part printed, so that 
they can all be sent out ther. 

. HALE. The minority report as well as the majority report 
was provided for formerly? 

Mr. KYLE. There was a subsequent rejoinder, I think, which 
went with the committee's re 

Mr. HALE. All I desire to know is whether the geport of the 
minority of the committee on this bill is printed or to be printed 
with the other report? 

Mr. KYLE. It is printed, and we have had 5,000 copies of it 
Pee tsa hoe say e 5 o out to- 
gether, the majori e ority report, an: athied part 

Mr. HALE. ‘Then thay 


e no objection to the resolution. 


Pe tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
e resolution? The Chair hears none. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on ing to 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 
The resolution was agreed to, 


REORGANIZATION OF COMMITTEES. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the Chair ae before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from yesterday, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. EARLE, that the Senate 

to-morrow, the 7th instant, at — o’clock, to reorganize the 
committees and to fill all vacancies therein. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from South Carolina who intro- 
duced the resolution is not in his seat, and I ask that it may go 


‘over without 1 pee place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution may go over until to- 
morrow. Is there objection? The ir hears none. 

Mr. PETTUS. Without losing its place. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the order. 

Mr. HOAR su ently said: I rose, when the unanimous con- 
sent was just to address the Chair upon the resolution 
‘which went over. I desire to ipulate that all the rights of 


‘objection to the resolution shall be reserved under the rules. 
a Shen wi * asa eg id course. 
; " ith no change in its position. 
Mr. GORMAN, Not at all. 
TREASURY ORDER IN REGARD TO THE TARIFF BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Pone resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
r 
The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VEST was read, and 
agreed to; as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secre of the be directed to inform the 
Senate what order, if any, has issued by to the custom-house offi- 
cers of the United States in regard to out the provisions of section 


‘ore ce Committee of the Senate, 
and that he inform the Senate, if such order has been made, the authority 
for such action. 


STATISTICS, ETO., RELATING TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hoar, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to ascertain and report 
to the Senate, from time to time, the following . 
of the nations with which the United States has diplomatic relations, namely: 

The amount of taxes or ex: o 
other sources of income; É 

The mode of collection of such taxes or excises; 

The statistics of exports and imports; 

The method of collecting duties; 

The tariff 


The 
The numbers of 


w. 
The administrative mechanism, including the mode of ing out or re- 
geiving public moneys, the seeping o£ accounts and securit: eine the proper 
ou y and disbursement of public funds; 
The public indebtedness; 
The method of enacting laws: z 
The character of the le tive chambers; the persons or public officers or 
ministers who have practically the control of determining what laws shall be 


Abel their passage, or what items of public expenditure shall be con- 


To the end that the Senate may have for convenient reference and instruc- 
tion the particulars of the legislative, executive, and judicial mechanism of 
he governments aforesaid. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the resolution stand over 
without losing its rights, as I do not 3 to call it up for sev- 
eral days. Some Senators have kindly promised to look at it, in 
order to see whether they have any additions to suggest; amon 
others, I think, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 
ask that the resolution may go over. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that by unanimous consent the resolution go over, only to be 
called up by the Senator himself, so that we shall all have notice 
of it, and not to be laid before the Senate from day to day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
request to be that the resolntion shall go over from day to day, to 
be called up by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GOR That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hears none, and it is so ordered, 


WAR IN CUBA, 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate resume the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition 
of public So ing! exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be 


tained. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator, I suppose, desires to go on with his 


remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, 

Mr. HALE. I do not object, of course. When the hour of 2 
o’clock comes 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course when the hour of 2 o’clock arrives 
it will cut me off, as well as the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama, that the Senate resume 
the consideration of the joint resolution indicated, 

The motion was a to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, yesterday, when my observa- 
tions on this subject were being somewhat systematically pre- 
sented, according to a e of the Senate which I think ought 
to be more honored in the breach than in the observance, there 
was an interruption which threw me off to a collateral question 
a matter of no consequence in the consideration of the merits of 
the joint resolution. Leaving that matter and all that concerns 
it, for the present at least, I shall proceed with the argument I 
was endeavoring to make, to show what are the rights of citizens 
of the United States when a declaration of the existence of bellig- 
erency or war in Cuba shall be made either by the Government of 
Spain or the Government of the United States. I had proceeded 
with a sentence, which was broken into, stating that an announce- 
ment by Spain that such a declaration on our part was a hostile 
act would be a mere pretext; that she could not make the declara- 
tion in good faith. 

In the absence of a declaration of belligerency by the Govern- 
ment of the United States or the Government of Spain we have 
found that all the municipal regulations, laws of Spain, whether 
they are specially applicable to Cuba or whether they are locally 
a to Spain, and all the edicts of the Captains-General in 

Who have claimed the right and have exercised it, and now 


Is there objection? The Chair 


“exercise it, of proclaiming martial law in that island, and, under 


that proclamation of martial law, of defining new offenses to be 
punished in a military way by what we call a drumhead court- 
martial—all of those things have combined together for the pur- 
pose, or at least to the effect, of . citizenship there 
entirely in subordination to Spanish whether it is enacted by 
the Cortes for the peninsula or by that Government for the Island 
of Cuba, or whether it is Spanish law resulting from the mere 
edict of the Captain-General. 

Ican not conceive, even without reference to the Government 
of S and the enormous barbarities that have been perpetrated 
by that Govérnment in the execution of its so-called laws, that 
any government in the world can hold toward the ple of the 
United States a relation of that character. Not only the laws of 
civilized warfare but the laws of nations attend a citizen of the 
United States wherever he may go, and save to him at least the 
right of trial in the jurisdictions of that country inaugurated by 
the civil authority in time of peace, unless the condition of pe 
has been interrupted and a state of public war exists. That is 
rather an important statement connected with the situation of 
the people of the United States in the Island of Cuba. 

If no government in the world has the right, under the laws of 
nations, to try our citizens by newly devised machinery or for 
offenses hitherto unknown to any civil code, and convict them 
and sentence them to death or to imprisonment for life without 
the concurrence of the Government of the United States, either 
expressly or by implication, it must follow that as to the Island 
of Cuba, where there are three situations created by law, to each 
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of which the citizen of the United States is held responsible under 
different penalties and to different tribunals, there is great occa- 
sion for serious and earnest consideration whether our people in 
that island are being made to suffer contrary to the laws of na- 
tions. There is great and immediate occasion for requiring that 
the people of the United States in the Island of Ouba shall have 
the protection of our treaty rights. I deny 5 and absolutely 
that the Government of nag can have an rig t at all to take 
up a citizen of the United States found insubordinate or inimical 
to her civil institutions, or raising or promoting insurrection in 
that island, and try him in any o mode than that prescribed 
in the treaty of 1795 as it has been modified by the protocol in the 
year 1877. It will not do for the Government of S to be per- 
mitted, when it has a treaty with us like that of 1795, follow 
it has been since that time by modifications on several occasions 
to ignore and discard the binding obligations of that treaty, and 
to take our citizens and try them in any form it thinks best for 
offenses declared by a captain-general under martial law at a 
time when peace is said to prevail in that island. 

Now, unquestionably the evidence is plain, coming from a t 
many undisputed sources, that this has been done by Spånish 
authority. eyler and Campos and other officials of Spain when 
in authority in Cuba have issued proclamations denouncing new 
offenses against all persons, including the poopie of the United 
States who are 8 residing on that island—new offenses 
unknown to the civil code of S. , unknown to the laws of na- 
tions, and unknown to anybody except the Captain-General-who 
proclaims these laws—and put them in force against American 
citizens in a time of peace in the Island of Cuba. 

That brings up the main 2 ition, which I state, as follows: 
That in time of peace in the d of Cuba the power of the 
Spanish Crown or any other power subordinate to the Crown can 
not have the right to decree new crimes, by proclamation, against 
citizens of the United States residing there, and put them on trial 
before a military court-martial for those new offenses. That is 
a moral and legal impossibility in the view we have always had 
of the rights of American people under the laws of nations, and 
in view of our treaties with Spain. What has been the result in 
Cuba? The President of the United States, in his last annual 
message, refers to some of these co uences and results, and 
without stopping to read them I will state them, because I think 
I can do it with accuracy and fairness. He says that the people 
of the United States, aing with other masses of the population in 
Cuba, have been compelled to leave their homes and to herd them- 
selves in the towns and villages, there to receive . from the 
Government of Spain through rations issued by the military au- 
thority, and a breach of those 8 is attended with a de- 
nunciation against them of penalties of such severity as would 
reach even to life or imprisonment for life. 

Men are not allowed to pass out of those villages without passes 
certified by certain military authorities. That may be well enough 
for police dead grasa but how do they get into the villages? 0 
brought them there? Under what authority of law were these 
men assembled in those and towns? They have been 
herded together like cattle and driven by the soldiery into those 
places, not for refuge, not for protection, but for the avowed pur- 
pose of starvation. Why do I say for the avowed purpose of 
starvation”? Because they are purposely driven from their homes 
and are denied the privilege of drawing supplies from their own 
farms and gardens and are required to place themselves upon 
rations to be issued by the Government of Spain. This is part of 
a plan of general devastation. The penalty for the violation of 
these 1 is outlawry. That means exposure to any act 
that any guerrilla or any Spanish soldier may see proper to inflict 
upon the poor sufferer. 

Having treaties with us in which Spain engages that our citizens 
shall live in peace upon the Island of Cuba, that when offenses 
are charged against them they shall be tried by certain tribunals 
and in a certain way, and that the offenses which are charged are 
described in the act of 1821, when they relate to hostility toward 
the Government, and not in any law to be newly enacted by the 
ukase or decree of the papt eneral—when these things occur, 
our people are protected by that treaty from all assault on the 

art of the military authorities of the kind that Weyler has con- 

inually wa against citizens of the United States. 
esident of the United States, in his last annual message, 
referring to these facts, deplores them, but he offers no corrective. 
I believe, sir, that in that 1 has occurred many of the 
most grievous outrages of all that have been inflicted by the Gov- 
ernment of Spain upon the citizens of the United States. What 
is the pretext for this situation? The Spanish-pretext is that 
insurrection exists in the Island of Cuba. Sir, that is no justifi- 
cation. The nation which declares that insurrection exists, and 
not war, must affirm, and does affirm, its ability to quell the 
insurrection by the civil authority without waging war and prose- 
cuting military operations; and failing to do that, its Popon lty 
for theresultsis confessed. When the Government of Spain admits 


as 


by the attitude which she takes toward the citizens of the United 
States that an insurrection exists in the Island of Cuba, and that 
we have the right to look to her for the suppression of that insur- 
rection, she at the same time admits that she has not any right to 
suspend the civil laws in the Island of Cuba and to put the island 
in a state of war without making a public declaration to that effect. 

Now, here has been the difficulty all the time in the attitude of 
Spain toward the poopie of the United States, that while they 
use every measure that war justifies for controlling the Island of 
Cuba, for restoring the island, as they say, to peace or to pacifica- 
tion, they, at the same time, deny the existence of war and refuse 
to give to the people of the United States resident there, or who 
may happen to be there, the protection which belongs to a state 
of war. In a state of profound peace, as they assert, they not 
only proclaim martial law, but they enforce the proclamation by 
military authority and military forces, resulting almost in every 
instance where conviction is had in a military court in the imme- 
diate execution of the alleged convict by the guns of the soldiery. 
That condition of affairs plainly violates the treaty of 1795, and 
the President of the United States, when he sent in his annual 
message in December, seems to have been entirely cognizant of 
that fact, for he complains of it and makes his complaint a very 
forcible one against the Government of Spain. But no remedy 
comes; there is no relief. 

In view of this situation, I ask the Senate of the United States 
how long are we to abide under the present condition of affairs? 
How long is this authority of the Captain-General of Cuba to con- 
tinue, when he can day after day, according to his own whim and 
caprice, issue new orders defining new crimes, suspending civil 
law, and requiring our people on the island to be subjected to those 
orders and those offenses as he may conceive they have been perpe- 
trated? Howlongare we to wait for that? When ought that to stop? 
What relief are our people getting from that situation? None, 
Mr. President, has been obtained as yet. None is promised. None 
is expected. Is it not nec , therefore, that the Government 
of the United States should define its attitude in this matter with 
reference to citizens of the United States, in order that they may 
know what to rely upon, or that they may gather up what effects 
they can possibly bring away and leave the island and come home 
for protection? 

How much property have the people of the United States in the 
Island of Cuba? The President of the United States says that we 
have $50,000,000 worth of property there. If one man is compelled 
toleave because of the muwapo 8 against his property or 
his person, Why not another hese decrees of condemnation for 
offenses that are defined only by the proclamations of Weyler 
amount not merely to 3 against our people, but to de- 
crees of banishment from the Island of Cuba. Sir, I maintain 
that no such outrage has ever been attempted to be perpetrated 
by one nation against another in the world as that which now 
holds up its haughty head and demands the submission of the 
United States and her people to such decrees. . 

Ithink [have sufiiciently stated, yesterday and to-day, the ground- 
work, the basis, the principles, upon which I found this joint reso- 
lution. I could appeal to the history of the Senate, to its action 
of a year ago, and pon joint resolution fully. I could a 

to its action of day before yesterday and equally well justify 
itin every particular. In both of these declarations we have an- 
nounced the existence of a state of public war in Cuba. When 
that announcement is made, then there follows the ne cor- 
ollary that the laws of civilized warfare apply to the contest in 
the island. We can not get rid of it. Is the declaration true? 
Does public war exist there? If it is true, and if public war does 
exist there, then our citizens have the right to the shelter of the 
laws provided by the consent of the ci d nations of the earth 
for that sort of protection which is given to a people when the 
country they are occupying is engaged in public war. I need not 
go on and attempt to define all of the rig ts that come from this 
condition, but I will refer to a text-book for the purpose of show- 
ing one or two of them, and then later on I will show by evidence 
that I have to adduce here how far these rights have been abused 
in the Island of Cuba. 

Yesterday I adverted to the fact that a declaration of belliger- 
ency or a declaration that war exists in a particular . 
every man who is in that country in legal or technical hostility to 
the country with which it is engaged in war. So will not go over 
that ground except merely to restate it. When a state of war ex- 
ists in any country, a man who is not a spy, who is not affected by 
some very extraordinary aggravation of crime, either in intent or 
in act, and who is captured when he is engaged in waging war, is 
entitled to the immunities, privileges, and protection that are 
clearly laid down in the laws of nations for his government and 
the government of the powers into whose hands he may fall in 
time of war. 

On the subject of the treatment of noncombatants when a state 
of war prevails this author—Col. George B. Davis—who writes 
very clearly and very succinctly, evidently for the purpose of 
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making plain many things that otherwise might be obscure to any 
but a law student, says: 


Treatment of noncombatants in the theater of war.—It has been seen that 
the subjects of two belligerent states become enemies at the outbreak or 
declaration of war. They continue in this hostile relation during its contin- 
This status does not authorize them to commit acts of 


ie by the 
offense 


rdingly. 
without such authorization and in violation of the usages of war 
they are no longer pro but are p accurding to the nature an: 
ee of their offense. 


a 
combatant is a person who, with the special authorization of his govern- 
pont takes part, either directly or indirectly, in the operations of war. The 
nudes, in addition to the troops of the line, all staff officers, sargon 
and chaplains, officers and em ees of the supply and transport se: Balt 
others w. he army in an official ca; 
maintenance, an 


If they 


all 


operations. 
Prisoner’ of war.—A prisoner of war is a combatant who, by capture or 
surrender, into the 


ds of an enemy. In strictness an soeu 


I proceed now to read from the text as to the treatment of 
prisoners: 


him is at that instant 
venting his escape. Tho pa arms found in the eee of 
a prisoner at the time of capture become the property of the capturing 
state. His private Is and secured to by the 
of war. Were it not so protected every consideration of honor and h: 5 
should deter his captor from any act of aggression toward one who, from 
situation, is unable to defend himself. 

$ + » * * * > 
Prisoners of war are not guilty of a crime in having defended their coun- 
try. Their confinement, therefore, can not assume a „but 
must consist in such measures of detention as will secure them dan- 


ger of scapa A prisoner of war in attempting to escape does not commit 
à crime. It is his duty to escape if a favorable en itself. 
It is equally the duty of his captor to prevent his escape. he is justified 
in , 4° any measures, not punitive in character, that will best secure 
that end. prisoner of war may be killed in attempting to escape. If re- 
capt K t may be made more before. 

According to the t of internatio: w, the status of a prisoner 


I need not refer to that horn-book learning on the subject of 
the treatment of prisoners of war for the purpose of informing the 
Senate, but our constituents have a right to know exactly what 
the laws of war are in relation to a prisoner when he is captured, 
and what are his rights after his capture. This clear statement 
relieves me of the 8 of going any further into the discus- 
sion of this subject, and I turn now to the inquiry which was 
presented by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to ascertain 
whether prisoners have been made of citizens of the United States, 
and whether these are prisoners of war or whether they are cul- 
prits arrested under civil process and incarcerated for crimes 
against the municipal laws of Spain. 

In every instance every prisoner who has been arrested in Cuba 
5 speak of American prisoners) has been held in a condition that 

ey call . in prison during a number of days, vary- 
ing from seven to twenty-one. What is that condition of ‘‘inco- 
municado”? The man is arrested without a warrant. No com- 
paa is served upon him. He is not informed of the ground of 

arrest. He does not know what accusation is brought against 
him. He is totally ignorant of the nature of the crime with which 
he may be charged. He is carried to a prison and locked in there. 
No human being except a military officer is allowed to have any 
communication with him during that period of time, and that 
military officer will not hold any communication with him except 
upon the subject of his alleged crime, using detective power most 

oitly for the purpose of extracting from him statements in re- 
gard to his movements during any given period of time, after- 
wards getting these facts (which the officer records, perhaps, or 
retains in his mind) together in such form as that upon them an 
accusation of crime can be predicated. 

That is what takes places when a man is placed in prison in- 
comunicado.” He is not allowed to receive a letter from any 
human being or to read a ab tg etd or to gain information from 
any source whatsoever. Heis locked Gg oe absolute silence, and 
has no one to talk with him or speak in hearing except an offi- 
cer of the military force, All these arrests are military. There 
has not been one civil arrest made in Cuba of an American citi- 
zen during the time of the present war in that island. 


Then, at a time to be fixed by this officer, usually at night—in 
some cases the records before us now show that these efforts to 
entrap the prisoners into confessions were made in the late hours 
of the night—at a time fixed by the officer, he enters the prison 
and commences to inquire of the prisoner what has taken place, 
what he has done and what he has said, where he has been, with 
whom he has communicated, and what papers or letters he has 
received from any one. He is searched, as a matter of course; 
his house issearched; any place where he may have been is searched 
for the purpose of discovering testimony against him, if by possi- 
bility they can find any scrap of evidence to involve him ina 
crime. He makes his statement or he stands mute. If he stands 
mute, that is taken as aconfession of guilt; therefore he is obliged 
to talk. He comes out and makes a statement, and a record of the 
statement is retained to be laid before the authorities when they 
formulate against him the charges upon which he is to be tried. 

He remainsin that condition until these secret examinations and 
N are entirely completed. They are the offspring of the 
old Spanish Inquisition. The same methods were used in the in- 
quisitorial chambers and dungeons for the purpose of extortin 
by torture if necessary, by breaking on a wheel if necessary, ad- 
missions and confessions of crimes which in the majority of case 
hadneyer been committed. This offshoot from the old inquisitori 
formula and practice is carried on in the Island of Cuba and 
American citizens are subjected to it. 

Now, I am speaking by the card, because here is the evidence, 
much of it sworn to, to prove that thatisso. And that state of 
affairs has existed, and it has existed in defiance of the treaty of 

795 and the treaty of 1877 and the modifications of the treaty of 
1795 that have taken place. There stands the treaty. Here are the 
3 of these secret inquisitions, and here is the United 

tates, with its Senate and its House of Representatives and its 
President as dumb as stone statues, standing by and looking on all 
this with composure, and tacitly admitting that Spain has got the 
right to pursue our citizens in this form and to these ends. 

Now, the Senator from Maine took issue with me yesterday upon 
a statement as to the prisons of Cuba being crowded, or ‘‘stuffed” 
was the expression that I used, with Americans who had been ar- 
rested and incarcerated there since the beginning of the present 
hostilities in 1895. 

I have here Executive Document No. 84, Fifty-fourth Con 5 
second session, that was sent in to us January 25, 1897, by - 
dent Cleveland. It was in response to a resolution of this body, 
In that paper he gives a statement of the arrest of seventy-four 
American prisoners who have been lodged in these jails and made 
“jncomunicado,” all put under the inquisition, some few of them 
discharged, others held, some condemned to death, some to per- 
petual imprisonment in chains, notwithstanding the provisions 
of the treaty of 1795 that 5 forbid the trial of these people 
before the jurisdictions to which they were held responsible, and 
notwithstanding the laws of nations, which protect our citizens 
everywhere, that they shall have free andim ial trial in actions 
of a civil nature in the same manner that ci ‘of the country 
where they are found shall have free and impartial and open trials. 

I remark again that a uses against the citizens of the United 
States only military methods for the purpose of prosecuting them 
for what she alleges are civil offenses committed in time of peace. 
No man has been arrested in Cuba upon acivil warrant. Noman 
has had the cause of his arrest stated to him or been informed of 
it until he had passed through this stage of ‘‘incomunicado,” 
and until there was extorted from him by this inquisitorial proc- 
ess whatever the examiner might be able to extract from him 
either under terror or under deception. Yet seventy-four prison- 
ers were certified to, their names given and the offenses of which 
they were accused, and the place of their incarceration is stated 
in paper sent by the President of the United States. And yet 
the Senator from Maine said that he denied the whole of it; he 
denied positively that there was 5 before the country 
or any had been 1 to show that a single American citizen, 
as I understood , had been taken thus and arrested and incar- 
cerated 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. And stuffed into a prison. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not of course wish to make a 
misstatement. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I do not. 

Mr. HALE. I did not by any means deny that there are cases 
of American citizens now in prison in Cuba, but I did deny and 
stated that I disbelieved the statement of the Senator that the 
prisons are filled. I have taken occasion since yesterday to go to 
the State Department, and I have found there that in all there 
are twelve now in prison, three or four of whom the Secretary 
expects will be soon released. Three were taken with arms in 
their hands—there is no question about them—and the others are 
the crew of aship. I forget the name of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Competitor. 

Mr. NELSON. The Competitor. 


Mr. HALE. The others are the crew of the Competitor. So, 
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instead of the disclosure of such a situation as the prisons being 
filled, as the Senator stated yesterday, which I did question, there 
are only these cases, twelve in all, with the expectation that the 
will be disposed of as I have indicated. I stated yesterday that 
did not know that all had been released, and I then believed that 


all had not been released; but I have found the condition as shown 

by the State Department to be 5 1 9 it was. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will not delay Senate by reading this 
etter —— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cannon in the chair). The 
Senator from Alabama will suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock hay- 
ing arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be sta 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. . As I think it is the understanding that soon after 
2 o'clock there shall be an adjournment on account of certain 
meetings that are to be held, and it is desirable to have a short 
executive session, I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ihave not yielded the floor to any gentleman 
for any apose, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has not the floor after the expiration 
of the 5 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no understanding with me about any- 
thing. Iam occupying the floor now, and I expect to hold it until 
I get ready to yield it. 

Mr. HALE, I supposed it to be well understood that when the 
hour of 2 o'clock arrives a Senator who is speaking in the mo 
hour is taken off the floor by the unfinished business. He is no 
then on the floor. It was then that I obtained the floor and made 
the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. You were recognized. 
oe HALE. I was recognized by the Chair. I supposed I had 

e floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Chair had not announced that the hour of 
2 o'clock had arrived. I was merely desiring to put in the REC- 
ORD a part of the evidence upon which I rely. I of course recog- 
nize the fact, Mr. President, that everything must give way to a 

olitical caucus and to other matters of that kind, and therefore 
must yield the floor at this moment, after putting this document 
into the RECORD, and there I will close my remarks for to-day. 

Mr. HALE. I-do not object 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama is 
mistaken. The Chair had announced that the hour of 2 o’clock 
having arrived, the unfinished business was in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had not heard that announcement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereupon the Chair recognized 
the Senator from Maine, whose motion is in order. 

Mr. HALE. I do not, of course, object to the Senator putting 
in the RECORD the document to which he refers. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman 
interrupted me just as the Chair was speaking, and therefore 
did not hear what the Chair stated. That is all of it. 

Mr. HALE. Isupposed the Senator understood the arrange- 
ment. His side agreed to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I did not know anything about it. I 
never am cognizant of such things until drawn into the vortex of 
political action like a chip around the circumference of a whirl- 


pool, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Alabama, and the document re- 


ferred to will be printed in the RECORD., 
The document is as follows: 
DITH CONGRESS, } SENATE. { DOCUMENT 
Session, No. 84. 


LIST OF CITIZENS OF UNITED STATES ARRESTED IN CUBA. 


MESSAGH FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STA’ TRANSMITTING, 
IN RESPONSE TO SENATE RESOLUTION OF DECEMBER 21, 1896, A REPORT OF 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE COVERING A List OF PERSONS CLAIMING TO 
BE CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES WHO HAVE BEEN ARRESTED ON THE 

D OF CUBA SINCE FEBRUARY 24, 1895, TO THE PRESENT TIME. 


JANUARY 25, 1897.—Referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ordered to be printed. 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, in response to the Senate resolution of 
December 21, 1896, addressed to the Secretary of State,a reportof 
that officer sovaga list of personsclaiming to be citizens of the 
United States who have been arrested on the Island of Cuba since 
February 24, 1895, to the present time. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION. 


Washington, January 25, 1897. 


The PRESIDENT: 


The undersigned, Secretary of State, having received a resolu- 
tion passed in the Senate of the United States on December 21, 
1896, in the following words— 

That the Secre of State be, and he is hereby, directed to send to the 
Senate a report of all naturalized citizens of the United States of whose arrest 
and imprisonment, trial, or conviction, or sentence, either to imprisonment 
at the penal colony of Ceutro or elsewhere, he has any information, and that 
he inform the Senate in such 8 the persons now held in confine- 
ment at Ceutro and of the stated, on which they were con- 
demned and the nature of the e as the same appears on the files 
of the State Department— 
has the honor to lay before the President a list of persons claim- 
ing to be citizens of the United States who have been arrested in 
Cuba since February 24, 1895, to the present date, to the end that, 
if in the President's judgment not incompatible with the public 
interest, the same be transmitted to the Senate in response to the 
foregoing resolution. 

Since the breaking out of the insurrection in Cuba, on 3 
24, 1895, to the present time, 74 persons, citizens of the Uni 
States, or claiming to be such, have been arrested by the Spanish 
authorities of the island, 

Passports, certificates of naturalization, registration in the con- 
sulates of this Government on the Island of Cuba, and service on 
ships sailing under the flag of the United States having been alike 
accepted by our consular officers and the Spanish authorities as 
prima facie evidence of citizenship establishing the rights of the 
claimants to the treatment secured to our citizens under our 
treaties and protocols with Spain, it has been deemed advisable to 
include in the subjoined list all persons of the classes referred to 
who have been arrested. 

Of the 74 persons arrested, 7 have been tried, namely: Nos. 1, 
86, 70, 71, 72, 73, and 74. In the cases of 2 of these (Nos. 1 and 36) 
ap have been taken, and in the cases of the other 5, the Com- 


ence, so 


petitor prisoners, a new trial has been ordered 


Thirty-six persons arrested have been released after the charges 
against them had been investigated and found to be baseless. 

Eighteen have been expelled from the island after ods of con- 
finement lasting from a few ae to nearly a year in the case of 
José Aguirre (No. 2); while 17 cases are still pending. The 
charges against 14 of the 17 are as follows: 

Nos. 31 and 55, sedition and rebellion. 

No. 88, rebellion. : 

Nos. 87, 40, 61, and 62, rebellion with arms in hand. 

No. 43, purchase and concealment of arms and ammunition. 

No. 58, disorderly conduct and insults to Spain. 

Nos. 8 71, 72, 73, and 74, landing arms from Competitor for in- 
surgents. 

In the remaining three cases (Nos. 35, 47, and 52), the nature of 
the charges having not yet been ascertained, demand has been 
made both at Habanaand Madrid that they be at once formulated 
and communicated or that prisoners be released. 

Mr. negado (No. 54) died in hospital at Habana on the 19th 
instan 

Besides the above 74 cases, 9 correspondents of various news- 
pepas in the United States have been expelled from Cuba by the 

panish authorities, after temporary detention by the military. 

No American citizen has been sentenced or is confined at Ceutro. 

` Demands have been made upon the Spanish Government in 
every case where trial seems to be unreasonably delayed that it 
go forward at once or prisoner be released. 


Respectfully submitted. 
RICHARD OLNEY. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 22, 1897. 


List of American citizens, native and naturalized, arrested and imprisoned in 
since February 24, 1895, to date, stating also cause of arrest, charges, 
place of confinement, whether tried, released, deported, or cases pending. 
y, 40 years; native of Cuba; naturalized 1878; arrested 
; charge of rebellion; tried November 28. 1895; found guilt: 
life imprisonment; case appealed to supreme co! Madrid. 
Was also tried on charge of e teat in the kidnay 
planter Fernandez de Castro, in 1894, by the late bandit, 
uitted. Tried for the second time De 


years; native of Cuba: naturalized 1881; 

k of rebellion; confined in Cabana fort; ` 
uitted and deported September 6, 1895; went to the United States. 

i rrested March 


4. Francisco Carrillo, 45 years; native of Cuba; naturalized 1891; arrested 
885, upon a gubernative order for not paving 

of foreigners in any province of the island; 
leased and deported to Uni States May 20, 1895. 
ba; naturalized 1876; arrested at 


A . 
ba; naturalized; arrested at Ma- 


ition that he return to United States. 


ent New York World; at Caimanera 
1895, on condi 
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5 5 Manuel V. arrested at Remedios July 3, 1895; released and expelled 

J 895; with being an paent of the insurgents „etc.; naturalized. 

2 0 1 Alfonso, 43 years; native Cuba; naturalized 1876; 

895; ee ö 3. 1895, for the reason 

os a source of danger to the Government. 
years; native of Cuba, of American 


nts; 
; accused of “proposing treasonab 


acts;” 


rested at August 1885 charge. 
Island:“ d. to United States Se: tember 21 
13, Aurelio Ansley, 34 years; son of Joseph A. Sonas Same as above. 
14. Luis Ansley, 30 years; son of Joseph Ansley. bo 
15. John A. Sowers, 65 years; native of V; o as above. 
16. Carlos M. Garcia 1 uiz, 28 years; born in the United States; arrested 
895; used of attempting to join the insurrection- 


805. 
15 Jose Martinez Gonzalez, 45 
arrested at Sagua September } 12. 
payin fare; no evidence 


ariano Rodriguez righ native of Cuba; arres . 
17; released September 19, 8 i no ae 
10. José ez Mesa, 41 cottons 8 of Cuba; naturalized 1878; arrested 
at Habana September 17, 1895; released September 19. 1895; no 8. ee 
; arres 


20. Eugene Pollotier, 42 ears; native of Ouba; naturalized 
= Cienfuegos Ver B. 1805 haere with recruiting for the insurrec- 
tion; e e under . May 17, 1896. 
21. Joseph J. Trelles, native of Cuba; naturalized; arrested at Matanzas 
Dacember Manuel M 1895; released December 26. 1895; no charges. 
M. (or W.) Amieva, 39 years; native of Gaba; naturalized 1878 


ones December 24, as a suspect; re leased December 31. 

no 3 

23. Solomon, Charles S., native of the United States, arrested and * 
24. Marcos 


. en be N a of Cuba; naturalized 1875 
rested January 17, en “steamship Olivette; 8 faid- 
ig She ren rebellion, sedition, ete.; SK vein gre pril 
uis Somelllan, sr., 58 years; born in Guba; naturalized Key West 
1878; arrested January 17, 1893, at Habana; released A April 1, 1896; ‘ge, 
aiding rebellion, sedition, etc. 
26. Louis Someillan, jr., 36 years; born in Habana, son of above; arrested 
3 17 at Habana; released April 1, 1896; charge, aiding rebellion, sedi- 
= ete. 
27. Ladislao Quintero, born in Key West; made a prisoner of war Feb- 
ruary 22, 1896, at Guatao, where he had been wounded by Spanish troops; 


released April 11, 1896. 
23. Walter Grant Dygert, 25 years; born in the eo States; arrested 


Febr: 23, 1893; im nedat Guines; su nt leader El 
Tnglesito; 2 5 75 Dae and sent to United Beate Ane 8 
%% rebel correspondence; confined at 
forwa: con 
5 3 expelled April ding gobo accused of 5 ets surrection. 8 
30. Alf: Diaz; er of 8 arrested, same h of the 


aes released A April 13, 1896, ; natu 

hang, rebel of Cuba, of American parents; 3 at 
July 38 a ion; military jurisdiction i favor 
of K ens Jul 5 nes to the United Sta 


onis M. Ft brother of the above; same as above. 
rank J. Larrieu, native of Cuba; naturalized; arrested at Cardenas 


Mey 15 1896; Sepa not made known. 

30. Louis Som m, 58 years; native of Cuba; naturalized; arrested Jul 
7, 1896, for second time; c rebellion: turned over to civil sate 
is confined in city p cr od hs held sens è 1897; sentenced January 13 
to imprisonment Ai chains for life; a 7 

N. uel Fe: ez eilo, 1 8 native of Bay Sh pest pears 
July 9, 1896; was com ion of Charles Govin; 


e case 
-, asi meee. cong charge, “rebellion with arms in hand.” 


. 
eg ge W. Agu’ 3 8 ST born in the United S States; captured bya 
Spanish gunboat July 10, 1896; cans ‘pending before civil court of aruco; con- 


bana fort: charge of re 

. Samuel T. Tolon, 45 years; mative of Cuba; naturalized 1878; arrested 
on poard American steamer Seneca September 3, 1896; incomunicado twenty- 
two — 5 — charged with being a delegate to the Cuban Junta; released and 
d acre wl 1896; went to New York. 

Gone years; native of Key West; captured without arms 
in insurgent hospital near Zapata swamp about September 5, 1896; imprisoned 
at San Severino fort, Matanzas; question of Cara pile fs Between Tailitary 
and civil jurisdiction decided in favor of military; case 
Francisco E. Cazanas, arrested as suspect at 8 October 14, 1890; 


Alfredo Hernandez, 4 years; native of Matanzas; naturalized 1876; ar- 


rested at his house at Habana Sep 6, 1896; suspicion of being con- 
cerned in the insurrection; e: ied September 23, 1898; went to Key West. 
43. Ani Suarez Del pope native of Cuba; naturalized; arrested at 
Cienfuegos mber 5, 1896; char, with purchase and concealing of arms 
and ammunition; case sent to civi ion December 23, 1898; in prison 
moreso fuegos: case pending. 
bino, Tative of Cuba; naturalized; arrested at Rincon Septem- 
118805 surrendered to military authorities without arms; rel and 


per i 
is residing at Santiago de las Vegas. 
45. Joseph Austin Munoz, native of New Orleans; arrested at Matanzas 
3 18, 1896; released September 19; claimed that arrest was by mis- 


44. Ramon Rodriguez, native of Cuba; naturalized; arrested September 20, 
1896, upon requisition from governor rÈ Matanzas; had been in insurrection; 
surrendered and failed to report re; . to Cardena and released. 

47. Esteben Venero, 22 years; nativ ba; 1895; arrested at 
Los Palos (Habana Province) about Se 8 18585 charges not stated; 
Ow N aque for evidence of N tizenship on December 9, 
w was sent him 

48. Adolfo OPFOR nat na 

; charges not stated; release 8 Notaras 23, 1896, question om 
‘gompetency not established; released November 20, officer remar. marking, W 
V. ou. * 
colored), born in Cuba; naturalized Key West, 5 5 
charged with naniguism 


o (voodoo); expelled N 
vember 7, and went to Key West. 
50. Ramon 48 years; born in Cuba; naturalized 1873; arrested in 


Colon November 1, 1896; char, res, public 8 of acts es Spanish Govern- 
ment, released December 18, 1896; no grounds of c 
= 1. Louis Piel 8 years; native of Cuba, of 3 nts; arrested 
1 9. 1 during, a raid upon a social club in Hoga: ; confined in 
Cabana 2 — — ordered to be transferred to civil court at 5 
ber spares aiding rebellion; released J 1 15. 1897. 

52. Jose anne ears; native of Bejucal, naturalized 1882; 
arrested at Las eed ovember 10, 1898, taken to prison at Pinar del Rio; 
charges not yet made known to consulate-general yw eee 

53. Theodore 9 5 Vives, native of Cienfuegos; naturalized 1801 arrested 
November 19, 1896; charges, first, disorderly conduct, and thon insults to 
Ppa ; case pending 8 of ‘military or civil jurisdiction; is confined 

1. Henry J. pap aren native of the United States; captured about De- 
cember 10, 1896, at an insurgent hospital in Pinar del Rio province, after hay- 
ing been ten weeks — a hut sick; sent to Habana to Cabana fort; removed to 
hospital December 28, 1896, where, our consul- genou reports, he received 
best medical attention; died in hospital 8 , 1897. 

65. Gaspar A. Betancourt, 63 years; nativ Cuba; naturalized 1877; ar- 
rested December 26, 1896; confined at police headquarters incommunicado, 
charged with sedition. 

56. Fernando Pino Hernandez, 19 years (colored); native of Key West; 
char, with naniguismo (voodoo); ordered to be expelled December 898; 
will be sent to Key West. 

3 Amado Pino Hernandez, 21 years; brother of the above; same as above. 

58. Jose Antonio Iznaga, native of Cuba; naturalized; expelled in August, 
1806; no repo! 


h 


Cuba about Februa: 51 — 1896; sen oe 
sequently rearrest and recommitted for le Guan o witho sie 
mission; consul peeks pba wer second arrest an excuse for ition; 
granted shortly after. 

or. Frank Agramont, and 62, Thomas Julio arrested with arms in 
their hands, May, 1895; ‘char; zanean; to be tried for armed insurrection 
against the Government; San 

63. John D. Ferrer, no evidence — — him; released March 23, 1896; nat- 


uralized at New naa 1878. 
arrested at 


released. 
8. Alfred Laborde, native; arrested on steamer Com 
charge, landin; arms tor insurge 
to yar. May $; 


List of newspaper war 5 ‘who have been expelled from the island, 
William beet native of United States; expelled as a dangerous alien, 
Sylvester vel, World, natiye of United States; reported pes he had 

arrived from insurgent lines, and it was intended to deport ] him in January; 

rles Michelson and Lorenzo Betancourt, correspondent and inte: 

of Sew York Jon oa arrested Eabenary 25; 9 i rer paths — 

having comm cal — 
LA A uga hrough Spanish lines at Marianco, 
T 

noms his — — which was false to the authorities in 

James Creelman, World, born in Canada; — May 5, 1896, for sending 
ion 

Lawrence, Journal, born in the United States; expelled May 5, 1896, 

same cause as above 


ote., February 11, 1 
reported Jan that he had returned to insurgent 
pent 
n Morro 
zait Sgeti 896; charged with 
leye, Mail and Tess; ©: i March 28, 1896, for sendin: 
pley Exp irons gepa 26, 1896, naag 
to papar fs false Tapora touching the insurr. 
William G. Gay, World, native of New York; expelled June 27; went to 


New York. 
Thomas J. 98 co: mdent, native of New York; arrested sev- 
eral times between and July 8, on suspicion; 4 55 5 


views of forts and ane to blow upsame with dynamite;" 
teen days in Morro; r crs ein | 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HALE. I moye that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. NELSON. Without prejudice to the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HALE. That is the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock and 


15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, April 8, "1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 7, 1897, 
POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas D. Hawkins, to be 5 at Morrillton, in the 
county of Conway and State of Arkansas, in e pace of Robert 
A. Baird, whose commission expires April 8, 1 

Robert F. Milner, to be postmaster at . in the county of 
Coweta and State of Georgia, in the place of James E. Brown, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1897. 

William A. McKnight, to be postmaster at Alexis, in the county 
of Warren and State Si Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 


1897, 
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on and after October 1, 1896; David Shunick, appointed by the 
President during the recess of the Senate, not having been con- 
firmed 


ed. 

Ellis G. Darnell, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Boone and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry C. Ulen, whose 
commission expired March 29, 1897. 


William G. Silver, to be 3 at Pendleton, in the county 
of 5 and State of Indiana, in the place of Ossian H. Cook, 
removed. 


La Vergne B. Stevens, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county 
of Wells and State of Indiana, in the place of William A. Gutelins, 
removed. 

Frank C. Downey, to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Dallas and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after 3 1, 1897. 

John H. Winne, to be postmaster at Manhattan, in the county 
of Riley and State of Kansas, in the place of Jefferson J. Davis, 
removed, 

Charles F. Bryant, to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said oftice having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1894. 

George W. Jones, to be postmaster at Falmouth, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George 
W. Jones, whose commission expired July 18, 1896. 

Dennis Tracy, to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, in the county 
of Boone and State of Nebraska, in the place of Dennis Tracy, 
whose commission expired January 7, 1897. 

Samuel Coddington, to be postmaster at Woodbridge, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
Charles F. Newton, whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 

Arthur J. Dewey, to bə postmaster at Bennington, in the 
county of Bennington and State of Vermont, in the place of John 
Robinson, removed. 

W. Lee Brand, to be tmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Roanoke and State of Virginia, in the place of Charles D. Dent, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1897. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Thomas H. Barnes, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Arkansas, vice James F. Read, 
whose term will expire April 14, 1897. 

Pliny L. Soper, of the Indian Territory, to be attorney of the 
United States court of the northern district in the Indian Terri- 
tory, vice Clifford L. Jackson, whose term expired March 25, 1897. 


PROMOTIONS 1N THE NAVY. 
Commodore Montgomery Sicard, to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy, from the 6th day of April, 1897, vice Rear-Admiral Fran- 
cis M. Ramsay, retired. 


Capt. Albert Kautz, to be a commodore in the Navy, from the 
6th — 5 of April, 1897, vice Commodore Montgomery Sicard, pro- 
mo r 


Lieut. Richard G. 5 to be a lieutenant- commander in 
the Navy, from the 14th day of March, 1897, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Albert R. Couden, promoted. 

Lieut. Edward B. to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 2ist day of March, 1897, vice Lient. Commander 
Edwin C. Pendleton, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 7, 1897. 
CONSUL. 


Erastus Sheldon Day, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Bradford, England. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Frank P. Flint, of California, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of California. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 


Linn Hartranft, of Pennsylvania, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Henry M. Paul, a citizen of New Hampshire, to be a professor 
of mathematics in the Navy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Capt. Henry L. Howison, to be a commodore. 


Commander Charles D. Sigsbee, to be a captain. 
Lieut. Commander Edwin C. Pendleton, to be a commander. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, April 7, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
. of last Saturday's proceedings was read and ap- 
roved. 
p MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a joint resolution of the 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 

nested: 

8 Joint resolution (S. R. 27) for the relief of the flood sufferers 
of the Mississippi Valley. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 20) making the ry ae ae for renewal 
of the patrol system of the District of Columbia immediately 
available; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
a 3 contributions for the relief of the suffering poor in 

1a. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, I rise toa question of high privilege. 
I will send to the Clerk's desk 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow mea moment? There 
is a matter which the gentleman from Mississippi desires to bring 


up—— 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want the Clerk to read an editorial 
which yd eae in the Washington Times, I think on Sunday morn- 
ing, and then a short extract from an article published in the Forum 
by Senator Hoar, which I think reflects upon the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and, as a member of this y, I want to enter my 
protest 

Mr. CANNON. Will not the gentleman from Kansas suspend 
for about five minutes? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. There will be ample time for the 
consideration of the matter which the gentleman from IIlinois 
desires to haye brought up. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to my friend from Kansas—and I 
trust he will take my word for it—that there are important reasons 
to which I-know the gentleman, if he understood them, would 
assent, why the House should allow to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Carchixds] about five minutes on the matter which 
he desires to bring up; and then the matter to which the gentleman 
from desires the attention of the House can come up. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I shall occupy the attention of the 
House only a short time; and there will be ample time, no doubt, 
for the matter which the gentleman from ppi wishes to 
bring up. Iapprehend there will be no objection made to the 
gen eman’s proposition. [At this point a conference took place 

tween Mr. CANNON and Mr. Smirsox of Kansas.] Mr. Speakon, 
in view of what the gentleman from Illinois tells me, I vo 
way for the present; but I should like to have it understood that 
Iam to have a este Bg this question. 

The SPEAKER. e question of privilege is not suspended. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Lask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of a joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution = Res. 47) secre rap the Secretary of War to use rations 
for the relief of destitute perans in the district overflowed the Missis- 
sippi Rivyer and its tributaries and by the Red River of the North, and 

g an appropriation to relieve the sufferers by said overflow. 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, etc., That the sum of $200,000 is 
hereby gag e out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
ropriated, to be expended by and er the direction of the Secre 
ar, in the purchase and distribution of subsistence stores to such 
persons as may require assistance in the district overflowed b 
sippi River and its tributaries, and by the Red River of the North, by 
recent floods, And the Secretary of War is authorized to use the steamers 
and other boats and vessels peloton 52 or now employed by the Govern- 
ment upon the Mississippi River and its tributariesin The transportation and 
distribution of the supplies furnished by the United States or individuals, to 
an among ae de: 5 — danas 3 le, and he ey. Spio Enoi 
other means of transpo: m as he may deem n 
pose of this joint resolution into effect. 3 R sion 


= CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, the conditions which now pre- 
vail—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I want to save the right to 
make any objection which I may desire to make to this proceed- 


ing. 

y Sir. CATCHINGS. Mr.S er, the conditions now prevailing, 
in the Lower Mississippi Valley especially, are known, of course, 
to all members present. It has been deemed advisable that some 
such resolution as this should be presented to the House for its 
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consideration. The President of the United States has placed him- 
self in communication with the governors of the States which are 
chiefly affected by the prevailing floods; and I think I may say 
without any breach of confidence that the President, in view of 


the information which he has derived from tel sent to him 
by governors of the States chiefly affected by these enormous floods, 
is in full sympathy with some such measure as this. 

This measure, I will state, is drawn in exact accordance with 
procedents of similar character. We made such an appropriation 

1882 or 1883—I have forgotten just which year—and we made 
just such an appropriation in 1890. 

I wish now to yield a few moments to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Sayers], still retaining the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to 
object to this method of procieding The other day when a reso- 
lution was brought in here, the debate was kept close, so that no 
ons except two or three gentlemen had an opportunity to take part 
in it. this resolution can be debated for twenty minutes on a 
side, I will not object; but I do object to these expenditures being 
made by resolutions brought in in this way, when somebody takes 

on of the floor and there is absolutely no chance for any 
other member to express himself in debate upon the question. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will take great pleasure in yielding twenty 
minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I do not want to be given 
any time. Mr. Speaker, I object to this way of conducting de- 
bate. I do not wish to be under any obligations to anybody for 
ten minutes or twenty minutes. There should be an occasion in 
this House some time or other when a man can speak as a repre- 
sentative of 200,000 people. We do not get such opportunity 
under the existing practice. I think that on this question it is 
well enough to havea debate. If the gentleman from Mississippi 
will agree to a debate of twenty or thirty minutes, ten or fifteen 
minutes on a side, five minutes being allowed to each man who 
speaks, I will assent to the arrangement. I should like to hear a 
man speak in his own right on this floor 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Let us have twenty minutes’ 
debate, ten minutes on a side. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam perfectly willing that the debate shall 
be arranged in that manner. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I do not wish to delayit, nor 
to object to its consideration, and, with the understanding that 
there shall be twenty minutes’ debate, ten minutes on a side, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent for 
twenty minutes, ten minutes on a side. 

Mr. PRUDEN, one of the secretaries of the President of the 
United States, appeared at the bar of the House. 

The SP Will the gentleman from Mississippi suspend 
for a moment? 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was delivered to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries; who also announced that the President had 
approved and signed joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On March 24, 1897: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 32) making immediately available the 
appropriations for mileage and stationery of Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates of the House of Representatives; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 83) making immediately available ap- 

ropriations for the payment of session employees of the House of 
presentatives d the first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 


On March 26, 1897: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 25) amending joint resolution con- 
tinuing in force section 2 of the act approved June g, 1896, entitled, 
An act to repeal section 61 of ‘An act to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’” 
which became a law Au 28. 1894. : 

Mr. CATCHINGS. . Speaker, if the message just sent by 
the President should relate to this subject, I should be glad to 
have it read before this resolution is considered. x 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, will submit the following 
message from the President of the United States. 

The message was read, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
Information which has recently come to me from the governors of Arkan- 
F t citizens of these States 
and Tennessee, warrants the conclusion that wid distress, involving 
the destruction of a large amount of property and loss of human life, has 
resulted from the floods which have subme that section of the country. 
These are stated, on reliable authority, to be most destructive floods that 
ve ever devastated the Mississi Valley, the water boing much her 
fran e 11 before. From Marion, Ark., n. of 
phis, to Greenville, Miss., a distance of more than 250 miles by river, itis 


reported there are now at least fifty towns and villages under water, and 
territory ex from 100 miles north of Memphis to 200 miles sou 8 


estroyed and whose business has been suspended. Growing crops have 
and the inhabitants of 
certain areas threatened with starvation. Asa great majority of thesufferers 
are small farmers, they have thus been left entirely destitute, and will be un- 
pre} d for work even after the floods have subsided. 

e entire Mississippi Valley in Arkansas is flooded and communication 
with many points cut off. In Miss: pi a like condition exists. The levees 
in with a single exception, have held; but the water is rising and 
the situation there is reported as being extremely critical. 

Under such circumstances the citizens of these States look for the coopera- 
tion and support of the National Government in relie the pressing cases 
of destitution for food, clothing, and shelter which are — the reach of 
local efforts. The authorities who have communicated with the Executive 
recognize that their first and most energetic daty is to provide as far as pos- 
sible the means of caring for theirown citizens; but nearly all of them agree 
in the opinion that after their resources haye 6 ted aggre- 
gating at least $150,000 and e $200,009 will be required for immediate use. 

Precedents are not wan g 
taken prompt, generous, and intelligent action, involving the ex: 
considerable sums of money, with satisfactory results. In 18778 
a) ted, and in 1882 $0, 

besides large sums in other years. 


iture of 


The ci 


en for the great majo: 

condition has already been 

U: and ha exerted themselves to ox - 
tent, the local authorities have reluctantly confessed their inability to fur - 
ther cope with this d on unaided ef vern- 
ment. It has therefore seemed to me that the representatives of the people 
should be promply informed of the nature and extent of the suffering and 
needs of these stricken le, and I have communicated these facts in the 
hope and belief that the tive branch of the Government will promptly 


orce the work of the local authorities in the States named. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
EXEOUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, April 7, 1897. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of this resolution, and that the debate upon 
it be limited to twenty minutes, ten minutes on each side, and 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] have con- 
trol of ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Carcu- 
INGS) asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution which has been reported to the House, coup- 
ling that request with a request for unanimous consent that 
debate shall be limited to twenty minutes, the time to be equall 
divided between those in favor of the resolution and those op A 
to it. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
none. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I hope the 
affirmative of the question will be presented first, and I hope that 
in presenting the tive the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CaTCHINGS] will state the reasons why the States that are affected 
by the flood should not bear this expenditure and take care of 
their own E pet le, and why they are not able and willing to do £o. 

Mr. CATC GS. Mr. Speaker, the answer to that is that in 
the constitutions of the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, and Missis- 
sippi there is no legislative authority conferred for the disburse- 
ment of money for such purposes. Even if there was such author- 
ity, the legislatures of those States are not in session, and the 
8 of those States have no funds whatever at their disposal. 

hat is one reason why the States can not take care of these things. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the message of President McKinley 
furnishes in itself an ample, complete, and sufficient argument 
why this resolution should be passed. Therefore I will ask my 
honored friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] to take the 
floor now and consume his ten minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield to no 
man in my willingness to relieve suffering in every legitimate 
way, but I want to call the attention of this House to the fact 
that there is nothing more abused, nothing more dangerous in its 
use, than charity. I want to call the attention of this House to the 
fact that when the great fire swept the city of Chicago the inhabit- 
ants of various cities came to the relief of Chicago; but I believe 
that were that same disaster to reach Chicago to-day, or any other 
one of twenty cities that I might mention, any one of those cities, 
or the States in which they are located, would decline assistance, 
feeling that it was trenching upon their own self-respect, and an 
assumption by others of the duties and privileges that belonged 
to that State or to the citizens of the State. 

I remember that when the fire swept Boston, and assistance was 
offered by sister cities, Boston, thanking them for their manifesta- 
tions of kindness to her, declined to accept, claiming the right as 
belonging to her own people, which they would not forego, of 
taking care of their own citizens. The gentleman says that the 
constitutions of the States bordering on the Mississippi give no 
right to those States to assist their own people in circumstances 


ears 
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such as they are now placed in. Let me call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that these are no new circumstances, and that 
if amendments were necessary to the constitutions of those States, 
they should have attended to the amending of their constitutions 
and in some manner placed ample power in the hands of the ex- 
ecutives of those States. 

The gentleman says that the constitutions of those States do 
not permit this. Will he point me to a line in the Constitution 
of the United States that permits it? Is the President’s message 
to be substituted—is any dent’s message, under any circum- 
stances, to be substituted—for constitutional law? And, again, I 
stand for States’ rights with all the earnestness and all the clear- 
ness of perception, I think, of any man on this floor, as I believe 
that the safety of the Union, of this nation, lies in that great 
doctrine, and that great principle, and that great fact. I am 
unwilling to see it trenched upon as it is in this House, and I 
want to say that, while I have not objected to the consideration 
of this matter, and while I shall not vote against it under the 
circumstances, this is the last time that I s ever abate m 
judgment and my conscience, I may say, in violating what 

lieve is the Constitution of the United States, in violating the 
manliness of the people of the States involved in this injury, an 
in doing a wrong to the States themselves by needlessly and in a 
humiliating manner to them going to the rescue of the people of 
those States that are more than abundantly able to take care of 
their own unfortunate or their poor. I believe there is nothing 
that could come to the citizens of those States that would have 
so good a moral and economic effect as to call upon them or 
rather have them to take care of their own people in the injuries 
now done, leaving them to do it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Why did not the gentleman prevent 
it on Saturday, I think it was, when we voted money to send suc- 
cor to the suffering poor of India? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That was a national affair, 
where private citizens had made contributions from all over the 
various States; and I did not then approve of that act. But I did 
not vote nst it, as I do not intend to vote against this. 

Mr. SI N of Kansas. Why should we not be as willing to 
succor our own er as the people of another country? 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. I have answered the gentle- 
man's question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Then I will ask the gentleman 
another question, 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Ask it, if yon do so, quickly. 

Mr, SIMPSON of Kansas. I will ask another. Do you not 
think it is quite as necessary to succor our own people as those of 
a 2 country? Why not? 

Mr. WALK of Massachusetts. That is a matter of argu- 
ment. That reveals the objection to the whole thing. I believe 
that when any of our people contribute to a people anywhere that 
the contribution should cover the delivery of that charity. Iam 
opposed to charity every where and under all circumstances [laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side] except where it is an absolute neces- 
sity, and where the poor and the suffering can not be alleviated in 
any other manner and in a proper way. It is not for us to take 
the money taken out of the pockets of the poopie by taxation and 
1 it in charity where we ought to be personally responsi- 

e for it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is what is done for the benefit 
of the manufacturers. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman from 
Kansas will not be permitted to occupy all my time. 
te a The gentleman believes the foreigner pays the tax. 

aughter. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That rises to the dignity of 
the other side of this House, and is another evidence of the de 
ing effect of exactly what we are doing now. 

Fr. CANNON. How much time has the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts yet? 5 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I yield the remainder of my 


time to the Chair. I would like to see the Chair dispense it rather 
bree mae Hee a private monopoly. [Laughter, and cries of 
ce 0 * ae o m 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to add a few words. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recognized, 
and the Chair has six minutes. n 8 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It may be true, Mr. Speaker, as suggested 
by my honorable friend from Massachusetts, that the States of the 
Lower Mississippi Valley should amend their constitutions, so that 
they would possess power to extend charity under such conditions 
as now prevail. But they have not done so; so we may dismiss 
that from further consideration. I rose simply for the purpose of 
saying that no people on the face of this Sarh hav ever subjected 
themselves to such taxation as the people of the Lower Mississippi 
Valley. There is nothing comparable to it in the annals of the 


world. The people of Holland, who have reclaimed their territory 


from the sea, never imposed upon t ves burdens which can be 
compared in their severity to those which have been placed upon 
themselves by the people of the Mississippi Valley. 

In the Congressional district which I have the honor to repre- 
sent the people have expended within the last month, in attempt- 
ing to protect themselves from the disaster of this overflow, the 
vast sum of nearly a quarter of a million dollars; but that, Mr. 
Speaker, is a bagatelle as compared with the sums which they 
haye heretofore expended through taxes imposed upon themselves 
to make these embankments; I repeat, that within the past month 
the people of my district have expended of their private means 
the enormous sum of nearly $250,000 in the effort to avoid the 
calamity that has come upon them. I can not npea for Arkansas 
or Louisiana; but I am warranted in saying that the people of 
those States have been just as diligent and just as free-handed in 
the effort to preserve themselves from this danger. The le 
of that valley do not come here as mendicants. They claim this 
relief as a privilege, as a great right, because they believe, as I 
have ever asserted, that this gront river belongs to the nation; 
that its control is beyond all local power; that the Government 
itself should take exclusive on of it, and that it has suf- 
fered this great calamity to upon the people who occupy the 
lower valley. 

I say it is the duty of the Government to take ession of this 
great artery of commerce; to put it inchains and harness and re- 
strain it so that it can be best adapted and utilized by the le 
for their commercial purposes. But over and above all that, it is 
the duty of the Government to protect its people from absolute 
destruction. If itcan be justif ed, Mr. Speaker, to protect the 
American farmers by tariffs, to shut off at least to some extent 
competition from foreign countries, it can upon much higher 
ground be justified toprotect the people of the issippi Valley, 
so that they may be at least suffered to make a livelihood for them- 
selves. hat is the difference in principle between protecting the 
farmers along our northern border line from the competition of 
Canada and protecting the people of the Mississippi Valley so 
that they shall be suffered at least to sow and reap in peace and 


safety. 

Lintend, Mr. Speaker, in due course, to present to this Con = 
by introduction at its next session, a bill, for which I shall ask con- 
sideration, which shall a ropriate asum sufficient to complete 
the embankments along this river, so as to make it absolutely im- 
possible that so shameful a disaster shall ever be suffered by this 
great Government to befall any of its citizens. There is but one 
solution of it, and that is through levees, but we have been com- 
pelled to cut the garment to fit the cloth. 

We have now 1,300 miles of levees already constructed. The 
Government has been exceedingly liberal; but I wish gentlemen 
to understand that where the Government has expended one dollar 
on those levees the people of the sectionsinterested have from their 
own means expended four or fivedollars. They have not been men- 
dicants; they have not lagged behind and asked the Government to 
do everything for them. They have been more than willing to 
help themselves; and they are more than willing to do so now. 
Why, sir, in my Congressional district enormous sums have been 
raised by annual taxation; and, in addition, our bonds (which 
must be paid) have been sold, amounting to 81, 800.000. Think of 
it, 8 It is enough to excite your sympathy. 

. Speaker, I trust that we may now have a vote. The con- 
ditions prevail precisely as they have been stated by the President 
of the United States, and before taking my seat I desire on the 
part of the people of the Mississippi Valley, to extend their thanks 
to him for this rous manifestation of sympathy on his part. 

Mr. CANNON. Task the 8 to yield to me. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will do so with pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time has the gentleman left? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S er, I did not object to unanimous 
consent for the consideration of this resolution, and I shall vote 
for theresolution. I have voted for similar resolutions heretofore; 
but I want to say that I do not agree in the principle on which the 

entleman from Missisai issippi supports the resolution. First, I think 
it passing strange if the constitution of any State is so framed that 
there is no power on the part of the legislature to care for the 
starving, the suffering, the poor who have been brought to that 
condition by accident or otherwise; and, with all due respect to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, I doubt the lack of constitutional 
power in his State or in my own for that purpose. 

There are, as I have said, precedents for this action; and Is 
of some precedents with regret—not to use a stronger term. ere 
are precedents for the relief of flood sufferers upon the Ohio River 
and its tributaries. Something was expended in this way in my 
own State at one time, and its expenditure has been a source of 
regret to the citizens of the State of Illinois ever since. Something 
has been done in the same direction in Indiana; something in Ohio, 
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and, as I recollect, something in P 


ennsylvania. Action of this 
kind has frequently been taken for the relief of the States of the 
Lower Mississippi. 

Now, whether there is constitutional power or not, there is evi- 
dently suffering there. Whether it is competent for the legislature 


of the State of Kentucky, now in session, to relieve the suffering 
of its own people, I know not, Somebody said that the legisla- 
ture of Tennessee is in session. I do not know how that is; if it 
is not, it might be. But in the presence of wholesale suffering 
of men, women, and children, I have not felt it proper heretofore, 
and I do not feel it proper now, to stop to criticise the laches of 
the various State legislatures, whether of States along the Missis- 
sippi River or elsewhere. But, sir, I shall welcome the time when 
our local governments will perform the functions that they best 
can perform—that the States respectively are bound to perform— 
grant relief that the United States is not bound to give, Sir, I 
want to express my decided dissent from the statement that it is 
the duty of the National Government to care for the flood suffer- 
ers or the otherwise unfortunate in the respective States. I think 
that would be a dangerous doctrine; and I say again I hope the 
time will soon come when the States will perform respectively 
their functions. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the B Seg from Illinois yield a 
moment? He spoke of the legislature of Tennessee being in ses- 
sion. 

Mr. CANNON. I said somebody said so. 

Mr. CARMACK. I 3 want to call the attention of the 
pe to the fact that Tennessee is not within the flooded dis- 


ct. 

Mr. CANNON. Then that State is not to receive any portion 
of this aid? 

Mr. CARMACK. No, sir; except that citizens of Arkansas and 
Mississippi have in large numbers come to Memphis. That being 
the highest point up or down the river, they naturally come there 
asap 0 refugo: although they are not citizens of Tennessee. 

Mr. MUDD. r. Speaker, if there be a few moments remain- 
ing of the time allotted to the Chair, I hope that, under unani- 
mous consent, the time may be permi to be occupied by 
gentlemen on either side who may apply for it. I should like to 
occupy about two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will yield to the gentleman two 
minutes. = hter. ] 

Mr. D. r. Speaker, it seems to me that it is no argu- 
ment in favor of refusing this appropriation to say that the city 
of Boston has been able to get along in the past without contribu- 
tionsof this kind in behalf of suffering in her midst. In response 
to the constitutional argument, let me say, it strikes me t if 
we have aright to impose tariff duties and to make regulations 
for internal commerce under the general welfare” clause of the 
Constitution, and to promote that general welfare,” we have a 
right to try to lift people up to the existence point. Men must 
be able to exist before they can prosper. And I understand it is 
conceded that under the general welfare” clause of the Con- 
PEE Congress has the right to try to bring prosperity to this 
country. 

It seems to me, sir, that when there is presented to us a question 
of relieving suffering humanity in our own land, we ought not to 
stand upon too strict or technical a construction of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. In the presence of such a calamity as 
has fallen upon the stricken people of our Southland down upon 
the Mississippi, it seems to me it is no time to stand here and argue 
over State rights. I submit that we ought to be willing, we ought 
to have sufficient confidence in our constituents to be willing, to 
base our actions upon the broader ground of charity and common 
humanity, which, I trust, it will not be contended are strangers 
to the bosom of the Constitution of our country. 

ere the hammer fell. 5 
. GAINES. I wish to state, Mr. Speaker, in reply to fhe gon: 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon], that this morning I wired the 
secretary of the State of Tennessee (the governor being sick) to 
ascertain the conditions in west Tennessee, bordering on the Mis- 
sissippi, at the same time asking what the legislature of Tennes- 
see was doing toward relieving the situation. I received from the 
secretary, Mr. W. S. Morgan, this reply: 
deplorable condition. Bill is now pen for five thousand for appro- 
penton Datore the legislature: posting 75 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts and others. Five thousand 


dollars? 

Mr. GAINES. That is to take care of the people who have come 
into Tennessee from the border States that are flooded. Tennes- 
see can take care of her own people in this distress, if there are 
‘any, hut she should not be e ted to take care of everybody 
from everywhere. She will do He pera 

The joint resolution was orde to be engrossed and read a 
thirdtime; and it was 8 read the third time, and d, 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the President’s 
message received a short time ago will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when appointed. 

There was no objection. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to be 
heard on a question of the highest privilege. 

The SPE. . The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Lask that an article which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk be read. 

The Clerk read the following from the Washington Times of 
Sunday, April 4, 1897: 

CONSTITUTIONAL REVOLUTION. 

The country appears to be undergoing a quiet but effective constitutional 
revolution. Nothing much is being said about it, because effective speech, 
as far as the people or their Tamaro representatives are concerned, has 
been abolished equsily with African slavery. All the same, it is going on 
instructively, harmoniously, and ominously. We to have a House of 
Representatives. Without any formal change in the Constitution, that bod: 
has practically cedsed to exist, and in its pua we have been supplied wi 
a more concrete, simple, and unanimous institution. The body and other 
personality are one REED. 

A day ago we were inclined to believe that t as was the 
political cannibal autocrat, who poses before the country as the 
gether of what once was the mlar branch of the Nai „it 
was confined to control of 1 tion within the precincts of the Chamber 
now occupied by him and formerly known as the home of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. We discover our error and to apologize for it. 

As now constituted, the House of REED exerts autocratic power over the 
ery, Department, It. or he, enacts legislation of a 8 or, in 
e ma PONAT, language, retrospective“ character, and, although it nom- 
y 


Mr. DIN GLE (interrupting the reading). I make the point 
that this does not raise any question of personal privilege. 

. SIMPSON of Kansas. I did not say personal“ privilege. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nor any question of the privile: of the 
House either. Such articles might be read any hour of any day. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. ope the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DixdLEx] will not invoke the power of the gavel. Against 
pe enini a member as I he need not have that power invoked. 

ust i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to see any question of 
f in this matter thus far. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I hope the Chair will be able to see 
it before I get through. I think I can make it clear to the Chair 
1555 on is a question of highest privilege—a matter reflecting on 

e House. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state what he considers 
the question of 1 5 involved in this matter? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Konka Mr. Speaker, in the Fifty-second 
Congress, as you will remember, when a member of this House 
had put into a campaign book a statement that members of Con- 
grom were seen drunk in the House, that was considered at that 

ime as involving a question of privilege; and a committee was 
appointed to investigate, and made its report. This is, I think, a 
eater, graver, and more serious reflection on the character of 

e mem of this body; and I think the Speaker will realize 
that fact before I get through. 

I have here a copy of the Forum for April; and I want to read 
a very short extract from an article written by Hon. GEORGE F. 
Hoar, now a member of the United States Senate: 


The promptness with which the House of Representatives deals with some 
important questions is a good thing 


Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that this presents no 
question of privilege; and I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPE That motion can not be entertained at present. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point that this matter is not a ques- 
tion of panona privilege, nor a question involving the privileges 
of the House. I do not see that the privileges of the House have 
been infringed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear what the gen- 
tleman from Kansas has to present, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (continuing the reading)— 

The promptness with which the House of Representatives deals with somo 
important questions is a prot t + but 1 — 85 for prom action is 
purchased at the price of the repudiation of public debts and the suppres- 
sion of the constitutional rights, personal dignity, and official authority of 
the great mass of its members— 

It will be observed that Senator Hoar sp of this matter as 
involving the constitutional rights, poro dignity, and offi- 
cial authority” of the members of the House— 


wer of this 


Gentlemen occupy seats there who, from the beginning to the end of their 
term of service, are not permitted to make a motion or to utter a word to the 
assembly of which — Borba members. e wise legislation may be se- 
cured while one House is conducted on that pr copias but I am afraid free 
government would not long endure if it were applied to both Houses. 


Mr. Speaker, I represent a very large district—one of the — 
Ə 


in the United States both in territory and in population. 
have here this condition: By the refusal of the Speaker to appoint 
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the committees we can carry on no legislation whatever except 
by unanimous consent. Therefore every member of this House 
is practically disfranchised along with his constituents. This is 
an autocratic and despotic power granted to the Speaker, that de- 
prives the people of the United States of their representation in 
this body. It has been so charged by the public press, and in the 
Forum, one of the great magazines of the country. I rise here to- 
day to enter my 55 against this mode of procedure. Asa 
member of this House, I do not propose to sit here quietly and 
submit to this autocratic dictation. The rights of my people shall 
at least have voice through me in the form of a protest. 

It is reported in the newspapers that the honorable Speaker says 
that where there is one just claim knocking at the door for passage 
there are ten unjust claims; and if we appoint committees and al- 
low general legislation, the danger is that these unjust claims will 

t through. Is not that a reflection upon this House, I ask the 
Sp eaker? The Speakar well knows, and so do members of this 
Haase, that there always is a respectable minority here who have 
the interests of the country at heart and are always ready to see 
to it that improper measures do not pass, and always ready to pro- 
tect the interests of the State; and it is only since the Fifty-first 
Congress, when the power was taken out of the hands of the mi- 
nority, that these corrupt propositions and claims have been passed 
through the House. 

Gentlemen must see how gradually and surely we have been 
approaching the present condition, when members elected by the 
people to exercise the power of legislation are willing to delegate 
away their power to the Speaker, thus tying their own hands, and 
have by slow but sure means taken steps toward the destruction 
of free institutions. Now, the long course of the history of the 
human race has proved one thing, if it has proved anything at 
all, and that is that it is unsafe to trust to one man arbitrary and 
autocratic power. Out of a thousand despots probably one may 
be a just and a good man, but the experience of the human race 
has proved that the Riper nine who haye been intrusted with 
despotic power have turned that against human liberty. There- 
fore I protest against this procedure, and I call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that Rule X of this House, under which, I 
presume, we are acting to-day, says: 

Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the S er shall a nt, 
at the commencement of each Congress, the following standing committees. 

Therefore I want to say here and now that I insist that these 
committees shall be appointed. The Speaker came into my district 
last fall in the campaign and made a speech in the interest of Mr. 
Long, the Republican candidate, and in his opening remarks he 
took occasion to say—and I hope the Speaker will excuse me if 
I quote himself against himself. 

r. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (continuing). The Speaker of this 
House in his opening remarks in my district took occasion to say 
that for four years the Seventh district of Kansas was represented 


by chaos, [Laughter.] Chaos means lack of organization, if it 
means an ing, 8 It means anarchy, if it means any- 
thing, and un hose committees are appointed this House and 


its members are in a state of chaos. Not the Seventh district of 
Kansas alone is represented by chaos, but all the districts in the 
United States. 

Therefore, gentlemen, I want to say that as long as I am here, 
from this on, no legislation shall this House by unanimous 
consent if I can prevent it. Ishallinsist on the appointment of 
the ne and going through the regular form of passing 
legislation. 

sident McKinley in his inaugural address said that the first 
thing that was necessary was for Congress to pass a measure to 
secure ample reyenue. We have already done that, gentlemen. 
We have got ample revenue. There is more than $120,000,000 of 
surplus revenue in the Treasury, and the income of the Govern- 
ment is greater than the outgo. The next step he suggested is to 
mt our financial system on a firmer basis. We should have, 

e suggests, legislation to correct our financial system. This 
is naturally the next step. Now, let us go to work. The returns 
from Chicago, Cincinnati, and Detroit indicate that the people are 
anxious for financial legislation. [Applause and laughter on the 
Democratic side,] Therefore I insist that it is the duty of the 
Speaker to sporni these committees and let us goon and legislate 
for the people. Only the other day some Democratic brother was 
washing some Democratic linen out in the front yard, and I sug- 
pea perhaps that was a useless waste of time, while thecountry 

suffering for the want of just legislation, and the Speaker sug- 
gorea that that all depended upon how much suffering there was 

the country. You can not, Mr. Speaker, measure the suffering 
that is in the country by newspaper reports. 


The SPEAKER. e gentleman oughtto confine himself to the 
question of privilege. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I will try and do so, Mr. S er. 


The question of privilege, then, briefly stated, is this: In the first 
place, the members of this House, by the election of the Speaker and 


the adoption of the present rules, have given to the Speaker the 
power to control all legislation, to veto legislation, for his refusal to 
appoint committees is practically a veto on all legislation, except 
by unanimous consent. Therefore it would have been as well if 
the people of this country had saved themselves the expense of 
electing 357 members of Congress and had delegated that power 
to the Speaker alone. Isay that until that power is restored to 
the members of this House we are not a deliberative and a legis- 
lative body. 

Therefore I insist that the committees be appointed, and that we 
go on in the rogalar and legitimate way to pass legislation in the 
interest of all the people. 

The SPEAKER. The House will perceive that the gentleman 
from Kansas Mr. Simpson] has made no proposition whatever 
npon the subject. He has simply stated his own views, and the 
Chair has thought perhaps it was best that the matter should be 
stated and that the House should consider it. 

So far as the power of the Speaker is concerned, everyone who 
has made the subject a matter of consideration understands that 
his power is solely the power of the House, and the House can at 
any moment change the action which its representative sees fit 
to indulge in. The House has the power at all times. And while 
the rules of the House require certain committees to be appointed, 
there has always been allowed to the Chair a reasonable amount 
of discretion as to the time when they should be appointed. 
portunity is always allowed the Chair to find out something about 
members, so that he may do the duties which are imposed upon 
him in the most 1 way of which he is capable. It is 
not a rare case that the Speaker has not appointed committees at 
once. 

A Congress which was called together under circumstances 
something like the present, the Forty-second, was presided over 
by a very eminent man, Mr. Blaine, and he declined—not de- 
clined, but did not see fit to appoint committees. The matter 
was brought up in the House, and he gave his reasons therefor; 
and those reasons were approved by the House; at least no action 
was taken by the House on the subject. There are about 150 new 
members in the House, Under ordinary circumstances the occu- 
ppo. of the chair has time from the 4th day of March until the first 

onday in December to obtain information in regard tohis fellow- 
members; but under the present circumstances there has been no 
opportunity. We have been called together in extraordinary ses- 
sion, and the question was, What was the best course for us to pur- 
sue, whether we should wait in appointing the committees until 
such times as would make the appointments more suitable, or 
whether the public service was in such a condition that that ought 
to be done? 

Now, the Chair has had full consultation with the various mem- 
bers as he has met them upon the subject, and until this morning 
he supposed that it was the unanimous feeling of the House that 
it was not necessary to appoint the committees in haste, because 
the public service did not require it. The Chair is sorry to see 
that any gentleman in the House has lent himself to the sugges- 
tions which are sometimes made outside of the House with regard 
to the power of the occupant of the chair. It is a power that is 
given to him by the House for its purposes, and its purposes alone; 
not for any selfish purposes; not for him to carry out any personal 
desires or designs of his own, but to carry out the wishes of the 
House as he understands them after a faithful and conscientious 
examination of the subject. If the House thinks that any occu- 
pant of the chair is not carrying out its wishes, is not acting as its 
representative, the remedy is in the hands of the House at any 
time. And the Chair cheerfully welcomes any action on the part 
of the House, whose representative he is. [Prolonged applause on 
the Republican side.] 

ADJOURNMENT OVER UNTIL SATURDAY. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Saturday next. 

The motion was agreod to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imove that the House do now adjourn, 

The question was put. 


Pending the announcement, 
Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw for the present the motion to 
adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the following personal 

requests of members: 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STURTEVANT, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. LINNEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. POWERS, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. KELLEY, indefinitely. 

To Mr. MITCHELL, for this day, on account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. Joy, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 
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To Mr. Miers of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 


ess. 
To Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, for fifteen days, on account of 
important business. 
fhe 85 oe indefinitely, on account of important business. 
0 


. BRANTLEY, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 

ness. 

To Mr. HILL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the joint 
resolution which 8 the House a while ago will be returned in 
a few moments from the Senate, and there is a desire to have it 
acted upon. I therefore move that the House take a recess for 
twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the 
House take a recess for twenty minutes, 

The motion was to. 

So (at 1 o’clock) the House was declared in recess until 1 o’clock 
and 20 minutes, 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 1 o’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m. : 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS ON THE MISSISSIPPI, 


A messago from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 47) authorizing the Secretary of War to use 
rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed 
57 the Mississippi River and its tributaries and by the Red River 

the North, and making an appropriation to relieve the sufferers 
by said overflow. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 47) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the district 
overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries and by the 
Red River of the North, and making an appropriation to relieve 
the sufferers by said overflow. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr, Brostus, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Lewis, of Georgia, for ten days, on account of important 


business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and spires: Af (at 1 o'clock and 
22 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday next, at 
12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 


follows: 
Am from the President, relating to relief for sufferers by 
recent fi in the Lower Mississippi Valley—to the Committee 


on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


—— 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 2681) to confer additional juris- 
diction upon the Court of Claims for property of residents of the 
United States taken or destroyed by Indians, and for services ren- 
dered and property used in defending residents against Indian 
depredations—to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. BALL: A bill (H. R. 2682) to aid and enco the 
holding of The Afro-American and Interstate ition,” in the 
city of Houston, Tex., in the year anno Domini 1898, and making 


anappropriation therefor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 2683) for the establishment of 
u light-house and fog signal at or near Point Arguello; Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign mmerce. 

By Mr. COONEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2684) for the re- 
lief of persons who made cash entries of lands at a price in excess 
of that fixed by law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2685) to authorize the Auditor 
for the War Department to andit the claims of the State of Mis- 
souri on file in his office—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2686) for the relief of certain 
bee of the Missouri State Militia—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2687) to extend the act of July 
28, 1866, for one year—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2688) to authorize the Secretary 


of the Treasury to examine youchers filed or to be filed by the 
State of Missouri in certain cases since April 22, 1882—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2689) to reimburse the State 
of Colorado for moneys expended in the suppression of Ute Indian 
depredations during the year 1887—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 2690) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and for the erection of a public building thereon at Salt 
Lake City and at Ogden—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, : 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2691) to amend sec- 
tion 9 of an act entitled “ An act to grant to the Arkansas, Texas 
and Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COONEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2692) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to detail a regiment of artillery, a regiment 
of infantry, and a regiment of cavalry to take part in the Wilson 
Creek reunion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 2693) to enable the courts 
of the United States to compel testimony in certain cases—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A joint resolution 1185 Res. 48) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 49) to provide 
for the purchase of the painting by J. Walker, represen the 
ie ap of the City of Mexico September 13, 1847—to the Com- 

ttee on the Library. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 31) for the benefit of J. E. 
Winter—to the Committee on Accounts. ; 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A memorial of the State of Wyoming, to 
promote irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pa following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 2694) to increase the pension 
now paid to Mrs. Lucinda Booth, widow of Wiley Booth, a soldier 
of by Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. H. 2009) grantin pensi 

y Mr. 5 ill (H. R. ting a on to 
Olivia Betton—to the Committee on Inve Pensions 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 2696) granting a pension to 
Barney Schriver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2697) granting a pension to Josiah Moosa—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2698) granting a pension to John Clopine— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of 
Jemima T. Olden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2700) ting an increased pension to Susan 
A. Gummer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 2701) for the relief of 
William Greene—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 2702) for the relief of Bettie 
L. Abington, administratrix of James B. Abington, deceased, and 
E. A. Reid, administrator of r H. Abington, deceased, late 
of Shelby County, Tenn. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2703) for the relief of Mary E. Speed, of Shelby 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2704) for the relief of Eliza A. Swift, of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. C K of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2705) to increase the 
pension of William H. Dyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COONEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2706) granting a 
pension to John H. pi mere the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2707) granting an increase of 
pension to John X. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2708) to pension Samuel Akins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2709) to remove charge of “ab- 
sent without leave” from military record of Abraham M. Run- 
yon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2710) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the service record of John R. Killingsworth—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2711) to restore Jonathan Hess 
to the pension roll and pay him $12 per month—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2712) for the relief of James T. 
Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also 
Nancy 


y request), a bill 


(Œ. R. 2718) granting a pension to Mrs. 

. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also (by 8 a bill (H. R. 2714) to correct the service reo- 
es Affairs. 


ord of Jam arley—to the Committee on Military 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2715) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the service record of Alexander Warren—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by e e a bill (H. R. 2716) for the relief of Samuel 
Webb for medicines furnished Enrolled Missouri Militiain 1863— 
A a O hess t), tht GL R 2717) granti ion to 

so (by nest), a ( s granting a pension 
George 5 Wolf- to the ee 5 as Pensions. us 
80 request), a (H. R. granting a pension 
Thomas Mathias—to e 11 1 5 5 75 13 Tavai Pensions. 
request), a bi R. gran increase o — 
sion to j me J. Boatwright—to the Committee on Invalid 9 

Also (ey request), a bill (H. R. 2720) for the relief of John H. 
Alexander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2721) granting a pension to W. S. 
Ri ra the 5 ws are 5 CES 

(by request), a bill (H. R. granting a pension L. 
Malicoat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also (by xequest), a bill (H. R. 2723) 
tie W. Pace to the Committee on Inv 1 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2724) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of s in the case of the estate of Green Luttrell, 
arin . ill CEL. R. 2720) ting ion to Abn 

uest), a R. à pension er 
Wa e the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2726) for the payment of bounty 
W. H. Lyman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2727) to increase the pension of 
Mary Wilkins, dependent mother of Ora B. Wilkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2728) for the relief of M. C. Vin- 
ton, administrator of estate of Samuel S. Vinton, deceased—to the 
ate toy pation bill (H. R. 2729) granting a pension to Wil 

o (by request), a R. a on - 
liam W. Correll—to the Committee on favalid ensions, 

Also . a bill (H. R. 2780) for the payment of bounty 
to James Pebley - to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by e ee „a bill (H. R. 2731) to carry out the findings 
of the Court o ms in the case of Thaddeus Snider - to the Com- 
ae W ies ent), bill (H. R. 2732) granting ion t 

y request), a . gran a pension to 
Anderson Weese—to the Co ttee on Invalid Pensions. 4 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2788) to provide for the payment 
of the claim of Edward Hurley for paying Second street, in Seda- 
lia, Mo., in front of the Sedalia post-office building—to the Com- 
pr ares Ri 5 t), a bill (H. R. 2734) to grant to Levi 

(by request), a bill (H. R. grant a pension 
C. Faught—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill 7 R. 2735) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Alfred K. Bailey—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2786) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to settle the claim of Abner 
eee H. R. 2787 grantin ion to Tim 

y request), a (H. R. ing a pension 
Clifford to the Committee on Tavalid ensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 2788) to pay Laurena 
Opp, sole and only heir at law of Reuben Opp, for property taken 
and destroyed from the said Reuben Opp by the Federal tr at 
Helena, Ark., during the war of 1861 805—to the Co: ttee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill 5 R. 2789) for the pensioning of 
David Reese, late of Company K, Third Ohio Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of Charles 
B. Rouss, of the State and city of New York—to the Committee 


on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen J. Bross- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of F. Z. Tucker, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2743) for the relief of Charles O. Overton, 
shipping merchant, of New York City—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) granting a pension to Henry J. Turner 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill — R. 2745) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Thomas Clark—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the mili record of Robert F. Johnson—to the Committee on 


ting a pension to Bet- 
Pensions 


elch and pay him $100—to | th 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) granting a pension to Matthew J. Gra- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2748) for the relief 
of John Rhodes and wife—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 2749) for the payment 
of the claim of M. M. Defrees for the construction of a sewer 
adjacent to the United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request); A bill (H. R. 2750) for the relief 
of loyal citizens, therein named, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. i 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2751) for the relief of John W. 
Fairfax—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2752) to increase the pension of 
Mary Tate—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2753) for the relief of the vestry of the Epis- 


‘copal Church of Remington, Fauquier County, Va.—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2754) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elvira Moore, executrix of J. L. Moore—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2755) to increase the pension 
of John J. Beauford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 2756) granting a pension to 
John A. FE yey Far the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 2757) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel McConaughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 2758) granting a 
pension to Frank Casey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 2759) granting a pension 
to Lucinda Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) for the relief of George Henderson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) granting a pension to George Rodney 
Burt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 2762) 3 a pension 
to y C. Case, of Holdrege, Phelps County, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD (by request): A bill (H. R. 2763) for the 
relief of James L. Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 2764) for the relief of W. H. 
L. rell, of Concordia, Kans.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2765) to increase 
the pension of William P. Shelton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) to sion Johnson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. B ged 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2767) to increase the pension of 
James Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 2768) for the relief of George 
Peyton from the charge of desertion and to grant him an honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2769) to relieve Jacob Findley of the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) for the relief of George Heishman—to 
e Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2771) for the relief of Abraham Lasher—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2772) to pension Abraham Lasher—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) ting a pension to Wilson H. 
Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XII. the following PESOS and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM (by request): Petition of H. A. Chew and 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the enactment of the 
McMillan-Linton bills, regulating fraternal and beneficial socie- 
ties—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of I. J. Yarnell and 12 others, of 
Ahlan Pa., in favor of restricting the ownership of real estate 
to American citizens; also same petition from Fred Young and 19 
se citizens of same place—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition to accompany House bill No. 
2122, to provide for an increase of pension to William R. Christy 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, remonstrance of August Stocker and 53 other citizens of 
Lafayette, Ind., against the enactment of House bill No. 30 or any 
similar bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 


By Mr. FISCHER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 737, 
granting increase of pension to Jane M. Graves, of Brooklyn, N. T.; 
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also papers to accompany House bill No. 738, granting increase of 
ion to George H. Reade, of same city; also additional papers 
accom ouse bill No. 739, granting an increase of ae 
8 Eliza . Boscher: of same place—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


Also, additional papers to accompany House bill No. 732, for the | stru 


relief of Henry I. Turner, of Madison, Wis.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, affidavit to accompany bill of Thomas Clark, of Brooklyn, 

. Y., to remove charge of desertion; also Tepas to accompany 

ill of Robert F. Johnson, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to remove char; 

of desertion; also peri to accompany bill of W, H. Battelle, 
known as House bill No. 745, to remove charge of desertion from 
military record; also papers to accompany House bill No. 748, to 
correct military record of Michael Keegan, of Brooklyn, N. V. i 
also papers to accompany House bill No. 746, to remove charge o 
desertion from military record of William Fudge, of same city; 
also papers for relief of Stewart J. 8 same city, as pro- 
vided for in House bill No. 742, Fifty-fifth gress, first session— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Rev. L. J. Mayer, of Forreston, III., 
for the passage of the antirailroad ticket scalping bill; also same 
request from Mrs. L. S. Rounds, president of Woman's i 
Temperance Union of Chi ; also same from W. F. Claussen 
and other citizens of Galena, III. to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ; 

Also, petition of G. H. Butts a clerk of Palo, III., and 41 
others, favoring pags of the M -Linton bills, S. 3589 and 
H. R. 10108, of the Fifty-fourth Congress—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of H. C. Beach and other citizens of 
Malden, Mass., praying for a law gran a rebate of the tax on 
Soona] used in the arts and medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET; Papers to accompany a bill for the 
payment of the claim of M. M. Defrees for construction of a sewer 
adjacent to the United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Inid.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of Charles Slater and other citizens of 
Elkhart County, Ind., for tariff on Canadian cattle—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of John A. Hipkins, of New Haven, 
Conn., for a pension for services as a volunteer on U. S. ship Stars 
and Stripes in September, 1861—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: Remonstrance of Cigar Makers’ Union 
of Erie, Pa., against increase of the duty on tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition of Almon Stuart, of Minden, 
Nebr., praying for an increase in pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petition of the Boston 
Associated Board of Trade, of Boston, Mass., that the 
President be authorized to appoint a monetary commission of 
eleven members—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


easures. 
By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to 3 a House bill to grant a 


msion to Sarah J. Paynter, widow of istian Paynter—to the 
mmittee on Pensions. 
SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 8, 1897. 
The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Turpin, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of members of the Grace 
Methodist e a pe Church, of Hartford City, Ind., for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of all intoxicat- 
liquors in or about the buildings and grounds owned by the 
Government in the city of Washington; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLEN presenteda pene of the house of representatives 
of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, Lincoln, Nebr. 
Resolution. 


Whereas now that more than thirty years have passed since the close of 

LW haasene AE sone of ha po east sala EA entitled to 
ereas u many o soldiers an ors e war are 

pensions, but unable to obtain them; and 


resolutions to each of our Senators and Rep- 

I hereby certify that the above isa tru rrect 

passed by the house of representatives in — J K A ien 
FRANK D. EAGER, Chief Clerk, 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of members of the Ladies’ Fair- 
field Improvement Association of Florida, praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the pending arbitration treaty between the United States 
and Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. 1 sundry memorials of citizens of Louis- 
yille, Ky.; Philadelphia, Pa.; waukee, Wis.; Detroit, Mich.; 
8 Cincinnati and Columbus, Ohio; Wheeling, W. Va.; 
Chi „III., and New York, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 
kerage; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

Mr. LODGH 1 a petition of the trustees of the Cam- 
bridge Public Library, Cambridge, Mass., praying that all books 
prin exclusively in ge Or other than lish devoted to 
panoe pinon historical, scientific, and economic subjects be placed 
on the list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Associated 
Board of e, praying for the enactment of legislation author- 
izing the President of the United States to appoint a monetary 
commission; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of 134 cigar manufacturers of 
Massachusetts, remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed 
duty on filler tobacco in the pending tariff bill, and praying that 
the present 888 85 cents por pound be ratori e 5 was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry memorials of wholesale and retail 
fruit dealers of Massachusetts, New York, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, Vermont, and Maine, remonstrating against the adop- 
tion of the pro: duty on o and lemons in the pending 
tariff bill; W. Were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Malta Association of Phil- 


adelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the ratification of the pend- 
ing ene treaty with 8 Britain; which was e to 
on the e. $ 


Mr. MoMILLAN presented a petition of the Dow Process Com- 
2 sundry citteens of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that a duty of 
one- cent per pound be placed on chloride of li e, or bleaching 
powder, in the pending bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

FFP 
praying a on sugar pending ; 
Which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of sundry lumber manufac- 
turers of Decatur County, „and a petition of sundry lumber 
manufacturers of Georgia, praying that a duty of not less than $2 
pa thousand feet be p on rough lumber in the pending tariff 

; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. THURSTON 8 a memorial of the Cudahy Packing 
Company, of South „Nebr., remonstra against the im- 
position of a duty on gum chicle in the pending bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Prof. S. M. Hill, A. M., presi- 
dent of Luther Academy, Wahoo, Nebr., praying that all Rooks 
printed in a foreign language and all school apparatus be placed 
on the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to 


the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of M. O. Harrington, of North 
Platte, Nebr., praying that a high tariff be placed on Canadian hay 
550 pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance. 

He also presented the petition of Oscar Babcock, of North Loup, 
Nebr., praying that a protective duty be placed upon potatoes in 
the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
wee the 3 e ee lf on the 6th pill, r t, 
tended to be pro to the sundry civil appropriation re- 
orted it with an amendment, and moved that: tt be referred to the 
mmittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 252) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster; and 

A bill (S. 251) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Mo. 
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Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on 


Claims, to whom Bikar 
referred the bill (S. 261) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, repo: 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on i to whom w. 
referred the bill (S. 677) for the relief of Richmond College, loca 
at Richmond, Va., reported it without amendment, and submi 
a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom yee 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 278) for the relief of John F. W. Dette; 
A bill (S. 272) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 


ceased; and 

A bill (S. 253) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (S. 119) to amend an act entitled 
An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 

urposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved 
July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said flrst- mentioned act and other acts amendatory thereof 
and supplemental thereto, and to provide for the settlement of 
claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction 
of Central Pacific and Western Pacific railroads, heretofore re- 
ported by him. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GEAR introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
sily read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1652) granting a pension to John Hill; 

A bill 8. 1653) granting a pension to Homer Darrow; 

A bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to H Brown; and 

A bill (8. T igranim a pension to Ross Wheatley, 

Mr. P. GREW (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1656) to au- 

orize the construction of the e Borgne outlet; which was read 

wice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1657) to authorize and re- 
quire the extension of the lines of the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany, of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1658) to increase the pension of 
John J. Cross; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
Nx. introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
aly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1659) for the relief of Almon Stuart; and 

A bill 8. 1660) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Me- 
Conaughey (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. EN introduced a bill (S. 1661) for the relief of William 
Henry Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1662) for the relief of the 
heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1663) for the relief of John 
Schierling, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Gallus 
Kerchner, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PASCO (by request) introduced a bill (8. 1664) for the relief 
of Riley Moutrey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
RR y read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims; 

A bill (S. 1665) for the relief of Mrs. C. S. Robinson, of Madison 
Conaty, Ala.; and 

A bill (S. 1666) for the relief of Mrs. Cassa Simpson, of Lauder- 


dale eye Ala. 

Mr. B R introduced a bill (S. 1667) „granting an increase of 
pension to Diana Clark, of Miltonvale, .; Which was read 

wice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1668) for the relief of Simeon Motz, 
Nathaniel Robbins, and William J. Sloan; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1669) to extend the pro- 
visions of section 4, chapter 301, laws of 1894, approved August 
18, 1894; which was twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PETTUS (for Mr. MorGAN) introduced a bill (S. 1670) for 
the relief of Thomas M. Hobbs and brother, of Limestone County, 
Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 81) to extend 
the time of payment to settlers on the ceded agricultural lands of 


the Chippewa Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota; which 
1 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
c ; 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest ryations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
cpa to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

AMENDMENT TO TARIFF BILL, 

Mr. MANTLEsubmitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the ind ies of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COUNSEL FOR INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submita resolution, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


merce 

cases the attorneys of the 
8888 is required ‘tor e em 
proceedings which have been institu 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. LEN. I think the resolution ought to be explained 
fore it goes through: Ido not want to object to it, but I thi 
the Senator from New Hampshire gagh; to offer some explanation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. E90 purpose to ascertain what special 
counsel have been employed by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, whether such counsel have also been employed in any cases 
by the railroad companies, and whether any additional authority 


for the em 8 of counsel is n in any pending cases. 
ae aos . Is there a suggestion coming from any source to 
effec 


Mr. CHANDLER. I would not have offered the resolution if 
I had not felt that it ought to be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
immediate consideration of the resolution, and the question is 
upon agreeing to the same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask what has become of the resolution for 
the appointment of standing and select committees of the Senate, 

resented day before yesterday by the junior Senator from South 
Berolina T. EARLE]? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order has not yet been reached. 
The resolution will be laid before the Senate if there are no further 
resolutions, concurrent or other, to be submitted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not see the Senator from South Caro- 
Iina present. I intended to offer an amendment to the resolution, 
which I will now offer as an independent resolution and allow it 
to go over with the Senator's resolution until to-morrow, if there 


be no objection. 
will read the resolu- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secre 
tion submitted by the Senator from New panre 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask that the resolution of the Senator. from 
South Carolina be passed over without prejudice until the next 
meeting of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 

ects. The Secretary will read the amendment proposed by the 
mator from New hire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair is right. As the resolution of 
the Senator from South Carolina is now before the Senate, I will 
move mine as an amendment thereto. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lhope the Senator from Massachusetts will with- 
draw his objection. Neither Senator from South Carolina is 
present. I understand that the junior Senator, who offered the 
resolution, is now sick and unable to be in the Chamber. I ho 
the usual courtesy will be observed by letting the resolution 
passed over without prejudice until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, upon that statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn. The 
resolution submitted by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HARUR will lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now offer mine as an independent resolu- 
tion, and ask that it may go over until to-morrow. 


is there any objection to the request 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That on ersten ei 20th of April, at 2 o'clock, the Senate 
proceed to appoint its standing and select committees, with the titles 
8 members for each corresponding to the committees of th 

‘ou: 
the twenty-f rule of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. CARTER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet at 12 o’clock on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair), The 

uestion is on the motion of the Senator from Montana, that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Montana whether he 
would object to having the bankruptcy bill, which is before 
the Senate, go on to-morrow? I understand the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is sori f to discuss that question, which 
is now before the Senate. I think we may get a vacation on Satur- 
day in order to enable us to transact outside business. 

. CAR The motion was made on the suggestion of 
many Senators that, owing to an accumulation of work in the 
Departments and elsewhere, they desire to have Friday and Sat- 
Gray for the disposition of the accumulation of such business. I 
do not wish to press the motion, however, if it is the desire of the 
Judiciary Committee to proceed with the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like very much to have to-morrow for 
the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. CARTER. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition 
of ponte 2 exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be 
main 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
manisan of the joint resolution indicated by the Senator from 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I left the floor yesterday, 
at the hour of 2 o’clock, I had asked leave to put in the RECORD 
the message of the President of the United States showing the 
number of Americans who were imprisoned in the Island of Cuba 
during the present war and the disposition that had been made 
of them. That record shows that seventy-four American citizens 
were imprisoned. The Senator from Maine fore HALE] says that 
he finds on inquiry at the State Department that only twelve of 
those prisoners are now retained in confinement and subject to 
the prosecutions which have been instituted against them in Cuba. 
That is an act of clemency on the part of Spain which I su 
we ought to be very grateful for, inasmuch as it has been obtained 
chiefly by supplication on the part of the United States. I think 
perhaps we ought to strengthen the future prayers of our Admin- 

ration by passing some sort of recognition of the fact that we 
are greatly indeb to the Spanish Government for not having 
slain outright of all those American citizens. 

Some of them were condemned to death; some of them are still 
on trial for alleged capital offenses; all of them are held amenable 
to the military la ws of Spain in Cuba. More particularly amongst 
that oppressed class are the crew of the Competitor, to which I 
shall 5 devote some attention, and I will speak with re- 
spect to those prisoners upon e Which has been given 
before a committee of the Senate, on oath, 
present at the former trial of the parties. 

I notice also a list of ne per co ndents who have been 
expelled from the island: William M a native of the United 
States; Sylvester Scovel, a native of the United States; Charles 
Michelson, whose nativity is not given; Lorenza Betancourt; 
Elbert Rappleye, of the Mail and ress paper (his nativity is 
not given); James Creelman, of the W orld, born in Canada; F. W. 
Lawrence, of the Journal, born in the United States; William G. 
Gay, of the World, a native of New York; Thomas J. Dawley, war 
correspondent, a native of New York. a 

So bitter is the resentment of Spain toward the United States 
for not having come out and 5 an alliance with her for 
the purpose of crushing ont her Cuban subjects, that it is with 


by witnesses who were 


the utmost degree of exasperation she regards an rson who 
claims to be an American and goes into that island for the pur- 
pose of obtaining information. 3 

The accusations upon which these different mdents were 
removed from Cuba are that they were guilty of f statements 


with regard to the war and the cruelties inflicted upon private 
8 and upon soldiers captured in arms during the present 
struggle. 

Mr. President, it seems very strange if among all the corre- 
spondents the papers of the United States have sent to Ouba they 
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could find no man who has sufficient personal character and suffi- 
cient standing in the estimation of the people of the United States’ 
to be credited in t to statements he might make for publi- 
cation here, and it does seem strange that not one of them has 
5 oe p of the 5 people and Gov- 
ernmen 6 was ma alse reports about the conditi 
affairs in Cuba. s — esa’ 

We have passed through the period of three revolutions in 
Cuba—one twenty years ago that lasted for ten years. A more 
bloody, bitter, and unrelenting struggle was never waged by human 
hands 1. e than that. We then had correspondents 
there, The history of that war and of its incidents has been com- 
pleted. All the civilized world has books that contain a fall state- 
ment of the transactions of that war. Its truths have stained 
Spanish history with indelible reproach. The Spanish Govern- 
ment has never been able to contradict that record. So in regard 
to the record made by our newspaper correspondents, every one 
of whom has been expelled that I have heard of, who went there. 
The Spanish Government has entered no defense in the nature of 
a contradiction of the specific statements that they have made, but 
has banished them from that country and ref them admission 
there again, upon the ground that they had written false reports 
of transactions in Cuba. 

My mind continually recurs to the treaty of 1795 when I think 
of an American citizen and his rights in the dof Cuba. These 
men have the right to go there, pushing their enterprise of gath- 
ering news and reporting it to the world. It is not only a lucra- 
tive profession, but honorable, and one to which the world is 
greatly indebted every day that we exist. If the daily newspaper 

ress a the yona was mens; if ‘ . could 
interposed ween the people and the newspaper press, so 
that their utterances should not reach the „ cause 
of dissatisfaction would be more provocative of wrath than that; 
no privation would be consid equal to that in its distressful 
exactions upon human patience, 

The newspaper press of the world must necessarily get some 
inaccurate ideas. the vast mass of information that it sends 
over the postal lines and along the telegraph wires and across the 
oceans on cables it must necessarily fall into error about man 
things. Sometimes in their en they anticipate things aa 
conjecture things, almost undertake to prophesy about matters 
that are coming to the front in the future, and make mistakes, 
But, sir, when you look over the statements made last month or 
the month before in the great newspaper press of the world and 
get the consensus of opinion and statements that the various 
papers have made you have a volume of history collected that no 
man will ever be able to exp . It is history founded on the 
facts; it is history that reveals th truth. What they hit is his- 
tory; what they miss is mystery.” 

ere, then, is Spain accused by these men whom she has banished 
from the Island of Cuba on account of particular statements of 
transactions, giving names and date and locality, and no man, not 
even the Spanish press, has ventured to deny what these news- 
8 5 agents of the United States have published broadcast here 
or the Iast two years. I have never seen one important statement 
denied about them except some conjectures in regard to the man- 
ner of the death of Maceo; and yet the circumstances attendin 
that transaction were of so peculiar a character that we could 
scarcely blame any man for conjecturing that Maceo had been en- 
trapped into an ambuscade and been slain through treachery, 
ow, rated at what it-is worth, rated according to its proper 
place in history, with all this mass of newspaper testimony piled 
up against Spain during the last two years, and with the great 
mass of information that the world 3 in regard to the 
same war (for it is the same war that was waged twenty years 
ago), it is idle for any man in this country to attempt to deny 
that war exists in Cuba or that it is prosecuted under circum- 
stances, conditions, and with surroundings which violate every 
possible conception in the mind of a civilized man as to what war 
ought to be and what civilized war is. 
think, Mr, President, that there ought to be an end to the 
question and an end to debate upon the question as to whether 
war exists in Cuba. There is but one country in the world which 
denies it outside of Spain, and that is the United States of America, 
And yet in all of the correspondence of our consuls and consuls- 
eral, in the messages which have been sent to us by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the confession of war is openly and fre- 
uently made. The struggle in Cuba is not spoken of by any off- 
lof the United States in any other light than that war exists 
in Cuba. When the pivotal point of our own action turns on that 


proposition and no other, when the ordy question the Senate has 
to consider in respect to the joint resolution now before it is 
whether war exists in Cuba, I think I should be spared the neces- 
sity of inflicting upon the Senate any debate or argument to prove 
a fact known to every man, woman, and child in the world who 
has any acquaintance at all with public affairs and general history, 
so important as this, the turning point in 


When a faot 
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rights of our people, is stated upon the floor of the Senate, it is a 
shame that we can not get this body, the House of Representa- 
tives, and the President to come out and acknowledge the fact, 
proclaim the truth, and let the truth have its own logical effect 
and consequence. 

I was reading this morning a note from Mr. Dupuy de Lome. 
addressed to Miss Clara Barton. Miss Clara Barton desired to go 
to Cuba with the Red Cross for the purpose of relieving the dis 
tresses among the le of that island in consequence of the war. 
Mr. Dupuy de Léme,in replying to that—it is a very late day at 
which this reply comes, however, as I can show by the records 
here—says: 

I duly communicated tomy Government the proposition made b ba Fes 


go to Cuba with a view of conveying the aid of the American peo; 
sufferers in consequence of the war. 


The Spanish minister, with all of his a toi a cunning and 
reserve, in writing to this splendid woman about the great benevo- 
lence which she is conducting, is unable to keep from the tip of 
his pen, or out of his mouth, or out of his thought the words which 
50 A EEE describe the truth of the situation in Cuba, in con- 
sequence of the war,” in which he confesses that there are ‘‘ suffer- 
ers.” If Léme can say it is a war, why can we not say so? 
Why do we refuse to say so? Because, Mr. President, the very 
moment we make that declaration, the laws of war as regulated 
by the laws of nations apply there, and the punishment of men 
for insurrection under municipal orders, decrees, and legislation 
at once ceases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator penn me? Is thata 
recent utterance of the Spanish minister? It escaped my attention. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; itis printed in the Times of Febru- 
ary 12 of the present year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Only a month or two ago? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. hen the consequences of the declara- 
tion of the existence of a war in Cuba are so very important, if 
yom please. to the twelve prisoners who remain there, so important 
to all of the citizens of the United States who are there and who 
have property there, so important to our commerce and to every- 
thing connected with it, it does seem strange that in the presence 
of these facts we can not get our consent to make the c ee 
in a form that gives to it the effect and power of a law in this 
country, that a state of war exists in Cuba. 

Now, sir, if a state of war has existed in Cuba and the seventy- 
four prisoners whose names are given to us by the President had 
been arrested there as being persons who were in complicity with 
the enemy or as pasmes captured out of the armies controvert- 
ing with each other upon the field of battle, instead of these men 
being carried before the secret, inquisitorial tribunals which I de- 
scribed yesterday, and instead of being tried by summary military 
3 in court-martial, they would have been confined in 
camps with all of the rights and privileges and guarantees of pro- 
tection, of maintenance, and of the proper treatment that belongs 
to the character of a prisoner of war. 


is inflicted contrary to treaty, contrary to international 
contrary to the sacred rights of humanity? 
I hope, sir, that we are not in that miserable and low and mean 


8 
law, an 


condition where our citizens ought to be ashamed of us because 
we have not the stren; of character and will to reach ont the 
hand of justice and demand rights that belong to our £ poopie; 
That is all that I am claiming; but I do claim that, and will con- 
tinue to do it. : 

In order to give a little more emphasis and make a better founda- 
tion for the remarks and characterizations that I have been com- 
pelled to employ in this debate, and that I employ reluctantly 
when speaking of any foreign government, let me read some state- 
monie from the last annual message of the Presidentof the United 

tates. 

President Cleveland, in sending in his last annual message, 
adopted a paper which he sent in with it, a report ee by the 
Secretary of State, so that the message, of course, and the report 
constitute but one paper. The President says, in speaking of the 
situation in Cuba: 


y the interruptions to 
It is reliably asserted that 


much time and so much money will be req 
mal productiveness that it is extremely doubtful if capital can be induced to 
even make the attempt. 

We know, as I stated on yesterday, and as the President states 
in his message here, that the people of the United States have 
$50,000,000 of property in Cuba, the larger part of it invested in 
sugar estates. There are some railroad interests there and some 
iron-mining interests. Now, that single declaration made by the 
President of the United States would admonish any proud-spirited 
and honest-minded people that the time had arrived when a war 
conducted for the purposes declared by the President of the United 
States and in the manner which he states ought to be put an end 
to on account of the interests that we have there, which are being 
destroyed unnecessarily; that it ought to be put an end to if for 
no better reason than that, even if humanity had no voice to utter 
in support of the proposition. 

I now turn to what the Secretary of State said on that same 
subject and others closely connected with it. He said: 

The nature of the le, however, deserves most earnest consideration. 

scale on W it is waged bi into bolder relief all the 

appalling phases which often spa to mark contests for supremacy among 
Latin races of the Western Hemisphere. Excesses before confined to a 

po! island become more impressive when wrought throughout its 
whole extent. as now. Tho insurgent authority, as has been seen, finds no 
r administrative expression; it is asserted pir fe ver sporadic and 


Stag sory aw forceofarms. The Spanish power, ou larger owes 
= immediate suburbs, when ested at all, is equally forceful an 
arbitrary. 


On yesterday I read from the elementary authors a definition of | _ The only apparent aim on either side is to cripple tho adversary by indis- 
tho rights and privileges of a prisoner of war. ‘To the prisoners ,, that by any chance may benodi him: Tho pop: 


who are in Cu 
whom have suffered indescribable torture for two years in the 


foul prisons of Habana and other prisons in Cuba, what a great 
relief and happiness it would have been if a state of war had been 
recogni as existing in Cuba, and they, instead of being cap- 
* and confined as violators of civil duties toward S had 


been amenable to no other confinement and no other punishment 
than that which is due to the character of a prisoner of war! 

Mr. President, that is all in the past except as to the twelve 
men who are there yet, but the wound upon the honor of the 
United States Government is not in the past. That is an open, 
fresh. and bleeding wound at this moment, for the wounded honor 
of a nation does not heal because the occasion is past or because 
of the possibility of making reclamation in the form of monetary 
compensation or damages at some future period. The duty that 
the Government of the United States owes to its own citizenship 
is one that every American is proud to recognize and proud to 
claim. Would to God that the United States Government was 
equally proud to stand up and bestow its protection and defense! 
But that, it seems, is not the case. 

If the individual suffering of the seventy-four men and that of 
their families could be laid before the Senate to-day, if the history 
of those men who have been incarcerated in the prisons of Cuba 
could be revealed to the Senate, it would perhaps show an extent 
of suffering which would arouse the indignation of every human 
being in the United States. Suppose instead of being seventy-four 
there had been only one. Suppose that only one American citizen 
had been treated in the manner these prisoners have been treated, 
who can say that the Government of the United States can enjoy 
the reasonable respect and confidence of its own citizens if it 
stands by and sees one man suffer at the hands of the Spanish 
Government, or any other government in the world, when the 
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now, and those who have been there, some of | harm in f. 


by 
too often violated with impunity by i inates, acting at a 
distance from the central authority and able to shield themselves from just 
censure or punishment by false or falsified versions of the facts. 
The killing and summary execution of noncombatants is frequently re- 


ported, and while the circumstances of th 


e strife are such as 5 
accurate or general information in this regard, enough is known toshow that 


the number of such cases is considerable, In some instances, happily few, 
erican citizens have fallen victims to these savage acts, 

A President of the United States and a Secretary of State who 
in a message to Congress can make that statement and that con- 
fession, it seems to me, could not be possibly more delinquent in 
their duty than to follow it up with persuasion, for that is what 
was done, that the people of the United States should be per- 
mitted still longer to suffer and that no relief should come to 


In some instances, happily few— 
Says the Secretary of State— 
American citizens have fallen victims to these savage acts. 


Now consult your memory; consult the records of Congress; 
consult, if you please, the archives of the State Department, ani 
answer me, and answer the people of the United States, what has 
been done to correct, to demand reparation for, or to prevent the 
recurrence of these terrible things which are stated in the Presi- 
dent’s message? 

Well, after that statement, Mr. President, it would scarcely be 
necessary to go into particulars about this, and yet there are par- 
ticulars given to us not only upon American newspaper authority, 
but upon British newspaper authority, to which we are bound to 
give attention, for whatever we may believe about it, or choose 
not to believe for that seems to be the situation in which we are 
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placed—the European 


wers understand this question thor- 
oughly, and long ere this would have intervened there to have 
prevented these outrages against humanity but for a declaration 
that we have made since the foundation of this Government, from 
the lips of almost every President and Secretary of State and pub- 


lic man that we have had, that we would not tolerate European 
intervention in the affairs of Cuba. We have warned off all 
Europe from doing anything or from even saying anything in an 
official way about the transactions which go on in the Island of 
Cuba. We seem to think that we have a sort of guardianship 
over Cuba and that Europe must not intervene in any way, even 
for the purpose of protesting in the name of humanity against the 
outrages that are perpetrated in that island. Sir, our guardian- 
ship there, if we have it, is like the guardianship of the devil over 
acondemned soul. We are holding them in duress; we are hold- 
ing them where no other power can relieve them, and where they 
are losing all their 1 to relieve themselves, warning the 
nations of the world that they must say i about affairs 
in Cuba and stand by and see the inquisitorial and savage meth- 
ods of Spanish trial and Spanish warfare and Spanish dungeons 
visited upon the Cubans, and even our own people, withont so 
much as a protest! Point me to the protest that has been made by 
the Government of the United States against these outrages. 

Sir, what a firm foundation would these statements have been 
for a protest like this: ‘‘ This transaction, thus characterized by 
the President of the United States in a communication to Con- 
gress, must not proceed in Cuba; we must haye a guaranty from 

ou that this persecution and wrongdoing have ceased; that this 
blood of innocents has stoppedits flow; wemust havesome security 
from you, or otherwise we will take into our own hands that which 
we will not permit other nations to do—the rectification of this 
outrage upon the laws of humanity, the laws of nations, and the 
treaties of Spain with the United States.” A protest like that, 
Mr. President, would not only have emptied the prisons of Cuba, 
but those Cuban people out in the hills and on the plains and in 
the swamps and in the dense woods of Cuba would have had their 
hearts lighted up with the responsive sentiment which they fonnd 
aflame in the United States, and they would have stood their 
ground even with more fortitude and hope than they are doin 
to-day, and yet it can not be said of any other people in this worl 
that they have shown more fortitude and more perseverance than 
the class that we call the rebels in Cuba. 

Mr. President, in a field so very wide, that has now occupied so 
great a portion of the history of this century in Cuba, it is almost 
Impossible to follow a consecutive and close line of argument to 
demonstrate exactly what the situation there is, what it has been 
and what we may expect it will be, because in respect of matters of 
this kind we are bound to judge the future by the past. When a 
man or a nation has performed a series of acts which satisfy you that 
he or the nation kas a character of certain unpleasant or danger- 
ous complexion, humanity is bound—nations as well as individuals 
are bound—to take up those characteristics which have been es- 
tablished in the history of that man or that nation and apply 
them to their future conduct. In respect to Spain, there has been 
no proof of repentance, no change of course, no relaxation of her 
tyranny. Her purposes are the samo araara and despotic pur- 

oses which have characterized her rule of the ple of Cuba 
koa the time that that island was first occupied by her subjects. 
Beginning with the Indians, they destroyed them. They went to 
Africa and imported the negroes to take their place, and they kept 
them in such condition of slavery and depression as that progress 
amongst them, either religious, moral, or educational, was abso- 
lutely impossible. Then, when they were forced by the constraint 
of surrounding nations and the demand of European powers to 
emancipate the slaves, they now turn against them and reprobate 
them for struggling for the liberties enjoyed by the negroes of the 
United States. They want to prevent the negroes in Cuba from 
enjoying anything of those opportunities and privileges which 
seem. ay been so valuable to the negro race since emancipa- 
tion in the United States, and they point to the army in Cuba and 
tell us, as De Léme told us in a letter read in the Senate in which 
þa denounced Senators, that these armies in Cuba were composed 
f negroes, and that when the Cubans should achieve their inde- 
dence we would have there, as we have in Santo Domingo and 
5 negro communities in rule. 

The cruelties of Spain, Mr. President, have followed the white 
and the black race alike in every stage of its history. As far 
back as we can trace that Government there has been no sense of 
ternalism in Spain. They have treated their subjects as mere 
eudatories, who were 33 to yield them as much stipend 
as they could wring out of them by taxation, by the bastinado, or 
by the sword, and 3 have never regarded the common populace 
y of Spain as being entitled to any rights, except such as for the 
moment the military and the royal rulers of Spain chose to con- 
cede them, really for their own convenience. t has been the 

situation. i 
I wish now to advert again to the case of the twelve prisoners 


that the Senator from Maine . HALE] says are still retained in 
Cuba, Amongst those are the Competitor prisoners, as they are 
called. The little schooner Competitor loaded up with a few men 
who went down to the coast of Cuba for the purpose of landin 
them and sending there some arms and ammunition that they h 

a right to sell or to give away or to dispose of to the insurrection- 
ists or to the Spaniards, as they saw proper. They had that right 
under the laws of the United States, strict as our laws are, and 
under the treaties that we have with Spain, and under interna- 
tional law. One of those 15 men, sir, if I remember aright, 
is from your own State [Mr. Berry in the chair] and from a 
family of respectability; a young fellow, 19 or 20 years of age, who 
started ont from the State of Arkansas and went to Florida, who, 
having some igs ae and.some facility for writing, engaged 
with the editor of a local paper in Florida that he would go to 
Cuba, get within the lines of the insurrectionists, and would re- 
port to his newspaper, as he might be able to do, the actual situa- 
tion in Cuba. 

Mr. President, I must remark for a moment upon that enter- 
rise. This young fellow had his fortune to make, his reputation 
is fame, to achieve, and he believed that he could do it, and he had 

the courage to step out into dangerous places for the purpose of 
seeking a foothold in the respect of mankind. I honor such a man. 
I do not regard him as a savage or a beastly intruder into other 
people's affairs. He hada right to go there; and if he had the 
courage to do so, he is to be applauded for it. 

He got ona little schooneras a passenger, which appears to have 
had some men aboard who were going to Cuba and were taking 
arms there,and who doubtless intended to enlist in the Cuban 
army. Whena Spanish gunboat came in sight, those men had 
landed a part of the cargo; and they deserted the vessel and went off, 
all but four or five. Three of those men were regular employees 
upon the little schooner—the capan, the mate, and perhaps the 
stevedore or some other sailor. Their ship had been engaged for 
the purpose of making this transit from the United States to 
Cuba—a perfectly honest and perfectly justifiable and lawful en- 
terprise. Young Melton was cap on board the ship without 
any arms at all, and was taken, along with the balance of those 
men, carried to Habana, and incarcerated in a prison and placed 
incomunicado. Noone was permitted to see him or talk with him, 
or hold any communication with him. He did not know the 
charges that were brought inst him. After some days, and 
contrary to some feeble and sickly protest which the Government 
of the United States designed to make in respect of this poor boy, 
he was carried before a military tribunal—a nayal court-martial— 
and was there condemned to death. That has been now very 
nearly twelve months ago. During all of this time the boy had 
lain in jail; his form had wasted away, his strength had disap- 

ared, and the cloud of an early death came lowering down upon 

young soul, and all the hopes of that youth who, perhaps, 
might have aspired to anything that this Senate contains within 
its august presence—all the hopes of that boy have been utterly 
destroyed, and his life has been worse than destroyed by the Span- 
ish inquisition. He was condemned to death. 

Then came a protest from the Government of the United States 
against the manner of his trial. Not that his accusation was con- 
trary to the laws of nations, but that he had not been tried in 
accordance with the act of 1821, passed by the Cortes of Spain, and 
the treaty of 1795 and the i protocol of 1877. These require that he 
should have counsel, should understand the nature of the accusa- 
tions brought against him, should have witnesses in his defense, 
and should have every advantage that could be secured under the 
A grape law of 1821, and the law was named in the treaty. None 
of these things was done. He was takenand condemned to death. 
The supreme court at Madrid, however, upon the protest of this 
Government, or of Mr. Hannis Taylor, our minister at the court of 
Madrid, took the subject up and they reviewed it and reversed the 
decision; and instead of releasing him, as he ought to have been 
released, they remanded the case to the lower court for further 
trial; and from that day to this that boy has been in a dungeon in 
Habana, and is there now; no further trial has been granted to 
him; and he is punished for nothing else than because he isa 
young native-born American who had the temerity to go there 
and accidentally to be found in company with men whom he 
never knew before and had no acquaintance with. He had put 
his foot upon the deck of that ship to go there in company with 
these men who were strangers to him, one or two of whom were 
killed in the water, but some of them escaped and went into the 
Cuban army. 

That is the case of Ona Melton and the crew of the Competitor. 
There were other American citizens and there was one British sub- 
ject on that ship, and the consul-general at the place (I believe it 
was Consul-General Ramon Williams at Habana) interposed the 
treaty of 1795, the protocol of 1877, and the act of 1821 in behalf 
of that British subject and defended him. That British subject, 
Mr. President, was released. í 

Ona Melton is there now, and two other American citizens, in & 
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jloathsome dungeon. He has said that oftentimes he was incarcer- 

ated in a room that was not 20 feet long and not more than 12 
feet wide, with 40 other men, for days and nights at a time, with- 
out a place to lie down or tòsit down, without a blanket to put 
‘under him, and with three pails of water a day brought in to 
‘satiate the thirst of that goat crowd of men after they had been 
fed on salted codfish the night before in order to increase the an- 
guish of their thirst. 

Am I stating romances? I am telling you now what was sworn 
‘to here by two respectable gentlemen before the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, one of whom I know personally, and the other 
Idonot know. One of them is Dr, Diaz, the head of the Baptist 
missionary establishment in Cuba, who was sent out by the South- 
ern Baptist Church. He had been a captain in a former revolu- 
tion, and a gallant one. He had escaped from a pusang band of 
soldiers just at the close of that war, along with two other men, 
in the nighttime. The Spaniards had chased them until they had 
got them outontoasand bar or a peninsula reaching into thesea, and 
‘there, when night shut down, the Spanish soldiers were afraid to 
come out into the open and attack them. When night came on 
they built fires across the peninsula. These men found some dry 
cedar logs there, threw them into the sea, got upon them, and 
floated around, exe ing the current would carry them to some 
hospitable point where they could land, but, instead of that, the 
current carried them out to sea. One of them dropped off of his 
raft and died in the water. The other two were picked up by an 
American schooner and carried to Key West, and Dr. Diaz was 
delivered to his friends. 

He was then acaptain in the Cuban army; he wasa very highly 
educated gentleman, and was a surgeon of character at the time 
he enlisted in that war. He was born within 5 miles of Habana. 
His family, a very distinguished one, had held great titles under 
the Spanish Government, and great renown attached to the name 
of that family, running back through many generations. When 
he came to the United States, he engaged in manual labor as a 
maker of ci ,as most Cubans do who come here. Then he went 
to New York, but by the time he got there his health gave way. 
He was taken to a hospital, and there, under the ministrations of 
an aged lady, who was to him mother and sister and friend, his 
health was restored; and with the restoration of his health there 
came to him a blessing that Dr. Diaz esteems above all that the 
world contains—he became a converted man, and a Protestant. 
Then he went to seth! ote and there he was educated in the- 
ology under the tuition of an eminent Baptist divine. Then he 
became a reader and worker amongst the manufacturers of cigars 
in the city of New York; then he went to Florida upon the same 
mission, and then began to preach. He had become a member of 
the Baptist Church, and that great institution, the Southern Bap- 
tist Convention, than which no wiser and more excellent body of 
Christians exists in this world, put him at the head of a great mis- 
sion in Cuba. He went there and established it. He established 

roperty by the contributions of the Cubans—not from the United 
tates—in the city of Habana worth three or four hundred thousand 
dollars, including a splendid church edifice, with a congregation of 
more than twelve hundred persons in regular attendance upon his 
ministrations, with other missionary churches established around 
in different parts of Cuba, with a large hospital, with fifteen or 
more free schools, and with a large and beautiful cemetery. 

He was there conducting himself as a Christian gentleman 
would; and so chary was he of his position and of his rights and 
duties under these circumstances that, in reply to a question that I 
put to him, he swore that he had never communicated to the forces 
or to the generals or to anyone else on either side of that contro- 
versy any information that could be valuable in a military sense. 
,When Campos was there, Dr. Diaz got his permission and also, I 
may say, the permission of the Government of the United States 
to join with the Geneva Society of the Red Cross in establishing 
hospitals in Cuba. He came here and 1 fox a position in 
that benevolent institution under Miss Clara Barton, the game 
lady to whom De Léme addressed a letter in February last. It 
was required in Cuba that they should are the style of the 
cross, that it should be a white cross instead of a red one, for some 
local reason, I do not know what. 

Dr. Diaz was made vice-president of that mission. He went back 
and established a number of hospitals all through Cuba. He treated 
thousands of wounded and sick Spanish soldiers, and, with equal 
consideration, he treated and cared for the rebel soldiers, and also 
for their families. He got large medical supplies, and he was him- 
self a surgeon, and performed skillful operations in Cuba, and 

‘amongst those e pee which saved the life of Delgado, of 
whom we have h so much. This man, conducting himself in 
this way, after the Senate had passed a resolution recognizing the 
existence of a state of yee war in Cuba, was preaching at night 
and in day time in the city of Habana, when bombshells were 
thrown into his congregation and they were driven out. Still he 
behaved himself with that sort of propriety and dignity that be- 
longs to his elevated character, for he y appreciates it. He 


was arrested, together with his brother, and put in jail and kept 


incomunicado for as many, I think, as seven or eight days; and 
when he was discharged, without any crime being imputed to 
him, it was with an order of banishment from his church and 
from Cuba; and were he to return there now he would be at once 
arrested and executed. 

Here is an American citizen, fully naturalized here, with the 
best p es and intentions, a perfectly innocent man, who went 
back to the Island of Cuba upon the highest mission that the human 
mind can conceive of, and who has done untold good to those 

ple, has introduced there the light of Protestant Christianity 

in a way, perhaps, to give offense to some other churches, but, at 

the same time, probably not in a way to offend against the senti- 

ments and feelings of the American people, certainly not those of 

mip members of the Southern Baptist Convention, who sent him 
ere. 

His arrest and banishment violate our treaties with Spain, but 
that grave offense has received no notice from our Government, 
When this Christian minister was in prison, our Government did 
not visit him. 

Now, this isthe man who was before the committee and who tes- 
tified. I wish to call the attention of Senators who may not have 
known of this document, and who may wish to read it, to the fact 
that it is document 166 of the Fifty-fourth Con, „second ses- 
sion. There are copies in the document room. No man can read 
the statement of that noble divine and, if he is an American 
citizen, have any proper respect for his Government when he 
feels that it still lingers and halts in affording a remedy for these 
wrongs. I can not describe the wrongs that Dr. Diaz witnessed, 
in the peoaos of this audience, without offending the delicacy 
even of the men who are here, for they would leave the galleries 
and retire to the corridors should I spread the picture before the 
Senate. It is something that is absolutely unmentionable in the 
hearing of decent or civilized ears. Those are the people we are 
contending with. 

Dr. Diaz knew this poor boy, Ona Melton. He sympathized 
with him, but he did not see him in the midst of his suffering, and 
did not, I believe, witness the trial that took place there. I wish 
to read now, and I must beg the pardon of the Senate for asking 
attention to this point, the proceedings of that trial as testified to 
by Mr. Frederick W. Lawrence, a correspondent of the New York 
Journal, I believe, who was present and saw it,and who was after- 
wards banished. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the number of the document? p 

Mr. MORGAN. It is Senate Document 166, Fifty-fourth Con- 
grees, second session. The Committee on Foreign Relations could 

ve piled up a great deal of evidence here, sworn testimony, but 
we all felt that it was unnecessary to do so, because all of it was of 
one sort; it all ran in the same direction, and there was no occa- 
sion for multiplying evidence about a matter that everybody 
knows. Senator Davis was examining the gentleman, Mr. Law- 
rence, and he was going on to give a list of the gentlemen who 

been banished from Cuba. reply to a question as to what 
was the alleged cause, etc., of the bani ent, he said: 
. What was the alleged cause? 

Sending false information to his paper. That has been the reason that 
General Weyler bas alleged for the expalsion of all the correspondents whom 
he has expelled. There were four of us expelled— 

But this list furnished by the President gives eight or nine 
names— 


. Go on and give the next instance. 

The case of Mr. Darling, an artist for Harper’s Weekly, who has been ar- 
rested in territory that is not included in the Captain-General’s edict, re- 
leased each time, but detained from one hour to several hours—by several 
hours I mean eight or ten. Iam not certain about the American ci N 
of Mr. O'Leary, so I will not state his case. Mr. Creelman, of the New Yor 
Herald, was expelled at the same time I was; forbidden to remain longer on 
the island. 

Q Upon what ? 
. Upon the cha: of sending false information as to the state of affairs 
in Cuba, I was expelled for the same reason at the same time. : 
y Now, these cases are those of newspaper correspondents. I apply my 
question to ill treatment of other American citizens, resident or po- 
rary, of the island. 
A. The cases of Alfred Laborde and Milton. 
. Citizens of the United States? 
. Citizens of the United States. 


2. * yonr information derived from what they told you? 
o, 


2 Who dia you get it from? 
. From the ony produced at the court-martial and from Vice-Con- 
sul Joseph Springer. 


. With what were these two men charged? 
Ry Roy charged with bringing a filibustering expedition into the 
0 


Is that the case of the Competitor? 
Yes, sir. Those two men, American citizens, were arrested, and, so far 


their 
persons. They were brought to bana, tried by general -martial 
against the energetic protest of the United States consul-general there, con- 
demned to death, and, as I am informed, their sentence delayed by the Madrid 
Government at the request of the Secretary of State, and still held in jail. 
. Do you know whether they were assisted by counsel at their trial? 
From the American point of view, they were not assi by counsel at 
trial; from the military point of view, they were. 


E 


as the testimony of the men who 8 them goes, had no arms u 
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In what way? 
T. The They had a lieutenant in the navy, who asked no questions, w 
examined no witnesses. There were none produced, Sian roar who Patron 
and the other officers of the Earba diiin 
2 . y way of plea that these men were Ameri- 
A. eee were American citizens. 
yee? He as what grounds did he —.— their defense? 


281 


3 for mercy for Labords, for the illustrious place his name had 
S eae dag bec navy, and on account of the things people had done 
‘or the 8 Government, 

ve And the other man? 

He asked for mercy for him, stating that he was not there for the pur- 
pose of fighting, but merely in his business as a n newspaper per correspondent. 

Q. Do you know whether it appeared on that trial how far the Competitor 
was from the shore of Cuba when she was captured? 

A. Ido not remember. 

Q: Do 5 know whether there wasany evidence of that given on the trial? 

At the trial there was no evidence given whatever. 
5 I mean as to the co. 
As to the distance or an g else. 
. Have you any informa ato the distance she was from the shore? 
As to the exact distance, I d do not know whether she was within the 
8-mile limit or not. 
2 Was this trial secret or public? 
Public. 
Q Did you attend it? 
Yes, sir. 
Q Were the men in irons when tried? 
No, sir. 
g How long did it last 
From a itie after 8 o'clock in the morning until afternoon. 
g How many were 
Five, at once. 
Q How long was this after their arrest? 
It was in the neighborhood of a week, more or less. 
Q: Was any application made at the trial for postponement until they 
d communica Government? 

A. No, illiams, however, saw them before the trial commenced 
and asked udge-advocate in my proven what sort of a trial it was to 
be, and the jud vocate replied, trial. . Williams then 
replied, “I any official recognition to this trial. I protest 


Mr. Williams was our consul-general at that time. 
Q. So that no officer of the consular service of the United States was pres- 
ooh ae ant BOAR 
F 
I do not know. If you eee e 


Nos 2 3 as wha 22822 —— ~ vasa we 
cutor also. He plea inabout 1 
torneys would make a 7. — in this country. 
That is the prosecutor. 


28 Well, er es ere 


had an to 
statements were read by ju 


statements of the ou mean. Was the 
Spanish and — one yer. their gent be 


He did not utter one ae word to them. 
7 Can he speak English? 


advorate in 
noe 1 8 


SD sir; I have every reason to think not. 
apt that all this long harangue was delivered in Spanish? 


. And then t the 2 asked what the’ Ene to say? 
— 1 5 bows in di 


He did not even do asian ght al th ing officer of the —— 
‘ican were ten of them, a we t call — jury—tho 

that body said to Laborde in ve you ane 
few wo ‘and so it went until the last ene — 5 reach; 

and the presiding-officer spoke to him and he did not 8 
then rs interpreter got up and said. Do 2 wish to say anything?” G 
arose and said, “All have got to say is Í do not understand one word —— 
has been said to-day, for mo or against me, and at any rate I appeal to both 
the British and American consuls.” 


That is the British man. 


aan Bows penta mean Sd these prisoners could not speak or understand 
A ge eee eee 


& Mi Milton pest ‘Gilday. Laborde understood Spanish. 


He calls him Milton. Melton is the proper name. 


Q Milton was the American and Gilday the naturalized American sub; rsd 
Yes, sir; I believe there is some question whether Gilday is a 
subject or American. The British consul claims ee isa 8 


ry shames but he himself says he never renounced 
Q. How long was it after 125 were asked whether they had anything to 
say before the trial terminated 
A. The ee terminated ee upon the last man having made his 
8 8 en it the defense summed up in their behalf, if at all? 


Immediatel r the tion 
1 How long ta it 8 it take Reato conclude that summing up? 
It took probably fifteen HB —— 


ce to Great 


By Senator MORGAN! 


Q; porni appeal, as I understand you, was entirely for mercy and not for 


A. All for mercy, sare you can call his plea for Milton that he was not 
there asa but merely as a newspaper correspondent. 


By Senator Davie 
2 Did a undertake to give any account of why he was there? 


What account did he Ne 
Fin thro stated — rede the schooner as the correspondent of the 


"Q. Bid he stato he knew anything of tho mission of the schooner? 
L. Be did not say. That is the statement that was made by him several 


1 7 N the 
Bevin himself? 


aborde claimed th been hired by some per- 

son for the purpose at greene to Sable <n — 7 purpose of there, 
3 up eee told to go to Cuba. 

. Laborde was the owner of the schooner? 

No; he was the 

By Senator MORGAN: 

Q. What did you C feeling of the native Cubans 
ven saw - to bellion or war? 


Cubans, all the natives of Cuba that I have seen who in the past 
any wealth at all, told me they had wrecked themselves to 


A. Th 
help along the war. 
1 Bayo — seen — te in ape ice mag i hen eg Sn 3 and 
e “an bans und: 
ree seg an haps ca Pinky gana $e Sv er panish flag. 
Yes, sir. 
. To what 28 Ero 
Well, just 
— at ot 


A. 
were those enlistments? 
rough estima’ estimate—I never into the offi 


looked 
a rou judging by the numbers of voluntee: 
iig ough a seus oe 000 volunteers. = 
N amet for service in eld or for particular duty? 


No. sir; they were volunteers for 3 and around the outskirts 
Ha guarding the banks, public buil theaters, and 


No further attention, I believe, 
Leta of the witness. 


now to 
elton still under that accusation and still in prison 
in Habana T I tried for a long time to get from the State Depart- 
ment, by resolution of the Senate, a statement of the facts in re- 
gard to Ona Melton, and I did not succeed until about the last days 


n City a man who had written up the funk 


myself to examine, we 8 have been still in the dark about that 

W ei totally illegal tting, if 1 f 
That proceeding is y —admitting, if you please, for 
the sake of the oes ea: the guilt of the n violative 
of the treaty of 1795, which required under the act of the Cortez 
of 1821 that a person, an American citizen, accused of insurrection 
or any crime against the political government of Spain, shall have 
his trial before a certain trib’ ; shall be informed, before he is 
tried, of the nature of the accusation; shall have witnesses in his 
defense; shall have counsel employed by himself, and shall have 
free access to them on all occasions. A more flagrant, a more con- 
temptuous, violation of treaty rights than is disclosed in this tes- 
timony can not be stated. Here we stand with Melton still in 
prison; no relief for him, no promise of relief, except the mere 
ey ee Na that we send up here to each other to make a decla- 
on of law under which the President of the United States would 

be compelled to demand his surrender. 

N , Mr. President, is done for that poor young fellow. I 
have seen letters that he has written, modest, earnest, 5 
letters, that he might be released from the horrors of that im- 
prisonment; that he might be brought back to liberty. In my 
conception there is not a more innocent man on the earth than 
young Melton is to-day. The Spanish Government when it took 
the steps to condemn him to death, as it did, did not feel that it 
was necessary to produce evidence. The only thin 188 it proved 
about the poar fellow was that he was on board a ship where 
other men had come aboard, without his knowledge, with arms 
in their hands, and yet those men who came aboard came law- 
fully, or else Hamilton Fish and all the American publicists who 
have written upon subjects of this sort have entirely misunder- 
stood the rights of American citizens. 

Im a letter which Mr. Fish wrote to Admiral Polo de Bernabé 
April 18, 1874, in reply to a communication that the admiral, who 
was minister to this capital, had written to him, informing him 
of certain orders that had been issued in respect of the Spanish 
marine affair and orders of the Captain-General, Mr. Fish took up 


1897. 


the subject and replied u the proposition that the admiral- 
winter bade akm Among other parts of his reply 
hich is PENADE to the PACT ain MEKIN „I will read this: 
In regard to the second k point thus stated by Admiral Polo's esteemed 
predecessor, the undersigned was ed by due regard to universally 
princi ternational rights and duties to declare that in the 
state of war it was no offense in the sailing v. 
e United States to carry arms and munitions of war for 
might concern. 


This is in reference to the former rebellion, of which the present 
is a mere repetition, only it is with higher lights upon it and in 


more gerated form. 
Mr. Fish continues: 


The unde ed has . that no government can by the law ot 
nations be held responsible for shipments of arms, munitions, or materials 
of war made by rivate individuals at their own risk and peril. If a state of 
war should ex: Aa if Spain should be entitled to the rights of a belligerent, 
parties concerned in the shipment of arms and military supplies for her 
enemy would incur the risk of confiscation by her of their pees dP but their 


would involve no ground of reclamation against their ent in be- 
of Spain, and consequently no right to invoke the aid of that govern- 
rpetration of the act. Such it is believed is the 


ment in preventing the pe 
established law of nations, and such the received rule even when the ship- 
aitizens say be the parties sogaged in the introduction af these supplies for 
the use of one of the belligerents. 

At another place he goes on to speak of the right of citizens of 
the United States, notwithstanding our very severe statutes upon 
that subject, to pass from these shores with any sort of war mate- 
rial, to land them on the Island of Cuba at any place that they 
can land, being responsible, if they are caught, only as smugglers, 
not responsible for treason, or rebellion, or insurrection because 
the arms may be used 15 5 55 engaged in such conduct after they 
have been delivered in Cuba. i 

Here is a man engaged, according to our views of international 
law, as expressed, and specifically, under the terms of the treaty of 
1795, in an enterprise that in itself is legally innocent, an enter- 

rise for which the Government of Spain has no right to punish 

im except as it would punish a smuggler if he had been caught 
smuggling goods in there without atte the revenue. It has no 
such right, even under its own law—I speak of the law; I do not 
speak of the decrees of the Captain-General, for, Mr. President, as 
to us the decrees of the Deptan- onera are not laws when they 
contravene the treaty rights that are reserved to us under the 
treaty of 1795 and the subsequent modification of that ent. 

This innocent young man approached the Island of Cuba with- 
out any arms, on this mission of peace really, this mission of public 
education, which to him was a resource of living. He was cap- 
tured, tried in the manner I have stated here, and condemned. The 
supreme court at Madrid reversed the decision and remanded his 
case more than ten months ago, and there he lingers in jail, and 
no President and no person raises a hand for the arpo of gxtri- 
cating him. Now, whether there are seventy-four prisoners in 
Cuba or seventy-four thousand, or whether there is but one, in 
the person of Ona Melton, this Arkansas youth, the flag of the 
United States, if it refuses to shelter him, is a disgraced rag. 

No credit is attached to anything that is said by an American 
newspaper correspondent. No, sir; we have that mean vice in this 
country that we believe no man with an American tongue in his 
head unless he can corroborate his statements by somebody else 
and if he can get a man from Great Britain to do it, then it all 
goes down all right. Here is a gentlemen, Mr. Akers, who is the 
correspondent of the London Times, and who has been a commis- 
sioner of that paper for several years, having visited various parts 
of the world. He came here on his way to ope and informed 
the State Department of his mission to Cuba and what ha was 
going for. He was going to reside in Cuba and get information 
of the actual situation and communicate it to the London Times, 
and from time to time he did so. He gave impartial accounts, and 
some of them—most of them, indeed—were even more scathing in 
their criticism upon Spanish customs and usages and conduct in 
Cuba than those of the American correspondents who have been 
banished from the island on the pretense that they were making 
misrepresentations with regard to the situation in Cuba. 

For the purpose of getting it before the Senate I desire to have 
the Secretary read a paper that was written by Mr. Akers to the 
editor of the New York World, and which N in that paper 
recently, some time during the last week. desire to have tha 
whole of it read because it is a summary of the situation in Cnba. 
I trust at least that it will not fall upon dull ears when it reaches 
those gentlemen who have the habit of believing that everything 
British is right and that whatever a British man states mnst be the 
truth. The evidence, however, is of inherent force as to the recti- 
tude of hisstatement. Will the Secretary please read as indicated? 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To the Editor of the World: 

The end of the season is now j 
i = 5 at hand. and Spain has accomplished little 

Certain gains have most certainly fallen to the 8 the death of 


Maceo in December and the capture of Ruis Rivera a sw Sere ago eee 
most notable. But at what cost has the campaign been conducted! 
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of cinders. 
Desolation and extermination meet the atevery point; ruin in th: 
ent. famine, disease aud death in the future. are all + the Cubans ban hone 
for while Cuba remains under 8 e. 


nder these circumstances I do not think that the death of this or that 
leader can bring victory any nearer to the Spanish arms. one such 
Snr renee ee ee one nee eae spring up to take his 


NO GREAT MILITARY GENIUS ESSENTIAL, 


Moreover, it must not be forgotten that this guerrilla warfare needs not 
us to uct it. tbat? Geax tape pe “every 
the devil take the hindmost.” only object in view 
is to keep the country in such a condition of unrest as to make 3 
the presence of an enormous army of occupation. Small parties of 50 or 100 
men out the island can do this more effectively than a con- 
centrated force of 20,000 or 30,000 men, upon which the Spanish commander- 
a could at once mass greater numbers, equipped with superior arma- 
ment. 
General Weyler's policy of extermination and devastation is nothing short 
of the almost insane Working ofan ind. 
To kill peaceful people on the 


where no means of subsistence inexcusable. 

To devastate the whole Island of Cuba on the plea that by so doing all sup- 
plies will be shut off from the rebels only demonstrates the dense ignorance 
under which the Spanish general is laboring. 

REBELS CAN GET ENOUGH FOOD FOR TEN YEARS. 


The rebels can get food enough to live on for another ten yeara if neces- 
sary, while the cattle alone now roaming wild in the different districts will 
su ly the insurgents with beef for at least a Gets re of years to come. 

Hard living it may be, no doubt, ut better subsist on the roots, the e. 
and the fish that are the natural ucts of the island than starve to death 
in crowded surrounded by Spanish er. That, at least, is the 
idea 3 o bulk ot the Cubans to-day, and Weyler’s policy has eee 
that idea to e the practical form of joining the rebel ranks rather 
obeying the order to come into the towns. 

of the Spaniards resident in Cuba there are few who 8 of General 
Weyler's methods. Some doubtless do so because they fear with intense 
dread that the Cubans may win their independence, and when that time ar- 
ara treat the Spanish elementin the future as the Cubans have been treated 


the past. 

Of course, if Cuba gains her independence, the Spaniards must make their 
choice of becoming Cuban citizensor retaining their Spanish nationality. If 
they elect the lattef alternative, they — will lose all power to control 
public affairs. 

CUBANS ALWAYS HUMANE. 

Granted, however, that Cuban independence becomes un fait accompli, I 
do not believe, from my experience of the Cuban people, that any undue 
harshness would be shown toward the Spaniards. As a rule, wherever 
Spanish soldiers have been taken prisoner by the rebels they have been 

and often returned to the nearest 


Spa: mili: post without any condition being exacted. 

The t majority of $; s with vested interests in the island con- 
demn General Weyler and his practices in most unmeasured terms. Even 
the fear of being marked down as political suspects, with the t of 
transportation to an African penal settlement. does not deter them from 
9 openly their hatred of the me now in vogue. 

As for the foreigners resident in Cu they have but one feeling with 


regard to Weyler's methods of conducting the military operations. They 
consider Weyler and his actions asa reflex of the worst barbarities of the 
Middle A; far more brutal, indeed, than ey oe. the most severe means 
emplo: do the Holy Inquisition to attain its en 

z can they be blamed for passing such judgment on this fend incarnate 
in human shape? Is there any precept advocated by God or man that justi- 
fies the wholesale slaughter of innocent men, women, and dren on no 
other pretext than that they refuse to leave their homes and willingly sub- 
mit to die slowly of starvation in such places as Weyler may order? 


SLAUGHTER AND STARVATION. 


The object of Weyler's present policy is to exterminate the Cuban peop! 
s people composed of — 1,200,000 whites and 500,000 negroes or of pat | 


To kill every peaceful male inhabitant of the country is one of Weyler's 
3 to drive the women and children into the towns to die of hunger is 
another. 

General Weyler says that rations are issued to these poor wretches forced 
into garrison towns. I can only say that I have repeatedly asked about this 
reputed issue of rations from the r people themselves, and the reply in- 
variably is that there was some of this at first, but no such rations had 
ever been given. These pa must for a little bread from day to day 
from neighbors better off than themselves, and when these sources are ex- 
t. quietly down to watch their children and themselves waste slowly 
away, until a mercifu) death relieves them from their terrible sufferings. 

In these circumstances, is it wonderful that foreigners in Cuba have small 
sympathy for Spain in her struggle against her colonists? 

SPAIN'S “ HEROISM"’ AND NOBLENESS UNMASKED. 


A few pedantic individuals nae: Shay of the heroic sacrifices and the noble 
efforts made by Spain to retain last remnant of her once great colonial 
pain 200,000 raw and 


Aro. 
there 5 or noble in sending from 8 
immature boys, not knowing the rudiments of a soldier's duty, to die of fever 
in some pestilential Cuban outpost? 

Is there 8 heroic or noble in shooting like dogs every prisoner of 
war taken in the field, or deporting thousands of men without show of trial 
= poral Sena because they are denounced as having sympathy with 

ere on 

Is there anything heroic or noble in reducing Cuba to ashes and plunging 
Spain into bankruptcy for no purpose whatever? 

No. The truth is that the Spanish people are played upon by political 
cliques in Spain, and their quixotic feelings aroused for the single reason 
that certain politicians ma neflt. It is time such criminal folly be ended, 
and nobody knows this better than the foreigner resident in Cuba. 


DESPOTISM’S HEAVY HAND ON FOREIGNERS. 


o, who was shot and left for dead. 
lated prisoners of the Competitor, now nearly eleven months in the 
the Cabana. 
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1 there is small reason for any love to be lost between the foreign 
fesiden in Quba and the Spanish authorities, who, indeed, have little othe 
thought of the foreigner than that he is a creature to be robbed and . 
upon on every l on. 

goe the HORREN a oes policy professes more leniency to American 
citizens in particular and more clemency toward the rebels in general. I 
ae “ professes advisedly, for there is small por that such a policy is to be 

opted as the outcome of mature deliberation and the decision that the 
measures in the past have been of too severe a nature. 

THE TIGER’S CLAWS ARE DRAWN IN. 


The real reason for any momentary change is the advent to power of the 
McKinley Administration. Just now 8 as full of smirks and smiles, of 
courtesies and tricks, as a coquette of seasons at least, or, better said, per- 
haps, the treacherous weather of an English spri . 

in made Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Olney dance to the tune she piped. 
e, the United States consul-gen- 


Lhave the authority of Gen. Fitzhugh 
eral at Habana, for mating that. 
Not in one single case since he assumed the duties of the Habana consulate 
have American prisoners been accorded the privile they are entitled to 
der the Spanish-American 8 and protocols. General Lee states t 
efforts to obtain the full treaty rights for Americans were invariably 
warted by instructions emanating from Mr. Olney in Washington. 
object of Spain in making concessions in connection with American 
— z ns is simply for the purpose of feeling the pulse of the new Adminis- 


on, 
If the wiles of the Spanish minister aro as successful in entrapping Mr. 
McKinley and Mr. Sherman as they were Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Olney. then 


good-bye to any hope for justice to American citizens or protection to Ameri- 
can property in Cuba. 
God grant that Spain's efforts to mislead the United States Government 
may time prove a failure! 
e, for example, the one question of the he of the Cubans to buy war 
material in this country. War material is simply-an article of merchandise, 
and why should it not be shipped to Cuba? 


, SPAIN'S THIMBLE-RIGGING DIPLOMACY. 


When the subject crops up, Spain says that this constitutes a breach of the 
8 and yet in the same th she declares there is no war in 


owever, any case arise in which all constitutional praeent and 
treaty rights are ignored, the Spanish authorities assert their right to such 
action because a state of war exists. 

If this latter assertion be true, then Cuban prisoners are entitled to be 
treated according to the customary usages of modern warfare; if there is not 
any state of war, there can be no objection to war material as merchandise 
— — n from this country to Cuba as it can be to any other quarter 

e glo 

The paramount question for those with interests in Cuba is what chance 
there may be for a speedy termination of the existing condition of affairs and 
the restoration of a lasting peace, established on a sound and firm basis. This 
ae y consummation can not be reached by the promulgation of any reforms 

Dain may sbo fit to grant to the Ouban pecple. 


WEYLER KILLED HOPE FOR REFORMS. 


The time is passed when a measure of reform could have satisfied the cray- 
ing for . by the Cubans. Weyler’s brutal policy of the past 
fourteen months has effectually killed any hope in this direction. 

General Sevier apparently with the support of the Madrid Government, 
is evidently of opinion that the proper way to get rid of the trouble is to ex- 
terminate the Cubans. 

With all due deference tothe Spanish commander-in-chief, I do not believe 
such a plan is feasible, even if the United States would quietly continue as 
hitherto, standing by and allowing the experiment to be tried. 

The Cubans are to-day better armed and equipped and with greater num- 
bers in their fighting ranks than at any time since the revolt began. The 
can continue a guerrilla warfare on the nt lines for years, and there 
every indication that they are p. do so. 

Spain, on the other to maintain her prona position, must send out 
reenforcements of at least 40,000 men during the current year to fill the gaps 

used by sickness and the casualties of war. If the ish Government 

ds the resources of the mother country unequal to further strain, 
leg the alternative is to abandon the interior of the island and retain con- 
l only of the principal seaport towns and their immediate surroundings, 
and so nominally keep the Spanish flag flying over the Pearl of the Antilles. 


DON QUIXOTE IN THE SADDLE. 


It is on the rock of finance that Spain must inevitably come to grief over 
this Cuban matter. Her resources are already from a common-sense view 
too heavily mor to allow of any further continuance of this diastrous 
struggle. But 8 uts common sense on one side and acts as did the 
won extol 8 of —— in days ay ; Aye eos 
The spirit o m Quixote governs every fee of the average Spanis) 

individual when his patriotism is 8 just 

five centuries ago. e fact that Spain is bankrupt and Cuba ruined d 
not, therefore, mean that there is a prospect of an end of the strife in Cuba 
in the very near future. 


MORE PAPER, HEAVIER TAXES, UNPAID TROOPS. 


The cost of the war for at least another year will be met by unlimited 
issues of paper money, by additional taxation in Spain, by every device that 
financial 8 can concoct, and finally by not the troops at all, 
or, at best, giving them only a pittance of what is due to them. 

In this way the struggle will be maintained for another year or eighteen 
months unless unforeseen causes precipitate a finish. In the end the people 
of Soa. will awake to the fact that the condition of their country does not 

low them to maintain h armies at t distances from home. 

That the intervention of the United States Government should take place 
to bring to a close tho pitiable scenes now enacted in Cuba admits of no 
shadow of reasonable doubt. 

The past policy of this country has been to cry, ‘Hands off!" to any Euro- 
pean interference in Cuban matters. This ponr was reiterated in the 

ess, 


strongest terms in Mr. Clevelaud's last m mere 
Does not the enunciation of such a policy entail certain r sibilities? 
For my own part, I think it does, and my feeling in this matter is shared not 


only by every thinking foreign resident in Cuba, but also by the majority of 
Bpadiands SRG have a stake in the island. 


CUBANS A QUIET, PEACE-LOVING PEOPLE. 


There is an idea lurking in the minds of many Americans, and also in those 
of nearly all Europeans, that the Cubans are a turbulent, quarrelsome peo- 
ple and aire harsh measures to keep them in subjection. 
Let me l that mistake once for all. The Cubans are a quiet, peace- 
loving race, the white population well educated and intelligent, the colored 
le always bright and cheerful. Both whites and blacks are hard-work- 
and industrious, far more so, indeed, than any other race I have seen 
under similar climatic conditions. 


If I may be permitted to give one word of advice to the a of this great 
country, it is to leave Armenia and fhe Turks to be dealt with by tho Euro- 
pen pamer and attend to their own Armenia, that lies but a stone’s throw 

0 


own shores. 
O. E. AKERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the unfinished business will be taken up. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire just a moment to put some papers in 
the RECORD, which I will not ask to have read. Then I will very 
cheerfully yield, without a motion to go on with the resolution, 
to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], who, I understand, 
desires to address the Senate on the subject of the bankruptcy 
bill. Can I have that indulgence? 

Mr. HOAR. After the unfinished business is laid before the 
Senate, let it be laid aside informally for the purpose suggested 
by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will take me but a moment. 
„ T. If there be no objection, that will be 

e order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have broughtsworn evidence forward to-day 
from the American side of this question. Ihave heretofore putin 
the records of the Senate a large number of contributions from 
American correspondents, whose statements agree with that of 
Mr. Akers, and are more in detail and more particular, giving 
certain prominent facts that he undertakes to explain. 

I now present and ask to have printed in the Recorp, without 
reading, a translation from La Lucha, a Spanish newspaper pub- 
lished in Cuba, under date of the 18th of January, 1897, for the 
papos of showing some military orders that have been issued 
in Cuba recently, and also for the purpose of showing the distinct 
recognition there of the existence of war whenever it suits the 

urposes of the Spanish Government. I will send up the trans- 
tion, and not the original text, which I hold in my hand: 
oe gr eee . OT wo see the following military decrees, 

Boletin oficial de la Capitan General (official bulletin of the Captain-Gen- 
eral). In the issue of the 15th of this month the following is published: 

“ARMY OF OPERATIONS IN CUBA—GENERAL STAFF. 
“ [General order for the army of the 12th of January, 1807, given in Habana.] 


His excellency the general in chief has determined the following: 
First. His Excellency Pedro Pin Fernandez, general of division, will cease 
in the command of the division of Las Villas and will take charge of thi 


vision of zanillo y Bayamo. 
“ Second. cellency Julio Domingo Bazan, 8 of brigade, is BPs 
panud oee commana the first brigade of the division of Pinar del Rio 
neral Me! f 
“Third. General of Brigade Eduardo Losas Berros is appointed chief of the 
second Lo 95 of the tr (Clego de Avila). 
er of his excellenc is publis 


“ B o 
com 8 The general of on, chief of staff. Andres Gon unoz."* 
The same issue of the bulletin contains the following decree as to the ex- 


traction of articles of commerce: 
“ARMY OF OPERATION OF CUBA—GENERAL STAFF. 


“ 22 general in chief has seen fit to issue the following circular: 

In order to give compliance to article 3 of my decree of the Ist of this 
month as to the extraction of articles, the military authorities will proceed 
in the following manner: 

The taking out of provisions, clothes, and medicine from town will not be 
permitted — the military authorities of the places to which the said arti- 
cles are to be taken shall guarantee the buyer the necessity of the acquisition. 

8 Lied purpose the military commander and the buyer will sign a dupli- 
cate invoice, 

“In the place where the articles are botat the invoice shall be signed also 
by both the seller and the military authorities, one of the invoices to be kept 


for general 3 and 


by the latter, so that the merchandise may be examined and peered during 
thet rtation, and when it shall have arrived at its destination the in- 
voice shall be delivered to the military authority, who will cancel it and keep 


it as a matter of record. 

By order of his excellency this is published for general knowledge and com- 
pliance. The general of division and chief of staff, Andres Gonzalez Munoz." 

In this same paper we have an official dispatch in which it is stated that 
Calixto Garcia, at the head of 5,000 rebels, besieged the town Jiguani and had 
an engagement with the Spanish Genera! Bosch. A mere perusal of this pa- 
per, as well as of any copy published in the island, proves that there is con- 
stant warfare in every province. 


The next is from the same sheet, translated from La Lucha, of 
date 26th January, 1897. It is a translation of certain telegrams 
which appeared in that paper, one of which relates to the surprise 
and capture of two prefecturas, I must explain for a moment 
that the prefecturas who were captured were parts of the civil 
government of the Cuban Republic, and were down in Las Villas, 
and also at Artemisa, a province of Pinar del Rio. 


In La Lucha of the 28th of January, 1897, a Spanish paper published at Ha- 
bana, under Official telegrams,” are the following: 

First. In Las Villas, the first guerrilla of a killed the so-called Lieut. 
Col. Rafael Soccorro and Civil Governor Salvador Herrera. 

“Second. From Artemisa, province of Pinar del Rio, we have the following 
headline: * Prefectura surprised.“ 

“Third. A In the same province there isan account of a destruction by 
Colonel Coballos of another prefecture. 

“Fourth. There is still another destruction of a prefecture by the Span- 
iards, as can be seen in the sixth column of that peper s: 

All this shows from 2 5 sources that the Cubans have a civil govern- 
ment established, and also from the en ments in this paper reported it 
can be seen that the war is being waged throughout the island. 


This testimony that I put in now will be followed later on, when 
Inext take the floor upon the joint resolution, if I have the op- 
portunity to do so, by a copy of a statement made by a Cuban 


1897. 
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official, an official of the republic, who is the chief prefect of the 
most eastern of the provinces of Cuba, and who gives a complete 
account of the entire organization in that province and in some 
other provinces of the civil goyernment there. I will only draw 
attention to it now as being supported by the telegrams which I 
have just put into the RECORD, aes an when I next take the floor 
I will have some remarks to make about the existence and the 
urisdiction, the organization and the perfectness in its opera- 
ons, of the civil government in Cuba, including the collection of 
taxes from the people, of which a very large amount has been 
aid to the government of the republic, and much of it sent 
feos for the purpose of buying arms. I believe more than $400,000 
has been sent to the United States from taxes collected by the 
ublic of Cuba for the be ery of buying arms, ammunition, 
and hospital supplies. The citizens of the republic who are 
refugees in the United States pay their taxes to the republic as 
cheerfully and as regularly as the tax collectors in Alabama, col- 
lects theirs, and I suppose with more cheerfulness than our peo- 
ple pay their taxes, because they are of course urged to do it by 
motives of patriotism, not being under compulsion. 

The civil government of Cuba, as I will be able to demonstrate 
by evidence that I intend to produce in connection with the evi- 
dence that I have put in now, is a thoroughly organized, com- 
plete, effectual government, administering justice, enacting laws, 
conducting a regular post-office, with pos stamps and mail 
carriers that carry letters through the entire sag of the Island 
of Cuba and send them to the United States. I myself have re- 
ceived letters from Cuba with Cuban pos stamps and no other 
stamps on them. I do not know how it ever happens that the: 
come through our mails, but I have the envelopes now in whic 
those letters were inclosed. So I expect to show in the next 
attempt I make to explain this matter, which will be the final 
one, the existence in Cuba of a powerful civil government, as well 
as a thoroughly organized and very brave and powerful Cuban 
army. 

7 UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will resume the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business, being Senate bill 1035. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire for a few moments to dis- 
cuss the bankruptcy bills that are now pending before the Senate. 
My object in the floor is not so much for the purpose of mak- 
ing a speech to go into the RECORD or a speech to be read by my 
constituents as for the ford of explaining what I consider the 
vital questions involved in the bankruptcy legislation proposa at 
this time, and calling the attention of Senators to what I regard 
as the harsh and unreasonable provisions of the so-called Torrey 


bill. 

I shall not go back to discuss the old bankruptcy legislation of 
the country prior te 1867, but will call the attention of the Senate 
for a few moments to the act of 1867 and the experience we reaped 
under that act, because all of that is within the memory of most 
of the Senators in this Chamber, who from theirown recollections 
can verify the facts I state. 

That law was passed at a time when we were just starting on 
the downward grade from the inflation period of the war, when we 
were getting down from an inflated currency and from inflated 
prices. Taking it in all its features, the act of 1867 was a harsh, 
rigid, and drastic measure, mainly a measure designed for the 
purpose of collecting debts. 

But instead of accomplishing what its designers intended—that 
is, to afford them a vast, searching, and complete machinery for 
ee their debts—it turned out to be a great machinery, a 
great vehicle, for the distribution of the estates of bankrupts 
among Officials of the court, among lawyers, assignees, registers, 
marshals, and clerks, so that it became notorious, and the rule, 
that under that law small estates, or estates of moderate amounts, 
instead of paying any dividends to the creditors, simply paid divi- 
dends to the registers, the assignees, clerks, marshals, and attor- 
ne They made a fortune out of it. Nobody else made any- 


g. 
Bankruptcy proceedings under that act became so odious all over 
the country that a universal sentiment arose among all classes in 
favor of its repeal. Even the very class—the creditors—who had 
been eager, who had been urgent in the first instance to secure the 
8 of the law, became as anxious to have it repealed as the 
ebtors, for they found that what they expected—facility in col- 
lecting their debts—wasa thing they could not get under that law. 
And worst of all, under that act in the case of a man witha 
moderate estate, not only was his estate frittered away, so that his 
creditors got nothing, but unless he paid 50 cents on a dollar he 
could not get his discharge. 
Under that act we had the great panic of 1873. While it can 
not, perhaps, be charged that that bankruptcy legislation was one 
of the causes that brought about the panic, yet it was one of the 


causes that tended to make it more cruel, more harsh, and more 
oppressive in its tendencies and results. We all remember how 

e noted firm of Jay Cook & Co., who had done so much to de- 
velop the great railroad system of the Northwest, who had been 
pioneers in that part of the country in railroad construction, 
one day found themselves under the necessity of making a tempo- 
rary suspension, and how, upon the motion of a few compara- 
tively small creditors, that ay arm was thrown into 5 
and its estate to a large extent frittered away and destroyed. ose 
men who had done so much for the country, who had been the 
leading promoters of the great Northern Pacific Railroad system, 
were not only reduced to a state of impotency, but. even their 
creditors did not get much out of it. That is one of the most 
notable examples we had under the bankruptcy act of 1867 that I 
can now 8 but there were hundreds of others of equal and 
even greater hardship. 

By universal consent, in obedience to a universal demand, that 
law, if I remember prgn was repealed in 1878, after an existence 
of eleven years. All classes were a that it ought to be re- 

led, and from that day to this we have had no ban 
in this country. 

About nine or ten years ago a movement was started among the 
jobbers and wholesale dealers of this country to secure the enact- 
ment of another bankruptcy law. A worthy gentleman, then liv- 
ing, I believe, in St. Louis, Mo., Mr. Torrey, was employed by an 
organization among the wholesale dealers and jobbers to prepare 
a bankruptcy bill, which has since been known in all its various 
forms as the Torrey bill. That bill has been pending before Con- 
8 has been in transit, I may say—for upward of ten years. 

can remember it even ten years ago, and it has been before Con- 

all the time since then. The very fact that it has been so 
ie on the road and so long in transit in one form or another 
affords strong evidence that there has been no real sentiment 
among the American people in favor of the passage of sucha dras- 
tic bill as that. Iam judging in part from my own experience. 
Aside from some of the jobbers and wholesale dealers in my own 
State, there has been no demand for the passage of the Torrey bill. 
The other evening, after we had taken up the bankruptcy bill and 
the Senator from Kentucky had addressed the Senate, I got half 
a score of telegrams from my own State, from wholesale dealers 
and jobbers. They seemed to come as if by the touch of a button 
somewhere around this Capitol. Ido not mean to say that any- 
body here in this Chamber favoring the Torrey bill brought this 
about, but I think some gentlemen on the outside who are greatly 
interested in the passage of the Torrey bill took pains to reach me 
and get my sympathies in that way in favor of the bill. 

Now, anotherthing. Wehave been getting along since 1878, for 
nearly twenty years, without any bankruptcy law, and to-day, if 
you look over the entire field and disregard what I may call all 
manufactured sentiment outside, you will find that aside from 
certain classes of jobbers and wholesale dealers there is no sub- 
stantial demand, no demand of any consequence, among the peels 
of the country for any bankruptcy legislation such as the Torrey 
bill. In fact, there has been no demand of any serious nature to 
speak of for any bankruptcy legislation whatsoever until within 

o last three or four years. Since these hard times have come 
upon us, since many men have become, as an incident and result of 
the prevailing stagnation and seers oe shipwrecked, there has 
come a demand for bankruptcy legislation, but it has come not 
from the advocates of the Torrey bill, but from a class of men 
who need a bankruptcy law as a means of obtaining an acquit- 
tance, as a means of getting an absolution from their financial 
burdens, so that they may resume business unhampered by the 
sad and dreary past. 

There is no demand to-day for any such drastic collection ma- 
chinery as is prescribed in the Torrey bill. Creditors have been 


ptcy law 


those debtors who are Bopa essly insolvent and who still have the 
vigor and the spirit to tako a fresh start ahd to become active and 
useful members of society, if relieved from the incubus, the 
dead weight of their debts. Creditors have other means besides a 
ew ach a law for their relief; not so the hopelessly insolvent 
debtor. ithout a bankruptcy law he is doomed for evermore, 

The men who have been the most active and efficient in society, 
the men who carry on active business and give laboring men 
something to do, are not like the men who loan out money on 
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m on bonds, or other 8 cou- 
poe © latter take no risk, and therefore hardly ever fail in 

asiness, but the former take the risk, and hence o fail. The 
latter are not the men who cause the country to or create 
wealth, or make business. The men who create th and pro- 


duce prosperity are the men who take their own means, not only 
what they themselves have, but what they can borrow, and put 
it allinto active employment, active use, and furnish labor for 
other men. These active men, these stirring 

and the most apt to be affected by hard times, and they are the 
men who are now appealing to Congress for aid in behalf, 
and o i society demands that the usefulness of these men 
should be restored. 

The need of the hour in the midst of these hard times is not a 
more drastic, a more severe, a more harsh collection system. 
We do not need any additional 8 for collecting debts. 
bho we et is to ppg soe who — eee peg in a 

ess condition, and say to them, in the language of the gospel, 
„Take up thy bed and walk.” 

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate to a few 
of the harsh and oppressive provisions of the Torrey bill. In the 
first place, it creates fifteen distinct and separate grounds, under 
nine different heads, upon which a man can be put into bank- 
ruptey. As to the number of grounds, it is exactly like the act of 
1867. There were fifteen distinct grounds, under nine heads, in 
that law under which a man could be put into bankruptcy. In 
this t there is no material improvement in the Torrey bill. 
It is true there is a difference in grounds; they are not all 
alike; but there are as many separate and distinct grounds under 
this bill for putting a man into bankruptcy as there were under 
the act of 1807. 

Some of these grounds are reasonable and some are of an unrea- 
sonable and oppressive character. Take, for instance, the first 
class or the t head: Concealed himself” is one ground, 
“departed” is another ground, and remained away from his 
place of business, residence, or domicile” is a third d. If 
either of these things are done with the intent to avoid service of 
civil La and to defeat creditors, it is a ground for bankruptcy 

oceedings. > 
ts President, if to-day I were in an insolvent condition, and 
for the purpose of getting a little breathing room should start 
for New York inah , to raise money or get credit, and should 
remain away for a little while and keep out of sight for a short 
time, for the purpose of fortifying myself and putting myself in 
an attitude to resume and to continue business, 3 pur- 

might have been ultimately good, the very fact t I have 
n away, that I have concealed myself, that I have departed, 
would be a ground for tey. 

Not only that—and there is the exquisite harshness of this pro- 
posed law—butif I have been guilty of an offense under this head, 
or under any head under law, to-day, or last week, or the 
week before, after the stress has passed away and I have recuper- 
ated and got back into statu quo, and been able to resume my 
business, yet if I am in an insolvent condition, I may still within 
four months after I have committed any of those acts of bank- 
ruptcy be put into bankruptcy under this law. A petitioncan be 
filed at any time within four months after any act of bankruptcy 
has been committed under this law, even though the conditions 
which existed at the time I was guilty of the act do not exist at 
the time the petition is filed, even though I may be continuing 
with my business and may be on the high road to full and com- 
plete recovery. 


e If the Senator will pardon me, I think he is 
mistaken. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator permit me to read the bill? 


Mr. HOAR. The man must be insolvent at the time. 

Mr. NELSON. True, he must be insolvent; but still any one 
of those causes may have long ceased to exist—he may be recu- 
perating and may be continuing in business. A man may have 
ceased to conceal himself, he may have ceased to be in a state of 
departure, he may have ceased to remain away, and he may be 
guilty of no other offense, yet, if he has once within four months 
concealed himself, or departed, or remained away, he can be put 
into bankruptcy, provided he is insolvent, even though he may be 
in a fair state of stand § 

Mr. HOAR. But my honorable friend said if a man was in a 
condition of insolvency. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. I did not mean that he had regained his 
complete solvency. I meant if a man had got into that condition 
where he was recuperating and continuing business with a fair 
show for complete recovery. 

Mr. HOAR. Though he was not solvent? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. It depends in what sense you use the 
term „solvent.“ A man may be solvent in a eral and popular 
sense if he has enough property to meet his debts, but, in another 
sense, a man is technically insolvent if his commercial paper goes 
te protest and he can not pay when it is due. 
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men, are the first | head: 


Now, let me read: 


A ition may be filed @ person 
c pr Was an See e nE 
It even goesfurther. If the act of bankruptcy consists in mak- 
ing a transfer or conveyance of his property of any kind, it counts 
from the time the paper of transfer is put on record, or from the 
time the assignee has taken open and notorious possession. 
Let me your attention to the grounds under the second 


(2) Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, to 
P ͤ oF Sny property levied upon . 


If a man is unfortunate enough to have an execution levied 
upon his property and if he is unable to secure the release of that 
wi thirty days or prior to the petition, he is put into 
ptcy for that act alone. s is enforcing the penalty of 
iptcy for mere naked inability to pay a debt. Here is 
another ground: 
Or if such is to be sol 
FCC 
Here is the fourth ground. See how harsh that is. First: 


Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors. 


If a man has made an assignment for the benefit of his credi TA 
which in itself is an honest a proper deed. If he has turn 
all his property over to an assignee and said, Here, I will sur- 


renderit for the benefitof my itors,” why should he be putinto 
the purgatory of the Torrey bill for such an act, where a large 
part of his te would be swallowed up in costs and fees? 

The next ground is— 
‘on in court a written statement admitting his inability to pay his 

Suppose a creditor is called into court on a supplementary pro- 
ceeding and is obliged to testify as to what property he has, and 
gu o that in that deposition he admits that he is insolvent, and 
subscribes the deposition, that is a ground for putting him into 
bankruptcy. If aman is unfortunate enough in legal proceed- 
ings re him to be obli to confess and subscribe to a state- 
ment that he is insolvent, then he must be pas into the purgatory 
of bankrapioy nolens volens. This is another form of punishing 
aman for ed insolvency—another grip for the creditor. 


Take the eighth ground: 
Suffered while insolvent an execution for or over, or a number of 
executions such amoun himself to be returned no 


ecu agains 
roparty found, unless the parle yen, to be due by such executions shall 
paid before a petition is filed. 
If a man is unfortunate enough to have an execution issued 
3 him, and the execution is returned no property found,“ 
en he is put into bankruptcy. 
Then last, but not least, is the ninth head, which is not quite 
soe practically, as bad as one of the heads under the old act of 
1867: 


Or suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, 


Mr. President, how many r unfortunate men all over this 
country have been in that predicament within the last three years? 
Most men, even after they have suspended payment, still live in 
hope, still struggle to resume and recuperate; but under this bill, 
if a man is ply ater arate y to suspend, he is at once driven 
into bankruptcy and deprived of all opportunity to recover and 


resume, 

As I said before, whilethe grounds are notidentical, there areas 
many grounds under this Torrey bill for putting a man into bank- 
ruptcy as there were under the old act of 1867. There were fifteen 
grounds under nine heads in that law, and there are fifteen grounds 
under nine headsin this. Some of those grounds, I admit, are rea- 
sonable; some of those grounds are covered in the substitute to 
which I shall by and by call the attention of the Senate; but the 
grounds under four heads, the second, fourth, eighth, and ninth, to 
which Ihave already called your attention, are severe, arbitrary, 
unjust, and harsh under the present condition of things. They are 
all founded upona naked inability to pay debts, and, as I said, one of 
the great hardships is that if a man has committed one of these 
acts of bankruptcy at any time within four months, although he 
may be recuperating, although he may be recovering, he is never- 
theless forced into bankruptcy. Suppose a man has insomeform 
subscribed a written statement; suppose that one hundred and 
ten days ago, in some form, he subscribed and filed a written 
statement in court that he was then insolvent; suppose that in 
supplementary proceedings, one hundred and fifteen days ago, he 
was compelled to testify that he was insolvent and signed a depo- 
sition to that effect, wnich has been filed in court; that would be 
an act of bankruptcy; and although one hundred and fifteen days 
have elapsed, and although, while he may not perhaps in the 
meantime have regained entire solvency, he may be in an active 
and promising state of recovery, and may have regained much 

und in the meanwhile, yet under this law he could nevertheless 
forced into bankruptcy. 


1897. 
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That is not all, Mr. President. As though our criminal 
tion was not ample and comprehensive enough, this act creates at 
least thirty-four new and distinct criminal offenses. Indeed, if we 
figure it accurately, it creates many more criminal offenses than 
that. There are fivecriminal offenses punishable by imprisonment 
up to five years or a fine up to $5,000. There are twenty-seven 
Siena: and thiscountcan be almost doubled if we read the statute 
closely and accurately. Instead of twenty-seven you can well figure 
fifty-four. There are twenty-seven offenses at least and there may 
be twice that „ by imprisonment up to two years 
and a fine up to $2,000. 

Any person who shall knowingly or fraudulently commit, ete. 


And there are at least twenty-five distinct offenses that can be 
committed either knowingly or fraudulently, and every one of 
those offenses can be punished by imprisonment up to two years 
or a fine up to $2,000, There are two offenses, smaller ones, pun- 
ishable by loss of office and a fine of $500, which relate to officers 
under the court. 

Now, I submit, Mr. President, in all candor and in all fairness 
to Senators, that this is an inopportune time to attempt to enact 
anew and extended criminal code, to create a larger number of 
new criminal offenses, for the poor and unfortunate in onr midst. 
Our aim ought to be, instead of building up a vast criminal code, 
to build up a code for the relief and for the help of the down- 
trodden and theneedy. Our aim should be rather to lift them up, 
to encourage them, and to bid them“ godspeed.” 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. NELSON. Let me read the provisions of the bill. Ido 
not think the Senator has read them correctly. 

Mr. HOAR. There are not nearly so many offenses as the Sen- 
ator states. 

Mr. NELSON. I can not take up the time of the Senate to enu- 
merate in detail all these offenses, but I have them marked in my 
copy of the bill, andcan call the Senator’s attention to them when- 
ever he desires. He will find a much greater number than he 
imagines that apply not only to the bankrupt himself but to 
third parties. 

Mr. HOAR. Only seven applying to bankrupts. 

Mr. NELSON. There are sixteen in all. Now, my contention 
is that we have been living since 1878, when the bankrupt law of 
1867 was repealed, without any such drastic bankruptcy law, and 
have been getting along very well without it, and that there is no 
occasion to adopt such a harsh and oppressive measure at this 
time. There is no occasion to extend and enlarge the field of 
criminal legislation in the manner contemplated in this bill; and 
I want to say that it goes just as far, and in fact farther, in creat- 
ing new criminal offenses as the act of 1867. 

. TURPLIE. Mr. President, if the honorable Senator will 
allow me, the word upon which he has commented is “‘sus- 
pended.” A state of suspension includes what is well known in 
commercial operations and is called an extension. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURPIE. For instance, one creditor may make an exten- 
sion of the paper of his debtor for thirty days, another for sixty 
days, and sometimes on all his paper for forty days. He may not 
be at all actually bad, but this extension is always made by mu- 
tual agreement, and it is made always in the interest of the life 
of commerce and the faith of business, and yet, under this 
bill, a suspension includes extension. This extension, expressly 
made in the bill for the benefit of both parties, for the benefit of 
the business world, and especially for the benefit of the debtor, is 
made per se for the bankrupt. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I hate to interrupt the Senator, but I hope he will 
allow me a word. 

Mr.NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that I do not so understand the 
bill, because I think there runs throngh the whole thing the ques- 
tion as to solvency or insolvency. I do not understand that the 
term “insolvent” means such a condition of things as the Senator 
has stated, though the criticism is prooi acute, and wise. Of 
course a bill of seventy pages will be subject, with all the care 
that can be taken, to some criticisms or suggestions, which is the 
very object of debate in the Senate, and if the criticisms are well 
founded the bill ought to be amended, and shall be amended if the 
Senate assents, so that the possibility of such a construction shall 
be removed. Ido not understand that the bill means what the 
Senator says now; but yet, if so acute a mind as that of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana thinks it liable to that construction, it ought to 
be amended and made clear. 

Mr. NELSON. There can be no doubt that the construction 
laced upon the bill by the Senator from Indiana is correct. 
very lawyer, I think, will recognize that fact. Let me read the 

language: 
r (9) suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is 


Q 
filed, while insolvent, the payment of his comm paper for or aggregat- 
ing $00 or over. 


Whenever a man has suspended; that means whenever heisin a 
state where he is unable to pay his commercial paper when due. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator understand that a postponement 
of peymus agreement with the creditor—which is the case 
sta the tor from Indiana—is a suspension? 

Mr. NELSON, I think it is a suspension of a certain kind. 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator says he has no doubt about it, and 
that no lawyer can doubt it. 

Mr. N ON. We may disagree about that. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator is correct, then I will admit that I 
am ahr bo 
Mr. SON. I want to say this—and I make this distinction, 
if the Senator will allow me—that if a formal extension of timeis 
given in such a way as to be a binding and legal extension, it is a 
renewal or novation of the contract. If it is such an extension, 
renewal, or novation that you can restrain the collection of the 
debt, then failure to pay during the time of extension is nota 
suspension, but there are many extensions that are not of that 
character, There are those extensions where a creditor says to 
his debtor, “I will let this run a while and give you a chance.” 
That means nothing but kindness. It is no Tar no impediment 
to a suit; it may operate as an extension, but yet it is not such an 
extension as will be recognized in the case of legal proceedings, 
and while a man is in that position he is at the mercy of-his cred- 
itor, with no extension that operates as a bar to a suit, and he is 
in state of suspended payment and is amenable to the provisions 
of this law. This is a fair and just distinction, in which I think 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPE] will agree with me. 

This bill creates two new offices, a referee and a trustee. The 
referee is essentially the same as the register in bankruptcy under 
the old law. The referees are appointed for two years, and there 
is no limit to the number of referees which the cburt may ap- 
point. The trustee under the act is practically the same as the 
assignee under the old act of 1867. 

Now, while it is not possible to collect as large fees and make 
as big costs as under the old act of 1867, yet a large amount of 
fees and costs can be collected under this law. To illustrate: The 
referee, who stands in the place of the register under the old act, 
can charge in each case, without any regard to the amount, a fee 
of $10, and then, if there is any property, he can charge in each 
case 1 per cent on the dividends paid, or one-half of 1 per cent on 
compositions. It does not take much of an estate, Mr. President, 
before a referee can get a fee of from fifty to one hundred dollars, 
and where the floodgates of bankruptcy proceedings are opened, 
as in this bill, the multitude of cases will soon bring him a golden 
harvest, or, as my friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] would have 
it, a silver harvest. The trustee, the same as the assignee under 
the old act, is entitled to a fee in each case of $5 and 5 per cent 
commission on the first $5,000 in dividends paid, 2 per cent on the 
second 85,000, and 1 per cent on sums over 810, It does not 
take much of an estate to give a trustee a fee of from two hundred 
and PETE five hundred dollars. ‘ 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I want to em- 
phasize the fact that the objection was not so much to the fees of 
the officers as to the perquisites of the army of employees and the 
fraudulent sales of property which were common under the old 


W. 

Mr. NELSON. Here are two sets of officials, a referee and a 
trustee, who are both, to use a slang phrase, to have a grab at the 
poor bankrupt’s estate. One gets $10 in any event, and then a 
commission of 1 per cent, and the other gets $5 and a commission 
of from 5 per cent downward, according to the amount of the 
estate. at occasion is there to give such ample fees to these 
two men? Surely one man, either the trustee or the referee, ought 
to be sufficient to manage the estate of a bankrupt; and there 
ought not to be more than one man to collect toll for these bank- 
rupt proceedings. Take an estate where there is a dividend paid 
of $5,000 in all. The trustee and the referee combined would get 
over $300 out of such an estate. Add to this the attorney's fee, 
the marshal's fee, the clerk’s fee, the publication fee for notices, 
etc.,and all the other fees, and the least you can escape with in an 
estate that will pay a dividend of $5,000 is $500—all costs and fees, 

This is taking a very mild view of it. In fact, there are many 
fees and expenses which can be worked in under the head of dis- 
bursements,” as all atterneys know, which are not included in the 
terms of the bill, but which scheming and greedy referees and 
trustees can work up. So that in all these cases, instead of $500, 
there is no doubt but that scheming and enterprising men com- 
bining toporne could squeeze out of an estate of that kind up- 
ward of $1,000. 

Mr. STEWART. If they did not get $4,000 ont of a $5,000 bank- 
1 they would not be following the precedents. 

. NELSON. Another thing that is objectionable in this bill 
and I am only calling attention to someof the leading and salient 
features in a perfunctory and offhand manner—is the right of 
appeal. It is too broad; it is left in such a shape that a man's 
estate can be frittered away in appeals, in proceedings through the 
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Stent courts. Just listen, Mr. President, I read from sec- 
on 10: 


Sec, 10. Appeals and writs of error.—(a) Controversies involving adjudi- 
cations upon petitions, the removal of cases, the confirmati 

aside of compositions, or the granting or revocation of dischar, 
termination of questions of law arising in proof of claims invol more than 
$500, may be taken by appeal or writ of error from courts of bankruptcy in 
the Btates and Territories to the cireuit courts of pope in their respective 
circuits, and from the court of bankruptcy in the District of Columbia to the 
court of appeals of the District of Columbia, etc. 


Here you have a condition tolerated by this section, in which 
there is scarcely no limit to the right of appeal in these bankruptcy 
cases. For almost any little technical error that can be alleged a 
case may be brought by appeal into a higher court, and thus a 
small or moderate estate may be frittered away in legal proceed- 
togn Pokaan was one of the great objectionable features of the act 
0 ae 

In addition to this I refer to another fact, that the service of 
process and notices as compared with the provisions in the substi- 
tute are, I think, needlessly expensive, numerous, and prolix. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes from that point 

Mr. NELSON. From the right of appeal? 

Mr. HOAR, From the right of appeal to the other matter, I 
should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. : 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to get this as safe as it can be made, 
and I should like to have it conform to the Senator’s judgment as 
far as possible. 

The Senator has in his substitute, instead of the right of appeal 
in case of $500, a right of trial by jury in every possible question 
that can come up without limit, on the demand of either party, if 
there is but ö cents involved in the question. r 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator mean in the substitute? 

Mr. HOAR. In the substitute. How does the Senator compare 
those two provisions? 

Mr. NELSON. But no appeal can be taken under the provision 
of the substitute unless the estate equals or exceeds $5,000. There 
is this difference. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator to state which he thinks is the 
more economical—to have these questions tried by this judicial 
officer, the referee, and his decision final, except in cases involv- 
ing $500, and then only an appeal on a law question, or as he has 
it in his substitute, a jury trial as to every question that comes 
up under the sun, if it involves but 5 cents, and I suppose as full 
right of apport in addition that as is in this bill now, because his 
substitute leaves the question of appeal to the general law involv- 
ing all cases? 

Mr. NELSON. My reply to the Senator’s statement is this way: 
that there is great difference between the right of a trial by jury 
and the technical right of appeal. The unfortunate debtor should 
always have the right to have the issues involved in his case sub- 
mitted to and tried by a jury of his neighbors. 

Mr. HOAR. If only 5 cents is involved? 

Mr. NELSON. No matter what the sum is, 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. NELSON. The Constitution of the United States, in com- 
mon-law actions where the amount exceeds $20, gives the right of 
trial by jury. But the right to appeal is oftentimes a mere tech- 
nical advantage taken by enterprising lawyers to harass and op- 
press a creditor whom they have in their toils when they can not 
get anything else out of him. The Senator knows that the ex- 
penses of an appeal to the circuit court of appeals, where you have 
to print the record and where the lawyers have to go hundreds of 
atten to a distant town at which the appellate court sits to argue 
the case, that the expenses of such proceedings are tenfold greater 
than the mere trial of a case bya jury. Besides, there is not half 
the likelihood of a resort to trial by jury in these matters that 
there is to the right of appeal, as the Senator well knows from 
practice. 

Mr. HOAR. If my honorable friend will pardon me, I do not 

with him about the propriety of trial by jury in questions 
of fact in bankruptcy cases; but conceding that for the moment— 
I will not abuse the courtesy of the Senator by saying anything 
about that now—the bill of the committee carefully restricts the 


law and does not restrict it at all. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, it does. 

Mr. HOAR. So there is nota case, as I understand it, where 
the committee's bill gives an appeal that he does not, and he gives 
the right of appeal in ten times as many cases as we do. 

Mr. N ELSON . No, sir; I ask the Senator to listen. 

Mr. HOAR. I will listen. Let us see. 


Mr. NELSON. The appeal provision in the substitute reads 
as follows: 

That the Supreme Court of the United 5 circuit courts of appeals 
of the United States, and the supreme courts of the Territories are hereby 
vested with appellate jurisdiction in proceedings under this ac 
peal shall lie nor writ of error be uted 
where the entire estate of the ban 
bility for debts, is less than $5,000. 

Mr. HOAR. But, if my friend will pardon me, in all cases over 
$5,000 the appeal is unlimited, although it may be a question in- 


TEON a small sum. 

Mr. LSON. Certainly. In the case of the committee bill it 
does not need to involve any amount at all. I desire to call atten- 
tion to that fact. Listen to this language, and you will see that 
it is not limited by amount: 

Controversies involving adjudications upon petitions, 

On the mere question of an adjudication upon a petition, no 
matter if the whole estate of the bankrupt amounts to $100 only, 
the case can be taken up by appeal. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. NELSON. Then, further: 

Controversies inyolving * * + the remoyal of cases, the confirmation or 
the setting aside of compositions, or the granting or revocation of e 
or the determination of questions of law arising in proof of claims involving 
more than $500— 
may be appealed. 

Mr. HOAR. That is correct. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator sees that it is not limited. 

Mr. HOAR. It is limited to claims involving $500. 

Mr. NELSON. In the matter of claims only, but my substitute 
limits it so that if the estate does not exceed $5,000, there can be 
no appeal whatsoever. 

Then in another respect the committee bill is harsh and unrea- 
sonable. I refer to the provision in reference to arrest and deten- 
tion. It is a procedure which, fifty years ago, would have been in 
fashion. The provision as it is found in the bill is a great de- 
parture from the trend of modern civilization and from the ideas 
that most of us now hold. There ought not to be any imprison- 
ment or detention for a mere debt or its results. The provision I 
refer to reads as follows: 

5) The judge may, at an: against 
2322 PV 
davit of any party in interest that such bank- 

departure will delay or hinder 
thi to thè ma: di him to 
bring such bankrupt forthwith before the court. If upon hearing the evi- 
pan to the 3 the allegations of such affidavit are 
true and that it is necessary, he shall order such marshal to kee; 
rupt in custody, but not imprison him, until he shall be rel or give bail 
conditioned for his appearance from time to time as required by the court, 
and for his obedience to all lawful orders. 

Here you have a case in which, while the marshal can not im- 
prison a man, he can nevertheless hold him in custody. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator, with his permission 
whether there is not a similar law, equally as drastic, in cases o 
involuntary insolvency in the State of Minnesota? 

Mr. NELSON. I am not prepared to say. I do not remember 
the details of that law; but, even if it is as drastic, I do not approve 
of it and did not have a hand in enacting it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator is living under it. 

Mr. NELSON. I may be living under it, but it does not there- 
fore follow that it is a just law in that particular. We had under 
the old chancery practice what we called the writ of ne exeat 
regno, a writ to prohibit the defendant from leaving the jurisdic- 
tion of the court in cases where equitable bail was appropriate, 
but that was under a condition when bail was required in nearly 
all civil actions. This goes further than that. This provision 

uts a man under confinement and restraint, because his estate 

been put in the hands of the court, a proceeding that is unjust 
and unreasonable in the face of our progress and modern civiliza- 
tion. Fifty years ago and more imprisonment for debt in one 
form or another existed in many States of this Union. That con- 
dition of affairs is now well-nigh obsolete. In nearly all the 
States, and under our Federal laws, except in the case of sailo 
a man can no longer be imprisoned or detained for mere nak 
debt or anything pertaining to the collection of it. 

Mr. President, the grounds upon which a discharge may be 
denied are too numerous, and some of them are unreasonable and 
unjust. There are not only fifteen distinct grounds on which a 
man can be put into bankruptcy against his consent, but after he 
has been forced into bankruptcy some of the very grounds on 
which his bankruptcy is predicated may be used against him to 
defeat his discharge. There are five grounds on which a man’s 
discharge can be resisted. Let me from the bill. First, if— 

He has been convicted of having committed an offense punishable by fine 
or imprisonment as herein provided. 


e but no ap- 
in any proceeding under this act 
pt, not exempt from execution and lia- 
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Now, just think how many offenses there are under this act 
which it is possible fora man to commit, and if he has committed 
any of them, no matter under what stress of circumstances, his dis- 
charge can be denied. 

Second, given a preference as herein defined after the passage of this act. 

The trouble with this is that it applies to constructive and 
technical preferences, as well as those which are intentional, and 
hence it is unjust. 

rty u y; a 
e petition is filed against him, etc. Fourth, made a 


tition, haye im- 
unless such 


Third, obtained p 
restored at the time t 
peached as fraudulent if he had thi 


intent and in contemplation of bankruptcy, destroyed or neglected to 
keep books of account or records from which his true financial condition 
might be ascertained. 

These are the five different grounds upon which his discharge 
can be resisted, and then in addition to that if he does get a dis- 
charge, there are four different classes of debts which areexcepted. 
The bill is far from being as charitable as the substitute in re- 
spect to these matters. There is no limit to the attorney fees that 
can be charged under the proposed act in these proceedings. It 
is simply a matter in the discretion of the conrt, and that was one 
of the crying evils of the act of 1867, one of the means by which 
the estate of the bankrupt was squandered. Attorneys would 
charge and secure the allowance of unreasonable fees. It seemed 
under that act to be the great ambition of a certain class of at- 
torneys, known as collecting lawyers, to become attorneys for 
assignees in bankruptcy cases, and if such a Jawyer in the course 
of a year succeeded in being the attorney for an assignee, in four 
or five cases he made a little fortune and got a big salary. 

There was no limit in the law of 1867 and there is no limit here, 
except judicial conscience and judicial discretion, and we all 
know (all lawyers know) how prone courts are to make liberal 
allowances to the members of the bar for the sake of having their 
good will, and how apt they are to neglect to take that economical 
rey which is necessary for the interest of the bankrupt and the 
creditors. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is the limit in the Senator's substitute? 

Mr. NELSON. It is limited in two places—in voluntary and 
in involuntary cases. 

Mr. HOAR. Can the Senator point to those places in his sub- 


Mr. NELSON. I will come to that later, and discuss it. 

Mr. HOAR. As to attorney fees? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. I shall take up the substitute by and by. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not find any limit on the assignee’s attorney's 
fees. Perhaps there is one and that it has escaped me. 

Mr. NELSON. Before closing this branch of the discussion I 
propose to call attention to one other harsh feature of the bill. It 
is that of what I term constructive as opposed to intentional pref- 
erence. It is in this language: 

to hay rence if, being insolvent 
3 N * ae F months 


ipicy, 
before the of the petition, or after the filing of the petition and before 
— adjudication, procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against him - 
self. 


If aman has merely suffered, even without his fault, a judg- 
ment to be entered against him, it is deemed an unjust preference, 
and is obnoxious to the proposed law, and he is denied his dis- 
charge. ButIshall not weary the patience of the Senate further in 
going into the details of this bill. Much more could be said in 
criticism of it. Ihave simply, in a perfunctory manner, called 
attention to some of, the harsh features of it. I wish now briefly 
to call the attention of the Senate, with its indulgence, to the pro- 
visions of the substitute which I have offered. 

The substitute is, in the main, what is known as a voluntary 
bankruptcy bill. Any debtor other than a railroad co: tion, 
owing or more, who is unable to pay his debts, may institute 
bankruptcy proceedings and obtain his discharge. Thesubstitute, 
Imay say, is framed from and based upon the leading principles 
of the measure that was known as the George bill. That measure, 
in my opinion and in the opinion of others, was open to two ob- 
jections: First, it contemplated what the substitute does not, a 
preliminary assignment under State law to some assignee, and 
then in the next place it provided that the distribution of the estate 
of the bankrupt and the payment of costs and fees should in each 
case conform to State law. In that 0 the bill undoubtedly 
violated the rule of uniformity in bankruptey proceedings pre- 
scribed in the Constitution. In order to obviate those two objec- 
tions—that is, the objection to a preliminary assignment and the 
objection to the want of uniformity in the payment of costs and 
fees and in the distribution of the estate of the bankrupt—I pre- 
pared the substitute. 

The proceedings in bankruptcy are very plain, simple, and inex- 

msive, as prescribed in the substitute, A petition is filed in the 


st instance, with a schedule giving the list of the bankrupt's 
estate and a list of his creditors, with their post-office addresses. 


After that 1s filed in court, it is the duty of the court to order a 
hearing within thirty days, and notice of that hearing is given by 
serving the order upon the creditors by mail and by publishing a 
notice for four consecutive weeks. At the time of 5 
court passes upon the question of bankruptcy, and the bankrupt 
can have the issue tried by a jury. There are under the substi- 
tute three distinct grounds or classes of grounds upon which a 
man’s discharge may be resisted in voluntary proceedings. The 
first ground grows out of and relates wholly to the proceedings in 
bankruptcy, and is in the following words: 

That the petitioner has knowingly omitted or withheld some part of his 

roperty from the schedule and list e to the petition, or that he has 
n any other manner concealed or withheld any of his property from the 
knowledge of the court or his creditors. 

It is undoubtedly proper that a discharge should be denied on 
these grounds. No fair man disputes that. 

The second ground is as follows: 

That the petitioner, being insolvent, has, at any time within four months 
prior to the Hing of said petition, conveyed, assigned, transferred, concealed, 
or in any manner encumbered his property. or some part thereof, with intent 
to hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors, or any of them. 

And this in the light of the other provisions of the substitute 
means an actual and not a constructive intent, and may at the 
instance of the bankrupt be passed upon by a jury. 

And the third ground on which a discharge is denied is the fol- 
lowing: 

When the petitioner, being a banker, broker. merchant, trader, manufac- 
turer, or miner, and being insolvent, shall have given at any time within the 
four months aforesaid a preference to any of his. creditors other than such 

references as are allowed by law, or shall within the same period have suf- 
ered any of his creditors to acquire any such preference by legal proceed- 
ings or otherwise. 
2 of Te grounds are substantially the same as in the George 
and 


If m due trial the finding is the petitioner upon either of said 
un — Me be refused 


he were d 


In other words, the jurisdiction of the court remains for the dis- 
tribution of the bankrupt’s estate among the creditors. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the Senator’s permission, I will ask him 
if these are not substantially the same grounds upon which a dis- 
charge can be resisted under the bill reported by the Judiciary 
Committee? 

Mr. NELSON. No; they are not substantially the same. Some 
of them are substantially the same; others not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Wherein do they differ? 

Mr. NELSON. There are five grounds in the bill, and only 
three in the substitute. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand the three descriptions the Sen- 
ator gives cover all the acts that are described in the five under 
me penang bill, 

r. NELSON. Oh, no; that is not true, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not mean in terms, but in fact. 

Mr. NELSON. No; not even in fact. I dislike to take up so 
much time, but I will call attention to three grounds in the bill 
not found in the substitute. These three grounds are as follows: 


(1) Been convicted of having committed an offense punishable by fine or 
imprisonment as herein provided 


And there are at least sixteen of such offenses which a bankrupt 
may be guilty of— 

3) Obtained propert dit, which has not bee: df restored 
at the time the Petition is | 1 ree and aes fraudulent in- 


tent and in contemplation of bankruptcy destroyed or neglected to keep 
books of account or records, etc. 


Here you manifestly have three grounds out of the five in the 
bill that are not included in the substitute. 

In voluntary proceedings, then, under the substitute, there are 
three grounds for denying a discharge. The bankrupt knows 
whether he has been guilty of the offenses for which a discharge 
can be refused, and if he has been guilty of any of them he is not 
apt to go into a court of bankruptcy, for if he does it will do him 
no . His estate will be administered, but he is not entitled 
to his discharge, and will not get it under such circumstances. 

Section 7 of the substitute is in harmony with the grounds on 
which a discharge is denied. It is as follows: 


That all preferences given or suffered by any merchant, broker, banker, 
trader, manufacturer, or miner whois insolvent, within four months prior to 
the filing of the 5 other than such preferences as are herein al- 
lowed, are hereby d ed illegal, null, and void as nst the creditors of 
the petitioner; and all money or other property which has been given, trans- 
ferred, or assigned by the petitioner for the purposes of making such ille 
and void preference as aforesaid shall, if not exempt from execution and lia- 
bility for debts, beand remain a part of the assets and estate of the said peti- 
tioner, and 1 pass to the said assignee, whose duty it shal! be to reclaim 
and recover the same by legal proceedings or otherwise for the benefit of the 
creditors. And all conveyances or transfers of poerit made by the peti- 
tioner at any time within six months prior to the filing of said petition which, 


by the laws of the State or Territory or District in which the property is 
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situate, are void, or voidable as against the creditors of the petitioner 
are hereby d null and void; and all liens or brances the 
of the petitioner initiated within the six months af which 
are void or voidable as to his creditors, by the laws of the S Territory. 
or District whare tive property in sitaate.cnall, for the urposes of this 
deemed null and void as against the creditors of the tioner; and all of 
property streets E AEDO EO ES ce ADLE for debts, 


the ‘or the benefit of the creditors of the petitioner; and the assignee 
shall have full authority to institute and 


There is nothing new in all this. It was substantially the same 
in the George bill. The substitute merely puts it in a little dif- 
ferent and more concise lang ; that is all. 

Now, when you come to consider what debts have ference, 
the substitute is eminently fair. Debts that have preference are: 

First. Debts due to the servants and laborers employed by the bankru 


pt 
for labor performed or services rendered within six months prior to the filing 
of said petition. 


It is right and proper that the household servants and the poor 
laborers should have a preference. 

Second. Taxes or revenues due the United States. 

Third. Taxes due any State or Territory or the District of Columbia. 
esos igen Taxes due any county, parish, town, city, or village, in the order 


All other debts are placed upon an equal footing. The substi- 
tute is fair in the classes of debts which it excepts from discharge. 
Day before yesterday the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
asked the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] if he would not 
include among those who could be put into bankruptcy men who 
had obtained property under false pretenses. I will say to him 
that that is unnecessary, use under the provisions of the 
substitute they do not get their discharge from such debts. The 
right still remains with the creditor to pursue all remedies under 
State or Federal law to enforce his debt. The bankrupt does not 
get an acquittance, and if he can not get a discharge or acquit- 
tance there is no necessity Sok gaye him into 5 

Mr. HOAR. He can give all of his property to somebody else. 

Mr. NELSON. I call attention to the following language in 
support of what I say: 

But such discharge shall not include any debts or obligations which shall 

ve been created ia couseynence of his defalcation as a public officer, or as 
an executor, administrator, e or trustee, or while actingin any other 
fiduciary capacity; nor any debt or obligation to any surety of the baukrupt 
who has paii or may pay any such fiduciary debt or any part of it, nor any 
debt or obligation created by the obtaining of moneys or property under 
false preteuses, 

Whenever a man has obtained property under false pretenses 
he is not discharged by these proceedings. All the remedies of the 
law remain open to the creditor in all such cases. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to say that the 
question which I addressed to the Senator from Nevada was 
whether he would regard that asa good ground for an act of 
bankruptcy? I was not interrogating him as to the question of 
disc 


harge, 5 
Mr. NELSON. I understood the Senator in that light, but I 
was simply referring to this matter to show that, conceding for 
the sake of the argument that it might be a fair ground for bank- 
ruptcy, yet there is no necessity for including it and making it a 
ground of bankruptcy, because the cause of action survives and 
is not extinguished by the bankruptcy proceedings and the cred- 
itor has all the remedies that he ever had, criminal and civil, in 
the State and Federal courts. 
Mr. SPOONER. What would become of the property of the 
t? 
Mr. NELSON. The creditor would get his share of it. 
Mr. SPOONER. The bankrupt's? 
Mr. NELSON. The creditor would get his share of the bank- 
rupt's estate in voluntary proceedings. 
r. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I wish him to answer 
a question, if he please. 
r. NELSON. I will if I can. I may not be able to answer it. 
Mr. HOAR. If a man who has obtained property by false pre- 
tenses can not be put into bankruptcy for it, does the Senator say 
It is a sufficient answer to that objection to say that he does not 
get his discharge if he does goin? If he can not be put into bank- 
ruptcy for it, he can prefer some other creditor. : 
. NELSON. No. Not as to that property. 
Mr. HOAR. His brother or uncle, and this man is left totally 
helpless, so far as theestate is concerned. 
. NELSON. Not at all. 
Mr. HOAR. That is the question. 
Mr. NELSON. I reply to the Senator as follows: In cases where 
a man has obtained property of another by false pretenses, as be- 
tween the two, the man defrauded has not only ground for crimi- 


nal prosecution the offender, but he can recover by civil 
proceedings the identical i property; and as against him—— 

Mr. HOAR. Su ep is lost? Suppose it is money? 

Mr. NELSON. it is gone, he is in the same predicament that 
the assignee is. 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. NELSON. But in respect 

Ar. NELSON, Now, liste 

5 Now, n. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. In a case where a man has obtained property 
by false pretenses, the man whom he has defrauded has title to 
that property, which is not only good against the bankrupt, who 
has obtained the property by means of fraud, but is good against 
the assignee, for the title of assignee is no better than that of the 
bankrupt as against the defrauded creditor in such cases. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think the Senator caught my question. 

Mr. NELSON. If I have obtained the Senator’s property by 
false pretenses which amount to a crime, does he deny that he can 
recover the identical property by action of replevin or trover or 
something of that kind, at least from everybody but an innocent 
purchaser for value? 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall answer the question, and the answer will 
appear in the case I am going to state to the Senator. A person 
borrows $10,000 in cash by false pretenses and puts it into his 
property. The money has no earmarks. The point about which I 
want to get the Senator’s view is whether that ought not to be a 
ground for putting the man who has done it into bankruptcy. It 
may not be posible to punish him for thecrime. He may fiee the 
country. and get out of the way. That is the proposition. 

Mr. NELSON. Not necessarily so. 

Mr. HOAR. My point is this: The Senator says it ought not to 
be a ground for putting the man into bankruptcy, because the 
debt would not be discharged if he went in, and the creditor would 
still have a claim upon the debtor. 

Mr. NELSON. And he could share in the proceeds of the 
estate in case of voluntary proceedings. 

Mr. HOAR. But the man is not put into bankruptcy, and there 
is no share to it. I beg the Senator's pardon. I know {am intrud- 
ing on his rene good nature, and I will stop instantly if he desires 
that I shall. 

Mr. NELSON. Oh,no. This isa discussion to get at the facts, 

Mr. HOAR. We want to get at the facts. : 

Mr. NELSON. Les, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. My proposition is that that is not a good answer, 
for the reason that if the debtor can not be put into 8 
by the man whose property, this 810,000 in cash, he has obtain 
by false pretenses, he can convey all his ropare, to some favored 
creditor, and there is no help for the creditor. The object of put- 
ting a man into ptcy against his willis to prevent him from 
giving his property to a favored creditor to the exclusion of the 
creditors in general. 

Mr. NELSON. Now, if the Senator 

Mr. HOAR, Let me just repeat this, so that we shall have it 
clearly understood. A person gets from me $10,000 by a lie and 
pas itinto his business, and then he proceeds to prefer his brother. 

erhaps he does it for the very purpose of paying his brother's 
debt. But whether he does or does not, he proceeds to prefer his 
brother or sister or cousin or aunt, and leaves me to whistie; and 
he whistles himself. It does not do me any good to say he shall 
not go into bankruptcy. It does not do any good for me to say 
that my claim is good against him, because his property is all put 
out of his hands and the claim is not worthacent. The only 
remedy I can have is to put that man into bankruptcy and get 
my share of his estate. 

Mr. NELSON. That is not the only remedy. You have a bet- 
ter remedy. You can pursue and recover that property from 
everybody but an innocent purchaser. The assignee in bank- 
ruptcy can obtain no greater dominion over that property than 
that. You 3 conld recover the property in such case. 

Mr. HOAR. Youcan not pursue the property if it is sold to an 
innocent purchaser. 

Mr. NELSON. If the property is sold to an innocent purchaser, 
you can not. 

Mr. HOAR. You can not pursue the property if it has taken 
the form of money; it is not earmarked. 

Mr. NELSON. That is not universally true. Lou may recover 
the value of it, except in the case of an innocent purchaser. 

But in any case the remedy of the assignee would not be greater 
than that of the defrauded creditor in pursuing the property. In 
any case he could not get any better power, an J dominion, 
over the poe than the assignee. It woul simply punish- 
ing him for the fraud. 

Mr. HOAR. It is nota punishment. If the man has got my 
$10,000 by falsehood, if it is just that I should have it, I want my 
share of his property to pay it. The other creditors will come in, 
but I want my even share as compared with other honest creditors 
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and I can not get that share of his under the Senator’s 
bill, because that is not a good reason for putting him into bank- 


tey. 
be NELSON. But you can get it under the ony processes 
of the court, under the rights existing under general laws these 
read years for all creditors, even such as might be in this condi- 
on. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I can not. 

Mr. NELSON. You can sue him and get a judgment, and if 
he has any property, you can levy upon it; youcanattachit. You 
can garnishee; you can resort to supplementary proceedings, or a 
creditor's bill. 

Mr. HOAR. But he has put his property away to prefer an- 
other creditor. 

Mr. NELSON. If he has done that, you can reach it by bank- 


ru roceedings. 
Be HO o; not under your bill. 
Mr. NELSON. Lou can reach it outside of bankruptcy pro- 


Mr. HOAR, No; in no way. 


Mr. NELSON. If the assignee can reach it, you can reach it. 


Mr. HOAR. Nobody can reach it. 
Mr. NELSON. If nobody can reachit, what good does it do to 
pa a ae into bankruptcy except as a matter of revenge and 
ice 
Mr. HOAR. The assignee can reach it because he can set aside 
the preference of one creditor over another. 
Mr. NELSON. That can be done by the court outside of bank- 
gh rae roceedings. 
r. HOAR. But an innocent creditor can not do it. 
Mr. NELSON. Yes; that can be done by the creditor. Such 
transfers are always void as to creditors. 
Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 
NELSO 


Mr. N. Les, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Not in my State, nor any State I ever heard of. 

Mr. NELSON. In a great many States; in most States; you 
can do it in my State, and it can be done in a great many States. 
It can be done in Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not believe it can be done in the Senator’s 
State, or in Wisconsin: that is, in the absence of bankruptcy pro- 
Coning Is there a State in this Union where one TER can 
set aside a mortgage, or other conveyance of property, made to 
prefer another creditor? I have never heard of such a case. 

Mr. NELSON. There are plenty of such cases. It is a trans- 
ferring of the property of a debtor to defraud creditors, or some 
of them. The preference is a fraud upon the other creditors, and 
for that reason they can question it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not speaking about a transfer by fraud. I 
am speaking about giving it to another creditor. 

Mr. NE N. That is a fraud, and the biggest kind of a fraud, 
upon the other creditors. 

I come now to the matter of fees. In these voluntary proceed- 
ings 1 have aimed, by the substitute, to reduce the fees and costs 
toa minimum, so that there shall not be a condition such as I 
well remember there was under the act of 1867. I was then a law 
student in the city where my friend the Senator from Wisconsin 
lives. I remember when that act was before Congress and about 
to be passed how the ‘‘collecting” lawyers hustled about to get 
copies of the act, how they prepared to get out their handbills 
and their notices and write to everybody they thought likely to 
become insolvent. and how they ee to reap a rich harvest, 
which many of them did. 

Now, under the substitute there is nothing of a seductive char- 
acter in way of costs and fees—nothing that can induce any out- 
sider to come to a bankrupt and say, dear friend, you ought 
to go into bankruptcy.” The fees are reduced toa minimum, as 
low as they possibly can be, in order that only one useful purpose 
can be served, and that is to release men from the incubus and the 
burden of their past debts and start them with a new lease of life, 


That no attorney's fees— 
So the substitute reads, in voluntary proceedings 


shall be taxed or allowed, cither for the bankrupt or any of the creditors. 


That means simply that if there is an attorney the bankrupt 
must pay the attorney himself. The other costs and fees are pro- 
vided for as follows: 


The assignee shall be entitled to a fee not exceeding $3 a day for every full 
day actu: employed in the performance of his duty, and in no case shall 
he receive in the te a fee in excess of $60. In case the clerk of the 
court is paid by a sa’ of fees, he shall receive no compensation, but 
only his actual disbursements, for any of the work done by him in the matter 
of the proceedings under this act. In case he is not paid by a salary, then he 
shall receive the like fees for his services under this act that he would be 
entitled to receive for similar services in other cases, etc. 
* $ + = a + * 


For pu the orders 5 a like fee shall be allowed the 
publisher as is wed for legal ices and publications in similar cases, etc. 


Mr. HOAR. Before the pee pamos from that point, will he 
let me ask a question which I asked a little while ago and which 
he said he would answer when he came to explain his own bill? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said a little while ago that there was 
no restraint in the committee’s bill on the employment by the 
assignees of lawyers and paying them extravagant fees and so 
eating up the estate. I asked him if he has e such restraint 
in his bill, and he said it was there in two places. I have since 
read the bill through carefully. Will the Senator point out any 
such restraint? 

Mr. NELSON. I was partly mistaken. My statement was too 
broad. I will explain it. I want to be candid and fair. In your 
bill, or in the Torrey bill, as it is called, there is no limitation 
whatsoever upon attorneys’ fees. In this case the substitute allows 
no fee to either the petitioning creditors or the bankrupt in case 
of voluntary 5 and in involuntary proceedings only a 


limited fee, I k not to exceed $100, is allowed to the petition- 
ing creditor in such a case. è 
That is right. 


Mr. NELSON. In respect to the fees that will be allowed in 
other cases, in litigated cases in reference to the recovery of prop- 
erty, for instance, of course the substitute can not cover that, and 
it is impossible to lay down any fixed rule as to that. But I have 
gone as far as it is possible in such cases, and you have not gone 
even to that extent. Is not that true? 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. NELSON. No one can foresee how much litigation there 
may arise in an estate and what the character of that litigation 
may be, and hence no fixed rule can be laid down as to what fees 
shall be allowed the attorneys which the assignee has to employ 
in such cases to recover the property of the bankrupt. The Ben 
ator from Massachusetts will concede that to that extent nei- 
ther he nor I could reach it by legislation. But as far as it is 
possible to reach it I have attempted it in this substitute. Is not 
that true? i 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. NELSON. Is not that true? 

Mr. HOAR. I shall make an answer, if the Senator will pardon 
Hag eh think sio 9 kie substitute are rape y wise 
in that particular, an T the committee might take & very 
useful hint from the Rana ar 

Mr. NELSON. Iam glad the Senator has found something 
good in my substitute. 

Mr. HOAR. I have found a great deal in it. Ihave very great 
respect for the Senator's acumen, as he knows. In regard to the 
other matter, when I presented this bill in substance, ly the 
same, at the last session, a few weeks before the end of the Con- 
gress, I stated that that was the one place where all bankruptcy 

ings were pes as cnt = I 8 Rar is, that 
an assignee in collusion wit wyers might employ lawyers at 
e dhe into ity of the Jaden ant that 
integrity of the assignee an: in ity o e judge, and t 
has not always been a sufficient check. I Was in hopes that my 
r friend, who is so much more ingenious and skillful than 
am 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, not at all; that is not true. The Senator 
is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HOAR. I had hoped that my honorable friend would find 
some way to stop that leak, but it seems that neither of us so far 
has invented anything. 

Mr. NELSON. Ihave conceded that tothe Senator, but I have 
attempted a little reform in another direction which the Senator 
will concede that he has not attempted. You ought to give me 
credit at least for that. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I think it is too 
hard on the bankrupt to say he shall not have counsel. Au igno- 
rant man or an ignorant woman—— 

Mr. NELSON. He can have counsel; but I want him to pay 
for it himself in voluntary proceedings where he is in quest of a 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand. Ithink the bankrupt ought to have 
a limited and carefully guarded allowance against his estate of a 
counsel fee, and I think the Senator, on reflection, himself, if the 
bill passes, will see, and agree with me, that humanity and mercy 
to a 5 require that he should have some opportunity to 
get the legal advice which he will need. 

NELSON. My reply to the Senator is this: I have rea- 
soned like this, that if a man is in a condition where he wants to 
go into court and obtain an acquittance from his debts and obli- 
gations and start anew in the world, he ought to pay what little 
fees are necessary in such cases out of his own pocket for the sake 
of aii clear of all his debts. Thatis the ground on which I 
put it. Perhaps the Senator’s ground is more charitable than 
mine, but we will not quarrel over that. That is a small matter 
in connection with this bill. 
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Now, I want to say to Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, those who are opposed to the so-called Torrey bill and those 
who were in favor of what was known as the George bill, that in 
all the voluntary features of this substitute, in the main, it fol- 


lows and adopts the principles and theory of the George bill. As 
Isaid a short time ago, it obviates and dispenses with the pre- 
liminary assignment that was required under that bill, andit also 
obviates and overcomes the objection against that bill because it 
provided that the distribution of a bankrupt estate among the 
creditors should be conformable to State laws, I have added to 
the substitute what is known as an involuntary feature. I have 
heard some Senators say that they are opposed to that, but I want 
to explain to Senators that the involuntary features of the substi- 
tute are exactly in harmony with the volun proceedings, and 
if they are correct, then no substantial objection can be made to 
the involuntary part. 

There are two grounds on which in 8 proceedings a 
bankrupt can be denied his discharge. One is that of a fraudu- 
lent preference; the other is that of a fraudulent transfer; that 
is, a fraudulent transfer, assi ent, or incumbrance of property. 
Those were grounds in the George bill, as they are in the substi- 
tute. A bankrupt in voluntary proceedings can be denied a dis- 
charge upon these grounds—these very two grounds, or classes of 
grounds—and these grounds are the very two grounds under 
which in section 16 of the substitute a person can be put into 
bankruptcy without his consent, on motion of his creditors, I 
will read the of the substitute which embraces this feature 
and covers all cases of involuntary bankruptcy. It is as follows: 

Sec. 16. That if any debtor, being a banker, broker, merchant, trader, or 
manufacturer, who owes $500 or over, and who is unable to pay his debts, 
sball at any time within four months of the time of the filing of the petition 
hereinafter mentioned assign, t ‘er, convey. or in any manner voluntarily 
encumber any of his 2 with the actual intent and purpose on his part 
to prefer or defraud any of his creditors, he shall be deemed a bankrupt, and 
may be p: ed against in a court of bankruptcy, as hereinafter provided 

Now, I submit to Senators who are in favor of a voluntary bank- 
ruptey law that this involuntary provision is just and right, be- 
cause it is exactly in harmony with the voluntary 3 of 
the substitute. It is no more than just and right t the very 
grounds on which you deny a man his discharge in voluntary pro- 
ceedings should be good grounds for proceedings 80 him. 
And on those grounds before a man can be put into bankruptcy 
there must be an adjudication or trial by jury. In order to make 

it pan. I will read the provisions of the bill. 

have heard some remark that it is unjust to give this power; 
that there is danger init. There is no danger, Mr. President, for 
a jury passes upon the question at its very threshhold whether the 
man has been guilty of a fraudulent preference or a fraudulent 
transfer or a fraudulent incumbrance. This is the proposed law. 
It is vary clear, plain, and simple, and, at the risk of being a little 
tedious, I will read it to Senators, because I fear that a great many 
Senators have not read it: 

A creditor or creditors navas. debts against such a bankrupt to the 
amount of $500 or more may, within four months after the act of 8 
has been committed, file in the court of Tup in the district in whic! 
the bankrunt resides a petition, under oath, setting forth, among other thin 
the acts of bankruptcy aforesaid, and praying for an adjudication of bank- 
raphy against the bankrupt. and the distribution of his estate among his 


itors. When such a petition has been filed the court shall immedi- 
ately, by its order, fix a time und place for hearing and udication of the 
ne 


same. * If, at the time and place fixed for said h ng, the bankrupt 
shall fail to appear, or fail to take issue with the facts alleged in the petition 
the court shall adjudge him a bankrupt, etc. * * * If atthe time of said 


hes ring the bankrupt shall appear 
Wow listen to this: 


Ik at the time of said hearing the bankrupt shall appear. and by answer, 
ein alli 


un ler oath, take issue with the petition and facts ther eged, then such 
issue, unless a ju rial is expressly waived by the bankrupt, shall be tried 


tr 
by à jury. And I the nding of the jury or of the court, if a jury trial is 
waived, E in favor of the bankrupt, then the petition shall be issed, 
ang the petitioning creditors pay all costs and disbursements of the 
proceedings, 

Here you can see that in these involuntary 1 a peti- 
tioa is filed against the bankrupt, setting forth the acts or grounds 
of bankruptcy embraced in section 16 of the substitute, and which 
Ihave just read, the bankrupt can appear and answer and take 
issue and have that issue tried by a jury then and there; and if 
the jury find in his favor—that is, find as a question of fact that 
he is not guilty of a fraudulent preference or a fraudulent transfer 
ora fraudulent incumbrance—then the 3 are at once 
dismissed and terminated at the cost of the petitioning creditors, 
Butif he is guilty, the proceedings go on, and his estate is dis- 
tributed in the same manner and on the same basis and the same 
plan as in cases of voluntary proceedings. 

I have not time to read the other provisions of the substitute; 
I have aimed in drawing it to make its provisions as plain, as 
lucid, and as simple as possible, and to make the proceedin 
in bankruptcy as inexpensive as possible. I have, first of all, 
aimed to provide for a reasonable, fair, just, simple, and cheap 
proceeding in cases of voluntary Ramer upy and as to involun- 
ur proceedings I have aimed to limit them to a few important 
and reasonable grounds. In all other casesI think it is safe to 


leave creditors to the general and ordinary Federal and State laws 
for the collection of debts. 

Mr. President, there is no crying or immediate demand in these 
hard times for any harsh, drastic, and crushing collection machin- 
ery. We have lived—creditors have lived—quite comfortabl 
since the zepen of the act of 1867 without any such engine of col- 
lection as this Torrey bill, and now, when we are in the midst of 
the hardest and most distressing times we have had within the 
memory of the oldest citizen, why should we enact a law like this, 
where on fifteen distinct grounds you can force an unfortunate 
debtor into n where you establish a criminal code of 
from thirty-five to fifty new criminal offenses, sixteen of which 
apply to the unfortunate debtor himself? Why should we resort 
to such legislation now? 

As I said at the outset, there is no crying demand outside of 
some of the jobbers and wholesalers for any such legislation, To 
a large extent the sentiment in favor of the Torrey bill is mann- 
factured. It comes to some extent from men who have paid 
money and hired Mr. Torrey to draw the bill and promote its 
passage, Outside of jobbers and wholesalers, I can not recall a 
nogle person in Minnesota who has demanded the enactment of 
such drastic legislation as the are bankruptcy bill. On the 
other hand, Mr. President, 1am day by day getting from people 
letters like the one I hold in my hand, which I ask the Secretary 
to read without reading the writer’s name. This is a sample of 
the letters I am getting from the class of men who are to-day 
asking for bankruptcy legislation. And there is no other class 
really urgent for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

APRIL 8, 1897, 


My DEAR SENATOR: Thousands in this State, as well as allover the United 
States, are watching your moves daily as regards the bankru bill,” and 
y 


Tam one of them, being snowed under b; © failures of real estate, 
etc., which pulled me down in my mercantile business also, from which there 
is no b out only through a national upt 


ty of my ever 2 
law. Iam 38 years old, and if I 
can, inside of thirty days, get a capital o 000, start in business, and give 
employment to 50 or 75 pera Now, I am probably one of thousands; 1 
might say, millions, and I don't believe we will ever see times until you 
put this law throu; My being a stockholder in r corpora- 
tions is the cause of my bang Sergi I am to-day n and all I want 
now is an opportunity, and I'll not get caught again. 

Wishing you every success possible, and this fs the wish of millions, 

Yours, truly, 

Hon. Knute NELSON, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. NELSON. That is a sample of the letters I am getting. 
In the West, more than in the Hast and in the older communities, 
where we haye been growing more rapidly, where we have been 
moving at a higher rate of speed, where young, bright, and enter- 
pear men have started almost empty handed and have done a 

rge business with limited capita but great energy, these hard 
times and the contraction and shrinkage incident thereto have ship- 
wrecked a lot of the brightest, most enterprising, and most active 
men in the community. These men are now loaded down with 
an incubus of debts, judgments, and mortgages. They are the 
most active and enterprising business-making and labor-giving 
men in the community. ey can not go to work and do any 
business or start any enterprise because the moment they start 
some creditor will jump on them and seize and destroy what 
little they may have. ey have either got to abstain altogether 
or else they have got to do business by roundabout and devious 
means, through wife, sister, brother, or some other relative, 

It is for our interest, it is for the good of society, it is for the good 
of all of us that those men, those unfortunates, should now be 
given a helping hand. The Congress of the United States ought to 
say to them, We will relieve you of your liabilities; we will let 

ou take a new start in life; and if you have the opportunity to 
aunch into business with a free hand, if you again have the op- 
portunity to make your fortune and 58 way in life, we know 
that most of you are honest men, and that in the end, if God 
blesses Hee work, you will be ready and willing to pay the debts 
from which you have become released through bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings and your creditors will be far better off for having thus 
suffered you to obtain absolution.” 

Mr. President, the t need of the hour is not to arm credit- 
ors with more drastic, harsher, and more cruel collection ma- 
chinery. What we did not do in the piping and prosperous times 
of peace, before the hard times of the last three years came upon 
us, why should we doitnow? Our duty as legislators, the urgent 
duty of the hour, is to help these helpless men, to put them on 
their feet, and to say to them, in the pregnant language of the 
Bible, Take up thy bed and walk.” And if we can thus set 


— —. 


these forces to work, together with the forces that we none to set 
to work by a fair and judicious tariff law, prosperity will 
return to this.country. 

Mr. President, it may be that some Senators think that I am a 
little too zealous, a Ii 


again 


e too persistent, that I have exhibited too 
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much of the spirit of the wild and woolly West;” but my apol- 
ogy is this, that I am only the humble exponent of the wants of 
the people—utter their cry of distress, and make their prayer for 
relief, and suggest the remedy that they, next to proper tariff leg- 
islation, deem the most urgent. I have endeavored to put this 
medy into concrete form in this substitute. It may not be per- 
Fect, may not be as good as it ought to be, yet it is an honest and 
earnest effort in the right direction and on charitable grounds. 

It seems to me, Mr. President—and I say it with all candor and 
sincerity to my friend from Massachusetts and my friend from 
Kentucky—that this is a most inopportune time to press upon the 
people such a bill as the Torrey bill. When prosperity again re- 
turns, when good times come back, when the sunshine of active 
industrial life is again in our midst, then we can a permanent 
bankruptcy law which will stand both as a law of collection and 
a law of insolvency; but at this juncture and under these condi- 
tions let us apply that remedy which will soothe and alleviate, 
rather than that which will cauterize and mutilate. Let us be 
content for the present to absolve and to grant full absolution to 
the struggling, debt-laden, but ambitious debtor, and thus again 
muster him into line of battle for an advance on industrial lines. 
I hope Congress will not adjourn without passing a bankruptcy 
law. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to submit some re- 
marks on the pending bill in the line of a review of the objections 
taken to it by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] and the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]; but if it is the pleasure of 
the Senate, I prefer to go on to-morrow. È r 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, then, to move an executive session, 
with the leave of the Senator. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. But before doing that, I should like to say a word 
in regard to the substitute of the Senator from Minnesota, with 
the permission of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish simply to say amen to nearly everything 
that the Senator from Minnesota has said, and to everything he 
has said in regard to the matter of principle. I think this is not 
the time for a harsh bill in regard to debtors. The only differ- 
ence between that Senator and me is that I think he misconceives 
the bill which he criticises, and that he will find with regard to 
every one of the features of the bill he has criticised that itis a 
softening not only of the old bankruptcy legislation, but of the 
existin Legislation in regard to debtors in the States of the Union. 

Mr. ident, two Senators have discussed this bill, the Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] and the Senator from Minnesota 
pr NEtson], and yet if this bill were entitled ‘‘A bill to soften 

e hardships suffered by debtors in the State of Minnesota andin 
the State of Nevada,” it would be a correct title, as will be shown 
hereafter in the debate. 

Now, what I wish to say is that the series of crimes which the 
Senator counts up, aliases and alternatives, which are the same 
thing, and which he makes separate crimes—there are some strin- 
gent punishments of persons who cheat the estate, assignees and 
persons trusted with matters—are substantially nothing but 
variations of what is in fact the crime of perjury. If this whole 
criminal matter were left out of the committee’s bill, leaving a 
person who committed perjury in these examinations, or in the 
statements filed, to be punished for that false oath, it would prac- 
tically cover the whole case. 

The objection to my friend’s substitute is that it is absolutely 
defective in the mechanism to carry it out. In the first place, it 
puts all these things upon the court. Every proof of a claim, 
every hearing on the admission of a debtor, whether itis seriously 
contested or not, putting the debtor into bankruptcy, every grant 
of a discharge—some of which are for the courts and some of 
which are committed to referees in the committee's bill—are to be 
transacted by the court. We have about ninety judicial districts 
in the United States—— 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator can see the difference. Under his 
bill there will be such a vast multitude of cases that necessarily 
it needs other machinery; but under my s@bstitute the number of 
cases will not be half as many—in fact, not one-quarter as many. 

Mr. HOAR. There are 500,000 debtors in this country at this 
moment sale | for this humane bankruptcy law. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. I am answering another Senator now, and when I 
have done that, I will answer the Senator from Nevada. Ican not 
answer two Senators at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. HOAR. There are 500,000 poor debtors in this country 
waiting for the passage of a wise bankruptcy law. Every one of 
those cases has to go into court, and every single creditor’s claim 
and every single act from beginning to end under the Senator’s 


substitute has got to be done by the district judge. Under the 
old bankruptcy law, when the United States had about half its 
present population, there was an average during those eleven 
years of 1,100 cases a year, or over 12,000 cases in all in the eleven 
years in which it was in force, in the single district of Massachu- 
setts, one of the now 90 districts. If the Senator’s substitute 
should become a law—and I defy any Senator to challenge this 
statement—as the Senator has framed it, you will have to create. 
in my judgment, certainly 100 and probably 300 or 400 additional 
district judges in the United States; otherwise the bankruptcy 
cases would choke up the courts. 

There is one phrase in the substitute which says that the judge 
may do the thing by some officer or such person as he shall appoint 
in some particular case. That seems to the Senator to go very 
far. But suppose it does, what happens? Then you have got a 
referee, whose fee is limited to $10 a case in the different cases, to 
be paid without any limit. By the Senator’s substitute we should 
have all this objectionable matter of fraud and extravagance come 
in without a check. 

The other proposition that I wish to suggest to the Senator from 
Minnesota this afternoon, and to all Senators who do me the honor 

o listen to what I say, is 

Mr. STEWART. ill the Senator allow me on the suggestion 
he has just made to call his attention to a fact which, I think, is 
one of the objections to the bill under consideration? 

Mr. HOAR. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr.STEWART. It is thatthe bill provides for the appointment 
of a large number of officers, and such appointees under the old law 
turned out in many cases to be irresponsible. 

Mr. HOAR. Such appointments were unlimited under that law. 

Mr. STEWART. t is what I was going to call attention to. 
The United States courts have commissioners; they have the power 
to appoint referees; and if it was left to their discretion at the time, 
so that they would have control of the business and would not be 
required to designate permanent officers, I think we should have 
less scandal. I think that was one of the defects of the other law. 

at HOAR, I think that we should have a great deal more 
scandal, 

The other propositions to which I desire to refer, if I can have 
fd de attention—I am sorry he did not remain to listen to 
what I wish to say, for perhaps he might then have amended his 
substitute; but I will at any rate make the statement, and I should 
like to have the Senator answer it if he can. I submit to every 
lawyer who is present, without fear of contradiction, that the 
Senator’s substitute is absolutely unconstitutional on its face. 
The Constitution authorizes us to establish uniform laws on the 
subject of bankruptcy throughout the United States; and when- 
ever we have had a bankruptcy law it has been held by the courts 
that by the necessary operation of that constitutional provision 
all State insolvent or bankruptcy laws were at once suspended and 
stopped, and it was very seriously claimed that under that provi- 
sion a State could not pass a bankruptcy law at all; but the Su- 
preme Court of the United States said if Congress did not exercise 
its jurisdiction the States might. 

That is the constitutional provision—uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy—which expressly puts a stop to the passage of 
insolvent laws by the States. Otherwise such laws would not be 
uniform throughout the United States; and the States only have 

ower to pass such laws when Congress does not pass them. Every- 
y knows that is the law. 
Now, take this provision in the Senator’s substitute: 
Sec. 18. That this act shall not be construed to re annul, or suspend 


the laws of any State or Territory now in force, or which may hereafter be 
enacted for the compulsory distribution of an insolvent’s estate among his 


creditors; nor to interfere with p ings under said laws for that pur- 
which shall have been commenced prior to the filing of the petition as 
e de provided. 


retation of 


I should like to be informed on what theory of inte 
titute can 


the Constitution of the United States the Senator's su 
be supported? 

Mr. LSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Iwason the other side of the Chamber, and did 
not hear the Senator for the moment. Is it nota rule, both by 
statute and as a matter of comity, that the court which first ac- 
8 jurisdiction of a proceeding shall be allowed to retain it? 

not that a part of the jurisprudence of our dual system of Gov- 
ernment—that if a State court has fairly acquired jurisdiction of a 
subject-matter, both in reference to the matter in controversy and 
the person, that it can not be ousted by proceedings in a Federal 
court subsequently? We are simply applying in these bankruptcy 
proceedings the same rule that applies in all other proceedings, 
that is, if a State court has acquired a lawful jurisdiction of the 
proceeding, su uent proceed inne in a Federal court can not, as 
a rule, divest the State court of jurisdiction. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Constitution requires a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States. According to the 
Senator's substitute that system of bankruptcy applies to the 
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method of distribution, the principles governing the discharge, 
the prohibition by the debtor of certain acts of preference, or 
giving certain preferences to preferred creditors, and so on, and so 
on—— 

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. HOAR. t me answer this one first. 

Now, the Senator comes in and says the aes pi of what sys- 
tem of bankruptcy applies in the State of Nevada or in the State 
of Massachusetts or in the State of Minnesota hereafter shall 
depend on which court first gets jurisdiction. If the State court 
first gets jurisdiction, then all the provisions of the Minnesota or 
the Nevada or the Massachusetts law governing those thi are 
the system of bankruptcy in that State. If, on the other d, 
the United States gets jurisdiction first, then the United States 
system applies, and that is, that a uniform system of bankruptcy 
shall exist throughout the United States. 

Mr. NELSON. Let me ask the Senator a question? I do not 
want to break in if it is not agreeable to him. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave answered the Senator's other question, and 
will next answer the one he desires to put. 


the State insolvency laws? 
. HO 


when the United States bankruptcy law went into force, and re- 
pealed propa vigore, without any new legislation. 

Mr. NE N. I differ entirely with the Senator about the fact 
pa h setora bankruptcy law repeals a State insolvency law by 

plication. 

Mr. HOAR. I had supposed that that was a well-settled doc- 
trine, settled by a decision of the Supreme Court of the United 


States. 

Mr. NELSON. Itmay it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. THURSTON. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for 
@ moment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 

Mr. THURSTON. Igive notice that on Tuesday moming next, 
after the close of the regular routine morning business, I shall 
submit some remarks in continuation of those which I submitted 
at the last session on the subject of the foreclosure of the Govern- 
ment lien against the Union Pacific Railroad property, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive iness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-four minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at4 o’clockand 
45 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr. WELLINGTON, the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, April 12, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


— 


NOMINATION, 
Executive nomination received by the Senate April 8, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
General officer. 
Col. William Rufus Shafter, First Infantry, to be brigadier- 


general, vice Wheaton, nominated for appointment as major- 
general. 


— 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 8, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 
Theodore Roosevelt, of New York, to be Assistant Secretary of 


the Navy. 
THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE, 


Thomas W. Cridler, of West Virginia, to be Third Assistant 
Secretary of State. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 


Fenton R. Mc „of Michigan, to be secretary of the 1 
tion of the United States at the City of Mexico. bia 


CHIEF OF BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


Capt. A. S. Crowninshield, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Navigation in the Department of Navy. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
William G. Cassard, a citizen of Maryland, to be a chaplain, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Signal Corps. 
Capt. Robert Craig, to be major. 
General officer. 
Brig. Gen. Frank Wheaton, to be major-general. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Rey. Charles Samuel Walkley, of Ohio, to be post chaplain, 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Alonzo J. Tyler, of Tennessee, to be collector of internal revenue 
Poet Aen oof Virani V 
> ew, a, 0 revenue for 
the Sixth district of Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, April 10, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupkx. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the pre- 
ceding session to be read. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what pupae does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 1 make the point that there is no 
D ga 
The SPEAKER (having counted the House). There are 181 
entlemen present—a quorum. [Laughter and applause.) The 
erk will read the Journal. 
The Journal was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate joint resolution (S. R. 27) for the relief 
of the flood sufferers of the Mississippi Valley. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL WEDNESDAY NEXT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that when the House adjourns to-day, 
it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I realize that this question is not 
debatable; but there is a very considerable desire on this side of 
the House to know what is the p of gentlemen on that side 
with reference to these adjournments for three days at a time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I may say to the gentleman that, as he is well 
aware, there is no business that can come before the House until 
the appropriation bills which have been sent by us to the Senate 
shall be returned. The House now, I take it, is waiting for the 
return of those appropriation bills, Iam not aware that there is 
any business that is likely to come up, at least until those appro- 
1 bills shall be returned. 

Mr. BAILEY. With a view of trying to reach an understand - 
ing on the part of the House, I desire to say to the gentleman from 
Maine that we are not disposed to insist upon the Republican 
party legislating, because we sincerely believe that the country 
suffers when the Republican party legislates. We have so con- 
fenced all our vos, and we be gt it when = said 1 nae 
this inquiry with no purpose of urging gentlemen on the other 
side to proceed with the making of laws, but purely in order that 
we on this side may have some knowledge of what is to be ex- 
pected hereafter. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. Mr. Speaker, in response to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], I have simply to say that he is aware, 
as all members of the House are aware, that this extraordinary 
session was convened for one specific purpose, namely, to provide 
sufficient revenue to carry on the Government. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I call for the regular order. This 
question is not debatable. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps I might raise a question of (per- 


sonal privilege,” as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Snureson] did 
on Wednesday last 
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Mr. PAYNE. I donot think the gentleman from Maine ought 
to follow the example of the gentleman from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas calls for the 

order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If I can be let into this debate, I 
will withdraw the call. 

The SPEAKER. The House perhaps would prefer the regular 
order. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. BAILEY addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman from 
Kansas insists on the regular order. 

Mr, BAILEY. Then I submit the question whether this mo- 
tion is debatable or not. The Chair understands that under the 
rules of the Fifty-third Con and 8 Congresses a motion 
to fix the day to which the House should adjourn was one of the 
motions which it was provided should be decided without debate. 
In the rules of the Fifty-fourth Congress that motion was omit- 
ted from the list of nondebatable motions. Now, whether that 
was the result of accident or design, I have, of course, no means of 
knowing. It is possible that under the practice of the House a 
motion to fix the day to which the body shall adjourn would not 
be debatable, but the fact that this motion was formerly included 
among the undebatable motions, and that in the revision and re- 
adoption of the rules it was omitted from that list, very probably 
chan the rule, and I should think it not unreasonable to hold 
that the motion is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Asa rule of general parliamentary law, the 
Chair thinks the motion is debatable. But the question presents 
itself to the mind of the Chair in this way: Ori y this motion 
was included in the list of motions which, when a question was 
under discussion, should be decided without debate, leaving to the 
House its own method of dealing with the qesim when no subject 
was under discussion. But it been the universal practice of 
the House to treat the motion as not debatable even when it did 
not come within that rule. Hence, the Chair would be inclined 
to hold, under the custom of the House, that it is not debatable, 
even when not included in the terms of the rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it must have been paray as a matter of 
practica that the motion was regarded as not debatable when made 
independently of any subject under discussion. Of course, if that 
has been the uniform practice, the omission of the motion in the 
particular rule now referred to would probably not vary the prac- 
tice. 


The SPEAKER. It would not. The Chair has been thinking 
somewhat about this question. The motion was originally left 
out of the list, because it was one of the motions that were used 
to delay public business; and the motive in leaving it out was to 
lessen the opportunites for such delay. But the House has come 
to other conclusions upon that subject; and very likely it would 
be wiser to have this matter licitly determined by the rules, 
because it might be a question whether, under our present system, 
the motion is admissible when a subject is under discussion. 
Perhaps when the rules are gone over the House may think it wise 
to reestablish the former rule of proceeding, the objection to it 
having perished by common consent of all parties. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, my whole purpose in raising the 
question as to the debatability of the motion was in order that we 
might have a full understanding hereto-day. Gentlemenon both 
sides of the House desire to know if nothing is to be done. If the 
gentleman from Maine is ready to state what his purpose is, we 
are entirely ready to state what our p is. And probably 
the gentleman from Kansas uo: Snrpson] ought to be permitted 
to make his statement. I believe I shall ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Maine may be permitted to make such 
statement as he desires to make, and that the gentleman from 


Mr. DINGLEY. I have no desire to make any statement 
9 to that already made. In fact, it is all the statement 
t can be made at this time. Congress has been convened 
in extraordinary session for one distinct purpose, namely, to so 
revise the tariff as to provide adequate revenue to carry on the 
Government instead of resorting to borrowing in time of peace, 
and in adjusting duties to this end to broaden the opportunities 
of labor at home rather than abroad. This House has already 
a bill to accomplish this p There are certain appro- 
priation bills which at the last session of Congress failed to be- 
come laws, and which having been by the House at this 
session are now in the Senate, and be returned to the House 
probably within a very short time for final action. 

At present, so far as I can see, that seems to be the only business 
of importance thatis likely to come before the House until the reve- 
nue bill which we sent to the Senate shall be returned to us. At 
the same time there may come before the House at any time by 
unanimous consentsuch incidental matters of business as may meet 
general approval. But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 


XXX——43 


and believing as we do that the country is better o 


is aware that no committee, outside of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, can report any bill, simply from the fact that no other 
committee charged with legislative business has been appointed. 
Therefore I am frank to say that to-day there does not seem to be 
within sight any further business than the completion of the ap- 
propriation bills and especially the final passage of a bill to pro- 
vide adequate revenue to carry on this Government. 

Mr. S N of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Maine 
allow me? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. We understand, then, that the pur- 
pos of the majority is not to appoint any committees or haye any 

egislation? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no authority to speak as to that. That 
18 1 the control of the Speaker and the House. 

Mr. S ON of Kansas. That we shall have no legislation 


except the ge of the appropriation bills. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave no authority to speak upon that ques- 
tion. The gentleman is aware that this extraordinary session was 


convened not for the purpose of general legislation, but for the 
purpose of providing adequate revenue to carry on this Govern- 
ment and to pass the appropriation bills which failed at the last 
session. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Thisisan open session, for the trans- 
action of any business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly, if a majority of the Honse so 
desires. But so far as I am able to judge of the sentiment of the 
House, a large majority beg all of this side—do not desire 
to enter upon general lation outside of that which made this 
extra session necessary. And I am certain the country concurs 
in this view. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And when Con 
think there is no pora which can prevent it from ae 
ae STEELE. e gentleman ran against that saw last Wednes- 

y. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifthe majority of this House shall desire at any 
time to enter upon general legislation, they will undoubtedly take 
measures to indicate that purpose, and the Speaker and House 
will go forward; but my judgment is that the majority of this 
House have no desire at present to enter upon legislation on which 
there is any difference of opinion beyond the appropriation bills 
and the ponang of adequate revenue to carry on the Govern- 
ment. tever additional legislation is required can well wait 
the regular session next December, so far as now popes. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the opinion of the majority may change 
at any time. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Dal] that if the Republicans are ready to say to the 
country that the only measure of relief which they have to pro- 

is a measure to raise the taxes, then Iam ready to see this 
ouse adjourn, and I am ready to goto the country on the proposi- 
tion that you can not make the people prosper by increasing their 
taxes. Iam free to say to the gentleman from Maine that if your 
revision of the tariff and your increase of taxation can bring pros- 
pery to the country, then yon are wise and patriotic—having 
one that—to do no more, because if that is all which is n 1 
it is all which ought to be done. But, on our part, we are seed 
dent that you can not remedy hard times by increasing the taxes, 
when the 
Republican party is not making laws, we invite you to adjourn as 
often and as long as you please. We are here ready to proceed if 
you choose to goon. Weare ready to discuss whatever measures 
you propose; we are ready to vote for the good ones and to vote 
against the bad ones; but, knowing that nine out of every ten meas- 
ures you propose will be measures which can not command our 
support, we think we serve the country best by helping you to do 
nothing. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Snrpson]. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Inasmuch as we have overlooked 
the rule, I take it that this is by unanimous consent to some ex- 
tent; and the tleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] and the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Dina@ry] having stated the policy of 
their respective sides, I think it is nothing more than just to me 
that I should have an opportunity to voice the sentiments of the 
Populist party. 

Now, I am notof the same opinion as the gentleman from Texas 
e BAILEY], that the Republican party is wholly and altogether 

ad, and that you can not expect ony ine but bad legislation 
from them. Ido not believe it is right and proper to condemn 
them in advance. I want them to have their opportunity. They 


is convened, I 
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certainly were elected to Congress and to the control of the Govern- 


ment by a very largemajority of thepeople. They promised reme- 
dial legislation, to bring relief to the people. We are very much in 
need of it, and here we are in an opensession of Congress, and no 
gentleman can say, or ought to have the power to say, that our 
efforts shall be confined to any one measure. We have passed a 
tariff bill here. The revenues are ample now to meet the obliga- 
tions of the Government. The President, in his inaugural address, 
as I stated the other day, said that the next step was in connec- 
tion with our financial system; that it needed remedying; that 
we needed to put it ona er basis; and I now want to see our 
Republican majority in this House go ahead and give us some 
financial relief for the country. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] 
permit me? 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. In a moment, if the gentleman will 
permit me to proceed. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to ee with the 
and I want to say to the gentleman that if he can indicate any 
possibility of the 5 roposing a financial measure 
that he and I can support I will join him in an effort to force them 


to gar one. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I say that is anticipating what they 
will do. [Laughter.] You can not do that. I believe there are 
many good, conscientious statesmen on the Republican side who 
seek the welfare of the people, and I believe if we could enter into 
a discussion on the financial question we might be able to arrive 
at some conclusion beneficial to the country. 

Another objection that I have to this mode of procedure in not 


entleman, if I can; 


appointing committees is that it is a delegation of power to the 
Speaker that is dangerous. It gives him a power alone to make 
void and nullify the power of this House. I believe that is a dan- 


rous power to intrust in the hands of one man. It behooves the 
P Republicans, and everybody in this House 
to get that power back to the House and let us proceed in the 


re r way of carrying on the business of this House. I do not 
wish to prolong this discussion, but I think that it was due us, in 
justice to the People’s Party, that its position should be stated. 


e country needs legislation and looks to us to remedy some of 
the evils complained of to-day. If we should sit idly here for two 
or three Months because some gentlemen think there ought to be 
no other than tariff legislation, the result, I think, will be to dis- 
franchise the people of the United States who have elected us to 
Congress to voice their will and have it enacted into law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire amoy, by way of cor- 
rection, to say that I do not care to be placed in the position, and 
entlemen on this side do not care to be placed in the position, of 
faang that all that is required in the way of ultimate legisla- 
tion is to peonia sufficient revenue for the Government. But the 
position that we take is that the first and greatest need of the Gov- 
ernment is sufficient revenue to meet its ordinary expenses and 
the adjustment of duties in securing this reyenue so as to encour- 
age American industries. That is the first business in order, the 


most 1 business, and until that be accomplished 
n 


other ge- matters of less immediate ie tao BP may wait. 
As to what may come up after we shall have provided uate 
revenue, that can be taken care of when the time arrives. Now, 


oe es I do not care, nor do I think it desirable, to prolong 
ebate. 
Mr. WANED of Massachusetts. I should like to have a few 
moments. 
Mr. MCRAE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a little while? 
Mr. MAHANY. Oh, let there be a few moments, at least, of 
free debate. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I think we are just proceeding by general 


consent. 

Mr. MAHON. Re order! 

The SPEAKER. The question is, the regular order being de- 
manded, on the motion of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman from Maine consent to 
allow the discussion to continue for a few moments? 

Mr. DINGLEY. This proceeding is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MoRAE. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask consent to have five 


minutes. 
Mr. MAHON. ular order! 
The SPEAKER. ə regular order is demanded. 


Mr. MoRAE. Mr. Speaker, who demanded the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON] demanded the regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McRAE. Division! 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. BAILEY said: Mr. Speaker, I realize that the House is 


dividing and that this is informal. I ask if the gentleman on the 
other side [Mr. DivGLEy] will not consent to thirty minutes’ de- 
bate? It would take thirty-five minutes to call the roll. I have 
no objection to adjourning over; but there are some gentlemen 
on this side who desire to say a few words, and I ask unanimous 
a, that there shall be thirty minutes of debate, fifteen on 
eac e. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the division on the 
question will be vacated. cater a pause.] The Chair hears no 
objection. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] asks unani- 
mous consent that thirty minutes be allowed for debate. Is there 
objection? < 

Mr. DINGLEY. Fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. STEELE. And that at the end of that time we shall take 


a vote, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Texas is recognized to 
control fifteen minutes. 

3 BAILEY. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
nsas. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I do not 5 this Congress to do 
any tariff or financial legislation that will be approved by my con- 
stituents or the Democrats of the country. At any rate, there is 
nothing in the platform of the Republican party that would justify 
such a hope. The tariff bill has ery passed this House, and 
the committee that has jurisdiction of it, if it comes back, has 
been appointed by the S er. The party in pone is opposed 
to the coinage of silver except by international ment, 
and all the money necessary to start negotiations for that has been 
appropriated, and is now available. hey can not, in my judg- 
ment, pass into law a bank bill, and so Í assume that they will 
attempt no more general legislation of a political or financial 
character at this session, at least until the tariff bill is finally dis- 
posed of. If they determine otherwise, they have the machinery 
to accomplish it, and we are powerless to prevent it so far as the 
House is concerned. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think we should take a broader and more 
patriotic view of the organization of the House than that of polit- 
ical advantage, even if we could get any by nonaction. Rule X 
requires the committees to be appointed, and I think it should be 
obeyed by the Speaker. When this code of rules was first adopted, 
the country was told that they would enable the House to do - 
ness, but now the policy appears to be to do nothing except to tax 


the people and spend money. There are some questions in which 
all the people of this country are deeply interested and about 
which political parties do not 


0 pare, and it seems to me that, as 
the President has called us together, it is our duty to see that 
Congress is completely organized and made ready for any emer- 
gency that may arise at home or abroad. The Republican party, 
in its convention at St. Louis, and the Democratic party, in its 
convention at Chicago, each in their respective platforms declared 
in favor of the Monroe doctrine and extended sympathy to the 
Cubans in their gallant fight for liberty. It is said that the Spanish 
prisons are y full of American citizens who ought to be 
released, 

eray principle of civilized warfare has been violated by the 
Spanish, and one of the Cuban generals is in 3 of being 
murdered at their hands. Greece is defying the ed powers 
of Europe that uphold Turkey, and we may at any moment be 
called upon to assert the power of the United States in behalf of 
human liberty and Christianity. Shall-we, in this condition, per- 
mit this House to sit here for months helpless and without full 
organization? Grant, for the sake of argument, that the majority 
do not intend to legislate at this session, still it is best to organize 
the committees and let the gentlemen who are to investigate these 
great questions know now, or at the earliest practicable moment, 
that they are to be charged with these responsible duties. 

Now, when there are no general elections on hand, these impor- 
tant matters will receive better consideration than they possib: 
can next year. I believe that the time has come when the Ameri- 
can Government should say, in no uncertain terms, that the in- 
surgents in Cuba should be recognized, and that the American 
citizens who are incarcerated in Spanish prisons should be released; 
that the Armenian massacre should be atoned for. All parties 
agree that foreign immigration should be restricted. Shall we 
for all this spring and summer sit here and permit that question 
to rest until December next? I think the people expect us to legis- 
late now, and, so far as I am concerned, I think we should at least 
prepare for it by appointing the committees. 

Again, all parties profess to want an arbitration bill. Shall we 
permit ourselves to remain here idle and authorize no committee 
to investigate and report upon that and the other great labor 
questions in which organized labor is interested? All the political 

arties represented here have said in their platforms that they are 
in favor of the admission of the Territories as States. Shall we, 
then, fail to recognize the rights of the Territories, and pay ne 
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attention to these promises and deny them statehood? We have 
promised free nomes to the public-land settlers of the West, and 
yet this “do-nothing” policy will drive thousands from their 
claims. 

ve the hammer fell.] ; 

r. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, can I have one more minute by 
unanimous consent, without taking the time of the gentleman 
from Texas? There is another question upon which all es 
are substantially agreed to which I desire to call the attention of 
the House. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 7 . 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to occupy 
any of his time now? 

. DINGLEY. Tye three minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. e 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I think that a 
very large majority of the Republican y and a very large 

roportion of those who voted against the Republican party in the 

st election are of the opinion expressed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, that the very first and most im- 
portant business we have to do, and that which will bring pros- 
pany = 7 — country more 3 ay oe p ble 3 i 
the tariff legislation proposed by the Republican party throug 
its Committee on Ways and Means. I believe that ninety-nine 
men in every hundred in this country will be more benefited by 
wise tariff a ee than the hundredth man can bly be by 
any financial legislation. But, on the other hand, there is a prac- 
tical unanimity of oe in all EPEE and in all parts of this 
country that we do need financial legislation, and need it at once, 
although we are not so thoroughly agreed as to what that finan- 


cial legislation should be. 8 on the Democratic side. 
The country demands that the Congress at the earliest possible 
moment shall enter upon financial legislation. [Applause on the 


Democratic side.] If the same pressure had been brought to bear 
upon the commit of this House charged with proposing finan- 
cial legislation that was brought to bear upon the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I believe t some Bees proposition for 
legislation on the financial question would have come before this 
House as early as the tariff bill came from the Committee on 
Ways and Means. But I also believe that the House should not 
enter upon any onanan other than tariff legislation until that 
is perfected. At the same time Iam sure that the country does 
demand, as was voiced at Indianapolis and as is being voiced now 
by innumerable organizations and by the press throughout the 
land, that we put in process of preparation some financial meas- 
ure upon which we can all, or upon which a large majority at 
least, can agree. Therefore I believe that this House should, by a 
special committee of some sort, enter upon the preparation of 
such legislation at once, so that it may be ready to be reported to 
this House for action in December. I dissent from the prop- 
osition that we shall do nothing in the way of preparing legisla- 
pon upon the financial question until the December session of 

ngress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri DR 1 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I have long been of the opin- 
ion that it would be beneficial to the country if the law were so 
changed as that 8 should meet as soon as practicable after 
election. I believe it would bea great blessing if the Constitu- 
tion were so amended that each new Congress shall meet within 
the shortest popi space after its election, so that the old one, 


repudiated at the polls, shall not be permitted to legislate while 
the new one is waiting for an opportunity to act. tertaining 
this view, if our side had prevailed in the last election, if we who 


are in the minority here were in the majority, and if the man of 
our choice instead of the man of your choice were President, I 
would be entirely opposed to the extraordinary session exclusively 
to any one subject, or to adjourning over three days, or two days, 
or in any other manner idling away the time which ought to be 
devoted to legislation. Entertaining this view, independently of 
your 8 and schemes, I for one—I only for myself, 
though I believe a great many others on this side entertain the 
same view—I for one wish to be understood as having no part in 
any agreement or arrangement by which this waste of time and 
this evasion of 8 be brought about. (oppinio on the 
Democratic side.] Let the gentlemen who control this House, 
who have the power to legislate, or not to legislate, and who are 
totally indifferent to our wishes and our opinions, except as they 
may be able to utilize them for their own p s—let those gen- 
tlemen take the responsibility which they have assumed, and let 
us not by any agreement, express or implied, close our mouths 
against the just criticism which we ought to make upon a course 
which is totally unjustifiable. For one, I protest against any such 


agreement or understanding, or any consent on our part to this 
Republican waste of time and this Republican disregard of public 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


duty. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 


Illinois [Mr. 5 

Mr. C ON. . Speaker, I am not sure that I desire any 
time; but if I take the time I want to say that, in my judgment, if 
we had a revenue system protective in its features which would 
enable us to avoid a deficiency the great mass of the people in the 
United States would cry aloud in joyful approval if this Congress 
would adjourn without any: 

Gentlemen talk about relief from the hard times by legislation. 
Relief when it comes must come under wise economic legislation 
by the efforts of the ple. It must come with labor in the 
ae on the farm, and in the field. 

ere would be no extraordinary session of Congress if it had 
not been that the outgo from the Treasury is far greater than that 
which comes into the Treasury. And there has been but one de- 
sire in my judgment—and, so far as I know, in the Pe. anc of 
the party to which I belong—that the remedy should be applied, 
and promptly applied. 

The present Executive is Republican. This House has a Repub- 
lican majority. This is a Government through parties. No party 
has power in the Senate of the United States. And we can only 
hope for action by the Senate from the absolute necessity for more 
revenue. And for one, speaking as a part of the Republican ma- 
jority in this House, we having performed our function, and 80 
far as we can, having given this legislation, I would do nothm 
that would prevent action on the part of the Senate; or, to pus i 
in other words, I would do nothing that would furnish an excuse 
to those who are not responsible to the country for not promptly 
giving the legislation which the country desires. 

Therefore I am quite content to not further distract the country. 
It is an open secret that, with the Senate organized as it fs, no 
financial legislation is ible; and the t majority of the 
people of this country, in my judgment, do not want the stale 

latitudes of the last campaign thundered in this Hall or in the 
mate. What they want is certainty and celerity—theenactment 
of such legislation as can be had; and then they want an adjourn- 


ment and . [Applause.] 

Mr. B es yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. FLEMING]. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, the question immediately before 


the House is whether we shall adjourn over for three days. It 
would seem to be the dictate of common sense for us to adjourn 
unless we have something todo. There is no way by which busi- 
ness is prepared for this House unless committees are appointed. 
So that the question back of the one immediately before the House 
is 2 e committees shall be appointed in accordance with 

e rules. 

On the first day of the session I listened with a great deal of in- 
terest and admiration to the splendid response which the Speaker 
made to the one of this House when he was conducted to 
the chair. I recall that he told us he would administer justice to 
both sides of the Chamber—to every member—according to the 
rules to be established by the House. Within a few minutes after 
that response of the Speaker, this House established its rules, and 
one of those rules was that— 

Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the S er shall appoin 
at the commencement of caah Congress the follo: peas a7 8 

I believe that the Speaker meant what he said, and I assume 
that the time from that date to this has been occupied by the 
Speaker in diligent work upon the preparation of those commit- 
tees. The language of the rule is mandatory. It says the Speaker 
shall appoint the committees. It says that this shall be done at 
the commencement of each Congress, and the only latitude allowed 
under the rule is a reasonable time for the performance of that 
duty. It is not for me to say whether that reasonable time has 
expired. I assume that it has not, and therefore I believe that in 
due time the present occupant of the chair will announce the com- 
mittees under the order of the House. 

The Speaker at our last session stated that he was the servant of 
this y, and only awaited the order of the House to appoint 
these committees. I beg to say that the House gave its order, and 
gave it on the first day of the session, when it adopted the rules; 
and the Speaker has been under orders from the first day that this 
House met on the 15th day of March last. It will not do to say 
that he waits now for the orders to appoint the committees. The 
rules have commanded him to appoint them, and the only way in 
which he can be relieved from that duty is by this House, or a 
majority of it, adopting a special order in accordance with the 
rules and excusing the Speaker from the performance of this duty. 
There is no escape from the logic of this position. 

It was also stated that Speaker Blaine had laid down a prece- 
dent for the failure to appoint committees in the Forty-second 
Congress. I beg to say that Speaker Blaine’s action on that occa- 
sion was in no sense a precedent for this. Congress at that time 
met according to law on the 4th day of March. On the first day 
of the session the House adopted a joint resolution to adjourn on 
the 8th of March; ard then it adjourned over for three days, 
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On the second day of its meeting, the 7th of March, a resolution 
‘was introduced requesting the Speaker to appoint committees; 
and Mr. Blaine gave as his reasons for not doing so that the House 
had adopted the resolution for adjournment on the 8th instant; 
that this resolution fixing the following day for final adjournment 
was then pending in the Senate. 

But not only so, Mr. Speaker, when Mr, Blaine took that position, 
the rule in the precise form in which we now have it in our Man- 
ual was not in existence. That rule was not established by the 
House until 1880, and the rule as it has since then stood—I again 
repeat this language—provides that ‘‘ unless otherwise specially 
ordered by. the House, the Speaker shall appoint at the commence- 
ment of each Congress the following standing committees.” 

The object in view, namely, the nonappointment of committees, 
can be reached in two ways—one legal, the other illegal. The 
legal way is for the majority party to pass a special order in this 
House excusing the Speaker from making the appointment. The 
illegal way is for the Speaker, of his own motion, to refrain from 
mang the appointment. 

This látter course is not only outside the rules, but in direct 
opposition to the plain letter and spirit of the rules. Such respon- 
sibility ought not, in fairness, to be placed on theshoulders of the 
Speaker alone, strong as those shoulders are, but should beshared 
by other members of the majority party. 

The principle involved is important, and the precedent is big 
with possibilities, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FLEMING, I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, I have not a little 
further time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. SIMPSON]. 

r. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the last speaker 
has returned to the subject pending. idently the question be- 
fore this House is whether the Speaker will obey the rules of the 
House, appoint committees, and enable the House to do its busi- 
ness. Now, in the answer that the Speaker made to my few humble 
remarks on the last day that the House sat, he gave as one of his 
reasons for not appointing the committees—I will read from the 
RECORD: 

Under ordinary circumstances the occupant of the chair has time from 
the 4th day of March until the first Monday in December to obtain informa- 
tion in à to his fellow-members; but under the present circumstances 
there has n no opportunity. 

I want to ask this House, and the honorable Speaker of this 
House, can there be, under ordinary circumstances, any Speaker 
of the House during the nine months usually preceding the first 
Monday of December when a new Congress convenes, and would 
it not be a great assumption on the part of any man to say that 
he is to be Speaker on the convening of Congress, and on that 
assumption to occupy the time between the 4th of March and the 
first 1 in December in determining how the committees 
shall be constituted? Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I think this is 
a case of political ‘‘soonerism ” unequaled in the annals of legis- 
lation in This country. [Laughter and applause.) That is my 
humble opinion. Let Isaw gentlemen on the other side ready 
toapplaud this statement of the Speaker the other day, and I sup- 

They took it for logic and a wise and a just explanation of 
he situation. 

Now, the one question before the House and the peopleis whether 
we will give the Speaker of this House the autocratic power to 
veto legislation and suppress the power of this House. That is 
the danger point. The ger is one coming from concentration 
of power. It is our duty to stand here and make an honest pro- 
test against the strong hand of power that is ever reaching out to 
control the liberties of the people. tapp eume] 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to occupy 
any time now? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unless something be said on the other side 
that shall demand some remarks on side, we have concluded 
the discussion. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihave, Mr. Spoaren, but two minutes remaining. 
As the House has observed, I have yielded all my time to gentle- 
men who have antagonized my position. I ask, therefore, the 
privilege of occupying five minutes at least. 

Mr, SIMPSON of nsas, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Texas be allowed five or ten minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much time has the gentleman from 
Texas remaining? z 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihavetwominutesremaining. I shall not desire 
more than five minutes. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the gentleman three minutes of my 
time, so that he may have five in all. 

Mr. BAILEY. . Speaker, the Republican leaders have so 
often arraigned the Democratic party for what they have been 
pleased to call its geet ea f to deal with important questions that 
we naturally feel temp now to indulge in the same line of 
assault. But looking beyond this opportunity for partisan criti- 
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cism, looking beyond the cheap applause which it might win for 
the time, and regarding our duty from the higher and broader 
standpoint of unselfish service to the country, I think it wisest 
for us to follow out our often-repeated declaration that Repub- 
lican legislation is injurious to the public welfare, and we will 
not urge the Republican party to do what ought not to be done. 
If they would pass the nonpartisan measures suggested by the 
gentleman from Arkansas, then there might be some sense in 
urging them to proceed. But if eer. legislate upon the finan- 
cial question, sir, you know as well as I do, and I know as 
well as that I live, that they will not pro or support a measure 
that can command our votes. If they do anything, it will be to 
perpetuate the national banking system and. to provide for the 
retirement of the legal-tender notes of the Government. 

Have we been honest when we have denounced Republican 
laws? If we have, let us be honest and candid still. hat will 
the country think of our wisdom or our sincerity if we demand 
that the majority shall proceed to legislate, knowing that you will 
make bad laws and that we have no power to prevent your mak- 
ing them when you attempt to doso? The country under such 
circumstances must doubt either our wisdom or our sincerity, 
and it probably will doubt both. 

For my part Ihave never seen a time when I wanted the Repub- 
lican party to legislate. Ihave never seen the time when 1 thought 
the country was as well off with a Republican Congress in session 
%% · TAAN MAT ANIS pease ie cee 
complain o ə Republican simply e appro- 
priation bills and gone home. I know that you do not intend to 
pass any new laws which are good or to repeal any old laws that 
are bad. What, then, is my duty? To urge you to go on when we 
know you are going to do wrong? If we urge you to make 
laws, we are fools; and if we pretend that we want you to legis- 
late when we do not, we are hypocrites, There might be some 
partisan satisfaction in criticising you from day to day, but in the 
end such pettifogging politics redound neither to the advanta 
of individuals nor of a party. The country is tired of cheap fe 
tics. The people want to know what party can legislate to their 
best advantage; and finding that, they are ready to reward that 
party with their confidence, 

During the last campaign you said that all the country needed 
to restore prosperity was that confidence should be reestablished, 
which, as you claimed, Republican success would do, and to in- 
crease the tariff duties. 

We said that your tariff legislation can not make the country 
prosperous, and that there must be a revision of your financial 
8 before the country will ever enjoy the prosperity which it 

eserves. 

The country gave you the power to pass laws, and you have at- 
Hing ie to restore prosperity by increasing taxes. If you succeed, 
the Democratic party might as well not make a nomination in the 
next Presidential election. If you fail, you might as well not 
make a nomination in the next Presidential election. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Now, let us give the country a chance 
to decide who is right and who is wrong. You have ei 7 8 1 5 your 
remedy, Iam confident it will fail. Iam so confident of its fail- 
ure that I want to raise no other issue. I want the country to 
decide es gone wisdom and ours upon the measures which 
you have already proposed. Let the coun see whether it is 
tariff revision or financial reform which s work out our re- 
demption. [4p lause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DING . Lyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
8 

Mr. 0. 


Mr, Manon}. 
Mx. S. er, I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] to the fact that the great- 


ness of the country and the position in which we stand to-day 
have been brought about during the last third of a century by 
Republican legislation. Every law upon the statute books of the 
nation to-day has been the result of Hepublican thought, Repub- 
lican courage, and Republican action. The Republican party has 
never failed to stand by its convictions. It has had its imperfec- 
tions and its faults; but two things it can never be char, with: 
It can not be charged with playing the part of the demagogue or 
with running away from the principles which it defends. Lap 
plause on the Republican side.] o Republican party is able 
to-day, as it has been during the last thirty-six years, to take care 
of itself 


You talk about going tothe country on this question of the tariff. 
We have just come from the country on that great issue, and the 
Republican party has been commissioned to a tariff bill to 
increase the revenues of this Government. e propose to do it. 
and we will have the courage in to before the people. 1 
represent a great State in Which is a city that has perhaps as 
much wealth as there is in the whole Commonwealth of Kansas; 
and I want to say to the Speaker of this House that the great Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, represented by 30 members and 2 
Senators, and the great press of that State, regardless of party, 
sustain the Speaker in present position that all this country 
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wants at present is revenue torun the Government; other legisla- 
tion may follow. So far as the monetary question is concerned, 
you gentlemen need have no fear. When the Republican Ad- 
ministration now in power has wound up its four years, the 
Republican party will have given to the nation, as it in the 
past, legislation on that question which will be satisfactory; and I 
agree with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Ballx] that it will 
not be worth while for the Silverites or the Democratic free traders 
to_put a candidate in the field, [Applause on the Republican 


side.] 
Mr. DIN GLEV. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on my motion 


3 when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednes- 
next. 
e motion was agreed to. É 
RETURN OF A JOINT RESOLUTION TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request of 
the Senate of the United States: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be requested to 
sentatives to return to the Senate the 4 — resolu 
of the flood sufferers of the Mississippi Valley. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the request will be consid- 
ered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. MADDOX, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, indefinitely, on account of 

im t business. 
o Mr. Wurre of North Carolina, for ten days, on account of 


business. 
o Mr. EDDY, for twenty days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. SPALDING, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Bop rn, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
ARMOR PLATE, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, I desire 
to state to the Chair and tothe House that I have received a com- 
munication from the Secre of the Navy 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withhold the motion to adjourn for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood that the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] had moved that the House ad- 
journ and that that motion had carried. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LiAMS] is mistaken, 

e SPEAKER. The motion had not been carried. It had 
merely been eS 

Mr. DINGLEY. Themotion which was carried was tliat when 
the House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next. 

The SP . The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] will understand that this is proceeding by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have this morning received a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy which I regard as of a y 
important character; and while the House, at this moment, pend- 
ing the motion to adjourn, is presumably not prepared to take 
immediate action upon it, I make the request that the letter, which 
is brief, may be read from the desk, and that the accompanying 
documents, with the letter, may be printed in the RECORD for the 
information of members, so that such action may be taken here- 
after as may be deemed necessary. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] 
asks that theletter be read and that theaccompanying documents 
N inted in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, unless there is some special rea- 
son for that, I will object at the present time. 

The SPEAKER, e Chair understands this letter was received 
as an executive document, and would be printed. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is all that is necessary. There is no 


necessity 8 it in the RECORD. 
Nx. BO LE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit it is not in accordance with the 
rules of this House for any gentleman to take the floor and instruct 


the Speaker, as one of the members is now doing, as to what is the 


uest the House of Repre- 
(S. R. 27) for the relief 


right of a member who is attempting to have some business trans- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to escape all instruc- 


tion. anaien, ) 

Mr. BOU . I hope it will escape a portion of this. It 
ought to be in order to ask unanimous consent for the printing of 
a document. : ' 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it has already been 
ordered printed as an executive document. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lask the Chair, as a parliamen inquiry, 
if there is any method by which a subject of En public impor- 
tance may be brought tothe attention of the House in our present 
condition parliamentarily? 

The 8 The same as in any other condition. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then what would be the proper method for 
me, Tı ing to information which I have received from the 
Navy Department, advising me of the entire failure to obtain bids 
for armor plate required for the ships now on the stocks, to 
request that some action may be taken as soon as practical by Con- 
gress to enable the 


Department to procure that necessary armor? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the 


mtleman has taken 
the ordinary method in asking that it be ted in the RECORD. 
That of course i 


es unanimous consent—— 
Mr.BOUTELLE. I submitted a request that the letter be read. 
ties SPEAKER (continuing). Especially pending a motion to 
ourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, That request that the letter be read is sub- 
ject to pe ; 

The SPEAKER. It is subject to objection, pending a motion 
to adjourn, certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman who made the motion to 
adjourn did not make the objection. I ask that the letter of the 
aren es ech t may be read for the information of the House 

tatives. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object to that. I have no objection to its 


a ing in tho RECORD. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I presume the gentleman has the parlia- 


er right to object. i 
Mr. HOPKINS. If I had not, I would not do so. 
The SP The question is on the motion of the gentle- 


man from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the motion fora moment. The 
5 from Tennessee [Mr. Gmsox] desires to have a bill re- 

nte 

K The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the printing of the letter 
and documents in the Recorp? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am very glad that the gentleman from 
IIlinois is the one who should have objected. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam glad to have pleased the gentleman from 
Maine once in life. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
by ee of the bill H. R. 37. : 

eSPEAKER. Thegentleman will send up the title of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is for the codification of the pension laws. 

The SPEAKER. The from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of the bill (H. R. 37) for the codifica- 
tion of the ion laws. Is there objection? 

Mr. S N of Kansas, I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned un ednesday next at 
12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
55 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

Aletter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting commu- 
nications from the Illinois Steel Company, the Bethlehem Iron 
Company, and the Carnegie Steel Company, in answer to the 
Department’s advertisements for armor; a communication 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be ted. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the mouth of the Tennessee River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a communi- 
cation . to an amendment to section 3242, Revised Statutes 
of the Uni States—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-Gen calling attention to the 
necessity of immediate appropriations for certain expenses in the 
Department of Justice—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed, $ 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODU . 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o mp following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 2774) to enable the people 
of Oklahoma and the Indian Territories to form a constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of the two said Territo- 
ries into the Union as one State—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) confirming the title to the south one- 
half of the southwest quarter of section No. 80, in township No. 11 
north, of range 4 east of the Indian meridian, in Fannie W histler, 
and for other pur to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 2776) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to recognize the organizations of the Sons of Veterans as 

art of the military reserve of the United States—to the Commit- 

e on the Militia, 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 2777) legalizing the con- 
struction of a certain bridge across the Arkansas River opposite 
the town of Blackburn and the Osage Indian ee e this 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 4 nting service pen- 
„Sions to the soldiers and sailors who served for thirty days in the 


war of the rebellion or were in any e ent and were honor- 
ably discharged—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 2779) granting a service pension 
to soldiers, sailors, marines, and their widows and orphans, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2780) to make goods, wares, 
and merchandise made in whole or in part by the labor of convicts 
subject to the laws of the State or Territory into which they may 
be transported—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: A bill ie R. 2781) to regu- 
late the importation and sale of agricult seeds—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) for the erection of a public building at 
aa en Lac, Wis.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 2783) making 
appropriation for C of Pearl River, Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

y Mr. HOWARD of Alabama (by be 70 A joint resolution 
(H. Res. 50) to authorize the construction of the Lake Borgne out- 
let—to the Committee on Levees and Improyement of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A resolution (House Res. No. 
83) for the selection of a committee to attend the dedication of the 
aoe Be General and ex-President U. S. Grant—to the Committee 
on es. ; 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 2784) increasing the pension of 
Ephraim Pringle, of Carthage, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2785) for the relief of Tazwell C. Merrill—to 
the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 2786) granting a pension to 
William W. Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) to remove the charge of desertion from 
R record of Michael Fitzgerald—to thə Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2788) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Ziegler—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) granting an increase of pension to 
John Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill Hoot R. 2790) gran a pension to Mrs. Louvina 
Mays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2791) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson A. Mayhall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2792) ting a pension to William Calla- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 2793) for the relief of Pay 
Inspector John H. Stevenson—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 2794) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) for the relief of Martha Bottineau, 
widow of Pierre Bottineau, late scont and guide to various mili- 
tary officers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 2796) to increase the pension of 
James K. Maloney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill ae R. 2797) for the re- 
lief of John Doyle—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) for the relief of Anna Hunt, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of George F. Hunt, deceased, late of Clai- 
borne County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 2799) to increase the pension 
of Robert Wilkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 2800) to relieve Calvin Mears of 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVE (by request): A bill (H. R. 2801) for the relief 
of Mrs. Hannah Waters, of Horn Island, in Mississippi Sound—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 2802) for the relief of 
William F. Cowan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 2803) granting a pension to 
Lucy Stanton Wheeler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 2804) granting a pension 
to Lydia W. Handley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 2805) to restore 
the pension of John S. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2806) for the relief of H. C. Armistead—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Communication from the Grocers and Import- 
ers’ Exchange of 8 relative to duty on tin plate to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOR R: Petition of H. A. Ware and 42 other citizens 
of Chicago, III., praying for reform in national currency and 
penking system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

easures. : 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of E. P. Martindale and 9 other 
citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., favoring legislation for the reform 
of the currency and banking laws; also same petition from Her- 
man Leiber and 102 other citizens of same city, making a like re- 
quest—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of William F. Cowan, of 
Tennessee, praying that his claim for pro taken by the Army 
during the late war be referred to the of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., indorsing the principles of currency reform 
enunciated by the Indianapolis monetary conference—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., relative to the 
appointment of a monetary commission as proposed by the Indi- 
anapolis monetary convention—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 12, 1897. 


_ The Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 
eternal God, we are come into Thy presence bowed under 
the sense of heavy bereavement by the departure from earth of a 
late eminent member of this body, whose death shrouds the Sen- 
ate in mourning and many a home through the broad State of 
Indiana and in other parts of our country. As his brilliant tal- 
ents, impassioned oratory, kindling eloquence, genuine patriotism, 
and his unselfish dedication of his t powers to every cause, 
human and divine, which enlisted his ardor and his devotion en- 
ed the glowing enthusiasm and loyal attachment of vast bodies 
of his countrymen, so his generous sympathies, friendly helpful- 
ness, neighboring loving-kindness won the affection and confidence 
of all who were admitted to his closer friendship. 

Let Thy pity, O Father, be granted unto his children, who sit 
cold in the atmosphere of death. Do for them what we can not 
do, granting the consolation and hope of everlasting life, through 
the gospel of Thy Son. And as we inscribe his name upon the 
tablets which perpetuate the memory of the great orators, states- 
men, and patriots of his generation, we commend the soul of our 
departed friend and brother to Thy love and care, O Christ, in 
whose name we offer our petitions. Amen. 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was 
dispensed with. 


Mr. GORMAN. As there is a universal desire on the part of 


Senators to attend the funeral ceremonies of our late colleague, 

Hon. Daniel W. Voorhees, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 

qaia p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
pril 13, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, W. H. MILBURN, D. D, 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


AFFAIRS AT KIOWA, ETC., INDIAN RESERVATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 5th instant, certain information pertaining 
to the investigation of affairs at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Indian reservations; which, on motion of Mr. PETTIGREW, was 
with the accompanying N ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


UINTAH INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 6th instant, a letter from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, together with inclosures containing certain in- 
formation relative to the instructions given to and reports made 
by the commissioners . under section 20 of the act of 
August 15, 1894, which relate to the carrying out of the provisions 
of section 22 of the act requiring the commissioners to treat with 
the Indians properly residing on the Uintah Indian Reservation 
in Utah for the cession of lands to the United States, etc.; which, 
on motion of Mr. Rawlins, was, with the 5 apers, 
riated. to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
TREASURY ORDER IN REGARD TO THE TARIFF. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was 


read: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., April 9, 1897. 
To the President of the Senate: 


Sin: I have the honor to rt that I have received are following resolu- 
tion of the Senate, which that body on April 7, 1897: 


4 IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 7, 1897. 
Resolved, That the ee p cs the Treasury be directed to inform the 
nate what order, if any, has been issued by him to the custom-house officers 
the United States in regard to peering One the provisions of section 27 of 

he tariff bill now pendin, ree e ce Committee of the Senate, and 
hat he inform the aere S such order has been made, the authority for 
uch pogon 

Attest: 

x WM. R. COX, Secretary, 

In reply to the above resolution, I have the honor to state that the onl 

— by me which have any bearing upa the ions of the ta: 
1 now pending before the Senate are con ed in the following circular, 

Which was issued. on April 6, 1897: 

To Collectors and Other Officers of the Customs: 

Under the authority conferred ef the Secretary of the Treasury b. 

ction 249, Revised Statu 2 officers of customs are hereb: instructed 

delay, until further orde: quidation of entries made at the thee 
ive ports of any merchandise arriving thereat after the 1st day of April, 1897. 

But liq denona mopy pe —.— tively made, and such liquidations shall not be 

osed stamped, but be held open during the pendency of this order 

50 as to be amended or 4 00 

These d ons not be applied, however, to f p ado made after 

pril 1,1897, of merchandise which was purchased an by the owner 

{xe shipped for import into the United States by any person prior to April 1, 


Hereafter all entries for consumption, except those specified in the pre- 
ceding paragraph, shall be Stempel in ted ink the clerks Sey 
ng the same, under the direction of the collector, with the following 


ords: 
Subject to change of rates if required by law. 
j , ante . „ — Collector.” 
Appraising officers will, whenever e os oat retain such samples of im- 


rted merchandise as may be n determine any question hereafter 
2 relative to the proper identification and classification for duty of such 


merchandise. 
3 L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 


It may be observed that this circular is issued under the authority con- 
ferred upon me by section 249 of the Revised tutes, ppo that it tes 
solely to certain proceedings of the customs officers which do not, any 
manner, obstruct the en of imported merchandise and the payment of 
duties on the same, nor a dge the rights of importers in any respect. 

The delay in the final dation of entries was directed for prudential 
reasons and is a measure which, while it may inure to the advantage of the 
Government, does not impair the convenience and interest of the importers. 


ully, yo 
3 L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 


Mr. VEST. I ask that the communication from the 3 
Department lie on the table and be printed, and in connection wi 
it oon permission now to introduce a joint resolution in order 
that it may be printed and go over until to-morrow, when I shall 
call it up for the consideration of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will lie on the 
table and be printed, and the joint resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Missouri will be read, in the absence of objection. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 83) declaring the order of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to delay final liquidation of entries made 
at the respective ports of merchandise arriving after the ist day 


of April, 1897, to be without authority of law, was read the first 
time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of R. tatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the order recently issued by the Secre- 
tary of the ury to collectors and other officers of the customs AN TA 
ing them, until otherwise ordered, to delay final liquidation of entries Ə 
at the respective ports of merchandise arriving after the Ist day of sy 

and that such liquidation shall not be closed and stamped, but s) be 

eld open during the pendency of said order; and that said merchandise shall 

stam in red ink, “Subject to change of duties, if uired by law,“ is 

without authority of law and in violation of the statutes and customs regula- 

tions governing the payment of import duties at the ports of entry where the 
same may be collected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie over. 

Mr. NELSON. Are petitions in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not yet. 

Mr. HOAR. How does the resolution just read come to be in 
order when petitions are not in order? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution was submitted 
with reference to the communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury just read. ora 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that the resolution is 
not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that unani- 
mous consent was given for the reception of the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Itis a mere question as to the time when I shall 
offer the resolution. I could have waited until the order of bills 
and joint resolutions was reached, but I asked the unanimous 
consent of the Senate that I might introduce it at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. That is my inquiry. If unanimous consent was 
given—— 

Mr. VEST. I said that I desired to introduce the resolution now 
so that it and the communication from the Treasury Department 
might lie on the table until to-morrow and be printed. 

r. HOAR. Very well; if unanimous consent was given I have 
nothing further to say. 

Mr. VEST. It was only a question of a few minutes. I could 
have offered it in the regular order. 


A. H. HERR, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of March 2, 1897, areport of the Acting Quartermaster- 
General of the Army relative to the claim of A. H. Herr for the 
rent of his property while the same was in the occupancy of the 
Quartermaster’s Department; which, with the accompanying 

pers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

printed. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD MORTGAGES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 19th ultimo, further information concerning the 
records in suits against the Union Pacific Railway Company and 
8 which, on mon 55 a ae. 
panying papers, referr e Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and kapim ga be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
MCKENNEY, one of its clerks, returned to the Senate in compli- 
ance with its request the joint resolution (S. R. 27) for the relief 
of the flood sufferers of the Mississippi Valley. 


NOTICE OF EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to give notice that on Thursday next, im- 
mediately after the conclusion of the routine morning business, I 
shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu: 
tive business for the purpose of taking up the arbitration treaty, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of O. C. Erikson and sun- 
dry other residents and homestead claimants on lands lying within 
the Red Lake ceded Indian lands, in the State of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a free-homestead law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also peoa sundry memorials of citizens of Duluth and 
St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the 
pease of House bill No. 30, or any similar measure, intended to 

estroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. - 

He also praen en the petition of Emerson Cole and sundry other 
citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the enactment of legis- 


lation creating certain reforms in our national currency and bank- 

ang ate which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
e also presented a petition of the 5 River Lumber 
inneapolis, Minn., 


Company and sundry lumber companies of 
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praying that a duty of not less than $2 per thousand feet be 
on rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry lumber manufacturers 
ef Minnesota and Mic n, remonstrating i the adoption 
of any clause in the pending tariff bill providing for a rebate on 
lumber coming from and made into packing boxes for 

ort trade; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

r. M presented a petition of 100 business firms of 
Alpena, Mich., praying that a tariff not to exceed St per thousand 
feet be placed upon lumber in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 100 citizens of PortHuron, Mich., 
praying Congress to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint.a monetary commission as proposa by the Indianap- 
olis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist Ministers“ Confer- 
ence of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of pic- 
tures or descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of ©. H. Hallack and 7 other citi- 
zens of Quincy, Mich., praying for the passage of Senate bill No, 
478, making it ERER gr any person or ms to-sell or give 
away, with or withont meals, any kind of intoxicating liquors 
either in the Capitol building in the District of Columbia or on 
any grounds owned or controlled by the United States Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

He also presented sundry memorials of the common council of 
Detroit; of 21 business firms of Bay City; of the Council of Trade 
and Labor Unions of Detroit, and of Branch No. 1, Union Label 
League, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating i the 
passage of the so-called antiscalping railroad ticket bill;. which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 97 owners, manufacturers, and 
dealers in lumber and standing timber in Michigan and other 
States, praying for favorable consideration by the Senate of the 
lumber — as recommended by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. Fc 

He also presented a petition of 414 laboring men residing in the 
city of Manistee, Mich., andelsewhere in the State, who earn their 
living by producing lumber and shingles, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing a two-dollar rate upon lumber anda 
35-cent rate on shingles; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. THURSTON presented the petition of George Heimrod, of 
Omaha, Nebr., relative to the duty to be placed on ine in 
the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finan: 


ce. 
He also presented the petition of E. F. Stephens, president of 
the State dorticultural Society of Nebraska, relative to the d 

to be placed on nursery stock in the pending tariff bill; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 7 

He also presented a petition of the American Chicory Company, 
of Omaha, Nebr., relative to the proposed tariff on chicory in the 
pending ‘tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented the petition of R. M. Allen, of Ames, Nebr., 
relative to the pro duty on hides in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Cudahy Packing Company, of 
South Omaha, Nebr., relative to the duty on cattle inthe pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the ion oE ene ot Omaha; —.— 

aying for the imposition of a 0 m on im 
dee rock in 8 tariff bil which was referred to the 

Jommittee on Finance. i 

He also presented a memorial of Funk & Ogden, of Lincoln, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the restofation of duty on earthen- 
ware and glassware proposed in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLARK. I present a petition of the governor, the secre- 
tary of state, and the State board of control and special com- 
mission of the State of Wyoming, praying that 5,000,000 acres of 
grazing land be granted to that State for the purpose of irrigation. 
I move that the petition be printed as a document and referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was to. Sr 

Mr. PLATT of New Vork presented sundry petitions of ci 
of New York, praying that certain reforms be made in our na- 
tional currency and legislation and also for the appoint- 
ment of a monetary commission; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. i =e 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William Blaney and 118 


placed | other members of the Chamber of Commerce of Boston, Mass., 


raying for the 8 of a commission to consider the ques- 
on of a national currency and banking legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ted a praon of members of the Congregational 
church of Wakefield, w praying for the ratification of the 
poang arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 

lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE. I present the memorial of S. C. Goodwin and 1,030 
other members of the Eastern Branch National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, of Togus, Me., remonstrating against the adop- 
tion of tho pro amendment to the-gen deficiency appro- 
priation which proposes to take from the control of the offi- 
cers of the National Home a fund known as the t fund and 
placing it in the charge of the War Department. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was 5 to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Oil Trade Association of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and industries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Rey. G. S. Bradley, of Grand 

, Mich. „praying for the enactment. of legislation r ting 
the mannfacture and sale of cigarettes; which was erred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR presented memorials of 54 citizens of Des Moines; 
of 53 citizens of Keokuk, and of sundry citizens of Sioux City, all 
in the State of Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation abolishing the Webi system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 90 citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, 
and a petition of 115 citizens of Iowa, praying Congress to author- 
ize the President of the United States to appoint a monetary com- 
mission; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Pride of Newcastle, No. 2, 
Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of New- 
castle, Pa., praying for the repeal of the drawback clause in the 
present tariff bill relating to tin plate; which was.referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petifion of 5 lumber manufacturers of 
Forest County, Pa., and a petition of sundry lumber manufac- 
turers of Pennsylvania, praying that a duty of not less than 82 
per thousand feet be placed on rough lumber in the pending tariff 

ill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 124 citizens of Meadville, Pa., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
Congress to authorize the President of the United States to ap- 
point a monetary commission; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of 206 citizens of Allegheny County; 
of 60 citizens of Greenville, and of 3 citizens of Newcastle, 
Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called antiscalp- 
ing railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commeree. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 29 lumber manufacturers of 
Minnesota, praying that a duty of not less than-$2 per thousand 
feet be placed omrough lumber in the pending tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 28 owners of timber and manufac- 
turers of or dealers in lumber in the State of Minnesota, praying 
for the adoption of the proposed lumber schedule in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 141 firms and business men of 
Minneapolis, Minn., praying Congress to authorize the President 
of the United States to appoint a monetary commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry lumber com- 
panies operating at Kenton, Mich., praying for the adoption of 
the lumber schedule in the pending bill, and remonstrating 
against any rebate on lumber coming from and made into 
packing boxes for export; Which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Union Trust Company and 
81 other firms of Detroit, Mich., and the petition of William Can- 
ham and 99 other citizens of Port Huron, Mich., praying for the 
appointment of a national monetary commission by the President 
ot the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 


ce. 

He also presented memorials of the Council of Trades and Labor 
Unions of Detroit; of the common council of Detroit; of Samuel 
Post and 53 other citizens of Ypsilanti; M,W..Brown and 51 other 
citizens of Battle Creek; Jackson Typographical Union, No.-99, of 
Jackson; Frank Tucker and 60 other citizens of Bay City; F. E. 
Mather and 150. other citizens of Ann Arbor; J. F. Baars and 100 
other citizens of Grand Rapids; Garment Makers’ Local Union, 
No. 74, of Detroit; William A. Anderson and 600 other citizens of 
Grand Rapids; William J. Melchers and 200 other citizens of 
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Saginaw; William Schweikle and 60 other citizens of Bay City, and 
of Albert Stiles and 52 other citizens of Jackson, all in the State 


of Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of any legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the ition of R. B. Thomas and 
sundry ae . — of 3 is., praying for the orm ET 
of a duty of 8. cen und upon sage in pending ‘tariff bill; 
which a referred Lo the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the memorial of J. H. Culver and sundry 
VCCCCCCCCVCCCCCCC ihe yaaa 
enactment of legislation i y the presen: 
of ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on 


Interstate Commerce, 
He also ted the petition of C. A. Chapin and Am banal 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., praying Congress to auth the 


President of the United States to appoint a monetary commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. f 

Mr. CULLOM presented pag © ane ese of bankers, business 
men, and citizens of Chicago, Bloomington, Springfield, and 

uincy, all in the State of Illinois, pra; Congress to authorize 
the President of rei 3 ee 4240 a monetary 3 
sion, as proposed by the Indianapo monetary convention; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finan 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rock Island, 


III., praying that a duty of r thousand feet be placed on roug 
lnmibes tne e pending Lil; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Association of 
Chicago, III., praying weari appara and other personal 


din 
p Grange, No. 919, of Peoria 
arbitra- 
ie on the 


He also p esented a petition of 
County, III., praying for the ratification of the pendin 
ua treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered to 
table. : 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chicago, III.; 
of the Cleveland Commercial Travelers’ Association, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, and of sundry citizens of Ohio, remonstrating t the 

of the so-called antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, I present the petition of a large number 


of citizens of Custer, S. Dak., praying that the duty on antimony, 
pyrite, phite, fullers’ earth, and mica be increased in the pend- 
. tariff bill. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
ttee on Finance. 
The motion was d to. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of sundry business firms 
of Indianapolis, rt, Richmond, and ison, all in the 


State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing certain reforms in our national currency and banking laws, 
and authorizing the President of the United States to appoint a 
commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary con- 
vention; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

$ N presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of 
Inoi praying that anappropriation be made for o payment of 
judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of letter car- 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on & priations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry turers of and 
dealers in leather, shoes, harness, saddlery, belting, and leather 
specialties, etc., of Chicago, III., remonstrating against foreign 
hides and skins being removed from the free list in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Chicago and 
Quincy, in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation creating certain ‘reforms in our national currency and 
banking laws, and also to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis 
monetary convention; which were referred to the Committee on 


ce. 

He also presented sixty-one memorials of citizens of Chicago, 
III., and a petition of sundry citizens of Aurora, III., xemonstrating 
against the enactment of any legislation intended to destroy the 

resent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the 
ommittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John T. Shayne, president of 
the Commercial Association of Chicago, III., and of sundry mer- 
chants and manufacturers of Chicago, III., praying that all wear- 
ing apparel and other personal effects of persons arriving in the 
United States be placed on the free list; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I present a printed, stereotyped petition | 


signed principally by sundry citizens of St. Joseph, Mo., remon- 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 30, introduced by 
r Sees the A ts selene cr 

c 0 I move that petition to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also hold in my hand one of the stereo- 
typed petitions emanating from the distinguished Indianapolis 
ey ee in which they desire to surrender 
to them right of legislation. I present the petition and ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Finance without any in- 
dorsement of the request contained in it. 

The VICE-ER ENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. MURPHY presented petitions of 110 citizens of New York 
City; of 102 citizens of Albany; of 112 citizens of New York se 
100 citizens of New York City; 70 citizens of New York City; 104 
citizens of Dunkirk; 108 citizens of New York City; 87 citizens of 
New York City; 91 citizens of New York City, and of 94 citizens of 
Troy, all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment 
of legislation authorizing the appointment of a monetary com- 
mission by the President of the United States; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of Camp Scott, No. 545, 
United Confederate Veterans, of Minden, La., payin g for the 
ratification of the pending arbitration with Great Britain; 
which was ord: to lie on the table, and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate of the United States: 


The memorial of Camp Sco! 
. 89 ex- 


in its politics 
ion, but that in the conflict between the 
the actualiti 


. MiS States 
orcibly realize its 
e 


pan d th —— eee . against it 
and therefore eard as an a as 
a method of mottling digputes tiebweer 7 
2. That the recent proffer by a Kindred nation to substitute, in 
tional the arbitrament of acalm and 


the adjustment of 
disinterested mediatory tribunal for the inflamed passions of partisan pop- 
ular prejudice, offers an m Be inaugura a rational radical revo- 
lution of international procedure which if now may never recur. 
3. Your memorialists, in the belief that harmonious concert 
tween the United States and Great Britain would set the of the world 
in this matter, therefore respectfully urge that you will to your dis- 
cussion thereof and action thereon such a cosmopolitan spirit as will insure 
the ad: of international arbitration, and not sacrifice the principle to 
iousness over detail. | 
4. Your memorialists, having furled around the staff of the Stars and 


Stripes the flag they loyally upheld during the four years of fratricidal strife, 
and in good faith the result of col „no sue for clemency, 
not for mselves, but for the generations of hoth sections to come after 


them. 
Let us have peace.“ 


For the Camp: 
H. A. Burns, Adjutant. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Savan- 
nah, Ga., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cartersville, 
Ga., praying that a duty of not less than 81 per ton be placed on 
manganese in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of lumber manufacturers of 
Georgia, praying that a duty be placed on imported lumber in the 
pending tariff bill; which were referred to the Committes on 

imance. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cordele, Leslie, 
Rift, Wenona, Ashburn, Irby, ine, and Staunton, all in the 
State of Georgia, praying that a duty of not less than $2 per thou- 
sand feet be placed on ro lumber in the pending tariff bill; 
which were referred to the ittee on Finance. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rich- 
mond, Va., praying Congress to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint a national monetary commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Louis- 
ville, Ky., remonstrating against the enactment of any legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the © i on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PETTUS presented a petition-of sundry Inmber manufac- 
turers of Alabama, praying that a duty of not less than 82 per 
thousand feet be pla on rough lumber in the pending tariff 
bill: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Bernardino; of the board of supervisors of Los Angeles 
County; of the cashier of the American Exchange Bank of San 
Diego; of the cashier of ‘the First National Bank of Los Angeles; 
of the Board of Trade of Pasadena; of the Chamber of Commerce 


‘GOODWILL, Commander, 
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of Orange County; of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles; 
of the Board of Trade of Los Angeles, and of the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Association of Los Angeles, all in the State of 
California, praying that a duty of 1 oms a prana þe placed on 
imported ci fruits in the pending tariff bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Hot Springs, Ark., remonstrating against the enactment 
of any legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kansas 
remonstrating against the imposition of a duty upon vd ee an 
lees in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of any legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of C. Melzer, of Evans- 
ville, Ind., remonstrating against the adoption of the proposed 
duty of 1 cent per pound on tallow in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 60, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Terre Haute, Ind.; of Local 
Union No. 197, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Warsaw, 
Ind., and of sundry cigar manufacturers of Indiana, remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of duty on leaf tobacco in the pending 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Kingan & Co., Limited, of 
Indianapolis, Ind., relative to the importation of tin plate; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Logan Milling Company, 
of Logansport, Ind., and the memorial of B. O. Carpenter, of 
Perrysville, Ind., remonstrating against the unpa of a duty 
on silk bolting cloth in the pending tariff bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Indianapolis 
Danville, Tipton, Richmond, Anderson, Madison, South Bend, an 
Muncie, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing Congress to authorize the President of the United States to 
appointa commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) mone- 

convention; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented a petition of Arthur Peter & Co., wholesale 
druggists, of Louisville, Ky., relative to the proposed duty on 
brushes in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Glass Company, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against any 
increase in the present rates of duties on polish late glass in 
the pending bill; which was refe to the ttee on 


Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of sundry citizens of Huntsville, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr, PROCTOR presented a memorial of oy citizens of Bur- 
lington, Vt., remonstrating against a further ski ton for 
the free distribution of ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Fores 


try. 
Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Eria Chapin, Patrick 
Cudahy, F. H. Madgeburg, August Uihlein, Fred Pabst, Wash- 
ington er, andsundry ee usiness men of Milwa , Wis., 
praying for the enactment of legislation creating certain reforms 
in our national currency and banking laws, and also to authorize 
the President of the United States to appoint a commission as 
proposed by the Indianapolis monetary convention; which was 
referred to the Committee on oa; 

He also presented the memorial of W. D. Hoard, publisher of 
Hoard's Dairyman, of Fort Atkinson, Wis., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to restrict the privileges of 
newspapers as second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

- He also presented a memorial of the Pfister & Vogel Leather 
Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the imposi- 
tion of a duty on imported hides in the pending tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Healso presented a memorial of the Jerman, Pflueger & Kuehm- 
sted Company, of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the 
imposition of specific rates of duty on imported b es in the 

ending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finas 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


from the Committee on Public Lands, to 


Mr. PETTIGRE 
è amendment submitted by Mr, CLARK on 


whom ‘was ref: 


the 29th ultimo, intended p be proposed to the sun civil a 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
referred to sre Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was 
Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: à 
A bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and 

dren of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; 

bill (S. 249) for the relief of St. Charles College; 

A bill (8. 14) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., of Balti- 
more, Md.; an 

A bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 437) for the relief of the residuary legatees of 
Mark Davis, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McB E, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue 
Mountain Irrigation and Improvement sa gt for the construc- 
tion of its reservoirs and canal in and throngh the Umatilla Indian 
5 in the State of Oregon, reported it without amend- 
men 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a re thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 746) to provide for the examination and classification of 
certain lands in the State of Oregon, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1451) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 621) concerning to e tax, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


INSPECTION OF SAIL VESSELS. 


Mr. FRYE. On the 5th instant I rted from the Committee 
on Commerce, without amendment, the bill (S. 622) concerning 
sail vessels of over 700 tons, requiring the inspection of vessels 
and the examination of officers, and it provides for a certificate 

ood for one year. For steam vessels, under a law at the 
t session, the certificate is good for five years, and some confu- 
sion has arisen. Some suspicion has been aroused that the bill 
reported might interfere with the bill which became a law at the 
last session of Con touching steamboats, so I offer an amend- 
ment, or two amendments, to that bill. I ask that the amendment 
may be printed, and that the papers and amendment may be filed 
with the papers reported from the committee a week or ten days 


ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and that will be 
the order. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
ay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
as bill (S. 1671) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


ammond; 
A bill (S. 1672) granting an increase of pension to James Shaa- 
han (with an accompanying paper); : 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Hannah Connor; and 
Fd ar S. 1674) granting an increase of pension to Morris B. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1675) granting a pension to 
Margaret E. Guthrie; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1676) granting a pension 
to Hugh L. Jones; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill, I present a peti- 
tion of citizens of St. Clair County, Mo., in behalf of the benefi- 
clary, a certificate of his enrollment as a corporal in Company H, 
Thirty-third Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and affidavits 
of John O. Whaley, Dr. John Seevers, and James Webb. I move 
that the bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1677) granting a pension to 


Nancy A. Judson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1678) granting a pension to E. E. Harvey, of Dighton, 
Kans.; 
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A bill $ 1679) granting an increase of pension to Martin D. 
Miller, of Atchison, Kans.; and z 
A bill (S. 1680) granting an increase of pension to Sarah M. 


Hadley. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1681) for the relief of J. A. 
McCreary, of Emporia, .; Which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced the following bills: which were 
8 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: í 

A bill (S. 1682) granting a pension to George Gamache; and 

A bill (S. 1683) pentog a pension to Frederick Andros. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1684) for the relief of 
William Duncan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Gommittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1685) for the relief of the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Indians; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1686) granting a pension to 
Martin L. Stover; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1687) to authorize 
the construction and maintenance of two railroad bridges across 
the Mississippi River at or near the city of St. Paul, Minn.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1688) to provide for the 
purchase’of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Colorado Springs, in the State of Colorado; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1689) for the relief of William N. 
Byers; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1690) to 
reward and encourage inventions and discoveries in the arts and 
sciences by American citizens; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1691) granting a pension to Isaac 
A. Chandler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (8. 1692) to enable the Government to use the armor- 
making plant of the Bethlehem Iron Company for the manufac- 
ture of arnor for the battle ships Alabama, Illinois, and Wiscon- 
šin; an 
A bill (S. 1693) to enable the Government to use the armor- 
making plant of the Carnegie Steel 5 for the 
manufacture of armor for the battle ships Alabama, Illinois, and 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill Ne 1694) to increase the pension 
now paid to Mrs. Lucinda Booth, widow of Wiley Booth, a sol- 
dier of the war of 1812; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1695) for the relief of J. M. 
Billings; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
payag paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 

‘ost-Ro: 


Mr. THURSTON introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1696) granting a pension to William H. Moody, of 
Westerville, Nebr. (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1697) granting a pension to John Brown, of Lexing- 
ton, Nebr. (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1698) alae tae o ponada to Alden B. Thompson. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1699) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George F. Harter; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Milit. Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1700) to make oleomargarine 
and all other imitation dai roducts subject to the laws of the 
State or Territory into which they are transported; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1701) for the relief of Mary E. Rig- 
gles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. f 

Mr. MASON introduced a et resolution (S. R. 32) accepting 
the invitation of the French Republic to take part in an inter- 


national exposition to be held in Paris in 1900 anno Domini; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee 
on International ositions. 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 


Lae to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, an 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NELSON submitted three amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 


be age 
r. PRITCHARD submitted two amendments intended to be 
8 by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, to be delivered 


to the Senate document room, 2,500 copies of bill S. 624, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
first session, To establish the department of commerce and industries.“ 


PAPER BY HON. J. W. FOSTER ON THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That 2,000 copies of Document No. 23, Fifty-fifth Congress, be 
printed for the use of the National Geographic Society of Washington. 
REPORT ON CURRENCY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to send to 


the Senate a copy of the report of the committee of the National Academy 
of Science of January 5, on the subject of national currency. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
ing, immediately after the routine business, I shall ask the Senate 
to take up and consider the Indian appropriation bill. 


STATISTICS, ETC., RELATING TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES, 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate joint resolution No. 26, on the subject of 
recognizing the belligerency of Cuba. 

Mr. HO As the order of the introduction of resolutions has 
been reached, I desire to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me to get the joint resolution before the Senate, I will yield to 
him for that p 5 3 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed I rose in time to present a resolution. 
The order had not been declared closed. I merely want to have 
the resolution printed without reading; that is all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce a resolution, which is the 
same introduced by me the other day, with a few additions made 
at the suggestion of other Senators. it is not necessary to have it 
read. I merely ask that it be printed and lie over. 

: The resolution was ordered to be printed and to lie over, as fol- 
Ows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to ascertain and report 
tothe Senate from time to time the following particulars in regard to each 
of the nations with which the United States has diplomatic relations, namely: 

The amount of taxes or excises imposed or TAA by such countries or 
other sources of income; 

The mode of collection of such taxes or excises; 

The statistics of See and imports; 

Statistics of vessels built and of vessels purchased from other countries, 
of tonnage owned and sporen in commerce with other countries, and the 
methods or systems of aiding and protecting the merchant marine; 

Facts and statistics concerning marine insurance, the different ms of 
vessel on and classification in use, the methods of unde x 
discriminations as affecting American vessels, and the rates of insurance on 
hulls and cargoes of different kinds of vessels en; in the foreign trade; 

The amount expended on aprons riyers and harbors, the construction 
of docks and other commercial facilities, and keeping the same in repair, and 
whether there are any ‘es or imposts on commerce to pay for the same, 
and what corporations, public officers, or boards have charge of providing or 


managing the same; 
The — po of collecting duties; 
The laws; 
The several objects of public expenditure; 


oop a ae aniola 
0 ofe; an 3 
The numbers of the army and navy; $ 
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The police or other arrangement for preserving peace and enforcing the 


law 
The 3 = —— ene — ee pa; gont or receiv- 
cmoneys, the kee accounts and securities for the proper cus- 
ing 3 3 of lfte funds; 
e public indebtedness; 
The method of ws: 


The character of the legislative chambers; the persons or public officers or 
ministers who have, practically, the control of de what laws shall 
or what items of 3 expendi shall be con- 

on 


be put upon their passage. 
sidered; and in general, such other informa’ like character as may bo 
deemed have for convenient refer- 


„in order that the Senate 
ence and instruction the particulars of the | tive, executive, and judi- 
cial mechanism of the Governments aforesaid. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of public war exists in Cuba, 
and that strict neutrality shall be maintained. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, thus far in this discussion I 
have tried to:confine the inquiry to the actual situation of citizens 
of the United States and their property in Cuba, I have not at- 
tempted to restate the facts disel osed and established in the former 
debates in both Houses of Congress, which prove that they have 
suffered almost beyond endurance from the illegal and barbarous 
treatment they have received from the Spanish authorities. 

The case thus made out against Spain is a true bill of indict- 
ment which that Government has not attempted to deny. 

With a feeling of confidence that no injustice has been done to 
her conduct or her motives in the terrible arraignment made by 
the American poopie on the facts that have become historic, I have 
attempted to show that our rights as a nation have been violated 
im the open, uent, and defiant breach of our treaty agreements 
with Spain, and the rights of our people under those treaties, 
under the laws of nations, and the laws of humanity have been 
recklessly violated and abused. 

Our Government has honestly employed all the power of our 
laws, which are of great severity, to shelter Spain from any un- 
lawful ion of our le. This sincere and e ive 
ee has been responded to by Spain with constant reproaches of 

e 


2 r purpose and, at the bidding of that Government, we arrest 


own e there of their treaty rights are attempted to be justified 
by the falsehood, which our Government does not deny, that war 
does not exist in Cuba, and yet, while affirming hood, 


tain-General of Cuba. 2 ; 

Never before has any nation claimed the right in a time of peace 
to apply the laws of war to the trial and punishment of the citi- 
zens of a friendly power for offenses against the civil laws. 

Tt is due to our people and to our self-respect that we should 
compel Speis to recognize the fact that war exists in Cuba, or 
else that she shall cease to resort to the laws of war and to mili- 

courts and procedure for the trial and punishment of our 
le for political offenses. No other than political offenses 
ve been charged against any of the citizens of the United States 


who have been arrested in Cuba during the present war. At- 


tempts to subvert the Government are the alleged basis of every 
arrest of our citizens that has been made in Cuba. 

In the history of the world, the movements of organized masses 
of citizens to subvert bad governments by substituting better ones 
have been the great impulse to the development and security of 
the liberties of the le, and when the motive is just and the 
movement is assisted by numerous and patriotic bodies of the 
people, they always receive the ar ee ee. men every- 
where, and are always ted and persi in until the refor- 
aah is finally complete. Such is the history of all essential 

es. 

_It is for this reason that, in the laws of nations, an insurrection 
rises to the proportion and dignity of a war when itis so strongly 
rip pa with numbers, resources, and arms as to compel the 
tit government to marshal armies and make open war in order 
to overcome the ition. 

However the fey e of the Spanish monarchy may compel it to 
resent the fact, itis bound sense laws of nations to the admission, 
in favor of the people of countries, that the insurrection in 
Cuba has become an open and public war. 

When that movement which began as an insurrection took the 
form of rebellion, asit did from the start, against the 3 
of Spain, and grew in strength and widened the area of its mi 
tary dominion until Spain was compelled to send greater armies 
to Cuba than Napoleon had at Austerlitz, and to send out the 
whole disposable strength of her navy, and to put the last possi- 
ble strain upon her and her eredit to ess that rebel- 
lion, she stands confessed ore the world as a party to a 
great public war, and all countries have the right, under the laws 
of nations, without giving her the least offense, to recognize the 
existence of open, public war in Cuba. 

great Republic, while suffering in every sense from the ex- 
istence of that war so near to our borders, so odious in its pur- 
poses, so inhuman in its conduct, and so injurious to our tr 
rights, to the rights of our citizens, to our commerce,and the 
peace and welfare of our country, commiserates the woun: 
ride of the haughty monarchy, and has shown a degree of for- 
arance toward Spain that has encouraged her into excesses of 
cruelty to our own people that have become unbearable. 

The great armaments of Spain have failed in their efforts to sub- 
due her former subjects a two years of war attended with 
enormities of abuse at which all Christendom shudders, and still 
she demands that we shall silently admit that peace reigns in Cuba, 
while the only ruling authority she possesses there is the sword 
and the torch, the one bathed in the blood of innocence and the 
other lurid with the flames of extermination. 

Our honorable and patient forbearance toward Spain is rapidly 
and deeply impressing our people with the conviction that our 
Government is more sympathetic toward this ancient 3 
dynasty, now suffering the reactio: penalties of centuries 
oppressive misrule, than it is to our own people who are 
made to feel the cruelties of Spanish power in Cuba. It is time 
that we should convince mankind, and ially our own people, 
that no shelter can be found, either in our forbearance or our sup- 
poa 88 for the inhuman barbarities of Spanish warfare 
in 5 


of Dr. Diaz, it would be impossible to arrest the surging 
volunteers who would rush into the Dominion to wipe o 

i from the escutcheon of our great English- ing family. 

. Diaz says in his sworn testimony before the Committee on 

Foreign Relations: 

tember, 1805. I received authorit; m the inspector- 

general to organizo aud 1 sanitary 8 different ‘points 

throughout the Island of Cuba. I have now in my possession the original 


sa 2 Sh said cate of permission, signed offi 85 
e by-laws were a poean on November 18, copy of which I hand 
you herewith. I wont call special attention to è 2 of chapter 1, by 
which it will be seen I was permitted to constitute neutral camps. 
I, with some other doctors and people, some of whom were 
eet citizens, the White Cross, in conformity with said by- 
Ws. 
While General Cam was in command the rules of civilized warfare 
were strictly enforced by his orders. 
After General Weyler assumed command we were summoned before him 
not to treat or otherwise care for sick and wounded am 
nts, as we had been permitted to do under 


time General Campos was 
the sick and wounded of both the insurgents and the Spanish alike. 


Gomez directing 
id be treated with pro 
then offered 


consid That en. an 

piy ao join 8 nt — ut If they Se todo Ayr volun ne 
must with ani some 

safety. cy must be released wit rooe that 9 who were 
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—— ths or . aona De corse en are A% y 
yun èy do no re voluntaril: 0 r ranks, 
pp Ro and conveyed — escort to a point of safety. 
le wes . ordered by General Gomez that no women Shoal lested 
3 with by any insurgent soldiers, under pouar of death. 


carefully treated until well, 


Those entire general orders are now in force an been since t bot Pram 
ning of the insurrection. They are very positive, and severe penalties are 
provided for their violation. 

From my persa personal observation I know these orders have been strictly 
enforced. I know of one instance w in the town of Jamaica, an 3 
soldier violated 7 si orders by laying hands u a woman with 

and I saw his body after 


intent. For this offense he was ordered to be sho 
he had executed. 
I have personal knowledge of this order in regard to the release of prisoners 
sors Deen, gp cay with. 
t Peralogo I saw General Maceo dg yee to General Campos, at Ballamo, 
e pe ou met ben gp at Camaguani I saw Rego return to the Spanish au- 
0 


I bavo — rigs O) 8 for observing the methods of warfare and 
cruelties practiced by General Weyler. x is well known to the residents of 
Cuba that hi 55 one of cruelty and blood. I can substantiate the fol- 
1 medy abras which have come under my own observation. 

At Menocol farm, near Man nagia, on the 8d day of EURT, 1898, I was 
called to attend a woman who been shot, the bullet entering her ahoulder 
and ranging down her spinal column. Isawherat4p.m. The umstances, 
ee were as follows: 


as page tome b a 
He engaged plo wing near his own home, and the man, his wife, was 
in the ‘eld wit — e th the seed. As soon as tus Spanish soldiers, 
under command of Gene: , approached in vew they 1 the Spanish 
soldiers) commenced firing. Both the husband and wife lay down on the 
und, and in that position she was shot. As the husband was ee dovi down 
e held asmall limb of a tree; this was struck with one of the shots. I 
the wound. They were noncombatants, „and pursuing their oer 
imate vocation in Kapy own field; their only offense was that thi 
ar ge There were at the time no rgents within 
n February So neg ee , I was present at the 3 of Punta Braba, where a 
velit was fought the insurgents and the Spanish under command 
Captain Calvo. The inst insurgents retreated. The Spanish troops then went 
£ Guatao, a suburb ig 2 miles distant. The ins ts were not there 
and had not there. The Spanish soldiers at once commenced to shoot 
rivate citizens in tely on the streets or in their h wherever 
ey found them, until they killed six or seven men (noncombatants). 
e soldiers then wont into different homes 2 thered HS ether seven- 
ese together two = Sets inding their hands and 
the number was Mr. nintero,an American 
in his own nonn sick 5 bed. He informed the ren 
Promot against being moles 


teen men; they tied th 
arms together. Amon 
citizen, who they fow 
tain that he was an American citizen an 
Captain Calvo said he wanted him too, and forced him to go, bound with the 
others. When they wereall tied they were taken out ther on the streetand 
commanded to kneel down. After they had done so, then the whole company 
fired on them 3 of the captain. The whole of the seventeen were 
killed except Quintero. He was wounded in the left Sipe and the man 
to whom he was tied was killed with all the others. This all occurred at 7.80 
m., on February 22,in the immediate presence of the wives and children of 
tie unfortunate men. Mr. Quintero was about 21 years of age, born in Key 
hom tied, Mr. Pedro 


y aon ig The man to w he was Amador, was 17 years 
o 
ro Amador was not killed by the Sag wound he > spi but 
one of the 578 on iers ste forw: to his prostrate pony and ‘beat 
em to den the butt of his gun while he was still tied to Mr. n 
ro, tho 3 n. waa Her resent 1 saw this entire pr: ng: 
w Pen Ireturned to Ha aes tero was in Morro 


Mr. Quin 
until April 1141 without having his wound drae: 


eased. 

I am informed by persons in Habana who have been prisoners in Morro 
Castle that thero aro in this prison as many 8 confined in one 
small room; that in the morn: er ene with only three pails of 
water. This is oe ce used up — Bes o'clock a. m., and they are notallowed 
any more until 

the case of Mr. Edwa 8 from pene an meses Soo citizen, who 
0 


ai ner, where he 
Ap 


a claim against th overnment, his papers on file in the 
Department of Date at you will od F reference thereto that 
Iwas the physi who certifi to his wounds. I am familiar with this case, 


and it is a very aquravace? case of extreme cruelty to a private American 
citizen at his own home without provocation. 
The following is ing only 4 few of the many cruel incidents that have occurred 
When th 


while I was presen 
e Bn pout b courts inflicted the sentence of tual imprisonment 
„ asked or the others the Captain Kalke malty. 
enlen or the ction of the den 

On the 12th of March I wane ang secs tion of our society 
in the 7 of Calvario for the 885 cos g to the caso of a young 
man of 19 who was wounded in the peaceful pursuit of his business— 
that ofa milk oer He was garag into the town in his milk cart when 
xe, be pis n him from an ambush without any warning, breaking his 

eg. 

Tassisted in the T examination 
of his wound and found that the bones of his leg had been fractured in such 
pote had meaty found ras oe bullet used was 
an osive one, made as follows: outside covering of cop 
9 ch results ttening 


the head, the ison, 3 to amai 3 
soldiers was 52 shown by the — 5 di int the sidewalk made 15 the 


sulting Lg by 08 manoutand killed 

saying he was man had no 3 hag ze! on person, 

and could nob, there! himself in an wrote out à state- 
position 


ee ES y cane, who holds a 


similar to that of coroner try. 
eke 8 of the White 


On the Mth of the same mon Cross 
Society, received 5 57 the int De a — 8 — 7 the 
fal iting over fifty wounded man who wore rece s hidden 1 8 bart 


Upon his arrival at Habana he confirmed the report made to me. In Artemisa 
the ladies of our society had twoh tals, one for wounded Spaniards and one 
for wounded Cubans, the latter the one bombarded, as told. The in- 


surgent forces have entered the town of Artemisa several times, but have 
never disturbed the Spanish hospital, although they could have easily done 


soif they 
5 insurgent hospi ae e town of sige Real, Province of Pinar 
del Rio, we also destroyed Ning all the wounded in- 
mates. It 6 that at bp aie of 8 there were about 200 
wounded Cubans in 
3 same thing te done with another hospital in Siguanea, Province of 


3 any of the mS $29 towns, there is i 
whether they are 
mt forces. If insurgent forces, there is 3 tran: 
o not destroy anything unless there are Spanish forces 
if the approaching troops turn out to be Spanish forces 
there is is gront confusion and fear, as the Spaniards not only sack the town, 
but steal all they desire and also take all detachable woodwork to be used in 
building their huts. They destroy everything that comes in their way, take 
complete possession of the houses, violate women in many cases, and commit 
Buln in oe. ee 3 pees ed SS They claim to into È ae towns for 
arpes o efending them against t. en ut on the approach 
e latter they take refuge in the . — do agh come out until the 
il is set fire to by the insurgents for the potpore of driving them out, I 
baye 8 seen all this in more than ten cases. 
o 13th of March I went to the town of Caimito for the pu: 
5 medicines, ban Q: 
there were two wounded 
to their assistance, but found tip had 3 
The eldest of these was 1 6 months old, and had suffered a fracture 
of the right =o. caused by a bullet wound. The other was 8 months old, 
and had suffered a fracture 17 ne owes jaw from a similar cause. I was 
informed that 2 miles from th! a paoe Lay pn had attacked a troop- 
laden train without success. The ish troops lert one. train to reconnoiter 
and took the road on which the Gaureeste had n this road lived 
the mother of these two children. Fea 


ish rome or insur; 
quillity, — ea 
loca ut 


for the p of r to Mr. Venancio Pino, 70 y of age, who was 
wounded a same time as “68 I found that 2 * several pavers 
bullet wounds in the head, but his arm had bee fractured, 


necessitating amputation at the 9 458 10 sont The 1 — A been fr 


On the sth of April, at the farms near the town of Campo Florida, the Span- 
ish troop under Commander Fondevilla assassinated Mr. Ramon Castellanos, 
2 Fare of 18885 Joaquin Medina, 14 years old; José J. i Once, 30 oara; and a 
T 85 mige age; Domingo Luzans, 36 y Margarito Zarza, 50 

a Doel Cejas, 40 years old; J Valdes, T 14 aoe 8 Manuel Martinez. 


years old. These were buried at a t between the sugar estate of Tivo * 
1 the Aar edo cary Spaniards fo: the victims to dig their own graves 
‘ore murdering th 


ae the of brovity, I will give the number of noncombatants assas- 
esr 3 — each dy, 12 I pave their eir names and can furnish them if required. 
n 


On the lith . Gampo Florida and the sugar estate of Felicia, 10, whose 
“On th were left without interment. 
n the same day, on the road between Guanabacoa and Bacuranao, 5 per- 
sons, 2 of whom were co of mine. 
Over 100 persons were shot within A radius of 10 miles and not distant more 
than 6 miles from Habana, and — jy a period of fifteen days. 
All of these were noncombatan 


t y: tho ‘the ed Ameri ih 
„ . 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Alabama please state 


from what he reads? 

Mr. MORGAN. I am reading from the deposition before 
Committee on Foreign Relations of Dr. Diaz, whose character 
you know 8 personally as well as I do. 

Mr. BACON: m the testimony before the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes, sir; sworn to. 


In the case of my brother and myself, we were eee for the reason 
that we were American citizens and had charge of American church institu- 


in 
During the 1 te oe the passage of the belligerency resolu- 
tions in Congress two d te bombs were placed in the churelt and ex- 
2 by pee we were holdin, wets but only resulted in t of 
d causing a panic in *gation. house nto re 
Fothing incriminating was found. but we were ee iedeen p sight 
being released on the condition that we ase Cuba immediately. I 
would sa t no e were made against us. We immediately left tba. 
edo, an American citizen commer ee as a Bible distributer by the 
American Bible Society, was 3 in the town of Jaruco, and has mys- 
teriously disappeared, and it is believed that he has been murdered. 
My brother and I are here for the 5 of la 
committee and to urge the honora! recognize the be 
ener of the Cubans or to have the United States intervene for the sake of 
humanity and 8 Those are the only methods of putting a stop to 


these 8 bar rok 
ij 15 A. J. DIAZ. 

N MorGan. Do you swear to all that? 

Senator Morgas. Then please sign it. 

The witness then signed paper. 

Before that time he had been conducted throngh a severe crosse 
examination by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] and ny- 
self touching the memorandum from which Ï have just read. 
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What I have just read is only a sample of similar barbarities 
that have blackened the history of Spanish warfare in Cuba for 
the past two years. In the former ten years’ war these infamous 
crnelties were less conspicuous only because they were less known. 
They alike interpret the inborn cruelty of Spanish rulers. 

The same man, Weyler, who came out of that struggle with the 
odious name Hyena,” uttered in scorn by every Cuban’s tongue 
as the popular and just description of his character, is now Cap- 
tain-General. He was then a subaltern, and his decrees now sup- 
ply the law, from day to day, under which the people perish. 

would not recall this historic description that people of Span- 
ish origin have given to his public career, even to illustrate by a 
popular sobriquet the character of his conduct toward our own 
n people in Cuba, but from this bad eminence of his fume 
his inhumanity is as visible in Europe as it is in America. 

Hear what a distinguished Frenchman, the genius and the soul 
of true liberty in France, says of Weyler in the April number of 
the Forum—Henri Rochefort, 

Says M. Rochefort: 


Anditis possible that, after a long rule of 3 suppression, the exuber- 
ted great at the beginning. And after- 


the transgressi 
first insurrection, the Cubans had named “The Hyena,” as they 
superior officer, ee The Tiger.“ The American continent has been 
aroused from one ocean to the 


rdered! 

What a contrast to the conduct of the Cuban perua, causing wounded 
Spaniards to be prisoners at liberty! If which it 
is said have ears, had also a voice, those of Morro o could tell a tale of 
numberless atrocities, the knowledge of which, by fragments, has reached 
oven to us—the accumulation of of all ages in unde: 
without air and without light; tortures similar to those Mon 

of the organs, deprivations of food and drink—inflicted upon prisoners 
to force them to betray their friends and pay rents; secret executions and 


arent is done in the name of order, as it was also in the name of civiliza- 
tion that the Spaniards She pion into Cuba the garrote, while the Ameri- 
cans, on the other hand. built railroads there. 

Of this “order,” which may be described as spoliation in time of peace and 
assassination in time of war, the Cubans will have no more at any price. It 
would be difficult to say they are wrong. 

Weyler marches his great army of Ppanjan conscripts along the 
dark trail of inquisition, rapine, and murder, which has been 
carved by his genius for cruelty through the ashes and cinders left 
by the fires of extermination, and insolently spurns our petitions 
for the rights of civilized warfare in favor of our people in Cuba. 

What it is our plain duty to demand of him, we pray for in vain. 
We take shelter under the pretext that our declaration that war 
exists in Cuba would expose our commerce to loss and our busi- 
ness interests to disturbance. Rochefort has seen the force of 
that objection, and has this to say about it: 


to soldiers, and to 
ucers of all wealth 


feren 
prens, 

pe notably Cuba, were ground down 
to pay Yor themselves and for those 


at had shaken off the yoke. 
Rob ving no influence where their interests were concern 
for all the ers (one might say their convict keepers) were sent from the 


col ying in reality, despite a 
8 guaranties whatever, 
power, as he does to-day, the Cubans, after patient endeavors to obtain pa 
cifically the most indispensable ä th: ve 
course was their on ber 10, 
tional movement broke out at Yara. 

I will not review this epoch, which endured for ten years—one year longer 
than the struggle of the Gauls st Cæsar. Half naked, almost without 
arms, led by efs that no peril daunted, no obstacle, however great, re- 

, and who to-day meet again as old men in the new revolution, the Cu- 
aes inflicted upon their enemies a loss of 100,000 men and of nearly one 
thousand millions. And these, finally incapable to crush the rebellion, were 
forced to treat with it. The pact of Zanjon, concluded between Martinez 
Campos and the Cuban chiefs, stipulated a number of reforms: administra- 
tive decentralization, admission to public office by competitive examination, 
establishment of new customs laws, creation of of works, representa- 
tion in the Cortes on the basis of copyhold tenure; finally, and above all, ces- 
sation of a shameless system of malversation. 

Of these clauses, some were flagrantly violated, others were put in force 
under conditions that worked to the disadvan of the Oubans. Thus it 
was that a law of mercantile relations was e which, instead of reform- 
ing the customs system in a liberal sense, strengthened 8 protection, 
compelling the nd, without any kind of 3 to supp 7 Beg with 
the costly and indifferent products of spe © presence o: ban repre- 
sentatives in the Chamber and Senate of Madrid served only to demonstrate 
„the complete futility of this measure, as the voices of these few men were 


insurrec- 


drowned by ministerial majorities. In short, thefts and peculation became 


worse. 

The Cubans could thus by experience convince themselves that the Lib- 
erals were no better than the Conservatives. The only réle the one or the 
other assigned to them was, in fact, that of taxpayers. 

Deceived, robbed, subjec' to incessant arbitrary acts, eaten up by mili- 
be a nr ce u T hindered tPs free Sune S the mos fertile 

ə world—for above necessary avor ish importa- 
tion which has lost all ts other outlets—the Cubans felt their w misery atl the 
more from having before their very eyes the picture of the great American 
a dona so free, so prosperous 

hey realized and knew that force alone could insure the success of their 

It was at this moment that José Marti . 

The American continent is acquainted with the life and death of this man, 
as great as he was modest, whose every effort was devoted to the realization 
of that d idea, Cuba libre.“ An organizer of the first order, writer, 
counsellor, indefatigable conspirator, the Antillian prepa: durin 
ten years the elements and resources of the second revolution. It broke ou 
on February 24, and has continued ever since. 

Two years of desperate conflicts—ruinous for Spain, which is to-day on 
the verge of bankruptey—have not weakened the efforts of the insurgent 

triots. In the United States, better than any where else, one could follow day 
by day the Tepoa fortune of this titanic duel—the landing of the two Maceo 

others, survivors of a family of heroes, both of 


me whom were to find, a few 
mon a 


the most glorious of deaths; the advent in the ag ee of 
mez, the veteran of the ten years’ insurrection; the death of 


0 
Marti, fallen in ambuscade before seein 
deepe: 


ming. spreadin 
Pinar del Rio, and threatening Habana; the recall of Martin 64 
th a 
the 


I here insert a statement of our commerce with Cuba whic 
oor 2 we have lost in two years by the war that rages in 
a : 


Merchandise imported into and exported from the United States to Cuba for 
the years named. 


Imports decreased from 1894 to 1895, 30.2 per cent; and 1895 to 1896, 47.1 per 


cent. 
Leds decreased from 1894 to 1895, 36.4 per cent; and 1895 to 1896, 62.6 per 
cen 


Imports and exports, United States and Cuba, for eight months ending February. 


Imports decreased, eight months in 1896 to 1807, 75 per cent. 


What will be the value of our commerce with Cuba if this war 
should continue for ten years, as the former war did? 

Yp to date our losses in trade and in the value of our property 
in Cuba is more than the sum of $30,000,000. What have we done 
to make this enormous loss, and what can be done to restore this 
hitherto valuable trade? 

Independent Cuba, with the right to re, te commerce with 
other countries, would soon add to the wealth of the world more 
than fourfold its former contributions, and would increase its 
5 to four or five million. In this new development the 

nited States, without any direct political control in Cuba, would 
naturally come in for a large share of the benefits, 

With only one-eighth of its arable lands in cultivation the re- 
sources of Cuba would pay 6 per cent interest on a debt of $300,- 
000,000, and would save to the people nearly one-half the money 
now extorted from them by Spanish taxation. At the end of this 
war, if it should close at once, the debt saddled on Cuba for the 
expense of butchering the native population, not including the 
devastation of the island, will be at least $800,000,000. I have. 
here a letter I will read that states the debt at $400,000,000. 

Hon. Jonn T. MORGAN. 


Sin: Permit me to give you some facts anent the financial condition of 
ba, which so much occupies the attention of aio men on said island, 


Cu 
and, without doubt, interests the business men of the United States associ- 
ated with the commerce of the Queen of the Antilles. 


1897. 


ts of Spain have imposed upon Cu period included 
Toresen the years 1882 and 1898, ne the following will show: 


Four hundred million dollars is today She pubis Cabs which fp Govern- 


ums for satisfaction, 8 


This colossal debt, supposing that it would not be inereased, at ö per cent 
eac 8 a greater es 
bitant. In order to 


ndi- 
impossible for 


uba. 
o not satisfy even the 


t of the large army which S. must n leave in 
5 —— armed „it bain then ble for the Cubans toestab- 
estimated $17,000,000, and e with other countries commercial 


t ties necessary for the development of the riches of the country. The 
gnormous 5 the debt, vad the impositions on the culture, indus- 
and commerce are the real causes of the wars in the d. Thesums 

å with that debt were acts on the part of Spain, not of Cuba. 3 
| After four hundred years of misgovernment, Spain persists in treating the 
bans like Indians, repeating the butcheries of the fifteenth and sixteenth 
‘centuries, for which she has posted over the isle 200,000 soldiers, 
5 ipulated by the bloodthirsty Weyler, who persecutes the patriots, but can 
ot defeat them, much less exterminate them, as the Spaniards desire. The 
bans constitute the educated element in the country, who are struggling 
= — honorable government, which Cuba has never had since her discovery 


| Almost all the Cubans desire independence, and we must take into account 
that they constitute 90 per cent of population of the island. 


pint J. CROVVE. 
JACKSONVILLE, FLA., April 2, 1897. 

The interest on this debt would be a bagatelle as com with 
e largess that is annually im upon Cuba of nearly $30,000,- 
for the support of Spani of the Peninsula who are permit- 

to prey upon the industries of the country. 
The absence of country roads, bridges, schoolhouses, churches, 
and all public improvements in Cuba is a condemnation of Span- 
h rule that needs 0 other statement to prove the fact that Spain 
es in Cuba alone for the money that can be extorted from the 


le. 
Pepis is not an exceptional situation in colonial government by 
Spain. All her colonies have been pth bs by the tyranny and 
of the so-called mother Government. 

All this wrong done to her own people, so far as it relates to their 
industrial prosperity, is no concern of ours in any political sense; 
yet it is a strong proof that almost any change in the government 
of Cuba will be to the commercial advantage of our le. 

The furtive whisperings of diplomatic caution an onition 
are listened to y by the generous-hearted people of our 
country and are dutifully regarded, until their sense of justice 
and humanity is shocked by repeated acts of cruelty, or by some 
gavage attack upon the liberties of the people and the rights of 
humanity; then they turn with one accord upon the oppressors, 
and are ready to e any sacrifice for the vindication of the op- 


The people of the United States are dan, usly near to sucha 
demonstration at this hour, and it is now far more difficult to re- 
strain them than it is to prevent the shipment of arms to the 
popele in Cuba, I fear that the near future has trouble in store 

‘or us. 

If the land were continuous between us and Cuba, as it is toward 
Mexico or Canada, tens of thousands of our people would cross the 
border, and Cuba would be free in less than ey days. 

They would not delay until the diplomats could be informed, 
against their quibbling objections and theirreluctant will, whether 
the Republic of Cuba has all the technical attributes of a govern- 
ment fully renion and equip for the purposes of civil rule. 

The sympathy that is born of a love of liberty and is turned 
into fierce indignation when Turkish cruelty unfetters the red 
hand of murder in Crete is native to our people, and is aroused in 
their hearts ofa Spanish cruelty, and rill cause them to cross 
the Gulf of Mexico as the Greeks are crossing the waters of the 
Mediterranean Sea and the frontier of Macedonia to save suffer- 
ing humanity from outrages that only Turks and Spaniards know 
how to inflict upon innocent people. 

It is better that the oppressed peopleshould have the unrestricted 
right of self-defense when despotism uses the sword and the torch 
to slay them and deyastate their homes than that our great Re- 
public should be compelled to ignore the truth that war exists in 
Cuba. It is better that we should confront Spain with the power 
and majesty of the laws of nations than to cover up heriniquities 


under a false disguise. 

The belligerent rights of Cuba do not depend on the form or the 
efficiency of the civil government there. the message of the 
President to the last session of Congress this objection to the rec- 

ition of the belligerency of the Cubans was urged as a prohibi- 
tion upon any action on the part of the United States. Not only 
is it utterly illogical to say that belligerency depends on the form 
of civil government in Cuba, when open public war has been fla- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


687 


grant there for more than two years, but it is not true that such a 
government does not exist there. 
War is a fact that does not depend upon the civil authority that 


000 may support it. Every revolution to overthrow the titular sov- 
ooo | ereignty in a state or province begins with insurrection, whether 


the rebellion is armed or is only acivilcommotion. If it is armed 
rebellion, and if the resistance to it makes necessary the employ- 
ment of armies and navies, the necessity for their use, when it is 
so serious as to displace the civil power of the sovereign, creates 
a state of war without reference to the nature or form of civil 
government which may be so displaced or adopted by the rebel 
power. Otherwise no insurrection could ever reach the condition 
of war until it had completely Sow Ea the titular sovereignty and 
until the rebel power been y established and 8 into 
organized government. 5 
repeat, that war is a fact, and the proof of its existence is es- 
tablished when the whole mili power of the parties enga; 
is called into the actual conflict of arms. This fact distinguishes 
open 3 an ial or ee 3 8 : and 
the people o recognized in eginning open 
and desperate war existed in that island, and at once put forth 
their utmost military power in implacable hostility and deadly 
array. 

This war was only the revival of the war of ten years—from 
1868 to 1878—under the same generals on both sides and with the 
same classes of combatants. t war closed with the capitula- 
tion of the Republic of Cuba upon terms of settlement and with 
poina conditions of vital importance, which were sinea and 

uly celebrated by the warring 8 in the treaty of Zanjon. 
Those conditions were afterwards broken R and the par- 
ties, for that cause, resumed the war that already cost the 
lives of 100,000 men and the expenditure of 8100, 000, 000 by Spai 
and the destruction of property to a vast amount. The presen 
war is only a second campaign of that first war of ten 

In order to secure what General Grant considered the mo; 
important result of the abolition of slavery in Cuba, he declined 
to recognize the belligerency of the contending parties in that 
war on the ground that only a portion of the island was included 
in the field of actual hostilities, while the rest of the island—more 
than two-thirds of its area—was free from all warlike disturbance, 

Even under the pressure of this great policy, to which was linked 
the hope of Cuba’s future ind dence, that was dear to his gen- 
erous heart, General Grant did not withhold his as denun- 
ciation of the crimes t the laws of nations and of humanity 
that Balmaceda and Weyler had perpetrated upon the Cubans in 
the name of honorable warfare. 

Hear what Martinez Campos, the general of the Spanish army 
and the author of the treaty of Zanjon, had to say about the 
Sra for its stipulations, which were admitted by the Spanish 


wn. 
An important document was addressed on May 19, 1878, by 
Gen. Martinez Campos to Mr. Canovas del Castillo, in which he 
says: 
Tu 
e promises never fulfilled, the abuses of all oe mhe Ga gd publio 
the insurrecti Th 


tration, and many other faults were the causes 
lief, y all our governments, that the op wet be 
into subjection, and that it was a point of dignity not to 


until the last shot had been fired— 
insurrection. By the continuation of such a system we never 


n , if. we wish to avoid our ruin, to adopt frankly liberal measures. 
believe that if Cuba can not constitute an independent slato, sho is more than 
prepared to consti And there be a stop to the 


onsin om h en ss 8 ie sk the lot have their 
coming of officeholde: natives have share, 
and give some stability to the — 2 of office. 


That statement summarizes the grounds which the pres- 
ent rebellion exists in Cuba. After making treaty, S re- 
newed with increased severity thesame wrongs that caused Campos 
to inveigh so forcibly and so eloquently against her traditional 
policy of oppression toward the Cubans. 

Her broken faith severed the last tie that bound the faithful 
island ” to Spain. 

When this second campaign was opened to enforce the trea 
that ended the first campaign, the negroes had been emanci: 
in law, only to be pl under a worse servitude in fact, and they 
united with the repablic in arms as the only hope of the assertion 
of their liberties. This combination 1 increased the power 
of the republic, which has effectual ven the royal pow 
within the towns and cities that are fortified, and has forced if 
to take shelter under the guns of the army ard navy. 

The country is open and free from enemies of the republio 
throughout the entire island, except in the parts through which 
marching columns of soldiery or ships of war command it for 
5 Farming, stock raising, factories, and all other 
ind es of the people are in successful operation and withou 
interruption, except from occasional irruptions or invasions o 
Spanish soldiery. In truth, the Spanish forces in Cuba are in a 

te of siege in an enemy's country in every place where they are 
found in important numbers. 


, from 1868 to 1878, this 
second campaign is more than five es as strong and more suc- 
cessful than that was. Again, it is urged that the republic is not 
in possession of any seaport and has no ships of war. 

Switzerland and Poland have often engaged in public wars, and 
neither State has ever had a port or a ship of war, and the whole 
of Spann America conquered their independence without a fleet 
on the 


In comparison with the first campai 


oceans. 
In the second cena of this war, as in the first, Cisneros is 
president of the republic, duly elected by del from the 
army of the 


republic, who were appointed by the people that 
com the army. 
In the second election of Mr. Lincoln the armies in the field 
voted for and elected the electors of the States in which they were 
resident at the time of enlistment. Shall we be heard to assert 
that civil authority can not emanate from armies in the field? 

In the outset of this campaign the Republic of Cuba was reor- 
ganized under a written, provisional constitution, suited to the 
condition of the people and made obligatory by oaths of allegiance. 
All the p i of the conyention that ordained that govern- 
ment and its general acts of legislation have been presented by 
Estrada Palma, the authorized commissioner of the republic to 
the Government of the United States, and they have been sent to 
the Senate and printed by its order. They have been examined 
and reported upon by the Committee on Foreign Relations as the 
constitutional basis of the republic. 

As to all these formalities our Government has been duly in- 
formed. They are exact, complete, and wise declarations of con- 
stitutional laws, and are entitled to full faith and credit as such. 

This organic law, and the statutes enacted in pursuance of its 
provisions, creates revenues by taxation and collects them, pro- 
vides for the organization of prefectures and prescribes the duties 
- of prefects, provides a pona facilities, creates a judiciary, and 

issues commissions to officers, civil and military, in the re- 


c. 
EI will not again repeat these laws and ordinances that have 
already been printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and in exec- 
utive documents, but will content myself with a mere reference to 


em. 

It is indeed strange, in view of these facts, that the President 
should have ignored their existence when he assumed in his mes- 
sage to Congress that there was no sufficient proof that an organ- 
prose government had been established by the revolutionists 

But the greatest stress seems to be laid upon the assertion made 
by him that no actual civil government is maintained in Cuba by 
the revolutionary party. In the meager information that has 
been obtainable by private persons, and in the almost studied 
silence of our consular reports on this subject, we have been de- 

rived of the authentic facts that have been easily in reach of our 
Government. Yet there is abundance of proof to show that a 
well-organized, efficient, and vigorous republic exists in Cuba, 
and that its official entourage is as capable of conducting a state 
toa high and noble destiny and its people to the enjoyment of 
peace and ity as is found among the average governments 
of the American Republics. 

The debates published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD abound 

in these clear and unimpeachable proofs, none of which have been 
contradicted. 
But there are other proofs at hand, some of which I will now 
present. I will ask the Secretary to read a copy of the last annual 
report made by the governor of Oriente to the government of 
the Republic of Cuba for the year 1896, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Seal (which says, Republic of Cuba, State of Oriente, office of the 
governor ).] 
General report for the year 1896. 
To the Sac council of the Republic of Cuba, the civil governor of 
Oriente: 
In a session held on the 12th of January, 18%, and on motion of the vice- 
resident, Maj. Gen. Bartolomé Massó, who at that time was 8 pro 
pore the secretaryship of the interior in the government council of the 
mblic, I was appointed civil governor of the state of Oriente. 
tis a year since you confided to my patriotism the labor of o 
and the civil government of a territory which, on account of its ory and 
size, is the most ous of the island. 

It seems to me proper, therefore. that I should report the result of my 
work to the ree wers of the republic and submit to its judgment the 
appreciation the cult task of so many faithful citizens who have 
cooperated fervently to the cause of independence. 

L 
report, I may be oned if I submit cer- 
taln considerations as tW Ac of affairs in mte at the beginning 
e year 
r that on the very th of February, 
3 8 e Citizen Fravciaco Martinez as 4 


ization 


the of the revolution, of its demo- 

cratic encies. The civil 5 to the natural weakness of 

J 
1895, returned ai Las Villas and entered this territory. 


Neverthel: the original organization, so quickly established in each 
trict by the first leaders of the movement, continued to grow, and ens 
can be said that the tive structure has been the basis of the future or- 

tions, although it has been corrected and adapteti to conform to the 
vorable conditions which have followed. The importance of this organ- 
ization can not be underestimated when we consider that the civil govern- 
ment is the immediate representative of a soverei le. 
ue 8 to tho 
vaded by col - 


umns operating at will without finding any resistance worth mentioning, for 
ths contingent of the iny: army took the best arms and ammunition of 
the troops of this 5 until then, onl 1 ha 


y small expeditions had 
first of importance arrived on our shores on the Zith of March, 
command of Gen. Calixto Garcia. It can be seen, therefore, 
that tnis first problem was an arduous one. 
The personnel was not up to the requirements. Some of the offices wero 
held by country people of little instruction, and the subordinates in the pre- 
fectures and their clerks were nof capable of fulfilling their responsible 
poi pn dicey included judicial functions, notary business, administration, 
and police. 
The interior roads for communication were not subject to 
a perfect , the result of a thorough study of the ‘erent l 
several branches, but acy were drawn at random, and were far from satisfy- 
opera- 
The 


nor to 


towns occu: the enemy. 
Public re a did not exist, nor was the — of the arma prop- 


period of general expectancy followed after the withdrawal of the con- 
8 On its success it was thought that the success of the war depended. 

he so-called policy of moderation of Captain-General Arsenio tinez 
Campos still kept in the towns many men and families who, pathizing 
with the revolution, were not decided to come to it, not for fear of the enemy, 
— thinking that they would have to pass through the same hardships as 

e last war. 

The archives and the public offices, without order or system, were useful 
only to provide information to the headquarters. Our lonieta tion. then com- 
mencing, and very limited at that, hard! ded to actual necessities. 

F. and as a culmination of such 3 the defenseless zones, 
without guards or police, were constantly to abuses and disorders, 
to invasion or rise. 


Such was the condition of oy oe in 8 therefore the future of 


its government did not appear to be very brigh 
II. 
After the defeat of the S s at Cauto, in the engagement of Maibio, on 
the 2d of February, 1896, I asked permission of the government council to 
first inspection trip to Cape Cruz, near Manzanill 


my 0. 

I had matured a plan of nization inspired by the purest patriotism, 
8 famous motto of the French — — Eibert. equality. 
and rnity.” 


give strength and to the civil rnment, and the relations of the 
civil with military authorities have most cordial. In view of these 
facts,and in what refers to Government, the assertions made by certain 


foreign authorities are of no value. These assertions are due to the calum- 
i our enemies, or perhaps to the superficial information of their own 


In compliance with the laws, this Government has issued a series of Barei 


ing and among 
‘Rules for 22 “ Post-offices and cattle.” Sanitary 
been decreed, as well as those referring to commerce and on other points, in 


y reaping 
Gu i fal of the east has seen order and uniformity er 


The 
throughout its jurisdiction, and os Pg of parena and patriotism 
attained a ere of perfection w. can be judged from the positive facts 


are 


larity and 8 As to the workshops and salt works, the details t 
ou will find in this report are eloquent enongh. I will say nothing of the 
erritorial guards, a strictly civil institution, the roads 


and star- 
er hand, 
o, to which I refer 


From the River Jobabo to the brightened by the rays of the light- 
house of Maise, about 300,000 souls live under the Cuban flag. 

From this there should be excluded the five divisions of the first and sec- 
ond army corps, which fight bravely for the independence of Cuba; 4,000 
civil — ees, the members of the territorial guards, and the new - 
gration of the last 


0 
month. Their labor is exclusively devoted to 
certain public charges. Pee pee their time is de- 


commerce in 
ufactures, on which the officers of the treas- 


the districts have rendered excellent service 
arms, carpenter work, saddlery, foundry, ropes, 


small scale of products and man 
9 
in the matter and shoes. 
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Owing to the in v. until a short time ago, the labor of the artisans 
g system in vogue agi Na 


77 en erent on as pig edi cae a 
n erably augmented. 

In tho last months pep 1,000 saddles have been manufactured, 20,000 
pairs of shoes, and a great quantity of ammunition beltsand straps, as can be 
seen by the last statements and receipts of the army. 

The workshops of Mayari, Tunas, Holguin, and Manzanillo have y 
distinguished themselves. The last-named district has contributed 2,225 pairs 
of shoes and other articles of prime necessity produced by a relatively small 
en th 8 minimum production of 8,000 pairs of shoes 

e recent re ons, a um produ 
per ei er — ‘This does not include other articles manufactured in 
O Wor. 0 


tenant-governor of Holguin. In 
uantities that he has given to his neighbors. 

The salt works have been definitely or; by this government, and i 
is calculated by experts that they eld 500 quintals per month, those o 
Bayamo 700, and those of Manzanillo 26 to 30 quintals a ar 

lar results I purpose to obtain with the elements which exists in each 
of the remaining districts. In the general list of civil 8 and in the 
detailed reports, which at present are being prepared for the department of 
the interior, the government council may inform itself with greater accuracy 
of our work. 

Finall, 
liberty, w 
gives 
solid 3 an 
islan 


IV. 
ization and government the name of Luis Marti 
xtraordinary 


es with commendable perseverance. Asa reward to his e. 
conferred on him the rank of lieu- 


officer. 

The others have labored faithfully with increasing fervor and persever- 
ance. To mention one would n te to mention all. The general state- 
ments speak of each one. Yet they do not say anything of those who accom- 
pony me day and night, who share with me the fatigues of eternal of 

ose who, from the rising of the sun to the advanced hours of night, bent 
over the table of work, never rest, preaching the doctrine of love and per- 
severance, they have come to know by memory the creed of independence. 
For them there are no discouragements, no suffer no fear, no ambitions, 


they reflect an immaculate patriotism, always re ous to the domination 
$z 


n. 
Contemplate then, government councilors, the favorable condition of 
affairs in ente, which for many years was one of gold and blood, to-day 
the guarantor of the Cuban revolution. 
Country and liberty. 
Residence of the governor, 22d of 2 7 


Mr. MORGAN. That is an interes paper to inquirers after 
the truth, and it has been easily within the power of our Govern- 
ment to get others from three or four of the departments of the 

blic equally as My shag and important. : 
now read a letter from a gentleman who has been in the field 
with President Cisneros for nearly two years: 
New York, April 9, 1897. 


11807. 
MANUEL DE CESPEDES. 


the mem 5 

work done by that most potent, although un . insurgent govern- 
ment. cant to its existence, but to the support given it by 
the people of Cuba Libre. am nota Cuban, but an American, born of Amer- 
can parents in the State of The f editor of the Herald, Mr. 
Jackson, the ma g editor of the New York World, Mr. Bradford Me: 

and Col. Robert G. am sure, vouch for my integrity. Now, 
if m y before the ittee on ign! tions, or anyone else, 
will be of service in aiding a just cause, I will gladly come to Washington at 
any time and place myself at your disposal. 


oe will now read the part of it which relates to Cisneros’s opera- 
ons: 
Inclosed you will find the proof sheets of an article descriptive of Presi- 


dent Cisneros and his cabinet, together with some details w may prove 
of interest. In my estimation the collection of taxes and the establishment 


the banks of New York City. 
Ihave pent seen thousands of dollars thus paid into the . 
Republic of Cuba. To my certain know! over $400,000 of mone: us col- 
1 d has been forwarded to this city. e civil governor of the rt- 
ment of peas oe or Puerto Principe is young Bernabe Sanchez, son of the 
English consul at Nuevitas, and himself worth over a million dollars. I have 
ridden with him over hundreds of miles of territory and noted the excellent 
work done under his ahd wee 
I have seen the establishment of public schools for the first time in Cuba, 
and have watched the distribution of pamphlets and proclamations issued 
by the civil government for the purpose of encou g and 5 
the poor people of Cuba libre. It would take a volume to tell of the ex- 
cellent work done by the civil government of the Cuban Republic. 


I will read a portion of his article, the proof sheets of which he 
sent to me, which will appear to-morrow, if it has not done so to- 
day, in the New York Herald: 

It is a favorite assertion of the enemies of Cuban independence that there 


exists among the ae ee in pa pret war-ridden colony, no practical sys- 
tem ot government. Sucha view of the present state of the Cuban Republic is, 
from TV; 


as can be shown observation by the writer, wholly untenable. 

Salvador Cisneros is the dent and chief executive of the Cuban Ro- 
public, rightly so called. It fallen to the writer's lot to dwell in the tents 
of President eros admirable system of rule 


to study attentively the 
by him established throughout his native island. 


8 


PRESIDENT IN FACT. 


Although known as the Marquis of Santa Lucia, Salvador Cisneros is, by 
temperamentand Aion democrat. Inspiteof his being “pgp pa froma 
no 1846 


to ponien to study the gress principles which underlie the foundation 
a government like it is 
, as some people in this country are inclined to believe, a 
president in name only—a mere figurehead. He is a president in fact, the 
executive head of the million and a quarter of people on the island who are 
either farming or fighting for the success of the army of liberation.” 

Asin the United States, the president is the commander-in-chief of the 
forces on land and sea, and on his shoulders rests the actual for 
the conduct of the war and the establishment of a permanent and endurin 
. Although Cisneros is a man of pronounced character and mark 
independence, he is far from being a dictator. Between him and 
Gomez and Garcia there is a degree of mutual dependence and coo 
which has made the 3 almost free from the hitches and 


k to coy it. onal r 
opinion and friendly clashes are unay ble, but the one great end in view 


The constitution of the Republic of Cuba is 8 along the same 
hich Thomas 


placed ies of the document in the 
ecto” and “subprefecto,’ with instructions to read 
free people of Cuba libre.” 


parations to go to the front. He had 
the frcutior inf Gonnguey. Balvadar 
0 T 7 or 
was him. This patriotic 
mounted his horse and ridden out of the city of Puerto Principe, with fifteen 
3 eager to devote the remainder of his life to the freedom of his 

country. 

HOW INSURGENT CUBA IS ADMINISTERED. 


The le, through the assembly convened in the following September, 
elected him president of the 517 onal government, and in that cu he 
has worked guany and faithfully for nearly two years. The result of 

be ap nt to the outside world, but its benefits are most ob- 
vious to a traveler way, hinge interior of Cuba. 

The entire island has m divid 
tricts, with a civil governor over each. Th 
2 fectos," the latter usually about 3 miles square, and 


: 8 wh yea appointed by the govern- 
ment, are ve territories. 
Each has in offen seal 8 carefully 


the consti- 
tution. It is his duty to instantly notify the nearest body of Bie os bees ra 
of the approach and strength of any Spanish column ana to furnish ** practi- 


If an 


t force camps in 
to furnish, eo far as 5 they ma need, 
8 ali complaints or requests for f 


ood, or medi coming from 

ilies whose fathers or sons may be ting for “Cuba libre,” he must lend 

an ever-willing ear, and if it is impossible to satisfy the ents of the 

tase, it is his duty to inform his prefectura,” and he in turn relies upon the 
support of the civil governor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unless there is objection, I will proceed to 
the close of my remarks, which will not take melong. I wish to 
say now that at the close of my remarks to-day I will have noth- 
ing further to urge in favor of this resolution. The parts of 
four days I have occupied this floor have been p ly occupied 
in a presentation of the facts and the law as I have gathered t 
and as I understand them as a necessary foundation for this very 
important movement. 

he Senate of the United States can not afford to 8 a resolu- 
tion of this gravity without having a p T, firm foundation to 
support its action. The people of the United States require it, 
and it is due from the Senate that they should receive that kind 
of investigation of this great issue. I have been compelled, con- 
trary to my personal comfort and my wishes, to devote a great 
deal of time in putting upon the records of the country those facts 
which have not hitherto fully and authentically appeared. Some 
of the facts that Lam now saing io the Senate are new to us, and 
have been sought for by this y on former occasions when this 
matter has been up for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is that the pending 
order be informally laid aside, in order that the Senator from Ala- 
bama may conclude his remarks. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The article of Mr. Reno proceeds as follows: 

If this official is unable to cope with the difficulty, he must appeal to the 
secretary of the interior, and y to the president of the republic. The 
latter is ee at all times by the poorest peasaut in the land, and 


is simply wors by the people at large. 

The carrying and bution of matter by means of mounted mes- 
sengers, Who traverse the interior, is both efficient and rapid. President 
Cisneros told me that e Syn hours after the passage of the concurrent 
resolution by our Congress spring the news was received by him at his 
headquarters in Najassa, province of ee 


A MOVABLE SEAT OF GOVERNMENT. 


85 as it may seem, the Marques“ (the name by which he is most 
frequently called) becomes most restless if long led to remain in 7 
vernors A 


at ahy on pans He loves to travel about; to visit civil go 
prefectos of different districts; to talk with the people, or, better still, to ac- 
oompany ny Pitot of Gomez or Garcia, and wa he military movements 
from 0 s 

With an 2 of only 50 men, he has many times made the trip from 
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Santa Clara to Santiago de Cuba and back again. EC ee ea 


mo — and changing camp which has given rise to the absolutely 
that the provisional government was being driven by 
panish 125 from one part of the d to another, and was always 


danger of capture. 
During the month of July last there were laid before President Cisneros 
hich, ould he see fit to es- 


and he saw no sufficient reason to 8 tactics. 

“We are doing good work,” he said. You have seen the evidences of our 

administration on every hand, and a found no difficulty in g us, 
. the United States or any country will send an agent, 
officially or N to visit and the administration and execution 
Cui bre,’ we will not only conduct him here, but we en- 
tertain him so long as he cares to stop, and provide for his return in safety 
whenever he may wish to depart.” 

Thore is a quiet and unconscious dignity about Salvador Cisneros’s life in the 
woods, which seems almost pathetic. Seated on aleather camp stool, or more 
frequently standing, he receives the constant stream of officers and messen- 

rs who come to bring 3 from civil governors and commanders in dif- 

road pg of the island. These are ree ate and copied by his two secre- 
lo and Diego Betancourt. after dark these industrious 

. may be seen in 8 ledgers the events of 
es, with the lower half coiled into a 
t by which the Struggles of patriotic and desperate 


registry but a canvas shel stretched over a Tidge pole pole 
president's white hairs from thes sun and storms of the pics. 
and sides of the Bee a are . open to the elements, but no one ever heard a 
complaint from within. table, surrounded by four camp stools, 
„ White House of the woods. Several chests, in 
whic ace sere the 3 records, furnish additional seats when re- 
quired. Two oth hamm wing upon either side of the tent. 


ocks S 
One of 5 is occupied by the ues,” the other Vice-President 
Bartolome a Na A Y uiet little man of r Bo, learning and 
sagacity, whose se! ice and devotion tothe cause of Cuban liberty have 


won for him pate inis 8 and yg a tah taking the woe island. di the 1 


respects an 3 field in 
sisted on on paying of a ofa aoe debt or $i 0890 owed e vice-president, 
unlike Cisn ies aoee no TER ah uni 22 understands it if spoken 
Slowly and TRE only o cong this humble shelter is lit- 


> cle the adopted son of the — 2 pant sat the youngest soldie: 
ban army. 
YOUNGEST SOLDIER IN THE CUBAN ARMY. 


e in Ne jesse Ho had Soft i his n he 


janis h have killed my father. There 
BEB oie one ous ft but me 4 fight fo r Cuba. But if I could have a gun, Id 


like to take my 9 
Rnd he got the ther with the love and protection of Salvador 
Cisneros. A pile o! N (large palmetto or grass saddle ) answered 
a bed i for this infant soldier = apana republic until a few months ago, when 
ent concluded to send ee to New York to be educated. 
marquis is tall and stately in his bearing, but most democratic in his 
iene A “A light suit of home man linen clothes his tall, spare form, 
ena FOT eg ig? wegen bees en R 8. A pure white 
ama ost classical face from the sun. A neatly 
mustache adds a softening effect to his rather 
mic N en . is, afoot hi back, 

o marqu ‘oot or on horse seems 

to deny the seventy-two years which have passed over his head. 

HARDSHIP AND PRIVATIONS OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Salvador Cisneros is a soldier, every inch of him. At the oaeo can ga I 
saw him pone. out prong the field, rein u ot his horse alongside the ra idi fire 
pate EET and calmly watch 8 "effect ae fire, while mauser were 

down men on vant sides of him. Poor Osgood, the American who met 
fie death while servin, es cannon, pi . — against this unnecessary expo- 
ure, but the brave ol Bed! Wo have many men with us who have 
never before been under > are: y, must be taught by example that a soldier 
should ignore the chance of f death.” 

And yet this old warrior has all the tenderness of a woman. After listening 
one day to my description of the death of a mulatto lieutenant who had led a 
charge on a cony in the Oriente,” the tears stood in the marquis’s eyes as 
he 5 bad, too bad! Were not liberty so precious a it 

ould be dear! ay bought, even at the cost of that phe fe ow's life. Every 
bro of blood spilled seems wrung . 

very har — — and 8 of the war has been shared by Presi- 
ent e beginning. uxuries as bread and butter are 1 705 
etd Se A poor substitute anthony the . called casabe,“ drifts in 
y. but 1 lasts m Coffee is worth almost 
t — any thana da drink called “can 
g honey over the camp fire and afte 
takes its p! If honey can not be obtained, 
a, ) answers very well. Fresh beefand 
ost always on hand and 3 Sweet 


rin 


5 bananas s Cpa 270 are 
potatoes (“boi 75 are abundant in some parts of the 
I remember thi that in Najassa last summer we lived for five days on beef and 
mangoes. The president reminded me one nee that I had not eaten at 
his table for several meals, and I was obliged to him that his table had 
me really too bad. That evenin; g it was privilege to send the mar. 
uns a young roast pig, 10 pounds o! hotiey and some fresh gus. I I hed beet 


g. 
THE PRESIDENT'S CABINET. 


Surrounding the president's tent are those of his cabinet. "Tis needless to 
ay that they Shelter men of culture and ee They were the choice 
of the 8 aod by the people of Cuba, and are devoted to the 

at an ice. 
Colonel dulay, i secretary of war in General Roloff's absence, is 
a bright and most industrious officer of the government. Couriers are com- 


ing from 7 5 at all hours of a ia. and often until 


dl Ə ht. el has some knowl nglish and is ve. 

or io accompli — — his Sonal is confin 
8 8 o favorite of th these is pees and this is made to 
serve on all occasions, or ri 


diculous. I remember opa moni mornin; 
previous toa review ot "the forces by the late Gen. Serefin 


Colonel 


who is the Beige of military tidin himself 
poet A into the sad The manner of the moans woul it toone 
of the the Queen's but there came over his 9 a change, an 


anxious, distressed look, which portended trouble. There was. The back 
seam of his long endurin d trousers had split from one end tothe other, With 
rare for simply in a long-drawn sigh and his favorite 
8 a one Gaba f and immediately sought the tentmaker fora nee- 
ie and twine. 
One of the most important and ee rsonages of the camp is Colonel 
1 governor, quarte re „and R all round 
n deals out the coffee (if thax happens to be any), the raspadura, 
3 8 manteca de vaca (beef suet). He sees that the beeves driven into 
each day are killed and the meat fairly apportioned to each mess. 
Great bonfires are built over the refuse the moment the meat is taken from 


the bones, so that = is no opportunity for disease germs to be engendered. 
The sani es of insurgent camps are rigidly er 8 parts of 
the island, which ue for the almost absence of Tastes: Camp, 


whenever oatba is made by some running stream, and rds are at once 
to see that fi no bathing or washing of horses is ind in above the 
spot where drinking water is obtained. 

Colonel Betancourt is a great gun in camp, but when stakes are pulled up 
and hammocks pulled down you will observe a shade of anxiety spreading 
over his 5 serene countenance. Buta still deeper one ae Kat 2 
the face of the little mule which has to carry the Tee 8 800 e s of adi- 
pone tissue to the next stopping place. He at first dto 9 
u 


after reflection a change comes over the spirit of Pe his dream. ears 

resume an angle of ion and in his eyes you easily een, itis for 

= 8 I will my burden with the rest; Dut Oolonel Botan. 
pretty heavy.” 

tient little beast usually picks out a rut in 


in going over —.— road this a 

whi walk, so that often a vets pa touch the ground at once. 
There is a arene a minglin, — ry and the pathetic in the no- 

madic life of the insurgent 5 e cluster of white canopies 


reflecting . the soft, pure light of a tropical moon; the long. 7. — 
to form a picture 0b fo joy 


plumes of roya palms, gently fanhing the tired amg tap ad into slum 
sweet little night song of the m „all hel 
and content, and ve ——— not for the distant roar musketry, which comes 
r the apd of rte 1 on Fras other side of the hills, one 
could easi peace. 
x DEEPAN GEORGE RENO. 
Now, in further s' oe of that statement, I will read again 


from the deposition o Diaz the following brief extract: 
By Senator Davis: 
. Gomez is commander in chief over all? 
. Yes, sir. 
By Senator MORGAN: 


ant ee is the military organization? 


1 Let’ us ice. something about the civil organization. Did you meet any 
civil officers? 

A. Yes, sir; Mr. Portuondo. 

. What is his office? 

He is secretary of the interior. 

Q ue Delongs to the general government of the Cuban Republic? 

es, sir. 

I want you to speak of the local officers—the prefects and subprefecta. 
Deon kr koon anything about them? 


A 

Q. What is a prefect? 

A. He is ped = in charge to find supplies for the families of insurgents in 
every place th 


9. & Sort ofa commissary? 
tooi. sir; ied the ies need something to eat, for instance, he brings 
cattle, 
Fakes care of the families of the men in the army? 
3 sir; and if the men are sick or wounded the prefects take care of 


Be . They take care of the sick and wounded, and subprefects have smaller 
cts? 
A. They have smaller districts. 
Q- Now, who are the tax collectors there? 
2 are tax collectors, too; I know, personally, Mr. Menocal. 
EA cousin of our Menocal here? 

A brother, I think. 

. Is he a tax collector 

Yes; they divide (ASE into different places and collect all the 
revenue. 

g Do they collect revenue from the people? 

Oh. yes. Sometimes they have no place to put the money. Sometimes 
Gomez has mules loaded with money—going from one place to another with 
money. 

By Senator DAVIS: 

Q Do they collect sw 

The prefects do, bu 

By Senator MORGAN: 


Do the le of Cuba voluntarily and freel taxes to the Cuban 
5 oy ae they forced to do i it? 8 


A. No, sir; they y do it. They pay taxes where the Cubans have no 
control over it. 
By Senator DAVIS: 
LOW over this territory have the Spanish any tax collectors? 
ot one. 
By Senator MORGAN; 
2 Have they any judges? 
Not one. 


By Senator DAVIS: f 
. Any civil officers at all? 
— 5 In the 1 is the only place, In the smaller places they 
have nothing of the kind—no mayors, no aldermen. 
On the 6th of this month (April), Mr. Guerra, of 192 Water street, 
New York, sent me the following telegram 


egies EW YORK, April 6, 1897. 
Senator MORGAN: 


As treasurer for Republic of Cuba abroad and as Ke age chien for the secreta: -y 
— the treasury, I have received in payment of taxes on rural 1 


lies in kind? 
these are the tax collectors. 


roducts $441, paid ma comme; houses in this coun 
— with the treasury offi: in the 395 ie Cuba. 
GUERRA, 193 Water street. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


691 


The number of the factories in the republic and the variety of 
their productions gives the highest assurance of the thrift and 
industry of the native Cubans and of their ability in times of 
peace to gather from the resources of that wonderfully rich island 
great wealth in agricultural products, in mines and minerals, in 
valuable woods, and the finest fruits. 

Its waters abound in fish, and its plains and mountains furnish 
food in abundance for raising great numbers of domestic animals. 
These resources of a country in which famine has never appeared 
will furnish an abundant commissariat to supply the Cuban 
armies for many years, Living at home upon their own food 
supplies, which the soil provides almost without labor, the Cu- 
bans force Spain to import all the subsistence of their armies from 
‘abroad. They have never had rations for twenty days in their 
reserved stores and are exposed to the danger of light and swift 
cruisers which would intercept their ships on the seas, with even 

ter success than they now land cargoes of war supplies on a 
coast that it is impossible for Spain to protect. 

It is this feature of belligerent rights that causes Spain to dread 
that any nation should rise up and declare the truth, so shame- 
fully denied, that war exists inCuba. Alarmed at the vote of the 
Senate last week, Spain has granted belligerent rights to General 
Rivera, who was wounded and captured recently in Pinar del 
Rio, and has concluded, at least, not to kill him at once. If the 
rights of war are granted to the distinguished leaders of insurrec- 
tion by the voluntary act of Spain, why are they not due to eve 
soldier in the Cuban army and to every citizen of the Uni 
States who is charged with the intention of aiding Cuba with arms, 
as these high officers have done? 

Iam aware that Mr. De Léme is quoted by an interviewer as 
having stated that Rivera’s punishment largely depends upon 
the conduct of Cuban sympathizers in the United States.” it 
has come to this, that the issue of life or death to a Spanish sub- 
ject found in arms and fighting for liberty is to depend upon 
the sympathies or the conduct of our people, and that Rivera is 
held as a hostage for our good conduct, it is time that we had put 
an end to this ing by stating our real attitude toward the 
Cuban people in a way to comport with our national rights and 
our integrity of character. 

This form of dealing with Rivera, by holding the sword ‘sus- 
pended over him by a thread that we are challenged to break, is 
not misunderstood by our people. They know that Spain has at 
last discovered that it is her duty, and her only course of self- 

vation that she must confess that public war exists in Cuba, 
and that those who are en in it on either side are not out- 
lawed felons who are worthy of death or of any punishment that 
is not sanctioned by the laws of nations as they properly apply to 
civilized warfare. Spain has . reached this conclusion, 
and has put it in practice in the case of General Rivera. 

This new departure happened on the heels of the unanimous 
vote of the Senate protesting against his execution, as Sanguily's 
release from prison, under an alleged parole, followed a vote of the 
Senate for the consideration of the causes of his long and horrible 
imprisonment, and his second sentence to imprisonment for life, 
in chains. 

These votes in the Senate only expressed our convictions, which, 
fortunately, became also the convictions of the Spanish Govern- 
ment, and while we were holding these matters under debate 
Spain recognized the belligerency of the Cubans by throwing open 
the doors of spo ate dungeon and 3 his parole, and 
by suspending capital proceedings against General Rivera. 

What is now left for us to do is to formally declare the bellig- 
erency of the warring hosts in Cuba, which Spain has thus tacitly 
acknowledged. f 

If we leave Spain to play fast and loose upon this question, and 
to putter with us in a double sense, we shall soon find that we have 
been deceived into a dilemma, either horn of which she will take 
at pleasure. Already it is announced that Major Sandoval, a 
member of Weyler's staff, is to be here, if he has not already ar- 
rived, to wage war in our courts, with the aid of the Pinkerton 
detectives, so long in Spain’s service, against a Cuban junta that 
is alleged to exist in the United States. I hope he will come on a 
less intrusive mission. 

If he comes on that mission, it may occur to our Government 
to inquire by what authority Weyler can transfer his hostilities 
to our soil and prosecute the pleas of the United States inst 
(Cubans who, 8 with Spanish subjects, are enjoying theshelter 
of our national hospitality. Ourlaws of neutrality were no more 

cted for the service of Spain than for that of Canada or Mexico. 

hey were enacted to regulate the conduct of our own people 

through the judicial or executive agencies of our own Govern- 
ent. 

We do not need 8. military assistance in the administra- 
tion of our laws, being ourselves quite equal to that duty, and a 
propor sense of self-respect will, I hope, cause us to dismiss Major 

ndoval from further attendance after his complaint has been 
respectfully heard, if he is here as a Spanish military officer for 


any such purpose. If he comes to complain that we are unfaithful 

to our treaty obligations, or to our duties under the laws of nations, 

and is properly empowered, he is entitled to a most candid and 

audience at the Department of State. 

he comes as Weyler's aid to prosecute our people, or our 

ests, for the violation of our own laws, in our open courts, let 

im first be held to explain why his Government, and under Wey- 

ler’s orders, has persistently refused trial to our people arrested in 

Cuba in the manner provided by Spanish law with reference to 
civil or political offenses and pledged to them in our treaties. 

Let him account for the military arrest, the deadly silence of 
the incomunicado, the solitary inquisition, the torments of thirst 
and beatings of men in chains, and the nights in prison without 
the privilege of en on the floors of the filthy dungeons or of 
a blanket to wrap the bodies of the victims crowded into black 
holes like those of Calcutta and Ceuta. If his mission is peace 
and mercy, let him explain such deeds, many times 0 8 all 
over Cuba, as I have read from the sworn testimony of Dr. Diaz, 
a most worthy and truthful Protestant divine. 

I could mu soy statements such as I have read until Weyler 
even would shudder at his own cruelties, but it is needless to re- 
call this dark record of inhumanity. It is graven indelibly on 
millions of hearts. I have cited these instances of ou only 
to illustrate the insolence of a Government that has infli them 
in their effort now to inflict other punishments, under our laws, 
upon the Cuban patriots after they are at last compelled by the 
judgment of all civilized people to accord to them, in Cuba at 

east, the pretense of belligerent rights. 

A large amount of money is being expended in the United States, 
both by Spain and Cuba, for war purposes. Spain also expends 
large sums in support of a secret detective force in our country, 
through which she prosecutes clandestine war against the Cuban 
people as effectively as she does from her picket posts and skir- 
iah lines in that island. This is excused eee of the comity 
supposed to be due to her titular sovereignty, when she can not 
open a court or collect taxes at a distance of 10 miles from her 
military posts in Cuba. A Pinkerton detective force in the pay 
of the Cuban people in Habana would be shot to death as fast as 
they could be caught; and a banished citizen of the United States 
who should return to Cuba under the guaranty of our treaties 
would be subjected to a like fate. 

We do not claim mutuality in the Spanish privilege of murder, 
but we do claim that we shall not be made accessory to Spanish 
atrocities by lending our courts to them to facilitate their perpetra- 
tion upon the friends of liberty and human rights in Cuba. 

When they, have declared that public war exists in Cuba, then 
the laws of nations will open our courts alike to both parties on 
equal terms, and the use of our statute laws to punish Cuban 
patriots for the same acts that Spain can now perform with im- 
punity will cease. 

A Spanish man-of-war can now convoy a ship from the port of 
New York loaded with war material to destroy the King’s subjects 
in arms, or in rebellion, or suspected of political crimes in Cuba, 
and to intercept her in such a voyage would invite condign pun- 
ishment. As she passes our forts, they exchange salvos in honor 
of the flag that covers this enpas of war and these conspirators 
against the million of people who are fighting in open war for life, 
country, and 3 

And all this is done because our Government, through obei- 
sance to a chronic despotism, lowers its flag to a tyrant that de- 
spises justice and scorns to recognize the fact that it can be 
successfully driven into public and acknowledged war by its per- 
secuted subjects. 

The next ship that sails from our great port may be loaded with 
food, munitions of war, and hospital stores for those starving 
rebels and their sick and wounded defenders. 

Under the laws of nations both vessels can depart from our 
shores in peace, if public war exists in Cuba, but if the monstrous 
falsehood is adopted by our Government that all the naval power 
of Spain and 150,000 soldiers are not in the field making war 
upon her subjects until Spain chooses to declare that war exists, 
our war vessels will open their guns on that messenger of mercy 
and sink her to the bottom of the seas. 

The glory of our Republic will cease to attract the love of our 
pore when it becomes the ally of Spain in the support of a false- 

ood that crushes every hope of liberty and denies to humanity 
the helping hand of charity. 

If this were a new struggle provoked by some recent and insuf- 
ficient cause, our refusal to recognize the fact that war exists in 
Cuba might furnish us with a plausible excuse for our present 
course. But it is only an episode in a long struggle for liberty. 
The foundation of the Republic of Cuba was laid. in Spain by the 
constitution of 1812, which was extended to Cuba, and gave to her 
people their first and only impulse of prosperity, confidence, and 
self-reliance. 

Later, and before 1836, those constitutional rights had been re- 
voked, and Cuba was relegated to the irresponsible despotism of 


692 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


the captain-generalcy, with power given him as a viceroy to sus- 
pend the laws and supplement them with his decrees, to levy and 
collect taxes, to confiscate property, and to inflict death by mili- 


tary order. In this authority he was supported by a standing 
army of at least 18,000 men, whose sole service was to keep the 
people of Cuba in subjection, Their whole career was that of an 
enslaved and subdued race. 

Mr. Ballou, of Massachusetts, in 1854 visited Cuba with his in- 
valid wife, and, after a long stay, he returned and wrote a book of 
great interest, from which I will read some quotations that show 
the condition of that country at that period, that we may trace 
the parallel to this day and understand the causes of the struggle 
that now engages the sympathy of all Christendom. 

As I read from this author, we will see the fonntain—the same 
from which our fathers drank—of constitutional li from 
which the Cubans received the inspiration that now refreshes the 
Republic of Cuba with the hope of that right of self-govern- 
ment to which we owe our independence, our strength, our happi- 
ness, our r prosperity; and the glory of our national renown. e 

how we are responsible for having held Cuba in the 
chains of Spanish d tism, when Mexico, led by Victoria, and 
Colombia, led by Bolivar, were forbidden by us, in combination 
with France and England, from striking those fetters from this 
Queen of the Antilles. 
I make no excuse, Mr. President, for reading from this able gen- 
tleman in private life, who in 1854 was in Cuba, having gone 
from Massachusetts to that country, and who, on his return, felt 
that it was incumbent upon him to make some statements to his 
. in regard to the situation of the Cubans. 

It is not a pleasant remembrance that the truth of history forces 
us to recall that Bolivar and Victoria would have secured national 
independence to Cuba in 1823 but for the slavery question in the 
United States and our dread of Great Britain and ce, which 
caused us to in and warn them off from Cuba with their 
armies, and to forbid Colombia and Mexico to aid those people in 
their effort to escape from Spanish domination, as they had so 

Gar respons sibility for the sufferings of Cuba under the Spanish 

y for sufferings of Cuba under the 
or o past seventy years is not a light thing either to them 
or to our people. There is a retribution for our wrong that it is 


and the year 1820 
tions 


diffused a knowledge of them. 
=i 1836 the revolution known as that of La Granja, provoked 
nst the moderate ee ge an 


ical events, occurring within a brief period, 
acoblentally the tranquillity of this ich 
although sensible of the 


ble from absolutism, 
which impelled des- 
Way at the expense 


discontent was the powerful influence exerted 
le by the portentous spectacle of the 
M 


a national independence based 
they were apt freely to discuss after return: 
re also were the examples of Mexico and Spanish 

had recently conquered with their blood their glorious e: 
aay: epee 1755 8 diffused b: 

urope, an re imbibed the s 

hich hes alwe characte her, mother 

resolved to ignore these causes of discontent, and, instead of yield- 
ing to the system of 


D accorded to the Cu It is a blind persistence in the 
ted principle of despo' omination which the m 
political bonis uniting the two countries, gall into the hearts of the 


yalty of love. 82 = 28 of the . has given rise to 
attempts row yoke. 8 

“The first occurred in 1823. when the Liberator, Simon Bolivar, offered to 
nid the disaffected paie by throwing an invading force into the island. The 
conspiracy then formed by the aid of the proffered expedition, for which 
men were regularly enlisted and enrolled, would undoubtedly have ended in 
tho triumph of the insurrection had it not been discovered and suppressed 


and had not the Governments of the United Sta 
1 in favor of Spain. e 


. 
cau 0 n execution of two 
Francisco 


l 


™ 
The efforts of the pai 
r of the Government, w 
nded movement for the cause of li in Ca 

Here we see, Mr. President, that in 1823 Bolivar, the great de- 
liverer of South America, had formed a combination with Vic- 
toria, the President of Mexico, for the par pone of driving out the 
Spanish authority from Cuba, as it had y been driven out 

from all the other Spanish-American States. 

If we had not then prevented this noble and generous move- 
ment, Cuba would be to-day, as she will soon be, the nineteenth 
great republic of the Western Hemisphere and the central glory 
of the southern seas. 

It is time that we had begun to redeem our own great error, by 
taking Cuba by the hand and lifting her from beneath the feet of 
Weyler and placing her, in honor, upon the beautiful throne that 
God built for the Queen of the Antilles—the throne of liberty, 
supported by the independence of the people. Let us glance for a 
moment at the results of our fatal blow at Cuban independence, 
The timate fruit of this painful intervention was the captan: 
gen cy, in the hands of Tacon, whose successor, Weyler, at 
ast brought Tacon’s usurpations to that excess of depravity at 
which the whole world is in revolt. I will read from the same 
author, Mr. M. M. Ballou: 

Although the royal proclamation which announced to Tacon the estab- 

ent of the constitution in § intimated forthcoming orders for the 
election of deputies in Cuba to the general Cortes, still he considered that 
commission as Captain-General authorized him, under the circumstances 
ress at once the movement set on f 
of its danger to the peace of the island 


01 the way for his attacks u the Cuban 
after a confused preainbie, confers on the Captain-General all the — — 
ung 


hatever his rank, vee 
modify any law or nd its rations, diso! with y any regula- 
tion poe! from the ‘Spanish ¢ Government, to dispose of the ze lic reve- 


up with 
ding a moderate evinced by the sovereign in 


been invested with 
unlimited authority 
by an 


from II. 
32 ͤ ã ͥ ðùd y ⁵ 
SSSR OE ATOT ER SENO CE BONS I8 E-ost glaring and inexcusable 

Here we find ourselves responsible also for the enlarged powers 
of the Captain-General, which were conferred by this royal order 
for the purpose of checking and putting down the combination 
between Victoria and Bolivar, when they were about to enter the 
Island of Cuba to release her from Spain’s dominion and were 

renee by the intervention of the Government of the United 

We have some responsibilities about this matter, Mr. President, 
that we had better begin at least to consider. We are now trying 
to find out exactly our bearings with reference to this question, 
and 8 we be sincere and dutiful in our belated work. 
This ter, Mr. Ballou, portrays the policy of Spain toward 
Cuba and its execution through the office of Captain-General in 
the following clear manner, so that we have only to compare the 
present with the past to see that in the hands of this vice-royal 
autocrat Spain has lodged a power that wars i Christian 
civilization with far greater excess of cruelty that which 
Turkey visits upon the Christians in Crete or Armenia. 

He er writes: 

We have seen that the office of Captain-General was established in 1 
and, with a succession of incumbents, the office has been maintained un 
the present day, retaining the same functions and the same extraordinary 

The object of the Spanish Government is, and ever has been, to de- 
rive as much revenue as possible from the island; and the exactions im 


upon the inhabitants have increased in yes rtion as other colonies of 
in the western world have revolted and obtained their independence. 


in 


speak, while the evils which they su 
of the home Governm pe 3 oti 
3.000 miles distant; and 9 we find the Captain- General of Cuba in- 
vested with unlimited power. eisin fact a viceroy a inted by the Crown 
of Spain, and accountable only to the reigning sovereign for his administra- 
tion of the colonies. 
His rule is absolute. He has the power of life and death and libe: in 
his hands. He can, by his ar will, send into exile any person what- 
residence in the island he con- 
even if he has committed no overt 


ever, be his name or rank what it may, whose 
siders prejudicial to the royal interests, 
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act. He can s 


nd the operation of the laws and ordinances, if he sees fit 
to do so; can d one island be 


or confiscate property, and, in short, the may 
said to be — in a state of siege. 


Mr. Ballou thus describes the power with which in 1854 the 
Captain-General maintained his authority in Cuba: 


ple pn Serene in the 
veholding country— 

This is an abolitionist who is writing— 
a sort of shadowing forth of the menace, more than once thrown out by 
Spain, to the effect that if the colonists should ever attempt a revolution she 
would free and arm the blacks, and paumas to repeat the tragic tale of 
St. Domingo, should be useless to the creoles if lost to Spain. But we think 
Spain overestimates the loyalty of the free people of color whom she would 
now enroll beneath her banner. They can not forget the days of O'Donnell 
(governor-general), when he aven; the ition of in Cubans to 
the illicit and infamous slave trade by which he was enriching himself, by 
charging them with an abolition y in unction with the e 
blacks and mulattoes, and put many of the latter to the torture to make 


thi mfess im: crimes, while oth condemned without a trial, 
wore mowed Sook be te fire of toons. redly the le of color 
F pain. 


have no reason for attachment to the paternal Government ot 5 
ka in this connection we may also einge a that this attempt at the enroll- 


ment of the blacks has already proved, according tothe ion of § 
. failure, the: ot readily 1 thi , and 
ü to take command of ootapanies „ 
We turn now to the condition of the people of Cuba in 1854, as 
it is described by Mr. Ballou. He says: 


than b; 
She pe 
sorship; farmers are compelli 


squandered 
as 


legally ee for 


the of cattle is exorbitantly; newspapers from abroad, 
few ex are con ; letters through the post are opened 
and eir contents before delivery; on the coast is forbid- 


ur of th 
den, boina Government monopoly; ters are forbidden to send their sons 
to the 


United States for educational purposes; the slave trade is secretly 
enco by Government; noperson can remove from one house to another 
without first paying for a Government permit; all cattle (the same as goods) 
t are sold must pay 6 per cent of their value to Government; in short, every 
ble subterfuge is resorted to by the Government officials to swindle the 
85 55 being taxed, and there is no appeal from the decision of 
the 5 

This New England abolitionist, Mr. Ballou, had scant sympathy 
for the Cubans, all of whom were slayeholders in 1854; yet their 
political enslavement to Spanish oppressors was so terrible in the 
view he had of their wrongs that he forgot the slaves in his com- 
passion for their masters, the white race; and he thus speaks of 
them and the beautiful island—another Eden, where the sting of 
the serpent is forever wounding his victim, while the promise of 
death is delayed to protract his sufferings indefinitely: 


It is a goodly sight to see 
What Heaven hath done for elicious land! 
What fruits of fragrance blush on every tree! 
What goodly prospects oer the hills expand! 
If it were possible to contemplate only the beauties that nature has so 
igally lavished on this Nen er ae 
one and is still doing to mar the blessings of Heaven, then a visit to or resi- 
poets dream, “fat tits impo 
s dream. 
the coe * political aspects of 8 in . the 
an 
evils his observation at every step and in every view which 
may 


If he contrast the natural scenery with the familiar pictures of home, he 

also contrasting the tical condition of Lael mney with that 

of hisown country. The existence, almost under the ow of the flag of 

the freest institutions the earth ever knew, of a government purely 

despotic as that of the Autocrat of all the Russias is a monstrous fact tha 

5 Ye — 5 observer. It pan be seen 5 Tose 
ence to Cu no F ew ees e ina few 

e nineteenth fois Aa iae 


days“ sail. It is a step from into the Dark 
In the clime of sun and endless summer, we are 1 
ical darkness. L under the lee of aland where every man is a sovereign 


liberties, and fortunes of all are held at the tenure 
vidual, and whence not a single murmur of com- 
ominal ruler, more than a thousand leagues 


is a realm where the liv 
of the will of a single in 
plaint can reach the ear of the n 


in another hemisphere. 
ar clase 1 oe country where the taxes, self-imposed, are so light 
F sof bee tyrann N 
annum for the sup of a system o y. 
gute, an annual 3 of $25,000,000, for which th Teceive no equivalent— 
proscribed, no 


ey 
no representation, no utterance, for pen and tongue are alike 


honor, no office, no emolument, while their industry is Sores, their inter- 


snatched from their lips, the om of education denied, and every 2 
ous, liberal tion e human soul stifled in its And this in the 
nineteenth century and in North America! 


Such are the contrasts, broad and striking, and such the reflections forced 
upon the mind of the citizen of the United States in Cuba. 
occur to the minds of the Creoles? 


bayonets, with an annualexpenditure, reck each soldier to cost only $200 
per annum, of more than 00.000. 
And this is the establishment of Spain in Cuba for England and 


France and the United States are all her allies—and she haus ng longer to fear 
the roving buccaneers of the Gulf who once made her tremble in her island 
fastnesses. For whom, then,is this enormous warlike preparation? Certainly 
for no external enemy; there is none. The question answers itself—it is for 
her very 5 5 subj the people of Cuba, that the Queen of Spain makes 
all this warlike show. 


It is impossible to conceive of r degree of loyalty that would be proof 
against the unparalleled burdens and atrocious system by which the mother 
country has ever loaded and weighed down her western colonists. They 
must be either more or less than men if they still cherish attachment toa 
foreign throne under such circumstances. But the fact simply is, the Creoles 
of Cuba are neither angels nor brutes, They are, it is true, a long-suffering 
and somewhat indolent eg pot lacking in a great degree the stern qualities 
of the Anglo-Saxon and the ar ible races, but nevertheless inte’ nt, 
if wanting culture, and not without those noble jrations for inde ence 
and freedom, destitute of which they would cease to be men, justly forfeiting 
all claim to our sympathy and consideration. 

During the brief intervals in which a liberal spirit was manifested toward 
the Sn the home Government, the Cubans gave proof of talent and 
— which, had they been 88 to attain their full development, 
would have given them a highly honorable name and distinguished charac- 
ter. When the field for genius was comparatively clear, Cuba produced 
more than one statesman and man of science who would have done honor to 
a more favored land. 

But these cheering rays of light were soon exti ished and the fluctuat- 
ing policy of Spain settled down into the rayless brutal despotism which 
has ome its normal condition and a double darkness closed upon the t- 
ical and intellectual pi of Cuba. But the le are not, and have 
not been, the sapine and idle victims of rrano Gd Spain depicts them. 
The reader who has indulgently followed us thus far, will remember the 
several times they have attem manacled as they are, to free their limbs 
from the chains t bind them. It is insulting and idle to say that they 
might have been free if they had earnestly desired and made the effort for 

om. 


Who can ng A 15 — would have been the result of our own struggle for 


independence Britain at the outeet had been as well prepared for 
resistance as 8 has always been in Cuba? Who can say how long and 
painful would have been the struggle if one of the most powerful m 


nations of Europe had not listen our despairin rown the 
weight of her gad and her cng hag the scale „ . 

I will insert in my remarks a further extract from Mr. Ballou's 
book without delaying the Senate to read it. 

When it is compared with what we know and so painfully feel 
as to the present condition of Cuba and its long-suffering and 
brave people, and connect the present with the ten years’ war 
which occurred twenty-four years after Mr. Ballou wrote his 
book, and then twenty years to the opening of the present war, 
we see a chain of political cause and effect into whose links there 
is woven the same undying love and devotion to the liberty of 
. that inspired our fathers in their Revolutionary 

o. 

It R cause that will not die, even if we, its natural guardians, 
should banish it from our hearts to make room for the depravity 
of that royal slavery that some seem to crave who still claim to 


be Americans. The e of Cuba still pray for the boon of our 
liberty and independence, and are even Pritt ing to perish in the 
fires of inquisition if, in such a death, they can secure 


these blessings for their children. Let us reflect that it was in 


1854 that Mr. Ballou wrote these prophetic words: 


If Cuba lies at present under the armed heel of despotism, we may be sure 
ARETA rfect under- 
institutions and an earnest, if tless, desire to 


eir t. Itis ond the r of the 8) Gov- 
ernment to keep ee the land in a ats oto complete 5 as 
of Cuba educated at our 


it seems to desire todo. The young men 
and schools, the visitors from the United States, and American merchants 
established on the island areallso many F 
of = and egg N nie ine rage peer vamp ith all 
vigilance, exclude w they are pleased incendiary ne 

and documents from extensive ‘among the“ ever faithfal.” 
ee PAEO es a enue AG yn me ae Bac ze! Berens 

among the Cubans is a fact no one who has passed a brief peri: 
The writer of these pages avers from his 


the island, too ill prepared, and too untimely 
bl ve patriots to rally round its standard and thus 
„55 / eedan aiy atiae we 


Mr. President, the conditions in Cuba have not changed for 
eighty years as to the determination of those people to lift 
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themselves to that plane of liberty that all Spanish America 


reached, upon which we were the first to raise the banner o 
redemption from the power of European monarchy. In that 
porog they have suffered more than all the republics of America 
‘or the cause so dear to them all. What they suffer to-day is 
only the repetition of agony from which they have never been 


free. 
Until Weyler came its most dreadful pangs had not been felt. 


Now it seems that by a supreme effort of the writhing victim the 
hold of the oppressor is to be broken. 

We had France to help us in our travail, but Cuba has found 
no friend such as France was to us. 

That Cuba will be free is written in the stars that glow in the 
unfailing light of the Southern Cross, to which her children turn 
their eyes with a faith that grows stronger and a hope that grows 
brighter as the night of their sorrows grows darker and darker. 

As an appendix to my remarks I present a paper entitled! The 
surrender of Guaimaro,” for the purpose of showing the treatment 
of prisoners of war by the Cubans in contrast with the treatment 
of such prisoners by the rae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document will be printed 
as an appendix, in the absence of objection. 


APPENDIX. 
THE SURRENDER OF GUAIMARO. 
[Minutes of the surrender of Guaimaro.] 


In Guaimaro, on the 28th of October, 1896, there being presentin the garri- 
son quarters of this town Col. G. Menocal, of the Cuban army, chief of staff 
of the military department of the east, and Capt. Jose io Baez, of the 
cepa army, the latter said that his situation being unbearable, owing to 
the seige of this forfeited town, since the 17th instant, by the forces under 
Ha. Gen. Calixto Garcia Iniguez, chief of the department, he surrenders the 

ified town under the conditions offered respecting his life and those of 
his troops under him, the officers and other forces which defended the 
forts of the town having given up in the same manner. 

Rosario is to give his own arms and his proper; and that of his subordi- 
nates. Rosario delivers 40 Mauser rifles, 8 boxes of ammunition of the same, 
2 bugles, and ome in silver, which, he says, was given him as a deposit by 

e com of war. 

Mr. Garcia Menocal, representing Maj. Gen. Calixto Garcia Iniguez, ratifies 
the above conditions and acknowledges receipt of the fortified townand the 
effects and money mentioned, stating that when Captain o surrendered 
the Cuban forces were in possession of the fortifications and troops that de- 
fended them and occupied the town 
pane so that it shall appear from the proceedings, they sign two of the same 

or. $ 


M. C. MENOCAL. 
JOSE ROSARIO, 

Chief of Department. 
Mas. MANUEL RODRIGUEZ. 


In the freo town of Guaimaro, on the 28th day of the month of October, 1 
Drs. Eugenio Molinet, colonel, chief of the sanitary department of the arm 
liberation of Cuba, and Fernando Perez de la Cruz, physician of the first 
of the sanitary corps of the 8 army, ha come together, eed to 
draw the following minu which it is sta that at 2 oel. in the 
morning of the same day, and before the surrender of the 
ity was granted to the of Guaimaro, in conformity to what was 
determined in the international congress which took place in Geneva, in 
ween was carreras ina Lei pom respected that the wounded, field hospitals, 
an tary employees wou! res ý 

This neutrality was ted not only on account of the petition made by 

50 but also 3 of the desires of Kia. Gen. Calixto 
who desires that 


ent of the 
tention to 8 treaty sors 


ms, neutral- 


red all the means, personal 
army. The said doctor of the Spanish army was provided with all the means 
to — rt his sick and OARA to a place where they can be gathered by 
forces of his army. 

Mg nO rol Shall appear from the proceedings, we sign the present min- 
u uplicate. 

li ! 

9 DR. E. MOLINET 
FERNANDO PEREZ DE LA CRUZ. 


In the cattle farm “ El Platano” State of Camagasy: on the 2d of Novem- 
r, 1896, Dr. Eduardo S al 
‘that by 


class of the Spanish army bei resent, D. 
pest ogc —— Gen. 85 to Garcia Iniguez, chief of the 


itary depart l: 

risoners in the fleld hospital of the Spanish army, to which they be- 
N tow uam bro by the Cuban 
the orders of . Gen. to 
of last October. And Dr. Manuel Romero said tha 
Spanish general, Don Adolfo Jimenez Castellanos, and conformity with 
what has been declared Dr. Padro, he admits the receipt of the Leper 
wounded, and other prisoners mentioned, 1 among the wounde 
there is a chief and an officer, and in order that it appear from the 
ceedings for its proper use they drew up the present — lpa i making two 


8 DR. EDUARDO PADRO, 
DR. MANUEL HUELY. 


Mr. MORGAN. To-morrow, in the morning hour, I will ask 
that the joint resolution be laid before the Senate, being aware 
that some of the Senators in favor of the measure desire to speak 
upon it, and I shall have the hope of getting the joint resolution 
toa vote within a few days. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, the pending 
question being on the substitute proposed by Mr. NELSON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIN DSA] is entitled to the floor on 
the unfinished business. Š 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not care, I believe, to go on to-day unless 
it is the will of the Senate. The bankruptcy bill can keep its 

lace as the unfinished business, I suppose an executive session 
A desirable for this afternoon, 

Mr. MORGAN. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations is not here, and I think he does not desire that the treaty. 
shall be taken u AT 
=a 5 L. He gave notice that it would be taken up on 

ursday. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator from Kentucky does not 
desire to proceed this afternoon, there is a bill which I should like 
to have the Senate consider, and I will ask to have it taken up at 
this time. It is the bill 5 872) to provide free homes on the pub- 
lic lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve the public 
lands for that purpose. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwillgive way for that purpose only upon con- 
dition that the bankruptcy bill does not lose its place as the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly; without prejudicing the bank- 
ruptcy bill or displacing it. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the pending business be informally 
laid aside and that the bill indicated by him may be now con- 
sidered. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not press his request. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This bill is identical with the one that 
passed the Senate by almost a unanimous vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no change in it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that a quorum is not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri sargent 
the want of a quorum. The roll of the Senate will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon, Gear, Mantle, Rawlins, 
Berry, Gray, Ma Sewell. 
Burrows, nna, n. Shoup. 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Thu: 
Chilton, Morgan, ‘Tillman, 
Clark, aiey, orrill, Turner, 
Clay, Heitfeld, Nelson, Turpio, 
D ae pan kins, Walthall, 
a enney, r 
Fairbanks, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Faulkner, McBride, Pettus, Wetmore. 
Foraker, McEnery, Proctor, 
Gallinger, MeMillan, 


Quay, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, Fifty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 
Mr. HOAR. Re order. 
ne VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the bankruptcy 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to submit some observa- 
tions this afternoon in response to the objections urged the other 
day by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 5 the bill 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. e objections of 
the Senator were in this line: à 

The need of the hour in the midstof these hard times is not a more drastic, 
a more severe, a more collection system. 

He panao out as a specimen of the drastic characteristics of 
the bill that a ground of bankruptcy is made to depend upon the 
fact that the debtor has concealed himself to avoid the service 
of procéss, or departed from the county of his residence, or re- 
mained away from his place of business, residence, or domicile in 
order to defeat the jurisdiction of his local courts. 

He pointed out as specially objectionable the provision that the 
debtor has— 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, to secure 
the release of any property levied upon under process of law for or over. 


Or if such property is to be sold within such time under such process, then 
until three daya before the time fixed for such sale— va 


If he has failed to release it or that he has— 
Made an assignment for the benefit of his credito) 
a ee in court a written statement admitting his inability to pay his 
e 
Or if he has— 
Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of 
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ung ch amount, against himself to be returned no 

property fous "les the amount — 25 to be due 83 executions shall 
‘ore a petition — 

he is to be deemed to have committed an act of bankruptcy. _ 

These are the grounds deemed especially drastic, especiall 
severe. The Senate will observe that each one of these groun 
is under almost every State law a ground for attachment, or for 
the seizure and sequestration of the debtor’s property. There is 
not a single ground objected to by the Senator from Minnesota as 
a basis for bankruptcy proceedings and the general distribution of 
the debtor’s assets among all his creditors upon terms of equality, 
that is not a ground under State laws for seizure under attach- 
ment and the application of the pro to the demand of the 
attaching creditor to the exclusion of those whose attachment 
levies are subordinate to his own. 

The object of the proposed law is not to embarrass debtors more 
than they are already embarrassed. It is not to provide measures 
more drastic for the collection of debts or the distribution of the 
insolvent’s estate among his creditors, but rather, and in nine 
cases out of ten the effect will be, to relieve the hardships under 
which debtors now labor by reason of the local laws of the par- 
ticular States in which they reside. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. L AY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator state that it is the law in any 
of the States that an attachment may issue to seize and sequester 
the 8 of a defendant because the return nulla bona has been 
made upon an execution against him? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I can say there are a dozen States in which it 
is provided by statute that upon the return of nulla bona a peti- 
tion in equity may be filed, in the nature of a bill of discovery, 
accompanied by attachment and garnishee to seize all the tangible 
property that may be found and to garnishee those who owe the 
insolvent debtor. 

Mr. MORGAN. My question was not as to tangible property, 
but as to an equitable interest or estate. 

Mr. LINDSAY. They can seize tangible property if it can be 
found, because the writ runs in the nature of a general attach- 
ment, with the indorsement directing the debtors of the insolyent 
to appear in court and answer the demand of the complaining 
creditor. 


I can illustrate this point no more readily than by the fact that 
in six or eight States of this Union—California, Nevada, and five 
or six others—the only ground of attachment necessary to be set 
out at the time the action is instituted is that the claim is for the 
direct payment of money in that State, and that the plaintiff's claim 
is unsecured, or that if secured the security has become worthless 
not through the fault of the creditor. 

I can not better illustrate the fact that local statutes are now 
far more severe than the proposed statute is intended to be, than 
by directing the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to the 
statutes of his own State, providing not only for voluntary but for 
involuntary insolvency, and I call the attention of the Senate to 
the provisions of that statute. 

Section 4240 of the Statutes of Minnesota provides as follows: 

Whenever any debtor shall have become insolvent, or garnishment shall 
have been made * any debtor, or property of any debtor shall have 
been levied upon by virtue of an attachment, execution, or legal process 
issued against for collection of money, he may make a voluntary assign- 


ment. 
That is the voluntary part of it. Section 4241 provides: 


Whenever an 


within ten days after 5 made against him or within ten days after 
levy made on any of 8 by virtue of an attachment, execution, or 
‘or collection of ve ge or shall conceal, re- 
move, or 
Aalay, or defraud his creditors, then, or within sixty Pen thereafter, any one 
him e 


or more of his tors having claims against te amount 
of at least $200 may petition fhe district court, or a jud taron. setting 


forth facts constituting one or more of said cases, and that a receiver 
be > pointed of all the unexempt property of such debtor, and for such other 
an nany 


such hearing ao as the court or judge shall direct, to the debtor and any 

to be preferred, the court in term time, or the judge thereof in 
vacation, shall proceed to hear and determine such y, and 
shall receive such evidence as may be pertinent; and if it shall appear tothe 
court or judge that such insolvent debtor has confessed judgment, or has 
done poe ae eee of his creditors have obtained preference over 
any other of creditors, or has omitted to do anything which he might 
have lawfully done to prevent any of his creditors obtaining preference 
over any other of his creditors, or that he has not made an assignment under 
the first section of this act within ten days after garnishment made against 
him, or within ten days after levy made on any of his property 
of an attachment, execution, or other legal process against him for collection 
of money, or that he con ed, removed, or disposed of any of his exempt 
property with intent thereby to delay or defraud his tors, then the 
court or judge shall appoint a receiver— 


who shall take charge of his estate, and thereupon the estate 
shall be administered by the court. 


by virtue 


If the debtor permits his property to be &ttached, or if garnish- 
ment proceedings beinstituted against him and his property seized, 


or if he has done anything calculated to prefer one creditor to 
another, he may be put into bankruptcy not only because he has 
done an illegal act, but because after an attachment has been levied 
he has failed to do everything which under the law he might have 
done to release the attachment; and one of the grounds of bank- 
ruptcy is if, after his property has been attached, he fails to 
make a general assignment for the benefit of his creditors within 
ten days. There is nothing in the bill reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary that compares in harshness with the provisions of 
this statute, and yet the Senator says the people of Minnesota have 
lived under it and have not complained against it. 

What else? Section 4242 provides: 

No assignment hereafter made for the benefit of such creditors shall give 
toany one creditor any preference over the claims of another creditor, ex- 
cept in cases expressly provided by law. If any insolvent debtor con- 
fess or suffer judgment to be procured in any court with intent that any one 
of his creditors 8 obtain a preference over any other of his creditors, such 
insolvent debtor shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished by 
a fine not exceeding $500, and in default of payment shall be imprisoned in 


the county = for a period not exceeding six months. The court may at an 
time, upon the filing of affidavits or other evidence satisfac! to the pears 4 
grant an order restraining such debtor from collecting any bills, notes, ac- 
counts, or other p rty, or from disposing of, or in any manner interfer- 
ing with, the proper y of said estate, or may by writ of ne exeat or by order 
restrain said debtor from leaving the State until the further order of the 
court or may require him at any time to appear and make full osure as 
to any disposition of property, or in relation to any other matter pertaining 
to said estate. 

1 There is no such remedy in the bill we have under considera- 

on. 

In the States of California and Nevada, it is provided that where 
an attachment has been levied, then, unless the debtor shall within 
three days or four days—three days in California, four days in 
Nevada—release the property from the attachment lien, it shall be 
a ground of bankruptcy, and he may be put into bankruptcy and 
his estate distributed among his creditors. 

Further than that, neither of those States provides that an honest 
debtor, who has complied with the law, shall receive a discharge 
from his debts unless he pays from 50 to 70 per cent, or obtains 
the consent of creditors ig eset in num 50 per cent and 
in value 50 per cent of his debts. 

Suffering property to remain under attachment lien for three 
days may be dec an act of involun insolvency in California 
and Nevada and two or three other States. In California, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, North Carolina, Oregon, Utah, and Arizona 
attachments may be sued ont where the action is for the direct 
payment of money and where the contract is made or payable in 
that State, when not secured by mortgage lien or pledge of per- 
sonal property, or, if so secured, when such security, without the 
act of the plaintiff or the person to whom the security was given, 
becomes valueless. 

So we have these States, two of them—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I understood the Senator from Kentucky to 
cite Utah as a State where an attachment may issue as a matter of 
course where the contract is for the direct payment of money. 
Do I understand the Senator to say that that is the sole ground 
upon which an attachment may issue? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No, sir; there are other grounds. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I wish to state to the Senator that he is en- 


g | tirely mistaken as to Utah. No attachment can issue there except 


where the party has disposed of or is about to dispose of his pro 
erty with latent to defraud his creditors, and where com bee 
proof of that fact is made preliminary to the issning of the at- 
tachment, and upon the giving of a bond, fixed by the court, to 
secure the debtor in case it shall turn out that the attachment has 
been wrongfully issued. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ihave not made an examination of the stat- 
utes at large of the State of Utah, but the compilation of the 
statutes which I have examined puts Utah down as one of those 
States. But as to Nevada and California, I have examined the 
statutes, and I have the Nevada statutes before me now. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In the first place, I am certain the Senator 
is mistaken as to Idaho and Montana in respect to the require- 
ments relating to the issuance of attachments. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not think I am mistaken unless the com- 
pier 55 these statutes is mistaken. I will read the ground in 

evada: 

The plaintiff, at the time of issuing the summ - 
ards. AY have the property of the fefendant attached re 3 


satisfaction of any judgment that may be recovered, unless the defendant 
give security to pay such judgment as hereinafter provided in the following 


cases: 
First. In an action upon contract for the direct tof ad 
by the terms thereof payable in this State, which 5 ae perenge 


mi 
lien, or pledge u or personal pro situated or beingin this 
apa 2 ade when such security ies § rendered N by the 
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I can not be mistaken about that, because I read the statute 
itself and not the deduction of the compiler. Of course I can 
not take the time now to read all these statutes. Twelve or thir- 


teen States provide for the administration of estates by involun- | th 
tary insolvency proceedings, and each one of those statutes is | should 


more rigid, far more drastic, and far more oppresstye than the 
bill reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARTER. The present law of the State of Montana rela- 
tive to attachments provides that upon the maturity of the debt, 
or when default occurs in its payment, the creditor may, at the 
time summons is issued, cause, upon filing a proper bond, a writ 
of attachment to be issued. It is provided that even prior to the 
maturity of the debt, where allegations of fraud are made in the 
complaint, or allegation is made that the individual is secreting 
his property from within the jurisdiction for the purpose of de- 
frauding creditors, attachment may issue. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That was my recollection as to attachment 


laws of Montana. 
to make is that attachments may be 


The point I am 
sued out in many of the States when the defendant has been guilty 


of no fraud at all, merely because the debt has fallen due and is 


not secured by mortgage lien or by pledge of personal property. 
Then in some of those States the insolvency acts follow up tha 
remedy by providing thatif the attachment liens be notremoved— 
in Nevada in four days, in California within three days, and in 
Minnesota, where the attachment ground is different, within ten 
days—then any creditor representing $200, $300, or $500, as the 
statute may provide, may put the debtor into eek ees and 
have his estate wound up t de oe the intervention of the court. 
It is in part to relieve against these hardships that it is proposed 
a general bankruptcy law shall be , and except where a 
debtor shall suspend for thirty days the payment of commercial 
aper, not ordinary 8 is the case in some of the States, 
re is not a ground of bankruptcy here that is not a ground of 
attachment in nine out of ten of the States. So it is a question 
whether the debtor shall be subjected to fewer hardships, to less 
drastic measures, and the creditor shall have a fair and equal par- 
ticipation in the debtor’s estate when it be divided ont, and the 
debtor shall have a discharge forever against the debts he can not 
pay, or whether we shall by nonaction leave both debtor and 
creditor to suffer under these conflicting and oppressive State 
remedial statutes. 
PROVISIONS OF SUBSTITUTE. 


The bill pro by the Senator from Minnesota as a substitute 
for the ttee’s bill undertakes to provide that it shall not 
repeal or suspend the insolvent statutes of the various States of 
the Union. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
make a statement in this connection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. That part of what is known as my bill is an 
exact copy of whatis known as the Teller substitute to the Torrey 


bill, reported by the majority of the Judiciary Committee. That | been madi 


section comes here word for word with the indorsement of the 
majority of that committee, and I simply ado 
taking it a pagea that what the rg ig the committee had 
recommen anes 1 De goot If it is not good, the Senator 
is own committee. 


I prefer now, as the Senator’s bill is ding 
criticise his bill. FFF 


the substitute provides 


That this act shall not be construed to annul, or suspend the laws 
of any State or Terri now in force . 55 enacted 
for the comp of an insolvent’s among his creditors. 


So, if we adopt the substitute and it becomes the law of the 
country, we have the bankruptcy law adopted by the Federal 
Congress operating in States where there are no involuntary in- 
solvent laws, with onerule of distribution, and in the twelve or thir- 
teen States that have inyoluntary insolvent laws thirteen or four- 
teen different modes of distribution, ane ae eee ee VAn 
not be that which the Constitution contemplated should be passed 
...... pay ELET its wisdom to enact a bank- 
ruptcy law. It would not be within the constitutional delegation 
of power to Congress; that is, the power to pass uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcy, applying to every court, to every debtor, 
and to portion of the country. — l : 

The very idea of want of uniformity is inconsistent with the best 
definitions of what a bankruptcy statute is. Prof. T. W. Dwight, 
an eminent jurist, defined a 3 law in this way: 


—.— t is against the of the 
5 


preference to creditor over another. 
A sach preferences are vol, and an atvompt to mako them fe of itself a 


This is as it should be. It would be an anomalous bankruptcy 
law which would permit a preference in Indiana and a prefer- 
ence in Kentucky, because Indiana and Kentucky recognize 
ety of preferences, and declare that no such preference 
given in Ohio or Tennéssee because Ohio or Tennessee 
have legislated against them. The spirit of the bankruptcy law 

rmitted to be passed under the power conferred upon 9 
by the Constitution is, that of uniformity in procedure, uniform- 
ity among creditors, uniformity in its application to debtors, so 
that every bankrupt shall reach his in tey, if 
he reaches it at all, by traveling the same road that every other 
bankrupt in the country is required to travel. 

This is not the only objection to the bill proposed as a substitute, 
But before I consider other objections I wish to say that substan- 
tially the grounds of bankruptcy provided for by the substitute 
are the grounds of bankruptcy provided for by the bill of the 
committee. 

But section 5, subsection 3, permits the granting of a discharge 
where preferences are allowed by law” and have been made. 

No matter whether there be an involuntary bankruptcy act or 
not, if there be no State statute 8 preferences, then, 
in preparation for bankruptcy, the debtor may make conveyances, 
giving preferences not prohibited by the State law to favorite credi- 
tors, and then apply to the bankruptcy court, and the bankruptcy 
court will be bound to respect those preferences if made in favor 
e ge to whom the debtor was honestly and in good faith 
inde > 

Section 7 declares that such preferences as are herein allowed 
are not to be deemed illegal,” and that only such conveyances and 
incumbrances are to be treated as illegal as are void or voidable 


© pro 


as to creditors ‘‘by the laws of the State, Territory, or district 


where the property is situate.” 

It is well known that at the common law, itis well known that 
under the ordinary equitable procedure, a debtor may prefer a 
creditor if he is indebted in good faith to him and if the prefer? 
ence be not tinctured with fraud. This substitute provides in 
effect that in every State where preferences are not forbidden by 
statute the preference is not to be held illegal, but is to be sup- 

and maintained by the court of bankruptcy. So we may 

ve, and will have, cases where a debtor able to pay 50 per cent 

of his debts has used all his property in making preferences in 

favor of one-half his creditors, his kins people, his neighbors, and 

his friends, and then makes application to the 8 court 

and obtains his discharge against the demands of the 50 per 
cent of his creditors without paying them a cent. 

This substitute, if adopted, not result in equality between 
creditors. It will not relieve the hardships of the State insolvency 
laws, but it will enable a failing debtor to determine who shall be 
paid in full and which creditor shall be left wholly unpaid. 

3 3, sectio 4 of the 23 70 55 85 8 
no . erences not forbidden e State, Terrivo- 
rial, or district laws in which the property may be situated have 


PRIORITY OF DEBTS. 


Section 9 is a peculiar section. It undertakes to determine the 
priority of debts. Its provisions are as follows: 


Sec. 9. That the following debts shall have in the order named, 
over other debts in the distribution of the of the t, to wit: 


. 


Taxes 
Third. Taxes due any State or 
Fourth. Taxes due any county, parish, city, or village, in the order 


The t surrenders property charged with a lien to the 
F due to . 
er e favor of the county or muni W. 
it is located, and where the tax levy has been made; but when the 

is taken into the bankru court and converted into 
Government of United States steps in and 
preference when the assets come to be distributed, over 
and above the lien fixed by the State laws upon the property. 


SUBSTITUTE SUBORDINATES STATE COURTS. 


The substitute proposes another thing which the committee's 
bill avoids. Section pe dasa O; ye kn vests the court of bank- 
ruptcy with power to control ominate State courts in which 
er suits or actions for or against bankrup 
time of adjudication of bankruptcy. Every lawyer who was 
in practice while the act of 1867 was in force can recollect how 
annoying, how provoking, how ve in many cases it was, 
when the bankruptcy court intervened and stopped the prosecu- 
. or stopped the prosecution of an 
action against the bankrupt by his creditor, and compelled the 
transfer of the litigation from the locality where the jurisdiction 
had attached under the State laws to the Federal court, however 
remote it might be or however expensive the change, there to have 


or the District of Columbia. 


money, then the 
takes a 
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the issue between the bankrupt and his cređitor or his debtor 
determined, 
COMMITTEE BILL UPHOLDS STATE JURISDICTION. 

The bill reported by the committee provides that the litigation 
between the creditors of the bankrupt and the trustee for the bank- 
rupt, whether the trustee be plaintiff or defendant, shall be had 
in the State court to which the jurisdiction would have attached 
if no bankruptcy proceedings had been commenced. In other 
words, that the bankruptcy court shall not onst the State courts 
of their jurisdiction, and compel every man to come to the bank- 
ruptcy court to have his rights litigated; but, upon the con: i 
that unless the antagonist of the trustee of the bankrupt l, 
by writing, consent to a change of the venue to a bankruptcy court, 
no change shall be made. 

If there was peculiar hardship in bankruptcy proceedings in the 
past, it was the enforced change of jurisdiction. That hardship is 
preserved in the bill offered as a substitute, and that hardship is 
relieved against by the bill which it is complained contains meas- 
ures unnecessarily drastic and oppressive. 

COMPOSITION. 

The substitute makes no provision for composition or compro- 
mise between the bankrupt and his creditors, and in one of the 
sections it provides that the voluntary bankrupt shall not be per- 
mitted to dismiss the bankruptcy proceedings without the consent 
of 75 per cent in number and yalne of creditors and indebtedness, 
He can not compound, he can not compromise, he can not dismiss 
his proceedings; once the jurisdiction of the court has attached, 
then no power short of the consent of the creditors, three-fourths 
in number, representing three-fourths in value of his debts, can 
take the case out of the hands of the court of bankruptcy. 

The committee's bill, on the other hand, provides specifically for 
composition and compromise, and with the consent of holders of 
50 per cent of the debts, and 50 per cent in number of the creditors, 
the court upon approval of the composition can discharge the 
bankrupt and settle the case upon the agreed terms of equali 
and fairness. If there were nothing else in the committee's bi 
17 . bile provision, it would be worthy of the consideration of 
the te. 


The difficulty with the embarrassed debtor under the State laws 
is that he never sees the time when he can safely negotiate with 
his creditors. The v moment he seeks a composition he 
divulges the fact that he is not able to pay his debts. Then 
creditors are alert to find reasons for attachment, they are indus- 
trions and astute to find means for securing prior liens; and once 
an attachment is levied or ishee sued out and a priority 
secured, then the debtor is at the mercy of the creditor who has ob- 
tained this advan . This creditor will not compound unless 
he be paid in full, and to pay him in full is frequently to take all the 
estate the insolvent debtor has, and to leave the remainder of his 
creditors without remedy. Even where nine out of ten of the 
creditors a iate the lety of a composition and are will- 
ing to enter into a contract of composition, one obstinate creditor, 
one avaricious creditor, may refuse to sign the contract of com- 
promis, and if it be carried out without his consent, he may treat 


t as absolutely void. 

The bankruptcy ing the committee propose provides a 
fornm, a tribunal, in which negotiations for compromise can be 
carried on. It gives a debtor time and opportunity to meet his 
creditors without satjocting himself to oppressive litigation, and 
in nine cases out of ten the honest debtor will settle with his cred- 
itors, and the only judgment the court need ever enter 
will be a judgment approving the compromise or the composition. 


NE EXEAT. 


not seem to be unreasonable. No honest bankrupt can object to 
appearing in court and 3 every fact connected with his 
estate, so that the last dollar be applied to the payment of 
his debts, and be apportioned amongst creditors on terms of 
uality and fairness. 
ut ik this provision be oppressive, how about section 15, page 
12, of the bill proposed as a substitute? That section provides: 
SFC. 15. That the district courts of the United States in the several States, 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 
BOV Territories are hereby made courts o! full 
diction, both at common law and in equity, to 


determine 
and said courts shall also ha 
wife, or either of them, to be 
concealment or ill ‘er of any proper said bankrupt, ue 
awritof ne exeat against the bankrupt, to continue in force solong as it may 
be necessary to have such examination. 

If this provision does not authorize the courts to send to differ- 
ent States to bring the bankrupt back, it does authorize the courts 
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to take his wife and aeng her into court and compel her to testify 
against the interests of her husband. I venture to say there 
is not a State of the Union in which the wife can be compelled to 
testify adversely to her husband. Yet this substitute, which we 
are told is not to oppress or to bear hardly upon any debtor, but is to 
mitigate the hardships of the committee’s bill, authorizes the court, 
when the husband runs away, to seize his wife and bring her into 
court and compel her to testify as to the property which her hus- 
band may have fraudulently carried out of the State, which her 
husband may have fraudulently concealed, or which her husband 
may have fraudulently disposed of to some friend to hold for his 
benefit after his disc shall have been secured. 

I call attention to this extraordinary provision, not with any 
view of icular complaint, though I confess I can not vote for 
a bill which so far disregards the relation of husband and wife as 
to authorize a court to compel the wife to become an adverse wit- 
ness to her husband, but to show that there are hardships and 
anomalies in the substitute not to be found in the bill proposed by 
the committee. 


COMPENSATION TO TRUSTEE. 


The substitute proposes that the trustee shall receive for his 
services—lI believe he is called assignee—$3 per day for each day 
he is engaged in and about winding up the estate confided to his 
care by the court. His whole compensation is not to exceed $60 
in the aggregate. The estate may be worth 8200, 000. It may re- 
quire two or three years to winditup. It may take all the time 
of the trustee or assi to successfully liquidate it, and yet his 
entire compensation is limited to $60 and the moneys expended in 
and about the discharge of the duties of the assigneeship. 

Allowances by courts for services of this character have some- 
times been outrageous; estates have been occasionally eaten up by 
them; but you can not provide an ironclad maximum to apply in 
every case. 

The committee's bill adopts a different theory. That bill pro- 
vides that the trustee’s compensation shall be paid when the estate 
has been settled and his accounts are closed; that it shall be paid 
out of the estate, and that it shall be limited in the way of a per- 
cen upon the amount actually realized in the settlement of 
the te—5 per cent until a moderate sum has been reached; 3 
per cent after that until another sum has been reached, and after 
that 2 per cent until the end. The compensation is less than is 
collected by United States marshals; less than is collected by the 
sheriffs in the various States; and when you consider the trouble 
and the responsibility the trustee or the assignee must necessarily 
incur, eee fixed and proportioned by the results of his 
labors will always prove to be reasonable. 

The bill offered as a substitute provides that no attorney's fees 
shall be paid either to the voluntary bankrupt or to the creditors 
of the involuntary bankrupt, and the Senator from Minnesota 
said the other day that the consideration for the discharge ought 
to be sufficient inducement to the paige to pay the necessary 
expenses incurred in the empl ent of counsel to prepare his 
case; but the honest bankrupt who gives up all his property for 
the benefit of his creditors has no right to prefer his lawyer over 
any other creditor, and a preference in favor of his lawyer is a 
preference forbidden by the substitute, and will prevent the bank- 
sg chee 1 a discharge, no matter how honest he may be. 

. MILLS. hat does he pay his lawyer? 
Mr. LINDSAY. Isay that is in the bill proposed as a substitute. 
Mr. MILLS. What does the committee’s bill provide in that 


2 
. LINDSAY. We make no provision except that it shall be 
approved by the court of bankruptcy. If it is unreasonable, the 
court will not allow it; and if it be reasonable, it ought to be pea 
out of the estate; otherwise the bankruptcy will be a 
sham, a farce, and a đelusion. 
APPEALS. 

It is complained that the bill of the committee allows appeals. 
One of the defects of the old bankruptcy law which was glaring 
fist zudgs poe no ap The only appeal was Mera the 

ju e circui 3 judge against another. e 
had then no circuit courts of appeal, and therefore could allow 
appeals nowhere else than to the Supreme Court of the United 


Now that we haye established circuit courts of appeal, the com- 
mittee’s bill provides that appeals may be prosecuted from the 
judgmentsof the bankruptcy courts to thecircuit courts of appeal, 
as in other cases, and if either party feels aggrieved by the judg- 
ment of the appellate court, then application may be made to the 
Supreme Court for a certiorari; and if the court be satisfied that 
tee has been done, or that bad precedents are being estab- 
lished, it may require the case to be certified up for final revision, 
and the court may issue a certiorari either to the circuit court of 
eppes or to the court of bankruptcy, as it may deem proper. 

? e * authorized by the substitute are confined to cases 
in which the bankrupt’s estate is equal to $5,000. The great class 
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of men who ought to have the benefit of a bankruptcy law, and who 
ought to have the question of whether or not they are entitled 
a discharge in bankruptcy settled not by one court, but by 
o courts if it be necessary, are those whose estates are less than 
$5,000, If this bill be carried into a law, two out of three cases in 


voluntary bankruptcy will not involve estates aggregating over 
$5,000, and in four out of five cases in which the pt ought 
to have a disc his estate will be worth less than $5,000. 

Mr. HOAR. e question is not how much the estate is worth, 
but the priceless right of the bankrupt to do business for the re- 
mainder of his life. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why limit an appeal to a case in which the 
estate ag 1 85,000? The value of the estate is not the ques- 
tion in which the honest debtor is most vitally interested. The 
interest of the honest debtor is that, 1 a complete sur- 
render of his estate and having complied absolutely with the law 
relating to bankruptcy, he shall be restored to his liberty, so that 
he may resume business upon such terms as will enable him to 
become a successful business man as well as a good citizen. If 
the bankruptcy court refuses a discharge, his te will be gone 
and he will be still tied hand and foot the remainder of his life, 
and this may result from the error of a district judge. 

The bill reported by the committee provides that he may have 
that error inquired into by the circuit court of appeals, and if he 
has been wrongfully refused a discharge, the erroneous judgment 
may be reve and a discharge awarded; and if, after both courts 
have acted, he still feels aggrieved, he can present his case to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and if the Supreme Court 
shall believe that,in order that full and complete justice may be 
done him, the case should be certified to that court, why not allow 
the Supreme Court to order the certification and have the case 
brought up for examination by the nine judges sitting here at 
Washington? 

The object of the honest debtor is to honestly settle as far as he 
can with his creditors, and having done that, to be relieved of his 
indebtedness and be made a free man, with opportunity to become 
a useful and successful citizen. But the substitute provides that 
he shall have that question, the most momentous of all questions 
in the bankruptcy proceedings so far as he is concerned, inquired 
into by only one judge in the event his estate does not aggregate 


eo — Would not that be loading up the Supreme Court 
much? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The ag strat Court need not order any case 
to be certified up unless it believes that justice so requires. An 
appeal or writ of error is not to lie from the court of appeals as a 
matter of right, but the case may be presented as other cases are 
presented where complaints are made of the judgments of the cir- 
cuit courts of appeals, and it may be certified up as other cases 
are certified up, and if the business of the court becomes so great 
that it can not 5 met, the remedy is not by ret usin 
relief to the man who is entitled to it, but by providing additiona 
means by which the work that ought to be done by the highest 
court of the country may be 55 done. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion in that connection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I find in the latter part of section 9 this pro- 
vision: 

And, except in cases in which an appeal may be taken or a writ of error 


sued out, may, upon bill or 2 of any who has an inter- 


eved party 
est therein ex ten daysafter the action or refusal to 


act complained of, hear and determine the question in a summary way as in 
a court of equity after ten days’ notice to the adverse party. 

That, as I understand the bill, extends to all the judges of all 
the appellate courts enumerated in this bill. 

Mr. DSAY. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. So that upon any question other than the one 
involving the discharge, or u a petition, he could go into any 

art of the United States, before any judge, and have a summary 
Peering for instance, in relation to the appointment of a receiver 
to take ion of the property, and questions of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. In what section is that? 

Mr. RAWLINS. In the latter part of section 9. 

The point is, if an application is made upon the filing of a peti- 
tion, say in California, for the appointment of a receiver or mar- 
shal for an adjudication in bankruptcy, and the court there refuses 
to allow it, the creditor or the petitioner might apply to a judge 
in the State of Maine—— 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. ¢ 

Mr. RAWLINS. If one of the judges of the United States 
happen to be there, and have the question determined there, and 
in a summary way. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The bill provides: 

The appellate courts during their respective terms and the judges thereof 
in vacation or in chambers—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that has already 


1 55 3 out by an amendment made as in Committee of the 
ole. 
Mr. LINDSAY. It has been? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. If the Senator will ponm me, that provi- 
sion was inserted inadvertently, and the Senator’s attention was 
called to it by me. In taking the clause from another bill in rela- 
tion to State courts, the first seven lines were inserted inadvert- 
ently. The bill now provides, beginning with line 8, section 9, 
that appellate courts shall havea general superintendence of their 
inferiorcourts. That ey applies to the court in the district where 
proceedings are instituted. 

Mr. RA S. Do I understand that the matter to which I 
referred has been stricken out? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. I remember now that was put in by in- 
advertence, and never was intended to be in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. It is stricken out. 


GROUNDS AGAINST DISCHARGE. 


Mr. LINDSAY. The three grounds provided by the bill reported 
by the committee for defeating the bankrupt's discharge, which 
the Senator from Minnesota insists are not included in the bill 


through which the bankrupt is seeking to secure his discharge; 
and wills I have not time to take them up seriatim, any Senator 


5 inly. 
Mr. HOAR. Nearly all those acts involve perjury; they imply 
i ent spec ed for 


That the bankrupt has obtained rty u credit which has not been 
paid for or — at tho time the petition is Red against him. = 


And there the Senator ceased to read; but the bill is: 
By maen e a materially false pega rene made by him to any 
or urpose of o comm 
— or to the eran from whom he obtained: e 8 ee 

The party who obtains property and fails to pay for it or to re- 
store it before filing his petition shall not have a discharge if he 
obtained that property by means of a materially false statement 
in writing—not a verbal false statement, but a false statement in 
writing—made by him to any person for the purpose of obtaining 
credit or of being communicated to the trade or to the person from 
whom he obtained such property on credit. 

I submit to the Senate whether a man who has been guilty of 
an offense like that is oad ily ale for being restored to all his 
rights, freed from all his debts, and put upon the country again by 
a judgment of the court which imports that he has, up to that time, 
lived the life of an honest man. I take it that a party guilty of such 
o ought not to be discharged from the payment of his 

ebts. 

Mr. BACON. That is a criminal offense. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is a criminal offense, and deserves pun- 
ishment in a State prison instead of a certification that the offender 
has lived an honest life and made an honest surrender of his prop- 
erty to his creditors. 

Mr. BACON. And he is subject to such punishment under the 
laws of most of the States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The third ground is where the bankrupt with 
fraudulent intent and in contemplation of bankruptcy has de- 
stroyed or neglected to keep books or records from which his true 
financial condition may be ascertained—not merely that he has 
failed to keep books, as many honest men do; not merely that he 
has destroyed his books, but that with fraudulent intent and in 
contemplation of bankruptcy he has destroyed or neglected to 
keep his books or records, in order to conceal his true financial 
condition. 
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The first evidence of honesty in the debtor is, when he makes a 
surrender of his estate and asks to be relieved from the future pay- 
ment of his debts, that he shall neglect no opportunity to ea 
full disclosure of his estate, so far as he can, so that exact justice 


may be done his creditors by the bankruptcy court, : 
What are the offenses embraced by the first objection to the dis- 
charge? The first offense which may be punished is where the 
bankrupt has accounted 3 or failed truly to account for all 
his property after petition filed and before adjudication; second, 
‘where he has concealed, while a bankrupt and before discharge, 
from his trustee property belonging to his estate; third, in case, 
after he has become a bankrupt, any person has proved a false 
claim against his estate, and with knowledge of the facts, he fails 
to disclose the fraud, within one month after the knowl comes 
to him, to his trustee. Where he has knowledge of the fact that 
a creditor has proved a false claim, and is about to share in the 
distribution of his estate, his failure to notify the trustee of the 
falsity of such claim, so that his real, honest, and bona fide cred- 
28 8 protected against it, is to make himself a party to the 
u 


The fourth offense is making a false oath in relation to any of 
the matters in bankruptcy. Of course, if a bankrupt makes a 
false oath in relation to any of the bankruptcy proceedings; he 
ought not to be discharged as an honest man. 

The fifth is making a substantially false valuation as a bank- 
rty of his estate, or omitting any person 
to whom he is inde in a substantial amount, or including any 
person to whom he is not indebted, or listing a creditor for an 
amount substantially more than the true indebtedness; and all 
these things he must do knowingly and intentionally, which proves 
each one of the acts essentially dishonest, each one a fraud upon 
the bankruptcy court, and each one a fraud upon the creditors of 
the bankrupt. 

Those are the acts for which the bankrupt may be punished, 
and those are the acts which preclude him from demanding a 


discharge. 

This 15 all I care to say in regard to the objections made by the 
Senator from Minnesota, as also in regard to the objections 
which appear opon the face of his substitute. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is not present. If 
he were, I should address ue to the objections made by him. 
FT some future time, when he is present, I shall take occasion to 

080. - 


rupt of any of the pro 


INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. BACON. If it does not interfere with the line of the argu- 
ment of the Senator, I should like very much if he would state in 
brief the particular acts which, under the proposed law, subject 
one to involuntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. LINDSAY. In the committee's bill? 

Mr. BACON. In the committee's bill, of course. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Section 40 of the bill provides: 

a An act of bankruptcy by a person shall consist 3 (1) concealed 


“ wear or remained away from his place uusiness, residence, or 
domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his 


These acts constitute grounds for attachment in all State stat- 
utes to which I have opportunity to refer— 


2 failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, to secure 
o release of any property levied Epon under process of law for $500 or over, 
or if such is to be sold wi such time under such process, then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale; (8) made a transfer of 
any of his rty with intent to defeat his creditors; (4) made an assign- 
ment for the bene t of his creditors or filed in court a written statement 
admit his inability to pay his debts; (5) made, while insolvent. a transfer 
property, or suffered any of it to be taken or levied n by 
law or otherwise, for the p of gi a preference: (0) pro- 
cured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with intent to 
defeat his creditors; (7) secreted bag Artin p rty to avoid its being levied 
upon under | rocess against if — to defeat his creditors; (8) 
suffered while vent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of execu- 
tions ting such amount, t himself to be returned no propert: 
Sees cette EER T ween cases meee ee Soe 
Rack wo a petition is filed, while insolvent, the payment of his eee 
paper for or aggregating $500 or over. 

These are the grounds, Each one involves an act of fraud, un- 
less it be two or three, and those are the cases in which the failure 
of the court to intervene for the protection of the estate would 

permit the pisos creditor to secure a preference by and through 

e process of the law. The last provision rests possibly npon a 
different basis. Itis suspended and not resumed for thirty days 
and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, the payment of his 
commercial eevee for or aggregating 8500 or over.” But here the 
debtor has thirty days instead of fourteen, as under the law of 
1867. The paper must aggregate $500, and-the debtor must be 
insolvent at the time heso fails. If he resumesat any time before 
the petition is filed, then he can not be put into bankruptcy, and, 
as has been said, he has thirty days within which to resume. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question in regard to the grounds of bankruptcy? 


Mr, LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In certain of these grounds the bill provides 
that the party must be insolvent, while in others insolvency does 
not seem to be required; say the seventh, ‘‘ Secreted any of his 

roperty to avoid it being levied upon under legal process against 
Binself and to defeat his creditors.” 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is a case of actual dishonesty. 

Mr. RAWLINS. ‘‘Secrete,” I understand, is used there in 
cipher. It includes a great many other things than secrete. Is 
not that true? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It must be a fraudulent secretion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I believe it means mutilation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It says, ‘‘ Secreted any of his property to avoid 
its being levied epon by legal process.” 

Mr. RAWLINS. But the point is that it means a great many 
more things than are expressed there, and it means an act com- 
mitted at any time within three months, I believe. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido not understand that it means anything 
else than what it says. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will turn to the definition of 
the vocabulary, which is given at the beginning of the bill, he 
will see that it is made to include very many things. 

Mr. LINDSAY. A man might secrete a right of action by de- 
stroying the evidence of the indebtedness. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The point to which I wish to call the Sena- 
tor’s attention is a case where a man mutilates a note three or four 
months before the petition of bankruptcy is filed; he is ectly 
solvent, he is able to pee debts, but under the pro statute, 
as I understand it— oe f be mistaken—a petition is filed; that 
fact is proved, and he is viva Yo to be a ba pt; he is not enti- 
tled to any discharge; and ail his assets and property must be dis- 
posed of under the administration of the bankrupt court. I desire 
to know if that is not a fair interpretation of the language of the 


8 statute. 
. LINDSAY. I think that is about the most strained con- 
struction that could possibly be put upon this language. 

Mr. RAWLINS. t us see. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Let us read this clause. It speaks for itself, 
and we do not need to go anywhere else. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Of course this is written in cipher, 

f ou LINDSAY. I do not understand that it is written in 
cipher. ; 
. RAWLINS. Because the word ‘‘secrete” is here used, and 
if the Senator will turn back to the definition 

Mr. LINDSAY. If no other words than ‘‘ secrete” were em- 

cat a there might be force to what the Senator says. 
. RAWLINS. Let us see. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It says, ‘‘secrete any of his property to * * 
avoid legal process.” You do not levy upon notes by legal process. 
* Levied upon” has a specific meaning which every lawyer under- 
stands. It is to take charge of property by the officer who has the 
precept of the court. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iunderstand; but we will suppose the case of 
a man who is entirely competent to pay his debts. He may be 
solvent under these circumstances, may he not? 

Mr. LINDSAY. He may be solvent, but if he is en in the 
dishonest business of hiding or secreting his tangible property, 
such as may be seized under attachment or execution, then he is 
ponro pastes | which justifies his creditors in resorting to 


ptey p gs. 

Mr. GRAY. If he does it with that intent. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If he does it with that intent. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will yack another sugges- 
tion, that is made an offense punishable under the proposed statute? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In addition to the punishment prescribed for 
the commission of the offense, as I understand the purpose of this 
measure, it is to inflict under another penalty, to divest him of 
the possession of all his property and cause it to be disposed of 
under the administration of the pt court. Is not that the 


p of it? 
Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Although he may be perfectly able and will- 
ing at the time the petition is filed to pay all his debts. It seems 
to me that the latter provision is illogical and unnecessary, even 
for the puree of wreaking vengeance, because that is accom- 
plished by the punishment of the crime which is defined. 

Mr. L Y. The bankruptcy court can not punish a crime 
until it gets jurisdiction of the case— 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose he is able to pay his debts; this shows he 
means to cheat his creditors. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is the point I was about to reach. A 
debtor engaged in fraudulent and dishonest practices, who secretes 
his tangible property to prevent its seizure under process of court 
shows such an indisposition to pay his debts that the creditor ought 
to have a right to have his property sequestered and his debts paid 
without any regard to his ability to pay. How is he going to 
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establish, after he has been guilty of dishonest acts like this, his 
willingness to pag! 
Mr. RAWLINS. If I understand the position, it is that under 


the proposed act we are not only to punish people for the commis- 
sion of acrime, but we are to go further and confiscate their estates 
without necessi 7 so far as the rights of the creditors are concerned. 

Mr. LIN ~~ 5 a do not 3 my the arsed takin 

ion of the debtor’s property and applying it to ymen 
of his debts is the confiscation of his estate. It is re bd that 
which he ought todo, When by such dishonest practices as are 
described in the seventh clause he manifests an indisposition to 

y his debts, then a case has been made out in which the creditors 

ave the right to ask the court to do for him that which he has 
shown he does not intend to do if he can avoid it by dishonest 
means. 

Mr.GRAY. May Lask the Senator if, in the case supposed, the 
debtor, who has secreted his property with intent to put it out of 
the way of execution, is not confiscating the property of the cred- 
itor in so far as he has disabled him from collecting his debt? 

Mr. LINDSAY. He is certainly confiscating pro which in 
law and morals the creditors are entitled to have applied in pay- 
ment of their demands, 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. : 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not doing the very thing which the law of 
Utah does, about which there is a littledispute now? The law of 
Utah gives as a reason for an attachment if a man “has assigned, 
Se of, or concealed” his property: Then it goes a great 

further than the bankruptcy bill— 

Or is about to assign, dispose of, or conceal any of his property with intent 
to defraud his creditors. 

Then it may be attached. The proposed law says that if he 
mutilates or destroys a note in order to conceal the evidence that 
he has that property, itis a ground. Itis the Utah law in sub- 
stance, though not half so severe, 

Mr. RAWLINS. Let me 1 to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. In Utah, it is true, provisionally, where 
it is shown that a debtor has disposed or is disposing of his prop- 
erty with intent to defraud his creditors—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. Or is about to do it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. A limited amount of property may be taken 

ession of on condition that adequate security to indemnify the 
Jebor is given. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Now, if the Senator will pardon me—— 
Mr. RAWLINS. In one moment. Let me answer the question. 


But it is always in the power of the debtor to secure the release of | tak 


his property by givi md or paying the debt. 

Mr. A0 AR. What is the amount in Utah? 

Mr. RAWLINS. The amount is fixed by the clerk of the court. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it not go to the entire amount of his debts? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Oh, no. 

Mr, HOAR. If all the creditors sue? a 

Mr. RAWLINS. He always has it in his power, by giving bond 
or paying his debts, to secure the release of his property. This 
measure is entirely different from that. It proposes to take pos- 
session of a man’s p although he be solvent, because he has 
secreted or removed his property, and to deny 3 of 
it until it has been converted, the compensation of the various 
offices co with its administration provided for, and some 
time in the distant future some residue of it, if there is any left, 
is returned to him. Isay the Utah statutes in relation to attach- 
ments and the statute of any State are entirely different from the 
bankruptcy bill, which contemplates dispossessing the party of 


all his 

Mr. LN Ax. I can not undertake to speak as advisedly as 
the Senator about the methods usually followed by creditors in 
Utah, but my experience as a lawyer is, that when a party com- 
mences by dishonest practices to secrete his property so that the 
process of law can not reach it, not only one creditor sues, but 
every creditor who acquires information of the schemes to which 
this supposed solvent but dishonest man is resorting to defeat 
payment of his debts follows one after another, and at the end it 
is Found that every debtor has sued out his attachment and made 
his levy, the one upon the other, with the unfortunate result that 
the man who made the discovery first gets the prior lien; the man 
who made the next discovery a lien subordinate only to the first; 
and the man who discovered it last—generally a man who does 
not live in the neighborhood—gets an attachment levied subject to 
ten or fifteen or twenty prior attachments. 

The costs of the administration of an estate so attached are 
many times greater than in a case of bankruptcy. The dif- 
ference is that here, when it is discovered that this man, who 
might pay his debts if he chose to pay, is dishonestly concealing 
his so that he can not be compelled to pay, one creditor 
can bring all the creditors and the dishonest debtor into court, 
and h one judgment of sequestration and administration all 
may be paid, with costs 50 per cent less than under the State at- 


tachment laws. I do not see that this provision involves any 
ip as against the dishonest debtor. It is beneficial in every 
sense to him, and much more beneficial to his creditors. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky if it is 
not true that in cases of attachment, of which he is speaking, the 
laws providing for attachments in all the States first require the 
creditor to give bond to answer for wrongfully suing ont the at- 
tachment, in case he does so, as a means of protection to the debtor? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. The bankruptcy bill does not provide for that, 

Mr. LINDSAY, The reason is that the attaching creditor gives 
his bond usually in the clerk’s office, when the debtor has no op- 
portunity to answer, and the sheriff or other officers seize the 
property wherever they find it. The propriety of the seizure can 
not be inquired into until after the return has been made to the 
court and the defenses inst the attachment are heard. But 
the bankruptcy bill provides that there shall be no seizure when 
the petition for bankruptcyis filed. The defendant shall be served 
with process; a day shall be set for a hearing to determine whether 
or not he has committed an act of bankruptcy, and the question 
shall be inquired into and tried by a jury, if the defendant asks 
for a jury, and it is not until after the ay Bg the court, if he 
chooses to submit it to the court, has deci that he has been 
guilty of an act of bankruptcy, that a receiver can be appointed 
to take charge of the property at all; and therein it differs from 
an order of attachment. 

The proposed act provides that if it shall be suspected by the 
creditor who files the petition that the debtor will make way with 
his property, then it may be seized, as in case of attachment, but 
only upon the execution of just sucha bond as the attaching cred- 
itor is required to execute. The property remains in the hands 
of the bankrupt, subject to his control, and subject to honest dis- 
position in the course of his ordinary business until the question 
whether or not he has committed an act of bankruptcy has been 
tried, and the title to his estate does not pass out of him until he 
has been adjudged a bankrupt, after hearing. The trustee then 
takes title and possession for the first time, and he takes title sub- 
ject to the equities of all who in good faith have dealt with the 

upt in the meantime without knowledge of the fact that 
bankruptcy proceedings were pending against him; and therein 
the proposet bankruptcy bill is much more tender of the rights of 
the t than the case of an order of attachment. 

Mr. MIL Suppose there is a contest about whether. he has 
secreted his property for fraudulent purposes; it goes to the jury, 
and they decide that he has not; but his property has all been 


take it out of his ion before that time they have to make 
the necessary affidavits and 
cases of attachment. The de can not be di of his 

nor can the title be taken out of him until there has been a 
decision by the court that he has committed an act of bankruptcy. 
The provisions of this bill are far more regardful of the rights of 
the unfortunate debtor than the State statutes providing for orders 
of attachment. 

Mr. MILLS. You do not seize 8 at all? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Lou do not seize property before hearing, 
and if the jury finds that the debtor has not committed an act of 
bankru the petition is dismissed at the cost of the creditor. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me for one moment? I 
desire to state, before I call attention to this matter, that I am 
very earnestly in favor of the bill, when properly and 
am only solicitous that there shall be no features w will work 
improper hardships upon debtors, I desire to ask the Senator's 
attention to what I understand to be a provision in the proposed 
law, that failure to pay a judgment for thirty days is an act of 
bankrup Am I correct in that respect? 

Mr. LIN Y. Yes; it may be so said. 

Mr. BACON. There are two or three features connected with 
it to which I wish to attract the attention of the committee. One 
is this: In some States parties have a longer time than 3 
within which to make appeals or to take out writs of error to higher 
courts. What would be the result in such a condition as 2 
Where there is a judgment against a man in my State, for instance 
he has sixty days, even tho the term of the court may last 
. within which to make his appeal or to take his 
writ of error. 


immediately 
ing to the higher 


i for 
e attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky is this: Suppose, after the expiration of thirty days 
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and before the expiration of sixty days (the statutes may be dif- 
ferent in other States; the time may be longer in other States; I 
am speaking only of the law in my own State), bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings are instituted, 

The party in the meantime has rested upon the assurance that 
he has sixty days within which to take his appeal to the higher 
court, and yet, as I understand this bill, if, after the expiration of 
thirty days bankruptcy proceedings are instituted, they can not 
then be stop or arrested in any way by the institution, on the 
part of the debtor, of the proceedings necessary to take the case 
to a higher court. 

Mr. DSA. If the Senator will direct his attention to the 
bill he will find that he is mistaken in that respect. f 

Mr. BACON. Iasked the Senator for the purpose of getting 
information on this point. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will read the provision: 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, tosecure 
the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $500 or over— 

Not failed to suspend judgment, but failed to secure 
the release of any property levied upon,“ aud so forth. 

Mr. BACON. It is not simply the fact 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is not simply the fact that a judgment exists 
against him. 

Mr. BACON. That is the reason why I asked the Senator be- 
fore I unded my question to him 

Mr. SAY. Of course, I did not catch the exact direction 
in which the Senator's in was leading. 

Mr. BACON. I was m by the Senator. I see at once that 
it relieves it of the difficulty which has been suggested to my mind. 
STATE STATUTES. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I undertook to quote or to refer to the Idaho 
statute, and my friend the Senator from Utah corrected me. 
He said my statement not only was not the law in Utah, but was 
not the law in Idaho. The Idaho statutes, section 4302, in provid- 
ing when an attachment may issue, contain this provision: 


1. In an action u a judgment, or upon contract, express or implied, for 
ont Of Poot where the contract is not secu by ‘any 


the direct 
mortgage orl m upon real or personal property, or any pledge of perso: 


7 ured, such securit without any act of 
J KTK... 

So I was not mistaken, nor was the compiler of the statutes upon 
which I relied mistaken, as to what is the statute of Idaho. 

Mr. RAWLINS. What edition of the statute is that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is the edition of 1887. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That was before the admission of the State. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Idaho may haye changed her laws, but this 
was the statute in 1887, and the compiler, whose book was made 
up last year, continues to refer to it as the statute of Idaho, and I 
have no doubt he is correct about it. 5 

Now, the Utah statute provides for an attachment against a 
defendant Who 

> ; or, 

2 Standa sin det neo of an hoe or conceals himself so that process can 
no! serv upon 5 or, 

of, or concealed, or is about to s of, 

5 with intent to defraud his ote 


conceal, an of his rt, or, 
rake Has departed or 3 o depart the Territory, to the injury of 


his creditors. 

You may not take out an attachment merely because the debt is 
due and unsecured, but if the defendant stands in defiance of an 
offiger, or conceals himself so that the process can not be served, 
or has assigned, of, or concealed, or is about to assign, 
dispose of, or any of his property, with intent to defraud 
his creditors, or has departed or is about to depart from the Terri- 
tory, not for the p of defeating his creditors, but has de- 
parted or is about to depart from the Territory to the injury of his 
creditors, no matter how honest his purpose may be, then you may 
have an attachment. : i, 

Mr. HOAR. There is no jury trial. A 

Mr. LINDSAY. I call fe attention to the fact that all this 
time, until you get to the fourth section, it is that the debtor has 
committed acts for the e of defrauding his creditors; but 
when you come to the fourth section, you can attach his property 
if he has departed or is about to depart from the Territory, to the 
injury of his creditors, however honest and defensible his purpose 


may be. 

The State statutes, without exception, are more stringent, more 
drastic, more oppressive to debtors than any provision contained 
in the propo: aw The costs of administration under the State 
laws, where one creditor after another seeks to secure liens by 
resorting toattachment and garnishee process, are ten times more 


ve. 
he State statutes give no protection to the debtor, but they 
charge the estate with costs in favor of officers which ought to go 
to the honest creditors when the debtor can not pay. The State 
statutes do not operate to di e the debtor from the payment of 
his debts outside of the State in which the discharge may 
granted, whilst under this bill, if it shall become a law, either in 
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voluntary or involuntary proceedings, the debtor, if an honest 
man, who makes an honest surrender of his goods and honestly 
attempts to secure to his creditors their equal rights, will secure 
for himself a discharge against the demands of every creditor in 
every State, Territory, and District in the United States. 

This act isnot demanded alone by the creditor class of the coun- 
try, although my friend over the way seems to think the involun- 
tary feature is. It is an act demanded by unfortunate debtors 
who, on account of the condition of our financial affairs, are labor- 
ing under loads of indebtedness they can never hope to pay, and 
it will be a godsend to nine out of ten insolvent debtors to have a 
courtto which they may appeal, to take charge of their property, 
pay their debts, so far as they can be paid, and unshackle their 

ds and permit them to go to work and become useful citizens 
and successful nien of business. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator concludes, as he has evidently 
given very close study to this question and this particular bill, I 
want him to give his attention between now and the time he may 
have occasion again to address the Senate to the particular matter 
I pointed out a few moments ago. I believe it will be found it is 
necessary there should be some amendments there to guard against 
certain complications. I have consulted, for instance, Senators 
from other States whose laws differ 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to say to the Senator that the committee 
is not wedded to any particular provision of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We want to secure the enactment of a banke 
ruptey law which will be just to creditors and liberal and benefi- 
cent to debtors. If there is any provision in the bill, and there 
may be, and doubtless there are such, which would operate unfairly 
against either debtor or creditor, amendments will not only be 
considered, but as far as the committee are concerned will be very 
readily accepted. I shall give further attention to that partic- 
ular provision of the bill, and I hope the Senator will do the same, 

Mr. BACON. I understand, and my object is to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to it, because I think when any necessity 
for an amendment arises, it would be much better for the com- 
mittee to frame the amendment, the committee having had the 
matter under careful consideration, rather than have the amend- 
ment ted by a Senator on the floor. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We appreciate that consideration, and shall 
look not only into that matter, but into other matters where there 
are reasonable grounds to believe the bill needs amendment. 

I wish to say, in conclusion, that I believe this is not only the 
proper time for the Congress of the United States to exercise its 
constitutional power to pass uniform laws on the subject of bank- 
ruptey, but that we ought to pass such a law as will commend 
itself to the people, both creditors and debtors, and result in so 
much good to the country that, after the exigency which demands 
its shall have pe onda away, it will remain substans 

ially as enacted, part of the permanent statutory system of the 
General Government. 

Mr. HOAR. With reference tothes tion just made by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], I should like to make one 
statement. 

I think I gave as much study to the bankruptcy system in my 
youth, when I was a legal 3 as I ever gave to any sin- 

le subject. I studied as thoroughly as I could the existing Eng- 

ish jurisprudence and the American j rudence on that su 
ject, which, as the Senator knows, especially in regard to questions 
arising between partnerships and individual estates, the settling 
of the order in which eee creditors shall come in, and so 
forth, is an exceedingly complicated matter. Ihave studied as well 
as I could the bankruptcy bills that have been before the Senate 
for the last fifteen years. It is impossible, in adjusting a system 
which has to take into consideration the existing ws of 45 States 
for the collection of debts, to include by the most careful study of 
Sry one man or any one committee every possible case that may 

sug: 

Of course, during this full discussion there will be found a 
gestions like that made by the Senator from Indiana . TURPIE 
the other day, and like the one made by the Senator from Georgia 
now, where the e ience of Senators in regard to their own 
States will bring up thoughts which have not occurred to the 
committee. I trust that no Senator will think that the committeo 
have been careless or derelict or idle if such questions occur to 
him, Itis very clear that if the bill provides for putting a man 
into bankruptcy by reason of having suffered a ju ent before 
the time has elapsed for an appeal which the State law gives him, 
it ought to be remedied so that the time shall count from the ex- 
piration of the period for an appeal, with a oe of course 
that a creditor shall not get a preferencein the meantime. So if 
it turn out that a provision is one which would require amend- 
ment, the committee, I am sure, will be 3 if every Senator 
on the floor to whom such an amendment occurs will present it in 
the spirit in which the Senator from Georgia did, in order to have 
the bill made as near perfect as possible, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire withhold the motion for a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

RELIEF OF FLOOD SUFFERERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 27) for the relief of the flood sufferers of the Missis- 
sippi Valley, returned from the House of Representatives in com- 
pliance with the request of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A motion to reconsider the votes by 
which the joint resolution was ordered to a third reading an 
paa was entered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

there is no objection, the motion will be considered as 
to, and the joint resolution indefinitely pon pone: Is there any 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that will be the order. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
Dor that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes t in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, April 14, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 13, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Alfred E. Buck, of Georgia, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 

ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Japan. 
CONSUL. 

James Boyle, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at Liver- 

pool, England. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Edgar A. Angier, of Georgia, to be attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Georgia. 

Marion Erwin, of Georgia, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Georgia. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Wat Theodore Beall, of Leadville, Colo., to be register of the 

land office at Leadville, Colo. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Nathan P. Johnson, of Desmet, S. Dak., to be agent for the 

Indians of the Sisseton Agency, in South Dakota, 
MARSHAL. 

Alexander J. Cooke, of aeie se i, to be marshal of the United 

States for the northern district o: Mister issippi. 
POSTMASTER. 3 

William Barret Ridgely, to be Fee at Springfield, in the 

county of Sangamon and State of Illinois, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 14, 1897. 


The Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: f : 

God of our fathers, we come into Thy presence with a gan of 
t iving whilst we commemorate the eighty-seventh birthday 
of the patriarch of the Senate. We praise Thee that he still stands 
with us hale in body, alert and vigorous in intellect, fresh and 
kindly in generous aya crowned with the fruits of an illus- 
trious career of more than two score years in the service of the 
nation and of his fellow-men, with the love, reverence, and honor 
of his Green Mountain State, of the Senate, and of the country at 
large. 

Bartow upon him and his beloved wife other years of health 
strength, comfort, usefulness, and ; and when the end s 
come to them and to us, grant us all an abundant entrance into 
Thine everlasting kingdom, through Jesus Christ our Saviour. 


Amen. : 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the prayer of the 
Chaplain may be printed in the RECORD. S s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

THE JOURNAL. : 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Secretary to read ngain the statement 
of the pending question on the bankruptcy It was the 


amendment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] as a 
substitute, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secre will read the entry 
from the Journal to which reference is CA 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The ding Officer (Mr. Pasco in the chair) announced that the hour 
of 2 o'clock had arrived, and laid before the Senate the unfinished business, 
namely, the bill (S. 1085) to establish uniform laws on the subject of bank- 
ruptcies thr out the United States, and, the — being on the amend- 
ment pro by Mr. Hoar to the text of the bill 

Mr, HOAR. I thought the 1 reg was upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Minneso spir NELSON] as a substitute. 
The amendment to perfect the text which I offered was adopted a 
few days ago, if I am not mistaken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clerks advise the Chair that the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts was not adopted. 
The present occupant was not in the chair at the time, and there- 
fore he can not answer for himself, 

The Journal was approved. 


TRANSFER OF TOMB OF GENERAL GRANT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin 
communication from the mayor of the city of New York; whic 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table: 

Crry or New York, OFFICE or 9 


pril 13, 1897. 
Str: The ceremonies attending the formal transfer tothecity of New York 
of the tomb of General Grant by the Grant Monument tion are to 
take place in this city on the 27th day of the present month. 
The day will bea holiday, and the ceremonies mise to be of that 
imposing character w befits such an event—the entombment of our 
greatest soldier. 


Acting, therefore, on behalf of our citizens, and as chairman of the Munic- 
1 — Grant Monument Committee, I have the honor respectfully to uest 
t you will officially bring to the attention of the Senate of the United States 
the notable character of the event pro; to be celebrated, and that you 
will also kindly convey tothat honorable body acordial invitation to be pres- 
ent and take ps in the exercises incident to that occasion. 
I may add that formal invitations will presently be extended to each indi- 
vidual member of the Senate to attend the ceremonies on the 27th instant. 
Iam, very y, your obedient servant, I. STRONG. 


W. 
Mayor, and Chairman Municipal Grant Monument Committee. 
Hon. GARRET A. HOBART. 
Vice-President of the United States, Washington, D. O. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


(Se F a . of the Site teeth ohn 
range, praying for the abrogation of the reciproci wi 
Hawaii; Which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the Presbyterian Church of Stewartstown, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Goyernment buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of Division No. 1, Ancient Order 
of Hibernians, of Williamsport, Pa., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., and a memorial of sun citizens of Greenville, Pa., remon- 


strating against the passage of the so-called antiscalping railroad 
Heet ill; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
mmerce. 


Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of 52 business firms of Bos- 
ton, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the goumon of Wallace F. Robinson, presi- 
dent of the Chamber of Commerce of Boston, Mass., and sundry 
other citizens of Massachusetts, and a petition of 29 citizens of 
Massachusetts, praying Congress to authorize the President of 
the United States to appoint a monetary commission; which were 
referred to the ttee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of 29 citizens of Massachusetts, 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrat- 
ing against the adoption of the duty on cigar wrappers and fillers 
as proposed in the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 171 citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the appointment of a commission to consider the ques- 
tion of national currency and banking legislation; which was-re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of 87 settlers upon the ceded 
portion of the Cœur d’Alene Indian Reservation in Idaho, praying 
for an extension of one year’s time in which to make the first pay- 
ment of 75 cents per acre on homestead entries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, FRYE presented the memorial of Cyrus Greeley, of Lewis- 
ton, Me., and 52 other citizens of Maine, remonstrating 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present 
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system of ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented the pennon of Charles F. Libby and sundry 
e. 


other citizens of Portlan „praying Congress to authorize the 
‘President of the United States to sppoint a commission as pro- 

d-by the Indianapolis monetary convention; which was ré- 
erred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of the Sioux City (Iowa) 
Trades and Labor Assembly, and a memorial of 51 citizens of 
Sioux City, lowa, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
‘tion intended to destroy the Ke system of ticket brokerage; 
Which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation creating certain 
reforms in our national currency and banking laws, and also to 
authorize the President of the United States to appoint a com- 
mission as proposed by the Indianapolis monetary convention; 
‘which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. be 45 presented the petition of Henry C. Potter, bishop of 
New York; A. M. Littlejohn, aho of Long Island; Morgan 
Dix, rector of Trinity Church, New York City, and sundry other 
‘citizens of New Terk, prang for the reenactment in the pending 
tariff bill of paragra: 585, 603, and 686, known as the free 
list,“ of the tariff law of August 28,1894; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Indiana, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation tending to de- 
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry dealers of New York 


Cityin American and foreign wines, remonstrating against a duty 
of 60 cents per gallon on foreign still wines imported in casks to 
this country, as proposed in the pending ta bill; which was 


‘referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of 
Texas, praying that an appropriation be made to pay the judg- 
ments of the Gourt of Claims rendered in favor of letter carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CLAY, I present a petition of sundry citizens of Georgia 
relative our national currency and 0 fos g legislation, an 
raying for the appointment of a commission as proposed by the 
8 (Ind.) monetary convention. I wish to state that I 
etition by A CR and do not indorse it. Imoye 

that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of Bir- 
mingham, Àla., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


present the 


Minneapolis; of sundry rg ees of the Bardwell-Robinson Com- 

ny, of Minneapolis; of the Park aes Lumber 8 of 
Park Rapids; o um ber 
Company; of 


8 of Minneapolis, all in the 
for a du 


were referred to the 
Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of O. A. Alderman and sun- 
dry other citizens of Wisconsin; of A. A. 1 & Co. and 7 
ange lumber manufacturers of Washburn; of G. A. Bergland and 
8 other lumber manufacturers of Milwaukee; of the Stearns Lum- 
ber Company of Wisconsin, and of sundry sawmill employees of 
Chippewa Falls, Wis., praying for a duty of not less than $2 per 
‘thousand feet on rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Nr. GORMAN presented the memorial of William H. A. Hamil- 
ton andsundry other citizens of H town, Md., and the memo- 


rial of T. B. South and sundry other citizens of rstown, ma. 
remonstrating against the enactment of any le tion inten ed 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokérage; which were re- 


ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the peia of James Sloan, jr., president 
of the Farmers and Merchants’ National Bank, and other citizens 
and business firms of Baltimore, Md.; of Bobini and sun- 
dry other citizens of Baltimore, Må., and of A. Reiter & Co. and 
other business firms and citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying Con- 
gress to authorize the President to appoint a c ission as pro- 

ed by the Indianapolis monetary convention; which were re- 
rred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of St. 
‘Louis, Mo., remonstrating spaa the enactnent of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
“was referred e ttee on Interstate Commerce, 


Mr. BERRY presented the petition of J. T. Sullivan and 82 other 
citizens of Eagle Mill, Ark., and a petition of the Freeman Lum- 
ber Company and 142 citizens of Millville, Ark., praying for a dut 
of not less than $2 per thousand feet on rough lumber in the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were referred to the 


DUTIES ON WOOL. 


Mr. MANTLE. I present a petition of the National Wool 
Growers’ Association, praying for the enactment of legislation 
giving 3 to sheep husbandry and specified textile fibers. 

ask that the petition be printed as a Senate document and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

In this connection, I desire to say briefly that this association 
Be Maa about a million people engaged in the woolgrowing 
industry in this country, and that the National Wool Growers’ 
Association is the official organ of the people engaged in that 
industry. They are dissatisfied with the proposed wool schedule 
of the new tariff bill, and this memorial contains their views upon 
that question, together with their objections very fully stated, 
with much data and proof substantiating the claim which they 
put forward that the proposed rates do not afford the necessary 

rotection, together with the further claim that the woolen manu- 

acturers of the country are getting undue protection as compared 
with the protection proposed to be given to the woolgrowers. 

I wish also to add that the woolgrowers of the country, gener- 
ally ing, are an isolated class. They have not the machinery 
nor the means of making their demands heard, at least not to the 
extent that the woolen manufacturers have. The latter body are 
a compact, well-organized association, and I learn from the news- 
papers that they have their own agent, the secretary of the Na- 
tional Association of Wool Manufacturers of the United States, 
who is now acting as the chief clerk of the Finance Committee of 
this body. 

Isimply call attention to this fact for the purpose of asking that 
thememorial now presented in behalf of the woolgrowers shall re- 
ceive the careful attention and consideration of the members of 
this body, as this is poranna the only. or is at least the most 
effective, manner which they have of making themselves heard. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator repeat what he said in regard to 
the secretary of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers? 
I did not quite hear it. 

Mr. MORRILL, I wish to say that the Senator from Montana 
is mistaken. The secretary of the National Association of Wool 

nufacturers has been called here to give some information on 
the subject of his business. 

Mr. . _As he has been a great many times heretofore. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. He is a gentleman of very wide infor- 


mation. 
Mr. GRAY, That was the statement I did not quite catch from 

the Senator from Montana, and I asked him to repeat it. 
ave just made 


Mr. MANTLE. I based the statement which I 


‘committee on Finance, 


upon an article contained in the New York Sun of yesterday, 
which stated that Mr. S. N. D. North, who is the secre’ of the 
National Association of Wool Manufacturers of the United States, 


was acting as clerk of the Finance Committee of the United States 
Senate in its present deliberations be the proposed tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. He has been ed here as a gentleman of 
very wide information, both on the subject of wool, the kind of 
won! imported, and also of woolen goods, and is a man of most 
eminent character. 

Mr. MANTLE. There is no doubt that Mr. North is an expert 
upon all matters relating to wool. There is also no doubt that he 
is the direct representative of the Wool Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion in the United States, and there is no doubt that there is a 
decided difference of opinion between the woolgrowers of the 
United States and the wool manufacturers of the United States 
as to what is a proper tariff upon wool. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

g ne VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield? 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed the Senator was through. 

Mr. MANTLE. simply at this time (and I hope I do not trench 
ya the rules of the bo y) want to say that the last national 

publican platform pls itself to give ample protection” to 
the woolgrowers of this country. In pursuance and in view of 
hat pledge, specifically made in that platform, there is no doubt 
hat the woolgrowers of the United States gave their votes to the 
Republican nominee. At the same time, there is no doubt that 
a great majority of the woolgrowers of the United States are known 
5 men. They believe in the free coinage of gold and 
ver by this country. That is true of most the Western 
Republicans engaged in woolgrowing, and they now assert in this 
1 that that pledge is not fairly redeemed in the wool 
schedule proposed in the Dingley bill. 

In view of all that has transpired heretofore and of all the claims 

d protestations that have been put forward by the representa- 
ves of the New England States in respect to protection for the 
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woolgrowing industry, I ask that this memorial may be given 
very careful and earnest consideration, to the end that there may 
be no claim made after the Dingley bill has become a law such as 
has been made by the 180g. K of the country respecting the 
McKinley bill, that while it proposed to give a duty which on its 
face seemed to be a fair and reasonable protective duty, as a mat- 
ter of fact, when it came to putting the law into effect, it did not 
ive the duty which it nominally proposed because of numerous 
oopholes for evasion and fraud which were contained in that bill. 
ose same loopholes for evasion and fraud are contained in the 
proposed Dingley bill, and are to be found largely in the two 
clauses relating to third-class wools, which it is proposed to admit 
under very nearly the identical terms contai in the McKinley 
law under an ad valorem duty. It is against that provision in 
particular that the woolgrowers of the country wish to enter their 
earnest protest at this time. 


I ask that the memorial be printed as a document. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Montana? 


Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Before the Senator from Montana takes 
his seat, I should like to say a word. I understood the Senator to 
make a statement a while to the effect that some gentleman is 
acting as secretary of the Committee on Finance in its considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. I wish to say that, being a member of the 
Committee on Finance, I think the Senator is laboring under some 
misapprehension. There has been no meeting of that committee. 
Iam sure if there had been I would have known something of it, 
being a member of the committee. If there has been a meeting 
of members of the committee, of course it is not a meeting of the 
committee. I think there ought not to be any mistake about that. 
The bill has not gone to the committee, so far as I know or have 
ever heard. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill was referred to the committee, but 
they have not had a meeting since. 

Mr. MANTLE. There is no question but that the Senator 
from Arkansas is right. There has been no meeting of the full 
committee. However, it is a fact well known that the Repub- 
lican members of the Finance Committee have the so-called Ding- 
ley bill under consideration at the Arlington Hotel,in this city, 
and have had for some time past. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt that a subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Finance is considering the bill, and that 
is the point I wanted to correct. That is all proper and right, 
and Ihave no criticism to make of it. Thesubcommittee ts, 
of course, of Republicans alone. I wanted to have no eee 
hension, no . by a statement going abroad which 
might leave the impression that the bill is now being considered 
by the Committee on Finance, or that it has been considered by 
the Committee on Finance for an hour. 

Mr. MANTLE. There need be no doubt about that. This isa 
l tariff bill, and it is now being considered by the Re- 
publican members of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is well understood by the members of the 
Finance Committee that both the majority and minority on the 
tariff question have subcommittees who have been considering 
the tariff bill, but as a whole committee it has not yet been con- 
sidered in the committee. It will be so considered at a very early 
day, but it has not been done thus far. 

r. HOAR. I suppose it is well known (if not, I am willing to 
make it known) that I am one of those persons who e t and 
desire to have the tariff on wool arranged to the entire satisfaction 
of the woolgrowers of the . am in favor, and always 
have been in favor in all the tariff bills that have come up, of hay- 
ing the duties on wool arranged to the satisfaction of the wool- 

wers of the country, to accept their judgment about it, and I 
Pe been in favor and I am now in favor of doing that without 
any conditions. I never have been in favor of saying that we will 
yote to impose a certain duty on wool if you will put a certain 
other duty upon woolen manufactures. : 

Iam willing to let the woolen manufacturers take their chance 


with the sense of justice and the public interests of the Senate and 
the House of resentatives the other duty has been made 
satisfactory to the woolgrowers; because if there were no other 


reasons this one would be sufficient—that it is utterly preposterous 


to suppose that any American woolgrower can desire to have a | try. 


duty on the man of wool which did not protect him, 
because the manufactured article is just as much competition with 
the raw wool if it is made abroad of foreign wool as if it comes in 
in the shape of wool. Therefore no gentleman is looking out for 
the interest of the woolgrower who tries to create a division be- 
tween these interests, which are one. 

Without a proper tariff on wool there will never be a protective 
system in this country of any value, and the question what is a 
proper tariff on wool, from the necessities of the case, from the con- 
sideration as to where the political power in this country is lodged 
and is to be lodged. Speaking now of parties, but 


I am not 
of the country—has to be settled in accordance with thesound and 
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sober judgment of the farmers who grow wool. We have got to 
take that, to act upon it,and trust to the fact that the same sound 
and sober judgment will induce them to see that wool is not pro- 
tected if woolens are let in from abroad without proper duties, 
because if that is done it will overthrow the woolgrowing of this 
country just as much as if it came in in the shape of wool. s 

I hope there will not be any attempt anywhere (and Ido not for 
a moment suggest that there is any such con de on the part of 
the Senator who has spoken) to create a quarrel or a difference of 
opinion or of action between men who have one interest and who 
from the necessity of the case can not be separated in any way so 
far as this matter is concerned. 

In regard to the woolen manufacturers being represented in 
Washington by some person, I think the honorable Senator who 
has just spoken will with me that all the skill of New 
Pug ont and all the zeal of New England put together are not 
likely to be an overmatch for the Hon. William iam Lawrence, for- 
merly an eminent member of the House of Representatives, and 
formerly also Commissioner of icultnre, afterwards Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, and who is, I think, the president of the 
American Wool Growers’ Association. I may say to my friend 
that if he should happen to take a nap during a long speech which 
I or somebody else might make in the on a warm day, he 
would find the Argus eyes of Hon. William Lawrence wide open, 
looking out for that committee and seeing that the woolgrowers 
suffer no damage or detriment whatever. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I agree in the main with what 
the pray apa Senator from Massachusetts has just said. 
There can be no question but that the interests of the woolgrow- 
ers and of the woolen manufacturers ought to be identical. ere 
is no question but that as a matter of fact their interests are one. 
But it is true that there exists a clash between these interests. 
The manufacturer’s natural desire is to get his raw materials as 
cheap as possible, at the same time getting the highest price he 
can for the finished product. Ido not say this in any spirit of ill 
will, but it seems to me that all the hearings, all the testimony, 
all the arguments that have been had upon this subject clearly 
demonstrate that this difference exists, and therefore there is a 


finally incorporated in 
that law the provisions to which I have heretofore alluded, pro- 
visions by which it was possible to evade the duty intended to be 
given to the woolgrowers through what is known as the third- 
class clauses; by reason of the ad valorem duty, which itted 
the A signee of frauds in valuations; by reason of what is known 
as the skirting provisions, which permitted an improvement upon 
the fleece from its original condition, and because of other loop- 
holes which were left in that law, and which the woolgrowers of 
this country firmly believe were introduced at the instigation and 
demand of the woolen manufacturers. 

These are the facts, Mr. President, and it is for this reason that 
I have made these remarks this morning, because I earnestly desire 
to call the attention of ublican Senators to this important 
branch of the proposed tariff bill, the most important of all the 
subjects trea in that measure, 

The Senator from Massachusetts 


i rty. That support was given to the 
party in the last election because of a specific promise contained 


woolgrowers o 

wool.” They ask now that 

and because of which they gave their support to the Republican 

nominee. shall be honestly fulfilled. ` 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not know that anyone on this 
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side of the Chamber can with propriety oin the colloguy which 
has been so interesting to the Banpte, and he as been plik p 
by those who are now employed in raising the taxes upon con- 


be permit 
© country, so far 


sumption in this country. But I think I ma; 
a few words, in order that the attention of 

I may be able to challenge it, may rawn to the fact an y 
be concentrated upon what seems to us the rather remarkable 
propositions which have been made by the Senator from Montana 
and the Senator from Massachusetts, 

We hear, and I think we ought to be interested to know, that 
there is a compact, well-organized, well-managed, and disciplined 
organization for the purpose of raising the taxes on wool manu- 
factures. The Senator from Montana claims that though there is 
an organization which is represented by a national co: ttee 
known as the Wool Growers’ Association, it is not so 8 and 
is not getting its fair share of the subsidy that is to come from the 
American people to these particular interests. 

My only object in rising was to call attention to the fact that 
we hear to-day of 9 5 organization of wool manufacturers com- 
pact, well disciplined, and represented here before the Finance 
Committee by its secretary in the employ of that committee; and 
what the Senator from 8 says is a no less compact 
and well-organized association of woolgrowers, and that in the 
judgment of the Senator from Massachusetts we ought to arrange 
the taxes upon these necessities of life so as to meet the judgment 
of these two classes, the woolgrowers and the wool manufac- 
turers. Now, I want to remind the Senate and the country of 
what is also the fact, that the great body of consumers, who 
not one million, but sixty or seventy ion of the people of t 
country, and who compose that magnificent home market which 
is so much lauded by gentlemen who believe in the gospel of pro- 
tection, are not represented at all so far as anything we have heard 
this 5 6 taxes are to be taken from them. 

3 Mr. FRYE. They are represented by the entire Democratic 
side, 

Mr. GRAY. I am glad to know that those sixty or seventy 
million are AEAT y the Democratic side, and I shall feel it 
a great honor if any portion of that representation may be sp carte 
to me. Certainly we have heard nothing here in defense of the 
interests of those who pay these taxes, and I want to call the 
attention of the country, so far as I am able toattract their atten- 
tion, to the proposition that the taxes are to be laid so as to meet 
the judgment of the beneficiaries of the tax, and that when that 
judgment is met there is to be no account taken of the great mass 
of the consumers of the country, the other side of this home mar- 
ket, for I p e =e even the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Sebat from Montana will a that a market implies 
two sides—a seller and a buyer—and if you are going to consult 
the interests of the sellers, tho more numerous class, the buyers, 
ought also to be consulted, and that no home-market policy is 
complete unless both sides of the counter are considered. 

If the producers of wool are to * this su from the 
American people, then I suppose that the producers of hides and 
other agricultural oe of great value are to receive like con- 
sideration, with a like ignoring of the interests of consumers, un- 
less, indeed, they are to be branded as unworthy of that care and 
paternal protection which seems to be conceded to the class of 

wool producers. 

So I want to understand, and I think the country ought to un- 
derstand, just what this policy means, in order that we may be 
prepared, when the measure comes before the Penati; to qosan 
the interests of the country so far as we can, and of that gr 
class of ariy or fe millions whom the Senator from Maine 
says the Democratic side of the Senate represents. 

r. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am 80 to hear my distin- 
guished and esteemed friend, whom I regard, I may almost say, 
with affection, make a speech of provocation, one ed evidently 
at stirring up unkind feelings between different classes of the 
people and impugning the motives of distinguished men. 

e says that there are only two classes being consulted appar- 
ently in the preparation of the woolen schedules, the woolen 
manufacturers and the woolgrowers, and that 70,000,000 people 
are disregarded. I say primarily that I have in all my experience 
of twenty years in Congress received but one letter from a Con- 
necticut manufac r in favor of free wool. They perfectly well 
understand that the United States ongni, if it can, to produce the 
largest possible portion of the wool it needs. They understand 
that there is in adjusting duties between the woolgrower and the 
woolen manufacturer a just propor mon whichought to be observed; 
and so far as I Enoy my constituents, they are perfectly willing to 
grant it. I claim that they are intelligent and able men, withyery 
large sums of money invested in woolen manufactures, and all 
they ask is a fair chance at a fair profit. And they know too well 
that if the people are dissatisfied, agitation will continue, to the 
constant detriment of business. 

It is absolutely undeniable on the part of any man who looks 
for a moment at this matter that if the duty on wool be raised, it 
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bears very heavily upon the manufacturer unless you give also 
some adyance in duty upon the finished goods, It is perfectly 
well understood that when rough and dirty wool is thoroughly 
cleaned up and worked into fine gora for gentlemen’s wear or 

ther high-class goods, 3 to4 pounds of wool are required to make 

pound of the finishe a aa It is a proposition that you can 
prove by examining the books and processes of the manufacturers 
as gay as you can prove the multiplication table. So an advance 
of 1 cent a pound in the pay on wool for fine goods ought to be 
followed by an advance of 2 to 4 cents a pound upon the finished 
goods to make the burden simply even and fair. 

I hope the woolgrowers take that into consideration. I 
have no doubt they will. The woolen manufacturers—I am speak- 
ing only for those whom I know—are very anxious not to consult 
alone their selfish interests. They are as honorable as the Senator 
from Delaware and myself; but what they want is a fairly ad- 
justed tariff of a kind that will command the respect of the whole 
people; that is, of all the conservative people do not suppose 
the Chicago convention would have respect forany sort of duty— 
and they desire a tariff that will be acceptable, as far as possible, 
to all interests. 

Their 3 interest lies in an early and, if possible, a perma- 
nent settlement of the tariff. Many imperfections and misfits 
would be endured patiently if an undisturbed life of ten years 
could be guaran to an act, to the avoidance of violent fluctua- 
tions between free wool and high duties, and the recurrence of 
jealousies and class contests between people who really have one 
common interest. Impose rates not excessive, fairly observing 
both sides of these great questions, and the tariff will control the 
market, govern the manufacturers of the country for years, and 
help greatly in bringing about a career of universal prosperity. 

r. MORRILL. I really hope that we will not anticipate the 
discussion of the tariff at the present time. The bill has not been 
reported, but it soon will be. I ask, What is the question before 
the Senate? 

Several Senators, Nothing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana requests 
that the memorial presented by him be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE. Printed as a document, if the Chair pleases. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. Printed as a document, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferron the bill (S. 537) for the relief of the executor of C. M. 
Shaffer, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
iy Ne orts thereon: 

A bill (S. 986) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; and 

A bill (S. 415) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, ex- 
ecutrix of Sally Hardmond, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. S 

Mr, WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1478) for the relief of James and Emma §. 
Cameron for occupation and damages to property and for fuel 
taken and used by the United States Army during the war, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ! 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1702) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nancy G. Allabach; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1703) to establish a department of 
public health; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inconnection with the bill just introduced, 
I desire to ask for a reprint of a document which was printed dur- 
ing the last Congress in relation to a similar bill. I ask that 200 
additional copies be printed of Senate Document No. 110, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, second session, being a report of the commie 
of the first Pan-American Medical Congress on department of public 
health for the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? Thé Chair hears none, and 
that will be the order. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1704) to ah pg a the pension 
of Mrs. Helen A. De Russy; which was réad twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Ee 8 (by request) intr la; htc (S. 17 P cs 

ief of cer omestead claimants; w fend ce by 
its title, and referred to the Suede on Fublle Lands 4 
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Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (8. 1706) granting an increase 
of pension to John Malloy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce a bill and call the attention of 


the Committee on Pensions to it. I trust the committee will give 
it early consideration. 

The bill (S. 1707) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Smith, 
widow of the late Maj. Gen. Andrew J. Smith, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1708) for the relief of 
James A. McCullah; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying letters from the Quartermaster-General and 
Commissary- eralof Subsistence, United States Army, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1709) for the relief 
of Henry A. Bean and George W. Bean; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 
on March 21, 1897, approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
21) making . for the improvement of the 2 
River, from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River, and to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 7th instant approved and signed the following 
joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 20) making the appropriation for the 
renewal of the patrol system of the District of Columbia immedi- 
ately available; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 24) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering 
poor in India. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

z PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1900. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate joint resolution 26, on the subject of bellig- 
erent rights in Cuba. s . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator withhold the 
motion for a moment, until the Chair lays before the Senate a 
meege from the President of the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on International 8 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit 5 the 8 of the ee mac Houses of oe 
Congress, a report of the Secre 0 represen e appropria 
5 of early action in order that tho Government of the United Biates ma 
3 to accept the invitation of cust of the French Republic to partici- 
pate in the Universal Exposition to be held at Paris in 1900. 

The recommendations of this report have my most cordial approval, and 
I urge u the Congress such timely provision for this t international 
enterp: as will fittingly respond to the widely testified wish and expecta- 
tion of our inventors and pr ucers that suey nay have adequate opportu- 
nity again, as in the past fortify the important — they have won in 
the world's competitive flelds of very and in . Nor are the tra- 
ditional friendships of the United States and France and the mutual advan- 
tages to accrue from their e commercial intercourse less important 
factors than the individual interests to be fostered by renewed participation 
in a great French aie especially when it is remembered that the 
‘present e projected with a degree of completeness and on a scale of 
= 3 ene any of the European exhibitions that have marked the 

o century. 

1715 roper that I should emphasize the need of early action, for if the 
present session without suitable provision made, the postpone- 
ment of the itr for nearly a year longer could not but operate greatly to 
the disadvantage of the United States, in view of the elaborate rogers ons 
already g by other governments, and of the danger that r delay 
may result in an inadequate allotment of space to this country as well as an 
incomplete organization of the American exhibit. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, April 1}, 1897. 
TREASURY ORDER IN REGARD TO THE TARIFF. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution yesterday introduced by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest], in order that it may have its second reading. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 83) declaring the order of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to delay final liquidation of entries made at 
the respective pori of merchandise arriving after the ist day of 
April, 1897, to be without authority of law, was read the second 
time by its title. i 3 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Secretary now to read the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stat 
Sees Con led A 7 i 3 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the basis of this order of the Treas- 
ury is section 27 of the tariff bill now pending before the Repub- 
lican members of the Finance Committee of the Senate. The 
provisions of that section are familiar to every Senator. The sec- 
tion is retroactive in its operation, and is an anomaly in the leg- 
islation of the United States, so far, at least, as the collection 
of customs is concerned. It provides that all goods imported into 
the United States after the Ist of April, 1897, shall be held by the 
customs officers in a tentative condition, subject to such legisla- 
tion as Congress may subsequently provide. 

The last portion of section 27 of the Dingley bill, so called, en- 
acts that the Secretary of the Treasury shall make all needful rules 
and regulations to carry this section into effect. 

It is very obvious that the Secretary of the Treasury and his 
lepal adviser, the Attorney-General, came to the conclusion that 

rtion of section 27 could not be put into effect because the 
tariff bill is not yet enacted. In other words, while they claim 
that the provisions in regard to duties upon goods brought into 
the country after the ist of April, 1897, may be retroactive, that 
portion of section 27 which empowers and directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make needful rules and regulations to carry that 
section into effect can not be retroactive, because the tariff law 
which creates additional duties upon these goods is not now in 
existence. 

Mr. President, I assert that this provision of the Dingley bill 
must be inoperative and void. It is impossible that there should 
be two tariff laws as to the same subjects of import in operation 
at the same time, one of which increases the liabilities of the im- 
porter and the amount of import duties to be paid. 

What law is to-day in operation in regard to imports into the 
United States? The act of 1894, known as the Wilson law. What 
is the law of the United States in regard to goods imported into 
the country at this time? It is that upon goods, wares, and 
merchandise brought into the United States from foreign coun- 
tries, and which are subject to duty, there shall be liquidation 
after appraisement by the custom-house officers, and then the 
goods go forth free of lien into the hands of the importers, owners, 
or ears fees 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know whether the word “ liquidation“ is 
a technical word belonging to that Department or not, but I will 
ask the Senator whether it means anything more than a payment 
in full of all that is due by the importer to the Government? 

7 Mr. VEST. That is all. It is a technical word used in customs 
aws. ‘ 

Mr. GRAY. Does it mean anything more than the ent of 
all that is required to be paid? ie 

Mr. VEST. That is After the goods are received they go 
into the hands of the appraisers; then the appraisers put a valua- 
tion upon them, examine the papers of consignment, mark the 
appraisal, and this paper is then passed over to the collector of 
customs, who collects the amount that is due, and that is liquida- 
tion. So soon as that liquidation occurs, then the goods go into 
the hands of the consignee or owner free of any lien on the part 
of the United States Government. 

Preto ask the Secretary to read now section 2970 of the Revised 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 2970. Any merchandise deposited in bond in any 
bonded warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption wi one year from 
the date of ori 1 importation on payment of the duties and charges to which 
it may be subject by law at the time of such withdrawal; and after the expi- 
ration of one year from the date of original importation, and until the expira- 
tion of three years from such date, an dise in bond be with- 
drawn for consumption on payment of the duties assessed on the original 
entry and charges, and an additional duty of 10 per cent of the amount of 
such duties and charges. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is evident from that provision 
that under existing law there is a right given to the consignee or 
owner or importer to pay those duties at any time within three 
years and take his goods out of bond, and the lien of the Govern- 
ment then expires. The twenty-seventh section of the Dingley 
bill undertakes to impose an additional duty upon the importer, 
or, in other words, to change the relation between the importer 
and the Government of the United States, and to do that by re- 
trospective legislation. Instead of the importer being able to pay 
his duties and take his goods out of bond free from any lien, 


ublic or private 
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under this order of the Secretary of the Treas there is what is 
called a tentative liquidation, not a complete and perfect one, and 
the importer, the owner, or consignee takes the goods subject to 
the lien of the Government, which is declared to exist, if the law 
known as the Dingley act should be enacted by Congress. 

As I said, the Secretary of the Treasury does not pretend to get 
this authority from the Dingley act itself, which is not in exist- 
ence. He was compelled to look somewhere else for the authority 
to make this order, and he found it in section 249 of the Revised 
Statutes, which I will ask the Secretary to read. Itis a provision 
which has been in force in the United States since 1792. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 249. The Secretary of the Treasury shall direct the superintendence 
of the collection of the duties on imports and tonnage as he shall judge best. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is the section under which this 
extraordinary order is issued. It is obvious to every lawyer and 
oynan that this provision simply means that the Secretary of the 

easury shall exercise a supervising jurisdiction under existing 
law. It does not give him authority to impose additional duties; 
it does not give him authority to make an additional statute. The 
only power conferred upon him by section 249 is to see that the 
existing law is carried out. The provision means that, and noth- 
ing more. . 

How is it possible that the Congress of the United States shall 
say to the bondsman of an ag rier who has put his goods in bond 
under a law which declares that they shall be discharged from lia- 
bility when the duties are paid, that they shall not be discharged 
upon payment of the duties, but they must wait indefinitely to see 
8 Congress passes another act or not? 

Take the case which occurs every day, where an importer brings 
oods into the United States and puts them into a bonded ware- 
ouse. What is required of him? He must execute a bond to 

the Government that the duties shall be paid under existing law. 
Afterwards he concludes to take those goods out for consumption. 
He goes with his money in his hand to the collector under the law, 
and says, Here I am ready to pay all that is due upon these im- 
ported goods, and here is. the section of the statute under which I 
am authorized to take them out of bond.” Under this order the 
collector informs him, Tou can take those goods, but you do not 
take them free from the lien of the United States; you take them 
with red-ink letters u the face, Subject to such duties as ma 
be hereafter created.’” There is no liquidation or receipt in full. 
Has Congress the right to impose this additional obligation upon 
a bondsman who has executed a bond under the existing statutes 
of the United States? 

Mr. President, I do not assert as a lawyer that retrospective 
Jaws can not be enacted by a legislative body, provided there be 
not a constitutional ponon but the serious question in this 
case is, What sort of retrospective law can be enacted? I have 
carefully examined the cases upon this subject in all the State 
courts and in the Supreme Court of the United States and in the 
nisi Federal courts, and the tendency of all the decisions—and 
there are hundreds of them—is that a retrospective law, in the 
absence of a constitutional prohibition, may be enacted by a State 
legislature or by Congress, provided it is intended to.cure a defect 
in an existing statute and to carry out the will of the legislature, 
which was manifest by the law then upon the statute book. Ido 
not gad a to exhaust the Senate by . from these decisions, 
but ask the Secretary to read a very clear synopsis by Judge 
Cooley in his work on Constitutional Limitations, fourth edition, 


page 451, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


There are numerous cases which hold that ret tive laws are not ob- 
noxious to constitutional objection, while in others they have been held to be 
void. The different decisions have been upon diversities in the facts 
which make different principles applicable. There isnodoubt of the right of 
the legislature to pass statutes which reach back to and or modif 
the effect of prior transactions, provided retrospective laws are not forbid- 
den eo nomine by the State constitution, ard provided further that no other 
objection exists to them than their 555 character. Nevertheless 
legislation of this character is exceedingly liable to abuse; and it is a sound 
rule of construction that a statute should have a 8 ration only, 
unless its terms show clearly a legislative intention t it should operate 
retrospectively. And some of the States have deemed it just and wise to 
forbid such laws altogether by their constitutions. 

A retrospective statute curing defects in legal proceedings where they 
are in their nature irregularities only, and do not extend to matters of juris- 
diction, is not void on constitutional grounds unless expressly forbidden. Of 
this class are the statutes to cure irregularities in the assessment of property 
for taxation and the levy of taxes thereon; irregularities in the organization 
or elections of corporations; irregularities in the votes or other action by 
munici corporations or the like, where a statutory power has failed of 
due and regular execution through the carelessness of officers or other cause; 

ular proceedings in courts, etc. 

The rule applicable to cases of this description is substantially the follow- 
ing: If the thing wanting or which failed to be done, and which constitutes 
the defect in the proces 8, is something the necessity for which the legis- 
lature might have dispe: with by prior statute, then it is not beyond the 

wer of the legislature to dispense with it by subsequent statute. And if 

e irre; rity consists in doing some act or in the mode or manner of doin; 
some act which the legislature might have made immaterial by prior law, 
is equally competent to make the same immaterial by a subsequent law. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is very evident that this order of the 
Secretary of the Treasury does not come under the rule laid down 


by the decisions and the text-books. There is no error or irregu- 
larity here to be cured. This is the enactment of a new revenue 
law in pro: tive, to have retroactive and retrospective operation. 
This is a declaration that goods which come in under existing 
law shall not be released from the lien of the Government when 
the duties are paid, and it nullifies the existing statute of the 
United States. It is an announcement to an importer that, upon 
the payment of duties, the lien which the Government has under 
the statute now is not destroyed, but is held over him and over 
his bondsmen for an indefinite period—until a prospective tariff 
law shall be enacted by Congress. 

What is the legitimate effect of this order and of this legislation? 
It simply provides that goods which come into the United States 
and are taken out of bonded warehouses with the duties paid upon 
them and mixed with the general goods of the country are then 
to be subject to another tax in the hands of the manufacturer, 
because section 27 provides that the lien of the Government shall 
attach except in the hands of the actual consumer. If a manu- 
facturer, for example, buys cloth, or if he buys wool, and then 
undertakes to put it into cloth, the sample of the wool is retained, 
under section 27 of the Dingley bill, in the warehouse of the ap- 
praisers; and then, under that statute, this wool is to be followed 
into the hands of the manufacturer—not of a private consumer— 
and the lien of the Government is to attach to it an@ can be 
enforced against it. 

How is it, I say, possible to escape the conclusion that, after 
these goods have the duties paid, and under existing law have 
been released from the lien and are mingea with the general mer- 
chandise of the country, Congress should intervene and order a 
new tax upon them, a direct tax, without Appochonigent under 
the Constitution, and say, Although under the law of the United 
States at the time we passed these goods through the custom- 
house upon the payment of duties they were absolutely free from 
lien or further exaction in the hands of the consignee or owner, 
we will undertake by subsequent legislation to do away with the 
existing statute and create another liability.” 

I might go still further, Mr, President, and comment upon the 
operation of this law in regard to the revenue. Our Republican 
friends tell us that the country to-day is depressed and ruined for 
the want of sufficient revenue and money in the Treasury; and 
the excuse for this legislation is to exact more taxes, reaching 
backward to the Ist of April in order to impose this tax upon 
imported merchandise. 

What would be the legitimate and inevitable effect of legisla- 
tion like this, even if it were possible to put it into operation? Any 
foreign importer could send to this country his poke consigned to 
an insolvent. That insolvent could go and pay the duties and take 
the goods out, subject to this tentative liquidation of which the 
twenty-seventh section of the Dingley bill speaks. If he takes 
out the raw material- wool, for instance, or hides, or any other 
article—take wool as an example—and the manufacturer makes it 
into cloth, it is absolutely, in the nature of things, impossible to 
enforce this specific lien upon that cloth provided for or attempted 
to be provided for in this proposed law. What remedy is left to 
the Government to collect its reyenue? A suit against the insol- 
vent; and, as a matter of course, when the Government obtains a 
worthless judgment the goods have gone, with any lien that may 
have existed upon the original article, and that much revenue is 
lost to the Government. 

I repeat, that it is absolutely impossible to put into operation 
any such law. But I assert also that it is a manifest violation of 
the existing statute; that it is without authority of law. Section 
249 of the Revised Statutes confers no such power upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and could not under any state of the case 
that can be imagined. 

Mr. President, it is well enough to be plain about these matters. 
I do not think any educated and intelligent lawyer, after due de- 
liberation and examination, would declare this twenty-seventh 
section of the Dingley bill to be a lawful exercise of authority on 
the part of Congress. It was enacted as an act of intimidation 
against importers; it was intended to prevent foreigners, and even 
our own people, from bringing goods in prior to the enactment of 
the Dingley bill now before the Republican members of the Finance 
Committee. It was assumed that these importers would shrink 
from litigation with the Government of the United States. 

It is well understood that capital is timid and that men engaged 
in importation would be very reluctant to go into the United 
States courts and come in direct opposition to the Government 
before its own tribunals. It was assumed by those who framed 
this section 27 that the mere intimation of a lawsuit would pre- 
vent these goods from being brought into the country until the 
Dene ey oot had gone into effect and the additional duties could be 

mposed. 

Ihave endeavored, without prejudice and with due deliberation, 
to examine the authorities upon this subject, and I can come to 
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no other conclusion than that the statements in the resolution are 
absolutely true. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I much regret that the distin- 
guished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] should 5 to 
precipitate a debate upon the tariff at this eariy moment, fin 
a debater as the Senator is, I am sure, could afford to wait un 
the tariff bill has been acted upon, and acted upon by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, of which he is himself a very Pant parea 5 
Of course he knows that some of the provisions o a f bill may 
changed, and ee perhaps by his vote. Therefore it be saa 
seem to me eminently proper to wait alittle and see in what shape 
the tariff bill shall appear before the Senate after it has been 
through the Committee on Finance. 

Of course the order to which the Senator refers seems to have 
been based, according to the Senator from Missonri, upon the bill 
now in the hands of the committee, but the circular of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was not based upon the bill at all, but upon 
long-existing law. It was based not only upon the section of law 
which the Senator has read, but upon subsequent provisions of the 
law, by which the Secretary or the officers of the customs are au- 
thorized to take specimens of every importation, as there may arise 
hereafter lawsuits in reference to the amounts of duties. that 
it is not an uncommon affair to have samples of the goods im- 
ported kept and preserved. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I could 8 the joint 
resolution unless an amendment were adopted. I should want to 
have it amended so as to be sufficiently retroactive to include the 

od from August, 1894, so as to cover not only this tariff bill, 
ut the law which has been in operation for the last three years. 
I think the Senator from Missourihas been unnecessarily alarmed 
about the retroactive effect of the bill. I remember that in the 
State of Vermont we once had a Scotchman as a member, and he 
‘was as much troubled as the Senator from Missouri is about this 
bill, in relation to a then pending measure, as to its having a re- 
troactive action, and he called upon the speaker to know. He 
asid: Mr. Speaker, will this bill evacuate back?“ The Senator 
from Missouri seems to be troubled about the way the tariff bill 
is to operate. I hope we shall be content to defer the discussion 
of the bill until the tariff measure has received the action of the 
Finance Committee, and I now move to refer the joint resolution 
of the Senator from Missouri to the Committee on Finance, 
although there is not the slightest objection to its passage. 

Mr. T. Mr. President, I congratulate my venerable and 
esteemed friend the Senator from Vermont upon having sem 
his anecdote. Ithink I have heard him tell one story for the last 
twenty years. Whenever a tariff bill has come up he has told the 
story of the old lady who 775 7 eer her boy, and after she had got 
through, having expended all her little strength, he said, ‘‘ Mother, 

ou have not hurt me at all. You are getting so weak you can not 
hurt anybody.” The Senator has changed hisstory now, although 
he used to apply it to my friend the late Senator from Kentucky, 
Mr. Beck, who was also a Scotchman. 

Iam glad to hear from the Senator from Vermont that if he 
had the power he would amend the joint resolution so as to in- 
clude all goods brought into this country since 1894. He has just 
as much right to do that as to make the 1 on of Congress 
retroactive from the Ist of April, 1897. ‘ou can go back and 
put additional duties upon goods brought into this country for 
one month, you can do it for one e or five years, and that of 
Steel’ emonstrates the absolute fallacy and absurdity of this pro- 

on. 

There can be no sort of question that the intention of the per- 
sons who framed section 27 of the ley bill was that it should 
have immediate effect in the way of intimidation upon the im- 

disclaim ee e Premature 
on. Iam prepared to discuss that bill when it 
comes before the Senate, and I have brought no section of it here 
in advance of the report of the Committee on Finance. This ques- 
tion is brought here by the Secretary of the Treasury. I den his 
right to threaten the importers of this country by an order from 
his Department made in violation of law, and I should be recreant 
to my duty here as the representative of a State if I did not enter 
my protest and express my opinion in regard to it. 3 

Section 249, which is claimed as authority, the superintending 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Treasury, has been on the 
statute books since 1792. Does the Senator from Vermont mean 
to tell us that but for the fact that it is proposed to enact section 
27 of the so-called Dingley bill section 249 of the Revised Statutes 
would have been invoked? Why was it invoked? Because the 
Secretary of the Treasury and his legal adviser knew that the lat- 
ter part of section 27 of the ON tariff law could not be oper- 
atiye now. It provides that the Secretary of the Treasury sl 
make needful rules and regulations to carry that provision into 
effect, but they did not dare to claim that that portion of the sec- 
tion is now in operation. They undertook to find another law, 
and they found it in the loose and general provision which has 
always been in the Revised Statutes since 1792, that the Secretary 


ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 


of the shall supervise the collection of the revenues of 
this country. Yet the Senator from Vermont tells us that the 
pereur oi 1 — is not acting under the provisions of the 
Dingloy , but under section 249 of the Revised Statutes. 

If thé Secretary of the Treasury had not made this a legal order, 

he would haye ＋— from me in regard to this circular. 
Ve are told by the Senator from Vermont that we must sit here 
silent and dumb while the Republican members of the Finance 
5 J ee reconstructing and amending the tariff bill. Why 
did not Secre of the Trea remain silent and dumb? 
Why does he draw his sword and point it at American citizens 
who are importing goods into this country and have them in 
bonded warehouses, and tell them, You shall not receive these 
until they have been subject to an additional lien,” created 
in the indefinite future by the action of the custom-honse officers 
poset That is the question; and we have a right to protest against 
such p ure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont, that the joint resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). I have a general pair 

with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. I 
see he is not present, and therefore withhold my vote. 
_ Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam ed with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopdzk]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” The junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts being absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FOR (when his name was called). Ihave a general 

air with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. EARLE]. 

e is not present, and I withhold my vote. 

_ Mr. TILLMAN, Idesire tostate that my colleague [Mr. EARLE] 
is too ill to be present. That is the reason why he is not here. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suirnl. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were 


present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PAS when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. I have made an ar- 
rangement with the Senator from Ohio . FORAKER] by which 


we will transfer our pairs, he now being paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. EARLE]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. FORAKER, Under the transfer of pairs, I will vote. I 


vote 92 
ERKINS (when his name was called). I am ed with 


Mr. 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. As he is 
absent, I withhold 8 

Mr. RAWLINS (When his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from Indiana [Mr 
I should vote nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when name was called), I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. I therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, 
I should vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. ELKINS (after havin 
8 with my colleague 

w my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, Iam paired with the Senator from Vir- 
I transfer my pair to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], and will vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I do not know how he would vote on 
this question. I therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY. Ihave a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. As he is not present, I with- 
hold my vote. Were he present and voting, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS (after cabs, bse in the affirmative). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrrry]. I do 
not see him in the Chamber, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS. An arrangement having been made by which 
my pair with the Senator from ong ae FAIRBANKS] is trans- 
25 55 to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFER VI, I will vote. 

vote “nay.” 


. FAIRBANKS]. If he were present, 


voted in the affirmative). I am 
. FAULKNER], and therefore with- 
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Mr. BURROWS. My with the or Senator from Lonis- 
iana [Mr. CAFFERY] hate bore daher the Vente om 
Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS], I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—*. 
Baker, oraker, Hoar, tchard, 
Burrows, rie oman tor, 
Carter, 5 — r, ntle, uay, 
Cullon Hansbrough, Nelson Warren’ 
b; om, 5 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, N. N. Wellington 
NAYS—23, 

Bate, Gorman, Martin. eee 
Coeur gart Kans. 552 Turpis, 

no or „ 
Chandler, Heltte å, 05 Vert 
Chilton. dsay, Pettigrew, althall 
Cockrell, McEnery, Pettus, 

NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich. Fair Lod Shoup, 
Allen, 2 Faulkner, MeHride, Smith, 
Allison, Gear, anaman, 8 
George, o ‘eller. 

Berry: Hals. Murphy, Thurston, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Penrose, Tillman, 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn ite, 

le, enney, Roach, Wilson, 

Kyle, Sewell, Wolcott. 


So the joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bankruptcy bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Morgan] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not attempt to call up his bill during the morning hour. I have 
already made a motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama rose and 
5 a motion, which was laid aside pending the regular morning 

usiness. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not give the Senator from Alabama the 
floor. I will not have any controversy with the Senator from 
Alabama about it, but a Senator can not make such a motion be- 
fore the regular morning business is completed. It was then out 
of order by the rule. I will say to the Senator from Alabama, 
however, that probably no Senator would wish to go on in the few 
minutes between now and 2 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish, without any further observations upon 
my part, and unless the Senator from Massachusetts or some other 
Senator Lf ese to the resolution desires to speak, to have it laid 
before the Senate for a final vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say that there are 
some other gentlemen who wish to speak in favor of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had supposed so. 

Mr. HOAR. There will be considerable debate upon it. Isup- 

„from what he said the other day, that the Senator from 
| Mr. Hate] desires tospeak. He is not here at this time. Ishoul 
ike to say Something myself. In consequence of the notice which 
the Senator from ve, I soppaa that gentlemen favor- 
ing the resolution would a the te, Therefore there was 
no ation made for ussing it during this brief interval. 
the mator had perhaps better let the joint 8 go 
over until to-morrow. IS not interfere with the Senator if he 
really desires to haye the short time taken up by the e 
of his joint 5 I supposed, however, that it would 
more convenient for the Senate to proceed with the bankruptcy 


Mr, ST. Mr, President—— 

Mr. ULOM. I think the Senator from Alabama had better 
allow the ptcy bill to come up, as there is less than a 
hour between now and the time when the bankruptcy bill will 
laid before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to hear what the Senator from Mis- 
souri wishes to say. 

Mr. VEST. I Was about to say that I had intended to speak on 
the joint resolution, but I am much more anxious to get a vote 
upon it, and I su to the Senator from Alabama that he Se 
pose that we shall vote at some certain time. If that po 
reached, there will be no trouble about taking up the bankruptcy 
bill or an else. 

Mr. MORG. I ask unanimous consent, then, 
the joint resolution shall be taken at the hour of 
morrow. 


t a vote on 
o'clock to- 


Mr. HOAR. That would Of course the Senato 
from Alabama proposes to deal with his opponents as he nous 
desire they should deal with him. He has himself occupied 


ive no time. 
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ys, in the ae hour, with a long and elaborate speech on 
ip bee yaa looked for to read. It has not even been pub- 
ished connectedly in the RECORD, 5 5 0 5 it has been published. 
found id not have time to read it, ing interrupted in the 
ttem t to do so morning. Therefore it does not seem to me 
that it is quite fair for the Senator from Alabama, especially after 
notifyi 12 — 1 is of the joint resolution that several speeches 
were to be made in its favor, to ask a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to yote on it at the * of the routine business to-morrow, 
substantially Without further opportunity for debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts be satis- 
fied to have the vote taken at 1 o’clock on the Gay atte to-morrow? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know what may be the opinion of the 
Senator from Maine. I shallbe satisfied to have a vote taken after 
as much time has been allowed the opponents of the joint resolution 
for debate as one single Senator has occupied in its favor. The 
Senator from Alabama will not object to that, at gro 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW], I am informed, desires to call up an appropriation bill 
this . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I gave notice yesterday that I should try 
to call up the Indian appro niiation bill to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill not undertake to antagonize the joint 
resolution with an appropriation bill, but unless the Senator from 
Massachusetts is will ng that at some reasonable time we shall 
have a vote taken upon the joint resolution I will endeavor to 
antagonize it with the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HOAR. When my honorable friend the Senator from 
Alabama is opposed to a measure, he is not quite so swift in his 
judgment as to what is a reasonable time for debate. I never 
heard that Senator, after listening to a three hours’ speech in 
favor of a measure to which he is opposed, come in and say that 
if people do not ee to cut off debate he will do what he now 
suggests, What the Senator has suggested is practically to put 
this vote at the end of the time usually occupied by the routine 
morning business, or nearly so. One o'clock is no time for taking 


`| a vote unless there has been a previous opportunity in other parts 


of the day to discuss the measure. 

The Senator from Alabama is a man who has a great sense of 
justice, and I shall be perfectly willing to leave to him the ques- 
tion whether, there having been an intimation of a desire on the 
other side to discuss the joint resolution, one of the Senators on 
the other side who made that intimation being absent, it is quite 
fair to say that he will antagonize the bill unless, after he has 
spoken three hours, our people will let the vote be taken without 
any opportunity to epei on it at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. I very clearly see that I am not to get a vote 
on the joint resolution unless I give notice that each morning at 
the close of the morning hour I will seek to call it up (I am will- 
ing to stay here, of course, and work for it) until the Senator 
from Massachusetts shall have had an opportunity to deliver his 
views upon it; and I will take that course. I now give notice that 
to-morrow, at the close of the routine business, I will ask the 
Senate 8 ptooron to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. DLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of the 7 Aah pill. 

Mr. ANDLER. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me to say that I have morning business to transact. It is not 
rif ogee but certainly the motion he proposes to make ought 
no be made until morning business is closed. 

Mr. HOAR, I was about to observe, if I may be itted ta 
do so by the unanimous consent of the Senate, that if my motion 
is patel Ay and the Senator from South Dakota desires to call up 
the Indian a 8 bill, I will consent of course to have the 
bankruptcy laid aside for that purpose, and for the purpose of 
disposing of morning business. 


STATISTICS RELATING TO TIMBER. 


Mr. CHANDLER. With the permission of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, I will offer a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to furnish 
the Senate visyon on a8 may have been collected and collated 
in the De ent of culturo N oie Ug yn oh white pine and 
other coniferous 75 W g in the United States and Canada; tho 
consumption of su te g the . years, and any 
information he may haye as amount of the importations from Canada 
into the United States for the same period. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, 8 objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? e Chair hears none. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolu 


lution, 
The resolution was 3 á 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to make a e to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. If the bankruptcy bill be called up now 
and is not disposed of by 2 o’clock, it loses its place as the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. NELSON. Are you sure about that? 

Mr. HOAR. I donot understand it so at all. It has been ruled 
otherwise a great many times by the occupants of the chair. 

Mr. NELSON. Unless the Senator is certain about that 

Mr. HOAR. It makes very little difference, of course, whether 
the motion is made now or deferred. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that he allow it to go until 2 o’clock and then be laid aside. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think it makes any difference at all. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate proceed to thecon- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill, being House bill No. 15. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 15) making ap- 
8 for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 

ian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with va- 
rious Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30. 1898, and 
for other purposes, which had been reported from the Committee 
on 1 with amendments. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Indian appropriation bill now before 
the Senate is the same bill which at the last session of Con- 

ss, and is in the form in which it went to the President, except 
Ewo or three verbal amendments that are not very material. 
therefore ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, 
that the bill be read, and that the committee amendments be dis- 
posed of as they are reached in the reading. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to move to strike out a part of the bill. I 
suppose the arrangement suggested will not interfere with that 
motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to give notice to the Senator in charge of 
the Indian appropriation bill that I shall move to strike out cer- 
tain parts of the bill, on es 58 and 59, and to substitute there- 
for. That can be done when we reach it; or what course does the 
Senator wish to have pursued? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we had better first dispose of the 
committee amendments, and then it will be in order to move to 
amend the bill in any form. 

Mr. BATE. Just so we may have an understanding about my 
amendment is all I desire. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator prefers that I should wait until after 
the committee amendments have been acted on? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; let the bill be read and the commit- 
tee amendments disposed of, and then the bill will be subject to 
amendment, 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Senator from South Da- 
kota to request that the committee amendments alone be acted 


upon first? 

Alx. PETTIGREW. That is the request, that the committee 
amendments alone be acted upon first. Let the bill be read at 
length and the committee amendments disposed of as they are 
reached, and then the bill will be open to other amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ordinarily that is the way in which appropri- 
ation bills are considered, it is true, and I do not know for the 
moment that I shall object to the request of the Senator from 
South Dakota who has charge of the bill. Notwithstanding the 
fact that the bill in substance is the identical bill that both 
Houses at the last session of Congress but did not become a law, 
there are certain important amendments—one, at least—now pro- 

osed by the Committee on Appropriations. But the peculiar con- 
Ritions surrounding the appropriation bills the Senate ought to 
understand before consent is given to the course — 

The Indian appropriation bill has had no consideration whatever 
in the present Congress. It comes to this body without having even 
Senet g the scrutiny of a committee. It is taken as it was 
practically at the last session, whereas all the conditions have 
changed. There are 150new members in acoordinate branch, and 
there have been quite a number of changes in this body. Sena- 
tors who are entering upon duty for the first time will not have 
the slightest opportunity to give fair consideration to the details 
of the bill if we pursue the ordinary course. Neither has the bill 
been considered in this body by a committee completely and fully 
organized. None except the old members of the committee have 
had an opportunity to look into its details. 

The distinguished gentleman who is now President of the 
United States advised us on the 4th day of March, when he was 
inducted into office, that in the present condition of affairs, with 
the distress that is pending through the country, the strictest econ- 
omy is absolutely necessary in the interest of the people and in the 


interests of the Treasury. Yet the spectacle is . for the 
first time in the history of the Government, that $73,000,000 is 
pro to be voted on three or four geai appropriation bills 
without an opportunity to consider the details. That I may not 
do any injustice to the President, I willread what is found in his 
inaugur: dress: 
Economy is demanded in every branch of the Government at all times, but 
i, periods, like the present, of depression in business and distress 
among the people. The severest economy must be observed in all public 
expenditures, and extravagance stopped wherever it is found and prevented 
wherever in the future it may be developed. 


It may be said that the estimates upon which the pending bill, 
the Agricultural appropriation bill, and the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill were framed were made by the former Administra- 
tion, and that in the pending bill the estimates have not been 
reached; that is to say, that the amounts involved in the bill are 
less than the estimates presented by the former Administration. 
That is true; but they were made at the session of Congress which 
terminated on the 4th of March, with no proper opportunity to 
consider with care every item. It was impossible, under the con- 
ditions, to secure the greatest amount of economy and to reduce 
the appropriations to a minimum without obstructing the opera- 
tions of the Government. 

But that is not the condition now, Mr. President. We have 
ample time between now and the 1st day of July, when these ap- 
propriations go into operation, to consider every item in the bills 
and to do precisely what the President of the United States in his 
inaugural address has advised us to do—to observe the severest 
economy possible in the interest of the poopie: 

Take the bill that is under consideration, the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. It carries with it as it comes to this body an appropria- 
tion of 87,670. 220.89. I do not know, for I confess I am not very 
familiar with the details of this particular bill, whether the amount 
proposed to be appropriated by the bill can be materially reduced 
after careful consideration, but the bill ought to have full con- 
sideration, and if it is possible to reduce that amount, it ought to 
be reduced in the interest of the people. 

The other bills that are pending in the Senate are the Agricul- 
tural bill, which carries an appropriation of $3,182,902; the sundr 
civil 3 bill, the gross amount of which is $53,147,551.59, 
and the deficiency bill, which was not finally agreed upon by the 
two Houses, but estimated at 80, 488,305.82, making a total of $73,- 
489,040.29. Those bills come to this body with the consideration of 
only about one hour; they were never read or considered, and in 
this body, as I have said, they have not been considered by any 
Senators except those who happened to be upon the committees at 
the last session. That the amount of $73,000,000 can be reduced 
I think is beyond question. That it ought to be reduced, owing 
to the present condition of the Treasury and the amount of the 
receipts of the Treasury, goes without saying. 

I am aware, Mr. President, that when Congress was called into 
session for the p of considering these matters, neither the 
President of the United States, in that communication, nor the 
Secretary of the Treasury, from whom we have had no report 
upon these subjects, suggested the idea of economy in these ex- 
penditures. To the Congress which was compelled to consider 
proposed appropria ions amounting to $73,000,000 no suggestion 
was made that it was wise to reduce these extravagant appropri- 
ations. We had only the one suggestion made—to increase taxa- 
tion so that these expenditures, these extravagant expenditures, 
if you please, might met. It was suggested that we should 
increase the taxes of the people, but no suggestion was made that 
we should attempt to reduce the burdens which are imposed by 
the large amounts contained in these bills, 

It is avery extraordinary condition of affairs, Mr. President. 
It would seem from the message which is before us that no thought 
whatever was given to the subject, for no suggestion was made 


to Congress.to attempt to economize. We get that only from the 
inaugural address, 
The party in power has a right, as a matter of course, to pursuo 


its own policy, ut the country expects other things of this body. 
Here at least measures can not be pushed through without an 
rtunity of being heard. In this body we can at least con- 
sider and deliberate, and when time is consumed in an effort to 
save the people of the United States from paying a greater amount 
of taxation, it is time well consumed. < 
Expedition seems to mean elsewhere that no consideration shall 
be given to the taxpayer. I speak of all the bills collectively now. 
Unquestionably we can save millions of dollars for the time being 
by a reduction of expenditures proposed. We attempted at the 
last session, and by a majority vote in this body we succeeded in 
reducing the expenditures to be made upon rivers and harbors 
25 per cent, or one-fourth of the amount as the bill came from the 
House, for works that could be delayed until there was groar 
8 in the country, for works that had not yet been begun, 
or enterprises which could wait for a year or two, until the con- 
ditions are better. Ten million dollars might be eliminated from 
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the great bills that are under consideration or will be under con- 
‘sideration in this body, and $10,000,000 might be stricken from the 
bill that you are preparing for the purpose of raising a greater 
spoons of revenue, thus saving that amount to the people for the 
time being. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business. The Secretary will state it. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

Mr. NELSON. I that the bill may be laid aside informally 
without iig 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, and that 
will be the order. The Senator from Maryland will proceed. 

Mr. GORMAN. The expenditures of the Government have 
been increasing 5 each year. I understand perfectly the 
‘obligations of the Government created by law. ith the con- 
tracts that have been authorized to be made and that have been 
made, with the demand that we have had in the past ten years for 
the increase in the Navy, with the immense expenditures on ac- 
count of fortifications which the country seemed to demand and 
for which Congress e ample provision, the expenditures have 

me on and multiplied until nearly everyone is appalled by their 
Hani tg Over a billion dollars a Congress has been and is 
now being appropriated. Few men can comprehend what a 
billion dollars mean. Butwhen Tan compare even in figures how 
the expenditures have increased and nearly doubled in the last 
twelve years it is time to call a halt. It is time to consider in 
detail these items. It is time, in my judgment, that we should 
suspend some of the public improvements. 

e have reached a point with the Navy where I have contended 
for the last three years that the expenditures ought to be reduced 
‘and great battle ships not be built so rapidly, not that I would 

ve stopped the improvements of the Navy and suspended its 
operations, but in view of the conditions I would have limited 
the appropriations, as I would do now. 

So with the matter of coast defenses. Weare at with the 
world, and it is the tone of the public prints and the 5 im- 

ression that we are to e an arrangement by which peace 
all be assured for all time to come with any great power in the 
world. At all events, there is nothing that threatens us for the 
moment, We can suspend one-half of the appropriations on that 
‘account. 

Then, for rivers and harbors the appropriation in the sundry 
civil bill that is on our Calendar amount to $18,000,000. More 

an a third of that sum is for new enterprises for which no con- 
tracts have yet been made. It would be far better to suspend 
them entirely, and wait until trade shall revive, until revenues 
shall come into the Treasury under moderate and fair laws, rather 
than to impose additional and excessive taxation. 

But, Mr. President, those of us on this side have no power except 
to point out these facts to the people of the country. I recognize 
that we have not on committees, an probably notin this body, the 


power to prevent you who are in control of the Gov: ent from 
continuing the potis which seems to be indicated e reports 
of committees elsewhere and in the message before u y 0 provide 
for all these expenditurés by an additio al evy, and to make that 
levy great enough not only to pay ,000 per annum for the 
support of the ernment, but to make provision in addition for 
liquidating the public debt. 


ere are items of éxpendi which can not be reduced. The 
great e for pensions has demanded by laws en- 
acted by one of the great parties of opun 0 
against the prota of Senators on this side of the Chamber. The 
appropriation of $140,0 0 a year go ei account goon, and 
it is suggested in the o; papers before us that even greater 
liberality $ be dealt out to the men who served the country 
between 1 A and 1865. 

When the last great increase under the Pension Office was made, 


2 4 t 7 , 
predicting that $10,00,000 por the best ac es I could find, 


, and enacted 


úm was added to that expendi- 

re by a single act, and that the result would be that it would 
bankrupt the Treasury. That was when the revenue measure 
was in force which bears the name of the honored man who is 
President of tlie United States. You increased the expenditure, 
as it turned out, not only $40,000,000, but about $50,000,000 per 
annum, and cut from the revenues $50,000,000, leaving the Treas- 
ury in the condition in which it has been from 1892 until this how, 
without sufficient revenue from your tax laws to pay the expendi- 


res. 

Mr. President, I desire to do what I had hoped the Senators in 
charge of these appropriation bills would do. I desire to enter 
upon a thorough and complete examination, soas to cut down the 
amounts of the appropriations and saye us a little later on from 
the extravagant taxation which it is proposed to impose upon the 
country. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 21, on 
page 42. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator in 
charge of the bill, who is the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to the provision beginning in line 18, on 0 42, 
For support, civilization, and instruction of the Seminole In- 
dians in Florida,” where the amount of $6,000 is oj Sp be Oy 
The clause also provides ‘‘ one-half of which sum shall beexpended, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, in procuring 
permanent homes for said Indians.” I suggest to the Senator that 
the word shall“ should be stricken out and the word“ may“ 
inserted, so as to make it certain that it will be discretionary; 
otherwise the Secretary of the Interior will have to procure per- 
manent homes for these Indians at $6,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As the appropriation is to be left entirely 
to the discretion of the Secre of the Interior, I accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. COOKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 20, on page 42, after the word ‘‘sum,” 
it is proposed to strike out and insert may;“ so as to 


For support, civilization, and instruction of the Seminole Indians in Florida, 
, one-half of which sum may be expended, in the discretion of the Secre- 
ry of the Interior, in procuring permanent homes for said Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriation forsal- 
aries of the commissioners to negotiate with the Five Civilized 
Tribes in the Indian Territory, on page 58, line 10, after the word 
“and,” to insert immediate jurisdiction of;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Provided 


ther, That on and after Jan 1, 1898, the United States 
courts in 


d Territory shall have original and exclusive jurisdiction and 

authority to and determine all civil causes in law and equity thereafter 

instituted and immediate jurisdiction of all criminal causes for the punish- 

— of say offense co tted after the passage of this act by any person in 
e: ry. 


Mr. Jones of Arkansas and Mr. BATE addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to suggest to the Senator in 
charge of the bill that a modification should be made in the para- 
grap MADE this whole change go into effect on the ist of Janu- 
ary next, and for that purpose I suggest that we do not agree to 
the amendment pro by the committee, and that in line 11 we 
strike out the words ‘‘the passage of this act” and insert the 
words ‘‘ January 1. 1898;” so as to read, after January 1, 1898.“ 

Mr. BATE. That is what I rose to propose. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, As I understand the force of the amend- 
ment, it provides that the court shall have jurisdiction of all crimi- 
nal cases 5 1, 1898. Is that the purpose of the Sena- 


tor from Ar 

i BATE. Yes, sir; that is the purpose of the amendment. 

. JONES of Arkansas. That is it. It gives jurisdiction over 
all criminal as well as civil cases. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to the change pro- 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. KRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
which will be stated. : 
The SECRETARY. On page 58, line 10, after the word “and,” it 
is proposed to insert immediate jurisdiction of;” s0 as to read: 
vided further, That d after J. y 
wae in ald errito: 1 ordained aah Poor iat Money UTIS Binte 
authority to and determine ait ctv causes in law and equity thereafter 
instituted an: ediate jurisdiction of all criminal causes for the pu - 
ment of any offense c tted after the passage of this act by any person in 
said Territory. 

The amendment was rej ted. 

The PRESIDING OFF CER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Secretary, In line 11, page 58, after the word “after,” it 
is popote to strike out ‘‘the eof this act” and to insert 
“January 1, 1898;” so as to read: 

Provided further, That on and after Janua 
courts in said Territory shall have original an 
authority to try and determine all civil causes in law and equity thereafter 
instituted, and all criminal causes for the punishment of any offense com- 

tted after January 1, 1898, by any person in said Territory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
e reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 12, on page 59. y 
Mr. BATE. I move to strike out that part of the bill which in 
certain cases gives jurisdiction to the President, beginning with 
e 3, p 59, and terminating with line 12. I hope that the 
tor who has the bill in charge will agree to the amendment, 


1, 1898, the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction and 
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It is a matter Which was discussed here at the last session, when 
we had the bill undor consideration, and this clause was adopted 


by a very close vote, I thi 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to dispose of the committee 
amendments, and then we will take up individual amendments 


later. 
Mr. BATE. Very well. I have no c to hasten the 
the the amendment I 


matter, I notify the Senate that I will 
have indicated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the bill be read through and the com- 
mittee amendments disposed of, and then we recur to this 
part of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly, I 5 oe rie potty the Senate that after 
that amendment is disposed of shall move to strike ont, begin- 
ning with the w: eea tet 5 in 7 8 5 5, page 58, down to and 
including the word ‘‘nation,” in line 59. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tus S 
not press his motion at this 

a a ibe I waive it at the: senna of the Senator in charge 
of the bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The reading of o ai was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 25, on pe ago 77 

Mr. PETTI 66, line 14, after the word “lands,” 
I P to strike out 14 roma der of the bill down to and includ- 

the word lands, in line 22. 
J SASEA Zi Arkansas. Is that an amendment proposed by 
the committee’ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is not an amendment proposed by the 
committee. 2 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the effect of it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see that this clause provides for a com- 
mission, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to— 

Ascertain who are the owners of the a bagi 2 lan 


inted for any minor heirs of deceased allottees, make 88 
he purchasers thereof, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. 

I do not think that language requires the approval 25 the Sec- 
of the Interior in the 3 of r in de- 


, ete. I believe it is 8 


re 
termining who own allotmen 
V aid t t practices will wu 
under it which we will t. Therefore I move to kegel ow 
those words which give that authority, and perhaps 85 
ence we can frame some that better se 38 2 rights 
and interests of the Indians. I make the motion largely so as to 
get the 3 into conference, so that a proper provision may 
be fram 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be stated for the information 
of the Senate. 

The Secretary. After the word lands,“ in line 14, page 66, 
it is pro re to strike out all of the bill down to and including | resi 


the word lands,“ in line 21, as follows: 
Ascertain who are the owners of the ceed hata guardiang a p: | zeam, 


pointed for any minor heirs of deceased all 


mapas punches thereof, . 2 mo rova fot epee of baal | i 
rior, W. deeds shall opera’ compl 
payment of the purchase money oh and to carry out the oro ons of 


the act approved March 8, 1893, re ve to lands. 


Mr. BATE, That is a v. 4 5 change, I suggest to the a sor 
tor in charge of the bill. provision was adopted at the 
session. The motion which he proponi would change piba t Rapa 
cally the nature of the powers of the commission in regard v- 
ing title to lands that belong to minors; and I think it had better 
remain as it is, unless the Senator who has the bill in charge can 
give some reason why we should agree to the amendment, 

The PR ING OFFICER. Under tii 5 adopted by the 
Senate, the committee amendments will first be disposed of. The 
Chair would hold that this, not being a conti amen Ln who 
‘should take the same course that has been followed as to other 
individual amendments. 

Mr. BATE, Of course; but I thought the Senator who has the 
bill in charge was requesting that the amendment should be con- 
sidered now. I agree that the amendment ought to go over for 
the present. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless otherwise ordered, the 
Senate will first consider the amendments proposed by the tom- 
mittee. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, at the top of page 67, to 
insert: 


That the mineral janas of — the . Indian Reservation in the 
State of TIRa are hereb; to public Save under the mineral- 


land laws of the United aar PETET: no one pers be allowed to 
. more than one claim on lands containing te. And on and after Janu- 
ary 1, 1808, all of said reservation un Indians shall be open to pub- 


lier entry under the land laws of the 10 United States. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I amnotsatisfied that 
this amendment 5 to be adopted. As is known to every mem- 
ber of the Senate, this has been a bone of contention for many 

ears, and the provisions of this prop position, as contained in the 

ill that passed the Senate at the last session, were perhaps more 
radical those in the pending amendment. But I wis to call 
the attention of the Senate to the latter part of this provision. 
However, I will read it all: 

That the mineral be we of the Uncom 
State of Utah are here 
land laws of the Uni 
more than one claim on 
ary 1, 1898, all of said paver vation’ ul t 
lic entry under the land laws of the United S 

Linquired at the Indian Office to hake extent these lands have 
been allotted; how many persons there are in this reservation who 
have had lands allot to them. Not one single allotment has 
been made, I understand. The Indians who are on the reservation 
were carried there against their wishes. They were put there 


pahgre Indian Reservation in the 

open to public en under the 8 

States, a ne one Bonite be wed to 

3 Win on and Alter Jant- 
Indians shall be open to pub- 


years ago, and have remained there under circumstances not as 
favorable, perhaps, as might have been, and when the mite was 
discovered the proposition was immediately made open the 


whole of the reservation, making no provision whatever for homes 
for the Indians, It seems to me that is not fair. 

There is no recommendation on record, so far as I know. from 
the Secretary of the Interior or from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs in favor of this proposition. It has been reported against 
adversely, if I am correctly informed, by Commissioner after Com- 


missioner and by Secretary after Secretary. ary. The office has been 
op’ to it all the time on the ground that it is not treating the 
Indians fairly or justly. 


In this connection, I desire to ask the Secretary to read a report 
made by Colonel Randlett, a lieutenant-colonel in the Army, who 
for years has been assigned for duty as Indian agent at this reser- 
vation. I have a copy of a report made by him to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, which I will ask to have read, as well as 
a copy of a letter directed to the Commissioner, I ask that the 
Secretary read them for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

UINTAH AND OURAY AGENCY, 
White Rocks, Utah, March 1, 1897. 


Sin: With a desire to aid the honorabl Serep enot of Indian Affairsin 
obtaining information relating to the present and rospective phage fa £ 
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troublo will he experienced from 
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Mr. E. E. White, of the Interior Department, will be able to ex 

gard to all locations, 


vih ve. 
ery respectfull: 


* JAMES F, RANDLETT, 
Lieutenant Colonel, U. S. A., Acting U. S. Indian Agent. 


The honorable COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 


UINTAH AND OURAY AGENCY, 
White Rocks, Utah, March 7, 1897. 
Sik: I have the honor to request the consideration of the Department to 
the amendment of the Indian appropriation bill providing for the gof 


the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, which Oongress M: 1807 
7 — Which Pane to become law by its not 1 approval of the re 
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As published in the newspapers of the country, this amendment ignores 
entirely the rights and interests of the Pians residing on a reservation’ 
which was created for their exclusive benefit by proclamation of a President 
of the United States, which proclamation when considered in just reasoning 

pears unquestionably as intended to accord and secure to the Uncom 

tes an abiding place where they could not be molested or interfered with 
in their tight of occupancy, and which right of occupancy should last until 
the General Government should Mend? d out and complete the promises and 
stipulation’ contained in the treaty of 1880, under provisions of which they 
gave up their land in Colorado and were removed to Utah, 

Thave been stationed among these Indians ten years, the last four years 
of which time serving as their agent, and from my personal knowledge they 
have all this time been patiently awaiting the fulfillment of the p 
made to them by the Government in treaty referred to, that they should 


provided with homes and agricultural land for the estab! t of hom 
where they might hope to become self-supporting and fitted for citizenship 
in ĉi communities. The amendment referred to im plies tt some of 
these Indians have been allotted land on their reservation, t it 


be possible under provisions already made to locate the remainder of the 
band before the Ist of January, 1898; when the truth is that not a single In- 
dian has been allotted an acre of land on the Uncompahgre Reservation, 
and that no provision exists whereby such allotment conld bly be 0 
between present time and time set in the amendment for general open- 
ing of this reservation. 
the Indian appropriation bill referred to become a law, the effect of 
this amendment would have been to permit the Indians residing on the Un- 
com) Reservation to be overrun and pea rhe 5 b. Se emp 
rs and claim locators, and every semblance of justice ‘air deal- 
on the part of the Government in dealing with their in would have 
n outraged. Admitting that these Indians have no vested ts in the 
lands of their reservation, as their former agents have belie’ and have 
taught them to believe they possessed, I am sure that the Congress of the 
United States, no gnc ie informed in the premises, will never enact laws 
for the 1 — banishing them out of Utah or for evading strict compli- 
ances with ty stipulations made with them. 

I therefore, in behalf of these Indians, as their nt, beg that this com- 
munication may be referred for the consideration of the proper commi 
of the two Houses of Con with recommendation from the honora 
Commissioner of Indian rs that no law be enacted for the ng of the 
lands of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation for settlement by whites, 
excepting such portions of it as may be strictly classed mineral, until the 
Indians for whose benefit said reservation was set a shall have been pro- 
vided with homestead remunerations promised m for giving up their 
lands in Colorado under treaty of 1880; and until such remunerations are 
made the opening of their reservation shall be confined to the limits de- 
scri by the Commissioners appointed under act approved August 15, 1804, 
as mincral land not required for allotment to Indians as homesteads. 

It is thought aia to add that of the 2,000,000 acres (estimated 
within the limits of the 9 Reservation only small parts here ena 
there are good grazing lands, on which the Indians keep their small bun 
of cow stock, sheep, and ponies, and that in all the scattered patches of 
cultural land there are not 10,000 acres capable of being brought under 
vation by irrigation at a reasonable expense. 

Very respectfully, 


JAMES F. RANDLETT, 
Lieutenant: Colonel, U. S. A., Acting U. S. Indian Agent. 


The honorable COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 


ti- 


UINTAH AND OURAY AGENCY, 
White Rocks, Utah, March 23, 1897. 


. pt ES ha tally Bago aati i 
ernor of Utah, James T. Hammond is secretary of state, and Arthur Bro 
posed to be ex-United States Senator from Utah. 


Very respectfully, 
T x JAMES F. RANDLETT, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, U.S. A., Acting U. S. Indian Agent. 


The honorable COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have no extended 
argument to make on this question. I have asked that the official 
reports of Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett, who has been in charge of 
this reservation as Indian agon: for years, shall be read for the 
information of the Senate. He states that there is not one single 
square inch of this land allotted to any Indians, and yet the clos- 
ing paragraph of the proposed amendment is that— 

On and after January 1, 1898, all of said reservation unalloted to Indians shall 
be open to public entry under the land laws of the United States. 

It may as well be stated at once that it is to open the entire res- 
ervation, which is to be taken out from under these Indians, they 
to be driven away from their homes on the technical pretext that 
uy have not a legal title to the land. 

here are a number of instances where Indians are on land held 
under Executive order, but there is no place, I think, where thé 
idea would be tolerated for a moment of driving the Indians off of 
their reservation simply because they were allotted to the loca- 
tions they occupy by an executive order of the President. 

There is, as I said in the beginning, as I understand it, no recom- 
mendation, and has been none from any Secretary of the Interior 
or Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recommending that this legis- 
lation be had. They have reported against it. It has been pro- 
tested against by the officers of the Government. I suppose there 
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is no official report here by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
against the opening of this reservation, for the reason that his 
opinion has not been asked when there has been a proposition to 
put this cg ree in cpt ahah bills or other bills. 

I do not believe that the amendment ought to be adopted, but I 
will leave the matter with the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, except for the misrepresenta- 
tion which has taken place concerning this question in another 
official body of the Government, it would be scarcely fair to de- 
tain the Senate at this time with any considerable presentation of 
the views of the proponents of the amendment. But, under the 
circumstances, it is due to the people who inhabit the State of 
Utah, and it is more especially due to the Senate of the United 
States, which has on more than one occasion approved an amend- 
zaeni y this character, that some full showing of the facts should 

made. 

I join with the Senator from Arkansas in a desire that no in- 
justice shall be done to the Indians who inhabit the Uncompahgre 

rvation; but, from a somewhat intimate knowledge of the 
situation there, I am at liberty to disagree with him as to the effect 
which the amendment, if enacted into law, would have upon the 
welfare of the Uncompahgre Utes. 

In the first place, no Secretary of the Interior and no Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs has ever reported against this method of 
settling the question. I beg the pardon of the Senator from 
Arkansas when I say he is distinctlyin error in making the asser- 
tion with which he closed his remarks. On the contrary, the 
whole conduct of the Indian Office toward this question, so far as 
any conduct has been made public, has been in the direction of 
securing the very result and by the very method proposed in this 
amendment. 

It is true, sir, that there have been no allotments of lands to the 
Indians, but ample time is accorded under the amendment to 
make them. Every document which is presented here, every 
argument which has been made, indicates beyond the peradventure 
of a doubt that there are but 10,000 acres of agricultural lands 
within that vast domain of 2,000,000 acres. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Do I understand the Senator from 
Utah to say that the Indian Office was in favor of the amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. I said that all that we have ever heard from 
the Indian Office would indicate that they were in favor of the 
method and the result proposed by the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I would be perfectly willing to let 
the amendment go over untilto-morrow morning, andif the Indian 
Office shall recommend that it be adopted, I shall withdraw all 
opposition to it. K 

Mr. CANNON. There seems to be some occult intention in the 
mind of the Administration with regard to the Uncompahgre In- 
dian Reservation, which we have never been able to discover. It 
has never yet been brought forward in an official recommendation 


Mr. © À inly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long has the Indian Office had the 
right and er to allot these lands to the Indians? 

Mr. C ON. Ever since A t, 1894. 


Mr. COCKRELL. For nearly t years? 
Mr. C ON. To answer the nay Saks of the Senator 8 
Missouri fully, I will state that the Indian Office has expend 


$16,000 of the public funds in ee attempt to te and 
allot these lands, and not an allotment of one square inch of land 
has ever been made within the reservation. The commission ap- 
pointed by the President under authority of law to expend the 
money for that purpose was furloughed more than a year ago, 
and there still remain funds in the hands of the Indian Office with 
which to carry on just such work as this, because the Indian 
appropriation bills contain eral appropriations to be nded 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the allotment of lands 
in severalty in execution of the numerous statutes which are on 
the books. SOI, 

Mr. President, a brief history of the situation may serve to en- 
lighten the minds of Senators and demonstrate that instead of our 
proposing to rob the Indian or to rob the Government we are but 
reiterating the demand of citizens of the United States who are 
unjustly withheld from their own. 

In 1882, by Executive order, there was set apart a tract of more 
than 2,000,000 acres of land in the eastern part of Utah as a so- 
called reservation for the Uncompahgre Utes, who had been re- 
moved from Colorado somewhat against their will. By the adroit 
manipulation of commissioners then in charge of the removal, the 
Indians only went upon this land as a halfway house, as a stop- 
ping place, thinking that some time they would acquire lands in 
severalty in some locality approved by them. : 

The Indians have remained there from that day to this without 
any serious attempt to allot their lands in severalty—b et In- 
dians, every one among them, buck, squaw, and papoose— - 
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ing an inducement to agents and officials of the Government to 
keep them in their present condition and prevent an allotment of 
the land in severalty, because, as the record will prove, there are 
some rather fat pickings for men who handle the Government 
funds and do not perform the service which they are appointed to 
perform in the expenditure of Government funds. 

An illustration of the manner in which this question has been 
treated by the agents is furnished by the document which was 
read here, the communication from Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett, 
who says that the Indians had been taught to believe that the 
minerals in this reservation belong tothem. By whom had they 
been taught that astonishing thing? Certainly by their agents; 
by the people who had access to them. The 8 only went 
upon this ground against their own remonstrance, never deeming 
for a moment that it belonged to them; but as time passed on men 
had a selfish interest in teaching to the Indian that he had some 
inalienable right to this property and that he must defend it; and 
the Indian is used as a shield. 

The Indians never had any title to this ground. The money 
which the Indians received from the sale of their lands in the State 
of Colorado, at 124 cents per acre, is now on deposit with the Gov- 
ernment subject to the order of the Utes. One reason why none 
of these lands have been allotted in severalty is because the In- 
dians refused to pay $1.25 an acre for this worthless land. It is 
just precisely the kind of land described in the communication 
from Lientenant-Colonel Randlett, and the Indians do not want it. 

The communication from Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett speaks 
of the extravagance of commissions. One commission was ap- 

ointed to remove these Indians and establish homes for them. 

hey failed to do this duty, according to the testimony of Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Randlett. We have within our own knowledge 
the work and expenditure of another commission which failed to 
fulfill the requirements of the law. I make no criticism upon the 
individual gentlemen who composed the late Ute Commission. 
They were sent out there at an inopportune time; they were sent 
out to Utah in the beginning of winter to perform work on the 
vop of the Rocky Mountains, and it was May before the snow was 
off the ground. The whole work was conducted with the same 
lack of knowledge on the part of the Interior Department; and, 
finally, when they were ready to make their report, it is more than 
surmise or mere suspicion that they had orders, either written or 
oral, from the Interior Department of the United States, not to 
fulfill the law and not to continue the work. 

It has been stated upon this floor—and I violate none of the de- 
cencies or proprieties of life when I reiterate the charge—that the 
Secre of the Interior then in office promised positively to have 
the proc tion opening this reservation signed, and he failed to 
do so within the prescribed time or within his term of office; and 
the subordinate officials of the Government, the commission ex- 

nding this money, I have not the slightest doubt, acted under 
instructions and according to the example of the officer in chief. 

There will be no Nags He of injury to these Indians if every acre 
of this land shall be taken. Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett's com- 
munication declares that the land is a desert in summer, and frigid, 
and almost unbearably so, in winter. The Indians hover about 
the agency, and every acre of land susceptible of cultivation has 
been designated by the Ute Commission. It can be surveyed, can 
be allotted to the Indians, and so far as the 900 Uncompahgre Utes 
are concerned, they can live after the opening of this reservation 
precisely as they live now, at the cy, in the enjoyment of the 
revenues from this Government afforded to them by the interest 
on the money which they received from the sale of their lands in 
Colorado. 

Where is the injustice? Nobody is deprived of anything. If 
every inch of the ground of the Uncompahgre Reservation were 
taken, the Indians would not be deprived of that which is theirs. 
They are tenants at will of this Government upon that land—un- 
willing tenants at first, and only made willing by the improper 
conduct and advice of men paid by this Government to inis- 
ter affairs. The Indians never would have dreamed of remaining 
an hour longer on the Uncompahgre Reservation unless they 
were forced to stay there, if it had not been that men with a self- 
ish end in view had taught the Indians that they had bevome the 
rightful owners of the minerals in that property. 

ere is a reason for all this, Mr. President; there is a reason 
why the opening of this reservation has been op d violently in 
this Chamber, and still more violently elsewhere. The most 
unreasonable attacks have been made upon this attempt to give 
to American citizens that which belongs to all citizens, and to 
open for the benefit of the country that vast storehouse of wealth 
which belongs toallthe people. At the present time the asphaltum 
business in this country is practically controlled by a trust. We 
consumed last year in the United States 161,000 tons of asphaltum, 
ostly brought from Trinidad, although we received some from 
South American countries and from Cuba, and we got some 
om Germany and some from France; but the great output was 
from Trinidad by a company the chief ownership of which is 
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coincident with the chief ownership of a paving company in the 
United States of America. i 

The price of paving in this country was $3.50 a square yard until 
we began to put ont some asphalt from Utah and California, and 
then it fell to $1.75. The more domestic asphaltum we get out, 
and thehigher the quality of the asphaltum we produce, the lower 
the price of paving in the United States. The Trinidad Asphal- 
tum Company pays a royalty to Great Britain of $1.40 a ton, and 
because of that royalty has practically a monopoly of the busi- 
ness. It lands manufactured asphaltum at the ports of this coun- 
try at $7.40 and $7.50 a ton, and it costs us to get the Santa Bar- 
bara asphaltum to New York $21a ton. Every mile nearer to the 
centers of population of the United States that we come in the 
development of asphaltum, the less the freight charge, and there- 
fore the stronger the competition for the domestic asphaltum in 
the market. 

It has been stated upon this floor by a learned gentleman, not 
now here, that this deposit of gilsonite on the Uncompahgre Res- 
ervation is of incalculable extent. I believe itis. I believe that 
it is as vast as the late Senator from Wisconsin, Mr. Vilas, de- 
clared to the Senate. I hope so, If so, there is enough there to 
last as long as—not as this Republic shall endure, but certainly 
it will last as long as we shall need asphaltum for paving in this 
world. We are developing it in various other places, The Un- 

mpahgre Reservation would have no monopoly of the domestic 
production. 

One would think that this was the one pe of great price, and 
that if it were open to the benefit of all the people of the United 
States, some one man would get it and putitin his pocket. The 
distinguished junior Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] informed 
me not long since that he had received a communication from 
people in his State claiming that they had made a discovery of 
gilsonite or asphaltum there. A member of Congress from one of 
the Rocky Mountain States informed me that within two weeks 
he has had a letter claiming that they have found within his State 
a deposit of equal value with that of the Uncompahgre Reserva- 
tion. 

Five hundred men started for this reservation on the day it was 
supposed that the President would sign the bill opening these 
mineral lands. For some reasons I regretted that there was that 
rush. I thought that we would do the thing decently and in order 
in Utah. We had never had any so-called soonerism there; and I 
supposed that the people who had located upon these lands before 
it was thought that the Indians had a vested right in them, or 
before the Government had intended to cherish these lands away 
from the people of the United States, would go and locate upon 
their claims and take possession of them. But since then I have 
become convinced that it was a good thing that 500 men started 
for the reservation. That is a demonstration that no one a pote 
tion and no one individual would have gotten the land, and that 
there was no concert of action to rob the people of the United 
States and to rob the Indians. 

Mr. President, it is robbery of the people of the United States 
every day that these lands are withheld from development. That 
is where the robbery is. It is a loss to the people of the United 
States every day that that asphaltum is not 1 87 the markets of 
the United States. It is the only robbery possible connected with 
this matter, unless we choose to reverse the whole system of gov- 
ernmental action toward the public lands; and I shall be as ready 
as some other gentlemen here when the time comes to do that, but 
I am not ready to do it about this one thing, nor ready to do ps 
accident or incident. The Government of the United States wi 
either open these lands to settlement and location by individual 
citizens, or, if it open them at all, it will open them in partner- 
ship with some one who will bid the highest price for them. If 
it shall either sell them at auction or shall lease them, the result 
will be that, under lease or purchase, some one corporation will 
become the absolute possessor of them, and what was done in the 
Island of Trinidad and with the Government of Great Britain will 
be done here in the United States. 

The plea in behalf of the Indians is a new one. Under no 
former discussion of this question was that idea brought promi- 
nently forward. I recognize that there is more merit in it than 
there is in any other phase of the argument against the opening. 
There is some sentimentality, however, in it at least, but it fails 
when one comes to comprehend the significance of the letter sent 
by Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett, every line of which breathes the 
fact that this is an inappropriate place for the Indians to be 
located, an undesirable place. They do not care for the land, and 
if they did, the lands are unfit for their occupancy, and at most 
there are 10,000 acres in the whole Uncompahgre Reservation 
which, under careful and skillful management, could be agricul- 
turally productive—10,000 acres out of 2,000,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state to the Senator right in this 
connection that these Indians are being moved onto the Uintah 
Reservation and allotted lands upon that reservation as fast as 
reas They are being placed where the lands are fit for culti- 
vation. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to know where the Sen- 
ator gets that information. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I get it partly from the letter which the 
Senator has had read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That letter stated that the Indians 
were voluntarily going from tltis reservation to the other. They 
are not being moved by theGovernment. There is no home being 
provided for these Indians outside the reservation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They are living on this reservation. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I think both Senators are cor- 
rect. Under the act of 1894 an appropriation of $16,000 was made 
available for the identical purpose stated by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW | in charge of the bill, and whilst 
it is true that the Government did not remove the Indians in the 
sense of forcing them to leave the Uncompahgre Reservation and 
go upon the Uintah Reservation, yet representation was made to 
them, through their interpreters and through their agents, look- 
ing to the gradual transfer of the Indians from the Uncompahgre 
lands to the Uintah lands. The Indians are voluntarily going 
over. In point of fact, the agency lies right between the two 
reservations, and the Uncompahgre Utes have always mingled 
with the Uintah Utes on terms of fraternity. 

The passage of this bill, with this amendment exactly as it ap- 
pears, will work no injustice to any one Indian; will work no in- 
justice to the people of the United States. It will simply remove 
a question which has occupied altogether too much of the time of 
the Senate of the United States; it will remove the power of a 
trust to control one of the great commodities needed in the civili- 
zation of the country. 

More than that, Mr. President, it will show that the Congress of 
the United States has some self-respect. It passed a law in 1894, 
and the Secretary of the Interior, for reasons best known to him- 
self, but easy of surmise by any man who can read between the 
lines, chose to violate his word and violate that law, and refused 
to permit it to be carried out, and the Congress of the United 
States, now that itis confronted by it, can not do a better thing 
than to put right on an 8 bill a provision for the abso- 
lute execution of a law which itself was on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall only trespass 
on the patience of the Senate for one moment; but there were two 
or three points raised in the course of the discussion by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Cannon] to which I should like to call attention. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], while the Senator 
from Utah was discussing the fact that there were no allotments 
of lands in this reservation, asked how long the Government had 
had the 7 to have allotted these lands, and the answer was, 
since 1894. The Government seems, therefore, to have been very 
remiss in its duty that it has not allotted these lands. But, almost 
in the same breath, the Senator from Utah bata the reasons why 
the lands have not been allotted. He stated that all of these In- 
dians—the bucks, the squaws, and the pa were blanket 
Indians, and have not advanced to that state of civilization where 
an allotment of land was intended under the law when it provided 
for the allotment of lands among the Indians. 

It was intended not to take people who were incapable of taking 
care of themselves, not to take wild blanket Indians and force 
them on homes, whether it was their interest to take them or not. 
That was not the purpose of the law. The then Senator from 
Massachusetts, who introduced and caused that bill to be passed 
here, was as humane a statesman as ever occupied a seat on this 
floor, and he never would have proposed to have a law passed to 
compel Indians who were unfitted to usea homestead to take one. 
The Senator gave the reasons why there have been no allotments 
of lands among these Indians. I have never been among these 
Indians, and know nothing of their condition. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Whyshould not the allotment be made regard- 
less of the fact that these Indians are incapable of supporting 
themselves upon individual homesteads? What is there to hinder 
the execution of the law and the allotting of the lands in severalty 
to the Indians, and their being allowed to live as they live now? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The law, which was designed for the 
purpose of doing the Indians great good, has been in its execution 
the means of doing gross and outrageous wrong to a great many 
Indians. The Department has been so anxions to assign home- 
steads to these Indians that many Indians, utterly incapable of 
controlling their homesteads and using them in any intelligent 
way, have had lands assigned them; they have become citizens 
of the United States; they have become separated from their 
tribes in a great measure, and deprived of the tribal rights that 
they otherwise would have had. No good was done, but infinite 
harm was done to these people. There has been an effort to drive 
these people forward too rapidly. The first thing to do is to teach 
them how to use these rights and then give them to them. The - 
intention of the law was that homesteads should be given to these 
people as they developed sufficiently in intelligence, as they learned 
to use them properly, but it never was intended that the wild and 
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uncivilized Indians should be assigned homes and 
and made to adopt the white man’s ways before they understood 
how to do it. ; s 

The Senator made another statement to which I wish to allude, 


He said that this was the first time that the plea in behalf of the 
Indians had ever been heard agaian the passage of this measure, 
From the time when it was first brought into this y, years 
ago, to this hour, I have supe the adoption of such an amend- 
ment as this in every single Congress before which it has eyer 
come, and I haye all tho time opposed it for the reason the 
sworn officers of the executive branch of the Government, w. 28 
duty it is to look after the interests of these people, have never ad- 
vised that this thing should be done, in the first place; and, sec- 
ondly, when the effort was made in the last appropriation bill 
which came in here, which porian that all the lands not allott 
should be open to homestead entry, I called hier 9 then to the 
fact that I had gone to the Indian Office and asked how many al- 
Jotments had been made, and was told not a single one, and that 
tho effect of that provision in that bill would be to absolutely de- 
ive he Indians of their homes and drive them shiftless into 

ə world. 

The Senator thinks they can be driven to the agency and han 
around the agency and that that will do the Indians no 
am amazed to hear the Senator express lf in such a way, 
There is a duty that the Government and that the people of the 
United States owe to these people. They are our wards. It is 
our duty to take care of them the best we can. To drive them to 
become loafers and loungers around the agency, and not to en- 
deavor to lead them in the line of development and intelligence, 
would be nothing less than acrime. Itis a duty that we owe to 
ourselves that we should do the best we can to improve the con- 
dition of these people. y 5 

I haye made this plea all the time, not against the opening of 
this gilsonite—I do not care anything about that—but in justice 
to the Indians, and I protest against these people being driven 
away from their homes for thè . of allowing a lot of people 
to take possession of this gilsonite. 

The Senator finds in thé fact that 500 people went on that land 
a proof that it will not become a monopoly. If 499 out of that 500 
were the agents and hirelings of great financial interests that 
desired and undertook to get control of these lands, I do not see 
where the Senator gets the proof that that would be a protection 
against monopoly. 8 ; 

Mr. CANN! ON, Doesthe Senator think that 499 were agents or 
hirelings? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know nothing about that, If the 
Senator knows that they were not, [should be glad to know it; but 
if this proposition were right and fair, why can not one solitary 
recommendation come from a Secre of the Interior or a Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs in favor of it? Democrat or Repub- 
lican, they have never been able to get 26 single officer of the 
executive department to say that this ought to be done. 

The Senator says a law was passed in 1894 providing for the 
opening of these lands, and that that law has not been execu 
It seems to me that the reference to that law was not particularly 
fortunate. Iam not very distinct as to how that law came to be 
adopted, but if Iam not mistaken it found its way into an appro: 
priation bill between the two Houses, and was not put there by 
either House, except on the report of a conference committee, 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. e 

Mr. RAWLINS. The agt enacted in 1894 was recommended py 
the Secretary of the Interior, in the first place, in a report to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of JE sige rt sec- 
ondly, in a report of the Committee on Indian rs of the Senate, 
of which, I think, the distinguished Senator was then chairman, 
This identical bill, containing substantially this provision, was 


also reported, I believe unanimously, by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to 
oral which had been entered into with them 
Moreover, this 1 ation then receiyed the approval not onl 
i he Interior, but of The head of the Ado Ar. 
NES of Arkansas. X do not distinct! 


facts mentioned by the junior ator from Utah, I have no 
recollection of any recommendation having been e by the 
Secretary of the Interior or by the Commissioner of Indiah Af- 
fairs at any time, or by any of the executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment, in favor of this legislation. I should have EE AEE 
to make to it now if I understood what shall ae done bh these 
5 to take 


the Senate. It enacted that these lands 2 d be 

allotted to these Indians in accordance with i rovisions of a 
5 e policy 
of allotment was decided, after full discussion, in 1894, ‘ia e act 
which was then passed. 
of the Secretary o 
sion in the Interior Department, 
Mr. JO. 


remember the 


Indians. I believe that it is not wise for the upon 
itself to change the condition of things in these Indian reserya- 
tions without the advice of the Indian Office—that branch of the 
executive d ent whose business a to look after these things 
and understand them, and make reports to Congress, 


The universal rule, whenever any subject of this kind is con- 
ee eg where legislation of this sort is desired, is to refer it 
to Indian Office and to the „ the Interior for a 
repo Has any 70 been made upon this question? Has any 
report been asked for on it? If so, it has not been laid before the 

ate, If it has not, why has not the general rule been followed? 

ere is not a commi of this body having important legisla- 
on relating to any branch of the Government, relating to public 
lands, to pensions, to patents, to Indian affairs, or to anything 
else, but refers it to the branch of the executive department hav- 
ing such matters in charge for its opinion, and when it comes 
the committees usual! act upon the recommendation for the 
roong given, or lay it aside for reasons they consider superior; 
but in this instance, if 9 — has been any single question asked 
of the Secretary of the Interior or of the . of Indian 
Affairs, the Senate has been kept in blissful is mings of the fact. 
if there has been any report made, it has not been presented to 

e Senate, and we know nothing about it. 

So far as I am concerned, I am opposed to this legislation being 
taken up and passed By tne Senate without the concurrence of the 
executive branch of the Government. Iam willing to leave the 
matter to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior and the 
5 I am willing to leave to the executive department 
w 


ought to be done, they being charged with the responsibil- 


ity; but I am not willing that the Senate shall give a cast-iron 
rection to what shall be done without 33 the facts. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, it may be of assistance to the 


Senate to understand the precise status of this question. In 1894, 
in the Fifty-third Congress, a bill was introduced in the House of 
1 which subsequently was p to a law on the 
15th of August, 1894. Section 20 of that statute provided— 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and directed 
to appoint a commission of three persons to allot in 5 to the Uncom- 
pabare In within their reservation, in the Territory of Utah, agricul- 

and grazing lands according to the treaty of 1880, as follows: 

Then there is quoted bodily in this section the agreement which 
was made with these Indians in 1880, at the time they sold their 
lands to the United States, in connection with other bands of Ute 
Indians in the State of Colorado. The confederated bands owned 
in Colorado 12,000,000 acres of land. As the result of the sale of 
those lands they realized something like $1,700,000; and, in accord- 
ance with that same agreement, if those Indians took their allot- 
ments in Colorado upon their reservation, they were to receive 
them without consideration. If they got lands from the United 
States off their reservation, their agreement provided that they 
should pay for the lands at the rate of one dollar and a quarter 
per acre. The commissioners having charge of this matter vir- 
tually forced the Indians into Utah upon these lands. 

In 1882, by Executive proclamation, the Uncompahgre Indian 
Reservation was set aside, They were to uss it in sufferance. The 
question of the title or interest of these Indians to these lands was 
referred by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the law officers of the Interior De ent. After 
a careful examination, those officers reported both to the House of 
Representatives and to the Senate that these Indians had no inter- 
est in these lands; that they were mere tenants at sufferance; that 
the . had a right to make allotments of the lands to 
them withi a pho reservation or off the reseryation, but that, in 
accordance with their express agreement with the Government, 
they should be Fa Se pay at the rate of one dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre for the lands that might thus be allotted to them. 

The Secretary of the Interior approved this legislation and rec- 
ommended it. It Nf . Thecommissioners were directed 
and this was mandatory—to make these allotments, and an ap- 
propriation of $16,000 to defray the expenses was provided in that 
same bill. As soon as the allotments were made, the lands were 
td be thrown open for settlement. That is the situation of those 
lands of these ans atthe present time. The President or the 
Secretary of the Interior may at any time by Executive proclama- 
tion—and it is their duty under the provisions of this act—declare 
these 8 5 open to entry under the public- land law to do just 
what ill provides. 

The distinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] states 
that this legislation has not been submi to the Interior De- 

ent for its consideration or report, He is certainly mis- 
en upon that subject, For more than six months this very 
matter was under the consideration of the Indian Bureau, of the 
Secretary of the merg, and of both branches of Congress. It 
was fully discussed both in the House of Representatives and in 
the Senate. After such discussion the Senate and the House de- 
cided that these Indians ought to ta Ə 75 lands in severalty, 
an has the unallotted lands should be thrown open to entry 
under the public-land law, In respect to the asphaltum or min- 
eral lands, it was provided that they should be disposed of sub- 
stantially, almost precisely, as is provided in the pending amend- 
ment to this appropriation bill. 
for amendment grows out of the fact 


9 only n 
m apparently a deliberate attempt on the part of 


there has 
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the executive officers of the Government to thwart and defeat 


positive d ion of the legislative department. The Secretary o 
the Interior, while he recommended the e of this law an 
approved it in the first instance, after it had been enacted, ap- 
Ported commissioners, and then, in the instructions which were 
given to those commissioners, as shown by the report made on 87 
terday morning by the present Secretary of the Interior, eee f 
bý his instructions, virtually to tell the commissioners not to do 
that which the law said in mandatory terms they should do. Why 
was this legislation thus defeated? s 

I well remember the opposition which was encountered in the 
Fifty-third Congress in respect to this legislation. It then de- 
veloped that certain individuals had procured a lease from these 
Indians for all the mineral lands in the Uncompahgre Reserya- 
tion, and they came before the Secretary of the Interior nae 
his approval of the lease. But in the meantime the lease h. 
been assigned to a corporation known as the American Asphaltum 
Company, the object of which was to gain the monopoly and con- 
trol of all those mineral lands. f 

It was pointed out at the time this application was made that if 
the Indians had an interest in those lands, it was competent, as 
held by the officers of the Interior Department, for the Secretary 
to approve the lease, thus validating all the lands, hundreds of 
thousands of acres, embracing all these minerals, in the hands of 
a single corporation. The contention was then made that the In- 
dians had no interest in the lands and therefore could not make a 
lease which would be validated by the approval of the Secretary, 
and the law officers of the Government decided that that was 
true. When that measure came into the Senate, the opposition of 
the asphaltum company, who thus expected to gain a monopoly of 
the lands, was made manifest. They insisted that before this 
legislation should be enacted there must be a provision approving 
this very lease, thus giving a sic ae of all those lands to that 
corporation. It seems that some influence or other has been potent 
enough from that day to this to defeat the clear and explicit 
direction on the part of the Government to allot to the Indians 
lands suitable for agriculture and grazing, and then throw open 
the residue of the lands free to citizens, not allowing any citizen 
of the United States to take in excess of one claim. 

Now, the objection which I understand has been urged to this 
measure is that there is danger that the lands will fall into the 
hands of some great monopoly. That, of course, is to be avoided. 
But if you put the lands up for sale at auction, as has been rec- 
ommended, that result is as certain to follow as the policy is em- 
barked upon. If you undertake to lease the lands, it will be under 
the administration or direction of some executive officer of the 
Indian Bureau, who are often, too often, I fear, under the influ- 
ence of aggregated wealth, who send here their agents to make 
favorable terms by which to gain control of vast and valuable 
interests, If you throw open the lands in accordance with the 
policy which has thus far prevailed in this country, letting every 
citizen of the United States have free entry upon lands toa fimi ited 
extent, a small tract, and acquiring it by location, by recording, 
by actual possession, and by the expenditure of money in develop- 

ing the resources, then there will be very little danger, the least 
possible danger, that any one institution or monopoly will acquire 
the control of all those lands, which are expensive and valuable. 

Under the usual operation of the mineral laws, as they have 
been practically carried out in the West, which policy is to be fol- 
lowed in this measure, no one corporation can ever succeed in 
gaining control of all the minerals. If a man should go upon this 
tract of 10,000 acres, he would not know whether he was standing 
upon asphalt or what not. It is invisible. Whether it possesses 
any value or t value he does not know, until he has delved 
into the depths of the earth. When the people go there, the 
travel hundreds of miles through a desert and suffer great hard- 
ships. When they have marked off their little tract of land an 
made a record of it, they do not know whether or not they have 
anything. It is a mere matter of speculation. Talk about put- 
ting up the land at auction and selling it! Before it could be done 
the Government would have to spend thousands and thousands of 
dollars in developing it, in order to ascertain just what is there 
and that the land might be exposed to sale so as to bring the high- 
est possible price. There is noman who would buy atract of that 
land and pay any considerable amount for it. The Government 
would realize no 8 

Under this bill it is proposed that only one claim, 20 acres (there 
are about 3,000,000 acres, I believe upon this reservation), shall be 
allowed to any one man. He can go there, but he can only take 
one claim. When a man has taken a claim, marked it out, de- 
veloped it, and proved to himself that he has a good thing, he is 
not going to give it away to 8 m or to any other in- 
dividual. There will be hun , five hun , of such claims. 


The moment any corporation undertakes to ar Seats up and get a 


monopoly, that moment the price will rise. us you will have 
competition, and the people of the United States, if this measure 
is passed, ll ultimately receive the benefit of it, as has been so 
well pointed out, 


I have correspondence here which might throw some light on 
this question. It is said that people may go there and that peo- 
155 hä ve gone there and located claims when the land is not sub- 

ect to location. That is true. But they have had their work 
and their 1 for nothing if the lands are not open subject to 
entry. If this legislation takes effect, it will be by public statute, 
and every person will have notice of it. There will be nothing 
secret about it, and everyone will have a chance. If the lands are 
opened under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, or b; 
some other executive or administrative officer, in collusion wi 
some person whom it is desired to favor, the ordinary citizen of 
the United States will not get the benefit, but some powerful and 
influential monopoly will. 

I sincerely hope that the Senate, out of respect for its own action 
in 1894, will not hesitate to enact this measure, and to enact such 
other measures as will give effect to its solemnly declared will 
upon this tt ol 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I am sorry the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jones] is not poar The distinguished Senator 
asked if any communication been had with the Indian Office 
or with the Interior Department on this subject. 

On the 16th day of January, 1896, there was passed through the 
House of Representatives a demand upon the Interior Department 
for information as to why the law had not been executed. The 
answer of the Secretary of the Interior is shown in Document No. 
191, House of Representatives, Fifty-fourth Congress, first cession. 
The answer was so completely unsatisfactory that at a later time, 
in March, 1896, by resolution of this body, the Secretary of the In- 
terior was requested to inform the Senate for what reason the 
nonagricultural and unallotted lands of the Uncompahgre Indian 
Reservation had not been restored to the public domain and pro- 
claimed open to entry and location, as prescribed by sections 20 
and 21 of the act of Congress approved August 15, 1894. The an- 
swer of the Secretary, under date of March 10, 1896, was desig- 
nated at the time as not being a reply, but an evasion. Every 
effort was made to get a frank and candid expression from the 
Interior Department. Personal visits were paid, official commu- 
nications were sent, but absolutely no information was reported 
to the Congress of the United States sufficient in any degree to 
answer the request of Congress. 

I can not allow to pass unnoticed the statement of the Senator 
that I would either favor or condone a policy which would be in- 
jurious to the Indians. Mr. President, if there is one chapter of 
the history of Utah of which we are proud, it is that we have 
treated the Indians from the first day of the settlement of Utalf 
until now as human creatures, as entitled to sympathy, as en- 
titled to help; and we took for the first motto in our dealing with 
them, ‘‘It is cheaper to feed the Indians than to fight them.” 
There has been more of contributed help to the Indians, without 
compensation from the Government, by the people of Utah than 
by any other people of similar numbers in the United States. We 
have taught them the difficult art of irrigation, and there aremen 
called from various parts of the State to go and labor among the 
Indians, without any compensation whatever, to teach the Indians 
the art of husbandry. e would not under any consideration, 
not even to have the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation opened, do 
a serious wrong to the 900 Indians who live there. 

I perhaps was unjust to the whole situation by not going into it 
with greater particularity; but because the Senate has listened to 
it so many times I did not want to offend ba eee its patience, and 
therefore I touched on this point hurriedly. Unless the allot- 
ments shall soon be made, I wish to say to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, there will not be any Indians to whom to allot the lands. 
They will perish unless they are separated from the conditions 
which now surround them. The best thing which could happen 
to those Indians as a race, or as a remnant of a race, would be to 
have this amendment become law -just as soon as it possibly can, 
and nt ac them from their blanket agency condition. 

I only replied to the Senator’s remark when I stated that they 
could remain at the agency, I meant simply that they could re- 
main at the agency just as well after this amendment shall be 
adopted as they can remain there now. But I would hope that the 
Indian Office would expend some portion of the public fund which 
it now has under its control in allotting lands to these Indians and 
1 them, so far as Christian, decent, respectable force can 
bring them to do it, to earn their living on their lands. Then 
those who do survive will live respectably. As it stands to-day, 
not many years will elapse before the 956 Indians will become 95 
Indians, and we will solve the question by having no one but an 

nt and some interpreters and some commissions to whom to 
ot hp lande. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this question has been dis- 
cussed a great deal in the Senate, and the amendment was adopted 
by the Senate last session by a very large majority, after discussion’ 
extending over twoor three days. It seems to me the situation is 
plain and clear enough. 

In 1880 we purchased from the Ute Indi a * their 
reservation and agreed to pay a certain price for it, the monéy td 
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be deposited in the Treasury of the United States and expended 
for their benefit. In 1883 we moved those Indians over to Utah. 
The agreement was that we should move them to some point in 
Utah where there were agricultural lands which they could culti- 
vate. We put them upon the country where they now reside. 
The President issued a proclamation setting apart 2,000,000 acres 
of land pending the selection of their allotments. 

Now, why have not the allotments been made in all these years? 
Simply because the land is not fit for allotment; simply because 
the Indians will not remain upon the land, because it is unculti- 
vable. That is all. It is admitted that there are not 10,000 acres 
out of the 2,000,000 acres which can be irrigated at all, and that 
at great expense. It has been stated repeatedly and is well known 
to the Department that the Indians desire to remove to the Uintah 
Reseryation, west of the present reservation, where the land is 
better, and that of their own accord they are going into that new 
locality. What is more, this land was set apart until the agri- 
cultural lands could be allotted to them, and they would have to 
pay for the agricultural lands $1.25 an acre out of the money 
which they received from the sale of their reservation in Colorado. 
No allotments have been made because the Indians refuse to pay 
the $1.25 an acre for those worthless lands. 

If Senators are so anxious about this matter, for my part I shall 
not object to an amendment providing that the lands down 
where their agency is, or the agricultural lands, so called, shall be 
held for a year if necessary, but it is entirely unnecessary, be- 
cause the Indians will not remain upon them, and if they are 
allowed to do as they choose they will disappear from this agency 
entirely, It is well known that their sufferings upon this. reser- 
vation have been great, and it is ya ase well known that it is 
uninhabitable either for man or beast in its native state and under 
existing conditions. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask if it would be satisfactory 
to the Senator in charge of the bill and remove any of the objec- 
tions which the Senator from Arkansas has if the date were made 
1899, or even 1900, instead of 1898? : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned, if the Sen- 
ator wants my idea about it, I will say that the fact that there are 
but 10,000 acres, according to the statement of the Senator from 
South Dakota, which can be tilled, that being all of the land which 
these hundreds of Indians haye, is no good reason why that miser- 
able pittance should be taken away from them. 

The Senator said a while ago that the reservation was intended 
to be a halfway house for these Indians. I suppose there is a 
house beyond. If the Senator will take atopa to provide a house 
beyond for these Indians, then I shall be willing to haye the res- 
ervation opened the next hour; but I do insist that the present 
home which these people have shall not be taken away from them 
until proyision is made for a home for them somewhere else. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The mineral lands upon this reservation 
do not belong to the Indians at all. Under no circumstances can 
they acquire any interest in them. It is only the agricultural 
lands, and those they can acquire only by paying out of their 
funds $1.25, and that they refuse to do after fifteen years of trial. 
Further than that, Congress has acted in this matter. In 1894 we 
passed a law for the purpose of settling this question. The De- 

ent refused to execute the law, and when we asked questions 
of the Department in regard to it we received evasive answers, 
and that is the reason why the Department has not been asked to 
advise further in the matter. 

The Senate well understood the question last winter when it 
was discussed, and the amendment finally passed by a vote of 
nearly 3 to 1, and the Senate understands it to-day, I think. It 
seems to me that under these circumstances it is unnecessary, 
after so full a discussion, after such thorough knowledge on the 
part of all Senators, to call upon the Department to give us their 
advice, when that advice generally comes from some subordinate 
who may be acquainted as to details, but is little acquainted as to 
sny other questions, the law, and so forth. 

Now, as to the question of gilsonite, there are 1 deposits of 
gione: The Geological Survey has investigated the matter. 

ff from the reseryation, mines of gilsonite are already being 
worked, and considerable quantities are being shipped, Off from 
the reservation, inthe Uintah Reservation, are undeveloped mines, 
Upon this reservation there are 6 workable veins of gilsonite. 
Those 6 workable veins are in the aggregate over 20 miles in 
length. There are 8 or 10 smaller veins (there are 18 veins, I think, 
in all), but there are 6 that vary from 3 or 4 feet to 18 feet in width. 
The estimate of the Geological Survey is that in those 6 workable 
veins there are 21,000,000 tons of gilsonite. Thiscountry uses only 
about 90,000 tons a year. There is enough to last two hundred 
and twenty-five years for the people of the United States at the 
present rate of consumption. The quantity is so great that it 
ceases to be of value, and all it is worth is the cost of mining 
it and shipping it to the markets. 

We have provided in the amendment that one man can take one 
claim and no more, in order to prevent a monopoly of this material, 


so that many people may mine if and furnish it to the people of 
this country and break the corner in gilsonite which now exists. 
The sooner we do it the sooner we will have cheap painting ma- 
terial, the sooner we will have a cheap material for the various 
uses to which gilsonite is put. Therefore I fail for my part, after 
carefully investigating this question, to find an argument, a reason, 
why we should continue to hold in reserve 2,000,000 acres of land, 
now the property of the United States, in which the Indians have 
no interest whatever, simply that they may continue in the process 
of making up their minds whether they will buy a little of it at 
$1.25 an acre. 

fr x GRAY. May I ask the Senator from South Dakota a ques- 

on 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY, If this land is opened to settlement, what is to 
become, under the latter part of the amendment, of the Indians 
now there, some 900, I understood the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Nerds! to say? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. My opinion is that the Indians will go upon 
the Uintah Reservation west of this reservation, which is much 
better land. Many of them have already gone, and the rest will go. 

Mr. GRAY. Has any provision been made by the Government, 
or is any contemplated, for removing the Indians to that point with 
their consent? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know that there is, but I do know 
that under the amendment we give the Government from now 
until the 1st of January within which, if there is any land on this 
reservation, to provide the Indians with homes there? 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask whether, in our policy of giving homes 
to the Indians, we ought not to provide first for some resting 
place for these Indians before we throw the land openand deprive 
them of the homes they now have, such as they are? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, Mr. President, if this place is fit for 
them, we have from now till January to decide and to locate them 
there. It does not complicate the question of their removal in one 
particle. If this country is fit for their homes, we havefrom now 
until January to provide homes for them upon it; andif is not, 


hy keep it? 

f: GRAY. The Senator knows a good deal about Indians and 

I know very little, and I desire to ask him whether it is possible 

for the Indians to stay there in the mode in which it is contem- 

pag that we shall take care of them as wards of the nation if the 
nd is opened to occupation and settlement? 

Mr. PETTIGREW, Oh, yes. The President of the United 
States, after we have opened the lands to settlement, could reserve 
by an Executive order an area great or small, sufficient to embrace 
these Indians and take care of their interests, if he chose to do so. 
This authority, which is absolute and complete. is often exercised. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will state, in response to the question of the 
Senator from Delaware, that, as I understand the situation, there 
is an Indian agency for both the Uncompahgre and the Uintah 
Indians. Those Indians receive their supplies at one point. The 
Uintah Indian Agency contains something like 3,000,000 acres of 
land and the Uncompahgre about 2,000,000 acres of land. There 
are not to exceed 2,000 Indians altogether—men, women, and chil- 
dren. The Indians roam at large upon those reservations. They 
do not live by hunting or fishing or terming or by stock raising. 
They live upon the rations which are furnished to them at the 
Indian agency by the Government of the United States out of the 
immense fund in the Treasury belonging to those Indians. 

Most of the land, as shown by the report, is unhabitable either 
by Indians or anybody else—the lands which contain this asphal- 
tum. There is no water. They are high, mountainous lands; 
barren, desert lands. The condition of the Indians can not possi- 
bly be changed for the worse under the provisions of the amend- 
ment. That is shown by a Senate document which I have in my 
hand, but from which I do not deem it n toread at present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state further that if there is any 
desire to allot this land to the Indians, it can be done between now 
and January. It is no great task to allot lands to 900 Indians, 
men, women, and children. There will be about 200 claims. Any 
man who has 1 tere surveying can locate and allot every 
one of them in two weeks. It is no a task. Iam well aware 
that we make a great task of it, and that we send out allotting 
agents to the agencies to remain all summer, sometimes only allot- 
ting two or three Indians. It makes a fat office for somebody; 
gives employment to a surveyor. 

So we waste the money of the Government and the money of 
the Indians, when in reality—and I shall move such an amend- 
ment in the appropriation bill—we ought to have no allotting 
agents whatever. When these lands are properly surveyed, the 
agent can allot the Indians under his charge, and there is no ne- 
cessity for allotting agents and commissions to go out and locate 
the Indians. The American settler goes upon the frontier and 
takes his land. The Indian agent can designate the allotment for 
the Indians, if the land is properly surveyed and marked, and 
every bit of this work can thus be done. There is no trouble - 
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about it at all. Ican designate a man who can go and allot every 
Indian, if there is land for him to take for farming purposes, an 
do it between now and the ist day of July, and get the best land 
there is upon the entire reservation; and there be no question 
about it. If the Indians had taken this land, if it had been fit for 
the purpose, and if they had been willing to have $1.25 of their 
money diverted to pay for each acre, the allotment of this land 
would have been made lon o. There is no injustice to the 
Indians in this matter. Full and complete justice can be done to 
them and will be done to them. 

There is no question in regard to the gilsonite. We provide 
that only one claim can be taken up by 2 There can be 
no monopoly. That is the end we sought to attain, so that the 
gilsonite shall come in competition with the gilsonite already 
used, and cheapen the article in this country. We studied the 
question as to whether this land should be rented or leased or sold 
on royalty, and we came to the conclusion that if it was sold on 
royalty two or three companies or four or five companies, com- 

d of men with money, would get control of the gilsonite. 
They could combine and thereby corner it far easier than it can 
be cornered if every miner in that country who has a stout pair 
of legs and a good pair of lungs has a chance to run for a claim. 

Further than that, it is less liable to be cornered if innumerable 
miners flock in there and secure it. When all that which has al- 
ready been discovered has been taken, they will scatter out over 
the hills and mountains and find innumerable other deposits of 


gilsonite and other minerals, for it must be presumed that the re- 


mainder of these 2,000,000 acres is good for something, and there- 
fore we have a right to presume that it contains minerals, and 
ought to be worth something for that reason. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a matter of course, I do not pro- 
ose to detain the Senate at this hour for any considerable 
ength of time. Some things have been said here which it seems 
to me ought to be commented upon. There isan old Latin maxim 
that it is to the interest of the republic to put an end to litigation. 
It is also to the interest of the Republic, in my opinion, to put an 
end to legislation. We supposed in 1894 that we had settled this 
question, after long and acrimonious debate. We first passed a 
law recognizing the claims of certain citizens of Colorado who 
had gone into this reservation and located claims on the gilsonite 
lands, That bill passed and went to President Harrison, and was 
vetoed upon the grounds that the settlers or persons who had gone 
there were illegally upon an Indian reservation, where they ought 
not to have been. k 
Then it was proposed to put up this land at auction to the high- 
est bidder, bys seems 755 be the favorite idea me as is done 
with unclaimed packages of an express company or the packages 
in the Dead-Letter Office. It was proposed that the Government 
should put up these lands at auction without developing them, 
and let any man bid and take his chance of finding gilsonite on 
what he bought or not finding it. There was some disposition to 
accept that proposition. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TEL- 
LER], not now here, opposed it so strongly that it also went by the 
bo: 


ard, 

Then in 1894 we placed in the appropriation bill (for it was the 
only place where legislation could be had), in aconference report, 
as a compromise between conflicting opinions, the provision of 
which the Senator from Arkansas has so vehemently complained. 
In that amendment we directed the Secretary of the Interior. 
after appointing a commission of three members to measure off 
the land that was susceptible of settlement and allotment, to 
throw open the balance of it, which was utterly unfit for human 
habitation or cultivation, under the mineral-land laws of the 
United States. There never was a plainer statute. Everybody 
understood it and concluded that that was the end of the whole 

nestion. 

. S Now, what was the result? The Secretary of the Interior delib- 
erately refused to accept that law. I called 2 555 him repeatedly 
(and I will explain in a minute what interest I had in the matter 
as Senator), and he stated to me, after the commission had made 
the report, that there were but about 10,000 acres fit for settlement. 

e explained to me that he had drawn up the proclamation for 
the President, who was then at Bar Harbor, to sign; and he took 
the proclamation there, according to his statement. The Presi- 
dent then said that Congress was mistaken aboutthe whole matter, 
and the land ought to be put up tothe highest bidder; and sothere 
was another failure to settle this matter by law. 

Mr. President, something has been said about Colonel Randlett 
and the report he made. I came into the Senate while it was being 
read. It isa notorious fact that Colonel Randlett had a personal 
difficulty with one of the employees of the Gilsonite Company at 
Fort Du Chesne, and he has ever since that difficulty persistently 
and consistently fought anything like opening up the reservation 
on any terms. He was lately put upon the retiréd list, but left in 
control of the agency whilst the next incumbent was in the East 
upon a visit; and Colonel Randlett never ceased for one instant 
to write letters and issue reports in which he declared that this 


whole thing was a scheme to enrich certain capitalists, and that 
the poor people of the country would have nochance. Then, when 
the rush took place, of which the senior Senator from Utah has 
spoken, Colonel Randlett cited that as an instance of the bad 
effects of the legislation of Congress, and stated that 500 men were 
galloping into the reservation in order to secure these gilsonite 
claims. 

Mr. President, in the interest of the people of the United States, 
the large body of the people who care nothing for any company 
nor for any claimant, we ought to do something with this deposit 
of gilsonite. As has been stated here, asphaltum has sold for $3.50, 
and I undertake to say as high as Sd a square yard, to be put on the 
streets of Washington City. Since gilsonite was developed by 
the Gilsonite Company of St. Louis, not on this reservation, but 
outside of the reservation and opposite Fort Du Chesne, the price 
has fallen to $1.75, and Kansas City is now putting downasphaltum, 
or this gilsonite, upon her streets at $1.60 and $1.65 a square yard. 

In other words, by competition we have broken the control over 
the market that was held by the Trinidad trust. Millions of dol- 
lars were made by speculators because they held the monopoly by 
this project, for the amount that came in from South America and 
from European countries amounted to very little. The great body 
of the gilsonite or 1 e that came to the United States came 
from Trinidad, and that pays a royalty of $1.40 a ton to the British 
Government. 

Now, in the face of the fact that gilsonite or asphaltum has 
fallen 125 per cent, even with the limited surplus that comes from 
the Gilsonite Company of St. Louis ontside of this reservation, 
what would be the result if the enormous deposits of which we 
heard so much during the last Congress should be thrown open to 
the poopie of the whole country? 

1 do not think that any amendment would remove the objec- 
tions of my friends who oppose the opening of the reservation. 
When the Senator from Arkansas, in the last Congress, made the 
point that he has made here to-day so earnestly, that there were no 
allotments to these Indians, and therefore, if we passed the amend- 
ment as it then stood before the Senate, the Indians would get 
nothing, I myself drew an amendment which removed that diffi- 
culty. It provided that the lands which were marked out as fit 
for allotment by the commission that made a partial report should 
not be subject to this amendment of the Senate, but should be 
allotted to the Indians hereafter. And still—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Missouri will 
permit me, the 4 8 1 of the amendment as it was adopted at 
that time was that all the lands in the Uncompahgre Indian Res- 
eryation in the State of Utah, except about 10,000 acres of bottom 
lands, excluding about 10 or 12 miles up the White River, and so 
forth, which was the description of the lands adopted by the com- 
mission—— 

Mr. VEST. And which was exactly in the words of the com- 
mission, for I Sree it from the commission’s report. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the eee Been does not 
make that e tree It proposes to take it all. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the Senator from Missouri let me explain 
why the language was changed, which was quite kag sr to 
all the proponens of the opening of the reservation? The lan- 
guage of the Senator from Missouri was chan at the instance, 
if I mistake not, of some one connected with the Indian Office, on 
account of itsnot being sufficiently definite. So, asit wasesteemed 
ample time would be allowed under this eee amendment, it 
was decided not to attempt to designate the exact lands, although 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri was more satisfac- 
tory to me than the language of the present amendment. 

Mr. VEST. All we could do, as a matter of course, was to fol- 
low the language of the commission. That commission was or- 
dered to report how much land in the Uncompahgre Ute Reser- 
vation was fit for allotment. They made a partial report, and 
then the commission went out of existence. I followed in my 
amendment the language of that report, giving to the Indians, 
if they chose to take it, the 10,000 acres on White River, or east 
of White River, and of course that was all we could do. If the 
language was indefinite, it was made so by the commissioners 
themselves. 

Mr. President, I cite that to show we can amend the language 
so as to meet the objections which have been made here. 0 
root of the whole matter, so far as objection is concerned, is 
this: A clamor was raised (I will not say where, under parlia- 
mentary law, but it is an open and public thing) that this was a 
job pas into this bill for the purpose of robbing the Government 
of the United States, and that we ought to make an exception in 
this case and put up the land to the highest bidder at auction, 
something that never has been done. Some of the newspapers of 
the country took up the cry, and a at many of us were de- 
nounced personally as being interested in this matter. 

Mr. President, I want to state frankly my connection with it 
for the last five or six years, possibly more. There is a company 
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in the city of St. Louis, composed of as reputable men as exist in 
the United States, who have put $500,000 in the purchase of gil- 
sonite lands outside of this reservation and having nothing at all 
to do with the Government. They have put iy valuable works; 
they haye surveyed a railroad 140 miles from their works to the 
Union Pacific; they have the money and are willing to build that 
road and to give to the consumers of the United States the bene- 
fit of the increased product of gilsonite or asphaltum. Is that a 
crime? Are we to put the ban upon men who are willing to put 
their capital into enterprises of this kind? Are we to say to men 
who go out into the desert, where animal life can not be supported, 
when they are willing to invest their money and make that desert 
available for the purposes of civilization, You shall not do it, 
and you are denounced as speculators and thieves if you dare to 
attempt it?” 

My interest in this matter has been to penai those gentlemen 
to make that improvement, if they are ing to put their money 
into it. Ihave never disguised my opinion in dtoit. The 
Secretary of the Interior who was then in office, Mr. Hoke Smith, 
fully understood and sympathized with the whole thing, as he 
told me repeatedly, and, as he said to me, but for the opposition of 
Mr. Clev: d, who was advised by somebody that the lands 
should be put up to public auction, there never would have been 
any difficulty in carrying out the act of 1894. 

if we make an exception in this case and put up the lands to 
auction, what is the result? Does any Senator here pretend not to 
know that a wealthy company, or two or three wealthy companies, 
could go in and buy at auction every inch of that reservation for 
their own p ses? 

The Senator from Arkansas says he supposes that of the 500 
men who galloped into the reseryation 499 are in the employment 
and in theinterest of this great corporation. 

Mr. President, I have repeatedly stated in the Senate, and I sa. 
here now, and Iam authorized to state that this company wi 
give bond for any reasonable amount of money in good security, 
as good as can be had, that they will not take one inch of this 
gilsonite land. They have all they want. The money they expect 
to make is in transportation. Will the Government of the United 
States ever build a railroad 140 miles to bring the gilsonite into 
market? Who pretends to think so? And yet when private citi- 
zens are Willing to do this, instead of being called benefactors of 
the country they are ‘denounced and insinuations are made that 
aes are trying to rob the United States! 

ow, Mr. President, here is the whole question: Taking that 
gilsonite deposit for more or less—it has been stated here in all 
sorts of quantities—taking it at the est or at the smallest, are 
we to leave it there useless, utterly useless for all purposes except 
to excite debate in the Congress of the United States and to fur- 
nish to newspa the basis for scurrilous attack upon Senators, 
or are we to allow it to be brought into the market and utilized 
by the people of this country? Are we to continue to pay enor- 
mous prices use there is no competition in this country, or 
are we to have compan tion lower the market and give to the cities 
and towns of the United States a material of which they are in so 
much need? 

All this smoke and talk about robbery is easy caves and cheap 
enough. I stand here to-day to take my part of the msi- 
bility and to say to the people of this country that I shall always 
vote to give men an opportunity to go into desert places and 
make them available for purposes of civilization and of the world. 
That is all it is now pro to do. 

How do we want to rob those Indians? The facts are, as I hap- 
pen to know by examination of this question over and over again, 
that the Indians want to live with the Uintahs. They are allied 
to them ortos They belong to the same great generic family; 
they are all Utes. They do not want to live on the Uncompahgre 
Reservation of which we are now talona; There are only 10,000 
acres of it, and they are separated from their people. They want 
to go back amongst the Uintahs. A great number of them are 
there now. There is no necessity for any Government order to 
remove them. They roam over that whole country at will. As 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] said, ample 
time is given by the amendment to the Government of the United 
States to make such rules and adopt such a line of conduct in the 
interests of humanity as may be necessary; and that is the whole 


of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I make the point of order that the 
amendment is notin order, being new legislation, under Rule XVI, 


clause 3. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that the same point of order 
was made when this question was under discussion before; that 
the presiding officer referred the question to the Senate, and that 
the Beate decided by a very large majority that the amendment 
Was in order. I therefore ask the presiding officer to submit the 
question of order to the Senate. 


_Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And I will state that the same ques- 
tion was raised in the session before and submitted to the presid- 
ing officer, and he 8 ruled the amendment out of order, 
and no one appea from the opinion of the Chair. The Chair 
bas sd to decide the question. The amendment is clearly out 
of order. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the rule be read. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill say, without making any threat about it, 
that I intend to be consistent on points of order. If the presiding 
ofticer declares, and the Senate sustains him, that this proposition 
is amenable to the point of order, there are a good many other 
things in the bill that are amenable to points of order, and they 
shall be raised in every such case, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the rule be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair refers the question to the 
Senate whether the point of order made by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas is well taken or not. 

Mr. GORMAN. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After twenty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, April 15, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 


Executive nominations received by the Senate April 14, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

James B. Angell, of Michigan, to be . and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Turkey, vice Alex- 
ander W. Terrell, resigned. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 

George D. Meiklejohn, of Nebraska, to be Assistant Secretary 

of War, vice Joseph B. Doe, resigned, 
SPECIAL FISCAL AGENTS. 

Isaac Seligman and Leopold Seligman, trading under the name 
style, and firm of Seli Bros., at London, England, to be special 
fiscal agents of the Navy Department at that place. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

George N. West, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Pictou, Nova Scotia, vice Mark P, Pendleton, 
resigned. $ 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Wiliam R. Williams, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Newark, in the State of New Jersey, to succeed 
Beny W. Egner, whose term of office expired by limitation April 

, 1897. 

SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETO, 

Erastus Hopkins, of Massachusetts, to be special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, and chemicals in the district of Boston and 
Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts, to succeed J. Thomas 
Leary, removed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commissioner 
of the District of Columbia, a reappointment, his term of office 
having expired. 

John B. Wight, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commis- 
sioner of the Distri ct of Columbia, vice George Truesdell, whose 
term of office has expired. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Jasper P. Grady, of the Indian Territory, to be marshal of the 
United States court of the central district in the Indian Territory, . 
vice James J. McAlester, whose term expired April 5, 1897. 

ASSAYER. 

John W. Cunningham, of Idaho, to be assayer of the United 
States assay office at Boise City, Idaho, to succeed Frank A. 
Church, removed, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Edward Harrison Browne, Fourth Infantry, to be 
captain, April 10, 1897, vice Leyden, Fourth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut, Paul Alexander Wolf, Third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, ri oe 10, 1897, vice Browne, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Corpl. George L. Byroade, Battery F, First Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant, April 13, 1897, vice Wolf, Third Infantry, 
promoted. 

Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. John Warren Joyes, Fifth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, April 13, 1897, to fill the ew gh Bia the department 
ogg! by the death of Lieut. Col. Francis H. Parker, on February 

? * 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April-14, 189% 
CONSUL. 
George N. West, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Pictou, Nova Scotia. 
MARSHAL. 
Thomas J. Alcott, of New Jersey, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 
Pliny L. Soper, of the Indian Territory, to be attorney of the 
s! United States court of the northern district in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 


Thomas H. Barnes, of Arkansas, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Arkansas. 
Warren S. Reese, jr., of Alabama, to be attorney of the United 
States for the middle district of Alabama. 
POSTMASTER. 
Lo C. Dana, to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 14, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. CouDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 


ved. 

er. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourn to-day, it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

The question being put, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 
Prey DE ARMOND and Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas demanded a 

ivision. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 131, noes 38. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, let us have the yeas and nays. 


Pen the question of ordering the yeas and nays, 

Mr. W of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before the ques- 
tion is put, I desire to ees a point of personal rivilege. Lam 

i . Eppy], but 


with the gentleman from Minnesota 1 
owing that his vote upon this question woul 
mine, I have taken the responsibility of voting. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 30 
members voted in the affirmative—not a suficie nt number. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Let us have tellers, Mr, Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers; and 31 members 
voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. There is no other side on this question. 
Thirty-one gentlemen have voted in the affirmative—not a suffi- 
cient number—and tellers are refused. The ayes have it, and the 
motion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

ourn. 
he motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, by unanimous consent, 
leave of absence was ted as follows: 

To Mr. STH of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. McLaurin, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. BELFORD, for fifteen days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. GILLET of New York, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. OSBORNE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. CALLAHAN; indefinitely. 

The House then (at 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned 
until Saturday next. > 


be the same as 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Emory River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and - 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Arkansas River at Little Rock, Van Buren, and Fort Smith—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the receiver of the Maryland and Washin, gton 
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Railway Company, ing the annual report of the com- 
pany the Conti — the District of Columbia, and ordered 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, 3 i with a copy of a commu- 
nication from the health officer of the District, a draft of a joint 
3 authorizing the Commissioners to amend or re cer- 

in health ordinances—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed, ` 

A letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, recom- 
mending specialappropriations for salaries and expenses of district 
attorneys and their assistants—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
3 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 2807) to protect labor unions and 
others in the use of trade-marks, labels, and forms of advertise- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H. R. 2808) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful re- 
straints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 2809) to enable the unem- 
ployed to earn a living, to utilize industry, and produce general 
prosperity—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 8 preserve the oqutpoing 
and equality in the membership of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives—to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2811) concerning the elec- 
tion of Representatives to Congress—to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representativesin Congress. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 2812) to restore the coin- 
age of silver dollars, coin the seigniorage, issue silver certificates, 
fix the legal-tender functions, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 51) to pro- 
vide for the reinstatement in the civil service of such persons as 
may have been, without cause, separated therefrom—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MERCER: A memorial of the house of representatives 
of Nebraska, recommending legislation in favor of a service pen- 
soa to soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. REED: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Maine, favoring the construction of a dock at some port on 
the coast of Maine to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: A memorial of the general assembly of 
South Carolina, requesting the establishment of a marine hospital 
at the port of Charleston, S. C.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign erce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ma following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 

OWS: 

1 CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 2813) for the relief of 
Ira Miller, of Valparaiso, Ind.— to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) granting an increase of ion to Rhy- 
near S. Mandeville—to the Committee on Invalid . 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 2316) for the relief of Charles 
Gallagher, and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 2817) for the relief of the Globe 
Works, of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 2818) to refund certain 
import duties—to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 2819) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Jane Pollard, widow of William Pollard, late second assist- 
ve: engineer, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 


airs, 
By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 2820) to correct the military 
record of William Myers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2821) for the relief of Thomas Worden 
Jones—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) granting pension to the heirs of James 
F. Cassatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) for relief of Noah R. Yeargin—-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2824) to restore and increase pension of Lycur- 
Q. Parkhurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2825) to pension Robert B, Deem—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill Mr R. 2826) granting a pension to Charles M. Lay- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) granting increase of pension to Jane 
Lister—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, @ bill (H. R. 2828) granting a pension to Howard Frank- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) granting a pension to Mary A. Dick- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) rontog a pension to Ira Bacon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) granting a pension to Isaac H, Fitz- 
morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ee R. 2832) to remove charge of desertion of Wil- 
liam Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2883) granting a pension to Melvina Buckler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) faniga pension to Louisa F. Gam- 
ron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2835) for relief of heirs of Alpha A. Leach for 
accrued pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill AH. R. 2836) to increase the pension of Harrison Kil- 
burn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2837) granting an increase of pension to 
betas O. Martin, of Brocton, III. to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) granting increase of pension to Russian 
Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ie R. 2889) granting increase of pension to Phæœba 
Clem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2840) 2 a pension to John 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2842) granting a pension to Nancy F. Hemmle— 
to the niite on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. e a pension to Louise Moeser 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2844) to correct the military record of James 
Tracy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2845) for the relief of William P. Buckmas- 
ter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOWLES: A bill (H. R. 2846) to correct the military 
record of H. G. Dow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) granting a pension to Sarah Harlow— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a ma Kine R. 2848) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 2849) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military records of Thomas M. Brown—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 2850) granting a pension to Sarah 
Spangler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2851) to increase the pension of Philip Me- 
Sparen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 2852) for relief of Capt. Robert H. 
Patterson, United States Army—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 2853) for the relief of Ali 
Walsh—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 2854) for the relief of the heirs of 
Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, ill y 
seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at 
Bahia, Brazil—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 2855) for the relief 
of John W. Beekley and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by uest), a bill (H. R. 2856) for the relief of Malvina 
Maxwe inistratrix of John Churchman—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also n a bill (H. R. 2857) for the relief of Charles H. 
Stunkle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 2858) for the relief of Paris 
Simms and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (for Mr. Youna of Virginia), a bill (H. R. 2859) to amend 


the military record of George F. Miller—to the Committee on 
Militar airs. 
By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2860) for the relief of the 


First Colorado Mounted Militia—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. SHANNON; A bill (H. R. 2861) for the relief of the 
Berdan Firearms Manufacturing Company—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2862) to amend the military record of James 
C, Howard, late second lieutenant Company E, Forty-sixth Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill q R. 2863) granting & 
panan to Jerry Lyke, dependent son of Jerry Lyke, deceased—to 

e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2864) granting a pension to Freddie Gassmeier, 
dependent son of Martin Gassmeier, deceased—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) to correct the military record of Abra- 
ham D. Cudney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2866) nting a pension toMyntie L. Hamil- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2867) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
O. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2868) for the relief of John Bishop—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 2869) for the relief of Eliza 
J. Mead, widow of James W. Mead—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) granting an increase of pension to Carle- 
ton A. Trundy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2871) for the relief of Mary R. Frost—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 2872) granting a 
pension to Ann E. Mallon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 1 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition from Dallas, Tex., in reference to 
payment of letter carriers—to the Committee on 5 
By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of J. F. Weber and others, favor- 
ing reform in national currency and banking system- to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DOLL R: Petition of B. C. Lewis and others, of 
Emmetsburg, Iowa, praying for favorable action on House bill 
No. 838, to reduce letter age to 1 cent per half ounce—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
William Craig—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of H. M. Carpenter and other cit- 
izens of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring . yee ree of a monetary 
commission; also, petition from Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., making same request—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. HARMER: Eight petitions from the Brotherhood of the 
Union, citizens of the United States, relative to alien ownership 
of real estate—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Joseph Crawford and other citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., relative to rebate of tax on alcohol—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Thomas D. Burke, of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for relief—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: Memorial of Irwin B. Tiedeman and others, in 
reference to reform in national currency and banking system—to 
the Committee on Banking and 8 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Richmond, Va., favoring 
a monetary commission being appointed by the President - to the 
Committee on Banking and Garces: 

By Mr. MERCER: lution of Nebraska Chicory Company, 
of Schuyler, Nebr., in favor of duties on imported chicory—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of D. P. Erwin & Co. and 208 
other firms and citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., favoring legislation 
for the reform of the banking and currency laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 289, providing for the 
relief of Edward G. Fugate—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Charles F, Libby and others, favor- 
ing the ak tomar of a monetary commission—to the Commit- 
tee on Ban ma Ana Currency. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
relative to the appointment of a monetary commission—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the St. Paul (Minn.) 
Chamber of Commerce, for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Br Mr. SHANNON: Petition of J. O. Blissand 77 other citizens 
of New York City, praying that Congress during the extraordinary 
session grant authority to the President to appoint a commission 
to study and suggest reforms of our national currency and bank- 
ing legislation as proposed at the Indianapolis monetary conven- 
tion—to the Committee on dere Currency. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of A. J. Stewart and 
others, of Verdon, Nebr., praying for the passage of the McMillan- 
Linton bills, regulating fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, and 
associations—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. STURTEVANT: Petition of citizens of Meadville, Pa., 

favoring a monetary commission—to the Committee on Banking 

and Currency. £ 
By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Protest of John Strigel, presi- 


dent, and Kate Doody, secretary, of the Council of Trades and 
Labor Unions, of Detroit, Mich., against the of House bill 
No. 30, or any similar bill; also same protest from Jes J. Euth 
et al., of same place; also same protest from the common council 
of Detroit, Mich.; also same from B. Wallace and others, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 15, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MIL URN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GORMAN. To-morrow being Good Friday, I move that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Maryland will not press 
that motion in the present state of the business of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state that to-morrow is Good Friday, 
and we should not be in session then. It is always customary for 
the Senate to adjourn over on that day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from “Maryland, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of William H. Barritt, 
late second lieutenant, Company A, Fourth Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and sundry other citizens of Perry County, Ala., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the payment of the claim 
of the Methodist Publishing House at Nashville, Tenn.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. - 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Salina, Atchison, Herington, McPherson, and Smolan, all 
in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 

erage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
erce, 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of 420 citizens of Bay City 
and West Bay City, in the State of Michigan, praying that a 
tariff not to exceed $1 per thousand feet be placed on lumber in 
the pending tariff bill and that pine logs be admitted free of duty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Pere Marquette Lumber 
Company and 7 other firms manufacturing lumber at Ludington, 
Mich., praying that a duty of not less than $2 thousand feet 
be placed upon rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John Ryland and 9 other lum- 
ber manufacturers of Michigan, praying for the adoption of the 
lumber schedule in the pending tariff bill as passed by the House 
of Representatives, and remonstrating against any rebate on lum- 
ber coming from Canada and made into packing boxes for the ex- 
port trade; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He sian prescuted the petition of J. S. Stearns and 5 other lum- 
þer manufacturers of Ludington, Mich., praying thata duty of 
not less than $2 per thousand feet be placed on rough lumber and 
not less than 35 cents per thousand on shingles in the pending tar- 
iff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Herman Stetzke and 82 other 
laboring men of Ludington, Mich., and elsewhere in the State, 
who earn their E by producing lumber and Shingles, praying 
for the enáctment of legislation eee two-dollar rate upon 
lumber and a 85-cent rate on shingles; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of James Monroe and 147 other 
citizens of Kalamazoo; of S. S. Lester and 105 other citizens of 
Detroit; of Detroit Typographical Union, No. 18, of Detroit, and 
of sundry other trades unions and associations, all in the State 
of . remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
intended déstroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of N. B. Bradley and 67 other citi- 
zens of Bay City, Mich., and the petition of William H. Eastman 
and 57 other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying Congress to 
authorizė the President of the United States to appoint a monetary 
commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary con- 
vention; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cappon & Bertsch Leather 
Company, of Holland, Mich., remonstrating against foreign hides 


s 


and skins being removed from the free list in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of E. M. Brown and 7 other citi- 
zens of 8 Mich., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
478, making it unlawful for any person or persons to sell or give 
away, with or without meals, any kind of intoxicating liquors 
either in the Capitol building, in the District of Columbia, or on 
any grounds owned or controlled by the United States Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of Garment Makers’ 
Local Union No. 74, United Garment Makers of America, of 
Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 57 citizens of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., and a petition of 79 merchants, manufacturers, and bankers 
of Detroit, Mich., praying Congress to authorize the President of 
the United States to appoint a monetary commission as proposed 
by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens and taxpayers of 
Bay City and West Bay City, in the State of Michigan, praying 
that a duty not to exceed $1 per thousand feet be placed on rough 
pine lumber in the pending tariff bill, and that pine logs be ad- 
1 free of duty; which were referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of owners of pine, hemlock, 
basswood, and other kinds of standing timber, operators of plan- 
ing mills, manufacturers of lumber and shingles, and dealers in 
lumber, praying that the lumber schedule in the pending tariff 
bill as recommended by the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House of Representatives be adopted; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the faculty of Concordia 
College, Fort Wayne, Ind., praying that books, r photo- 
graphs, etc., be placed on the free list in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. A 

He also prene sundry petitions of business men, manufac- 
turers, and merchants of Indiana, praying for the enactment of 
legislation creating certain reforms in our national currency and 

nking laws and authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) 
monetary convention; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry producers and shippers 
of bituminous coal in Ohio and Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against an increase of duty on bituminous coal in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLS presented sundry petitionsof citizens of Texas, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation creating certain reforms in 
our national currency and banking laws, and also authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint a commission as pro- 
posed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Baltimore, Md., anda petition of sundry merchants, manufactur- 
ers, bankers, and professional men of Baltimore, Md., praying 
Congress to authorize the President of the United States to ap- 
point a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) mone- 

convention; which werereferred to the Committee on Finance. 

. VEST presented the memorial of N. M. Fitzgerrell and 
sundry other citizens of Missouri, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation creating cer- 
tain reforms in our national currency and banking laws, and also 
authorizing the President of the United States to appoint a com- 
mission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary conven- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of * & Co., importers, of New 
Jork City, representing manufacturers of confectionery in New 
York City, Boston, and other cities of the United States, and a 
petition of sundry manufacturers of confectionery in the United 
States, relative to the rate of duty on imported nuts; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of F. B. Genovar and 105 
other citizens of St. A tine, Fla., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of 648 cigar manufacturers and 
makers of Key West, Fla., praying that a duty of $2.50 be placed 
on 1 and 35 cents on fillers in the pending tariff bill; which 


Was to the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. BACON presented the petition of B. A. Denmark, A hostage 
of the Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, and of sundry other serii m 
Georgia, praying for the enactment of legislation e 
reforms in our national currency and laws, and author- 
izing the President of the United States to appoint a 5 
eee by the Indianapolis monetary convention; which was 

erred to the Committee on Finance. 
titions of the Bibb Land 


Bailey & Co., of McDonalds Mill; of the Perkins L 

ber 

um pan 
of R. P. O'Neal, 


Rep and Sup- 
i m: of Cordele, all in the State of Georgia, praying that 
p duty chaps tee than $2 a thousand feet be placed on rough lum- 
ber in the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the t- 
Air DAVIS presented rial of 212 traveling itize 
è presented a memorial o ve men, citizens 
of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating the passage of the 
so-called antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on In te Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 47 citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation creating certain reforms 

our national 5 and ing laws, and authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint a commission as pro- 
posed 7 the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of 150 citizens of Haverhill, 
Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of 186 citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying Congress to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) 
monetary convention; which was referred to the Committee on 


ce, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present one of the stereo memorials, 
being a memorial of citizens of St. Louis, Chicago, New York, and 
other cities, remonstrating sgin the passage of House bill No. 
80, or any other bill intended to đestroy ticket brokerage, intro- 
duced by Mr. SHERMAN of New York, and petitioning Congress 
to examine carefully into its true meaning and effect if enacted 
into law. I move that the memorial be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ialso present another of the printed peti- 
tions sent out by the celebrated Indianapolis monetary convention, 

resenting the necessity of reform in our national currency and 

king legislation, etc. The petition is signed by numerous per- 
sons, leading firms, bankers, etc., of Kansas City and other places. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented sundry memorials of citizens of Dal- 
las, Tex., and other cities in the United States, remonstrating 
against the enactment of 1 ion intended to destroy the ge 
ent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Epworth League 
of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Epworth League 
of Palestine, Tex., praying for the appointment of an impartial, 
nonpartisan industrial commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Epworth League 
of Palestine, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation ro- 
hibiting interstate amning, by telegraph, telephone, or other- 
wise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, submit- 
ted a report to accompany the bill (S. 120) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the o effect an adjustment between the United 
States and the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company in rela- 
tion to certain bonds issued by the United States in aid of the 
construction of said railway, heretofore rted by him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am ected by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 853) to grant a right of 
way through the Fort Spokane Mili Reservation, at . ane, 
in the State of Washington, to the St. Paul, Minn is and 
Manitoba Railway vomp to report it 5 The bill was 
introduced by an oversight, as thé action sought in the bill has 


already been taken. The committee asks to be excused from thé 
a consideration of the bill, and that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

The rai was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Iam also directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the Dill (S. 191) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Joshua B. Web- 
ster, to report it adversely, The relief sought has been obtained 
in the meantime from the War ent under the generallaw 

n the subject. So I ask that the committee be excused from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be indefinitely post- 
pone 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. COOKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1557) to grant medals to survivors 
and heirs of volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming 

arty, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL (hy roduest) introduced a bill (S. 1710) for the 
relief of Samuel H. Sentenne; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1711) for the relief of the legal 
representative of George McDo , deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committes on Claims. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 1712) to grant an 
increase of pension to Charles T. Martin; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 1713) for the 
relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & Co., and the executors of 
Zeno Secor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1714) grace thirty days’ 
sick leave of absence, with pay, to the employees of the Bureau of 
8 and Printing; Which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also,introduced a bill (S. 1715) granting thirty days’ sick 
leave of absence, with pay, to the employees of the ment 
Printing Office; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paner, referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 1716) making Greatfalls, 
Mont., a port of entry; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1717) to amend the char- 
ter of the Capital Traction Company, of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1718) to amend the charter of the 
Capital Traction Company, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. à 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1719) authorizing the 
appointment of a commission to in uce an ularize the 
bread foods of the United States among the peoples of the Orient; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and F a 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 84) author- 
izing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to alter, 
amend, or repeal certain health ordinances; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the Te papers, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Colum 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
sed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
e and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. WELLINGTON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
wan sisi to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rinted. 

. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

DELAWARE, CADDO, AND WICHITA INDIANS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Interlor is hereby directed to send to 
the Senate a y of the and statements of the Delaware. Caddo, 
am ichita In atacouncil held with the representatives of the Interior 
paia at Sugar Creek, Oklahoma Territory on the 2th of March, 180% 
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THE LAKE BORGNE OUTLET. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committeé on Printing: 


Whereas the Senate Committee on Commerce, on April 25, 100 3 the 
early of May of the Ars gave a hearing on Se Senate bill to 
Whereas the 10,00) copies of said hearing which 3 

ereas the o ring w W. e 
have been exhausted; 3 
Whereas the testimon 


ing the cause and rem 


at that ‘thet hearing 5 ot ETRA T tvalue in de W | 7 
2 N Se 5 


Ai 288755 cee | w 
ing, to ther with thee the 3 of 
ing, together wi Congress, bé rep: Soa tha lald of thé Senate. 


PACIFIC COAST DEEP-WATER HARBOR. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
there be printed for the £ tha Aten e 
e 
8 1 8 2 i eep-wwal E at Los 
Angeles, or at Ban at er thé provisions of the river and harbor 
act o! 
Serena RELATIVE TO INTERSTATE-COMMERCE ACT, 
Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent to hay ze rinted 
for the use of the Senate three certain public documen sup- 
piy o which is exhausted. 
e 


PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Secretary state the documents, 
The SECRETARY. Report to accompany House bill No. 7273, to 


amend an act entitled Fan act to regulate commerce,” approved | m 
February 4, 1887, etc.; second, Hearings before the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, United States Senate; third, Railway Pools: 
An Argument before the Committee of the United States Senate 
on Interstate Commerce, 711015 Blanchard 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous ¢onsent that three documents may be reprinted. Is 
est objection? 

LER. I understand the Senator desires to have all 

a of the documents reprinted as one? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As one document. 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
business. 


Is there 


ation of executive 
The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five 


minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
= Whole, 5 me 93 of the bill = R. 15) 

ropriations for the current and contingen e 

ian De 8 and for fulfilling ty stipulations. with 

dian tribes forthe focal year June 80, 1898, and 

bet 0 8 88 question Pet on the amendment 

teri ppropriations, to insert on page 66, 

yo Co 
eae pa E Dogin Menge retion £5. faa 
iand eii airs of the U ited Bentes an and ho one a 5 allowed to e] 
— gte And on and after Janu- 
ary 1 1508, C W 
under the land laws of the United States. 

JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the point of order I made 
on the pending amendment yesterday, so that a To may be taken 
directis upon Seam endment. It will be as well to have the vote 
taken én the amen ndment as on the point of order, E sup 


IDENT. The point of order is withdrawn. 
is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 


The VICE-P 
The question 
committee, 

Mr. BATE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 
Bho yeas ana nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
c 

Mr. FORAKER (when his name was called). Ihayea AN 
pair with the junior Senator from South 35 
Who is not here. I will therefore withhold my v 1 bond 


vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present. 
Mr. SBROUG 8 his name Was called). Lam paired 
with the senior Senator Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I transfer 


my pair to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and will 


vee $ 

r. MCBRIDE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
on salak Senator from pase wimg [Mr. GEORGE]. 

r. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Lixpsay]. Not knowing 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO ( when his name was called). I am paired with the 


pantar fra 8. Washington [Mr. WILsoN]J. In his absence, I with- 
old my YO 
a. (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair wi Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 
do not see him present, and therefore withhold my vote. 
The roll call was concluded 
. BERRY (after having yoted in the 1 When I 
Thad for eiaa that I am paired with Senator from 
orado [Mr. . I therefore withdraw my vote and an- 
my pair. If Senator from Colorado were present, he 
vote ‘vote yea,” an and I should vote Bap se 
Y. have a general pair with the junior Senator 
fon Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. As he is not present, I will 
withhold my vote. 
Mr. SHOUP. I am paired with the senior Senator from Cali- 
sa . WHITE], and therefore withhold my vote. 
LAY (after having voted in the affirmative). 
tue junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop 
saw him present in the Chamber this mornin 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, He has not vo 
Mr. CLAY. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 
Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the ees es ). Idesire to 
know if the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows voted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Hap junior Senator from Michigan 
8 Burrows] has = voted. 
Mr. CAFFERY. 


noun 


I inquire if 
has voted? I 


bee Iam paired with that Senator. I withdraw 
vo 
e vote was 8 by the Secretary. 
rig McBRIDE. order to make a quorum, I will vote. I 
vo Lad yea. n 


Mr. CAFFERY. I will vote to make a quorum. Ivote“‘nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Alle: y Se 
wi 82 Pa — 5 perel, 
Cannon, Gear, Nelson, Thurston, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, 8 gk 
Clark, Heitfeld, Pettus, Vest, 
Cockrell, MeBride, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore. 
. 
Faulkner, i wins, 
NAYS—13. 
Bate, Gray, NM. Walthall. 
Se B RE 
Chilt ones, er, 
tin, Tilman, 
NOT VOTING—4L 
Aldri Ear Lindsay, Stewart, 
| Allison,” Foraker, Lolge,’ Teller, 
Baker, George, M Turple, 
Berry, Hale, Morrill, arren, 
o | Barrois, Hanna, Murphy, wim 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn. Penrose, 
Clay, D oar, erkins, Wocott 
om, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. 
Daniel, Kenney, Roach, 
Davis, le, Shoup, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The 5 The reading of the bill will be pro- 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 5 on 


Pate VICE-PRESIDENT, The hour of 2 o'clock api ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is the bankruptcy bill. It will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of 8 throughout the United States. 

on NELSON. Task unanimous consent that that bill be laid 

aside 5 without losing its place. 
„ ESDENT. If there be no objection, that will be 

e order. 

Mr. TURPIE. On page 71, Une 1, after the word claims,“ I 
move that the part y upon“ be stricken out and the word 
“against” inserted; so as to make the proviso read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall take a receipt from the person so 

jointed to receive — eee for 3 Settlers or Cherok 3 
rr wee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bil was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 72, line 4, after 
the word area, to insert and the court shall also take into con- 
sideration and make due allowance for the fact that said Indians 
were given a share in the proceeds of the lands sold and disposed 
of under and pursuant to the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act 
for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State 
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of Minnesota, approved January 14, 1889; “ so as to make the clause 
read: 

That the claim of the Fond du Lac band of Chippewa Indians of Lake Su- 
perior for compensation arising from the alle; difference in area of the 
reservation as actually set apart to them and t provided to be set a 
under the fourth subdivision of article 2 of the treaty between the Uni 
States and the Chi was of Lake Superior and the Mississippi, made and 
concluded at La in in the State of Wisconsin, on the 30th day of Septem- 
ber, in the year 1854, proclaimed January 29, 1855, be, and the same is hereby, 
referred to the Court of Claims; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred on said 
court, with right of appeal as in other cases, to hear and determine the dif- 

erence, if any, between the area of the reseryation actually set apart to said 
dians and that provided to be set apart in said treaty. if any, the said action 
to be — 5 5 — by the said Fond du Lac band of Chippewa Indians against the 
United Sta! 6 petition, verified under oath by any duly authorized attor- 
ney for said Indians, within thirty days from the e of this act; and in 
hearing and determining the said matter the court shall take into considera- 
tion and determine whether since the date of said treaty there has been an 
mitable adjustment made to said Indians in whole or in part for the alleg 
erence in area, and the court shall also take into consideration and make 
due allowance for the fact that said Indians were given a share in the pro- 
ceeds of the lands sold and of under and pursuant to the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa In- 
dians in the State of Minnesota,” approved 3 1889. The Attorney- 
General appear and answer said petition wit! thirty days from the 
filing thereof, unless the time for pleading be extended by the court for 
cause shown; and said action shall have precedence in said court,and when 
completed the court shall make a full report to Congress. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 2, before the word 
** by,” to strike out ‘‘either;” and in the same line, after the word 
** blood,” to strike out or descent;” so as to make the clause read: 

That all children born of a marriage between a white man and an Indian 
woman by blood and not by 3 and who is at this time ized by 
the tribe shall have the same rights and privileges to the property of the tribe 
to which the mother belo: ae OT e er member of the „and 
Pe prior act of Congress be construed as to debar such child of such 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 3, on page 85. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On page 835, line 2, after the word “para- 
graph,” I move to strike out ‘‘ therefrom” and insert “thereof.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 85, line 2, after the word “ para- 
graph,” it is proposed to strike out “therefrom” and insert 
* thereof;“ so as to read: 

That section 9 of said act be amended by striking out from the last para- 
graph thereof the following proviso, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. On pages 75 and 76, I move to strike out 
lines 23, 24, and 25 oo pago 75, and lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 on page 76. 

The VICE-PRESID The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend by striking out, on 
page 75, beginning with line 23, the following: 

That all children born of a marriage between a white man and an Indian 
woman by blood and not by adoption, and who is at this time recognized by 
the tribe, shall have the same hts and privileges to the property of the 
tribe to which the mother belongs by blood as any other member of the 

co 


l 
tribe, and no prior act of Congress be construed as to debar such child 


of such right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ask the Senator in charge of the bill if 
he has any objection to this portion of the bill gomg ont? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have decided objection to this portion of 
the bill going out. The Committee on Appropriations have agreed 
to the bill in this form, and I am here to defend it. This provi- 
sion has been placed in the bill by the House óf Representatives, 
modified somewhat from its original form, and I am satisfied that 
if this provision is stricken out, the House of Representatives will 

ot agree to the amendment, and the bill must then go into con- 
Serene. We struggled over this matter in the last session of Con- 
ess, and in this form it was finally agreed to; in this form the 

ll went to the President. I therefore hope the Senate will not 
change the provision, but pass it as it came from the committee, 
so that it will be unnecessary to have a conference between the 
two Houses on the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that this very provision has been amended, and 
that the bill will necessarily have to go toconference. So that 
point has no weight. 

When this Indian appropriation bill was before under consider- 
ation, I took occasion to criticise some of its provisions, and I have 
no disposition to delay the Senate at this time in . posi- 
tion to very many of the features of this bill which I think are 
absolutely objectionable. I remember that my colleague [Mr. 
CHANDLER], in discussing this bill, called it “a bill of abomina- 
tions.” I will not go so far as that, but I will say that I think we 
have made Very little progress in dealing intelligently with these 
great questions concerning the Indians, whom we are in the habit 
of calling the wards of the nation. 

But this particular provision, as I understand the matter—and 
if Iam incorrect, the Senator from South Dakota will, of course, 
correct me—proposes to reverse the established laws of the Gov- 
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ernment and create a new policy as regards the Indian tribes, and 
especially one tribe to which'I called attention when this matter 
was under consideration before, and that is the Osage Indians. I 
understand that those Indians, the full-blood Indians especially, 
in the Osage Nation, have desired to be heard on this question, 
and have not had an opportunity to be heard. I ask the Senator 
from South Dakota if my information on that point is correct? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that this matter has been before 
the Senate and the House of Representatives since January last; 
that representatives of the Osage Indians have been aware of it; 
that they have had abundant opportunity to be heard, and have 
filed protests against this provision of the bill. No formal hear- 
ing, however, has been had. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That confirms the information which has 
come tome. But here is a tribe of Indians who have rights under 
the laws of the United States, and the proposition in this provision 
is to despoil them of those rights, and yet they have never had an 
opportunity to be heard before a committee of Congress. It looks 
to me like a very great hardship to impose upon these Indians. 

The proposition embraced in this amendment, if I understand it 
correctly, is that white men may go into these tribes and marry 
Indian women, and by that marriage they come into possession of 
all of the property rights that the full-blood Indians themselves 
possess. The fact is that these white men, with a greater degree 
of intelligence than those Osage Indians possess, have gone into 
that tribe, have married Indian women, and are in a fair way to 
get possession of all the property of those tribes, including the 
reservation. I speak especially 3 the Osage Indians, 
because I have made a little investigation of this matter. 

I look upon this controversy as a very serious controversy, and 
as one that is of sufficient importance to cause us to halt in deal- 
ing with this matter until we can come into possession of all the 
facts relating to it. I say again that the question is whether 
white men by intermarriage shall take possession of the property 
of the Osage Nation and absolutely wipe it out. The half-b oods 
and outside people who now control everything and want to break 
up the tribe and gather in their property—some eight or ten mil- 
lion dollars, as Iunderstand, in addition to the reservation itself— 
and who are now in possession of all the machinery of the reser- 
vation, are pushing. is 8 and doing their utmost to get 
it through before the full-bloods generally know what is going on. 

Mr. President, it is all wrong, in my judgment, to permit this 
thing to be done without a full hearing and without giving the 
full-blood Indians an opportunity to present their side of this case 
to a committee of Congress, if not to Congress itself. It is one, 
as I look at it, of the series of abuses which have crept in in deal- 
ing especially with the Osage tribe of Indians in this country, and 
I say it is right that we should here and now protest against a 
wrong of this kind being perpetrated upon those people without 
giving them the fullest possible opportunity to present their side 
of this controversy and to have it adjudged upon its merits. 

I called attention when this question was up a few weeks ago to 
some other abuses which were being carried on in that Osage 
Nation, and my further investigation of this matter has persuaded 
me that the situation there is one which is shamefully corrupt, 
and that we ought in every possible way in legislating for those 
people to protect them against the invasion of the white race and 
against the impositions that are being practiced upon them in 
their dealings with pepe who are more intelligent than they. 
Now, it is proposed that these adventurers, these so-called white 
men, shall be permitted to go into that tribe and for the purpose 
of gain, and nothing else, shall marry Indian women and then 
shall take possession of the machinery of the reservation, shall 
take possession of the property of those Indians, and shall abso- 
lutely control the affairs of that tribe. 

I do not know how other Senators may feel upon this question, 
but it does seem to me that we are doing a great injustice to a 
poor, ignorant, inoffensive ple when we legislate in this way 
and rob them of rights which are guaranteed to them by the laws 
of the United States as the laws stand at the present time. 

I want to ask the Senator from South Dakota if this legislation 
will not work wrong to the Indians in their property rights, and 
if it will not ultimately demoralize and destroy their tribal rela- 
tions? I want to repeat that question, and I want the Senator from 
South Dakota to answer it with his usual frankness. I want to 
ask him if this . if it is carried out, will not work wrong 
to the full-blood Indians in their property rights and ultimately 
destroy and demoralize their tribal relations? My informaticn is 
that that will be the inevitable result, and I 5 is a wrong that 
we ought not to permit at the present time by incorporating a 
provision of this kind into an Indian appropriation bill. 

If it is desirable, Mr. President, to change the law as concerns 
these poor Indians and so legislate that white men shall invade 
their reservation and take ion of their property, let the 
Senator from South Dakota bring a bill before Congress for that 


tor 


and let us discuss it upon its merit®. I know the Sena- 
om South Dakota will say that this provision is in the billas 
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it came from the other House. So it is, but it ought not to be in 

e House bill. It is general legislation that ought to be consid- 
ered in a separate bill, and Which ought to be considered on its 
merits, without reference to the appropriations that we are mak- 
ing for the Indian tribes, who, we say, are wards of the nation. 

r. President, I say that the Osage Indians—and I take it that 
this will apply with equal force to other tribes—have never had 
an opportunity to come before a committee of Congress to present 
their objections and give their reasons why this proposed é ford 
tion does a great wrong to them and ought not to be enacted into 
law. It will work hardship upon these people; it will deprive 
them of their vested rights; it will put their reservation and all 
the machinery of their government into the hands of white adven- 
turers, and will result in a wrong to these people that I think 
every Senator ought to resent; and every Senator, in my judg- 
ment, if he desires to do exact justice to these poor, ignorant 
Indians, will vote for the proposition that I have made to strike 
these few lines from the bill which is now under consideration. 

I know, Mr. President, that the Senator from South Dakota 
says he is here to defend this provision; that he finds itin the bill, 
and that the committee have so reported it. That is true, but I 
have very grave doubts whether the Senator from South Dakota, 
in his cool moments, when he sits down and considers that prop- 
osition in its relations to the rights of these Indians, would say to 
me in private conversation that he believed that provision ought 
to be in this bill. Ido not see how any Senator, when he stops 
and considers calmly and coolly and fairly the question whether 
these Indians are entitled to our protection by the legislation that 
we enact here, can come to the conclusion that we ought to 
despoil them in this way, and that we ought to take from them 
rights that are now Kuaraning by the laws of the land, and that 
we ought to reverse the policy of the Government, that we ought 
to change the laws of this land by a provision of this kind that is 
included in an appropriation bill, where it has no right to be 
under the rules of either House of Congress. 

I trust, Mr. President, that my motion will be adopted. 

Mr. B Y. Iwas not present when the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. se poate proposed his amendment, and I 
should like to have it arain ted. 3 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
will be stated. 2 . . . 2 . 

The SEORETARY. On page 75, beginning with line 23, it is pro- 
posed to strike out: 

rn of a between a white man and an Indian 
Win = eres by 5 who is at this time recognized by 

Sy ht Bie Re a 
and no prior aot of Congress S be construed as to debar such child of 
Buch r: 5 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I did not hear the first part of 
the argument of the Senator from New Hampshire, but in the 
latter part of his statement he said that this provision would do 
great wrong and greatinjustice. I must confess that I fail to see 
wherein the wrong and injustice consist. If these children are 
the children of an fada woman, it seems to me, by every rule of 
right, they ought to inherit from the mother, If sheis entitled 
to receive a certain part of that fund, why should not her child 
haye equal rights? tis the rule with the Five Civilized Tribes, 

d it is the rule under the common law that a child inherits from 

e mother. It is the rule everywhere. 

When the Senator says that this 5 seeks to deprive the 
poor Indians of a part of that to which they are entitled, I must 
confess that I fail to see the force of such an argument. If an 
Indian woman marries a white man, should her children be dis- 
inherited and lose their rights where she is now recognized asa 
member of the tribe? E 

When the Senator says it will despoil these poor le, I 

hink that he is not familiar with the Osage country. e Osage 
dians are, I think, the richest 125 on the face of the globe, 
certainly the richest people in the United States. There is no 
number of white people and there is no tribe of Indians through- 
out this country who have the same amount of wealth as the 
Osage Indians. 

It seems to me the provision is absolutely just and fair, and I 
am utterly unable to see wherein the wrong consists. But it 

‘ould seem to me that it would be an injustice and a great wrong 

one of these Indian women sees proper to marry a white man 
that her children should be deprived of their inheritance and the 
right go to the other children under a marriage to an Indian. 

$ think the provision as it stands is a very proper one and ought 
to pass, whether it be in an appropriation bill or anywhere else. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Arkansas is much more 
familiar with this Indian question than I profess to be. Ihave 
been learning something during the past year in reference to this 
legislation, and if I remain here đuring my prent term I hope to 
learn more. I think there is a great deal to be learned, and I 


the Senate has been somewhat careless in permitting these bills to 
go through without discussing the various propositions which do 
concern the interests of the Indians of this country. 

Mr. President, the Senator calls attention toa fact that I was 
conversant with, and that is that the Osage Indians are among the 
richest people of this country. Beyond a doubt that is true; and 
it is that very fact that is attracting these adventurers, white 
people, to that country, seeking to marry Indian women for the 
pupos of coming into ee of the property of the full-blood 

dians, and of controlling, as they are to-day absolutely control- 
ling, the machinery of the reservation and domina the full- 
blood Indians, who, I think, ought to have some rights in the 
reservation that has been accorded to them, I say it is simply 
because these people are rich people that these adventurous whites, 
good-for-nothing men, as a ponora thing, go there and connect 
themselves in marriage with Indian women for the purpose of 
getting possession of what does not belong to them, but which 

oes by right and by law, as it stands to-day, belong to the Indians 
themselves. 

Iam not convinced by the argument of the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Arkansas that any substantial proposition that I have 
made concerning this matter is incorrect. I believe this is vicious 
legislation; and I want to ask the Senator from Arkansas, and I 
want to ask the Senator from South Dakota in charge of this bill, 
what great harm will come to anybody if this provision goes out 
and this matter is delayed a single year? 

Attention has been called to this matter. The Osage Indians 
doubtless have some knowledge to-day of the fact that this matter 
is under controversy, under discussion in the Senate. They have, 
I understand, recently sent a representative here, a gentleman who 
is pleading their cause; but they have not had an opportunity to 
come; they have not been invited to comeand present their own case. 
The white men come here. They are intelligent; they understand 
what is nec to be done to secure an advantage in this con- 
oo and they have been here, but the Indians have not been 

ere. 

Now, Mr. President, I say I want to ask the Senator from Ar- 
kansas what harm will come to anybody if we strike this provision 
from the bill and delay this controversy a single year and give 
these Indians an opportunity to be heard, either through their 
representative or by a delegation of their own number? 

r. BERRY. Mr. President, I would say, in answer to the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that the simple proposition is 
whether the provision in the bill is a right proposition or a wrong 
one. If it is right, then it onght to be adopted, and the sooner it 
is 2 the better; if it is wrong, it ought not to be adopted a 
year from now or at any other time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. t is what I hope to prevent, its adop- 
tion in a year from now. 

Mr. BERRY. I repeat that that is not the rule generally 
throughout the tribe, and I restate what I said before. In the 
Five Civilized Tribes, with whose affairs Iam more familiar than 
I am with those of the Osages, they have the rule that the Indian 
child by blood inherits from the mother, and I will say to the Sen- 
ator, too, that he is mistaken in another respect. I can not speak 
so clearly for the Osages as for the Five Civilized Tribes. There 
are a great many white men, not adventurers, but men of high 
character, who have intermarried with Indians in the Five Ciy- 

A great many of those Indian girls have been educated at 
Staunton, Va., and Vassar, and other colleges throughout the 
country, and they are accomplished ladies, as much so as any other 
ladies in this country. They have married white men. Their 
children inherit in that Territory, and I can not see where any 
injustice is worked there. Ido think that it is an absolute in- 
justice to put a penalty on the women in the erpa county and 
say if they marry white men their children shall be disinherited 
for that act. I think they should be treated precisely as such 
women are treated everywhere else. It seems to me that the in- 
justice is the other way, when you seek to deprive those children 
of the rights the mother had there and which they would have in 
* other country except the Osage Nation. 

r. GALLINGER. I have no disposition to prolong this dis- 
cussion, but I wish to restate a proposition I made a moment ago, 
and 3 is fortified by referring to the last two lines in the para- 
graph: 

And 29 prior act of Congress shall be construed as to debar such child of 


such right. 

We have legislation on this subject—that legislation is on the 
statute books of the United States—and I desire to repeat that if 
we want to reverse this policy, if we want to change our laws re- 
garding this important question, let us do it by a separate bill, 
which will have consideration before the Senate and before the 
House of Representatives, which will enable us to debate it on its 
merits, and not have it smuggled in here on an appropriation bill, 
where it has no right to be. 

I do not care whether the paragraph in question originated in 
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this body or in some other body. I say it is vicious legislation to 
come here with an appropriation bill containing a proposition 
that reverses the legislation of this country—that gives us a new 
policy in dealing with these pont Indians. I do make another 
appeal for the Osage tribe of Indians, rich as they may be, abso- 
lutely living under conditions which are an outrage to the legisla- 
tion of Congress, and which ought to be corrected in some way. 
Under those circumstances, in my judgment, it is all wrong to 
insist that there shall be continued in an appropriation bill a propo- 
sition of this kind, which does nullify or 4 the solemn acts of 
Congress that have been placed upon the statute books for the 
protection of these poor people. 

Mr. President, I do not know that my appeal will have any 
weight, but I do know from what little investigation I have been 
able to make of this question that if this proposition remains in 
the bill wrong will be done to the poor people who have the right 
to expect to be protected by legislation here, and who have not 
been given the poor right to come in and present their case before 
a committee of 1 her 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let us see just what this provision 18. 
Under existing law an Indian woman who marries a white 
man, a citizen of the United States, becomes a citizen of the 
United States, and her children become citizens of the United 
States, reversing the tribal rule in this respect. The children 
therefore become heirs to the woman’s individual property which 
Was segregated from the tribal property, either lands or money; 
but under existing law the children would not be entitled to in- 
herit the interest of the mother in the property held by the tribe 
in the aggregate, or to the tribal pre rty, or to the reservation, 
or to a fundin the Treasury of the United States for the benefit 
of those le as a tribe. 

This provision undertakes to reverse or repeal the statute in this 
respect, and provides that the children of au Indian woman by a 
white man shall inherit the tribal property; that the children 
shall inherit the mother’s interest in the reservation or in what- 
ever funds or property the tribe may hold or on as a tribe. That 
is the simple proposition, then, whether the Senate desires that 
the rule now established, the statute of 1888, shall be re ed, 
and this provision enacted by which the children of a whiteman 
a citizen of the United States, shall inherit the tribal property o 
the Indian tribes. So far as lam concerned, I am willing to leave 
that question to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 8 is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator in 
charge of the bill to the provision embraced in that part of it be- 
ginning on page 78, at line 16, and continuing to line 14 on page 74, 
providing for the ratification of a lease alleged to have been made 
with one William B. Barker by the Seneca Nation of Indians. 
When the bill was before the Senate at the last session, that ques- 
tion was thoroughly examined by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It was alleged by the Seneca Nation, who were represented 
in person or by papers before the committee, that the agreement 
which was sought to be ratified was spawned at midnight in a 
bribed and drunken council of their nation and was repudiated 
by them; that it was a fraud which would deprive them of the 
control of 55,000 acres of the best land in their reservation, The 
committee struck it out, but by some means it was reintroduced 
into the bill in committee of conference. It ought to go out 
now, 

The Senator in charge of the bill knows the facts, and it seems 
to me he ought to agree without any discussion that the provision 
should pass out now. I move to strike it out. If necessary, I 
have the papers to confirm what I have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

ee . After line 15, on page 73, it is proposed to 
strike ont: 


Whereas the Seneca Indians in council, January 3, 1893, duly entered into 
an agreement wi illiam B. Barker whereby said nation leased to said 
Barker the Oil § vations, situate 


th 
rings, the Cattara and Allegany reser 
in western New York for the pu of boring am testing said territory for 
and oil, under certain conditions therein stated, said agreement having 
confirmed by act of Congress; and 
Whereas the assignee of lease has re-leased to the Seneca Indians cer- 
tain portions of the lands and reservations, included or refe: to in said 
lease, and the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians, bra xseolns on adop 
by said council, on or about the 3d day of December, 1896, in things rati- 
fied, confirmed, and extended as to the lessee thereof, and as to the ees 
thereof, the said lease, and empowered and authorized them to fulfill the said 
lease, the same and to the same extent as the or lessee might or could 
have done, when said lease was executed: Now, therefore, The action afore- 
the lessee of said lease and of the council of the ation 
hereby ratified and confirmed as the same has been sanctioned and ratified 
by the said resolution of the said Seneca Nation. 


Mr. QUAY. The Senator from South Dakota is conversant 
with the facts in relation to this clause of the treaty and knows 
that 85 should go out, and I trust he will not object to the amend- 
men 


mratifi 


Mr. PETTIGREW. This provision was quite thoroughly dis- 
cussed in committee, and several members of Congress from New 
York came before the committee and satisfied the committee of 
conference that the provision should remain in the bill. 

Mr. eat That is in the committee of conference? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; during the last session. 

Mr. QUAY. What about the ussion in the Committee on 
Appro riations of the Senate and on the floor of the Senate? 

. PETTIGREW. To give a history of the provision, I will 
say that the provision was in the bill last winter when it came 
over from the House, The committee, without discussion, with- 
ont information in regard to the subject, moved to strike it out. 
It was so reported to the Senate, and the Senate adopted the 
report of the committee and did strike it out of the bill. 

Afterwards, in conference between the two Honses, the subject 
was fully and thoroughly discussed, and the conference cominit- 
tee decided that it should remain in the bill, and it remained in 
the bill, which was passed at the last session and went to the 
President. At the present session the House passed it as a portion 
of the bill, and it comes to the Senate again. The committee is of 
the opinion that if should remain in the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam of the opinion that it ought to go out, and I 
doubt very much whether the Committee on Appropriations will 
sustain the statements of the Senator in charge of the bill, 

The Seneca Indians are the western tribe of the Iroquois Nation. 
They are settled on the line between Pennsylvania and New York, 
where the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations are located. 
They preserve their old tribal constitution, and a council of the 
nation is their legislative body. Some five years ago a man named 
Barker procured a lease from them of a portion of their territory 
for the purpose of boring for oil, testing its oil-producing qualities, 
It is on the verge of the great oil belt in Pennsylvania. is lease 
lapsed; failed for want of his fulfillment o; conditions, 

One of the Indians then took up, under their constitution, a 
mining right to bore and test for oil on part of their territory, 
He operated year after year, spent all his money, and fi 
induced some Pennsylvanians in the northern part of the State to 
reenforce him pecuniarily to make a final test. The last attempt 
produced oil in paying quantities. Then a 3 known as 
the Seneca Oil 1 came in and produced an assignment of 
the lapsed lease of Mr. Barker, went into the council of the Seneca 
Nation, bribed them, made some drunk, and they passed an ordi- 
nance of ratification, which the nation itself repudiates. ‘ 

In a subsequent grant to the Seneca Oil Company they allege 
that 55,000 acres of the best land of their reservation are subjected 
to the testing process of the Seneca Oil Company; that is to say, 
that no Indian is safe from the invasion of the company. They 
have a right to go and bore in his dining room if they please. 

I yesterday received a letter from one of the Indians which, in 
his own way, explains his position, and I will be glad if the Secre- 
tary will read it. 

5 OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


CARROLLTON, N. V., April 13, 1897. 


DEAR Sin: I have been shown a eg Med your letter to the Hon. Lewis 
Emery, ÀE., of Bradford, Pa., dated the 2d instant, which relates to the Sen- 
soa 0 pany's oil lease as purporting to be the assignees of the Barker 
0 


lease. 

Iam interested with the Seneca Nation in being a member of the same; 
also interested with the Hon. Lewis Emery, jr.,in the development of the 
small territory for oil purposes for the purposes of mutual profit with said 


n, and ae 
Brielly stated, will say thas in uly, 1895, by and with the advice of some 
filed a mine and mineral claim” in the Seneca Nation's 
reco describing a certain territory, and paid the $1 fees for the 
record, in which, as stated in the claim, the object was to develop and test 
the territory described in said claim for oil, gas, or other minerals of value, 
and forthwith commenced operation therein. One well was drilled in Au- 
t, 1895. within said deseri claim, in which nothing in paying quanti- 
es was found, and lost the investment. I got up another party to drill 
another test well, and that went to pieces before we could do much. Then I 
went and organized another party to drill, and designated two places to dr: 

and by our choice we drill on the State side of the reservation a distance o 
feet, so as to test both the reservation at that point as well as the State 
e, and found oil, but not in paying quantities, and the parties not all can 


stand more loss, and there being so much risks to drill in undevelo: coun- 
ey, hat the Company: N. to pieces again, and then I busied myself again in 
es to 8 


ing new part 
This is the 8 parties, the Hon. L. Emery, jr., and his friends. 
On tho day of last October I had the councillors sign a paper to allow mo 
to have and soe skilled white labor and machinery for the 9 of 
drilling and developing the territory in said claim. On the 8d day of - 
ber last, on account of finding the oil near the reservation, together with 
other 8 and such strong pressure was brought to bear against 
the council of the Seneca Nation, in which case whisky as well as money was 
used, bed the council into granting to the said Seneca Oil Company an oil 
ney ig ich covered my filed claim, was granted, and in that way what debtI 
was Ac AU cx ponies and time had been to since I first filed my claim 
seems to haye been lost. 


Iam indebted to the Hon. L. Emery: jr., and his friends nearly $1,000, and 
there is no way to get that back except in continued operation of said territory. 
Ihave sto the oil on the Seneca Oil Company's operation on the stren 
0 my clam, had a derrick erected and other buildin, 

at the e the council granted the lease over me to said 

and to show what methods they use in dealing with us 


nearly comple 
neca Oil Company, 
Indians, the Seneca 


1897, 


and its aryana. 8 down my derrick and de- 
On Company an 5 5 and done me hundreds of 
can not eae, a 


dollars of damages, nything to posing, the ead as the 
county udge here here is the brother of anythin of the parties Fi Mist 

Seneca ompany; and in fact an Indian has no show for 

a white man country. And now itis l e re 


ent since last Decem- 
ae the Seneca x poopie have 
5 "Of the Senate? as that wil ou an ex. 

ed knowledge of the feelings here and the meth in council 
in obtaining said oil lease. Itis istraudulentthronghont. i The Seneca Oil Com- 


e 


the e wr 
greatly p. — to hear from you and to know that you have obtained a copy 


oF th the řotest from the Clerk of the Senate. 
ost respectfully, yours, 


Hon. M. S. Quay, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. QUAY. There was another piece of petty robbery affect- 
ing the same nation in the Indian i bill at the last 
session, and in relation to that as well as to this Andrew John, 
one of their leading men, was sent here last February. His pro- 
test was filed here, and I send it up to be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


zi the honorable Congress of the United States now in session: 


D. E. SHONGO. 


ono ot to strik 
57, i ene mite R. ie Ritt 3 sec- 
on session, for the follo reasons: Said William B. Barker's oil S 
ape has Donn Sen oe y failure on the part of the lessee not ed 
ce 


pursuan agreements, and on the 8d day of December last, the 
assignees of said Barker’s lease did surrender back to the Seneca Nation 
council, the Booy of this released ——— 5 sald Barker lease by the 
ees, known and signed as Seneca Oil airy ag Se ge goes same I mere sub- 

mi to the l chairman Committee on in Senate. 
Anoe Serr papers showing how fraudulentl ay, brought aur this matter 
before the Co for the ratification the said Barker lease includes 55,000 
acres of the most valuable lands, upon which the Seneca Indian people are 


living and peaceably enjoying products of the soil. 
ao 25 em ANDREW JOHN (Seneca Indian). 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 5, 1897. 
Mr. QUAY. As Mr. John states, the Barker lease had la 
and was only revived after oil had been found by this Indi 


Shongo. 

After the adoption of the ordinance ratifying the Barker lease 
by this drunken council, the Indians called a mass convention of 
their people, and I send up a paper, filed in the Indian Depart- | 2 
ment, showing their action, which I ask may be read. 

The Secretary read as N 
At a public 3 held by the 
FFF 
bill, H. R. T 5 the Whole 

te Los shor oil Tease being read, to the aa 14, 1897. 
e 
ue di tion th on Wille Be Jamison 
a) t 8 to draft 


e Seneca Nation 


Fring or 

its or ratification of ne alles all t of said W. 
B. 8 ine ther House of Congress; 3 
and re assembled: Therefore, 


ported to the he people assem 
ment of the W. B. Barker oll lease fn anid es send i 


to be 
e action of the l glamen the Seneca Nation and some of the coun- 
‘being the aets of vio indi 
Seneca Indian as acts of 
president Lot the Sensen N en interested in the —.—— 
a 
COE Ae DAKO ace pees guceificing the rights and interest of tie natios. 
to his personal and t: Therefore, 


Resolved, we Congress to 88 said Indian a 
tion bill the rider relating to the ratification of the said W. B. Barker oil 
contained in H. R. 10002, 3 

N e in the above penon of 
senting the of our said nation, visi 
rem its y 2 a hon 


Affairs to ‘or his board an 3 out of the fun 
to 3 Nation of New . . Indians. a 


the 


PETER 
Committee on Drafting the Petition of Remonstrance. + 
Dene as See meeting of the people of the Seneca Nation, this 9th day 
of February, A. D. 1897. 
SAMUEL GORDON, 
Chairman for the people. 
PETER SHONGO, 
Clerk Jor same. 


Mr. QUAY. On the day after the action of the council their 


agent sent the following telegram to the Commissioner of Indian 
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I will read it, 
and then I will ook t another protest attached to it be read: 

OLEAN, N. V., December 4, 1396. 
To D. M. BROWNING, 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C.: 
hemes vd an oil lease was granted by the Seneca council of reservation 
lands to the Seneca Oil Company. It was pr by the most notorious 
5 the council refused to consider leases much more favorable to the 
nation; the Secretary of the Interior will be applied to immediately for his 


approval. 
AGT. JEWELL. 
INDIAN OFFICE, Washington, December 22, 1896. 


O. F. LARRABEE, 
Chief of Division. 

The Indians in mass conyention, in addition to the paper which 
has just been read, forwarded an address to the President and to 
Congress, signed by nearly every man and woman in the band out- 
side of the council. Lask that it be read. The signatures may be 
omitted, as there are several hundred of them, but I desire that 
the signatures and all may go in the RECORD. 

The Secretary read as indicated. 

The entire paper is as follows: 


To the honorable President and Congress 
of the United States of America now in session: 


fully rom upon the nstrate against th and the Allegany reservations, do most 
— te against the approval or e by your honorable body 


A true copy. 


the Seneca Nation council e: granting leases 
citizens ot th the United States lands not included withis the the boundaries of vil- 
. on the Allegany Reservation as laid out by the United States commis- 


8 That the Seneca Nation council erred . for oil pur- 
poses without the consent of the people of said na 
Third. That the Seneca Nation council erred in Hons o, {am wea ora pur- 
poses in violation to our national Constitution, seg 
eee meaner by ene erred in grantin Aa IES 
nsistent to the statutes of the United States, section 


Seneca Oil Com 
en June 8 Bt chapter 161, section 12, page 730, 


ne D, Johnson's Lessee vs. Me- 
That — Nation council erred in © eyes, feos pone for oil pur- 

poses while courts hold that petroleum oil is a part of 
Sixth. That the Seneca Nation menor erred in 5 


ose any 8 to our Indian immorals 
the class of people e 
— ‘Be sold, or, ra 22 be given, to the said In 
Seventh. e council erred d leases, because one of our own 


also has made 
improvements i he arpose of pursuing such work and labor, and there 
takes away th awa: o property with hich is cont — 


Ne 
e se pane He 


made in conformi 
tion, this lth day of December, 1896. 


good unless with po mem 2103 250 2 2106, 
Btatates of the United States. 
(Dated:) Ca Reserva 
(is x mark) Jacob, John (his x mark) Lay, William 


NN 


mos (his 
som Puller (h his x mark) Rede: 
Lewis S eman T. 
Simeson Eli ennedy, Ely 55 v. George 


(hisx mark) Jono, 


nnett, Gorge (his x mar’ 
Cart (his x mark) Washington, Antho aloes Willan ny (hls x mark x — ns Jimeson, 
Lewis Jones, may, Spm Oakley Pierce, 
Kossuth Bishop, 2 —. J: Fillmore Jack- 
son, Austin yore, aan opera te Fatty, W avou Moses 
es 


Johnson, Hattie E. Jackson, Le 


Williams, Jane Pierce, . — 
Lucinda uer x mark) Halftown, Andrew Jackson Ist, beth 
Warrior, Nancy (her x mark) Warno David (his x mark) 
Warri or 2d, Russell H. Printu — Moses Shone”. a. E. Shongo, 
Willimee 5 ö k) N hoa Cn rok es T. 
0. x mar Sspuew, or x 
Jimerson (marshal), Asher Hare, Lester Bisho: Bisho 
Levi Kenjockety. E. Poodry, W. T 5 S. 
nedy, Nan Susie (her 
all downy Yo is 1 Stevi 
ON iowa. o x mar wens, 
5 Hattie E. Joßn, Francis (his x 
James (his & mar (his x mark) 
ow, ir. spate (his x . Snow, 
ina | (her x mark) Jones, Sarah 
, Mary Jemison, Laura (her x mark) Sun- 
own, Lucy E. Button, Lucy Button, Delos Ke 
lor, Isaac (his x mark) sane ohnson, Hannah (her x mark) 
Jake (his x mark) Snow, Rosa John 
„ W Bluesky, Moses M 


Li 
c 


Jones, Sophia 
Eliza oth Lay, = er T dia Wits 
Alice Jones, ie J. [ad A peat w, 

Crow, George (his x mark) Wilson 
Martha Pierce, Eliza Hem? 
Anderson Shongo, Wallace en Chine, ak L: vis Plum- 
mer, Wm. Bomberry, Frank it 

ison, Moses 5 Chester Twoguns, Silas ‘Snow, W. 
Le Roy Kennedy, sy See tt. Jacob Boot. Win, Scott, Charles 
(his x mark) Jimeson, Edward Dudley. 
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Mr. QUAY. I have here two papers of similar character which 
I send to the desk. They need not be read because they are copies 
of the one which has just been read. One comes from the Seneca 
ple at the Allegany Reservation from their council at Oil 
prings. It is as band. The other is largely signed and 
comes from the Cattaraugus Reservation. The papers and the 
signatures may be printed without reading. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks that the papere be printed in the RECORD? 
Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order of the 
Senate in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 


To the honorable President and Congress 
of the United Sates of America now in session: 

The undersigned members of the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, re- 
siding upon the Cattaraugusand the Allegany reservations, do most 
fully remonstrate against the approval or ra tying by your honorable y 
to a certain leases or nts given to the Seneca Com y of ca, 
N. V., at the last on of our national council, for the following reasons: 

First. That the Seneca Nation council erred in granting to the citizens of 
the United States land not included within the boundaries of villages on the 

legany Reservation, as laid out by the United States commissioners. 

Second. That the Seneca Nation council erred in granting leases for oil 

pu without the consent of the people of said nation. 
d. That the Seneca Nation coun 

poses in violation of our national constitution, sec 

Fourth. That the Seneca national council erred in granting leases to the 
Seneca Oil Company, inconsistent to the statutes of the United States. (Sec- 
tion 2116, June 1834, chapter 161, section 12, page 730, Johnson’s Lessee vs. 


McIntosh, 8 Wh., 543) 
ting leases foroil pur- 
reat estate. 


erred in ting leases for oil pur- 
Sons 6, f, and 18. E 


Fifth. That the Seneca Nation council erred in 
poses while courts hold that petroleum oil Sore of ` 

Sixth. That the Seneca Nation council e; in granting said leases with- 
out any protections to our Indian people from the vicesand immorals usually 
vested tothe class of people generally enmassed to the oil regions, such as 
spirituous liquors sold, or, rather, be given to the said Indians. 

Seventh. The council erred in gran ing said leases because one of our own 
— has taken up claim and reco in nation's book of records a mine 

mineral claim to the place where said lease covers, and also has made 
improvements for the pu of pursuing such work and labor, and thereby 
take away the property without compensation whatever, which is contrary 
to the United States Constitution as well as the Seneca Nation constitution. 

Eighth. And that said leases as given to the said Seneca Oil Company is not 
good unless le in conformity with sections 2108 and 2106, Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Ninth. That the Seneca Indian council erred by the most notorious and sus- 
picious manner in granting oil lease to said Seneca Oil Company when the said 
council refused to consider five or six other applications applied. for oil leases 
much more favorable and benefits to the 78 of said nation. 

At a meeting ot the people of Seneca Nation of New York Indians, held at 
the council house at Cold Spring, upon the Allegany Reservation, this 2ist 


day of December, 
Present: SAMUEL GORDON, Chairman, 
PETER SHONGO, Clerk. 
R 3 = the petition of the people now completed be 
ote eee and was approved, and we annex our names to the foregoing 
remons' o 
illiam rson, George Ab Hiram Cooper, 
y Backet 8 20 SEPT E TA pead aan Crouse, Georgs 
Gordon, John Doxtader, Excy Gordon, Betsey King, p 
Fatty, Francis Jones, Sennen Shona: Howard Shongo, Cyrus 
Crouse, Charles Jimeson, Crouse Abner, Willett Jimeson, 
Della E. Gordon, Louisa White. 

Mr. QUAY. I hope the Senate will pardon me for being prolix 
and delaying the passage of the pending bill, because I desire that 
the RECORD shall contain the entire case and that the Senate and 
Congress shall know exactly what they are doing, that this is a 
deliberate wrong of these Indians oran attempt torobthem. But 
I scarcely think it will succeed. 

I send up a letter from the agent of these Indians at Olean. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. QUAY. No; I should like to have it read, so that Senators 
may hear it. Let at least that part inclosed in pencil marks be 
read. Iwil rot W. the Senate with the entire letter. 

. OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

nested. 
3 The Secretary read as indicated. 

Mr. QUAY. Let it all go in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and that will be the order. 

The entire paper is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
New York Agency, Olean, N. Y., January 20, 1897. 

Sin: I beg leave to acknowledge the receipt of your office letter dated 

January 19 instant. 


e 

ted December 14, 1896, I was requested to furnish a 

pop E On December 19, 1896, I trans- 
to the Indian Office a certified ony of said lease. 

From an examination of said lease, which was ratified by the act of Feb- 
ruary 20, 1893 (27 Stat., 470), it will be observed that under certain condi- 
tions it granted the oil right to one W. B. Barker in the e and 

legany reservations and also the oil spring reservation. It will seen 

m an examination of said lease that the lessee was required to develop 
the said lands for oil at certain times and in a certain way. It has been 
claimed the Seneca Nation of Indians that the lessee and his assignees 
have failed to develop said lands for oil according to the terms and condi- 
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tions of said contract, and, under the law, abandoned the contract. That is 
to say, that while the time for the drilling of all the oil wells provided for 
in said lease has not poa, the failure to drill test wells within the time 
limited said contract constituted an abandonment of thè 
same by the lessee and rendered the contract mgatory 


This con or lease was conveyed 


Oil Company ap 
lease then held by thi 

e circumstances, the sald Se: 
the lands covered by said lease (being many thousand acres) if the Seneca 

he strip of land running from - 

y Reservation and embracing several 

hundred acres. This strip of land was in the immediate vicinity of oil de- 
velopments upon adjoining lands. 

e Seneca Oil Company also agreed to pay the Seneca Nation of Indians 

1,000 bonus to procure said new contract, or rather lease, of said strip of 

d. Said sip of land being deemed valuable for oil purposes, there were 

several competitors for a lease of the same. One compan offered a proposed 

lease to the council eeing to give $4,000 bonus for the same property, a 

one-eighth royalty of the oil, and in case any well produced more than 50 

rrels a day, one-fourth royalty; and in case any well produced over 100 
barrels per day, three-eighths royalty of all oil pr uced. Another company 
offered $3,000 bonus to the Indians and one-eighth royalty. There were other 
offers more favorable to the Indian Nation than the offer made by the Seneca 
OilCompany. The royalty proposed to be given by the Seneca Oil Company 
was only one-eighth. 

By the most open and notorious Te and corruption of the councilors 
the contract was granted to the Seneca Company, and heing the least fa- 
vorable of the Indian nation of any. of the p: d contracts. Whether or 
not the matter was consummated by the Indians ratifying the W. B. Barker 
lease, or whether a new lease was made of the strip of land asked for by the 


Seneca Oil Company, I can not state; but the effect of the tion was 
that the Indian council practical! ve a new lease to th neca Com- 
pany, who held the W. B. Barker 8 abs = 


o other ies who proposed to take an oil lease of this strip of land 

8 to do so irrespective of the Barker lease, or, in other wo; to pay 
he Indians and take their chances as to the validity of the W. B. Barker lease. 
Since that time th have entered upon the Indian res- 


© Seneca Oil Compan 

orThisatrip of land claimed br the Benecs on Co braces la 
of] 0 y the Seneca mpany embraces lands which 
individual Indians claim have been allotted to them by the Seneca Nation of 
Indians, and, as between the Indians and the nation, that they practically 
own them. Among these Indians is Daniel Shongo, referred to in your office 
letter above referred to. Daniel Shongo, claim to have possession of a 
yars of the lands that are covered by the Seneca Oil Company lease, leased 
he same or made contracts with other persons to operate the same for oil, 
‘These persons (white men) entered upon Shongo's lands, or lands he claims 
by allotment, and commenced to o te for oll and erected a derrick and 
P. their machinery thereon an: fc signer pres for the sinking of an oil well. 
The Seneca Nation of Indians, in the aid and su t of said Seneca Oil 


Com and by the 
the president of the Seneca Nation of iniians apd: some o the 


direction of 
councilors who were influenced to give said lease, entered upon the lands 
claimed by said Shongo, upon W said derrick had been erected, an 


Afew days ago the Seneca Oil 8 — 1 5 to the county court 

e she to protect the Seneca 
Oil Company, in the hich would include lands 
oceupied by individual Indians, and also lands occupied by others in the vil- 
lages of Carrollton and Vandalia, under the act of and leased to said per- 
sons in pursuance of said act. 

I have made the foregoing voluminous statement that the situation may 
be understood. I have n appealed to by 2 and other Indians to pro- 
tect them in their possession; but the council of the Seneca Nation of In 
is so y and notoriously corrupt, and are granting rights and privil 
for money paid to themselves indlyidually and against the interests of the 
nation, and are protecting the to whom Sey grout Seve rights, that 
I did not see how I could interfere in the matter. e assignees of Shon, 

under him. The Seneca Nation of Indians as a body claim he 
the Sen- 
ion. 


ve some protection to these Indians if I had the power and 
out 2 e Arlis liable. The council of the Seneca Nation 
com o 


upon the All 
tho 


So it has been the practice for a long time tha 


— the Ca ugus Reservation simply h d themselves aloof and refused to 
act until they could find the man who would pay them the most money individ- 
pally, irrespective of the merits of their action or the benefits to be derived by 
the individual Indian on the Allegany Reservation. This has been the case for 
a long irae The president of the Seneca Nation of Indians has been a part 
to business, and the consequence is that the rentals and funds which 
should belong to the Indians are frittered away and corruptly disposed of in 
the manner vo indicated. 
think I am now sufficiently acquainted with all the substantial or essential 
facts pertaining to this controversy. The Seneca Nation of Indians propose 
fo stand a creo contract with the Seneca Oil Gampeng and pr the 
meca Oil Company in operating the lands for oil embraced in said contract. 
Xamon: them Shongv) claim to be in possession of parcels 
of the landsembraced in the Seneca Oil Company contract, and that they own 
them by allotment from the nation. The questions to be disposed of are— 
„First. Has the individual Indian, in the possession of lands on the reserva- 
tion by allotment duly made by the nation, the right to bore for oil thereon? 
Second. Has such individual Indian the right to grant the right to bore for 
oil thereon to a white man? 
rd. Conceding the contract made with the Seneca Oil Company by the 
on, can the Seneca Oil company enterupona . of the land embraced 
in its contract which has been duly allotted b e nation to an individual 


Indian and being occupied by the individual Indian, and bore for oil thereon 
withont the consent of the individual Indian? 

In determining these propositions it will be seen that a material question, 
and an — — a will be whether or not the allotment to the 


qui 
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individual Indian has been duly and legally made, and whether he was or was 


not in the actual and rightful possession of the parcel he claims. 

The matter is in the cour and I have informed the individual Indians 
who claim a right to prevent the Seneca Oil Company from occu: ying theip 
lands that, in my judgment, the matter would have to be dete: ed 


courts. I will submit all these matters to the United States auy for his 
action if it is so directed, but I thought a full statement of the factsshould be 
made to the Department before upon him to act. 

Very respectfully, 


J. R. JEWELL, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Honorable COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. QUAY. I also submit, to go into the RECORD, the affidavit 
of an Indian woman who was present and saw the debauchery by 
whisky of some of these councilors and heard the conversation 
in relation to the payment of money. Iask that the affidavit be 


read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Srark oF NEW York, County of Cattaraugus, ss: 


Sylvia Jimeson, duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: I am a Sen- 
eca Indian woman, an de at Shongo, on the 3 Reservation of 
the Seneca Nation. On the 3d day of December, 1896, I was living in the back 
rooms and ground floor of the council house at Sho on the said All y 
Reservation, and the council of said nation was then in session there. I was 
one of the parties doing cooking for the guestsin said council house, and in 
my rooms, at about Il o'clock in the forenoon, I commenced to set the table 
for dinner, when I some of my teacu I went into the adjoinin: 
room in search of the cups. In it were two white men and three Indians. O; 
the Indians, two were the councilors and the other was the assistant to the 
pei of the nation. As I had 8 the table where my cups were, one 

the white men moved a bottle table over 


3 looks 
ble. Each bottle was the size of 2 Iquart capacity. I went into 
heard some of the 


resolution giving the oil lease to the Seneca Oil Tompa 
The next day pekea up 7 quart bottles, 18 pint bottles, and 38 half-pint 
bottles, making about over 6 gallons of whisky used in jollying the Indian 
councilors to granting the oil lease, as I am informed and 
fi istrue of my own ledge, ex . 


io ve. 
The foregoing know „except 
stated to be alleged on information and belief, and as to those matters I 


lieve to be true. 
i SYLVIA JIMESON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4th day of Feb: 1897. 
i ‘A. R. JOHNSON, Notary Public. 


the affidavit of Wallace Halftown 
a ation, stating that he was offered 
money to vote for the of this lease. I do not think it is 
necessary to read itall. Probably the Secretary need not read 
any of it, but it states that fact, and states also that the lease as 
signed by the president of the council was not in accord with the 
resolution passed by the council. 

The PRESIDIN OFFICER. The letter will be published in 
the RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The letter is as follows: 


STATE or New YORK, County of Cattaraugus, ss: 

Wallace Halftown, being duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: I am a 
Seneca Indian, and reside at Carroliton, upon the Allegany Reservation of 
the Seneca Indians. Iam a member of the council of the Seneca Nation, 
which consists of 16 councilors, 

Upon the 2d day of December, 1896, at a meeting of the council held at 
Shongo, upon the said reservation, at which I was present, it commenced to 
consider a 5 of the Seneca Oil Company, a ership consisting of 
E. B. Vreeland, John P. Colgrove, of Salamanca, N. X., and A. T. Fancher, of 
Buffalo, as Iam informed and believe, presented by the said E. B. Vreeland, 
asking the said council to ratify a ce lease made between the Seneca 
Nation and one W. B. Barker, giving the said Barker the right to drill for oil 
upon the fame, eat Reservation. 

Upon the oon of that day the councilors discussed the matter of rati- 

ing this lease, which the Seneca Oil 8 claimed had been as- 

od to them. The council for some time had the matter under considera- 
tion and cung the afternoon it was very apparent that the council would 
reject the sai uest for the ratification of said lease. when E. B. Vree- 
d; who represented the said Seneca Oil Company, stated to the 
open session that he withdraw his petition for the 
lease and change the petition so much so as to have the council grant to 
said Seneca Oil Company a lease to drill for oil above or easterly of Carroll- 
ton, which consists of about 2,000 acres of land. 

Also at this time E. B. Vreeland stated that he would make three mem- 

bers of the council or officers of the nation directors of the Seneca Oil Com- 


Mr. QUAY. L also send u 
& councilor of the Seneca 


royalties on any oil discovered. rtain 

a lease for this same land, and had offered to give the nation as high as $5,000 

J Seneca Company only agreed to give 

1,000. The resolution passed by the said council ted to the said Seneca 
Company the right to for oil upon lands of the reservation above 

The record of the clerk of the council 

of land besides those above 


Carrollton and upon no other lands. 
was altered so as to include about 3,000 acres more 
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Carrollton. I am informed and believe that the Seneca Oil Company was 
given a lease of more lands than the council voted to give them. 

This lease was executed by William Hoag, president of the nation, and in 
behalf of the nation, about midnight upon the 3d day of December, 1896. 
This was drawn, as lam informed and believe, by the attorney of the 
Seneca Oil Company, and the said Hoag va hurriedly infiuenced to sign it 
without knowing its full influence and ring. The lease is not in accord- 
ance with the resolution of the council giving the Seneca Oil CORON the 
right to drill on the lands sbove Carrollton. It was obtained by fraud and 
undue influence exercised over certain councilors as hereinbefore stated. 
During the recess at noon, I was approached by a certain member, who is 
interested in the said Seneca Oil Company, and offered me pay or con- 
sideration of my influence, and, as I took it to mean, my vote to help the said 
Seneca Oil Company in passing said lease through the council. 

Also members of the council were under the influence of intoxi- 
cating liquors given by the said lessees, or its agents, for the purposes of 
8 sily certain members of the council to vote for the passage in 
the council of said lease, as I am informed and believe. 

That the f ing is true of my own 1 except as to the matters 
therein stated to be eged on information and belief, and as to those matters 
I believe to be true. 


WALLACE HALFTOWN. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this Ist day of February, 1897. 
A. R. JOHNSON, Notary Public. 


Mr.QUAY. Isend to the desk also a letter which I should like 
to have read at length. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
OLEAN, N. Y., January 22, 1897. 


My Dear Sin: Your esteemed favor of the th instant is at hand. Iam 
sure I can not tell what course the Seneca Oil Company took in closing w 
their matters with the Indians; I only know what the pro tion was, ani 
what was unders was yoted upon. If the W.B. Barker lease was ratified 
by the council in closing up this matter,and Congress ratifies that, then. of 
course, it will not amount to much, as stated by you. Iam sure they had a 
new lease drawn, because er asked me as Indian agent to make certifica- 
tion in the usual form; that the same was properly executed by the council, 
and that the Indians understood the same, etc. I paper that 
they asked me to certify, but they said they had one and wished me to do so. 
a could not conscientiously make any certification to anything that took place 


ere. 

It certainly is debatable whether or not the W.B. Barker lease is in force. 
But the question is with me that the different companies who offered to take 
a lease did so after having their ra ior Jo respectively examine all the facts 
and offering to take a lease, and subject to it, and take their chances as to the 
validity of the Barker lease. would have been a much more favorable 
matter tothe Indians, as they would have received $4,000 instead of $1,000 for 
a Ft ha ificant odes of the lands covered by the Barker lease, and 
adiitional royalty. the Barker lease was found to be valid, the 
would ahead $3,000, and the holders of the Barker lease would have to 
fight it out with the other lessee. 

The Indians have always treated the Barker lease. or rather since a year 
or two, as being void for nonpertormance of its conditions. The matter on 
file in the In Office as to bribery, whisky, etc., are not very definite and 
3 do not amount to much as they stand. The real facts, however, are 

t it was a most disgraceful and corrupt arrangement under which the 
8 of — gat 4 75 rocured. mee 
apprehen en people are reserving their strength as to an 
appropriation for another Congress, being aware that they can not succeed 
with this Congress. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. CHARLES DANIELS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. QUAY. I think it is very definite in the affidavits 5 
here. I have presented papers which show it very definitely. 
I send up also the affidavit of D. H. Jack saying that he offered 
these Indians $4,000 for a similar lease on a line not near so ex- 
tended. He offered, I believe, to bore ten test wells and to give 
them a sora: of $4,000, while they gave away 55,000 acres the 
next rgh to the Seneca Oil Company for $1,000. That letter need 
not be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be printed in the 
REcORD without reading, if there be no objection. 

The letter is as follows: i 
3 or e Goity $ Ao, 5s: 

£ sai ty, t, 

sack aka Palaa Galy awora actoris tia mas Rant moa abot 
December 2 or 3 he had some negotiations with the council of the Seneca 
Nation of Indians at their council house near Salamanca, New York State, 
with the view of raria 3 the Jands of Indian reservation for oil and gas; that 
on behalf of his clients he offered to take a lease of the lands of the Seneca 
Nation of Indians in Cattaraugus and Erie counties, N. V., to drill at least ten 
test drills, and, if oil were found in any of said wells, to operate the same as 
customary, and to give ed royalty from one-eighth to three-eighths of 
all the oil, to pay a cash ee the execution of the leases by the council 


id not see 


J. R. JEWELL, 


of $2,000, and an additional when the lease should be ratified by the 
Secretary of the Interior or act of whichever ht be found 
necessary or proper, and that his offer was rejected by the ey W 8 5 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 6th day of Febr „1897. 
SEAL.] J. P. MULLIN, Notary Public. 
Mr. QUAY. I present the individual certificates of four coun- 
cilors of the Seneca Nation, who were reported as having confirmed 
the lease and did not do so. I ask that it be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


We, the undersigned, present members of the Seneca Nation of New York 
Indian council, in our sessions of council in 1896, never confirmed the Barker 
oil and gas lease made in 1893 to our knowledge. 

SESSE JAMISON, Councilor, 


ELI T. JIMESON, Councilor. 
Dated Cattaraugus Reservation, this 20th day of January, 1897. 
We, the undersigned present members of the Seneca Nation of New York 


Indian council. in our sessions of council in 1896, never confirmed the Barker 
lease made in 1893, to our knowledge. 

MOSES LAY, 

GEO. (his x mark) WILSON. 


Dated Cattaraugus Reservation, this 30th day of January, 1597. 
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Mr. QUAY. I think I have shown that of all the 2 
robberies of Indians (and there have been many of them in this 
Chamber, and in Congress generally), the stench of this is a little 
the rankest. I submit to the Senator from South Dakota that in 
view of the papers I have introduced, the provision ought to go 
out of the bill, and he ought not to resist the motion to strike it 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. : 

aas QUAY. If itis resisted, I shall have to ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This whole question was gone over in the 
committee, and the papers which the Senator has presented were 
submitted. 

Mr. 1 — 75 Oh, no. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Perhaps not all of them, but evidence in 
the same general direction. There is no doubt but what there is 
more or less corruption in connection with the 5 of 
these Indians. An anomalous state of affairs exists in New York. 
These Indians have tribal property reservations like our Western 
Indians, and so far as most 8 are concerned they are sub- 
ject only to the decrees of their own council, and they govern 
their own affairs. There is no doubt that corrupt practices occur, 
and there is no doubt that their council is corrupted at times. 

But in this case, after quite a careful examination, after exam- 
ining the members of Congress representing the district familiar 
with the facts (and one of the members of 8 was a judge 
of the circuit in which the reservation is situated), the committee 


came to the conclusion that this is a contest between two oil 
nies, and that more substantial justice would be served by 
rming the lease than otherwise. 
I think this reservation ought to be wiped out. I think those 
peop ought to be made subject to the 
hristi 


com 
co 


wsof New York. If 

ristian civilization is ever going to make the American Indian 
capable of citizenship, it ought to have accomplished its work npon 
the Indians in New York, it seems, during the two centuries they 
haye been surrounded by the civilization of this seep gt A There- 
fore I say that I think they should be made subject to the laws of 
the State of New York, and should be absorbed into its citizen- 
ship; that these reservations should be wiped out entirely and the 
tribal pro divided up so that the present condition shall 
cease. There is no doubt in my mind but that legislation of that 
sort ought to be accomplished. 

Mr. ident, I seriously doubt if any good can come to those 
people by striking out the provision under consideration. On the 
contrary, we were convinced by the Representatives of this por- 
tion of New York (and at least three of them came before the 
committee) that more substantial justice would be done and a 
better condition of affairs would exist if this provision remained 
in the bill than if it were stricken out. 
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Senator from that State informs me that this will not be considered 
one, and I will therefore vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Virginia 
pue: DANIEL], and withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vo 0 ea.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
. [Mr. Roacu]. He is absent, and I will withhold 
my vote. 

r. QUAY. As the roll call is likely to disclose the absence of 
a quorum, and I desire to have the bill passed, with the under- 
standing that the Senator from South Dakota agrees to strikin 
out the provision, I will withdraw the request for the yeas ray 
nays, if in order to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania may be 
allowed to withdraw demand for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that he be permitted to withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PETTUS. What is the 8 I do not understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ə Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that he be permitted to withdraw the 
demand for the * and nays. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The vote has not been announced, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote has not been announced. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none, and 
the call for the yeas and nays is withdrawn. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment to strike out the provision of the bill 
which has been read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
accepts the amendment. Is there objection to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none, 


and the amendment is to. S 
submit the amendment which I send to 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word shall,“ in line 25, on page 
75, it is pro to insert with the consent of the majority of 
the unquestioned members of the tribe, and the a val of the 
5 of the Interior;” so that, if amended, the clause will 
read: 


Mr. QUAY. There is no question inyolved of an issue between | the tribe, 


any two corporations. The issue is between a great corporation 


and a single Seneca Indian and his lessees, who o te upon a | belongs 
eased to’ 


verys portion of the tract which has been! the Seneca 
Oil Company. : a 

It may be true that ordinarily percha re is practiced in Indian 
councils, but I have never before heard the Committee on Indian 
Affairs stand up here to spol for it, or rather to palliate it. 
Certainly I have never before heard any attempt to press the Sen- 
ate into a ratification of a measure where a Senator stood up and 
practically admitted there had been corruption, 

I think there is no difficulty in determining what the action of 
the Senate 825 55 to be, and I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to strike out the provision from the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, upon which he demands 
the yeas and nays. 

o yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with his col- 
league, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 

Mr. McENERY A dag his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Tr, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam pairedwith the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson]. In his absence, I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], but we agreed that 
on matters which are nonpolitical we could vote when either was 
absent. I vote yea.“ 


The roll call was concluded. 
Mr, FORAKER. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. EARLE] as to political questions. The senior 


aby tribe, and no prior act of Con- 
gress s be construed as to debar such child of such right. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Iwill say that I have submitted this amend- 
ment to the Senator in e of the bill, and feel quite sure that 
he will not interpose any objection to it. It seems to me a proper 
amendment. The ma to conference and will be there 
msidered, and I have no doubt a wise conclusion will be reached 
te the conference. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was to. 

HILTON, I er the amendment which I send to the 


desk, in line 16, on k ; 
The PRESIDIN FFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page iting 10, after the words “sum 
of,” 2 5 p to strixe out ** $50,000,” and insert 522, 418.25; 
80 as t, 
Provide 0 à 
aT Deccan ot a Inert ebay thas wn 
$22,418.25 out of their trust-land money on deposit in the United States Treas- 


ury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Texas. 

= PETTIGREW. I do not understand just what the amend- 
ment is. 

Mr. CHILTON. I will state that that is a provision—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On what page is the amendment? 

Mr. CHILTON, On 24, line 16. 

I will state that it refers to a clause giving the Pawnee Indians 
the right to withdraw $50,000 from their trust fund now in the 
Treasury of the United States. Personally, I do not believe that 
they ought to have the right to withdraw any part of the fund. 

. PETTIGREW. May Task the Senator a question? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes. 
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Is this the same amendment which was 
aapa at the last session? 3 

, CHILTON, Theclause would read, if my amendment were 
adopted, just as the bill read after it left the conference committee 


Mr. PETTIG: . 


and was agr 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Then Iwill accept the amendment. That 
was my impression, but the bill ha come from the House with 
this provision in it, I concluded that I must be mistaken. 
y Mr, GHL TON. No; you are not. I can refer you to the page, 
ou desire. 


EW. the Senate at the last session, 


. PETTIGREW. Then the amendment certainly should 
adopted in order to make the bill conform to bill of the 
session, 

. BATE. tg Palas acne that the provision gives the right 
to the Pawnee Indi 5 from the fund of the 
In in tho 1 Treasury of the Unit States? 


+ N. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It has been recommended by the Depart- 


ment, 

Mr. BATE. Is there any reason given for it? Why is it pro- 
posed to ed done? It seems to me this would lead to the frit 
away of the whole fund, and therefore it is a wrong preceden 
to set. 

* Mr. CHILTON, I will state that personally I concur with the 
views of the Senator from Tennessee. I do not think there is any 
geen reason for withdrawing any part of this trust fund. The 

wnee Indians will receive something like 8500 a family, with- 
out coun the $22,000 now referred to. They have in the Treas- 
of the United States $422,000, They have applied to withdraw 
$50,000 of this sum. The Secretary of the Interior expresses his 
willingness to allow them to withdraw twenty-two thousand and 
odd dollars and cents—the exact figures are stated in the amend- 
ment. Their trust fund would thus be reduced to even $400,000. 

I combated in the last Senate any invasion whatever of that 
trust fund. I did not think the expenditure was necessary; but 
the Senate by a large majority voted in favor of allowing the 
Pawnees to withdraw $50,000. The bill went into conference. 
The House refused to accept the Senate amendment, but finally an 
agreement was reached in conference allowing the withdrawal of 
$22,000. As this matter was fully discussed and decisively voted 
upon at the last session, I have not thought it judicious to con- 
sume time by opening the subject again, and therefore I have 
pro; my amendment, not in the form in which I believe it 
ought to be, by striking out the whole clause, but reducing it to 
the amount which was upon in the conference committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. . President, it is often quite necessary 
to withdraw some of these trust funds, and quite to the advantage 
of the Indians to do so. In the case of these Indians the fund 
which they have comes from the sale of lands. They have taken 
lands in severalty and moved upon their claims. y have no 
money with which to build houses, cultivate their fields, and be- 
come productive citizens of this country. This money is with- 
drawn for the purpose of making improvements upon their allot- 
ments, so that the Indians can become argos phot It seems 
to me it is in accordance with good sense and g judgment, 
under such circumstances, that a on of their fund should be 
withdrawn and used for that p . It seems to me it is con- 
trary to sense good judgment that we should continue 
to expend just enough to keep them in existence and not furnish 
them enough with which to purchase tools, build houses, fence 
their allotments, and thereby be enabled in the future to take care 
of themselves. Therefore this provision, after careful inv 
tion, was placed in the bill. It was recommended by the In 
8 and I believe it is right. 

. BATE. From the statement which has been made it seems 
that there is $500 HOANT paa to each family out of this fand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Nothing of the sort, Mr. President. 

Mr. BATE. I mean that each family is the recipient of $500 
from the money that comes from the Government annually. It 
seems to me that ought to meet the object the committee may 
ang te or the Senator who has charge of this bill thinks they ought 
to have. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that they have no such sum 
whatever, or half of it. 

BA Í have taken as correct the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. CHILTON], who examined the question at the 
last session and who had spoken upon it. He may be mistaken 
about it; Ido not know as tothat; but Iam going upon the assump- 
tion that his statement is correct. I think, if the statement is cor- 
rect, that it is wrong in principle for us to allow these Indians to 
take by piecemeal this fund which the Government has put away 
for them for the paroa of keeping them from want. I think it 
would be wrong oit. 

I do not want, of course, to interfere particularly about this 
matter, because I was not and am not on the committee havi 
charge of the subject; I do not know the history of it; but upon 
principle I say I oppose it and I think the Senate ought to oppose 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. ent, r 
500 to each family, I wish to say that 33 a 
‘amily eo nomine. But the point is this: I gave some attention 
to this matter at the last session, and was informed that of the 
Pawnee Indians there are about 140 families. Anybody who wants 
to figure should bear that statement in mind. ey now receive 
about $22,500 a year interest on their trust funds, ey are pro- 
vided for under treaty and by appropriation under this bill 
an annuity of $30,000. Add that to 522,500, and you have $52,500, 
Then they have 


The total, therefore, foots up $74,918. 

That is the way the figuring is done, and any man can verify it. 
The interest on their trust fund and the sum appropriated in this 
bill, outside of the amount which is proposed to be taken from 
the principal of that trust 1 to about 870,000. Hence, 
if there are 140 families, the distribution of money, goods, etc., 

nded for them would amount to about $500 a family. 

do not care to go over the old ground. I presented all this at 
the last session, and the Senate thought best to allow these In- 
dians to draw down a certain of their trust fund. I never 
have believed that they ought to have a cent. It is another illus- 
tration of the universal cupidity animating the Indians like every- 
body else. When they want money they come to Washington and 
make a plausible case. 
ida Sosadary 10 Sear ˙ thee ean tee weg ee De sae 

0 ury eir nds, sup’ sac 
What is the result? After a little while all the trust fund is 
gone. Then what becomes of them? They ask that as wards of 
the nation they shall be supported. How? Not out of their trust 
funds, because they are exhausted, but out of the contributions of 
thetaxpayers of this great country. ‘To-day we have many Indians 
whose trust funds have been squandered and who are supported 
from year to year by the charity of the General Government. 

Sir, notwithstanding all this, I realize that it is often necessary 
to strike a middle ground; and as I was not able to impress my 
views on this subject upon the Senate at the last session, I now 
come forward with the amendment, which concurs with the sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of the Interior, namely, that these Indians 
be allowed $22,418.25. That will leave their trust fund at the 
round sum of $400,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not propose to allow 
this matter to rest in the RECORD in the way it now stands. 
There are 750 of these Indians. We pay them $30,000 a year asa 
5 annuity, and, in addition, the interest upon a trust 

d which they received in pareas for certain lands which they 
sold to the Government. Those two sums together amount to 
about $52,000, which is less than $70 per capita for those Indians. 
They have little or no improvements upon their allotments, If 
we should continue to pay this sum, which is barely enongh for 
subsistence, they will continue barely to subsist, because th 
have no means by which they can become cultivators of the so’ 
and self-supporting. 

The Indian Department and the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have considered and discussed this question, and decided it was 
the part of wisdom to take a portion of their trust fund to build 
houses and make improvements, so that these Indians could com- 
mence to support themselyes. Our theory of Indian civilization 
is that the time will come when they will be self-su ing citi- 
zens, when they will no longer need the support and assistance of 
the Government, and when they will be absorbed into our popu- 
lation, Of course if there is no hope of that, if there is no chance 
of that whatever, then the pug advocated by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CHILTON] is a enough, a policy that we shall 
continue forever to consider them the wards of the Government 
and feed and support them. His assertion that the obligation is 
incumbent upon us, when the trust fund is gone, without any 
treaty obligation or any moral obligation, to feed and support them 
is in accordance with the policy which would make these Indians 
forever wards of the Government and never citizens of this coun- 
try, which I believe is contrary to the policy of the Government, 
contrary to the opinion of the best ple of this country, and 
contrary to the best interests of the Indians themselves. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I do not wish to protract a 
debate that has grown up on a matter which I did not present. 
The Senator from South Dakota, as I understand, proposes to 
accept the amendment which I off But I want to call 
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25990 to his statement sont rig conta ihe ade 
a year as a nent annuity and t ey ge ; 

faterest on their trust fund. That makes $52,500. ‘Then you 
take the appropriation provided for on page 24, and look at line 


18, and you see an 9 which amounts to $22,418.25. 
Add those sums together and you find they amount to $74,918, 
Now, he claims that there are 150 families, Five hundred dol- 


lars to a family would make $75,000, while the actual appropria- 
tion is $74,918. 

I merely emphasize this fact to vindicate the correctness of the 
statement of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], which was 
based on one made by me at the last session. 

The holdings of these Indians are on the Canadian River. Their 
lands comprise some of the best soil in Oklahoma. I do not 
understand, as the Senator from South Dakota claims, that these 
people are without houses. My information is that they are Drony 
well fixed, that their lands are good, and that they are doing wel 

But as the Senator from South Dakota is willing to accept the 
amendment which I pro; , further debate is unnecessary, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON]. 

The amendment was aroan to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is an appropriation bill, and 
as a matter of course, it will pass. I have no disposition to re 
the action of the Senate upon it, but I can not pona my silence 
to make the impression, even constructively, that I agree with 

provisions of the bill in regard to the . for In- 

ian schools. I know that what I shall say—I1 have said it before 

in the Senate—will subject me, as it has heretofore done, to the 

severest criticism of those people who think that they have a 

monapoly of religious opinion in this country, and who proscribe 
every human being who dares to differ with them. 

I do not choose to give utterance to my religious convictions in 
order to influence any human being, but I shall say, for the pur- 
pore of showing that I am entirely disinterested so far as religious 

enominations are concerned, that I am a Protestant and have 
not the slightest sympathy with any of the dogmas of the Roman 
Catholic Church. I was born and reared a Protestant; and ex- 
t to die one. I am exceedingly sorry that I am not a good 
tholic, for I think that some of the t people I haye ever 
known are members of that denomination, and I have no doubt 
that the Roman Catholic Church has done more in the form of 
practical charity than any other denomination that has ever 


existed. 

I have not the slightest sympathy with that detestable preju- 
dice based upon the idea that any church can attack the liberties 
of the American people. Such an opinion comes, in my judgment, 
either from cowardice or ignorance. There is no danger so long 
as there is free discussion and freedom of conscience in this orany 
other country. 

Mr. President, I had occasion to say before, and I repeat it, 
that this drastic provision in this bill, declaring that the Congress 
of the United States will not make any appropriation to a secta- 
rian school of any denomination, does not meet with my concur- 
rence. We are bound to dispose of this Indian question in some 
fashion. I do not propose to enter into any emic discussion 
as to the wrongs of the Indians or their rights. I content myself 
simply with the assertion, known to allof us to be true, that these 
unfortunate people are upon us and must be provided for. We 
know that as to the old Indians, the blanket Indians, who believe 
that labor is degrading, who have no idea of self-support, the 
future is entirely hopeless. The only chance for the elevation of 
this race, if it be possible at all, which I sometimes doubt, is in 
rescuing the younger Indians from the influences of the tepee, 
where they are taught that no man can bean honorable man who 
labors with his hands or brain for his support. 

Mr. President, my ideas upon this question do not come from 
theory. My education made me prejudiced against the Jesuits. 
I was reared to believe that the Society of Jesus was based upon 
monarchical principles, opposed to the genius and spirit of our 
institutions. Some res ago I was a member of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of this body, and it became my duty to visit 
every one of the Indian tribes in Wyoming and Montana. I per- 
formed that duty, going into the Indian country at Fort Washakie, 
in Wyoming, concluding my journey at Fort Assinniboine, within 
30 miles of the Canadian line, I visited every Indian school, and 
by immediate observation and 18 80 investigation fixed my 
opinions pyn this question for all time to come. 

I assert here now that there is not a single day Indian school 
upon this continent that is worth one dollar to the Indians or to 
the cause of civilization and religion. They are travesties upon 
education. Ifound them with eight or nine hundred scholars upon 
the books, and with no attendance exceeding a half dozen, except 
upon ration days, when beeves were killed and meat was distri 
uted tothe tribe. Ifound old, broken-down preachers and defunct 
politicians sent there to teach these Indians, who never saw them, 
and, upon examination, I found that the Indian children, for whose 


education we were paying thousands of dollars every year, were 
ignorant of the very first elementary principles of the commonest 
ucation in any school that we had 

I found that the only schools that have ever done the Indians 
any good are those conducted by the Jesuits. They have devoted 
their lives to them. It is impossible that a Protestant minister or a 
Protestant teacher should turn his back upon civilization, and for 
a thousand òr twelve hundred dollars a year discharge the duties 
in an Indian tribe of bringing them out of barbarism into the sun- 
light of civilization and Christianity. You may call it fanaticism, 
but it does the work. The ceremonial of the Catholic Church at- 
tractsthe Indians. They are devoted to the ‘ black robes,” as they 
call the priests. I have found it so everywhere, and it will be so. 

What is theresult? Go tothe tribes which have been under the 
control of the Jesuits, and you can see an advance in civilization 
found nowhere else. Goto the Flathead Reservation, in Montana, 
through which the Northern Pacific Railroad runs, and as you 
look out of the car window you would imagine yourself ina Penn- 
sylvania or even in a Massachusetts settlement—houses, horses, 
cattle; all the evidences of an advance to such civilization as we 
enjoy. 

How was it brought about? By the self-denying and self-con- 
secrating influences of those Jesuits, with whom f have no reli- 

ous pathy, but whom I would employ to do this work if 

heyo it better than anyone else. If I had control of this thing 
of Indian education, I would give it to the people who could do it 
best and cheapest; I would give it to those who had studied it, 
who have taken the youn dians away from the tepees, segre- 
gated them from their fathers and mothers, kept them under im- 
mediate supervision, and taught them the religion of Christ, even 
if the cross was the emblem of that religion. I would infinitely 
rather see them Catholics than see them savages. Ido not belong, 
thank God, to any sect that would rather see a human being 
damned than in the Catholic Church. 

Mr. President, what is this provision in this bill? It first starts 
out with a declaration that the policy of this Government is to 
make no appropriation for a sectarian school; and second, that 
40 per cent of the appropriation may be given to a school, a Jesuit 
school, perhaps, or any other schoo 3 to any denomina- 
tion, if a nonsectarian school can not be in that vicinity. 
This simply declares that if the whole of the Indian tribes, now 
in sayagery and barbarism, could be redeemed by a religious de- 
nomination, it shall not be done. I would, HO er give this duty 
and mission to the people who could perform it best; and I declare 

ere and now, as the result of actual experience and observation, 
that I have never yet seen any intelligent man who spoke from 
the same standpoint who dared to contradict the assertion that 
the only schools that have done anything for the Indians on this 
continent have been those under the control of the Jesuits. 

Having said this much, Mr. President, I declare, in conclusion, 
that, w. I can not defeat this bill and do not propose to attempt 
it, I wish, notwithstanding the criticisms that I know will follow, 
P pua myself on record against the provision to which I have 

uded. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I gave notice of an amendment on 
page 59, in line 3, where I propose to strike out what I ask the 

retary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 2, on page 59, it is proposed to strike 
out: 

That on and after January 1, 1898, all acts, ordinances, and resolutions of 
the council of either of the aforesaid Five Tri shall be certified im- 
mediately upon their passage to the President of the United States, and shall 
not take effect, if disapproved by him, or until thirty days after their pas- 
sage: Provided, That this act shall not apply to resolutions for adjournment, 
or any acts or resolutions or ordinances in tion to negotiations with com- 
missioners heretofore appointed to treat with said tribes. 

Mr. BATE. I hope the Senator who has charge of the bill will 

ee to that proposition. I should like to hear from him on it. 

e had it up before, it is true. This is the one which relates to 
the President’s approval of acts of Indian councils, and not the 
section 5 jurisdiction to the United States courts. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator desire to hear from me 
now? 

Mr. BATE. Yes; I ask the Senator if he will not accept it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Most certainly not. 

Mr. BATE. Will he not agree to it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This question was thoroughly contested 
when the bill was up before, and by a very large majority the 
Senate decided that this provision should remain in the bill, and 
if it is again discussed that majority will be increased. 

Mr. BATE. I do not know about that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is one of the most important pro- 
visions in the bill. 

Mr. BATE. I do not propose to enter into any lengthy discus- 
sion, but the Senator from Ar and myself yesterday even- 
ing were speaking about it, and I thought that part of the motion 
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which I gave notice I would make would be accepted by the com- 
itt 


mittee. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator allude to me? 

Mr. BATE. No, sir; but to your colleague, Mr, JONES. 

I moye to strike out that which has been read by the 1 
In the first place, it is not an amendment, but a part of the body 
of the bill. Let us understand the history of it. The bill—Indian 
appropriation—was amended wrae the last Congress, which 
came perhaps from the committee—I am not sure abont that, but 
anyway it went to the committee of conference. They ed it 
here, and I understand that the House, in framing the pill, has 
adopted the report of the conference as the basis of the bill, and 
have now put it in the body of the bill, and not as an amendment. 

I think it wrong. Ido not believe, in the first place, that tho 
President of the United States has time to give such matters that 
attention which will be necessary in order to do justice to the 
Indians. The proposition is that every act of their councils, 
every resolution of their councils, unless it is one which relates to 
adjournment, shall be transmitted to the President of the United 
States immediately, and the President shall take action upon it, 
and it may meet with his disapproval or 8 88 7 I say it is 
encumbering the President too much. Besides, it is destructive 
also, to the rights the Indians have now under the treaties and 
existing laws to have their own courts and let their own councils 
regulate these matters. It is simply sweeping from under them 
the very foundation of their self-government and destructive of 
their tribal existence. 

It is wrong, in my opinion, because, as I have said, it would 
encumber the President with duties he would not have the time 
to perform and yet be responsible for, He would not and ought 
Paes approvesuch legislation by Indian councils without 1 
investigation. He would necessarily have to transfer it to the 
Secretary of the Interior, and he paps to the Indian Bureau, 
and the Indian Bureau to some chief clerk, and that chief clerk 
would really be the judge or the adjudicator of this action by the 
Indians in their councils. 

I apprehend that is about the course it would take, I so con- 
clude oe the experience in that and other ents in dealing 
with kindred subjects. As the Indians inform me, and as the 
Secretary of the Interior would tell 9 5 if you were to ask him, it 
is the only course he could take in thus dealing with Indian legis- 
Jation, because he has not the time to investigate the particulars. 
The idea of every little resolution and every act of the councils of 
the Indians coming up here to be upon by the President 
afid to be approved by him before it becomes a law seems to me the 
peut of folly. I think the proposition ought not to be allowed 

remain in the bill. Therefore I have moved to strike it out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will but briefly allude to this matter. It 
relates to the Five Civilized Tribes of the Indian Territory. 
There are five different and distinct governments in that country, 
having their own legislative bodies and their own courts, subject 
to no law exceptthat which they themselves enact, except in cer- 
tain instances where Congress has passed acts providing certain 
courts for that country. But so far as their legislative bodies are 
concerned, they are supreme. They have control of every mat- 
ter—the property, liberty, and life of the people. The Indians 
were placed in that country from 1830 to 1836, when we set ap 
that region for the exclusive use of the Indians; but since tha 
time conditions have changed. 

White men have gained control of the tribes, control of the gov- 
ernments, control of their courts. They are white men claiming 
to be Indians, yet who would not be recognized as Indians unless 
you are told they are Indians. White men, claiming to be In- 
dians, members of these tribes, have gained control of the goy- 
ernmentsforthat country and their property. They have absorbed 
the property of the Indians themselves, and fenced in their lands. 
In some instances 50,000 acres are in the possession of one man, 
The lands are leased to white men, who cultivate them. The 
income of some of the white Indians from the property of the 
tribes amounts to twenty-five and thirty thousand dollars a year. 
They have leased their coal lands, and they collect the lease money. 
8 control their governments absolutely and control the legis- 

atures. 

We set that country apart for the Indians. We said we would 
protect them in the enjoyment of that property. We have failed 
to do it, because the white men adopted into the tribes have gained 
control of their affairs and have possession of their property. Life 
isinsecure. In that country last year there were over 350 mur- 
ders. There are about 30,000, we will say, or 32,000 Indians, about 
28,000 white men who claim to be Indians, and 300,000 citizens of 
the United States who have gone in there from other States and 
are iar vast tracts of land and paying rent to the so-called In- 
dians. These people have little or no security for life or property. 
If the same number of murders were committed in the State of 
New York each year in proportion to the population as are com- 
mitted in this country, the number would be between four and five 
thousand a year. A condition of affairs exists in that country 
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entirely unparalleled in the history of the world. A condition of 
affairs exists in that country unequaled in any barbarous nation 
on the globe. Laws are framed for the purpose of plundering the 
people; the courts are incapable even of enforcing the laws that 
pre enacted; and the whole machinery of government is prostituted 

y a few men, claiming to be Indians for the purpose of plunder- 
ing them of their entire property. 

t has been felt by the Committee on Indian Affairs for years 
that this condition of things should be blotted out. Treaties were 
inthe way. How to overcome the difficulty has been the problem. 
There is no question but that the Congress of the United States at 
one blow should not only provide that laws passed by those coun- 
cils, by those governments, should be approved by the President 
before they go into force, but, on the con , that the govern- 
ments themselves should be destroyed; that their power to legis- 
late should be taken away; that their courts should be ousted and 
a proper judicial system furnished to those people. It is our duty 
to do it. It is the duty of the American Congress not only to in- 
sist upon this 8 which is but partial and does not reach 
fully the evil that ought to be reached, but it is our duty to enact 
laws which will oust their governments completely and substitute 
in that country a government which will furnis ce to those 
people and safety for life and property. Therefore it seems to me 
that this provision at least should remain in the bill. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I merely desire to say, not intend- 
155 085 prolong the discussion, that what the Senator from South 
Dakota says in regard to the condition of things in the Indian Ter- 
ritory is disputed; but if those people are in an unfortunate con- 
dition, it was brought upon them by white men and not through 
any fault of the Indians. 

hat has that to do with the simple fact that the President of 
the United States, who has his hands full of business, shall be con- 
strained by law of Congress to examine every little resolution or 
act that is passed by the Indian councils? They have their councils 
there. There is an organization in that Territory which has juris- 
diction, fashioned somewhat after our own form of government. 
They have their councils, their courts, their legislatures, with rep- 
resentatives chosen by the people, with a governor and all the 
necessary machinery of government, and now to have every little 
act of their councils or boards go before the President, to be visaed 
and approved or disapproved by him, is ridiculous and puts too 
great a burden on the ident. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BATE. Now, the other motion I desire to makeisin regard 
to the question of jurisdiction. It begins, in line 5, page 58, with 
the word “Provided” and ends with the word nation,“ in line 2, 
on page 59. Task the Secretary to read what I propose to strike 


out, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves to strike out certain lines of the bill, which will be read. 

Mr. BATE. I desire that the text shall be read as it has been 
amended, 5 
; The SECRETARY. After the word “annuities,” in line 5, page 58, 
it is proposed to strike out: 

eee That on and after January 1, 1898, the United States 
courts Ar d Territory shall have original and exclusive jurisdiction and 
authority to try and determine all civil causes in law and equity thereafter 
instituted and all criminal causes for the punishment of any offense com- 
mitted after January 1, 1898, by any person in said Territory, and the United 
States commissioners in said Territory shall have and exercise the powers 
and jurisdiction already conferred upon them by existing laws of the United 
States as respects all persons and 8 in said Territory; and the laws of 
the United States and the State of Arkansas in force in the Territory shall 
apply to all persons therein, irrespective of race, said courts exercising juris- 

ction thereof as now conferred upon them in the trial of like causes; and 
any citizen of mg! one of said tribes otherwise qualified who can speak and 
understand the English language may serve as a juror in any of said courts. 

That said commission shall continue to exercise all authority heretofore 
conferred on it by law to negotiate with the Five Tribes, and any agreemen 


made by it with any one of said tribes, when ratified, shall operate to suspen: 
any provisions of 


act if in conflict therewith as to said nation. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I have moved to strike out that 
part of the bill which is destructive of the carried organization in 
this teats 4 in the way of courts by the Indians under present 
relations and under the treaty stipulations which were formed 
years ago between this Government and the Indians, and which 
still exist, and of which until recently there has been no open leg- 
islative violation. Every treaty from 1831 or 1832, but especially 
from 1835, expressly gives those Indians the right to have their 
own courts, to have their own adjudication in regard to matters 
that concern themselves, wherein their own tribes or those who 
have identified themselves with their own tribes are concerned. 

That state of things exists now, and this proposition is to u 
turn all that and destroy the existing conditions, oe ze their 
courts, yea, not only paralyze them, but absolute e them 
from the Indians altogether. That is the object of the provision. 
There had never been power or right to have a court other than 
Indian courts in the Indian Territory until 1866. There was an 
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arrangement made then by which the United States should estab- 
lish courts there, but it was q ed, and that qualification has 
been observed until recently, and in my judgment that qualifica- 
tion ought still to be observed, and we 2 not to 5 a out the 
Indian courts. Let the Indians have their own co d their 
own juries, as they have their own attorneys and their own judges, 
especially where the matters to be adjudicated relate exclusiyel 
to the Indians. When Indians and white men have trouble, it 
the law in the Territory that the United States courts s 
jurisdiction, and there is an exclusive jurisdiction, under all 
e given the Indian courts where the Indians alone are con- 
cerned, 

Jam one of those who do not like to see these treaties violated 
openly and with impunity. I think the Indians havea Fight jo 
have them respected, and I think the moral sense of a Senate like 
this, of a country like this, its dignity and its strength and power 
and character, ought to prevent an injustice of this kind being 


done. 
I will take the li for the purpose of putting it into the 
pa tegen an article o the agreement u 
In the treaty between the United States and 
the Cherokee Nation, concluded on the 20th day of December, 
1835, the United States made a covenant with the Indians which 
was designed to secure them in the absolute and continuous pos- 
session of their own territory, the right to adopt their own forms 
of government, to make their own constitution, to enact their own 
laws. We agreed to that. These Indians were thus secured by 
article 5 of that treaty, which I will now read: 
Anr. 3. The United States hereby covenant and 


to the Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article shall in nofuture time, with- 
out their consent— 


Without their consent 


be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Ter- 
ritory. But they— 


The United States— 


shall secure to the Cherokee Nation the right by their national councils to 


make and carry into effect all such laws as they may deem for the 
government and protection of the persons and property own 
country belonging to their people or such as have connected them- 
selves with them. 


There is not only the right to have their courts, not only the 
right to possess their property and handle it as they choose, but 
there is a guaranty upon the part of the United States to secure 
that tothem. Yet here we are proposing to violate it openly and 
defiantly by national legislation. 

Now, when did the right first accrue to establish courts, because 
ni provision, you will see, deprives the Indian of all his rights? 

t reads: 
That on and after January 1, 1898, the United States courts in said Terri- 


tory shall have o: land exclusive jurisdiction and authority to try and 
determine all civil causes in law and equity thereafter instituted and all 
criminal causes. 


That 8 of course, all the courts of the Indians and puts 
it entirely under the jurisdiction of the United States, in open 
and flagrant violation of the treaty which I have just read. 

Now, when did we first get the right to establish any kind of a 
court there? Not, sir, until 1866; and from the thirteenth section 
of the treaty of 1866 I wish to read a few lines: 

The Cherokees also agree that a court or courts may be established by the 
United States in said Terri! with such jurisdiction and organized in such 
manner as may be prescribed by law: Provided— 

It is qualified, you see— à 
That the judicial tribunals of the nation shall be allowed to retain exclusive 
jurisdiction in all civil and criminal cases within their country in 
which members of the nation, by nativity or mg! oes shall be the only par- 
ties, or whero the causo of action shall arise in Cherokee Nation, except 
as otherwise provided in this treaty. 

We had such a treaty as the one I read, made in 1835, not only 
guaranteeing them this aks but ing to secure it unto 
them. Then in 1866, as time progre: the United States came 
along and appointed commissioners to treat with the Indians in 

d to granting jurisdiction to United States courts, and thi 
did it, but qualified it in the manner in which I have just ond 
and now, Mr. President, in open violation of this very provision 
comes the pending proposition, It comes, too, with suspicion, 
because upon an appropriation bill, when it is not allowable for 
me to make a *‘ point of order” against it, it not being an amend- 
ment. Otherwise I should do so. If this is meritorious legisla- 
tion, there ought to be before Congress a separate bill for this pur- 
ose. Let it stand upon its merits. Let it be acted upon by the 
ate and go before the country upon its own merits, and not 
sheltered under the wing of an appropriation bill. 

If itis popr that we shall take all of these rights away- from 
the Indians, destroying their courts and putting them into United 
States courts regardless of their wishes, overriding their wish 
and without their consent, let us do it in a manly, frank, open 
way, and not under shelter of an appropriation bill. Let it be 
understood that the United States does not intend that the In- 


that the lands coded 


dians shall have any courts; that we intend to take them from 


them because we can, and have all cases, civil and criminal, 
cided by United States tribunals; and all this in the face of trea 
7 and against the will of the Indians. Itis true that 

Indians haye progressed, as was stated by the Senator who 
has just taken his seat. The Five Civilized Tribes have theright 
name. 3 civilized. They have their schools and colleges, 
They have their court-houses and churches. They have every- 
thing that is necessary for social order. They are Christians. 
They have churches of 2 denomination within their borders, 
and they attend those ch es. 

Wonderful progress has been made by those Indian tribes in the 
last fifty years, and, as I said on another occasion, you may go 
and search all history, sir, without finding a barbarous counti 
which became civilized to the extent that they have in so short 
time. Such progress under similar circumstances of any portion 
of the human race does not belong to history from its dawn to the 
present, That is the 8 these Five Civilized Tribes have 
made, and it should challenge admiration. And now, because 

ere are some two or three hundred thousand white men who 
have gone there and overpowered them, to gratify those intruders 
we must sweep away their courts against their consent and estab- 
lish courts of our own, which means to destroy their tribal rela- 
tions and rights and own the land in the end. It isa wrong, a 
bitter, burning wrong, such as would “stir a fever in the blood 
of age and make the infant sinews strong as steel.” 

Of course the Indian can do nothing. He is paralyzed; he is 
overpowered. It is done without his consent. Heasks for mercy, 
but 8 haste and cruel violence upon our part is doi 
this. It is wrongandagainst Christianity; itis wrong and 
law; it is doubly wrong because it violates the open sacred agree- 
ment of this Government with those tribes of Indians, and I for 
one shall oppose any such proposition. This section of the bill 
destroys their courts, overrides the treaties, and denies the 
rights that we have given them under solemn treaties. I know 
nothing about the condition there, so far as their morals are con- 
cerned. I have not been there, Mr. President, to examine as to 
the condition of the country. Whatever it may be, it has been 
brought on the Indians by white men. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the proposition made by the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee to strike out the provision which refers to the 
jurisdiction of the courts in the Five Civilized Tribes was thor- 
oughly debated during the last session of the last Congress. It 
has been discussed in previous sessions of Congress for the last 
five or six years. The question has been gone over in every pos- 
sible shape in the Senate for the last five years. In the last ses- 
sion of the last Co: , this provision, not more drastic than it is 
now, was debated here at great length. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee was heard, with a number of other Senators, and the Sen- 
ate, by a majority, on a yea-and-nay vote, put the provision 
in the bill whi but was not signed by the President. 

I do not care at this late hour of the evening and at this time to 
go at length into the question discussed by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. e Senate will bear in mind that four years ago a com- 
mission was created for the purpose of negotiating some kind of 
an arrangement or agreement, with a view to make that a Terri- 
tory, and eyentually a State of this Union. Rapid es has 
been made in that direction within the last year. If the provision 
in the pending bill stands, I believe and all those who are familiar 
with that country believe that before another year has gone by an 
agreement will be reached whereby all these questions of differ- 
ence between the tribes and the United States will be settled; that 
it will come in as an ordinary Territory of the United States, and 
that very soon ter it will be one of the States of this Union. 

That is what is desired by the most intelligent men in the nation, 
by.a great many of the full-bloods, and by a great many of the 
half-breeds. The conditions that éxist there can not continue. 
They ought not to continue. They haye been in many respects a 
blot and a disgrace to this nation. Bad men have taken refuge 
there; robbery after robbery of railroad trains has taken place, and 
into the surroun States—Missouri, Arkansas, and Texas— 
robbers, who have taken refuge in the Territory, have gone and 
robbed town after town and bank after bank. That condition 
is an injustice to the le of the surrounding States. It isan 
injustice to the people who live in that Territory, and, as I said, 
it can not continue, 

During the last Congress it was provided in the Indian appro- 
priation bill that on and after the ist day of January the civil 
jurisdiction of the Indian courts should be taken away and con- 
ferred upon the courts of the United States. It furthermore pro- 
vided that the criminal jurisdiction should be taken away imme- 
diately upon the passage of the bill. That was in the bill as it 
passed, Complaint was made by the representatives of the Chero- 
kees, who were here, that their people understood that the juris- 
diction, both criminal and civil, was not to be disturbed before 
the ist of next J: — pT They stated that upon an examination 
of the bill they found that the criminal jurisdiction of the United 
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States courts was to take effect at once. They stated that their 
councils had appointed commissions to treat with the Dawes 
Commission, which were in process of agreement, and they thought 
thatif they were deceived in regard to the time when thecriminal 
jurisdiction should be taken away, it being immediately rather 

han the ist of January, it would tend to create suspicion and 
probably would defeat the agreement about to be made. 

In view of that fact, my co e and I went to the Senator who 
has the bill in charge, and urged upon him that in order that the 
Indians might have no complaint, in order that they might not 
have any reason to say they were misled, or that Congress had not 
dealt fairly with them, if they had understood it in that way, and 
if they had appointed these commissioners to treat and were g 
in good faith to treat with the Dawes Commission, then it ought to 
be carried out in the way in which they understood it. The Sen- 
ator, after much reluctance, finally Ft fogs’ and yesterday con- 
sented that the provision should be changed, whereby neither the 
civil nor criminal jurisdiction should be taken away before the 
Ist of next Jan , and it will only be taken away then in case 
the Indian tribes re to make the agreement which is now being 
contemplated and in process with the Dawes Commission. 

The Senator from Tennessee is mistaken as to the conditions. 
He misunderstands the situation. this provision is knocked 
out of the bill, I firmly believe that it will defeat all the efforts 
that have been so earnestly made in the last four years to bring 
about an eement, which will be greatly to the benefit of the 
Indians in that country, and which they realize. The Senator, by 
attempting to interfere with this arrangement, will make go for 
naught the labor at eee here by the parties who have had this mat- 
ter in charge. Until one year ago there werea number of the tribes 
who would make no concession and no agreement, and it was only 
when they found that Congress was determined that the present 
condition should not continue that they came forward, and to-day, 
I say, as I said in the last Congress, I believe that they are 
earnest; I believe they anxiously desire to make an agreement, and 
I believe they will make it, unless Congress shall go back and undo 
that which it has taken so many years to accomplish. 

If the Senator from Tennessee were familiar with those Indian 
courts, if he were familiar with the causes which have been tried, 
he would appreciate the condition there. I do not like to say 
unkind things about any human being. I dislike above every- 
thing tospeak about men who are not here to answer char 
that are made; but I do assert that the Indian courts within the 
Cherokee Nation have been the most corrupt courts that have 
ever disgraced any land, civilized or uncivilized. They ought to 
be abolished. The 825 of the United States ought to have the 
trial of those causes. Nothing could have induced me to have 
consented that the time should be postponed when that jurisdic- 
tion should be abolished save and except the fact that I believed 
the Indians would treat with the Dawes Commission, and before 
another year had gone by all these questions would be settled 

an amicable agreement; that the conditions there would be 
changed, and changed with their free consent; and that the change 
would be not only for the benefit of the surrounding States, but 
greatly for the benefit of all those who reside in that Territory. 

Mr. President, to show the state of affairs in some of those na- 
tions, take the Creek Nation, They have, I think, 3,000,000 acres 
of land. Sixty-one men have under fence more than 1,000,000 
acres of that entire territory and own and control it to-day. 
Those are white men or half-breeds; they are intermarried citi- 
zens, or those who have white and Indian blood mixed in their 
veins. There are 14,000 Creek Indians, having equal rights in all 
that land, pledged to give every citizen an equal part of it, and 
yet under their present government sixty-one mn haye fenced 
and have under their control and receive the profits which arise 
from more than one-third of the entire part of that territory— 
more than a million acres—and itis the best land in the Territory 
and 5 fine land as there is anywhere in the United States of 
America. 

I say, then, if the Senator from Tennessee could have his amend- 
ment adopted, which I trust he can not, he would do infinite dam- 
age to the States surrounding that Territory and to the poorer 
Indians, for whom he expresses so much sympathy. The men to 
whom this bill gives relief are the r, uneducated full-blood 
Indians, who have been crowded back into the hills and hollows, 
while the half-breeds and the squaw men and the white men have 
‘gotten possession and control of the most fertile part of the Indian 
Ferrito . This legislation is in the interest of the full-blood 
Indian, the uneducated Indian, who is entitled to participate in 
an equal de with every other Indian in the rights and privi- 
leges of the Indian Territory. 

hope, therefore, that the ate will vote down the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. 
r. BATE. Mr. President, a word in conclusion. 

I know nothing about what the Senator from Arkansas said as 
to the condition of things, . it may be, in the Indian 
Territory. I know nothing about his statement, which I take for 


XXX—47.. 


anted he knows to be true, or else he would not have stated it 

hat sixty-one men own a vast amount of land there, and control 
it and take the proceeds from it. But let us look around. Are we 
doing better? I read but yesterday morning in the pase where 
there was a factory worth $2,000,000 and works 1,000 hands, owned 
by two men; and does that make them dishonest? They have a 
right toown it if they come byit honestly. They have a valuable 

roperty, and they have men under them who get only $1 a day 

or their services. Ought we to take it away from them because 
they own it, as do these Indians their lands? 

I do not believe in that kind of talk. I do not believe in that 
kind of legislation, either. If it is true that sixty-one of the Indians 
have this amount of land, let them be regulated by the Indian 
court. They can do it. It is not ours, and we should not inter- 
fere with it without their consent. 

One thing I do know, Mr. President—I know how to read the 
English language and to fairly interpret it, and I know what the 
treaty of 1835, the context of which I presented to the Senate a 
few moments ago, says and what it means. It says these rights 
and the right of courts among themselves to try their own people 
will be secured by the United States Government, and it will 
enforce it even if it has to use force to doit. I know that when 
they gave up a qualified jurisdiction and allowed the United States 
Government to establish a court there they put the qualification 
upon it that it could only be done by the consent of the Indians, 
and they have prescribed it. Now, we are violating that with a 
shameless effrontery, and I regret to see it. 

Although I have never seen the unhappy condition which is so 
strongly pictured by the Senator from Arkansas, yet I can read 
these treaties and see and know that is the high moral and legal 
obligation that belongs to the United States, and that she ought to 
assert her right to carry them out, even if it should require her 
Army and Navy to do it. 

That is my idea of government. That is my idea of propriety 
and right and justice. and I want to see it done to these unfortu- 
nate and unhappy Indians. 

Again, Mr. President, 1 think it is very ungenerous, not to say 
cowardly, upon the part of our Government that they have sent 
the Dawes Commission down, clothed with certain powers, and 
before the Indians have time to consider the measures proposed 
they are met with this drastic legislation that will sweep away 
rights and treaties. 

es; while the Dawes Commission are yet at work, weareputting 
drastic legislation through here on our statutes that will require 
certain things to be done that will sweep from the Indians all their 
rights. We hold in a cowardly manner a club over their heads, 
and . that unless they conform to the measures set 
forth in the Dawes Commission we will give them this bludgeon in 
the form of the statute here which we are now about to enact. I 
say it is unmanly and it is cowardly in the United States to do it, 
as well as immoral and illegal. Yet we are doing it. 

Mr. President, I care to say nothing more. I did not want those 
statements to go upon the record uncontradicted. I desire to put 
in the RECORD, with the permission of the Senate, the appeal made 
by the Cherokees. It is short and pithy, and explains this matter 
most lucidly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such 
will be the order of the Senate. . 

The document referred to is as follows: 


[Senate Document No. 2%, Fifty- fifth Congress, first session.] 
Appeal of the delegates of the Cherokee Nation in reference to ding legisla- 
tion affecting their interests with the N of the United States. 
A 6, 1897.—Presented by Mr. CULLOM, referred to the Committee on 
Arn Indian “Affairs, and ordered to be printed.] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 6, 1897. 
The Senate of the United States. 


GENTLEMEN: The Cherokee Nation, by the 8 who are its au- 

thorized delegates and representatives in this city regard to matters 

affecting their interests with the Government of the United States, be; 

leave to invite the special attention of your honorable Senate to that provi- 

sion i 8 net i 15 which commences on page 58, line 6, and is conclu: on 
e 12. 

1 is the ur pose of that amendment, without the consent of said nation, to 
accomplish the following results: 

To destroy the courts which now exist in the Cherokee Nation for 
the protection of Pape deers the prnishment of crimes committed by their 
own citizens against other, which courts exist by virtue of the consti- 
tution and laws of that nation, aud are authorized by treaties made between 
the United States and said nation. 

Second. To confer upon the United States courts now established in the 
Indian Territory original and exclusive jurisdiction and egies | to deter- 
mine all civil causes in lawand equity instituted after the Ist day of January, 
1898, and to try and determine all criminal causes for the punishment of any 
offense committed by any person in the Indian Territory. 

Third. That the United States commissioners for sald Territory, whose 
appointment was authorized by the act of Con approved March 1, 1895, 

have and exercise the powers and jurisdiction y conferred upon 
them by existing laws of the United States as respects all persons and prop- 
erty in said Territory. 
ourth. That the laws of the United States and the State of Arkansas in 
force in the Territory shall apply to all persons therein tive of race, 
said courts exercising jurisdiction thereof as now confe: upon 


the trial of like cases. 
Fifth. That any citizen of any one of said tribes otherwise qualified, who 
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can makana and understand the English language, may serve as a juror in any 


of said courts. 
Sixth. That on and after January 1, 1 
passed by the . — 2 — of 
certified immediately u pie pemmene to 
Datos ome shall not take 2 if disapprov 


eir passage. 
The coercive 


all acts, ordinances, and resolu- 
22 vilized Tribes shall be 
the President of the United 

ed by him, or until thirty days 


purpose of these vident from their 
. test examination. There can tent no ek that. thisle isonly = 
initial 9 or action by 5 5 whic 3 sa ie 4 et e 
is to be destroyed. ical com- 


2 5 is to be obliterated, and pong tine 8 a rd "independent 
political organizations whose rights have been assured by the solemn 
nants of treat 98 becomes easy of . This | 
tion is gh cca and selfishness which usually precedes an as- 
sault upon the rights o those Indians who are so Patere A as to possess 
valuable lands which are coveted by their white brethren. 

ə success of the attack becomes easier and less liable to resistance if it 


Hence it © necessary for the “Dawes t a most 
lurid picture of lawlessness, violence, Lena ay rid , disor consequent 
r to life and property 333 0 @ territory ocou tapag 
tribes. Itis believed t at the pean pea or 8 of 
poe which asserted the existence of su y and oon: 
ition of affairs | in that part of the Indian N 8 by tribes 
has been not only asserted but demonstrated. 


If, however, such a condition of immorality and 9 5 does in fact exist 


in said Territo’ as es legislation of a characte; extraordinary as 
in AP lt de we Raph wink o Sa htest fear of auqosmntal 


that proposed in 
contradiction that { the United States, mae pon are responsible 
for its existence. We make this ae the power to prevent 
the existence of lawless violence and that. immorality which shocks society 
is Mune by Ging Statuton in the United 18 105 > vii 3 t 
ere WOU. ve n no opportunity for so vicious an arraignment oi 
these people as is contained oaths several veral reports if there had been a 
observance of the existing between the United States and those 
dians who are to become the un victims of th 
any attempt to enforce the statutes of the United States 
have come within the limits of the territo: oe to and tere ge by 
Indians of said Five Civilized Tribes, in violation of the provisions of tention 
and statutes concluded and enacted for their protection. 
between the United States and the 5 2 Nation, Verena 
of December, 1835, made a covenant with these In: Indians whi whi 
secure them in the absoluteand continued a thai 
ry; the Pept, hon to adopt their own forms of government, — — their 
eir own 3 These rights were secured by 


e ne that the lauds 
in no future time, 
without their consent. be included n the Lerrieartal limits or A —— 

tion of any State or Territory. But they shall secure to the Cherokee N. 
the right by their national councils to make and 5 effect ats — 
laws as the: er deem necessary for the 9 8 of the 
property. 5 — — their own coun belonging their people or 

ve connected themselves wit 

oem the bill afer aforesaid is in direct con- 


or 
those w. a 


own constitu 


structive of local self- 5 
his many duties to perform can not Ay pas investigate 
several nations in the Indian 5 and. SAE A ONON 

the advisability or the necessi He enactment 3 of 


by their legislatures or na 
Hence, when one of these acts or ordinances is certified to him as provided 
in this pill, h he would, of ore, refer it to Snp ti vee of the Interior, who 
in turn would refer it to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for s repari 
Thə Commissioner of Indian Afairs would A also refer it to some clerk in one 
of the divisions of his office for a tto r Woa. in Laok Da 
the executive of all of the Five Ci Tribes in the Indian Te: 


8 5 not know 
laws 
coun 


re, Sheer wi 
1 co to whom the bil was re 5 
report upon ex parte statemen ose 
5 rested in the disapproval of tae AA n pe lanp 
We can see no g. reason why. 3 as these tribes have enacted 
their own ed for half a century, that they should not be parmittia in the 
brief time that is allotted to their future e: mee, to enact legislation 


report, and he would make his 


their own iy themselyes. Their constitu theirlawsare a 
after the constitution and laws of the various States of the patea g 
modifled, of course, to meet the peculiar conditions of their 
stem of land tenure, which is one in common. Their l 
ito two branches, the members of which, together with their 5 u 
ėlected by the poopie at biennial and nnial ons. Hence, 
it laws not for the people ar are 5 or approved, they are 
removed at the next regular election 
Your attention is particularly invited tot e 2 part of the amendment 
proposed in the aforesaid bill which rer away the jurisdiction of the Mn part 
courts and vests it in the Federal courts in the Indian Territory. 
oe the amendment is designed evidently to take effect on — after in Janay 
As to the transfer of civil poa ction, the language is 
yeu will observe that as to criminal causes the — a for ey pun- 
= EA or —— offense committed after the passage of this act by any aaan 
It is 8 as to when this clause takes effect, so far as criminal ca 
are concerned, whether 8 after . this act or whether 
after January 1, 1898. The language should at least be plain and not capable 
of a double 3 
; conflict with ee 18 of the 
nited 1 Cherokee 


The whole of this amendment is in 
treaty entered into by and — the 


Nation of Indians, concluded on ema 12, 8 w ey 
The Cherok Biel fod non Bes | esta ed by the 
United States in said Territo: oie such aca ans in such 
manner as may be bed by law: Fook brea tes 
nation l be allowed tor retain exclusive en in all civil land 
cage a wi sy 8 it Bag w. ch mombors the Se 
na or er on, shall e y parties, or where cause 
shal f in the Cherokee Nation epd as Otherwise in 


ir ro- 
sentatives of the United States at this time did not interpret that they baal 
= wer to establish Federal courts in the country without the consent of 


This article expressly provides that the judicial tribunal of 
shall be allowed to reta Exclusive urisdiction in all civil and S 55 
arising within their country in whi 

n should be th 


the Cherokee N to comply with a great man 
visions of the treaties heretofore entered into, 3 A Fiat 
—5 


at it iti is argued as a reason why the tribal courts should be abolished 
mag jurisdiction transferred to the Federal courts that the tribal 8 


corrupt t, that they are subject to wholesale bribery, and that no protection is 
ed 8 life and roper y- It is easy for anyone to make these rges. 
171 is never diffi eal in generalities; but we as the re 5 of 


aera bes Y and le instan: h tion has bee: 
‘es bes; 0 ve one co where pare on has n 
%%% T me a a aS com A ther.criminal or civil, 

y the the Cherokee 
Certainly if the Indians the: satisfied with their own courts we 
can seo no reason why the United 8 States should complain. 8 tho 
act of 1, 1889, as amended by act of May 2, 1890, 1895, Fed- 
were establi the In: tory and by virtue of 
the thirteenth article of the treaty of 1805, as above quoted. As now consti- 
tuted, there are of over 

ani u. holds two terms of court annually in four ‘erent in 
his division. These courts have both civil and c over all 


Hence it can not be argued that there is no protection to the noncitizen 


use the same tion now as would 
passed. The F 


tai urts, as above observed, is over citizens of their own 
— — 8 as there has been no complaint by the 3 of the 

ee Nation we can see no good reason why their system overnment 
should be interfered wi J paths 


passed you will observe that their judiciary is destro; 
Without courts, wy 8 There will be no ie then of any 5 Si 


tion. 5 S their self-government is SS A destroyed. We are 
— Srinu 5 to argue the tutional p of this on. 
83 the power to annul — Ot conf only 

Bellen! uestion whether or not there are inos 


eee nae very much 
ven bs 74 people in t 8 e gueren 


retofore made wi Spent, that 


ee sand uent acts a commis- 
tno e e wick Gh ite Giri 
. in their form of government and their system of 
ears have ese! and no favorable r 3 


© of the work of this 
Five Civilized Trinen have appointed 9 now to no- 


and other minor changes deemed 
but returned to the fie Nation. 
in conference with the “Dawes 


the agreement was not ratified, 
ws and Ch s are now 


and the newspapers report 


that an agreement has been 

The summer a commission to meet and confer 
with the on the Tot the United Sta but because of the 
extra duties im on by the act 


Commission June viz, to 
make a roll of the Fite Civilized ‘Tribes, it was found impossible far the 
Cherokee ion to meet the Dawes 


commissi Commission i mak 
een to be certified here before the convening of the last session of 


regular session. 
two commissions had agreed, however 
and-see if terms could not be agreed upon w. whereby a change in the tore: 
vernment ot the Cherokee Nation could not be effected when the Dawes 
was summoned to Washington, he 


mmission O.. eg prog) a of the 
Interior for . 5 7 88 ar were detained Piety e the close of the last 


to meet soon after January 


session, and have only recently met again in the Indian Terri , and, as 
above observed, are — busy in attempting to negotiate with the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws. 

Tnasmuch as these two about to come together, w: 


commissions are 
F dean it exceedin, 
Tan rous to negotiations, for the enactment of this le; 

‘ae abe — solemn agreements you have entered into with our people. 
e are very tly concerned over this action, and they are now 
ebai in their 8 the 5 making any further 
ts with the Government of the United States if those you have made 
kept or respected. We have heretofore sent- you ae corre- 
tween these commissions, found in Senate Document No. 112, 
‘ourth Congress, second session, which shows 9 chek a our 

had determined to negotiate before the introduction of this 

our Commission will be seriously emba: in attempting to 5 
a trusting people that you aro sincere, and that you mean to keep faith with 
them in the future ment if, pending the of that agreement, you 
strike with a fatal blow their local 8 This amendment will 
not go into effect until the Ist of January, 1898, an y, and if no agreements 
are reached between now and the convening of the next regular session of 
time to enact legislation to meet the wants 


G. W. BENGE. 
W. W. HASTINGS, 


bad polic z Fail not 


Cor ress, you will then have ample 
88 those people. 
Yours, very respectfully, 


. 
Mr. BATE. I desire to say in this connection that the treaty 


spoken of in that document, while relating exclusively to the Chero- 
kees, applies to all in substance—at least toall the civilized tribes, 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Five Civilized benign pean 
haps with good cause, are a very impressible and a very jealous 
race of people. They think, along with all the other Indians of 
the United States, that they have great cause of complaint 

the people of the United States. Very much has done to 
aggravate that opinion and to irritate them in their judgment 
upon our conduct toward them. ~- 

The truth is that those Indians have been fairly and justly dealt 
with by the people of the United States as far as has been possible 
in the changed conditions that necessarily follow upon the fate of 
all nations as they progress, either in civilization or in the other 
direction. There is a false impression among those Indians, 

tly encouraged by discussions here in Con „that they 
fave two supreme sovéreign rights, when the fact is that they have 
not any. The first supreme sovereign right that they think has 
been guaranteed to them by the treaties is the right of local self- 
government in a new form, in a tribal form. k 

Mr. BATE. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. BATE. Will not this provision destroy that local self- 
government entirely? 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope it will. 

Mr. BATE. That is the question exactly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope so. They have an idea that they have 

preme sovereignty, to be exercised, I repeat, in the form of 
focal self-government or tribal government. That right does not 
exist under our treaties, because if it did it would violate the 
Constitution of the United States. There can not be in this Gov- 
ernment any imperium in imperio except in the form of a State 
sovereignty. ere are but two sovereign powers in this Gov- 
ernment—one limited to international and interstate affairs of the 
Government of the United States, the other the States themselves. 
The Territories are not sovereign, nor any other class of depend- 
encies that we have got within the States or within the Territories, 
it makes no difference what formalities or solemnities have been 
employed in the effort to give them absolute rights. 

The Indians, however, think they have a sovereign right in their 
tribal authority and relations with the United States, not being a 
State, not being a Territory, being nothing but an Indian tri 
That proposition need only to be stated ore an audience of 

ericans, particularly an audience of American jurists and pub- 
ists, to show its absolute fallacy. There can be no such thi 
this country at all as a sovereign government except in the 
orm of a State of the United States. 

This disposes of all I have to say about that matter, and I say 
that now merely for the pupose of trying to correct some impres- 
sions which seem to have gone abroad, t are doing da e to 
those Indians and to our relations with them, and are helping 
them to resist the real march of civilization amongst themselves. 

The other great error that they have fallen into is that they have 
got the allodium, the real absolute title to the lands that have been 
conveyed to them by patent and otherwise, and that that right 
rises above every right of the Government of the United States, 
such as the right of eminent domain and other rights that are 
vested in the United States Government by the Constitution as to 
these people as against every class of people in the United States 
and every political organization except States that comprise 
the Union. 

We have made treaties with them and conferred the title to 
these lands upon them in the most solemn ible form. We 
have issued patents to them and conveyed the lands by patent, so 
that they have every muniment of title which any man in the 
United States holds to his land. But those treaties and those 
patents were made to the tribes by that name; for instance, to 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians, to the Creek tribe of Indians, etc., 
all along through the entire number of the Five Civilized Tribes. 

Now, when land is conveyed to a tribe which is not a soverei 

wer, the dis of that land must be by the consent of the 

nited States Government afterwardsobtained. When yon take 
it out of the tribal ownership and confer it upon individuals it 
must be done in accordance with law, and law enacted by Con- 
gress, not by an Indian tribe. The title while it resides nominally, 
or perhaps you may say 3 the hands of the Indian tribe 
as such, is a title in trust for the benefit of the membership of 
that tribe. If you look into the patent and find that the land is 
conveyed in absolute fee, there is nothing remaining but that the 
tribe shall in accordance with law apply that fee to the uses and 
purposes for Which the t was made. 

Inasmuch as the tribe itself can not be sovereign, and inasmuch 
as it uires soverei pow to execute that use or that trust, 
it must follow that only the laws of the United States enacted by 
Congress can apportion and apply and execute that public trust. 

Now, what do we propose to do? We propose to do absolute 
equity and justice between these Indians, just exactly as a guard- 
jan who has three or four children under his care, one 5 years 
old, another 10 years old, and another 15 years old, exercises a 
discretion to use the benefit of the estate of the three or four 


— 


children in such a way as shall best subserve the interests of each 
particular child. These people stand in the relation of wards to 


us, notwithstanding they hold, in their tribal relation, nominally 
the title to thisland. They can not and never have attempted to 
ispose of the land in severalty to their own people. 

ot one of the Five Civilized Tribes has ever made a deed to one 
foot of land to any individual in it. They have not done so for the 
reason that they have respected the oriental fashion of holdin 
lands in common amongst themselves, and prefer that kind o 
ownership and occupation. The title that has been conferred by 
these different Indian tribes upon the individual Indian has been 
a mere right of occupation that has been very well provided for, 
and it is a permanent right until the Indian chooses to abandon it, 
for it to his heir upon his death. It can not be sold for debt, 
for the reason that the child remains in the tribe, and they have 
never consented that it should be sold for an individual's personal 
debt. You can not get a judgment and execution against an Indian 
to sell out his occupancy. It stays there until he sells it, or, dying, 
he disposes of it by descent or by will. They hold on to the title, 
denying the right of the individual Indian, in order that they may 
hold their landsin common for the benefit and use of all the Indians 
in that country. 

In their practice they have at last arrived at the condition 
which the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] so well described 
when he said that sixty-one persons there in the Creek country 
actually occupied, under their laws, a million acres of land; the 
balance of them being left out in the woods, or in the cold, or 
wherever they are left. 

Mr. President, itis the duty of the Government of the United 
States, perhaps not exactly at one step, to do two things. One is, 
to 3 for the distribution of these lands according to honesty, 
right, justice, and equity among the beneficiaries. Another is, 
inasmuch as their civil government out there has proved to be an 
utter, absolute, horrible failure, to substitute a Territorial govern- 
ment in the place of the government of tribes that they have 
there; or, if they will accept statehood and adopt a constitution, 
admit them, if Bey are fitted to be admitted, as a State into the 
Union at once, without the interposition of a Territorial govern- 
ment. 

They object toa Territorial government, and they say that their 
treaties and the statutes heretofore enacted protect them against 
going through the Territorial s of government. That is a mis- 

terpretation of the treaty and thestatute. That was put in there 
expressly, carefully, and the context admits of no doubt when you 
come to read it together for the p of preventing the white 
Territorial government from usurping authority over the Indian 
tribes. It was put there to prevent the annexation of the Indian 
tribes to the white Territorial government. We have always re- 
8 that. Effort after effort has been made here to attach the 

ive Civilized Tribes to the Territory of Oklahoma, and we have 
always resisted it. We said, No; we will not do that. We 
piana ourselyes not to do that, no matter how beneficial it 
must be.” 

What next? There is but one of two things to do: Either to 
allow the tribal government to remain there, with all the 
and imperfections that attend it, or else we must create for those 
Five Civilized Tribes, upon that area of land, a Territorial govern- 
ment. Let them participate in it. Give them the right of suf- 
frage, if you please. If there are white men who are intruders, 
disqualify those men, at least for quite a long period of time, from 
voting. t the Indians who have been born and raised in that 
country, and who belong to the tribes, vote; let the squaw men 
vote; let all vote who are actually identified with the tribe and 
are not otherwise disqualified; but the right of suffrage is some- 
thing that can be 1 and it ought to be regulated so as to 
give the Indian a fair voice in the government. Nevertheless, 
we must have there an efficient Territorial government which de- 
rives its authority from the supremacy of the Constitution of the 
United States and will execute the sovereignty of this country as 
it is expressed in the law. 

I have made these remarks, Mr. President, samy pecans. I 
hope that, having many friends in that country (for ve anum- 
ber of friends living in that Western land), what I say on this sub- 
ject may at least reach their ears and be considered by them, and 
that they will be persuaded to abandon the foolish idea they have 
that they can continue to sustain a tribal government in the area 
called the Indian Territory. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to reply to one point made by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] in regard to the title of the land of 
these Cherokees. I do not care to say anything, but simply wish 
to read an extract from the very deed itself, which I have before 
me. It is the strongest argument and the highest evidence. I 
read the conclusions of that treaty, and it is the treaty signed b 
the 7 875 President of the United States, Martin Van Buren. 
is as follows: 


Therefore, in execution of the ents and stipulati: 
Gan said uovbral Uroation the IAA teases Mate brite od E SEA eae 
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Lee) presents do give and grant, unto the said Cherokee Nation, the two 

ts of land so surveyed and hereinbefore described, containing in the 
whole fourteen millions three hundred and seventy-four thousand one hun- 
dred and thirty-five acres and fourteen-hundredths of an acre, to have and 
to hold the same, together with ail the rights, privileges, and appurtenances 
thereto belonging to the said Cherokee Nation forever. 


£ 1 8755 a fee- simple title, if Iunderstand what that is, and I think 
0. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me a moment. Now, how do they denude 
themselves of that title, or can they? Simply in the title deed, 
which shows how, in the very execution of it. Then, how can 
they denude themselves of this right that they have, this owner- 
ship in fee simple of the land? It says upon the face of it 

That the lands hereby granted shall revert to the United States if— 

Mark the word “ if“ 
if the said Cherokee Nation becomes extinct or abandons the same. 

They are neither extinct nor have they abandoned their lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. The land there is subject to reversion to the 
United States upon a condition subsequent; that is, that the na- 
tion becomes extinct, or that the nation has abandoned the land. 
This proves that it was not intended to be an absolute fee forever; 
it is a fee subject to conditions subsequent. But without refer- 
ence to that, it is a grant to the nationinexpressterms. A grant 
to a nation is nothing more than a grant to a corporation, and 
when a grant is made to a corporation it is always made for cer- 
tain uses. Take a religious or eleemosynary corporation; it is 
made for certain religious or charitable uses, and when it is mis- 
applied and put to any other uses, the grant absolutely fails. A 
grant to a tribe or a nation, as the Cherokees are called in that 
treaty, is a grant that 1 shows upon the face of it that 
it is not granted to something which shall be a permanent sover- 
eignty in the United States, but it is granted to the nation as a 
trustee for the benefit of certain cestui que trusts, who are the 
tribe who represent that nation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. BATE, I should ordinarily call for the yeas and nays upon 
the amendment, but I will not do so to-night. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I give notice that on Monday, immediately 
after the conclusion of the morning business, I shall again call up 
the pending appropriation bill, and hope to complete its consider- 
ation. 

I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 19, 1897, at 12 o’clock 
meridian, 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate April 15, 1897. 
POST MASTERS. 


Joe J. Nix, to be . at Fort Payne, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1897. 

Samuel Davis, to be postmaster at Russellville, in the county of 
Pope and State of Arkansas, in the place of Reese B. Hogins, whose 
commission expired March 23, 1897. f 

J. E. Jarvis, to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Arkansas, in the place of William T. Eng- 
land, whose commission expired March 27, 1897. 

J. R. Snodgrass, to be postmaster at Paragould, in the count 
of Greene and State of Arkansas, in the place of Thomas R. Will. 
cockson, resigned. 

Henry M. Sugg, to be postmaster at Dardanelle, in the county 
of Yell and State of Arkansas, in the place of Julius W. Lancas- 
ter, whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

John C. Scott, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
a and State of Colorado, in the place of Robert W. Smith, 
resigned. 


James W. e, to be postmaster at Torrington, in the coun 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Frederic 
G. Alldis, whose commission expires April 15, 1897. 

Levi F. Burkett, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Decatur and State of Georgia, in the place of Isadore Zacharias, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 

Jacob C. Garber, to be postmaster at Grangeville, in thecounty 
of Idaho and State of Idaho, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1897. 

Wilbur T. Norton, to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Illinois, in the place of John Buckmaster, 
deceased, Julia Buckmaster, who was appointed by the President 
during the recess of the Senate, not having been confirmed. 


Harry L. Brotherlin, to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county 


of Cedar and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles H. Long, whose 
commission expired March 20, 1897. 

James A. McIntire, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Fremont and State of Iowa, in the place of Moses R. Yowell, re- 
moved. Imo Yowell was appointed by the President during re- 
cess of the Senate, but failed of confirmation. 

Charles J. Wonser, to be postmaster at Tama, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa, in the place of Stephen Smith, whose 
commission expired March 20, 1897. 

Alexander Barron, to be postmaster at Kirwin, in the county of 
Phillips and State of Kansas, in the place of May L. White, whose 
commission expired January 5, 1897. 

Alpheus A. B. Cavaness, to be postmaster at Baldwin, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Kansas, in the place of Edward E. 
Gaddis, resigned. 

Oliver P. Mauck, to be postmaster at Burlin 
of Coffey and State of Kn 
remove 

John W. Nyce, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of 
8 and State of Kansas, in the place of William A. Sturm, 
removed. 

Joseph M. Hollywood, to be postmaster at Brockton, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Joseph M. Hollywood, whose commission expired January 6, 1896, 
William H. Jordan, who was appointed by the President during 
the recess of the Senate, not haying been confirmed. 

5 de W. Rowell, to be postmaster at Amesbury, in the count 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Daniel W. 
Davis, whose commission expired May 27, 1896, James H. O’Toole, 
who was appointed by the President during the recess of the Senate, 
not haying been confirmed. 

Charles L. Scranton, to be posnet at Cottage City, in the 
county of Dukesand State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
L. Scranton, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Mrs. Elizabeth W. Smart, to be postmaster at Merrimac, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Mrs. 
Elizabeth W. Smart, whose commission expired December 20, 1896. 

Irvin S. Catlin, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county of 
Clay and State of Minnesota, in the place of Grovenor D. McCubry, 
whose commission expired January 23, 1897. 

Henry Kemper, to be postmaster at Perham, in the county of 
Ottertail and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1897. 

John P. Mattson, to be 
Marshall and State of 
Gordon, removed. 

Herschel P. Kinsolving, to be postmaster at Malden, in the 
county of Dunklin and State of Missouri, in the place of Charles 
E. Hill, resigned. 

John Marshall, to be postmaster at Bonneterre, in the county of 
St. François and State of Missouri, in the place of Thomas H. 
Walker, deceased. 

Charles A. Long, to be postmaster at North Bend, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska, in the place of Albert L. Norris, 
whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

Benjamin F. S. Brown, to be postmaster at Matawan, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of 
Charles E. Clark, whose commission expired March 27, 1897. 

De Witt C. Middleton, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York, in the place of Charles 
W. Clare, whose commission expires April 15, 1897. 

Alexander P. Milne, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of Wayne and State of New York, in the place of Jennie A. Har- 
mon, deceased. 

William V. Molloy, to be postmaster at New Rochelle, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in the place of 
William V. Molloy, whose commission expired Febrnary 1, 1897. 

Frank H. Atkinson, to be postmaster at Cadiz, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Ohio, in the place of Neri A. Hanna, whose 
commission expired March 27, 1897. 

Jacob F. Huffman, to be postmaster at Bradner, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 

John B. Brown, to be N at Newcastle, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George B. 
Gibson, whose commission expired April 14, 1897. 

Sallie A. Ramsey, to be postmaster at McKees Rocks, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Sallie A. Ramsey, whose commission expired January 5, 1897. 

Thomas Breen, to be postmaster at Mineola, in the county of 
Wood and State of Texas, in the place of James M. Robins, 
deceased. 

Helen I. Campbell, to be postmaster at Saxtons River, in the 
county of Windham and State of Vermont, in the place of Helen 
I. Campbell, whose commission expired April 5, 1897, 


n, in the coun 
nsas, in the place of E. M. Lockwood, 


tmaster at Warren, in the county of 
innesota, in the place of Arnolphus R, 
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Peter E. Olsen, to be postmaster at Rice Lake, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin, in the place of J. E. Horsman, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1897. 

George W. Hoyt, to be postmaster at Cheyenne, in the connty 
of Laramie and State of Wyoming, in the place of George A. 
Draper, removed. ; 

James A. McAvoy, to be postmaster at Lander, in the county of 
Fremont and State of Wyoming, in the place of Stephen A. D, 
Keister, whose commission expired March 28, 1897. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 

Greeley W. Whitford, of Colorado, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Colorado, vice Henry V. Johnson, whose 
term expired April 14, 1897. 

COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 

Percy C. Hennighausen, of Maryland, to be commissioner of 
immigration at thə port of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to 
succeed William H. Ruby, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 15, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
i ell, of Michigan, to be envoy extraordi and 
1 Ler, of tes United States to , 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR. 
8 D. Meiklejohn, of Nebraska, to be Assistant Secretary 
ar. 
2 SPECIAL FISCAL AGENTS. 
het Seli n and Leopold Seli n, trading under the name, 
une and ne of Seligman a at tondan, England, to be 
special fiscal agents of the Navy Department. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. : 
William R. Williams, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Newark, in the State of New Jersey. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS. 
Erastus Hopkins, of Massachusetts, to be special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, and chemicals in the district of Boston and 
Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 
ASSAYER, 
John W. Cunningham, of Idaho, to be assayer of the United 
States assay office at Boise City, Idaho. 
PROMOTIONS 1N THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. Edward Harrison Browne, Fourth Infantry, to be 


captain. 

Sona Lieut. Paul Alexander Wolf, Third Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, 

Candidate Corpl. George L. Byroade, Battery F, First Artillery, 
to be second lieutenant. 

Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. John Warren Joyes, Fifth Artillery, to be first 

lieutenant, 
POSTMASTERS. 

Wallace W. Rollins, to be postmaster at Asheville, in the county 
of Buncombe and State of North Carolina. 

Ellis G. Darnell, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Boone and State of Indiana. 

John W. Eward, to be postmaster at Converse, in the county of 
Miami and State of Indiana. 

William W. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county 
of Burt and State of Nebraska. 

ld Hahn, to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county of 

Adams and State of Nebraska. 

Clifford B. McCoy, to be postmaster at Coshocton, in the county 
of Coshocton and State of Ohio. 

E. A. Deardorff, to be postmaster at New Philadelphia, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

Willi T. Pritchard, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Indiana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 17, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 

The J eee of the proceedings of Wednesday last was read and 
approved. 

$ . SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 

Was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 


taries, who also announced that the President had approved and 


signed the joint resolution (H. Res. 47) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the dis- 
trict overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries and 
by the Red River of the North, and making an appropriation to 
relieve the sufferers by said overflow. 


PARIS EXPOSITION OF 1900. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, which will be read. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the message of the Presi- 
dent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 

Il transmit herewith for the consideration of the r 
Congress a report of the Secre of State represen ne Se appropriate- 
ness of early action in order that the Government of the United States ma 
be enabled to accept the invitation of that of the French Republic to partici- 
pate in the Universal Exposition to be held at Paris in 1900. 

The recommendations of this report have my most cordial approval, and 1 
urge upon the ong reas such timely provision for this at international 
eater prina as will fittingly respond to the widely testified wish and expecta- 
tion of our inventors and producers that they may have adequate oppor- 
tunity again, as in the past, to rated f the important positions they have won 
in the world’s competitive flelds of discovery and industry. Nor are the 
traditional friendships of the United States and France and the mutual ad- 
vantages to accrue from their enla: commercial intercourse less im- 
portant factors than the individual interests to be fostered by renewed 
participation in a great French exposition, e when it is remembered 
that the present display is projected with a degree of completeness and on a 
scale of magnificence beyond any of the European exhibitions that have 
marked the close of the century. 

It is proper that I should ot oper the need of early action, for if the pres- 
ent session without suitable provision being made, the postponement of 
the matter for nearly a year longer could not but operate greatly to the dis- 
advan of the Uni States, in view of the elaborate preparations already 
making by other governments and of the da r that further delay may re- 
sult inan equate allotment of space to country as well as an incom- 
plete organization of the American exhibit. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, April 14, 1897. 
The SPEAKER. The message of the President will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs when appointed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is reco: 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iunderstand the gentleman from 
BatLey] desires to occupy a few minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
privile I send to the Clerk’s desk and as 
ticle which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FROM MAKER TO WEARER. 


The leadership of young Mr. BAILEY in the House of ntatives is 
the leadership of old, old . REED, and the Democrats who submit to it 
might 3 and more sensibly have voted for Mr. REED for Speaker. 

f for placeson 3 committees these gentlemen are willing to barter 
their party beliefs and the interests of the country, they could have done 
nang for themselves by dealing directly with the — in the first in- 

nce, 

The Reed brand of collar, like other modern manufactures, is chea; 
when sent directly from maker to wearer. There is no need of the middle- 
man. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, there is but one answer that an hon- 
est and self-respecting man can make to an assault like that. It 
does not admit of argument. My only answer is this: I denounce 
that statement as an infamous and malicious Tie, and I denounce 
every man who has helped to circulate it as an infamous and ma- 
licious liar, [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as my attitude toward the present situ- 
ation in the House has been so greatly misunderstood by some and 
so grossly misrepresented by others, it is due to my friends that 
I should embrace this opportunity to define my exact position, 
which is this: I recognize that the Republican party has a large 
majority in this House and will therefore be held responsible by 
the country as well for the good which it fails to do as for the 
evil which it does; and in my judgment the Democratic party 
neither desires nor expects that its representatives here will resort 
to useless and factional obstruction to prevent the Republican 
majority from carrying its policies into execution. Until within 
the last few days I have understood this to be the position of all 
Democrats. Indeed, many of them have gone beyond me. I hold 
in my hand a copy of the greatest metropolitan newspaper which 
to-day supports the regular organization of the Democratic party. 
The yery second sentence in the leading editorial in its issue of 
April 10 declares: 


The people have 
latter should have 


tive Honses of the 


zed. 
exas [Mr. 


uestion of personal 
to have read an ar- 


ven the Republicans power, and it is only right that the 
berty to carry out thar: policies. Miine 


This is followed with the further statement: 


ve the Republicans the victory that the 
stion. Whether the people have repent 
‘or the Republicans of the Senate to decide. 


The people knew when they 
were voting for the party of pro 
of their action or not is 
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And the concluding paragraph of that editorial is in these 
words: 

The Democrats of the Senate do well to let the Republicans 
Dingley wine press alone. It is right as well as politic that the 
tection should receive no outstretched Democratic hand to h. 
from the pit which it has dug for itself. Protection is commit 
full view of the country which it so long has cursed. - 

The Atlanta Constitution, which is unquestionably one of the 

eatest Democratic newspapers published in the cotton-growing 

tates, has from the day after the election contended for n 
and in its editorial columus yesterday and the day before it sus- 
tains the position which we have taken. Leading Democratic Sen- 
ators have assured me that the policy of our party in the Senate 
was that after a fair discussion of the tariff bill they would vote 
upon its passage, and that they were ready to adjourn when that 
business was disposed of. The distinguished Senator from Arkan- 
sas, Mr. Jones, who is the chairman of the Democratic National 
Executive Committee, has said in an interview written with his 
own hand: 

The Constitution is right. Great numbers of votes were 
McKinley in the recent campaign by Repu 
bimetallism by an internati: agreement. By pro; 

e 7 necessity for bimetallism, but challenged our method of 
N; 
ST A pe eee e a 
e on rnative. eir other 
r was to 8 taxes tariff taxes. ‘Those additional taxen 


were to make us prosperous and ha , and Democrats do not believe that 
8 wan t all such schemes. 


taxes promote prosperity and will vote 
1 — a sufficient number of votes 


oi thelr Ea tb og ene Wal get 2 them full mity tod and 
r e ve ig 0 SO. 
85 he ablican p. 


the people will hold them accountable for the results. perty 
and its theories are on trial for their existence. An actual will deter- 
maT aaaea ya The people have ordered the test, and we are anxious 


- The distinguished Senator from Alabama |Mr. MORGAN] says: 


I indorse very heartily the attitude of the Constitution in ting out so 
clearly the Democratic duty to the country so far as the relationship of our 


ntatives in to the new Administration is concerned. It has 


my practice since the election to advocate at all times just such action 
as the Constitution points out. We will give the Republicans every chance 
to enact the policy of their Administration into the law of the Jand. Of 
course we surrender none of our convictions, but there is somet! more 
5 mere party fealty expected of the Democrats, aud that is that as a duty 

the people and to the business interests of the country they throw no ca 
tious opposition in the way of the Republican Administration enacting su 
measures as they promise will bring about prosperity. 


Sir, I could multiply these quotations almost indefinitely, but 
it is unnecessary to do so. Every man of sense understands that 
the minority can have no reasonable hope of inducing or com- 
pelling the majority to enact my measure of 1 importance 
upon which the parties differ. If the House should determine to 
proceed with legislation, each of the most important committees 
would consist of 11 Republicans and 6 Democrats, and it would 
be utterly impossible for us to bring any measure of general im- 
portance before the House upon which we would be united and 
the Republicans would be divided. It would thus happen that 
whatever important measures might come from those committees 
would command practically the united support of the Republican 
party and would e the law of the land. 

Now, sir, there is an almost unanimous agreement among 
Democrats that Republican legislation is undesirable; but some 
of them seem to think that however undesirable blican legis- 
lation may be, it is better for us to insist that the Republican 
party s legislate than that we shall vote with them on a mo- 
tion to adjourn. It would be a sufficient answer to say that I can 
not be deterred from TOH tar a motion which I favor upon the 
silly ground that I am voting with the Republicans. I look to 
the motion, sir, and not to the maker of it. If the distinguished 

ntleman from Maine . DINGLEY} were to move that the 

ouse adjourn for two days, and the gentleman from Kansas 
Br. Smrpson] were to move that the House adjourn for three 

ys, I would unhesitatingly vote with the gentleman from Kan- 
sas for the longer adjournment, because I believe the longer the 
time for which a Republican Congress adjourns the better it is 
for the country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The difference between me and some of my friends is that they 
are somuch tothe Republican party that they are willing 
to risk causing it to make bad laws in order to get an opportunity 
to criticise it. Iam so much opposed to Republican principles 
that I am willing to forego the opportunity of criticising that 
party if I can save the country from the application of its prin- 
ciples. . on the Democratic sida. It is not often that 
Iam able to vote with Republicans, because it is not often that 


they are right [renewed spplance): but when they do happen to 


beright, I am not willing to be wrong simply to be different from 
them; ana 5 = I = — ke baie aire! 8 Y 
agree wi em when they are willing to s ‘ore the people 
and admit that it is for the best interest of the country that they 
shall refrain from making laws. [Applause on the Democratic 
5 If the Democrats constituted a majority of this body, I 
should insist upon proceeding with its work, use I ve 
that the laws which would be paard by a Democratic Congre 
would promote the welfare of the country and the happiness 
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the people. But the same reason reversed, which would impel 
me to i upon a Democratic Congress legislati 


x ting, impels me 
to insist that a ublican Congress shall not legislate, because I 


pro: | believe that Republican legislation is detrimental to the welfare 


of the country and to the happiness of the people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is charged that lam acquiescing in a Re- 
publican policy. Iam doing nothing of that kind. On the con- 
trary, sir, I am joining issue with the ublicans on their policy. 
During the last campaign they sought the suffrage of the Ameri- 
can people upon the promise that they would restore . 
and they pledged themselves to do so by 8 the go d 
5 and increasing our tariff duties. We declared through- 
out that entire campaign that no tariff legislation can ever brin, 
prosperity to the people of this country as long as the single 801d. 
standard is maintained. Upon these respective contentions the 
claims of both parties were submitted to the people, and the 
Republican party secured a decision intrusting them with the ad- 
ministration of the Government. They have now, so far as this 
House is concerned, attempted to comply with their contract 
to restore prosperity. They have maintained the gold standard 
and they have passed a tariff bill with the duties higher than 
were ever before imposed in a time of peace. Having done this, 
they say that they have done all that is needed to relieve the 
country; and they propose to do nothing else, leaving the people 
to judge them by the results of what they have done. If it shall 
transpire that their tariff bill makes prosperous times, then they 
have acted wisely in adopting their preon policy; but, on the 
other hand, if it shall transpire that their tariff disappoints 
its authors and the 2 then the policy which they have 
adopted will be certain to destroy them. Whether their policy 
of tion is wise or unwise depends entirely upon whether 
their bill was wise or unwise. If their- bill was wise, they can 
safely stand upon it; hut if their bill was unwise, their present 
course will work their own destruction. 

I have heard it said that we ought to resist the Republican pol- 
icy of inaction, because they have adopted it in their own interest, 
and that if it is best for them it must be worse for us. I perfectly 
agree that if this policy of inaction is best for the Republicans it 
is worse for the Democrats; but whether it is best for the Repub- 
licans or not depends wholly upon whether their tariff bill pro- 
duces results. If it does, then this policy of inaction insures 
Republican success; but if the ublican tariff bill does not pro- 
duce good results, then this ublican policy of inaction makes 
Democratic success certain. we believe that the Republican 
tariff bill will not produce the good results which the Republican 
leaders have promised, then it is to our advantage that the Repub- 
lican p desist from all further legislation, and that the judg- 
ment of the country shall be rendered upon the record as now 
made up. Republican inaction is best for them if a high-tariff 
law is beneficial to the country. Republican inaction is worse 
for them if a high-tariff law is not beneficial to the country. 

The whole question with Democrats is, Are we ready to join 
the issue as it has been tendered to us by the Republicans? If we 
believe their tariff bill will fail, as we have declared it will, then, 
as Senator JONES and Senator MORGAN say, we ought to be 
anxious for the test. Are we less confident that Republican poli- 
cies will fail than Republican leaders are that those policies 
will succeed? If they are willing to apply their remedy, do we 
shrink from the test which they have proposed? Mr. Speaker, 
for the first time since the war the party in power is to be judged 
by the results of its economic policies. Republican leaders pro- 
fess themselves willing to take the judgment of the county on 
those policies, and if we shrink from joining them in ing 
the test the country will charge, and it will have the right to 
charge, that we have no confidence in our prophecies of Repub- 
lican failure. Iam ready, if you gentlemen can bring prosperity, 
to bid you godspeed init. I ama 8 but I would rather 
have Republican prosperity than ocratic depression. [Ap- 
9 But, confident in the correctness of my principles as I 
am in the eternal truths of Heaven, I know that you are riding to 
your fall, and I know that when you stake your future success 
upon the prosperity brought by a protective tariff you must lose 
the confidence of the American people. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I understand the difficulties of my position; 
and I understand that they are difficulties entirely independent of 
its merits or demerits. I know that every lobbyist and every man 
who has a special interest which this Congress is expected to serve 
is assailing me and assailing everybody who is willing to exempt 
the eountry from the infliction of ublican laws. Therail S, 
through their agents and attorneys, are here clamoring for a 

ling bill that will enable them to avoid the effect of competi- 
Hon with each other. The railroads do not care if the Govern- 
ment currency is retired and if the national banking system is 
rpetuated, provided that they are permitted, under the color 
and forms of law, to relieve themselves from competition with 
each other. 
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Every man who owns or who is the attorney for a private claim 
is here hounding us to goon. He does not care that you sacrifice 
the interests of the people to the of railroad conor, 
provided he can pass his private claims bill; and all these have 
enlisted that part of the press whose editorial columns are for 
sale to denounce us because we do not fight. Fight for what? 
Iam as ready as any man to fight whenever I can gain any fair 
advantage for my country or my party by fighting. But what is 
to be gained by fighting? Shall we fight to compel the ublican 
ral! to legislate, when we know and have said re edly that if 

ey legislate at all, they will legislate against the interests of 
the country? Can we commend ourselves to thoughtful men as 
Wise and candid, if in one breath we denounce all the laws which 
$ Republican Congress proposes and then in the next breath đe- 

ounce them for not proposing more laws for us to denounce? 
Will anybody believe we are in earnest? - 

The country can not be deceived. Fight merely for the sake of 
fighting? Sir, decline to lead ina blind and furious assault where 
the blows are as apt to fall upon my friends as upon my enemies. 
Distract the attention of the country by small wrangling, when 
everybody is anxious to see whether the Republican party can 
restore prosperity or not? Thousands whose enterprises and whose 
8 are trembling in the balance are almost ready to repent 

eir folly of last fall, when 1 were persuaded to believe that 

h taxes are a remedy for times. They voted the Repub- 

can ticket in the vague hope that Republican policies would 

bring prosperity to the land. Now let us give them a fair trial, 
and if thee fail, these men will help us to apply our remedy, | 

Let us rise above the narrow and illiberal partisanship which 

hts for the mere sake of fighting, and let us invite even our 

versaries to make the country prosperous if they can. If they 
can not, let us compel them to acknowledge their failure before 
the country, under circumstances that leave them no excuse or 
explanation for their failure. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in conclusion that mi ponhon 
further is that if there be any matter of importance t ought 
to be considered, I am ready to vote for its consideration, and I 
am ready to vote against any adjournment to prevent its consid- 
eration. Undoubtedly, if the Senate were to send us a resolution 
recognizing the belligerent rights of the Cuban patriots, and if 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinaLey] should move to adjourn 
in order to avoid the consideration of that resolution, I would vote 
against him, because clearly it can not be a party question whether 
we shall ize the right of those straggling people to fight for 
their own independence. Or if it should me necessary to fur- 
ther safeguard the interests of the Government in the Pacific rail- 
roads, and there is some belief among our pote that it may, un- 
doubtedly I would be in favor of taking such action as may be nec- 
essary to protect the interests of the Government. That is not a 
party question; it is not even a political question; it is a business 

uestion, and T assume that the aes are ready to protect 

e interests of the Government. e may disagree as to the best 
method of protecting it, but we would all agres that it ought to 
be EROSA On these and other matters which I could enumer- 
ate, I am ready to proceed. But, sir, I am not ready, and I never 
will be ready, to stand before the American people and insist that 
ane Republican party shall make our laws. [Applause on the 
‘Democratic side. A 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. BLAND. I rise to a privileged motion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 
ten SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio rises to a question 

order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that a discus- 
sion that is germane ina Democratic caucus can not lawfully 
usurp the sessions of this House. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, in answer to that, I have some- 
thing that relates—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). And we want them to haye 
a good opportunity to be by themselves, where they can make 
their caucus speeches. 

Mr. BLAN D. I have a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. Under the circumstances, the Chair overrules 
the point of order. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Maine is 
recognized, 1 

Mr. BLAND. I ask the gentleman from Maine to withhold his 
motion for a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This has become a Democratic 
caucus. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman from Maine will let me 
have this privileged motion submitted. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I hope some gentleman will allow me a 
few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gennom from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that neither of 


the appropriation bills which are now in the Senate can possibly 
be returned here for action before Wednesday, and I move that 
when the House adjourn it be to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. BLAND. Before that is put, Lask that the gentleman yield 
until I make this motion. 

5 BAILEY. Lask the gentleman from Maine to withhold his 
motion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have a decision on this question first. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Missouri hasa matter that 
actually relates to public business. [Great langhter on the Re- 
publican side. 

The SP. R. The House must be in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I will state to the gentleman from Maine that 
85 resolution relates to the Pacific railroads and to the suits 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri knows he is 
not in order in addressing the Chair on an undebatable motion. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Irise to a question of privilege. 
aa SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of 

er. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My point of order is that a motion 
to adjourn to a certain day is a debatable question. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has decided otherwise. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want to read the rule. The rule 
says: 

No motion shall be received but to adj to 
previous Deegan (which motions shall be deci thout debate), to post: 
pone to a day certain, to refer, or to amend or postpone indefinitely; which 
ee e EALE 
hadit shall be — 85 allowed on the same day. — * 

The SPEAKER. What question is now under discussion? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My point of order, Mr. Speaker, is that 
this motion to adjourn is a debatable question. There has been an 
exception made to this rule up to the Fifty-first Congress, and in 
the rules of the Fiftieth Congress the question to adjourn to a 
certain day was not a debatable question, and was so stated in 
the rule. e rules of the Fifty-first Con over which you 
preoa: makes an exception and chan, ə reading of the rule, 

ow, Mr. Speaker, it enumerates—and here are the questions not 
debatable. For instance: 

No motion shall be received but to adjourn, to lay on the table, for the 
previous question. 

There is no mention there of the question of adjourning to a 
day certain. Itis an exception—— 

e SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state to the Chair what 
question is now under discussion? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The question of our porne that 
this question of adjourning toa day certain is a debatable question. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that the Chair has de- 
cided that question. 

The SP But that clause refers to what motions shall 
be in order when some question is under discussion. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The Aoi is under discussion as 
to what day we shalladjourn to. t is the point of order I make. 
Now, if the Speaker will permit me, before the Fifty-first Congress 
adopted that rule, on the point that Iam 1 on this motion 
to adjourn to a day certain, it was not a debatable question, and 
because if makes an exception in its fayor in that rule, it is a de- 
batable question. 

The Fifty-fourth Congress adopted the rules of the Fifty-first 
8 the Fifty-fifth, the present Congress, adopted the rules 

f the Fifty-fourth Congress. So, Mr. Speaker, there is an un- 
broken line, from the Fifty-first Con to this, making a motion 
to adjourn to a day certain a debatable question. Therefore, since 
the Speaker has overruled that point of order, I appeal from the 
decision; and I want to have a vote on that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the clause in the 
rules to which the gentleman from Kansas alludes speaks of mo- 
tions that are in order when a question is under discussion. No 
question is now under discussion; consequently that rule, accord- 
ing to the 1 55 7 of Speaker Randall, is not applicable. 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman permit the Chair to finish? 
The motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn may 
be made when a question is under discussion, or it may be made 
when there is no question under discussion, It is now made when 
there is no question under discussion. The question is, What has 
been the custom of the House? For many years in regard to 

it as not debatable, 


ba on the table, for the 


such a motion the custom has been to 
and no question as to the correctness of the practice has eyer even 
been raised. It has been repeatedly declared that the motion was 


not debatable. That custom was borne in mind when the rules 
were changed, and they were changed with reference to it, 


While the general rule of parliamentary law makes this a debat- 
able question, it is debatable solely with reference toitself or what 
is involved in it; it does not permit irrelevant discussion. While 
that is the status of the motion under parliamentary law, the 
House of Representatives has adopted a different custom. The 
custom of the House is very different in many respects from what 


is ordinarily called parliamentary law. The Chair made this 
statement at the time the question was raised by the gentleman 
from Texas, but the gentleman from Kansas may not have had an 
opportunity to hear what was said. 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, if the Chair will permit 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon laying the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, If the Chair will permit, I think I 
ought to have a minute or two—— 

he SPEAKER. But this is not a debatable question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want to read the rules of the Fif- 
tieth Congress, to show what change there has been—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels that he ought to suggest to 
the gentleman from Kansas that a question of order is not a mat- 
ter of debate between the Chair and the House. The Chair made 
his ruling; the next question was upon theappeal made from that 
decision; the next is upon the motion to lay that appeal on the 
table; and now it is for the House to determine that question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I think the House should permit 
debate to this extent. I want merely to read the rules of the Fif- 
tieth Congress—— [Cries of Regular order!” j 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The Chair 
would be very glad to hear the gentleman from Kansas if the rules 
permitted him to do so. 

Mr. FLEMING. U rise to a parliamentary question. The gen- 
tleman from Kansas appealed from the decision of the Chair, 
which appeal was open to debate. And the gentleman from 
Maine, who submitted a motion to lay that appeal on the table, 
could not property do so, because the gentleman from Kansas had 
been yielded the floor. I read from the rules of the House:, 
e nad by order ef, the House, ad decide all questions of 
order, subject to an appeal by any member, on which appeal no member 
shall speak more than e on of the House. 

So that when the gentleman from Kansas appealed from the 
decision of the Chair, which appeal is to be decided by the House, 
it then became a question open for discussion. I ask of the Chair 
the ee of making a short argument and citing 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very glad to permit the 

tleman from Georgia to make a short 1 or a long one; 
Put oe ponpen from Maine has moved that the appeal lie on 
the table. 

Mr. FLEMING. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine 
oe ao have the floor. The gentleman from Kansas never yielded 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the table is a privileged 


motion. 

Mr. FLEMING. Provided the gentleman undertaking to sub- 
mit it can get the floor to do so. 

The SP. The Chair thinks that if the gentleman from 
Georgia will examine the Manual carefully, he will find the posi- 
tion of the Chair to be correct. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I never yielded the floor. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine to lay the appeal on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAND, I now ask leave of the gentleman from Maine, 
before he asks a vote on his proposition to adjourn over—— ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman can bring up his matter after 
this motion is decided. - 

Mr. BLAND. I trust that in view of the matter which I wish 
to submit, the House will not want to adjourn. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. [Cries of ‘Regular order!” | 

The SPEAKER, it a matter which addresses itself to the 
present question? 

Mr. BURKE. No, sir; it is a question of personal privilege which 
I desire to present to the House. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the question should 
first be put on the pending motion. When that is disposed of, the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman. - 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Just 
before the gentleman from Maine made his motion, I rose for the 
purpose of endeavoring to obtain permission to address the House 
upon a question of personal privilege. Lask the Speaker whether, 
if this motion should be voted down, I can then be recognized for 
that purpose; or, if I could be recognized before the question is 
voted: upon, I would prefer that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this matter should be 
firished first—that the House should come to a vote upon it. 
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Mr. DEARMOND. The gentleman from Maine is not urgent, 
I believe, about his motion, and inasmuch as it is a motion to quit 
doing anything, I should very much like to be recogu zed now on 
this question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday 


next. A 
Mr. DEARMOND. On that question I desire the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Maine 
that unless the gentleman from Missouri be allowed an oppor- 
Saf to present what he desires to submit, we shall all feel com- 
pelled to vote against the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is only a motion to fix the time to which 
the House shall adjourn. When this question is disposed of, the 
gentleman can claim recognition. 

Mr. BLAND. lt may be then too late for me to present my 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 84, an- 
gwered present“ 13, not voting 152; as follows: 


YEAS—165. 
Adams, Davenport, Johnson, N. Dak. Royee, 
Alexander, Davison, Ky. Kerr, Russell, 
Babcock, Day Kirkpatrick, Shannon, 
Baker, Md. Dingley, * Shattuce, 
Barrows, Dolliver, Landis, Simp! 
Bartholdt, Dovener, Lord, Smith, II 
Be DED, Ellis, Low, Smith, 8. W. 
Bennett, Evans, 1 Sperry, 
Bingham, Faris, McDonald, Steele, 
Bishop, Fischer, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Booze, Fletcher, Maxwell, Stone, W. A. 
Brewster, Foss, Mercer, Strode, Nebr. 
Broderick, Fowler, N. J. Mesick, Sulloway, 
Bromwe Gibson, Minor, Tawney, 
Brown. Gillett, Mass. Mitchell, Tayler, Ohio 
Brownlow, Graff, Morris, Tongue, 
Butler, Griffin, Northway, Walker, Mass, 
Codding, Grosvenor, Olmsted, Walker, Va. 
Connell, r. Overstreet, Weaver, 
Connolly. Hawley, ker, We mouths 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Parker, N. J. Teo. 
Cousins, Hepburn, Payne, ht, 
3 14 — ee Mo. Tun Pe 
rumpacker, rn, they, oung, 
Curti Hitt, Prince, 
Dalzel Hull, Pu 
Danford, Hurley, Reeves, 
NAYS—S1. 
Adamson, r, Tex. Jones, Wash. Otey, 
Allen, Cowherd, ing, Pierce, Tenn. 
gaue; Kleberg, Rhea, 
Baird, Davey, Knowles, Ridgely, 
Baker, Il. ib, Ro n, Ind. 
Ball. d, Lanham, Sayers, - 
Bankhead, De Graffenried, Lewis, Ga. Settle, 
Barlow, Vries, Le W. Shafrot 
Benton, Livingston, Shuford, 
Bian Fleming. Meclellan, Sim 8 
4 e! * ms, 
Botkin, Fox, M Skinner, 
Brantley, Gaines, McMillin, Stark, 
Brundi Griggs, re, 8 Tex. 
Burke, Gunn, garem Sutherland, 
can dy, feekison, Swanson, 
Castle, Hay, Meyer, La. Terry, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Miss. Moon, Vandiver, 
Clayton, Henry, Tex Newlands, Vincent, 
Cochran, Mo. Howard Norton, Wheoler, Ala, 
Cooney, Hunter, en, Wheeler, Ky. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—13. 
Brosi Hil, Miller, Williams, Miss. 
Carmac Jenkin: Southard, 
Dinsmore, Lybran Vehslage, 
Hamilton, ceCulloch, Wanger, 
NOT VOTING—152. 
Acheson, Cannon, Foote, Jones, Va. 
Arnold, Capron, Fowler, N.C. J oy 
Barber, Catchings, Gardner, Kelley, 
Barham, Chickering, Gillet, N. Y. Ketcham, 
Barney, Clardy, Greene, Kitchin, 
Barrett, Clark, Iowa Grout, Knox, 
Bartlett, Clarke, N. H. Grow, Kulp, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Harmer, Latimer, 
Belden — Colson, Hartman, Lentz, 
Belford, Cooke, Heatwole, Lester, 
Bell, Corliss, Hemenway, Linney, 
Benner, Pa. Cox, Henderson, Littauer, 
Bodine Cummings, Henry, Ind. Little, 
Boutelle, Curtis, Iowa Hinrichsen, Lorimer, 
Bradley, Davidson, Wis, Holman, Loudensiager, 
Brenner, Ohio Dockery, Hooker, Lovering, 
Brewer. Dorr, Hopkins, McAleer, 
Broussard, dy, Howard, Ga. McCall, 
Brucker, Elliott. Howe, McDowell, 
Brumm, Ermentrout, Howell, cEwan, 
Bull, Fenton, Jett, McIntire, 
Fitzgerald, Johnson, Ind. McLaurin, 


McRae, Peters, Snover, Tate, 
Maddox, Plowman, Southwick, Taylor, Ala. 
any, Powers, ding. Todd, 
Mahon, uigg, Sparkman, Underwood, 
Mann, ay, Sprague, Updegraff, 
Mars Richardson, Stallings, — Van Voorhis, 
Miers, Ind. Rixey, Stevens, Minn. Wadsworth 
Milliken, Robb, Stewart, N. J. Ward 
Mills, Robbins, Stewart, Wis. Warner, 
Moody, Robertson, La. tokes, „II. 
Mudd, Sauerhering, Strait, Wilber, 
Odell, Shelden, Strowd, N. C. Williams, Pa. 
Osborne, Sherman, Sturtevant, Wilson, N. Y. 
Otjen, Slayden Sullivan, Wilson, S. C. 
Pearson, Smith, W Sulzer. Young, Va. 
Perkins, Smith, Wm. Alden Talbert, Zenor. 


So the motion of Mr. DinGLey, that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next, was agreed to. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr.Speaker, when my name was called, I voted 
“aye;” but as I am paired, I desire now to withdraw my vote and 
answer present.“ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I have been paired with the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. ODELL. I voted “no” on this 
question, being under the impression that he was here. I now 
understand that he left the city last night with the understanding 
that the pair still continued. I therefore desire to withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘no;” but as I am 
paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. BARNEY, I de- 
sire now to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. 1 wish to announce that my colleague, Mr. 
SLAYDEN, is absent on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. MCRAE, 
having been summoned home on account of the serious illness of 
his mother, left the city yesterday. If present, he would vote 
“no.” 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that my col- 
league, Mr. Dockery, is detained from the House on account of 
sickness in his family. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from California, Mr. BARHAM. If he were present, I should 
vote no.“ 

Mr. BRUCKER. When my name was called, Ivoted no“ on 
this question, but, as I now understand that I am paired with the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. WM. ALDEN Smits, I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I understand that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. KULP, with whom I haye been peur has not 
voted on this question. I desire, therefore, to withdraw my vote 
and to be recorded as “ present.” 

Mr. DINSMORE. My colleague, Mr. LITTLE, received a tele- 
gram this morning announcing that sickness in his family re- 
quired 98 peaa at home. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My colleague, Mr. Cox, has gone home on 
ere of important business, and I desire to ask leave of absence 

or him. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I regret to announce that my 
colleague, Judge Horman, is confined to his residence by serious 
illness. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Understanding that Iam paired with the 
5 from Iowa, Mr. Curtis, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

he were present, I should vote in the negative. 

Mr. LENTZ. I have been paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. ROBBINS, but I did not understand that the 
pair extended until the present time. I wish to ask whether that 
gentleman has voted. ` 

The SPEAKER. His name is not recorded. 

Mr. LENTZ. I have voted ‘‘no;” but I prefer to withdraw my 
vote, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania may understand that I 
am still paired with him. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. BODINE. 

. WARD with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

. Mupp with Mr. LITTLE. 

. CANNON with Mr. HOLMAN. 

. EDDY with Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

. JOY with Mr. McLaurin. 

. STURTEVANT with Mr. SLAYDEN, 

. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. MCRAE, 
. HOPKINS with Mr. HI FRI CHSEN. 

. SPALDING with Mr. CRANFORD. 

. BARTHOLDT with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina. 
. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. MAHON with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

. McCaLu with Mr. Jonss of Virginia. 
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. BARHAM with Mr. MCCULLOCH. 

. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 

. KULP with Mr. STALLINGS. 

. HOOKER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Wu. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER. 

. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

. Moopy with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

. HAMILTON with Mr. Topp. 

. SOUTHARD with Mr, KITCHIN. 

. JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 

r. HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
. VAN Vooruis with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 

. MILLS with Mr. JETT. 

. MCEWAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE, 

. CoRLISsS with Mr. LATIMER. 

. LOVERING with Mr. CLAYTON, 

. BURTON with Mr. Swanson. 

. ADAMS with Mr. DocKERY. 

. BrumMM with Mr. Cox. 

. HILL with Mr. CARMACK. 

. ACHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
. BUTLER with Mr. MCALEER. 

. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
. UPDEGRAFF with Mr. TALBERT. 

. Knox with Mr. Fow er of North Carolina. 
. PERKINS with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
Fork with Mr. OSBORNE. 

. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY, 

r. MILLER with Mr. CLarpy, 

. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

. SHELDEN with Mr. Youne of Virginia. 
WHITE of Illinois with Mr. Rrxey. 

. HENDERSON with Mr. BAILEY. 

Donn with Mr. MADDOX. 

. MILLIKEN with Mr. MARSHALL, 

. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

. SNOVER with Mr. PLOWMAN. 

. CURTIS of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

. BOUTELLE with Mr. TATE. 

. ROBBINS with Mr. LENTZ. 

For this day: 

Mr. BARBER with Mr. RIDGELY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DE ARMOND rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has stated to 
the Chair that he desires to raise a question of personal privilege, 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair means the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Mr. DE ArRMOND, who has stated to the Chair that he 
wishes to raise a question of privilege relating to what has taken 
place. The Chair was not aware of it before. The gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I hope it may not be consid- 
ered improper or inappropriate for me to detain the House while 
I make a few remarks upon certain matters which have been 
commented upon to-day and at other times, here and elsewhere. 
I do this more from a sense of duty than from inclination. If I 
were to consult only my feelings, [ should have nothing to say 
upon this occasion; but, constrained by a sense of duty, I wish to 
say something of what to me seems appropriate to say under the 
circumstances. : 

A matter of greater or lesser importance, depending upon one’s 
point of view and his interest in it, has arisen with reference to the 
proper attitude of the minority concerning the course entered 
upon by the majority in this House. I entertain views upon the 
nestion at variance with the views entertained by some of my 

istinguished friends, and while I have great respect for their 
opinions, reflection has only confirmed me in steadfastness in 
holding to my own, because I believe they are well founded. 

What is the present policy of the Republican party in this 
House? It is, as we understand it, to refrain from the appoint- 
ment of committees; not to engage in general legislation; to con- 
fine the session to the consideration of tariff legislation and the 
passage of appropriation bills which failed to become laws during 
the last Congress. hat is, or what ought to be, the attitude 
of the minority with respect to that course entered upon by our 
Republican adversaries? What is sought by that course? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question 
of order. This is not a question of privilege, but the discussion 
of matters that ought to belong entirely to the Democratic caucus 
and to the minority. If we are to take up time in this way, we 
might as well adjourn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
ae object. This is in reply to what has already occurred in the 

ouse. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I know, but it seems to me that 
much has already occurred that is not in order, as I understand it. 

nae SP. Does the gentleman insist upon his point of 
order 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER, The point of order is withdrawn. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DE Armonp] will proceed. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. <AsIunderstand it, Mr. Speaker, the House 
has a larger amount of time now than anything else; so, certainly, 
if my observations should be a bore to any gentleman, he will not 
feel that he is violating any duty in taking himself beyond the 
sound of my voice, for we have assurances that nothing requiring 
his presence will be done, 

I was about tosay, Mr. Speaker, that the attitude of the minority 
should depend upon the purpose and upon the probable effect of 
the course of the Republican majority. I belieye—and I am 
confident that Democrats throughout the land believe—that the 
Republican party has adopted its do-nothing policy because you 
desire to avoid consideration of pressing public questions, the 
financial question prominent among them, and because you desire, 
if possible, to put the tariff question into the forefront, and to 
have battle joined upon that to the exclusion of issues deemed by 
the American people more important than the tariff. 

I was elected by sovereign voters opposed to the policies of the 
Republican party. I assume that my colleagues on this side were 
chosen by the same kind of constituencies, Should this Repub- 
lican policy be made, by adoption, by concurrence, the policy also 
of the Democratic party? In tha last campaign the people who 
followed the banner under which I fought contended that there 
is a greater question than the tariff question, namely, the money 

uestion. They were, and are still, intent upon keeping that ques- 
tion to the front, and upon haying the next battle and the next 
fought upon that issue, unless in the meantime it should be 
settled aright. 

In that great campaign, too, there was an unprecedented union 
of all the elements of opposition to the Republican party. Men 
in large part forgot the prejudices of a lifetime, and deeming the 
issues then presented great, important, vital, they rallied around 
the banner of the great leader who proclaimed the eyils of Repub- 
lican policies and taught that good could come to the country only 
from their overthrow and the establishment of policies opposed to 
them. Apart of the people who were engaged in that fight, by their 
Representatives upon this floor, are still of the opinion that success 
for correct principles, the adoption of proper policies, reform in 
eres affairs,can be secured not by coinciding with the 

publican party, but by manfully and in the open battling 
against it, trusting to the good 2 of the American people 
for the victory over it, because of the righteousness of our cause. 

The practical question, then, is, Shall the representatives of the 
Democracy upon this floor be found voting for the very motions 
necessary, according to the judgment of the presiding officer of 
this House, and of the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DIxGLEY], the leader of the majority upon the floor, to best carry 
out the policy upon which the Republican party has entered? Or 
can we Pest voice the sentiments of our people, can we best re 
resent those who sent us here, if we maintain our natural attitude 
of opposition to Republican propositionsand epub ican policies? 

There was no expectation in the country that there would be 
found either a deliberate or an accidental cooperation of Repub- 
licans and Democrats upon this floor. It was not contemplated 
by those who sent us here that we would be found voting to carry 
out the policies entered upon by the Republican party, born in 
Republican councils, put into play for the benefit of the Repub- 
lican party, and (in contemplation of our Republican friends) 
designed to bring about our overthrow and their elevation. But 
somebody says there is no agreement to cooperate. I concede it. 

The judgment of the plain le who sent us here will be based 
upon a consideration weightier than a formal agreement—a con- 
currence in action, if we act with you. When what we do and 
what we refrain from doingis under consideration, shall the ques- 
tion be merely whether we formulated an agreement with the 
Republican party i'n your plan of campaign? If the plain peo- 
ple, reaching beyond that, find by our votes that we act with you, 
support you, they will not stop to consider anything about formal 
agreements. 

From the beginning I have contended that the Democrats here 
should be counted as against you, and I expect that the constitu- 
ency behind me and the constituency behind my fellow-members 
upon this side of the Chamber will be found occupying the same 
ground, It has been heralded abroad—though that is a matter of 
small consideration—that certain of us, sometimes designated by 
name, have rebelled against recognized leadership; leadership con- 
stituted by a caucus nomination of a candidate for Speaker; lead- 
ership by reason of the action of a caucus held a week ago to 
N matters which might come up for the good of the 
order.” 

I will not go into what transpired in that caucus. There are 


various reasons why I should not; but I may say that when the 
proceedings of that caucus shall become public, as I trust they 
may soon, there will be few, even including those who occupy the 
position that I have taken, and in my feeble way maintain, who 
will be regarded as in rebellion against a leader, or against the 
judgment of the Democratic members of this House as expressed 
in caucus. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

1 desire that there may be no misunderstanding upon this point. 
I affirm that my course, and the course of those who cooperate 
with me upon this question, is in exact accord with the proceed- 
ings and decision of the latest caucus of the Democratic members 
of this House. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am aware that the success or failure of 
your party in the next elections will depend largely upon the 
workings of your tariff bill when ripened into law. I agree to 
the proposition that the country is never so safe as when the Re- 
publican party is not engaged in legislation. I agree to the propo- 
sition that legislation proposed or carried forward by the Be ub- 
lican party will be bad legislation so far as party lines mark it, 
and 5 to the country. But I believe that there is not one 
important measure which your party has determined or may de- 
termine to pass that will not be passed at the regular sessions if 
not at this one, 

We are not deterring za we can not deter you, from doing in 
this House precisely what you please to do, because you have 
ample power, and a compact organization to exert that power. 
The per as to what you will do is a question which you alone 
will determine. : 

There has been a suggestion that somebody may be in favor of 
filibustering tactics, of extraordinary methods, in order to urge or 
crowd or coerce you, Mr. Speaker, and your party friends upon 
the other side, into some course different from that upon which 
you have entered, not hesitating ys but deliberately and resolutely. 
Mr. Speaker, the country will have to entertain a different view 
of you—a view exactly the opposite of that which it has formed, 
and in which it is settled—if it concludes that you are driven 
from your course, because it does not meet with our 8 or 
that your course is guided and directed in the smallest degree by 
our ju ent or our wishes. 

Mr. WILLIAM. A. STONE. Yon are right there. 

Mr. DE ARMOND, That being true, let me say, and say 
plainly, that the only question—the only question between those 
who do not agree u this side—is, Shall the Democratic party 
do and say upon this floor that which can be fairly understood by 
the country as putting it in accord and cooperation with you and 
the people on your side of the House, or shall the Democracy main- 
tain, as they have maintained ever since your party was born, and 
maintained in the days of its departed predecessors, a respectful, 
firm, honest, honorable attitude of open opposition? That is the 
question. 

It is not, Shall we filibuster, or shall we vacate our seats and 
hide out to avoid the Sergeant-at-Arms? I say, and have said all 
through, that I would be no party to any such proceedings. I will 
engage in no such filibustering, unless it be when by such course 
some measure that I regard as vastly hurtful may be defeated or 
there may be a fair prospect of defeating it. But when you have 
time to burn,” how foolish it would to engage in such idle 
and exploded filibustering tactics, 

Shall the Democratic millions who sent us here find their rep- 
resentatives acting with you, or shall they find us where they ex- 
pected to find us—in opposition to those policies in which they do 
785 N which they have condemned, and which they will con- 

emu 

It has been suggested that there are other things having their 
influence. I know that remark will not be applied to me. I 
know it will not be suggested that I am actuated by any im- 
proper influence or by any personal feeling, because, while I 

isagree on this point with the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas, I have noné but kindly feelings for him, coupled with the 
greatest respect for his ability. I aim satisfied that it is improper 
and not right to take the course adopted by you Republicans. If 
we vote with you, those who sent us here may believe that your 
policy is our policy by adoption. If, when the question arises 
every few days whether your policy shall be adopted and carried 
out in this House, we say ‘‘aye” with yon, who can convince our 
constituents that we oppose you or arein harmo ny with those 
who do oppose you? What can we gain by voting with you? 

If your policy be approved by the conni ysti would be a pitiful 
spectacle to behold us traveling over the d saying, Yes, the 
Republican policy was a mighty good thing; we agreed to it.” 
The policy controlling this House is your oli A and I wish it to 
remain your policy, not to become ours by adoption, by suffer- 
ance, by silence, by complacency—by anything, I do not care what. 

This is entirely distinct from obstruction; it is entirely distinct 
from exploded filibustering. It is as distinct as the lines between 
the parties. In my judgment it is a respectful, dignified attitude 
of the representatives of a mighty, earnest party, having deep 
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convictions and determined to fight the battles of the present and 
the future upon lines which they, as well as you, have the right 
of choosing. Our lines were drawn at Chicago, and those lines 
will remain so drawn until the proper authority of the party 
changes them. I believe it will not change them. We arenot in 
the business of endeayoring, by sacrificing any of our ciples 
or paring down a particle of them, to conciliate somebody who 
has disagreed with us. é 8 

We are upon the aggressive policy (if we are representatives of 
our people) of asserting here and elsewhere in a dignified, respect- 
ful, but firm way, our opposition to that which you propose to 
5 and to the methods by which you propose to accom- 

lish it. 

x I have tried to state fairly our differences as they are; and with- 
out bitterness toward anyone, without criticism of any, but with 
the utmost confidence, I appeal to the Democratic constituency of 
all of us to determine the question as to who is right. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BURKE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a copy of a paper 
published in this city yesterday afternoon. In an article of con- 
1 contained in that paper under the heading, “ Bailey 
as Reed’s Helper,” there are printed the names of quite a number 
of distinguished gentlemen on the floor of this House, and among 
some not so distinguished I find my own. After publishing those 
names, that article makes the following suggestion: 

me ther with the eighteen or so P its, will form the 
„ 5 Raen Kr. BAILEY, 5 DINGLEY. 

The idea, Mr. Speaker, of “forming an opposition” clearly car- 
ries with it by implication that there has been some united action 
ee rt of the oppona to 1 eee 
own „speaking only for myself, to repu e suggestion 
contained in that article. Ihave 5 with no man on the 
floor of this House respecting the vote that I have given upon this 
question; neither has any man conferred with me respecting any 
vote that I might give upon this guenon of adjournment. 

Mr. Speaker, entertaining as I do the most profound respect for 
the distinguished gentlemen who have opposite opinions to mine 
upon this question, I candidly believe, sir, that we have been en- 
acting nee e the floor of 2 55 ae a es of eet ce farce b 
meeting and adjourning every three days without proceeding wi 
ležislation, and I for one, speaking for myself, and being respon- 
sible to my constituents alone for my action—I for one do not pro- 
pose, by implication or otherwise, to cast my vote for a measure 
or policy that my honest, candid judgment opposes. I shall vote 
upon this question of adjournment, as well as every other ques- 
tion presented before this House while I have the honor of occupy- 
ng 6 seat here, in such a way as my honest, candid judgment 
tells me is right. without reference to the opinions or purposes of 
any other man. 

wish, sir, to make that statement and to repudiate the sug- 
tained in the published article which IJ have read to 


tion con 

e House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks this can be regarded 
as a question of 2 r 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, we on this side of the House 
have listened with a great deal of patience 

Mr. BAILEY. And some satisfaction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. For an hour and a half, while gentlemen on 
the other side have been discussing the great, statesmanlike ques- 
tion whether an adjournment for three days shall be taken by 
one vote upon a single day or by three different votes on three 
different days. It does not seem to me that there is any material 
issue involved in a matter of that kind 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. What is the 
question before the House? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAWNEY. The same question that has been before the 
House all the morning. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman will yield tome a few 
moments. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were 
on a division—ayes 90, noes 82. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the result on the motion to ad- 
ay by unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
‘ollows: 

To Mr. TATE, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Cox, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Mesicx, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BIsnor, for fifteen days, on account of important busi- 

ness, 


To Mr. BroussarD, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. Barrows, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. PETERS, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 
To Mr. MCRAE, indefinitely, on account of sickness of his mother. 
To Mr. LITTLE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
The SPEAKER (at1 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.). The motion 
to adjourn having been caves to, the House stands adjourned 
until Wednesday next at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
josh esi were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting a note from 
the French ambassador, relating to American commissioners to 
the Paris Exposition of 1900—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
ang ordered 5 be icing ae 1 mabe ks: 

message from the President, transmitting correspondence 
tween the State Department and the French ambassador, relati 
to participation by the United States in the Paris Exposition o 
1900, and recommending Congressional action thereon—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials, 
i ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 5 for the sur- 
md of township 23 north, of range 20 west, of the Indian meridi 

oodward County, Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 2874) to repeal 
an act to provide for the representation of the United States by 
commissioners at any international conference, etc., and to pro- 
mote international agreements, etc., being Senate bill No. 118, ap- 

ved March 3, 1897—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


easures. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 2875) to declare the true 
intent and scope of an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate and im- 
prove the civil service of the United States,” approved January 
16, 1883, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 2876) to geoon the efficiency 
of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 2877) to declare White River, 
in State of Missouri, above a point one-half mile below the 
town of Forsythe, not a navigable river or public highway—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 2878) to incorporate the 
Grand Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of the 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 2879) providing for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Leadville, Colo.—to the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 52) to pro- 
vide for reinstatement in the civil service of such persons as may 
have been, without cause, separated therefrom—to the C t- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Memorials of the legislature of the State 
of ernie relative to the tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON; A bill (H. R. 2880) granting a pension to 
Tenderson Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 2881) for the relief of William 
L. to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2882) for the relief of Thomas J. McBride— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2883) for the relief of Eliza A. Stafford—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2884) granting a pension to Thomas J. Me- 
Bride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 2885) for the relief of Hiram 
Spear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2886) for the relief of William H. Piper—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) for the relief of George W. Graves—to 
‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) for the relief of William Dumond—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief 
of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of the Missouri Military Academy, 
Mexico, Mo.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. COONEY: A bill (H. R. 2890) for the relief of R. E. 
Vaughan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 2891) to remove charge of de- 
sertion from John L. Arms—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 2892) granting a pension 
to George W. Vaughn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 2893) for the relief of Arthur 
L. Fish—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2894) for the relief of Richard Mol- 
lencott—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2895) amending the records of the Missouri 
Teron Reserve Corps of Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Daniel 
Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2897) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua B. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 2898) to correct the . 
ein of Charles H. Jessup—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 2899) granting increase of 
pension to Mrs. Annie Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 2900) granting an increase of 
pension to William T. March—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2901) granting increase of pension to Grandi- 
son Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2902) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph nat THORS the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2903) granting an increase of pension to J. E. 
Ruark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2904) granting an increase of pension to John 
Zellers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2905) ting a pension to Jacob Rossman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2906) granting a pension to Campbell A. 
Howke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2907) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
P. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Ransom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2909) granting an increase of pension to John 
Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2910) for the relief of A. T. 
Hensley, survivor of Fulton & Hensley, doing business under the 
name of the Lavaca Wharf Company—to the Committee on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following prane and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Art Club of Philadelphia, 
against the imposition of a tariff on works of art—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of the Ladies’ Auxiliary Cuban 
League of Monroe County, N. V., against further delay in grant- 
ing to the armies of Cuba belligerent rights—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

B . CRUMP: Petition of the common council of Detroit, 
Mich., and 24 different councils of trades unions of that and other 
cities, . against the ge of House bill No. 30, relative 
to the buying and selling of railway tickets—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petitionof T. C. Kelly and others, 
relative to ticket scalping; also resolution passed by St. Louis 
Division, No. 3, Order of Railway Conductors of America, favor- 
ing the passage of Senate bill No. 3545—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition from citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., praying for reform in national currency and banking leg- 
islation—to the Committee on parry: and Currency. 

By Mr. FOSS: Resolutions adopted by the Ilinois 8 
of the Loyal Legion of the United States, requesting the establish- 
ment i a military park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Mili- 

airs. 

y Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of J. M. Allen and 130 
members of the Hartford Board of Trade, favoring a monetary 
commission—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of C. W. Lewis et al., of Farmington, Conn., for 


free delivery of mail in country districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of A. J. Avery et al., favoring a 
monetary conference—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. j 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of William C. Dayton et 
al., of Camden, N. J., in favor of reform in the national currency 
legislation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of H. L. Higginson and 45 others, of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the appointment of a monetary confer- 
ence—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Protest of A. J. Chase, of Lake Crystal 

Minn., against allowing a statue of Brigham Young to be placed 
in Statuary Hall; also resolutions of the St. Paul (Minn.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, in favor of the 5 885 passage of a bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MARSH: Petition of various citizens of Adair, III., pray- 
ing for the passage of the McMillan-Linton bills, regulating fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, and associations—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of A. J. Perry and 100 others, of Gales- 
burg, II., favoring the appointment of a monetary conference 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of the faculty of Con- 
cordia College, Fort Wayne, Ind., to have maps and charts placed 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Edward Woodman, Elias Thomas, 
Thomas H. West, and others, favoring reform in the national cur- 
rency and banking legislation—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Kate Doody, presi- 
dent of the United Garment Workers of America, of Detroit, 
Mich., against the passage of House bill No. 30, relative to ticket 
es TIA the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: Memorial of citizens of Massillon, 
Ohio, in favor of currency reform—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petition of officers of Sum- 
mer Street Congregational Church, of Worcester, Mass., urging 
the passage of House bill No. 4057, in relation to cpana also 
same from the Woman’s Christian Tem ce Union of same 
city—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

o, petition of A. H. Wheeler et al., of Southbridge, Mass., 
favoring the appointment of a mone commission; also same 
request from Josiah Brown et al., of Worcester, Mass.—to fhe 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

ae o portion of 14 rich and shoe 1 of 3 
and Spencer, Mass., pro ting Against a duty on hides— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. . g y 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 19, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. Hud JounstTon, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


m, 
e Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
STATISTICS RELATING TO TIMBER, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of the 14th instant, certain information regarding the 
amount of white pine and other coniferous timber now standing 
in the United States and Canada, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. 
CHANDLER, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON CURRENCY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 13th instant, a copy of the report of the opera- 
tions of the National Academy of Sciences for the year 1865, and 
stating that the report of the committee of the National Academy 
of Science of January 5, 1865, on the subject of national currency 
is not to be found on the files of the Department; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, ordered 
to lie on the table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present three memorials remonstrating 
against the passage of House bill No. 30, or any similar bill, in- 
tended to destroy ticket brokerage. They are stereotyped memo- 
rials, and are signed principally by citizens of Missouri, but also 
by citizens of other States. I move that the memorials be referred 


to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 52 citizens of Massachusetts 
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and a panua of 163 citizens of Massachusetts, praying Congress 
+o authorize the President of the United States to appoint a mon- 
etary commission; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of H. L. Mitchell and sun- 
dry other citizens of Tampa, Fla., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented resolutions adopted at the nine- 
teenth annual encampment of the Department of Michigan, Grand 
Army of the Republic, held at Greenyille, Mich., April 8, 1897, 
favoring the enactment of legislation for the relief of Union 
soldiers who suffered in rebel prisons during the suspension of the 
cartel; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 67 citizens of Bay City, Mich., 
praying Congress to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint a monetary commission as proposed by the Indianap- 
olis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry memorials of trades and labor unions 
of Michigan, remonstrating against the passage of the antiscalp- 
ing railroad ticket bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of snndry leather firms of Detroit, 
Mich., praying that hides be retained on the free list in the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented the petition of Maurice Quinn, of Saginaw, 
Mich., praying that white-pine lumber in the rough be placed upon 
the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 891 laboring men of Michigan 
who earn their living by producing lumber and shingles, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing a two- dollar rate upon 
lumber and a 35-cent rate upon shingles; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 47 salt manufacturers of Michi- 
gan, praying for the retention of the present rate of duty on salt 
in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 312 citizens interested in the 
manufacture of lumber along the Michigan shore of Lake Huron, 
praying that the tariff in the pending tariff bill on white pine 
rqugh lumber brought to this country from Canada shall not ex- 
ceed $1 per thousand feet; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 37 citizens and business men of 
Detroit, Mich., oe ing that the duty on rough lumber in the 
pending tariff bill shall not exceed $1 per thousand feet; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 108 citizens of Alcona County, 
Mich., praying that lumber be placed on the free list, or that a 
tariff not to exceed $1 per thousand feet on manufactured lumber 
be placed in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 0 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a memorial of 156 citizens of 
Wichita, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of 60 citizens of 29 Kans., 
praying Congress to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint a monetary commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Implement and Vehicle 
Board of Trade, of St. Louis, Mo., praying Congress to recognize 
the independence of Cuba; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of St. Joseph, 
Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles C. Logan and sundry 
other citizens of St. Joseph, Mo., and a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of southwest Missouri, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called antiscalping railroad ticket bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Green- 
bay, Wis., praying Congress to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indian- 
apolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the J. S. Stearns Lumber Com- 
pany, of Odanah, Wis., relative to the duties to be placed on im- 
ported lumber in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of Forest E. Ludden and 
52 other citizens of Maine, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 


brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of Stetson, Cutler & Co. and sun- 


dry other citizens of Maine, praying for the adoption of the lum- 
ber schedule in the pending tariff bill as reported by the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, and re- 
monstrating against the adoption of any provision for a rebate on 
lumber coming from Canada and made into packing boxes for the 
export trade; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

e also presented the petition of W. M. Nash and sundry other 
citizens of Maine, praying that a duty of not less than $2 per thou- 
sand feet be placed on rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petitions of Arno Marshall and 14 other 
citizens of Trenton, of L. A. Emery and 110 other citizens of 
Hancock County, of Albert H. Genn and 118 other citizens of Han- 
cock County, and of G. R. Campbell and 133 other citizens of 
Washington County, all in the State of Maine, praying that a 
duty of at least 20 per cent be placed in the pending tariff bill 
upon all firewood and kiln wood imported into the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of C. Leo Mees, president 
of the Rose Polytechnic Institute, Terre Haute, Ind., and a peti- 
tion of the board of trustees of the New York Public Library, of 
New York City, N. Y., praying that books, pamphlets, maps, 
charts, scientific apparatus, instruments, etc., imported into thi 
country for the use of libraries be placed upon the free list in the 

ending tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the H. Lieber Company, of In- 
dianapolis, Ind., praying for a retention of the present rate of 
duty on silver leaf in the pending tariff bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Carmel Quarterly Meeting of 
Friends, of Poplar Ridge, Ind., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation regulating the manufacture and sale of cigarettes; whi 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Greens Fork, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation 
prohibiting the sale or giving away of intoxicating liquors in 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the United 
States, remonstrating against the enactment of any legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of David Snyder, of Omaha, Nebr., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the pension laws 
granting an increase of pension to the officers and soldiers of the 
war of the rebellion who are over 75 years of age; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Associated Board of 
Trade of Boston, Mass., praying Congress to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint a monetary commission con- 
sisting of eleven members; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 185 citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the appointment of a commission to consider the ques- 
tion of national currency and banking legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 111, of Des Moines, Iowa, . against an increase 
of duty on tobacco in the pending tariff bill; Which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the Beaver Precinct, of Hamilton County, Nebr., praying 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the Capitol building or upon any grounds controlled 
by the United States Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of Farragut Post, No. 25, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, of Lincoln, Nebr., 
praying for the ratification of the pending arbitration treaty with 
Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lincoln, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the petition of Prof. 
Henry B, Ward, of the University of Nebraska, Lincoln, Nebr., 
and the petition of Prof. George E. MacLean, of the University of 
Nebraska, Lincoln, Nebr., praying that books, pamphlets, etc., im- 

rted into this country for the use of libraries be placed on the 

ree list in the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the petition of Hugh 
Murphy, contractor of public works, of Omaha, Nebr., relative to 
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the duty on asphaltum in the present tariff bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens and busi- 
ness men of Chicago, III., praying Congress to authorize the 
President to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis 
(Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens and business 
men of Illinois, remonstrating against any oF being placed on 
argols and lees (the bases of cream of tartar) in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a pong of the Illinois Commandery of the 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion, of Chicago, II., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to establish a national military park 
to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of Vicksburg; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Chicago, III., 
remonstrating against the enactment. of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of business and banking 
firms of Chicago, III., remonstrating against the enactment of a 
general bankruptcy law; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wil- 
migon, N. C., praying for a duty of not less than $2 per thou- 
sand feet on rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Carolina Lumber 
Protective Association, of Fayetteville, N. C., praying that a duty 
of $2 per thousand feet on logs and rough lumber and $3 per 
thousand feet on dressed lumber be im in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE, I present sundry communications from heads of 
Departments relative to deficiencies in appropriations, which I 
move be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1639) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
culture station in the State of Georgia, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
as an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill and printed; which was agreed to. 

PROPOSED PACIFIC RAILROADS INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Some time ago a resolution submitted by 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. I am directed by the committee to report the reso- 
lution back favorably. If there be no objection, the committee 
would be glad to have immediate action upon it. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 18th ultimo 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice- 
President, whose duty it shall be to investigate the issue of patents for lands 
of the United States to the Pacific railroads and to the Califo and Oregon 
Railroad. Said committee shall also investigate and report to the Senate the 
amount due the orig fund of the Union and Central Pacific roads on ac- 
count of subsidies the Pacific Mail Steamship Company by said roads 
and deducted from the gross earnings of said roads and . to the operat- 


W shall have power to send for persons and papers, to 
administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under oath touching the matters 
which they are ca hy Soy 5 ite toinvestigate, and may hold their sessions 
during the recess of the Senate, and may appoint a clerk for said committee; 
and the necessary and proper expenses incurred in the execution of this order 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers ap- 
proved by the chairman of said committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
—_ for ae immediate consideration of the resolution. Is there 
objection 

r. HOAR. I should like to suggest to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that he will find it a great convenience to add to the 
resolution, “that the powers of said committee may be exercised 
by any subcommittee of their number.” Otherwise, the work of 
administering oaths and sending for persons and papers will have 
to be done by the full committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Iwill gladly accept that suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e resolution will be modified as 
suggested, in the absence of objection. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution as modified. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to have the resolution restated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as 
amended. 

The Secretary read the resolution as amended. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the resolution go to the Calendar. I 
object to its consideration. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1720) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas H. Ballard; which was read twice by its title, 
na with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1721) to amend section 
1 of an act approved December 21, 1893, entitled An act to pro- 
vide for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of 
the Territory of Oklehoma, and for other purposes;” which was 
tes twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1722) to permit C. R. S. Nichols to 
make a second homestead entry; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 8 to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of Frederick W. Joslin, of Clarks, Nebr.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

6 also introduced a bill (S. 1724) granting a pension to J. 
2 Popper ors ee in 1 2 ee of Nebraska; which was 
rea ce by e, and, wi e accompan S, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. iat Sa ul 

He also introduced a bill (S, 1725) for the relief of Capt. Robert 
H. Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
baring 1 ery! papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1726) concerning attorneysand 
marshals of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1727) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Kelleher; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1728) supplemental to an act 
entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military. 
and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also an act approved 
July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act, and other acts amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto, and directing the Attorney- 
General to have certain provisions of said acts judicially Sean | 
and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to take possession o 
the Union Pacific and Central Pacific railroads, to provide for a 
sinking fund, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 


its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. I give notice that I shall offer this as a substi- 
tute for the first bill on the Calendar, Senate bill 119, Order of 
Business No. 1, when that bill is taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER (for Mr. FAIRBANKS) introduced a bill 6. 
1729) for the relief of William B. Fletcher, of Indianapolis, Ind.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. VEST. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask that it be 
read and lie over until to-morrow, when I give notice that I shall 
call it up for the action of the Senate. 

she Jae resolution (S. R. 35) declaring the order of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to delay final liquidation of entries made at 
the respective ports of merchandise arriving after the ist day of 
April, 1897, to be without authority of law, was read the first time 
by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the order recently issued by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to collectors and other officers of the customs, instruetin 


them, unless otherwise ordered, to delay final liquidation of entries made a 

the respective ports of merchandise arriving after the lst day of April, 1897, 
and that such liquidation shall not be cl and stamped, but Shall be held 
open during the pendency of said order, and that said merchandise shall be 
stamped in red ink, “subject to change of duties if required by law.“ is with- 
out authority of law and in violation of the statutes and customs regulations 
governing the payment of import duties at the ports of entry where the same 
may be collected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie over, at 
the request of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 36) to carry 
into effect two resolutions of the Continental Congress, directin 
monuments to be erected to the memory of Gens. Francis N 
and William Lee Davidson, of North Carolina; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair if the joint resolu- 
tion should not go, under the custom of the Senate, to the Com- 
mittee on the Library? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state that a similar resolution was at the 
last session referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 


” 
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and at the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on the 
Library I have again asked that it be referred to that committee. 
It was acted upon by the Committee on Revolutionary Claims fa- 
vorably, and passed the Senate at the last session in regular order. 


Mr. HOAR. I will not make any point on the reference pro- 
posed, but I understand that all matters connected with works of 
art, public monuments, and statues have invariably gone to the 
Committee on the Library. The Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims has been supposed to be confined in its jurisdiction to claims 
growing out of the Revolutionary war in the nature of pecuniary 
claims or special claims. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state that right after the Revolutionary 
war Congress passed a resolution authorizing the governor of 
North Carolina to build a monument to each one of these generals. 
The governor failed to carry out the resolution, and it has been 
lying dormant. This resolution is simply reviving that action. 
It is not a Revolutionary claim in the sense of the claims which 
our State has, to some extent, against Congress growing out of the 
Revolutionary war; but on the advice of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Library I had it transferred at the last session to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and it had the consideration 
of the committee and of the Senate. I have no ate objection, 
however, to its going to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HOAR. ill not interfere. There were several of those 
monuments voted by the Continental Congress and never built 
until a recent time. One was the monument to Lafayette, which 
was completed about six years ago, for which there was a vote of 
the Continental Congress after the close of the Revolutionary war 
and before the adoption of the present Constitution. The atten- 
tion of the new Congress, after the adoption of the Constitution, 
was called to that vote of a monument to Lafayette, and one of 
the members of the House of Representatives replied that the vote 
Hijas a monument. I will not interfere with the Senator’s sugges- 

on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 


printed. 
REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILL. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that an order be made 
to reprint the immigration bill. The supply is entirely exhausted, 
and there is a good deal of demand for it. 

There being no objection, the order was agreed to; as follows: 

Ordered, That S. 112, to amend the immigration laws of the United States, 
as reported to the Senate on March 22, 1897, be reprinted. 

SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to inform the 
Senate of the amount per mile paid to the Southern Railway Company for 
carrying the from Washington to Atlanta and from Atlanta to New 
Orleans each year since 1885; also whether at the last weighing upon that 
road an unusual amount of advertisements were carried in the mails over 
that road,and what move were taken at the time of weighing the mail on that 
road to prevent fraudulent practices on the part of the railroad officials. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Is the morning business closed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrent and other resolutions are 
in order. Are there further resolutions, concurrent or other? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If not, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will 
allow the morning hour proper to be occupied by such business as 
is appropriate to that order. We can, of course, take up the appro- 
5 bills at any time. It can be taken up at 2 o'clock. 

oubtless its consideration is nearly completed. If the Senator 
will yield to me, I desire to make a motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that the Indian appropria- 
tion bill will occupy but a few moments more of the time of the 
banao I think twe have practically completed its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so, too, and that is the reason why I 
want the Senator to defer his motion until 2 o'clock, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is very important that the appropriation 
bill should be disposed of promptly. 


Mr. DAVIS. I wish to know if, when the motion was made, 
morning business was closed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to declare that 
the morning business was closed, but he had not so declared. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I move, in the morning hour, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution intro- 
duced by me in reference to the belligerency of Cuba. 
= Mr. PETTIGREW. That motion can not be made. I have the 

oor, 4 r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota has 
the fioor, but the Senator from Alabama has submitted a request 
to him to defer his motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can not hear the Senator from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. If Ihad the opportunity, I desired to make a 
motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint 
resolution introduced by me for the recognition of the belliger- 
ency of Cuba. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me to submit that motion now. , 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can not yield for that purpose. I wish 
to have the appropriation bill disposed of. It is important that it 
should be disposed of. Besides, the appropriation bill is not an 
unending subject, while the Cuban question is. 

Mr. DAVIS. I gave notice the other day that I should move 
this morning that the Senate go into executive session for the pur- 
pose of considering the arbitration treaty with Great Britain. I 
intended to make that motion this morning. I did not understand 
that the morning business had been cl when the Senator from 
South Dakota attracted the attention of the Chair. Ishouldappeal, 
if I were permitted, to my friend from Alabama to postpone his de- 
sign in regard to the Cuban resolntion in order to allow me to move 
an executive session for the pu at least of fixing a time when 
we shall arrive at a vote upon the arbitration treaty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I must insist upon my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota in- 
sists upon his motion, which is that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian. eee and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for 
other purposes. 8 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to insert at the bottom of page 34: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall, within sixty days after the pas- 
sage of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distributions 
shall be made to the Indian tribes of the West and Northwest. 

The amendment has passed successfully the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and is acceptable to the Senator in charge of the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL < 

Mr, QUAY. What is the amendment? Let it be read. 

The Secretary again read Mr. ALLEN’s amendment. 


Mr. GEAR. Iobject to the adoption of this amendment. I 
understand its purpose is to remove the warehouse for the storage 
of goods for Indians from Chicago to Omaha. If that is to 
pressed, I wish to amend the amendment by striking out the word 
„Omaha and inserting in lieu of it the words Sioux City,” and 
I will state the reasons for my amendment. 

Sioux City is on the Missouri River. It has equal rates of 
freight for the Sore egos e of merchandise with Kansas City, 
Omaha, Council Bluffs, and all other Missouri River points. It is 
much nearer to the Indian reservations to which these goods are 
destined and has much cheaper rates from there than from Omaha 
by virtue of the proximity of Sioux City to that part of the country. 
It seems to me it is not wise to remove the warehouse from Chi- 
cago, which has been for years a general distributing point for 
all Indian supplies purchased for the Indians, but if a change is 
to be made, I wish Sioux City to be designated. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no desire or purpose to remove the sup- 
ply house from Chicago nor to interfere with it in the slightest 

egree. The only pu: is to establish a supply house at Omaha 
by which the Indians in the northwest of the State and 8 
some portions of South Dakota and Colorado may be reached. 
There is no intention whatever to interfere with the supply house 
in Chicago or elsewhere. So I hope my friend will not deem it 
necessary to move to substitute Sioux City. 

Mr. GEAR. I dislike to object to the amendment of my friend 
from Nebraska, but I do not see any reason or propriety in estab- 
lisking two warehouses and creating an additional expense to the 


Government for the distribution of these goods. But if there is 
to be a change of location, I think that the argumentis mainly and 
largely in favor of Sioux City, for the reasons I have adduced, that 
Sioux City has the same rates of freight that all Missouri River 
points have, by virtue of an arrangement with the railroads ter- 
minating on the Missouri River, and that it is in closer proximity 
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to the Indians, even in the State represented in 3 5 by my friend 


from Nebraska. Helivesin the northern part of Nebraska, where 
are the Omahas. It isalso nearer to South Dakota and very much 
nearer to North Dakota. The outfits would be very much more 
easily shipped and at a cheaper rate from Sioux City than from 
Omaha, for the reasons I have given, provided there is to be an 
additional warehouse of this kind established; and I do not think 
there is any necessity for more than one. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; the Senator from Iowa is mistakén. In the 
first place, the amendment is not vulnerable to any objection, be- 
cause it has been regularly reported from a standing committee. 
Under the rules of this Chamber it is entitled to be considered by 
the Senate, and must be considered when presented. 

But aside from that, the Senator is mistaken when he says that 
Sioux City is a better point for distribution. More Indians can be 
reached at a cheaper rate, the whole question pring considered, 
from Omaha than from any other point in the United States. 
Omaha is directly west of Chicago. The few Indians who can be 
found in Iowa (and I do not think there are fifty blanket Indians 
there; they are very few) can be supplied either from Chicago or 
Omaha; but all the Indians, amounting to several thousand in the 
State of Nebraska, several thousand in South Dakota, several 
thousand in Colorado and other Western States, can be reached 
directly from Omaha and much more quickly than they can be 
reached from Sioux City. Sioux City has two or three main lines 
of railway. Omaha has ten main lines, through lines of railway. 
It is true that a greater number of Indians can be reached from 
the city of Omaha more quickly than from any other point in the 
United States. If the goods are shipped by the carload, as they 
must be at times, from Chicago, the supplies can reach their des- 
tination thirty-six hours earlier from Omaha than from Chicago. 

Take a location like Sioux City, having about 13,000 or 14,000 
people, with limited railroad facilities. Lam not saying anything 
against that city, because I know and love many of its inhabitants; 
but why make the change to Sioux City, from a town of one hun- 
dred and sixty-odd thousand people, with warehouse facilities, 
with railroad facilities, and with all the facilities for making a 
quick and cheap distribution of these goods, or a part of them? 

Mr. GEAR, I have not objected to the consideration of the 
amendment on the ground that the Iowa Indians would be bene- 
fited. We have but 460 Indians in Iowa and haps, as the 
Senator says, they are not blanket Indians. But I am making an 
objection to the amendment on its face, for the reason that the 
Indian reservations in the gentleman's own State are many miles 
nearer to Sioux City than they are to the city of Omaha. 

The great body of Indians in South Dakota would be many 
miles nearer to the pan of distribution at Sioux City than at 
Omaha. Sioux City has the same rates of freight. In reference 
to the statement of my friend that it has 13,000 population, I will 
state that it has 40,000 population. It has plenty of railroad facil- 
ities. It is a point just as good for distribution for this purpose 
as the city of Omaha. It isan expense which I do not think, in 
the present condition of the national finances of the country, ought 
to be put upon the Government, to add an additional warehouse 
at Omaha, which means an expense for rental, ete. I know that 
the amendment has the indorsement of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and that it is in order to offer it to this bill, but I think it 
is not a propor thing for the Senate to consider at this time, for the 
reasons Í have given. Ishall oppose the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, and ask for a vote of the Senate upon agree- 
ing to it. 

r. ALLEN. Very well. The Senator from Iowa is mistaken 
in another statement. He says that the Indians to be reached are 
nearer Sioux City than Omaha. 

Mr. GEAR. The Omaha Agency is much nearer. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not correct. The Omaha Agency is not 
nearer. The northern portion of the Winnebago Agency may be 
nearer. But the Senator does not take into account, even if he 
knows, that the Sac and Fox and Otoes and several other tribes of 
Indians are in the southwestern or southeastern portion of the 
State of Nebraska and in the northern portion of Kansas. 

Mr. GEAR. I Will say tothe Senator that Ladmit those Indians 
are nearer to Omaha than to Sioux City, but they are much nearer 
to Kansas City than to the city of Omaha, 

Mr. ALLEN. No; they are not. 

Mr. GEAR. Or equally as near. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is mistaken there. 

Mr. GEAR. And freights can be delivered from Chicago to 
Sioux City just as quickly as to Omaha. Supplies can be siege 
from Sioux City to the interior as cheaply or cheaper than from 
Omaha by virtue of the proximity of Sioux City to the tribes. 
If the gentleman will get a map which has the Indian reservations 
located on it, he will see that 90 per cent of all the Indians who 
would be supplied from Omaha are nearer to Sioux City than 
they are to Omaha, 

. ALLEN. I dislike bik Bata to enter into a controversy 
with my friend from Iowa; Idislike very much to contradict him, 


but he is absolutely mistaken in his statement of facts. But 
pose it were true, suppose the Nebraska Indians were sli hiy 
closer to Sioux City than they are to Omaha, why shoul the 
change be made from Chicago to Sioux City instead of being made 
from Chicago, if it is to be made, to Omaha, in the State of Ne- 
braska? The only reason why my friend 5 4 to substitute 
Sioux City for Omaha is to give the Sioux City business men and 
the railroads entering into that city whatever advantage may 
arise from the change. 

Mr. GEAR. That is correct. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is correct? 

Mr. GEAR. es dona fi 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, that is an entirely selfish motive. 

Mr. GEAR. I admit that. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not a patriotic motive in it; not one. 

Mr. GEAR. Does the gentleman claim any special patriotism 
for trying to add an additional warehouse for Indian supplies at 
the city of Omaha? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do, and I can point out in a moment 

Mr. GEAR. Nothing is in the interests of Omaha and the gen- 
tleman’s constituents, I suppose? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no 

Mr. GEAR. Not at all! 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say to my friend that there are certain 
charges there that would not be to the public interest, but when 
the Senator considers the Indian tribes that are upon the eastern 
side of Colorado, when he considers the Indian tribes that can be 
reached from Omaha and not from Sioux City, Indian tribes in 
Montana, in Wyoming, and in other of the Northwestern and even 
Southwestern States of the Union, he will understand that it 
would be a saving of thousands and hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars a year to the Government to locate a supply house at Omaha 
and not at Sioux City. 

i 5 ane May I make a statement to the Senator from Ne- 
raska 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. - 

Mr. GEAR. I submit to the Senator from Nebraska that all 
the agencies in Colorado can have their freight delivered to them 
more cheaply and more quickly from Chicago than from Omaha, 
because when rgd go to Omaha they break bulk and go into the 
warehouse, and then the goods have to be repacked and sent to 
the Indians by train. Communication from Sioux City north- 
wardly to Montana and elsewhere is equal in its facilities with 
those of Omaha. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. GEAR. There is no lack of patriotism about the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; even that is not important, because if the 
supplies are shipped to the Omaha supply house in sufficient quan- 
tities, an order to that supply house to send certain supplies, for 
instance, into Montana, could be complied with thirty-six hours 
eurlier than it would take a like message sent to Chicago, and the 
saving in expense would be proportionate to the time, 

Mr. GEAR. Does not the Senator know that these goods are 
sent to Chicago, there unpacked and inspected, and that they have 
to be repacked there if they go to Omaha? Why can they not be re- 
packed in boxes, bales, or whatever the mode, and taken direct to 
the agency from there, in preference to breaking bulk again to send 
them to Omaha? I say the same facilities for doing the work exist 
at Sioux City as at Omaha. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was trying to convince my honorable friend of 
the soundness of exactly the position he has finally come to, that 
all the supplies for these Indians should be sent to Omaha and 
there put in warehouse, and when an order comes from one of the 
agencies for phi ee of a particular kind, they can be shipped 
without change of cars to that agency thirty-six hours earlier than 
if shipped from Chicago, 

Mr. GEAR. Let me suggest to the Senator that the orders do 
not come from the agent. The orders for these supplies go from 
this city. They are made on requisitions or according to the 
amount allotted to tribes. The order for supplies goes from the 
Indian Department in this city to the warehouse at Chicago, and 
there they are packed. If they have to go to Omaha, they have to 
be unpacked and reshippedfrom there. The gentleman has noth- 
ing to say about the expense of an additional warehouse at Omaha, 
There is a large additional expense, not only the expense of ware- 
Bonao Fontal, but also the expense of an additional force to handle 

e goods, 

Mr. ALLEN. That would be true at Sioux City. 

Mr. GEAR. I grant that. 

Mr. ALLEN. So it is as broad as it is long. 

Mr. GEAR. But there is no necessity for the expense. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no necessity for this controversy with 
my honorable friend from Iowa. I say to the Senate that it 
would be cheaper by hundreds of thousands of dollars for the 
Government to establish a supply house in the city of Omaha, 
which can be reached by ten railways, running to every point of 
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the compass, and very large supplies to the Indians north, west, 
and south of that point could reach the agencies many hours 
earlier than from many other points. ý E 

Mr. GEAR. Isuppose the Senator from Nebraska includes in 
the ten roads the five great continental roads which run beyond 
Omaha from Chicago, and he does not consider that it would en- 
tail a large additional expense upon the Government in these 
times to establish an additional warehouse, 

Mr. ALLEN. There are but two railroads running west of the 
city of Sioux City. There is only one general railway running 
west of that city. There are branches running west that intersect 
the main line, but there is but one generalroad running west, and 
ee the supplies could not be distributed west of Sioux City 

way. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state to the Senator that the Northwestern 
and the Milwaukee lines, with both of which he is familiar, per- 
meate all through South Dakota; and the Burlington line, with 
which he is also familiar, reaches practically to South Dakota. 
The Senator should get the map and look at it, and become famil- 
iar with the geography of his own ponita 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill pass over this little ebullition on the part 
of the Senator from Iowa simply to say that the Burlington Rail- 
road does not enter Sioux City. It never has, and probably never 


Will. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state for the benefit of the Senator from 
Nebraska that the Pacific road does virtually enter Sioux City 
over the Short Line cut-off. 

A I am not talking about the Pacific Railroad, but 
the Burlington 


Mr. GEAR. The Burlington does not; that is true. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator said the Burlington did. 

Mr. GEAR. I was mistaken as to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Burlington has two crossroads, and a few 
little feeders and intersecting lines, and can get down into Ne- 
braska, west of Omaha, and strike one or two of the main lines. 

Mr. GEAR. I was mistaken about the Burlington. I should 
have said that the Burlington could go to the Black Hills. 

Mr. ALLEN. The supplies have to go first to Omaha. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon. They can go through without 
breaking bulk. 

Mr. ALLEN. We were soang abont Sioux City. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwas mistaken about that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] has pro an amendment, to insert a provision for the 
establi ent of a warehouse for Indian supplies at Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska; and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] moves 
to amend the amendment by striking out the words Omaha, in 
the State of Nebraska,” and inserting the words“ Sioux City, in 
the State of Iowa.” The question is on the amendment pro 
b ae 5 from Iowa to the amendment of the Senator from 

ebraska. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to address myself to the question gen- 
erally. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa does 
not relieve the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska of any 
objection I intend to urge. The objection will lie equally against 
Sioux City and Omaha. The fact is that the city of Omaha is 500 
miles west of Chicago; the city of St. Paulis about an equal dis- 
tance northwest of Chicago; and the present source of supply or 
storehouse for the Indian tribes, is located at Chicago. e fact 
can not be controverted that the major portion of the Indians to 
be supplied from this storehouse are now reached by lines of road 
extending through the ay of St. Paul, to the northwest of Chi- 
ra 4 If the city of Omaha shall by this amendment be desig- 
nated as the place for the general storehouse, it will be necessary, 
as a transportation proposition, to first ship the great bulk of the 

oods west to Omaha; thence in a northeasterly direction back to 
t. Paul; thence west over the main line to the Indian tribes for 
which the ee are intended. 

Mr. ALLEN. How will it be necessary to ship the goods north- 
easterly from Omaha? 

Mr. CARTER. In order to reach the roads at St. Paul. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why have you to reach the roads at St. Paul? 
Every pound of Indian supplies can be put into the State the hon- 
are Li meine represents direct from Omaha over the Burlington 

road. 

Mr. CARTER. That statement is not in conformity with my 
knowledge of the geography of the country. The Burlington road 
would deposit supplies at the city of peg ce in the Yellowstone 
Valley, in the southern part of the State of Montana. The moppie 
could be left there for the Crow Indians, the Flathead Indians, 
possibly, in the west, and the Northern Cheyennes, located near 
the line of the Burlington Railroad. But with reference to the 
Indian tribe at Fort Peck the Blackfeet Indians, and the Fort 
Belknap Indians, it would be necessary to ship over the Northern 
Pacific west from Billings, a distance of about 300 miles; thence 
north over the Great Northern road a considerable distance, and 
east three or four hundred miles, So that it would be a round- 
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about and expensive means of transportation. Ihave no objection 
to the establishment of a warehouse at Omaha for the purpose of 
storing the goods thatcan properly and economically be distributed 


from that point. 

Mr. ALLEN. Just one question more, if the Senator will al- 
low me. When goods Billings, the roads having runnin 
operations, they can be transferred to the Northern Pacific, an 
at another point to the Great Northern? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. And by that means reach every Indian tribe as 
near as they can be reached by railway in Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. However, it will be necessary, as to the Indians 
at Fort Peck, to ship these goods to a point 400 miles to the south- 
west of the point for which they are intended. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that St. Paul is but very little west of Chicago. 

Mr. CARTER. Itis north and west. 

8 = * And Omaha is fully 300 miles farther west than 

t. Paul. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no objection to the Senator's amendment, 
with certain other amendments, which he may accept. Iwill sug- 
gest them for the purpose of avoiding the issue between the Senator 

rom Iowa and the Senator from Nebraska. With these amend- 
ments accepted, I have no interest in either Sioux City or Omaha, 

I suggest that the word the,“ in line 5, immediately before the 
word Indian,” be stricken out and the word “such” inserted in 
lieu thereof, and at the end of line 5 to insert the words ‘‘as the 
Secretary of the Interior may direct;” so that it will remain under 
the control of the Secretary for the purpose of subserving the in- 
terests of the Government in securing the most direct and advan- 
tageous routes over which to send this freight. Has the Senator 
from Nebraska any objection to those amendments? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Secretary will read the amendments, I will 
tell the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the Secretary read the amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendments to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word ‘ Indian,” in line 5, it is 
proposed to strike out the word ‘‘the” and insert the word 
**such;”’ and at the end of the amendment to insert the words“ as 
the Secretary of the Interior may direct;“ so that, if amended, the 
amendment will read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall, within sixty days after the pas- 
sage of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the city of Omaha, in 
the State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distri- 
bution shall be made to such Indian tribes of the West and Northwest as the 

tary of the Interior may t. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will accept the amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there any objection to the amend 
ments? ö 

Mr. CARTER. There is no objection. 

Mr. GEAR. I object. I move to lay the amendment on the 
table, for the reason that it proposes an additional expense to the 
Government to rent a warehouse at Omaha and employ a clerical 
force for the purpose of Careyn dee this business; which, I think, 
in the present condition of the finances of the Government, ought 
not to be thought of for a moment. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator had better let my amendments be 
r e and then move to lay the amendment as amended on the 
table. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

9 GEAR. No; I move to lay the whole amendment on the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
lay on the table the whole amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the question be 
motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] has proposed an amendment, the Senator from lowa 

Mr. GEAR] has moved an amendment to that amendment, and 
he Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] has moved an amend- 
ment. The Senator from Iowa now moves to lay the whole 
amendment on the table. 

Mr.GEAR. The Senator from Nebraska has asked that it may 
be read before the whole ie laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ə Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me understand the matter. I can under- 
stand it from the Chair in a moment. The Senator from Iowa 
par GEAR] moved to amend my amendment, which was proper. 
The Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] offered an amendment, 
which I accepted. The Senator from Iowa now proposes to lay 
the whole thing on the table. What is the whole thing?” 

Mr. GEAR. The original amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska and my amendment to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit, Mr. President, that these amendments 
will have to be voted npon one at a time. 


stated now as it is on the 
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Mr. GEAR. Notatall. My motionis perfectly germane and 


roper, 
z The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the motion 
made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] is in order. 
Mr. GEAR. That includes my own amendment, of course. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the motion should prevail, it 
would carry all the amendments with it. 


Mr. GEAR. It would carry everything with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to la 
on the table the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, wi 
all the pending amendments, 

Mr. GEAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I havea general 
air with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and there- 
‘ore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], and, 
in his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. ve boats 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). lam paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am informed 
that the junior Senator from Nebraska . THURSTON], with 
whom I havea pair, would vote, if present, in favor of thisamend- 
ment and against the motion to lay on the table; and I therefore 
vote navy.“ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask whether or not the senior Senator 
from Texas . MIELS] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have a temporary pair with the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. I will transfer that pair 
to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and vote yea.” 

Mr. GEAR. lam paired with the Senator from New Jersey 

r. SMITH], who is absent. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 

ALTHALL] is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SpooNER], whoisabsent. We have arranged to transfer the pairs, 
= that the Senator from Mississippi and I will be at liberty to vote. 

vote“ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. Under that arrangement Iam at liberty to 
vote, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 


I am paired 


Burrows, Foraker, Mc Wetmo: 
Carter, Frye, Perkins. Wilson." 
Cullom, Gear Platt, N. Y. 
Davis, Hansbrough, tchard, 
Fairbanks, ge, oup, 
NAYS—27. 
Allen, Faulkner, Morgan, Roach, 
Bacon, Gray, urphy, Tilman, 
Bate, Hale, Turp; 
Berry, — Pettigrew. Wal 
Butler, eitfeld, Pettus, Warren, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Quay, White. 
y: cEnery, W. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, w MeBride, Se 
Allis u. George, tle, Smith, 
Baker, Gorman, Martin, 8 3 
Caffery, n. Stewart, 

n. i Milis, Teller, 
Chilton, Hawley, Thurston, 
Clark, Hoar, Morrill, 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Vest, 
Danie. Kenney, Penrose, Wi “4 
Earle, Kyle, Platt, Conn. W. 
Elkins, L. . Proctor. 


So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. TILLMAN. My colleague [Mr. EARLE] is ill, and I ask an 
indefinite leave of absence for him until he is able toreturn to the 


Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Carolina? The ir hears none, and that 
will be the order. P 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska, which, I believe, is the question under 
8 be read. I was not in when the subject was under 

ussion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of page 34 
the following: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall, within esy cars after the pas- 
sage of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the city of O in 
the State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distribu- 
tion shall be made to such Indian tribes of the West and Northwest as the 
Secretary of the Interior may t. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not care to detain the Senate, but it seems 
to me that this would be incurrin ag additional expense, which 
would hardly be justifiable. It would require an increase of the 
Government force, the rent of additional buildings, etc. I am 
inclined to think that the amendment ought not to be adopted, 
and I hope it will not be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, first, on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa . GEAR] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], to insert Sioux City, in 
the State of Iowa,” in place of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER] has proposed an amendment to the amendment, which 
the Secretary will state. 

Mr. BERRY. That was accepted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] 
objected to it, and the Chair takes it that the Senate must decide 
the question. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator from Nebraska had the right 
to accept the amendment to his amendment unless the yeas and 
nays had been ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Nebraska accepts 
the amendment, it will stand as part of the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska, to be acted upon by the Senate. The Sec- 
retary will state the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, 
with the addition of the amendment of the Senator from Montana. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of page 34 it is proposed to insert: 

That the Seeretary of the Interior shall, within sixty days after the pas- 
sage of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the aay of Omaha, in 
the State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distribu- 
made to such Indian tribes of the West and Northwest as the 
Secretary of the Interior may 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment as modifi 

Mr. MORRILL. Obviously this will be of no effect unless there 
is a provision to bear the e of renting a building for the 
purpose. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that there 
should be an amendment appropriating a sufficient amount of 
money to Pay for the rental of a building. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at this time. I prefer to let my amendment 
stand as it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. e is modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to move an amendment on page 59, at the 
end of line 12. I suppose, Mr. President, that this amendment is 
liable to the point of order, but if the Senate will listen to mea 
moment, I am sure no Senator will make it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 12, on page 59, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

That there shall be 9 by the President, by and with the ad vice and 
consent of the Senate, two additional jud for said ; and the 
appellate court of said Territory shall te the pos in several 

tricts therein at which and the times when such ju shall hold court; 
such court to be heid at the places now provided by law: and said judges 
shall be members of the ap te court and shall have all the authority, ex- 
ercise all powers, perform and receive the same salaries as other 
judges of said courts, and shall serve for the term of four years from the date 
of appointment. 

Mr. HOAR. The Judiciary Committee reported a bill at the 
last session for the creation of a single additional judge in the 
Indian Territory, Theevidence was very strong, coming from all 
the judges there and from the Attorney-General's Office, that the 
judicial force of that Territory is totally inadequate. There is 
a considerable number of murder cases pending there; there is a 
very large number of criminal cases other than capital, and, of 
course, a very large number of civil cases coming up. 

When that bill was pending in the Committee on the Judiciary 
and that provision was recommended, the Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. PLATT] who is a member of the Committee on Terri- 
tories and was, I think, also on the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and who understood the subject very thoroughly, was absent 
from the meeting of the committee. He stated on the floor of 
the Senate that he thought the bill ought to have provided for 
two additional judges instead of one, but the bill, I think, passed 
the morning it was reported, and the Senate thought best not to 
reconsider it, and sent it to the House of Representatives; but 
they had put into an appropriation bill this very clause, to wit, a 
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provision for appointing two additional judges. The House 
struck out our provision on the ground that they had already 
passed a provision for one judge, and thought they would not 
therefore make another provision at that time. But the bill pro- 
viding for one judge failed at the close of the session to receive 
the attention of the President, and the clause providing for two 
judges did not get through, because the appropriation bill, it 
aa did not get through, and the House, asI said, disagreed 
it. 

This is a proposition for the appointment of two additional 
judges, who are clearly necessary, which the Senate approved 
unanimously last winter. 

Mr. VEST. Let that amendment be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be again stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. Hoar. , 

Mr. HOAR., I will state that I propose this amendment with 
the approbation of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, the Senator who has charge of the pending bill. 

Mr. VEST, I have no objection to the amendment, but I sim- 
ly want to understand it. If I understand it, it does not change 
he existing districts. 

Mr. HOAR. No. $ 

j 555 VEST. It merely proposes to furnish two additional 
udges? 

Mr. HOAR. It provides for the appointment of two additional 
judges. If we choose hereafter to make new districts, of course 
we can do so at any time. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to Say pa of the Senator how many 
judges would that make for the ian Territory? 

Mr. HOAR. There are three now, and if this’ provision be 
adopted it will increase the number to five. 

Mr. BACON. Will it take five judges to do the business of that 
Territory? 

Mr. HOAR. It will. If the Senator will examine the letter of 
Judge Springer and the letter of the other judge, whose name I 
do not now remember, he will find that they think five judges 
will be inadequate. 

Mr. BATE. That subject was under discussion at the last ses- 
sion, and we concluded to have but one judge. I do not know 
why we should have two now. 

Mr. HOAR. I have just told the story, and I will repeat it. 

The Judiciary Committee reported a provision for one judge, 
which passed. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] who 
is a member of the Committee on Territories and also of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was absent from the meeting of the 
Judiciary Committee which recommended one additional judge. 
He came into the Senate afterwards and insisted that there ought 
to be two judges. He had given very careful and thorough at- 
tention to the subject, and thought that two judges would not be 
more than enough. Thereupon the Senate, which had passed a 
bill providing for one judge after pretty full and considerable 
discussion, passed, I think without any t, the provision for 
two judges which I now offer, and it was put in the appropria- 
tion bill and went over to the House of Representatives, but the 
bill did not become a law. 

Mr. BATE. If I understand this amendment, it does not affect 
the jurisdiction of the courts at all. It merely increases the num- 
ber of pors in that Territory. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. 

Mr. BATE. They are to have like authority and like jurisdic- 
tion with the judges now sitting there. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The. question is on the adoption of 
z es proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BERRY. I offer an amendment to the bill, to which I ask 
the attention of the Senator from South Dakota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Me bere 5 At the end of line 2, on page 39, it is proposed 
insert: 


10, 1896, making appropriations for current and contingent enpenses of the 
— — oa fulfilling treaty ee with various Ind 


tion by such Com- 
mission for a period of six months 5 this act. And any 
name appearing on such rolls and not co! by the act of June 10, 1896, as 
3 affected shall have ten days’ 
vestigate and determine the right of such party to remain upon such roll 
yone whose name shall be 
stricken from the roll by such Commission shall have the right of appeal, as 
provided in the act of June 10, 1800. 


Mr, BERRY. Mr. President, in the last Indian ap 
act it was provided that the rolls of the various tri 


priation 
s as they 
then exis should be confirmed. It was also provided that 
the Dawes Commission, within a certain period after hearing, 
should have authority to pince additional names upon those rolls, 
where it was found that they were entitled to be placed upon the 
rolls, leaving to either party the right of appeal to the courts. In 
construing the words rolls as they now exist,” the Commission 
came to the conclusion that they were compelled, under the act 
confirming those rolls, to allow each name to remain on the roll, 
however it may have been Free there, if it was on the present roll. 

The delegates from the Cherokee Nation believe that that works 
an injustice in this respect. They have no objection whatever to 
the confirmation of the authenticated rolls which have been ap- 
pores by the council, nor do they object to all other names which 

ave been placed upon the rolls o the council, all names that 
have been go there by the courts duly authorized, all those put 
on by the Commission under the act of 1896 being confirmed and 
kept on the rolls, but in addition to these, especially in the Chero- 
kee Nation, the officials or some one else at the time when the pay- 
ment was to be made there put on the names of ns who were 
not authorized to be put upon the rolls. It is alleged that names 
were placed there by parties fraudulently, for the purpose of en- 
abling those persons to receive a part of the money received from 
the sale of the Strip. 

Those names are still on that roll. It is alleged that they are 
the names of white men or Indians who have no right what- 
ever in the nation; that they ought never to have been put on 
the rolls; that they were put on through fraud or mistake, and 
that if they are permitted to remain, these persons will take part of 
the territory in allotment, while it all belongs to the Indians. If 
that be true, those names should be stricken off. 

Now, the amendment merely provides that the Dawes Commis- 
sion shall investigate names of that character only. The Commis- 
sion are not to go back to investigate any names which were placed 
upon the roll by the councils or the courts of the Indian Terri- 
tory, but only those who have been placed there otherwise, It 
provides that the Commission shall make an investigation; that 
they shall give any man whose name they propose to strike from 
the rolls ten days’ notice before the investigation begins, and if 
they find he is not entitled to be there, then his name shall be 
stricken off. If the party feels that he has been aggrieved by the 
decision of the Commission, he has the right of appeal to the courts 
of the United States in the Territory. I think the amendment 
ought to be adopted. I do not think parties who are white men, 
who have no rights in that nation, whose names were placed there 
by fraud—and it is said in some cases by bribery—should be per- 
mitted to come in and participate in the allotment of those oe 
lands which it is proposed hereafter to make. I hope the Senator 
from South Dakota will not object to the amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is rather an important matter and 
one which has not been considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs or any other committee of this body. Therefore I shall 
certainly object to the amendment being placed on the bill with- 
ont that investigation and consideration which is so important to 
the disposal of a matter of such magnitnde as this. I very much 
hope that the amendment will not be adopted. It proposes to go 
into the rolls of those tribes and decide who ‘inl rani upon 
them. Iam not prepared, without a thorough and careful inves- 
tigation of the matter, to determine the question. It is a matter 
that ought to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
thoroughly investigated. It may have very far-reaching and seri- 
ous c uences. It seems to me the amendment is entirely out 
of order on this bill. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be stated. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will give 
it attention. He will see that it does not gointo the rolls, or those 
which would properly be construed to be the rolls. The Senate 
will bear in mind that the rolls as now exist” were confirmed by 
the act of 1896. We do not pr to disturb that, but we simply 
mean to construe what the word rolls“ means; how it shall be 
considered. Now let the amendment be read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I make the point of order i the 
amendment that itis Lega: pure and simple, and that it does 
not come recommended by any committee of this body. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to say one word upon the point of 
order. The bill itself, as it comes from the other House, provides 
that the Commission shall be continued. If the Chair will exam- 
ine the bill as it comes from the House of Representatives, he will 
see that it provides for the continuance of the Dawes Commission 
with the same powers to treat that they have heretofore had and 
with other additional powers. 

Now, the amendment is nothin 
tained im the bill. Itsimply provi 
is provided for, shall have ss 


new to what is already con- 
es that the Commission, which 
additional powers in regard to the 
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proposed investigation. The Commis- 


It is not new legislation. 
sion is already provided for in the appropriation bill, and this is a 


simple amendment to the powers already conferred upon it by the 
bill as it comes to us from the other House. There is no rule that 
requires the amendment to go to a committee. It is not new legis- 
lation in the sense in which that term is used by the rule, because 
the Dawes Commission is provided for in the bill as it comes from 
the other House. It is simply an amendment to that provision, 
construing the word rolls as used in the act of 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that the point of 
order is not well taken. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. Baco answered 
to his name. 

Mr. CHILTON. I suggest that we have an explanation of the 
amendment from the Senator from Arkansas. at I wish to 
do is to vote peg rent fie this question. I ask the Senator 
from Arkansas to repeat his explanation and to make it a little 
plainer, if possible. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I regret—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas can pro- 
ceed only by unanimous consent, the roll call having commenced 
and there having been a response. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Arkansas will proceed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I am sorry that I did not explain 
the matter fully. In the last Indian appropriation act, approved 
June 10, 1896, it was provided that the rolls of the various tribes 
as they then existed should be confirmed. The question before 
the Commission was the construction of the rolls of the various 
tribes. I doubt very much whether the construction given to it 
by the Commission was the correct construction. They held that 
any man whose name was now on any of those Indian rolls, 
there in any way, constituted a part of the rolls of the tribe. y 
amendment says that the word “rolls” shall be construed to mean 
all those who are on the rolls by the authority of the councils of 
the nations or either of them. 

In addition to that, all the names which have been put on since 
the rolls were authenticated by the council, and their descendants, 
and all the names which have been put upon them by any court 
of the Indian Territory, 8 to pass upon such acts, 
shall also be considered as belonging to the rolls and as being 
members of the tribe. All the names of those who have been 
added by the authority conferred upon the Dawes Commission 
shall also remain. 

But, Mr. President, in addition to that, some men’s names have 
got on the rolls illegally. It is said and charged—and I believe it 
to be true—that men down there were hired to put on the names 
of white men; that when they came to distribute the Strip money 
men went there and got names inserted not by the council, not 
by the courts, but that certain officials in the Cherokee Nation 
and other parties claiming the right put the names on in order to 
enable those parties who were not entitled to any of that 
money to receive a part of it. They did receive it, and their 
names now appear upon the rolls. 

If there is no additional legislation, these men whose names were 
fraudulently placed there, with no right in the Indian Territory, 
with no Indian blood in their veins, will come in and get a part of 
this land when it comes to be allotted. The amendment proposes 
a remedy in regard to that class of men, and that class only, because 
the others are all confirmed and reconfirmed by the amendment. 
But as to that class of names not put upon the rolls by the council, 
not put upon the rolls by the courts, not put upon the rolls by the 
Dawes Commission, but put upon them otherwise, illegally, the 
Dawes Commission shall have a right for six months to investigate 
each case, first giving the party ten days’ notice that they propose 
to strike hisnametherefrom. Then if they find that he ought not 
to be on there; that he is a white man, or not an Indian; that he 
has not any right in the Indian Territory; that he is not entitled 
to a share in the allotment of the land, they shall have the power 
to strike his name from the rolls. If he feels that he is aggrieved, 
he will still have the right, under the amendment, to ap to the 
United States court in that Territory to determine whether or 
not he has been wronged. That is all there is in the amendment, 
and that is the purpose and object of it. 

Mr. BATE. 50 Lask the Senator from Arkansas a question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. I understood the Senator from Arkansas to say in 
his first explanation that it is the desire of the Civilized Tribes 
themselves that the amendment shall be passed? 

Mr. BERRY. I stated that it is the earnest desire of the dele- 
gates from the Cherokee Nation. The others I have not consulted, 
because I think they are not here. 

Mr. BATE. Those who are here desire it? 

Mr. BERRY. They desire it, and I am absolutely certain eve 
other Indian in the Territory would desire it, because it is fair an 
right and just. It would be an outrage and a shame if these men, 


whose names were put upon the rolls fraudulently, who have no 
nee there whatever, should come in and take part of the land 
Kå ice belongs alone to the Indian tribes, and does not belong to 

e others. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The rolls of the Five Civilized Tribes have 
been made up by the tribes themselves. The Department has 
accepted those rolls, and the Indians have been paid large sums 
of money in accordance with those rolls. Now, the proposition is 
to open up the question as to the rights of those upon the rolls, 
and perhaps exclude large numbers of them. The right to con- 
nection with these tribes is a right which has not been closely or 
carefully guarded in the past. There are men upon the rolls 
who are not members of the tribes—the Cherokees, for instance— 
by blood, but they are there with the consent of the tribes and 
with the assent of the Government. Now, the proposition is to 
open up this question, and perhaps exclude from the rolls a thou- 
sand or two thousand people who have been paid large sums of 
money. What then? The moment we exclude them from the 
rolls the Indians will come in as tribes and say to us Refund this 
money which you wrongfully paid to people who did not belong 
to the tribes;“ and the chances are that the next thing will bea 
claim for a million dollars or so. 

Those rolls have been accepted by the tribes; they have been ac- 
cepted by the Government, and the question should not be opened, 
There has been fraud enough as to the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
money enough has been paid to those people. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? This money was paid over to the Cherokee Nation; it was 
distributed by the nation, and not by the Government; and how 
could the nation ever come back here and say, Because we wrong- 
fully distributed this money we will ask the United States to pay 
us?” So much for that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President. 

Mr. BERRY. One other word. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will answer the question, if the Senator 
from Arkansas desires. 

Mr. BERRY. Let me put the other with it; then the Senator 
can answer both. Now, he says we propose to go back and open 
these rolls. I say the amendment confirms the rolls as made by 
the council of each nation, by the courts of each nation, and it 
only proposes to investigate those names which were put on with- 
out any authority from the Indian councils or the Indian courts; 
ut there, it is said, by corrupt men, in order that they might 

vide with the Indians an appropriation of money that did not 
belong to them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Since 1880. 

Mr. BERRY. Since 1880, and we not only propose to investi- 
gate each case, but to give the man notice beforehand so that he 
can appear and show whether he is entitled to remain, and if the 
Commission decide that he is not, he can ap to the United 
States court before his name is stricken off. How can that work 
injustice to any human being? It is an injustice to let men whose 
names were thus put upon the rolls, not by the authority of the 
Indians, step in and share with the Indians the land which belongs 
alone to the Indians. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, in the first place, within 
the last sixty days we have paid hundreds of thousands of dollars 
to these Indians through an agent of the Government, and all 
payments have to be made through an agent of the Government, 
under an act of Congress passed two or three years ago. No pay- 
ment can be made except through an officer of the Government 
and direct to the Indians. 

Mr. BERRY. The Strip money was paid over to the nation, as 
the Senator knows. 5 

Mr. PETTIGREW. vey true; but that was several years ago. 
However, we have now paid within the last three or four months 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to these several tribes through an 
officer of the Government, and the law requires that all payments 
now and hereafter shall be made in that way. I say this is too 
important a question to be brought in here upon an appropriation 
bill without being investigated by a committee of this body, and 
if the Senate decide to adoptit, they must doit against my protest. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the call- 
ing of the roll. 

The 5 resumed the roll call. 

Mr. FOR R (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. EARLE], who is not in the 
Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surrul. He is not here, and I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I transfer 
my pair with the absent Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL I to 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. I will let the pair 
stand until the Senator from Ohio returns. 


Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 3 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called), I am paired with 
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the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have arranged 
with the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] to transfer 
the pair I have with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] 
to my colleague [Mr. EARLE], who is paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Ohio. That leaves us free to vote. I vote “ yea. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 


Mr. LLINGTON (when his name was called). Iam ee 
with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
WETMORE}. £ 
of us has the right to vote on matters not political, and as it is nec- 
essary to make a quorum, I will permit my vote to stand, although 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island has not voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 80, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Morgan, Roach, 
Bate, Frye, Nelson, Shoup, 
Berry. Gray, 9.5 Stewart, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Tillman, 
iton, Lindsay, ettus, Vest, 
A McEnery, Pritchard, White, 
U. McMilian, — 3 
Fairbanks, Mills, awlins, 
NAYS—1l4. 
en. Gallinger. Mason, Warren, 
1 Bane Pettigrew. Wilson. 
Davis, Hansbrough, Platt. N. Y. 
Foraker, Lodge, s Turpie, 
NOT VOTING—43. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Kenney, Sewell, 
Allison, Gear, Kyle, Smith, 
Baker, George, McBride, Spooner, 
Butler, Gorman, tle, Teller, 
Caffery, Hanna, Martin, Thurston, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Turner, 
55G 
wley, urphy, ellington, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
Earle, Jones, Nev. tor, 


So the amendment was a; to. * 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to offer an amendment. At the end 
of line 21, page 23, I move to strike out the period, and, substitut- 
ing a comma, insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 21, on page 23, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the period, and, substituting a comma, insert: 

And Me yal bane rage of the peace in and for the Territory of Oklahoma shall not 
have qu ction of any actions in civil cases against members of the Osage and 
Kansas tribes of Indians residing on their reservations in Oklahoma Territory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis an absolute necessity. The Indians 
from the Osage Indian Reservation are caught over within the 
bounds of Oklahoma, and they are sued there before a justice of 
the peace. Those justices hold that houses and barns and wire 
fences attached to the soil, owned by the Osage Indians, are per- 
sonal property; they render judgment against them, and they send 
a constable over there and take a house and sell it or they take a 
wire fence and sell it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Are the Osages on a reservation of their own? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are on their own reservation. 

Mr. DAVIS. Do process of justice and execution run in the 
reservation? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They go inside the reservation. This is 
simply to 5 interference. 

. PETTIGREW. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. On page 40, after line 15, I move to insert: 

For locating the Digger Indians in California upon lands recently purchased 
for them, and for their subsistence and civilization, and the pure of farm- 


ing implements, seeds, and other articles, including the pay of a practical 
farmer, $3,900. 


Mr. President, this amendment would have been considered by 
the Committee on Appropriations had it been called to the atten- 
tion of my colleague or myself. It was my purpose to explain the 
iba but my friend from South Dakota says to me that if I 

o not make a speech he will accept the amendment. Therefore I 
am very glad to 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of the Senatorin charge 
of the bill to page 40, line 14. I see as printed it reads: 

For support and civilization of Carlos’s band of Flatheads, Montana. 


He is not present, but under our arrangement either 


Ido not know of any such band of Indians in Montana. Charlot 
is the name of the head chief of the Flatheads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator offer an amendment? 

Mr. VEST. There is no such chief there as Carlos. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think there is no doubt but that the 
proper tribe wonld get the money under this provision. How- 


ever, if the Senator from Missouri desires to offer an amendment, 
I have no objection to it. i 

Mr. VEST. I call the attention of the Senators from Montana 
to this clause. They know the fact to be as I have stated it. It 
happened that I went there as a member of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and I had a conference with Charlot and the other 
chiefs of the tribe. I know I was instrumental in having him 
leave his old reservation and go over to Jocko, where he now is. 
He is the hereditary chief of the Flatheads, and his name is Char- 
lot. It is spelled here Carlos's band of Flatheads.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Dakota 
accept the amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the change of the 
name from “Carlos” to Charlot” will be made. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the amendment is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate uest a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HALE. So far as my knowledge goes, that has never been 
done upon appropriation bills, but the amendments put on by the 
Senate are sent to the House to give an opportunity for the House - 
to scrutinize or possibly agree to them, I should not want it to 
become a precedent. If there are — reasons why it should be 
done in this case that the Senator from South Dakota can give, I 
will not object. I think it is better to let the bill take the usual 
course. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I withdraw my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
South Dakota is withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the Senator from Minnesota to wait a mo- 
ment and let me offer a resolution calling for information. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 


RECIPROCITY OF TRADE, 


Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby directed to inform the 
Senate what eements, if any, were entered into with foreign governments 
under section 3 of the act of October 1, 1890, providing for reciprocity of trade 
between the United States and foreign countries; what countries entered 
into agreements with the United States; what countries reduced their rates 
of duty on our exports, and the articles exported from the United States 
upon which the duties were reduced. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE MILLIKEN, 


Mr. HALE announced the death of Hon. SETH L. MILLIKEN, 
late a Representative from the State of Maine, which occurred at 
3 in this city at 9 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m. yes- 
terday. 2 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent to join the committes appointed on the part of the House of Representa- 


tives to take order for 3 funeral and to accompany the 
remains to the place of interment at Belfast, Me. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. GALLINGER, 
Mr, CARTER, Mr. Gray, and Mr. CHILTON as the committee on 
the part of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, as a further mark of respect to the 
memory of the deceased, the Senate (at 2 o'clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 20, 1897, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 19, 1897. 
MARSHAL. 

Jasper P. Grady, of the Indian Territory, to be marshal of the 
United States court of the central district in the Indian Territory. 
POSTMASTER. 

Ruel Rounds, to be postmaster at Idaho Falls, in the county of 
Bingham and State of Idaho, 
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TUESDAY, April 20, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


IMPRISONMENT OF RICHELIEU AND BOLTON, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of March 26, 1897, I transmit a 
report from the Secretary of State and accompan papers relating to the 
arrest and nye pera — . de Cuba of the erican citizens Gus- 
tav Richelieu and August 8 5 ; 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, April 19, 1897. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented the memorialof Loeb & Hene, of Lafay- 
ette, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed duty on linens in the 
pending tariff bill; which was referred tothe Committee on Finance. 

He also presented sundry petitions of cigar makers of Richmond 
Ind., remonstrating against the „55 of duty on leaf 
tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, : 

Mr. BAKER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., praying Congress to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission as proposed ay the Indianapolis 
(Ind.) mone convention; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. E 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Newton, 
Kans., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Fort Scott, Kans., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of sundry lum- 
ber dealers of North Tonawanda, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the imposition of a duty in the pending tariff bill of less than 82 

r thousand feet, board measure, upon Canadian pine rough 
Panter: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Joseph Le Comte Manufac- 
turing Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting an allowance of drawback 
on exported tin packages; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. $ 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 74 citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to reform the currency 
and banking laws of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry memorials of citizens of Kansas 
City, St. Joseph, and St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to de- 
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 3 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of 
Austin, Tex., praying that an appropriation be made to pay the 
judgments of the Court of Claims rendered in favor of letter car- 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on 3 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Department of 
Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, remonstrating against 
the consolidation of the Detroit pension agency with the Indian- 
apolis agency; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Department of Michigan, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to establish a national cemetery at Vicksburg, Miss.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

He also presented a petition of sundry tea dealers of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the imposition of a 2 of 10 per cent in the 

ding tariff bill on tea imported into the United States froin 
nada; which was referred to the Committee on Ce. 

He also presented a petition of 121 citizens of Menominee, Mich., 
who, with their families, are dependent upon the lumber business 
for support, praying that the lumber schedule in the pending tar- 
iff bill be adopted as it was piel by the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, III., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
scalping railroad ticket bill; which was referred to the Conimittee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Mexican Amole Soap Com- 
pany, of ria, III., remonstrating against the duty of 
1 cent per pound on tallow in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. > 

Healso presented a memorial of sundry citizens and cigar makers 
of Danville, Ill., remonstrating against an increase of duty on leaf 


tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens and business men 
of Bloomington, II., praying Congress to authorize the President 
of the United States to appoint a monetary commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Atlanta, 
Ga., praying Congress to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint a monetary commission; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BATE. I present the petition of E. C. Camp, president of 
the Coal Creek Coal Company, and sundry other citizens of Knox- 
ville, Tenn., praying Congress to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indian- 
apolis (Ind.) monetary convention. The petition is similar to the 


-| one just presented by the Senatorfrom Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and 


I present it by request. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE 55 a memorial of the Pennsylvania 
Museum and School of Industrial Art, remonstrating against the 
imposition of an ad valorem duty in the pending tariff bill on 

eninge and statuary; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance, 

He also presented memorials of the Young Men’s Republican 
Club of Philadelphia, of the Union Republican Club of the Eight- 
eenth Ward of Philadelphia, and of the Penrose Republican Club 
of the First Ward of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, remonstrating against and condemning the present civil- 
service law; which were referred to the Committee on Civil Sery- 
ice and Retrenchment. 

He also poente a petition of Electric Council, No. 354, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of East Mauch Chunk, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting protection to 
American citizens in Cuba; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Christjan Endeavor Society 
of Collegeville, Pa., and a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of Trappe, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
478, making it unlawful for any person or persons to sell or give 
away, with or without meals, any kind of intoxicating liquors in 
the Capitol building; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

He also presented petitions of 17 citizens of Philađelphia; of 60 
citizens of Denver; of 21 citizens of Reamstown, and of 30 citizens 
of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the acquisition of real estate 
in the United States by aliens, and the establishment of trusts and 
the issuance by corporations of securities in excess of capital in- 
vested; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Da Costa, president of the 
College of Physicians, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that books, 
instruments, scientific ap tus, etc., imported into this conntry 
for the use of colleges and scientific purposes be admitted free of 
se A which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented a petition of the Equal Suffrage Association, 
of Oxford, Pa., and a porion of the Society of Friends of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the ratification of the pending arbitra- 
pag treaty with Great Britain; which were ordered to li 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Monroe Doctrine Club, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Monroe Doctrine Club, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the term questions of servitude ” 
be stricken out of Article IX of the proposed arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Thomas Davis Club, of Phil- 
adelphia; of the Speranza Club, of Philadelphia; of the T. F. Burke 
Club, of Philadelphia; of the Irish-American Club, of Philadel- 
phia; of the T. F. Meagher Club, of Philadelphia; of Division No. 
46, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Philadelphia; of the Malta 
Association, of Philadelphia; of Division No. 1, Ancient Order of 
Hibernians, of Williamsport, and of the St. Patrick Beneficial 
Society, of Williamsport, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and a 
memorial of Division 2, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Camden, 
N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the pending arbi- 
3 with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. ° 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 122, of 
Warren, Pa., and a memorial of sundry cigar makers of McSher- 
rystown, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of duty on im- 
ported leaf tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I t a petition of a large number of 
prominent citizens of ord, Conn., my own town, praying for 


e on the 
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He also introduced a bill (S. e eee a pension to Mar- 
et Butler Meade and Henrietta Meade, daughters of the late 

j. Gen. George Gordon Meade, United States Army; which was 
rend twicd by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1747) authorizing the President to 
8 and retire David McMurtrie Gregg, late captain Sixth 

nited States Cavalry, and late brevet major-general of United 
States Volunteers, with the rank and grade of captain; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1748) to pay the 
administrator of the estate of Bluford West, deceased, for the 
Bluford West Saline, in Cherokee Nation; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be peopogea 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on r and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


PROPOSED LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. MASON. I offer a resolution which I should like to have 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules are instructed to report at an earl 
day an amendment to the rules providing for the limitation of debate 
for the ordering of the previous question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule. 

STATISTICS, ETC., RELATING TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES. Ý 

Mr. HOAR. Iask leave to call up the resolution which I in- 
troduced a few days ago and put it on its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read, 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar on 
the 13th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to ascertain and report 
to the Senate from time to time the following erer in regard to each 
of the nations with which the United States has diplomatic relations, namely: 

The amount of taxes or excises imposed or raised by such countries or 
other sources of income; 

The mode of collection of such taxes or excises; 

The statistics of exports and pee 

Statistics of vessels built and of vessels purchased from other countries; 
of tonnage owned and 3 in commerce with other countries; and the 
methods or systems of aiding and protecting the merchant marine; 

Facts and statistics concerning marine insurance, the different systems of 
vessel inspection and classification in use; the methods of 5 the 
discrimina as affecting American vessels, and the rates of insurance on 
hulls and cargoes of different kinds of vessels en in the foreign trade; 

The amount expended on improving rivers and harbors, the construction ` 
of docks and other commercial facilities, and keeping the same in re „and 
whether there are any cha: or imposts on commerce to pay for the same, 
and what corporations, public officers, or boards have charge of providing or 


managing the same; 

The method of collecting duties; 
The several objects of publi ditu 

e several objects of public expen re; 
The 3 system; 
The of crimes, offenses, and punishments; 
The numbers of the army and nary; 
The police or other arrangement for preserving peace and enforcing the 


law; 

oniving public moneys the ˙· - ail securities for the DUPAY 
u mone © kee accounts and sec or 

custody and 8 of Dabio funds; z 

The public indebtedness; 

The method of enacting laws; 

The character of the legislative chambers; the persons or public officers or 
ministers who have, practically, the control of determining what laws shall 
2 upon their passage, or what items of public expenditure shall be con- 

ered; 


And; in general, such pther information of like character as may be deemed 
important, in order that the Senate may have for convenient reference and 
instruction the particulars of the legislative, executive,and judicial mechan- 
ism of the governments aforesaid. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator whether in the clause 
„the amount of taxes or excises imposed or raised by such coun- 
tries or other sources of income,” it would not be better to say 
and other sources of income,” so as to include everything. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection. I suppose it means the same 


thing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be modified asindicated. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


TAX UPON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. CULLOM. Isubmit a resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of 1 
quested, at his earliest convenience, 88 8 


e 
the effect the present rate of internal-revenue tax distilled 
eghvtie hiss het oat has upon its legitimate and Monest production in thé 


the appointment of a commission as recommended by the Indian- 
‚polis monetary convention. I move thatthe petition be referred 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR. I present, by request, additional evidence in the 
claim of the Columbian Iron Works, of Baltimore, Md. I move 
that the evidence be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 117) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
‘of the U. S. revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massachusetts, 
Ba Vises it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
hom was referred the bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 
PACIFIC COAST DEEP-WATER HARBOR. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
Vas referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. JONES of 
Arkansas on the 15th instant, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, to be delivered 

the superintendent of the document room, 500 additional copies of the 
port made by the board appointed to locate a deep-water harbor at Port 

7 Angeles or at San Pedro, Cal., under the provisions of the river and 
‘bor act of June 3, 1896. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1730 ting an increase of 
ion to Thomas J. Matlock, of Mount Hope, Kans.; which was 
ad twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
d twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ims: 


A bill (S. 1731) for the relief of Benjamin F. Ruggles; and 

A bill 5 1732) for the relief of John C. Brown. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1733) granting a pension 
9 ye M. Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and 

erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIH introduced a bill (S. 104) ee an increase of 

nsion to John McGriffin; which was twice by its title, and, 

ith the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
ons. : 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1785) granting a pension to 
Henry J. Alvis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1736) to define the ae 

urisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States and of the 
nited States circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit over 

e judgments and decrees of the United States district court for 

e District of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1737) to correct the military 
record of Patrick Hanley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1788) for the relief of Henry Hoover; 
4 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

m Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to es 
M. Shepard, widow of Cleveland E. Shepard, late private in Com- 
pany Forty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers; which 

as read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
geverally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 1740) to quiet land titles in the District of Columbia 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1741) to provide for the appointment of a collector of 
fines in the police court of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes (um accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1742) to require flagmen at rapid transit street rail- 
road crossings in the city of Washington (with accompanying 


papere) and 
bill (S. 1748) for the prevention of bastardy in the District of 
Columbia, and for other par Bases 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 1744) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sabina O’Callaghan, administratrix of the estate of Denis O’Cal- 
laghan, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1745) to indemnify the State 
of Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into 
the military service by the governor under the proclamation of the 
President of June 15, 1863; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Dnited § aes, and upon the amount of revenue derived by the Government 


m 7 

Second, whether the influence of the present rate has resulted in the in- 
crease of illicit distillation and the encouragement of fraud upon the rey- 

enue; and if so, to what extent; 
Third, what effect the present high rate of taxation has had upon the 
uantity of alcohol used in the arts, and if the result has been to restrict, 
t, or prevent the use of alcohol in the arts, and whether a rate which 
produced such result is essential to the collection of the amount of revenue 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my friend from Illinois 
whether he can incorporate in the resolution, if it does not now 
cover it, a communication to the Senate of all practicable methods 
which have been suggested for exempting alcohol used in the arts 
from any tax, and at the same time 5 the United States 
from fraud in regard to the tax on other alcohol. 

If the Senator will don me one observation, Iam one of those 
persons who believe that alcohol used in the arts ought to be ex- 
empted from taxation, and who further believe that with a desire 
on the part of the persons clothed with authority over that sub- 
ject to accomplish the result it can be accomplished by this coun- 
try as easily as it has been accomplished by other countries. I 
regard the failure to accomplish that and the treatment of the 
honest manufacturers, the druggists and the other classes, the 
proprietors of patent medicines, some of which are of very great 
public value, as everyone knows, in regard to the matter of their 
right to exemption, which is now affirmed by law, as contrasted 

th the treatment of the 2 trust, as one of the reproaches 
and scandals of our legislation. I inquire of the Senator whether 
the resolution, in his judgment, will cover that subject? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the last few lines of the resolution will 
cover almost any question that is pertinent to the subject of the 
tax on high wines. Let the Secretary read the last clause. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Fifth. For any other information in this behalf which will assist in reach- 
ing a right conclusion as to the rate of internal tax which should be levied 
aio collected upon distilled spirits. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to add, if the Secretary will take it down 
and see whether the Senator agrees to it—— 

Mr, CULLOM. Yes; let it be read for information. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to add: 

Together with any practicable scheme— 

Or plan,“ perhaps, would be better than scheme“ 


Together with any practicable plan which may have been brought to the 
attention of the retary for securing the exemption from taxation of 
alcohol in the arts and at the same time protecting the Government 
against fraud in regard to the tax assessed upon alcohol used for other pur- 
poses. 


Or something of that kind. 

Mr. CULLOM, I would have no objection to that provision 
being added if it would not hinder a prompt answer to the resolu- 
tion which I have introduced. 

Mr. HOAR. The Secretary can answer from time to time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that the inquiries I have made in the 
body of the resolution ought to be answered at as early a time as 
possible, so as to be put before the Committee on Finance, now 
considering the tariff bill. Whether the amendment would delay 
the answer to those interrogatories is a question about which I 
am somewhat in doubt. 

Mr. HOAR. I will put it in this form: 

And to inform the Senate at his earliest convenience respecting any prac- 
ticable plan. 

Let that clause precede the language I have moved, and then 
the Secretary will be at liberty to send in his opinion in two com- 
munications, if that is found necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to have the resolution read 
once more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks for 
the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let it be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it read “directed,” not requested.” 

Mr, CULLOM. Yes; the word directed“ ought to be used. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the reso- 


lution, 

Mr. MORRILL. Ofcourse there is no objection to the resolu- 
tion, but I will state that a subcommittee of the Finance Com- 
mittee, in stg Sop pee with alike subcommittee on the part of th 
House, have had this whole subject under consideration, an 
haye not quite completed their investigations, They have asked 
and obtained leave to continue their take BE er next December. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope we may have information fro 8 
Treasury Department, 5 that we shall know Oaai ee what 
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Department has to say with reference to a rate that can be col- 
lected honestly by the Government. 

The fact is that there are numerous reports from the Finance 
Committee showing that the present rate is probably higher than 
can be collected honestly bythe Government, and it is further 
alleged, I understand, that ost one-third of the high wines now 
manufactured are manufactured in distilleries illicitly carried on. 
If these are facts, we ought to know them in our legislation here; 
and certainly there can not be any objection to the Department 
answering these questions, so that we may have all the facts be- 
fore us as near as the Department can give them. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the resolution will go over until to- 
morrow morning. I notice the Senator uses the words the pres- 
ent high rate.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I will strike out the word high.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. It is an expression of opinion that the rate is 
too high. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow morning, 
that we moy have an opportunity to look at it. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. 

Mr. HOAR. Does tue 8 
ment I submitted? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to it as modified. 

Mr. HOAR. It was not read as a part of the resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to it when stated as the 
Senator last stated it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Fs The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the resolu- 
on: 


enator from Illinois accept the amend- 


And to inform the Senate at his earliest convenience respecting any prac- 
ticable plan which may have been brought to the attention of the Secretary * 
for securing the exemption from taxation of alcohol used in the arts and at 
the same time protecting the Government against fraud in regard to the tax 
assessed upon alcohol used for other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the inquiry proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts is now being made by a commission, 
If that is true, I think it is probably not necessary to add the pro- 
vision to the resolution which I presented. Iam not familiar with 
that feature. 4 

Mr. ALDRICH. The first part of the inquiry, that contained 
in the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois, is in regard to rey- 
enue to be derived from distilled spirits. 

Mr. CULLOM. Purely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The lan e suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts is an entirely different subject. It is as to whether 
alcohol can be used in the arts safely free of tax. That ques- 
tion is before a joint commission of Congress, and has been for 
some ten or twelve months. They are carefully considering it, 
and they are in communication with the Treasury Department in 
regard to the matter. Isee no good whatever that can come from 
making an inquiry of that kind at the present moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, under the circumstances, I will ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts to move his 3 as a separate 
resolution, if he desires to have it considered at all, in view of the 
statement of the Senator from Rhode Island, and allow the reso- 
lution I submitted to be passed, if there is no objection to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the resolution will go over until to- 
morrow morning, that we may look at it. 

Mr. HOAR. I make my motion as an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well; you can do that. 

Mr. HOAR. Unless the amendment can be adopted without 
debate, I wish to make a pretty careful and thorough statement 
on the subject when the resolution comes up for consideration. 
Perhaps I may be allowed, before the resolution goes over, to 
treat as pending the amendment adding the matter which I have 
described, 

I should like to say, if I may be permitted before the resolution 
goes over, that while it is true there are some Senators considerin 
this question as members of a commission on the subject, an 
while I understand they propon during the vacation to continue 
their consideration of the subject and report next. December, yet 
it is manifest that if there be any present information in the pos- 
session of the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to practicable 

lans for accomplishing this object, Senators are fairly entitled to 

ave a communication now. There are Senators who may desire 
to act npon that subject when the present tariff shall be acted 
upon. ere is a tax on distilled spirits or alcohol, perhaps, in the 
tariff which came from the Honse, and I suppose it would not be 
a violation of the confidence of the committee for the Senator from 
Rhode Island to say that there is likely to bė such a tax in the 
tariff as it will come from his committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no change in the tax on alcohol in 
the bill as it came from the House, and no provision in regard toit. 


Mr. HOAR. I am not talking about a change. I am talking 
about apu ition of that kind. 
Mr. ALDRICH. But it is not involved in the tariff bill in any 


way, shape, or fashion. 


1897. 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, he knows very 
well that there is no method of raising money to pay the expenses 
of the Government which is not involved in a tariff bill, from the 
very nature and necessity of the case, and that is the constitu- 
tional reason why money bills must originate in the House of 
Representatives. They all belong together. If we can get $100,- 
000,000 from internal-revenue taxation, we need to get $100,000,000 
less from other sources of income, and if we are to get but $50,- 
000,000 instead of $100,000,000, then we must get $50,000,000 more 
from other sources of income. There lies at the very foundation 
of a tariff proposing duties on imports, so far as the question of 
the amount of revenue to be derived from it comes in, and so far 
as it is a tariff for revenue at all, the queron how much we may 
honestly expect from taxes on distilled spirits. 

Mr. resident, the tax on distilled spirits was established in the 
last Administration, and there is a provision which is still, I be- 
lieve, the law of the land, if I mistake not, that alcohol used in 
the artsis free. Is not that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; just the opposite; 

Mr. HOAR. Atany rate, it was the law, and it was re ed 
last winter; but there are large claims, and unliquidated claims, 
of persons from whom the tax was exacted unlawfully while the 
provision was in force, and we are entitled to know, when we act 
upon the bill next week or next month which we hope will be 
brought in here, whether a tax ought reasonably to be imposed 
upon alcohol used in the arts. 

I expect for one, as at present advised, to move to any tariff bill 
broughtin an amendment proposing to exempt alcohol used in the 
arts, an amendment which I hope will contain a proper scheme 
for making that exemption safely and justly to all parties. 

We have always gone on the ground in the Senate that if any 
single Senator desired, for the discharge of his public duties, cer- 


tain information in the possession of any Department of the Gov- f 


ernment, and it could be had without injury to the public service, 
it should be had on his request and as a matter of course. That 
has always been the practice of the Senate, and it seems to me 
that the Senator from Rhode Island is without justification when 
he objects to the Senate having such information as is in the pos- 
session of the Secretary of the Treasury on the ground that he has 
come to a particular conclusion about the policy to be pursued, or 
that there is some commission in Gene, mito the subject which 
may conclude its inquiry by next December. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Illinois has proposed to ask 
the Secretary of the Treasury for certain information in regard to 
the tax upon distilled spirits as affecting the revenue, a very perti- 
nent inquiry, it seems to me, and the information ought to be at 
the service of the Senate at the earliest possible moment. The 
Senator from Massachusetts seeks to interject into that resolution 
an inquiry in regard to the most intricate problem connected with 
our internal-revenue collections by all odds, a matter that is now 
before not a committee of Senators, but a joint commission of Con- 
gress, a majority of whom are composed of men who sympathize 
with the Senator from Massachusetts in the view which he desires 
to impress upon the Senate in reference to the use of alcohol free 
in the arts. The Secretary of the Treasury may have some opin- 
ions upon this subject, and he may possibly have some informa- 
tion upon it. If he undertakes to give it in an intelligent manner, 
especially in the case of a man who is new in the office, and if it 
has any effect at all upon the information 520 7 for = Asis Sena- 
tor from Illinois, it will delay that information for months perhaps. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me; I have had that 
carefully made a separate provision, so that the Secretary may 
communicate the information at different times. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The opinion of the Department in years past 
upon this question has been before the Senate and is now before 
the Senate. It is true We have a new Secretary of the Treasury, 
but it is not a supposable case that that gentleman, however ca- 
pable he may be, is ` poing to express an opinion upon the subject 
which will necessarily involve an investigation for months of, as 
I said, the most intricate question in connection with our whole 
internal- revenue system. 

I will simply say to the Senator from Massachusetts that there 
is no pocne objection on the part of anyone to asking any ques- 
tion he pleases from the Treasury Department; but I was only 
making the suggestion I did in regard to the inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, which is . one, which is a live one, and 
which should not be delayed by an addition to it like that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

I understood the Senator to say that the tariff bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives contains a certain Rroposi ion 
in regard to the tax upon distilled spirits. I have no knowledge 
that it contains a single proves of any kind relating to 200 
on distilled spirits in àny form. If there i gh, I have failed 


i re ig any su 
to find it in such investigation as I hiss boak able to give of the 
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House bill. So there is no necessity in that connection for getting 
the information. 

The suggestion which I make to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
is that he put his resolution in a distinct and separate form, sq 


that the Department will understand that they are not 
to delay the information sought for by the Senator from Illinois 
until this question can be examined. 

Mr. HO. The Senator came in, I think, when this matter 
had partly p: ssed, and did not hear what went on. What I 
have proposed does not ask for the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury at all on this subject. It merely asks him to communi- 
cate, for our present information, information concerning any 
555 scheme on the subject, if he has any to communicate. 

erhaps the question whether the scheme is practicable might be 
involved in that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould say so. 

Mr. HOAR. But I carefully framed the language in order that 
the information might be entirely distinct as to time, if that was 
found necessary; and having so framed it, the Senator from Illi- 
nois acceptedit. Then the Senator from Rhode Island came in, 
who had not heard what I had said. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed, I desire to strike ont in 
the second paragraph the words “such high” and put in the word 
“ present;” so as to read present rate.“ Then in the third para- 
graph I will strike out the word high;” and also after the words 
* Third. what effect the present rate of taxation has had upon 
the quantity of alcohol used in the arts” I strike ont the balance 
of that paragraph. I ask leave to do that now, so that if the reso- 
lution is printed it will be printed in the form I desire to have it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such will be the order in the ab- 
sence of objection. f 

The resolution as modified by Mr. CunLom reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed, 
at his earliest convenience, to report to the Senate 

First, the effect the present rate of internal revenue tax upon distilled 
a has had and has upon its legitimate and honest production in the 
. and upon the amount of revenue derived by the Government 

Second, whether the influence of present rate has resulted in the increase 
of illicit distillation and the encouragement of fraud upon the revenue; and 
if so, to what extent; 

Third, what effect the present rate of taxation has had upon the quantity 
of alcohol used in the arts; 

Fourth, what rate of tax will, in the judgment of the Secretary, produce 
the greatest amount of revenue consistent with the protection of the honest 
manu r and dealers, and without unn y and injuriously re- 
stricting the use of alcohol in the arts; and X 8 

Fifth, for any other information in this behalf which will assist in raach- 
ing a right conclusion as to the rate of internal tax which should be levied 
and collected upon distilled spirits. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to add one word further, and I desire 
the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

This original resolution demands the opinion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury as to the effect on the revenue of the taxation of 
distilled spirits, of alcohol, and as to the effect of that taxation on 
the use of alcohol in the arts. Now, how is it possible for the 
Senate to apply properly that information or that opinion unless 
it forms and acts upon an opinion also as to whether alcohol used 
in the arts is or is not hereafter to be free? It is impossible to 
separate from that the information required by the original reso- 
lution. Still, if the matter goes over, I will debate it to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is well understood, I imagine, by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts and by everyone else that the Treasury 
Department is and has been ever since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, so far as I know (or ever since we have had a tax on 
distilled spirits). against the free use of alcohol in the arts. 

Mr. HOAR. It was not so with Mr. Boutwell. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly one Massachusetts Secretary might 
have been the other way, but so far as I know the invariable opin- 
ion of the Department has been against the view which 
the Senator from Massachusetts contends for. The answer of the 
Treasury Department is just as certain as that to-morrow’s sun 
will rise; it will be that there is no practicable scheme, in their 
opinion, to have alcohol used free of tax in the arts. 

We have a commission, as I said, presided over by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who are strongly in favor of the 
view taken by the Senator from Massachusetts as to what ought 
to be done in the case of the use of alcohol in the arts. The com- 
mission have been engaged in taking testimony for nearly a year; 
they have a great mass of information which they have collected, 
and the information is at the service of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and ought to be pent If anyone is to be called upon 
for information that will favor the side of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, it is that commission, and not the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I have not objected to this inquiry, but I do not think 
it ought to be interjected into the inquiry proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois, which is entirely different, and the result of which 
can be obtained at a yery early day from the Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over until to- 
morrow. 
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Mr.CULLOM. The pro 
setts is offered as an amen 


ition of the Senator from Massachu- 
ent, I understand, and it is not ac- 
cepted by me under the circumstances, 
WAR IN CUBA. í 
Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate joint resolution No. 26, on the subject of Cuba. 


Mr. CULLOM. May I appeal to the Senator from Alabama to 
allow me to call up the Agricultural appropriation bill? I do not 
believe it will take more than a few minutes to pass it. It is re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on Appropriauons as 
passed by the House and as it was passed in the previous session, 
and I am inclined to think there will be no 8 of it. 
Under the circumstances, I should like very much to have it 
passed, so that it may become a law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Two o'clock will be the most opportune and 
orderly time to call up a bill that will take such a brief moment, 
and I hope*the Senator from Illinois will let the morning hour be 
devoted to other subjects. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill desist from any attempt to call the bill 
up at this time, but I shall call it up at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have submitted my motion, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate resume the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of public war exists in Cuba 
and that strict neutrality shall be maintained. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unless some Senator on the other side desires 
to argue the joint resolution, I wish to have a vote on it, and I 
Will ask for the yeas and 771 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to hear the joint resolution read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved 


ica in 
e of Spain and the Governme 
Maintained f: 


& 
&CCO! to each all the ts of be rents in the ports and terri- 
Keowee A EO OE 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire the status of the joint resolu- 
tion. I did not hear the request of the Senator from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the desire to bring the joint resolution to a 
vote at this time? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave so requested. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request. 

Mr. WHITE. I sty . absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The absence of a quorum is sug- 
gested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Fair McMillan, Pritchard, 
D, Foraker, Mantle, Proctor, 
n, e, Martin, ga 
pn G: S Mason, = veins, 
perry, Hansbrough, Miehen, e. 
W ans. organ, W. 
Butler. 8 . meer, Tillman, 
mn, e 7 er, 
handier, Hoar, Noa Tae : 
ton, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Walthall, 
Clay, Lindsay, Perkins, Wellington, 
Cockrell, McBride, Pettus, White, 
Cullom, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Fifty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. WHITE and Mr. Hoar addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to postpone the further consideration of 
the joint resolution for one week. 

I desire to state that the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who 
has given much attention to the subject, desires and expected to 
be heard upon it. He has been called away to attend the funeral 
of a colleague, a very near and dear friend, and has been appointed 
by the Senate one of a committee for that purpose. I hope, there- 
fore, that no further consideration of the joint resolution will take 
place during his absence. 

Mr. MORGAN. If any Senator can state that the Senator from 
Maine desires to be heard on the joint resolution, of course I can 
not interpose an objection to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iwas about to say to the Senator from Ala- 
bama when he made his request, sympathizing entirely with him 
in the desire and determination to take a vote upon the joint reso- 
lution, that the Senator from Maine said to me that while he 
would not object, after debate, to “pany be some future time a day 
for a vote, he desired that it should not be fixed at this time, during 


SSP ay Me Wet ehh) PE Eee Ree aia SLL A AT R E leas i ool eke pe ol Ee ake 


his e absence. I was about to ask the Senator from Alabama 
to delay any attempt to fix a day for a vote until the wishes of the 
Senator from Maine could be heard. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, uniting with the entire Senate 
in the expression of our pathy on the occasion of the death of 
Mr. Milliken, late a member of the House (I feel that it is really 
a personal bereavement to myself), I fully agree that I ought not 
to press the joint resolution in the absence of the Senator from 
Maine who is now representing the Senate in their last sad offices 
for this very highly esteemed gentleman. 

I wish to state that my reason for 8 the joint resolution 
constantly before the Senate is that Lam persuaded that the 
sage of a joint resolution of this kind here will have some effect 
in allaying that terrible, outrageous, and abominable conduct that 
Fk Tepo every day to us in our newspapers as occurring in 

Iam just out of the room of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, where we have been charged with the duty of the examina- 
tion of avery enlightened gentleman, an Englishman, who has 
spent the last six weeks or more in Pinar del Rio, and the disclo- 
sures which he has made of the situation in that part of Cuba are 
such that itis morally eae for the people of the United 
States to be contented lo delay, after hearing these statements, 
some demand upon the Executive for interposition to prevent the 
horrors that are occurring there. 

Now, by the unanimous consent of the Senate, if I can get it, I 
desire to read a statement that came out in the Times this morn- 
ing on the subject. 

. HOAR. Which Times; the London Times? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; the Washington Times, under the edi- 

torial charge of Mr. Stilson Hutchins. 


writer says, in speaking of the massacre of a hospital camp 
of Cubans by Lieutenant-Colonel Herrerra, at the head of a guer- 
rilla force, the following took place on the 18th day of the 


present month. 


It was about 11 o'clock in the morning, when a shot from our outposts ro- 
vealed to us the presence of the 5 Beleying the placo was safe 
any attack of the enemy, hidden as it was in the forest, the Cuban de- 
t of 200 men guarding us retired the hospital three days ago to 

take the field. Ten men were left for our protection, and they were poor! 

armed with old carbines. They did their best to save us, but dug 8 i 

surrounded them and hacked them to pieces with their machetes. Ten 
had and began their massacre of 


horrible scene. 
their couches, my poor fellow-sufferers huddled in the middle of the room 
and cried in yain for mercy. The S. answered these cries with in- 
spits, macheted some, and thrust their bayonets into the bodies of the others. 
y died like heroes, fig with hands and teeth in desperate agony. 
Lieutenant Mendonza, who o a week ago suffered the amputation of a 
ah soldier and while another ran thro 
the throat, covering him with blood, both 
So Fg together to the ground 


ban soldier, a mulatto named Ventura Garcia, who had been in the 
hospital for more than three months suffering malaria and who had 
snatched a rifle out of the hand 
ded his life until 


he kneeled 


scene. hile she was kneeling thus her head was cut open by a 
machete, and near her, Anna Varona, a younger woman an: e assistant oi 
Doña Maria, was killed also. 


My own escape was miraculous. I hid myself under a stretcher which 
was near one of the doors of the hospital. Upon the stretcher six or seven 
Cubans were killed and their blood dripped over me. In the midst of the 
massacre I crept unnoticed to the door and then to the forest, where I found 
Luis topes. and Julio Fernando, who had escaped before me. All the others 
were killed. From our place of refuge we saw the Spaniards retire, after 
burning the house. 

That statement is from a highly respectable morning paper here 
and I do not know what to say aboutit. I either have to rise up 
here and denounce it as utterly false, or else I have to associate it 
as being true with hundreds of statements of like character that 
haye come to us through almost every daily paper in the United 
States, and from their special correspondents. In making such 
denials I have to deny also sworn statements, such as I have read 
on this floor, from Dr. Diaz. I have to deny sworn statements 
such as were made this morning by Mr. Earle before the committee. 
No, sir; these things are going on, and while we are here sympa- 
thizing with Greece and Crete and Armenia, countries which are 
far distant from us, the very stench of these slaughters is under 
our noses, and we are not moved by it even to o: diligence 
of action. 

What I insist on is nothing but that which concerns the rights 
of the American people. I TOR oue people in Cuba taken care of. 
I desire to have the rights of civili warfare enforced in Cuba. 
I do not want the great American Republic to stand idly by and 
indifferent whilst these scenes, worse than any inflicted in the 
Netherlands during the forty-one years of Spanish war there, are 
being enacted under our eyes. 

I shall not ask for action upon the joint resolution to-day, and 
yet I believe that if the Senate of the United States would now 
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vote, as I am sure it will ultimately, for the of the joint 
5 the lives of ee oped women and children Tu 
saved, to say nothing of the men who are now perishing in A. 

We are -i g responsible to Christendom for these abuses 
of power, because we delay in our demand that they shall cease 
while we warn off other nations from any interference in the 
affairs of Cuba. If it is apathy on our part, it is a near a 
to national delinquency. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the Senator from Alabama does 
not intend to ga the joint resolution to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishall not pressit, at the instance of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, who made the request. I believe it was 
his request that I should not press the joint resolution in the 
absence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. EI. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Illinois will pardon me, I 
desire to ask the Senator from Alabama a question for informa- 

on. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Alabama, a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, is of course familiar with the 
business now being transacted by that committee, I desire to in- 
quire whether the testimony which the Senator has stated is being 
taken before the committee will be reduced to such form as to 
permit an inspection by the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, of course it will all be reported here. We 
et do things in the dark in the Senate Committee on Foreign 

tions, 

Mr. WHITE. Iam not insinuating that the Senator does do 
things in the dark. 

Peer MORGAN. Then what is in the insinuation, if it is not 
7 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama, when 

a question is asked by anyone who is not in thorough accord with 
is views, thinks an insinuation accompanies it. If that is the 
act in other cases, it is not true in my case. Iam making no 
sinuation; had no idea of doing anything of the kind, but simply 
asked a civil question of the Senator from Alabama, and if I was 
Bot successful in eliciting a corresponding response, it is not my 


t. é 

I desired to ask another question which perhaps I ought not to 
ask in view of the response which I have vig Sa ra yr I 
pe heard it intimated that the President of the United States 

sent a gentleman of standing as a commissioner to investigate 
into the s of Cuba andtoreport. If the Senator from Ala- 
bama would consider it otherwise than an insinuation, I should 
like to know if the Committee on Foreign Relations is so advised 
as to permit a communication to the Senate whether that is bei 
done, and if so, whether it would not be wise to await the resul 
of that examination, when possibly the rumors which have been 
joe ogre into newspaper reports may be verified or otherwise. 

r. MORGAN. For two years rumors have been ized 
into newspaper reports and have floated through this country, 
and neither the honorable Senator from California nor any other 
man has rie yee up on this floor and denied a single fact which 
has been sta The Senator has as good sources of information 
as the Spanish Government can give him, I have no doubt, and 
let him come forward now and deny what is stated by these 
witnesses. I am not here to vouch for their veracity, but when 
everybody states the same thing in substance and when there are 
many men who have made statements of this kind in the press of 
the United States and in England and elsewhere, I begin to feel 
that it is time to accept patim e g as being true. 

Now, delay may not do us any harm. At the same time every da: 
that we have delayed has been another day which has been dark wit 
outrages in Cuba. Whether they have grown darker because we 
have delayed, Ido not know. In everystatement they are too dark 
for tolerance. I am not quite cool-blooded enough to be able to 

d ioy byandsee these things going on withoutremonstrance 
atleast. Iam willing to let the joint resolution go over to accom- 
modate a brother Senator who wishes to speak upon the question, 
but at the same time I am protesting in my own mind that it is 
a dangerous thing to do—dangerous to women and children who 
lift their hands to us for mercy. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE- P IDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Illinois desire to ask a 
question? 

Mr. MASON. Isimply wish toask why there can not be a day 
fixed for a vote on the joint resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. The difficulty would be that the Senator from 
Maine, after his return, may want a day or two to debate the 
question; I do not know, and in his absence I would not undertake 
to have a day fixed. I do not think it would be courteous to him. 

Now, as to the sup commissioner whom it is said the Presi- 
dent is about to send to Cuba, I have no inf ion re gh 
such as I get through newspapers, I am quite satisfied that 


communication has 
chairman of the Committee on Forei 
Senator from Minnesota 


notbing of the purpose of 
e 


between the State Department and the 
Relations, the honorable 
pr: Davis], on that subject. I know 
is mission except that the sth wi 
say he is to be sent there to inquire into the Ruiz case. The Ruiz 
ncident is only one of many in the terrible list of outrages that 
ave been perpetrated in Cuba, and, I suppose, inasmuch as that 
an accomplished fact, inasmuch as the case now passed by 
and nothing remains but to demand compensation for it or some 
national apology or disclaimer in reference to it, that the mission 
of the gentleman whom it is said the President is about to send 
there will have no effect whatever upon the action of the people 
of the United States or the Government of Spain in regard to these 
butcheries and outrages. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will delay action. 

Mr. MORGAN. When that gentleman gets back from the ex- 
amination of the Ruiz case I suppose we ll have another one 
sent down there to make an examination into this hospital butch- 
ery I have just read, and perhaps another for an examination into 
the statement that the witness le detailed this morning before 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, which will certainly be 
printed and brought before this body. - 

I do not know how much delay we are to have. One thing I do 
know—that both Spain and Cu e F under this Gela 5 
I know that Cuba is being devastated until it is no longer a fit 
pops for any human being, ana ee is near the throes of reyo- 

ution. There is no peace, no comfort, no security for life, liberty, 
or property in Cuba. There is nothing in the Island of Guba ex- 
cept devastation, ruin, cruelty, and absolute extermination of man 
and beast, field and forest. All are perishing. Perhaps we ma 
ve a good excuse for delay while that is going on in our indif- 
erence to human suffering, Mr. President, but I can not find it 
in my heart to excuse such delay. It ilt becomes our history to 
listen with indifference to the cries of the victims of the Inquisi- 
tion, now repeated in Cuba. 

As an American citizen, remembering the attitude we hold to 
the balance of the world, and especially toward the great mon- 
archies of the world; remembering the constant conflict that must 
necessarily and naturally exist between our form of government 
and all monarchical institutions; remembering that there are but 
two nations on this earth to-day which are engaged in a fight for 
the absolute destruction of human liberty— arkey and Spain; 
remembering that the fires which have been kindled in Crete and 
in Greece were first kindled in Cuba and have been aflame there 
for many months, yes, years; remembering all this record, Mr. 
President, I hope I s not be censured for still entertaining 
enough of the feeling of humanity and of the pride of an Ameri- 
can in my heart to be willing to delay no longer than is absolutely 
necessary in the investigation of these matters and in doing our 
duty to try to prevent the further perpetration of wrong, at least 
to our own Bd 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will go over. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 14) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. QUAY. Imoye that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is temporarily ab- 
sent, supposing that the Agricultural appro riation bill would take 
sufficient time to enable him to leave the Chamber for a few mo- 
ments. The Senator expects to take up the bankruptcy bill, of 
which he is in c e, and I hope the Senate will not go into ex- 
ecutive session until he has a chance to make a motion for that 


p e. 
"Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Pennsylvania, will yield to 
me, I will make the motion to take up the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Ido not care to yield. There are some nomina- 
tions o~ ongari to be acted apon But I hawg no objection to com- 

outofexecutive session and going into legislative sessi i 
if the Senator from Massachusetts shall so desire. 5 

Mr. FRYE, That will do just as well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania,that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was 1 to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 

tion of executive business. After twenty-six minutes spent 
executive session the doors were reopened, 


764 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 20, 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


1 HORB I desire that the regular order shall þe laid before 
ə Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the regular order will be 
laid before the Senate, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and the pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 5 HOAR. 

Mr. HOAR, It is a mere amendment to the text of the bill, to 
perfect it, and I should like to have the amendment adopted at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be read. - 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 19, section 2, after the 
word ‘‘marshals,” insert: 

In case the court shall find it absolutely necessary for the preservation of 
the estate. 

So as to read: l 

Appoint receivers or the m in case the court shall find it absolutely 
necessary for the preservation of the orate upan application of tiesin 
interest, to take charge of the 1 of pts after the of the 
petition and until it is dismissed and the trustee is qualified. 

The amendment was peroo to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment moyed as a substitute by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. I ps 
the substitute that Io 
amendment. 

First, on page 4, section 4, lines 21 and 22 of the print, I move 
to strike out the words other than such preferencesas are allowed 
by law.” 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator has a right to modify his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he Senator from Minnesota 
desires to modify his amendment as stated. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. On page 6, section 7, lines 4 and 5, after the 
word ‘‘ petition,” I move to strike out other than such prefer- 
ences as are herein allowed.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection to this 
modification, it will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. On page 12, section 15, line 8, after the word 
“bankrupt,” I move to strike out the words ‘‘and his wife, or 
either of them.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota will be so modifisd. 

Mr. NELSON. On 13, section 15, after line 19, I move to 
strike out from line 20 to line 27, inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thé amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 13, section 15, after line 19, strike 
out the following: 

The court shall also have full jurisdiction to enjoin or otherwise ma: 
or control all suits or actions pendin seer the bankrupt at the time of fil- 
ing his petition in the clerk's office of the court of bankruptcy, as hereinbe- 
fore uired, and to manage and control all suits or actions pending at the 
time in his favor, and to cause the same to be prosecuted or defended by the 

ee, and to make all necessary orders and decrees to secure a proper 
distribution of the assets according to law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair hears no objection to 
this modification, and it will be made. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer a further amendment. On page 16, sec- 
tion 15, I move to strike out, in line 81, the words“ nor more than 
$100 in any case” and insert ‘‘for every full day actually em- 
ployed;” so that the clause will read as follows: 

And the assignee shall be entitled to a fee of not exceeding $5 per day for 
every full day actually employed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's substitute will be 
so modified, if there be no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. On page 11, I move to amend the first sentence 
of section 18, so as to read: 

That an attorney’s fee may be taxed and allowed the bankrupt or his 
attorney not ex ing $100 in any case. 

That is in lieu of the first sentence of section 13 of the printed 
substitute. s : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed modification will 
be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, section 13, line 1, after the word 
“ that,” strike out no“ and insert an;“ in the same line, after 
the word “fee,” strike out “shall” and insert may;“ in the 
same line, after the word allowed,” strike out the words“ either 
for;” and after the word or,“ in line 2, strike out the words any 
of the creditors” and insert in lieu his attorney not exceeding 
$100 in any case;” so as to read, if amended: 


to offer some amendments to correct 
ered and which is now pending as an 


That an attorney's fee may be taxed or allowed the bankrupt or his attor- 


ney not exceeding $100 in any case. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be modified 
as indicated. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer a further amendment. On the same 
page, page 11, after the word “All,” section 13, line 18, I move to 
insert the word “reasonable;” so as to read: All reasonable dis- 
bursements.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Minnesota to the last amendment, I tried to get his atten- 
tion to it a moment ago. Why is there a limitation of $100 to the 
bankrupt? 

Mr. NELSON. That is in voluntary cases simply. 

Mr. ALLEN. In involuntary cases? 

Mr. NELSON. In voluntary cases. It relates to voluntary 


cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. How is it as respects involuntary cases? 

Mr. NELSON. That is in another section, but it is the same 
amount. If the Senator thinks the amount is too small, it can be 
changed. I will read the paragraph which relates to involuntary 
proceedings. It is on page 16, in lines 77, 78, and 79: 

In proceedings under this section— 


That is the involuntary section— 
the petitioning creditors, if successful, shall be entitled to have taxed and 
allowed an attorney fee of not more than §100 in any case. 

That does not relate, I wish to = to the Senator from Nebraska, 
to those fees that have to be pai as who are employed 
where litigation has to be carried on upon the part of the assignee. 
It simply relates to the attorney for the petitioning creditors who 
get aman into bankruptcy in involuntary proceedings. Before we 
go further I wish to have the amendment stated to which I called 
the attention of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The SECRETARY. In line 18, section 13, after the word “all,” it 
is proposed to insert ‘‘reasonable;” so as to read all reasonable 
disbursements.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be so modi- 


fied. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to ask the Senator another question or 
two. However, I will not trespass on his time. I may be p 
mitted to say that a somewhat free and lncid explanation of these 
amendments as they are offered may lead to a shortening of the 
discussion. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly; I am willing to explain anything I 
can explain. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to say, so far as I am concerned, that I 
will support a bankruptcy measure where the debtor may be 
placed in bankruptcy for actual fraud—a bill which defines what 
actual fraud means, and does not leave it to the construction of 
the court. Aside from that, I desire that every feature of a bank- 
ruptey bill shall be voluntary. 

Ir. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to ask 
if the Senator from Minnesota is not entitled to make these amend- 
ments of his own right. This proposition, I understand, is a 
motion to amend the bill by a substitute, and the Senator from 
Minnesota, before a vote is taken upon the substitute, desires to 
modify the proposed amendment. understand that does not 
7 09 5 a vote or the consent of the Senate. He has the right to 

oit. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that quite well. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwished to know whether I understood it rightly, 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not in error in that respect. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not rise, if the Senator will pardon me, sup- 
posing he was in error or to make any criticism of him. I rose 
1 to understand the matter myself, because I thought the 
modifications were being put as if they were amendments. Isup- 

ose the Senator from Minnesota has the right to make the modi- 

cations. 

Mr. NELSON. I intend simply to perfect the substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Minnesota has the right to modify his substitute to 
ss gl liking before the question is put on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that to be true. While I am not 
so es ean as the Senator from Massachusetts in some re- 
spects, I was fully enlightened upon that subject. I rose, how- 
ever, for the purpose of suggesting to the Senator from Minnesota 
that it would be well, as to some of us, to give an explanation of 
the proposed amendments or corrections of the amendment as he 
passes along. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
these amendments only relate to the substitute which I have of- 
fered, and not to the bill known as the Torrey bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, I understand that quite well, but in . 
the proposed amendment why not point ont briefly wherein i 
perfects the measure? 

Mr. NELSON. I can do that. In the matter of bankruptcy 
legislation I have no set hobby. I am willing to be instructed 
and to take lessons on the subject from all sides. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


765 


On listening to the argument of the Senator from Kentucky 
pe: Lrypsay] the other day, while in most instances I thought 

is strictures were unwarranted, I thought that in two respects 
there was fair ground for his criticism. In the substitute, the 
third ground on which a voluntary bankrupt can be denied his dis- 
chargé is that of giving a 3 “ other than such preferences 
as are allowed by law.” In respect to this exception, the Senator 
from Kentucky said that in some States it was not contrary to law 
to give preferences. It is not so in Minnesota. I think in mosto 
the States preferences are held illegal because they are a frau 
upon the other creditors. In most cases preferences are held bad 
not as mere preferences, but because they are a fraud upon the 
other creditors. The Senator from Kentucky, in his en 
the other day, maintained that the effect of the exception quoted 
was to validate preferences in those States where taey are not in- 
hibited by law. To meet this objection, I have moved to strike 
out the words other than such preferences as are allowed by 
law” wherever they occur in the substitute. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Minnesota know of any 
State in this Union where an unlawful preference is not abso- 


auß? void 
5 LSON. I can not think of one at this moment, but 


after all such a thing might possibly be, and if it were possible 
the striking out of those words can do no harm. 
Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Minnesota must be 


eee the Senator from Kentucky, because an unlawful 
preference is not only void under the statutes of the different 
Btates, but it was void at common law—absolutely and uncondi- 
bars Aai id, 

Mr. INDSAY. The statement I made was that at common 
law preferences were allowed when the debt intended to be pre- 
ferred was bona fide, and where the preference was not tinctured 
by some collateral fraud; that some of the States had no 
statutes against preferences, and that therefore a State which had 
passed no statute against preferences countenances preferences 
made at common law, and that to sanctify those preferences b 
the express language of the pending bill would destroy the uni- 
formity of tie bankruptcy law we are proposing to pass. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand that the amendment now proposed 
obviates the force of that criticism? : 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; it will in that respect. 

Mr. ALLEN. If I may be permitted a question, What will be 
done then? 

Mr. NELSON. The question of preference will be left exactly 
on the d where the Senator from Nebraska and I put it. 

Mr. . Iknow; but what would be done under the pro- 
posed law in the case of a State where preference is now lawful? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Federal bankruptcy act, being the supreme 
law, will declare all those preferences unlawful, and therefore they 
will all be disregarded by the bankruptcy courts. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is, the bankruptcy bill as proposed to be 
orci Uren Kia MEDIT ah ack ADAME Tote aah Bo a CONT 

ing over roperty at an honest price is 0 
fraud, and that the transaction is . 

Mr. AY. The . bill does not propose to de- 
clare that ap iş guilty of fraud, but it does propose that a debtor 
shall not select which one of his honest creditors he will payan 
full end by payti him in full deprive equally honest creditors 
of their share in the distribution of his estate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Imay be permitted, with the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, to submit to my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Kentucky, who is a jurist of large e ience and of 
zepa, the simple proposition that that which is now lawful, 
which is not tainted by any violation of morals, a transaction 
where one man may transfer to another man, at an honest price, 
his property in satisfaction of a debt honestly contracted, will be, 
by the proposed bankruptcy act, made unlawful. That is true, as 
I understand the Senator from Kentucky. Now, what makes it 
unlawful? It is made unlawful by virtue of the statute which 
the Senator pro toenact. In other words, that which is rec- 
ognized the world over as the perfection of manhood and honesty 
is to be turned into an unlawful transaction; and I understand the 
Senator from Minnesota consents to that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to 
a avery brief statement as to what I understand to be the 

w 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course I will not undertake to claim a knowl- 
edge of the jurisprudence of every State in the Union. No Sen- 
ator would do that, certainly; but as I understand the law it is 
this: At common law—I speak now of the statute of Eliza- 
beth as if if were part of the common law, because its ancient 
provisions were brought over here by our ancestors to the States 
that introduced the common law—there was no objection to a 
debtor devoting his entire property to the payment of one creditor 


to the exclusion of all others if the transaction had not mingled | shall 


with it a reservation, direct or indirect, to the debtor of any 
interest growing out of the property for his own benefit. 


If it had that in it, then to that extent it was a transaction to 
delay, hinder, or defraud creditors, and was void under the stat- 
ute of Elizabeth. - That I suppose to be the law of every State in 
the Union to-day, with the exception that when the States have 
passed bankruptcy or insolvency laws of their own, they provide 
that the preference of one creditor over others—a transaction in- 
tended for that purpose—shall be void against the bankruptcy or 


insolvency proceedings if those bankruptcy or insolvency proceed- 
ings are instituted within a certain fixed time, four or six months, 
or y other certain time. 
So if those preferences are not unlawfulin any State now, they 
can be set aside only if under State laws insolvency 5 
t 


t|comein. Therefore, if the bill proposes to say that the Uni 


tates benny law shall not set aside preferences which are 

wiulin any State, it will senor pise all preferences, unless it bé 
construed to mean not unlawful as against the State insolvent 
laws. But as the State insolvent laws will all be repealed or sus- 
pended, extinguished, while the Federal E SS law lasts, 
there can not any preference made yoid by them except such 
preference as may have been made in the few months precedin 
the operation of this law. I understand that will be the effect o 
the proposed amendment. That I understand to be the condition 
of the law in all the States of the Union. 

Mr. NELSO I think this explanation covers the matter. 
The other amendment suggested—and I am now replying to the 
worthy Senator from Nebraska—was that part of section 15 which 
provides for the examination of the wife of the bankrupt. Objec- 
tion was inade to this provision on the ground that it was against 
public policy to allow the wife to testify against the interest of 
the husband. This clause was in the original George bill, as it is 


own. 

Mr. HOAR. On what page is that? 

Mr. NELSON. Page 12 of the substitute, I think the criti- 
cisms of the Senator from Kentucky on that point are perhaps 
just. I do not think the provision would cover what are known 
as confidential communications between husband and wife. It 
would only reach those transactions in which the wife has obtained 
knowledge of facts through other sources thanher husband. But 
however this may be, to avoid any criticism on this point and to 
obviate this 3 after all, legislation is a matter of 
compromise—I deemed it wisest to have those words, and his 
wife or either of them,” stricken ont of the bill, so that the wife of 
the bankrupt can not be examined. This will eliminate-the ob- 
a without detracting from the value and scope of the substi- 
The other amendment, that on page 13, relates the paragraph 
which gives the Federal courts in b ptcy pr juris- 
diction and authority over proceedings in State courts. t part 
of the bil I have moved to strike out, and it has been stricken out, 
so that the jurisdiction of State courts remains as in other cases. 
The other amendments relate to fees of attorneys and assignees, 
I think this explanation of the amendments is all that is necessary 
at this time. 4 à 

I did not expect to be drawn into a debate on the bill and sub- 
stitute at this time, but while I have the floor I desire to make a 
few brief statements by way of an informal in A what the 
Senator from Kentu argued the other day. e first of all 
called attention to the harsh character of the insolvency law of 
the State of Minnesota. Whatever may be the merits or demerits 
of that law it ought not to exercise a controlling influence or be a 

ide in this matter. I know from experience as a practitioner 
in a rural community in the State of Minnesota that that law has 
in many cases produced considerable hardship. In fact, it is looked 
upon with so much disfavor by even the creditors that it is seldom 
applied. Creditors avoid it so far as they can, because under it 
itis easy to have small estates frittered away in costs and expenses. 

We have had an instance lately, in the case of a State bank put 
into insolvency. Nearly one-quarter of the entire assets of the 
bank were consumed in fees,so much so that the only creditor 
who got any pay out of the assets of the bank was the State, which 
was a preferred creditor. I think, out of something like sixty or 
seventy thousand dollars—I can not give the exact figures—real- 
ized from the assets of the bank, nearly $12,000 were taken by the 
animen and his attorney, and the balance went to the State as a 
preferred creditor, leaving all the depositors in the lurch. 

Certainly such a law ought not to be imitated or followed in 
any respect, and here, where we are oming o legislate for the 
good of the entire country, we ought not to be guided by the laws 
of any particular State, especially not by the laws of a State 
where they are of a drastic, severe, and expensive character. 

The next objection I propose to answer is that made to the fol- 
lowing paragraph of section 18 of the substitute: 

That this act shall not be construed to repeal, annul, or suspend the laws 
of any State or Territory now in force, or which may hereafter be enac 
for the compulsory distribution of an insolyent’s estate among his creditors; 
nor to interfere with proceedings under said laws for that purpose which 


have been commenced prior to the filing of the petition as hereinbefore 
provided. 


It is claimed that this provision is unconstitutional, because it 
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Mr. NELSON. I propose to discuss this matter, if the Senator 
from Ken ill allow me. 

Mr. Y. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fect that my criticism was directed at the first clause, and not to 

Clause which provides that the jurisdiction which State courts 
have acquired shall remain undisturbed. 

Mr. N. N. In the first place, we have a precedent for just 
such a provision as is contained in this paragraph of section 18 of 
the substitute. The very first bankruptcy law that was ever passed 

this country, in the year 1800, contained a provision essential] 
on the same lines and based upon the same principle. Let me rout 
t to the Senator. Section 61 of that act reads as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That this act shall not repeal or annul, or be con- 
strued to repeal or annul, the laws of any State now in force, or which may 
reafter enacted, for the relief of insolvent debtors, except so far as the 
persons who are or may be clearly wit 


may respect ew of 
Tad whose debts shall amount in the cases 


Here you have in the first bankruptcy act passed by Congress an 
express reservation in favor of State legislation, recognizing it and 
permitting it to stand as valid. 

8 HOAR. Will the Senator read that once more? It is very 
ort. 

Mr. NELSON. I did not read the whole section. There is more 
to it, but I read the material part. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not an exception? 

Mr. NELSON. Not other than that quoted. 

Have we not the right to make an exception in favor of preserv- 
ing State laws? We have the right, in enacting a Sear 
‘law, to d te to what class of s it shall apply. e do 
not declare that everybody can go into bankruptcy. e limit it 
to a certain class or classes. Wedo not say that everybody can 
‘be forced into involuntary bankruptcy. We place a limitation on 
that. Now, in like manner we have a right to limit the proced- 
say that the bankruptcy laws of the United States shall not apply 
70 cases covered by and instituted under State statutes. We have 
as much right to tolerate the existence of State insolvent laws as 
State collection laws. Before I get through I will give the Sena- 
tor another instance of legislative exception in favor of State laws 
in harmony with what I have stated here. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the point to which 
I wish to call his attention is this: The old statute of 1800 pro- 
vided for certain classes of persons, and it went on to say that it 
23 not affect State laws in regard to other classes of persons 

or whom it did notprovide. The proposed statute of the tor 
so 55 that it shall not affect State laws in regard to anybody. 
¥, 


NELSON. Oh, no. 
Mr. HOAR. I will state the point, and the Senator will see 
t says that it shall not affect 


Whether I am right or wr 
y, and that anybody of whom the 


nae laws in regard to any b 
tate gets jurisdiction befi United States will have his 


‘ore 
‘estate settled by the State law. 
Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOAR. In other words, if the State law 8 
body, and the State court can get hold of every boag betore 
the United States court does, there is no United States iptcy 
‘law in that State at all acco: to his eee law. 

Mr. NELSON. The Federal ptcy law applies in ev 
case within its scope except where prouenn have been initia 
‘under State law. The Federal law never applies in any case until 

oceedings are initiated in court by petition in some form, either 

by bankrupt or creditor. 
: Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator read his own proposed law 
correctly? 

Mr. NELSON. Never mind my reading of it. A bankruptcy 
Jaw does not go into operation in any case until 
initiated in court either by the debtor, in case of voluntary 

ceedings, or by the creditor, in case of involuntary gs; 
and until those proceedings are initiated the bankruptcy law 
does not apply to either debtor or creditor. They move an 
their being under the general law of the State. Creditors can go 
on and collect their debts by means of the several processes of 
the State courts, by attachment, by execution, by garnishment, 
by trustee process, or by 5 proceedings, and we have 
the constitutional right to say, and it does not destroy the princi- 
ple of uniformity, that until the Federal bankru ws are put 
} operation State laws and State proceedings be good 
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ure to cases not instituted under State laws. We have a right to | ing 


and | rupt the Senator 


valid. Creditors may never care.to resort to Federallaw. Then 
why can they not have the benefit of State law? 

e have a leading case of our Supreme Court upon State and 
Federal bankruptcy legislation, the noted case of Sturges vs. 
Crowninshield, in 4 Wheaton. The syllabus of that case—it is a 
n opinion —lays down the rule and limitation correctly, 
and I will quote it. It is very short. It expresses the idea that i 
ee conyey here clearer and more succinctly than I can ex- 


It is as follows: 


Since the adoption of the Constitution of the United States, a State has 
authority to pass a bankrupt law, provided such law does not impair the ob- 
2 of contracts, within the meaning of the Constitution (Article I, sec- 

on 10), and provided there be no act of Congress in force to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy conflicting with such law. 


In the opinion of the court in this case Chief Justice Marshall 
makes this statement, and it is germane and apt here: 


It does not appear to be a violent construction of the Conatitution, and is 
53 convenient one, to consider the power of the States as existing 
over such cases as the laws of the Union may not reach. 


And in commenting upon section 61 the court say: 
No argument can be fairly drawn from the sixty-first section 


That is the section I have read— 
of the act for establishing a uniform s; of bankruptcy which militates 
this reasoning. That section declares that the act shall not be con- 


strued to repeal or annul the laws of any State then in force for the relief of 
insolvent debtors, except so far as may persons and cases clearly 
within its purview, etc. 

In this connection, I also wish to read from the opinion of the 
court in the case of Eyster vs. Gaff et al., 91 United States. The 
court in discussing this question—the oneI am discussing—uses 
this expression: 

It is a mistake to su that the bankrupt law avoids of its own force 
all judicial oe pee rg sa the State or other courts the instant one of the 
— — is adjudged a krupt. 

As a further example of 5 exception to the operation 
of a Federal bankrupt law, I beg leave to call attention to the 
following. 

While the bankrupt law of 1867 was in force, Congress passed 
the act of February 13, 1878, which is as follows: 

That whenever a 5 created by the laws of any State, whose busi- 
ness is carried on wholly within the State creating the same, and also any 
pet pvr naopen 80 oa ben ea its business shall r on in 
gu or no A commenced against corpo- 
ration or company before tho courts of uk State for the purpose of wind- 
ap the affairs of such corporation or company and dividing its assets 
ratably among its creditorsand lawfully among those entitled thereto prior to 


e Sata been commenced inst such corporation or company 
under the pt laws of the United States, any order made, or that shall be 
made, by such court bly to the State law for the ratable distribution 


or payment of any dividend of assets to the creditors of such corporation or 
company while such State court shall remain actually or constructively in 
8 or control of the assets of such corporation or company be 
eemed valid, notwithstanding proceedings in bankruptcy may have been 
commenced and be pending against such corporation or company. 

My contention, then, is, Mr. President, that we have the un- 
doubted right in enacting a bankruptcy law to declare in 
terms that that law shall not have the effect to annul or set aside 
State insolvent laws, and we have also the undoubted right to say 
that State laws for the collection of debts, whether in the shape 
of suits at common law or bills in equity or apes Bop ye 
ings, shall remain in force and be untrammeled in effect 
and operation until a creditor or debtor sets in operation the 
many pete laws of the United States. : 

A uptcy law by its own force and vigor does not suspend 
the collection machinery of State laws. Creditors may proceed 
to collect their debts by any process known to the courts in the 
States in which they reside, and are not affected by the Federal 
law until proceedings are instituted in bankruptcy. 

2 75 r Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question 
at thi 


Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do the words “uniform laws on the subject of 
bankruptey — speaking, of course, with reference to the force of 
the word “ uniform apply to the subjects-matter of bankruptcy 
or to bankrupts or to the method of procedure in d bank- 
ruptey or in di ing of an estate? Does it apply to all of them? 
In other words, could a law be uniform within the constitutional 
sense if it applied to a particular class of persons who were bank- 
rupts, and in exclusion of another class of persons, or other classes 
of business, rather, where they were bankrupt? 

Mr. NELSON. The honorable Senator's question is so compre- 
hensive and covers so vast a field that I will not undertake to 
answer it in all its ts. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not mean to confuse the Senator. I meant 
to call the Senator's attention to this fact. 

Mr. NELSON. I was going to make, if the Senator will allow 
me, a brief statement of my view of the subject that the honor- 
able Senator can oompare with his views. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill just make this suggestion, and not inter- 
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Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to interru 

Mr. ALLEN. The Supreme Court of the 
uniformly held that the States have primary jurisdiction upon all 
subjects-matter where the Congress of the United States, under 
the Constitution, has not legislated. If coos should see fit in 
its bankruptcy legislation, or any other 1 ation, to exclude a 
class of persons, or, to be more accurate, I should say a particular 
class of business, and a particular State or Territory was not 
affected by that exclusion, would not that be a uniform system of 
8 the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. ON. I do not know that I caught the Senator's 
question aright. Will he be kind enough to put it again? 

Mr. ALLEN. For instance, suppose in a given State or Terri- 
tory there were no bankrupts—to make it broad and comprehen- 
sive—that is, that there was no class of business in which persons 
were bankrupt, and suppose the United States in the passage of a 
law saw fit to exclude that State or Territory in the enactment of 
a bankruptcy law, would not that be a uniform system of bank- 
ruptcy within the constitutional meaning? 

Ar. NELSON. To exclude any State? 

Mr. ALLEN. To exclude a State. 3 

Mr. NELSON. I hardly think it would. But that is a theoret- 
ical question which is not exactly germane to this matter. Iunder- 
gan the uniformity that is referred to in the Constitution means 
that whenever a case arises which is a suitable and proper case 
within the scope of bankruptcy legislation, of a bankruptcy law, 
and that law is put into operation by a petitioning creditor or by 
the bankrupt himself, then that law must be uniform and oper- 
ate unif throughout the United States. So we have said 
in the substitute that unless the State courts have acquired juris- 
‘diction of an estate prior to the Federal courts, then in that case 
the Federal law holds good and applies; but whenever proceed- 
‘ings have been duly initiated under State law the substitute does 
not propose to oust the State courts of jurisdiction in such cases. 

Now, bearing on this point, I beg leave to quote from another 
well-considered case of the United States Supreme Court—the 
opinion is lengthy, and I can only read the syllabus as bearing 
upon this question. It is the case of Ogden vs. Saunders. Law- 
vers are familiar with that case, as it is one of the leading cases, 
he with the case I have just cited. I will merely read this 
i graph from the syllabus, which expresses my idea in much 
better language than I can express it myself: 

The power of Congress “to establish uniform laws on the subject of bank- 
sruptcies throughout the United States does not exclude the right of the 


States to te on the same subject, except when the power is actually 
‘exercised by Congress and the State laws ict with those of 


We have the undoubted right to say that in all cases where pro- 
Bat have been initiated under State laws prior to an attempt 


tions. 
nited States has 


te proceedings under Federal laws those proceedings shall 
be valid and good, and carried on to their final determination; and 
i we say that in our statute, we have not thereby destroyed the 
rule of uniformity; we have not legislated contrary to the spirit 
of the Constitution. 

In other words, in enacting a bankruptcy law we have a right 
to limit that law both as to the individual who can have the bene- 
fit of it and as to the creditor who can take advantage of it and 

to the grounds upon which a man can be put into involuntary 
3 ; and we ha ve also the right to say in that connection 
that those laws shall not apply to those cases where proceedin: 
have been initiated under State laws in State courts, and thatin 
‘other cases they shall be uniform throughout the United States, 

Mr. President, I do not care at this moment to take up the time 
of the Senate further on this subject. When I moved the several 
amendments which I have moved this afternoon, I did not intend 
to enter into an argument, and I have simply made these brief 
oe in reply to some strictures of the Senator from Ken- 

Sky [Mr. Tomes]: 

I might add one other thing before I take my seat, and that is 
this: Both the honorable Senator from Massachusetts and the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky seemed to think that the cate- 
gory of criminal offenses laid down in what I call the criminal 
code provisions of the Torrey bill were slight and did not amount 

much. Ihave figured them up very 5 and I can show 
that under that criminal code it is possible—and I ask the Senator 
from Kentucky and the Senator from Massachusetts to take a copy 
of the bill and follow me and see whether I misrepresent—it is 
possible for the bankrupt to be guilty of seventeen different crimi- 


nal offenses. 
Take under the head “b” of section 14, on 18, 19, and 20, 
of the Torrey bill. There are several different heads. There are 


two different criminal offenses under the first head; there are two 
under the second head; there is one under the third head. 

Mr. HOAR. What are the two under the second head? 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator will pardon me a moment. Let 
me read under paragraph b. 

Under— 

(1) Account falsely— 

That is one— 
or fail truly to account for any of his property. 
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That is two under the first division. 

Under 

(2) Conceal while a bankrupt— 

That is one— 
or after his discharge. 

Thatis another. These are two distinct offenses. The Sena- 
tors can read them through; I will not take up the time to readin 
detail. Under head 3 there is one offense; under head 4 there is 
one offense; there are five offenses under head 5. 

Mr. HOAR. There are two under head 4. 

Mr, NELSON. Well, then, I am one short. The Senator is 
ahead one, and he ought to give me credit for it. 

There are five criminal offenses under head 5; there are three 
under head 6; two under head 10, and one under 11. I have got 
the number figured up to seventeen; but if the Senator from 
Massachusetts is correct there are eighteen different kinds of 
criminal offenses that a bankrupt can commit under the Torre 
bill. The last one of these I want to read in this connection, an 
then, to use aslang phrase 

Mr, HOAR. May I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
he might multiply these offenses very much further; for instance, 
obtain in contemplation of bankeupioy any property with in- 
tent,” and so on. at property might be a horse in one case, or 
it might be an ox in another case. 

Mr. NELSON. You and [I are too old to split hairs. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator had counted up so that he makes 
seventeen offenses of different specifications of the same offense, 
Pape a NELSON. One word. Icall the Senator’s attention to the 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish this sentence. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; go on. 

Mr. HOAR. Another clause reads: 

Conceal while a bankrupt, or after his discharge— 

„ and knowingly any property belonging to his 
estate. 

The Senator says those are two offenses. One is conceal while 
he is a bankrupt and the other after his discharge; and the Sen- 
ator goes on and takes those various of sentences and gets 
his seventeen offenses in that way. ə might just as well make 
out a thousand as seventeen. 

Mr. NELSON. Oh, no. I will call the Senator’s attention to 
em these offenses can be doubled legitimately under the proposed 


W. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will turn to lines 8 and 9 of his 
bill, on e 18, and read the beginning of the first sentence, he 
will see it uses this language: 5 

Any person who shall knowingly or fraudulently— 

Now, a man can commit all those seventeen offenses knowingl 
or he can do it fraudulently. In either one or the other case it 15 
an offense, and so you can easily, legitimately, and logically make 


out 3 offenses. 

But I shall only call attention to one more matter in connection 
with this subject, and that is this: Take the eleventh offense, or 
the offense described under the eleventh head, on 20. That 
is made a criminal offense, punishable by imprisonment for two 
years or a fine of $2,000. ten to this, Mr. dent: 

‘er any pro oth than in the o 
MEANS ee ee ee 

If a merchant or a trader or anybody subject to the provisions 
of this bill transfers his ps otherwise than in the ordinary 
course of business, then he is a felon and a criminal, and may be 
sent to the paonr for two years. 

Mr. LINDSAY. at is the page from which the Senator 


reads? 

Mr. NELSON. Page 20. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to take up the time of the Senate 
any further. Iam anxious to get to a vote on this bill, and while 
more could be said on this subject I prefer that we come to a 
vote as soon as possible. I shall only 1 as we go along, to 
answer objections which are made to my substitute. 

As I said at the outset, one or two of the objections of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky made the other day I thought were 
well founded, and I was quite ready and willing to modify the sub- 
stitute to meet those criticisms; but in other respects I think his 
criticisms were unjust and without foundation, particularly his 
criticism as to section 18, in respect to which I have shown both 
by legislative precedents in the original bankruptcy act of 1800 
and in the act of 1873, passed while the bankruptcy law of 1867 
was in force, and in the decisions of our Supreme Court, in those 
old cases in 4 Wheaton and 12 Wheaton, that such an exception in 
favor of the validity of a State law is not inhibited, but that it is 
within our legislative power and authority. 

It is another question—which I have not discussed—whether it 
is wise to make these exceptions; whether it is not better that as 

n as a bankruptcy law sire that by itsown force and vigor 
t shall suspend and annul State laws. That is a question of 
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policy. Ido not believe State laws should be interfered with ex- 
cept 8 cases where it is necessary to resort to Federal laws, 
and when Federal laws are put in 5 if they are put in 
operation before State laws are applied by the State courts, let the 
proceedings go on in the Federal courts, otherwise let the pro- 
ceedings go on in the State courts. This is in harmony with our 
dual system of government. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, my object the other day in re- 
ferring to the insolvency laws of Minnesota was not to indulge in 
any criticism upon the KH of that State. The Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. N shad A objected to the pending bill upon 
the ground of some of the severe provisions of that bill which he 
said would operate greatly to the 3 of insolyent debtors. 
My object was to show that that bill materially modified the exist- 
ing insolyent laws, and thatif that billshould hocam a law, many 
of the oppressive features of the various State laws of insolvency 
would be ameliorated and in some instances absolutely set aside 
by the general bankruptcy law. 

I understood ny friend to say the other day that no objection 
had been found in his State to the operation of the insolvency laws 
adopted by the Minnesota legislature; and it was a legitimate 
argument upon my part to insist that, if those laws had not oper- 
ated to oppress the debtor nor to defraud the creditor, then the 
probabilities were that the law that we propose to enact would 
still less oppress the debtor or tend to embarrass the creditor. M 
friend now says that he has an instance in which some great hank 
ship has resulted from the enforcement of the law of his own State. 
I take it that no law upon the subject of bankruptcy or insolvency 
has been passed and that no law will be passed under which like 
hardships will not occasionally occur. 

As to the question whether or not a bankruptcy law passed b 
the Congress of the United States in order to be uniform shail 
take the place, for the time being, of the insolvency laws of the 
various States, I desire to submit thesesuggestions: I takeit, if this 
law shall not negative that idea, the fact that it is general in its 
application will be enough of itself to suspend, for the time being, 

the insolvency laws of all the States and Territories in every 
state of case provided to be reached by the general bankruptcy law. 

But my friend says we have a right to make exceptions, and 
that the exceptions themselves do not impair the uniformity of 
thelaw. Yes, we have the right to declare to what states of case 
the bankruptcy law of the United States shall apply; and wher- 
ever it does not apply, we have not ae hong right to say, but, 
as a matter of law, it will not affect the laws of the States there- 
tofore in existence. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement 
in this connection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ves. 

Mr. NELSON. The honorable Senator is aware of the fact that 
our courts in construing the old pankraptoy law of 1867, and I do 
not know but prior laws to that, held that that part of the law 
which allowed a debtor to have his exemptions according to the 
law of the State in which he resided was not invalid or in viola- 
tion of the constitutional provision in regard to uniformity. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. NELSON, In other words, that the debtor would have the 
benefit of his exemptions under that law according to the law of 
his own State, when one State might give him a little exemption, 
another a good deal; some States, like the Dakotas, 80 acres of 
land, and some States no land at all. If Congress had the power 
to do that, have we not the power to make these other exemptions? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Bankruptcy laws, whether Federal or State, 
never undertake to administer estate that can not be lawfully 
subjected to the payment of the bankrupt’s indebtedness. It does 
not destroy the uniformity of a bankrupt law to provide that that 
portion of the bankrupt's estate which, prior to its adoption, under 
the laws of the place in which the bankrupt lives is not subject to 
be applied to the payment of his debts, shall remain exempt as it 
was before. The object of a bankruptcy law is to take the estate 
of the debtor—that portion of the estate which may be applied to 
the payment of his debts—and apply it to the payment of those 
debts according to” the rule fixed by the bankruptcy law. . 

Mr. ALLEN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Supposein one State the constitutional provision 
of exemption should exempt $1,500 worth of property to the head 
of a family, and in another State it should exempt but $300, would 
the Senator from Kentucky claim that a bankruptcy act passed 
by Congress could change the status of the debtors in the respec- 
tive States? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Do I claim that the bankruptcy statute can 
change those exemptions? 

Mr. ALLEN. Doesthe Senator claim that Congress would have 
po to pass a law which would change the status of those 

ebtors? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I not only do not so claim, but I am now try- 
ing to show that to regard and seh those exemptions does not 
at all impair the uniformity of a bankruptcy law. 


Mr. ALLEN. I was glad to hear the Senator say that, beca 
I thought I understood him to say a moment ago that a banke 
ruptcy act passed by Co would, without declaring itself 
be general either expressly or by implication, extend over ev 
State and Territory of the Union and as to all kinds of persons 
and property. That is, I understood the Senator to say, in other 
words, that the constitutional provision authorizing Congress 
pass uniform laws upon the subject of bankruptcies was self- 
operative, and that it did not require the passage of a statute to 
call it into existence. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What I did say was this, and this is all I 
meant to say: That a United States bankruptcy law would, of i 
own force, suspend the operation of State insolvent laws; not tha 
it would suspend the operation of any other State law, or affect the 
operation of any other State law; but where the State had passed 
a system of bankruptcy, that that system of bankruptcy would 
not be operative after a general system of ba ptey had been 
adopted by the Congress of the United States, unless, as my friend 
claims, an exception can be constitutionally made which would 
pom the State system of bankruptcy notwithstanding the ex- 

tence of the national system of 1 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Suppose a State should have a yery complete 
and just system of bankruptcy, would it be possible to make an 
exception and permit the State to settle all debts due within that 
State under that law? Wonld that statute be objectionable? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think that would be objectionable. I pro 
pose to show that either the bankruptcy law would Ret apply to 
that State at all, or else we would have two systems of nkrupte 
in force in the same State at the same time. That is the point 

ro to reach before I conclude. 
. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him another 
question at this point? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose every State and Territory of the Union 
has an insolvent law or a bankruptcy law, whichever we may call 
it, and weshould passa simple, short act here, that these respective 
laws of the respective States and Territories of the Union shoul 
be considered as national bankruptcy acts in those States and Ter- 
ritories, would not that comply with the Constitution? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If we were to declare that, we would not be 
establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy. We would be at- 
tempting to confer power upon the States which exists without 
any act of Con , and which would be in force without any act 
of Congress until Congress should substitute for them under thé 
constitutional grant some other rule of 8 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to his attention 
to the fact that the language of the Constitution, as I recollect it, 
is uniform laws”—not law, but using the plural“ uniform 
laws on the subject of bankruptcies?” we adopted the respec- 
tive laws in the respective States and Territories operative there, 
would not that be a compliance with the requirements of the pro- 
visions of the Constitution? 

Ms LINDSAY. IthinkIshall be able to show that it would 
no 

Now, I call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to the 
provisions of his substitute. Section 7 provides: 

That all preferences given or suffered by any merchant, broker, banker, 
trader, manufacturer, or miner who is insolvent within four months prior 
to the 4 of the said petition, other than such preferences as are he: 

owed— 

Mr. NELSON. Those words have been stricken out. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; the latter clause has been stricken out. 
The provision continues: 

Are hereby declared illegal, null, and void as the creditors of 
Jerrad ae Saanen by see TONO (ce te IEA ot TAE aoa Tin 
and void preference as aforesaid shall, if not exempt from execution and 
lability for debts, be and remain a part of the assets and estate of the said 
petitioner, ete. 

Such a statute would bind the Federal bankruptcy courts in all 
cases of bankruptcy of which they have jurisdiction. Now, let us 
compare section 18 with that general provision: 

SEO. 18. That this act shall not be construed to repeal, annul, or suspend 
the laws of any State or Territory now in force, or which may hereafter be 
enacted for the compulsory distribution of an insolvent's estate among his 
creditors. 

Suppose the law of a State recognizes as valid all these prefer- 
ences which the seventh section declares shall be invalid, and the 
insolvency law provides that in the State courts those preferences 
shall, even in insolvency proceedings, be „What will be 
the condition of affairs in that particular State? 

Will those State laws control the Federal court when it assumes 
jurisdiction of the bankrupt’s estate and compel the Federal court, 
in the face of the seventh section, to uphold and maintain all the 
preferences which the seventh section declares shall be illegal, 
null, and void, or will the Federal court disregard the State laws 
and hold that the exception can not mean that the Federal court 
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shall not obey the mandate of Congress and declare the exemptions 
to be illegal? If it will, then you have this case, it will be a race 
between the State court and the Federal court as to which shall 
secure jurisdiction. 

Mr. NELSON. Is not that true in the case of an attachment? 
Would not that be the case between an attaching creditor and a 
bankruptcy court? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The proposed bankruptcy law provides, and I 
haye no doubt the substitute provides, though I have not examined 
it in that r „that if the bankruptcy proceedings be insti- 
tuted within four months after the attachment lien is secured, the 
preference thereby secured shall not apply nor be upheld nor 
maintained by the bankruptcy court, but shall be set aside. 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me a 
question at that point? 
Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 


Mr. ALLEN. I understand the limitation is to be fixed at four 
months by the bill; that is, any transaction occurring within four 
months before the filing of the petition and obtaining jurisdiction 
comes within the jurisdiction of the court and is an act of bank- 
ruptey regardless of its character. Now, if it is within the power 
of Congress to transfer an absolutely honest transaction that is 
fair between man and man, which occurred just four months be- 
fore the filing of the petition, is it not within the power of Con- 
gress upon the same principle to carry back a transaction that 
occurred three, four, five, or even ten years before? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I might reply to that by calag the attention 
of the Senator from Nebraska to the provision of a bill now being 
considered by the Finance Committee of this body, which con- 
tains a provision to the effect that, although goods imported into 
the country after the ist of April may have all duties paid upon 
them by the importer, a lien shall exist in case the bill shall become 
a law, which shall be enforced after the goods have gone into gen- 
eral consumption. It was said withsome force, but I will not stop 
to consider it, that the lien might have been extended back to 1894. 
The question of power is one thing, and the expediency of exercis- 
ing that power is another thing. 

Ar. LEN. I will not interrupt the Senator, at least not sub- 
stantially interrupt him, I hope, in the course of his argument if 
Lask another question. First, the matter to Which the Senator 
refers is more the exercise of a sovereign power of taxation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a Government policy. The other touches a 
question where one man has paid, we will say, for instance, in gold 
or gold equivalent, four, five, or ten thousand dollars for a piece 
of land. absolute good faith he has bought it of the candidate 
for bankruptcy; he has paid his money; taken his title deeds; 
everything is complete. If Con, can pass a law which will 
declare that transaction an act of bankruptcy and deprive the pur- 
chaser of his property, it having occurred four months before the 
filing of a petition, can not Congress do the same thing if it occurred 
four years before the filing of the petition, and does not that vio- 
late the same constitutional right of private contract? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I would say that it did. The bill reported by 
the committee not any does not affect the title of any man who 
deals in good faith with the bankrupt before the application for 
bankruptcy is made, but it expressly provides that he shall be pro- 
tected in all bona fide transactions with the bankrupt after the 
petition has been filed and up to the judgment declaring him to be 
a bankrupt, if ignorant of the existence of bankruptcy proceed- 


agree with the Senator Whol; but the question of attachment 
is not a question of contract at all. The question of attachment 
is where a N Sout creditor attempts to secure a preference over 
the other creditors. The proposed bankruptcy law provides that 
this vigilant creditor shall not have the advantage of that lien if 


bankruptcy proceedings be instituted within four months after 
the levy of the attachment. 
Mr. ALLEN. An honest attachment lien is a vested right, is it 
? 


not 
Mr. LINDSAY. An honest attachment lien is a vested right, 
provided there be no law which declares that it shall not bea 


vested right. 
É ROY ALLEN . And no subsequent law can destroy that vested 
ri 


months (which will be an attempt to acquire a lien with notice of 
what the law is) shall be disregarded; not that we shall relate 
back and impair attachment liens that existed before the law went 
into effect, but only those that are acquired after the law does go 
into effect, provided they be attacked within four months. 

There is nothing whatever retroactive in this bill. It puts 
every attaching creditor upon notice of what his rights are, and 
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his attach- 
ebtor or some 


he can nevertheless proceed in the State court to 
ment lien, and it will be a good lien unless the 
creditor shall commence proceedings in bankruptcy, which will 
defeat the lien. 

Now, then, I come back to this limitation, this exception, this 
qualification, whatever it may be. 


Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator is not fair in this matter. The 
pa of the substitute that he criticises is exactly in harmony with 

is own bill. Let me call his attention to the provision of his bill 
on page 35: 

A petition ma against a person who has commi 
3 Ne after the commission of such a Sen 

And that is all there is in this provision. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwas not‘only not criticising that provision 
of the Senator's bill, but defending it as an eminently proper pro- 
vision. What I propose to criticise is this 

Mr. NELSON. te that is unconstitutional, then the provision 
of the Senator’s bill is unconstitutional. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I not only do not say that it is unconstitu- 
tional, but I say that it is constitutional, and that itis an emi- 
nently proper and wise provision. Iwasreplying to the question of 
the Senator from Nebraska, and defending the Senator's substitute, 
and not criticising it at all in that particular. But here is the 
point I want to make. I read from the Senator’s substitute: 

Sec. 18. That this act shall not be construed to repeal, annul, or suspend 
the laws of any State or Territory now in force, or which may hereafter be 
ee the compulsory distribution of an insolvent's estate among his 
c 

Now, suppose the State law and the bankruptcy law conflict in 
important respects. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to answer him now? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ihave not stated my proposition yet. 

Mr. NELSON. Al right. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Suppose the State law declares that all the 
preferences declared to be illegal by section 7 of the substitute 
shall be upheld and respected. Now, those State laws remain in 
full force and the bankruptcy law of the Federal Government re- 
mains in full force. The point I want to get at is whether the 
Federal courts in administering the Federal 3 law shall 
uphold, preserve, and protect those preferences in the face of the 
ee ee of the seventh section, which declares that they shall 


old them a 

Mr. NELSON. The rule that would apply in that case, I want 
to say to the Senator from Kentucky, is just the same that would 
apply in cases of an attachment under the action of State courts. 
It will be conceded on all hands that a bankruptcy law does not 
repeal our State attachment laws, under which creditors proceed 
to collect their debts by means of attachment proceedings. Those 
proceedings are valid, but wherever they come in conflict with the 
express provisions of the bankruptcy law of the United States, the 
bankruptcy law, either under the provisions of the Torrey bill or 
ungar i the provisións of the substitute, would reach back four 
months. 

The Senator concedes that; and if that is good in the case of an 
attachment, it may be good in the case of 3 laws. What 
is the difference whether a creditor proceeds to collect his debts 
by attachment or under State insolvency laws? If in one case a 
Federal statute can be retroactive four months why may it not 
= others? It stands exactly on the same principle as a matter of 

W. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill accept that interpretation and see where 
it leads us. If proceedings be commenced within four months 
after the preferences have been given, the State court shall disre- 
gard them, but if longer than four months, then the State court 
shall uphold them. 

Mr. LSON. That is not my language; that is yours. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not want to impute to you any language 
you do not use, but your illustration was that the lien created b 
the State attachment would be destroyed if 1 proceed - 
ings were commenced in four months, and I was ed why that 
would not apply just as well to insolvency proceedings. If it will, 
the preferences protected by the State 3 law will go the 
way of the PERR AER lien if they are not older than four months, 

NELSON. Oh, no. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Then, if they will not, the Federal court will 


be bound to uphold them, notwithstanding the express lan, 
in the seventh section that they shall be di I will 0 
another illustration: Pappor e Federal Le Bag provides 
that under certain conditions the bankrupt shall disc 


from the payment of all his debts not satisfied by the distribution 
of his assets, and the State law declares that under exactly similar 
conditions he shall not be discharged. 

Mr. HOAR. And the creditor shall keep his claim. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And that thecreditors shall keep their claims, 
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Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? Suppose the cred- 
itors proceed under State laws and not under Federal laws? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The point Iam getting at is that if we are to 
have two sets of laws—the Federal laws and the State laws—in 
force in the same State at the same time, and we give the creditors 
the election to proceed under one or the other, we will havea state 
of case where, if the creditor proceeds under the Federal law, he gets 
a certain set of preferences set aside, and if the debtor proceeds 
under the Federal law those preferences will likewise be set aside; 
butif the creditor proceeds under the State law, then the prefer- 
ences will be upheld, and if the debtor files his application for a 
discharge in the State court under the State law, those preferences 
will be upheld. So we will have two systems of bankruptcy, a 
Federal system and a State system, applying to the same subject- 
matter and to the same persons, in force in the same State at the 
same time, depending only upon which court gets the jurisdiction, 
the State court or the Federal court. 

Mr. HOAR., Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion 
to him in that line? n 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Under the existing law of States which have bank- 
ruptcy laws now, a debtor can not get his discharge in a good 
many cases unless a majority in number and value of his cred- 
itors consent, or unless he pays more than 50 cents on the dollar of 
the debts. This proposed law provides that the claim shall be dis- 
charged if the debtor does not pay 5 cents, if he is honest, and 
whatever the creditors desire, he shall have his discharge, creditor 
or nocreditor, payment or no payment, if he is only honest. Now, 
the Senator from Minnesota says that shall not be done under the 
proposed law, which he considers harsh; that wherever there is 
a State law in existence now the debtor shall not have his dis- 
charge except under these severe conditions; that if the creditor 
can get him under that he shall keep him under it, and he can 
not get his discharge under this humane provision of ours. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me 
to ask him what he understands by the discharge under State law? 
I do not understand that under any State law the debtor can be 
discha: from the obligation of his debts. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; the debtor is discharged under every 
State law from the obligation of debts which were contracted toa 
creditor dwelling in the same State. 

Mr. BACON. Discharged from the obligation of the contract? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. That is the United States decision in 
Ogden vs. Saunders, and it has been reaffirmed recently. 

r. BACON. How does the Senator reconcile that? 

Mr. HOAR. I will not undertake to interrupt the Senator from 
Kentucky by reconciling it. I undertake to say that is the well- 
settled, well-understood law in this country, and has been ever 
since I studied law. Ihave lived where that was the law, and I 

racticed law under it for a great many years. Let me repeat, if 
1 be allowed by the courtesy of the Senator from Kentucky, 
if it will not Hyena i him 

Mr. LINDSAY. rtainly; I yield. 

Mr. HOAR, Ido not want to make a separate speech. The 
proposed law which the Senator from Minnesota says is so harsh 
provides that every debtor who has not committed these frauds or 

juries shall have his discharge if he does not pay a cent on the 
Lollar, no matter what the creditors say, and the Senator from 
Minnesota comes in and attacks it as a severe bill, and proposes 
that the debtor shall not have his discharge wherever in any State 
(which is the rule in nearly all States where they now have insol- 
vent laws), the State now or hereafter says that the man shall not 
have his discharge until he pays 50 cents on the dollar or a ma- 
. jority, in number and value both, of his creditors agree. 

The one practical point in ninety-nine one-hundredths of insol- 
vent cases is on what terms is the honest man to have his dis- 
charge. We say he shall have it without terms. The Senator 
from Minnesota says no, you shall have it on the terms that the 
States provide, requiring a majority in number and yalue of his 
creditors to consent, so that there is no hope for the poor debtor 
who can not pay 50 cents on the dollar. Other Senators who 
denounce the provision of the bill as harsh come in and op it 
with a provision that we shall not have any bankruptcy law at 
t the 500,000 poor debtors in this country shall not be 


Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
a question here? 


ir, HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. This is irregular. We are taking the time of 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very well; it gives me an opportunity to rest. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if it is fair, as a matter of argument, to get up and assume that a 
State bankruptcy law is of such a specific character? 

Mr. HOAR. It has been so in the State of Massachusetts. - 

Mr. NELSON. You assume that in all other States the law 
will be just like that of Massachusetts. 


Mr. HOAR. It is so in three or four other States which were 
named here the other day. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is so in Nevada. 

Mr. HOAR. It is so in Nevada. 

Mr. NELSON. It is so in a few States, but in the bulk of them 
it is the other way. 

Mr. HOAR. It is so in the very States whose Senators attack 
this proposed law. 

Mr. NELSON. In the argument the Senator from Massachu- 
setts assumes that the State bankruptcy laws are all of a given 
character, and then compares this assumed law of his with the 
law in general. That is not a fair argument. 

Mr, HOAR. The Senator will pardon me 

Mr. NELSON. I propose to leave the people of a State, if they 
pae it, their own State laws; and if they do not choose to leave 

t to the State law, we give them this law and say they can go to 
the Federal court. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not say that 
it was the law in all the States; I said in a Bam many of them, 
and the Senator proposes that that shall apply not only to a great 
many of the States where there are such laws, but to let all the 
States do it if they have a mind to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, the point we reach is this: The 
States have a right to pass bankruptcy laws and the States havea 
right to provide that in cases of involuntary or voluntary bank- 
raptcy, as to all contracts made by citizens of that State with the 
debtor, he being a citizen of the State su uent to the enactment 
of that bankruptcy law, when his estate is being administered in 
bankruptcy he shall have a discharge against the unpaid portion 
of his debts. But that law can not operate extraterritorially. 

Mr. BACON. It simply means, if the Senator will permit me, 
that so far as the State remedies and the State processes are con- 
cerned they are taken away from him. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It means more than that. The State bank- 
ruptcy law enters into the subsequent contracts, and it is no vio- 
lation or disregard of the obligations of the contract to discharge a 
debtor from the further payment of his debt after the surrender 
of his property, provided the contract be made subsequent to the 
enactment of that law. It is a discharge which the Federal court 
sitting in the State will uphold as well as the State courts, but it 
does not operate extraterritorially. That is the only difference. 

l can not undertake to say that all the States have these harsh 
and 1 sce provisions the State of Minnesota has, or that the 
State of California has, or that the State of Nevada has, but I do 
ra hemes if the substitute be adopted with this exception in it, and 
it be upheld as constitutional, then we will have conflicts between 
the State and Federal courts to secure jurisdiction. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? aay. we not always have such a conflict as the Senator 
predicates? Let me putacase. A nonresident creditor of a Ken- 
tucky debtor has two remedies. If a nonresident has a claim 
large enough—$5,000—against one of the citizens in Kentucky, he 
can go into the State court and collect it or he can go into the 
Federal court, can he not? 

Mr. LINDSAY, Les. 

Mr. NELSON. Whichever tribunal he seeks to start in to col- 
lect his debt, is it not right and proper, both as respects constitu- 
tional law and comity, that the court which has acquired juris- 
diction shall have the right to proceed to finish the case? Is there 
any hardship in that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator is right about that; but the dif- 
ference about that case and the one we propose to create is this: 
When a nonresident debtor sues in a State court or a Federal 
court, as he may elect, the laws of Kentucky are administered in 
either court, and his rights are exactly the same; his remedies are 
precisely the same; and the hardships, if there be hardships, are 
equal in one court to the hardships in the other court. But here 
the proposition is that if you get into the State court one rule 
of property is to apply, and if you get into the Federal court 
another rule of property is to apply, so that we will have two 
systems of jurisprudence enfor y two sets of courts in the 
same State and applying to the people of the same State. 

If we could constitutionally do this thing, we ought not to do it; 
but if we attempt it, we conflict with the constitutional grant of 
power that a bankruptcy law shall be uniform in its application 
to all the people of each locality to which it applies who are put 
within the class of people who may be put into bankruptcy. If 
we put traders into bankruptcy, the same law ought to apply to 
all traders in every State. If we putin manufacturers, if we put 
in bankers, if we put in miners, let us have a classification of peo- 
ple who may be declared bankrupts; and having classified them, 
in order that the law may be uniform, it must be enforced equally 
against all miners, all manufacturers, all bankers. Otherwise we 
fe ae have a uniform system of bankruptcy laws in the United 

tates, 

It is not so much a question of power—I do not believe the 
power exists—as a question of policy and propriety, and my theory 
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about a bankruptcy law, if we have a Federal „ law at 
all, is that as to the class of ons to whom it applies it shall 
apply equally in every State, in every Territory,and in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; that it shall be administered upon the same 
ee and according to the same rules in every court in every 

tate, and that a man’s rights as a bankrupt or his rights as a 
creditor shall not be determined by the court which gets jurisdic- 
tion of the case. That is the objection I make to the provision 
contained in the eighteenth section of the substitute. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from Kentucky resumes his 
seat, I desire to call his attention merely to one matter. I do not 
propose to discuss the subject at any length, although I may do so 
at some future time, if we do not sooner dispose of the bill. I 
recognize the fact, stated by the Senator in his former argument 
and alluded to to-da , that in a great many States there are more 
drastic measures than those embraced in the 1 bill. In 
my own State there is an exceedingly drastic and harsh measure, 
but there is this difference: The case of a State law, where there 
is a harsh provision for the enforcement of the collection of debts 
and the takin g possession of the assets of the debtor, is very differ- 
ent from a Federal law, for the reason that the State law is so 
much more easily amended, so much more easily got rid of, if it 
works hardship, than is a Federal law. 

A Federal lawis one which it is oriomo difficult to pass; it is 
equally difficult to repeal it; and it is much more important that 
the provisions of a Federal law, which looks to taking possession 
of the assets of a debtor, absolutely taking them from him and 
administering them in the interest of his itors, shall be lenient, 
that they s not be harsh and drastic, than that such should be 
the case with a State law. In the one case the remedy is easy. In 
the other case it is exceedingly difficult. I pink a bankruptcy act 
ought to be a beneficentlaw. I do not think the design of a bank- 
ruptcy law is that it shall be for the purpose of correc defects 
in State laws with reference to the collection of debts. It ought 
not to be a collection law. ` 

I am extremely anxious to vote for a bankruptcy bill, but I 
want a bankruptcy bill which in the main and almost exclusively 
shall be a voluntary measure, and I am not willing to vote for a 
bill which has in it the features that this bill has, unlèss they are 
very materially toned down. I stated the other day in the utmost 

ood faith that I do desire to see a ptey measure become 
aw. I believe the general condition of the country requires it, 
loudly demands it, but I do think that at this time, especially in 
my section of the country and in other sections, where the people 
are burdened with debts, to impose upon them a law which will 
have the effect to put almost every man, by reason of the large 
amount of his indebtedness, in a position where he can be con- 
stantly attacked whenever he seeks to do any business of any kind 
whatsoever, would be a very great mistake. 

Therefore I was in hopes—and the other day I asked the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky, when he was upon the floor, 
to the provisions looking to involun bankruptcy—that several 
of these clauses would be very materially modifed if not entirely 
eradicated from the bill. I desire to call the attention of Senators 
to the fact that 5 with reference to involuntary bank- 
ruptcy are extremely widespread in their scope. The pest Arab 
who are rapes fie from the provisions of involuntary bankruptcy, 
if I read it aright (page 36, section 41), are national banks, a per- 
son engaged solely in farming or the tillage of the soil, or a wage 
earner. Am I correct in that respect? 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is the section. 

Mr. BACON. Every other person in any other branch of busi- 
ness is subject to the provision of theproposed act and liable to all 
the hardships of the provisions relative to involuntary bankruptcy 
which are found in section 40. 

I do not know whether it is the design of the committee that we 
shall now vote upon the bill. If so, I would ask their attention to 
the fortieth section and with reference to several provisions in it. 
If the bill is to be voted upon as it is now, if the committee are 
fixed in their determination upon that point, it is unnecessary, of 
course, to discussit further; but I think that the important end to 
be accomplished, to enact a law which shall be beneficent in char- 
acter, will be defeated if a billis enacted which contains the harsh 
provisions relative to involuntary bankruptcy that are found in 
this measure, 

Mr, LINDSAY. The committee have no idea, so far as I know, 
of pressing a vote on the bill to-day, The committee desire that 
the bill shall be carefully considered, and that every Senator who 
has any specific objection to it shall have opportunity to make 
known his objection and to offer amendment. As I said the other 
day, the desire of the committee is to make an acceptable bill, to 
have due regard to the rights of both creditors and debtors, and 
to give neither one of them the right, or the power, or the oppor 
tunity either to oppress or to take advantage of the other. 0 
committee have had some amendments prepared which they have 
not yet had the opportunity to consider. 

Mr. BACON. I did not know that. 


Mr. LINDSAY. There is no disposition, so far as I know, to 
force a vote on the bill to-day, unless the Senate desires to vote at 
this time. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Georgia that it is more 
difficult to change a Federal than a State law. The Congress of 
the United States meets each year. In many of the States now we 
have only biennial sessions of the legislature, and they are prin- 
PDY A en uoan electing United States Senators instead of look- 
ing a local business. 


. BACON. Isu t to the Senator from Kentucky that if a 
bill should be Sr Amar og the features for involuntary 
bankruptcy that are in this bill there would be very powerful 


influences in this country which would stand in the way of its 
meee. and I think they could always defeat its repeal. 

. LINDSAY. And there would be very powerful influences 
in favor of its repeal if it worked hardships upon the debtor classes 
of the country. 

The Senator from Georgia says they have in Georgia a provi- 
sion very much more drastic and oppressive than any contained 
in this bill. I do not know what that is. . 

Mr. BACON. I do not know that I used the exact language 
which the Senator from Kentucky attributes to me. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But it is exceedingly oppressive. 

Mr. BACON. It is about to be repealed. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask my friend how long that law has 
been on the statute books of Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. It has been there a good while. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very much longer than any bankruptcy law 
has ever lived that was passed by the Federal Congress. 

Mr. BACON. I can not say about that, but I can say that pub- 
lic opinion has now reached a point where it will be promptly re- 
pealed or modified. 

Mr. LINDSAY. H hope it will be. If it is not, I hope we may 
= a Federal bankruptcy law which will relieve the people of 

rgia of the 9 eatures of their bankruptcy act. 

Mr. BACON. The gt of Georgia will relieve themselves 
whenever they make up their minds to doit. The proposed Fed- 
eral ee ted law might be very oppressive to them, but how- 
ever much they might want to repeal it they could not do it in the 
face of all the opposition that would come from certain quarters 
which would be more powerful than any influence they coul 
bring to bear. 

Mr. NELSON. In going over the changes which I suggested a 
while ago, I omitted one amendment which I had marked, and 
which I should like to have made in the substitute. After the 
word ‘‘repeal,” in line 1 of section 18, I wish to insert the word 
“or,” and then to strike out the words “or suspend,” in line 2, 
after the word annul,” so that it will read: 


That this act shall not be construed to repeal or annul the laws of any State 
or Territory, etc. 


Then, with that correction, I ask unanimous consent that the 


I suppose a Federal 8 law ordinarily 


that law was repealed those laws 
reenactment. 

It has been so construed time and time again in our courts; and 
that is as far as this goes. It simply leaves the State laws in force; 
but there may be cases for the time being where they are sus- 
pended. They are suspended when proceedings are initiated under 
the bankruptcy law of the United States ina proper manner, In 
other cases they remain in full force and vigor. That isthe object 
of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the sub- 
stitute will be modified as indicated. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Minnesota ask that the 
substitute be reprinted with his amendments? 
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t. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand the bill at present before the Senate 
is the committee substitute. Am I correct? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No. The Senator from Minnesota has offered 
a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; that is exactly what I wished to un- 
derstand. The Senator from Minnesota offers his amendment as 
a substitute for the entire bill now before the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly, and I have made to-day certain 
amendments and in the substitute, and I ask to have the 
substitute with those changes reprinted. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have that done. 

Mr. NELSON. Then its position is that of a substitute or an 
amendment made to the entire bill of the committee, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that the substitute may be reprinted as 
modified by himself. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to inquire of the Senator from Min- 
nesota whether he thinks by to-morrow at 4 o’clock there will 
have been sufficient debate upon his substitute? 

Mr. NELSON. Iam not advised as to that. I have no inclina- 
tion to debate it further, more than to answer such reasonable 
objections as are made. So far as I am concerned, I am ready at 
any time, when the Senate is reasonably full, to take a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. With the view of bringing this matter toa 
test, I desire to give notice that to-morrow at 4 o’clock I will move 
to lay the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota on the table. 
At the same time I wish to state that I am in favor of his amend- 
ment over the committee bill. To-morrow at 4 o’clock I will, if I 
can get the floor, move to lay the amendment on the table, with 
a hope of getting a test vote on it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that we 
have it reprinted before we do that. j 

Mr. MORGAN. The reprint will be on our tables to-morrow. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest, if the Senator from Alabama will 
allow me, and the Senators from Massachusetts and Kentucky 
concur, that to-morrow at 4 o`clock we take a vote upon the ques- 
tion whether the substitute shall or shall not be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 

Mr. NELSON. If there is no objection, let us take the vote in 
that form. 

Mr. ALLEN. IT object to that, because I think there are things 
in the substitute which should be modified. The substitnte does 
not define fraud as it should be defined. 5 À 

Mr. MORGAN. Iadhere to my proposition, that at 4 o'clock 
to-morrow I will move to lay the Senator's substitute on the 
table; and I am going to vote against my motion. A 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, are amendments to the original 
bill now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and the only amendment, as the Chair 
understands, is the substitute offered by the Senator from Minne- 
sota. 

Mr. BACON. That would not prevent the offering of amend- 


ments to the bill. 
The text of the original bill is 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
open to amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to give notice of an amendment. Ido 
not know whether I should formally move it at this time, and I 
do not know that all I propose to offer can be embraced in one 
motion, but I will give notice of the amendments and will here- 
after offer them more formally if it is deemed necessary. 

I wish to strike out from the original bill, in section 40, the 
subclauses, as I presume I may call them, which I will indicate. 
They are numbered from 1 to 9 in the bill. I shall move to strike 
out No. 2, which begins in line 6 and includes lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 
10; also No. 4, which begins in line 12 and extends to part of line 
line 14; also No. 5, No. 8, and No. 9. 

All of those embrace these harsh measures with reference to in- 
voluntary bankruptcy, and none of them, as I conceive, is neces- 
sary in order to reach all cases of fraud and manifest impropriety. 

r. ALLEN. Will the Senator state the grounds again? 

Mr. BACON. They are on pages 34 and 35. 

Mr. LINDSAY. ill the Senator give the numbers? 

Mr. BACON. Nos. 2, 4, 5, 8, and 9. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator propose those 
amendments to the bill? 

Mr. BACON. I give notice of them now, and if it is in order,I 
will move them formally at this time. I will not ask that they be 
acted upon at this time, however, unless the Senate so desires. I 
think they should be maturely considered and the reasons given. 

The P IDING OFFI The Senator from Georgia moves 
certain amendments, which will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. In section 40 it is proposed to strike out sub- 
head 2, as follows: 
(2) Failed for thirty da d until tition is fil insol 
2 mirth ene ae eee 
er, o su 
then until three days . — time fixed Toe edoh bala See 
It is proposed to strike out subhead 4, as follows: 


4) Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in 
statement admitting his inability to —. his debts. k coarse 


It is proposed to strike ont subhead 5, as follows: 

(5) Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his pro or suffi 
any of it to be taken or levied upon by 8 of law be de Nady aS 
purpose of giving a preference. 

It is proposed to strike out subhead 8, as follows: 

(8) ee — — 1 an grion for : os pvers = a 1 of 
executions ag, ng su amount, against himse return 
artery found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executions shall 
paid ‘ore a petition is filed, or. 


It is proposed to strike out subhead 9, as follows: 


(9) Suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is filed 
while insolvent, the payment of his corntuercial paper for or * $500 
or over. 


Mr. BACON. I wish to make a suggestion to the committee 
for what it is worth. Of course there are a 1 many of us who 
desire the passage of the bankruptcy bill if it can be properly 
guarded so as not to work hardship upon an unfortunate class of 
the community. The suggestion I wish to make to the committee 
is that the design which is embraced in these various subdivisions 
may be in part effected by making them grounds upon which dis- 
charges may be refused. That is a very different thing from 
making them grounds upon which a man can be put into bank- 
a vd against his will. 

do not know whether or not this suggestion is one which will 
be acceptable. Ishould be perfectly willing to have these various 
grounds embraced by amendments properly inserted, so that any- 
one who has placed himself in the various positions indicated in 
the subdivisions should, by reason of that fact, be denied the bene- 
fitof voluntary bankruptcy, but I am not willing that they should 

used as a ground upon which should be based proceedings in 
involuntary bankruptcy. Of course I recognize that the ninth 
subdivision could not be made a ground for refusing voluntary 
bankruptcy, but it does seem to me that the main purpose sought 
to be effected could be secured by striking out these provisions, so 
far as they relate to involuntary bankruptcy, and simply reinsert- 
ing them so as to make them grounds for refusing a discharge 
where bankruptcy has been voluntarily sought. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to move an amendment which will take 

recedence of the amendment moved by the Senator frora Georgia, 
inom it is an amendment to perfect the text which he proposes 
to strike out. In section 40, line 26, after the word “or,” being 
the second word in the line, I move to insert the words “ being a 
manufacturer or trader.” Perhaps that amendment, as to which 
I have the concurrence of the Senator from Kentucky in propos- 
ing, might as well be voted upon now, so that when the bill is 
reprinted it will be in. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘or,” in section 40, line 26, it 

is proposed to insert being a manufacturer or trader.” 
e amendment was to. 

Mr. NELSON. If the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
will allow me, I will suggest that it would be a good plan for the 
committee, if they have any amendments to submit to their bill, 
to offer them now, so t we can have the bill reprinted with 
their amendments. Then we can have a fair and square vote 
upon the substitute as it has been amended to-day and on the 
bill of the committee as it may beamended. I suggest that course 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I am not aware that the committee have sny 
amendments to pro now, or that they will have any at 
The Senator from Kentucky, I understand, has received some 
. amendments from the public somewhere, but he has 
not an opportunity to consider them. Whether or not the 
commend themselves to him I do not know. I had myself hoped 
that an amendment might be proposed which would cover the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Inđiana, but I suppose that 
the amendment just adopted covers it in large part. That is all I 


have to ee 

Mr. LIN Y. In i s to the amendment just offered and 
adopted to subdivision 9, I will state that the amendment I have 
repared is a little more comprehensive, and I will read it to the 
senator from Massachusetts. Instead of inserting the words 
which have been inserted, I propose to insert the words “ being a 
merchant, broker, banker, trader, manufacturer, or miner.” 
Whether the words manufacturer or trader” would cover 3 

its his commercial paper 
er. At any rate, I am will- 


Mr. HOAR. T pappone bns a ir 
ing that the Senate agree to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Kentucky, which is more minute in its definition. 
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Being a merchant, broker, banker, trader, manufacturer, or miner. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the vote 
by which the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts was adopted will be considered as reconsidered. The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. HOAR, Now I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
amendment is withdrawn. The Senator from Kentucky proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated. s 2 

The Secretary. After the word or,“ in section 40, line 26, it 
is proposed to insert: 

Being a merchant, broker, banker, trader, manufacturer, or miner. 

So as to read: 

Or (9) being a merchant, broker, banker, trader, manufacturer, or miner, 
suspended aot not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is hied, while 
insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or aggregating or 
over. 

The amendment was agreed to, z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON]. 

Mr, LINDSAY. 1 will ask the Senator from Georgia not 
press for a vote on that amendment now. 

Mr. BACON. I have no design to do so. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have some other amendments which I have 

pared and which I desire to look over and consult with the 
Banator from Massachusetts in relation to, and we may offer some 
of them ourselves. aera: 

Mr. BACON, Ishall be very happy to have that direction given 
to it, which is in accordance with my wish, In fact, the offering 
of the amendment at this time was intended as a suggestion to the 
committee, in order that they may take all the amendments into 
consideration and adopt such of them as they may think Let 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand the Senator from Minne- 
sota to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. NELSON. Not at all. I have not withdrawn it. I have 
made some changes and corrections in it to-day, and I desire to 
have a reprint of it, but it is pending as much as ever. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask that the bill as reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary may be reprinted with the amendments which 
have since been made. + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand that all the amendments which 
are now being offered are to the original bill for the purpose of 
perfecting it. Am I correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. The pending 

rae is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
rgia. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Lıxpsa yY] has 
suggested that a vote on this amendment be not now had,as the 
committee desire to consider the same in connection with some 
amendments which they themselves propose. I have stated to the 
Chair that that was in accordance with my wish. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I were a member of the other side of the 
Chamber, I should move to adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Missouri join the Republican party. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRELL. You can not get that consent. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn, or, rather, I will 
make that motion if the Senator from Kentucky has concluded 
What he has to say. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I was going to make that motion, but I will 
give way to the other side of the Chamber in the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was is ei to; and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 
1, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 20, 1897. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John P. Jackson, of California, to be collector of customs for 
the district of San Francisco, in the State of California, to succeed 
son H. Wise, whose term of office expired by limitation April 18, 


AUDITOR FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 
Wiliam Youngblood, of Alabama, to be Auditor for the Inte- 
rior Department, to succeed Samuel Blackwell, resigned, 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Frank R. Moore, of New York, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the first district of New York, in place of John O. Kelly, 
failed of confirmation by the Senate. s 


of Indian Affairs, vice Daniel M. Browning, resigned. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 

Charles B. Timberlake, of Holyoke, Colo., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Sterling, Colo., vice Dixon Buchanan, resigned. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Simon S. Matthews, of Hazlehurst, Miss., to be register of the 
land office at Jackson, Miss., vice Robert E. Wilson, term expired. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Milton C. Phillips, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Wisconsin, vice J. H. M. Wig- 
man, whose term expired April 14, 1897. 

DEPUTY COMMISSIONERS OF PENSIONS, 

James L. Davenport, of New Hampshire, to be First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions, vice Napoleon J. T. Dana, resigned. 

Leverett M. Kelley, of Elgin, III., to be Second Deputy Com- 
missioner of Pensions, vice Henry C. Bell, resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. Henry Clay Cook, Fourth Infantry, to be colonel, 
April 17, 1897, vice las e Infantry, d 5 

Maj. Augustus Hudson Bainbridge, Tenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, April 17, 1897, vice Cook, Fourth Infantry, pro- 


moted. 

Capt. Richard Isaac Eskridge, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 

major, April 17, 1897, vice Bainbridge, Tenth Infantry, promoted. 

t Lieut. Arthur Charles Ducat, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be captain, April 17, 1897, vice Morgan, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, relieved from active service. 

First Lieut. Stephen O’Connor, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
captain, April 17, 1897, vice Eskridge, Twenty-third Infantry, 

romoted. 
8 Second Lieut. Henry Gideon Lyon, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
first r April 17, 1897, vice Ducat, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. George Davis Moore, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lientenant, April 17, 1897, vice O'Connor, Twenty-third In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. Ira L. Reeves, Company B, Fourth Infantry, to 
be second lieutenant, April 19, 1897, vice Lyon, Seventeenth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Candidate Corpl. Edward S. Walton, Company F, Fifteenth In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenant, April 19, 1897, vice Moore, Eight- 
eenth infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

P. A. Engineer Theodore F. Burgdorff, to be a chief 
the Navy, from the 26th day of February, 1897, vice Chief 
George E. Tower, retired. 

THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


John A. Merritt, of New York, to be Third Assistant Postmaster- 
General, vice Kerr Craige, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Andrew R. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, in the 
county of El Paso and State of Colorado, in the place of John C. 
Rose, removed. 

William R. Lindsay, to be postmaster at Gillett, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1897. 

Hubert E. Carpenter, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
sk E. Carpenter, whose commission expired December 14, 


1896. 

Andrew J. Pollock, to be postmaster at Pensacola, in the county 
of Escambia and State of Florida, in the place of William F. Lee, 
removed. 

Waiter W. Lindley, to be er at Urbana, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Illinois, in the place of Frank L. Bills, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 

Michael C. Garber, to be 8 at Madison, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Indiana, in the place of Edward G. 
Niklaus, removed. 

E. E. Secor, to be postmaster at Buffalo Center, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1896. E. M. Wilson was appointed by the 
President and nominated to the Senate, but failed of confirmation. 

William H. Nelson, to be postmaster at Smith Center, in the 
3 2 84 of Smith and State of Kansas, in the place of J. W. Stew- 
art, resi 

. to be postmaster at Boothbay Harbor, in 
the county of Lincoln and State of Maine, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 


ineer in 
gineer 
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the President on and after July 1, 1896, Eben A. Poole, appointed 


by the President, having failed of confirmation. 

John Kolb, to be postmaster at Melrose, in the county of Stearns 
and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after Jan 1, 1897. 

Willis E. Flanders, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Missouri, in the place of William R. Baskett, 


resigned. 

William C. Shannon, to be tmaster at Marshfield, in the 
county of Webster and State of Missouri, in the place of Oliver 
Wells, whose commission expired March 30, 1897. 

Alonzo H. Foster, to be postmaster at Boulder (late Boulder 
Valley), in the Conniy of Jefferson and State of Montana, in the 
place of George Pfaff, whose commission expired December 14, 
1896. 

Gyrus E. Hunter, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Dixon and State of Nebraska, in the place of Cyrus E. Hunter, 
whose commission expired January 17, 1897. 

Charles A. Brooks, to be postmaster at Marathon, in the county 
of Cortland and State of New York, in the place of H. E. Wilson, 
removed, 

Burdette T. Burlingham, to be postmaster at McGrawville, in 
the county of Cortland and State of New York, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1, 1897. 

Melvin M. Conklin, to be 1 at Elmira, in the count; 
of Chemung and State of New York, in the place of George H. 
Cotton, deceased. A 

Cornelius Van Cott, to be postmaster at New York, in the 
county of New York and State of New York, in the place of 
Charles W. aye resigned. 

John W. C. Long, to be postmaster at Statesville, in the coun 
of Iredell and State of North Carolina, in the place of Charles W. 
Boshamer, whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 

Jefferson O. Glover, to be postmaster at Cadiz, in the county of 
Harrison and State of Ohio, in the place of Neri A, Hanna, whose 
commission expired March 27, 1897. 

William L. Hunter, to be postmaster at Turtle Creek, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1, 1897. 

T. C. Manzer, to be postmaster at Forest City, in the county of 
Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank 
Cunningham, jr., whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

James P. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Beaumont, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Texas, in the place of Guy W. 
Junker, whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

Thomas A. Pope, to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county of 
Milam and State of Texas, in the place of Thomas A. Robinson, 
resigned, 


WITHDRAWAL, 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate April 20, 1897. 


Frank H. Atkinson, to be postmaster at Cadiz, in the State of 
Ohio, whose nomination was sent to the Senate April 15, 1897. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 20, 1897. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commodore Montgomery Sicard, to be a rear-admiral. 

Capt. Albert Kautz, to be a commodore. 

Lieut. Richard G. Davenport, to be a lieutenant- commander. 

Lieut. Edward B. Barry, to be a lieutenant- commander. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Greeley W. Whitford, of Colorado, to be attorney of the United 

States for the district of Colorado. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 21, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal o yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. SPOONER. I present petitions signed by 4,578 citizens 
who work for wages in the lumber business of the country, pray- 
ing for the enactment of the luinber schedule of the so-called 
Dingley tariff bill. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of W. R. Bourne and sun- 
dry other employees and wage earners connected with the lumber 
industry in Wisconsin; of George Archer and sundry other em- 
ployees in sawmills at Drummond, Wis.; of James H. Brown and 


sundry other wage earners in the lamber industry in Wisconsin, 
and of A. L. Osborn and sundry other wage carners in the lumber 
industry in Wisconsin, praying for the imposition of a duty on 
lumber in the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of James McCord and sundry 
other citizens of Wisconsin, and the petition of Mitchell Joannes 
and sundry other citizens of Greenbay, Wis., praying Congress 
to authorize the President of the United States to appoint a com- 
mission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary conven- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of La 
Crosse, Wis., praying Congress to authorize the President of tho 
United States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indian- 
apolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Knoxville, 
Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 30, 
or any similar measure, intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS prona a petition of snndry citizens of 
Indianapolis, Ind., and a petition of sundry citizens of Conners- 
ville, Ind., praying Congress to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint a commission as propona by the Indian- 
apolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the members 
of the Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade of New York City, praying 
for the adoption of a sound money financial system, and also for 
the enactment of legislation to encour. the establishment and 
successful operation of small banks with local capital and local 
knowledge of credits; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also Rene a petition of sundry citizens and merchants of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., and petitions of sundry bankers and merchants of 
Buffalo, N. Y.. praying Congress to authorize the President of the 
United States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indian- 
apolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which were referred to the 

mmittee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS prorrata the memorial of B.F. Rosenthal and 
160 other citizens of Saginaw; of John P. Sanford and 875 other 
citizens of Lansing; of L. M. Dunham and 52 other citizens of 
Grand Rapids; of T. J. Edwards and 19 other citizens of Dowagiac; 
of Barbers’ Union No. 16, and of the Central Labor Union of 
Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cigar manufacturers 
and makers of Grand Rapids, Mich., and a memorial of Cigar 
Makers’ Union No. 24, of Muskegon, Mich., remonstrating against 
an increase of duty on leaf tobacco in the pending tariff bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also preserves tho petition of C. W. Storey and 52 other 
citizens of Michigan who earn their living by producing lumber 
and shingles, praying for the imposition of a two-dollar rate upon 
lumber and a 35-cent rate upon shingles in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the William Love Cedar Com- 
pay and 26 other firms and individuals of Mecosta, Mich., pray- 

g that a duty of $2 per thousand feet be pinced upon rough 
lumber and 35 cents per thousand on shingles in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ee the petition of J. M. Wilkinson and 45 other 
citizens of Marquette, Mich., praying Congress to authorize the 
appointment of a commission to consider the question of national 
currency and banking legislation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON Naren the petition of E. W. Peet and sundry 
other citizens of Minnesota, praying Congress to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint a commission as pro- 
posed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of S. H. Davis and sundry other 
citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., and the memorial of R. J. Ryan 
and sundry other citizens of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system 
of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of Division 1, Ancient Order of 
Hibernians, of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the ding arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of H. G. Rising, of Manchester, 
Iowa, relative to the civil-service law as applied to post-office in- 
spectors;, which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I e a memorial of many of the most 


prominent commercial organizations of San Francisco and the 
principal merchants and bankers of that city, remonstratin 
against the abrogation of the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty. I 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from California 
whether the memorial he has just presented contains an argument 
on the subject of the repeal of the treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS. It contains an argument showing why the 
treaty should not be repealed. I presented a few days ago an 
arema in fayor of its repeal, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and a copy furnished the Commit- 
tee on Finance. Thesame course will be pursued in this instance. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isuggest that both those documents ought to 
be printed for the nse of the Senate. 

r. PERKINS. I move, then, that both the memorial I have 
just presented remonstrating against the abrogation of the treaty 
and the petition I presented a few days ago in faver of its abro- 
gation be printed as a public document, excluding the names, which 
amount to several hundred merchants. Perhaps it would be an 
unnec expense to print the names. 

The VIC. PRESIDEN T. Is there any cree to the motion 
or request of the Senator from California? e Chair hears none, 
and that will be the order. 

Mr. MANTLE. I present a resolution adopted yesterday by 
the Montana Stock Growers’ Association, favoring an amendment 
to the pending tariff bill which will afford protection to the wool- 
growmg industry of this country. Iask that the resolution be 
rea 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, as follows: 

MILES CITY, MONT., April 20, 1897. 
To the United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Following resolution adopted to-day: 

Whereas the extremely low price of hides now prevailing all over the 
United States has reduced the annual income of Montana stockmen from 
that source from nearly a million and a quarter of dollars to one-fifth of that 
amount and has 8 a 5 falling off in the value of their cat- 
tle now on the range and yet to be rai for export and home consumption, 
amounting in all to nearly a million in the aggregate; and 

Whereas we as stockmen feel that branch of our greatest industry should 
receive the benefit of some of the protection accorded to other industries not 
more valuable as resources of our great Commonwealth: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Montana Stock Growers’ Association, in convention 
assembled, does most earnestly and respectfully invite the attention of Mon- 
tana’s representatives in Congress to facts herein set forth and more fully to 
be obtained in detail by reference to the statistics of our State, and urges 
that they use their best endeavors to obtain such amendment to the tariff 
bill now pen before tho Congress of the United States as will afford to 
this most importantindustry the 8 that its magnitude deserves, and 
that we most heartily commend the attitude of Senators MANTLE and CAR- 
TER in their demand for an as agi tariff duty on hides, and the secretary 
is hereby directed to immediately transmit a copy of this resolution by tele- 
graph to Montana's representatives in Congress. 

W. G. PREUTTT, Secretary. 


Mr. MORRILL. I present a memorial to the Congress of the 
United States similar to the one just presented by the Senator from 
California [Mr. PERKINS], remonstrating ype the abrogation 
of the treaty between the United States and Hawaii. I move that 
the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I present a petition signed by sundry manufac- 
turers, business men, and bankers of Georgia, relative to the refor- 
mation of our national banking and currency laws, and praying 
for the appointment of a monetary commission. I desire to state 
that I present this petition by request, and without any indorse- 
ment. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


The motion was a to. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a memorial of 55 citizens of 
Kansas and other States, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation tending to destroy the present system of ticket broker- 
age; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial of Morris Loveman and 
sundry other citizens of Birmingham, Ala., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sys- 
tem of ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kansas 
City, Mo., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented sundry memorials of cigar makers of 
Richmond, Ind., remonstrating against an increase of duty on leaf 
tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of J. A. Chambers, president of 
the Chambers Glass Company, of New Kensington, Pa., remon- 
strating against an increase of the duty on window glass in the 


pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
ance. 

Mr. WHITE presented a joint resolution of the legislature of 
California, relative to an opprop ation for improving navigation 
in State waterways, and providing for the disposition of débris; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Assembly joint resolution No. 33. 


Adopted in assembly March 19, A. D. 1897. 
S. J. DUCKWORTH, 


Chief Clerk of the Assembly, 
Adopted in senate March , A. D. 1897. 
F. J. BRANDON, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
12 a core was transmitted to the governor this 20th day of March, 
PSs E. D. McCABE, 


Private Secretary of the Governor. 
CHAPTER XXXI 


Assembly joint resolution No. 33, relative to instructing our Representatives 
in Congress toward secu: an ö kor e in 
State waterways, and providing for the disposition of dé 


Whereas the State of California has appropriated the sum of $250,000, to be 
expended in the construction of works for the restraining and impoundi of 
mining and other débris, and the further sum of $300,000, to be expended in the 
improvement and rectification of the nayigable waterways of this State; and 

ereas the State of California has shown its willingness to assist ina 
work soimperatively demanded by the needs of commerce, and which can not 
with safety be longer delayed, but which of right ought to be undertaken and 
carried forward to completion by the General Government, which alone has 
completa jurisdiction over the waterways sought to be improved; and 
ereas the General Government has already appropriated the sum of 
$250,000 to be used in conjunction with the State appropriation of the same 
amount first above referred to, thus indicating a willto guess to undertake the 
contemplated work; and 
Whereas all and industrial differences that have heretofore existed 
between the to oxist 
hope 7 harmony now prevails among all classes and interests in rela- 
on 


the navigable waterways of Californis, 
Te alike prctented in the ee 


Resolved, That the governor be, and he is hereby, requested to cause a cer- 
mailed cack oro 


l 
tified 8 of these resolutions to be to of our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives In Congress. 
F. L. COOMBS, 
Speaker 5 the Assembly. 
WM. T. JETER, 
President of the Senate. 
ttest: 
L. H. Brown, 
Secretary of State. 


3 Filed in the office of the secretary of state the 23d day of March, 


L. H. BROWN, Secretary of State. 
By W. T. SESNON, Deputy. 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Department of State: 

I, L. H. Brown, secretary of state of the State of Califarnia, do hereb: 
cortify that I have carefull Gaes eet the annexed copy of assembly joint 
resolution No. 33, laws of „with the original now on file in my office, am 
that the same is a correct transcript therefrom, and of the whole 


Also, that this authentication is in due form and by the yo r officer. 
Witness my hand and the great seal of State, at office ento, Cal, 
the 30th day of March, A. D. 1897, 


L. H. BROWN, Secretary of State. 
By W. T. SESNON, Deputy. 

Mr. WHITE presented a joint resolution of the legislature of 
California, relative to the punishment of seamen for leaving a ves- 
sel before the expiration of the term of service agreed upon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Assembly joint resolution No. 27. 

Adopted in assembly Feb A. D. 1897. 

5 T atdi 8. J. DUCKWORTH, 


Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


F. J. BRANDON, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


This resolution was transmitted to the governor this 20th day of March, 


A. D. 1897. 
E. D. MCCABE, 
Private Secretary of the Governor. 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, Department of State; 


I, L. H. Brown, secretary of state of the State of California, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of assembly joint reso- 
lution No. 27, laws of 1897, with the original now on file in my office, and that 
the same is a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof. Also 
that this authentication is in due form and by the proper officer. 

Witness my hand and the ot seal of State, at office in Sacramento, Cal., 
eo March, A. D. 1897. 

SEAL. 


Adopted in Senate March 20, A. D. 1897. 


L. H. BROWN, Secretary of State. 
By W. T. SESNON, Deputy. 
CHAPTER XXXIII. 


Assembly joint resolution No. 27, relative to the punishment of seamen for 
leaving a vessel before the expiration of the term of service agreed upon. 


Whereas the seamen of our country are subject to arrest and imprison- 
ment for leaving a vessel before the expiration of the term of service agreed 
upon; and 

Whereas this condition imposes upon our seamen a penal punishment fer 
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the violation of a civil contract, and is obviously an infringement of the thir- 


teenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States; and 

Whereas the House of Representatives, at the first session of the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, bills Nos, 2663 and 6399, which abolish t 
for desertion, des inaugurating several other much-needed reforms in 


condition of our seamen: Therefore, 7 
Be it resolved, That we condemn the le uf imprisonment for deser- 
tion among our seamen as unjust to unnecessary to and 
repugnant to our sense of American liberty; and, moreover, in view of the 
recent decision of the United States Supreme Court in the Arago case, we 
8 of every other class of work- 


e Representatives of Califor- 

Congress in their efforts to improve the condition of our seamen and 

of our merchant marine; and 
Further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be immediate! 


7, for- 
warded to our Representatives in 


Congress, to the President of the United 
States Senate, to Senator FRYE, chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
of the United States Senate. 
F. L. COOMBS, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
WM. T. JETER, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
L. H. Brows, 
Secretary of State. 


orsed:) Filed in the office of the secretary of state the 22d day of March, 
f L. H. BROWN, Secretary of State. 
By W. T. SESNON, Deputy. dine 


A.D. 


Mr. WHITE presented six memorials of citizens of Los Angeles, 
Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the ittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of citizens of St. Joseph, 
Mo., and elsewhere, 5 the passage of House 


bill No. 30, or any similar bill, in to 8 broker - 
age; Which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 


Mr. LINDSAY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lex- 
ington, Ky., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business men and firms 
of Louisville, Ky., and a petition of sundry business men and 
firms of Kentucky, praying Congress to authorize the President 
of the United States to appoint a commission as proposed by the 
Indianapolis (Ind.) mone convention; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cigar makers of Padu- 
cah, Ky., remonstrating against an increase of duty on imported 
leaf tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 336, of C Mich., remonstrating against the pas- 

of the so-called 1 railroad ticket bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 45 citizens of uette, Mich., 
praying 5 to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) 
monetary convention; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry laboring men, citizens of 
the State of Michigan, who earn their living by producing lumber 
and shingles, praying for the imposition of a two-dollar rate upon 
lumber in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of William B. Mershon & Co., of 
Saginaw East Side, Mich., remonstrating agains: the enactment 
in the pending tariff bill of what is known as the rebate clause, so 
far as it affects lumber used for packing boxes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 180, of Saginaw, Mich., remonstrating inst the adoption 
of the clause in the Dingley tariff bill relating to duties on 
Sumatra and Habana tobacco; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a pennon of sundry lumber manufacturers 
residing Aiea the Michigan shore of Lake Huron, praying that 
the tariff on white pine rough lumber brought to this country 
VVT feet in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the i on Fi 
8 88 Mich. — e th . 

ich., remonstrating i e p 
rate of duty in the pending tariff bill to be placed 
fillers and Sumatra wrappers; which was referred to the Commit- 
pine, 3 


tee on Finance. 
He also presented sundry petitions of owners of 

basswood, and other kinds of standing timber, operators of plan- 

i ufacturers of lumber and shi in 


Tnenber, in diff t paris of Michi gan re sa anew 
um in differen „pra, or the on 
of the lumber sched e in the pen C 
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by the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representa- 
tives; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

a also — sundry peices inet nek men 2 citizens 
of Saginaw, Mich., praying that a duty of not less than $2 per 
thousand feet be En the pending tariff bill on all rough 
lumber, with proportionate duties upon shingles and box shooks; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Geor. wn, Charleston, Bamberg, Barnwell, and Aiken, all in 
the State of South Carolina, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

He also presented memorials of the Manchester Cotton Mills, of 
Rockhill, 8. C.; of the 8 Phosphate Company, of Charles- 
ton, S. C., and of the Bradley Fertilizer Company, of Boston, 
Mass., . 1 any duty being d on burlaps 
in the pending tari Which were referred to the Committee 


on nee. 

He also presented petitions of the Anderson Lumber Company, 
of Charleston; of H. Kaminske & Co., of Georgetown; of Jacob 
Savage, of etown; of S. E. Thomas and sun other citi- 
zens of Trio; of E. L. Halsey, of Charleston; of C. M. Davis, of 
Davis Station; of T. J. Stukes and sundry other citizens of 
Davis Station; of the Dry Kiln and Planing Mill Company, of 
Walterboro; of the Bridgers & McKeithan Lumber Company, 
of Burke, and of J. R. Daniel and sundry other citizens, all in the 
State of South Carolina, praying that a duty of not less than $2 
215 thousand feet be placed on rough lumber in the pending tariff 

ill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. Tnunsrox) presented a petition of the 
Christian Endeavor Society of the Beaver Precinct of Hamilton 
County, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale or use of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building 
or 8 which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented a telegram from P. E. 
Der, president of the Willow Springs Distillery Company, of 
Omaha, Nebr., relative to the limit to be placed on Kentucky 
whiskies and the equalization of the age limit on all whiskies in 
pe pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

mance. 


He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the petition of Leslie 
Combs, of Central, Ky, relative to the duty to be placed on India 
hemp in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Roach, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1116) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 

FFF bonds Oh eae tek 
and occupation of yards and shops for the * . Bos- 
ton, and Atlanta. 3 

Mr, SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 
in the Army; and 

A bill (S. 660) for the relief of John Stull. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 136) to provide for the payment of the claim 
of Christian M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind., repo: it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 436) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insur- 
ance Company and others, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

IMPROVEMENT OF PEARL HARBOR. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am directed by the Committees on Foreign 
Relations to report back an amendment intended to be 2 
to the sundry civil . bill. Task that the amendment 
may be read and ref to the Committee on 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be opona ST Mr Monat to the sundry civil 


Insert the following: 
Bac Ad ees of Pearl Harbor: For the improvement of the entrance to 


Pearl ‘bor, to report of Rear-Admiral 
J. G. Walker, submitted in Senate Executive Document No. pr eb hird 
third $50,000, to be expended of Wer.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


1897. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill 5 1749) to Unidos for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Durham, in the State of North Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1750) for the relief of E. 
R. Swain; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 1751) granting a 
pension to Moses M. Crants; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8. 1752) for the relief of 
Hiram K. Hazlett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1753) to amend section 14 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to the election of Senators; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1754) to acquire by pur- 
chase or condemnation land and water rights at the Great Falls 
of the Potomac; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 1755) granting a 
William Burton, of Stevensville, Mont.; which was 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1756) for payment of bal- 
ance unpaid on Oregon and Washi m Territory Indian war 
claims for suppression of Indian h ities in 1855 and 1856, as 
found due by commission appointed by Secretary of War, con- 
sisting of Gen. Rufus Ingalls, Capt. A. J. Smith, and Hon. L. F. 
Grover, pursuant to act of Congress, and disallowed by Third 
Auditor of the Treasury, as per his report of February 7, 1860; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1757) providing for the payment 
of claims arising out of the Cayuse Indian war in Oregon in 1847 
and 1848; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1758) increasing the pension of George W. Peters, 
Vion pane I, Twelfth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 1759) granting a pension to James H. Preston (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1760) granting a pension to Mary R. Walker, of 
Forestgrove, Oreg.; and 

A bill (S. 1761) granting a pension to Thomas H. Scudder, of 
Independence, Oreg. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
mad | him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
coorta 


nsion to 
twice by 


to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
—— to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I ask unanimous consent to have 
changed the reference of the amendment I submitted the other 
day. It is an amendment intended to be wets ee to the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, and under a misapprehension it was re- 
fi to the Committee on Appropriations. I understand that 
under the rules of the Senate it should go to the Committee on 
Claims. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the change of 
reference 5 made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the change 
of reference requested by the Senator from land? The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 

POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isubmit a resolution and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


tal savings bank system can be ull d advantageous! t 2 
— — by this Government. Ses Sic A 

Mr. HAWLEY. I tthe reference of the resolution to the 

ittee on ces and Post-Roads for consideration. 

There should be something more of detailed information furnished 

and some support of the resolution besides its mere presentation in 


the Senate. It requires v 
important subject. I move 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Connecticut will kindly 
withdraw the motion, I will ask that the resolution be printed and 
go over until to-morrow morni 


serious investigation. It is a very 
t the resolution be referred to the 


ng. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; I will do so. 

ae 3 l aren aae See examine the resolution, and 
perhaps there wi no objection to its 4 

Mr, HAWLEY. Very well: let it be inled. 

TARS VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be 
printed. : 

TRANSFER OF TOMB OF GENERAL GRANT. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senate will remember that a few days 
it received a very earnest invitation, practically from the city 

of New York, to attend or be represented at the ceremonies con- 
nected with the presentation of the Grant tomb to the city of New 
York. That communication from New York was laid upon the 
table without reference and without action of any description. 
After consultation with Senators about the Chamber, I venture 
to offer a resolution, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. I will ask the Senator from Connecticut to have 
the invitation read before his resolution is offered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I send the invitation to the desk—a slip from 
the RECORD. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the invitation. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

. CITY OF New YORK, OFFICE or THE MAYOR, April 13, 1897. 


Sin: The ceremonies at: the formal transfer to the city of New York 
of the tomb of General Grant by the Grant Monument Association are to 
take place in this city on the 27th day of the present month. 


The day will bea holiday, and the ceremonies promise to be of that 
imposing character which befits such an event—the final entombment of our 
greatest soldier. 


+ you offi tes 
the notable character of the event pro > be celebrated, and that you 
will also kindly con to that honorable body a cordial in on to be pres- 
ent and take in the exercises incident to that occasion. 

„I may add that formal in tions will presently be extended to each indi- 
vidual member of the Senate to attend the ceremonies on the 27th instant. 


Tam, ve tfully, your obedient servan 
W . L. STRONG, 


W. 
Mayor, and Chairman Municipal Grant Monument Committee, 
The Hon. GARRET A. HOBART, 
Vice-President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Connecticut. 
The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 
The Senate acknowledges with due appreciation the invitation presented 
by his honor Mayor Strong, of New York, in behalf of the citizens 
fand the Grant Monument Association, to be present and participate 
in the ceremonies attending the formal transfer of the tomb of General Grant 
to the city of New York on the 27th day of the present month. It is therefore 
Resolved, That a committee of fifteen Senators be 2 by tho Presi- 
dent of the Senate to represent this body on that occasion, 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses of tho committee of fifteen ap- 
pointed under Senate resolution of April 21, 1897, to pare 


te in the cere- 
monies of the transfer of the tomb of General Grant to the city of New York 


be, and the same are hereby, authorized and directed to be out of the 
miscellaneous items of the con nt fund of the Sonate, upon vouchers to 
> 8 crores es. the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Sena 


And Senators who may later find themselves able to attend the ceremonies 
aforesnid may be added to said committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrRowninG, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intel- 
ligence of the death of SETH L. MILLIKEN, late a member of tho 

ouse from the State of Maine, and transmitted the resolutions of 
the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
1 Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. GRAFF, Mr. DINSMORE, Mr. TERRY, 

r. STALLINGS, Mr. HILBORN, Mr. SHANNON, Mr. SKINNER, Mr. 
WEYMOUTH, and Mr. Hicks as the committee on the part of the 
House to take charge of the funeral arrangements. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 14) making 8 for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

TAX UPON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], coming over 
from yesterday. The resolution will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. CHL ox, calling on the 
Secretary of the Treasury for information with reference to the 
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effect of the present rate of internal- revenue tax upon distilled 
irits, its legitimate and honest production in the United States, 

ete. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lhope the resolution will be acted upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois to mod- 

ify — resolution by striking out lines 12 and 13, in the following 

words: 

ird, what effect the present agreed rate of taxation has had upon 
cay of alcohol used ia the arts. r 

And that he simply make an inquiry in regard to the question 
of taxation. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihavenoobjection to that modification. What 
I want to find out is whether, in the 1 N of the executive 
branch of the Government, there ought to be any change in the 
rate of taxation on high wines, and I am willing to allow that 
clause to go out if desired. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Maryland will be agreed to, in the absence of objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. If that amendment be adopted, it will of course 

reclude the necessity for the amendment which I moved yester- 
day. I will withdraw my amendment. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws his amendment, and the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Maryland is accepted, without objection, 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to hear the resolution read as 
amended, 

The Secretary read the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CULLOM. The third aph goes out of the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is stricken out. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I have no objection to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lines 12 and 13 are stricken out. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is, everything that calls for the opinion of 
the Department is stricken out? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary renumbered the para- 
2 a paa Maer 4 has become paragraph 3. 

Ir, HOAR. I understand that the words ‘unnecessarily and 
injuriously ” are stricken out. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; those words can go out. 

Mr. ALLEN. If every element of inquiry for the opinion of 
the Secretary is stricken out of the resolution, I think it ought to 

ss; but I want to enter my protest against calling for the opin- 
ion of any man upon any subject that we have to deal with. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing in the resolution as it now 
stands except a direct inquiry of the Secretary of the Treasury 
upon the question whether the present rate is too high or too low, 
if you please, in the interest of the honest collection of taxes, 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I understand the resolution calls on the 
Secretary to r the fact Whether the rate is high enough to 
prevent illicit distilling. 

Mr. CULLOM. eee it seems to me, the Secretary of 
the Treasury will be compelled, from the hi of the collection 
of taxes on that manufactured article, to give his opinion as to 
whether the tax ought to be reduced. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know; but does the Senator think it is proper 
for us to ask the Secretary's opinion as to the tax that we should 
impose? Would we not be turning over, in other words, to a 
coordinate branch of the Government the power to determine 
exactly what the Constitution requires us to do? 

Mr. CULLOM. We turn over nothing to the other branch of 
the Government. We simply ask his answer to this resolution, 
taking into account the history of the collection of the tax and 
the different rates which have heretofore been fixed, and of course 
he can make a recommendation, if he desires, as to what the rate, 
in his judgment, ought to be. We are in the habit of receiving 
reports from the Secretary of the Treasury upon all these ques- 
tions, and in his annual report they are generally disc 88 b 
can see nothing in the resolution that would authorize him to do 
anything which he is not authorized to do under general law. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says that we are in the habit of 
receiving the opinion of the Secretary. That is unfortunately 
true. Congress is a coordinate branch of the Government, and is 
supposed, whether the supposition be violent or not, to possess 
Opinion enough to 8 the necessary legislation for this 
country. I ain perfectly willing to take a finding of facts from 
the Secretary of the Treasury or from any other Cabinet officer, 
but I do not want his opinion as to the expediency or the policy 
of a particular tax or a particular rate of taxation. If that ele- 
ment is eliminated from the resolution, I have no objection to its 

e. If the Secretary will read it again I can determine 
whether it is or not. A k 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read, 
or the to which reference is made. ; 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Fourth, what rate of tax will, in the judgment of the Secretary, produce 

the greatest amount of revenue consistent with the protection of the honest 

nnfacturer and dealers, and without unnecessarily and injuriously restrict- 
the uso of alcohol in the arts. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I understand that is simply to be a conclusion 
deduced from certain facts that he is to find. 

Mr. HOAR. Facts affecting that question. 

TTT 
of fa y of the S 

Mr. ALLEN. That is all I want. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all that is asked. 

Mr. HOAR, I understood that the clause in reference to what 
is injuriously restricting the use of alcoholin the arts was stricken 
out. It was, however, read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. In line 17, page 2, strike out the words “ un- 
necessarily and injuriously.” 

Mr. HOAR. No; strike out all the words in the clause about 
alcohol used in the arts. 

Mr. CULLOM. The third paragraph of the resolution was 
stricken out. That paragraph reads as follows: 

Third, what effect the 2 agreed rate of taxation has had upon the 
quantity of alcohol used in the arts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is stricken out. That clause 
was not read by the Secretary. 

Mr. HOAR. Now strike ont also lines 17 and 18, down to the 
word and,“ being the words: 

And without unnecessarily and injuriously restricting the use of alcohol 
in the arts, 

What is an injurious restriction on the use of alcohol in the arts 
would seem to be a mere matter of opinion of the Secretary. 

Mr. GORMAN. Thatis right. Those words should go ont. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that clause going out. 
What I am after is still left in the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words suggested by the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out in lines 17 and 18 the words: 

And without unnecessarily and injuriously restricting the use of alcohol 
in the arts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois accept 
the amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido. 

Mr. HOAR. That amendment removes the necessity of the 
amendment which I proponi esterday and have withdrawn, be- 
cause if the resólution should demand of the Secretary his opinion 
on the matter of alcohol used in the arts I wanted the various 
schemes for protecting the Treasury against fraud reported tothe 
Senate. If he is not to give an opinion upon that subject, Ido not 
desire the amendment made a part of the resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. As pro now, it does not at all touch the 
question the Senator from Massachusetts is interested in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he 
will have to change, in line 14, fourth“ to“ third,“ as the third 

Spi is stricken out, and in line 19 “ fifth” should be changed 
to for 0 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary has been directed to 
renumber the clauses. 

Mr. CULLOM. The numbers will be fixed all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed, 
at his earliest convenience, to report to the Senate 

First, the effect the present rate of internal-revenue tax upon distillod 

irits has had and has upon its legitimate and honest production in the 
8 pas and upon the amount of revenue derived by the Government 

Second, whether the influence of present agreed rate has resulted in the 
increase of illicit distillation and the encouragement of fraud upon the rev- 
enue; and if so, to what extent; 

Third, what rate of tax will,in the judgment of the Secretary, produce 
the greatest amount of revenue consistent with the protection of the honest 
manufacturer and dealers; and 

Fourth, for any other information in this behalf which wiil assist in reach- 


a right conclusion as to the rate of internal tax which should be levied 
and collected upon distilled spirits. 


PROPOSED LIMITATION OF DEBATE, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], com- 
ane over from 8 The resolution will be read. 

e Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Mason, as follows: - 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rulesareinstructed to report at an earl 


day an amendment to the rules providing for the limitation of debate an: 
for the ordering of the previous question. 


Mr. MASON, Mr. President, I desire to occupy not more than 
three or five minutes. 

I do not understand whether under the rules of procedure the 
resolution must necessarily be referred to the Committee on Rules 
or not. I am content, however, to have it referred in the usual 
way; but upon notice which I intend respectfully to give to the 
Committee on Rules (the members of that committee being un- 
known to me personally) that unless some report is made within 
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a reasonable time I shall move that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution. 

I do not pretend to have a monopoly of information as to the 
rules of procedure. I have had but little experience in this body, 
but avery extended experience with this yesh We all agree that 
it is a great body, particularly those of us who occupy seats here, 
and the gentlemen who are upon the pay roll. But every school- 
boy in the United States knows that it is practically the only par- 
liamentary body in the world where the majority can not transact 
public business, and where the minority instead of the majority 
transact the business of the country. 

Here we are to-day in this situation. It is not new. I under- 
stand that I am thrashing old straw, and I may be forgiven from 
the fact that I am a novice and belong to the kindergarten school. 
But I desire respectfully to give notice that I propose to thrash 
this straw for six years at least, if my health holds ont, unless in 
the meantime this body shall adopt some rules whereby the ma- 
jority of the people can have their business transacted. 

We havea great tariff question coming before the Senate within 
the next ten days. That question was settled by the people. Our 
good friends upon the other side of the Chamber, or those of them 
who were here before the last Presidential election, promised to 

ive us a tariff for revenue, and they gave us instead a tariff for 
deficiency. That question was submitted to the l and by 
more than a million majority the people demanded relief by the 
passage of a bill which shall provide a revenue for the Government 
and at the same time encourage the giving of American labor to 
American laboring men. That bill has passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It is now before our Senate committee, The busi- 
ness interests of this conntry to-day are in doubt and tremblin 
upon the verge of dependency and Democracy, because they al 
know that it depends upon the minority of this body and not the 
a AR whether that bill can become a law or not. 
ere is our bankruptcy legislation. We are pledged to the pas- 
sage of a uniform system of bankruptcy. In discussion here the 
other day some one brought in the question of silver, and immedi- 
ately the bankruptcy question was 1 805 ed and that old but inter- 
esting bundle of straw was rethrash ere in our Chamber, and 
our silver friends gave us again and again the talk that the people 
passed upon in the last election—very interesting from their stand- 
point, delightful for the reminiscences that cluster about its dis- 
cussion, and perfectly charming for the mental rest that it brings 
to the gentlemen who speak and to those who listen. But it was 
not disposing of the question of the bankruptcy law that the people 


oe us to pass. 

veryone knows that when you reach the highest legislative 
body of the Government it is a government of minorities and not 
majorities. This rule and practice remains here. (I see a smile 
upon the face of some of my good friends.) It remains here for 
the love of power. Every gentleman who enters that door likes 
to feel that he, a brakeman upon the train, is a bigger man than the 
superintendent who controls the affairs of the road. I want to 
divest myself and deliver myself of a message from the people 
upon this question before [ shall be entirely encumbered by love 
of power, which I have been assured will overtake me before I 
have been in this Chamber for six months. 

There are other matters of legislation here. Here is our great 
peace arbitration. Seventy million people have Veen looking to 
the Senate to dispose of the great question whether in this age of 
civilization, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-seven years 
after the meek and lowly Nazarene, we shall arbitrate our differ- 
ences or settle them, like Corbett and Fitzsimmons, by the use of 
force. We have heard here discussed by the learned chairman of 
our Committee on Foreign Relations the great questions involved in 
the amendments to the treaty. Where are we to-day? Just as we 
are on all the other questions. The minority passes upon the ques- 
tion whether or not we will ratify that treaty. 

Here is the distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
with a resolution the substance of which recognizes the belliger- 
ent rights of Cuba, handed down from Grover II into the last 
and into this Congress. Day after day and hour after hour it 
has been discussed. I suggested to the Senator that we should 
have a vote upon the question. But itis delayed from day to day. 
Murder is committed on our doorsteps. o look each other in 
the face and ask, Am I my brother’s keeper? Can we afford to 
tear down the golden god of the Senate rules in order to do jus- 
tice or to preserve and encourage liberty? The Senator who 
offered the resolution knows as well as I do that there is a ma- 
jority in this body in sympatby with the insurgents. There is a 
majority of this body committed to the doctrine of recognizing 
the belligerent rights of Cuba. But whatever may be our desire 
or whatever may be our wish, the minority in this body controls 
the action, and not the majority. 

I am here respectfully, Mr. President, to say that I have of- 
fered this resolution in good faith. I intend to be entirely re- 
specin to my associates, T call attention to one of the ancient 

acles. 


I would not scuttle the ship, but I should like to put 


her in dry dock long enough to have her bottom scraped, so that 
she can sail and transact the public business of this Government, 

Jam content now that the resolution may be disposed of in the 
usual way, but I desire respectfully to give notice that if it shall 
go to the Committee on Rules, without intending any disrespect 


to that committee, unless itis reported within ten or twenty days 

or a reasonable time, I shall, withont violating any of the rules o 

propriety of life, I trust, ask to have that committee discharged 
and that the Senate itself go upon record. Every gentleman I 
meet in the body says,“ Yes, yes; lam for it.” Individually you 
are all for it. Let us see how you are collectively, whether you 
are willing to go now upon record during this session of Congress 
and say that the majority of this body shall goyern the body or 
whether you will continue on the old plan of allowing the minor- 
ity to run the business of the Government whose great boast it is 
that it is a government of the people. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Committee on Rules consists 
of five persons. The chairman of that committee, as is well 
known. has been at work day and night in his capacity as amem- 


ber of the Finance Committee in the preparation of an important 
tariff bill, which, it is said (though the Senator thinks there is no 
other parliamentary body except this where the majority does 
not govern), was not even read, with the exception of a very few 
paragraphs, in the hearing of a majority of the body that sent it 
tous. So this body has to take the work of examining and pub- 
licly discussing that bill, if any body does. Of the other four 
members, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Fenced one of the 
most experienced parliamentarians in this body, has been absent 
ill, and will be, I suppose, for some time. The third member of 
that committee, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], has 
been absent in a distant part of the country for a considerable 
time. So it has been impossible to get ameeting of that committee, 

I myself introduced an amendment to the rules on the first day 
of the session, and had it referred to the Committee on Rules; but, 
for the reasons I stated, it has not been considered. I am as 
anxious as the Senator from Illinois to have that amendment to 
the rules, or something better, passed by the Senate, which will 
cure the evil of which he compains; and I had proposed myself, 
if the Senator had not made the proposition, to moye at a very 
early day that the Committee on Rules be discharged from its 
further consideration and that the matter be brought before the 
Senate, which the Senator says he proposes to do if the committee 
does not act on his resolution within ten days. I wish the honor- 
able Senator would take the more prompt means of now moving 
that the Committee on Rules be discharged from the consideration 
of that matter, and that it be brought before the Senate, because 
it is quite clear, from the statement that I have made, that the 
Committee on Rules will be in no condition to take that matter 
up for weeks tocome. The Senator from Tennessee will not be 
here, and the Senator from Rhode Island can not attend to it. I 
wish, therefore, the honorable Senator would substitute for the 
resolution he has proposed a present motion to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Rules from the consideration of that subject, and have 
it brought into the Senate. 


Mr. CULLOM. It has not yet been referred to the Committee 
on Rules, has it? It is now before the Senate, as I understand. 
r. MASO The Senator from Massachusetts refers to the 


resolution offered by himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, Iam quite in accord with my honorable friend 
from Illinois, with one exception. I do not admit that this is the 
only parliamentary body in this world where a majority does not 
govern. I think there isa parliamentary body in this world where 
the majority may want things done year in and year out, Congress 
inand Con out; where hundreds of measures may be sent from 
the Senate, which the Senate has carefully considered, and at the 
same time promptly passed, and they will sleep without the ma- 
jority of that body being allowed to get at them. 

I think there are parliamentary bodies which adjourn from three 
days to three days, doing nothing, in order that the members may 

t time in the intervening two days to prepare attacks on the 

nate for not attending to its business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, having served a short time in that 
body to which the distinguished Senator refers, I must defend 
it for a moment at least. Weremember that great bodies move 
slowly. But the House of Representatives, however, has made a 
great stride in this, that they have a previous question, and that 
the distinguished Speaker from New England, a near neighbor of 
the distinguished Senator who has just taken his seat 

Mr. HOAR. Previous to what, I ask the Senator—previous to 
doing nothing? 

Mr. MASON. Previous to the eternal babblement and destruc- 
tion of time. [Laughter.] 

I desire to accept the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and I now move that the Committee on Rules be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts in regard to the amendment 
of the Senate rules. 
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Mr. GORMAN. _ I suppose the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Illinois should first be referred to the Committee on Rules. 


Mr. MASON. I prefer, if the Senator please, that my resolu- 
tion may lie temporarily on the table until I see what disposition 
shall be made of the motion to discharge the Committee on Rules 
from the further consideration of the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MASON, The Senator from Massachusetts is a new mem- 
ber here, and he is 3 to have an amendment to 
the rules, Which he is not iliar with, and I am determined to 
e gt an expression of this body. [Laughter.] 

. GORMAN. Ientera motion that the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. GRAY. Which resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. The resolution which the Senator from Ilinois 
has offered, and which is now pending before the Senate. We can 
8 one question at a time. 

. CHANDLER, There has been no motion to refer the Sen- 
ator’s resolution. 


Mr. GORMAN. Ihave made that motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is a little afraid of his own res- 
olution. With the permission of the Senator from land, I 
will state that I thought this resolution might unanimously 
pass, and if the Committee on Rules did not make a report within 
a short time, then the sequence of motions would be as suggested 
by the Senator from Illinois. I respectfully say to him that he has 
put the last motion first and the first motion last. 

I heard no objection to the adoption of the resolution as the 
Senator originally proposed it, and I hope it may be adopted. 

Mr. MASON. e objection came from one of its friends—the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I made no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; simply a suggestion. I prefer, if I 
may be permitted, to have the resolution which has just been read 


8 
. GORMAN. Now, I move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from land. 

Mr. MASON. Upon the motion of reference, I simply desire to 
say that I want to have the yeas and nays upon that matter. Of 
course the absurdity is apparent of sending to the Committee on 
Rules a resolution for them to determine whether or not they shall 
be instructed. For nearly fifty years it has been understood to 


be— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is this a debatable question, Mr, President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MASON. The Committee on Rules has been understood to 
be ao ey ard of this body, a cemetery to which are committed 
the ies of resolutions which are never expected to rise again. 
I desire to have the yeas and nays on the question of reference. 

Mr. GORMAN. All right. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to have the resolution read which 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] has moved to refer to 
the Committee on Rules, because there are two motions that I 
have heard made to the Senate, and I do not know which motion 


is to be referred. 
Souk MASON. The motion that is pending is the motion to 
refer. 


Mr. GRAY. To refer what? 
. Mr. MASON. To refer my resolution to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. GRAY. The last motion the Senator from Ilinois made 
was to discharge the committee. He does not mean that, of course. 

Mr. MASON. No; I have withdrawn that, and the motion is 
made by the Senator from Maryland to refer to the Committee on 
Rules. I cbject to that, and call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the resolution be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from 
IIlinois will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules are instructed to report at an early 
day an amendment to the rules providing for the limitation of debate and 
for the ordering of the previous question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from land [Mr. Gorman]. to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Rules, on which the za and nays are called for, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam puron 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. will 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], 
and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I havea eral 
pe with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and there- 

‘ore withhold my vote. 


Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE}, who 
is not in the Chamber. I therefore withhold my vote. Otherwise 
I should vote!“ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris}, and I therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHO (when his name was called), I have a standing 
pair with the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], who is not 
present, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. ar- 
rangement with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], who is 
paired with my colleague [Mr. EARLE], I transfer that pair tomy 
colleague and vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 

neral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 

ETMORE]. Under our agreement either of us is at liberty to 
vote on matters not political. Itherefore permit my vote tostand, 
although the Senator from Rhode Island has not voted. 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I have a 
pres pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

DGE]. Ithought he was t when I voted. I see he is not 
present, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allen, Faulkner, McEnery, 
Bacon, Gorman, Me 22 8%ins, 
Baker, Gray, Mitchell, Roach, 
ion H ater Smith 
aw urphy, 5 3 
Banier, 3 eicli, k. Pettigre Ta: ie 
n. ones, Ar wW, 
Cockrell, indsay, Pettus, Wal 
NAYS—4. 
Burrows, Foraker, Mills, 8 
Chandler, è Nelson, Turner.’ 
Clark, ear, Perkins, Vest, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Piatt. N.Y. Warren, 
Davis, Hoar, Pri Wellington, 
Fairbanks, Mason, Proctor, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—3L 
Aldrich, Elkins, Kyle, Show 
Allison, Gallinger, Lodge. Stewart 
Caffery, George, e. T, 
Cannon, Hals, Mantle," Thurston, 
Hanna, Martin, Wetmore, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Penrose, Wolcott. 
Earle. Kenney, Platt. Conn. 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. HOAR. Imove thatthe Committee on Rules be discharged 
from the further consideration of a resolve for amending the 
rules introduced by me on the 19th of March, 1897. There were 
two such resolves, and I desire to make that motion in each case, 
Perhaps I may make both motionsin one, if there be no objection. 
I suppose regularly there ought to be one motionin each case, but 
I move that the committee be discharged from the consideration 
of those two resolutions. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course the Senator from Massachusetts 
may enter his motion. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that I may make the 
motion in regard to both matters at once. 

Mr. GOR Of course the Senator can offer his motion in 
whatever form he desires, but it will have to go over until to- 


morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

If there be no further morning business, the Calendar under 
Rue yia 50 in order. The Secretary will state the first bill on 
the endar. 


NASHVILLE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH OF SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 363) granting the northwest quarter 
of the northwest quarter of section 30, township 17 north, range 3 
east, Black Hills meridian, to the Nashville Presbyterian Church, 
of Nashville, S. Dak. 

Mr. MILLS. Is this bill entirely for cemetery purposes? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that there is a cemetery and 
church u this 40 acres of ground now. 

Mr. M Why are we gi land to churches? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. These people went out into that country 
before it was surveyed, and quite a community has grown up 
there. They built a church and located a cemetery upon this 40 
acres of land, and it is now proposed to donate it to them for that 


Mr. MILLS. Ihave no objection to the bill if we give the whole 
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of it for cemetery purposes, but if it makes a donation to any sec- 


tarian denomination in the country, I do object toit. I objectto 
the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I then move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is now regularly before the 
Senate by unanimous consent, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. PETTUS, I ask that the bill be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Isimply wish to say to the Senate that about 
fifteen years ago quite a community of peopla gathered at this 
point upon the public domain and engaged in farming and cattle 
raising The country was unsurveyed, and therefore they could 
not acquire title to the land. This community, therefore, occupied 
this 40 acres of land and built a church upon it, and have there 
also buried their dead. The land is in the arid region, and is fit 
only for grazing, except where irrigation is possible. It is, there- 
fore, of little value. This bill simply proposes to donate to those 
people the place where their dead are buried. 

r. MILLS. But it does not propose to donate the land for 
burial purposes alone. It proposes to give it to a church—a part 
of it for burial purposes anA the other part goes to the church for 
whatever purpose they think pr to apply it to. Iask for the 
yeas and 1 60 on the p of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish simply to say that some one has to 
take the title to the land, and this church organization is incor- 
porated and they can convey the lots, and the bill provides that 
they may do so for burial purposes. The total value of the 40 
acres is not $20. 

Mr. COCKRELL.» If the Senator will accept an amendment, I 
think it will remove all objection to the bill. It is to strike out 
the words church and,” after the word ‘‘for.” I move that 


amendment, and ask that the bill be read as thus proposed to be | shali 


amended, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the word ‘ for,” it is proposed 
to strike out the words church and;” so as to read: 

That the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section 30, town- 
ae 17 N. . E., k Hills meridian, is hereby granted to the Nash- 
ville Presbyter. Church, of Nashville, S. Dak., for cemetery pur : und 
the trustees of said church and their successors in office are hereby author- 
ized and empowered to sell and convey lots to any person at such price as 
they shall fix for the same for burial purposes: ided, That there was no 
prior legal claimant upon said land at the time it was first used for cemetery 
purposes. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment? 
The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill is still open to amendment, and I sug- 
gest to strike out the word and,“ in line 9, and substitute the 
word ‘‘ or;” so as to read, to sell or convey.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Ino withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the demand 
for the yeas and nays will be withdrawn. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is now 
in order. The Secretary will state the first bill on the Calendar. 
The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 119) to amend an 
act entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and 
to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and oiee y oses,” WS Saher July 1, 1862; also to amend an 
act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, 
h in amendment of said first-mentioned act and other acts 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for 
the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid 
in the construction of Central Pacific and Western Pacific rail- 


roads. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Let that bill go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
objecting, the bill goes over. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
ba ae 3 to; and the Senate proceeded to th 

e motion was ; an to the 

consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 


in executive session the doors were reopened. 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in thechair). The 
Calendar being in order, the Secretary will announce the next 


case. 
The bill (S. 120) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
effect an adjustment between the United States and the Sioux 
City and Pacific Railway Company in relation to certain bonds 
issued by the United States in aid of the construction of said rail- 
Way, was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. MORGAN. Let this bill go over, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will go over. 


SETTLERS ON GREAT SIOUX RESERVATION, 


The bill (S. 83) for the relief of the homestead settlers on that 

rtion of the Great Sioux Reservation lying and being in the 
Btate of Nebraska, formerly in the Territory of Dakota (now State 
of Sonth Dakota), and for other purposes, was announced as the 
next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. T hope the Senator will not object. The bill has 
passed the Senate at one time substantially as itis now. I hope 
the Senator will let it be passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, in line 
5, after the word Nebraska,” to strike out the comma and the 
words formerly lying and being in the Territory of Dakota (now 
State of South ota)” and insert in lieu thereof and North 
Dakota and South Dakota;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all laws now in force respecting that portion of 
the Great Sioux Reservation now lying and being within the State of Ne- 
braska and North and South Dakota be, and the same are hereby, so 
amended and modified as to relieve the homestead settlers thereon from the 
JJ... ͤ TTT 
8 of the usual Land-omes fees, without being required to pay any 
other or additional sum or sums: Provided, That said homestead settlers 
uired to fulfill all other requirements of any act or acts of Con- 
gress n force on the subject, as conditions precedent to the receipt of 
patents for their said Jands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of the 
homestead settlers on the Great Sioux Reservation lying and 
being in the States of Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Da- 
kota, and for other purposes.” 


NEBRASKA AND SOUTH DAKOTA SIOUX INDIANS, 


The gs B; 82) restoring the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska 
and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of South Dakota, formerly 
known as and being a confederacy of the Medawakanton and 
Wapakoota Sioux Indians, to all rights, privileges, and benefits 
enjoyed by them and their ancestors under the treaties of 1837 
and 1851, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; let it be passed over. The Senator from 
Connecticut is not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

FREE HOMESTEADS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 

The bill (S. 872) to provide free homes on the public lands for 
actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve the public lands for that 
purpose, was announced as the next business in order on the 

endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let this bill be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 

OWNERSHIP OF LAND BY MIXED-BLOOD INDIANS. 

The bill (S. 875) confirming the title of mixed-blood Indians to 

eir lands, and allowing the same to be alienated under certain 
circumstances, was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that the Senator who reported the 
bee is not present, and I therefore object to its present consider- 


on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 

under objection, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
TAXATION OF INDIAN LANDS HELD IN SEVERALTY, 

The bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for 
3 Was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the bill be passed over. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over under ob- 
jection, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 11, nays 21; as follows: 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. Fe — 5 EAS -—1II. 

The bill (S. 413) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the | Sheng ‘oraker, Piatt, N. X. Spooner, 
Treasury A pay the moneys therein specified to the respective | Gare Pettus, of Wellington. 
bands of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota according NAYS—21. 
to their respective rights and interests was announced as the | Bacon, Clay, Mills, Sewell, 
next business in order on the Calendar. Bate, Cullom, Morgan, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the bill be passed over. 5 aryo; N elson, Walthall. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to | Ghiiton, 8 8 
withdraw his objection. This is a bill which was introduced by | Clark, McBride, Rawlins, 
me, and it relates to Indians in Minnesota. It is a just and proper NOT VOTING—55, 
measure, and ought to be passed. Aldrich, Gear, Kyle, Shou 
pee CHANDL Will the Senator explain the bill? What Aison, 8 God Ka Bote N 

it? : 2 3 

Mr. NELSON. The bill will explain itself, if it can be read. Gatory.” EPE Mantle 8 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be read, subject to objection. Cannon, Hansbrough, Martin, Turner, 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- | Garter, Bar nn, r oar Farpie, 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. | Davis, Hawley, Murphy, Warren, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill appears to pay thirty years’ interest ate Heitfeld, Perkins, o Wetmore, 
to these Indians. 9 ; 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? I wish to move to Faulkner pena 8 . 
amend the bill by striking out that part of it—I supposed it had | Gallinger, Kenney, Proctor, 


been stricken out in committee—relating to the difference be- 
tween coin payment and paper payment. I move to strike out 
that clause. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Strike out all after the word “forty-three,” 
in section 1, line 8, down to the end of the section. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. The balance of the bill is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. r 

The SECRETARY. After the words ‘‘forty-three,” in line 8, sec- 
tion 1, it is proposed to strike out: 

And also to pay said Indians the amount of the difference between the coin 
value of perme mado in paper currency in the years 1863 and 1864, and the 
amount actually due them in coin by treaty stipulations, with interest on 
such difference from the time of such paper currency payments gntil the 
date of the payment herein provided for; and also to pay them the amount 
of all um and unclaimed annuities due them under any and all treaties or 
acts oxisting prior to January 14, 1880. 


Mr. NELSON. Let the motion to strike out stop after includ- 
ing the word “ for,“ in line 15. I want to strike out all that re- 


lates to this Boy 777 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator should move to strike out down 
to and including the word for,“ in line 15. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then we will consider whether or not we 
will strike out the remainder of the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment as modified will be considered as agreed to. The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. QUAY. Isuggest that there is not a quorum of the Sen- 


ate present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
Suggest the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 


roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Davis, McBride, 
Bacon, Earle, Mason, + 
Bate, i Shoup, 
Berry, Faulkner, Morgan, er. 
Burrows. Foraker, Morrill, Iman, 
Butler. ar, Nelson, Walthall, 
Chandler, Gorman, Wellington, 
hil Gray, Pett ite, 
Clay, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. Wilson. 
Jones, Ark. ee 
Cullom, Lindsay, wlins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. F 
swered to their names. A quorum of 

Mr. ON. Task unanimous consent that we may proceed 
to the consideration of the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. NELSON. I understood the Chair to state that there is a 
quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is no quorum present, and no motion can be entertained except a 
motion to adjourn or to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. PENROSE entered the Chamber and answered 
to their names. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is 1 with his col - 
league, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELxINS]. 


-two Senators have an- 
e Senate is not present. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
rected to rodno the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to inquire of the Chair if a quorum is 
shown to be pen on the vote just taken? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I suggest that under the rule the roll of 
the Senate should be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll call on the yea-and-nay 
vote showing that there is no quorum present, it is not necessary 
to call the roll. The motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
is in accordance with the rule of the Senate. A quorum not being 
present on the call of the roll, the Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that there be a call of the absentees, so 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms may know whom he has to summon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
names of the absentees on the roll call. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and Mr. 
Harris of Kansas, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. SMITH, and Mr. Vest an- 
swered to their names. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Icall the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that my colleague [Mr. EARLE] is absent by reason of illness and 
by the 8 of the Senate. \ 

Mr. FRYE. Senators HALE, GALLINGER, and CARTER are ab- 
sent by order of the Senate. 

Mr. PERKINS entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. I was about to call up the bankruptcy bill, and 
as it is within a minute of 2 o'clock I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may be taken up as the unfinished business as though it 
were 2 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLEN. I 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, Senate bill 
413 is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open 
to amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. _I object to the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
shire objects to the further consideration of the bill under Rule 
VIII. The next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LAND IN MONTANA, 

The bill (S. 631) for the relief of certain citizens of Montana 
claiming the benefit of the homestead law was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that that bill may go over, retaining 


its place. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to, it will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OF THE TWO HOUSES. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to offer a privileged resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
shire asks unanimous consent to offer a resolution, which, in t 
absence of objection, will be read. 
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The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
so Housts of Congress will adjourn from Monday, April 28, until Monday, 


y8. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
objects to its present consideration, and the resolution will go 
over until to-morrow. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is Senate bill 1035. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, the pending 
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. Bacon, 

Mr. NELSON. It is evident that there is now scarcely more 
than a quorum of Senators present. I ask unanimous consent 
that a vote may be taken to-morrow at 3 o'clock upon the substi- 
tute which I have offered to the bankruptcy bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that at 3 o’clock to-morrow a vote be 
taken upon the substitute offered by him tothe present unfinished 
business, known as the bankruptcy bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. Bacon and Mr. LINDSAY addressed the Chair. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Iyield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I was going to suggest that it would be prob- 
ably more regular to allow the bill reported by the committee to 
be perfected before a vote is taken on the substitute. 

Mr. BACON. That is the suggestion which I rose to make. 

Mr. NELSON. I have certainly no objection to that course, 
but I simply wanted an agreement reached as to a time when we 
could take a vote upon the substitute, because the main question 
is as to the two plans of bankruptcy legislation 3 

Mr. MORGAN, I should like to inquire when the Senator in 
charge of the bill ts to perfect the measure? 

Mr. LINDSAY. at depends upon the action of the Senate. 
We propose to proceed to perfect it as rapidly as the Senate will 

it 


Mr. NELSON. Very well: I withdraw my request at present. 
Mr. FRYE. Are there committee amendments pending now? 
Mr. LINDSAY. The committee have amendments which they 


eh ge to offer. 

r. NELSON. I will modify my request and ask unanimous 
consent that to-morrow at 8 o’clock a vote may be taken first upon 
any amendments which the committee or any members of the 
committee may have to propose to the Torrey bill, and after it 
has been perfected as the Friends of that measure desire it, then a 
vote shalt be taken upon the substitute which I have offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that at 3 o’clock to-morrow a vote shall 
be taken upon the amendments offered on the part of the commit- 
tee, and that after those amendments have been upon, a 
vote shall then be taken upon his substitute. Is there objection? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky ob- 


ects. 
; Mr. MORGAN, I renew my notice that at 4 o'clock I shall 
more 0 lay the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota on 

e table. 

Mr. FRYE. At 4 o'clock to-day? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The panding dueenon is upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator from Georgia will indulge me, 
I propose to offer some amendments, many of them informal, be- 
fore we reach other amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendments to be offered from the committee will be taken up at 
this time. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On 5, section 2, line 6, the committee pro- 
Dees | to amend by striking out, after the word proceedings,” the 
words: A 

In vacation in chambers and during their respective terms, as they are now 
or may be hereafter held. 

The amendment was neces to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On the same page, section 2, line 3, after the 
word “ limits,“ I move to strike out the words: 

As now established or as they may be hereafter changed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
iad LINDSAY. On page 14, section 8, after line 28, I move to 

rt: 


Courts of bankruptcy shall always be open for the purpose of exercising 
the jurisdiction conferred by this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In the same section, after line 19 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Kentucky passes from his 
last amendment, I should like his attention for a moment. After 
the amendment which he has put in on page 14, should not lines 
13 to 16, at the top of page 15, be stricken ont? 

Mr. LINDSAY: at are those words? 

Mr. HOAR. The paragraph reads as follows: 

For the purpose of exercising the jurisdiction conferred by this act, the 
courts of appeal shall always be open, and the business thereof may be trans- 
acted at any time except on Sundays and holidays. 

Those words should be stricken out. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; those words should also be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read: 

The Secretary. After line 12, in section 9, page 15, strike out 
the following words: 

b For thep of exercising the jurisdiction conferred by this act, the 
courts of appeal shall always be open, and the business thereof may be trans- 
acted at any time except on Sundays and holidays. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On page 19, section 14, commencing in line 20, 
after the figure “5,” I move to strike out the words make a sub- 
stantially false valuation, as a bankrupt.” It is one of the pun- 
ishable offenses which we propose to strike out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In lieu of those words I move to insert, imme- 
diately after the figure 3,“ the word “omit.” 

Mr. HOAR. The word of,“ after the word bankrupt,” just 
stricken out, should also be stricken out. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; of“ is stricken out. That is one of the 
words that was stricken out. 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole question will be 
stated as one amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out after the figure “5” the words 
„make a substantially false valuation, as a bankrupt, of” and 
insert the word ‘‘ omit.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In line 22, same page and section, I move to 
strike out the word in,“ between estate and his, and insert 
the word from.“ 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I think he will see 
that the amendment is not as he intended it. As it is left now 
there would be a repetition. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I propose to strike out the words in lines 22 
and 23 after this amendment has been adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 19, section 14, line 22, after the word 
estate,“ strike out in and insert from.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In the same section the committee proposes to 
strike out from lines 22 and 23 the words or omitted therefrom 
any of the property of his estate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On page 31, section 35, line 4—— 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me, be- 
fore passing from the amendment proposed after the figure 5,“ 
to inquire whether there ought not to be some word inserted after 
the word ‘‘ omit” to show intentional omissions? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator will find that all those words are 
apated by“ knowingly or fraudulently ” at the beginning of the 
section: 

Any person who shall kno ly or fraudulently commit f the f. 
De — — shall, etc. wingly - ans She io 

Mr. BACON. That is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page? 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is on page 18, subdivision b of section 
14. Now, on page 31, section 35, line 4, I move to insert between 
the words prescribe” and “qualify” the word “shall.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On page 49, section 57, line 25, I move to strike 
out the word “who” and insert the word which;” so as to read: 

Claims of secured creditors and those which have priority. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On page 59, section 65, line 23, I move tostrike 
out the word ‘‘ who” and insert which;” and in line 24 to strike 
out is“ and insert ‘‘ are;” so as to read: 

And (5) debts owing to any person which by the laws of the United States 
or a State are entitled to priority. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that this 
amendment would make it proper to strike out, in line 23, the 
words ‘‘owing to any person,” which are unnecessary. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Let it read, then, “debts which by the laws 
of the United States,” ete., striking out the words ‘‘owing to any 
person who” and eune the word which.” 

5 G OFFICER. The modification proposed will 
s ` 
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The SECRETARY. Also, on 59, section 65, line 23, after 
the word “debts,” strike out the words ‘‘owing to any person;” 
80 as to read: 

3 which by the laws of the United States or a State are entitled to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. On page 84, section 40, IJ move to amend by 
inserting in line 7, between the word insolvent“ and the word 
“to,” the following: 

For the purpose of preferring the levying creditor and in contemplation of 
fnsolvency. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the paragraph be read as it would stand 
when amended. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 40, line 7, so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

(2) Failed for thirty days and untila petition is filed, while insolvent, for the 
Eren e aay piterey levi e e 
$500 or over, or if such troperty ta to be sold within each time under such 
process, then until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Kentucky will pardon me, he 
will remember that several days ago when we had that section 
under consideration it was suggested that thirty days might in 
the case of some States be within the time allowed by law for 
taking an appeal or writ of error. I stated that in my own State 
it would be so, because the time there allowed is sixty days, and 
I understood that possibly the Senator or other members of the 
committee—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I call the attention of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to the proposed amendment. I will agree, so far as I 
am concerned, to strike out the word thirty“ and insert Bids oe 

Mr. BACON. That might cure the difficulty in the partic 
instance I mention, but there might be other States where there 
is still greater time allowed, and I should think it would be safer 
to give ninety days, or even longer. ; 

r. HOAR. Iwill suggest to the Senator from Georgia and the 
Senator from Kentucky, after the word failed,” in line 6 of sec- 
tion 40, on page 34, to strike ont the words“ for thirty days” and 
insert ‘‘ until the expiration of the time provided by law for taking 
exceptions or entering an appeal.“ Does that cover the point? 

Mr. BACON. It will cover it in the case I have in contempla- 
tion, but I do not know whether it will in other cases or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course it may be that in some States a writ of 
error may be taken at any time within twenty years. We can not 
provide for such a case as that. $ 

Mr. BACON. In my State the filing of exceptions operates as 
a writ of error. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In my State you may take an appeal at any 
time within two years. 

Mr. SPOONER. So in mine. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But I sappan the language here is qualified 
by the subsequent words “failed for thirty days and until a peti- 
tion is filed.” I suppose the latter clause, or if such property is 
to be sold within such time under such process. then until three 
days before the time fixed for such sale,” would qualify the lan- 
guage proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I su poso so. I think the objection of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia È 5 pacon] 
judgment is an essential fact in t 
the judgment should turn out not to be final, but to be the reverse, 
it ould bs a very singular result if a man could be put into bank- 
ruptey in consequence of a judgment having been obtained against 
him which the superior court should hold was an illegal judgment 
and ought not to stand. The proposed amendment, it seems to 
me, covers the objection of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The language here is: 

Or if such property is to be sold within such time, 


Then if the sale is not stopped within three days, it is an act of 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 40, line 6, on page 0 after the 
word failed,“ it is proposed to strike out for 7 days” and 
insert until the expiration of the time provided by law for tak- 

exceptions or entering an appeal.” 
e amendment was ; 

Mr. LINDSAY. I move to amend by striking out, in line 14, on 
page 35, section 40, all after the word made, down to and in- 
cluding the word preference, in line 17, and inserting what I 
send to the desk. 

thes eee 1 ae esas N stated. 

e SECRETARY. It roposed to amen sec „on page 
85, line 14, after the . by striking out: 
en any of his or suffered any of it to 
Wi bakes or tevin Sir ‘Bey Leone Ok. laws ce DSE IS dae see DENE oF 
giving a preference. 


is well taken. If the having a 
e act of bankruptcy, certainly if 
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And in lieu thereof inserting: 

Not in the usual course of business while insolven 
of insolvency, transfer any of his property or sate ae e Ke de ber 187124 
upon by process of law, or otherwise, for the purpose of giving a preference. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I move to further amend, in section 40, on 
page 35, line 22, after the word insolvent“ and before the word 
Lan,“ by inserting the words in contemplation of insolvency and 
for the p ot pra a preference,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 40, on page 85, line 22, after the 
word “insolvent,” it is proposed to insert “in contemplation of 
insolvency and for the purpose of giving a preference.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I would ask the Senator from Kentucky if he 
understands the word suffered in that section to be used in the 
sense of ‘ 8 Vic 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand the word “suffered” to mean 
that a man who is in a failing condition and in contemplation of 
insolvency who can relieve the levy, and fails to do it, thereby 
makes himself a party to the act of the creditor in securing a 
preference. 

Mr. BACON, To that extent, then, you mean the word suf 
fered” to indicate that he has indirectly procured it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Or consented to it; which is the same thing. 

Mr. BACON. The reason I make the inquiry is this: ile 
that is the Senator’s view of the meaning of the word suffered,” 
the courts might not so construe it. When I propounded the 
inquiry to the learned Senator from Wisconsin on my left [Mr. 
SPOONER], he indicated by a negative shake of the head that he 
did not so understand it; and it might very readily be anticipated 
that other men occupying positions npon the bench might agree 
with him. It seems to me if it is intended that it shall bear the 
interpretation which the Senator from Kentucky suggests, it onght 
to be definitely stated, so that it can not be misunderstood. That 
is a very important question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I thought I had made it clear. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator makes it clear in his explanation 
7 so. But the question is whether it is clear in the text 
of the bill. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I submit to the Senator from Georgia whether 
itis not clear to him that that is the sense in which it would be 


Mr. BACON. I say if I were on the bench, I would, in the in- 
terest of justice, construe it to mean what the Senator has now 
indicated; but I am very free to say that I do not think the lan- 
guage necessarily requires that construction; and I am fortified 
in that opinion by the fact that the Senator from Wisconsin, who is 
known to be an eminent lawyer, did not himself so regard it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think the Senator from Wisconsin probably 
now concurs with my view of the necessary and natural interpre- 
tation of the language. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] asks 
me what words I would substitute. My idea was not to substi- 
tute another word, but to qualify the word already used by some 
language which would indicate the intention expressed by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will pardon me, I will ask that 
subdivision 5 as amended be read. 

Mr. BACON. The word “suffered” occurs several times in the 
section. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. And my inquiry is addressed as to the word 
wherever it occurs. 

. G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The SECRETARY. Subdivision 8 of section 40, on page 35, begin- 
ning in line 21, if amended as proposed, will read: 

(8) Suffered while insolvent, or in contemplation of insolvency, and for 
the purpose of giving a preference, an execution for $500 or over, or a num- 
ber of executions ting such amount, against 1f to be returned 
“no property found onions amount shown to be due by such executions 
shall be paid before a petition is filed, or, being a merchant, broker, banker, 
trader, manufacturer, or er. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the debtor suffers, not because of his ina- 
bility to relieve the levy, but suffers for the purpose of giving the 
benefit of the preference to a creditor, then it seems to me that he 
n ily consents and makes himself a party to the act through 
which the preference is about to be secured. 

Mr. BACON. The amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Kentucky, I understand, puts in the words “for the purpose of.” 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. BACON, I think the Senator is correct about it. I notice 
in the fifth subdivision, where the word suffered“ is used, that 
there is also the same qualification. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
ualification occurs wherever the 

the courts would so construe it. 
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Mr. LINDSAY. I think it does occur. * 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will remark that in the original text 
those words do not appear. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; they donot. There is one branch of the 
Senator’s argument which he submitted yesterday to which the 
committee has made no response; that is as to subdivision 4, 
„made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in 
courta written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts.” 
I understand the committee to be willing to strike out the words 
“or filed in court a written statement admitting his inability to 

y his debts,” and let it stand ‘‘made an assignment for the 

nefit of his creditors.” 

Mr. BACON. Iwas going to make a suggestion to strike out 
the words the committee propose to leave in, and to leave the words 
in the committee propose to strike out. I have no objection, if a 
debtor goes into a court and files a written statement of his ina- 
bility to pay his debts, and does it voluntarily, to having him 
adjudged a bankrupt. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then leave those words in. 

Mr. BACON. Those words being stricken out will be of no 
advan , according to my view; but there may be a very serious 
objection to the other words, made an assignment for the benefit 
of his creditors.” 

I think if a man should make an assignment of his entire p 
erty without giving a preference, that certainly ought not to be a 
ground for involuntary bankruptcy. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will on me, a man who 
makes an assignment of all his property for the equal benefit of 
his creditors under a State law can have no reason, if he is acting 
in good faith, for declining to file a petition in bankruptcy. In 
the one case he will not secure a discharge from the unclaimed 
portion of his debts, and in the other he will. Then, if for any 
reason he elects not to take the benefit of a discharge, but to allow 
his debts, or a great portion of his debts, to remain hanging over 
him, it is fair to infer that he expects to get as against his cred- 
itors some advantage out of his voluntary assignment for the 
benefit of his creditors. 

In other words, he selects the trustee, by naming an assi ; 
liable to be much more ive; and he does this further g, 
he escapes the necessity of going into court and 3 him- 
self to an examination as to what his estate consists of, where it 
is to be found, or who holds it, and an examination as to whether 
or not any secret preferences haye been given prior to the general 
assi ent. Ifheintends to act in absolute good faith, and to make 
a full disclosure to his creditors, there can be no reason why he 
should avoid the tribunal that can administer his estate equally, 
fairly, and cheaply, and at the end discharge him from the pay- 
ment of any debts that his estate will not satisfy. Therefore it 
seems to me that the debtor does two things. First, he admits 
his inability to pay his creditors; and, second, he admits the neces- 
sity for his estate being administered by some court. Those two 
concessions having been made, why shall he not go into a tribunal 
provided for the express purpose of istering just such estates 
as that upon terms of equity between the creditors, and followi 
up that administration by deciding that he, after having ac 
the part of an honest man, is entitled to be relieved t a load 
of debt which he can never hope to pay and which will rest upon 
him if his estate be administered by a State court? 

Mr. HOAR, 9 8 a Kentucky xi pardon ae 1 
making one other suggestion. e assignmen er the law 
ge Sry cređitor to see 52 GAM = creditor’s 9 — 18 

y appearing in cour voluntary assignment leaves 
either the debtor himself or the trustee to settle that; so that all 
manner of fraudulent claims can come in without any legal means 
of testing them. ; 

In addition to that to which I think the Senator alluded, this 
bill has a very careful limitation on costs and expenses at every 
point. Under a provision for a private assignment for the benefit 
of his creditors, a debtor may make his brother his trustee and 
give him ten times what he ought really to have for his compen- 
sation, . 

Mr. GRAY. In the line of what the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has just stated, I will su t that he would also thereby 
defeat the object of the Constitution in allowing a uniform system 
of bankruptcy all over the United States, 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Even with that objection out of the way, there 
is still another reason why the bankruptcy proceeding is prefer- 
able. I take it that in most of the States the assignee under a vol- 
untary assignment takes under the assignor, and has no standing 
in courts of equity when he seeks to set aside fraudulent trans- 
actions which have theretofore occurred between the assignee and 
other parties. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I would ask the Senator from Kentucky if it 
has not been frequently held by the Supreme Court of the United 


XX X— 50 


TOP- | he says there are—in w. 


States that an assignee 


for the benefit of the creditors may make 
a motion or enter a suit to set aside any fraudulent transfer made 


by his 55 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Su e Court has ever decided that, 
it must have been under the laws of some State which expressly 
provided that that might be done. 

Mr. RAWLINS. No, Mr. President. I undertake to say that 

the Supreme Court has decided in a number of cases that, in the 
absence of any act controlling that matter, the common-law sys- 
tem shall prevail. 
DSAY. I think any work on assignments will show 
that, in the absence of a statutory provision to the contrary, the 
assignee only undertakes to do for his assignor that which the 
assignor might lawfully have done for himself. I can only speak 
of my knowledge from the rule prevailing in my own 
State and from the rule laid down by Burrill and other eminent 
authors on the subject of assignments. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iam aware that in many of the States the 
rule as stated by the Senator from Kentucky is the one which pre- 
vails; but the rule as established by a series of decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States is to the contrary, 

5 pae 3 Some’ of m 3 ma 
tains the propriety of making these voluntary assignments a groun: 
for involuntary bankru If there be a number of States—and 
the assignee under a voluntary assign- 
ment can not sue to set aside a fraudulent conveyance, then it is 

roper, when we 8 a uniform law upon the subject of 

ptcy, that we make it include this act, because we 

then have an assignee or trustee who represents the creditors and 

not the bankrupt, and who may bring all necessary actions and 

subject all property that ought to be lawfully subjected to the 
payment of the debts of the bankrupt. 

a 3 be not the most efficient and the cheapest and 
the most nt mode of administering insolvent estates, the 
Haute of creditors and debtors alike being considered, then prob- 
ably it would be a mistake to pass any bankrupt law at all; but if 
the necessity requires a general system of bankruptcy, then cer- 
3 this is a case which ought to be within the purview of the 

W. 

Mr. BACON. I am very frank to say, Mr. President, that the 
arguments made by the learned Senators are of a nature to make 
=e not so anxious for the amendment as I was before I heard 

em. 


put into bankruptcy even inst his will. There are, however, 
other things which I do not think can be so easily di of. 
Mr. RA S. I wish to ask the Senator Georgia if 


necessarily there is not some odium attaching to every person 
who is declared to be a bankrupt either by his own action or by 
involuntary procedure? A man who is willing to make an in- 
voluntary assignment of all his property, free from fraud, in 
order that it may be applied, so far as it will go, to the discharge 
of all his debts, may at the same time not desire to have a final 
discharge from all his debts, but to go ahead and pay them, so as 
to avoid the odium which the fact that he has been declared a 
bankrupt, voluntarily or involuntarily, will attach to his name. 
pagut nos a man who desires to take that action have the right 
oi 

I also call attention to the fourth subdivision of section 40, which 
reads, made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors,” 
when he may not in fact be insolvent, but his property may be 
sufficient to discharge all his debts. 

ink the latter suggestion of the Senator from 
Utah is a very inent one, and I su t to the committee that 
there onght to be something to qualify that provision. I have 
known instances where men who were entirely solvent made as- 
signments for the p of having their estates wound up during 
their lives, not being desirous of giving the matter personal atten- 
tion themselves, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will suggest that in a case of that kind it 
would be an actual fraud upon the creditors, 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. 

Mr. LINDSAY. A man who is able to pay his debts, who, in- 
stead of paying them, makes a general assignment for the benefit 
of his creditors and forces them to settle with the peines thereby 
delays them in the collection of their debts, and that is an absolute 
obstacle to the collection of debts. 

Mr. BACON. TheSenator misunderstands the suggestion made 
by me. I was not king of a case where an assi ent is made 
through a composition, but where a party entirely solvent, with 
PRE property to pay his debts, makes an assignment in order 
that the assignee may reduce it to cash and pay them in full, 
There is no fraud where a person is paid in full. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If he avoids giving preferences. 

Mr, BACON. I refer to cases where there is no preference 
whatsoever. Still I only make that suggestion. It isa very rare 
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I do not think I have ever heard of more than two or three 
such cases in PrI 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
desire to submit any other amendment? $ 


case. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Not now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the pending amendment is 
that of the Senator from Georgia, which will be stated. The Chair 
is informed that there have been several modifications in the por- 
tion of the bill to which the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia refers, and the Chair wishes to know whether the Senator 
desires to modify his amendment or to offer a new amendment? 

Mr. BACON. The amendment offered by me was simply to 
strike out certain subdivisions. Those subdivisions have been 
amended since that motion was made. It was the right of the 
friends of the bill and of those particular amendments to offer them 
before my motion was made. My motion to amend, however, is 
still as pertinent to the amended subclauses as it was to the origi- 
nal clauses, and I desire the amendment to stand, to be voted upon 
in the same way as if theclauses had not beenamended. In other 
words, I desire those clauses stricken out, although they have been 
so amended. I will probably make an exception of the fourth 
subdivision, That one I do not consider to be important, and I 
will withdraw the motion to strike out that subdi n. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The fourth subdivision? 

Mr. BACON. The fourth subdivision; but as to the others, I 
shall ask that the amendments be considered. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether the committee desire to 


pros the question at this time or not. We have but very few Sena- | illn 


rs present. Even if we could now get a quorum, Senators would 
not have heard the su tions which have been made relative to 
these amendments, and I want to say with reference to them that 
they are, to my view, vital. I do not know how far others may 
agree with me, but it will be impossible for me to give my rappi 
to the bill with these subclauses in it. I made a suggestion to the 
committee yesterday—— 

Mr. NELSON. May Task the Senator from Georgia a question? 
Has he more than one amendment? 

Mr. BACON. It was offered as one amendment, but it refers 
to four different subdivisions of section 40. Of course the motion 
would have to be divided, and there ought to be really four sepa- 
rate amendments, but the RECORD of yesterday shows correctly 
what those amendments are, although offered at one time. The 
first is to strike out subdivision 2, which the Senator from Minne- 
sota will probably remember. Then, abandoning the motion to 
strike out 4, the next would be subdivision 5, the next would be 
to strike out 8, and the next 9. 

Mr. LINDSAY. As the Senate has not been very largely in 
attendance during the discussion of these particular provisions of 
the bill, I su t that the bill be informally laid over until to- 
morrow, in the meantime to be printed as amended, and that we 
give the unanimous consent desired by the Senator from Minne- 
sota that to-morrow at 4 o’clock we shall vote on all the amend- 
ments that may then be pending. j 

Mr. MORGAN. Including the substitute? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Including the substitute. 

Mr, BACON. There are no pending amendments to the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. WHITE. Personally, I have no objection to unanimous 
consent being given, but there are so few Senators in attendance 
that there may be objection hereafter to such a unanimous-con- 
sent agreement when the Senateis so poorly attended. Criticisms 
of that sort have been freely made of late, and it seems to me it 
is scarcely advisable to obtain a unanimous-consent agreement 
when the Senate is so thin. 1 donot make this suggestion because 
I have any objection at all. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senators who are absent, I think, are absent 
with the understanding that the Senate will do such things about 
the order of business as seem best. Their absence would seem to 
imply consent that those who remain should settle such questions. 
Of course they have it entirely within their power to vote down 
the whole thing. I hope the Senator from California will not 
interpose 1 objection. s 

Mr. W. E. I do not make any objection at all. It is a mere 
suggestion. 

. RAWLINS. Is it the understanding if we give consent to 
votə to-morrow, that further amendments to the bill will be shut 
out? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand the unanimous-consent e0- 
ment will cover this: That all amendments pending at 4 o or 
shall be voted on. The bill will then stand subject to the contro! 
of the Senate. è 

Mr. RAWLINS. I suggest that a quorum of the Senate is not 

resens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Utah suggests 
the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cullom, Morgan, Smith, 
Bacon, Fair Murphy, Spooner, 
Bate, Faulkner, Nelson, man, 
Berry, Gray. Penrose, Turner, 
Butier, Harris, Kans. Perkins, Turpie, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Chilton, ‘oar, Pettus, Walthall, 
35 a a 

5 i wW n 
Cockrell, Mitchell, ele 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is not present. 

Mr. PROCTOR and Mr. Roach entered the Chamber and an- 
swered to their names. 
oe EEDA G OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the 

na 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. NELSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name 
was called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
the Senator from West Virginia Mr. ELKINS]. 

Mr. HOAR (when Mr. Lopa@r’s name was called). I should 
like to state that my colleague is confined to his house by a slight 


ess. 
The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 12, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—12, 
Berry, Murphy, 2 Vest, 
Penrose, Nadz. Wellington, 
Foraker, Pettus, Tillman, White. 
NAYS—H. 
Fairbanks, Mitchell, Smi 
Bate, Gray, Morgan, 8 ores 
. e H ieaS Perkina, ie, 
utler, e; 
Chandler, Hoar, Pettigrew, Walthe 
Chilton, Lindsay, Pri Warren, 
Clay Maa Rawlins = 
f W. 
m, Mills, Sewell,” 
NOT VOTING—41 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. 
n, 0, Jones, Nev. latt, 
Allison, ngor, enney, Shoup, 
Baker, gear. Kyle, Stewart, 
Caffery, George, age, er, 
Cannon, Gorman, McBride, Thurston, 
Carter, 0, McEnery, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Hanna, eMillan, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hansbrough, Martin, 
Earle, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, 
Hawley, Pasco, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TOTAS Senators having voted 
on the roll call, there is a quorum of the Senate present, 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow at 8 
o'clock we take a vote upon all amendments that may then be 
pending, including the substitute which I have offered to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent that to-morrow at 8 o'clock the Senate 
prot to vote upon all amendments pending to the bill now 
paare 8 Senate, and then vote upon the substitute offered by 

self. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before that consent is given, I ask that the 
bill may be reprinted as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And that the bill may be re- 
printed as amended to-day. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
accept that as a part of his unanimous- consent request? 

Mr, NELSON. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, and such 
will be the order of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the bill is still before the Senate. 
I desire to offer another amendment, to which I ask the attention 
of the committee. It is on page 36, line 7, section 41, second sub- 
division, b. The words as they now stand are, a person en- 

ed solely in farming or the tillage of the soil.” The amend- 

+ I propose is to strike out the words ee solely in” and 
insert in lieu the words whose principal business is; so that the 
clause as amended will read as follows: 

A person whose principal business is farming or the tillage of the soil. 

Toffer the amendment for the reason that there are a great many 
farmers who haye some little side business connected with their 
farming operations, and it would subject a 2 many of them 
to the processes of involuntary bankruptcy if the language remains 
as it is now in the bill, 
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Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator whether he means to 
have his po sition relate to the time of contracting the debt? I 
suppose the Aoa would hardly desire that a merchant or miner 
or broker might give up his business and buy a small farm, and 
thus escape any responsibility to bankruptcy proceedings. 

Mr. BACON. Iam quite content that the committee shall so 
frame the amendment, if they see proper to adopt it, that the 
difficulty suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts will not 
exist. The purpose is not to permit any such fraud as the Senator 
suggests, but it is to guard the very large body of those engaged 
in farming operations from being subject to the provisions of in- 
voluntary bankruptcy under the bill. If the language stands as 
it is, a ve ae proportion of them will be so subject. 

Mr. LINDSA . I will ask the Senator if striking out the word 
“ solely ” would not probably ere e this purpose? 

Mr. BACON. The only criticism I would make upon that sug- 
gestion is that it would 8 be too liberal, if the bill is to be 
passed. A man might be engaged in merchandising to any ex- 
tent, and if he had a pleasure farm he would not be subject to the 
provisions of the bill. My poroa is only to protect those who 
are really farmers, persons whose principal business is that of 
farming. 

My ating is not to have men who may have some little busi- 
ness in addition thereto subjected to the involun ptey 
features of the pending bill simply by reason of the fact that they 
have some other occupation. It would be a question for the courts 
to determine, whether the man is really a farmer, whether that is 
his principal business, or whether he is attempting to screen himself 
by claiming that he is a farmer when in fact his principal business 
is something else. 

I trust the committee will accept the amendment; and without 
having it now adopted, delaying it in order that the view presented 
by the Senator from Massachusetts may have consideration in the 
framing of it, I merely s t it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendment is not now in order, as an amendment is pending to 
the bill at the present time. The Chair will assume that it is the 
suggestion of a proposed amendment. 

r. HOAR. hat amendment is pending to the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Geo [Mr..Bacon] to strike out certain subdivisions of a 
certain section of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. The ruling of the Chair would undoubtedly be 
correct if this were an amendment to the same section to which 
the pending amendmentis proposed, but under themethod adopted 
here, of having all the amendments in and having them all voted 
on to-morrow at a certain time, of course the amendment must be 
presented before that time arrives. This is an independent sub- 
stantive amendment to an entirely different part of the bill. But 
it makes no difference whether it is considered simply as suggested, 
or as now formally offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that it is not in 
order as an amendment, but it will be received as a suggestion by 
the Senator of a proposed amendment. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment heretofore offered by the Senator from 

eorgia. 

Mz TURPIE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Indiana to offer the amendment as a proposed amend- 
ment tothe bill. Of course it is not now in order as an amendment. 
5 1 amendment of the Senator from Indiana will be 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘corpo- 
ration” wherever it occurs. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I think one of the great evils of 
present legislation and of the legislation of the last quarter of a 
century has been the levity of assent with which we have created 
corporations and have endowed them with what are known as 
corporate powers, that extreme, careless indifference with which 
we have amended charters and granted almost indescribable priv- 
ileges to corporations in existence, as well as the almost lawless 
liberality with which we have endowed incorporated bodies or- 
ganized to carry into effect the different enterprises for which 
they were formed. I think one of the most dangerous instances 
of this levity of assent is the fact that corporations are included 
in the pending bill as subjects of bankruptcy, as subject to the 
jurisdiction of a bankrupt court. That is true as to both of the 
measures, the substitute and the principal bill. 

I do not recollect, sir, that in the first . law passed 
by Congress corporations were at all included. I do not think 
anyone conceded at that time, seventy years ago, that a corpora- 
tion ought to be the subject of bankruptcy legislation. I am cer- 
tain that in the second law, that of 1867. corporations were not so 
included; and to listen to the debate which has been had upon 
this sudject, a very full one already in the Senate, every proposi- 
tion contemplated with reference to the bill has taken into con- 
sideration the flesh and blood that are debtors, not the imaginary 


being called a corporation; always the man, not the shadow; 
always the wife and children of a debtor in distressed circum- 
stances; always the exemptions made by the different States. All 
these considerations, sir, refer to the individual debtor, not toa 
corporation which has become a debtor. 

Allow me for a moment to call attention to the immense juris- 
diction given in the bill by the simple use of the word * corpora- 
tion;“ and I will read from the bill itself the definition of a cor- 
poration. It is contained in the first section, the section devoted 
to definitions. In the sixth clause of that section it is said that 
the word “‘ ‘corporation’ shall mean a body having corporate pow- 
ers or privil not by an individual or partnership.” 
That may include all sorts of corporations, A municipality ma; 
take the benefit of the bankrupt law. Any city in the nited 
States 
Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doss the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? ~ 

Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator will permit me to call attention 
to section 41, providing who may become voluntary bankrupts: 
He will find t the provision is any person who owes debts, 
except a corporation, sh be entitled to the benefits of this actas 


a voluntar: Brog 
PIE. t relates to voluntary bankruptcy, but it 


Mr. TU 
leaves involun bankruptcy untouched. 
Under the provisions of the proposed law anyone can throw a 


city into tankruptcy; anyone can throw a county into bankruptcy; 
anyone can throw a township into bankruptcy. 
nyone can throw into bankruptcy a corporation described in 
the bill itself as a body having corporate powers or privileges not 
by an individual or partnership; and I do not think 
ere is a corporation in the United States, authorized either bya 
State law or by a Federal law, which is not included in this defi- 
nition. I would ask the committee, therefore, very seriously to 
consider whether vei) Each ought to be included at all in an 
act on the subject of bankruptcies,” to use the exact language of 
n ir, I d t think, with t to 1 
or my sir, I do no respec a very large 
class of corporations, that they ought to be included in any such 
act. I do not think any reason can be given for their inclusion; 
and with respect to an rations, I think the preponderance 
of reason is against their being allowed either to take the benefit 
or to be subject to the pro- 


of a bankrupt act by 5 action 
visions of a bankruptcy act by involuntary proceedings. The 
bankrupt act proceeds plainly upon personal grounds. It has 


been said here often that a man who becomes subject to misfor- 
mee ‘eee becomes ver e e has ap yee unable = 15 = 
ebts, and yet is possessed of energy and possessed o ent, o 
vitality, Fag tas capacity, having dependent upon him a wife 
and family, should be taken out and a way of escape offered. It 
is this way of escape, by this peremptory confiscation of creditors, 
a very large pers: plenary power, to the individual, assuch, that 
bankruptcy legislation ought to be confined. 

It never was the intention that it should apply to incorporated 
companies. I believe that the record of the courts in all the 
States, both Federal and State, will show, with respect to the ex- 
istence of corporations and their 1 that to allow further 
facilities to throw railway companies into the hands of receivers, 
to make the road more easy for insolvency, to make the path more 
facile to discharge officers of corporations, stockholders, and others 
who are liable, from the liabilities attached to incorporated com- 
panies, that such a general trend of legislation is a thing to be 
avoided, shunned, not encouraged, not countenanced, 

Take, now, the reference to the causes of bankruptcy found in 
section 40 and compare that with what each Senator knows here 
with respect to the receiverships appointed in one class of corpo- 
rations—railway corporations. The first case is— 

His having concealed himself, departed or remained away from his place 


of busin residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil 
process and to defeat his creditors. 


That is a cause showing most preeminently, as I have claimed, 
that the original policy of the bankruptcy act, the policy from the 
beginning till now under the Constitution, was for individual 
personal relief, because this is a clause to which corporations 
could not be subjected. It is impossible for a corporation to con- 
ceal itself. There is another clause, the second, as follows: 


Failed for thirty days and untila petition is filed, whileinsolvent, to secure 
the release of any property levied upon under process of law for $500 or over. 


That, now, might be an equitable cause in case of an individual, 
but how are we to judge of it as to corporations? That is one 
cause of bankraptcy to which any corporation may be subjected. 

Allow me, sir, to call attention to the prevalence of incorporated 
power and to the universality of its organization. It is almost 
5 to meet a man now who is not a member of a corporate 

y. They not only relate to transportation and manufactures, 
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but to all sorts of business. Where, for instance, Smith & Jones 
have acquired a reputation in the sale of books, or the manufacture 
of paper, or the manufacture of envelopes, or the manufacture of 
boots and shoes, one of the most common operations is to forma 
stock company, incorporate it, and to name the company after 
this firm in order to get its good will and succession. 

Take, however, for example. a corporation engaged in trans- 

rtation, How easy it would be for such a corporation to go 
into the hands of a receiver. All they have to do is to refrain 
from the payment of $500 for an exceedingly short time, and to 
let the property be levied upon and sold. There, again, the re- 
ceiver comes to the front. There is a prima facie case for the 
corporation to retire from public notice and further liability, and 
to let it go into the hands of the court and into the hands of a 
receiver. 

I have seen many litigations with respect to railroad receiver- 
ships. I never saw one yet in which there was a bona fide lis. I 
never saw one yet in which there was a litigation in good faith 
with respect to the solyency of the corporation, the amount of its 
indebtedness, and the amount of its assets. Always the struggle 
is not with respect to the condition of the corporation; always the 
evidence is directed to and the real lis is, the strife is over, not the 
solvency of the corporation, its real ability to pay, but as to whose 
hands it is forced to go into. The receivership is the apple of the 
contest. The receivership is the cause of strife. There may be 
two, three, four, five intervening parties, yet I have never seen a 
real contest or a real discovery or a real investigation or scrutiny 
into the financial condition of the corporation. Generally the 
first thing a railroad company does under such circumstances is 
to admit its insolvency, not by law to contest it; the contest fol- 
lows over the receivership. 

I have no doubt, in the case of thousands of individuals now en- 

titled to the benefit of the voluntary claus: of this bill, if it should 
become a law, thousands of personal claimants, thousands of per- 
sonal debtors, have been e such insolvents and bankrupts by 
the facility with which corporations have been forced into receiy- 
erships. 
. and the old practice has been always to ex- 
clude corporations from the operation of bankrupt or- insolvent 
acts; and I do not think we ought to take a step at this time to 
facilitate the passage of these vast assets, of these rights, of these 
corporate franchises, into the hands of one man, a receiver, con- 
trolled not by any ostensible power, controlled only by one other 
man, a person sitting as judge, controlled not by any open rights 
of the stockholders or any elementary interest in the corporation, 
but controlled by subterranean interests, who have not only as- 
sented to the condition of insolvency without any conflict, but 
who desire that the e tion shall be notoriously known as 
worthless in order that these thousand oo ihe es in anticipation 
shall be frozen out and ruined by the facility of railway receiver- 
ships. 

1 do not think anything is improved by the statement of the 
honorable and learned Senator from Kentucky. I think the text 
of the bill, both as to voluntary and involuntary corporations, 
includes every corporation which enjoys rights or privileges not 
vested in a firm or any individual. That is a definition which the 
authors of the bill have themselves given. It is a definition 
destructive of the individual rights where they are related to 
corporate franchises. Senators, it is a policy destructive of the 
rights of men and women as such, and it is a policy that should 
be excluded from consideration in any legislation upon the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Turpiz] does not put upon the bill the mean- 
ing which belongs to it when he thinks that it includes municipal 
or public corporations. 

the first place, if I correctly understand the use of the legal 
phraseology which is employed in such cases, municipal or paro- 
chial corporations—public corporations of all sorts—are notstrictly 
corporations. They are always spoken of in the early law books as 
quasi corporations—that is, having certain corporate powers and 
exemptions and privileges. Where ordinary legislation describes 
persons or corporations, it never is held to apply to them, as far as 
my experience goes, unless they are expressly enumerated. They 
are a part of the 8 They are the agencies of sovereignty. 
It has been expressly held in regard to our New England towns 
that they are quasi public officers, to whom are distributed and 
assigned certain portions of the sovereignty of the Commonwealth. 
The familiar doctrine in English law that the kingis not 8 
by a statute unless he is expressly named in it applies always to 
this class of corporations. 

But there is a class of corporations which has become in the 
part of the country with which I am familiar, and I Suppa in 
all others, very common, and which it seems to me ought to be 
included in the liability to involuntary proceedings, and that is 
the class which are familiarly spoken of as joint stock companies. 
I suppose, without being sure, that probably four-fifths of the 


manufacturing and trading business of the New England States, 
certainly of my own State, is now conducted by this class of cor- 
porations. Two or three mechanics, with a capital all told of 
$5,000 or less, or perhaps with nothing to put in except their labor 
and skill, form themselves, under a general law, into a corporation 
for prosecuting business. One of them, perhaps, invents some 
little part of a loom, or cotton machinery, or spinning machinery, 
or something or other, or some little process or product which is 
in use. They get a market for it, and they enter upon it as a joint 
stock company, of course, with some to the corporate ex- 
emption from personal liability for debts, but that is a very small 
part of their motive. 

The real motive is that they shall not be compelled to wind up 
whenever one of the parties shall die, or become insane, or when- 
ever one of the parties chooses to retire. If you have an ordinary 
partnership, any of the accidents of life in the midst of a prosper- 
ous season may put an end to the entire capacity to pine Se the 
business. So they avail themselves of this simple joint stock 
arrangement and go on with the business. As the Senator from 
Indiana said, they take the men. Mr. Whitcomb invents an en- 
velope, and the Whitcomb Enyelope Company is the sign in which 
he and his son, perhaps, will do business, and soon. I could name 
from my own observation among my neighbors a hundred such 
instances without any difficulty. 

Now, thereis y no reason in the world why all that busi- 
ness to which the community gives credit and which is employing 
workmen should be conducted on such terms that if they happen 
to get into difficulties, the first attaching creditor shall get a pref 
erence, and the next attaching creditor the next, and so on, and 
the deyil take the hindmost, and with the other consequence to 
follow, perhaps three-quarters of the entire estate being eaten up 
in the lawyers’ fees of the attachment and execution. 

So I think that this bill ought to include and rightfully does in- 
clude that kind of corporations, I think also that it ought to 
include and rightfully does include all public and municipal cor- 

tions. If there is any doubt in the mind of so acute and 
earned a Senator as the Senator from Indiana, or in the mind of 
any other Senator about that, it will be easy to put in a phrase 
placing it beyond doubt. ie 

In regard to the railroad ration, I entirely sympathize with 
the Senator from Indiana. 1 do not think railroad corporations 
created with special liabilities and obligations and modes of ac- 
counting by State authority, clothed with an important public 
function, the suspension of which is a great public inconvenience 
and misfortune, on the continuance of which depends the busi- 
ness of men and the prosperity of communities, and to whom the 
power of eminent domain is committed by legislation, ought to be 
pes into bankruptcy and sold to the highest bidder; and I do not 

ieve that is the effect either of the late bankruptcy law or of 
the present. But, as I said toward the close of the last session of 
Congress, after the bill was introduced, that question has heen 
purposely left to the construction of the courts and not put in 
terms into the bill. 

Some courts have held that railroad corporations are subject to 
bankruptcy, and certainly that is a better arrangement than the 
existing one, which the Senator has so justly as well as eloquently 
denounced, of pene them administered by receiverships. One 
of the weak spots in the jurisdiction of this country is in provision 
for dealing with these great corporate powers and properties. It 
has given rise to a good deal of scandal; it has given rise toa 
deal of popular complaint, some of it well founded and some of it 
not well founded; and we ought to have some special legislation 
for that particular class of cases, I agree. Perhaps some Senatora 
who have been more recently employed in practice than I have 
been can inform me, but I do not understand that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has ever held that a railroad corpora- 
tion established by State authority is a fit subject for insolvency. 

There have been one or two dicta in some of their decisions to 
that effect, but I sup Iam not saying anything it is indelicate 
to say when I state that I have very strong reason to believe that 
some very eminent judges recently upon the bench did not give 
their assent to that declaration. I believe it will be treated as an 
open question whenever it arises. I thought it well to follow the 
ordinary lang of legislation on bankruptcy questions and leave 
that question to be settled by judicial decision hereafter, and if it 
were settled wrong by judicial decision in the opinion of the Legis- 
lature then, that the Legislature would correct it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I admit the correctness of the 
definition which the honorable and learned Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has given between corporations and quasi corporations, 
ete oa moa, cities, towns—— 

Mr. HOAR. And counties. 

Mr. TURPIE. All come under the catalogue of quasi corpora- 
tions; and if the bill did not undertake to define the word **cor- 
porations,” and define it for the purposes of this act, there would 
pears be some reason for the judicial determination. But un- 
er the definition of this act quasi corporations are not excluded, 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


789 


I have already called the attention of the Senate 
Mr, HOAR. Before the Senator proceeds, if he will pardon me 


I wanted to make a further suggestion, which, of course, he will 


answer if he pleases. itis simply this: That nearly every act of 
bankruptcy defined, all but one or two, it is impossible for public 
corporations to commit. 
. TURPIE. In respect to the first clause, it is very true, as 
the honorable Senator has said, that the old law of 
assed in 1842, did make in the causes of bankruptcy ex 
incorporated bodies. The second law was subject to judicial con- 
struction upon thatsubject. But this eee ger ee er e 
to supplant judicial construction, to reenforce the indefiniteness 
of the second act of bankruptcy, and to amend substantially the 
first act of bankruptcy by defining what the word “corporation” 
shall mean. 
6) Corporation“ shall mean a body having corporate powers or privileges 
ck 3 by an individual or een r5 

Has the city of Washington such power? Has it powers not 
possessed by an individual? Has it franchises not possessed by a 
partnership? Certainly it has. Then it is a corporation under 
this act and becomes subject to the regulation with respect to 
bankruptcy. I might say that of the city of New York, the 
Greater City of New York, or any corporation which is formed 
either under State or Federal authority. 

With respect to the case of the joint stock companies alluded to 
by the learned and honorable Senator, I think it is the very com- 
mon practice, as he says, that persons who as individuals or as a 
firm have accumulated high credit and made a marketable brand 
well known in the marts of the country, perhaps in the marts of 
the world, have seen fit to abandon their natural state as individ- 
uals and form a joint stock company. 
to the fact that one may die or me insane or wish to retire. 
Let me call your attention, Mr. President, to the fact that for 
seventy years we haye had a thousand firms and individuals en- 
gaged in a particular manufacture. Every one knew the Collins 
ax, and there might be many other examples of that kind. There 
Was a mechanical excellence about the work, a mechanical savor 
about the name, which gave it 57575 and prominence in all the 
markets of the United States and of the world. 

Why have they abandoned these positions? Not altogether for 
the reasons alleged by the honorable Senator. I think that the 
prevailing reason has been under the advice of counsel, that they 
might escape liability as persons, might escape losses as persons, 
might escape ties and misfortunes as corporators, which 
they could not escape as individuals; and that the reason for this 
vast transformation from individuals and firms has been owing 
to the fact, and is now due to the fact, that under the laws of my 
own State, and of almost all others, and especially under the laws 
of the United States, corporate liabilities have been limited, 
whereas by the former common law they were not limited and 
the corporator was individually liable for all the debts of the com- 
pany to the amount of his property, just the same as a member 

. of a firm; but under acts of incorporation the liability is dimin- 
ished and the business facilities are increased. 

I make no war against the formation of 8 I make no 
war, for the present at least, against the multiplicity of corpora- 
tions; I make no war at this moment esr transforming a firm, 
or a father and son, known as such to the trade every where, intoa 
corporation known only to the law. No, sir; but I do say that 
when these persons accept incorporation as a business condition, 
when they voluntarily abandon their it, their per- 
sonal name, their personal status and condition, they should not 
be allowed the privilege of bankruptcy. In my judgment the cor- 
poration formed for whatever purpose, which is either unwill- 
ing or unable to pay its debts, ough to die the death; it ought to 
be dissolved; it ought to be wound up; and I shall cast no yote of 
mine in favor of any municipal corporation, business corporation, 
or any other corporation as being entitled either to the = of 
voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy. It is increasi e evil; 
it is creating by one act of legislation thousands of p% by 
facilitating the bankruptcy of incorporations, opening wide the 


The Senator says it is due | bank 


these thonsands and thousands of joint 
fail to divide their property equally 

be permitted to give it all to favorite creditors. That is the whole 
of it, as I understand it. 


pemo corporations, and that I therefore, with the consent of my 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 25 of section 1, on page 2, after tho 
word “body,” it is proposed to insert doing business as a mer- 
chant, broker, banker, trader, manufacturer, or miner, and;” so 
as to read: 

(6) “Corporation shall mean a body doing business as a merchant, broker, 
x trader, manufacturer, or miner, and having corporate powers or 
privileges not possessed by an individual or partnership. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the question be put on that amendment, 
if the Senate is ready for it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I am not at all satisfied with the amendment 
proposed, although of course it is a concession to those adverse 
views which I had the honor to submit for the consideration of 
the Senate. It still remains, I think, objectionable. 

The honorable and learned Senator from Massachusetts speaks 
1 They seem to be peculiar favorites with 
him. He thi that they ag ea certainly to be entitled to the 
benefit of a bankrupt act. If I speak in irony, if I use colloquial 
language, it is perfectly 8 for it is called a benefit to be 
allowed to take advantage of this act, I think that these joint 
stock companies, where le have abandoned their poene 
name and condition, are very ones that ought not to have the 
pri of this act. Iam not aware as to what ‘erences the: 
would have the right to make under the law of usetts. 
think, though, that under the laws of most of the States prefer- 
8 but fa biade 5 Pont 282 legisla 8 red 

ut forbidden, not only by legislation, but 
decisions of the courts. y 

Neither am I able to understand the philosophy of the law of at- 
tachment as stated by the honorable Senator, I have no doubt, 
loculized with t to Massachusetts, it may be correct. In 
my State, and I think in the majority of the Western States, the 
operation of the attachment does not allow preferences of one 
creditor over another; but, on the contrary, it commends all 
creditors to the basis of a real distribution of assets. The first 
attachment creditor is not entitled to any preference whatever. 
All another creditor has to do is to ask leave to file under, the 
third creditor does the same, and the fourth creditor does the 
same, until the list is exhausted, and when the sale is made, the 
proceeds are distributed among all the attaching creditors equally. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the law with us. 

Mr. TURPIE. Priority in connection with attachment does 
not at all entitle to any preference, unless there is something in 
the claim, such as expenses for interment, or daily wages, or some- 
thing of that kind, in the character of the claim, which gives it a 
preference under the general law. I think this is the general 
character of legislation in the United States upon that subject at 

e. 


gate for corporations to take the benefit of these two or three | this tim 


clauses which apply to them in this proposed law, and leaving 
behind them a thousand individual ptcieswhich are almost 
remediless. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says he is not in favor of allowing a 
class of corporations, which have been described as joint stock 
companies, contracting debts, going into 3 and con- 
tinuing their legal being. The bill not allow them to go into 
bankruptcy voluntarily. The only question, therefore, is whether, 
if they are in insolvent circumstances, they be permi to 
prefer a favorite creditor, or that the first creditor who puts on 
an attachment shall get the property, so that all their poor it- 
ors, all their workmen, all their honest creditors who live at a 
little distance off, shall get nothing, Thatis the only effect of in- 
voluntary bankruptcy. 


But, sir, if we could in Federal legislation control this question, 
denying all preferences to be made by joint stock companies, and 
providing that attachment creditors, no matter when they filed, 
should be entitled to an equal share of assets, still I should be 
unwilling to say that such corporations should be subject to the 
law of either voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy. ' 

The Senator speaks of a case in which a complaintis filed against 
a joint stock e I will take the same case, I will take the 
case of an in ion when the complaint is filed against it on 
allegations of insolvency, and especially in the large corporations 
which have so many dependents. The first thing done in such a 
case is the filing of the answer by the corporation admitting the 
allegations in petition with to its financial condition. 
I have never known a case in which there was a contest upon its 
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financial condition. There is always, if not a collusion in fact, a 


collusion in law between the parties to the record. They are ad- 
verse on the face of the record, but, like the early Christians, the 
have everything in common when you get behind the record a: 
look at their action. It is with respect to this first step, the anx- 
iety of corporators to get rid of liability and to shift the cares and 
preferences and anxiety and equity andeverything from themselves, 
which they would have if they were individuals, flesh and blood, 
into the hands of a receiver. 

That is one of the t evils which permeate and honeycomb 
the whole system of debtor and creditor. Striking corporations 
out of this act altogether would atleast prevent an extension of that 
evil, and it would act as an efficient, a very efficient, preventive 
of some of the evils of the credit system.. Corporations would not 
obtain credit so easily; they would not embark upon wild enter- 
prises or speculations; they would be less subject to disaster and 
calamity. Good faith would be encouraged and cherished, and 
the law would in its operation mete out more exact, more precise 
justice, especially to small creditors, to the daily laborer, than it 
does under the present system. f 

I am not going to dispute the maxim I laid down, and in which 
I was happy to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
concur, that a corporation of whatever character which is insol- 
vent ought to die. The only question between usis whether it 
should die a natural death, ht about ene by not having 
enough assets to meet its liabilities, or whether it should die an 
9 and collusive death by reason of pleadings in a court of 

ustice. 

Mr. HOAR. How does it die if it does not go into bankruptcy, 
will the Senator inform us? 

Mr. TURPIE. It would die a natural death if it was the policy 
of the law to encourage contests as to the question of solvenoy, 
and to go into the question about what its real assets were, and 
permeate those subterranean relations which exist always between 
persons who are in a corporation and persons who are out of cor- 
porations, and yet manifestly control its interests. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question 


there? 

Mr. TURPIE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says that where a corporation is in- 
solvent it ought to die. How is that death to be accomplished, 
unless through the winding up of its affairs and a 9 
which the Senator thinks is so great a scandal, or under t 

Spenser for bankruptcy process which I suggest? How is it 
5 ie, one way or the other? 

Mr. TURP: I have said nothing about scandal.“ I think 
the honorable Senator used the word scandal“ for the first time 
in this discussion and uses it now the second time. 1donot 
= „scandal.“ n ke the = evil 3 the 3 sor a x 

oning corporate ises and power and everything else, an 
liabilities, such as they are, and placing them in the hands of a 
receivership, has wrought upon the masses of the people. It is 
worse than a scandal. It is not to be properly characterized by a 
scandal. Itisa t, wholesale, widely extended legislative evil. 
As to the distinction between an artificial and a natural death, I 
refer the Senator to the first instance made by him, the complaint 
made against one of the joint stock companies, against a way 
ration 5 or eighty pages its insolvency and its 
inability to pay its debts. $ J 

The moment it is filed the adverse parties alleging this are met 
by an admission that the corporation commits suicide. It is anx- 
ious to be ri up and to be the subject of hari-kari. It comes 
in with an ission of the allegations in the bill with respect to 
its financial condition, and the struggle occurs with i By to 
what shall be done with the dead body so voluntarily slain, so 
voluntarily given up to death. It is not a natural death. This 
bill encourages this artificial death. It encourages incorporation 
suicide; it encourages this abandonment of all individual and per- 
sonal honor and reliability and credit, and throwing it into the 
pool, an incorporated pool, indefinable, except in | terms—the 
. There are too many of them now, many of them 
not in good faith, many of them procured by this admission; all of 
them, nearly all of them, subject to grave suspicion. We ought 
not to provide in this bill for a continuation of that policy or that 


ractice. 
x The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts is a 
committee amendment. If so, there is unanimous consent that 
committee amendments shall be first considered by the Senate, 
notwithstanding amendments offered by other Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishonld like to have that amendment acted upon 
now. I understand it is acceptable to the Senator in charge of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it may be regarded asa 
committee amendment, and the question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the ado; 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Geor, 
[Mr. Bacon}. 

Mr. HOAR. If any Senator now desires to speak upon this 
amendment, I will withhold the motion, otherwise, as the Senate 
is not very full, I will move an adjournment, if the Senator from 
Georgia is willing. 

Mr. BACON. I do not desire to be heard now, unless it is the 
intention to take the vote at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move that the Senate adjourn, as the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] is obliged to be absent during 
the rest of the afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock p. m.) the Senate 
moarnen until to-morrow, Thursday, April 22, 1897, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 21, 1897. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Charles H. Smith, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for the 

rt of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, to succeed Richard 
: ton whose term of office will expire by limitation May 4, 

i AGENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Thomas S. Harrison, of Pennsylvania, to be agent and consul- 

meral of the United States at Cairo, Egypt, vice Frederic ©. 

enfield, resigned. 

CONSUL. 

James A. Smith, of Vermont, to be consul of the United States 

at Leghorn, Italy, vice Alexander S. Rosenthal, removed. 
SECOND SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

William Heimke, of New York, to be second secretary of the 

legation oemp ie States at the City of Mexico, vice Robert 
m, resigned. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 21, 1897, 
THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


John A. Merritt, of New York, to be Third Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, April 21, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clcck noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coupx, offered the following 
prayer: 

O Lord, our God and our Father, we thank Thee for that 
rovidence which has ever been over us, and we pray Thee that 
t may continue to all time, and that we may be guided into all 

that makes a nation great and good. We thank Thee for the 
o that prevails throughout our borders, for the friendly rela- 
ons which exist 'twixt us and other nations, and we pray for 
those who are engaged in war. We pray, Heavenly Father, that 
other methods may prevail, higher and holier methods; that 
may come to all the world. with those, we pray Thee, eav- 
enly Father, who are in sorrow, who are in distress, to comfort 
them; and especially do we pray for the friends and the family of 
the member who has de this lifə since last we met. Com- 
fort them, O Heavenly Father, with the blessed hope of immor- 
tality. Hear us, in the name of Christ our Lord. men. 

The Journal of tho proceedings of Saturday, April 17, was read 

and approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 14) making appropriations for the Department of 
Bauer for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

ə message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, and for other purposes, with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to the following en- 
rolied bill: ; 

A bill (H. R. 14) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 
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DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE MILLIKEN. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my sad rage to an- 
nounce to the House the death of one of its members, the Hon. 
SETH L. MILLIKEN, late a Representative from the State of Maine. 

I shall not detain the House at this time further than to say that 
on some future date I shall ask the House to pay a tribute to his 


memory. I shall content myself at this time with asking the 
House to to the resolutions which I send to the desk. 
The 8P The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 


presents the following resolutions, which the Clerk will report. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. S. L. MILLIKEN, late a Representative from the State of Maine, 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House be ap inted by 
the Speaker, to act with such Senators as may beselected, to attend the funeral 
of the di that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take order for 
superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home; and that the neces- 
sary expenses attend the execution of this order shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now 

ourn. 

esolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the first two 
resolutions. z 

The first two resolutions were agreed to; and the Speaker an- 
nounced as the committee on the part of the House Mr. BOUTELLE, 
Mr. Grarr, Mr. DINSMORE, Mr. Terry, Mr. STALLINGS, Mr. HIL- 
BORN, Mr. SHANNON, Mr. SKINNER, Mr. WEYMOUTH, and Mr. 


CKS. 
f vo DINGLEY. I now ask for a vote on the remaining reso- 
utions, 

The remaining resolutions were agreed to; and, in accordance 
with the terms thereof, the House (at 12 o’clock and 9 minutes 
p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

8 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Secre of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, with 8 ng papers, 
relating to the alleged fraudulent pensioning of Eli th, mother 
of James F. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of Atchafalaya 
anh Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 

ered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
L Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Haihore, and ordered to he printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, 8 of examination and survey of 
channel between the mouth of Manchester Harbor and Proctors 
Point, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting a copy 
of a letter referring to the necessity for immediate action on 
appropriation for expenses of United States courts—to the Com- 
mittee cn Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Green River, Kentucky, at or near its mouth, for new lock and 
ee the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o: e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 2911) to prevent the demoneti- 
zation of or discrimination between, and to encourage a uniform 
purchasing Rawer and sustain an eyen debt-paying quality of, 
the legal-tender standard money of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 2912) to provide for the erection 
8 8 the grounds of the United States Naval Academy at Anna 
olis, Md., of a bronze statue of the late Hon. George Bancroft, 
formerly Secretary of the Navy and founder of the Academy—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 2918) to amend the char- 
ter of the Capital Traction Company, of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 2914) to amend 
an act entitled An act to amend existing customs and internal- 


e „approved February 8, 1875— 
eans. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 2915) to amend the char- 
ter of the Capital Traction Company, of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 2916) for a public building at 
the city of Albany, Ga., and appropriating money therefor—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2017) to ratify and 
confirm an agreement with the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache 
tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropria- 
tions for carrying the same into effect, and to open their reserva- 
tion for settlement—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 2918) for the purchase of the 
statue of Salmon P. Chase, late Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States—to the Committes on the Library. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A resolution (House Res. No. 34) 
to make the appropriation bills ee by the Senate and returned 
to the House privileged, so as to be considered without reference to 
committee, ete.—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; A resolution (Honse Res. No. 35) provid- 
i Se arias on Indian appropriation bill—to the Committee on 

ules, 

By Mr. EDDY: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, asking that Big Stone and Traverse lakes be included 
in the reservoir system—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally refe as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 2919) for the relief of Alice 
Baldy and the children of W. H. Baldy, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A ane R. 2920) granting a pension toCharles 
F. Burger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 2921) for the relief of Pardon 
Worsley, his heirs or assigns—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALLAHAN: A bill (H. R. 2922) providing pension for 
Benjamin B. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON; A bill (H. R. 2923) for the relief of L. H. Lyne 
& Co., late of Lynchburg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2924) granting an increase of pension to R. A. 
Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 2925) granting an in- 
dase; of pension to Louis Kimmel—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 2926) pensioning Amor Nevil, 
late of en I, First West Virginia Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2927) to correct the military record of Matthias 
Keith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2928) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Grim—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2929) for the relief of the heirs of Stephen 
Casey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A cei er R. 2980) for the relief 
of estate of Charles H. Borland, deceased, late of Claiborne County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 2931) granting a pension to Joseph 
M. Waddell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLES: A bill (H. R. 2932) granting a pension to 
Martin G. Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2933) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Shaeffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 2934) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of John Wood—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 2985) for the relief of Isaac Daven- 
port and others, citizens of Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 2936) for the allowance of certain 
claims forstoresand supplies reported by the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly 
known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 2937) for the relief of J. A. 
Newbrough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2938) to pension William Hurd—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2939) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- 

al Church South, of Guyandotte, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
ar Claims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 2940) granting a pension to Etta 
S. Stillson, widow of Philo B. Stillson, lieutenant-colonel One 
hundred and ninth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. RIXEY (by regnos: A bill 8 R. 2941) for the relief 
S Sarah Summerson and Nancy J. Curley—to thè Committee on 

ensions. 


revenue laws, and for other p 
to the Committee on Ways an 
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By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 2942) to correct the military 
vey Me SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R 2048) granting a pension t0 
y Mr. 8 i R. ing a ion to 

Belinda Holt to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) ting an increase of pension to True 
O. Furnold to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. Po) ganting an increase of pension to Car- 
oline B. 1 the x ros 

Also, & (H. R. 2946 ting a pension to Arthur Deering— 
to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2947) granting a pension to Mary Stuart Las- 
selle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2948) eee an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam A. Beckford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2949) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
A. Foss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOOREHIS: A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of 
2 M. Sprague and, William Tilton—to the Committee on War 


ims. à 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15 to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of istopher Parish—to the Committee on 
nef Affairs. 
By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 2952) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Richard F. Tighe—to the 
Committee on 55 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 2953) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A Dill (H. R. 2954) granting a pension to Henry 
Mills, jr., late a private Company A, Seventh Regiment Indiana 
Home Guards to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2955) granting pension to Louisa Marsh, 
widow of the late Augustus M. Marsh—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2956) for the relief of William H. Pfrimmer 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill — R. 2957) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. er to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 3 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Bibb Land and Lumber 
Company; also of the Dooley Lumber Company, of the State of 
* asking for a tariff on lumber to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

Also, petition of the McCaw Manufacturing Company, of Macon, 
os Ba to tariff duties on tallow to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of a number of citizens of Brook- 
lyn, including the directors of the Manufacturers’ ation of 
Kin and Queens Counties, N. Y., praying for favorable action 
by Congress for banking and currency legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and 


By Mr. BULL: Petition of the governor, governor-elect, and 
citizens of Rhode Island, for the appointment of a monetary com- 
mission as proposed by the Indianapolis convention—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and e BR 

Also, resolutions of the Providence (R. I.) Board of Trade, ask- 
ing for the enactment of a safe plan of currency reform—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Fourth Baptist Church and other congre- 

tions of Providence, R. I., urging the passage of a bill to pro- 
ibit the transmission of 3 matter by telegraph—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the North Congregational Church and other 
religious denominations of Providence, R. I., favoring the passage 
of a bill to raise the age of protection for girls in the Distri 
of Columbia to 18 years—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of citizens of Dallas, Tex., for a re- 
form in the national currency and banking laws—to the Commit- 
tee on ing and ncy. 

Also, protest of citizens of Texas, against the passage of House 
bill No. 30, or any similar bill intended to destroy ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the governor, governor-elect, and 
citizens of Rhode Island. for the appointment of a monetary com- 
mission as proposed by the Indianapolis conyention—to the Com- 
mittee on ing and Currency. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Providence, R. I., 
urging the enactment of a safe plan of currency reform—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of members of the Home 
Guard of Pike County, Mo., asking that the Missouri Militia be 
put on a pension basis to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ERMENTROUDT: Protest of the Congregation of St. 
Lawrence, Pa., against p church goods on the tariff list— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of William Smith, of Trenton, 
N. J. for an award on a patent claim—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of W. A. Griffin and others, of Bridge- 
port , Conn., asking for the appointment of a monetary commis- 
sion—to the Committee i Currency. 
a a ee a ae 

0 0 agents o e Me i i Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. į 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition and evidence of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South, of Guyandot, W. Va., for relief, to accom- 
pany House bill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

pa to accompany House bill relating to the claim of 
J. A. Newbrough, of Clarksburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits in behalf of the claim of William Hurd, of 
Barboursville, W. Va., to accompany bill for his relief —to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of numerous patrons of the New York 

„ protesting against the 


on and 


Public Library, New York City, N. 
provision in the tariff bill imposing a tax of 25 per cent on publi- 
cations for public libraries—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Moellering Bros. 
urging the reduction of the tariff on fish—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of W. H. Eastman, 
Ralph Stone, and 55 others, for the appointment of a monetary 
commission—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of the Young Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Epping, N. H., representing a membership 
of 80, for a bill to prohibit the transmission by mail and interstate 
commerce of pictures and descriptions of prize fights—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, panen of the Young Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Epping, N. H., favoring a bill to forbid the sale of intoxi- 
cating beverages in all Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, ition of the Young Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union o ing, N. H., for the passage of a Sabbath law for the 
national capital—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of numerous citizens of 

eport, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the civil-service law— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Christopher Parish—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 2768, in 
behalf of George Peyton—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 22, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
TREASURY VAULT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to a letter 
dated February 23, 1897, from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
relative to the necessity for enlarging vault No. 7, known as the 
“ bond vault,” in the office of the Treasurer of the United States, 
and recommending that an appropriation of $30,000 be made to 
provide for the construction and erection of a burglar-proof exten- 
sion and to make the present vault burglar proof, indorsing the 
recommendation of the former Secretary the Treasury, and 
earnestly renewing the request for this special appropriation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMOUNT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
aresolution of the 6th instant, tabulated statements of the amount 
of the receipts and expenditures and the excess of either for each 
fiscal year from 1875 to 1896, both inclusive, and also the amount 
of the receipts and the expenditures and the excess of either for 
each annual period beginning March 1, 1885, and ending March 1, 
1897; which, on motion of Mr. CocKRELL, was, with the accom- 
panying papers, ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of sund 
Edgemont, S. Dak., preying Soe an increase of the 
mony, pyrite, graphite, fuller’s earth, and micain the pending 
iff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


citizens of 
uty on anti- 


1897. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I present a petition signed by quite a num- 
ber of citizens of South Dakota, praying that a commission be 5 
pointed as Popod by the Indianapolis monetary conference, It 
is a printed form with blanks filled, and is one of the prepared 
poa sent out evidently for the purpose of o atures. 

ask its reference to the Committee on Finance, although I think 
such petitions are entirely valueless. } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be so referred. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Eau Claire Linen 
Company, of Eau re, Wis., remonstrating against the imposi 
CFF t this article be 
placed on the free list in the pending tariff bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also ted a memorial of Ci Makers’ Union No. 829, 
of Fond du Lac, Wis., and a memorial of sundry cigar manufac- 
turers of Greenbay, Wis., . inst an increase of 
the duty on filler and wrapper tobacco; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Milwaukee Mirror and Art 
Glass Works, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the imposition of 
a higher rate of duty on silvered plate glass than is proposed in 

ph 102 of the so-called Dingley tariff bill; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Fort Wayne, Anderson, Lafayette, and Logansport, all in the 
State of Indiana, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER presented sundry ponnoos of citizens of Ellis an 
Greeley counties, in the State of „Pra for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1629, granting to the State of Kansas the aban- 
doned Fort Hays Military Reservation, in that State, for the pur- 
pose of establishing western branches of the Kansas Agricultural 
College and of the Kansas State Normal School thereon, and for 
S] a lic park; which were referred to the Committee on Public 


Mr. BUTLER. presented a petition of sundry citizens of 8 
N. C., praying 8 to authorize the President of the Uni 


States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis | to the 
which 


(Ind.) monetary convention; was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Federation of 
Graduate Clubs of the United States, remonstrating against the 
imposition of a duty on books and other publications not p b- 
lished in the United States, as proposed in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry wholesale grocers and 
fish dealers of Chicago, St. Paul, and Minneapolis, remonstrating 
against Sonuna the duty on salt fish, as proposed in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of 125 citizens of Sioux City, 
Iowa, praying Congress to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis 
pany monetary convention; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ipresent the usual stereotyped memorial, 
signed by sundry citizens of Doniphan, Mo., remonstrating against 
the passage of House bill No. 30, or any similar measure, intended 
to destroy ticket brokerage, I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of sundry importers of har- 
ness and saddlery in the United States, remonstrating against an 
increase of duty on harness and saddlery in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance: 

He also presented a memorial of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against an increase of the 
duties in certain schedules of the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army; and 

A bill (S. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. OReilly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
withont amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; 


A bill (S. 394) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell; and 

A bill (S. 475) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Patrick Larkin. 

Mr. HAYLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, t4 whom was referred the bill (S. 1279) for the relief of 
telegrap- <perators who served during the war of the rebellion, 


to ask to be di 


discharged from its further consideration. It was 
introduced 1 fora bill covering thesubject- 


matter passed in the last Congress and became a law. I move that 
the bill be ed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 931) to construct a road to the national 
come’ at Dover, Tenn., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. KINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1340) for the relief of John Clyde Sulli- 
van, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, sub- 
mitted the views of the minority of that committee directed to 
investigate the issue of patents for the lands embraced in what is 
known as the Perrine grant, in the State of Florida; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER OF TOMB OF GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. Haw Ley, 

it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: ? 


Resolved, That the es of the committee 


neous the conti t fund of the Senate, u vouchers to 
* the Committee to Audit and Control the Con t Expenses 


of the A 
And Senators who may later find themselves able to attend the ceremonies 
aforesaid may be added to said committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1762) granting an increase of 
ion to Elisha J. Essex, of McPherson, Kans.; which was read 
ice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1768) granting a ion to 
Carrie A. Moody; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, WALTHALL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims: 
A bill (S. 1764) for the relief of Sarah G. Clark, deceased, late 
of Hinds County, Miss, ; 

A bill (S. 1765) for the relief of J. W. Thomas, administrator 
of Mary J. Dum, deceased, late of Leo County, Miss.,as found due 
by the Court of Claims under the act of March 8, 1883; and 

A bill (S. 1766) for the relief of Seth H. Kellogg and of the ad- 
ministrator or administrators of John Buckingham and Frank 
Buckingham, deceased, for the use of Seth H. Kell 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the ittee on 


A bill (S. 1767) for the relief of the estate of Henry M. Baker, 
deceased, late of Frederick County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1768) for the relief of David Sheetz, of Shenandoah 
County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1769) for the relief of David Rudy, of Shenandoah 


8 Va.; 

on — 1770) for the relief of Samuel Good, of Rockingham 
aunty, Na.; 

A bill (S. 1771) for the relief of William Weaver, of Shenan- 

doah County, Va.; and: 

A bill (S. 1772) for the relief of the estate of John Catlett, de- 
ceased, late of Warren County, Va. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1773) to amend the military 
record of George F. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1774) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Henrietta Cummins; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with the bill, I present a peti- 
tion numerously signed by citizens of Taney County, Mo., and also 
alike petition of J. C. Johnson, circuit clerk and ex officio recorder 
of deeds for Taney County, and a certified copy of the record of 
marriage between Vincent Cummins and Henrietta Mooney, I 
move that the papers be referred, with the bill, to the Committee 
on ions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1775) for the relief of 
Thomas Rosbrugh; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1776) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Letitia Tyler Semple; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 37) to 
provide for reinstatement in the civil service of such persons as 
may have been, without cause, separated therefrom; which was 


794 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SENATE. Š 


APRIL 22, 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
were re to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
4 Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 
AFFAIRS IN GREECE. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution, and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


1 izing with the Christian peo) 
struggle 
udgment of the Senate it would be a 
ecutive to express to the Government of Greece the sympathy of the 
American people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, before the resolution is submitted 
to the Senate for its final consideration, I desire to offer a word in 
its behalf. It has been the policy of the United States in the 
various controversies that have taken place between the Kingdom 
of Greece and the Ottoman Empire to extend 8 to the 
Greek people from time to time as was deemed wise and proper 
by Congress. The resolution is not without precedent. Decem- 
ber 7, 1828, while a war was going on between Greece and Turkey, 
Mr. Webster, of Massachusetts, then a member of the House of 
Representatives, introduced the following resolution: 

8 8 —.— yt 3 law for 3 Hie ex- 

nt oi or r reece 
Panses incline President shall — it 2 to make such an appoint- 
ment. 

And, quoting from the fifth volume of the works of Mr. Clay, 
it is said: 

h t wish to it the H of t- 

act, ens i ͤĩ ùͥI½ Be Been a 
to Congres, not only expressed the belief that the 

ith this bar wishes 


States, in his m 

Greek nation in its struggle eg 

of the whole civilized world, and also advanced the opinion that 

dominion over that country was forever lost. He thought that if such were 

the fact, it was spontana for Congress to act on the subject. His b- 

po was to obtain fro: 
ices 


vi 4 barous which under the eyes of Euro 
had been permitted a system of foul atrocities to 5 to itn. 
interesting nation. 


Mr. Webster’s resolution, at his request, was laid on the table 
for further discussion. : 

In speaking in the Senate on the same resolution later, Mr. 
Clay, of Kentucky, said: 

Are we so humble, so low, so debased, that we dare not express our sym- 

thy for suffe Greece: that we dare not articulate our detestation of the 

cosses of which she has been the bleeding victim, lest we might 
Pratat 5 es of wh of their imperial and e 

It will not be considered improper for me to incorporate in my 
remarks a few salient historical facts respecting the various wars 
between Greece and Turkey, and at the expense of detaining the 
Senate for a moment I will do so. / 

Crete is one of the largest islandsin the Mediterranean. Itis 
the most southerly portion of Eur It forms the natural limit 
between the archipelago and the Mediterranean as well as one 
of the chief lines of natural connection between the southern 
shores of Europe and Asia. The island is of a zap engau 
form, being not less than 160 miles in length, while Tts breadth 
does not anywhere exceed 85 miles. A large part of the island is 
mountainous, but the rest is of great fertility, and there is no 
doubt that under a better system of government it would become 
one of the richest and most productive islands of the Mediter- 
ranean, 

It seems that Crete was originally inhabited by the Dorians, 
although settlements were later made by the Phcenicians, and a 
large portion of the island was subject tothem. However, in the 
historical period they are not found there. The Cretans were 
always engaged in war with one another, and the history of the 
is and was one continued series of civil wars. The Cretans, degen- 
erate and half piratical themselves, had formed an alliance with 
the professional buccaneers, and defeated, off Cydonia, a Roman 
fleet that had been sent against the latter in the year B. C. 71. 
They soon repented of the provocation they had offered and sent 
envoys to Rome to buy peace Dy heavy bribes; but neither the 
penitence nor the bribes prevailed. Three years later (B. C. 63) 
Quintus Metellus appeared in Crete with his Roman troops to 
exact satisfaction, and two years were spent in overcoming the 


stubborn resistance of the islanders. In the end Crete was added 
to the conquered dominions of Rome. 

The island was now reduced to a Roman province, and remained 
so until the ninth century, when it fell into the hands of the Sara- 
cens (823). It then became a formidable nest of pirates, but de- 
fied all the efforts of the Byzantine sovereigns to recover it until 
the an 960, when it was reconquered by the Byzantine Emperor. 
In thepartition of the Greek Empire after the capture of Constan- 
tinople by the Latins in 1204, Crete fell to the lot of Boniface, Mar- 
. of Montferrat, but was sold py um to the Venetians, and 

us passed under the dominion of t great republic, to which 
it continued subject for more than four centuries. 

Under the Venetian Government, Candia, a fortress originally 
built by the Saracens, became the seat of government, and not 
only rose to be the capital and chief city of the island, but actu- 
ally gave name to it, so that it was called in the official language 
of Venice the Island of Candia.” ; 

The Venetian masters secured to the islanders external tran- 
ee: and it is singular that the Turks were contented to leave 

em in undisturbed possession of the opulent and important 
island for nearly two centuries after the fall of Constantinople. 
It was not until 1645 that the Tarks made any serious attempt to 
effect its conquest; but in that year they landed with an army of 
50,000 men, and 11 1 reduced the important city of Canea. 
Retimo fell the following year, and in 1648 they laid siege to the 
capital city of Candia. is was the longest siege on record, 
haying 8 for more than twenty years; but in 1667 
it was p with renewed vigor by the Turks, and the city was 
at length compelled to surrender (September, 1669). Its fall was 
followed by the submission of the whole island, 

From this time the island continued subject to Ottoman rule 
without interruption till the outbreak of the Greek revolution. 
After the conquest a large part of the inhabitants embraced Mo- 
hammedanism, and thus secured to themselves the chief share in 
the administration of the island. But far from this having a favor- 
able effect upon the condition of the population, the result was 
just the contrary, and Crete was said to be the worst governed 
1 N78 of the Turkish Empire. The regular authorities sent 

om Constantinople were wholly unable to control the excesses 
of the janizaries, who exercised without restraint every kind of 
violence and oppression. Hence, when in 1821—and here is the 
8 part as respects its bearing on this resolution the revo- 
lution broke out in continental Greece, the Cretans at once raised 
the standard of insurrection, and carried on hostilities with such 
success that they soon made themselves masters of the whole open 
country and drove the Turks and Mohammedan population to take 
refuge in the fortified cities. 

These, however, defied all the efforts of the ins ts, and the 

contest was prolonged without decisive result, until in 1830 the 
allied powers (arenae; England, and Russia), who had intervened 
in the contest between Greece and Turkey, transferred the island 
of Crete to the Government of Mehemet Ali, Viceroy of Egypt. 
This change of masters brought some relief to the unfortunate 
Cretans, who at least exchanged the license of local misrule for 
the oppression of an organized despotism. 
In 1840 Crete was taken from Mehemet Ali and replaced 
under the dominion of the Turks, as it has continued ever since. 
The strong desire of the Cretans for freedom and union with the 
Greek monarchy has given rise to two successive revolts, the first 
of which, in 1859, was speedily repressed, but the second, in 
1866, lasted for a considerable period and required great exertions 
on the part of the Porte to put it down. It was followed by con- 
cessions of additional privileges to the Christian inhabitants and 
a kind of constitutional government, which has placed the island 
in quite an exceptional position among Turkish provinces. 

The inhabitants of Crete under the Venetians were estimated at 
about 250,000 souls. After the Turkish conquest the population 
was for a time greatly reduced, but 8 ually rose 
until it was supposed again to have attained 260,000 at the time of 
the Greek outbreak in 1821, of whom about one-half were Moham- 
medans. The ravages of the war from 1821 to 1880, and the im- 
migration that followed, produced a great diminution, and the 

pulation of the island was estimated in 1836 at about 130,000. 
Tue island, it is estimated, now contains about 200,000 inhabitants 
in all, of whom less than 40,000 are Mohammedans. It must be 
observed that very few of these are Turks, the Mussulman popu- 
lation being almost entirely of native Cretan origin. 

Mr. dent, I refer to the relations between Greece and Tur- 
key somewhat at length, more especially for the purpose of calling 
attention sharply to the fact that the present war between those 
nations raises the old question of whether Christianity or paganism 
and infidelity shall survive. It is a question that has been consid- 
ered by these nations throughout the ages, or at least for the last 
six centuries, and in every great war that has arisen between them 
during the existence of our Government we have expressed in one 
form or another our sympathy with the Grecian ple. -We ex- 


pressed that sympathy in 1824 by the adoption of the resolution to 


1897. 2 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


795 


which I have referred and which I have read. I believe it is time 
the American people should express their sympathy with the 
Greeks in the struggle now being waged against the invasion of 
Turkey. A great and powerful nation like the United States 
should not hesitate under circumstances such as these to voice 
their sentiments so loudly and so unequivocally that they will be 
heard over the entire civilized world. 

Sir, I do not desire to detain the Senate from the transaction of 
its regular business, but I can not refrain from directing atten- 
tion to the fact that the so-called t powers, as they are pleased 
to call themselves, and speaking in a parenthetical way, I under- 
stand that recently they have reac! out in a tangible form in 
this country, have formed an alliance, not for the purpose of re- 
pressing Greek atrocities, for none have been committed, not for 
the purpose of staying the march of Greek invaders, but for the 

urpose of repressing Greece from making a resistance for her 
benen — 5 er 1 ma vee her religion. 4 88 
r. President, ve en bitter things against the man 
Empire and inst the anish monarchy in this Chamber, and 
if I live I shall speak still more bitter things against them unless 
they cease their atrocities; not because I have hatred or dislike for 
any human being who walks upon the face of the earth, but be- 
cause I have an utter contempt for a government that represses 
the mormoni of Christian privileges and is a dead weight in the 
march of civilization and progress. A 

In this instance we have on one hand the Turks cutting the 
throats of the Grecians, and Greece held in restraint by the so- 
called powers, not because they sympathize with Turkey, but 
because they desire to maintain what t! ey are pleased to call the 
balance of power. Tothesouth of us, within a hundred miles of our 
shores, murder, assassination, devastation by the torch and by the 
ax are going on without restraint, and we are absolutely guies 
cent and silent, I believe the tims has come when all the forces 
of this mighty country should be mustered to protect the Chris- 
tians in Greece and to maintain the liberty of the Cubans. 

Mr, President, I have been charged with being radical in my 
views of public questions, and the charge is toa certain extent 
correct; but I prefer to be radically right on great questions than 


radically wrong. 

If I frequently err, as I doubtless do, I prefer to err on the side 
of the weak and defenseless of the human race and in favor of 
civilization and Christianity. Of the 1,600,000,000 ple who 
inhabit the globe, and the countless millions who be in the 
bosom of the earth, there is not one against whom I harbor an 
unkind feeling or an unkind thought, and when I denounce the 
Ottoman Empire and the Spanish monarchy for their barbarity 
and cruelty, as I have done, and as I shall do asi, it must be 
understood that I speak of their governments licies and not 
of the humble beings composing those nations, and so g. I 
would rejoice if God in His infinite wisdom and righteousness 
would blot them from the face of the earth. 

Fanaticism, persecution, throat cutting, assassination, murder, 
devastation, are the weapons that have been used by them through- 
out their histories. In the grand march of civilization they have 
fallen entirely to the rear, and have become plunderers and free- 
booters, and the sooner they are overthrown the better the world 
will be, and America should perform her part in the great work. 

I trust, Mr. President, the resolution will pass this morning 
without a dissenting vote. 

Mr. Davis and Mr. SEWELL addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask my friend from Nebraska if 
he has any objection to having the resolution referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I promise speedy action. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under that promise, I have no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. I mean at the next meeting, which will be early 
next week. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection whatever. 

Mr. SEWELL. I myself rose to make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER]. ə resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
BUTLER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and they 
are hereby, directed to examine and report to the Senate as full information 
as practicable concerning the nature and operation of postal savings bank 
8 now in operation in other nations; and further, to report whether a 


postal savings bank system can be successfully and advantageously put in 


operation by this Government. 
Mr. PETTUS. I move the postponement of the resolution until 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is organized. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ala moves to 
lay the resolution over. 
. HOAR. It goes over as a matter of right, does it not? 


Mr. CULLOM. No; it was submitted yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution is before the Senate 
in regular order. . 

Mr. BUTLER. It comes over regularly from yesterday. I sub- 
mit that the motion made by the Senator from Alabama is very 
indefinite, and I ask the Chair whether such a motion is in order, 
unless it is made definitely to pospone the resolution to a specified 


time? If the resolution is adop and the committee is not com- 
petent to act now, it will be considered when the committee is 
competent to act. It is a matter that should go to the committee, 
and certainly before it can do this work the committee will be 
filled up so that it can be in operation. The resolution does not 
call for a report that would come in to-morrow or the next day or 
the next week, like action upon a nomination, to which I under- 
stand the Senator objects. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Alabama to the fact that, 
although it is well known that postal savings banks are in opera- 
tion in nearly every civilized country in the world, all the infor- 
mation we have is that they are successful; that they enco 
small deposits; that they are very popular with the le and do 
not clash with the legitimate banking business, and that not one 
of them has ever failed. Yet we have no detailed information 
about them. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator from North Carolina will allow 
me, I will state that I am not opposing his resolution. I am 
merely opposing his proposition to call on a committee that does 
not exist to act now. 

Mr. BUTLER. The resolution does not tell the committee to 
act now. It is supposed that under the resolution the committee 
would probably report at the regular session. Probably the com- 
mittee could not make its report sooner. Certainly there can be 
no objection to the p: of the resolution. When the commit- 
tee is competent to act; it will proceed to act upon it. There are 
fifteen or twenty bills before both Houses of Congress relating to 
postal savings banks, and yet a careful examination of those bills 
will show that they do not cover the features that the two reports 
we have include. We have only two consular reports on the sub- 
ject of the postal savings bank system of other countries, and 
ee from those meager reports we find there are beneficial features 

those measures in other countries which those bills do not cover. 
What we most need is information as to the features which are 
advantageous and practicable, and it will take some time to get 
that information. I trust the Senator from Alabama will not ob- 
ject to the resolution being passed, because, probably, a report 
can not be made on the resolution before the regular session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution itself being unobjectionable 
to the Senator from Alabama, I think I can safely assure him that 
there can be no report made from the committee until the com- 
mittee is filled up. It is a mere question of form whether the res- 
olution is allowed to pass now or lie on the table to be passed at 
some future day. If the Senator does not object to having it 
passed, he can rest certain that there will be no action until there 
is a committee., 

Mr. KYLE. Iwish the Senator from Alabama would withdraw 
his objection to the resolution. For four or five years I have had 
a bill to establish 2 sigh sayings before the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and it has not been acted upon for 
some reason, I do not know why. At any rate, I believe there 
se to be further information before the committee, and if that 
information can be gathered between now and next December it 
will be a very good thing. Certainly there can be no objection to 
the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think the attitude of my col- 
league [Mr. ERROBI on this subject is strictly right. Before we 
got into a recent habit here of forestalling theaction of a Congress 
that was incoming by the action of a Congress that was going out, 
and passing a resolution providing that the committees of the next 
Congress should stand as they were organized in the Congress which 
was expiring, a resolution of this kind and every movement that 
had any reference at all to the action of a committee was always 
accompanied with a statement on the part of the Chair when it was 
presented that it would be referred to the particular committee 
when nel pee However, at the last session of Congres, fol- 
lowing the practice, which I think is a very bad one, and that has 
obtained, so far as my recollection is concerned, for only tivo Con- 
gresses, we ordained that the committees in the Fifty-fifth Con- 

should be the same as those found in the Fifty-fourth 
ngress until they were altered. 

There is great doubt about the propriety if not about the 
jurisdiction of the Fifty-fourth Congress to provide committees 
for the Fifty-fifth. Although the Senate is a continuons body, it 
is not a continuous body independently of the fact that Congresses 
come and Congresses Ro. hey expire and they are reinstated, 
and each new House the right under the Constitution to 
organize itself and appoint its own committees. This is not the 
same Senate that existed in the Fifty-fourth Congress. It is com- 
posed of largely different material. New representatives are here 
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from several of the States, and the political aspect of this Chamber 


has been very much changed by the elections that took dur- 
ing the winter and spring. So it is not in the strict sense of the 
word the same Senate that was here in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
ard ri FFT ractice, 
which I think was never departed from until perhaps in the Fifty- 
third or Fifty-second Congress (I do not recall exactly the time), 
of allowing each House when it meets to organize its own com- 
mittees and all of its official personnel. - 

I hope that the motion of any pallengne will prevail, and that the 
reference of the ution, which seems to bea very good one and 
seems to be a popular one, will be to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads when that committee is organized. Itis now in 
a state that can not be called a state of organization under the 
rules, for as I understand the fact there is less than a majority of 
that committee present even as it was attempted to be constituted 
at the last session of Congress. It is a committee that has lapsed 
in its organization because the membership has not been assigned 
to it by the order of the Senate, and I think we ought to refer the 
resolution to that committee when it is organized. I know we 
have been going along here upon the idea that the committee could 
receive workand make reports, but the action of the Senate, so far 


as Lam advised, has not fully recognized the authority of that com- 
mittee. Some action has taken — here independently of that 
committee. 


I think, if we will now put in this objection and maintain it, 
perhaps the gentlemen who control the organization of the Senate 
will find that it is necessary immediately to organize the com- 
mittee, unless, indeed, the Senate of the United States wishes to 

t into that rut into which the House seems to have fallen. The 

nator from North Carolina said, I think very inaccurately, 
that measures are pending before both Houses in reference to the 
postal-bank system that he is advocating.. There is no measure of 
that kind, there can be no measure of that kind pending before 
the House of Representatives, because the House of Representa- 
bie is in an almost absolutely unorganized or disorganized con- 

ition. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iexpressed myself probably a little inaccurately. 
Ishould have saidthat within recent years fifteen or twenty dif- 
erent bills on the subject have been introduced, and there are 
some now before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
of this body. When the last session closed there were some in the 
House of Representatives. I think I have collected fifteen which 
have been there in the last year or two. That is what I meant to 


Bay. 
Nr. MORGAN, Lunderstood the Senator to refer to the present 
situation, that it had taken place during the Fifty-fifth Ñ 
It is very true, as the Senator says, that the subject has been very 
earnestly agitated in both Houses, It is a very important ques- 
tion, and 1 am willing, and wish very much ind to expedite 
it; but we have no Congress here in the proper sense of the word. 
We havea machine that is run by political parties and on political 
grounds, which is grinding out certain propositions of ation 
and no other. That is dictatorship. I care not whether it comes 
from the President, or from the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or from the Republican party, or the Democratic party, 
or any other party. It is pure dictatorship, entirely con 

the spirit of our Government, which contemplates in the Consti- 
tution that at every Co the two Houses shall be present, 
that they shall be organized, and go along and attend to their work. 

It seems to me that in the last month, since this met 
on the 15th of March, there has been no action taken in either 
House relative to the organization of the two Houses that did not 
haye distinct reference to the future 8 ity of one of three or 
four political parties in the United States. ə legislation that 
might be beneficial to the country, the legislation which is de- 
manded by the country, acts of Congress that are s by 
the very uent which the honorable Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] has just delivered before the Senate, and a 

eat number of questions are pressing upon the attention of the 
33 of Congress; and there was never more occasion in the 
history of this Government for the general comprehensive and 
deliberate action of the Congress of the United States than there 
is at the present moment of time. But here we are now with both 
Houses of Con deliberating, not apon what is best for the 
United States, but deliberating . what may turn out to be 
best for some political party hereafter. 

Mr. President, I am a politician along with the balance of you, 
and I am a party man along with the balance of you, but I never 
thought it was the duty of any man on this floor or ry bebe else 
in Congress to subordinate all the rights and interests of this great 
country to the mere question as to who should have the distribu- 
tion of the offices or the honors of party election. I never felt that 
way about it, and I do not feel that way now. 

e are here now without a Commi on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. Let me ask you, Mr. President, whether there is any 
subject in the United States of governmental au 


thority or admin- | f 


istration that is more clearly in contact- with the rights and 
convenience of every human being in the United States than the 
laws and the relating to post-offices and post-roads? 
Mr.SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
. Are we ers acting ee — a resolution of 
y which recognizes present commit as constituted 
until further orders? 
Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, I scarcely know how to 
answer the question. I think we are acting in a sort of haphazard 


way. 
Mr. SEWELL. I will ask the Senator, Is it not a fact that we 


did pass a resolution that the nt committees should stand as 
constituted under the authority of the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not looked into the precise la of 
that resolution passed in the Fifty-fourth Congress to see how far, 


if we have adopted it, tacitly or expressly, it affects the organiza- 
tion of the committees at present. Of one thing I am perfectly 
certain, that the standing rules of the Senate provide that these 
committees shall consist of a certain number of Senators, and that 
we have not changed those rules so as to say that a committee can 
consist of less than a quorum ora majority of the number pre- 
scribed in the rules. 

I do not understand that we have changed the rules of the Sen- 
ate so that less than a majority of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads can constitute a committee. That rule stands 
here violated, it may be, every day. I am not disposed to doubt 
but what it is violated every day. There stands the rule, and Sen- 
ators are not satisfied with the present situation, and they ought 
not to be satisfied with it. These States are not equally repre- 
sented on this floor. The State of Alabama, which I have the 
honor to represent along with my colleague, has not gotits rights 
on this floor. My colleague is a silent member of the Senate, with- 
ont a voice in committee work at all; and soit is with many of 
the States of this Union. In doing that, Mr. President, we simply 
violate our sworn obligations to the Constitution of the United 
States, which prescribes that no State shall be deprived of its equal 
voice in the Senate except by its consent. 
ork SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me again to interrupt 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr, SEWELL. I should be very glad, with the Senator's con- 
sent, to move to put his 5 8 ese on the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and I think Ican speak for this side of the Cham- 
ber when ISay that they will all vote for it. That would make a 
quorum of that committee. Will the Senator yield for that mo- 
tion at the present time? 

Mr. MORGAN, The rules of the Senate require that the com- 
mittees, unless otherwise directed, shall be chosen by ballot in 
this body—a very good but a very inconvenient way of arriving 
at the sense of the Senate. I donot think I would have the right, 
under the gules of the Senate, to rise here and attempt to put my 
colleague, if he desired me to do so, upon the ttee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. Ido not think I have that right, and I 
think that I would be violating the rules and I would be out of 
order when I undertook to resort to a simple motion suggested by 
myself, to fill up a committee, when the sof the Senate require 
that it shall be done by ballot, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Senate. So I shall not venture upon anything of that kind, and 
that was not in my contemplation when I entered upon the discus- 


sion of 1 

Mr. SE I do not want to press it upon the Senator, 
but I will take the responsibility of making the motion I have 
suggested if the Senator will yield to me for that purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator can not change the rules by tak- 
ing ibilities here. 

55 — 1 This body can do almost anything by a major- 
ity vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatis probably the case; but so long as we 
have rules and are disposed to abide by them, this body can not 
do anything contrary to the rules. We are not a lawless body. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask wherein we have made any order at 
this 8 with reference to the committees of the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. We have made none at all at this Congress. 
The Ssnate in the expiring moments of the last Congress made 
such an order. 

Mr. ALLEN. That was simply a resolution passed at the last 
Co that the committees as constituted should continue 
until changed. In this case we have a committee that has nota 


miy to act. 3 

MORGAN. Ithinknot,byanymeans. We did not under- 
take to change the rules of the Senate by that ordinance—I will 
call it—that forecasting of future events by a body that had no 
right to look into the future and control men who had not then 
come into the Senate and who have a right to a voice here now 
upon Levey question connected with any subject which comes be- 

‘ore 
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Mr. BURROWS, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- | any souls in them or any gomman or any manhood, they will! 
tion? stand here and fight for their Constitution and their country 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
Mr, BURROWS. I should like to hear the views of the Senator 


upon the question whether the Senate of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
‘gress had the power to make rules for the Fifty-fifth Congress by 
resolution or ae! other process. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if that proposition is put to me 


as a constitutional inquiry, I would not dispute the constitutional 

wer of the Fifty-fourth Congress to make a r of that 
kind to the Fifty-fifth Congress, accompanied with the consent, 

express or tacit, of the Fifty-fifth Congress to submit to it; but I 
say this about it, that the resolution, no matter on what authority 
it might be based, did not extend to the change of the rules of the 
Senate; it meant to comply with the rules of the Senate, not to 
repeal them. That resolution, no matter what its language may 
be, was intended to execute rules that were the standing rules of 
this body, and have been for a great many years—sometimes 
changed a little, but not much—so that when we get into the 

Fifty-fifth Wan and we undertake to organize a committee 
with a less number of Senators upon it than are required by the 
standing rules of this body to make a 8 Isay we have not 
the right to do it under the rules, e Fifty-fourth Congress 
could not impose upon the Fifty-fifth Congress as a regulation 

‘any change in regard to the membership of the committees unless 
it affects the ruleitself. The rule stands here and must be exe- 
cuted. Weare under it now. We have never changed it at all, 
and under that rule there is no proper Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads in existence. i 

Mr. President, we have heard a good deal here about the delays 
of the Senate in legislation, about the obstruction that is intro- 

duced here to prevent the passage of bills, and the like of that. 
That clamor has been made, and some gentlemen on the other 
side—two of them have essayed here to bring in rules relating 
to the previous question and cloture, and I do not know whatall, 
for the mr poe of enforcing and hurrying up legislation on the 
part of this body. 

What is the reason, Mr. President, that we indulge ourselves in 
such comical iments as those when the Senate itself refuses 
to have the committees that are necessary to perfect business and 
carry it into execution? Here is a large number of important bills 
which have been introduced at this session of Congress, which can 
have no consideration because the committees are not full, because 
the committees have less than a quorum, or because the chairmen 
of the committees which are now existing decline to have those 
matters considered until they can haye the assistance of the new 

Senators who have come in here. 

We are informed, Mr. President, that there is some effort being 
made, or it is conjectured that some effort will be made, to obstruct 
legislation in the Congress of the United States; and those who are 
clamoring in that direction and making that complaint stand by. 
day by day, and see one House of Congress adjourn every third day 
without permitting any motion to be made or anything whatever 
to be considered—standing idly on the sea that nota breeze 
blowing over it to move the ship of state in any direction whatever, 
and preventing by an arbitrary, unconstitutional, and unheard-of 
opposition of a single man the movement of this great legislative 
council here for the purpose of securing the rights, protecting the 
liberties, and providing for the welfare of seventy-five or eighty 
million people. 

It es no difference what exigency we are in; it makes no 
difference what storm may sweep around our borders; it makes 
no difference what troubles of an interior or internal character 
may threaten the Government itself, we stand here without hay- 
ing the right to 21 for our Government, or our State, or our 
district, without having the right to submit a motion and call the 
attention of the Houses to public conditions; without any right, 
even upon the invitation of the President of the United States, to 
provide for the representation of this Government at the 
centennial Paris e ition in the year 1900. There is nothing 
that we can do, e are prohibited from that by the most gigan- 
tic and unheard-of filibuster that ever occurred in this world, and 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, who has been some- 
times characterized as the Great White Czar,” ought to be 
known hereafter as the Great White Filibuster.” uughter. | 
I have never known any filibustering like that which s 

inst all legislation until certain measures could be coerced out 
of the Congress of the United States. 
Mr. ALLEN. The intention is to coerce the Senate. 
Mr. MORGAN. As a matter of course, as the Senator from 

Nebraska s it is to coerce the Senate. That is the p 

of the whole of it. We are to be coerced by this filibuster from 

the House of Representatives, and then we are to have not even 

the right to debate under the cloture to be imposed upon us by 
the feeble majority, if they have got it, in favor of the protective 
tariff on the other side of the Chamber. 

Sir, when men are brought into these conditions, if they have 


against methods like these until the aggressors get sick of their 
undertaking. 

What we want, Mr. President, what I want, what all of us 
want, is that the Constitution of the United States shall have its 
expression, full and untrammeled, in all that relates to the organ-' 
ization of these Houses and to the progress of business. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, at the suggestion of Senators 
very much better informed than myself, I ask to modify the mo- 
tion I offered, so as to make it a motion to lay on the table the res- 
olution offered by the Senator from North Carolina . BUTLER] 
until the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- shall have 
been organized. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 
a Te VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The motion to lay upon the table is un- 
doubtedly in order, but not a motion to lay upon the table with 
the addition or qualification which the Senator makes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest tomy colleague to modify that by 
striking out the words until the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads shall have been organized,” and make it a simple mo- 
tion to lay the whole question on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the table is pér- 


fectly pee 

Mr. PETTUS. I will then simply move to lay the resolution of 
the Senator from North Carolina on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama to lay the resolution of 
the Senator from North Carolina on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Alabama insists upon his 
motion, I will ask permission to withdraw the resolution for the 
present, if there be no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
requests permission to withdraw his resolution. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a motion, for which I desire present 

consideration. I will read it myself: 
3 * a bills, 8 $F the bent 3 thi oe 
a N e na u 

until the committee vacancies are filled. z * 

Upon that I desire the yeas and nays. 
Mr. President, I st the want of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The want of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Pending that, however, 


Allen, Gear. Mason, Roach, 
Bacon, Gorman, Mills, Sewell, 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell, Shoup, 
Butle 8 rris, 8 Aer l. S 

T. 

Chandler, Heitfeld, Pasco, Timan’ 
Gay. Kyle’ Petters . 
5 ey w es 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, Walthall, 
Cullom, — e. * ach ee 

Fair cEnery, > e 
Faulkner, McMillan, Proctor, — 
Foraker, Mantle, A 

Frye, Martin, WII 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum is present, 54 Senators 
having answered to their names. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

Mr. ALLEN. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, and npon that question the yeas and naysare demanded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Rather than have the yeas and nays, I will 
withdraw the motion, if the Senator from Nebraska has any busi- 
ness he wishes to present first. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not understand that any objection has been 
made to the motion which I have submitted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator’s motion is offered, it would 
go over one day upon a single objection. 

Ge ALLEN. Boes the Senator from New Hampshire object 

1 A 


Mr. CHANDLER. [shall certainly object toits being adopted 
to-day, but if the Senator wants it read. I have no objection to 
having it read, as it was not formally read. 

Mr. ALLEN. I not only want it read, but I want it conside: i 
This is not a resolution, and it is not subject under the rules, in 
my ann ent, to an objection. It is a simple motion. 

.C LER. Letthe motion be stated from the desk, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read the motion submitted by Mr. ALLEN, as 
follows: 


Moved, That no 8 n 
of appropriation bills, be transacted by the Senate during this Congress 


legislative or executive, except the consideration 


until the committee vacanies are filled. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, so important a motion as 
that certainly goes over under the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the rule pointed out. The 
Senator from New Panpi; of course, is superior to me in age 
and in experience, and I recognize his superior judgment as a 
parliamentarian; but still I am doubtful about the position he 
takes, and I should like to have the parliamentary status of this 
motion determined. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, suppose the Senator refrains from 
personal allusions and debate until the question is determined. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, I did not mean anything personal, of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know they are very agreeable personal 
allusions, but I object to debate upon a nondebatable question. 

Mr, ALLEN, question isdebatable. At least, thank God, 
that is one thing we can do in the United States Senate. If you 
think anything, you can say it, and no man can stop you unless he 
has the physical power to doit. [Laughter.] 

We have been running here now nearly two months. There are 
103 vacancies—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The point of order is that a resolution or a 
motion has been offered, which is before the Senate, and it should 

over one day upon objection, and it is not in order to debate 
hat question. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no resolution before the Senate at all. 
That is a mistake. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator himself is not before the 


Senate. 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes; the Senator is largely before the Senate. 


(Laughter. } 

Mr, CHANDLER. Yes, in a certain way;.but the rules of 
order are made to be observed, and I have no doubt the Senator 
wishes to ohserve them, 

M. ALLEN. To be thoroughly frank and entirely candid with 
the Senator from New Hampshire, I will say that I do not think he 
knows anything more about the pe usages of this body 
than I do, and I know nothing about them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator knows enough, but he does not 
act as well as he knows how to act. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thank you. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator wants to go on speaking in this 
body in defiance of all the rules, and will insist upon debating a 
nondebatable motion. 

Mr. ALLEN. To beentirely candid with the Senator from New 
Hampshire and the Senate, I want to see the Senate orana for 
the transaction of business. If there are any transactions going 
on behind the scenes, either between the Democratic and the Re- 
publican parties, or between any other parties or individuals of 
parties, we ought to know that, 

Mr. GEAR. If there is anything going on behind the scenes, I 
will say that I believe the Senator from Nebraska is fully aware 
of it, and is siete criminis. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator has been accusing 
me of things for forty years. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. From the time I was a barefooted boy my friend 
from Iowa has been accusing me of bad things, and yet he has 
never been able to prove one of them. 

Mr. GEAR. Ishould not like to tell what I have known about 
the Senator from the time he was a barefooted boy, for I might 
give him away. prore] 3 

Mr. ALLEN. am fully fortified by information against any 
accusation that could be made. The Senator from Iowa is not in 
a position to accuse me of anything. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
submitted by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects, and the resolution goes over. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to call up the 
motion which comes over from yesterday, to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Rules from the further consideration of the rulein regard 
to closing debate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maryland will 
this resolution is likely to be adopted without debate, 


onme, If 
I should like 


to have it done now. It is merely a resolution to bring the matter 
before the Senate, not to do anything further. If, however, as I 
suppose, the resolution will provoke debate, I do not care to take 
up so prolific a subject for debate this morning; and I should pre- 
fer to haveitstand until after the Grant ceremonial, because next 
week will be a broken week and the last part of this week is not a 
very good time to bring up such a subject. I ask unanimous con- 
sent—as I understand from the Senator from Maryland rising that 
the matter will provoke debate—that the motion may go over until 
a week from next Monday, without losing the place which it has 
now. 

Mr. GORMAN, There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska objects. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska to the fact that itis entirely within my power to accom- 

lish the result by merely introducing the resolution again on the 
a day of next week. It is a mere matter of form. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that perfectly. The ground upon 
which I object is the condition the Senator attaches. Ido not de- 
sire that the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts shall come 
ale advance of the motion which I submitted this morning and 


lace it from week to week. 

. HOAR. It will not displace the Senator's resolution. If 
the Senator will pardon me, what I wish to call his attention to 
is aves it 1 5 my meo 3 lish N g, with the 
condition, by simply introducing the resolution again. 

Mr. ALLEN 3 Nes, but if the Senator did that 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose that on Friday or Saturday of next week 
or whatever may be the last legislative day of next week, I should 
reintroduce the resolution. It would go over one day, and then 
it would come up as a matter of course. I thought this would 
operate as notice to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; but in that event it would be subor- 
dinate to the motion I have submitted this morning. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will annex a condition, that my motion 
shall not take precedence of the motion which the Senator has 
submitted. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then it is satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn, and the 
motion will lie over until the date stated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. < 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

RECIPROCITY OF TRADE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of MILLS, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in r nse to the Senate resolution of April 19, 1897, 
addressed to the Secretary of State, a report from that officer relative to the 


commercial arrangements concluded with foreign countries pursuant to 
section 3 of the act approved October 1, 1800, as 9 by said resolution. 
ILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, April 22, 1897. 


TRANSFER OF GENERAL GRANT'S TOMB. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announces as the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate to attend the ceremonies on the 
occasion of the presentation of the tomb of General Grant to the 
city of New York the following Senators: Mr. HAwLEY, Mr, 
PLATT of New York, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. Foraker, Mr. CULLOM, 
Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. PROCTOR, Mr. SHoup, Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. 
SEWELL, Mr. Gray, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. WARREN, Mr. FAULKNER, 
and Mr. Burrows. 

POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask leave out of order to submit a resolution 
as a substitute for the one I withdrew this morning, and which 
I think will meet with no opposition. Lask that it may be read 
and acted upon at the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read, in the 
absence of objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be. and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate any information in the ion of the State Department rela- 
tive to the nature and operation of the various postal savings bank systems 
now in operation in other countries. 

Mr. BUTLER. The first step of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, if the resolution considered this morning had been 

opted, would have been to call on the State Department for in- 

‘ormation, and the resolution which I have now submitted simply 
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anticipates that action by calling upon the Department for the 


‘ormation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? y 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. . 

Mr. HOAR. Ih ask the Senator from North Carolina whether h 
has any objection to including the words ‘‘or which may here- 
after be uired,” so that if between now and next December, as 
will undoubtedly be the case, there shall be reports from consuls 
and ministers, they may be sent in? 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and am much obliged to the Senator for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification suggested will be 
made. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY, 


Mr. HOAR. Regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being Senate bill 1035. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1035) to establish uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States, the pending 
question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. Bacon, 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make an amendment merely as a matter 
of form. I suppose it may as well be made now, though, in order, 
it would not be before the Senate until a later stage in the consid- 
eration of the bill. I move to amend the title by substituting the 
words ‘‘A bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States.” The present title of the bill, to establ 
uniform laws,” is curious. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; the title is bad. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
submit his proposition in writing hereafter? 

Mr. HOAR. No; J ask unanimous consent that the title may 
now be amended so as to read “A bill to establish a uniform system 
of bankrupte: 5 the United States.“ 

The VICE-PRES ENT. By unanimous consent, the title will 
be amended as indicated. 

Mr. whan es $ desire 1 gu pig it 5 155 is a 
mere ¢ of verbiage. section 40, line 19, page 35, I move 
to strike out the word suffer“ and insert ‘‘ suffers,” 

The amendment was peewee to. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask leave to make certain changes in the 
amendment I have offered. In section 1, peed aes 1, I move to 
strike out the word railroad; ” so that it will , When amended, 
“any debtor other than a corporation.“ That excludes corpora- 
tions from the benefit of the law altogether. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. NELSON. On page 13, line 1, section 16, after the word 
aS oe al I move to insert other than a corporation;” so as to 
read: 

That if any debtor other than a corporation, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. The effect of these amendments is to exclude 
corporations. They are designed to meet the objection made by 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 1 yesterday. Corporations 
can be wound up through other mediums than through bank- 
ruptcy . 

.BACON. Will the Senator permit a suggestion of an amend- 
ment to his substitute? 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Georgia will pardon me, 
I was about to make a request of the Senate. I ask unanimous 
content that if upon a vote on the substitute I have offered it shall 
be anope, that it shall afterwards be open to further amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLS. It will be anyway, under parliamentary law. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It will be. 7 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to have it understood, so that there 
shall be no doubt about it. I ask that if the substitute be adopted 
it shall be open to amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia press 
his amendment now? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; not with that understanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn for 
the present. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I Will ask the Senator from Minnesota whether 
he understands that his substitute now precludes any kind of cor- 
poration from being affected by bankruptcy proceedings, whether 
voluntary or involuntary? 

Mr. NELSON. Les, sir; that is the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That an ordinary business corporation 

Mr. NELSON. All corporations are excluded. 

Mr. HOAR. All joint stock companies? 

Mr. NELSON. All corporations. 


Mr. LINDSAY. All corporations engaged in business? 
Mr. NELSON. All that are known technically in law as cor- 
porations are excluded from voluntary and involuntary bank- 


ruptcy. 

Mr LINDSAY. And no fraud or anything on the part of acor- 
poration will subject it to bankruptcy proceedings? 

Mr. NELSON. A corporation can be wound up in the usual 
manner. 

Mr. HOAR. That would exclude four-fifths of the business 
men in Dy Beir and in the New England States generally, from 
the benefits of the bankruptcy law. 

Mr. NELSON. If that is shown, it can afterwards be corrected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 3 o'clock p. m). By the unanimous- 
consent agreement of the Senate made yesterday, at the hour of 3 
a’clock to-day a vote is to be taken upon the substitute to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of the original bill and insert in lieu 
thereof the amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota, 

Mr. BACON. I desire to — whether that would take pre- 
cedence of voting upon amendments to the text of the original 
bill? The two are in the nature of independent measures—one is 
proposed to be substituted for the other—and according to the 
poon rule each is to be perfected before a vote is taken it, 

ut in view of the suggestion that the substitute, if adopted, will 
still be open to further amendment, I do not know that it is very 
im 


pornn 

e VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair understands the consent 

to be that either one of the measures shall be open to amendment. 
Mr. BACON. I recognize the fact that that would make un- 

important a strict adherence to the rule. 

ə VICE-PRESIDENT, That is the consent of the Senate, as 
the Chair understands. The question is on agreein g to the sub- 
stitute offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The substitute of Mr. NELSON was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill reported by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary and to insert: 5 


That any debtor, other than a corporation, owing $200 or more, who is un- 
able to Pay, his debts, may file his petition in the district court of the United 
or the district or division thereof in which he resides, or if he be a 
£ Columbia, 52 court of said Dis- 

he district 8 such 


petition 

tioner has resided in said district or division at least six calendar months 

specs preceding the filing of the petition. The petitioner shall attach 
to his petition asa thereof a schedule and list of all his p rty,exempt 
and unexempt, and a schedule and list of all his creditors and the amount 
and nature of the debts due each, with the residence and post-office address 
of each, if known, and shall in his petition state his inability to pay his debts, 
and that the list and schedule of property and creditors is true and co. 
and shall offer to surrender all unexempt propery, for the payment oj 
his debts, and shall conclude with a 8 for a full discharge from his di 
and liabilities, Said petition shall uly verified by the oath of the peti- 
tioner, and he shall de t with the clerk of the court at the time of filing the 
petition the sum of to pay the cost of the proceedings. 

SEC. 2. That when said petition has been filed as aforesaid the court shall 
be deemed to have acquired jurisdiction of the subject-matter of said pro- 
ceedi: and all the creditors of the petitioner be made party defend- 
ants, and the court shall immediately proceed to make an order fixing a time 
and place for the hearing and consideration of said petition, which time of 
hearing shall be not less nor more than ninety days su uent 

the date of such order. Such order shall be served by the clerk of the 
court on the creditors by mailing a copy thereof, at least twenty-five days 
before the day of said hearing, to each creditor in 8 envelope, with post- 
ago prepaid, addressed to the creditor at the Fegan ce address ed in 

e schedule of creditors attached to the petition, and said order shall in the 
meantime be published once a week for four successive weeks prior to said 
hearing in a weekly or dally newspaper of general circulation in the vicinity 
of where the petitioner resides, to be designated by the court in the order 
aforesaid. en said order has been served and published as aforesaid, the 
court shall be deemed to have acquired jurisdiction of the person of the cred- 
itors, and they shall be deemed to be parties to the creak ha 

Sec, 3. That the court in which said petition is fled shall be deemed to be 
always open and in session for the hearing, trial, and determination of any 
and matters pertaining to or connec with the matter of said petition 
or the proceedings arising therefrom; and material issues of fact arising at 
any Rago of the Proceedings shall, on the demand of the petitioner or a cred- 
itor, be tried by a jury, and if a jury is not then in attendance the court may 
specially summon a jury for such trial, or the trial many be postponed untila 
1 ad etit-jury panel isin attendance. Except in the cases where a jury 
ty ¢ emanded as aforesaid, all issues of fact shall be tried by the court 

outa 


ury. 

SEC. 4, dat at the time and place fixed in said order for the hearing and 
consideration of said petition the creditors, or any of them, may appear and 
answer said petition and take issue with any of the matters and facts therein 
alleged, and may contest the right of the petitioner to a discharge from the 
payment of his debts upon the following grounds, to wit: 

First. That the petitioner has knowingly omitted or withheld some of 
his property from the schedule and list appended to the petition, or the 
has in any other manner concealed or withheld any of his property from the 
3 of the court or his creditors. 

Second. That the petitioner, being insolvent, has, atany time within four 
months prior to the filing of said petition, conveyed, gned, transferred, 
concealed, or in any manner encumbered his property, or some part thereof, 
with intent to hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors, or any of them. 

Third. When the petitioner, being a banker, broker, merchant, trader, 
manufacturer, or miner, and being insolvent, shall have given at any time 
within the four months aforesaid a preference touny of his creditors, or shall 
within the same period have suffe any of his creditors to e hes any such 

reference by legal ee 99 or otherwise. If upon due trial the finding 
against the petitioner upon either of said grounds, he shall not be dis- 
charged. Should a discharge be refused by the court upon any of the 
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tor shall # appear to contest 5 o perya: then, and in that 
judge 1 and shall enter a final 

. m all his debts und liabilities in like 


a g before 
SEG. That an attorney's fee may be taxed or allowed the bankrupt or 
any case. ee shall be entitled to 


. instead 
he shall receive no com ion, but only his is paid by a disbursements, for any 
of the bap ea done — bee eee in moa matter ot the under this act, 
case he is not then he shall receive the his 
e se wold be enti titled 
other cases, except that for mailing to creditors the copies of the orders 
herein provided for he shail receive for each copy mailed a fee of 10 cents, 
and no more. For publis the orders herein prescribed a like fee shall be 
allowed the publisher as is for legal notices and 5 in simi- 
lar cases under local law. All reasonable disbursements of the assignee nec- 
essarily incurred and e nded in reclaiming, recovering, and in eine care 
of the 5 of the 4 in converting the same into gay and 
distributing the same among the creditors, as herein provided, shall be taxed 
and allowe tS bog co Toura but no Lire costs, fees, or expenses than those 
aforesaid shall be or allowed in the proceedings. 

Sec. 14. That a pe or partnership, where all hep partners concur and 

oin, or in case of dissolution for any cause on the a cation of any one of 

e firm, may, in like manner and under like conditions and limitations, in- 
stitute and carry on toa de nation proceed in the 
same manner and to the same extent, and subject to the same conditions and 
ari org as is hereinbefore provided and prescribed the case of an 

Sec. 15. That the district courts of the United agree in the several States, 
oe ees ee District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 


rritories are hereby made courts of bankrup! with full juris- 
diction, both at common law and in equity, to carry out act and to try 
and de e ts 5 to a full execution 


the sev courts may e in chambers any jurisdiction conferred 
on said courts e act. That the said courts of bankruptcy shall have 
power to make r rules not een with this act for the exercise 
of the jurisdiction Y ves in them 


b 

Sxc.16. That if any debtor, other 8 3 being a banker, broker, 
merchant, trader, or manufacturer, who owes $500 or 15 and who is unable 
to pay his debts, shall at any time within four months of the time of the filing 

of the petition hereinafter mentioned transfer, convey, or in an 
manner 8 are any of his Ta the actual ac 

on his par refer or daira any 1 oKoano 
eemed a bankrupt, and — zay be 
hereinafter 


as r provided tor or creditors 2 debts inst su 
a bankrupt to the amount ae $500 or more may, wii ‘our mon after the 
act of ban commi t. of ptey in 


3 been itted, bankru 
the district in which the bankrupt resides a petition, under oath, setting 
forth, am ries og things, the acts of bankruptcy aforesaid, and raying for 
an adju ion of bankruptcy t the Sani apt, and the distribution of 
his creditors. hen such a petiti on has been filed the court 
its order, fix a timeand place for a hearing and adjudi- 
ich time shall be not less twenty-one nor more than 
— — to the date of such order, and such order shall be served 
the marshal or ty upon the py oF tho same atleast 4 . — N the 
ine of oe or e Dg a copy of 


perso 
ally, or tosome person of suitable Sion residing ut the lace of his 
‘eee In case service of pon), ie aie can not be effected as aforesaid th then 


the same once u 
y E h news- 


paper of general 5 in the vicinity of where the bankrupt resides, 
which newspaper shall be designated bet by Secours court. Et ni the these order has 
been served as aforesaid the court shall have acquired full juris- 
diction over 3 rson and the estate of the ihe bankrupt If, at the time and 
piece fixed f. hearing, the ne DEDET ODE see mos or fail to take 

with the facts anges ion, the adju: hima 
bankrupt, and shall his estate; n = exempt foo execution or liability 
for de y the law of his domicile, to ee" for distribution among 


the creditors, as hereinafter penveg anit at the 8 of said hearing the 
appear 4 and b; 

facts therein all 

Saied ae 


or 5 rae’ is td disbarsen bankrupt, then he ‘shail be a bankrupt, 
and all his estate not exem or ebts by the law 
of his domicile shall be ed to an- Tibution among the 
creditors, ae ere cers gee provided, hice eel prs pei Aa well as the assignee in 
case where or issue issue joined on the part of the bank- 
rupt, shall bent? a ar She. like manner, have the like spores and authority 
over the estate of the paoka t. and be governed e same rules in con- 
verting the estate of t rope inte money and distributing the same 
among the creditors, as 22 prescri the foregoing provisions of this act, 
to voluntar 8 in — and ary provisions of sec- 
LASA act ply to the estate of t and vere in pro- 
After the estate of the bankrupt has been as- 
sign an £0, as aforesaid, the tors shall receive notice of that 
fact from the ee, served upon them in the same manner as is prescri 
in section 2 of this act for the service of the order therein referred to; and 
on g so notified the creditors shall, without any further notice, file 
proofs of their claims in the same manner and wi the same period as is 
prescribed in section 8 of this act. The said bankrupt shall be entitled to 
obtain a discharge from his debts in the is manner, 
subject to the same exceptions — limitations as is hereinbefore pre: 
int venr voluntary teyp proceedings. In proceedings under this 
section th titioning’c ereditara i . shall be entitled to have taxed 
and 8 an attorney fee of not more than $100 in . case, and the as - 
signee shall be entitled to a fee of not . per day for CEN fullday 
in caso 6 paper The other costs and disbursements the same ag 
case ĝi 

SEC. 17. That she upreme urt of the United States, the cirenit arts, 

of appeals of the United States, and tke supreme courts of the Territories 


tn this 
ceedings under 
ed to 


the same extent, and 
bed 
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are hereby vested with appellate jurisdiction in proceedings under this act, 


but no ap shall lie nor writ of error be granted in any proceeding under 
this act where the entire estate of the bankrupt, not exempt from execution 
and liability for debts, is less than $5,000. 

SEC. 18. t this act shall not be construed to re or annul the laws of 
any State or Territory now in force, or which may r be |, for 
the compulsory distribution of an insolyent’s estate among his creditors; nor, 
to interfere th proceedings under said laws for that purpose which shall 
have been commenced prior to the filing of Wo 75 7 ꝗ 5 as hereinbefore pro- 
yided; and said petitioner shall not be permitted to dismiss his petition T 
. —. the same without the consent ot court; but the ju ot ion of the 
co shall continue and remain after such filing for the purpose of recover- 

Writing the same 


a dismissal oi proceedings. 
Seo. 19. That there shall ba kept at each place at which said courts of bank- 

wy be held, by the clerk thereof, a docket, in which shall be entered 
the of each petition and schedule and list and other papers, anda short 
statement of every order or decree of the court, and copy of the decree 
granting or refusing a discharge; and such entries on the docket, together 
with the papers filed, shall constitute the record in such case, The cost of 
such docket shall be paid for as other record books and dockets of the district 
courts are for. That all oaths required to be administered in any pro- 
ceeding under this act may be taken before and certified by any officer of the 
State in which they are taken authorized by the laws thereof to administer 
oaths. 


Mr. NELSON. Icall for the yeas and nays on the question of 
agreeing to my substitute, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I have a pair with the senior Senator from Colorado a 
TELLER], but I transfer my pair to the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. WETMORE], and I will vote. I vote ees Gi 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Mayana [Mr. GORMAN]. 


Mr. MCBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 


ir with the senior Senator from Anoyi [Mr. GEORGE]. If 
e were present, he would vote yea“ and I should vote n 
Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). On this vote I have 
a special pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If the 
Senator from Utah were present, he would vote yea” and I should 
vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] and will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I am informed that the Senator from Maryland 
pe GORMAN] desired to be paired against the substitute, There- 

‘ore I transfer my pair with him to the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER], and I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 

eral pair with the junior Senator from Khode Island [Mr. 

ETMORE], but have discretion to vote as to matters not politi- 
cal. As this is a matter of some gravity, I prefer not to exer- 
cise ae discretion, and therefore withdraw my vote, as he is not 
present. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] 
Peres) on this question with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 

ELLER]. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts to say that the junior Senator from Rhode Island is paired 
with the senior Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. HOAR, Yes. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] was paired with the senior Senator from Colorado. 
The pair has been transferred, by consent, to the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island, 

Mr. BACON. Therefore I am at liberty to vote? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know the Senator’s.relation to it. 

Mr. BACON. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island, and if the pair has been transferred I am 
entitled to vote. I will therefore allow my vote to stand as 
op Ses recorded. 

WHITE. I desire to inquire whether the Senator from 
Idaho Mr. SHoup] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WHITE. I am paired with that Senator, and not knowing 
how he would vote, I transfer my pair to the Senator from Ne- 
8 ee JONES], and will allow my vote, as already indicated, 

o stand. 


Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave 
a general pair with the Senator from North Dakota . ROACH]. 
He informed me that he is in favor of the amendment. Therefore 


I will permit my vote to stand as recorded, 
XXX——51 


The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—34, 
Allen, Hanna, Morgan, Till 
Baker, Hansbrough, Nelson, Turner, 
Bate, Harris, Kans. Turpie, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Perkins, Vest, 
Butler. Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Chilton, Ey ‘ettus, hite, 
Clay, ntle, Pritchard, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Martin, Smith, 
Davis, Mills, Stewart, 
NAYS—22. 

Bacon, Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, 8 er, 
Clark. Gray. Mason, arren, 
Cullom, Hoar, Mitchell, Wellington, 
Fairbanks, Lindsay, Murphy, 
Foraker, odge, Platt, N. Y. 

NOT VOTING—31. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 
Allison, Faulkner, Kenney, Roach, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McBride, Shoup, 
Caffery, George, Morrill, ies 
Cannon, Gorman, Penrose, urston, 
Carter, Hale, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Proctor, Wolcott. 
Earle, Hawley, uay, 

So Mr. NELSON’s amendment in the nature of a substitute was 

agreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill is still in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I move to strike out the eighteenth section of the 
substitute which has just been adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the eighteenth 
section, as follows: 


Src. 18. That this act shall not be construed to re or annul the laws of 
any State or Dexritory. now in force, or which may hereafter be enacted for 
the compulsory distribution of an insolvent’s estate among his creditors; nor 


to interfere with p under said laws for that pu which shall 
have been commenced prior to the filing of 13 as hereinbefore. pro- 
t to dismiss his petition after 


vided; and said petitioner shall not be permi 
filing the same without the consent of the court; but the jurisdiction of the 
court shall continue and re: n after such filing for the purpose of recover- 
ing all property liable to the petitioner's debts and distribut the same 
among c tors, until full and complete distribution shall be had: Provi 
That the court may, if it shall deem the ends of justice will be subserv 
thereby, with consent of two-thirds of the creditors in amount and number, 
authorize a dismissal of said proceedings. 

Mr. STEWART. I Bone the amendment will prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. PETTUS and Mr. GRAY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). On this vote 
Iam paired with my colleague, the Senator from West Virgina 
[Mr. ELKINS], who is absent, 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I 
am informed by his colleague that the senior Senator would vote 
in favor of the bill, and I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
jours with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. I will trans- 
er my pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and allow 
my vote to stand. 

r. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON], who is necessarily absent on business. 

Mr. ACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE}, and 
for reasons previously stated by me this afternoon I prefer not to 
vote in his absence. Therefore I withdraw my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—49. 
Allen, Hanna, Mason, 85 er, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Mills, 8 
Bate, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, 
Butler, Hawle Murphy, Turner, 
Chandler, Heitfe Nelson, Vest. 
Chilton, Hoar, „ Walthall, 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Warre 
Cullom, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wellin, 
Davis, Lodge, Platt, N. N. White, 
Fair McBride, Pri S Wilson. 
Foraker, 1 805 Ee ati, 
Frye, e, W. 
Gear, artin, Smith, 


ÅPRIL 22, 


NAYS-38. 

Berry, Gorman, Lindsay, Morgan, 

SH Gray, McEnery, Pettus. 

NOT VOTING—J. 
Aldri Daniel, Jones, Nev. Shou; 
Aisom Eerie, 5 
on, 0) 
ate G linger, Platt Conn. W. 
` a s e 

Cannon George, Proctor, Wolcott.” 
Carter, Hale, gua: 55 
Cockrell, Harris, Tenn ming. 

So the bill was passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: A bill to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States.” 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HOAR. I movewhen the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to, 


FREE HOMESTEADS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
prora to the consideration of the bill (S. 372) to provide free 
omes on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and 
reserve 1 ee lands for that purpose. ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by him. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That all settlers under the homestead laws of the United 
States upon the public lands acquired r to the passage of this act by treaty 
or agreement m the yarious In tribes, who have or who shall here- 
after reside upon the tract. entered in good faith for the period required by 
existing law, shall be entitled to a patent for the land so entered, upon the 
payment to the local land officers of the usual and customary fees, and no 
other or further charge of any kind whatsoever shall be from such 
settler to entitle him to a patent for the land covered b; 8 
That the right to commute 8 aos a. ds, in the 


‘or said 
option of any such settler and d tho prices now fixed by 
existing laws, shall remain in full force and effect: he „That 
all sums ot ag É released, which if belong to any 
Indian tri be paid to such Indian tribe by the United States. 
SEC. 2. 1 th the terms and pro- 


all acts or parts of acts inconsistent wi 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from South 
Dakota whether the bill was the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; that is, of the members who were pres- 
ent. However, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] indi- 
cated his dissent afterwards. 

Mr. FRYE. That was my recollection, and I understood that 
the Senator from Connecticut desired to oppose it in the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did not so understand. 

Mr. FRYE. You did not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, I did not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He opposed it before, did he not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. He did before; but it passed the Senate by 
a majority so very largo- inore being but 11 votes against it—that 
I understood he abandoned his position, so far as making a 
contest against it, 

Mr. HAWLEY. He did not change his principle. He is not 
that kind of a man. 

Mr. FRYE. That was the bill which passed by a very heavy 


San Sd = 
r. PETTIGREW. Les; and this is the same bill, word for 
word. There is no change whatever. 

Mr. FRYE. I voted for it. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to to the Senator from 
South Dakota an amendment, if it not interfere with the 

age of the bill. It seems we are about to 8 to exempt 
Nom payment a largo pa ion of the public ds which have 
heretofore been acq; by purchase from Indian tribes. It ap- 
pon tome that if wedo this an amendment should be put on the 
ill exempting some lands and town lots at Port Angeles, where 
the people are not able to pay for them, and the lands were ac- 
uired from the Government. If the Senator from South Dakota 
oes not insist on passing the bill just at this time, I should like 
to offer an amendment to that effect. If it will interfere with the 

ge of his bill, however, I will not press it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope the Senator from Washington will 
not insist upon his amendment. I should be very glad to investi- 
gate fno inp of which he speaks and consider it in committee, 
and I will favor it if it shall seem proper to do so, but I hope the 
amendment will not be insisted upon on the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no amendment be proposed as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, When this bill was pending in the last Con- 
gress, I gave my reasons why I could not vote for it. I think it is 
vicious legislation. It will cost many, many millions of dollars 


for years 5 come. I simply desire to place my vote on record as 
op it. 

. HAWLEY. Ido not like to see the bill acted upon when 
gentlemen, able men who have studied these questions, are opposed 


toit. Perhaps great injustice has been done in the stories told 
about it, but I wish to giveit the fullest and fairest consideration. 
Therefore I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator withhold that motion for 
one moment? I wish to make the bill the unfinished business 
when we meet again, and have the Senate take it up on Monday. 

Mr. BERRY. Is t that it is the unfinished business. Ad- 
journing now makes it the unfinished business. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well; then I will not oppose the 
motion for adjournment, but I shall try to have the bill disposed 
of on Monday when we convene. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read and printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut has 
the floor on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave just been told that an announcement 
will soon be made by the House of thedeath of a very distinguished 
member, and I will of course withhold my motion to adjourn until 
the resolution shall arrive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
The amendment submitted by the Senator from Alabama will be 


The SECRETARY, It is proposed to add at the end of the bill: 


pe bie ands fs — 5 and 5 —.— are not e 

a Omes en e o uary, 

to’ SN apnee and Territories in which they are located for the — — of 
ucation. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate take a recess for half an 
hour. Senators will all understand the reason, I su 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
moves that the Senate take a recess for half an hour. 

Mr. HOAR. I will make it fifteen minutes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
modifies his motion, and moves that the Senate take a recess until 


3.40. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. The message ison the way, Lam told, and will 
be here in a very few minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will withdraw the motion altogether. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama de- 
sire to have his amendment acted upon now, or laid over? 

Mr. MORGAN. It will be passed over with the bill, I sup š 

ee PETTIGREW. Let the amendment be read again. È did 
not hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The pl —.— read Mr. MorGan’s amendment. 

Mr. PET TI W. Ok course I have no objection to the 
amendment of itself, but certainly it is a very important one, and 
it has not been considered by any committee of this body. Still, 
as far as I am concerned, I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope under the circumstances the bill will be 
allowed to be the unfinished business at the next meeting of the 
Senate, as is its right now, and that it will not be acted upon this 
afternoon. Obviously there is no time this afternoon to go cn 
with any important matter. 

Mr. Let it go over. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the bill lie over to 
be the unfinished business at the next meeting of the Senate, 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that the bill goes over 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that he simply ask unanimous consent that nothing be done until 
the message is received from the other House, and then the bill 
will remain as the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Let the Senator from Missouri make 
that a 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that no other business be done until 
we receive a communication from the House and that the bill now 
pending remain the unfinished business when the Senate again 
mee 


ts. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to those re- 
uests, one by the Senator from Massachusetts and the other by 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The bill takes its place as the unfinished business, 


PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY BILL, 


Mr. NELSON (at 8 o’clock and 40 minutes p m.). Mr. Presi- 
dent, if there is nothing before the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bankruptcy bill as passed by the Senate be reprinted. 
Mr. MILLS. There was unanimous consent given a while ago 
that nothing was to be done until a message had been received 
from the House of Representatives. 
Mr. NELSO I was not aware of that fact. 


assachusetts 


1897. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. There can be no objection to areprint being 
made of the bankruptcy bill as it the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. I merely suggested that perhaps my friend was 
unwittingly violating the unanimous-consent agreement which 
had been made. I have no objection personally to the request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall have many calls for copies of the 
bill as it has passed the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand the objection is withdrawn; and 
if so, I renew the request that a thousand copies of the bankruptcy 
bill as 1 2 by the Senate be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HOAR. I thought there was an agreement that no business 
should be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Minnesota merely asked 
for an order to reprint the bankruptcy bill. That is not business. 

Mr. HOAR. T think thə unanimous-consent agreement had 
better be observed. 

` Mr. HANSBROUGH. I trust the Senator from Minnesota will 
make the number 5,000 copies instead of 1,000. It is evident that 
there will be quite a demand for copies of the bill from all parts 
of the country. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; I will accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HOAR. There may be other Senators who will want a 
still further modification of this request, and who may be absent 
with the distinct understanding that no business was to be done. 
The Senator can renew his request later. There will be no diffi- 
culty about that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Minnesota will lie on the table temporarily. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. Iam informed that under the rule 
the bill will be printed. imany event, as it passed the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 
that he will doubtless prefer, for the purpose of circulation, a 
print in hlet form to the ordinary print of a bill which is 
made under the rules. which is not a convenient one for general 
circulation. There will be no objection, when the Senate again 
meets, to the adoption of such an order. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. But my objection now is thatif we once step over 
the sacredness of a unanimous-consent agreement like this, we 
never shall be safe. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. I accept the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Therequest of the Senator from Min- 
nesota is withdrawn. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HOLMAN, 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the in- 
8 of the death of WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, late a member of 
the House from the State of Indiana, and transmitted the resolu- 
tions of the House thereon. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
ey Mead passed by the House of Representatives; which will be 


read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 22, 1897. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. WILLIAM 8. HOLMAN, late a Representative of Indiana. 

Resolved, That a committee of ten members of the House be appointed by 
the Speaker, to act with such Senators as may be selected, to attend the 
funeral of the deceased; that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home, and that 
the necessary expenses epee ay ar execution of this order shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now 


adjourn. 

— That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

The 5 announced the appointment, under the second resolution, of 
Mr. MoMILLIN, Mr. DR ARMOND, Mr. Zenon, Mr. STARK, Mr. ROBINSON of 
Indiana, Mr. DANFORD, Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. CRUMPACKER, and 
Mr. ALEXANDER as the committee on the part of the House to take charge of 
the funeral arrangements, 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, late a Representative from 
the State of Indiana. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President so join the committee a ted on the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to attend the fun of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Indiana, 

The resolutions were unanimously sgead to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT announced appointment, under the 


second resolution, of Mr. TURPIE, Mr. FAIRBANKS, Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. KYLE, and Mr. Rawiars as the committee on the part of the 
Senate to attend the funeral of the deceased Representative. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the irreparable loss to the pub- 
lic service and the country is too recent for any present expression 
of our grief. I shall, sir, at the proper time ask the Senate to 


designate a day for hearing memo on the public career and 
services of the very distinguished statesman whose demise has 
been notified to us. For the present, out of respect to his mem- 
J move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
ə motion was unanimously accent to; and (at 4 o'clock and 
12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 26, 
1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 22, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Harold M. Sewall, of Maine, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Hawaii, vice Albert 
S. Willis, deceased. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Thomas H. Phair, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Aroostook, in the State of Maine, to succeed Henry J. 
Hatheway, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

James S. Harriman, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Belfast, in the State of Maine, to succeed William P. 
Thompson, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON, - 


Asst. Surg. Ezra K. Sprague, of New Jersey, to be a passed 
9 surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the United 
tates. 

: POST MASTERS. 

John B. Hinds, to be ee nt at Decatur, in the county of 
Morgan i and State of bama, in the place of S. A. Sparkman, 
remov 

James K. Barnes, to be ponnien at Fort Smith, inthe county 
of Sebastian and State of Arkansas, in the place of Thomas B. 
Garrett, resigned. : 

Bennett C. Atwood, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the coun 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Bennett C. 
Atwood, whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

Joshua A. Fessenden, to be aster at Stamford, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in place of John H. 
Swartwout, whose commission expired March 30, 1897. 

D. E. Peiper, to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, in the county of 
Irwin and State of Georgia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1897. 

Hibben S. Corwin, to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Illinois, in the place of Hibben S. Corwin, 
whose commission expired March 21, 1896. 

Thomas L. Fekete, to be postmaster at East St. Louis, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Illinois, in the place of M. M. 
Stephens, e pe 

J. A. Conerd, to be postmaster at Atlantic, in the county of Cass 
and State of Iowa, in the place of C. F. Chase, whose commission 


vag. Marc 1897. 
oseph W. J mir, Sy to be postmaster at Montezuma, in the 
county of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in the place of A. T. 
Underwood, whose commission expired December 16, 1895, Leon- 
adus H. Boydston, appointed by the President and by him nomi- 
nated to the Senate, not having been confirmed. 

J. H. McArthur, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1896, John F. Huntington, appointed 
by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, not having 
been confirmed. 

John B. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Doniphan and State of Kansas, the appointment of a aster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896. 

Alexander Cestia, to be postmaster at New Iberia, in the parish 
of Iberia and State of Louisiana, in the place of Casimear Burkart, 


removed. 
James H. Phair, to be at ue Isle, in the county 
of Amasa Howe, 


postmaster ; 
of Aroostook and State of Maine, in the p. 
whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 

Charles B. Jones, to be postmaster at Rockville, in the coun 
of Montgomery and State of Maryland, in the- of Albert J. 
Almoney, whose commission expired April 14, 1897. 

Edwin O. Shaw, to be postmaster at Newaygo, in the county of 

the appointment of 


ewaygo and State of igan, a] a postmaster 
or the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
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on and after April 1,1896. Charles Kernan was nominated to the 


Senate by the ‘ident, but failed of confirmation. 

Iver Iverson, to be postmaster at Halstad, in the county of Nor- 
man and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having. by law, become vested in the President on 
aud after April 1, 1897. 

E. F. Joubert, to be postmaster at Wheaton, in the county of 
Traverse and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1896, Annie Leaser, appointed by the 
President and by him nominated to the Senate, not having been 
confirmed, 

Seth J. Arnett, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Madison and State of Nebraska, in the place of William L. Berry, 
whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

George W. Tilton, to be postmaster at Epping, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John 
Q. Pike, whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 

Moses N. Harshaw, to be postmaster at Lenoir, in the county of 
Caldwell and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1896, John W. Kirby, appointed 
by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, not having 
been confirmed. 

Starling W. Waters, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county 
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John M. 
Seigfried, whose commission expired April 14, 1897. 

James Lewis, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of Lin- 
coln and State of South Dakota, in the place of J. V. Conklin, 


ae 

iliam Drawe, to be postmaster at Cuero, in the county of 
Dewitt and State of Texas, in the place of David W. Nash, whose 
commission expired April 5, 1897. 

James B, Seargent, to be postmaster at Oran 
Orange and State of Texas, in the place of Jo 
commission expired April 8, 1897. 

Esta Witcher, to be 3 at Rockdale, in the county of 
Milam and State of Texas, in the place of William B. Woody, 
whose commission expired March 30, 1897. 

James Craig, to be postmaster at Waynesboro, in the county of 
Augusta and State of Virginia, in the place of Robert G. Wright, 
whose commission 8 April 14. 1897. 

Charles P. Smith, to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the county 
of Henry and State of Virginia, in the place of Henry I. Tuggle, 
whose commission expired March 29, 1897. $ 

Cassius C. Pillsbury, to be postmaster at West Superior, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Thomas 
F. Solon, whose commission expired March 29, 1897. 


e, in the county of 
T. Hart, whose 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 22, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY, 


Harold M. Sewall, of Maine, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Hawaii. 


CONSUL. 


James A. Smith, of Vermont, to be consul of the United States 
at Leghorn, Italy. 


AUDITOR FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


William Youngblood, of Alabama, to be Auditor for the Interior 
Department. 


DEPUTY COMMISSIONERS OF PENSIONS. 


James L. Davenport, of New Hampshire, to be First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions. 

Leverett M. Kelley, of Elgin, III., to be Second Deputy Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


John P. Jackson, of California, to be collector of customs for 
the district of San Francisco, in the State of California. 


AGENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Thomas 8. Harrison, of Pennsylvania, to be agent and consul- 
general of the United States at Cairo, Egypt. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Milton C. Phillips, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Wisconsin. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Frank R. Moore, of New York, to be collector of internal rey- 
jenue for the first district of New Vork. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 22, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. COWDEN. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the House that in 
the resolution presented yesterday the number of the committee 
was stated as nine, and the Chair, anticipating the desire of the 
House, and as the House decided, appointed ten members. If 
there be no objection, the resolution can be so changed, and the 
RECORD so modified. [After a pause,] The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. Without further objection, the Journal will be consid- 
ered as approved. 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 83) for the relief of the homestead settlers on the Great 
Sioux Reservation, lying and being in the States of Nebraska, 
North Dakota, and South Dakota, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 363) granting the northwest quarter of the northwest 
quarter of section 30, township 17 N., range 3 E., Black Hills 
8 to the Nashville Presbyterian urch, of Nashville, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Rules to submit the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the House Resolution No, 
#4, have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report the fol- 
lowing substitute therefor: 

“Resolved, That until after the four appropriation bills already passed by 
the House have been finally acted upon, it shall be in order to consider 
Senate amendments to any of the aforesaid bills without reference to a stand- 
ing committee.” 


Mr. DALZELL. I move the adoption of that report, and on 
that I ask the Soons question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Onemoment, before the gentleman demands the 
previous question. I want to state to the gentleman that I am 
perfectly willing that the Indian appropriation bill, which is the 
only one now before the House, should be dealt with in this way. 
The Agricultural appropriation bill, which is one of the four, has 
already passed the House and the Senate, and probably has been 
signed by the President and is now law. 

o the Indian appropriation bill, which is the only one now be- 
fore the House, sixteen amendments have been made by the Sen- 
ate, only one of which is of any importance. The others can be 
easily disposed of in the Committee of the Whole. But it isim- 

ssible to foresee what will be the character of the deficiency 
Bill, or the sundry civil bill, when they come back to the House 
from the Senate. It is 8 that the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill may come back complicated very seriously in reference 
to the question of armor pie and there is some question—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to inquire if this debate will 
preclude debate on the resolution after the previous question is 
ordered? 

The SPEAKER. Debate has already taken place. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point that we ought to have 
our debate on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to make that point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think the gentleman from Texas 
meant to cut off debate. : 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Texas meant to do exactly 
what he is doing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman please state if he 
meant to cut off debate after the previous question is ordered? 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman was trying to secure a modifi- 
cation of the rule before the previous question was ordered, andif 
it is not made satisfactory, the gentleman from Texas will vote 


against 7 he revious question. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that I will yield to him out of my time. 

Mr. RIC DSON. I may not want any time. But you know 


very well if there be debate before the previous question there can 
not be any after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask the gentleman if that was his ob- 
ject?—for that would be the effect of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It is? 
Mr. SAYERS. Let me sug 


t that the general deficiency bill 
is now in the Senate, and it is 


ieved that it will come back to 
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the House with many amendments; and we ought to have time 
to consider them, 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman from Texas 
Savers] that this resolution provides for that. The only effect 
of this resolution is to dispense with the reference of these Senate 
amendments to a standing committee. It leaves the House in the 


position of resolving i into Committee of the Whole and dis- 
cussing the Senate amendments without limit as to time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask if he thinks 
that such amendments as will probably come here upon the gen- 
eral deficiency bill can be well considered unless that bill should 
be referred to some committee and be rted back to the House? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. I think the Committee of the 
Whole is abundantly able to deal with all these amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. Possibly so: 

Mr. BAILEY. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, what I had intended to say was that the armor-plate 
difficulty may come back as an amendment to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. There has been a proposition introduced in 
the Senate to authorize the Government to take possession of the 
great armor-plate plants of the country and proceed to manufac- 
ture its own armor plate. 

Ido not l that the bill will come back to the House with 
an amendment authorizing any such extreme procedure as that, 
but itis apprehended that the Government may find itself com- 

ed to deal in some way with that question. Now, if that ques- 
tion should be presented in such a form as to make it necessary 
that it should be considered by a standing committee of the House, 
the minority of the House would insist upon the appointment of 
a committee to consider it. f 

But in my ju ent no such necessity exists as to the Indian 
appropriation bill; and I say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
t ore, that the easy and a perfectly safe way to proceed is to 
leave those bills which haye not yet come back to us to be dealt 
With as circumstances may require when they do come back. We 
do not know the shape in which they will be returned to us; but 
we do know the shape in which the Indian appropriation bill has 
returned to us, and we are ready to proceed to the consideration 
of that bill. 

Of course my colleague from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] understands 
that under this proposed rule we are not denied the opportunity 
of considering any of these bills in the Committee of the Whole, 
and I am 5 frank to say that consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is altogether sufficient for the purposes of the 
Indian appropriation bill, but neither I nor the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, nor any other gentleman in the House, can pos- 
siby foresee that consideration in the Committee of the Whole will 
be sufficient for those bills which have not yet come back to us 
and which are likely to come back modified in very important 
particulars. 

If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will modify this proposed 
rule so as to make it applicable only to the bill that is now before 
us, I will cheerfully vote for the adoption of the resolution, and I 
am satisfied there will be no serious opposition on this side of the 
House, because it leaves us still free to discuss the Indian appro- 
priation bill in the Committee of the Whole House, and that is all 
that a fair consideration of the bill requires. 

Mr.DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the situation is this: There were 
four appropriation bills passed by this House and sent to the Senate. 
One of those, the Agricultural bill, has just come back without 
amendment, has been signed, and, as the gentleman from Texas 
suggests, is poe now law. The second bill, the Indian a 
propriation bill, is now before the House. We may expect the 
return of the deficiency bill and the sundry civil bill at an earl 
day, and while I see no reason to anticipate such radical 8 
ments as the gentleman from Texas suggests, I am free to say that 
I have no objection to modifying this rule as he proposes. 

The Committee on Rules thought, as these bills were likely, all 
of them, to be disposed of in the same way, that we might as well 
make provision for their disposition by a single rule instead of 
dealing with the bills separately as they should come back here; 
but, I repeat, I am perfectly willing to modify the rule so that it 
shall apply only to the Indian appropriation bill, leaving the others 
to be dealt with as they come before the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, does this debate proceed for thirty 
minutes? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwould like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if it is proposed by this rule that these measures 
shall be taken from the consideration of the House? If we have 
not committees to investigate these bills, we ought to have them. 
It seems that we have plenty of time on these bills, if we have 
nothing else, and for one I protest against this mode of procedure 
on this billor any other. [Applause on the Democraticside.] The 
House has a right to investigate these bills through its committees 
and to have them considered and reported upon. We havea right 
to have these bills considered by the committees of the House. 


Mr. DALZELL. It is, of course, the right of the gentleman 
et Missouri, and of any other gentleman, to protest if he so 


esires. 

Mr. BLAND. We want to put ourselves on record as protest- 
ing against all of your arbitrary proceedings. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. DALZ Lask unanimous consent to modify the reso- 
lution so as to make it apply only to the Indian Geet aaa ge bill. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate the modification 
that he desires? 

Mr. DALZELL. Let it provide that immediately after the 
adoption of the resolution it shall be in order to consider the 
Indian Briain Seager bill without reference to a standing com- 
mittee, On that I ask the previous question. 

The . Is 555 to 7 change ie pend- 
ing resolution pro e gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mtr. RICHARDSON. did not hear the gentleman's sugges- 
tion, and I would like to have it reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will restate it. Let the resolution read: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution it shall be 
in order to consider the Indian appropriation bill without reference to a 

ding committee. 

On that I ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposed modifica- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 138, noes 24. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution, the 
Speaker declared the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Lask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 139, noes 21. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 22 
members voted in favor thereof; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. BLAND demanded tellers on ordering the. yeas and nays, 
but before the question was put withdrew the demand. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 139 and the 
noes are 21. The ayes have it, and the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr.Speaker, I move to nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendments to the Indian appropriation bill, and that a con- 
ference be asked with the Senate upon those amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks that the 
Senate amendments to the Indian appropriation bill be noncon- 
curred in and a committee of conference asked. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 
ture to say the understanding was—— 

The SPEAKER. It is in order for any gentleman to make ob- 
jection to the g position by raising a point of order. 

Mr. BAILEY.. I was about to ask the gentleman not to make 
the request, because I shall be constrained to object if he does so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, how we are going 
to get at some of these amendments except in a conference. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the gentleman I am perfectly sure 
thatif he will move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of considering these amendments, a large 
number of them will be concurred in readily by the Committee of 
the Whole. There are only two or three 

Mr. SHERMAN. I beg to say to the gentleman that the larger 
number of the amendments will not be concurred in with my ap- 
proval. I think the larger number of them should not be con- 
curred in, in Committee of the Whole or elsewhere. 

Mr. BAILEY, Then the gentleman, with his majority behind 
him, can easily secure nonconcurrence in those amendments. I 
am sure that by the course I have suggested he can get some of 
the amendments out of the way. I will say to him, with the per- 
mission of the House, that I perfectly understand there are two 
important amendments—three, probably, counting the amend- 
ment in regard to judges in the Indian Territory—and to noncon- 
cur in those amendments and send them to a committee of con- 
ference in the manner proposed by the gentleman would probably 
deprive some members here who desire to discuss those questions 
of an opportunity todo so. [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, 1 will, in 
order to save time, enter my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate the amendments 
which he thinks should be considered in Committee of the Whole? 
Thére are only certain amendments which under the rule must 
be so considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. The amendment providing for two additional 
judges in the Indian Territory ought to be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The amendment which opens certain lands in 
the State of Utah to entry ought to be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. The amendment which relates to citizenship of 
certain Indian tribes ought to be so considered. 


I ven- 
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The SPEAKER. On what ground ought that amendment to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not perfectly sure that that amendment 
does make a charge upon the Treasury of the United States; but 
it does provide for making a charge upon a trust fund of which 
the United States Government is the trustee, because when these 
Indians become admitted to citizenship, as members of those 
tribes they will become entitled to participate in the distribution 
of tribal funds. I am inclined to think that this fact would re- 

uire the consideration of that amendment in Committee of the 

ole. But the main amendment—the most important of them 

all—is that which relates to the opening of the 555 lands in 
the State of Utah. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, there are certain amend- 
ments here which are simply corrections of phraseology, changes 
of verbiage, which might as well be concurred in—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I think so; I belieye we should have no diffi- 
culty about them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to say those amendments might 
as well be concurred in now. Iam perfectly willing to name just 
what they are, and to move that those several amendments be now 
concurred in. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole, those amendments, when 
reached, will be concurred in. And really, upon a hasty exami- 
nation of the amendments, [ was impressed with the idea that 
nearly half of them are of that character. That was what I had 
in mind when I said that a large majority of the amendments 
would be concurred in without any trouble. 

Mr.SHERMAN. As to nearly half of the amendments, the gen- 
tleman is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that perhaps the easiest 
method of proceeding would be to have the amendments read to 
the House; those subject to a demand that they be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole could be sent there, and the others 
acted npon by the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This bill 
has come back from the Senate with certain amendments which, 
under the rules of the House, should be considered in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and which, under the special rule just adopted, 
would be so considered. I citeas instances of that kind the amend- 
ments making appropriations and those dealing with the public 
lands. Now, does not that fact carry the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole if the point of order be made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the rnle—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. In order to test the question, I make that 
point of order, if the gentleman from New York declines to accede 
to the request of the gentleman from Texas and permit the amend- 
ments to go to the Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMi1- 
Lin] is mistaken in supposing that I declined to accede to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas. I have not done so, but I 
think we had better get at this matter in the easiest ible way. 

The SPEAKER. e language of the rule to which the Chair 
calls the attention of the gentleman from Tentessee is: 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the 
Biches tat e e 8 
be subject to that point. Š CAE 

It will be seen that it is only the amendments that will go to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the point of order I make is that such 
amendments carry the bill to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order would 
only carry the amendments. 

r. MCMILLIN. Well, I su: 
York in 


I have not the least objection to sending to 
e Whole every amendment which should go 
there; not the least. 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. SAYERS. I think it quite important that in the interest of 
good legislation these amendments should be considered separatel 
and carefully. While there may be items which are eee y 


tsome which may upon the first glance appear immaterial may 
1 5 very important; and, inasmuch as we have no committee to 
which they would go in the first instance, I think that sound and 
wise legislation requires that all the amendments should be con- 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman’s remark apply to amend- 
ments which are clearly corrections of merely verbal errors, such 
as the change of may” to shall,“ and so forth? 


Mr.SAYERS. Ineverysuchamendment, of course, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will readily concur. Isubmit that the gentleman 
will save time byallowing the House to consider the amendments 
in Committee of the Whole. I make this suggestion in the interest 
of 52775 saon 

. SHERMAN. It seems to me that the suggestion made by 
the Speaker is a very proper one—that the amendments be now 
read one by one, and those which are clearly mere correetions of 
verbal errors be concurred in. When we have gone through the 
amendments in that way, then those which have not been disposed 
of in that manner can go to the Committee of the Whole and be 
considered there. Is there any objection to that suggestion? 

Mr. BAILEY. As to the very first amendment, I apprehend 
that every gentleman could easily satisfy himself as to what ought 
to be done with that amendment, and action could be taken upon 
it as wellin the House as in committee, or as wellin the committee 
as in the House. But inasmuch as we must go into Committee 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering the most important 
amendments, I think it would clearly be a saving of time to go 
into Committee of the Whole at once and then dispose of all the 
amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. I move, then, that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of con- 
ee the amendments of the Senate to the In appropria- 

on bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. PAYNE in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wili report the amendments of 
the Senate. 

The amendments were read. 

Before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. BLAND, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and others addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the amendments are read in full, they 
will then be read separately for action by Committee of the Whole. 

The first reading having been concluded, the first amendment 
was read, as follows: 

On page 23 of the printed bill, after line 17, insert the following: 

“And the justices of the peace in and for the Territory of ‘Oklahoma shall 
not have jurisdiction of any actions in civil cases against members of the 
vente ‘oe Kansas tribes of Indians residing on their reservation in Oklahoma 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for members to 
determine the merits of these amendments as they are read, es- 
pecially so for a member who has not been upon a committee 
charged wtth the investigation of the subject-matter of the bill. 
Usually legislation in this House has been treated regularly. 
Bills have been referred under the rules to committees having in 
charge the subject-matter. This precaution has been practiced 
in order that members might inform themselves upon the subject. 
It is not possible for mem to understand the merits of these 
amendments to this bill; and it is upon that theory that in the or- 
ganization of this House it is provided that all matters of impor- 
tance such as these should be first referred for investigation toa 
committee e, the matter in charge, so that the House may be 
properly informed. But here we are proceeding outside of the 
rules, with no report, with no information concerning these mat- 
ters. Hence it was I rose to protest against this proceeding, and 
more especially to protest inst it because we were informed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALz ELI that all these 
bills would be put through in the same way. 

Now, 1 with my distinguished friend from Texas 
in the idea that legislation on the part of our friends on the other 
side would be in the main detrimental, I was not willing or anxious 
to drive them into general legislation. But when they bring bills 
here to be considered, that is another question. When we have 
legislation presented for our consideration, we have the right to 
have investigation by a committee, so that we may be informed as 
to these questions. Hence my protest. 

This House, Mr. Chairman, has a right to haye a committee 
investigate every bill presented to us for consideration. And we 
have a Committee on Appropriations. Whether this bill belongs 
to that committee or not, I will not say. Under the rules I sup- 
pose this bill would go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. But 
certainly the Committee on Appropriations, already Senet and 
organized, should investigate this subject, and it might have been 
referred to that committee. 

es SAYERS. oe ay to the a that the Committee 
on Appropriations not been appoin 

Mr. DALZELL, There is no such committee 


yet. 
Mr. BLAND. Then, Mr. Chairman, there is all the greater 
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for protesting against this proceeding. At the very begin- 
of this session we were called upon here to vote upon bills 
carrying probably $50,0000,000. 
Sev Members. Seventy-two million dollars, 
Mr. BLAND. Seventy-two millions of dollars. Members who 
flike myself did not serve in the last Congress knew nothing about 
the matters contained in these bills, and were compelled to vote 
against them, good, bad, and indifferent all together—the only wise 
course to pursue when a member called upon to vote is not in- 
formed as to the merits of a public measure. 
| Wehad a tariff bill brought in here and forced through this 
House before considering one-third of it. I protested against 
that, because when we undertake to consider questions, it is due 
this House and to every member of it that they shall be con- 
sidered properly and under the rules of the House. The Com- 
mittee on Rules have assumed the right and the power to deter- 
mine what we shall consider, when we shall consider it, and how 
we shall consider it. Every member of this House who has any 
„manhood in him ought to protest — the arbitrary action of 
that Committee on Rules and of the Speaker in refusing to appoint 
a committee to investigate these bills when they come up for con- 
‘sideration. For one, I intend to do it. 
We have no right, Mr. Chairman, to come here and submit 
tamely to the dictation of the Speaker of this House and of the 
‘Committee on Rules as to what we shall consider-and as to how 
we shall consider it. If we are to legislate at all, let us legislate 
properly; let us proceed regularly. I am not insisting that we 
* but I am insisting on the rights of the membership 
of this House; that the rules shall be observed when we undertake 
to pass bills, and | can not sit in my seat and see what I consider 
a great wrong ated upon the membership without protest- 
‘in inst it. Hence when the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
r. DALZELL] brings in anotherrule to take up some subject for 
consideration, similar to this, I shall continue to protest. Ido it 
jin no factions spirit. 
I am aware that my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], as I stated 
a moment ago, fävored this rule and voted for it. He is entitled 
to his N and I am entitled to mine. Up to this time I have 
+ a ized with his course, and will continue to do so if he will 
‘demand that when we do consider bills and enter upon legislation 
We shall do it regularly, and not by any usurpation of power on 
Í e pers of the Speaker and of the Committee on Rules. 

e know nothing abont this bill. It seems to haye been in- 
vestigated probably by a few gentlemen on thə Committee on 
‘Rules, and ny are to determine whether there is anything im- 
portant in a bill or not, whether this bill shall go through with- 
‘out being referred to a committee or not, and whether the next 
$i shall take the same course. We demand that they shall all 
be considered in conformity with the regular practice and the 
rules of this House. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in the first 
amendment of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 23, after line 21, insert: 

“And the of the peace in and for the Territory of Oklahoma shall 


mot have  duriediction of any actions in civil cases against members of the 
Osago ani Kansas tribes of Indians residing on their reservation in Oklahoma 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to nonconcur in that 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
Max] moves that the House nonconcur in the amendment which 
‘has just been reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that I believe in the general 
idea of that amendment; but my coll e on the committee, the 

tleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], has examined more fully 

to that question than 1 have, and he thinks that its phraseology 

might be somewhat changed, so as to cover the ground better 

than this amendment does. I will yield to my colleague from 

Kansas [Mr. Curtis] to make a further explanation, if anybody 
desires to hear it. 

Mr. SAYERS. We should like to have an explanation of this 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose in nonconcurring 
is simply to perfect the amendm: 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


‘the of the amendment. 
‘Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, I think it would be 


better not to delay the House with an explanation until after the 
‘amendment has been considered in conference. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Kansas, before he 

takes his seat, explain to the committee why this legislation should 

to concur in it, 

t is proposed to be 


one. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, this question was up 


be necessary? Because, if the committee pro 
the House ought to know something about w 


in the last Congress. For some time the citizens of Oklahoma 
have been bringing lawsuits against the members of the Osage 


tribe of Indians in the justices’ courts along the border. Under 
the laws of Oklahoma, they are levying on houses of said In- 
dians as personal ore. 

I cited a case when this question was up before where they sold 
one Indian’s house which cost him $1,200 to build for $80. They 
sold another house which cost $700 to build for $20, They bring 
their suits in Oklahoma and send their officers over to the reser- 
vations to serve thesummons. The Indians do not understand that 
a suit has been brought, and by the time they have gone to Paw- 
huska to have the summons interpreted to them and reached the 
justice court, judgment has been rendered by default, and it is a 
fact, as reported by the agent, that some days six summonses are 
served on these Indians. The citizens of Oklahoma are almost 
daily taking an undue advantage of these people in their jus- 
tices’ courts, and it is the only instance in the United States where 
the members of an Indian tribe who have not taken their allot- 
ments, and are under an agent, are permitted to be sued in a jus- 
tice’s court. We think that the jurisdiction of these justices of 
the peace should be taken away. 

In the 3 act the justice courts were not given jurisdiction 
over the Indians, but jurisdiction over the Indians residing on the 
reservation was confined to the United States court, as it should 
be; but for some reason, as I am informed, an act passed the leg- 
islature of Oklahoma, which was afterwards approved by Congress, 
giving the justices’ courts jurisdiction. They are simply mills in 
which the Osage and Kansas Indians have their property wrong- 
fully taken from them daily. The officers of the Indian Bureau 
and all of the Government officials think that jurisdiction should 
be taken from the justices’ courts, and the Committee on Indian 
Affairs heartily concur in that opinion. 

Isimply want it sent back to conference in order that the amend- 
ment may be perfected. The amendment, in my judgment, is 
perfectly 4 81 

The C MAN. The question is on the motion to non- 
concur. 

The motion to nonconcur was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21. lines 16 and 17, strike ont‘ $50,000” and insert “$22,418.25.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
concur in that amendment. I desire to say that the bill as the 
Senate has amended it is precisely as we agreed upon it in confer- 
ence in the last House, and there was some error in printing the 
bill, or in preparing the bill for printing for introduction in this 
House. The original bill was taken rather thun the bill as amended. 
As the Senate has amended it, the matter has all been agreed upon 
heretofore, and therefore I move to concur. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I call the gentleman’s attention 
to page 24, line 16. Ought not the words per capita” to be 


stricken out of line 16? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the tleman is correct about that. 
y that it would pay to each of 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
these Indians $22,400, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course we all understand what the intent 
was, but there might be some misunderstanding about it, and the 
only way to have that changed would be to send the matter to 
conference. I do not think any difficulty will arise from concur- 
a There is no question about what the intent was. 

r. SAYERS. Do I understand the gentleman in charge of 
8 bill to say that the words per capita” ought to be stricken 
out? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The intent as to what should be done with it 
is clearly understood. 

Mr. SAYERS. It occurs to me that if the words be stricken 
out, the whole amount will be paid to the body of the tribe and 
not distributed as contemplated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion I made is to concur, and that 
leaves it so it can be distributed as it was intended. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from New 
York that the provision could be made clearer by striking out the 
words per capita” after the words ‘‘Pawnee tribe of Indians in 
cash” and inserting after the amendment of the Senate the words 
„which shall be ibuted per capita.” That will show to 
whom it is to be distributed, and how the distribution is to be 


ent? 
That is all. It is not that we are opposed to | mad 


e. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is no question whatever about the 


intent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me say to any coll ə that the 
amendment which he suggests possibly would have this difficulty 
about it: While I think it is a proper amendment, it isnot really in 
issue. This is not a Senate amendment, but a part of the text of 
the bill as we have passed it, and the question is whether we can 
now amend it. In this connection, I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York if the bill, when it passed the House, provided for 
the payment of $50,000? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. It provided for the payment of $22,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Butas it 3 the House this session 
did it not provide for the payment of 850,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN . The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ow, then, Mr. Chairman, it only serves 
to emphasize the position we took in this House when this bill 

the House of Representatives at any early day this session— 
that we were ing these immense appropriation bills without due 
consideration and without debate, as gentlemen in this House will 
remember. The tleman now comes and confesses that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, over which he. presided at the last 
Congress with distinguished ability, comes to this House and tells 
the new members here that that bill is all right, and we must pass 
it in the shape it is in; and yet he comes here now and tells us that 
it had in it a sum of $50,000 for this purpose, when the bill, as he 
now states to-day, passed last Congress with only $22,418.25 in it 
for this purpose. 

Now, the-gentleman must confess, it seems to me, that we 
rushed these bills through at an earlier day this session without 
proper consideration, without proper debate; and it will always 

so, Mr. Chairman, when we depart from the rules, because the 
rules represent or should represent. the embodiment of wisdom. 
We have endeavored to frame a code of rules by which measures 
can be best considered in Congress. We depart from them, come 
here and present bills like this one, carrying millions of dollars, 
pass them as we did without any consideration and with only 
about forty minutes’ debate, if I remember correctly. This is 
only one of the confessions which I presume we will hear made, 
an ibly in respect to numbers of other cases of mistake, in- 
advertence, and errors made in hurrying these measures through 
9 appropriations of $72,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for one question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman can have the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I simply want to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the gentleman undertake to 
say that in the consideration of this bill when it passed the House 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress it was passed after forty minutes’ 
consideration? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. The bill as it passed the House 
at this session was for 850,000. It passed the House without con- 
sideration, and the Senate struck out 880, 000 and inserted $22,418.25. 
I say that the other day as the House passed it it provided for 
850.000. That is what I am complaining of. : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand the gentleman now, 
and the gentleman is entirely mistaken. The item we in 
this House was the result of a conference in the last Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the bill—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I your pardon. It was put 
on in the Senate, and was one of the items agreed to in the House 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Les, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam sure the gentleman does not 
wish to misstate 97 2 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not misstated anything. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But you did state that the bill 
passed after forty minutes’ consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In this House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is true, but it had received 
full consideration by the House in the last Congress. The amount 
was fixed at 822,000, and then, after thorough consideration in con- 
ference, that was agreed to, and the bill was passed as agreed upon 
in the last House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But this item was then fixed at $22,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But it was agreed upon in confer- 
ence at $50,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No. The gentleman is mistaken when 
he says that the conference committee agreed to it at $350,000. In 
the Fifty-fourth Congress this item was agreed to at $22,000, and 
the bill passed with that sum in it and went to the President of 
the United States, who failed to approve it. An appropriation of 
$22,000 was the deliberate judgment of the last Congress, and it 
seems to be the Aa now of the Senate, and, as I understand, 
it is also the judgment of the gentleman who was chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in the last Congress [Mr. SHERMAN] 
that it should be $22,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then the errorisevidently a mere 
inadvertence, and can be easily corrected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatis what I am calling attention to, 
the inadvertences into which you have fallen in consequence of 
the hurried way in which you have rushed these bills through, and 
I am glad that the gentleman from Pennsylvania agrees with me. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the gentleman claim that we 


have not full time to consider this now? e can correct the error 
now. . 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to emphasize what the 

ntleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] says, though not 

or the same purpose. The gentleman evidently intends to com- 
plain of the proceeding which has occurred here to-day, and yet, if 
there be any force in what he says, it vindicates the course I have 
taken to-day, because he and I and all the balance of us denounced 
the Republicans, as we had a right to do, for passing this bill of 
nearly a hundred pages upon a debate of forty minutes. By pur- 
suing a different policy to-day I have succeeded in obtaining 
almost unlimited time to debate these sixteen amendments. 

In other words, by the course which I have adopted 1 have 
secured for gentlemen on this side of the House more time for the 
discussion of sixteen amendments than we were able to obtain on 
the other plan for the discussion of the entire bill of nearly a hun- 
dred pages, although of these sixteen amendments nearly half 
are merely verbal, about which no gentleman on the floor would 
have a controversy. : 

I understood that gentlemen on this side wanted time to debate 
this bill, and I believe they ought to have it. I am one of those 
who believe that the House has long been driving in the wron 
direction in its undue abridgment of debate. I believe that 15 
would be better to err, if we err at all, in the direction of too much 
debate, as the Senate is sometimes unjustly pharaon with doing, 
than to err, as the House has repeatedly and undoubtedly done, 
in the direction of unduly abridging debate. 

But we ought to be fair at least with each other; and if by the 
course we have pursned-to-day we can get an opportunity to point 
out all the mistakes gentlemen on the other side have made, and 
to call upon them before the country to correct those mistakes, I 
believe that is far wiser than to provoke them into denying us the 
opportunity of debate-simply for the purpose of denouncing them. 

e will have enough to denounce them for. * 

Mr. S Mr. Chairman, I think none of us except my 
valued friend from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarDson] can claim to be 
absolutely infallible. We are all liable to make mistakes, and it is 

uite apparent that a mistake has been made in this instance. 
e facts are these: When the bill passed the House in the last 
Congress, it contained no provision on this subject. The Senate 
pui on an amendment providing for a payment of $50,090. Incon- 
erence that was cut down to $22,000, and the conference report 
was adopted. By some mischance, I do not know what, the item 
now appears in the bill at $50,000. i 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman think that that mis- 
take would have been avoided if we had had the committees ap- 
pointed and the-bill had been scrutinized by the appropriate com- 
mittee and reported to the House and deliberately considered here? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonot. Just as many inistakes are made 
after six months’ work upon a proposition as are.made after six 
minutes’ work. You are never abselutely sure of having every- 
thing correct. Mistakes are made when more time is taken just 
as they are made when less time is taken, and it must be remem- 
bered that the Senate had to consider the bill whether it passed 
the House in forty minutes or in forty days. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems there is no dif- 
ference between us upon this question. The gentleman from New 
York confesses what I have stated—that is, that three weeks ago 
we passed this bill through the House in a hurried manner, with- 
out due debate, deliberation, or consideration, and so permitted 
this gross error to creep into the bill. The Senate has corrected it 
and made it conform to what was agreed to in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, as the bill went to the President. 

What I stated, and what I now state, is that but for the hurry 
incident to the passage of the bill at an early day in the session 
this error would probably have been detected and corrected. That 
is what I said, and that is what I rose to say. My distinguished 
friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] seems to think that I rose for 
some other purpose, but in that he is mistaken. I rose simply to 
emphasize the fact that we have now detected an error which we 
did not detect when the bill passed the House hurriedly earlier in 
this session, an error which occurred in consequence of the way 
in which the bill passed the House. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I think the new 
members on this floor will Se ae that the gentleman from New 
York made the remarks which he has just made upon this bill. 
We have been sitting here listening to speeches intended to con- 
vince us that those now serving their first term as members of this 
body should cheerfully and unhesitatingly cast their vote in favor 
of the passage of appropriation bills enacted by the last Congress. 
We are asked to do this without inquiry. It is said the bills were 
passed by a former Congress; that committees once in existence, 


1897. 
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but now defunct, did this or that; that conference committees 
have made all necessary inquiries, and that we have nothing to 
do but vote for bills carrying appropriations of about $60,000,000. 

A mistake of about $30,000 is discovered, and when it is charged 
that this mistake was the result of haste and was not detected 
earlier because no authorized committee had dealt with the sub- 
ject and investigated the bill before it came up for parar: the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SHerMAn] tells us that with six 
months’ investigation this mistake would have been likely to have 
remained undiscovered—that six months’ scrutiny of appropria- 
tion bills by the committee is no more likely to result in correcting 
such mistakes than inquiry lasting only six minutes. Mr. Chair- 
man, thisastonishing announeement is not calculated to inspire in 
the breast of the new member that perfect confidence which would 
lead him to abdicate the right to represent his constituents on this 
floor and to investigate this and all other legislation on his own 
account. If it be true that six months’ work and six minutes’ work 
by the committees of this House are of equal value, assured] 
there is slim foundation for the contention that because the pend- 
ing appropriation bills were considered by the committees of the 
last Congress and passed almost without debate we should register 
approval by ing them again. 

king for myself alone, I desire to say I am not willing to 
accept the reports of the committees of the last Congress, or the 
action of that Congress, or of its conference committees, as infal- 
lible. I call attention to the fact that in this bill, in the methods 
of its consideration, and the disclosure of a single mistake, involv- 
ing the misappropriation of $30,000, we have evidence that the 
departure from the rules of the House with respect to its organi- 
zation and in the methods of transacting business involves neces- 
sarily an endangerment of the public interests. I do not believe 
that any bill ought to be considered in this Chamber until it has 
been passed upon by the appropiate committee. As one member, 
I protest against being compelled to vote upon legislation ground 
out in this crude fashion by gentlemen who, we are told, are as 
liable to commit errors after months of consideration as they would 
be were they to take the bill and throw it at us as prepared by a 
committee clerk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE) a few moments ago laid stress 
upon the statement that there had been given an opportunity for 
the consideration of these appropriation bills; that no bill had 
been rushed through without consideration in the last Congress 
or in this. I desire to call his attention and the attention of the 
House to the fact that he is in error on that point. 

I hold in my hand the sundry civil appropriation bill of 139 
pages; and it will be remembered that it was passed during the 
closing days of the last Congress under a suspension of the rules, 
with the right of debate restricted, I believe, to twenty minutes 
on aside—certainly without any right to offeramendments. Then 
the same bill was brought into this Congress and the proposition 
made to put it 3 in the same way, without the examination 
of the committee —a bill carrying more than $50,000,000 of appro- 
1 largest of the bills providing for the expenses of the 

vernment. And it was passed without being referred to a com- 
mittee, without being considered in Committee of the Whole, and 
without due debate or opportunity to amend. 

Sir, I said in the beginning of this contest, when it was 8 
to run this House without organizing it, that we were called upon 
to pass appropriation bills without the appointment and employ- 
ment of committees and without any committee recommendation 
that might enlighten us as to the merits of legislation proposed. 
We have had this morning a little illustration of the mistakes 
that may creep in when such methods are pursued. 

How many such mistakes there are in these various bills nobody 
can tell. As to eighteen items, we have the opportunity to point 
out the mistakes, but the other provisions are a closed book to us. 
No e Was ever given for amendment in the House. 
And when the bill comes back from the Senate we can only con- 
sider those points affected by the amendments of that body. All 
the balance is closed to us. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is a good thing for one session to leg- 
islate without committees, why is it not a good thing for all ses- 
sions, especially when we make appropriations of more than 
$70,000,000 in this way? There can be no excuse for such a proceed- 
ing. We have time to spare, time that might be appropriated to 
enabling members to familiarize themselves with the items of 
these bills, 

Yet they were rushed through here carelessly, heedlessly, reck- 
lessly, without opportunity to amend and without sufficient time 
for discussion. Against all . of that kind I raised my 
protest when that method of consideration was first proposed by 
the specialrule. I believed then that I was right, and each sub- 
sequent day’s proceedings has morefully justified thatcontention, 
has more conclusively shown that there is no excuse for this kind 
of legislation. 8 


If the committees were appointed, we could go forward and 
refer these bills in the ordinary way, have the investigation and 
recommendation of the committees upon them, and legislate in- 
telligently. As it is, we are at sea. Nobody knows enough about 
these bills to legislate intelligently upon them. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to emphasize the fact 
that we of the Populist party have been a unit in protesting against 
the unorganized methods of this House in proceeding to dispose of 
the property and-the money not only of the people of the United 
States, but of the Indians as well. I want to call the attention of 
the members of this House to the fact that the peopleof the United 
State3 are fast losing confidence in the ability of their representa- 
tives in Con s. In former years they have been inclined to 
criticise the Senate, while placing their confidence in the House, 
because each two years they have a chance to recall their Repre- 
sentatives, and therefore they have felt that they could safely dele- 
gate their power to the Lower House; but, Mr. Chairman, we find 
that while certain powers.have been delegated to us, we come here 
and undertake to use our delegated powers in a chaotic manner, 
without committees and without organization. 

We of the Populist party have been standing here insisting, 
this House having adopted rules by which it can conduct its 
business, that those rules shall at least be enforced b ig Sakae 
the regular committees to carefully consider all work. Here are 
. to legislate millions of the people's money away, and 

say, let us proceed according to these rules. I want to say to 
you that our constituencies will soon demand the referendum. If 
you show such inability and such reckless methods, they will call 
down their representatives and say, We will take back into our 
own hands the power which we delegated to our unworthy and 
incompetent representatives.” I believe that we shall have to 
come to the referendum, by which, after our conference commit- 
tees and Congress have acted, the people will call back all meas- 
ures to themselves and veto or adopt. our actions as they please. 

The referendum is what is coming as the result of this incon- 
siderate action. The sooner it comes the better for the country. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask a question 
for information. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs pir: SHERMAN] how many members there are 
in this Pawnee tribe? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Between four and five hundred. 

Mr. FLEMING. Iseethatthe bill gives them $22,000 per capita. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the effect of the provision. 

Mr. FLEMING. The language of the bill gives them $22,000 
per capita, and it seems to me that that is a very large sum of 
money. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the trust fund hold out? 

Mr. FLEMING. The trust fund may not be sufficient to pay 
them that amount. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING] 
disagrees with his 7 677 855 [Mr. SAYERS] as to the construction 
of the wording of the bill. 

Mr. FLEMING. I think not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It means that the sum of $22,418 is to be 
divided between the Indians of that tribe. There is no question 
but that that was the intention. 

Mr. FLEMING. It does not say so. It reads as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and di- 


rected to pay to tho Pawnee tribe of Indians in cash, per capita, the sum of 
22,418.25 out of their trust land money on deposit in the United States 
ury, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to my friend that he need not be 
apprehensive about the matter. This is not an appropriation, 
anyway. It simply permits these Indians, to draw a certai 
amount of their fund, and their fund would be exhausted long 
before any such construction as the gentleman places on this pro- 
vision could be carried out. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, it does not strike me that 
the explanation of the committee ought to be taken as satisfactory 
in this House, [Applause on the Democraticside.] Thelanguage 
of this bill very clearly gives to each one of these Indians $22,400. 
Now, the gentleman says we may take it for granted that the ad- 
ministrative officers of the Government will not put that con- 
struction on it; but the question is, Can that construction fairly 
be put upon it? If it can, we can readily fix it here so that that 
construction can not be put upon it. The purpose of the commit- 
tee, of course, is that there shall be distributed per capita to this 
tribe of Indians this gross amount of money; but why not use the 
English language plainly and say so? 

Mr. RIC RDSON. I do not like to interrupt my friend, but 
I should like my friend to tell us how we can remedy it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. By refusing to concur in this amendment, 
sending it to conference, and then correcting the language of the 
entire proviso. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman will understand that 
the conferees have jurisdiction only over matters upon which 


. Bage of this act, es 
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there is a disagreement between the two Houses. Now, both 


Houses have already agreed to this per capita payment. I call 
the gentleman’s attention to that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The committee of conference clearly have 
charge of the entire proviso. ` 

Mr. RICHARDSON, No, they can not touch any of the 
text that has been agreed to by both Houses. The gentleman will 
find that to be the rule. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Let me say that the subject-matter of the 
conference is clearly that whole proviso and the amount of money 
to be paid out under it— ` 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay tothe Pawnee tribe of Indians in cash, per capita, the sum of 

So much money, out of their trust fund. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; only the amount is in controversy. 
There is no other language in that proviso in controversy. It is 
simply the amount, as every gentleman will tell you who is at all 
familiar with the rule. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Very well. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman has given a construction to 
the rule which certainly has not been borne out by the practice of 
the House. The whole controversy is as to how the distribution 
=i to ha mado: and if the House desires to change the phraseology, 
it may do so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman has recognized the amount 
of money under that proviso that shall be paid out per capita to 
these Indians. Now, there is no House nor Senate that would 
agree to put such a construction upon the rule as to say that we 
meant to provide or to give that amount per capita, when neither 
Senate nor House intended any such thing. It seems to me that 
the way to do would be to nonconcur. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isuggest to the gentleman from New York 
to agree with an amendment striking out the words“ per capita” 
in the sixteenth line and inserting after the word “twenty-five” 
the words ‘‘to be distributed por o ita.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, Mr. i „I desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Maine, and I know he is a good 
parliamentarian, to the fact that he is by his s amend- 
ment amending the text, which is not in controversy, and the 
rules of this House provide what shall be amended by a commit- 
tee of conference. 

Mx. DINGLEY. I will submit the question to the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that the gentleman sub- 
mits it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We are not tied down by any such construc- 
tion as that. Weare in dispute as to what is intended by it, and 
I take it we can amend it in such a way as to meet what our in- 
tentions are. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say a word in reply to my friend 
from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], and that is that this amendment 
was pre y the Secretary of the Interior, and is in the billin 
the precise language in which he prepared it and submitted it to 
Congress; and therefore I think there can be no controversy as to 
his construction, nor can there be any doubt, if it is amended in 
the way su ted by the gentleman from Maine if it goes to con- 
ference; and, therefore, that there may be no misunderstanding in 
reference to the words, I withdraw my former motion to concur 
and move to nonconcur, so that this matter may go into confer- 
ence for the purpose of changing only the wording, and not the 
amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the motion to concur 
will be considered as withdrawn and the question taken on the 
motion to nonconcur, 

The question was taken; and the motion to nonconcur was 


to. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


D the Soccatary of the interior shall, within sixty days after the pas- 

* re 0 e or S n six e 
tablish and thereafter maintain at the city of Omaha, in 

lies, from which distribu- 


the State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian sw 
est and Northwest as the 


tions shall be made to such Indian tribes of the 
Secretary of the Interior may direct.” 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move to nonconcur in that amendment. 
Mr. MERCER. I offer as an amendment that the House concur 
in this amendment, and 
Mr. SAYERS. Before that motion is put, I wish to ask the 
88 from New York a question touching this amendment. 
upposing this amendment should be adopted, would it necessi- 
tate the removal of the warehouse from Chicago? 
Mr. MERCER. No, sir. 
Mr. SAYERS. Inamoment. And would the 5 
Interior have authority to establish another warehouse at ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Why, of course he would have authority to 
establish another warehouse. That is my understanding of what 
the amendment means. Of course if would cost a lot of money, 
and we have not made any appropriation for it. 5 
eei SAYERS. How much does the gentleman think it would 
cos 


Mr. SHERMAN, I have no idea; perhaps $25,000 or $30,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. SAYERS. For what purpose would the cost be $25,000 per 
annum? Would it be for the establishment of the warehouse? 

Mr. SHERMAN, For rent of buildings and pay of employees, 
and to continue it. 

Mr. MERCER. I will state to the gentleman from New York 
5 we will give the rent of a good building for nothing to begin 
with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No building can be erected there for nothing, 
so far as I am aware, at the present time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman propose to agree with the 
understanding that under the amendment they are to give the 
Government a building? 


[Mr. MERCER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I might be very glad to accede to 
the request of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] and 
vote for his proposition if the Treasury of the United States was 
overflowing with revenue. But to-day the Treasury is, unfortu- 
nately, in a very poor financial condition, and it is not wise for us 
and especially for our side of the Chamber, which has placed itself 
upon record as in favor of economical administration of Govern- 
ment, to establish additional Indian warehouses all over the West- 
ern portion of this country. We now have an Indian warehouse 
at Chicago, and oping has been said here by the @istinguished 
gentleman from Nebraska to prove the contention that the Chicago 
2 ouse does not to-day provide sufficiently for the needs of the 

ndians. 

I desire to state in this connection that 90 per cent of all the 
supplies bought for the Indians are bought in the Chicago markets. 
It is, as the gentleman says, a well-recognized axiom that when 
the base of supplies is nearer the consumer the price will necessa- 
rily be cheaper. Now, I would ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
whether it is not a fact that most of the Omaha merchants obtain 
their goods from Chicago; and if the supplies for the Government 
were bought hya warehouse commissioner, for instance, in Omaha, 
is it not probable that those supplies would be bought in Chicago 
at the prices of the Chicago mar. e profit of the 
middleman added? 

Mr. MERCER, I will say to the gentleman that Omaha and 
Nebraska are daily nrin ia Chicago thousands and thousands 
of pounds of beef, and bushels and bushels of all kinds of grain. 

Mr. FOSS. That may be all very true. But there are many 
other things purchased for the Indians. Chicago is recognized not 
only as the center of the t Western markets, but also nearer 
to the Eastern markets than Omaha and other Western cities, 
where we can get other goods, such as shoes, boots, manufactured 
goods, and a great many of the manufacturing implements used 

y the Indians. 

I want to say also that Chicago is not only the great market of 
the West, but is the railroad center of that section, and for that 
reason transportation rates from Chicago to points throughout the 
Western country are cheaper than they would be from any other 
Western point. Besides, Chic: is the greatest distributing 
point in the Western country. Hence, supplies are more conven- 
iently sent from that city to different portions of the Western 
country, where they are used by the different Indian agencies. 

In this connection, I wish to read some remarks made by Mr. 
CARTER, Senator from Montana, in discussing this question in the 
Senate the other day: 

The fact is that the city of Omaha is 500 miles west of Chicago: the city of 
St. Paulis about an equal distance northwest of Chicago; and the 


esent 
source of supply, or storehouse for the Indian tribes, is located at chicago. 
The fact can not be controverted that the major Prince of the Indians to 


, with perhaps 


supplied from this storehouse are now reached lines of road exten 
through the city of St. Paul, to the northwest of Chicago. If the city o 
Omaha shall by this amendment be designated as the place for the general 
ecessary, aS a transportation 3 to Trat ship 
thence west over the main line to the Indian tribesfor 
which the goods are intended. 

3 the hammer fell.] i 

. MERCER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Foss] wiil 
permit me to say that the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER 
declared himself in favor of this amendment with a few sligh 
changes; and those changes were incorporated in the amendment. 

Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. Chairman, it is a fact that Nebraska 
came nobly to the assistance of Chicago in connection with the 
World’s Fair, and we are grateful to her for it; but I say to my 
friend from Nebraska, it is also a fact that when he fought here 
for days and days for an exposition in the city of Omaha, no men 
Ts more loyal to his cause than the seven Representatives from 

icago. 

Now, we have a warehouse in Chicago. It meets every demand 
of the Government. If a warehouse should be established in 
Omaha, it would mean simply the incurring of additional and en- 
tirely unnecessary expense. It is an undisputed fact that the 
larger portion of these supplies are purchased in Chicago, and if 
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the warehouse should be established at Omaha those supplies would 
have to be shipped from Chicago, so that it would in many cases 
be more expensive to send them from Omaha to the tribes of the 
West than it would be from Chicago, because the supplies would 
be purchased in Chicago and afterwards it would be necessary to 
break bulk and place them in the warehouse at Omaha. i 

Chicago is a great center of the railroad systems. Everything 
necessary has been provided there. I can see no necessity for this 
additional warehouse. We are with Omaha in all things where 
necessity justifies it, but Chicago is taking care of this business 
at present properly and wisely. If this amendment should be 
adopted, there must be placed upon some other bill in the Senate 
a provision for the expenditure of thousands of dollars a year in 

dition to present expenses. I submit that the Treasury is not 
now in a condition to bear this additional expense. AS 

Mr. MAGUIRE. What is the annual expense of maintaining 
the depot of Indian supplies at Chicago? 

Mr. BELKNAP. I state frankly that I can not answer that 

uestion with any accuracy; but whatever the expense, the trans- 

fer of the business to Omaha will certainly be an increase of ex- 
pense which, it seems to me, is entirely unnecessary. 

ere the hammer fell. 

. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the argument made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Foss] seems clearly to point out the way 
to settle this whole difficulty. Attention en called to the 
fact that Omaha is too far south; that shipments must be EDEN 
erally sent to a point farther north, and it is conceded by all that 
these goods should be stored as far west as may be convenient. 
Chicago at one time was upon the frontier, but it has now out- 

wn the Indian warehouse days of its early existence. Its fort 
is no longer occupied by troops. It is no longer an Indian fron- 
tier town. Itis no longer Fort Dearborn. 
It has been stated that there was a combination between Chicago 
and Omaha by which Omaha sustained Chicago in her demand 
for the World’s Fair, and Chicago, on the other hand, has hel 


Omaha in the effort to secure an exposition there. It seems that 


these two cities have carefully taken care of each other in the past. 
Now, if as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois a point far- 
ther north is needed, the question is very simple and easy of solu- 
tion. Sioux City supplies all these advantages. It is on the line 
of the center of most of the Indian reservations. 

It is unsurpassed in the Northwest for its railroad facilities, It 
is in the very center of the zegion eat furnishes the pork, the 
barley, and the beef that have the subjéct of purchase for 
Indian supplies. So that there is nothing which can be said in 
favor of any other point that does not soio Sioux City. 

Besides, it has water transportation by the Missouri River and 
beyond, clear to Fort Benton. I suggest to my 8 
DOLLIVER], who raised the question as to the propriety of select - 
ing Sioux City, that he offer an amendment to that effect. 

r. DOLLIVER. I move to concur in the amendment of the 
Senate with the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment of the Senate by striking out Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska.“ and inserting Sioux City, in the State of Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment be- 
cause it must be evident to everybody that this controversy be- 
tween Chicago and Omaha will require adjustment by some form 
of compromise, and I suggest this as a very proper way to dispose 
of the Map ead hter.] 

Mr. SHER. The best way out of the difficulty is to dis- 
pense with the warehouse altogether. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the discus- 

sion on this amendment with considerable interest. I have no- 
ticed that the ar ents offered are to the effect that the distribut- 
ing point to the Indians should be the place forthe establishment 
of an Indian warehouse. Iconcur in t reasoni I believe it 
is sound. But I can not see the propriety of establishing a ware- 
house at the city of Omaha, when there is a point 550 miles west 
of that—the city of Denver—which is the natural distributing 
point for all that Western country. 
Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senate, and in et of the claims of Denver in this con- 
nection I wish to state that Denver is a city of 150,000 people; it 
has large wholesale houses; it has thirteen railroads centering 
there, with six railroads extending through the Rocky Mountains 
and reaching almost all the tribes of indian s that are to receive 
supplies from the Government. There is one feature in connection 
with Denver which gives it an advantage over any other city for 
such a purpose; that is, we have a railway running directly from 
the city of Denver to the Gulf of Mexico, and by means of ocean 
transportation we get freights from New York at very low rates. 
Thus supplies from New York can be delivered in Denver more 
cheaply than to the city of Omaha. 

Mr. MERCER. I thought it was the gentleman’s contention 
fet they had such expensive railroads out in Colorado, [Laugh- 


1 Mr. SHAFROTH. No, sir; the gentleman is mistaken. We 
ave not. 

Mr. HILL. I was informed by a distinguished 
represented the State of Massachusetts in the last 
was a very large shipper, that he had found in his own business 


tleman who 
ouse, and who 


experience that it was far cheaper to make shipments to San Fran- 
cisco than to Denyer. This fact would go to show that this In- 
dian. warehouse ought to be still farther west. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will concede that the transportation rates 
between rang, 22 and Denver are high; but the rates between 
New York and Denver by the Gulf are low. 

Mr. The point I wish to make is this: The gentleman 
to whom I have referred—a distinguished Representative of Massa- 
chusetts in the last House—stated that he could make shipments 
from Massachusetts to San Francisco at far lower rates than he 
could from Massachusetts to Denver. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, I do not believe examination would 
show that to be the fact. 

But there can be no doubt that since this road has been operat- 
ing from Denver to the Gulf, and getting the advantages of the 
cheap ocean transportation, it makes Denyer most available as a 
point for distribution of supplies. 

Now, I want to say that,so far as proximity to the Indians is 
concerned, Denver is far closer than any other point that has been 
mentioned. The Southern Ute Indians, the Uintah Indians, the 
Uncomp: Indians, all the Indians in Arizona, New Mexico, 
Utah, and Wyoming are within almost a stone’s throw of the city 
of Denver. It seems to me that when you take into consideration 
the fact that we can get freight to the city of Denver cheaply by 
ocean 8 ion as far as the Gulf and thence by rail, ver 
a vantages which neither Sioux City, Chicago, nor 


possess. 

As to the distribution of these supplies, there can be no doubt 
that proximity is an im t feature, and there can be no doubt 
that when you have a city of the importance of Denver, with the 
number of wholesale houses there, with the cheap cereals which 
are grown in that Western country, its advantages are unsur- 
passed. I willsay to the gentleman that wheat sells at a lower 

rice in the city of Denver than it does even in the city of Omaha. 
y tay Le ship to the Chicago market or around to New York 
y B 

Mr. MERCER. Why do you not ship your wheat by the Gulf 
and the ocean? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. We do, to some extent. It seems to me, in 
addition to that, when you consider the fact that we are located 
almost in the center of these Indian tribes, when we can furnish 
many supplies raised in the immediate vicinity, and furnish others 


that have to come from larger cities at a cheap rate, it seems to 


me that Denver is the very place for this warehouse. ore I 
wish to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

. SHER . Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that 
there is one amendment to the amendment already. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HEPBURN). The Chair is of the opinion 
that the amendment of the Senate must be treated as a part of the 
text of the bill and that a second amendment would admis- 
sible under the rules and practice of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But J understand that a second amendment 
has been already introduced. I think this is the third. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] was the 
first proposition to concur with an amendment, and to that an 
amendment is offered by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
1 
: es S RMAN, Iwas laboring under a misapprehension as 

0 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH]. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the words Omaha, in the State of Nebraska,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: Denver, in the State of Colorado. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT, Mr, Chairman, now I offer a substitute, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. ‘ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out Omaha and insert St. Louis.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BaRTHOLDT]. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. irman, the friendship existing 


between Chi and St. Louis is proverbial. [Laughter.] The 

love of the St. Louis people for the people of Chi is equaled 

ony by the love of our ocratic friends who are following the 
ea 


ership of the gentleman from Texas pir: BAILEY], on the one 
hand, and of those who are following the leađership of my col- 
league [Mr. BLAND}, on the other. Because of that friendship and 
love I, asa representative of a portion of the city of St. Louis, 
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would 
rather t to see it removed farther west to a smaller town. 

Mr. MERCER. This does not provide for its removal. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It will result in that. I will say to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER] that when this question 
was up for consideration in the Fifty-third Congress, and I stood 
here advocating the claims of St. Louis, I was told that a great 
deal depended upon the personality of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. That Commissioner, up to a few days ago, was a gentle- 
man from Illinois. The new Commissioner of Indian Affairs is a 
gentleman from Wisconsin, and I have no doubt that if his wishes 
were consulted in this matter he would prefer to have the supply 
depot removed to Milwaukee. [Laughter.] 

. MERCER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BaRTHOLDT] that that could not be, because in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress we passed a law preventing the sale of liquor 
to Indians. We do not poom beer for Indians. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Iam glad you do not. If that were an 
article of supply for the Indians, Omaha would certainly be out of 
consideration. Lactate i 

Mr. MERCER. But St. Louis surely would not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now, Mr. Chairman, s ing seriously, 
I was going to say that, no matter where this supply depot is 
located, a large portion of the supplies for the Western, North- 
western, and Southwestern Indians will have to be bought in the 
city of St. Louis, St. Louis is the great market for the staples of 
the South, for cotton, for horses, for mules, for tobacco; and for 
that reason, wherever that depot is located, you will have to come 
to my city to purchase your supplies. You can purchase them 
more cheaply in St. Louis than anywhere else in the United States. 

For that reason, and for the further reason that St. Louis has 
better railroad connections with both the Southwestern and North- 
western Indians than any other city that has been mentioned, I 
am in favor of having this supply depot removed to the city of 


refer to see the Indian supply depot remain at Chicago 


St. Louis. So far as that is concerned, I believe there are Indians 
in the city of St. Louis, although none of them voted at the last 
election, I am sure, for the reason that that election resulted in a 


glorions Republican victory. 

For the reasons stated, I move that the amendment offered by 
myself be adopted. 

Mr. HILL. One of the strongest arguments adduced in favor 
of these various places is that they are respectively located nearer 
the center of barbarism than the other places named. [Laughter. 
1 had supposed that Denver, Omaha, and Sioux City had advan 
from that stage long ago, and were now centers of culture and 
intelligence. _ Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. RC. I desire to say to the gentleman we have a large 
contingent of citizens from the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL, I understand; and that is one of the safest elements 

ou have in Nebraska. I had sup that those cities were cen- 
Tete of culture and intelligence. Since the result in November in 
the vicinities to which the gentleman refers 

Mr. MERCER. What do you think about the returns the other 


day? 

Ar. HILL. IL see, however, that the city of Chicago presents a 
far stronger claim than any other city named, in view of the re- 
sults of the municipal elections a few days ago. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, no! Chicago went Democratic and 
St. Louis went Republican! 

Mr. HILL. I understand that. That city has lapsed toward 
barbarism, and proven its claim, [Laughter.] I shall therefore 
vote for Chicago as against the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Colorado, : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Colorado, substituting the word“ Denver.“ 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 


nodes seemed to have it. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 46. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
5 offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BAR- 
THOLDT]. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the motion 
to concur with the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. . 

The question was taken; and the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MERCER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the question recurs upon 
the motion made by myself, to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Nebraska, that the House concur in the 
amendment proposed by the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 


Ten thousand do 


Mr. MERCER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 56. 

So the motion to concur was not agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the question now comes on 
my moron to nonconcur. 

. SAYERS. The committee has nonconcurred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is equivalent to nonconcurrence. 

The CHAIRMAN, An equivalent to that has been voted. The 
Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 40, line 14, strike out the word! Carlos's and insert “ Charlot’s;" so 
as to read Charlot's band of Flatheads, Montana,” etc. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the committee recommend non= 
concurrence in re to this Senate amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. May I ask the chairman of the committee why 
he makes that motion? This seems to be merely a change of name. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisallitappears to be; and whyit should 
be changed I do not know. I will say to the gentleman that this 
band has always been known as the Carlos band. I think ever 
since I have had anything to do with the Indian appropriation bill 
it has been the Carlos band. Why the name should be changed 
I do not know. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, then, it is proper to nonconcur, of course, 

The question was taken; and the motion to nonconcur was 


agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
rr Lenting the Dii Indians of California pon lands 1 
0 or locating the Digger i ‘ornia u recently pur- 
for them, and for their subsistence and civilization, and the pid — 
of fa implements, seeds, and other articles, inclu the pay of a 
practical er, $3,900.” 


Mr, SHERMAN, I move that the committee nonconcur in 
that amendment. 

Mr. DE VRIES. Mr. Chairman, I move, as a substitute, that 
the committee concur in the Senate amendment. There is no 
reason of which I am aware that supports the general bill which 
does not come to the ria 1 8 of this particular amendment. This 
tribe of Indians, located chiefly in California, are more in need of 
55 care than any other tribe of Indians in existence. 

hey are naturally dependent and correspondingly susceptible 
of improvement. A duty devolves upon the Government in re- 

t to such charges, and here is the place for its exercise, where 
the charge mostly needs education and the supervision and care 
of a superior mind. Humanity dictates that this should be the 
point of commencement rather than of hesitation in such matters. 

Congress has already 1 the sum of $20,000 for the 
purpose of aiding these Indians. This was done in 1893 and 1894. 
of that money has been expended for the 
purchase of a reservation of 330 acres of lands located in the 
county of Amador, in the State of California. The other $10,000 
of the . has been used, excepting the sum of $1,400 
thereof, for the purchase of agricultural implements, the removal 
of this class of Indians to this reservation, the construction of 
buildings thereon, and general disbursements in harmony with 
the objects of this Appropriation, As I understand the proposition, 
at the present time there is no one upon the reseryation or other- 
where in charge of the same, or those who have been placed on 
the reservation, and it is deemed to be for their benefit that some 
practical farmer be employed and placed upon the reservation. 
who shall have in charge their practical education in the lines of 
husbandry. 

I will say to the committee, Mr. Chairman, that this amend- 
ment has the recommendation of the Acting Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I understood the gentleman to say 
that ee te acres of land had been purchased. 

Mr. DE VRIES. Three hundred and thirty, I think. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you need a farmer at $75 a month 
to teach them to farm 300 acres of land? 

Mr. DE VRIES. Certainly, if we can collect upon that land a 
sufficient number of Indians, as I think we undoubtedly can, 
fronr the number in this tribe in California. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It would be pretty expensive farm- 
ìng, would it not? 

r. DE VRIES. Not necessarily so. Moreover, the object in 
view is not so much the profit or the expense of the farming as it is 
the education of the Indians, that being the primary object of this 
bill. Now, a school might be established on 330 acres of land, 
wherein could be educated avery large number of persons. I under- 
stand that the total number of Indians in California is some 15,000, 
and a large proportion of those are Digger Indians; and itis evident 
that a school might be established upon 330 acres of land which 
would be large enough wherein to educate a considerable percent- 
age of these. The greatest of educational institutions, whether 


that be an education in the sciences or an inculcation of a knowl- 
edge of the more practical vocations, as farming, are conducted 
upon less territory. 
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Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. But there is no provision in the bill 
for the establishment of a school. 

Mr. DE VRIES. There was in the original bill providing for 
the establishment of this reservation, and such is within the pur- 
view of this amendment which in terms e this mone 
for the civilization“ of these wards. Nothing promotes civili- 
zation as much as a school, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. But I understand that all of that ap- 
propriation has been expended excepting some $1,409. 

Mr. DE VRIES. That may be true, and still only argues the 
necessity of this appropriation. 

Mr. CURTIS o 8 Then you will come to us in the next 
Congress and ask us to appropriate for a school, will you? 

Mr. DE VRIES. Not necessarily. The answer to that question 
must rest upon future developments. Now, Mr. Chairman, I de- 
sire to read a brief extract from the report of the Acting Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, with respect to this particular appro- 
priation. He says: 

There is a balance of the original appropriation amounting tosome fourteen 
hundred dollars. Ifan 1 of, say, $3,000 could be made, and the em- 
ployment of a farmer authorized at $900 per annum, in addition to the sum 
of $3,000, which should go toward their subsistence and for the purchase of 
needed farming implements, seeds, etc., I think substantial results might be 
expected in the way of bettering the condition of these Indians. 

Now, if there is any reason which rapporte this whole bill, that 
reason certainly inures in support of this amendment, because if 
the different tribes of Indians who are the wards of the nation are 
to be taken care of and educated by the Government, then certainly 
there is no reason why such aid should be denied to any particu- 
lar class of Indians, and the striking ont of this amendment 
would be denial of such aid to this particular tribe without any 
substantial reason. I repeat, that if the different tribes of Indians, 
located in our territory are the proper subjects of governmental care, 
as it is admitted they are, then no reason suggests itself to my 
mind why that care which has always been exercised over Indians 
and which it is proposed by this bill to continue and extend, should 
not be extended to the tribe of Digger Indians in California; and 
there can be no escape from my proposition that every argument 
that justifies this bill as a whole applies with equal force to this 
amendment. for if we legislate for these wards let us legislate for 
all of them and not except a few. 

This amendment finds additional support in the fact that the 
Government has already laid out over $20,000 in this commend- 
able cause, and in order that that appropriation may be utilized it 
is necessary that we should have a further appropriation. Speak- 
ing now as to the direction in which it is intended that this 
money shall be employed, the conditions prevailing at this reser- 
vation warrant an additional appropriation, because it will tend 
to educate these Indians in the direction of making them self- 
supporting in the future. In other words, there is a field fora 
just expenditure of the money asked, and the fruits of such will 
be a self-supporting, intelligent reservation of a now dependent, 
nomadic tribe. 

This amendment, then, Mr. Chairman, is supported by every 
reason supporting the general bill; by the additional reason that 
this appropriation is necessary in order to utilize a greater one 
already made and mostly expended, and it has the approval of the 
Department and officials whose duty charges them with informa- 
tion upon the very subject of the practicability of such appropria- 
tions. 

oe the hammer fell. ] 

. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from New York desire to 
make any response? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing more to 
say. Ithink the matter may be left to the committee, 

Nir. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I think it is perfectly clear that 
the Committee of the Whole is ready to dispose of this question. 
The amendment itself recites the fact that these lands have been 
recently purchased, and the appropriation is expressly for the 
purpose of the subsistence and civilization of these Indians. It is 
exactly in accordance with the recommendation of those who are 
largely intrusted with the management of Indian affairs and 
charged to do all in their power to ameliorate and improve the 
condition of the Indians. 

If there could be any fact brought out which the committee 
does not now understand, I would be perfectly willing to see this 
amendment go through the form of a nonconcurrence and then 
let it come back to the House; but the gentleman from California 
represents the district in which this land has been purchased, he 
is familiar with the conditions existing there, and he assures the 
House that this is a proper . Further, he is sup- 
ported in that assurance by the decision of the Senate and by the 
recommendation of the Acting Commissioner of Indian airs, 
while on the face of the appropriation itself there is nothing which 
seems to indicate that it is unwise. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will say that as a member of the committee I wanted to go into 
conference with a view of investigating and ascertaining upon 


what terms the act of 1893 was I think there was some 
statement made to the House at that time with reference to the 
condition of these Indians and as to whether or not they needed 
aid, and as a member of the committee I desired to investigate 
that matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. In response to that I would say that of course 
if any representations were made at that time which would fur- 
nish grounds for contradicting what has been stated in support of 
this amendment, that would be another question; but if the con- 
dition of those Indians really requires this appropriation, and if 
the land which has been purchased can not be . to good advan- 
tage without the adoption of this amendment, then, it seems to 
me, the real question is the need of the appropriation and not the 
representations which were made to the House at a former session. 

r. CURTIS of Kansas. The gentleman will permit me to say 
that we have nothing on this subject from the Indian Office. The 
letter referred to, I believe, is from the Commissioner of the Land 


fice. 

TETE BAILEY. No; itis fromthe Acting Commissioner of Indian 
airs. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I understood the gentleman to say it 
was from the Commissioner of the Land Office. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman will, of course, understand that 
Jam as anxious as he or anyone else that this Committee of the 
Whole should not be imposed upon; but when the matter is so 
clear, it seems to me the question might just as well be disposed 
of now. I hope, therefore, that this motion may meet the ap- 
proval of the chairman of the committee, and may prevail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Assistant Commissioner, Mr. Smith, 
distinctly recommend this proposition? 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that he does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman, in referring to the letter, 
stated—inadvertently, of course—that it was from the Land Of- 
fice, so I did not pay as much attention to it as I would have done 
if I had supposed it came from the Indian Office. 

Mr. BAILEY. The language of the communication is: 


There is a balance of the original appropriation amounting to some four- 
teen hundred dollars. If an appropriation of, say, $3,000 could be made and 
the employment of a farmer authorized at $990 per annum, in addition to 
the $3,000 which would go toward their subsistence and for the purchase of 
needed farming implements, seeds, etc., I think substantial results might 
be expected in the way of bettering the condition of these Indians. 


This amendment of the Senate appropriates exactly $3,900. 
Mr. SHERMAN, Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to be at 
all strenuous about this matter. I concede that this seems to be 


a pretty fair case. 

Mr. BAILEY. We are ready for a vote. 

Thequestion being taken, the motion to recommend concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


In line 21, page 42, strike out the word “shall “ and insert the word “ may.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Committee of the Whole rec- 
ommend concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is simply a change in phraseology? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply a substitution of the discretionary 
word may” for the directive word “shall.” 

The motion of Mr. SHERMAN to concur in the amendment of the 
Senate was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


In lines 11 and 12, page 58, strike out the words the passage of this act,” 
and insert January 1, 1898.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Committee of the Whole 
recommend concurrence in this amendment. It isa simple prop- 
osition to change the time when this provision shall go into effect. 

The motion of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


After line 3, on page 59, insert the following: 

“Provided, That the words ‘rolls of citizenship,’ as used in the act of June 
10, 1896, making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, shall be construed to mean the 
last authenticated rolls of each tribe which have been approved by the coun- 
cil of the nation, and the descendants of those appearing on such rolls, and 
such additional names and their descendants as have been su uenti: 
added, either by the council of such nation, the duly authorized courts thereof, 
or the C on under the act of June 10,1896. And all other names ap - 
ing upon such rolls shall be open to investigation by such Commission for a 
period of six months after the ge of this act. And any name appearin; 
on such rolls and not confirmed by the act of June 10, 1596, as herein constru: 
may be stricken therefrom by such Commission where the party affec 
shall have ten days previous notice that said Commission will investigate and 
determine the right of such party to remain upon such roll as a citizen of such 
nation: Provi also, That anyone whose name shall be stricken from the 
ro by mon oona shall have the right of appeal, as provided in the act 
of June kar 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee recommend con- 
currence in this amendment; and I ask that the Clerk read a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior recommending the adoption of 
a provision of this kind. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 21, 1397. 
Srr; I 888 the receipt of your communication of the 15th a 
e 


oner of Indian Affairs, and accompan 
from Hon. A. S. McKennon, of the Commission to the Five Civilized 
and inclosed copy of letter from Chief S. H. Mayes relative to the condition 
the Cherokee citizenship rolls. 
In transmitting these | papers, you state that if the Department will have 
8 wn, you will do all you can to have it inserted in 
me? ns appropriation bill. 


response, you are advised that my attention has bean called toan amend- 
ment to the pending Indian bill offered Mr. Berry of the Senate, which 
9 by the Senate April 19, 1897 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, pages 986- 
968). is vide for the tion recommended by 


amendment seems to pro 
Mr. McKennon, and, as it meets with my appro I have the honor to re- 
consid Commit 


est that it receive favorable eration by the tee of Indian 
Tiers of House of Representatives. 
The inclosures to your letter are herewith returned. 


Vv respectf ` 
2 7! C. N. BLISS, Secretary. 
Hon. CHARLES CURTIS, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BAILEY. I observe that this amendment provides for 
striking names off the rolls of citizenship, but makes no provision 
for placing names on that roll, though there might be persons 
entitled to have their names placed there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law of 1896 makes that provision. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwas about to ask whether that law did so pro- 


vide. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does. z 

Mr. BAILEY. Then Iam satisfied. í 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SHERMAN, that 
the Committee of the Whole recommend concurrence in the 
amendment; it was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

After line 13, on Page 60, insert the following: 

“(9) That there l be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the tory; and the 
shall designate the places in the several judi- 
es when such ju shall hold 

mrt, such courts to be held at the places now provided by law; and said 
Tagos shall be members of the appellate court, and shall have all authority, 
exercise all powers, perform like duties, and receive the same salaries as other 
judges of said courts, and serye for a term of four years from the date 
of appointment.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Committee of the Whole 
recommend nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. FERGUSSON. I moveto concur in the amendment of the 
Senate with the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: x 

That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, one additional judge for the Territory of New Mexico; 

Te of esignate the 


and the supreme court of said New Mexico shall d. 
in the several judicial districts at which and the times when such judge 


f like d salary as other jud 3 
nd shall Brini for a term of four years from the date o; EDDAN — 

Mr. DINGLEY. Imake a point of order against this amend- 
ment. It is not nee 

The CHAIR . Does the gentleman from New Mexico 
IMr. Fergusson] desire to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. FERG N. No, I believe not. 
Mr. DINGLEY. This amendment relates to the Indian Terri- 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the Senate provides for 
additional judges for the Indian Territory. The amendment of 
the gentleman from New Mexico Poe „as the Chair under- 
stands, to authorize a new judge for the Territory of New Mex- 
ico. That would not be germane to the amendment of the Senate. 
The Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] move to nonconcur in this amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. Isupport that motion. I hope the Committee 
of the 2 will not assent to the appointment of these new 

i ey are unnecessary. 
oc question being taken on the motion of Mr, SHERMAN to rec- 
ommend nonconcurrence, it was to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


On page 68, after line 13, insert the following: 
“That 9 of the Un Indian Reservation in the 


more than one claim on lands containin 
1, 1898, all of said reserva’ 
pu entry under the land laws of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee recommend non- 
concurrence to this amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I t to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] that before final action is taken in the conference com- 
mittee on this amendment it should be brought back to the House 
for further consideration. We do not want to be forced to vote 
u the conference report as a Whole with this amendment in- 

uded. We would prefer to consider this amendment 


from any agreement into which the conferees of the House may 
enter on other subjects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Speaking solely for myself, I think I should 
prefer to have this question acted on by itself. But of course the 
838 perfectly understands I can not promise that there will 

two separate conference reports so that this proposition ma: 
come in alone. I can only express my own individual idea. 
should be glad to have this proposition acted on by itself. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the parliamentary situation to be 
this: That at the present stage of proceedings it would not be in 
order to move an insistence by the House conferees upon noncon- 
currence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the gentleman from New York 
wherein this amendment differs from the provision of the Indian 
appropriation bill as it was passed by both Houses in the Fifty- 
fourth Con and sent to the President? 

Mr.SHERMAN. The number of claims that any one individual 
can take is cut down to one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill as passed in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress limited the number to four? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ric. N. Then the only difference between the item 
in that bill and the present provision is that the number of claims 
which may be taken by one individual is now reduced to one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so. I have not compared the two 
provisions word for word; but I think that is the only difference. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the original act in regard to the 
Uncompahgre Reservation was passed in August, 1894; and it 
ponasa that a single person might take two claims of gilsonite 

d, neither claim, however, exceeding 10 acres. That law isin 
force now, and the Secretary of the Interior may at any time open 
up the Uncompahgre Reservation to settlement and tothe location 
of claims under the mineral-land law, including deposits of gilson- 
ite, elaterite, and similar substances, provided the num 
claims taken by any one person be limited to two. 

The Indian bill which in the last Congress, and which 
was not approved by the ident, increased the number so as to 
allow four claims to be taken. The proposition which now comes 
to us from the Senate reduces the number of claims to one for each 
person, but leaves some doubt as to the size of the claim. It pro- 
vides that each individual may take one claim under the general 
mineral-land law, but whether the provision of the act of 1894 
limiting the size of each claim to 10 acres would apply in this case 
is a matter in considerable doubt. 

I wish to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to 
reports made by two Secretaries of the Interior—one in 1895 b 
Secretary Smith, and the other in 1896 by Secretary Francis. 
believe we ought not to concur in this amendment. I call atten- 
tion to page 38 of the report of the Secretary of the Interior in 
1895; and with the consent of the committee, I should like to print 
a part of that report in my remarks, as this question is almost cer- 
tain to come before the House again upon the conference report, 
and this information in the RECORD may be found convenient to 
the House for reference. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the Committee of the Whole will give 
permission for printing those reports. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask unanimons consent that I may be permitted 
to print that part of the report of 1895 referring to this matter, 
and also extracts from the report made in 1896. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
asks leave to print in the Recorp certain portions of two reports, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The following are the parts referred to: 5 


REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 1895. 
Indian Reservation.—Mr. Eldridge, of 


r of 


the Survey, was to examine the mineral resources of the 
8 Indian Reservation. He reports that gilsonite is the only min- 
eral of known commercial value occurring on the reservation. He finds a 


large varying 4to 12 feet in width and of unknown but 
evidently co x mo ys reed Sopuli from their geological relations, This indicates 


a s, 

The OnO shale, sandstone, and limestone might be of commercial 
value under favorable conditions for transportation. Practically the same 
materials where are oyed either for paving purposes or made to yield 
up their hydrocarbons as commercial oils. 

The gilsonite occurs as the filling of extensive cracks in the earth's crust, 


The d are therefore fissure yeins. They are all nearly or quite verti- 
cal, oe 45° to west, a direction common to 
many of the f 


ds in the mountain and plateau regions adjoining. 
The number of important veins of ite at present known is six—four 
in the eastern half of the reservation, one probably crossing the western edge 
of the reserve near the fortieth parallel, and one in the opened strip between 
the Un Uintah reservations, near Fort Du Chesne, the south- 


t Creek, 
and 4 miles. Its width at an opening near — — — Sie. the fissure 
this point southeastward diminution 
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The second portion of the reservation are 
known asthe “Little Bonanza” and Big Bonanza.“ the former to the west 


and third veins in the eastern 


or the latter. They are epproxtmavely | jel, and from 200 to 500 feet apart. 
They were traced to the north of te River for nearly 3 miles, and Mr. 

drews, of the Indian police, states also that he has followed them south- 
eastward across the river quite to the Colorado line; in all,a distance of 10 or 
12 miles. The maximum width of the Little Bonanza observed was 9 feet, of 
the Big rien wap ngs 6 inches, but locally the Little Bonanza exceeds the 


Bonanza in th. 

he “ Cowboy,” the fourth and largest of the Sonoran? group of ite 
veins in the rn portion of the reservation, lies about 24 miles northeast of 

Bonanza veins, with which it is parallel. This vein thus far been 
found only north of the river, but it here has a probable length of at least 5 
miles. vang clearly defined in outcrop for over half this distance, while for 

remainder evidences of its presence exist in the float particles found in 
the soil and wash covering it. The maximum thickness of this vein was 
found to be 18 feet. 

The thickness of the veins varies from the figures given above to 0 at the 
ends, and wipe f are observed to widen and contract from point to point; but 
for much of the 7 1 in given they appear to maintain an excellent workable 
width, from 4 to 12 feet. 

The vein on which the St. Louis Gilsonite Company, have opened a mine, 
lying 3 miles east of Fort Du Chesne, is the o: iscovery. It is of the 
same nature as those alread described, but is only about 4 feet wide. a 
width, however, held with little variation for between 1 and 2 miles, possibly 
even farther, The vein near the western edge of the reservation has not yet 


m visited. 

The discovery of such veins is a matter for the prospector rather than for 
the geol as the tion of a crack in broad and gently folded strata is 
undeterminable by any structural laws. 

The amount of gilsonite in the region examined is enormous, for the depth 
of the fissures, though unknown, can not but be considerable—from 1,000) to 
govori poh d feet—and, with their length and width, is indicative of phe- 


n 
The presenco on the Uncompahgre Reservation of minerals other than 
that already referred tois extremely questionable, cularly so in the 
case of the metallic ores—zinc, lead, copper, silver, gold. entire area of 
the reservation, so far as a general survey and the evidence of earlier ex- 
lorers (Hayden and others) show, is one of unaltered sedimentary rocks of 
age, devoid of all traces of eruptive action past or present. 


REPORT OF SECRETARY OF INTERTOR, 1596. 


Li ei from an examination of the agreement of 1880 that the Colorado 

sold for their benefit and the pro- 
the Government for the ex 
© reservation to the lands ened 
ed anani second, to reimburs- 


mse 


ir trust fund of $1,250,000, bearing 4 

The commission sent to ge gage 
have understood the terms o! 
stated that the hene paee pag declined to pay us per acre for their now 
lands because they had sold their former lands, which were of better eee 
to the Government at 12} cents peracre. Ifthe Indians understood that §1. 

acre for the new lands allotted them was to be taken out of their interest- 

ng trust fund, they were justified in declining to accept such a proposi- 

tion, as the agreement clearly stipulates that the trust fund is a permanent 
one from which the Indians shall receive $50,000 per annum annually, 

The records of the Land Office give the Col o lands relinquished by the 
Utes as containing 12,467,200 acres. Of this, 608,086.57 acres have been sold, 
realizing $1,823,870.10. The cost of n settling the Utes and pro- 

agricultural implements, buildings, stock, etc., was $429,557.25.. Conse- 
quently, $1,679,557.25 must be realized from the sale of the Colorado lands 
bef the neompah; Utes can be required to pay $1.4 per acre for the 
lands allotted them in Utah. If the commission h. ed this situation, 
the Utes would perhaps have consented to accept the lands allotted them and 
cient shall have been realized 


So rey $1.25 therefor when suffi out of the sale 
of their Colorado lands to permit such a payment without interfering with 
their trust fund. 

The commission mee rb. ery from the Utah Reservation the northeast por- 
tion thereof and reported it to the Department as all of the reservation Wat 
could 1 classed as non agricultural. 

The House of Representatives, by resolution of January 16, 1808. asked in- 
formation of the Secre of the Interior as to what had been made 
by the commission and “the probable time when the provision of said 


sections can be executed which provides for a restoration to the public domain 
of certain lands within the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the Territory 
of Utah.“ The correspondence on that subject is presented herewith in the 


a) dix. 

Phe last report of predecessor, under the heading of “The Geological 

Survey” 37) — that an examination e that es- 

tablished the fact that on this reservation are 
hay semi mag of great commercial 

Was t 


or 

of the reservation set aside b 
later it has developed that other, if not more valuable, de ts of " gilson- 
ite” are located t portion of th y the 
commission as subject to restoration to the public domain because not needed 
for allotments to the Uncompahgres. 

The commission, having reported that it could not procure an agreement 
from the Uncompahgres to pey $1.25 acre for the lands allotted them, 
and that no’ more could be accomplished by it, was, by order of my pred- 
ecessor, relie from further duty on February 4, 1896. 

Itis my_ju ent that some legislation sh be enacted whereby the 
people of the United States can at an early date have the benefit of these 
valuable and useful deposits. If the lands containing them were owned by 
an individual or a tion Instead of by the Government, business meth- 
ods would be pursued in disposing of them; they would be sold to the highest 
bidder at public auction, or by sealed bids, or would be leased, or the right 
to work the deposits would be granted for a consideration in the shape of a 
royalty or 8 Such lands are different from agricultural, ber, 


or lands. 5 

It is claimed that a considerable portion of the Uncompahgre and Uintah 
reservations, known as the lava beds,” contains a substance called “elater- 
ite,” which, with a solution recently discovered, makes a valuable paint and 
an insulator of incomparable quality. Such deposits of mite or elaterite 
areor 5 in fact, I know of no other wi the limits of the 
public domain. 

As Congress took nofurther action on this subject after receiving the reply 


of my predecessor to its resolution of January 16,1895, I have not felt justified 
in changing the situation as I found it. 

I recommend that Congress authorize the appointment of another com- 
mission to pegotine with the Uncompahgres, explain to them how the lands 


allotted can d for without depleting their trust fund, and that author- 
ity be given su: on to . to approval of the Secretary of 
rior) the remaining portion of the lands of the reservation to the 


the In 
highest bidder, to lease them, or to negotiate with ble jes for the 
working of the di its. in order that the Government may com- 
pensated and to the end that the public may enjoy the benefit of a y 
useful gift of nature. 
If these lands were the pro 
as to the above-described nl eia 
sition thereof. In my 
Utah lands. If there is not sufficient agricultural land within the limits of 
the Utah Reservation to provide for their allotments under the ent of 
1880, the Government would be ander obligation to furnish agricultural lands 
elsewhere for allotment to the Uncompahgres. 
From appendix to report of Secretary of the Interior for 1896.) 
UINTAH AND OURAY AGENCY, 
White Rocks, Utah, January 14, 1896. 
Sin: Referring toinstructions directing me to cooperate with the board of 
commissioners a nted under the provisions of section 20, act of Congress 
approved ae 5, 1894, for service connected with the Indians and the res- 
ervations of this agency, I have the honor to report that I have rendered to 
assistance in my power, ay that I ve they 
purpose em as a proper re- 
2 for the best interest of the Government and a just and Aade respect 
'or the rigħts of the Indians concerned has permitted. 
Itis a truth known to all that have cared to inform themselves in the 
pee that the 8 Reservation contains insufficient land capa- 
le of made agricultural for suppl the individual allotment allow- 
ance ed for by law for the Uncompa 
and that the cry that white home seekers are waiting 
distress the opening of the surplus lands of this reservation for them to set- 
tle upon is simply clatter that has originated with the impatient, greedy 
capitalists and their unprincipled employees, who have been for years wait- 
ing and watching for expected events that would give to them opportunities 
to grab and gobble up the asphalt mineral deposits that are located on the 
lands that will not be required in locating homesteads for the Indians. 
During the service of the commissioners herein referred to the lands of 
the Uncompahgre Reservation that are so located as to be made ayailable for 
agricultura! porkon have been carefully observed, and in the plans work- 
otment of these lands to Indians full consideration has been 


said commissioners all the 


ur } 
commenced and thoir i-inr ian Bb so far advanced that they will practically 
be completed by the end of the present fiscal year, and embrace a m 
capable of irrigating all the lands of this reservation worth consi gas 
agricultural and suitable for allotment. 

Besides this, a large number of homesteads with allotment of acreage 
have been laid out on section lines and inclosed with fence constructed of 
barbed wire on so sib alae that may be eg to last forty years. U 
20 of these farms su tial log houses for dwellings have been 5 
These houses have paneled doors, doubl ed glass windows, shingle roof, 
and brick chimneys; they arerespectable-looking cottages. In my judgment 
the allotment of lands to the Uncompahgre Utes in the manner described has 
been commenced in a p: humane, and common-sense way, and, consid- 
ering the peculiar provisions of the law under which the commissio: 
such allotment are serving, no more could have been accomplished, and to 
pavs attempted more would have jeo; the best interest of the public 
service. 

Referring to the instructions for me to try and convince the Indians prop- 
erly residing on the Uintah Reservation of the advantage that would accrue 
to them by relinquishing a ion of their lands, I have to state that from 
time to time during the year I have presented this matter to representa- 
tive men of these tribes, and feel authorized to state is clear 
tor the oners to commence their work of Fre with these 
Indians, as prescribed for them in section 22 of the act of Au 1894, here- 
inbefore referred to, and I have no doubt that for a just and fair compensa- 
tion these Indians can be induced to ish to the United States from the 
west side of their reservation 1,000,000 acres of their lands. 

About the same number of farms have been laid out on the Uintah Reser- 
vation with same provenents as has been done on the 8 Res- 
er vation, and the preliminary work of heen en advanced fully as much. 
perhaps more, than has been accomplished I 
confident that if Con; removes 


ve up sufficient of their lands to supply whatever ciency may exist 
suitable lands to locate the Uncony upon, and that commissioners 
now serving with these able to make a great showing in their 
report of next season’s work. 
Very respectfully LE 


A JAMES F. RANDLETT, 
Major, U. S. A., Acting United States Indian Agent. 
The CoMMISSIONER or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] antici- 
pates making any remarks adverse to the amendment of the Sen-: 
ate, [should be glad to hear them now, as I desire to submit a 
motion to concur in the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. I was just about to speak in that line, 

Mr. BAILEY. As there is going to be some discussion on this 

nestion, which will occupy, I presume, at least half an hour, I 
should like tosuggest, with the permission of the gentleman from 
Iowa, who may wish to occupy somewhat more than five min- 
utes 

Mr. LACEY. Ten minutes altogether will probably be all that 
I shall require. 

Mr. B Y, Then, as the gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kina] 
desires at least five minutes, and as the gentleman from Missouri 
ee. BaRTHOLDT], and also the gentleman from Colorado Fon 

HAFROTH], wish to occupy some time, I suggest that the de 
on this amendment be limited to forty-five or fifty minutes 

A MEMBER., Forty minutes. 

a BAILEY, Forty minutes, I think, would hardly be suffi- 
cien 
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Mr. LACEY. As this is the last amendment to the bill which 
will occupy any time, I submit it is hardly necessary now to have 
any limitation of debate. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], who has charge of these amendments, is not now in the 
Hall; and probably any such arrangement as the gentleman from 
Texas suggests had better be deferred until the gentleman from 
Iowa Eye Lacey] concludes his remarks. 

Mr. BAILEY. I had not noticed the absence of the gentleman 
from New York. I was going to suggest that gentlemen who may 
speak be permitted to occupy ten minutes each. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter of very great 
importance. It involves a new method of disposing of the min- 
eral lands. This proposition relates to a new kind of mineral 
which has not been legislated for in any previous act of Congress, 
except so far as the act of 1894, to which I have called attention, 
may bear upon the question. I will also print in my remarks for 

reference sections 20 and 21 of an act approved August 15, 1894, 
contained in volume 28 of the Statutes at ge, page 337: 


Sec. 20. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and 
directed to appoint a commission of three persons to allot in severalty to the 


8 Indians within their reservation, in the Territory of Utah, 
agricultaral and lands according to the treaty of 1880, as follows: 
“Allotments in severalty of said lands shall be e as follows: To each 


of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quantity of graz- 
ing land not exceeding one-quarter of a section; to each single person over 18 
ears of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of grazin 
d not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each orphan child under 1 
jon of age, one eighth of a section, with an additional quantity of grazing 
nd not exceeding on hth of a section; to each other person under 18 
ears of „born prior to such allotment, one-eighth of a section, with a 
like quantity of erasing lana: Provided, That, with the consent of said com- 
mission, any adult Indian may select a less quantity of land, if more de- 
sirable on account of location:“ And provided, That the said Indians shall 
y $1.25 per acre for said lands from the fund now in the United States 
1 realized from the sale of their lands in Colorado as provided by 
their contract with the Government. All necessary surveys, if any, to 
enable said commission to complete the allotments shall be e under the 
direction of the General Land Office. Said commissioners shall, as soon as 
practicable after their appointment, report to the Secretary of the Interior 
what portions of said reservation are unsuited or will not be uired for 
allotments, and thereupon such portions so thy . by proclamation, 


be resto’ to the public domain and made subject to entry as hereinafter 
provided. 


Sud. 21. That the remainder of the lands on said reservation shall, upon 
the approval of the allotmens by the Secretary of the Interior, be immedi- 
ately open to en under the homestead and mineral laws of the United 
States: Provided, t no person shall be entitled to locate more than two 
claims, neither to exceed 10 acres, on any lands containing asphaltum, gil- 
sonite, or like substances: Provided, That after three years’ actual and con- 
tinuous residence upon agricultural lands from date of settlement the settler 
may, upon full payment of $1.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. 
If not commuted at the end of three years, the settler shall pay at the time 
of making final the sum of $1.50 per acre. 

I will not occupy the time of the committee now in reading these 
quotations, but will print them in this “he for the general con- 
venience of the committee, because we shall undoubtedly haye to 
consider the matter further in this Congress. 2 

Mr. Chairman, the cuy valuable asphalt that has been found in 
the United States thus far is on this Uncompahgre Reservation. 
These asphalt deposits bid fair to rival the great pitch lake of 
Trinidad, and form, perhaps, the most remarkable deposits of the 
kind anywhere on this continent. It is proposed by the Senate 
amendment to open up this deposit, and treat it just as you would 
treat copper or silver or gold. 

This proposed amendment contains the limitation that no one 

erson can originally take more than a single claim. Well, we 
2 how that works in actual experience, as to one person tak- 
ing a timber claim. A man takes one claim in the name of A, 
and another through B. He has every man who is working for 
him filea claim, and in the end all of the claimsinure to the benefit 
of one individual, association, or corporation. But we know that 
if we attempt to adopt that method as toa mineral limited in 
quantity that is found in a single location, it may readily 
under the control of a syndicate, or corporation, or trust, by which 
the entire product may be held by one organization and a monopoly 
created. e ought to avoid that. With our eyes open as to the 
situation, we ought to legislate so as to prevent any such condi- 
tion as this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman tell us how much 
land there isin this Uncompahgre Reservation in all? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. One million nine hundred and thirty-four 
thousand acres. 

Mr. LACEY. In the neighborhood of 2,000,000 acres. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much of it contains this gilsonite? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lackx] has expired. 

Mr. RIC DSO N. I ask that the gentleman’s time be ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. In the report of 1895 it is stated that there is a 
vein at the head of Asphalt Creek which is 8 feet 6 inches wide, 
and that it is exposed. There is no difficulty about seeing it at all. 
There is another one, known as the Cowboy, which is 18 feet deep. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much is the area? 


Mr. LACEY. The amount of land actually covered is not known 
with certainty, but the deposit crops out so that there is no diffi- 
ty in locating it. 


cul 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. George Homans Eldridge, in his re- 
port on this question, states that there are 10,000 square miles on 
which these gilsonite formations are found. 

Mr. LACEY. If that were true, then there would be no value 
EREA to the gilsonite formations on the Uncompahgre Resèrva- 

on. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Isay there are 10,000 square miles upon 
which these deposits are fonnd. 

Mr. LACEY. If the deposits were so extensive as that, there 
would be none of this 1 to obtain possession of a single 10- 
acre piece. The actual valuable deposits are in a small area. 
People have been standing on the line watching for the opportu- 
nity to take possession of that particular deposit, and when this 
House aad. the bill in the last Congress they rushed in in the 
night and made a regular Oklahoma rush upon this reservation 
for the purpose of taking possession of these ts of land. 

If there were 10,000 square milesin sight, it would have no great 
value; but, on the contrary, it is limi in amount. The report 
of the persons who have investigated it carefully says that it is 
limited, that the amount of workable deposits is large in quantity 
but limited in area, and very rich in the spots which are found 
upon this reservation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not mean to say that the gilsonite 
deposits cover 10,000 square miles, but that the area in which they 
are found embraces 10,000 square miles, 

Mr. LACEY. Tenthousand square miles or 10,000 square acres? 

Mr. SHAEFROTH. Ten thousand square acres, 

Mr. LACEY. If it is limited to 10,000 acres, that makes it a 
good deal more reasonable. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman does not mean that the 
deposit covers the surface of 10,000 square acres? 

fr. LACEY. No; but he means that there is that much land 
in the area on which these d its are to be found. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the gentleman recognize that this 
same report from the Geological Survey indicates that from the 
lodes that are now found containing this gilsonite they estimate 
that 23,744,582 tons of asphaltum can be mined? 

Mr. LACEY. That may be true, That is one reason wh 
23,000,000 tons should not pass into the ession of a single indi- 
vidual or a syndicate or combination who can fix the price. That 
should be avoided. The real proposition that I want to lay before 
the committee is that within the narrow limit covered by these 
deposits, rich as the 8 are known to be, valuable as they 
undoubtedly are, and their use so requisite and essential to our 
system of building roads and pavements, it does seem to me that 
some arrangement should be made by which they shall not be 
locked up in the hands of any combination. 

That can easily be effected by making leases—letting the min- 
eral be dug on a royalty, the Government retaining the title to 
this mineral, and thus protecting the people at large and giving 
the Government some income from the property, and at the same 
time not preventing or delaying its use. The product of the 
pitch lake at Trinidad has pass 9 into the control of 
one organization, so that the asphalt there is controlled by a syn- 
dicate or trust. 

Mr. SHAEFEROTH. And the Government has a royalty? 

Mr. LACEY. And the Government has a royalty. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But that produces a monopoly. 

Mr. LACEY. That is one little lake and easily monopolized. 
If this Government should make a contract under which it gives 
a monopoly to a syndicate, it will violate the purpose that we have 
in view in retaining the title; but if, on the other hand, the 
Government gives a fee-simple title, it may place these deposits 
in the control of a few individuals, and place it beyond the power 
of the Government to Bah the combination as to the price and 
control of this material. The leases should be reasonably limited 
in time and in amount, so as to insure competition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman please state how the 
title is held? 

Mr. LACEY. It is for the benefit of the Indians. The Indians 
have an unextinguished title there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the Government the title? 

Mr. LACEY. The Government is required to set apart certain 
lands in the Indian reservation for allotment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The Indians have no right in it at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to have a few minutes more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have five minutes more. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no 5 the request of the 


gentleman from New York will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I consent to that, with the condition that 
the same courtesy be extended to those on the other side. 
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Mr. LACEY. There will be no trouble about debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has already consented, 

Mr. LACEY. The act of 1894 provides that ‘‘the President of 
the United States is authorized to appoint a commission to allot 
in severalty to the Uncompahgre Indians the reservation for ag- 
ricultural and grazing purposes.” They have this sort of a title. 
They have a right to have allotted to them of the agricultural 
lands in this reservation certain lands. Then, ‘‘when that is 
allotted, the remainder of the land of said reservation shall be 
opened by the Secretary of the Interior for settlement.” So that 
it can not be said that the Indians have no title. They have a 
title. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does that relate to the farming lands? 

Mr. LACEY, Their title is in all the lands to begin with. It 
is their reservation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. What is the nature of the title? 

Mr. LACEY. The nature of the Indian title involves the dis- 
cussion of a considerable question. These Indians haye been 
living on this reservation. They have rights init. They havea 
right to have set apart and to have allotted to them certain 
agricultural and grazing lands. When that is done, and not 
until that is done, shall the remainder of the lands be opened to 
settlement for agricultural and for mineral purposes. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does not the gentleman know that they are 
only occupying this reservation temporarily. 

Nh . LACEY. Only as all such lands are occupied. 

Mr. HARTMAN. These Indians occupy this land temporarily. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. We have recognized that Indians 
have some sort of a title to lands upon which their ancestors have 
lived, and also some title to lands to which they have been re- 
moved when driven from the homes of their ancestors. The title 
of the Indians has always been recognized in some sense. I think 
this committee well understands the peculiar nature of Indian title. 

The Uncompahgre Indianshavesome rights, subject tothis allot- 
ment, and when the allotment is made the remaining land may 
5 1 without any further legislation, under the Indian act 


Mr. KING. Does the gentleman from Iowa know that the In- 
terior Department and the legal advisers of that Department have 
time and again expressed the opinion that the Indians had no title 
whatever to the 3 Reservation, or any portion of it, 
but that they were there as rey occupants? 

Mr, LACEY. I care not what opinion they may have expressed, 
the act of 1894 in terms recognizes their title and treats it as a 
title which gives them the right to allotment in severalty, and 
the peculiar nature of that title cuts no figure. It is now a ques- 
tion of not standing in the way of the settlement and improvement 
of Utah. We want to have Utah grow. We want these mineral 
lands utilized. The question is whether they shall be utilized by 
giving them away to some be gears or other individuals or by 
giving them to a number of claimants, each taking 10 acres, or 
whether the Government shall protect the people of the whole 
United States by providing for the working of this mineral upon 
a royalty, upon a plan under which certain portions only shall be 
set apart to the different individuals or corporations who under- 
take tominethesame. The gilsonite should be utilized, and it can 
best be done by leases when we take into consideration its great 
value, its limited area, and its general use. 

Mr. KING. Can the gentleman indicate where and when in the 
history of our Government such a policy as that which has been 
su ted here has been carried out by the Federal Government? 

. LACEY. Certainly; the last time that we opened up any 
gilsonite mines. 

Mr. KING. Where? 

Mr. LACEY. I answered the gentleman in that way to show 
how little point there was in his question. This is the first time 
that we have had any gilsonite lands to deal with. Weare now 
confronted with a new proposition, and because we have adopted 
a certain line of policy with reference to gold and silver mining 
lands, it does not necessarily follow that when a discovery is made 
of a few thousand acres of a valuable mineral which does not re- 
quire to be searched for, which exposes itself, which has already 
been pointed out by the Government surveyors, it does not, I say, 
follow that in such a case we should adopt the same plan that we 
have adopted with reference to other minerals. The policy that we 
adopt should be one adapted to the poru circumstances of the 
case. This matter was before the last Congress, and the House 
refused to concur in a proposed amendment, allowing four claims 
to be made by each person and the land to be given away—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It did finally concur. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, under compulsion, at the last moment, to 
prevent the failure of the bill; but now we have a good deal of 
time. Weare able to adjourn over three days at a time, and we 
are not now compelled either to concur or to let the Congress die 
and the bill die with it. This mineral land ought to be worked. 
There is no doubt about that; but it ought to be worked in such 
a way as not to put it into the hands of a few individuals. That 
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can be prevented by a system of leasing, and I believe that we 


ought to have such legislation. It can easily be framed. The 
resolute opposition of the men who are trying to get title to these 
lands shows that they are anxious to get the absolute control of 
all the deposits. I am not opposing the opening of these lands to 
use. I am opposing the passing of the title into the hands of a 
few persons. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, preliminary to the remarks which 
I desire to submit, I move that this committee recommend to the 
House that it concur in the Senate amendment. I have not had 
the advantage of hearing the extended discussion which occurred 
when this matter was under consideration some weeks ago, but 
I think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] has presented in 
detail the objections which were then urged to this proposed 
legislation. In view of what the gentleman has said respecting 
the title of the Indians to the Uncompahgre Reservation, and the 
character of their occupancy, perhaps it may not be inopportune 
to advert briefly to the history of Congressional r upon 
this question and executive proceedings in regard to the open- 
ing of this reservation. 

wish to say, to remind the members of the committee, that this 
is not the first time this question has been under consideration by 
the legislative branch of the Government. In 1894 a law was 
passed by Congress, mandatory in its terms, which provided for 
the opening of the Uncompahgre Reservation in the State of Utah. 
That law provided for the appointment of a commission consist- 
ing of three persons to allot in severalty whatever agricultural 
lands might be on the reservation and needed for allotment in sey- 
wer is fe the Uncompahgre Indians. 

A further provision in that enactment was that the President of 
the United States, by appropriate proclamation, should open the 
mineral and agricultural lands to settlement under the mineral 
and land laws of the United States; but, strange to say, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in the face of this mandatory statute and 
notwithstanding the fact that the then Secretary of the Interior. 
provided the necessary proclamation for opening the reservation, 
refused rasis the same, and because the President of the United 
States re to perform his duty and carry into effect the enact- 
ments of Congress, supplemental legislation has been deemed 
necessary. 

In the previous discussion it was remarked, as I am told, by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], in regard to this law 
of 1894, that the Secretary of the Interior, and perhaps some 
others who were connected with the enforcement of the provi- 
sions of that legislation, ought to have been impeached for a vio- 
lation of a duty which the statute plainly enjoined upon them. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the report of the commission appointed by 
the President pursuant to authority given in the act just referred 
to, for the purpose of segregating lands from the reservation for 
the Indians, discloses the fact that the Uncompahgre Indians do 
not desire to take allotments upon this reservation under the 
terms of that act, and in fact from the reports which have been 
submitted by the Department of the Interior and the Indian 
Bureau it appears that they have no desire to take aliotments 
upon the Uncompahgre Reservation under any conditions. 

Some years ago these Indians resided in the State of Colorado. 
The Government, by purchase, obtained their reservations there, 
and these Indians, and the confederated tribes associated with 
them, have now in the Department of the Interior or in the Treas- 
ury Department of the Government $1,750,000 to their credit, from 
which they derive each year an annuity or interest aggrogating 
about $75,000. The original legislation, in 1880, by which these 
tribes parted with their possessionsin Colorado provided that these 
Indians should receive allotments upon or at the mouth of the 
Gunnison River, in the State of Colorado, and that if there was an 
inadequate supply of land at that point for allotments in severalty, 
then they were to receive allotments elsewhere at the rate of $1.25 
per acre. Subsequently these Indians came into the then Terri- 
tory of Utah. 

By an Executive order in 1882 about 2,000,000 acres were set 
ech as the Uncompahgre Reservation. Although the President 
of the United States designated this area of land as a reservation, 
a temporary abiding place for these Indians, they have not in- 
habited it. By this I mean the great body of the reservation has 
not been occupied and no efforts have been made by the Indians 
or others in their behalf to possess or utilize it. Upon a small 
territory near the western part of the reservation is an ageney, 
and there a portion of the Indians reside. They are found princi- 
pally uponthe Uintah Reservation, contiguous tothe Uncompahgre 

servation, and mingle with the Uintah Indians upon terms of 
amity and peace. The report of this commission, the reports of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the reports of the Indian De- 
partment show conclusively that there is not upon the Uncom- 
pahgre Reservation sufficient land for allotment in severalty to 
these Indians, even if it were desired to confine them to this 
reservation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Utah have five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman from Utah, before he re- 
sumes his seat, will explain why it would not be entirely satis- 
factory to the people of Utah to have these mines worked upon a 
1 instead of passing the title to private claimants. 

/ KING. I will e pleasure in answering that question 
when I reach an appropriate place in the course of my remarks. 

Mr. SWANSON. I understand that the gentleman from Utah 
can not conclude his remarks in five minutes. This is a very im- 

rtant matter, which has been very much discussed. I ask that 

e gentleman from Utah be allowed time to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. 1 I do not think I shall require more than ten 

minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Utah be allowed ten minutes to conclude his re- 
marks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, as I was about to remark, the re- 
ports which have been made (and they have been numerous) indi- 
cate conclusively thatthe Uncompahgre Reservation is prac- 
tically valueless as a permanent abiding place for the Indians 
constitu this tribe. They have refused to live there, and by 
some amicable arrangement which has been entered into by the 
representatives of the two tribes, a number of the Uncompahgres 
have received allotments on the Uintah Reservation, where homes 
have been built for them, and they are now upon the high road to 
civilization and prosperity. There are only about 10,000 acres of 
land npon the Uncompahgre Reservation that can be made to pro- 

duce agricultural crops. This has been clearly marked out, and 
could easily and without delay be allotted if desired, or by natural 
objects could be designated and segregated from the residue and 
given to the Indians. 

It seems to me, gentlemen, that there can be no objection to 

ning this reservation on the ground that it is required as an 

abiding place for the Indians. As I have observed, the reports 
indicate conclusively that it is not fitted as an abiding place. 
‘The climatic as well as the physical conditions render it inhospi- 
table and forbidding. The geological reports indicate that most of 
the land is so broken and sterile as to be incapable of cultivation. 
And the commissioners have stated that it is an arid waste in 
summer and a frigid zone in winter. Thecommissioners sent ont 
under the act of 1894 reported that by reason of the frigidity of 
the climate and the aridity and sterility of the soil there was but 
a small portion of the reservation susceptible of reclamation and 
irrigation, so that the Indians do not desire this as an abiding 

lace. It would be inhuman to permanently or even tentatively 

ocate this entire tribe on this mountainous desert. During past 
discussions of this measure some gentlemen have raised their 
voices in defense of the Indians. 

I join with them in advocating a policy that will protect the 
Indians and preserve them and their possessions from dishonest 

rsons. In fact, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it is notorious 
That the people of Utah in all their vicissitudes have manifested 
for the red man a kindness and affection which have obviated dif- 
ficulties and brought the two races into harmonious relations. 
Speaking as a Representative of Utah, I say we are as solicitous 
for the welfare of the red man as any of our Eastern brethren; 
and when we desire the opening of the Uncompahgre Reservation, 
it is not because we are opposed to the interests of the red man or 
to iving him a permanent abiding place. 

The intah Reservation is a magnificent valley. It possesses 
large areas of desirable land, upon which there is ample room for 
the Uintah tribe and for the Uncompahgre Indians. There are 
less than 1,000—to be accurate, 926—members of the Uintah 
tribe to-day, including adults and children. So that it is appar- 
ent that, according to the terms of the treaty of 1880, but a very 
limited amount of land would be required for them; and it is 
stated in the various reports submitted upon this question that 
the Uintah tribe desire the e of the 5 
with them, desire that the Uncompahgres shall take lands upon 
their reservation and become more closely identified in their 
hehe efforts to advance their interests and attain a higher civi- 
ization. 

So it would seem there can be no objectionto the opening of the 
Uncompahgre Reservation upon the ground that the Indians re- 
quire the land. I come now to the objection urged by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
there is a misapprehension on the part of some gentlemen living 
upon the broad, fertile prairies and the magnificent hills and par- 

c valleys of the East as to the character of the land that we 
have in the West. They seem to think that we must have an 
Elysian land that ‘‘ blossoms as the rose” and yields the wealth of 
Indus without the labor of man, 

If it does blossom as the rose, it is because of the herculean ef- 
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forts, the heroism, the almost unendurable hardships and trials 
that have been undergone by those hardy men and women who 
have settled upon those deserts and sterile wastes, and who planted 
the standard of civilization in those mountain fastnesses. And I 
think our brethren of the East ought not to interpose any objec- 
tion to a policy that will redound to the general good and advan- 
tage of our common country. 

Gentlemen have referred to the immense mineral deposits which 
are found upon the Uncompahgr 


© Reservation. I wish some of 
those gentlemen would go into that wilderness. If they should 
do so, I am confident (because I have been there and know the 
character of the soil) that they would not find on the 10,000 acres 
referred to by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD 
the valuable mineral deposits which, in the wild imagination o 
some men, are presumed to exist there. 

It is trae—and I am glad to confess it—that there are deposits 
of gilsonite there perhaps adequate in area to give to the American 
people Been ied for street paving and other Darpon for fifty, one 

undred, or perhaps a thousand years. But I have before me, 
Mr. Chairman, the report of this geological expert who was sent 
out by the Government, and whose report I see in the hands of 
opponents of the Senate amendment, also excerpts from the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Interior for 1895. 

To show that the d ts of gilsonite are not so colossal, and 
especially to establish that the developing of the mines is a hazard, 
I desire to read a few sentences from the geological reports of 
the Secretary of the Interior and Mr. Eldridge, the Government 
geologist: 

The thickness of the veins varies from the figures given above to 0 at the 
ends, and they are observed to widen and contract from point to point; but 
for much of the lengths given they appear maintain an excellent workable 
width, from 4 to 12 teet.—Report of Secretary of the Interior, 1895, page 37. 

Speaking of one of the veins regarded as the largest, the report 
remarks: 

The vein near the edge of the reservation has not been exploited. * * + 
The discovery of such veins is a matter for the prospector rather than for 
the geologist, as the position of a crack in broad and gently folded strata is 
undeterminable by any stractural laws. 

Now, I desire to read briefly from the report of Mr, Eldridge, 
who was sent out by the Geological Department. 

Speaking of the Bonanza and Cowboy groups, which are the 
ones referred to by one of the gentlemen who have spoken, and 
the largest group to be found on the reservation, he says: 

None of these veins is exploited, only a shallow pect — 971 here 
and there. North of the river both the West (Little) and East (Big) Bonan- 
zus may be traced from the cs dip slopes northwestward a distance of fully 
3 miles. They v: considerably in width within this length. but both are 
probably of workable thickness at all points. 

Speaking of the estimated value of the quantity of mineral 
deposit upon the reservation, we find this further statement on 


page 35: 

The — — must be taken with allowance, for in the unexploited condition 
of the v it is impossible todeduce laws of occurrence in depth or in width; 
neither has the outcrop been prospected in detail, and the lengths given are 
therefore somewhat uncertain. 

And again: 0 

It is not uncommon that from a fissure there spring 

making with it a very acute angie, and at their points of departure 
from one-fourth of an inch to 1 foot in width. They usually run to a point 
within a few feet, though the wider are somewhat the longer. These minor 
cracks show the same clean sides as do the main large fissures, the narrow 
portion of the rock between also being sharp of outline. 

The origin of the cracks now filled with uintaite is, so far as our present 


knowledge avails us, still in doubt. 

In another paragraph, ing of the Seaboldt vein, one of the 
six veins referred to as being workable, to use the language of the 
geologist: 

The Seaboldt vein has received less attention, but, so far as known, is 
hardly of a thickness to warrant development. 

+ * 


* $ > * * 
: 4 8 these branches again unite in the covered region beyond is unde- 
e 

The Culmer vein shows a number of nearly vertical transverse faults at 
short intervals, with offsets from 1 to 6 feet each, the portion of the vein 
south of the always being carried west. 

There are other references to which I might call attention to 
indicate that these deposits of gilsonite do not exist with the cer- 
tainty that has been stated by the gentleman from Iowa and sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Alabama when directing attention 
to this 5. 7 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent to continue my remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to allowing the gen- 
tleman from Utah five minutes additional? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman will be allowed enough 
additional time to enable him to answer the question that I pro- 
posed to him a while ago. 

Mr. KING. I Will come to that in a moment. I should like to 
have ten minutes more. 


Mr. SWANSON. The gentleman asks ten minutes additional. 


He lives in the State particularly interested in this question, and 
I ask permission that this additional time be given him. 

There was no objection. 8 
Eiri KING. I thank gentlemen and the committee for their 

ess. 

Mr. Chairman, mining upon these gilsonite veins is attended 
with the same vicissitudes and uncertainties that attend mining 
elsewhere. I was about to call attention to the survey that had 
been made under the supervision of the Geological Department 
of the mines at Cripple Oresk, The map which I have before me 
shows gold in rich abundance everywhere. One would suppose 
from this survey that all a person need do is to go there and scoop 
the gold up in shovelfuls, it appears by the map so abundant. 
Yet—and I call upon the gentleman from Colorado to attest the 
truth of what I am about to say—where there has been one dollar 
taken out of the Cripple Creek mines there have been perhaps two 
or three dollars invested without return. I am afraid that too 
often these Government surveys and reports are made on paper, 
2 that the high-sounding manifestoes are not supported by the 

ts. 

Coming now to this Uncompahgre Reservation, it is, as stated 
by the Secretary of the Interior, a matter for the miner—a matter 
for exploration rather than for a geological report. Mr. Chair- 
man and gentlemen, there is not nearly the quantity of mineral 
deposit there (and I speak from personal knowledge, from obser- 
vation, and from contact with men who have been there and have 
traversed that country again and in) that has been reported. 


But ascheme has now been by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacry] by which to dispose of these deposits, rich or poor 
as they may prove to be. 


I think that the scheme is unwise and injudicious. In the first 
place, Mr. Chairman, it is one which has never received the sanc- 
tion of the parent Government. The policy of our Government 
has always been to give to the men who would go upon the public 
domain and locate the mineral lands that which they have dis- 
covered within the territorial limits of their claims. 

Some of these men have prospered, some of them have grown 
wealthy, and many of them have pursued a phantom, never 
5 anything for the large amounts ed and the time 
which they have devoted to the work. Their struggles and labors 
have been in vain, and in sorrow they have often gone down to 
their graves, penury and want having been their companions in 
life and an unknown resting place their final reward. Now, at 
this late date, why adopt a policy at variance with the entire his- 
tory of the Government in dealing with mineral lands? 

The gentleman says that these lands are valuable. I say that 
they are not one tithe as rich as the gold deposits of Cripple Creek. 
They do not possess the wealth that can be foundin the gold mines 
of Mercur, in Utah; and I will add, by way of parenthesis, that 
the Government sent men there who exploited the mineral belts 
and reported that there were millions of dollars of gola in sight; 
but the cupidity of man, or the desire of any official to eternally 
control these sources of wealth, never recommended the adoption 
of a policy to be- followed in disposing of them different from that 
which had prevailed from the dawn of our Government with 

ect to the mineral lands. 

hy, Mr. Chairman, it is known that thousands of acres of coal 
lands, thousands of acres of petroleum and other hydrocarbons— 
to which class gilsonite is assignable—have been disposed of under 
the general mineral laws passed by Congress. There has never 
been a different rule adopted in dealing with such lands from that 
controlling in the di tion of other mineral lands. The petro- 
leum fields and coal fields of the United States, so far as I am 
aware, have been disposed of according to the liberal and enlight- 
ened policy that was adopted by the founders of the Republic, and 
which has been adhered to so tenaciously from that day until the 


present. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him, has not that very policy resulted, hout the whole his- 
tory of the nation, in enriching a few individuals, to the loss of 
the whole people and to the impoverishment of the mass of those 
who have developed even those resources? 

Mr. KING. Idisagree with the answer to the question asked 
by the gentleman from California which, judging from the ques- 
tion, I assume he would give. k at his own magnificent 
State. The argonauts who, like young eagles, left the parent 
nest and penetrated the unknown lands of the Pacific Slo 
opened up the.rich mineral veins and became the owners of the 
lands located bythem. There was no 8 to lease the gold 
fields or sell them at auction to the highest bidder. There was 
no Spanish plan for the Government tocontrol the hidden wealth 
which God planted for the enrichment of mankind. Does the 

mtleman mean to say that their efforts have resulted disas- 

‘ously to the American poop: 

Mr. GUIRE. No; but Isay this: That the policy heretofore 
pursued by the Government, and which you seek to apply to this 
great body of public wealth, has led to a monopoly of the great 
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mining regions of California, to a monopoly of all the timber 
regions of California, and has placed them under the control of a 
few syndicates and monopolies, whereas they ought to be open to 


the w oe pone. 

Mr. G. Permit me to reply, in brief, to the statements of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] by saying that I 
have read that when the gold fields of California were discovered 
the wealth that came from the ground was not kept and hoarded 
by the men who discovered it; but we find a golden train from 
the Pacific to the Atlantic, and the wealth that came from the 
bowels of the earth—obtained by the arduous Jabor of those ad- 
venturesome sons of the East—enriched the East, the South, and 
the Middle States, increased the volume of currency, and enhanced 
the prices of commodities, thus bringing prosperity to the Amer- 
ican people. [Applause.] Ý 

Isay, Mr. Chairman, that the liberal and enlightened policy that 
was inaugurated by our fathers, instead of resulting in the injury 
suggested by the gentleman from California . MAGUIRE], 
brought about precisely the opposite effect, and the wealth whi 
has been taken from the ground has been diffused amongst the 
whole people. It is true, monopolies may have arisen in his State. 
It is true, monopolies may exist in other parts of the United States. 
In fact, it seems that, notwithstanding the efforts which have been 
put forth by men who have been patriotic and determined to ad- 
vance the interests of the American people, monopolies have thriven 
in these United States. 

But, addressing myself to the suggestions of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Laczy], would not the plan which he offers lead toa 
socialism or a paternalism that would be obnoxious to every 
American and to every man who loves republican and democratic 
institutions? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to ask the gentleman if he 
thinks that the State of Minnesota, for instance, is socialistic or 
communistic when it leases its iron mines and gets a large revenue 
from those leases? ; 

Mr. KING. I have not the pleasure of an acquaintance with 


the es Minnesota. 

Mr. PER of Wisconsin. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
he thinks that England is socialistic or communistic when it 
leases the mines where asphaltum is produced in the Island of 
Trinidad? 

Mr. KING. Perhaps not; but England is paternalistic to a de- 
gree that we certainly do not desire to see in this country. Iam 
man that my friend refers to England as an example. Does he 

esire to fasten on the American people the evils that we see in 
England to-day, and to establish a policy against which we have 
inveighed for a century or more? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire you to answer a simple 
question and not to indulge in buncombe or a stump speech. 

Mr. KING. If the r ponsin will be polite— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I withdraw buncombe,” but 
leave Pomp speech.” 

Mr. KING. I think the gentleman can not be polite, But 
waiving that, I have to say that I do not think the policy his State 
is pursuing is one which has received the approval of the best 
minds of Amesica. It has not received the approval of the men who 
have been in the legislative halls of Congress; and hence I again 
ask, Why should we, at this date, adopt a policy at variance with 
that which has been pursued with such unbroken uniformity? 

My friend from Iowa says that he does not desire these gilsonite 
deposits to go into the hands of a monopoly. Suppose we dispose 
of them at auction. What would be the result? Certainly in 
that event men of vast wealth would acquire them, and the monop- 
oly against which he declaims would be perpetuated. How would 
the establishment of a monopoly be effected by leaving these min- 
eral lands open to the occupancy of the American people? 

Let those who have gone into the West, and let thoes who desire 
to go into ths West, enter these lands, locate the mineral veins the 
same as other mineral lands are possessed and under the same 
laws which have operated so beneficently. Whyshould the Gov- 
ernment of the United States desire to lease the lands? There is 
no reason for the application of a different rule or the adoption 
of a new policy. These lands are noricher than other mineral 
lands heretofore sold by the Government. 

It is for the interest of all to cheapen the price of gilsonite, and 
that as quickly as possible. This be accomplished by openi 
the lands to the public. Competition will reduce the price, on 
all will be benefited. Before they could be leased surveys would be 
required at the expense of the Government, explorations would 
of necessity have to be made, involving an expense of hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to the Government, the creation of new 
boards, more machinery, more offices, and more officials would in- 
evitably result, and a wise and liberal policy would be absolutely 
overturned. 

All this would be required, because no person, as these lands 
now are found, would lease them except at a nominal fi No 


man would lease from the Government these mineral lands and 
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y any substantial amount without explorations had been con- 
ee and the certainty of the gilsonite had been demonstrated. 
nditure of hun of thousands of dollars would be re- 
in order to furnish information so as to lease them and pay 
a royalty to the Government that would prove remunerative. 

I say to the gentleman now, that if we adopt the policy of leas- 
ing these lands, by the Secretary of the Interior, or under the 
direction of the Government, we are inviting loss; and that there 
would not be paid as a rental for these lands an amount that 
would remunerate the Government for the necessary cost of explo- 
ration and development in order to determine where the lands are 
and determine the character and extent of the veins. 

Why should we now undertake to lease lands when the Govern- 
ment never leased them before? Why expose at public vendue 
the mineral lands of the United States when the Government has 
never pursued that policy in the past? It seems to me that we 
should not at this time depart from a principle sanctioned by the 


An e 
qui 


experience and wisdom of the past. It ought not to be done. 
The poponun ought not to be entertained by the members of 
this House. 

[Applause.] 


I thank the committee for its attention. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some 
question in the committee as to the area and extent of these veins 
and the territory in which the deposits of gilsonite are found. 
I have in my hand the report of Mr. George Homans Eldridge, 
who was sent by the Government of the United States to this ter- 
ritory to investigate the extent and area of the gilsonite (a variety 
of asphalt) deposits in the State of Utah. He states: 

The area in which uintaite (gilsonite) and its associates of the hydro- 


carbon series, wurtzilite, elaterite, ozocerite, and maltha, the asphaltic lime- 


stones and sandstones, and a great series of bituminous shales are found lies 
in eastern Utah and just beyond in the western edge of Colorado. It is in- 
cluded between the meridians 108° 45’ and 111° 30’ west and the parallels 20° 
and 40° 30’ north, in all perhaps 10,000 square miles, and is in the main coinci- 
dent with the western half of the topographic depression known as the Uinta 


So that it seems the area over which these veins extend is a 
large one—that 10,000 square miles are embraced in the territory. 
It is true that it is an unexplored and nondeveloped region, and 
we are unable to fully say what is the extent of the deposits in the 
territory in which they are known to exist; but there are six prom- 
inent veins of gilsonite that have been discovered that are known, 
and the Government geologist, or expert, has raportos as to where 
these veins are located and how much ore is to be found in them. 

Although it is true, as my friend from Utah stated, there are a 
number of small veins that are unworkable and of no value, there 
are six great veins that Mr. Eldridge says are profitable, can be 
worked profitably, and he has given in his report the quantity of 
gilsonite contained in them. I wish to call the committee’s atten- 
tion to the facts as found in his report on this matter. He says: 

The Culmer vein may ave 15 inches in width for a distance of 2 miles 
possibl 5 Fora length of 2 miles and a depth of 1,000 feet it would 


yield 410,666 tons. But such a depth will never be attained in working this 
small vein. In view of the larger veins, but little less accessible, it is doubt- 
ful if the 100-foot level is ever passed. 

That is the smallest vein he mentions. He goes on to say: 

The Little or West Bonanza attains a maximum observed width of 10 feet 
6 inches, but for the 3 miles north of White River the average width would 

rhaps be 5 feet. This, for e cepin of 1,000 feet, would give a content of 

640,000 tons. An additional width of 4 feet for 1 mile. which is quite prob- 
able from the outcrop traversed, will increase the foregoing to 3,344,000 tons. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. rtainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it not a fact that on not a single one of 
the gilsonite veins located upon this reservation has there been a 
shaft sunk even 10 feet deep? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In reply to that I will say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the expert who was sent there by the Government to 
investigate states in his report that these mines have been opened. 
He does not say how deep the shafts have been sunk, but he does 
state as an expert how deep the veins go, and I presume that in 
making his examination and report he followed the usual and 
proper course of an expert sent out to examine into such a ques- 


tion. 

Mr, HARTMAN. How does he know how deep the veins are 
unless the shafts are sunk? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He knows just as I would know when I 
go into a coal field and bore a hole at one point and find the vein 
of a certain thickness at that point, and then go a mile off and 
find the same depth. Knowing the geological formation interven- 
ing, I can judge pretty definitely as to the average thickness and 
extent of the vein. 

Mr. HARTMAN. How many shafts did he sink? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That I can not say. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Did he sink en 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He states that he made the proper obser- 
vation; but I do notcare to go into a discussion of that kind upon 
this question. = > 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman from Alabama know—— 

[Here the hammer fell] 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Alabama be allowed to proceed for ten minutes. 4 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman from Alabama know that 
wherever mineral is discovered there are outcroppings which may 
be traced sometimes for a few miles, but that when you sink down 
into the ground you may or you may not discover a reul mine? 
Those outcroppings may be 10 or 15 or 20 feet in width, and yet 
when you go into the earth you may not find a vein that will pay. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not gointo any contention on that 
point at this time. From my own knowledge of geological forma- 
tions I do know that ordinarily mineral veins run of a certain 
average width, and unless you find a fault in a vein, you can cal- 
culate ed pf the amount of ore that will be found. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But can you calculate what will be the 
grade of the N 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not exactly; but that is not the question 
here. The question here is whether we shall accept the report of 
this expert, who tells us what he finds there; whether we shall accept 
his report or disregard it and take the statements of gentlemen 
who, I know, are endeavoring to inform us properly, but who 
have not investigated the subject. 

This expert goes on to say further: 


The Big or East Bonanza, for that portion north of White River, fully 3 
miles, 5 a general width of 10 feet, aud has therefore a content on a 


depth of 1,000 feet of 5,280,000 tons. 
South of White River both the Little and Big Bonanza veins have been 


traced nearly or quite to the Colorado line, and one of them, or a distinct 
vein on their trend projected, is said to extend for nearly 2 miles into Colo- 
o, with an ave thickness of at least 2 feet 6 inches. For the distance 
between the White River and the Colorado line, 2 miles, it would seem quite 
possible, from statements of Mr. McAndrews as to the width of the vein 
that the two Bonanzas would be capable at a conservative estimate of a yiel 
of at least 1,000,000 tons, and for the vein in Colorado a product of 880,000 tons 
would be afforded to a depth of 1,000 feet. These estimates would bring the 


total yield of the two Bonanza veins for their entire length, including the 


Colorado portion, to 10,504,000 tons. 

The Cowboy vein is the largest of all, and for at least 2 of the 5 miles over 
which it can be traced an ave width of 12 feet, for a half mile attain- 
ing l6 or 18 feet. Over the remainder of its length 8 feet is believed a safe 
estimate. These dimensions to a depth of 1,000 feet will yield 8,888,000 tons of 


Dragon vein, on Upper Evacuation Creek, will perhaps ave 
6 feet for 2 miles, and for this portion of it would afford a product of 2,112, 
tons. It is reported as extending 2 or 3 mile: beyond limit for which 
A 5 is made, which, if true, would increase this amount to at least 
A ms. 

The total yield of the six uintaite veins referred to above, accepting the 
foregoing figures as approximately correct, would amount to 23,744 582 ns. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have here an 
area of 10,000 square miles on which this expert states that gil- 
sonite is found, and in his official report to the Government he 
says that there are probably over 23,000,000 tons of that mineral 


deposit there. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is not the gentleman's argument really an 


the very 7 which has been followed as long as we have been 
& coun 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, sir. In the old times, when mineral 
lands were opened by the Government of the United States, they 
were. I grant you, opened in this way for many years, but in my 
own State of Alabama, when mineral deposits were found there 
of great value—when it was found that we had unlimited supplies 
of coal and iron underneath our soil—the Congress of the United 
States, in 1883-84, did not refuse to open the lands because they 
were already opened under the mineral laws of the United States, 
bui they e EEA act taking those lands off the market, and they 
are off me market to-day; they are not allowed to be taken up by 
our people. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And how have those lands been disposed of? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Congress has not disposed of them. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ah! 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman said there was no 
precedent for such action as I advocate. I refer to the precedent 

1883-84. 


in $ 

Mr. HARTMAN, Does it help your State to have those lands 
unmined? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I think they ought to be disposed of 
for a fair price; but I think that the pron from disposing of 
them ought to go to the Treasury for the benefit of the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. One more question. If those lands were 
put up at public auction or were leased by the Government upon 
a royalty, does not the gentleman know—in fact, I know he does 
know—that the wealthy corporations would be the only ones able 
to bid for those lands and would in a short time become the pos- 
sessors of them? 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. But if there is a fair profit derived and 
the money put into the Treasury, the people would be more ben- 
efited than by having wealthy corporations send out, as they do 
to-day, 100 men to locate the land and then take possession of it. 

Mr. KING. Does the gentleman say that any corporation has 
sent men out to locate these lands? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know of instances 

Mr. KING. Iam speaking of this particular case; and I chal- 
lenge the gentleman to show the proof for any such statement. 

r. UNDERWOOD. I do not speak of the gilsonite lands. I 
have not been there. ; 

Mr. KING. I have been there; and I wish to say that if the 
gentleman refers to those lands, he is entirely mistaken. The 
men locating there or secking to locate there are poor men—inen 
zoe have been endeavoring to build up the Territory and the 

tate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can only say to my friend that I do not 
pretend to any personal knowledge about this matter. I have 
never been in Utah, and I do not know the situation. But I do 
know what this expert sent out by the Government of the United 
States has reported to us. I do know what has happened in other 
mining localities; and I know that it very often happens that 
corporations which .can not locate these properties themselves 
po men there to do it. And it is natural they should do so. 

ey can do so under the law in this case if they want to, and as 
some of these large corporations åre very anxious to have these 
lands en I 2 they have some ulterior motive in doing so. 

Mr. KING. Do I understand the gentleman to advocate the 
policy pursued by Spain in dealing with these mineral lands? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam not at present advocating any policy. 
But I say this is an important question. Let me show what 
profits will be made on these 23,000,000 tons. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Who will make the profit? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The men who get the land. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Who will get the land? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not making any personal references 
in discussing this matter. I want to lay before the House the 
facts as I find them here. 

It has been suggested here that there is a difficulty in transporta- 
tion; that out there in a barren waste it is difficult to get the gil- 
sonite to market. But I find by this report that those deposits of 
gilsonite are within 125 miles of the Denver and Rio Grande Rail- 

_ Toad—the route by which this gilsonite is carried to market—and 
at another point they are within 50 or 70 miles of railroad trans- 
portation. It will be understood that when the building of new 
roads places these lands nearer to railroad transportation, the 

expenses of bringing the mineral to market will be largely reduced. 

Now, let us.see what the cost of transportation is. 

ar. „5 What sort of gilsonite does the gentleman 
refer to? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. To that which is found in the mines re- 
ferred to by this expert in his report. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But none of the gilsonite embedded in the 
mines of this reservation now under discussion is being utilized 
at present—not one pound of it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I so understand. The gilsonite located 
on this reservation is not now being mined, but the Du Chesne and 
Culmer mines are being worked on these veins and immediately 
ey ey to the Uncompahgre Reservation, which you are seeking 
to have opened by this amendment. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Outside of the reservation, at a distance 
of 124 miles from the railroad, gilsonite is being mined. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave said 125 miles. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But the output at the present time is not 
large enough to justify the expenditure of money in the construc- 
tion of a new railroad. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iunderstandthat. But when these mines 
are opened it will be profitable to construct a railroad. And let 
us see What profit is going to be made. To-day, as stated by this 
expert, the cost of mining this gilsonite is only 87} cents a ton; 
eae! is the labor cost of getting it out—of blasting it out of the 
rock, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I have been interrupted so much, I 
ask unanimous consent to be allowed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The cost of mining the gilsonite is, as I 
have stated, 87} cents a ton; but the expense of hauling it to the 
railroad amounts to $12 or $15 a ton. Railroad freight from the 
point where the mineral reaches the railroad to St. Louis or to 
Chicago amounts to $9 aton, making the total cost of mining the 
material and transporting it to the market in Chicago or St. Louis 
about $25 a ton. Adding $5 a ton for office and incidental ex- 
penses, the total cost, covering everything, would be $30 a ton. 

What is the market price to-day? These very men who want to 


get this ore are receiving in the Chicago or St. Louis markets $40 
$50 a ton. In other words, they are making a clear profit of 


from $10 to $20 a ton on this gilsonite. In these veins are 23,000,000 
tons of gilsonite in sight; so that, even under present conditions, 
with railroads undeyeloped, the profits at $10 a ton would amount 
to $230,000,000, or at $20 a ton, $460,000,000. 

Now, what is this valuable mineral going to cost them? We 
find that under the mineral-land laws they would be required in 
locating these lands to pay $5 an acre. But all who are familiar 
with the mineral-land laws and the location of claims under them 
know that this amount is never paid, because, after the lands are 
located, the parties making the location, if they do not call for 
their patents, may work the mines until they are exhausted with- 
out paying even the $5. So that under the existing laws these peo- 
ple would practically get these lands (worth at least $230,900,000) 
for nothing. But suppose they paid the 85 an acre? I find that 
the extent of these veins is only 13 miles. In order to make the 
locations it would be necessary to make only four 40-acre locations 
covering each mile. So that it would only require locations of 
2,160 acres at $5 an acre, amounting to $10,800. What is the 
proposition now before us? It is that Congress give to these men 
who are locating or proposing to locate on these mineral lands 
with all this ore in sight—to give them absolutely, or to sell them 
for $10,800—a piece of property which this mineral expert shows 
is worth 8230. 000,000. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me another 
qnestion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ashen’ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. What will be the profit to the Barber 
Asphalt Company, which is fighting this proposition here? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I really do not know that, but I wish 
my friend to understand that [ am not fighting the opening of 
these mines. But I say it is a duty of the members of this House 
to the people whom they represent to strike out this provision, 
and if these mines are to be opened, let the matter go before the 
Committee on Public Lands, or some other proper committee of 
this House, for its consideration of these questions, that they may 
have a careful consideration, so that we may know how these 
mines may best be opened so as to further the interests of the 
people of Utah and protect the Treasury of the United States. 

I thank the members of the committee for their attention. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill if he will move that the committee rise, so that 
I may offer some resolutions relative to the death of my colleague, 
Mr. Holux? The Senate have asked to be furnished with a 
copy of the resolutions which it is expected the House will act 


upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to dispose of this amendment 
first, but I am not going to be strenuous about it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to know if this proposed 
action will result in the adjournment of the House? 

Mr. STEELE. It will. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will. I should like very much to have 
this amendment voted on before we adjourn, but if there is to be 
much more discussion, I shall not refrain from making my mo- 
a 21 the statement of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

TEELE]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We'can vote on the amend- 
ment to-morrow just as well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the Senate amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HOLMAN. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
offers the following resolutions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, late a Representative of Indiana. 

Resolved, That a committee of ten members of the House be appointed by 
the Speaker, to act with such Senators as may be selected, to attend the 
funeral of the deceased; that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home, and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now ad- 


ourn. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutiors to the Senate. 


The resolutions were agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as 
the committee on the part of the House Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. DE 
ARMOND, Mr, ZENOR, Mr. STARK, Mr. Roprnson of Indiana, Mr. 
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DANFORD, Mr. BROMWELL, Mr. ELLIS, Mr. CRUMPACKER, and Mr. 
ALEXANDER. 

And then, in accordance with the terms of the resolutions, the 
House (at 3 o’clock and 39 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-mor- 


row at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
re following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 
DEME NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 2958) for the erection of a 
ublic tanane in Reno, Ney.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings aud Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2959) to prevent the destruction, defacement, 
or removal of surveyors’ stakes or monuments—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 2960) to codify the laws relat- 
ing to pensions—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill be R. 2961) to reduce the e di- 
tures of the Government, to 
courage the 8 in the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 2962) granting I to 
soldiers, sailors, and marines confined in so-called Confederate 
prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 2963) granting a pension to 
Jacob L. Girton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 2964) amending the military 
record of Albert E. Pringle, and granting his aged and dependent 
mother a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2965) franting an increase of pension to Dr. 
Luke H. Cooper, now totally blind—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 2956) to correct the 
military recordof Wesley Goodwine- to the Committee on Military 


irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) to correct the military record of Wal- 
ter S. Mulford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 2968) to pay for the legal services 
of Sewell Coulson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2969) granting am increase of pension to 
Mary E. Law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) to increase the pension of John A. 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. Failes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2972) for the relief of John Reed, alias Michael 
Flennigan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) granting a pension to Elisha Straub 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2974) ting a pension to James F. Lee— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) ting a pension to Frank Mead—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) granting a pension to Henry W. Rup- 
right—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2977) ting a pension to Collins M. Ster- 
ling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Mitch- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to Margaret John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.2980) granting a pension to Charles Wooley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 2981) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James W. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 2982) for the relief of 
Emanuel Peck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: A bill — R. 2983) placing the name of 
John W. Brooks, of Ellsworth, Kans., on the rolls of the Army, 
and granting him an honorable discharge with pay and allowances— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 2984) to pay the 
heirs of Juan Peralta for lands taken by the United States Gov- 
ernment in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) to provide for the summary hearing of 
certain cases in the Supreme Court of the United States—to the 
Committee on the J oe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2986) for the relief of the estate of Michael 
Knight—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ecrease Federal salaries, and to dis- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) for the relief of Peter F. Kendall to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2988) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Senar record of John Mander—to the Committee on Invalid 
‘ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) granting a pension to Sarah M. Spyker 
to the Committee on Pensions. 5 — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of certain heirs of the 
officers and crew of the United States light-house schooner Migno- 
nette, lost near Brazos Santiago, Tex., in the storm of September 21, 
1887—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) for the relief of A. Cusimano & Co,— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2992) for the relief of John F. Kranz—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2993) for the relief of the New Orleans Gas 
Light Company—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre 
Sauyé—to. the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2995) for the relief of Offner & Laumar—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Shannon, 
widow of Joseph R. Shannon, deceased, and administratrix of his 
estate, and to provide for the payment of the value of the steam- 
boat A. W. Quarrier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2997) for the relief of Hillel Marks—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2998) for the relief of the Odd Fellows Hall 
Association—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 2999) for the relief of P. S. 
Corbett—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3000) granting a pension to William H. Lane 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to 
Mary McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3002) | stein pension to Rachel M. Har- 
Wow the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. REED (by zaguan : A bill (H. R. 3003) for the relief of 
John H. Smith, alias John e—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 3004) for the relief of 
Esther A. Keyser—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief of the estate of William 
B. Todd, deceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3006) for the relief 
of Thomas Antisell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3007) nting a pension to 
Henry House—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 3008) granting a pension to 
Martha H. Morgan, of Scott County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3009) for the relief of Lawrence Tobin, of 
Frankfort, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3010) for the relief 
of Job. O. C. Rathbun—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3011) for the relief of Richard Sickner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3012) granting a pension to John Hoke—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R..3013) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jacob R. Davis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3014) for the 
increase of Mrs. Elizabeth Reen’s pension to $50 per month—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following peruan and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARLOW: Petition of J. S. Clark and other citizens of 
San Luis Obispo, Cal., relating to the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty, 
regen the beet-sugar industry—to the Committee on Foreign 

‘airs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of James McCord and other citizens 
of La Crosse, Wis., favoring the appointment of a monetary com- 
mission—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HANDY: Petition of F. P. Grantham, commander, and 
48 members of Blue Rock Council, No. 33, L. O. R. C., of Wil- 
mington, Del., in favor of the passage of a bill to regulate fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

prar HAWLEY: Petition of Rev. C. R. Dudley and others, 
of Gonzales, Tex., for the relief of the book agents of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of D. M. Roberts and other citizens 
of Ewart, Iowa, asking for the of a bill regulating the 


sale of cigarettes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 23, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. A 
The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CouDEN, offered the following 


er: 

PO Thou, who art infinite in wisdom, power, and goodness, we 
Thy children seek Thy presence, that we may be renewed in our 
weakness by Thy strength; that we may have the light of Thy 
‘wisdom to guide us; that we may be reassured by the warm rays 
of Thy life penetrating our hearts. PA 

Once more the unwelcome visitor we call Death has visited the 
ranks of this legislative body and taken away one of its faithful 
servants, The form once so familiar is now wrapped in the mantle 
of death; the eyes that beamed with intelligence are closed; the 
heart that beat with honesty of pars and the voice once music 
to those who loved and admired him are still. O Lord, we thank 
Thee that the soul which animated the body, that looked with 
intelligence out of the eyes, that spoke by the lips, is still liv- 
ing to a higher, grander, nobler purpose. Be this the comfort, 
the solace, of those whose hearts are tried, and especially of those 
who are near and dear to him; be Thou that comfort which shall 
enable them to bear up under this burden, feeling assured that 
they shall meet again in a more genial clime. 

This we ask in the name of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. ` 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nonnced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with 333 the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, late a Representative from 
the State of Indiana. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to attend the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 4 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


And in compliance with the foregoing, the Vice-President ap- 
inted as said committee Mr. TURPIE, Mr. FAIRBANKS, Mr. 
POONER, Mr. KYLE, and Mr. RAWLINS. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands when appointed: 

A bill (S. 83) for the relief of the homestead settlers on the Great 
Sioux Reservation, lying and being in the States of Nebraska, 
North Dakota, and South Dakota, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 363) granting the northwest quarter of the northwest 
quarter of section 30, township 17 N., range 3 E., Black Hills 
meridian, to the Nashville Presbyterian Church, of Nashville, 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution which 
I think is privileged. 

The SPEAKE . The gentleman will present his resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there are a number of suits Daca in the courts of the United 
States to foreclose the first mortgages in the Union Pacific Railroad Company; 
that said foreclosures may endanger the rights, equities, and liens of the Gov- 
ernment as second 5 erefore 


furnish this House, as speedil 
the number of suits brought to foreclose said mortgagor; the amount of the 
Government's claim against said railroad W. 


sary to protect ‘orth. 
whether the fourth section of the act of March 3, 1877, entitled “An act," etc., 
which 88 That whenever in the opinion of the President it should be 
deemed necessary to the protection of the Interests and the preservation of the 
security of the United Statesin respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest 
in any of the property of any or all the said companies u which a lien. 
mortgage, or other incumbrance paramount to the right. title, or interest of 
the United States for the same property or any part of the same that might 
exist and then be lawfully liable to be enforced, the Secretary of the Treasu: 
should, under the ion of the President, redeem or otherwise clear o 
suc! ount lien, mortgage, or other 8 paving, the sums 
lawfully due in respect thereof out of the nited States 
shouid thereupon d be subroga — —5 and securities 
theretofore pertaining to the debt, m Hen, or o incumbrance in 
respect of which said payment should be e; and, further, that it should 


Attorney-General, under the direction of the President, 
ings in the courts and otherwise as 
lien, mortga; other incumbrance, and 


are DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the right to 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman claims this as a matter of 
1 te 
Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is presenting this under a guise 
of a resolution of inquiry. If it was simply for the purpose of 
obtaining information, there would be no objection to that, but 
this calls for information on questions of law from the Attorney- 
General, and a ae other matters. 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman from Missouri think this 
is a question of privilege? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not a question of privilege. It is a reso- 


lution of inquiry. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman presents it as a question of 


tag 
ao INGLEY. It is not simply that. I reserve the right to 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri think this 
is a question of privilege? : 

Apa BLAND. I would like to respond to the gentleman from 
aine. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman present this asa question 
of privilege? 

Mr. BLAND. I present it as a question of privilege, for the 
reason that ordinarily, I admit, it would go to a committee, but 
there is no committee to which to refer it; no way to get it here 
except as a question of privilege, and under the peculiar circum- 
stances as they exist here a resolution of that importance ought to 
be considered, and it can not come in in any other way. ow, I 
admit that under the ordinary practice of the House, where you 
have committees appointed whose duty it is to investigate the 
merits of a resolution before it is offered for passage, it would 
have to go to a committee, but we have no committee, and there 
is no other way of getting it up, and hence, under parliamen 
law, in the present condition of the House, I may say it is a privi- 
leged motion, as there is no other way to present it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that point. 

Mr. BLAND, I shall have to appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri appeals from 
the decision of the Chair 

Mr. BLAND. I want to debate that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Maine has not the floor to 
make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
moves that the Hopon be laid on the table. 

Mr. B . Iam proceeding to debate it, and the gentleman 
can not take me off the floor in this way. i 

The SPEAKER. The House has the right to decide the ques- 
tion without debate. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Maine 
will withdraw that. I think there is very grave doubt as to this 
being oe a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not only a resolution of inquiry, but it 
endeavors to go far beyond that. Under the guise of a resolution 
of inquiry, it seeks to legislate. 

Mr. BLAND. If we hada Committee on the Judiciary, I would 
ask to have the resolution referred to that committee. The gen- 
tleman pays that we are seeking legal information. Where are 
weto get the information? We must get it through some existing 
authority. There being no Committee on the Judiciary, I have 
no means of getting this information otherwise than as I have 
proposed. We are in the anomalous position of haying no com- 
mittee to which this matter can be referred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A single suggestion, Mr. Speaker. If the 
object is to obtain information as to what steps have been taken 
in relation to this matter in the same manner as the Senate has 
obtained information, I have here the substance of the resolution 
adopted by the Senate, and the information has been sent to the 
Senate, and is printed, All the information bearing on this ques- 
tion has been sent to the Senate. If the gentleman desires to get 
information covering the entire ground, there is no objection to 
the adoption of a resolution of inquiry like that under which this 
information was communicated to the Senate. 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not care about the information sent to the 
Senate. We have that. What 1 want to find out is whether or 
not it is the policy of this Government to out the existing 
law, which says that the prior liens shall be liquidated and the 
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Government shall take ion of these roads. That is the law, 
and I want to ask the 8 -General whether that policy is to 
be pursued, and if it is, whether we are required to legislate in 
order to enable the Government to carry it out. There is nothing 
of that in the Senate resolution. 

Mr. DIN GLEV. All the information is in print, 

Mr. BLAND. All the information with reference to bringing 
suits; but the question whether the Government officers intend to 
protect the Government under the existing law is not answered in 
the information sent to the Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest to the Chair 
that under the rule a resolution of this kind would go to a com- 
mittee, which would be required to report it back to the Honse 
within a given time, or if the committee did not report it back 
within a given time, any gentleman on the floor could then call it 
up as a master of privilege. But there is no committee in exist- 
ence to which this resolution can be referred, and if it be notheld 
to be a privileged matter, then the House is powerless to obtain 
the information which it may desire. In view of the fact that we 
may proceed under present conditions for a further time, it seems 
to me that the only safe rule is to hold that a resolution of inquiry. 
submitted in good faith, does raise a question of privilege. her- 
wise it is absolutely impossible for the House to obtain the neces- 
sary information upon which to act in any matter. So far as the 
suggestion which has been made that the resolution calls for the 
leal opinion of the Attorney-General, that officer may or may not 
give his opinion. The Attorneys-General have ordinarily held 
that they were only required to furnish their legal opinions to the 
President. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the law. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Attorney-General could, if he thought 
proper submit his judgment to this body, although usually he 

oes not desire to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas will at once recog- 
nize the fact that a resolution of inquiry which contains some- 
thing else ceases to be a resolution of inquiry, and herce ceases, 
even on his own argument, to have any privileged right. The 
argument of the gentleman from Texas would be valid provided a 
resolution of inquiry was submitted, but the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND], having the information before him which has 
been communicated in response to a Senate resolution of inquiry, 
very properly declines to go over that ground again, and adds to 
his resolution something which prevents the proposition from 
being treated as a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, let me say that that is a great mis- 
take. As toa part of my inquiry, the Senate has not any infor- 
mation, and my resolution is nothing but a resolution of inquiry. 
That portion of the resolution which inquires of the Attorney- 
General whether it is the policy of the Government to carry out 
the provisions of the Thurman Act, to liquidate these prior liens 
and carry out all the provisions of the law, and if so, what legisla- 
tion may be required to enable the Government to do that—that 
part of the resolution is not answered in the information commu- 
nicated to the Senate. 

It is simply an inquiry—nothing but an inquiry—the whole of 
it. No matter what the Senate may have done, we are not bound 
by the action of the Senate. We have a right as a House of Rep- 
resentatives to adopt resolutions of inquiry independently of them 
ae resolutions of the same form as their resolutions if we want 
to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, it is of course a matter of discretion with 
the House whether it will go over the ground again or not. 

Mr. BLAND. There is nothing in the resolution but an inquiry. 
The Speaker is evidently not justified in his inference. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to make this suggestion to the Chair: 
That it must be in the power of the House under all conditions to 
ascertain whether the executive officers of this Government are 
enforcing the laws of the United States; and that is the main pur- 
pose of this resolution of inquiry. So far as regards the asking of 
the Attorney-General’s opinion on a question of law, that is not so 
intimately interwoven with the other questions that the Attorney- 
General might not respond to the remainder of the resolution and 
leave out that matter if he so desires. But the information which 
the gentleman from Missouri seeks is important as well as perti- 
nent, because it might happen that if the Attorney-General were 
not taking proper steps to protect the interests of the United States, 
the House would desire to amend the law or to take some action 
which would compel him to protect properly the rights of the 
Government. But until this information is before us not one of 
us is advised as to what ought to be done. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the Senate of the United States 
has asked the Attorney-General to furnish that body with infor- 
mation as to what steps have been taken to enforce the laws of 
the United States in this case, and also to furnish certain other 
information, with copies of papers. The Attorney-General has 
submitted to the Senate a reply, embraced in the printed docu- 
meut which I have in my hand, giving all the information bearing 
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on this subject. Now, if it is desired to have the same informa- 
tion come to the House, I have no objection at all to our pana 
for it. But to go beyond that and to ask the Attorney-Gene 
his opinion as to certain questions of law is something that has 
never been done by either the House or the Senate, and is not per- 
missible under the law creating that office. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand, then, the gentleman to mean that 
all the information we already have he is willing we should have 
again, My resolution goes beyond the inquiry of the Senate. It 
inquires into the question whether it is the policy of the Govern- 
ment to carry out the provision of the Thurman Act, which is 
that when these suits are determined and decrees entered the Goy- 
ernment will pay off and liquidate the claims and take possession 
of the roads under the law. The Senate proposition has nothing 
of that kind in it, and many other things embraced in my reso- 
lution are not included in the information furnished to the Sen- 
ate. Ihave read the papers to which the gentleman from Maine 
refers. I understand what they contain. We already have that 
information. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. y point of order is that the motion be- 
fore the House is to lay upon the table the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, and that that motion is not debatable. 

5 The SPEAKER. That is the motion. As many as are in 
avor— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to know whether the Chair holds 
that when the gentleman from Missouri appeals from the decision 
of the Chair and seeks the floor for the purpose of discussing that 
appeal any member (because if the gentleman from Maine can do 
it any of the 356 members of the House can) may move to lay that 
appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then Isubmit to the Speaker that under 
that ruling there is no way by which an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair can be discussed except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. By no means. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] would be the first to recognize the fact 
that if the House refuses to lay the appeal on the table, then the 
House can discuss it to its own content. But the House has a 
right to say whether or not it will listen to a discussion on the 
subject. The House isnot powerless in that The gentle- 
man poe Tennessee must recognize that as familiar parliamen- 
tary law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will submit my view respectfully to the 
Chair, if he will permit me. It is this: That under the statement 
which the Chair now makes, the effect is that unanimous consent 
must first be obtained before a member can discuss an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must perceive that that is an 
argument against establishing the rule, and not against the fact 
that it has been established. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iconcede that the Speaker would be right 
if the previous question had been ordered and we were proceeding 
under the prorina question. In that case the appeal would not 
be debatable. But an appeal from the decision of the Chair is 
always debatable if the previous question is not operating, 

The SPEAKER. The appeal is debatable unless the House 
decides otherwise. > 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But if a gentleman is on the floor he cer- 
tainly is entitled 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Missouri was only 
on the floor to submit his appeal. Whether he should be recog- 
nized afterwards as having the floor to address the House involves 
a different recognition. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman had been recognizéd as 
on the floor and was addressing the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. A privileged motion could come in between 
the two recognitions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I respectfully submit that the gentle- 
man from Maine could not take the gentleman from Missouri 
from the floor to make any motion when the gentleman from Mis- 
souri had the floor and was debating the appeal. Of course, if 
the Chair holds that that can be done, then no appeal from the 
decision of the Chair can be discussed except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

a SPEAKER. The Chair only makes the ruling which it has 
made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, I ask the Chair whether, under the 
ruling of the Chair, there is any way by which an appeal from the 
decision of the presiding officer can be discussed except by unani- 
mous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Les. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How? 

The SPEAKER. By a vote of the House, 
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Mr. RICHARDSON, That is practically by unanimous con- 
sent, or we are compelled first to vote down the motion. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The House may, if it chooses, 
vote down the motion to lay the appeal on the table. If the House 
does not wish to hear debate, it need not hear it. 

Mr. BLAND. But, Mr. Speaker, one moment 

The SPEAKER. The House is not at the mercy of the indi- 
vidual member, or any member whatever. The vote of the House 
must decide the question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I agree to that 

The SPEAKER. If the House desires to hear the gentleman, it 
will vote down the proposition to lay the appeal on the table. If 
it does not desire to hear him, and is sati 
the Chair is correct, then it will vote the other way. 

Mr. BLAND. That is the very subject of debate. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must decline to entertain any fur- 
ther debate until the House has pasoa on this question. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY to lay 
the appeal on the table, there were on a division (called for by 
Mr. BAILEY and others)—ayes 98, noes 83. 

Mr. BAILEY. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 76, an- 
swered “present” 23, not voting 166; as follows: 


YEAS-—$87. 
Alexander, Dingley, Lacey, Pugh, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Linney, Reeves, 
Babcock. Dovener, Littauer, Royse, 
— ee RR, F 
0 erman, 
Booze, Fenton, MoCall, AEn ge 
Brewster, Fischer, ptm Smith, III. 
Broderick, Fletcher, McDonald, Smith, S. W. 
3 22 Helntire, e 8 
rown, A rague, 
Burton. Gillett, Mass. Mercer, Strode, Nebr, 
on xt Griffin, Minor, 8 
Connell. Hager, orr ongue, 
Connolly, Henry, Conn Mudd, Walker. Mass, 
p. a i Northway, Walker, Va. 
Crumpacker, ill, ell, Wanger, 
Curtis, Hitt. Overstreet, Warner, 
Dalzell. Hurley. Parker, N. J Weaver. 
Danford, Johnson, N. Dak. yne, White, N. C. 
Davenport, err. Pearce, Mo. Will Pa. 
Davison, Ky. m. Powers, Wilson, N. Y. 
Dayton, Kirkpatrick, Prince, 
NAYS—%6. 
Adamson, Clark, Mo. Howard, Ala. Pierce, Tenn. 
Allen, Cochran, Mo. Jones, Wi Rhea, 
Bailey, Cooper, Tex King, Ridgely, 
Baird, Cranford, oberg, Robi m, Ind. 
Baker, Ill Cum Knowles, Sayers, 
Ball, Davey b, Settle, 
Bartlett, Davis, Lanham, Shafroth, 
Barlow, De Armond. Lewis, Ga. Shuford, 
Benton, De Graffenreid, Livingston, . — 
Bland. E Love, Slayden, 
Botkin, trick, McCormick, Stark, 
Brenner, Ohio Fleming, McCulloch, ey. ne ol Tex 
Brewer, Fowler, N. C. McMillin, Sutherland, 
Brundidge, Fox, Maguire, Tate, 
Burke, Gaines, Maxwell, Vandiver, 
Campbell, Gunn, Meekison, incent, 
Carmac Handy, Meyer, La. Wheeler, Ky. 
Castle, Henry, Miss Ogden, Young, Va. 
Catchings, Henry, Tex. Otey. nor. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—23. 
A Foote, Latimer, Swanson, 
Brownlow, Hamilton, Len Underwood, 
cker, Heat wole McCle i egraff, 
Butirr, Hooker, Miller, illiams, Miss. 
De Vries, Hull, Richardson, Wright. 
TT, Je Stone, C. W. 
NOT VOTING—166. 
Acheson, Capron, Gillet, N. V. Kelley. 
Bankhead, Chickering, Graff, Kitchin, 
Barber, Clardy, Greene, Knox, 
Barham, Clark, Iowa G Kulp, 
Barney, Clarke, N. H. Grosvenor, Landis, 
Barrett, Clayton, Grout, Lester, 
Barrows, Gochrane; N. V. Grow. Lewis, W. 
Beach, son, Harmer, Little, 
Belden. Cooke, Hartman. Lorimer, 
Belford, Cooney, Hawley, ud. 
P, Cooper, Wis. Y, Loudenslager, 
4 Corliss, Hemenway, vering, 
Benner, Pa Cousi. Henderson, McAleer. 
Bennett, Cowherd. Henry, Ind McDowell, 
s: Cox, Hicks, McEwan, 
Bi akan, Curtis, Iowa Hilborn, McLai 
Bishop, Davidson, Wis. Hinrichsen, McRae, 
Bodine, Dinsmore, Hopkins, Maddox, 
Boutelle, Dockery, Howard, hany; 
Bradley, dy, Howe. on, 
Brantley, Elliott, Howell, Mann, 
Brosius, Ermentrout, Hunter, Marshall, 
Broussard, Evans, Jett, rtin, 
Brumm, Johnson, Ind. Mesic 
Bull. Fowler, N. J Jones, Va. Miers, 
on, ner, oy. ills, 


ed that the ruling of |- 


Mitchell, Rixey, Sperry, Taylor, Ala. 
y. Robb 8 gs, — 55 
Moon, Robbins, e, 5 
Newlands, Robe: La. Stevens, Minn Van Voorhis, 
Norton, Sauerhering, tewart, N. J. Vehslage, 
Shannon, Stewart, Wis. Wadsworth, 
Osborne, Shattuc, Stokes, ard, 
Otjen, Shelden, Stone, W. A Weymouth 
Packer, Pa. Simpson, Strait, Wheeler, Ala. 
Pearson, Skinner. Strowd, N. C. White, III. 
Perkins, Smith. * Sturtevant, Wilber, 
Peters, Smith, Wm. Alden Sullivan, Wilson, 
Pitney, Snover, Sulzer, Yost, 
Plowman, Southwick, Talbert, Young, Pa. 
5 ding, Tawney. 
y, Sparkman, Tayler, Ohio 


So the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missouri, 
Mr. Dockery. Ihave voted “aye,” but I desire to withdraw my 
vote and be recorded as answering present.“ 

Mr. SWANSON. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. Burton. I desire to be recorded as answering present.“ 

Mr. FOOTE. I find that Iam paired, and therefore will with- 
draw my vote, and ask to be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I find that Iam paired, and wish there- 
fore to withdraw my vote and be marked present.” 

Mr. HULL. I am paired with the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. Ciayton. I ask to withdraw my vote and to be marked 
present.“ 

Mr. LATIMER. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired. 
I desire to be recorded as answering! present.” 

Mr. DE VRIES. I am paired with the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. Loup. I therefore withdraw my vote and ask to be 
marked present.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I have been paired with the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. Curtis. I do not think he has returned. I have 
voted in the negative; but I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
recorded as co ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am paired with the tleman from 
Wisconsin, Mr. BARNEY. I desire to be recorded as present.“ 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to be marked present,“ as [am paired 
with the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. Carchixds. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I have voted in the negative, but 
desire to withdraw my vote unless the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. ROBBINS, has voted. I was paired with him. 

tied SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has not 
voted. . 

Mr. LENTZ. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BROWNLOW. As I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Moon, I wish to withdraw the vote which I have castin the afirma- 
tive, and to be marked present.“ 

Mr. DORR. Iam paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
Mappox, and therefore withdraw my vote and ask to be recorded 
as present.“ 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

r. Loup with Mr. DE VRIES. 

. HENDERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY, 

. COLson with Mr. KITCHIN. 

Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 

. MESICK with Mr. PETERS. 

. SPERRY with Mr. GRIdds. 

. Mupp with Mr. LITTLE. 

. WARD with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Epp with Mr. WILIaAus of Mississippi. 

. JOY with Mr. McLaurin. 

. SPALDING with Mr. CRANFORD. 

. CANNON with Mr. ROBB. 

. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 
. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. MAHON with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania, 

. BARNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

. YOUNG of Pennsylvania with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
. McCaLL with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. BUTLER with Mr. MCALEER. 

. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. ELLIOTT, 

. UPDEGRAFF with Mr. TALBERT. 

. PERKINS with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

. JENKINS with Mr. STOKES. 

. HEMENWAY with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
. VAN VooRHIS with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 

. MILLs with Mr. JETT. 

. McEWAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. CORLIsS with Mr. LATIMER. 

. ADAMS with Mr. DOCKERY. 

. ACHESON with Mr. WILsoN of South Carolina. 
. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
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Mr. KULP with Mr. STALLINGS, 

Mr. WX. ALDEN Surrn with Mr. BRUCKER. 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. ERMENTROUT., 

Mr. Moopy with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Topp. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. Norton. 

. McIntire with Mr. MARSHALL, 

Booz with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. CLAYTON. 

WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

HILBORN with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, 

Foote with Mr. OSBORNE. 

CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. MILLER with Mr. CLarpy. 

. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

. SHELDEN with Mr. Youne of Virginia. 

WIr of Illinois with Mr. Rrxry. 

SNOVER with Mr. PLOWMuAN. 

Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

HARMER with Mr. BODINE. 

Ronnixs with Mr. LENTZ. 

. BARBER with Mr. RIDGELY. 

CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. MCRAE, 

Horkixs with Mr. HINRICHSEN. 

BARHAM with Mr. BERRY. 

BOUTELLE with Mr. TATE. 

. STURTEVANT with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Burton with Mr. Swanson. 

. BRENNER of Ohio with Mr, Cox. 

. HOOKER with Mr. CarcHhN ds. 

. WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON, 

. DORR with Mr. MADDOX. 

. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

. BisHop with Mr. Smita of Kentucky. 

. BROWNLOW with Mr. Moon. 

. WRIGHT. I find that I am paired with the gentleman 

from Georgia, Mr. Apamson. If he has not voted, I wish to 
m 


withdraw vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] 
has not voted. The vote of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Wriaut] is withdrawn, and he will be marked present.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

FUNERAL OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOLMAN. 
On motion of Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, by unanimous con- 
sent, Mr. BLAND was added to the committee spe to accom- 
pany the remains of the late Representative Holman to his home 
Indi 


PE 


Fr 


FERREE 


PEPER 


RE 


CEREMONIES AT THE TOMB OF GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk's 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] asks. unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of twenty-five members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, of which committee the Speaker shall be chairman, shall be ap- 

inted by the Speaker to participate in the ceremonies at the transfer of 

e tomb of General Grant to the city of New York, to be held on the 27th 
instant, and that the expenses of said committee be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, itis well known that the Senate, 
-by unanimous consent, have agreed, by three-day recesses, to ad- 
journ until a week from Monday, so far as the transaction of 
8 7 is concerned. There are many gentlemen on both sides 
of the House who desire to be present in New York on the occa- 
sion of the memorial services relating to General Grant. and some 
desire to attend to other matters. In view of their suggestions, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the House adjourn to-day it be 
until Monday next, with the understanding that there shall be an 
adjournment until Thursday of next week, and from Thursda 
until Monday week, with the understanding that no business 1 
be transacted in the meantime. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, if there is no constitutional objec- 
tion, I hope there will be no objection on this side. I suppose that 
can be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say that while undoubtedly this is by 
unanimous consent, as in the Senate, I understand that it will be 
necessary that on Monday and Thursday next there shall be amere 
formal meeting of the House, in order to meet the requirements 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 28, 


of the Constitution; butin order that there may be no misunder- 
standing, my request for unanimous consent includes the under- 
poe pe there shall be no business done in the meantime. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Knn [Mr DINGLEY]? 
There was no objection. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
fab bans for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1898, and for 
other 5 with Mr. Payne in the chair. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the 
Senate amendments to the Indian appropriation bill (H. R. 15). 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the pending motion, Mr. Chairman, 
is to recommend nonconcurrence in amendment numbered 10. 

Mr. BAILEY. The pending motion is to concur. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; the motion is to nonconcur, 

Mr. BAILEY. The 8 from Utah moved to concur. 

The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman from New York moved to 
nonconcur, and the gentleman from Utah moved to concur; and 
the question is on the motion to concur. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I big pardon; 

The CHAIRMAN. o gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
COOPER] is recognized. 

Mr. OPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacry], in the course of his remarks, referred to 
the act of 1894 as mandatorily directing the officers of the Govern- 
ment to open the lands in the Uncompahgre Reservation to set- 
tlement, and the gentleman from Utah [Mr. KINd] complained of 
the fact that in refusing to so open these lands the Government 
had not obeyed that mandatory requirement. 

I desire in this connection, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention 
of the committee to a communication, dated March 10, 1896, ad- 
dressed by the Secretary of the Interior to the Senate, in response 
to a resolution of we oe of that body, in which he explains why 
these lands have not been opened. Speaking of his own report for 
the year 1895, he says: 

That report sets forth the facts that valuable discoveries of “ gilsonite” 
have been explored by officers of the Geol Survey on this reservation 
since the date of the passage of the act of 1801— 

Since the date of the passage of the act of 1894— 


supra, and shows that if these lands are opened to entry in the ordinary way 
ia Government would be deprived of extensive protits which should go into 


That, sir, is the reason the Government did not see fit to obey the 
mandatory statute of 1894; and in my own opinion, under all the cir- 
cumstances, it affords a sufficient justification of the course pur- 
sued by the Government, ially when considered in connec- 
tion with the fact that such opening of these lands would involve 
a direct violation of the spirit, if not of the letter, of the treaty 
under which the Indians are now in possession of this reservation. 

Then follows this statement, which the gentleman from Utah 
seems to have forgotten or overlooked: 

The information set forth in my report with reference to the valuable 
mineral on said land had not been so fully brought to the attention of Con- 

ess at the date of the passage of the act providing for the restoration to 
e public domain of the unaliotted nonagricultural lands, and in that report I 


recommended such legislation as would provide for the disposal of the m- 
ite deposits by lease or sale to the highest bidder. 


It seems, Mr. Chairman, that this recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior had escaped the observation of Congress; 
but, sir, it had not esca the observation of men interested in 
securing this W egislation. 

Mr. GAINES. What does the gentleman read from? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. om a communication written 
by the Secretary of the Interior, directed to the President of the 
Senate, and dated March 10, 1895, asking him why that statute of 
1894 has not been obeyed. It expressly recites that important 
discoveries of gilsonite had been made u this particular res- 
ervation since the date of the passage of the act of 1894. For 
years, Mr. Chairman, persons have industriously endeavored, in 
season and out of season, to secure the enactment of this particu- 
lar legislation. 

Now, what is the proposition? To give millions of dollars’ 
worth of land, rich in gilsonite or asphaltum—tens of millions of 
dollars’ worth—to the people who could rush onto it, and, sir, 
to give it to them at the rate of $5 an acre! I do not care how 
elaborately a man may use the English language in endeavoring 
to cover up the proposition, that is the proposition. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, every man upon this floor is, in the proper sense of the 
word, a trustee—a trustee of an express trust, bound, under his 


official oath, to guard the property rights of the people of the 
United States. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended ten minutes. 

The . Is there objection to the et of the gen- 
tleman from New York? [After a pause.] The hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I thank the committee for its 
courtesy. Mr. Chairman, what would any member on this floor 
do, provided he were appointed the guardian of a ward, and that 
ward were the owner of this enormously valuable mineral deposit? 

Would he sell it at $5 an acre 5 who could first get 
upon it? Suppose he were a trustee and his cestui que trust owned 
the property; suppose, sir, he were an executor, with power to sell 
under a will the property of a testator who had died the owner of 
this particular land; would he presume to sell it to the first per- 
son or persons that could get upon it, and at only $5 per acre? 

No honest man would dispose of it at 85 an acre. No honest 
man would do that. A price so grossly inadequate would consti- 
tute a badge of frand. e can not escape our responsibility. We 
are here, as to this land, in a capacity analogous to the relation 
which a guardian sustains to the property of his ward. This is 
the property not of any individual, but of all the people, and we 
represent here the interests of all the people. 

r. GAINES. Will the gentleman please tell us what his plan 
is? Lask for information. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Tes, sir. My plan would beanal- 
ogous to the plan proposed, as I am informed, in the charter for 
the Greater New York, where, instead of turning over their streets 
to a corporation or corporations, to take possession of them and 
make money perpetually for their own benefit, it is proposed to 
grant privileges in a form equivalent to a lease, so that the people 
may receive a return for the use of the public property. 

When you give a corporation the right to use a public street 
for railway purposes, you grant a monopoly, and it is certainly 
no more than proper that the people should receive an equivalent. 
Birmingham, in England, and Glasgow, Scotland, exact this 

uivalent, and so does Berlin; and the mere chatter that we hear 
about socialism and communism and ee when we pro- 
pose a similar plan concerning these asphaltum lands has no weight 
in this discussion. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KING. Doesthe gentleman say that the policy adopted by 
the earlier legislators in Congress with respect to the di of 
the public lands and the policy reaffirmed when the Foote resolu- 
tion was discussed was evidence of dishonesty on the part of those 
legislators? And does the gentleman think that the Republican 
party, which passed the homestead law, under which the people 
were enabled to obtain homes on the public lands cheaply, was 
guilty of dishonesty in the adoption of that policy? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not, and ntleman is 
unfortunate in the question he asks, inasmuch as in it he assumes 
that there is a parallel or close analogy between the sale of our 
timber lands and of other public lands and the proposed sale of 
this deposit of gilsonite under the Senateamendment. Thisis the 
only bed of gilsonite in the United States which, in its develo 
ment, can be of very great value. The pine lands of the North- 
west were almost illimitable in extent. Thousands of individual 
owners have taken them up and they havenot yet been exhausted. 
There is not and can not be a monopoly in pine-land ownership. 
On the contrary, this particular bed of gilsonite can be taken 
by a very few poopie and a perfect monopoly quickly established. 
And, sir, it will not be taken by sha Foot prospectors about whom 
the gen eman from Utah discow so eloquently yesterday and 
in whose behalf gentlemen have shown very great zeal in private. 

In connection with the suggestion of the gentleman from Utah, 
that poor prospectors seeking a fortune are going out to take 
these lands, I desire to call attention to a letter from Lieutenant- 
Colonel Randlett, United States Army, the acting Indian agent 
upon that reservation, dated March 23, 1897. The letter will be 
found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of April 14, 713. It is 
addressed to the Commissioner of Indian irs, and in it Colonel 
Randlett says: 

Sin: I have the honor to submit, as additional to my report of 15th instant, 
that on the 4th of March, 1897, there were more than thirty location notices 
laced u the lands of the Uncompah Indian Reservation, signed b 
nomex oyd as agent, and that among the 

appear those of 

Now mark the names of these poor prospectors” struggling 
for a fortune: 

Among the names of the persons so located a those of Heber M. Wells, 
James T. Hammond, and Arthur Brown. Mr. d is known as State mine 
inspector of Utah, Heber M. Wells is governor of Utah, James T. Hammond 
is secretary of state, and Arthur Brown is supposed to be ex-United States 
Senator from Utah. 
These are the poor prospectors struggling for a fortune! Mr. 
i n,are we under any obligation, either as a matter of pog 
me or as a matter of common honesty in the discharge of our 
uty here, to give to the governor of Utah, to the secretary of 


names of the persons so locat 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


827 


state of Utah. and to an ex-United States Senator from Utah, and 
to the mining imspector of Utah, and their associates these mil- 
lions upon millions of your and my constituents’ property at $5 


an acre 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. What is the gentleman ing from? 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was reading from letter of 
Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett, which will be found on 713 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. He si himself tenant- 


signs 
Colonel, United States Army, Acting United States Indian Agent.” 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will revert to another 
t of the proceedings of the Senate, he will find the history of 
ieutenant-Colonel Randlett and of his connection with the peo- 
ple who are interested in this claim. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have listened to too many argu- 
ments not to observe the entire irrelevancy of what the gentleman 
from Missouri has just said. The history of Lieutenant-Colonel 
Randlett and the relation which he bears to anybody or 8 
do not signify in this discussion. The facts which he has specifi 
I understand to be undisputed and indisputable, and the facts are 
all that is material. Does the gentleman from Missouri deny that 
the governor of Utah, the mining i tor of Utah, the secretary 
of state of Utah, and other public officials and their friends have, 
through one agent, located thirty or more claims upon this land? 

That is the significant fact in this matter, and I care not who 
Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett may be, or what relation he may 
sustain to anybody on earth. The fact is that these gentlemen 
who are making these claims are not poor prospectors looking for 
a fortune, such as have been described upon this floor. At this 
point I want to call attention to a statement made by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in his report, on page 10: 

It will be seen that these deposits, while they cover only a small area of 


1212855 75 5 in the ordinary f rsons will obtain 
them eres 8 no 8 — 1 1 become. the prop- 
erty of e companies engaged in using this mineral. I believe the true 
ey should be for the Government to sell these deposits to the highest 
idders, or else to lease them. If they are disposed of under existing law, a 
few thousand dollars will be picked up by the enterprising men who first 
upon them, and then enormous profits, which at least in part should go into 
the Treasury of the Government, will be made by the companies organized 
to operate them. 

The writer of this language knew exactly what he was talking 
about. As early as 1895 he 5 precisely what would be 
done by the State officials of $ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Thatis from the report of Mr. Hoke Smith. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, Mr. Hoke Smith; but the 
fact remains the same, no matter who saysit. Why, the position 
of the gentleman from Missouri would have prohibited Par- 
liament of Great Britain from acting upon the advice of a poor 
adventurer named Patterson, who suggested the establishment of 
the Bank of England. The gentleman from Missouri would have 
risen in his place and said, in response to the suggestions and argu- 
ments of Patterson, Oh, he is nothing but a poor fellow from 
Scotland; he does not amount to anything.” The question is, 
What is the truth as to the statement made? If the statement or 
argument is not correct, let it be answered. 

5 acre of this gilsonite land was taken up on the 
4th of ch, 1897. 
paas the hammer fell.] 

. SHAFROTH. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin desire 
more time? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; I would like a few minutes 


more. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman and to the Committee of the Whole for their courtesy. 
There is another feature of this matter to which I desire to ca 
the attention of the committee. Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett 

says that— 
To pass this particular amendment, or an act equivalent to it, would 
amount to an outrage upon the Indians, who have secure in the belief 


eat the Government of the United States would treat them with common 
ess. 

That is the statement of this lieutenant-colonel of the Regular 
Army. He says: 


Had the appropriation bill referred to become a law, the effect of this 
amendment would have been to permit the Indians residing on the Uncom- 
Reservation to be overrun and completely dispersed by asphaltum 
prospectors and claim locators, and every semblance of justice and fair deal- 
ing on the part of the Government in dealing with their interests would have 
been outraged. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I hope I may be permitted to fin- 
ish; I have only five minutes. 

That is the statement of the Indian agent representing the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. He says that to pass this amend- 
ment would be an outrage upon common justice. If those pro- 
22 or claim agents could have their way, those Indians would 

driven off that reservation with rifies and sent wandering over 
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the earth. What we ought to do before opening those lands at 
all is to pass a law which shall provide for the transfer of those 
Indians to some other definite location. 

That is the only fair method to pursue. Why not enact a law of 
that kind? Why violate, without any sort of right, the provisions 
of the treaty made in 1880 with those Indians, by which they were 
put upon that reservation with the understanding, implied if not 
expressed, that they were to stay there until some other reserva- 
tion should be provided for them? 

I contend, Mr. Chairman, that the Government of the United 
States in its dealings should do nothing that one honest man would 
not do in settling a business matter with another, his equal before 
the law. The Government of the United States must act in all 
treaty matters of this kind with absolute integrity and good faith. 
In dealing with governments and peoples, and especially with the 
poor, the weak, and the helpless, it ought to exhibit what Burke 
called that chastity of honor which feels a stain like a wound.” 

Mr. Chairman, in response to the question of the gentleman 
who first interrogated me, I will say my proposition is to make a 
lease of these lands, because the limited quantity of the lands and 
the small number of people who can get them would under any 
other policy result in the inevitable effect of establishing a mo- 
N 1 7 eve in leasing them, not all to one corporation, but 
to different corporations, with a provision that there shall be no 
combination to restrict the output or to limit prices. 

Then pass laws providing for the payment of royalties,as Eng- 


land does with re to her asphaitum beds. Let the Govern- 
t 


ment of the Uni States retain the ownership of the fee, leas- 

ing the lands to people who will work them, In this way the law 

5 penton will secure just prices tò comsumersin the United 
tates. 

We have no right to give away for $5 an acre property of the 
people amounting, according to the report of the Government’s 

rt, to 23,000,000 tons of this mineral. 
. BARTHOLDT. I should like to ask the gentleman just 
this one question. I want to bring out one point: Whatis his 
roposition? What is his plan to secure the opening of those 
fan as soon as possible? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have just stated it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, IfI understand the gentleman, his plan 
is that the Government should not put these lands up at auction, 
but should lease them. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. How will you ascertain which part of the 
vast tract comprising the Uncompahgre Reservation contains gil- 
sonite or asphaltum? How will you lease them? Will zon say to 
the people, In leasing the lands you must run the risk whether 
they contain asphaltum or not?” How will you lease the lands? 
Because there is one stretch of perhaps a mile or 2 miles or 3 
miles containing asphaltum and then there are 15 or 20 miles 
which contain nothing of the kind. I ask my friend how will he 
proceed in this matter? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would lease such portions of the 
gilsonite tract as are known to contain gilsonite. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Nobody knows the location of this gil- 
sonite. 

Here the hammer pad 
r. GAINES. I hope the gentleman’s time will be extended to 
enable him to answer a question I wish to put for information. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hooker). Unanimous consent is asked 
that the time of the gentleman from Wisconsin be extended for 
two minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES. The United States Government is now erecting 
various public buildings—for instance, a custom-house in my own 
city—in connection with which expensive asphaltum pavements 
are being laid. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I 
can not hear what he is saying. 

Mr. GAINES. What objection has the gentleman to the Gov- 
ernment retaining possession of this property? And might it not 
be desirable to do so in view of the fact that the Government in 
connection with its public buildings has to make asphaltum pave- 
ments or contract and pay for them, as it is doing now in my own 
city of Nashville, and at very heavy expense? What objection, I 
ask, has the gentleman to the Government retaining possession of 
this property, at least so far as to protect itself in the matter I am 
now suggesting? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. None whatever. 

Now, in reply to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], 
I desire to read a clause from page 37 of the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for 1895: 

The Cowboy,” the four nd la: o f gilsonite 
veinsin the — Aes 5 tne Sod on. 3 e 3 
of the Bonanza veins, with which it is parallel. This vein thus far been 
found only north of the river, but it here has a probable length of at least 5 


miles, being clearly defined in outcrop for over half this distance, while for the 
de~ evidences of its presence exist in the float particles found in the soil 


= wash covering it. The maximum thickness of this vein was found to be 
ee 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
(Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate on this amendment 
and amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes. 

Mr. FLEMING, I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Make it ten minutes. 

Mr. FLEMING. I hope the proposed limitation of debate will 
not be adopted. There are some of us who wish to express our 
views on this question and who may be cut off if this limitation 


of time 2 6 7 to. 

The C MAN. This question is not debatable. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman from New York will remember 
that this oceans when it was up before, was not debated, except, 
I believe, by the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from 
New York—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whattime does the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. GAINEs] think would be sufficient? 

r. GAINES. The gentleman from Georgia, when this matter 
was first before the Honse, argued the question; and the gentle- 
man from New York now on the floor [Mr. SHERMAN] a; 
that the matter should be expunged from the bill, which was done, 
as I remember, upon the agreement of the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Georgia. i 

Mr. SHER It was expunged from the bill by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. FLEMING. I will ask the Chair whether the Committee 
of the Whole has any authority to adopt this motion? The House 
has never ordered debate closed on this matter. 

er OPATAN: This question is not đebatable, the Chair 
will state. 

Mr. FLEMING. The point I am making is this: We are now 
3 aoe? of the Whole House debating this proposition under 
the rules. - : 

Mr. DALZELL. The rules provide for closing debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN, A motion such as that submitted by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] is specially provided 
for by the rules. 

Mr. FLEMING. Only in one instance—where the House has 
itself put a limitation on debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, Oh, no. The rules specially provide for 
such a motion as this as to any amendment coming up in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is not a proposition to close debate gen- 
erally, but simply to close debate on the amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. U rise toaparliamentaryinquiry. Ido not know 
that I understand the proposition of the gentleman from New 
Vork. Is it to close debate upon the Senate amendments gener- 
ally. or u this particular one? 

The CHAIRMAN, Upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like an opportunity to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman has offered a substitute for 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Ithink perhaps that was only read for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But even if debate be closed, that would not 
prevent the gentleman from offering an amendment. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is this a proposition to close debate in 
thirty minutes or in twenty? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is that debate upon the pending 
amendment and all amendments thereto be limited to twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I suggest that the limitation be thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I will make it thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] as modified, to closs debate 
on the pending amendment and all amendments thereto in thirty 
minutes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, it is proposed by the Senate 
amendment which we are now considering to give away to such 
citizens as shall first get upon the ground, after the passage of the 
bill, a great body of natural wealth now belonging in common to 
the whole people of the United States. It is to sold to such 
first comers at the rate of $5 an acre, although it is worth to the 
people whom we represent a hundred times that price. 

Gentlemen say here that these gilsonite deposits are of no value, 
but the Government experts 7 that if are of immense value, 
and the struggle to secure them through the medium of this 
amendment shows that they are so regarded by the representatives 
of private interests. I do not care which statement may be true. 
If the deposits in question be a great body of valuable public prop- 
erty belonging to the citizens of the United States, we ought not 


1897. 
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to give them away in the manner proposed, If, as the gentleman 
from Colorado has stated, they have no value, then we ought not 
to disturb the Indians who are now using the lands in which they 


lie. They should be permitted to use the land as long as it serves 
5 inly until another reservation s be found 
or them. 


It is urged on the one hand that the Indians have title to or at 
least a vested interest in these lands, and on the other it is denied 
that they have any such title or interest. Respectable legal opin- 
ions have been cited on both sides, showing at least that the 
question is not free from doubt. Are we, upon ex parte and hasty 
statements of law and fact, to arbitrarily decide this question 
against the unrepresented Indians, and drive them ruthlessly 
from this reservation, without even the suggestion that we will 
now or hereafter provide them with another? 

Mr. KING. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I have only five minutes, but I will yield if 
the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. KING. I only wish to ask whether the gentleman does not 
know that the Indians do not reside upon this reservation, never 
have done so, and can not do so; but they live entirely on the 
Uesi Reservation, upon the western boundary of the Uncom- 

e. 
pair, MAGUIRE. Isupposed theylivedonthereservation. That 
is what such reservations are for. But I am not going to consider 
now anything further than the fact that this isa part of an Indian 
reservation, set apart for the use of the Indians. I am not going 
to investigate the question as to what part of that reservation the 
Indians actually use. ` 

Upon what ground is this squandering of 8 property de- 
fended? Gentlemen here urge that we should give this y of 
gilsonite away in the manner proposed, not because it is morally 
right to do so, not because it is a fair or proper or statesmanlike 
exercise of the trust powers which we hold, but because it has 
been the established custom of the Government thus to deal with 
the public lands, and particularly with the forests and mineral re- 
sources of the country. It is, in general terms, said that this cus- 
tom has worked well and to the general advantage of the whole 


le. 

sp answer to that baseless assertion, I point to the landless and 
homeless jority of the people of this Sonny who have been 
rendered landless and homeless by the pursuit of this vicious sys- 
tem of dealing with the public lands and with their stores of min- 
eral wealth. The result of the established custom, to which 
gentlemen refer as our guide and limitation in this matter, is 
that the solid area and natural resources of our country have been 
monopolized by a few individuals and given over to the gambling 
of speculators and the Ls at of landlords, while the majorit 
of 5 ple are excluded from their natural rights from their 
natural heritage or compelled to pay unjust tolls to monopolists 
for the privilege of ide apon the soil of what they are pleased 
to call, and whatis justly but not practically, their country. Gen- 
tlemen say, in all 1 that it is now too late, in dealing with 
the pitiful remnants of our public lands, to change the system 
under which our great common heritage was alienated. 

I admit that the people must look beyond the preservation of the 
mere remnants of our public domain for the restoration and pres- 
ervation of their inalienable natural right to the soil of this coun- 
try; but I will never permit a continuation of the methods by 
which they have been robbed of their heritage without calling 
attention to the moral wrong that is involved in it and protesting 
that the Government has no right to sell the natural rights of its 
citizens. 

The true function of government is to preserve and not to sell 
the natural rights of its citizens. The land of every country has 
ever been, and is and must forever remain, of natural right, the 
inalienable common heri of the whole people, in spite of any- 
thing that may be done to deprive them of it. Governments may 
and must regulate the use of land, but they should, and the timeis 
not far distant when all nations will, so regulate the use and treat- 
ment of all land as to preserve inviolate the common, natural, 
oe rights of all their citizens in such lands, 

ow, Mr. Chairman, the method proposed to be adopted in deal- 
ing with these gilsonite beds was pursued with respect to the coal 
lands and timber lands of this country. They were all monop- 
olized by processes already in action for the monopoly of these 
gilsonite deposits, awaiting only the passage of this amendment 
to confirm and give vitality to those processes. All the coal lands 
of this country, embracing vast natural deposits of fuel, infinitely 
beyond any present need of the nation, are monopolized by a few 
individuals, so that the output and the price of coal to-day is con- 
trolled east of the Rocky Mountains by about a dozen men, whom 
we know as coal barons, and who annually exercise the taxing 
power farmed out to them in the laws securing their 2 
y meeting every September and adopting effectual plans for lim- 
iting the production of coal and raising the price of that com- 
modity 1 the coal consumers of the country. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. BAILEY. I shouid like to ask the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia a question before he takes his seat—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California 


has 3 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed just another moment, that I may ask him a question. 

The MAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. sms 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia be extended one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. desire to ask the gentleman from California 
whether it would not be a sensible and satisfactory solution of 
this e to grant these lands to the State of Utah for educa- 
tiona Aa aac a 
Mr. MAGUIRE. It would. I favor that proposition. 

Mr. BAILEY. And then leave the State to make the best trade 
possible in the matter? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. That would be good policy. I amin favor of 
granting these lands to the State of Utah for educational p 
and allowing her to do as she will with them. If she does not at 
first adopt the right method of dealing with them, she will be no 
worse off than other States, and I have faith that she will soon 
adopt the right method. But while Iam willing to grant these 
lands to the State of Utah, letting her deal with them as she will, 
I stand here to oppose any proposition to give them away, by or 
under act of Congress, to individuals in a manner that is sure 
to result in their monopoly and in the oppression of the people. 
If the ple of Utah, having taken them for educational pur- 
poses, choose to deal with them even in the vicious manner pro- 
posed in this amendment, all right. Lam. willing to give them to 
that State, but not willing that Congress shall provide for their 
monopoly. 

a the hammer fell. 

. BARTHOLDT. . Chairman, I desire merely to make a 
statement of facts, plain, as it necessarily will be, because I can 
not hope to equal the eloquence of the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. eee Mang gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER], 
and others who have occupied the floor on this question. 

The lands in question are more than a thousand miles distant 
from my district, and I would not undertake to discuss this pro 
sition were it not for the fact that the name of the city which I 
have the honor in part to represent has been frequently mentioned 
as the location and the home of a grasping corporation which, it 
is all ed, attempts by fair means or foul to get possession of these 

eposits. 

er desire to state in behalf of that company, composed of gentle- 
men several of whom reside in my district—most honorable gentle- 
men, who are running a small asphaltum mine in Colorado—I 
desire to state in their behalf, and I am authorized by them to so 
state, that they will give a bond in any amount that may be men- 
tioned, with security, that they will not take up a single 
acre or a solitary foot of these asphalt lands which this Senate 
amendment proposes shall be opened. 

All those people in St. Louis desire to do is to build a railroad. 
They are operating a mine in the neighborhood of these asphalt 
deposits, but the output of that mine is not sufficient to justify the 
expenditure of about $2,000,000, which the construction of a rail- 
road about 124 miles in length will cost. For that reason they are 
interested in the opening of the adjoining halt lands on the 
reservation, so that their railroad may be immediately constructed. 
Let me say in this connection that this little mine which has been 
opened on the boundary line of the Uncompahgre Reservation, and 
has been operated now for a few years, has the effect of reduc- 
ing the price of asphalt to the American people by 125 per cent. 

That being the case, what will be the effect on the price of 
asphaltum in case you open these deposits in Utah? The Ameri- 
can people are now paying about $45 a ton for asphaltum or gil- 
sonite. I venture to predict, although I am not a prophet, that if 
you open these lands, within four weeks the price of asphalt will 
go down to $10 a ton, and it will enter into branches of industry 
27 7 . in which it can not now be used on account 
of its cost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. 5 oe 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, r. Chairman, I thought I had ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman that his time be extended for five minutes, so that he may 
have ten minutes in all? S 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CASTLE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. CASTLE. What do they do with this asphalt; for what 


pe ee do they use it? 
. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I have not time to go into 
an explanation of the hundred and one uses to which asphalt is 
being put at the present time. 

Mr, CASTLE. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 5 
said that these mines were useless; that this asphalt had been tes 
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Mr. SHAFROTH. Useless for paving purposes. 
1 eee Epis oar ses 5 which 
ing opera- right near the reservation by s parties 
four pane different specimens of the asphaltum found there, and 
there are one or two among them which they tell me are superior 


in quality to the Trinidad asphalt. 

. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly, sir. 
Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman to say that if this 
amendment should become law, the price of asphaltum in this 
country would be 55 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Les. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then that statement must be based on the fact 
that there is an enormous quantity of asphaltum in the lands cov- 
ered by this amendment. 7 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Undoubtedly so. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is all I wanted to know. The statement 
made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BAaRTHOLDT] sustains 
the Baye made by the Geological Survey. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Exactly. And I will say, Mr. Chairman, 
that is an argument in favor of opening these lands, for the reason 
that the deposits of asphaltum are so vast that it will be impossi- 
ble for any one individual or any one concern to monopolize the 


supply. 
Mr SAYERS. In other words, if the gentleman will allow me, 
there is a great bonanza in this business. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will answer that 3 in my own 
way, if I may be permitted. There is no bonanza for the St. 
Louis people in this business. I do not know who will reap the 
benefit, but the lands ought to be opened under the general land 
laws and the mineral-land laws of the United States, which have 
been enough for a hundred years. If these laws are wrong, 
your fathers were wrong, and our predecessors on this floor were 
wrong, and the legislative and executive branches of the Govern- 
ment have been marek for more zonn. one — yari. 25 

e opposition e opening of the gilsoni comes from 
three sources. Let me specify them: One class is composed of 
those who think there is a gigantic job in this business. They 
think the Government and the people of the United States are 
being robbed by the opening of the lands. Well, the Senate talked 
about the question for two days, and, after a thorough and ex- 
haustive discussion of the subject, decided by 34 votes against 13 
in favor of opening these lands, and that was the fourth or fifth 
time that the Senate of the United States had gone on record in 
the same way. I wish wecould have asexhaustive a discussion of 
os matter as the other branch of the nation’s Legislature has 


Mr. GAINES. How do you propose to o these lands? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. owe. I stated that there are three 
classes of opponents to this ition, one class who honestly 
think there is a job concealed in it. Well, permit me to say that 
their attitude is based on misinformation and upon a misappre- 
hension of the facts. Another class—I do not say there is any- 
body here who belongs to that class—represent the Barber Asphalt 
Company. That gigantic monopoly is fighting this proposition. 
They have a good thing of it. are paying about $8 a ton for 

halt, and are getting $40 from American people. 

Naturally they want to keep what they have, and want 
this Con to leave these lands unopened for generations to 
come. e third class of opponents are certain tors who 
claim that the Uncompahgre Indians have a title to these lands, 
and they have clandestinely made contracts with those Indians for 
the of getting leases from them. Now, in case the title 
of the Edna to the territory in question should be confirmed, 
those few speculators would have a sole and exclusive monopoly 
of the 55 158. deposits on that reservation. 

Mr. G. ES. Will the gentleman answer my question? You 
have gone on and eee ee that this will protect Har 
tlemen in a monopoly, and that they do not want it opened. ow 


do you pr to it? Answer that question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDI. I propose to o; tt in the way the Senate 
suggests s optog it—under the general land and mineral laws of 
the United States. 

Mr. GAINES. You want to put them on the market at $5 an 
acre, when you admit they are very valuable. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If you put them on the market, only rich 

le will be able to secure them. i 
. GAINES. If you put them up at public outcry, can not 
everybody get them who desires to do so? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Poor people can not pay for them, 

Mr. GAINES. Why not? i 

Mr. MAGUIRE. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Did not the Hester Company secure the proe: 
ent monopoly under the very system you propose to apply to these 
Uncom: lands? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to have two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks that his 
time be extended two minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I take it that these extensions do not come out 
of the limit pas upon debate, because I desire five minutes on the 


matter myse. 
The CHAIR MAN. It will come out of the time for debate un- 


less a 1 8 8 exception be made. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I have no objection to more time being given, 
but I should like to have abont five minutes. 

Mr. GAINES. I object. then. 

Mr, MAGUIRE. I ask that two minutes be given to the gentle- 
man, not to come out of the time already limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks that 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BaRTHOLDT] be given two min- 
utes, not to be taken out of the time for closing debate, and that 
the time for closing debate be extended two minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a ori The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ill the gentleman answer me a question? 
ae BARTHOLDT, I should like to answer the other question 

It is not a parallel case at all. For this reason: The Barber As- 
phalt e is now enjoying a monopoly, not because the Con- 
gress of the United States or any 1 tive body has enabled 
them by legislation to secure lands with asphalt deposits. Not 
at all. The Barber ag ere Company has contracted with the 
Government of Great Britain, under which the company gives 
Great Britain a royalty of $1.20 a ton; and for that reason, and 
for that alone, are they monopolizing the asphalt business at the 
present time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
the extent of these deposits—over how many thousand square miles 
do they extend? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Theareain the A cea gern rhe Reservation 
is 2,000,000 acres. It is said that only 10,000 of these acres are fit 
for beast or bird to live upon; and co uently the Indians, who 
are now temporarily located there, having been temporarily re- 
moved from Colorado to the Uncompahgre Reservation, are grad- 
ually, voluntarily, of themselves, without any act of Congress, 
without any Executive order, moving farther west, onto the Uin- 
tah Reservation, where the lands are more fertile. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. SHAFROTH] to say that there were 10,000 square miles of 
territory underlaid by this deposit, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ten thousand acres. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is the report of the Geological Survey 


10,000 square miles. 
The MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, this is a business question, and 


should be decided, I think, on business principles. Lam sure there 
is no basis for us to draw party lines. I feel that in making the 
remarks which I shall submit I might just as well go on the other 
side of the aisle and any one of those gentlemen could just as well 
come over here. There is no line of distinction of party in this 
question at all. 

Mr. Chairman, there are three reasons which occur tomy mind 
why we should not agree to the Senate amendment. The first is 
that the amendment has no proper relation to this bill. This is a 
bill to appropriate money to support the Indian Department of 
the Government. The amendment has no logical connection 
whatever with the purpose of the bill. The amendment pur- 
pose further to open for settlement certain lands with which 

hose gentlemen who are in favor of the amendment say the In- 
dians have no connection Whatever, because they say the Indians 
have no shadow of title to the land itself. 

If this bill were in the House for consideration and a member 
poten the identical amendment which the Senate has put on 
the bill, the Speaker wonld be compelled, upon a point of order, to 
rule it out as not being germane to the e of the bill. But 
when an amendment is placed upon a bill by the Senate, we can 
not get rid of itin soeasy a manner. Nevertheless, our duty still 
remains to vote against it on principia; for, in manya day, I have 
not seen a more flagrant instance of legislative ‘‘ridering than is 
1 by this amendment. It is a“ rider“ of the most flagrant 

ind placed on an n bill. 

If it were presented as an independent measure, in all probabil- 
ity it never could get a majority vote in either the House or the 
Senate; but, knowing the inherent weakness of the proposition, 
its advocates have put it upon this bill in the hope of forcing it 
through against the protests of men who would feel obliged to 


vote for the appropriation bill although they did not favor this 
particular proposition. That is my first objection. 

My next objection is that these Uncompahgre Indians have 
still an unextinguished title to this reservation, as the case now 
stands, They sold their lands in Colorado to the Government for 
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a certain price. 
lotted other lan 
reservation was set aside for that p é } 
time, they have never been allotted lands in severalty in res- 
ervation or anywhere else, and until they are located elsewhere 
their title to this reservation will not have been extinguished. 

I wish I had time to read some extracts from the reports of Gov- 
ernment officials upon this subject. I hold in my hand the rt 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under date as late as Jan- 
uary 15, 1896, in which he states clearly that until these allotments 
have been made, or until the consent of these Indians has been 
given to change the sak per treaty, we have no right to come in 
and take these lands. It is true that the act of 1894 says that the 
lands shall be open to settlement, but that act was based on the 
treaty of 1880, Which said that the lands not used by these Indians 
should be opened; and until the Indians are settled by allotment 
we have no right to take these lands from them. I will read an 
extract from the Commissioner’s report. He says: 

J willin; ver rights th 
JJJJCCCCCCCCCCCCTCCCCCCCCCCCTT to tue avin tk 
the Uintah Reservation? This is a question that can only be determined by 
consulting them. 

Therefore, Mr, Chairman, it is perfectly patent that until the 
United States Government enters into further treaty stipulations 
with this tribe of Indians, or locates them by allotment some- 
where, they will continue to have an unextinguished title to the 
lands in this reservation. And the Government officers have rec- 
ommended that a treaty be made with them for the purpose of 
extinguishing their rights. 

The allotments have not beenmade, This whole question turns 
on a matter of fact. If the allotments have been made to these 
Indians, either on this reservation or elsewhere, then they have no 
title, but if the allotments have not been made their title stands. 
In order to determine that penn I went in person this morn- 
ing to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and asked him if any 

otments under the law had been made to this tribe of Indians, 
and he said not one. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it not a fact that the Indians will not 
take allotments there because the lands are not fit for agriculture? 

Mr. FLEMING. It is stated that some of them have declined 
to take lands for that reason, but under the law their title to the 
reservation remains until you give them either these lands or 
others which they will accept as a substitute. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Have you read the report of Secretary 
1 = which he says that there is no title whatever in these 

ns 

Mr. FLEMING. I have read the report. That is one view, 
but there are other good lawyers who hold that they have a title. 
If we agree to this amendment, what will be the result? The re- 
sult will be that there will be Indian claim agents haunting these 
halls for twenty-five years to come, asking thousands and thou- 
sands of dollars as damages on account of our disregard of the 
rights of the Indians to these lands. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

y unanimous consent, the time of Mr. FLEMING was extended 
for five minutes more, not to come out of the thirty minutes 
allowed for the debate. 

Mr. FLEMING, I am very much obliged to the committee. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, here is an unextinguished title, and 
as matter of law and matter of morals we haye no right to open 
up these lands until the Indians have received their allotments 

ther on this reservation or elsewhere. 

My third objection is one of practical business sense. Here are 
mineral d its of vast value. According to the official reports 
of the Geological Survey it is estimated that there are in sight 
about 23,000,000 tons of this valuable mineral, worth from $80 to $40 
perton. Some gentlemen say that these estimates of quantity are 
not reliable, but I submit that they are just as likely to be under 
the reality as they are to be aboveit. Shall we, then, following 


A part of the treaty was that they should be al- 
ds A ene By Presidential proclamation this 
but, up to the Bohai 


what some gentlemen say is a precedent on this subject, throw 


open the vast amount of wealth contained in these lands in such 
a way that a few individuals or syndicates can monopolize it? 

I say there is no sufficient precedent for any such action. It 
will not do for gentlemen to cite us to the land policy which has 
prevailed under this Government from the early days down to the 
present time, throwing open agricultural lands and allowing the 
masses to go upon them and make them valuable by their labor. 
The Cripple Creek case that has been cited may possibly be a real 
precedent, but it is a very bad one, and the thing for us to do is 
not to follow bad precedents, but to break them down. All human 
improvement, every step in civilization, is marked by breaking 
loose from bad precedents, and any person who would be willing 
to allow property of this vast value to be disposed of in the way 
that is 8 here would be following a bad precedent and one 
which I hope will not control this House. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FLEMING. Not now, for I have only a few minutes re- 


maining. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I invite attention to the 
form of this amendment. It seems to me that there is a little job 
concealed here, Of course the gentleman who drafted the amend- 
ment—and I do not know who he is—did not intend that any job 
should be put into it, but I think it can be used so as to favor a 
job. What I mean is this: Gentlemen will observe that the min- 
eral lands are to be thrown open to settlement immediately upon 
the 2 of this bill, whereas the agricultural lands are not to 
be wn open until the ist day of January, 1898. 

In other words, we are to give seven months’ notice as to one 
class of lands, but no notice astotheother. The effect of that will 
be that if the bill is passed with this amendment and the President 
puts his name to it, the syndicates and their representatives, who 
are watching this legislation, will know the instant the bill is 
signed and will telegraph the fact to their agents out there, so 
that these lands will be taken up by them, and the ordinary run 
of people will have no opportunity whatever to get in their claims. 
Now, I propose to offer an amendment. I propose to amend by 
adding after the words United States,“ in line 16, the words six 
months after the approval of this act.” If this is to be done at 
all, let us give fair notice to the people, and let everybody have 
an equal chance. 

Let us give public notice, Let us not allow these syndicates to 
send their agents in there to take possession of this property. 
This Senate amendment should be put in just as good shape as 
possible, if it is to pass at all. 

Let me state further that I desire to insert at the end of the 
Senate amendment these words: Provided, however, That there 
is hereby reserved to the United States Government in perpetuity 
a Torey or $4 per ton on all gilsonite mined from said lands.” 

I fix the amount at 84 a ton because that is the amount which 
according to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is paid 
to Great Britain asa royalty upon deposits of this kind in the 
Island of Trinidad. 

A MEMBER. One dollar and forty cents per ton is the amount. 

Mr. FLEMING. I am aware that one gentleman has stated 
that as the amount; but the gentleman from Ohio says that the 
rate is $4 a ton; and I accept his statement as correct: 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He [Mr. GROSVENOR] is a great man on 
figures! ughter. 

Mr. FL. G. But at any rate the figures can be changed if 
poaae The effect of my amendment will be to allow these 
lands to be opened, to allow settlers to come in there and geta 
fee-simple title subject to this royalty upon the mineral which 
may be mined, If the land is worth anything for any other pur- 
pose, let it be so used. We do not propose to require anyone to 
open these mines, and we do not say that they shall not; the amend- 
ment 3 provides that whenever the mines are opened and 
gilsonite obtained, a proper Formy shall be paid. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. e effect will simply be to establish 
a monopoly of those mines. 

Mr. ING. Ithinknot. Atany rate, whatever monopoly 
may be established. the result will be to put money into the 
Treasury instead of into private pockets of syndicates, I will 
send these amendments to the desk and ask that they be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING] 
moves to concur in the Senate amendment with the amendments 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the Senate amendment by adding after the words United States,” 
in line 16, the words six months after the approval of this act.” 

Amend by adding after the word “gilsonite,” in line 18, the followin, 
Bates Government in perpetuity a royalty of #4 per ton an all ente rained 
from said lands.“ 7, i 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I would not pepr the time of this 
committee eyen for a moment were it not for the fact that state- 
ments have been made not warranted by the facts. Addressing 
myself briefly to the questions sugg by the gentleman from 
pees PE FLEMING], I have to say that the legislation con- 
templated by this amendment is not subject to the objection that 
it is not germane to the subject. The bill relates to Indian affairs, 
treaties, reseryations, appropriations, etc., and the amendment 
pertains to a reservation and extinguishment of whatever right 
the Indians cry, Basser init. Moreover, reference to the many 
enactments of Congress upon similar matters proves the frequency 
of amendments analogous to this, and precedents without number 
impregnably intrench this amendment against the objection that 
it is new legislation. 

Now, concerning the title of the Indians to the reservation. The 
Secretary of the Interior and Mr. Hall, Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral for the Interior Department, have, after a most thorough ex- 
amination, decided that the title to these lands is not in the Indi 
At most, their interest is merely inchoate and can not ripen into 
an indefeasible title. By Executive order the Indians were placed 
upon this land as a mere transitory resting place. They are there 
by sufferance, and the Government can at any time annul by legis- 
lation the proclamation and open the lands to entry, 
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Mr. FLEMING. Does not the gentleman know that the Su- 
preme Court has decided that a reservation set aside by Presiden- 
tial proclamation is just as good as a reservation set aside in any 


other manner? 

Mr. KING. The Supreme Court may, perhaps, have decided 
that when by Executive proclamation a reservation has been set 
aside the lands are not subject to entry, but the court has not 
decided that by virtue of Executive proclamation the title is vested 
in the Indians or in any other person. 

Pursuant to this view, Congress has legislated to open this reser- 
vation, but its enactments have been trifled with. It does seem 
that there should be finality to legislation; that when Congress 
speaks, its voice should not be disregarded and its power mocked 
and derided. In August, 1894, it declared in effect that the United 
States owned theselands, and ordered, after the commission should 
segregate certain lands for the Indians, that the remainder should 
be opened for location and entry by any citizen. 

This law has been nullified, and we not only acquiesce, but jus- 
tify this nullification and indulge in quibbles about the ‘‘title” 
to the land. 

The Congress of the United States has investigated over and 
over again this very question presented now for our consideration. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs of the House and the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the Senate haverecommended anterior to this 
time just such legislation as that provided in this amendment; 
and it seems to me that when gentlemen plead for additional time 
they forget the fact that this legislation has been before 8 
for years; that Congresses of ee ek have decided in fayor of this 
legislation and that similar legislation has been upheld from the 
foundation of the Government. ; 

Gentlemen, I say the Indians have no title to these lands. As- 
suming, however, that they have title, they do not desire this land. 
But a small portion is susceptible of cultivation. It is not a fit 
abiding place for them. They have left the land voluntarily and 
are commingling with the Uintahs upon a magnificent tract of land 
contiguous to the Uncompahgre Reservation. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Does the gentleman speak by au- 
thority for the Indians? 

Mr. KING. In respect to what? 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. In respect to what they want and 
what they do not want. 

Mr. KING. I po from conversations with a few of them, 
and I speak from the reports that haye been submitted by the com- 
mission, from reports made by the Indian Department, Secre 
of the Interior, and from reports made by this fount of unive: 
knowledge, who isso precious to the opponents of this amendment, 
Lieutenant Randlett. I say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
the Indians do not desire the allotment of lands in vague apon 
this reservation, because the reservation is so arid and sterile that 
it is incapable of supporting them. They have voluntarily aban- 
doned most of the reservation and have gone over and commingled 
with their neighboring brethren upon a magnificent area of terri- 
tory. So that, 3 you are not working any hardship to 
the ee by adopting this amendment, and in fact it is a benefit 
to them. 

Addressing myself to a question of the gentleman who seemed 
to think that there was something wrong in this proposition of 
opening the lands immediately for mineral location, Dut pasiran 
ing agricultural or other entries until a later date, I will say it 
provides that the 1 lands, if any, shall not be opened to 
settlement until the ist of January, 1898. The reason for this 
postponement was that if there should be any lands susceptible of 
-reclamation and capable of allotment in severalty, the Indian 
Department would be allowed until January 1, 1898, to carve out 
those lands and give them to the Indians. But the Secretary of 
the Interior has recommended, the Indian Department has recom- 
mended, and various committees who have reported on this sub- 
ject have recommended that the mineral lands upon that reserva- 
tion (because the Indians do not need them, have never used them, 
and have never anticipated using them) should be at once opened 
to location and settlement by those who may desire to go upon 
the public domain, 

From now until January 1, 1898, is ample time to select the ara- 
ble land on the reservation. The mineral lands of the United 
States have always been open to location, and no valid reason can 
be assigned why these gilsonite veins should not be placed upon 
the same ground. 

Mineral lands are the common heritage of all. By the a 
of 8 Hidalgo the United States has no right to withhol 
them from location. 4 Beene opening them until next Jan- 
uary? It is urged these lands will be controlled by monopolies. 
Concede it for a moment. Will it decrease the opportunities 
for oo monopolies to obtain them by postponing entry for six 
months? 

I say the Government has no right to discriminate against 
Utah, and prevent the location of minerals within her borders. 
The progress of the West depends largely upon the mineral 


wealth. If the Government monopolizes the mines, or surrounds 
the 88 of them by unreasonable restrictions, it will retard 
0 of the mighty West and injuriously affect the 
en country. 

The proper licy would be to cede to the States the unoccupied 
public lands therein. 

Gentlemen talk about the T which would be inflicted upon 
the Indians by opening the mineral lands to location. The reports 
which they quote from show that the gilsonite veins are remote 
from where the Indians are, so that the entry of the mines would 
in no manner interfere with them. 

Another point. If these deposits are so extensive as represented 
by some gentlemen, gilsonite ceases to be of commercial value, and 
would afford no revenue to the Government if retained. If the 
amount is limited, then there will be competition to obtain a 
lease from the Government, and only the wealthy, the ‘‘monopo- 
lies and syndicates,” can acquire them. 

I assert that if the experiment is attempted of the Government 
controlling and leasing these mineral lands frands, scandals, and 

obs will result. If some corporation or individual will obtain a 
ease, if for a limited time, the veins will be exploited, no effort 
made to preserve the mines, and when the time has expired it will 
cost the Government large sums to place the property in a condi- 
tion to again be worked. Leave the mines to individual owner- 
ship and to private enterprise for development and the best results 

ill be obtained. 

Mr. BAILEY, _Is the title of these lands still in the Indians? 

Mr. KING. No, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is it in the United States? 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

. The time of the gentleman from Utah has 
expired. 

Mr. KING. I should like to have unanimous consent to speak 
a little further on some of these questions. 

Mr. SHAFROTH., I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed five minutes additional—not to come out of the half 
hour already allowed for this debate. 

Mr. KING. I will regard it as a great favor if the committee 
will indulge me in this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much of the thirty minutes remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. Four minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we had better not extend the time, 

Mr. KING, I would be very glad to extend the time of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] if I were allowed this 


e. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the Senate amendment now 
before the Committee of the Whole raises, it seems to me, an ex- 
ceptional issue. This question in the facts presented appears to 
separate itself entirely from the general practices which have 
heretofore prevailed with reference to mineral lands. As I under- 
stand, there is in the United States one and only one large deposit 
of gilsonite ore or asphlatum, as it is more generally called. 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman know that more recent 
reports show that there are large deposits of this mineral in 
Texas, California, Colorado 

Mr. DIN GLEV. I think there is no official information indi- 
cating that there is any considerable deposit of this mineral out- 
side of this very large one in the State of Utah, extending into 
Colorado. It is that it is a very valuable deposit, the quan- 
tity not being less than 23,000,000 tons; and, according to the roy- 
alty paid to the Government of Great Britain upon the asphalt 
deposits in the Island of Trinidad, the royalty of our Government 
would not be less than $1.50 per ton. The question, therefore, 
which is raised here involves an amount exceeding probably 
$30,000,000. 

Now, the e is whether the general mineral laws applica- 
ble to mineral lands throughout this country—lands having deposits 
of gold, silver, and other minerals—should apply to this deposit of 

ilsonite lying in one body, so that the persons who may possess 
it will practically have a monopoly. 

It seems to me that in a matter of this kind we should be ex- 
ceedingly careful in the steps that may be taken. I suggest, there- 
fore, that instead of applying the general mineral laws to this 
large body of this exceedingly valuable mineral deposit—perha: 
the only one of any large extent in the United States—we should 
endeavor to imitate somewhat the policy of some other country, 
even though we have not heretofore adopted that policy ourselves. 
I favor, therefore, the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Iowa pir: Lacey], that we should not allow the general mineral 


laws apply to this particular body of minerals 5 e 
first ms who may seize upon the locations would obtain them 
for themselves, with the certainty that the few persons who thus 


come in at the beginning and possess themselves of this propert 

will transfer their right to one eral corporation, thus 8 
S deprive the Government of all revenue from 
this source, and at the same time enhance the price of the article, 
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I submit it is time 


that this Government,in dealing with this 
one body of imponan; minerals, should take such action as has 
y the 


been suggested gentleman from Iowa, looking to the pres- 
ervation of a Government monopoly, first, if the Indians have 
any rights in this particular location, endeavoring to dissever 
those rights and gather them into the hands of the Government 
of the United States, and then that the Government, instead of 
allowing parties to come in and make locations and possess them- 
selves of this property, grant leases for a term not 5 ten 
ears to persons who may operate the mines and in quantities 
imited with respect to each party, in order that there may be, if 
possible, several companies or associations operating these deposits, 
thus creating in some sense a competition of which the American 
ple will have the benefit, and at the same time giving to the 
vernment, if the Government comes into ion of these 
lands, a royalty, just as is done in certain other portions of this 


untry. 

Benes I trust that while the committee will nonconcur in the 
Senate amendment, it will give such suggestions to the committee 
of conference in the line of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Iowa that the conferees may be able to frame a provision which 
will accomplish the ends proposed. I hope that this will be the 
course taken, rather than that indicated by the Senate amend- 
ment, which would inevitably result in a few advance agents ob- 
taining possession of this property and transferring it to one 
monopoly, to the disadvantage of the Government and the people. 

The C MAN. The first question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the Senate amendment by adding, after the words United States,“ 
in line 16, the following words, to wit: 


Six months after the approval of this act.” 
resp adding after the word gilsonite,“ in line 18, the following 
words, to wit: 


“Provided, however, That there is hereby reserved to the United States Gov- 
9 in perpetuity, a royalty of $4 per ton on all gilsonite mined from 


Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will with- 
draw those amendments, and that we adopt a general instruction 
to the conferees on the part of the House, so that in conference 
there may be framed a proper provision on this subject. 

Mr. FLEMING. Iam perfectly willing to give the matter that 
direction. It occurred to me, however, that it might be well to 
perfect the Se gern here as far as possible. 

Mr. DINGLEV. The effect of that course might be to tie the 
hands of the conferees in respect to a matter which they ought to 
examine into carefully. 

Mr. FLEMING. I propose to vote against the Senate amend- 
ment if these amendments be adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman would do better to withdraw 
his amendments. 

Mr. FLEMING. Iwill take the course suggested, and withdraw 


them. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I had read a while ago for infor- 
mation a substitute, which I now offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Iowa would come in at a later point, after 
the motion to concur had been disposed of. 

Mr. LACEY. That, however, raises possibly this question, that 
we have resolved not to concur, or refused to concur—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have an opportunity to 
offer the proposition. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur with an amend- 
ment. I offer the motion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concur with an amendment striking out all after the word “hereby,” in 
line 15, and insert the following: Granted to the State of Utah for educa- 
tional purposes.“ 


Mr. BAILEV. That will make it read that the mineral lands of 
this reservation in the State of Utah are hereby granted to the 
State of Utah for educational purposes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you propose to grant $30,000,000 to the 
State of Utah for educational purposes? 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwouldnot havea moment's hesitation in grant- 
ing every acre of the public lands to the States in which they are 
situated for educational purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. Theques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from e BAILEY] 
to concur with an amendment, which has been read. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 40, noes 72. 

Accordingly, the motion of Mr. BAILEY was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now ison the motion to concur. 

The 827675 being taken, it was decided in the negative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion to non- 
concur, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] offers the 
following instructions. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee of the Whole recommend that the conference committee 
be instructed to insist upon a provision for leasing the gilsonite mineral lan 
with such limitations and restrictions as will prevent the control of the sai 


mineral by trusts or combinations of any kind; such leases to be for 


amounts and for limited periods upon a royalty to the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the committee 
haying determined in the negative on the motion to concur, that 
is equivalent to a vote to nonconcur or a recommendation to non- 
concur, and the question now is on the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Iowa | Mr. LACEY], which has just been read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Dol understand that there is a proposi- 
tion for this committee to instruct the conferees? 

The CHAIRMAN. For this Committee of the Whole to rec- 
ommend to the House the following instructions to the conferees. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To be left open for action in the House 
to instruct the conferees. 

Mr. LACEY. It is only a proposition to recommend to the 
House the sense of the Committee of the Whole that the con- 
ferees be so instructed. Of course this will not be binding on the 
House unless adopted by it. 

Mr. SHER . Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee having nonconcurred, or 
recommended nonconcurrence, is this motion now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that undoubtedly this 
motion would bein order in the House, and can see no distinction 
why the committee is not authorized to recommend instructions 
to the House conferees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Even after nonconcurrence? 

The CHAIRMAN. Even after nonconcurrence. 

Mr. KING. I raise the point of order whether this motion is 
proper, in view of the fact that no committee of conference has 

u appointed. Is it not anticipating, or putting instructions on 
a committee before its appointment? 

The CHAIRMAN, This is simply a motion to recommend to 
the House certain instructions. The House would be competent 
to . even before a conference committee had been ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 


gas! ah 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Ban- 
THOLDT] will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The resolution of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey] does not state in specific terms that he intends 
that as an instruction to the committee of conference. Therefore 
my point of order is that this resolution at this time is out of or- 
der, and I make this point because I know thatif this resolution 
should carry it would mean a postponement for a hundred years 


of the opening of these lands. 

The CHAIR) That is a question for debate. The Chair 
thinks the motion is in order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Lacey, it was 

to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 72, line 15, strike out the word “upon” and insert the word 
‘t against.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee recommend con- 
currence in that amendment. It is simply a change in a single 
word, to perfect the text of the bill. 

The motion of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On paze 73, line 18, after area,“ insert: 

“And the court shall also take into consideration and make due allowance 
for the fact that said Indians were given a share in the proceeds of the lands 
sold and disposed of under and pursuant to the provisions of an act entitled 
‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota,’ approved January 14, 1889.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move nonconcurrence in 
that amendment; but I desire to say that in doing so I do it be- 
cause I am not fully advised in reference to it; and it may be the 
conference committee would eventually approve the amendment; 
but at the present I move nonconcurrence. 

The question was taken; and the motion to nonconcur was 


agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 75, strike out all after line 8, down to and including line 5, on page 76. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
recommend nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, before we take a vote on that 
motion, I should like the gentleman from New York to fully ex- 
plain the object of this amendment. 

Mr. MAN. I will try, Mr. Chairman, to do so very 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 23, 


briefly. Some three or four years agothe Seneca Nation,in coun- 


cil, made a lease of their entire reservation for oil purposes under 
certain conditions. Those conditions were that borings should be 
had for oil within a certain time; and if oil were found in paying 
quantities that a certain royaltyshould be paid. No borings were 
had, and the time within which those borings should have been 
made expired. : 

After that, in last December, the Seneca council ed a new 

position, e o a revival of the proposition for the 
5 to the Seneca Oil Company, with the condition that in 
nting this revival the oil company should release about nine- 
enths of the land that had theretefore been covered by the old 
lease. The provision of the agreement was that the Seneca Oil 
Company should at that time pay $1,000 to the Indian council and 
sh aes after the oil had been found in paying quantities, pay to 
them $3,000, and that thereafter they should pay to them a roy- 
alty varying from one to three-eighths of a cent a gallon upon the 
oil discovered. They paid the $1,000 to the Indians, and in Janu- 
ary of this year oil! was discovered in paying quantities, and the 
— os $3,000 was paid to the Indians, and is now being distributed 
per capita among the tribe. 

The opposition to this amendment, as I understand it, comes 
from those who desire to bore for oil, as they are boring just im- 
mediately over the line for oil, controlling the land there for oil 
purposes; and that company is the Standard Oil Company, as I 
understand it; and if the confirmation of this lease may be pre- 
vented and no further oil produced from the Indian lands, of 
course the entire oil of that section may be drained by the wells 
on the lands which are only 2 or 3 miles away, on the adjoin- 
ing lands; and it does occur to me, under those circumstances, 
when the lease was made in the utmost good faith, when the bonus 
has already been paid and is now being distributed to the Indians, 
with a very generous ty to be paid on the oil produced, it is 
in the interest of the Indi . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit mea 
question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Do I understand that the amend- 
ment pr is a restoration of the lines struck out of page 757 

Mr. 8 MAN. What I is to nonconcur in the strik- 
ing out of that provision co ing the assignment of this lease. 

PER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me to 
have two minutes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to some remarks made by a Senator of 
the United States in the Senate on the 15th of this month touch- 
ing this lease in these lines in the bill stricken out. The Senator 
was from Pennsylvania, a very distinguished Republican: 

I think I have shown that of all the attempted robberies of Indians (and 
‘there have been many of them in this and in Congress generally) 
the stench of this is a little the rankest. 

Mr. GAINES. What page are you reading from? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am reading from 732 of the 
RECORD, top of left-hand column. I was in the te and 
apa these remarks, and that is the reason why they occurred 

me— 


the stench of this is a little the rankest. I submit to the Senator from 
South Dakota that, in view of the papers I have introduced, the ion 
— 2 to go out of the bill, and he ought not to resist the motion to strike it 
on 


And it was stricken out. The pa which the learned and 
distinguished Senator produced were affidavits by the Indians 
made drunk for the purpose of securing the signing of this lease. 
The bottles were described, the whisky was described, the intoxi- 
cation was described; intoxication of men and intoxication of 
women. It was struck out because of the robbery of the Indians; 
so said Senator Quay of Pennsylvania. I am opposed to the 
amendment to restore. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make 
a motion to concur in the Senate amendment, and the reasons 
therefor have been in part intimated by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Cooper]. The proposition in the House bill is simply 
to transfer from the courts of New York a dispute which is there 

ing adjudicated between the Seneca Nation of Indians and cer- 
tain white men upon one side, and Shongo, a member of that na- 
tion of Indians, on the other side. As stated by the United States 
agent resident near those Indians, the case is in the conrts, and 
this is simply a proposition to convert the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States into a great jury to pass upon disputed 
questions of fact and of law which are now being determined by 


courts of jurisdiction. 
Mr. . Which Sees does the gentleman mean? 
Mr. CHARLES W. S . The proposition in the Honse bill; 
and what Iam asking is that we concur in the amendment of the 
Senate striking out the proposition in the House bill for an adju- 
dication of this question by the House of Representatives, and 
leave the dispute to be settled by the courts. 


Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STON. F. Certainlx. * 

Mr. HOOKER. I know the gentleman does not wish to mislead 
the House or to make any statement that is not in accordance with 
the facts. Now, permit me to say that there is no litigation pend- 
ng ete these Ung a 

. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I will present the 
affidavits in the case. The gentleman will find from the Con- 
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from Pennsylvania, when this matter was under consideration in 
the Senate, that the very company who are asking an adjudica- 
tion here went into the courts and asked them to interpose to 
restrain the claimant Shongo from interference. Iwill state fur- 
ther that the derricks erected on the property have been cut 
down and demolished by the men who claim under this lease, and 
I have seen them myself, 


Spons was sim 
district attorney of the county in which this ye 
to the county judge, and that the company nothing what- 
ever to do with it? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I am speaking simply from the 
affidavits. 

Mr. HOOKER. Those are the facts. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I from the sworn affidavits 
of the witnesses in the suit which the tleman wants us to try 
here, which show that the Seneca Oil pany went into court 
and asked the interposition of the court to restrain the other 
parties. Perhaps it would aid to a more intelligent comprehen- 
sion of the facts of the case if the affidavits which members will 
find set forth in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this session upon 
pages 728, 729, 730, and 731 were read. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, LACEY. It has been suggested that there have been bor- 
ings made by other parties alongside of this reservation from 
which the oil in the reservation will be drawn off, and unless the 
work is done as proposed under this lease the Indians will lose 
their oil by somebody on the adjoining property drawing it off. I 
am not familiar with the situation there, but it strikes me that 
a is 1 very pa F for our eee, Lask 

e gentleman i is able | ow any light upon point? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. 8 the suggestion 
that oil can be drawn off 2 or 3 miles through the rocks, as inti- 
mated by the gentleman from New York, is ridiculous to those 
who have practical knowledge of the processes in those ions. 
Whether there is any such situation existing as the gentleman 
from Towa intimates I do not assume to say. I have no knowl- 
edge on the subject except what I obtained in passing along and 
seeing where the contest had gone on, with the result of the de- 
struction of this property, and the further knowledge of the facts 
which are stated in these affidavits; but it is a fact that this com- 
pany, under this lease, obtained by the methods which the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin has described, obtained in a manner which 
no court could justify, have put down five wells on the property, 
from which this Seneca Company are getting a product of 150 bar- 
rels a day from a single well. 

The idea that 55,000 acres of land embraced in this o Lease, 
extending along the Alleghany River in one direction for 35 miles 
(and that is only half of what they say is embraced in the lease), 
would be parted with for such a consideration as existed in this 
case is ridiculous. I have before me the resolution of the Seneca 
Nation, in which no mention is made of any abbreviation of the 
original grant, but it is undertaken to be confirmed in toto, and I 
say the idea that 55,000 acres of land would be ted for the 

try sum of one thousand or four thousand dollars is absurd, 
when oil land on which wells 3 a hundred and fifty barrels 
a day is worth hundreds of dollars per acre in addition to the roy- 
alty which ordinarily follows a lease. 

pak ee How does this provision get into the appropria- 
tion bi 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. It gets in simply because the 
House without thought or knowledge put it in. 

Mr. BLAND. Then, had we not better have some committee 
appointed to investigate the subject? ughter. 

r. CHARLES W. STONE. I concede, Mr. i , that 
when we are asked to try a lawsuit here, if we undertake the busi- 
ness, some investigation would be proper; but my suggestion is 
that the right thing to do is to leave this question to the courts, 
where witnesses can be called and examined and cross-examined 
and the law can be administered. Let us leave the courts to deal 
with these disputed questions. 

Here the hammer fell. 

y unanimous consent the time of Mr. CHARLES W. STONE was 
extended for five minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Would it not be better to leave all of these mat- 
ters out of this bill and let them come up regularly? 
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Mr, CHARLES W.STONE. That is my judgment, and there- 
fore 1 move concurrence in the Senate amendment to strike out 
this provision. 

Mr. Chairman, the lease originally made, as stated, several years 
ago, ired by its terms. The wells that were to be drilled were 
not drilled. More than a ene before December last, one Shongo, 
an individual member of the Seneca Nation, filed his claim to land 
which hé occupied; and for the sake of a proper understanding of 
this question, let me state that while the title isheld by the Seneca 
Nation in common—that is, a corporation formed under the laws 
of New Vork. over which the United States Government has no 
jurisdiction—these Indians are occupying land of which the United 

tates never owned a foot, over which it never claimed jurisdic- 
tion in any way, while they hold that title in common, because 
there is confronting them the adverse title of a certain Ogden Land 
Company; yet the individual members of that nation have entered 
on certain portions of this reservation, are farming them, and are 
occupying them practically in severalty. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the tleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. If the gentleman will get my time 


extended. 

Mr. HOOKER. I shall gladly do so. I am willing to give the 
gentleman all my time. ow, I ask him, Does he not know it is 
a fact that on these 2,800 acres claimed to be covered by this lease— 
and I state as a matter of fact that there were 50,000 covered by 
the origi lease, and it has all been released now except 2,800— 
on the 2,800 acres leased for oil purposes by the councilors there 
are but two Indians living? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. To be entirely correct, let me state 
that instead of there being 50,000 acres originally, as the gentle- 
man says, there were over 55,000 acres; and this resolution is not 
restricted to the 2,800 acres. 

Mr. HOOKER. But the lease is. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The resolution ratifying this lease , 


{cr which I have a copy) makes no reference to any restriction. 
I understand asa matter of fact that by some subsequent arrange- 
ro vere ed enforced arrangements—some surrender was 
made. But I wish to say that so far as the Sa of occupancy 
is concerned, the fact that there are two Indians occupying that 
land practically in severalty is sufficient to illustrate the impro- 
iety of recognizing the right of the Seneca council to 5 
step in and overthrow the individual rights of those two Indians. 
As a matter of fact, after this lease by the Seneca Nation had 
been granted and after it had been forfeited for nonperformance 
Shongo goes on individually and files his claim under the laws of 
the Seneca Nation, has the land set apart for him for a mineral 
reservation, forms a company, puts down one well, which is a 
failure, starts another well, which he is obliged to give up, and 
then drills a third well, and having demonstrated the probability 
of oil, obtains from this very council a formal permission to call 
in the assistance of white men as operatives who had the proper 
skill and experience in drilling oil wells. According tothe records 
of this nation, that power was granted to him, thus recognizing 
the propriety and validity of the grant which had been made 
to him. And then, he having gone on and demonstrated a proba- 
bility of oil, the Seneca Nation assembles a council, which sits in 
the council house for three days and three nights, the result being, 
as appears in the record, that by geen sere as stated—by drunk- 
enness, as proved—a ratification of that lease by those men is 
obtained. ji 
I have here the affidavits of parties who were present—they are 
all in the record—detailing the 8 stating that white 
men were overheard saying that there were 82,000 of private fees 
to the members of the council for their action in relation to that 
matter. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. SAYERS. Allow me to ask the gentleman in 
bill [Mr. SHERMAN] whether any portion of this land 
claimed by the 8 855 Land Company? 

Mr. SHERMAN. All of it is claimed by them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Are the rights of the Ogden Land Company 
involved in this lease? 

Mr. HOOKER. In no manner, shape, or form. 
i en SAYERS. Does that company derive any benefit from this 

ease 

Mr. HOOKER. None whatever. The royalty paid under this 
lease goes to the Indian nation, just as the royalty goes to any man 
who leases his land for oil purposes. 


8 the hammer fell. 
3 NE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I be 


eof this 
been 


CHARLES W. 5 


ted sufficient additional time to have read n report made on 
e 3d of December by the United States Indian agent of the pro- 
ceedings in council to which I have referred. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
ie ic consent for the reading of a paper which he sends to 
There was no objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


OLEAN, N. Y., December 4, 1896. 
To D. M. BROWNING, 


Commissioner of Indian Affatrs, Washington, D. C.: 

Yesterday an oil lease was granted by the Seneca council of reservation 
lands to the Seneca Oil Company. It was procured by the most notorious 
bribery. The council refused to consider leases much more favorable to the 
nation. The Secretary of the Interior will be applied to immediately for his 


approval. 
Adr. JEWELL. 


INDIAN OFFICE, Washington, December 22, 1896. 


O. F. LARRABEE, 
Chief of Division. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask that certain parts of the 
more formal and full report of the same commissioner to the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, submitted on the 30th of Jan be 
read. I have marked the parts, which I ask the Clerk to r 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the matter indicated 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Seneca Oil Company. also agreed to pay the Seneca Nation of Indians 
oe bonus to procure said new contract, or rather lease, of said strip of land. 

id strip of land being deemed valuable for oil purposes, there were several 
competitors for a lease of the same. One company offered a proposed lease 
tothe council agreeing to give $4,000 bonus for the same property, a one eighth 
royalty of all the oil, and in case any well produced more than 50 barrels a 
day, one-fourth royalty: and in case any we ate over 100 barrels per 
day. three-eighths royalty of all oil produ Another company offered 
$3,000 bonus to the Indians, and one-eighth 8 There were other offers 
more favorable to the Indian nation than the offer made by the Seneca Oil 
8 ae royalty proposed to be given by the Seneca Oil Company was 
only one-eighth. 

y the most open and notorious bribery and corruption of the council: 
the contract was granted to the Seneca Oil Company, and being the 
favorable of the Indian nation of any of the proposed contracts, 

This pipo land claimed by the Seneca Oil Company embraces lands which 
individual Indians claim have been allotted to them by the Seneca Nation of 
= s,and, as between the Indians and the nation, that they practically own 

em. 

The Seneca Nation of Indians, in the aid and support of said Seneca Oil 
Company,and by the direction of the said Seneca Company, and by the 
direction of the president of the Seneca Nation of Indians and some of the 
councilors who were influenced to give said 5 upon the lands 

t 


A true copy. 


claimed by said Shongo, upon w said derri 
2 it down and demolished it. 

1 haye made the Sr, voluminous statement that the situation may 
be understood. I have n appealed to by e er other Indians to pro- 
tect them in their possession. But the council of Seneca Nation of Ind 
is so grossly and notoriously corrupt. and are wee ee and 8 
for money paid to themselves individually and against the interests of the 
nation, and are protecting the to whom they grant these rights, that 
I did not see how I conld interfere in the matter, 

In other words, the whole matter is in the courts, and I can see no other 
way than to let the courts of it, and have so informed the Indians. I 
would like to give some pro on to these Indians if I had the power and 
could do so without making m liable. 

So it has been tho practice for along time that with reference to any ac- 
tion pertaining to these matters on the All y tion, the eight 
councilors on the Catta: s Reservation simply held themselves aloof and re 
fusetito act until they could find the man who would pay them the most money 
individually. Se, sate of the merits of their action or the benefits to be de- 
eindividual Indian on the Alle been 


dicated. 

e matter is in the courts,and I have informed the individual Indians who 
claim a right to prevent the Seneca Oil 8 occupying their lands 
that, in my judgment, the matter would have to be determined by the courts, 


Mr. SHERMAN, If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CHARLES W. STONE] has finished 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I have not finished. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be allowed five minutes more. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Say ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania be allowed to proceed for ten minutes 
ss Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

r. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I have a quantity 
of these affidavits in relation to these facts. I have the protests 
of the Seneca Nation of Indians at two councils held by them on 
the two different reservations and signed by hundreds of the 
individual membersof the nation, protesting against the confirma- 
tion or ratification of this lease. But beyond that question—be- 
yond the question of corruption or noncorruption, of good faith 
or bad faith, of that lease—I ANDEN to the gentleman from New 
York to state how in any way the United States Congress should 
intervene in the contest about this land. i 

The Senecas are occupying land which the United States Gov- 
ernment never owned, which was never wh p of the public do- 
main—a body of land which was once in colonial times in dispute 
between the States of Massachusetts and New York, out of 
which grew the adverse claim of the Ogden Land Company to all 
this land. On account of that adverse claim the title has been 
left in the Seneca Nation as a nation. 

Now, then, this nation is not in the same position as Indian 
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tribes on the Western reservations. These Indians are not on land 
over which the Government has ever had any control; they are 
not under the supervision of the United States. We have an 
agent there simply to distribute the gratuities which the United 
States Government gives to these Indians, but exercising no con- 
trol except of an advi ory character. 

These Indians are a corporation under the laws of the State of 
New York by Boker act of the legislature of that State, and they 
are occupying lands over which the State of New York and its 
courts have jurisdiction, If any grant or lease of lands is to be 
made by an Indian tribe or nation, the manner in which the grant 
or lease should be made is provided by the laws of the United 
States. > 

The Revised Statutes provide, in section 2116, as follows: 


No purchase, grant, lease. or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or 
claim thereto, from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians shall be of any 
7 in law or equity unless the same be made by a treaty or convention 
entered into pursuant to the Constitution. 


Will anyone undertake to say that that midnight orgie on the 8d 
of December between the agents of a certain oil company and 
some of the councilors of the Seneca Nation was a treaty?» Was 
there any interposition of the United States Government—the 
treaty-making power? Andif there was a treaty, what business 
has it in the House of Representatives? We are not the treaty- 
making power. It is the Executive and the Senate that have 
jurisdiction over treaties. 

When you undertake to investigate the legal status, you find 
simply a dispute between a corporation of the State of New York 
designated as The Seneca Nation of Indians,” holding a charter 
from the legislature of New York—a dispute between them and 
one of the stockholders in that corporation, an individual Indian, 
Shongo. Now, I appeal to the gentleman from New York, I ap- 
peal to any lawyer, to tell me upon what theory the jurisdiction 
of the United States House of Representatives comes in to settle a 
dispute between a corporation of the State of New York and one 
of the individual stockholders of that corporation? 

There is no propriety, and there never was any propriety, in the 
United States Government meddling with the Seneca Reservation 
in the State of New York, any more than with the reservation in 
Pennsylvania, which they never undertook tomeddle with. Now, 
this is simply legislation brought here by interested parties for 
the purpose of forestalling or undertaking to forestall the action 
of the court that has full and complete jurisdiction over the sub- 
ject-matter, and I ask of this House of Representatives not to 
dirty their hands with an attempt to indorse or . or confirma 
lease that is steeped in fraud and corruption, and a lease that has 
no legal basis or jurisdiction or authority on which to rest, inany 
event. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman pew state who the parties 
of record are in this lawsuit of which he speaks? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. The whole thing is found in the 
statement of Shongo, on page 728 of the RECORD. I understand 
that the Seneca Oil Company is the assignee of Mr. Barker, the 


original lessee, and it is stated in these records that the president 
of the Seneca Nation has been made a partner or stockholder in 


that company. Whether that is so or not I do not know, but the 
Seneca Oil Company are practically the contestants, on the one 
side, and Shongo, a member of the Seneca Nation, on the other. 

Mr. GAINES. How far has the case proceeded? Has it pro- 
ceeded to proofs? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I donot know. It has not been 
tried. I want to say, so far as the allegations have been made, 
that if there was any interest of the Standard Oil Company within 
2 milesof this property—thatif there is, that fact has never become 
known to the people on the ground. It is a fact, as I understand 
from amember of the Seneca Nation whom I see now in the gallery, 
the only man representing Shongo and the interest of the Seneca 
Nation here that I know of, that Shongo obtained loans from cer- 
tain men in my district, whoare not only not members, or attached 
to the Standard Oil Company, but who are the most determined 
and indomitable opponents that the Standard Oil Company has 
ever had in the entire oil region; and I speak of that simply to set 
at rest any attempt to prejudice this case by dragging into it the 
name of the Standard Oil Company, which has no more connection 
with it than any member on this floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the first place, in ref- 
erence to the suit that is alleged to be pending involving these lands, 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE] is unable 
to tell who are the parties to the suit; nor is he able to tell in 
what court the suit is pending, for the very good reason, sir, that 
no suit is pending in any court in the State of New York in re“ 
erence to any one of these matters. He bases his allegations 
largely upon the affidavit of oue man, named Shongo, a man who 
is A f under indictment, and out on bail pending his trial in 
the county of Cattaraugus, in the State of New York, a man in ref- 
erence to whose veracity I have affidavit after affidavit here 
sg that he is not given credit for honesty, that his affidavit is 
not taken by anybody in that section, where he is known. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. What is he indicted for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. For riot. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Growing out of this transaction. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman ought to be fair. The indict- 
ment of this man Shongo is not for riot growing out of this 
transaction, but out of another transaction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One of the gentlemen whose statement I 
have concerning this man Shongo is the missionary to these 
Indians, who has known them all for years. Now, they say that 
this action was procured by a drunken council. 1 have here, 
Mr. Chairman, the affidavit of the Indian agent and his tele- 
gram as well, the very agent whose “i my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE read from the Clerk's 
desk, saying that that statement is absolutely untrue. He states 
that there was no drunkenness and no liquor at the time the 
council met, to his knowledge. Here is the telegram of Agent 
Jewell, under date of Apri! 20: 


The councilors and members, while in council, were sober and orderly. 
Saw ne intoxicants amongst Indians at the council. 
J. R. JEWELL. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman say right 
them bon he makes that coincide with what the agent says on 
page 7 
Mr. SHERMAN. The agent withdraws his statement on page 
731. That is all there is about it. And the agent sends here a 
letter, pror to the telegram, in which he says that he left the 
council before it was over; that the first proposition made to the 
council for this lease of the Seneca Oil Company was for a lease 
purely on a borus of $1,000; that when he made that report which 
you refer to he sup that was the only offer which was ever 
made; that in fact the best offer that anybody made for this lease 
was made by the Seneca Oil Company after he had left, and that 
he did not know that fact at the time he made that report. He 
says that in this letter here. 

r. HOOKER. If the gentleman will allow mea suggestion. 
Mr. Jewell, whose letter has been read, stated when he went there 
that he did not appear as Indian agent, but that he came there 
as the attorney for an oil company, with a lease prepared, and 
asked the Indians to grant that lease. He came there as the at- 
torney for the Eastern Oil Company, which is a known branch of 
the Standard Oil Company,and after they refused to give him his 
lease, he then stop on his way home and sends a telegram, 
after he had been disappointed in not getting the lease for his 
company. He came there and stated, as I said before, that he did 
not come as an Indian agent, but as the attorney for this com- 
pany, and afterwards he explains the exact situation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here, Mr. Chairman the affidavit of 
the attorney of the Seneca Nation of Indians, who was present at 
the council, not representing some other interests, but the attor- 
ney for this very tribe of Indians, who was present during all the 
time this council was in session, and he states their proceedings 
were orderly, and that the offer of the Seneca Oil Company was 
the best one made and a proper one to accept, and that he so 
stated to the Indian coun: 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it necessary to ratify this lease. And if 
so, why is it necessary? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is possible, barely possible, that it is not 
necessary. If itis necessary, it is because we have a general super- 
vision over all contracts made between Indians and white men. 
A certain section of the Revised Statutes—I think 2116, but Iam 
not suro providos that no contract should be binding between 
Indians and white persons unless authorized or approved by Con- 


gress. 

The real gist of this whole matter, which is one of the favorite 
tricks of the oil company, is that they, by suits in courts and b 
every other process, succeed in tying up all action npon lands ak 
joining their own, and then they go on boring wells, just exactl 
as they are doing in this instance, and draining all the oil out, an 
keeping everybody from draining the oil under their lands until 
all the land is drained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like one or two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
his time be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a 8 Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, as to the interest of this man Shongo. 
He pretended to make a claim for a certain amount of these Indian 
lands. The president of the council makes an affidavit here in 
which he says there is no such thing under the laws and customs 
of the Seneca Nation as mineral claims or oil claims, and that the 
only way an allotment of land can be secured, under the customs 
and laws, is to actually live on and cultivate a piece of land. 
Shongo has never lived on or worked the land in question, and has 
no claim thereto. 

This same chief swears that no council has been held at which 
such action has been taken as my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CHARLES W. STONE] states—basing his statement upon the evidence 
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of this man Shongo and others—that no such councils have been 
held. And this man Shongo, after making this alleged claim under 
laws and customs that did not exist, turned around and made a lease 
to some oil company, which is a branch of the Standard Oil Com- 
pany, by which the oil company under his lease was to get three- 
fourths of the oil and that one-fourth of the oil should go to Shongo, 
without one single word in it about the Indians in general. The 
nation of Indians were to receive not one single cent from this 
lease, and Shongo is to receive one-fourth of the oils drained 
from this land. A very nice thing for Shongo. A proposition so 
one-sided that for an unscrupulous man as he is it is perhaps not 
ene he has resorted to all means of perjury in order to carry 
t out. 

That is the proposition; and, sifting the whole thing down, the 
question here is the simple one, Mr. Chairman, whether or not 
we shall confirm this lease, for which these Indians have already 
received $4,000 in cold cash, which is to-day being distributed 
among them and from which they will receive a royalty of three- 
eighths of 1 cent a gallon on all the oil produced from this land? 
Shall we confirm this lease, and allow this to go on and let these 
Indians derive this great benefit from their oil lands, or tie these 
lands up, which is exactly what the Standard Oil Company pro- 

to do, until they drain every single gallon of oil from these 
dian lands? 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that when it comes down to a question 
between poor Lo,” who has some rights, and the Stan Oil 
Company, this House will stay by the Indian, and to do so it is 
necessary to vote to nonconcur in the Senate amendment. [Ap- 

lause, 
j Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE] has stated that this proposition 
was intended to do away with a lawsuit that is pending in the 
courts of New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an incorrect statement. There is no 
such suit pending in New York. ; 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman from New York says there is no 
such ep airy a the courts of New York. 

Mr. 8 MAN. I certainly do so state, 

Mr. GAINES. Now, which of you two gentlemen is correct? 
[Laughter.] I ask for information. 

Mr. HOOKER. The statement of the president of the Indian 
council and the statements of other gentlemen whose affidavits 
are here are that there is no suit penning: 

Mr. SHERMAN. The'statement of the president of the coun- 
cil, the statement of my friend from New York [Mr. HOOKER] 
who represents that district and is a practicing attorney in the 
courts, the sworn affidavit of the attorney of the Seneca Oil Com- 
pany, and the other affidavits I have mentioned all state that 
there is no such suit pending: 

Mr. GAINES. Now, will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
answer those affidavits? [Laughter.] He has made one state- 
ment and the gentleman from New York has made another. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, Iam not familiar 
with the affidavits of the men who made this corrupt bargain 
which the gentleman from New York has in his possession and 
now exhibits for the first time, but I have in my hand the state- 
ment of the United States agent, Mr. Jewell, which will be found 
on page 780 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of this session, made 
oa R date of January 20, 1897, in which he says: 


A few days ago the Seneca Oil Company cr to the county court of Catl 
taraugus County for a writ directing the sheriff to protect the Seneca Oi 
Company in the possession of this strip of land. 
$ $ * + e ka * 
In other words, the whole matter is in the courts, and I can see no other 
way than to let the courts dispose of it, and have so informed the Indians. 
* = +$ + * * + 
The matter is in the courts, and I have informed the individual Indians 
who claim a right to prevent the Seneca Oil Company from rin Fb ieir 
lands that, in my judgment, the matter would have to be determined by the 
courts. 


Mr. GAINES. What is the date of that statement? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. January 20, 1897. That is the 
statement of an agent of the United States Government. From 
that statement it would seem that the Seneca Oil Company are 
the plaintiffs in the suit. Of course I can not say that yesterday 
or the day before yesterday they may not have goneinto court and 
discontinued the proceeding for the very 3 of having it 
said in this tribunal that there is no judicial proceeding pending, 
but the latest information I have is that this matter is in the 
courts of Cattaraugus County, which have jurisdiction, and that 
this proposition is simply an attempt to preclude an adjudication 
upon the facts as they existed when the contest arose, and to re- 
lieve the Seneca Oil Company from the operation of the laws of 
the United States as to the burden of proof. 

Mr. BLAND. Does not the gentleman think it would be well to 
refer this whole subject to a committee? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. My idea is that it would be well 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


837 


to refer this whole matter to the courts, where witnesses can be 

examined and cross-examined and their credibility determined 

as that way, instead of having the case tried here on ex parte affi- 
vits. 

Mr. GAINES. Now will the gentleman permit the gentleman 
from New York to reply? We want to get at the truth of this 
case. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania now says 
that his statement with reference to this question being pending 
in the courts of New York is based upon the statement of Agent 
Jewell, the same agent who on February 24 wrote tomy colleague 
Bg HOOKER] that he had been entirely mistaken in his statement 
theretofore made in relation to the offer of the Seneca Company; 
the same agent who on April 20 telegraphed to my colleague that 
the statement he had made about drunkenness in the council was 
incorrect; that the members of the council were sober, and that 
he saw no liquor there. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Will the gentleman from New 
York answer me one single question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certai uy. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Is it not a fact that after making 
this report to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in January this 
same agent made a subsequent report to the Commissioner in 
which he said not one word in contradiction of his previous allega- 
tions as to the drunkenness? i 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a fact that he made a statement to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. in which he said that he had 
been mistaken in the statements he had made previously as to the 
offer made by the Seneca Oil Company. In that report he does not 
say anything about drunkenness, but he does say something about 
it here explicitly. On two or three different occasions he has con- 
tradicted himself. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on this 
amendment be now closed, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Whatdothe Committee on Indian Affairs 
recommend us to do about this matter? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. There is no committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Indian Affairs of the last 
House recommended this proposition. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the gentleman mean to say that there was 
a committee in the last House which passed upon this matter? 

Tk SARRAN . Certainly. The House and the Senate agreed 
about it. 

Mr. GAINES. And you are trying now to have it acted upon 
without a committee? E 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from New 
Vork will put those telegrams and other papers to which he has 
referred into the RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will do so with pleasure. 

The following are the papers submitted by Mr. SHERMAN: 


Article of agreement made this 21st day of November, ] between Daniel E. 
Shongo, of Carrollton, Cattarau, County, State of New York, party of 
the first part, and L. E. Mallory, L. E. Hampsher, and T. F. Mullin, of Brad- 
ford City, McKean County, Pa., of the second part. 


Witnesseth, that whereas the said first party has recorded in the book of 
records in the p r office of the Seneca Nation of New York Indians, on 
July, 1895, an original individual claim for the mineral right in all that por- 
tion of the Allegany Reservation easterly from the corporation of Sala- 
manca, N. V., and having obtained a sufficient number of the names of the 
council of said nation to legalize the entrance for said work on said lan 
and the sale of oil and gas from the same by a petition dated October 19, 1896! 


and 

Whereas the said party of the first part has not sufficient capital to ca 
on the operation of said premises for the purpose of producing eaid oil an 
gas, and is unacquainted with the business, for the purpose of developing the 
ojl and gas from the said land, hereinafter described, the said party of the 
first part, in consideration of the covenants and agreements hereinafter con- 
tained, to be paid, kept, and performed by said second parties, agrees, for 
himself, his heirs and assigns, as follows: That the said party of the first part 
shall operate for oil and gas upon the following-described land, situate in and 
being a part of the Allegany Reservation, bounded as follows: 

On the northerly side by the northerly line of the Allegany Reservation; 
easterly by a line drawn across said reservation from the southerly line o 
same, beginning at a point midway between boundary posts Nos. 4and 5, and 
8 to the course or direction of that portion of the reservation line lying 

‘tween boundary posts Nos. 5 and 6; southerly by the southerly line of the 
said reservation; westerly by a line drawn across the said reservation, also 
parallel to the said line between the boundary posts Nos. 5 and 6, and begin- 
ning ata point midway between boundary posts Nos. 6 and 7 and extendi 
nortberly to the said northerly line of said reservation. 

That said Shongo will make no other contracts in relation to said oil and 
gas, and will not assign or transfer any part of his claim or right in the min- 
erals or mineral rights in said land above described, in excess of an undivided 
one-fourth. That said Shongo, in consideration hereof, and in payment for 
labor pertoni; money furnished, and chances taken in said development, 
shall deliver to second parties three-fourths of the balance of said oil and gas, 
when produced, in the following proportion, to wit: To L. E. Mallory, three- 
e a to L. E. Hampsher, six-sixteenths, and to T. F. Mullin, three-six- 

n 

That said second parties agree to furnish all moneys to first party for the 

urchases of materials and machinery necessary for the 3 of said 
ands and for labor performed thereon. 

In case such work shall not prove productive, said second parties shall 
have the right to remove any and all 88 pacen upon said land which 
the parties of the first part may not have paid for, and this agreement shall 
be null and void. It is unders' and agreed that if oil or gas is found in 


uantities, then the expense of operating shall be deducted therefrom 
payment of said ns dn a 
and seals the day and year above written. 
L. E. MALLORY. 
L. E. HAMSHER. 
T. F. MULLIN. SEAL. 
DANIEL E. SHONGO. ISAAL. 


nes 


q 
0 
Witness our hands 


STATE or New YORK, Cattaraugus County, ss: 

Merrill T. Jenkins, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is attorney 
for the Nation of New X ork Indians, duly appointed — the governor 
of the State of New York, by and with the advice and consent of the senate. 
That 9 duties as such attorney is to advise with the said Indians, to 

actions in their behalf, and to defend actions brought st them; 
and for that purpose deponent frequently attends the council meetings of 
the councilors of szid Seneca Nation of Indians, aud was present at the coun- 
cil meeting held at Shongo, on the Allegany Reservation, on or about m- 
ber J. 2, and 3, 1896, at which time and ata time when the Seneca Oil Com- 
obtained from the Seneca Nation of Indians a renewal of the W. B. 
— AA lease. That there were several applicants for leases for oil purposes 
of the Allegany Reservation. That the pronation made by the Seneca Oil 
Company was the best p! ition made by anyone at said council, and after 
examining all the propositions deponent so advised said councilors, and de- 
ent then believed and now believes that the proposition made by the 
88 Oil Company was much better than any other proposition made to 
them for an oil lease. And so far as the Indians are concerned the Seneca 
Oil Company's lease is a good lease for the nation if carried out, and aepo: 
nent is Tnformed and believes that its visions are being fully complied 
with by the lessees. and as attorney for the said Seneca Nation deponent will 
see that said provisions are complied with. 

Deponent . says that during the time he attended the said council 
meeting, mber aforesaid, none of the councilors were under the infiu- 
ence of intoxicating liquors, and no liquors of any kind were in or about said 
council, and all statements to the contrary are absolutely untrue, as deponent 
verily believes. That deponent was present at said council meeting on the 
day when the council acted upon said lease, and two days prior thereto, and 
if any intoxicating liquors been there, or if any of the councilors had been 
under the influence of intoxicating liquors, deponent would have observed 
some indications thereof, but deponent observed no indications whatever of 
said liquors or of the use thereof. Deponent further says that he is ac- 

uainted with Daniel E. Shongo, a Seneca Indian, residing upon the said 
Sitcgxay Reservation, and that he has no rights upon said reservation more 
than any other Indian, which is the right to occupy certain premises by com- 
plying with the customs of the nation and the erg of the statutes 
ting to such occupancy. That said Daniel E. Shongo has no oil right or 
ts in any of said reservation lands as against the Seneca Nation 
dians. at all the lands of the Seneca Nation of Indians are vested in 
the nation, and the government of the tribe, and the use and occupation of 
the lands are in the president and council of the Seneca Nation of In- 
dians. That the individual right of occupancy of lands by an Indian is regu- 

. and r ee ec pe cus promulgated and adopted 

council and is su es and customs. 
M. T. JENKINS. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 17th day of April, 1897. 
y JAMES C. S N, Justice of the Peace. 


a BUFFALO, N. V., February 24, 1397. 


My DEAR Mr. HOOKER: I beg leave to write you regarding the oil lease or 
contract made by the Seneca Nation of Indians with the Seneca Oi] Company; 
or rather the contract ratifying the W. B. Barker lease as modified by the 
new contract. 

1 haye reported what I supposed were the facts. I was t at the 
council and heard Mr. E. B. Vreeland make the proposition to the Indians. 

I also knew the terms of other proposed contracts. 

As I understood it, and in fact as it was generally understood, the Seneca 
Oil Company were to give the Indians $1,00 bonus and one-eighth royalty, 
ae 2 company offered $4,000 bonus and three-eigh! royalty on 
a n 

I —— that the Indians were induced to accept the contract least fa vor- 
able to them. I was unable to ascertain from the clerk ot the nation that 
the Seneca Oil Company made any other or different proposition. 

Ihave just learned that I was mistaken as to the facts; and that just be- 
fore the vote was taken the Seneca Oil Company sent a memorandum to ths 
clerk of the council offering terms as favorable as offered by any others. 

The Seneca Oil Company being the owners of the W. B. Barker lease, of 
course — 5 of its I was entirely proper when as favorable to 
the Indians as any other con presented. 

Thad and do SN now have any interest in the matter, personally. But 
understanding as I did that the Indians were induced to accept the contract 
the least favorable to them, I deemed it my duty to San 5 it. 

Tam glad of the opportunity to correct the error. the Indian council- 
ors had eee eee ee when I inquired, the error 

auld not have occurred. 

IN J. R. JEWELL, 


tfully, 
ot Fee z United States Indian Agent. 
Hon. W. B. HOOKER, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, NEW YORK AGENCY, 
Olean; N. Y., March 19, 1897, 


Sin: I have the honor to state that on or about the 3d — She! December 
ultimo an oil leaso was granted by the council of the Seneca Nation of Indi- 
ans to a company known as the Seneca Oil Company. ely after- 
wards I te phed the Indian Office that this lease had been obtained by 
notorious bribery and corruption. r 

On December 31 ultimo I transmitted to the Indian Office a petition made 
of twenty Indians residing on the Allegany Reservation protesting against 

e ratification of said lease or contract. 

Again, on January 2, 1897, in reply to goar office letter (Land, 1977-97), I 
wrote a letter giving the particulars of what occurred at the meeting of the 
council at which the contract with the Sencca Oil Company was 
stated am: other things that the contract presented and oi 
the Seneca Oil Company was the least favorable to the Indian Nati 
of the contracts off y 
of the lands embraced in the contract with the Seneca Oil Company. 

I lly beg leave to correct the statements contained in my said 
letter in the following cular, to wit: I stated in my said . — and 
letter that the offer made by the Seneca Oil Company was the least favorable 

nation. I made this statement from what I — and heard at 


and the proposed contract 


and crntracts submitted by the other compe for a lease. The off 


the Seneca Oil Company, as there made publicly, was the least favorable to 
the Indian nation of any of the contracts offered: Justa few moments before 
the vote was taken by which the council accepted the Seneca Oil Com- 
Ponye proposi 1 weng to e clerk of the council and asked what changes, if 
any, been made in the offers of the respective competitors. The persons 
represen’ the different comp: which were seeking contracts were all 
the time going to the clerk and ee him clandestinely slips of paper 
upon which were written changes in their re: ive offers with referen 
to the amount of bonus and royalty. The clerk told me that the Seneca O: 
Company's proposal as first made remained 3 I then asked him if 
any change was made in the offer of the Seneca Oil pany to let me know 
it. He informed me of no change. I therefore believed, and not without 
reason, that the offer of the Seneca Oil Company was accepted by the council 
as first made and publicly announced. 

I have since learned that the Seneca Oil Company e their first offer 
in this respect. The first proposa was, as stated in my said letter, to release 
all of the lands embraced in the W. B. Barker lease, an assignment of which 
was held by the Seneca Oil Company, except the lands to be included within 
the new lease, and in addition to pay 1.000 bonus and one-eighth royalty. 
This affer, was changed ae foliowg and in the manner I hare before indicated: 
nstead of paying $1, mus, they 0 an - 
tional if oil was found in paying quantities, Per AA iN of from one-eighth 
to three-eighths, gradua according to the production of the wells drilled. 

By reference to my said letter, dated January 20, 1897, it will be seen that 
the amended offer of the Seneca Oil Company was equally as favorable to the 
Indian nation as any of the other offers made to the council, and more so in 
one respect, i. e., the Seneca Oi Company to surrender up to the In- 
dian nation all rights claimed by them under the Barker lease, except so far 
as r pa included in the new contract were 

ery respectfully 
is J. R. JEWELL, 
; United States Indian Agent. 

Honorable CoMMISSIONER OF INDIAN APFATRS, 

Washington, D. C. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 

MAN] asks unanimous consent to print in the RECORD the tele- 
s to which he has referred. there objection? The Chair 
ears none, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the statement read by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania refers to this land as a strip. I 
should like to know from the gentleman from New York what is 
the shape of this body of land, embracing 2,300 or 2,800 acres, so 
that we may know what may be the possibility as to these ontside 
companies drawing the oil. 

Mr. HOOKER. The strip is about 10 miles long. 

Mr. LACEY. How wide? 

a HOOKER. The width varies from a mile to less than a 
mile. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. From a mile to a mile and a half. 

Mr. HOOKER. So that it can be drilled along the edges and 
drained on both sides. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move now that all debate on this question 
be closed. 

ed to. 


The motion was 
should like to ask the gentleman from New 


Mr. FLEMING. 
York 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed. The 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
STONE] to concur in the Senate amendment. 
Mr. RIDGELY. I rise to a question of information. I do not 
see how I can vote intelligently unless I get this information. I 


understand that this House forced through here in a very rapid 
manner 
Regular order! 


uestion is on the 
Ir. CHARL 


ES W. 


Several MEMBERS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RIDGELY] 
is out of order. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Let me come directly to my question. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s proposition? 

Mr. RIDGELY. As I understand, the motion is that we non- 
concur. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to concur. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Then,if I want to vote against ratifying these 
leases, I must vote “no.” 

Several MEMBERS. The gentleman must vote ‘‘aye.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill as sent to the Senate provided for 
the ratification of these leases. The Senate has struck out that 
language. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is to 
concur in that amendment of the Senate. 

The question being taken on the motion to concur, it was re- 
jected; there being on a division (called for by Mr. CHARLES W. 
STONE)—ayes 17, noes 70. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to eoncur having been disagreed 
to, the effect is substantially to recommend nonconcurrence. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On page 75, after the word shall.“ in line 17, insert with the consent of 
the majority of the unquestioned members of the tribe and the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior; ™ so as to read: 

“That all children born of a marriage between a white man and an Indian 
woman blood and not by adoption ana whois at this time recognized by 
the tribe, shall, with the consent of the majority of the unquestioned mem- 
bers of the tribe and the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, have the 
same rights and ee pre to the property of the tribe to which the mother 
belongs, either by blood or descent, as any other member of the tribe, and no 
prior act of Congress shall be construed as to debar such child of such right.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 
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Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Why? Itseems to me that 
this is a reasonable amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CUR- 
pec to explain the effect of the amendment. 

r. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, this matter was up 
in the last House, and after full discussion we agreed upon the 
provision which was then passed. It went over to the Senate, 
and I, as the person who introduced the amendment, agreed to 
the striking out of two words. Those words were stricken out in 
the Senate committee; but the bill having been reported to the 
Senate in that form, an additional amendment was adopted pro- 
viding that the provision should not apply to Indian women unless 
with the consent of the majority of the tribe and the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. It is certainly very unjust that a 
provision which applies to the children of Indian men should not 
apply equally to the children of Indian women, What we insist 
upon is that the children of Indian women should be treated the 
same as the children of Indian men. The simple question pre- 
sented is this: Will this House treat the children of Indian women 
who have married white men in the same manner as they treat 
the children of Indian men who have married white women? 
This subject has come up session after session, and that is the only 
question. It has been voted upon in this House several times. 

As the gentlemen who constituted the conference committee be- 
fore have virtually consented to the striking out of two words, I 
submit that we ought to nonconcur in the amendment and allow 
the matter to go to conference, where the provision can be changed 
80 as to be satisfactory to all sides. 

I wish to state further that a gentleman representing the Indian 
Rights Association sent to mea note, which I have in my ket, 
stating that if we would consent to the striking out of the two 
words, as we shall do at the proper time, this provision would be 
satisfactory to them. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. What are the two words? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The word either“ and the words 
or descent”—three words, in fact. Those words were stricken 
out before in the Senate committee, and there will be no difficulty 
in securing similar action now. I hope that the House will vote 
to nonconcur. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I agree that 
the proposition of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] 
sounds entirely plausible—that the children of an Indian woman 
should have the same rights as the children of an Indian man. 
But the gentleman does not state what he knows is the difficulty 
in this case. He knows the trouble is that there is a tendencyin a 
class of low white men, who are too lazy and shiftless to get a liv- 

in any other way, to go out and marry some Indian woman 
of these tribes, every member of which has really more proper 
than the white men of the country have, on the average. He 
knows that the practice is to do this in order to get possession of 
some portion of the property of the tribe. 

Now, I do not think that is fair. We may want to open up the 
Indian lands to white men, but we do not want to open them up 
as the prize of a matrimonial speculation. I think it better to 
say that the white man who has sunk so low that he has not 
energy to support himself except by marrying some rich Indian 

uaw had better not be allowed to obtain property in that way. 

r. WALKER of Massachusetts. Does my colleague propose 
to criticise white men for doing the same thing with regard to 
white women? Laughter. | 

Mr. GILLETT of chusetts. Well, we can not prevent 
that, though I do not think we have a great deal of respect for those 
men whom we see coming here from across the ocean, claiming 
some title of nobility and making it a matter of business to marry 
some rich American girl. Indian women, I presume, have very 
much the same liking for white men that some of our American 
heiresses seem to have for representatives of the foreign nobility. 
Ido not think we want to encourage either class of fortune hunters. 

I think that these marriages of white men with Indian women 
for the purgo of obtaining control of the property of the latter 
should be checked, not enco by law. They are not entered 
into by the man from any motive higher than avarice, and they 
tend to demoralize the tribe. The law as it now stands is a block 
to them. It was enacted thoughtfully, and I submit that we 
ought not to change it, especially in an appropriation bill. 

is Senate amendment is very moderate and fair; it does not 
absolutely forbid the children of such marriages inheriting their 
mother’s rights, but only when the tribe or the Secretary of the 
Interior thinks it unfair; so that while it tends to prevent specula- 
tive marriages, it also offers an appeal and a remedy for any case 
of 3 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Wonld my colleague be will- 
ing to put an amendment on this bill applying the same law to 
white women which he pro to app to Indian women? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. not Bs sg to change 
the law at all. This bill = a change of law. I want to 
leave the law just as it is. e committee proposes to give to 


1 
0 


possess in respect to 

marriages with Indian women. That, I submit, is not the proper 

ing to do, and if it were proper, this is not the proper way in 
which to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this matter has received quite full 
consideration. It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that the old 
adage, ‘* What is sauce for the should be sauce for the gan- 
der,” applies here, and there is a popular idea that there is some 
certainty as to who is a person’s mother. [Laughter.] The law 
now existing is that the child of an Indian father and a white 
mother may inherit, but the child of an Indian mother and a white 
father may not. What we propose to do by this proposition is to 
allow the child of an Indian mother the same rights that the child 
of an Indian father has under existing law. That is all thereis of 
this question. 

The question being taken, the motion to nonconcur was agreed to, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that the next two amendments—amend- 
ments numbered 15 and 16—applying to the same paragraph be 
considered together. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 19, page 75, strike out the word “ either.“ and also the words “or 
dissent;” soas to read the tribe to which the mother belongs by blood,” ete. 

Mr.SHERMAN, Imove nonconcurrencein these amendments, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I understood the gentleman 
from Kansas to say that there was to be concurrence in these 
amendments. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That can be arranged in conference, 
There will be no trouble about that. 

The motion to nonconcur was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 16, page SI. strike out “ therefrom" and insert thereof.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imoveconcurrence. This is simply a verbal 


white men HIS which they do not now 


change. 
The motion was agreed to, 
Mr. SHERMAN. All the amendments being now disposed of, 


I move that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the Indian appropriation bill, had directed him to recommend 
concurrence in amendments numbered 5, 6,7, 8, 11, and 17, to 
recommend nonconcurrence in amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 
9, 12, 18, 14, 15, and 16, and to recommend that amendment num- 
bered 10 be nonconcurred in and the House adopt certain in- 
structions to the conference committee on that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments in 
which the committee recommend concurrence. 

The Clerk reported amendments 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, and 17, as follows: 

i 40, after line 15, insert: . 

“For locating the Digger Indians of California upon lands recently pur- 


farming implements, seeds, and other articles, including the of a prac- 
tical farmer, $3,900." ; 8 


ee „1888.0 
Sy ee „af tex line 2, insert: 
+ vided, T. 


cil of the nation, and the descendants of those srpom such rolls, and 
such additional names and their descendants as have n subsequently 
added, either by the council of such nation, the duly anthorized courts 
thereof, or the m under the act of June 10, 1896. And all other 
names 1 m such rolls shall bs o to investigation by such Com- 
mission for a pe of six months after the passage of this act. And an 
name appearing on such rolls and not confirmed by the act of June 10, 1 
as herein construed, may be stricken therefrom by such Commission where 
the party affected shall have ten days’ previous notice that said Commission 
will investigate and determine the right of such party to remain upon such 
roll as a citizen of such nation: Provided, also, t anyone whose name 
shall be stricken from the roll by such Commission shall have the right of 
appeal, as provided in the act of June 10, 1893.” 

e 70, line 23, strike out “upon ™ and insert“ inst.“ 

81. line 16, strike out therefrom' and insert thereof.“ 


The SPEAKER. If no one demands a separate vote, the ques- 
tion is on concurring in the Senate amendments which have just 
been read. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I raise the question of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he will put the question to 
a vote. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 1, 

Mr. RIDGELY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, not a sufficient number rising 
in support of the demand. 

Accordingly, the amendments were concurred in, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendments 
in which nonconcurrence is asked for. 

The Clerk reported amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 12, 18, 14, 
15, and 16, as follows: 


Page 23, after line 21, insert: 

And the justices of the peace in and for the Territory of Oklahoma shall 
not have jurisdiction of any actions in civil cases against members of the 
Less ge Aans, Kansas tribes of Indians residing on their reservation in Oklahoma 

r ry.” 


Page 24, lines 16 and 17, strike out $50,000" and insert . 418.25. 
34, after line 25, insert: 

* t the Secretary of the Interior shall, within sixty days after the pas- 
sage of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the ee in the 
State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distributions 

made to such Indian tribes of the West and Northwest as the Secre- 


shall be Z 

ba? eon Interior may direct.” > 
40, line 14, strike out Carlos’s” and insert Charlot’s.” 
59, after line 12, insert: 

“That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, two additional judges for said 8 and the 
ee court of said Territory shall designate the places in the several 
ju 


cial districts therein at which and the times when such ju shall hold 
y law; and said 


court, such courts to be held at the places now provided 
judges shall be members of the appellate court, and shall nave all authority, 
exercise all powers, perform like duties, and receive the same salaries as other 
Judges 2 = 97 8155 and shall serve fora term of four years from the date 
appoin nt.“ < 
72. 3, after area,“ insert: , and the court shall also take into 
consideration and make due allowance for the fact that said In were 
given a share in the proceeds of the lands sold and disposed of under and 
ursuant to the visions of an act entitled An act for the relief and civi- 
ization of the ppewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’ approved Janu- 


14. 1889. 
hago 73, strike out all after line 8 down to and including line 5, page 74.. 
Page 75, line 17, after shall.“ insert: „ with the consent of the majority of 
he ee members of the tribe and the approval of the Secretary of 
e rior,” 
Page 75, line 19, strike out “, either.” 
Page 75, line 19, strike out or descent.” 


The SPEAKER. If no te vote is asked for, the question 
is on nonconcurrence in the amendments that have been 
2 to the House. 

amendments were nonconcurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that a committee of 

conference be appointed on the disagreeing votes of the two 


ouses. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, there was an instruction reported 
back to the House, : 

The SPEAKER. That question should come up after the com- 
mittee is appointed. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] moves that u committee of conference be appointed on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. a 

Mr. LACEY. I ask the Clerk to report the proposed instruc- 


tions. e 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the conference committee be instructed to insist upon a provision for 
leasing the te minerallands, with such limitations and- restrictions as 
will prevent the control of the said mineral by trusts or combinations of any 
kind; such leases to be for limited amounts and for limited periods, upon a 
royalty to the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say with regard to this 
question of instructing the conference committee that it is, per- 
haps, a question whether the committee have a right tomake such 
a recommendation as that, but it can be made by the indorsement 
of the individual member. 

Mr. KING. I desire to make the point of order that that instruc- 
tion by the committee was not proper; that they had no authority 
to instruct the House. 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] can 
move it as an individual member. s 

Mr. LACEY. Then I move this instruction at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves the follow- 
ing instruction, which will be reported to the House. 

The motion of Mr. LACEY, as above set forth, was again read. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the word amounts,“ and to 
insert in lieu thereof the word areas.“ I think that is perhaps 
the better word. à E . 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it in order to make such a change in the 
resolution reported by the Committee of the Whole if unanimous 
consent is not obtained for that purpose? I think it requires unani- 
mous consent. f 5 

The SPEAKER, Upon what ground? It is a proposition to 
instruct the committee of conference. It is not usual to instruct 
the committee at the first conference, it is true, but the House has 
undoubtedly the right so to do. : 

Mr. LACEY. I move the previous question on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks for the pre- 
vious question. : 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KING. Division, Mr. Speaker! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 5. 
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Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. S. r, in view of the expression of the 
House, I think, perhaps, it is not necessary to pass this instruc- 
tion, and I withdraw the resolution of instruction. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon the instruction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman will not insist on that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not want the conference committee to 
come back to the House with this provision so tied up in a confer- 
ence report that we can not have a separate vote on it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There would not be any such trouble, Mr. 
Speaker. I give the gentleman my word that it shall be reported 
in such a way that a separate vote can be had, and a separate re- 
port made, if necessary. $ P 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, then, on the understanding ob- 
tained from the gentleman from New York, that before any 
agreement shall be reached upon this proposition it will be brought 
back to the House for further action separately and disconnected 
from other.amendments, J. shall not insist upon the instruction. 

Mr. LACEY. It was with that assurance that I offered to 
withdraw the inst: uction. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, understands the gentleman 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question and the reso- 
lution. If there be no objection, it will be considered as with- 
drawn and the matter disposed of; and the. Chair will appoint the 
following conference committee: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of 
Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN. 


REPRINT OF A DOCUMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I also request a reprint of Sen- 
ate Document 140. It is the document containing the message of 
the President in reference to American insurance companies in 
Germany. It has been exhausted, and I ask for a reprint. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the date? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the second session Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress. The report was made on February 20 of this year. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reprint will be 
ordered, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I shall not object, but I simply rise for 
the purpose. of-emphasizing the fact that we are legislating here, 
paming amendments to great-appropriation bills, with less than a 

undred members. It seems to me that the great Republican 
party, with 200 members,.ought to be able to maintain a quorum 
to pass business as importantas.the Indian appro riation bill, ‘ 

There was no objection, and the reprint was.ordered. 


CEREMONIES AT THE TOMB OF GENERAL GRANT, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to appoint the following 
committee, in obedience to a resolution passed by the House: 
The S er, Mr. Low, Mr. Cumminas, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. McCLet- 
LAN, Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Hirr, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. 
DALZELL, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. Burton, Mr. HARTMAN, Mr. MERCER, 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia, Mr. MCCLEARY, Mr. BREWER, Mr. OVER- 
STREET, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. SuLLoway, Mr. DINSMORE, Mr, 
BarTHOLDT, Mr. TATE, and Mr. RIDGELY. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would su t to the House that 
inasmuch as a resolution to adjourn has been consented to, mak- 
ing two adjournments in order to cover the succeeding week, that 
the Chair be allowed the privilege of designating the Speaker on 
this occasion, as the rules do not provide for it. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none; and the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. CHARLES W. 


STONE. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the 
House donowadjourn, Pending that motion, the Chair will sub- 
mit the following requests of members. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Wuite, for ten days, from Monday next, on account of 
sickness in family and important business. 

To Mr. HULL, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MOINTIRE, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. LIvINasTOoN, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Tawney, for fifteen days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was taken 
from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, when appointed: 

A bill (S. 1035) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States, 3 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. JONES of Washington obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of George Haskin, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. r 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accor ly (at 
40 lock and 10 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday 
next at 12 o'clock noon, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
o oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. R. 3015) to repeal chapter 27, being 
an act to regulate and improve the civil service of the Unite 
States—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 7 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 3016) granting thirty 
days' sick leave of absence, with pay, to the employees of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing to the Committee on Appro- 


riatious. 
> Also, a bill (H. R. 3017) aantog thirty days’ sick leave of 
absence, with pay, to the employees of the Government Printing 


Office—to the Committee on Printing. J 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 3018) to provide 
for a public building at New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. - 

By Mr. MAG E: A resolution (House Res. No. 38) relatin. 
to the war now in progress between the nations of Greece an 
Turkey—to the Committee on be. Affairs. 5 

By Mr. BLAND: A resolution (House Res. No. 40) of inquiry 
as to suits pending in respect to the Pacific Railroad Company 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. j 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: : 
Buy Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 8019) granting a pension to 
' Burwell Hinchman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3020) granting a pension to Matilda Paxton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - i 
By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 3021) granting pension to Mar 
J. biel, widow of Christopher C. Krabiel, Company F, Fiftie 
Illinois Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McINTIRE: A bill (H. R. 3022) to increase the pen- 
sion of Emily M. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3023) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Lawson—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 8024) to increase the 
pomon of Charles W. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3025) increasing the pension of William S. 
Demott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 3026) to increase 
nsion of Mrs. Margaret A. Porter—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following peiiaos and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, ın favor of a protective tariff and specific duties—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the trustees of the Drexel Institute, Phila- 
delphia, favoring the free admission of books for the use of Gov- 
5 and public libraries to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Resolutions of Bates County Post, No. 
58, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, con- 
cerning recent civil-service orders—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Resolutions of the Brotherhood of the 
Union, of Jersey City, Stockton, Mount Holly. Smithville, and 
Mays Landing, in the State of New Jersey, relative to alien own- 
ership of land and the issuance of stocks and bonds—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of W. R. Marshall and 89 other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, favoring the appointment of a monetary 
commission as proposed by the Indianapolis conyention—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of bankers and citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal.. relative to the appointment of a monetary commission— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Sioux City, Iowa, in 


behalf of reform in banking and currency legislation to the Com- 


mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. TODD: Petition of the common council of the city of 
Detroit, Mich.; also petition of councils of trades and labor 
unions; also petition of United Garment Workers, No. 74, of 
Detroit, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 80, re- 
stricting the sale of railroad tickets—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Edwin Trumble and others; also 
petition of Edward S. Kimmell and others, favoring the passage 
of a bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Affidavits and evidence to accompany House 
bill No. 2383, in behalf of Henry T. Hatfield—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, ers to accompany House bill No. 2954, relating to the 
claim of Henry Mills, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ain paper to accompany House bill No. 2956, for the relief of 

illiam 


Pfrimmer to the Committee on Claims, ; 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 26, 1897. 
The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the following 


rayer: 

£ Lord God of Sabaoth, whilst the thousands of our people are 
gathering to pay the tribute of honor and love at the tomb of our 
illustrious chieftain, we pray that the ties and bonds of brother- 
hood and of loving-kindness may be more closely woven between 
the hearts of the people throughout our whole land. And may 
the glow of patriotism be freshly enkindled, so that our nation, 
our Government; the Union of these States, may be more pro- 
foundiy loved and honored by our people—the Government whose 
mignty arms enfold the church, the home, the school, and all the 
interests, temporal and spiritual, of our people. 5 

Grant, we beseech Thee, O Lord, that whilst we preserve the 
spirit of -Americanism, of patriotism, of devotion to our native 
land, we may heartily embrace all nations and kindreds and tribes 
and tongues in the bonds of Christian love, so that we may do 
what in us lies to further and establish the 5 8 of Christ our 
King upon the earth. We humbly ask in His wed name, our 
Saviour. Amen. 

Mr. ISHAM G. Harris, a Senator from the State of Tennessee, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

APPOINTMENT OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Chief Clerk (Mr. J. S. McEwan) read the following com- 

munication from the President pro tempore: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, Weshington, D. C., April 2%, 1897. 


I hereby 8 Hon. KnuTE NELSON, a Senator from Minnesota, to per- 
form the duties of the Chair in the United States Senate this day, I being 
necessarily absent. 


WM. P. FRYE, President pro tempore. 


Mr. NELSON thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer of 
the Senate for to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the Journal be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the Journal will 
be dispensed with, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope we shall not adjourn until we receive 
am from the President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will receive a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, communicated sundry messages 
in writing. g 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House agrees 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, and 17 
to the bill (H. R. 15) making 1 for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; disagrees to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 
15, and 16; asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr, Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the action of the House of Representatives upon the Indian 
gt bill. 

r. GORMAN. I trust that bill may lie on the table. We had 
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an understanding that there would be no business whatever trans- 
acted this morning. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate adjourn until Thurs- 


day next. 

e motion was to; and (at 12 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, April 29, 1897, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 26, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by Mr. 
CHARLES W. STONE, as Speaker pro tempore. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. ker, I rise to make an inquiry in regard 
to the Journal. Does it show what di ition, if any, was made 
of the bankruptcy bill that came over from the Senate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, when appointed. 

The Journal was approved, 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


journ. 
adieu SIMPSON of Kansas. Task the gentleman to withhold that 
motion for a moment, as I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
My parliamentary inquiry is: Can the House adjourn for more 
than one day at a time without a quorum? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House Basing. already fixed 
the time to which an adjournment shall be taken, the question to- 
ay wi be simply on adjournment. The time to which the House 
is to adjourn has already been fixed, as shown by the RECORD and 
the Journal. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. But can the House fix in advance a 
time to which it shall adjourn for more than one Oat 

The SPEAKER po tempore. It has already been done by unan- 
imous consent, and the Chair is bound to 5 that action. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. For how many ys? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Whenthe House adjournsto-day, 
it will be until 1 That was determined by unani- 
mous consent on Friday . 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
pEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 

approved and signed a bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. 14) making 9 for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 

BOUNDARY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
message from the President; which was read, referred to the Com- 
cea ee on Foreign Affairs when appointed, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a re from the Secre of State, accompanied by 
the report of the United States Boun: Commission pes to the con- 
vention between the United States and Mexico of July 29,1882, touching the 
re-marking of the boundary line between the two countries west of the Rio 


nde. 
5 that provision be made for the immediate printing of a sufficient 


ly of this valuable document. 
SERES: 7 WILLIAM McKINLEY 


Ex MANSION, 


ECUTTVE N, 
Washington, April 26, 1897. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. LANHAM, be granted indefinite leave of absence, on 
account of sickness in his family. . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask indefinite leave 
of absence for my colleague, Mr. VANDIVER, who has gone home 
on important public business connected with the levees. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. STEELE, and Mr. Spits were, by unani- 
mous consent, granted indefinite leave of absence, on account of 
important business. 

e House then, on motion of Mr. DoLLIVER (at 12 o'clock and 
11 minutes p. m.), adjourned until Thursday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
r were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the President, transmitting a rt from the Sec- 
retary of State, accompanied by the report of the United States 
Boundary Commission, pursuant to the convention between the 
United States and Mexico of July 29, 1882, touching the re-mark- 


ing of the boundaryline between the two countries west of the Rio 
Grande—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with acopy of 
a letter from General Carlin, together with a copy of House Sill 
No. 422, Fifty-fourth Congress, the recommendation that Congress 
take favorable action in the said matter—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Of tp following titles were introđuced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3027) provid- 
ing for the free coinage of silver to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and- Measures. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3028) to regulate 
the carrying of ne pers by United States mails—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A memorial of the Minnesota 
legislature, favoring the construction of dikes and dams on Lakes 
Traverse and Big Stone—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A memorial of the Minnesota legislature, 
favoring the granting by Con; of a pension to Mrs. Maria J. 
Blaisdell, formerly a nurse at Fort Sne , Minn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

i By SERET ENS 7 Ocean a A 5 of the 5 5 esota 

i in favor o granting a to Maria J. 
Blaisdell, formerly a nurse at Fort Snelling, ier te the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 3029) for the relief of John Stan- 
ton—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 3030) to t a pension to 
William F. Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 3031) for the relief of the own- 
ers of the steamer Leesburg—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 3032) granting a pension to 
Abram Heckendorn, of Harrisburg, Pa.—to the Committee on 


nsions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3033) nting a pension to Emma Hand- 
shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3034) for the relief of Samuel Feevy—to the 
8 4 bill (H. E. BS n ti to George W. Leh 
„ 4 A ) granting a pension ə W. Leh- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 3036) for the relief of the 
so Trunk Railway Company of Canada—to the Committee on 
aims. 
By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3037) for the 
relief of S. F. Crider—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3038) granting a pension to 
Martin L. Stover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. the following pone and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

ey Mr. BULL: Papers to a House bill for the relief 
of John Stanton, of Company H, First Rhode Island Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Boston Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, asking for a reduction in the schedules of the Dingley 
tariff bill, as essential to the best interests of the whole country— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of David Heidler, of Wellston, Ohio, 
late private Company C, Seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteer 
8 for an increase of pension to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolutions adopted by the Pennsylvania 
Academy of Fine Arts, concerning the proposed tariff on works of 
art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Reynoldsburg, Ohio, asking for the enactment of a law 
to prohibit the transmission by mail and interstate commerce of 
pras and descriptions of prize fights—to the Committee on 

terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of A. P. Gardner and 67 other citi- 


zens of the State of Massachusetts, for legislation authorizing the 
President to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis 
monetary conyention—to the Committee on Banking and Oi 


rency. 
By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of George W. Lehman, late of 
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Company I, Twenty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Emergency 
Regiment, praying for the e of an act granting him a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of John J. Hayes and 22 other citi- 
zens of St. Joseph County, Ind., for a monetary commission—to 
the Committee on ing and rency. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN : Resolution of the nineteenth 
annual apa ee of the Department of Michigan, Grand Army 
of the ublic, held at Greenville, Mich., April 7 and 8, 1897, 
favoring of bill establishing a national cemetery at 
Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the nineteenth annual encampment, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, 83 
against the consolidation of the Detroit and Indianapoli ion 
agencies; also resolution of same, favoring the ge of a bill 
for the relief of comrades who suffered in rebel prisons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petitions of sundry merchants 
of Stillwater, Minn., protesting against the 3 increase in 
the duty on fish—to Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of instructors in the University of Minnesota 
against = duty on apparatus and books for educational institu- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., 
favoring the appointnment of a monetary commission—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: Petition of Rev. P. T. Hardi- 
son and other citizens of Marion, Ky., in behalf of the book agents 
= the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 29, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
The Journal of the proceeđings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments to the Indian appropriation bill and to the con- 
ference requested by the House; and Lask that the Vice-President 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

r. CHANDLER. I feel compelled to object to a vote being 
taken. Certain Senators on the other side of the Chamber who 
were going away for the week asked me to op all business 
Caring. the week, and I gave them my word that I would do so. I 
thought it was gen y unde: that there should be no busi- 
ness done; at any rate, that is my un ing with certain 
absent Senators. Therefore I shall object to the motion of the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. BERRY. There was no agreement of the kind stated. 
There was no a ent that no business should be done. 

Mr. CHAND I do not say that there was any agreement 
made by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I say there was no 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not say there was an agreement. I 
said I thought there was a general understanding that no business 


should be done. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
withdraw his objection, because the appointment of the conferees 
is a mere matter of form. I understand that the conferees desire 
to meet to-morrow, and it will take them some time to adjust the 
differences between the two Houses. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The same motion was made on Monday and 
it was objected to, and I object now. Of course I can not com- 
pel the observance of an understanding unless it was formally 
announced. 

Mr. QUAY. It will be remembered that when the Indian ap- 
propriation bill was before the Senate week before last I invited 
the attention of the Senate to the clause ratifying the lease of the 
council of the Seneca Indians of New York to the Seneca Oil Com- 
pany. The Senate sustained my position and with practical una- 
nimity the ratification of the lease was stricken out of the bill. 
The House has refused to concur in the Senate amendment strik- 
ing out the clause, and it will go into conference. 

here is confusion worse confounded in the assertions both in 
the House and Senate in relation to the lease, and it is important 
that beiore the Senate acts again it should have in its possession 
facts which will enable it to act intelligently. I desire time be- 
fore the conference is held to lay those facts before the Senate. I 
will not object to the bill going into conference to-day with the 
understanding that it will be held for a week or ten days before a 
report is made by the committee. If not, I must object. I desire 
to have the Senate pass a resolution this morning directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to investigate the question and report 


ent. 


the facts to the Senate. We ought to know whether we are rob- 
Ding Aoao Indians of valuable property or not before actionis taken 
U 


on estion, 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that, in view of the statement 
made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, I do not think the con- 


ferees would undertake to insist upon action until a reasonable 


time had e to secure a copy of the lease and all the informa- 
tion in that di ion. I certainly would be in favor of a proper 
delay. But I hope no objection will be made to the appointment 


of the conferees. It is a mere formal matter, and it is important 
that it should be done. We have had 200 men, I think, in the 
Indian Territory idle, waiting for the appropriation to finish the 
work of surveying that country. No allotments can be made 
there until the survey is made, and every day’s delay increases 
the expense to the Government and the inconvenience of the en- 
gineers and people who are employed in that service. Therefore 
reasonable haste should be had, and I hope the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will not 1 8 to the appointment of conferees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
South Dakota to withhold his motion for a few moments until the 
action of the House of Representatives is laid before the Senate, 
which will be done in order, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followi 
message from the President of the United States; which was $ 
To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit herewith a re from the 8 State, accompanied by 
the report of the United States 8 Commission pursuant to the con- 
vention between the United States and Mexico of July 20, 188, touching the 
8 ol the line n two countries west of the Rio 

I urge that provision be made for the immediate printing of a sufficient 
supply of this valuable document. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, April 26, 1897. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The message ought to go to the Committee 
on 8 Ks ‘ht it not? 

The VICE-P’ IDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It refers only to the publication of a docu- 
ment. I think it oe eh to go to the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the message 
ee orien ls ae i be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

LEASE OF SENECA OIL WELLS. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of a 
resolution bearing upon the Seneca oil lease that I mentioned a 
srt er 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

of the Interior be, and he here! instructed 
fo: —— z Es 

the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians of 
New York to the Seneca Oil yin December, 1896, was in conformity 
to section 2116, Revised Statutes of the United States, and whether the same 

Sa Varir TE TO oe tara il Birt a cage cmon co steric rat Ay SY 
tion or other te methods; whether the lease — E. ongo ts 
Indians an 


illegitima: Danie! 
in confi ity with the laws and usages of the Seneca Nation 


with the quantity of land covered by the lease and 
and the value and ihe anion i 
upon; also whether the ratification of said lease is necessary 
bon: . all ds for anton of ss 
us and ro; upon an upon w 
= present 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate ađjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. NELSON. I hope the Senator from Maryland will yield to 
me for a moment. I should like to have some routine business 
transacted. 

Mr. GORMAN. My motion does not interfere with any other 
business. I simply move that when the Senate does adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT ON LIBRARY BUILDING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the superintendent of the building of the Library of 
Co: , transmitting a report upon the construction of that 
building: which was referred to the Select Committee on Addi- 
tional Accommodations for the Library of Congress, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LABOR ON RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of March 16, 1897, copies of all circulars and circular 
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letters issued to officers of the Corps of Engineers relative to civil- 


service matters, together with copies of correspondence with 
various officers of the corps pertaining to this subject, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be printed. 


DELAWARE, CADDO, AND WICHITA INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in nse 
to a resolution of the 15th instant, a letter from Capt. F. D. Bald- 
win, United States Army, acting agent Kiowa Agency, together 
with a copy of the 5 of the council held with the Wichita 
and affiliated band of Indians relative to the opening of their res- 
ervation, the allotment, and the original treaty; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 

irs, and ordered to be printed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BERRY. Was the motion made by the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to insist upon the amendments of the 
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill and agree to the conference 
asked by the House di of by the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. SORANI 
was one of the Senators with whom I had the 3 

ke of. If he does not object to oag the conferees on the 


n appropriation bill appointed, I shall not do so. 
The VIC -PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the Indian appropriation 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
April 23, 1897. 

ved, That the House agrees to the amendments of the Senate to the 
15, “An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian De ent and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 
11. and 17, and N to amendments num - 
and 16, and asks a conference with the Senate 

on the disagreeing vo of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, t . SHERMAN, Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN be 
the managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Federation of Labor, pra for the enactment of legislation 
granting relief to the laborin ple of the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of South Caro- 
lina, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry wage earners of the 
United States, praying or the imposition of a duty on lumber in 
the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. CARTER. I present resolutions transmitted to me by tele- 

taph, adopted by the Stock Growers’ Association of Montana, 
8 an adequate tariff duty on hides. I ask that the resolu- 
tions be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 5 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


To Senator CARTER, Washington: 

Our committee on resolution respectively submit the following report: 
That, whereas the Montana Stock Growers’ tion, at their annual 
8 ng held at Miles City, Mont., on the 20th day of April, 1897, unanimously 

oR: 


Fort Benton, MONT., April 37, 1897. 


the following, to wit: 
‘Whereas the extremely low price of hides now prevailing all over the 

United States has reduced the annual income of our Montana stockmen from 
that source from nearly a million and a quarter of dollars to one-fifth of that 
amountand has caused a corresponding falling off in the value of their cattle 
now on the ran and yet to raised for export and home consumption, 
amounting in all to many millions in theaggregate; and 

“ Whereas we, the stockmen, feel that that branch of our greatest industry 
should receive the benefit-of some of the protection accorded to other indus- 
tries not more valuable as resources of our great Commonwealth: Therefore, 

“Be it resolved, That the Montana Stock Growers’ Association in convention 
assembled does most earnestly and respectfully invite the atfention of Mon- 
tana's representatives in Congress to the facts herein set forth and more 
fully to be obtained in detail by reference to the statistics of our State,and 

è that they use their best endeavors to obtain such amendment to the 

tariff bill now pending before the Congress of the United States as will af- 
ford to this most important industry the brtection that its magnitude 
deserves, and that we most heartily comménd the attitude of Senators MAN- 
TLE and CARTER and Representative HARTMAN in their demand for an ade- 
quate tariff duty on hides: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the North Montana Round 
meeting held at Chinook, on this 26th day of A 


Association at its annual 


, 1897, That the sentiments 


ressed by the said Montana Stock Growers’ Association are hi cor- 
Ar and emphatically indorsed. * 
CONRAD KOHES, President. 


Mr. CARTER presented a petition of the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation of Helena, Mont., praying for the imposition of a pro rata 
tariff on lead in ores; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

HELENA, MONT., April 28, 1897. 
Senators CARTER and MANTLE, Washington, D. C.: 


Hope you will secure fair pro rata tariff on lead in ores, at least 1} cen 
pa pound. Dingley bill gives lead trust and smelters a protection of ig bos 
cents per pound; it also secures free raw material by allowing ores be 
imported in bond and contents shipped out free of duty. The 150,000 tons of 
lead bullion produced in the Western mining States necessitate the mining 
of about 4,000,000 tons of ore, e concentration and smelting. Miners 
receive $3 to $3.50 per day; Mexican miners receive 50 cents per day. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of citizens are depending upon the lead 1 3 
times as many as depend upon smelters or the manufacturers of white 
BUSINESS MEN’S ASSOCIATION, 


N. KESSLER, President, 


Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) presented a memorial of the 
A. Booth Packing Company, of aha, Nebr., remonstrating 
against the imposition of a ri fs the pending tariff bill on fresh- 
water fish taken in the Great es; Which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. : 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the petition of G. W. 
Nation, secretary and treasurer of the Western Nebraska Wool 
Growers’ Association, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the wool schedule of the so-called Dingley tariff billin regard to 
third-class wools; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Nebraska, 
relative to the present effect of the continuance of the Hawaiian 
reciprocity treaty upon what now promises to be one of the most 
important interests in that State, the beet-sugar industry; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Summit Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pawnee County, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the transmission by mail or 
interstate commerce of pictures or descriptions of prize fights; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Summit Woman's Christian 
Tanpo Union, of Pawnee County, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Summit Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pawnee County, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in all Government buildings; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a peon of the Summit Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pawnee County, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Summit Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pawnee County, Nebr., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of rinanon ranta a pension to 

rs. Maria J, Blaisdell; which was refe: to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Whereas Mrs. Maria J. Blaisdell, of Company F, Fifth Regiment of Minne- 
sota Infantry Volunteers, was nurse and matron at Fort Snelling during the 

ear 1862, and no record was kept of the nurses or matrons at Fort Sne 
by reason of there being no surgeon-general located there; and 

Whereas said Maria J. Blaisdell is, in the opinion of the legislature of this 
State, entitled to a pension by reason of her meritorious services, and is not 
able to obtain one under the general pension laws of the United States and 
the rules of the Pension Office: Therefore 

Be it resolved 17 . — senate (the house of representatives concurring), That 


our Senators and Representatives in Songs are hereby requested to do all 
in their power to procure the passage an act gran to said Maria J. 


Blaisdell a reasonable pension. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be instructed to forward to 
e or oar Senators and Representatives in Congress a certified copy of this 
resolution. 

Approved April 21, 1897. 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 

I, Albert Berg, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do pc cer- 
tify that I have compared the annexed copy with the o resolution in 
my office of a concurrent resolution suprored April 21, 1897, memorializin: 
Congress to grant a pension to Mrs. Maria J. Blaisdell, and that said copy 
a true = correct transcript of said original resolution and of the whole 

ereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State, at the capitol, in St. Paul, this 21st day of April, A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL] ALBERT BERG, Secretary of State. 


Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Uommerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and industry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. - 

He also presented a memorial of the Adamant Manufacturing 
Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 


1897. 
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ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. - 

He also presented a petition of the Keystone Lumber Company 
and four other lumber firms, of Ashland, Wis., praying for the 
imposition of a duty of $2 per thousand feet on lumber in the 

mding tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

Mr. GEAR presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Trades and Labor Congress, of Dubuque, Iowa, relative to the 
increase of duty on cigars and tobacco in the pending tariff bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of 47 citizens of Mar- 

uette, Mich., praying Congress to authorize the President of the 

nited States to appoint a monetary commission; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. $ k 

He also presented a memorial of 36 business men of Detroit, 
Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of business men of Saginaw, 
Mich., ERY AOE. for the imposition of a duty of $2 per thousand feet 
upon all rough lumber in the pending tariff bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 3 

He also presented sundry petitions of laboring men in the State 
of Michigan who earn their living by producing lumber and 
shingles or who are indirectly dependent on some branch of the 
lumber business for the support of themselves and their families, 
praying for the imposition of a duty of $2 per thousand feet on 
rough lumber and 35 cents per thousand on shingles; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions signed by several thousand 
wage earners in the lumber districts of Wisconsin, praying for 
the imposition of a duty upon lumber aa oponon in the lumber 
schedule of the 8 Dingley tariff Which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of A. C. Merryman and sundry 
other citizens of Marinette, Wis., praying for the imposition of a 
duty upon oranges and lemons in the pending tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1, for the rehabilitation of the American commercial ma- 
rine in the foreign trade; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Alameda 
County, San Jose. San Francisco, Berkeley County, Colusa, Scya- 
more, Maxwell, West Butte, Arbuckle, Newark, Centerville, and 
Niles, all in the State of California, praying for the abrogation of 
the reciprocity treaty with Hawaii; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry bankers and representa- 
tive men of San Francisco, Cal., praying Congress to authorize 
the President to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indian- 
apolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the continuance in the pending 
tariff bill of a drawback on tin plate imported and used in the 
export trade; which was ref tothe Committee on Finance. 

e also presented a memorial of sundry tanners and leather 
manufacturers of San Francisco, Cal., 5 against the 
imposition of a duty on hides in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that a rebate equal to the full amount 
of the duty be allowed in the pending tariff bill on all sacks used 
for the export of wheat and barley; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ` 

He also presented a petition of sundry shipbuilders and ship- 
owners of California, praying for the enactment of legislation 
prn adequate protection to American shipping; which was re- 

2 to the Committee on Commerce. 2 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the legislature of Min- 
nesota, praying Congress to grant a pension to Mrs. Maria J. 
Blaisdell, a nurse of Company F, Fifth Regiment Minnesota In- 
fantry Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of a d ent 
of commerce and industry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the adoption of certain reforms in 
the national currency and banking laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petitions of Gilbert Johnson and 
29 other citizens of Sherman City; of Matt Gleason and 7 other 


citizens of Baldwin; of the Park Rapids Lumber 8 and 5 


other lumber firms of Michigan, and of Charles Hebard & Son, of 
Pequaming, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the imposi- 
tion of a two-dollar duty on rough lumber in the pending tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of George Moore and 69 other 
lumber employees of Michigan, praying for the imposition-of a 
duty of $2 per thousand feet on lumber and 35 cents per thousand 
on shingles in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of ex-Governor O. Vin- 
cent Coffin and 97 other citizens of Connecticut, praying for the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis 
(Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, 

Mr. PRITCHARD ted a petition of sundry citizens, rep- 
resenting various church denominations and other interests, of 
Greensboro, N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South; which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of North Curo- 
lina, praying for the enactment of legislation creating certain 
reforms in our national currency and banking laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions gees at a meeting of the Min- 
isters’ Conference of Charlotte, N. C., favoring the ratification of 


the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which were 
ee to e on the table. 
e 


presented a petition of sundry citizens of Charlotte 
N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also to reduce let- 
ter postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry lumber manufacturers 
of North Carolina, praying that a duty of not less than $2 per 
thousand feet be pla on rough lumber in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the 8 on Finance. 

He also presented the petitions of C. E. Plummer and 160 other 
citizens of Edenton, N. C., dependent, with their families, on the 
lumber industry for support; of J. W. Scarborough and 38 other 
lumber operatives of Elizabeth City, N. C., and of L. G. Roper 
and 90 other lumber operatives of Roper, N. C., praying for the 
adoption of the lumber schedule in the pending tariff bill as passed 
by the House of Representatives; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Afton, Ind. T., and a petition of members of the 
Methodist Church of Afton, Ind. T., praying for the enactment 
of legislation raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MITCHELL on the 
13th instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1777) granting a pension to Carlisle Dick; 

A bill (S. 1778) granting an, increase of pension to Fordyce M. 


Keith; 
A bill (S. 1779) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
A bill (S. 1780) granting an increase of pension to Richard 


Kearns; 

A ee 1781) granting an increase of pension to Egbert John- 
son; an 
5 bill (S. 1782) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

organ. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1783) patos a pension to Charles B. Hart, of Grand 
Island, Nebr. (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3 granting an increase of pension to Isaac Hogo- 
borne, of South Sioux City, Nebr. (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills: which were 
severally read twice by gheir titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1785) granting a pension to Libbie R. Stevens; and 

A bill (S. 1786) granting a pension to Johanna Krueger. 


Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1787) for the relief of 
Samnel H. Sentenne and Paul Boileau; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1788) to provide an Ameri- 


can register for the barkentine Sha ter, of San Francisco, 
Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce 
Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1789) to restore the 
AE 55 of silver dollars, and for other purposes; which was read 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He eins introduced the following bills; which were 3 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
tary Affairs 
A bill (S. 1790) for the relief of John Cashner; 
4 bill 8. 1791) for the relief of Levi Carnrike; 
A bill (S. 1792) for the relief of Wallace Weller; and 
A bill (S. 1793) to correct the military record of H G. Dow. 
ue. ie PERTON introduced the following bills; ich were 
panpa * twice by their titles, and referred tothe C Committee 


un and 

A pill (8. 1799) granting a to Newman C. Nash. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 38) toamend 
the river and harbor acts of August 18, 1894, and June 3, Peni so 


far as the same relate to improving harbor at Coos Ba regon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the eag a r 
on Commerce. 
AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL, 
Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
pores by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 


ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which sie referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 


be 

Nr. B00 BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
seis Boal eee 879) to provide revenue for the 

vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
ma ory referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
n 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the indus of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 


— 
UAY. I submit a number of amendments to the tariff 
printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. I 
shoala toiled to have the amendments also printed in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the amendments were referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed and to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


After the word 1 8 
nie gal 15 2 insert the words t ryt 
gra 
Sd. Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic ceme Sa 
other packages, 12} cents per 100 pou including w — of barrel god 
age; in bulk, 7 cents per 1 ands; other coment, 20 per cent ad valorem.” 
Insert, after the word ukon” at the end of paragraph 88, page 15, the 


wo ords: 
“ Oarbons for electric lighting of 12 inches . ee. 
sand: for lengths over 12 inches, $10 — thousand for each pe! 

tion thereof; carbons for electro-chemical and other purposes, 80 per oat sea 


valorem.” 
Pplate glasa-siivergd cylinder and crown glass 


Strike out 
“102. Cast Under and crown glass silvered, 


and looking-glass ps 4 ‘exceeding’ Ib} 
square foot; above that and not ex 
square foot; above that and not exceeding 24 
per square toot; all above that, 40 cents op square foot.” 
tolona T 215, page 55, strike out the entire paragraph and insert the 
‘ollowin: 
2215. Eitte, valued at more than $20 per head, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
“Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed 
the bo Une into any foreign country, or have been or may be 
aun line b; 0 owner, for o United i 5 ros 
ge eres with — 2 increase, may be brought back t04 ana U: States free 
of duty, peee 5 ions to be prescribed by t 


925 strike out tho 
so that the para- 


24 inches square, 11 cents per 
30 inches square, l5cents per 
ty inches square, 27 cents 


In paragra; 56, after the word “ oats," ae “ieee oat — 9 78 ae 
and in paragraph EA 28, same page, strike out all after the word “pound; 
a 
“22. — oat Tras, 1 cents per bushel, 
1:228. and rolled oats, 1 cent pound.“ 
hedule G, after the word “ hops,” strike out the word 


G. 
lieu thereof the word “eight; so that the paragraph 


ph 2 page m lating to 1 eg ee after 
2 —— sirike out E a code Pe and 
insert “14 cen 120 that paragraph will read 

“265. Oranges, lemons, lemons limes, grape fruit, shaddocks or pomelos, It cents 


pound, and, in addition thereto, 30 per gent ad val 
orien. 1s, or other articles containin; 8 the eee eee 


thin-wood, so 5 rising t. ngs des, t and bottoms of and 
—— boxes of growth and and manufact; tare of the United Ghates axcerted 
and 8 —.— be of duty in completed form, filled 


In paragrap after the a 
strike out the i 207, pago $5. rela and — ce: pineapples, that the ma talk 


“207. Pineapp les, in barrels and other packages, 6. cents per cubic foot; in 


Seng 550 
e out paragra relating to chenille curtains, tabl 
ee Chenille eno inert the 8 : ihi 
3 manufactured of 
erer or of which cotton chenille is componens material of chief value; 
terry, otherwise jet py ma cg towels and toweling, 55 per cent ad 


vi 3 
Under Schedule J, in 822, strike out the word “three” and in- 
sert the words two and one- in lieu thereof; so that the paragraph will 
“302, Flax, hackled, known as ‘dressed line,’ 2} cents d. 
Under Schedule J, in paragraph 223, strike ont all ather Seo word 
in line 1, and insert in lieu thereof th8 words “retted or unretted, one- 
ofS do ae so that the read: 
‘ow of flax 7 eg or-unr one-half of 1 cen 


line, strike out the 5 E a 


words not finer than five lea, Loent per ct An Hew thereat th as 
so that the paragraph 

“925. Yarn, made of jute, not finer than five lea, 1 cent per pound and 10 
per cent ad valorem.’ 

Under Schedule J, substitute for or paragraph i h 328 the Zaina homp fs 

“82. Cables and cordage, composed tle, 2 
fiber, or. * 1 cent per pound; ca 


sisal grass, pl 
feet to the Sedu I of 1 cen 55 strike out th 3 
ph o ou e words ths,” 
line 16, and 2 — thereof rem 


“ three-fourths;” so that the 


a a RS paee or cords, made from yarns not finer than five lea or 
number, composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or 
either of them is the component material of chief value, 12 cents per pound; 
if e from yarn finer than five lea or number, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
2 5 additional for each ion or number, or part of a lea or number, in excess 


— — Schedule J, strike out paragraph 828 and insert in lieu thereof the 


‘ollo’ 
828. Bingo yarns, in the gray, composed in whole or in part ot ara eG 
or 5 re gen ont ony ay ge lea in 6 cents a pound; single yarns in the 
ot finer lu on hemp, or ie, not coarser than 


hemp, or ramio, finor than. Ewel welve lea 

7 . — valorem; single compor 

in whole or in emp, or ramie, eighty lea oF finer in size, per 
„„ 


In paragraph 830, Schedule J, strike out the word “eight” wherever it 
ge said paragraph and insert in lieu thereof — ten;“ so that 


0 
2E odr mattings, plain, fancy, or figured, manufactured from straw, 
round or aout or * vegetable substances not otherwise provided for, in- 
cluding what are — known as Chinese, Japanese, and India straw 
mattings, valued at not exccedin „10 cents per 
square yard; valued at exceeding 1 cents per square 
yard and 25 — 0 cent ad valorem.” 
senp paragraph 339, line 6, page 89, under Schedule J, after the word of,“ in- 
words “ one and seven-eighths of; and at the end of said 
oat the following: Jute „one and seven-eighth: 
8 cent ad valorem;” so that the © paragra 
Plain pore fabrics of single ute yarns, by whatever name 1 5 
3 inches in width, wei g not less than 6 ounces pe 
Aaen wpe as 80 threads to the square inch, counting 
seven-eighths of I cent per 


and not ex to the inch, 
fifi 1 cent per pound and 5 2 
pes ral 


— not as fine as as eight o 


10 cents per square 
cents per square yard, 10- 


valorem; 
ckram, one and maf one cent per pound and —ͤ— d 20 per cent 


In Schedule J, in paragraph 340, relating to “pile fabrics,” insert after the 
word “flax” the words or hemp;”’ and in the second line of said paragraph 
insert after the word value!“ words also flax or hemp chenille our- 
tains, flax or hemp chenille table covers, and all goods manufactured of flax 


known as 


ph870, Schedule K, insert a new 1 ph to read as follows: 

* Oriental, ‘lin, and similar rugs and mats, and carpen woven whole for 
rooms, „E r nog 15 cents per square 
foot and 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 0 and not more than 
60 cents per square foot, 30 cents. per square foot and 20 per cent.ad valorem; 
valued at more than 60 cents and not more than $1 per square foot, 40 cents 
per square foot and 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $1 and not 
more veined at suore then foot, 80 cents per square foot and 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem; val at than $2 per square foot, $1.25 per square foot and 80 
per cent ad valorem.” 


Strike out paragraph 390, Schedule M, and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


lowing: 
. Mechanicall und wood p one-fourth of 1 cent per pound, 
weight; chemical wack pal y a puin, or ths of 1 cent per poun 
weight; bleached, one- of 1 cent per „dry weight.” 
h 502, Schedule M. strike out all after the w. ‘“newspal D 
in the second line of the said ‘aph, and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: “One-half of 1 cent per po and 10 per cent ad valorem;“ so that the 


sized, or glued, suitable only for books and 
dand 10 per cent ad valorem.” 
r the word Ke ver.“ in the. second line of 
MY. — "dd se 
own 
three-fourths 


lines strike outail after the wor 
yam in the follows cents, and insert in 


dn tberect * 
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ot an 8 . E ent, Samta por ponna;!? 

solhat tae W dn ares bes, 8 ts per pound; manufac- 
“408 Cork r squares or cu cen 

eee over three-fourths of 1 inch in ter. 8 

15. cents d; three-fourths of 1 inch and less in 2 

larger end, W cents per pound; cork, or cork substitutes, manufac- 

tured f waste and not C pound.” 
In h 425, Sched: N, relating to „strike out the word 


spliting, es eps et and 
en or 

of diamonds or other 

an inch in dime: 


n 


orem; imi! 


. Diamonds 
from their natural 8 
not set, 10 per cent ad 
com: 


stones, posed of glass or not ex: ons, SO 
— painted. — 5 or ted, and not mounted 
or set, A gl orem.” 
word “Asaf B tres list, insert the foll 
ene — à e rto ar hi D or otherwise oa toomine: 
In — list, after the word “crude,” in the first line, strike 


505. 
omit ieee ERN 5 RAT A rovided for in 
er the not o or 
9 e 


the 
and vn not include articles of ps or fixtures, or of regular w titution, 


GEORGE T. DUDLEY. 


Mr. SEWELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


. pers in the case F S. 761, 
first session Fifty-fourth 3 — be, and Sho sano are nere SE Jolas 
from the files of the Senate, no adverse report having been thereon. 


PRINTING OF BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
Mr. NELSON submitted the following aeaieie which was 
considered by unanimous consent, an: 
ved, That th 8 thi oe a e cas 
Sat th thi 125 An act to, as passed a uniform syste April 2 f. ald Ceres 
to be 8 to eee of the Senate. 2 
THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ITS TRIBUTARIES. 


Mr. VEST. Isubmit a resolution, which I ask may be read and 
ree. and I perk notice that I shall call it up for action at the 
next meeting of the Senate. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

: „FFF tothef pa igen — —— 
to the Senate C session in 
December next: 

First. What are the causes of the disastrous floods in the River 

and its tributaries, and how can such floods —— or dimi 


Second. If such floods are the result. to an aid river o of the destruction of 
ver or utaries, w 


be adopted to prevent w reser- 
«voirs to hold the water caused . of snow on or near 
said head waters be ted to — 4 . the caused 
sudden p tation of the rain or snow water into the streams flowing 
the regions where the sources e Mississippi and its tributaries are located. 
Third. Whe construction should be deemed 
irrigation of arid age ot in raar ony Ipara nahe wend T emcees id 


in the v 
ourth. Whether the outlot system, Which ft proposed to furnish avo- 
yo through ee waters of mh by waich i inp can escape in times 


tect the banks and deepen the channe 
8 . What has been the 8 tion and commerce of — S iant 


ver a what is the present 


be continued in existence, and 
made to the statutes RR suċh 
powers. 

Eighth. What . Bandar prevent the enormous destruction 
of property by fi in the Missin River and its — —— and what 
amount of money should be appropriated by Congress for the esta 
FF c improvements and safeguards for said pur- 
S That said committée shall havo prosecute its inquiries ha 

e during the recess of the Senate avsuch tines 
and places as mn ought necessary, with power to send for persons 
and 8 loy a Danse gin sony eh the e expenses of said committee to be 


Pala from the con 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 3 be printed and 

lie over, as requested by the Senator from Missouri. 
WHITE PINE LUMBER. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 
or hh foe sh „ ted States — respec- 
tively, the merament to include the goat of lumbering, or the work in the 

roods, ana cost of man or the millwork, 


continued, what 9 should be 
commissions,and defining their dutiesand 


in two separate 


2 5 , by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 
Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator — South Dakota any objec- 


tion to including the cost of stumpage 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to add to the resolution the words 
s gag also the cost of stumpage.’ 

PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified, 

in 125 ee of objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not like to object to the resolution, but I 
wish to inquire how the Commissioner of Labor would have bet- 


ah information upon this subject than the Committee on Finance? 
MAT shonld not Committee on Finance make the inquiry? 
r. VEST and Mr. MILLS. Let the resolution be again read. 


The Secretary read the resolution as modified. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to have included in the resolution, 
after the clause relative to stumpage, if it is agreeable to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota, the words and the rebate allowed in 
ae te n stum 

IGRE 1 object to such an amendment: I do not 
1 sie there is any harm in it, but my object in introducing 
the resolution is to ascertain tho facts called for, and if the addi- 
tional information is desired another resolution would as a matter 
of course be 3 by the Senate without objection. 

Mr. WILSON itt hom well; I will not press it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from South Dakota as modi 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

AFFAIRS IN CUBA, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following 5 which was 
e by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
That the President is f if it is ah incompatible with 


the Peile terests, to send to the Senate all the correspondence of the eon- 
sul-general and the consuls of the United States relating to affairs in Cuba 
that has not been heretofore published since the beginning of the present 
war in that island. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn 

The motion was to; and (at 12 o’clock and 80 minutes 
. m.) the Senate urned until Monday, May 3, 1897, at 12 

Glock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, April 29, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 

— by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupkx 

eee pro tempore. The Clerk will read the Journal 
of the roceedings Fe the last session. 

The Clerk began the reading of the Journal of the proceedings 
of Monday, April 26. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
order that the Journal can not be read in the absence o 
rum, and that there is no quorum present. 

. PAYNE. 8 er, it is very evident that there is no 
quorum present, and the House having already determined that 
when we adjourn to-day we adjourn to meet on Monday next, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
n PAYNE 5 7 tie e House do now adjourn, 

Kansas. 3 until When? 

Mr. 521216. Regular order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I make the point of order that the 
House can not adjourn for more than one day ata time, in the 
* of a quorum, 

I u make the point of order, Mr. Speaker 
the 1 House has already determined the time to which serene Noy ad- 
Jona 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regu- 
lar order, which is the motion that the House do now adjourn. 
a SIMPSON of Kansas. Ishould like to be heard. 
Mr. DALZELL. The question is not debatable. 

Several MEMBERS, order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention 
of the gentleman from Kansas Mr. Srcpson] to the fact that the 
2 is simply on the motion to adjourn, the simplest form of 

e motion that can be made, and is not debatable. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. To adjourn until when? 

_ The SPEAKER Kees notin pore. That has been fixed. The ques- 

not 5 that. The motion made is that 


. Well, I make a parliamentary in- 
When do we adjourn to to-day when we adjourn? 
SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been fixed by the order 


int of 
a quo- 


quiry. 
The 


of the House, and ill be announced when the motion toadjourn 
is carried. 
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Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. This is a parliamentary inquiry, 
and I ask, Mr. Speaker, when we adjourn to? 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, if gentlemen will possess their 
souls in patience—— 

Mr. 
patience. 

Mr. § 


ILLIAM A, STONE. We will not possess our souls in 

We want the regular order. : 

N of Kansas. I want the regular order fairly 
understood. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We will get it all right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Smrpson] rises to a parliamentary inquiry. He will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker, is when we adjourn to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the House adjourns to- 
day, it will, by special order of the House made on Friday last, 
adjourn until Monday next. The question now is upon the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. S IN of Kansas. Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to be 
heard on that. I raise the point of order that this House can 
not adjourn for more than one aay at a time, in the absence of a 
- quorum. There is a constitutional provision preventing that. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro enpas All gentlemen will be in order. 
The question now is upon the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayon a ed to have it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 14. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DALZELL. It does not need a quorum. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. It needs a quorum to adjourn for 
more than one day. / 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum is required upon the 
motion to adjourn. The Chair desires to lay before the House cer- 
tain requests for leave of absence on account of sickness. If there 
be 2 — jection, they will be laid before the House before announc- 
ing the vote. 

. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, before the House adjourns I ask 
8 consent for the printing of 2,500 copies of the bank- 
ruptcy bill. 

- PAYNE. I call for the announcement of the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is objection to the grant- 
ing of these requests for leave of absence, the Chair will announce 
the vote. The ayes are 74 and the noes are 14. The motion to 
adjourn is therefore agreed to, and the House stands adjourned 
until Monday next at 12 o’clock. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.), the House 
‘adjourned until Monday, May 3. 


SENATE. 
Monday, May 3, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. à 

Mr. Joun W. DANIEL, a Senator from the State of Virginia, 
ap’ in his seat to-day. 

he Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
PUBLIOC-LAND SURVEYS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, asking authority for 
the immediate use of $10,000 from the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation of $325,000, act of June 11, 1896, for examining and 
testing the work of contracting surveyors in the field, and recom- 
mending early consideration of the same; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry boards of trade of 
Massachusetts, praying for the appointment of a commission to 
consider the national currency and banking laws; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. HALE presented the memorial of Herbert A. Richardson 
and 20 other artists of Maine, remonstrating against the imposition 
of any duty upon foreign works of art in the pending tariff bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented petitions of the Aroostook Lumber Company 
and 10 other lumber manufacturers; of George E. Clarke, lumber 
manufacturer, and 47 employees; of P. G. Smith and 23 other lum- 
ber employees; of F. G. Webster and 71 other employees; of Conan 

Carr and sundry other lumber manufacturers; of C. W. Pierce 
‘and 49 other laborers; of C. F. Clayton and 21 other employees; 
of C. E. Robinson and 14 other mp orem; of Frank L. Grant and 
26 other employees; of the New S Starch Company and 29 


other manufacturers; of H. W. Marsh and 75 other lumber em- 
ployees; of Bert Ames and 127 other laborers; of Warren W. Ford 
and 95 other lumber employees. and of N. B. Parsons and 7 other 
employees, all in the State of Maine, praying for the adoption of 
the lumber schedule in the pending tariff bill as passed by the 
House of Representatives; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a pennon of the Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., praying that an 
appropriation be made to poras for an exhibit by the United 
States Government at the Paris ition; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on International Expositions. 

He also presented a memorial of sun citizens of Superior, 
Wis., and a memorial of the Federated Trades Council of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a memorial of sundry shoe and 
leather manufacturers of Rochester, N. V., remonstrating against 
the pro duty on hides in the pending tariff bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 31 citizens of Brooklyn, N. V., 
and a petition of 50 citizens of Sing Sing, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also o pran ea petitions of 15 citizens of Utica; of 105 citi- 
zens of Buffalo; of 105 citizens of Auburn; of 84 citizens of New 
York City, and of 66 citizens of Buffalo, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the 1 of a commission to consider 
the national currency and banking laws; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

_He also presented memorials of 25 citizens of New York; of 20 
citizens of Buffalo; of the Central Labor Union of Rochester; of 
Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 246, of Salamanca; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Cuba; of the Rochester 
Building Trades Council, of Rochester, and of Charles N. Ramsey, 
secretary of the Young Men’s Christian Association of James- 
town, in the State of New York, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 

He also 1 a memorial of 46 citizens of Kopiar Ridge, 
N. Y., and a memorial of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Cuba, N. Y., remonstrating against the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented a poon of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion prohibiting transmission through the mails of all pictures of 
prize fights; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Seventh Ward Republican 
Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry cigar manufacturers of 
Binghamton, N. V., remonstrating against the proppen increase 
of duty on leaf tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion raising the age of consent to 18 years in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Cuba, N. Y., praying for the enactment of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Ellis County, of 13 citizens of Trego County, of 13 citizens of 
Ellsworth County, of 10 citizens of Cheyenne County, of 22 citi- 
zens of Thomas County, and of 12 citizens of Logan reheat 6 all 
in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
1629, granting to the State of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays 
Military Reservation; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the members of the senate 
of the University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich., praying that 
the provisions in the pending tariff bill for the free importation of 
books, charts, casts, instruments, scientific apparatus, chemicals, 
etc., on the part of colleges and public libraries be continued in 
the same form as they are in the present tariff law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., 8 against an increase of duty 
on tobacco in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Alcona County, 
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Mich., praying that a duty of not more than $1 per thousand feet 
be placed on manufactured lumber in the pending tariff bill, and 
that logs be admitted free of duty; which was referred to the 
Commi on Finance. s 

He also presented the petition of George A. Hiler and 24 other 
citizens of Michigan, praying that a duty of $2 per thousand feet 
be placed on rough lumber in the pending tariff bill, believing 
that it will be the means of relieving the depression, lack of em- 
ployment, and the low wages now existing; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Matts Lassila and 62 other cit- 
izens of Michigan, . the enactment of the tariff bill as 

the House of Representatives; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of J. H. Watkins and 12 other 
lumber manufacturers of Scranton, Pa., praying that a duty of 
not less than $2 per thousand feet be placed on rough lumber in 
the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the Hsia of D. Hayes and 18 other lumber 
employees of Jefferson County; of J. M. Heiderich and 101 other 
lumber employees of Jefferson County, and of W. I. Rodkey and 
46 other lumber employees of Jefferson County, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of the lumber schedule in 
the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representatives; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 92 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of New York, praying for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to consider the national currency and banking laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of B. E. Miller and 42 other citi- 
zens of Portville, N. Y., depending upon the lumber industry for 
their support, praying for the enactment of the tariff bill as passed 
by the House of Representatives; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Seventh Ward Republican 
Association of New York City, remonstrating against the ratifi- 
cation of any arbitration treaty with Great Britain of so general 
and sweeping a character as.the one now being considered by the 
Senate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sun titions of citizens of Syracuse, Brook- 
lyn, Winnville, and Sing Sing, all in the State of New York, pray- 

ing for the enactment of legislation providing more rigid restric- 

tions as to immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Black 
Springs, Ark., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation retir- 
. paper money, silver, and silver certificates and the 
substitution of gold, gold certificates, and national-bank notes as 
the circulating medium of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Warren Lippitt, gov- 
ernor of Rhode Island, and sundry other citizens of Rhode Island, 
praying Congress to authorize the President to appoint a commis- 
sion as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club of New 
England, praying for the enactment of legislation establishing a 
department of trade and commerce; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of John Vincent and 28 other 
citizens of Minnesota, praying that a duty of not less than $2 per 
thousand feet be placed on rough lumber in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of G. H. Guild and 95 other labor- 
ers of Minnesota, praying for the adoption of the lumber schedule 
in the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE 1 a petition of the Young People's Society 
of Christian deavor of Shapleigh, Me., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the interstate transmission of any 
pence oE escription of prize fights; which was ordered to lie on 

e e. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Shapleigh, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect the first day of the week as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also ee a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Shapleigh, Me., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in all 
Government buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of James G. Perkins and 41 other 
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citizens of Sanford, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation 
restricting immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of George W. Stacy and 19 other lum- 
bermen of Blanchard; of Frank L. Robinson and 11 other lumber 
employees of Sherman; of G. W. Noddin and 111 other lumber op- 
erativesof Monticello; of G. W. Barker and 46 other lumber oper- 
atives of Milford; of L. B. Rodgers and 76 other citizens; of 
Archie Duplicy and 38 other citizens; of the Saco River Lumber 
Company and 3 other lumber manufacturers; of R. J. Clifford and 
59 other laborers; of Fred. L. Pratt and 79 other lumber oper- 
atives; of Henry Parks and 79 other lumber es hi of William 
Thompson and 43 other lumber employees; of John McNutty and 
39 other lumber employees; of H. L. Scribner and 86 other lumber 
operatives, and of R. C. Hitchcock and 226 other lumber employees, 
ail in the State of Maine, praying that a duty of not less than $2 

r thousand feet be Shed on rough lumber in the pending tariff 

ill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER presented petitions of George M. Maxsom and 
sundry other citizens of Starlake; of Hugh McFadden and sundry 
other citizens of Eau Claire; of T. J. Humbird and sundry other 
citizens of Mason; of John Nugent and sundry other citizens of 
Woodboro; of David Wall and 50 other citizens of Marinette, and 
of J. N. Boyington and 62 other citizens of Marshfield, allin the 
State of Wisconsin, praying that a duty of not less than $2 per 
thousand feet be phased on panah lumber in the pending tariff 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Charles L. Kiewert & Co. and 
sundry other business firms of Milwaukee, ss prayag that the 
duty on corks of 10 cents per pound be retained in the pending 
tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Fred. N. Troll and sundry other 
citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legis- 
taun restricting immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. : 

Mr. CANNON. I present a petition of sundry clergymen of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the removal of the inequalities 
of the present protective system. I move that the petition be 
printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 42 citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying Congress to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint a monetary commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 34 citizens of Groveland, Mass., 
of sundry citizens of Benning, D. C., and of sundry citizens of the 
city of Washington, praying for a more rigid restriction of im- 
migration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

. PRITCHARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Greensboro, N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation re- 
stricting immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of F. H. Cook and 62 other lumber 
employees of Newbern, of John Lesarge and 71 other lumber 
employees, and of John B. Jenkins and 212 other laborers, all in 
the State of North Carolina, praying that a duty of not less than 
$2 per thousand feet be placed on rough lumber in the pending 
tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of sundry owners and opera- 
tors of coal mines in Washington, Oregon, and California, pray- 
ing that the word “bituminous” be eliminated from the coal 
schedule in the pending tariff bill, thereby placing all foreign coal 
on the same basis; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of C. G. Folsom and sun 
other citizens of Indiana, praying Congress to authorize the Presi- 
dent to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis 
(Ind.) monetary convention; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Allen County, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immi- 
gration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Hide, Leather, and Belting 
Company, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the impo- 
sition of a duty on hides and skinsin the pending tariff bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry merchants, manufac- 
turers. and insurance companies in the United States, remonstrat- 
ing inst the abrogation of the treaty between the United States 
and Hawaii; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Gratwick, Smith & Fryer 
Lumber Company, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying thata duty of not 
less than $2 per thousand feet be placed on rough lumber in the 
pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Caxton Club, of Chicago 
IIl., relative to the imposition of a duty in the pending tariff bill 
on old books and books in foreign languages; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Pennsylvania Academy of 
the Fine Arts, of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the imposition of a 
duty on fine arts in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of New York, relative to the imposition of a 
duty on liquors in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Louis Saroni, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., relative to the imposition of a duty on sugar in the 
pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

He also yone a memorial of the Rubinat Company, of New 
York, N. Y., relative to the imposition of a duty on imported nat- 
ural mineral waters in the pending tariff bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Justice, Bateman & Co., of 
Philadelphia, Pa., relative to a duty on wool in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also _— a memorial of the Jennings Lace Works, of 
Brooklyn, N. V., relative to a duty on laces in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Samuel M. Lawder & Son, of 
Baltimore, Md., relative to a duty on fruits in the pending tariff 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finanee. 

He also ted a memorial reprinted from the Southern and 
Western Textile Excelsior, editorial, of the United States; a me- 
morial reprinted from the Textile World, editorial, of the United 
States, and a memorial reprinted from the Oil, Paint, and Drug 
Reporter, editorial, of the United States, relative to alizarin dyes 
being placed on the free list in the pending tariff bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of J. F. Richmond, of the 
Palatlakaha Kaolin Company, of Richmond, Lake County, Fla., 
praying for the restoration of the former duty of $3 a ton on im- 

rted lin in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
ittee on Finance. 

Mr. GEAR j riera a petition of the board of county com- 
missioners of Grant County, Okla., wareg for the passage of the 
so-called free-home bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTUS presented a petition of 77 employees of the 
Lathrop-Hatton Lumber Company, of Riverside, Ala., praying 
for the imposition of a duty in the paare tariff bill of not less 
than $? per thousand feet on rough lumber and 50 cents per side 
on all planed lumber admitted into the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) presented a memorial of sun- 

citizens of Wilbur, Nebr., and a memorial of sun citizens 
of Minden, Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation intended to destroy the t system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the memorial of J. C. 
Busch, of Wymore, Nebr., relative to the duty to be placed on 
gypsum in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented a memorial of M. E. 
Smith & Co., of Omaha, Nebr., relative to the duty to be peron 
on linens in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. È 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the memorial of J. C. 
Robinson, of Waterloo, Nebr., relative to the duty to be placed on 
seed in the pending tariff bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) presented the memorial of E. T. 
Miller, of Lincoln, Nebr., and the memorial of Harpham Bros., 
of Lincoln, Nebr., relative to the duty to be placed on hides in 
the pending tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


of San Francisco, Cal., Praying | for me imposition of a drawback 


on 

to the 

T. resented the memorial of L. G. Ochsumites, of 

Webster, S. ., and sundry other citizens of the United States, 

remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 

destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of sundry citizens of Yankton, 
S. Dak., praying for the appointment of a commission to consider 
the national currency an Rankin laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINDSAY ted sundry memorials of citizens of Eddy- 
ville, Shelbyville, Marion, Dycusburg, Ruddles Mills, Millersburg, 
and Paris, all in the State of 8 remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to Caset fpes present system of 
ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HALE. I present twocommunications from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting estimates of deficiencies in a pria- 
tions. I move that the communications be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Ap riations. 

The motion was to. 

DECREASING FLAX CULTURE IN IRELAND. 
Mr. NELSON. I present an article on decreasing flax culture 
in Ireland. It is very important and very short. I move that it be 
printed as a document and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE ARBITRATION TREATY. 


Mr. NELSON. I move that the New York World petition, pre- 
sented by me on the 6th ultimo, accompanied by a number of tele- 
grams and signatures, praying for the ratification of the ding 
treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great Bri in, 
be printed as a document. 


he motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 958) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John Roach, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr, BACON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1194) for the relief of the estate of Richard 
Tawai; reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1038) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 400) for the relief of Dorence At- 
water, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1800) to further amend 
an act entitled An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the District of Columbia,” approved the 3d day of March, A. D. 
1893; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 1801) to amend “An act relating 
to mortgages in the Indian Territory;“ which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 1802) granting a pension to 
J. J. Groff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 1803) to provide 
for the paymin of the awards to the loyal Creek Indians, as pro- 
vided in treaty of 1866; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1804) for the relief of Geo 
Rushberger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Mr. BERRY — bill (S. 1805) to 

A in a (8. granting a pension 
Thomas J. Childers; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accom nying pa referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. EARR of introđuced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on ions: 

A bill (S. 1806) to authorize the pensioning of persons who, hav- 
ing served in the army or navy of the Confederate States of 
America, afterwards served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States, and were honorably discharged; 

A bill (S. se 3 an increase of pension to Abraham T. 


Casey, of ji 
A bil (S. 1808) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Hughes, of Tucson, Arizona Territory; and 

A bill (S. 1809) granting an increase of pension to T. J. Owens, 
of Bluemound, Kans. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1810) for the relief of 
Stanley J. Morrow; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1811) tocomplete the military record of Stephen Joiner, 

nting him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (S. 1812) to authorize the Sec: of War to remove the 


charge of desertion and issue to Isaac N. Babb, Twenty-third In- 

diana Battery, an honorable discharge, 

Eey bill (S. 1813) to correct the military record of George C. 
yni 


e; 
A bill (S. 1814) for the establishment of a soldiers’ home at 
Southern Pines, N. C.; 
A bill (S. 1815) for the relief of Levi Jones; 
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A bill (S. 1816) to 2 the military record of James A. 
Sams, and for an honorable discharge; and a 3 

A bill aS 1817) restoring Capt. E. W. Ward to active service. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1818) amending section 4716 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (S. 1819) for the relief of Thomas H. Atkinson; 

A bill 8. tah granting a pension to Gaston Higgins; 

A bill (S. 1821) granting a pension to John Bailey; 

A bill (S. 1822) ting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 

A bill (8, 1828) for the relief of Matilda Haynie; 

A bill (S. 1824) granting a pension to certain East Tennesseeans 
engaged in the secret service of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion; a 

A bill (S. 1825) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 

il . 


d; 
A bill (S. 1826) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane L. 
Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg; 2 
. (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Stephen M. 
vis; 
A bill (S. 1828) for the relief of Elias M. Gibbs; 
A bill (S. 1829) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
‘A bill (S. 1830) granting arrears of pension to Daniel Lucas; 
A bill (S. 1881) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
Davidson; 


A bill (S. 1837) granting a pension to Sarah E. Cotton. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1838) for the relief of David S. Quinn, jr., adminis- 
trator of David S. Quinn, dec s 

A bill (S. 1889) for the relief of G. M. Woodruff; 

A bill (S. 1840) for the relief of Alexander Swicegood and H. H. 


ce ; 

15 1841) for the relief of J. M. Johnson, administrator of 
ohnson, deceased; 

bill (S. 1842) for the relief of J. E. Merriam; 

(S. 1843) for the relief of Gaither Walser; 
S. 1844) for the relief of W. N. Hedden; 
8. 1845) for the relief of D. A. Bowman; 
(S. 1846) for the relief of Christian Hahn; 
( 


wie 


* 


ill (S. 1847) for the relief of aie Mann; 
ill (S. 1848) for the relief of William E. Bond; 
ill (by request) (S. 1849) for the relief of J. U. Orr; 
(S. 1850) for the relief of Mrs. M. A. Bulla, executrix of 
G. M. Bulla; 

A bill (S. 1851) for the relief of John S. Leary and Mathew N. 
Leary, jr., executors of Mathew N. Leary, dec > 

A bal (S. 1852) for the relief of W. R. Albright; 

A bill (S. 1853) for the relief of Furneyfold Mercer; 

a bill (by request) (S. 1854) for the relief of John G. Young; 


an 
5 (S. 1855) for the relief of Isaac Brown, of Jones County, 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following: bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committes 
on the Judiciary: 

A bill (8. 1856) to regulate internal-revenue assessments, and to 
modify the law so as to leave assessments in certain cases to the 


court; 

A bill (S. 1857) to enlarge the jurisdiction of United States com- 
missioners; and 

A bill (S. 1858) to regulate internal-revenue assessments, and to 
modify the law so as to leave the matter in certain cases to a jury. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 1859) to regulate street railway fares and transfers in 
the District of Columbia; and 2 — 

and Sol- 


A bill (S. 1860) to amend the charter of the Ecki 
diers’ Home Railway Company, of the District of Co 
Mr. PRIT introduced a bill (S. 1861) to make an equi- 
table adjustment of the grants of land to the several States of the 
Union for State normal schools, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor: 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1862) to amend an act entitled An 
prio promote. the safety of employeesand travelers: upon rail- 
by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate-com- 
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merce to equip their cars with automatic lers and continuous 
brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for 


other p ” approved March 2, 1893; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1863) for the establishment of a 
55 at the pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmington, 

O.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1864) for the relief of the Eastern 
Cherokees; which was read twice by iis title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1865) to extend the char- 
ter of the Franklin Insurance Company, of the city of Washing- 
ton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1866) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Martha L. Bohannon, of Lynchburg, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. € LER introduced a bill (S. 1867) to authorize the 
issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies 
of revenue; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1868) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary A. Moore, widow of Col. David Moore, late of the 
Twenty-first and Fifty-first Regiments Missouri Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on. Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 1869) granting a 
Catherine A. Bradley; which was read twice by its ti 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 1870) to confer jurisdiction 
Ls sca panty oe Claims to adjudicate the claim of Thomas W. 

cDonald, as administratorof the estates of James M. and Timothy 
Meaher, and to remove the bar of the statute of limitations there- 
from; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1871). to refer the claim of 
Joseph W. Parish to the Secretary of the ary for examina- 
tion and payment of any balance found due; which was read 
twice by itstitle, and referred to the Committee om Claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER: introduced a bill (S. 1872) for the relief of 
John Burns; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee 3 introduced a bill (S. 
1873) for the relief of Thomas B. Smith, administrator of Thomas 
S. Hardaway, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1874) to regulate the im- 
portation of powder, nitroglycerin, and other explosive sub- 
stances; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 1875) limiting widows’ pen- 
sions to cases where marriage to the soldier or sailor occ 
poe to. May 1, 1897; which was. read twice by its title, and re- 

‘erred to the Committee on Pensions, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. 1 = amendment ss a be pro- 
e sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
—.— to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 
Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
— — fo the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 


nsion to 
and re- 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, and. ordered 
to be printed. 
A. J. TINSLEY, 


On motion of Mr. PASCO, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of A. J. Tinsley, of Gainesville, Fla, 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no adverse report having been 


made thereon. 


EMPLOYMENT OF A STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was: referred to.the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses. of the Senate: 

Ri That the stenographer report statemen: 
gation of Ogalalia Sioux before 5 N 

ve to affairs at Pine Ridge Agency, S. Dak., be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. i 
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PAYMENTS AS DRAWBACKS OR REFUNDS. 


Mr. PETTUS submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Frcs iy That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to inform the 
nate— 

What amount has been paid out of the Treasury in money each year for 
the ten years ending ee as “ drawbacks” or “refunds” on foreign 
e imported and afterw: exported; 

What amount during each one of said years, of duties on imported mate- 
3 has Lens tes as “ drawbacks” or “refunds” on the export of such 
materials; an 

What is the nature and extent of the supervision and control of the mate- 
rials imported subject to duties and stored in bonded warehouses of indi- 
viduals or corporations, exercised by the officers of the United States. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON. 


Mr. GEAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report tothe Senate the following information relating to the public lands 
in the State of Oregon: 

The area of the public lands undisposed of at the end of the fiscal year, 
June 30, 1492, and the area of the same claimed or entered under the mine: 
ae T zae ples States during the same fiscal year in each United States 

0 

Also the same information for the fiscal years ended June 30, 1893; June 30, 

1894; June 30, 1895, and June 30, 1896. 


THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ITS TRIBUTARIES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered April 29 by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest]. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Committee on Com- 
merce to make inquiry as to the causes of the late disastrous floods 
in the Mississippi River and its tributaries and make report to the 
Senate next December. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate. It has to go there under the rule. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLING subsequently. said: From the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report 
back the resolution submi by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VST] proposing an examination into the causes of the in 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries. The committee reports 
the resolution back with afavorable recommendation, I ask that 
it shall lie over until to-morrow, when it will be called up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. VEST. Let that be the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over as re- 
quested, 

WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate joint resolution No. 26, relating to the recogni- 
tion of ee belligerency of the parties in the Island of Cuba now 
en, in war. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion indicated by him. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that 
a condition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality 
shall be maintained, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress asse: That a condition of public war exists between 
the Government of Spain and the government proc ed and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the ple of Cuba, and that the United 
States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contending 
powers, according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and ter- 
ritory of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and it 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to 
amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. T ask for a vote upon the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no amendment is proposed as in 
Committee of the Whole, the joint resolution will be reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. The yeas and nays have been ordered on its 


passage. 
Mr. HALE. What is the joint resolution? 
Mr. MORGAN. It is the joint resolution recognizing the bel- 
ligerency of Cuba. x 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be again 


The Secretary agaid read the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave just returned; I have not had time to look 
at my papers, and I ask the Senator that he will not call up the 
joint resolution justat present. Ishould like to havean ee 
nity toexamine my papers. I donot want to submit very lengthy 
remarks, but I wish to say somo og On the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if he will 
not consent to fix some day when we may take a vote on the joint 
resolution. 


Mr. HALE. I would not care to do that. I have not had time 


to consult with other Senators who want to speak upon the mat- 
ter. I was called away from the Senate at the time the Senator 
closed his remarks to attend the funeral ceremonies of a colleague 
of mine. I then hurried back in order to be here, but learning 
that an agreement had been made that nothing should be done in 
the Senate last week, as the week was dies non by agreement, that 
took me back again on business to the State of Maine. I have just 
returned. I do not want to delay unduly the matter. 

Just as soon as I can get my papers in condition I will submit 
some remarks on the subject, and there are other Senators who 
desire to be heard. I can say to the Senator that I think there will 
be no desire to delay the joint resolution simply as a matter of 
delay, but, after proper debate has been had upon it, it will either 
be voted upon or a motion to refer it to a committee, or some mo- 
tion of that kind, made that will settle it. I want it out of the 
way as much as the Senator does. I do not want to have it pend- 
ing before the Senate and contending for place here, because 8 
other things to attend to; but not having had time to look over 
my pepers or consult with any of the Senators who are going to 
talk on the joint resolution, I should like the Senator not to bring 
= w to-day. I was not listening and did not know it was up 
a 

Mr. MORGAN. In the absence of the Senator from Maine, I 
consented that the joint resolution should go over until his return 
to the Senate, and I am not intending to insist upon a vote on the 
resolution this morning, in consideration of the statement he has 
made that he desires to discuss it and that other Senators desire to 
discuss it. Ihave not heard of any other Senator who has inti- 
mated a wish to discuss the resolution. My urgency about the 
matter, Mr. President, is not to get it away from the business of 
the Senate, out of reach, but it is to pass it, and to pass it at an 
early day. Ihave information that I could submit to the Senator 
from Maine which would satisfy him, if human evidence is to be 
relied upon at all 

Mr. HALE. There is so much noise in the Chamber I can not 
hear the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Let the Senate be in order, so that 
the Chair and Senators may hear the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have evidence in my possession of the most 
authentic character showing that under the present policy of 
General Weyler, which is one of starvation to the 8 of the 
interior of Cuba, there are thousands of people in Cuba who are 
literally starving to death naked, di starving, standing 
about the restaurants and hotels in the city of Matanzas and other 
cities there and begging gentlemen for the crumbs that fall from 
their plates and the leavings that they have upon their tables. 

This condition has been brought about by a most inhuman 
method of warfare which Weyler has instituted in Cuba, that of 
driving the people away from their homes in the island where 
they are amply able to subsist themselves, as they have always 
done, and herding them up in the villages and in the cities, put- 
ting them under guard, and requiring them to remain there under 
promise of support from the Spanish Government. That promise 
not only is not kept by the Government and military authorities, 
but it is willfully violated against all manner of importunities ad- 
dressed to them, not merely by the poor sufferers themselves, but 
also Dy une official agents of the United States in that island. 

To-day while we are discussing this matter, and before the Sen- 
ator from Maine will get ready to submit his remarks, there will 
be other hundreds of people in Cuba who will starve to death 
under that policy. We are voting money to send to India, a col- 
ony of the rich and powerful Empire of Great Britain. We voted 
twice, I think, money to send shivs there to bear the contributions 
of our people to the 1 in whom we have no other 
interest at all except that which arises out of a feeling of human- 
ity. No contributions have been sent to Cuba either by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States or by the people of the United 
States, and if an organization were existing in the United States 
to-day to send food to those starving people in Cuba it would be 
intercepted by the flag and ships of the United States and pre- 
vented from landing, or if it were not, it would be refused admit- 
tance to the ports of Cuba as a contribution to the suffering 
insurgents, as they are called, in that island. 

Well, sir, I can not remain in a state of contentment when I 
know that such things are going on so near to us, and when Iam 
informed that in the city of Matanzas, among the sufferers who 
have been driven from their homes, and who are now sufferin 
from starvation and disease, there are 200 American citizens suf- 
fering these woes, these outrages, these horrible inflictions which 
go under the name of Spanish warfare. That explains my anxiety 

or having some action taken by the Senate, it makes no differ- 

ence who else acts. We can not excuse ourselves for nonaction 

by saying that somebody else will not act. Let the burden of 

3 fall upon those hearts that are willing to bear it. 

Jam not willing—in the name of God and humanity, I am not 
ing—to share in that burden; no, sir, not for a day. 
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What I conceive it to be the duty of the Senate is to forthwith 
act upon this resolution and either passit or refuse to pass it, 
Let us stand in an honest and sincere light in the presence of God 
and humanity under the circumstances that surround us this 
morning. Let us not attempt to deceive ourselves nor mankind 
at large with the idea that we have any human sympathy left in 
our bosom or any feeling of resentment toward the outrages per- 
petrated upon the Cubans and upon our own people in Cuba while 
we stand here and delay and le and halt about the expres- 
sion of our honest views on this great subject. 

I will delay, Mr. President. I will delay, knowing that while I 
do it I am still exposing men to suffering, starvation, disease, and 
death who otherwise by the expression of a firm voice on the part 
of the Senate of the United States would be relieved, it makes no 
difference whether the House or the President shall concur with 
us or not. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama and I 
do not agree as to the present conditions on the Island of Cuba, 
and I suppose we are not likely to come to an accord upon those 
conditions. But whatever those conditions may be, I do not think 
that his resolution would in any way tend to relieve them or im- 
prove them, but would rather intensify them. Upon this we are 
at odds. I donot now intend to discuss that subject or to take up 
further time, only saying to the Senator fram Alabama that the 
Senator from Vermont who desires to speak upon this question is 
not here to-day, and since 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator mean the senior Senator from 
Vermont? 

Mr. HALE. The senior Senator from Vermont. Since this 
brief discussion opened I have talked with other Senators who 
desire to speak upon the subject-matter. Iagain assure the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that there is no disposition to delay this mat- 
ter for the sake of delay, because nothing could be ganed by it. 
At some near time I will be ready. To-morrow, if other Senators 
are ready, I willbe ready. I do not intend to inflict a long speech 
upon the Senate, but if other Senators are ready to-morrow or at 
some near day, the matter can come up and be discussed and then 
a vote can be taken, either upon the passage of the resolution or 
upon its reference. There will be no attempt to turn it aside 
simply as a matter of delay, because, I repeat, Iwantit out of the 
way as much as the Senator does. 

. MORGAN. _ I desire to assure the Senator from Maine that 
what I have stated here this morning in regard to the situation in 
Cuba is ee authentic and can not be doubted or disputed, 
if testimony of the highest character in the country can possibly 
be relied upon. The facts have passed under their own observa- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I doubt whether the anthority is as good as the 
Senator believes; but whether it is or not, I do not think the reso- 
lution would help. But I need not discuss that matter at present. 
When the parties are ready to join in debate, we shall have the 
matter up. 


CONGRESS OF THE UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to introduce a joint resolution for action at this time. I wish 
to call it to the attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, who is now in the Chamber, and I ask the Senate 
to consider it. 

There is now assembled in this city a Congress of the Universal 
Postal Union, invited to assemble here by the Government of the 
United States. There is upon the deficiency appropriation bill, 
which passed in the last Congress and has not been acted upon in 
the present Congress,an appropriation of $50,000 for the expenses 
of the con „which sum should be placed immediately at the 
disposal of the Post-Office Department. With the permission of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and with the 
unanimous consent of the Senate, I hope that the joint resolution 
I introduce may be acted upon at the present time and sent to 
the House of Representatives, so that it may be taken up there and 
passed to-day. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 89) providing for the expenses of the 
Congress of the Universal Postal Union was read the first time by 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives a the United States o 
America in ss assembled, That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same 
hereby, appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
prop to provide for the accommodation and entertainment of the Con- 
gress of the Universal Postal Union, to assemble in the city of Washington 
on the first Wednesday in May, 1897, said sum to be expended under the 
authority of the Postmaster-General. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. BACON. I think it is due to the Senate that the Senator 
from New Hampshire should give some information as to the 
necessity for so large an appropriation for this purpose. Of course, 


if it is necess 


I presume we will be ready to vote it, but there 
ought to be at least some intimation as to the 13 way in 


which this money is to be expended and the need for this amount. 
If the chairman of the Appropriations Committee will say that the 
matter has been considered by his committee, and that the com- 
mittee consider this to be the proper amount, for myself I will not 
care for any details. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount mentioned in the joint resolution 
is the amount agreed upon during the last Congress, after having 
investigated carefully the necessary items, including rental, etc. 
There are a good many items. The same sum is now contained 
in the deficiency appropriation bill which passed the House during 
the present session, and which is pending in the Senate Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. We have not yet been able to take up 
that bill in committee. If this joint resolution shall pass, of 
course that item will be eliminated from the deficiency bill. I 
think the Post-Office Department has made careful estimates and 
shown the absolute necessity for this appropriation. Indeed, the 
Department thinks that perhaps a larger sum will be required. 
The details I have not before me, but I have no doubt that the sum 
will be economically expended. 

Mr. BACON, I am quite content with the statement of the 
chairman of the Committee on e e that they have 
looked into it and that this is the amount which they think should 
be appropriated. I did not know at the time that the matter had 
been before the committee. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engro: for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


LYNCHING OF THREE ITALIAN SUBJECTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin, 
message from the President of the United States; which was re: 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 


I transmit a report from the Secretary of State reciting the circumstances 
attending the lynching at Hahnville, La., on the night of August 8, 1896, of 
three Italian subjects, named Salvatore Arena, Giuseppe Venturella, and 
Lorenzo Salardino, and I recommend the appropriation by Congress, without 
admitting the liability of the Government of the United States in the prem- 
ises, of the sum of $6,000, to be pe y the Secretary of State to the Govern- 
ment of Italy, and to be distributed by that Government in such manner as 
it may deem proper among the heirs of the 
name: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 3, 1897. 


FREE HOMESTEADS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask to have the unfinished business laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
Senate bill 372. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 372) to provide free homes on the public 
lands for actual and bona fide settlers and reserve the public lands 
for that purpose, the pending question being on the amendment 
submitted by Mr. MORGAN, to add to the bill: 

The public lands in the several States and Territories that are not taken 
up by homestead entry by the Ist day of January, in the year 1900, are granted 
to the States and Territories in which they are loca for the purposes of 
education. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the amendment of course is a 
very broad and sweeping one. Itpresentsa policy which has been 
often advocated in the Senate, but which has not hitherto received 
a very serious consideration. 

The measure just brought forward by the Senator in charge of 
the bill and by the committee from which it was reported is one 
of a number of like measures, all of which are tending toward the 
distribution of the public lands or the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands among the States where they arefound. In theearly 
pat of the history of the Government the revenues of the United 

tates derived from the public lands were of very great impor- 
tance; indeed 2 were a necessity to the country. But of late 
years, through the homestead laws and preemption laws and 
other laws, the large number of grants which have been made out 
of the public domain, porera Dow the very best part of the ara- 
ble portions of the public lands, have reduced those revenues to 
almost a minimum, not much beyond the expenses of conducting 
the land system; and the revenues are still vanishing by giving up 
the lands in grant to the ponle for homestead p and also 
by measures like the one brought forward here this morning. 


subjects aboye 
WILLIAM MCKINLEY. 
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The maintenance of the ownership of the public lands as a source 


of revenue has ceased to be of any value to the United States when 
we compare it with our resources for revenue from other causes. 
I therefore have no hesitancy in recommending, by my vote at 
least, that the United States Government should now in with 
and adopt a policy which, in a very few years, will be found abso- 
lutely essential to the disposal of the remnant of our public lands. 
The cause of education in the new States and in the Territories, 
while it is not very far behind those of the Eastern and Northern 
States of the older classes and the Southern States, is still a v. 

serious burden upon new communities. The building of school- 
houses, the organization of schools, and a great many other inci- 
dental expenses which, when’ they are footed up, amount to an 
enormous sum, add to the taxes which new communities must 
bear in the organization of a State government, and which, at the 
2 oer of such organization, become yery burdensome upon 

e people. 

I should like to see the poopie relieved to a large extent of those 
taxes by contributing the public lands subject to their ag er to 
the different States and Territories. I can see nothin t we 
are gaining now as a nation by holding on to these lan There 
is no great national policy involved in promoting the settlements 
in the far West, because now we have no far West except the Pa- 
cific Ocean. All the intermediate country is being occupied b 
settlement, and it is largely occupied already by settlement. 
great many questions are arising here which are difficult of dispo- 
sition and which I think we ought to be glad to get rid of by trans- 
ferring the title at some convenient future moment of time to the 
different States and Territories, 

I would have been very glad to have had this subject undergo 
the investigation of a committee, so that they might have ascer- 
tained whether there was any necessity for amending the language 
of the amendment I have had the honor to Piggies t inasmuch 
as quite a time remains yet until the year 1900, when this act is to 
take final effect, we s have ample opportunity of introducing 
and presenting such amendatory schemes as may be found essen- 
tial to the proper working of this great plan. 

I hope the Senate of the United States will express its opinion in 
favor of this amendment, and in doing so I think we will not only 
discharge a great and patriotic duty to the people of these States 
and Territories, but we will promote, in the only way we now 
have the opportunity through the action of the Government to 
do, the great cause of education in the new States and Territories. 

It is very true, Mr. President, that the older States might find 
occasion for taking some exception to this broad bestowal of the 

ublic lands; but it must be remembered that the older States 
Ears had the advantage of the revenues derived from the best 
lands that were sold by the Government of the United States all 
over the Union, and for the purpose of replenishing the Treasury 
of the United States, and therefore of saving taxation upon the 
other parts of the conntry, there has been an immense TAR im- 
upon the people of the new States. They have been deprived 
in a very large sense of the advantages that they could secure to 
themselves by immigration to their respective States. 

If the pending amendment is adopted, I do not suppose at all 
that the new States and Territories (the land States and Terri- 
tories, as they are called) would undertake to deprive the people 
of proper homestead privileges. Naturally, every State would 
find its legislation influenced by an earnest desire to grant these 
privileges in a definite way to the citizens of their respective 
jurisdictions. 

There is another question that would follow along with this, 
which is about to produce a good deal of legislation here, perhaps 
some of it a little wild, some of it a slight strain upon the consti- 
tutional authority of Oon prons; and that is the subject of irriga- 
tion. If you will give these public lands to the different 
States, they will undertake systems of irrigation and carry them 
out insuch a way as will enable them to develop untold thousands 
and millions of acres of land that are now fertile lands, but en- 
ries Beagles for the want of water. That great question 


would be removed from this jurisdiction and left in the hands of 
the States and Territories, where the ultimate p of all the 
revenues to be derived from the sale of public lands in the States 


and Territories ae sad e = N the a power 
of disposal wo ollow the n 6 grant, as ropose to 
make it in this 5 t without condition. It 
merely indicates the p for which the grant is made, and 
that purpose is not a condition subsequent, upon which the grant 
would be declared void in the event that it was not executed. I 
therefore hope the Senate will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Task that that amendment may be read again. 
I did not catch it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANTLE in the chair). The 
amendment will be again stated. ~ 
3 Secretary again read the amendment proposed by Mr. 

ORGAN. 

rie ae Has that amendment been submitted to any com- 
mi 


Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a very im 
Mr. ALLEN. I to Senator from Alabama to make 
the amendment a little broader, so as to cover all lands which 
have been taken up under any of the public-land laws of the 
United States —homestead, tree culture, or preemption. 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment mes the time, the date 
of the grant, of course, to 1900, and in the meantime we can put 
in any exceptions we please by special act. 

Mr. ALLEN. This only excepts lands that have been taken 
up for homestead p 

Mr. MORGAN. o; it grants all public lands not taken up. 
I use the term “public lands” in the strict legal sense of 
phrase. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the exception in the amendment 
to include simply lands that have been taken up for homestead 


p ? 
Mr. MORGAN. No; all the pano lands of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. FRYE. Does it include mineral lands and all? 

Mr. MORGAN, All the lands of the United States except those 
taken up by homestead entry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre will again read 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from bama. 

read the amendment submitted by Mr. 


The Secretary again 
MORGAN. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask the Senator what is to become of the pub- 
lic lands that have been taken up under the tree-culture act? 

Mr. MORGAN. They are not public lands if they have been 
taken ee any act. 

Mr. LEN. Or the preemption act? 

Mr. MORGAN, When you speak of public lands, you mean 
lands not taken up under any act. That is the legal definition of 
pee lands—those that are not taken up by any proceeding 
whatever. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I mean, if the Senator please, is this: 
Persons who have filed claims upon public lands under what we 
ordinarily call the tree-culture act or under the preemption act 
have acquired an inchoate interest in such lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. Those lands are taken up. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; they are taken up. The rights of such 
people should be preserved to those lands as completely as the 


t amendment. 


2 MORGAN Toor an preserved, I will because I 
T. 4 ey are suggest, use 
use the words ‘‘ public lands in the several States and Territories 
that are not taken up.“ 
Mr. ALLEN. For homestead purposes? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes; for any purpose. 
Mr. The amendment would grant the public lands to 


. ALLEN. 
the States and Territories, except those taken up for homestead 
p 8 
1500 MORGAN. That shall not have been taken up by the year 


Mr. ALLEN. But suppose the rights of those claimants under 
the other acts I have tioned have not accrued so that they can 
receive their patent or title by that time, would they not be cut 
out by this amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. They are still lands that have been taken up; 
ney are not public lands, because they have been taken up. 

r. ALIEN. I should like to call the attention of the tor 
to the fact that the amendment applies to lands which are taken 
for homestead purposes, confining it to that proposition. Now, 
why not say “not taken ap, by homestead entry or any other 
claim under the public-land laws of the United States?” 

5 MORGAN That is what I meant. I am willing to insert 
t. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let those words be inserted in the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
words suggested by the Senator from Nebraska will be inserted 
in the amendment. ’ 

Mr. FRYE. Would that dispose of all the public lands in the 
United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. It certainly would. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And mineral lands also? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. Mineral lands and all? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a pretty serious proposition. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the proposition contained in the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Alabama is certainly 
a very grave one, and one which should call for the most careful 
consideration. I do not suppose that it will be sought to dispose 
of it finally at this time, but the subject is up, and I desire to make 
one suggestion. 

The proposition would present itself in two phases: First, as 
to the ition to be made of these lands for the purposes of 
education, and second, as to what particular States or Territories 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


Sas the beneficiaries—two very wide and vast extending 
su “ 

I simply desire to say, Mr. President, that even if the first be 
conceded, that the policy should be adopted of devoting all the 
public lands to the purposes of education, it would still be a very 
serious and material question as to whether or not they should 
properly be so devoted that only certain States and Territories 
should have the benefit of them, when all of this public property has 


been uired by the common sacrifice of treasure and labor and 
blood of the people throughout the whole land. : 
There are, Mr. President, a great many States, or quite a num- 


ber of States at least, which, by reason of various thi which 
have occurred within the last generation, are just as much in need 
of public lands for purposes of education as are the new States and 
the present Territories. They are States which in the past have 
made very large sacrifices in this regard, and I desire to state, in 
this connection, that my own State has contributed no little to the 
8 domain which now forms the United States. A part of the 

omain which she practically gave without consideration to the 
United States Government is that now composing the State of 
Alabama, now represented so ably upon this floor by the distin- 
guished Senator who is the author of this amendment. 

The State of Georgia not only gave the State of Alabama, but 
it also gave the State of ache na N to the United States, receiving 
only in consideration therefor, if I recollect correctly, the meager 
compensation of the extinguishment by the United States Govern- 
ment of the title of the Cherokee Indians to a small corner of the 
State of Georgia in its northwestern part. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that I do not suppose that it is seri- 
ously intended to finally dispose of this important question at this 
time and with this slight consideration, without its ever having 
been considered by a committee; but I was unwilling to even 
have it pass from the consideration of the Senate with silence 
aoea the part of those who represent States which would be very 
glad, in case it should be determined to be the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to devote all of the public lands to purposes of educa- 
tion, to at least have a part of the benefit from this great property, 
which has not been acquired by the exertion and by the ce 
of a part of the country, but is the fruit of the sacrifice and the 
labor of all of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. The illustration offered by the Senator from 
Georgia isa very good one indeed, to bring up the question between 
the old States and what we call the land States, or newer class of 
States, that had the Indian title to the land extinguished after 
having come into the Union. In the case of Georgia, she owned 
oad Dee by a sort of indefinite claim—— 

.BACON. I beg the Senator's pardon. It was not indefinite. 
It went to the Mississippi River. 

Mr. MORGAN. How far north did it go? South Carolina had 
a claim upon a portion of Alabama. 

Mr. BACON. The State of South Carolina certainly never had 
any claim on the territory of Alabama. There was some question 
of.the dividing line between the State of Georgia and the State of 
South Carolina, but never any question as to the dividing line 
between the State of Georgia and the State of Alabama, 

Mr. MORGAN. None at all. Butas between South Carolina 
and Alabama there was a question, and it had to be extinguished. 

Mr. BACON. South Carolina and Alabama are more than a 
hundred miles apart at the nearest points. 

Mr. MORG. That makes the peculiarity of the claim. At 
the same time it has been extinguished. We took a great many 
Indians in Alabama off the hands of Georgia, who were creating 
quite an uncomposed situation of society in that country, and we 
took up a quarrel also, our part of it, with Spain about the 
boundary line on the southern part of our State. So Mississippi 
and Alabama have had some pretty severe burdens to bear them- 
selves about this thing, and Georgia got all the lands in her do- 
main in one way and another. I do notremember that any Geor- 
gan has ever had to pay a dollar into the Treasury of the United 

tates for a tract of land. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, I 
will state that when the State of Georgia made the cession of that 
vast territory to the United States Government out of which those 
two States have been carved, one of the stipulations made by the 
State of Georgia was that a sufficiency of the public lands in that 
portion out of which the State of Alabama was erected should be 
reserved for the purposes of education for that State; and unless 
it has been lost the endowment of the University of Alabama to- 
day is derived from the sings and care of the State of Georgia 
in making this provision for that part of her territory which she 
ceded to the United States Government; and I think that the State 
of Alabama to-day, from that provision of the State of Georgia, has 
for her university a larger fund than the State of Georgia for 
her own university. 

Mr. MORGAN. Georgia has been very kind indeed to Alabama, 
and I acknowledge the obligation of my State to Georgia here on 
the floor of the Senate, but at the same time Georgia has been 
very kind to herself. 


Mr. BACON, She ought to be. 
ALLEN. Will the Senator from Alabama permi 
history of Georgia’s connection with the public Jands? 
Mr. MORGAN. I am not trying to bring up the controversy 
8 Georgia and Alabama. I was using it merely as an illus- 
on. 
Mr. ALLEN. Thavealittle history here that might be of benefit. 


it me to 


Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. y impression is that the Treasury of the 
United States has never received a dollar from an acre of public 
land in the State of Georgia any more than it has from Massachu- 
setts or from Maine. the old States—the nonlanded States— 
stand upon the same footing in this regard. These other States 
which have, however, come in and contributed all their richest 
land into the Treasury of the United States have no equal show 
with the land States. 

For instance, California, Texas, and all the old thirteen—they 
got their land entirely free of all cost; and, more than that, Massa- 
chusetts and Connecticut had large reserves out in Ohio—the 
Western Reserve. There was a tremendous body of land ont of 
which they derived an immense revenue, and I think they are get- 
ting richer every a on the predicate of that revenue. We do 
not object to that. e have no complaint to make of it at all. So 
far as Alabama is concerned, the public lands to be affected by 
this proposed amendment have been offered in the market at 13 
cents an acre and have not been taken up. They are mostly hills 
and hollows and places of small dimensions, chiefly valuable now, 
because of the development of commerce and industry there, for 
the timber and for the stone upon the land. 

But it is not worth while to go into all the bearings of this very 
important subject. There is a general impression among the peo- 
ple of the United States—which I thinkis entirely a just one—that 
what we call the land States have long since paid their debt to the 
Government of the United States in paying for the best land which 
they have got in their midst, and, more than that, as to the West- 
ern States, lying between the crest of the Alleghanies and the 
Missouri River, there has been such a series of splendid sacrifices 
made by the pioneers who have occupied that territory asnot only 
to entitle them to the titude of this whole nation, but to enti- 
tle them to the di of the remnant of the lands they are trying 
to increase the value of by irrigation and otherwise. 

My sympathies for those people, and my desire to see that they 
are benefited in the way that I propose in this amendment is not 
suggested to my mind by any important advantages which Ala- 
bama is going to derive from it. Perhaps the advantages would 
be very slight to Alabama, but there are States and Territories in 
this Union which deserve this action upon the pat of Congress, 
and they need it, and meed it very badly. eir burdens are 
enormously heavy. But it will not do to say that a new State, 
with a vast expanse of unoccupied territory, with hostile Indians 
in its midst, and other difficulties to contend with, has not got 


extraordinary expenses to bear. We contribute somewhat to 
those expe but we ought to do it in a spirit. of perfect 
liberality, and here is a resource out of which we can make 


these contributions without harming anybody, and without tak- 
ing anything out of the Treasury of the United States that is at 
all appreciable. 

So I think the time is ripe now for us to act upon that condi- 
tion of affairs. If these States can look forward to 1900 as a 

iod of time when they will be in control, as they ought to be 
in control, as local sovereignties of every foot of land within their 
jurisdiction, you will find they will have accessions of population 
and will increase in various directions, particularly in the matter 
of education, which is indispensable, and would be a blessing to 
the whole United States. I am anxious to see that time come 
about. I can see no good reason why it should not be so now. I 
do not know, forinstance, why the great State of New York should 
feel the slightest scuhousy toward the State of Idaho or the State 
of Wyoming, or any of the Western States, for having this bene- 
faction bestowed upon them. New York has had the benefits of 
our tariff system because she has been the great port of entr 
of the United States, and she has grown immensely rich beyon 
human tation, and is still growing more and more in power 
and splendor, as I trust she certainly will continue to do. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me to 
ask him a question, I should like to know, as he is doubtless more 
familiar with it than I am, if his amendment should be adopted, 
what would be its effect upon what is known as the Morrill law, 
which makes provision for the disposition of certain proceeds of 
the sales of public lands? Would its effect be to operate aaa topoa 
of that law and absolutely stop that disposition of the p of 


the sales of ae lands? 


Mr. MORGAN. It certainly would not repeal that law before 
the year 1900. - 

Mr. BACON. Would it after that? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it would; but between now and the 
year 1900 we could make sope provision for those establishments 
of education which now ve their support indirectly from the 


856 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 3, 


Government of the United States. Although it apparently comes 
from the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, we only meas- 
ure the contributions we make in the whole fund derived from 
such proceeds; but the fact is that the warrants are drawn upon 
the Treasury of the United States, and not upon that specific fund. 
The United States have taken jurisdiction of that subject for the 
benefit of agriculture in this indirect way, and it has been a ven 
eat blessing to the people of all the States where these agri - 
Era schools have been located. Having entered upon that scheme, 
I have no doubt we shall adhere to it and not be di to 
abandon it and to find other ways, as we are finding now other 
means, for the p e of supplying those institutions; but if there 
was not a dollar of public-land money to come into the Treasu 
of the United States for the next year, those schools would sti 
be maintained, and this Senate would vote right along that they 
should have the contributions they have been getting heretofore. 

So we are growing in a great many directions and in a great 
many respects, and in some of our growth we are getting rid of 
some ideas that are considered fossil now in regard to the powers 
of Congress over the di Jof its revenues for purposes of edu- 
cation, and so forth. e can not resist exactly the encroach- 
ments of the tooth of time, nor can we resist the improvements 
that are being made of the use of the powers of our Government 
in all public affairs. 

Iam not trying to anticipate the future any further than to 
declare that, while it is not operative now, it shall be the es- 
tablished policy of the Government of the United States that after 
the year 1900 the public lands in the landed States and Territories 
shall be devoted to purposes of education. Iam willing to modify 
that at any time it is necessary to do so by saying that the States 
may dispose of these lands for purposes of irrigation, along with 
education; but the residuary legates of all the benefactions we 
ought to make of the public lands now is the public school, 
which is by far the most important institution that exists to-day 
in any State or Territory of the American Union. I speak, of 
course, of local and civil institutions. 

I hope there will be no objection to making the declaration now. 
Perhaps it is not necessary to have a committee pass upon the sub- 
ject as to whether we should like to onango the policy of the Gov- 
ernment now, so that after the year 1900 these States shall receive 
all the benefit of the public lands then remaining undisposed of. 
That is my meaning. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I confess I was staggered by 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOR- 
GAN]. It is a matter of very much more importance than the 
original bill itself. The bearings of epg sing can not be 
considered and its effect properly estimated in a brief, informal 
debate like this, when so many of our colleagues are absent. 

If I understand the amendment correctly, there would be turned 
over to the States the whole public lands of all descriptions which 
should not have been taken previous to the year 1900 under the 
homestead act. It carries the illimitable, unmeasured, and 
immeasurable wealth of mines, which may be half a million dol- 
lars in one State and 8100, 000,000 in another—the treasures of all 
those mountains, all those hills, and all those valleys which have 
not yet been discovered. 

ho knows what other gold mines will be found, and who knows 
what other silver mines will be found? They are no longer to be 
paea with under what are supposed to be the very wise and just 
ws that we have adopted from time to time, but they are to be 
turned over to these States and Territories where there may be as 
many systems of mining laws and as many plans of parting with 
public lands as there are States and Territories. 

1 think this thing ought to be thought of for at least an hour or 
two, as it provides for the most wonderful change which has been 
made since the inning of the Government in the administra- 
tion of this magnificent trust of the public lands. The bill, with 
the amendment, ought to be committed to a committee. I do not 
care how it is to be done. It ought to be a matter of deliberate 
consideration on the part of a committee that is believed and is 
known to have a pretty intimate knowledge of this whole subject. 

lam opposed entirely to the disposition of this matter now. I 
can not consent to it. I will do whatever is reasonable about it, 
but I should rather move the commitment of the bill with fhe 
amendment, and I think I shall venture to do that. I move that 
the bill with the peas amendment be committed to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I very much hope that the Senator from 
Alabama will withdraw his amendment. It is a very important 

uestion, one that ought to be considered by a committee of the 
Banate, and it is not germane to the bill itself. While I shall not 
perhaps oppose the amendment at the proper time, I must oppose 
its being attached to this bill, 1 

This bill simply relates to the disposal of the lands which have 
been pure in recent years of the different Indian tribes, 
where the settler has actually resided upon his quarter section for 
five years. It simply gives relief to those people who are now on 


these lands and who are unable to pay for them, and will be 
unable to pay for them in the future, and assures to them a home. 
The question as to what disposition we shall make of the 600,- 
000,000 acres of public lands remaining is too great a subject to be 
disposed of in this speedy manner. erefore I hope the Senator 
from Alabama will withdraw his amendment and allow the bill 
itself, eee passed at the last session by a large majority, to be 


dis of. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I hope the motion to recom- 
mit will be withdrawn until ‘there is a better understanding. 
There is no question but what it isa move in the right direction 
to take the remnant of the public lands, to which the present laws 
do not apply practically, and relegate in each State the lands to 
the government of the State. If it be thought that such action 
should not include mining lands, they can be taken by the States 
subject to the same mining laws on the part of the States to which 
they are now subject on the part of the United States. 

I submit that of the 700,000,000 acres of public lands five or six 
hundred millions are arid lands, which can not be made of any 
particular use except for grazing without the kong pce of water. 
The present laws are not sufficient to enable the homesteader or 
party desiring a home safe in settling upon public lands with the 
intention of making a livelihood for himself and family, because 
irrigation is indispensable, and water must be taken out at great 
expense either with Government aid or with State aid, or by an 
association of interests in some cooperative way. 

It is due to the States and Territories in which the arid lands 
are situated that better laws be enacted for their settlement. It 
is generally admitted that no such valuable land as that taken up 
by the early farmers of the West now remains subject to settle- 
ment. The new settler is compelled to seek a home in the arid 
region if he desires to enter upon the public domain, and under 
very great disadvantages as compared with the home seeker of a 
few years ago. These obstacles can not be overcome unless the 
Government is willing to aid directly in the reclamation of the 
arid lands or transfer them to the States and Territories, leaving 
to the latter the question of improvement and final disposition. 
The States in which the arid lands are situated are deeply inter- 
ested, and there is a conviction that the time has come when vig- 
orous, far-reaching legislation should be had. The growth and 
development of the new States will be retarded unless better land 
laws or a wider policy is adopted. Individual enterprise can do 
little more than has already been accomplished, and the people 
must appeal to the United States. 

The Government is not asked to transfer to the States this land 
because of its great value. On the contrary, it is worth little un- 
less the Government will reclaim it or allow it to be reclaimed, 
Land without water has no value. Give the States that which is 
almost worthless and let them make it useful. 

The claim has been sometimes made that the public lands, in 
some way or other, belong to the older States, and that any bene- 
fits or proceeds arising from their disposition should be shared in 
by them through the General Government. Answering this prop- 
osition, it may be said that even if these lands were of great value, 
in all equity they should he given to the States wherein situated. 
At present they afford no revenue to the Government. The de- 
creasing revenues and increasing expenses of our public land sys- 
tem demonstrate this. 

The original thirteen States not only obtained free all lands 
within their borders by discovery or grants for colonization, but 
they obtained the benefits of vast areas in the West, afterwards 
subdivided into additional States. States that came in later were 
also generously treated. So if the new States are awarded all 
lands within their borders they will receive no more benefit than 
the older ones obtained from the public domain. On these grounds 
there can be no injustice, it seems to me, in asking the free cession 
of the remaining pune lands as proposed. 

Within the arid region that part of the land which can be irri- 
gated and watered with small expense has already been settled 
upon. With what is left the settler or homesteader can not for 
himself carry on the reclamation of the land without assistance or 
a changed condition of things, because of the great cost of obtain- 
ing water and the general nonapplication of the present laws to 
existing conditions. 

If the States have control of their lands, they will proceed with- 
out delay with the work necessary for their utilization. Homes 
for agriculturists are the only hope these States have of great 
future growth and importance, mining, manufacturing, and other 
pursuits being maintained and stimulated by the products of farms 
near at hand. The lands would not be a gift to the States, but a 
transfer of the trust for the benefit of bona fide settlers. 

It has long been the aes of this Government that the public 
lands are not to be held as a resource for profit out of which the 
Government is presumed to reap the largest possible benefit, but 
they are held by the Government in the copay. of a trustee to 
be administered for the benefit of those who shall settle upon and 
develop them. : 
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The belief that the Government should relinquish to the several 
States its interest in the arid lands is rapidly growing in favor 
with the people throughout the country. Under all the circum- 
stances it w rove the most logical, expeditious, and safe way 
of disposing of the arid-lands question, and relieve the Government 
of this perplexing problem. : s 

The subject may be too gront a one to dispose of in this way as 
an amendment to the pending bill at this time, but there is no 
economic question, in my judgment, before the public to-day that 
is more important and that should be given more attention, and 
earlier attention, than the final disposal of the public lands. 

If there is a motion made to recommit, and that is acceptable to 
the Senator who has charge of the bill, I hope that the whole mat- 
ter may be taken up, and that the Senate may consider it, and con- 
sider it earnestly. I do not think that we should brush it aside as 
a proposition that isnot feasible. The act may be made operative 
in 1900, or it may be made operative in 1901, for that matter; but 
I should be ready to vote to have it go into effect to-morrow. I 
would ask the Senator from Alabama to do what he indicated his 
willingness to do—to amend his amendment so that the proceeds 
of the public lands may be invested in irrigating projects to make 
the land productive and useful, it being borne in mind that the 
residue, of course, is to be used for educational purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is upon the motion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEV] to commit the bill, with the pending amendment, to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope that the Committee on Public Lands, if 
they report this proposition favorably, will report it as an inde- 
pradent bill, and give usa very careful résumé of the existing law, 
of the quantities, the possible values of these lands, and all that, 
ar ! let us act with thorough intelligence in the matter. Let that 


be a separate bill. The Senator from South Dakota, I think, is 
entirely right about it. 
Mr. MORGAN. The bill itself, to which I offered the amend- 


ment, is a very important one, and such bills are continually find- 
ing their way into Congress, on demands made by the people for 

ief from conditions into which they have been thrown by the 
invitation of the Government of the United States: and almost 
uniformly I have supported them, because I have believed that it 
was the true policy of the Government of the United States to get 
the public lands into private ownership as fast as possible, I 
lieve that is one of the very best policies that the United States 
can observe. Private ownership of the land in all the States and 
Territories is what ought to be encouraged and promoted as rap- 
bi a it ibly can be done. 

to the mineral lands, they do not stand on any different 

footing from the other disposable public lands so far as the Treas- 
ury is concerned. The Treasury gets very little money from the 
sale of mineral lands. We have the privilege granted now of the 
location of mineral lands, condemnation, as we call it, or denun- 
ciation, under which the prospector comes and gets his piece of 
land, which is measured according to law which is very strict, 
and in that he is required to keep up certain mining operations at 
such expense per annum; and while he remains and occupies his 
mining territory within the restriction of the law he is entitled to 
all the metal that comes out of it. The Treasury does not get 
anything out of it at all. It is only when he thinks the property 
is so valuable that he wants to 1 a final purchase and get an 
absolute deed to the land that he can come forward and by paying 
a considerable price, not an extraordinary one, extinguish the title 
of the United States absolutely, and become owner. 

It has been suggested here that there might be some difficulty 
in leaving a State to 8 of those minerals. There is a feature 
in that connection which I very hore’ approve. When a new 
and very profitable mine is discovered in a State or Territory 
there is a great swarm of miners and other people who go there to 
get the advantages of it, and towns and cities like Leadville and 
other places are built up with great suddenness around these min- 
ing developments. Now, I should say it would be greatly to the 
advantage of any State if by her own law she could regulate the 
disposal of mines within her borders, because out in the West, 
although we have a greater restraining power than they have in 
the Transvaal, very similar conditions arise. We find immense 
political influence at once springing up in a State that hitherto was 
entirely quiet, for the purpose of giving miners and those assembled 
about the mines a certain sort of advantage or protection which 
sm seek through the local authorities in the different States. 

ey use the laws of the United States entirely for fixing the 
location of their mines and for town sites and such matters. They 
come to Congress to get laws to regulate those mines, I should 
very much prefer to see the States of the West have the power to 
enact those laws according to their own views of what is right 
and proper. They could save themselves the excessive floods of 
tion and their society very often from intrusions that are 
espera to the public welfare. But there is no view that can 
be taken of the subject that tends in the slightest degree to shake 


ay conviction at least of the necessity and propriety of ye 


those lands in all these States in private ownership and under 
the control of the different States just as fast as we can do it. 

If my proposed amendment is going to disturb this bill, that 
was not my p I Was in hopes that all of the members of 
the Senate would at once see the propriety of adopting this plan. 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy] thinks it has not 
been properly and sufficiently thought over; but I wish to say to 
him that it has been very much thought over by all of the poopie 
of the landed States. But of course the Senator represents here a 
State which has nointerestin the public lands except thecommon, 

eneral interest. It has nol interest in public lands now. 


But the le are well informed upon this subject. 
Mr.T. . Will the Senator from Alabama allow me for 
a minute? 


Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you suppose that the States in the East 
have not so many poor children to educate as you have in Ala- 
bama; and why, as a matter of decency, and honesty, and fair- 
ness among the American people, do you propose to gobble up all 

ou have in your State and the other States which have public 
ands and say, We will divide it up amongst ourselves, and edu- 
cate our children, and leave those in the East who are poor 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not a gobbler, Mr. President, and there- 
fore the rules of decency that apply to gobblers do not apply 
to me. s 

Mr. TILLMAN. It looks to melike you have set in motion here 
a scheme that would gobble up everything in sight. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt I have excited the cupidity of 
the Senator from South Carolina, and yet he can not go to the 
records of the United States Treasury and find that his State ever 
paid anything for a foot of public land. 

Mr. TILL We never had any public land. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We bought it withour blood during the Revo- 
lutionary wars. 

Mr. MORGAN. Some other blood went into that purchase 
money, and now the sons of those men who shed so much blood 
are asking for a dividend out of the contribution they made at 
Kings Mountain and other places, 

No, sir; a question of justice lies at the foundation of this pro 
osition which answers all the selfish objections that are brought 
forward from States that have received from the Government of 
the United States or from their colonial grants every foot of land 
within their domain. Ido not know but that there are poor chil- 
dren in South Carolina—I should think there are a great many of 
them—but why are they poor so far as education is concerned 
when they have had all of the land in South Carolina to devote to 
the purposes of education of their own children if they had chosen 
so to apply it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Have you not already got in Alabama the 
sixteenth section of land for public school purposes? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Have not some of the States had the sixteenth 
and some the thirty-sixth section given to them by the United 
States when the lands were settled? 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no doubt about—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. What do we have except land devoted to an 
agricultural college? 

Mr. MORGAN. The citizens of South Carolina have all of the 
land within its domain. What they have done with it is no mat- 
ter of concern to me. If they owned the land, whether it was 
owned by the State or by a 8 or by the people as indi- 
viduals, they still had that much wealth upon which to predicate 
and out of which to supply the necessities of a public school sys- 
tem, if they had chosen to adopt it. So I think they have no com- 
plaint to make, at least as to the State of Alabama, which has one 
section out of sixteen. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Where did Alabama get it? She got it from 
Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN, Alabama got it from the Congress of the United 
States by contributing her money and her blood and her labor and 
her skill to the subjugation of that country to civilization when 
it was filled up with hostile Indians, and by progressive expendi- 
tures, which have made that State develop into a very great and 
splendid community, of which I think nobody need to be ashamed. 

Alabama has not been and is not now a mendicant at the Treas- 
ury of the United States for anything, but there would be equality, 
to say the least of it, in putting the State of Alabama upon a foot- 
ing with the State of South Carolina in so far as that the Govern- 
ment of the United States would not claim anything further from 
our State, when she has never claimed or received anything at all 
from the State of South Carolina. We think our contributions 
have been quite large enough, so far as that is concerned, but I 
observe 

Mr. TILLMAN. My dear sir, we contributed your people to 
you. If not your ancestors, half of the men in Alabama came 
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from South Carolina and Georgia, or their forefathers did. 
went out there and acquired your country from the Indians, an 
now you say we have not given you anything. 
Mr. MORGAN. If there is any just gone of reclamation on 
of Alabama 


that score, I am willing to vote in the legislature 
return the citizens of South Carolina who 

Mr. TILLMAN, Then I have to say that I have never seen a 
man in Alabama or anywhere else who came from South Carolina 
who was not proud of it. 

Mr. aap gag > 3 are anal ly po sad poon i It is the 
misfortune of a many people to be poor and proud. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We are poor, God knows, and we do not want 
you to steal all in sight that the Government has left in your 


country. 

Mr. MORGAN . The Senator from South Carolina is now usin 
flippantly words that he seems sometimes to use with a greatdea 
of vehemence upon the floor of the Senate. I object 

Mr. T I mean no discourtesy to the Senator. This 
pr: ition to have the United States donate to the States within 
which the public lands now lie all those lands for educational pur- 

, leaving out of consideration the rights of the r children 
the other States who are equal sharers in the public domain, is 
outrageous, and if it is not a steal it is akin to one. 

Mr. MORGAN. The vocabulary of the Senator from South 
Carolina will not be exhausted upon this bill, I know. He has 
used it upon a great many measures while he has had the honor 
of retaining a seat on this floor, but I shall protest against his 
right to use any exceedingly dangerous adverbs or adjectives 
about a matter that is as plain and as simple and honest as this is. 
After all, speaking about stealing and gobbling and the like of 
that, this amendment, if it should be adopted, would not quite be 
the equivalent of the proposition of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina by which he wanted the Government of the United States to 
surrender all power of taxation of whisky when it went into his 
State, so that his State might have the benefit of it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In the first place, the Senator from Alabama 
is in error. South Carolina never asked the United States Govern- 
ment to surrender the right to tax whisky. We only asked the 
Government of the United States to allow us to manage and con- 
trol whisky, after it got within our borders, in our own way. 

Mr. MORGAN. And for the profit of the State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is as much our right to have a profit out of 
whisky as it is this Government’s. You g $140,000,000 revenue 
fromit. Why should not the State of South Carolina get some, too? 

Mr. MORGAN. While we are dividing profits, when South 
Carolina pope to enrich itself by selling whisky, I want to 
give the chi of some of the poor States a chance to acquire 
an education. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We want the drunken and those who drink 
whisky to pay for the benefit of the schools. Wealso are poor. 

Mr. MORGAN . I am glad so benevolent a movement lies at 
the basis of a proposition so extraordi I never knew before 
that it was upon eleemosynary grounds that South Carolina pro- 

to sell whisky—in order to educate children, That is an 
improvement in modern morals; it is a new era—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. At the p time I will endeavor to explain 
to the country the South Carolina liquor law, and I will convince 
the Senator himself that he should adopt itin Alabama, if he wants 
to follow 2 example. It has reduced the drunkenness in my 
State one-half. It has shut up every barroom in it. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I had supposed that the discussion would 
lead into such an intoxicating strain as it seems to have done with 
the Senator from South Carolina, I should have foreborne to have 
said anything on any subject at all that related to any proposition 
before the Senate to do anything except to give something to South 
Carolina. Iam satisfied I co with the Senator upon a 

position to give anything to his State and he would be perfectly 
5 with me. 

Now, sir, in the discussion of this question, and of other ques- 
tions, I insist upon the maintenance of the order and propriety of 
this body, and Í am not a man to be taken off my feet in a matter 
of this kind simply by the intrusions of a Senator who wishes to 

ut his remarks as a sandwich into my speech. The Senator can 

e the floor whenever he chooses to do so and reply in a legiti- 
oa 3 to any argument which I have the honor to submit to 
l y. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam very sorry I interrupted the Senator — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. i the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have been here a long time, Mr. President, 
and I have at least earned the reputation of being a sincere man 
in what propositions I bring before the Senate of the United States, 
and in favor of open discussion, and this is the first time that any- 
one has ever attempted to take me off the floor by 5 
remarks that were personally objectionable, no matter if intend: 
in a spirit of levity and badinage. 

The amendment I have offered relates to a subject which the 


ve come there. 


Senate will be bound to consider in a broad form soon. We 
are taking it up very frequently and dealing with it piecemeal. 
Numbers of bills have passed, not exactly like the one now offered 


by the Senator in charge of this bill, but resembling it in this 


to Sif We are pinching off from the public domain, and from 
e 


of the United States what would come as the result 
of the sales of the public domain, piece after piece of public prop- 
erty and giving them todifferent communities, sometimes unjustly, 
sometimes without due discrimination, without maintaining the 
propriety of the distribution. We are now fast approaching a 
time, and I have had the good fortune, I think, to recognize the 
fact long ago, when we shall have to deal with the public lands 
upon some great general system, and not piecemeal, as we are doing 
it in the pending bill. 

J intend to vote for the bill of the Senator from South Dakota 
for the reason that it is in the right direction, as he said in respect 
to my amendment, but I still insist that at the proper time—and 
if this is not the proper time, I will wait until the proper time 
arrives—we must dispose of the question of the public lands, and 
the only legitimate and logical way to dispose of it is to give the 
lands to the States and Territories where they are located. We 
will not do them full justice when we do that. We will not do 
them the equal justice that we have done to the older States in 
allowing them—all of them—to retain their public lands. We 
have not done them full justice, as we did in the annexation of 
Texas, when we brought in an enormous contribution of land by 
joint resolution of these two bodies without reserving one foot of 
it for the United States Government. 

What we want to do now is to equalize the benefits of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as to the landed by letting 
the new States occupy the same situation that the old States occu- 
pied, and that the State of Texas and the State of California 
occupied. That is our proposition, and I think it is one that is 
meritorious in the highest possible sense, and while I am not dis- 
posed to undertake the task of managing this whole question 
myself—I have plenty to do without that—I hope some Senator 
from the West, noticing this debate and the interest taken in it 
by panemon from the different States of the West and South, 
will bring forward a bill, have it submitted to the Committee on 
Public Lands and duly considered, and reported at an early day, 
and let us meet the demand which I know exists in every one of 
these States and Territories for the passage of some measure of 
the sort I am now attempting to advocate. 

With that view, and to disembarrass the action of the Senate 
upon the billin charge of the Senator from South Dakota, I ask 
leave to withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama will.be withdrawn. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TILLMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to say a word? 

Mr. TILLMAN, gaun 

Mr. HAWLEY. I moved the reference of the bill and the 
amendment to the Committee on Public Lands. The bill itself 
came originally from the Committee on Indian Affairs, I now 
desire to withdraw my motion to refer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
motion of the Senator from Connecticut to commit the bill will 
also be withdrawn. The Chair hears none. 

. Mr. TILLMAN, I merely rise to set myself right in the eyes 
of my distinguished friend the Senator from Alabama. I wish 
utterly to disclaim any purpose of 5 ppantly or disrespect- - 
te or any desire to take him off the floor, or anything of the 
kind. Ido not usually speak with flippancy here, but the propo- 
sition was so outrageous, its injustice and unfairness to the line 
States, which have no public land and never have had any, and 
which never have had any benefit in the way of the endowment 
of free schools from public lands given by Congress, seemed to me 
so obvious that I could not keep quiet. That is all. I merely 
wish to put my protest on record as against any such proposi- 
aan and I did not intend any discourtesy to the Senator from 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the pending bill relates to those 
who have settled upon Indian lands. I seenoreason why the privi- 
lege proposed to granted to them should not be extended to 
those who have settled upon military reservations which have 
been recently opened, and I offer an amendment, so that it may be 
extended to those settlers, in order that they may all be treated 
with the same degree of fairness in reference to this matter. I 
Bape the Senator from South Dakota will accept the amendment, 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 5 it is proposed to insert: 

Or upon military reservations which have been opened to settlement. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee. Let that which precedes and in- 
cludes line 5 be read, so that we may know exactly what the amend- 
ment means. 


1897. 


F The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 
The SECRETARY. If amended, the clause will read as follows: 


Tha 
elie ante acaairell pike fo the Dene OF ee OEST oT 
eu the 
be 


or 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the amendment, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. PASCO. The purpose is that those who have settled upon 
military reservations, which have been recently opened, may be 

laced on exactly the same footing with those who have entered 
3 upon Indian lands. The effect will be to place them 
all upon the same pee of equality. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. TheSenatorfrom Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], 
who is absent, opposed the passage of this bill when it was con- 
sidered by the Senate heretofore, and his colleague has asked me 
to consent that it may go over and be voted upon to-morrow, so 
that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] may have an 
8 to be present. I therefore ask unanimous consent 

t a vote upon the bill and amendments shall be taken at 2 
o’clock to-morrow. q 

Mr. GALLINGER. Say 3 o'clock. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well; 3 o'clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that a vote be taken upon the bill at 3 
o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. PASCO. On the passage of the bill? 

Mr. 5 A vote on the amendments and the pas- 

of the bill. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. On the bill and amendments. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, was called from the Chamber 
this morning, and he asked me to announce that to-morrow, early 
in the day, he would ask the Senate to consider the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

r. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was 3 to; and (at 3 o’clock and 10 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 4. 
1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 8, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 
William R. Day, of Ohio, to be Assistant Secretary of State of 
the United States, vice William W. Rockhill, resigned. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Bellamy Storer, of Ohio, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
lenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium, vice James S. 
bwg resigned. 
SECOND SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. | 
George M. Fisk, of Ohio, to be second secretary of the embassy 
of the United States at Berlin, Germany, vice Herbert G. Squiers, 
resigned. 
SECOND SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
Huntington Wilson, of Illinois, to be second secre 
legation of the United States at Tokyo, Japan, vice Wi 
Sands, resigned. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 
Thomas R. Purnell, of North Carolina, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the eastern district of North Carolina, vice Augus- 
tus S. Seymour, deceased. 
Edward G. Bradford, of Delaware, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Delaware, vice Leonard E. Wales, de- 


of the 
iam F. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 
Cassius M. Barnes, of Guthrie, Okla., to be governor of Okla- 
homa Territory, vice William C. Renfrow, resi 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
Frank G. Deckabach, of Ocosta, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Olympia, Wash., vice Jesse F. Murphy, removed. 
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Alpha E. Hoyt, of Sundance, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Sundance, Wyo., vice Willard G. Hall. resigned. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John O’B. Scobey, of Olympia, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Olympia, Wash., vice Edward K. Hawkins, removed. 

Porter Warner, of Deadwood, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Rapid City, 8. Dak., vice John Lafabre, term expired. 

CONSUL-GENERAL. 

Robert F. Patterson, of Tennessee, to be consul eral of the 

United States at Calcutta, India, vice Van Leer Polk, resigned. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

Stanton Sickles, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Madrid, vice H. Clay Armstrong, jr., re- 
signed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Asst. Engineer Claude B. Price, to be a passed assistant engineer 
in the Navy from the 26th day of February, 1897, vice P. A. Engi- 
neer Theodore F. Burgdorff, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William E. Safford, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from the 21st day of March, 1897, vice Lieut. Edward 
B. Barry, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick R. Brainard, to be a lientenant 
in the Navy, from the 14th day of March, 1897, vice Lieut. Rich- 
ard G. Davenport, promoted. 

Ensign Mark L. Bristol, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy, from the 14th day of March, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) 
Frederick R. Brainard, promoted, 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTER IN THE NAVY. 


John Hancock Merriam, a citizen of Minnesota, to be an assist- 

ant paymaster in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 
INDIAN AGENTS. : 

Asa C. Sharp, of Gary, Md., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Ponca, Pawnee, Otoe, and Oakland Agency, in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, vice James P. Woolsey, resigned. 

Thomas Richards, of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Fort Berthold Agency, in North Dakota, vice F. 
Glenn Mattoon, resigned. 

William H. Meyer, of Fort Garland, Colo., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Southern Ute Agency, in Colorado, vice David F. 
Day, removed. : 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Elmer J. Miller, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Columbus, in the State of Ohio, to succeed William M. Maize, 
whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

ASSISTANT SURGEONS, 

Samuel B. Grubbs, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

John McMullen, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

MELTER. 

Henry Brady, of Colorado, to be melter of the mint of the 
United States at Denver, in the State of Colorado, to succeed 
Walter Allen, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 


James F. Steinbeck, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the coun 
of Hinsdale and State of Colorado, in the place of George F. 
Gardner, confirmed but not commissioned. 

Frank E. Benjamin, to be postmaster at Terre Haute, in the 
county of Vigo and State of Indiana, in the place of Allen H. 
Donham, removed. 

Owen 8, Higgins, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Warren and State of Ohio, in the place of Mary V. Wilson, who 
failed of confirmation at the last session of the Senate. 

Henry Curran, to be postmaster at Stevens Point, in the county 
of Portage and State of Wisconsin, in place of John Finch, whose 
commission expired April 5, 1897. 

James W. Hughes, to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in the place of William 
B. Copeland, removed. 

W. B. Morton, to be r at Harrison, in the county of 
Boone = State of Arkansas, in the place of Charles S. Rosson, 
remov 

Tracy R. Thomas, to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county 
of Nevada and State of Arkansas, in the place of Crawford B. 
Andrews, whose commission expired March 30, 1897. 

Nathaniel Bullock, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county 
of Humboldt and State of California, in the place of Fletcher A. 
Cutler, resigned, Willard Wells, appointed by the President and 
by him nominated to the Senate, not having been confirmed. 

Susan L. Drake, to be postmaster at Co in the county of 
Colusa and State of California, in the place of Susan L. Drake, 
whose commission expired December 11, 1894. 
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Nelson Sleppy, to be postmaster at Chino, in the coun 


of San 
Bernardino and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office karing oy law me vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1896, L. H. Young, nominated by 
the President, not having been confirmed. 

Richard Jobes, to be postmaster at Suffield, in the ey i 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of Richard Jobes, 
whose commission expired February 27, 1895. 

Edwin W. S. Pickett, to be tmaster at Fairfield, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1896, William C. Kinsella, 


appointed by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, 
POE havin n confirmed. A 
Aaron t, to be tmaster at Wardner, in the county of 


Shoshone and State of Idaho, in the place of George W. Harris, 


resigned. 

Cornelius T, Beekman, to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the 
county of Menard and State of Ilinois, in the place of Rebecca 
Snape, whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 

Hanson J. De Pue, to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Illinois, in the place of H. E. Wescott, re- 


signed. 

William E. Ludlow, to be postmaster at Griggsville, in the 
county of Pikeand State of Illinois, in the place of Stephen Oliver, 
whose commission oe April 5, 1897. 

T. S. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the coun 
of Saline and State of Illinois, in place of L. W. Abney, resigned. 

Thomas H. Adams, to be ter at Vincennes, in the county 
of Knox and State of Indiana, in the geet of Royal E. Purcell, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 

Taylor Reagan, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county of 
Hendricks and State of Indiana, in the place of Isaac Holton, 
whose commission expired April 14, 1897. 

Elmer E. Johnston, to be postmaster at Rockwell City, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa, in the place of Joseph E. 
Thorne, deceased, John R. Lucas, appointed by the President 
and by him nominated to the Senate, not having been confirmed. 

John Knapp, to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in the county of 
Butler and State of Iowa, in the place of John pp, whose com- 
mission expired January 14, 1897. 

C. A. Merrill, to be postmaster at Nora Springs, in the county 
of Floyd and State of Iowa, in the place of George E. Moore, whose 
commission expired Jan 7, 1897. 

William H. Halsinger, to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in 
the county of Chase and State of Kansas, in the place of W. E. 
Timmons, removed. 

John B. Vincent, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the count 
of Reno and State of Kansas, in the place of Eli Mead, removed. 

Edward B. Rodick, to be postmaster at Bar Harbor, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Maine, in the place of Elliott N. 
Benson, whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 

J. Evarts Greene, to be pornas at Worcester, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of J. Evarts 
Greene, whose commission expired February 5, 1895. 

William C. Hinman, to be tmaster at Great Barrington, in 
the county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place 
rA illiam C. Hinman, whose commission expired December 14, 
1 


Robert F. Shaw, to be postmaster at Weymouth Center, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Robert F. Shaw, whose commission expired January 7, 1897, John 
H. 8 nominated by the President, not having been con- 


Miles M. han, to be postmaster at Reed City. in the county 
of Osceola and State of Michigan, in the place of William A. 
Strong, removed, George H. Gilbert, appointed by the President 
and by him nominated to the Senate, not having been confirmed. 

George B. Faxon, to be postmaster at Ovid, in the county of 
Clinton and State of 1 the place of George B. Faxon, 
whose commission expired mber 14, 1896. 

Charles W. Pullen, to be tmaster at Milan, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1896, Joseph Gauntlett, appointed 
by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, having 
failed of confirmation. 

Oliver H. Stilson, to be 
of Itasca and State of 
berg, resigned. 


stmaster at Grand Rapids, in the coun 
innesota, in the place of Philip Cassel- 


Fannie Vandyke, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county 
of Douglas and State of nesota, in the place of Fannie Van- 
dyke, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 3 

Benjamin M. Prentiss, to be tmaster at Bethany, in the 
county of Harrison and State of Missouri, in the place of Robert 
L. Nelson, removed. 

William T. Ager, to be postmaster at Beaver City, in the county 


of Furnas and State of Nebraska, in the place of William T. Ager, 
whose commission expired January 7, 1897. 

James N. Brooks, to be oo at Rushville, inthe county of 
mapori and State of Nebraska, in the place of C. H. Tully, 
resigned. 

John L. Derby, to be postmaster at Cranford, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey, in the place of John L. Derby, 
whose commission expired January 25, 1897, John A. Porter, 
nominated by the President, not having been confirmed. 

William H. Larison, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Motas and State of New Jersey, in the placeof R. C. Albright, 
resigned. 

Henry Cady, to be postmaster at Schoharie, in the county of 
Schoharie and State of New York, in the place of Florence A. 
Smith, whose commission expired July 2, 1896, C. L’Amoreaux, 
appointed by the President June 20, 1896, but failed of confirmation, 

F. Hathaway, to be postmaster at Plattsburg, in the 
county of Clinton and State of New York, in the place of John 
Crowley, whose commission expired April 15, 1897. 

David C. Inglis, to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the county 
of Rockland and State of New York, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by ig arin vested in the 
a sae on ona after 8 1, 1894. = z 

ony P. Hegner, be postmaster at Wyoming, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Ohio, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1897. 

George A. Beidler, to be postmaster at Oklahoma, in the county 
of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of John A. 
Flattery, removed. 

A. M. Ketler, to be 88 at Bennett, in the county of 
8 and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John Beatty, 
removed. 

Benjamin A. Waters, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after October 1, 1896, William D. H. 
Mason, appointed by the President and by him nominated to the 
Senate, not having been confirmed. 

Frederick Chapman, to be er at Woodstock, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont,in the place of William 


D. McMaster, removed. 
John M. Griffin, to be ter at Fredericksburg, in the 
in the place of 


postmas 
county of pe bara and State of Vir, 
Howson H. Wallace, whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 
Samuel M. Yost, to be postmaster at Staunton, in the county of 
Augusta and State of Virginia, in the place of William T. McCue, 


removed. 
Frank Eugene Parker, to be postmaster at Rhinelander, in the 
county of Oneida and State of Wisconsin, in the place of De Witt 


S. Johnson, whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 3$, 1897, 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 
William R. Day, of Ohio, to be Assistant Secretary of State of 
the United States. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 
William Heimke, of New York, to be second secretary of the 
legation of the United States at the City of Mexico. 
COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
William A. Jones, of Mineral Point, Wis., to be Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
General officer. 
ri Wiliam Rufus Shafter, First Infantry, to be brigadier- 
general. 


Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Henry Clay Cook, Fourth Infantry, to be colonel, 
Maj. Augustus 


udson Bainbridge, Tenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel. 
Capt. Richard Isaac Eskridge, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 


major. 

First Lieut. Arthur Charles Ducat, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be captain. 

First Lieut. Stephen O’Connor, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
captain. 

Second Lieut. Henry Gideon Lyon, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. George Davis Moore, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Candidate Sergt. Ira L. Reeves, Company B, Fourth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant. 

Candidate Corpl. Edward S. Walton, Company F, Fifteenth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant, 


1897. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, May 3, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 
The Jauna of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
e Journal of the proceedings of Monday, April 26, was then 
read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 
9, 10, 12, 18, 14, 15, and 16, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the certificate of election of 
Mr. Joseph B. Showalter, elected to fill the vacancy caused by the 
death of Hon. J. J. Davidson, of the Twenty-fifth Pennsylvania 
district. 

The certificate was read. . 

Mr. Showalter then appeared and took the oath of office pre- 


scribed by law. 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: N 

Resolved. That on Monday. xay 10, immediately after the approval of the 
Journal, the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
. of considering Senate bill 1035, entitled Au act to establish a uni- 

‘orm system of A a throughout the United States.“ which passed the 
Senate on April 27, 1897, and shall proceed in a like manner to consider the 
same from day to day until it be finally disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution. Is there 
objection? , 

r. BREWSTER. I object, Mr. S 
Mr. BAILEY. Then I ask that it 
The SPEAKER. It will be referred. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I rise to a question of personal priy- 
ilege, Mr. Speaker. : 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, I will send to the Clerk's desk and 
have read an extract from a daily pane: : 

The Clerk read an extract from the New York Mail and Express: 

Some good friend of Hon. JERRY Simpson ought to dissuade that impetu- 
ous statesman from his determination to obstruct legislation in the — 
It would be too bad to have to pulverize Brother SIMPSON at this early stage 
of the proceedings, but that is precisely what will happenif he persists in 
his senseless meddling with Speaker Reep's trip hammer. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The Mail and Express meant “tack 
hammer” and not ‘‘trip hammer.” 

The Clerk read an extract from the Glens Falls (N. V.) Times: 

The national lawmakers ought to create a new law by which it will be im- 
possible for JERRY Simpson to obstruct le tion in the House. He reminds 
us strikingly of a male species of sheep which, when released, tears all over 
the farm knocking down a dag pe everybody in sight. But JERRY 
wants to always keep in mind that this bounding, buoyant bunter sometimes 
runs, in his very excess of spirits, his head against a stone wall. And JERRY, 
when he tackled Tom REED, makes us think very much of this simile. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I send another extract 
to the Clerk’s desk to have read. ? 

The Clerk read an extract from the Lincoln (Nebr.) State Jour- 
nal of April 11, 1897. 

JERRY Stursox's threat that he will hereafter make himself a standing 
nuisance as an objector to everything in the House that requires unanimous 
consent and will demand a quorum every blessed morning to approve the 
minutes of the 8 day is about up to his measure of statesmanship. 
JERRY will act the part of the Jersey 'skeeter to annoy the wakeful and wake 
up the drowsy. He has struck his gait at last. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I send another extract 
from the Philadelphia Inquirer of April 15, 1897. 

The Clerk.read as follows: 

Hon. Jerry SIMPSON is reported to have said that he pro; to make all 
the trouble he can by obstructionist tactics in the House. If JERRY has really 
decided upon this, it will be recorded at the end of the session that he suc- 
ceeded—in making all the trouble that he could for himself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether any- 
mne, that raises a question of personal privilege has been pre- 
sented? 


aker. 
introduced and referred. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And whether these extracts can be published 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think they can. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask the gentleman a question for infor- 
mation. Does he propose to follow this with a resolution of thanks 
to these editors? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, The gentleman will hear what I pro- 
pose to do later on, if he will possess his soul in quietness and peace. 

Mr. Speaker, I am charged here in these various newspaper 
squibs, as they may becalled,as being an obstructor—with obstruct- 
ing the business of this House. Now, I have a very large and 
intelligent constituency in Kansas, and I am sensitive about this 
matter. Ido not want to, neither will I, rest under a charge of 
being an obstructionist when I am not guilty. Now, I want to 
show who is the obstructionist and who is obstructing the busi- 
ness, for I will not stand or sit here quietly in my seat and rest 
under this charge. Now, the rules of this House 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will be a rather unsatis- 
factory doctrine to introduce in the House of Representatives that 
its time should be taken up by the reading of paragraphs from 
newspapers of the kind that have been presented, So She the gen- 
tleman from Kansas knows it is quite apparent that they do not 
injure the gentleman’s usefulness, [Laughter.] 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. I had these extracts read to show 
that I was being charged with obstructing the business of this 
use 


0 . 
Rule IX says: 


ett ions of privilege shall be, first, those arecuna the rights of the House 

collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, 
the rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their repre- 
sentative capacity, and shall have precedence of all other questions, except 
motions to adjourn. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this affects my reputation. Asa Representa- 
tive, I do not want, neither will I rest under, this charge without 
an opportunity of explanation. I am not trying to obstruct busi- 
ness. I want to show who is obstructing. hat really does ob- 
struct the business is the Speaker, and everybody knows in this 
House, 5 Speaker himself 

Mr. DINGLEY. raise the question of order that the gentle- 
man has not submitted any question of personal privilege, and is 
not discussing any point of order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I hope the gentleman from Maine 
will hear me. The gentleman from Maine no doubt will be recog- 
nized as one of the defenders of the plutocrats, but he need not 
run in voluntary haste to defend their side. They will take care 


of him all right. 
The SPEAKER. The tleman must be in order. He can not 
defend himself by attacking anybody else on the floor. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I will defend myself in the best way 
I can. When I am denied a hearing and gentlemen raise objec- 
tions which are clearly out of order, as the gentleman from Maine 
pa DINGLEY] does, I must protect myself in some way against 

ese disorderly attacks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I was going on to show what is the cause of 
the obstruction of the business of this House, and that is the want 
of the Speaker's obeying the rules. Rule X provides that 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (continuing). The rule provides 
that— 

Unless otherwise Specially 
point, at the commencemen 
mittees— 

At the commencement of each Congress, Mr. Speaker! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from Kansas that if he will present to the House a proposition 
that the Speaker has been derelict in his duty in not appointing 
the committees, or if he will even put it in the form of a request 
that the committees shall be appointed, and the House sustains 
his proposition, the committees will be promptly appointed. Now, 
the gentleman from Kansas knows that he can bring this matter 
to a head at once, and the Chair hopes he will do it. 

Mr. DALZELL. He does not dare do it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does not the Chair know that one 
single objection will stop consideration? 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit it to the House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes, the Chair will submit it to the 
House, but the Chair knows and everybody knows that there will 
be objection made, and I, being in a hopeless minority, will have 
no opportunity to have my proposition considered. 

TheSPEAKER. Willthegentleman present such aproposition? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, here are many 
important bills—— 

heSPEAKER (interposing). Will the gentleman from Kansas 
present such a proposition? i 


ordered by the House, the Speaker shall 
of each Congress, the following standing . 
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* BIMENO: N of Kansas. T would if I thought it would get a 
earing an 

The SPEAKER. very well. The Chair will lay it before the 
House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 1 later than this morning the gen- 


tleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bankruptcy bill, a measure that is unani- 
mously demanded all over the country; but many gentlemen on 
the majority side were ready to object, and that shows the necessity 
for the appointment of the committees. Now, the Speaker has had 
ample time to appoint the committees 
eS The Chair is desirous of having this matter 
settled by the House, but if the gentleman from Kansas will not 
esent such a proposition, and if no other gentleman will present 
ie it is evident that neither the gentleman from Kansas nor any- 
body else thinks it ought to be done; and if nobody thinks so, not 
even the gentleman from Kansas who is making these remarks, 
it looks like the unanimous opinion of the House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of 5 5 sara I r. 
Speaking to a question of perso privilege e myse 
from the charge of being an obstructionist. The rules y in- 
struct him to appoint the committees. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can have the difficulty 
e e he will present such a proposition as the Chair 

s k 

Mr. 8 N of Kansas. I am proceeding to remove the diffi- 
culty by explaining my position in this House and showing that I 
am not open to the charge of being an obstructionist. Now, I hope 
the S er will hear me on this question, as I have a right to 
be heard and my constituents have the right to have their Repre- 
sentative heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. T hope the Speaker will not hear the gentleman 
from Kansas out of order simply because he makes an attack on 
the Chair. The gentleman, when he does that, makes an attack 
upon the House at the same time, and I insist on the point of 


order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Is the Speaker beyond attack? If 
the is derelict in his duty in failing to obey the rules, 
should we sit here and silently acquiesce in it? That is the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I insist upon the point of order, Mr. S r, 
that the gentleman from Kansas is out of order. He does not 
present any question of personal privilege. 

Mr. W AM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 


men uiry. 
8 N of Kansas. Are we come to that pass, Mr. 
Speaker, that you are too t to obey the rules? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STO I desire the attention of the - 


character that it has, the Chair will submit to the House the 
question whether it is a 8 of privilege or not. f 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well, let the Chair do so; 
butin the meantime I do not think we ought to have any further 
discussion about it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I hope the S will not resort 
to that. With a brutal majority here, the Speaker knows he can 
have it voted out of order. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. : 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 94, 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question there are ayes 37, noes 
94. The noes have it, and the House decides that the matter pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Kansas does not raise a question of 


Ir 15 1S of Washington. Y d Mr. Speaker 
2 m. Yeas and nays, Mr. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes have it 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No quorum has voted on this ques- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of taking this ques- 
tion by yeas and nays will rise and stand until counted. tthe 

er counted those rising.] Nineteen members have voted in 

favor of ordering the yeas and nays; not a sufficient number. 
The yeas and naya are not ordered. , 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I make the point that no quorum 
has voted on the motion. 


Several MEMBERS. Too late. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I made that point before the result 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I made the point before the Chair 
made the annonncement of the vote on the last motion. 

Mr, WILLIAM A, STONE. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Smtrsox] asked for the yeas and nays himself. 

Mr. ON of Kansas, I then made the point that there was 
no quorum voting on the motion. 

r. DALZELL. But the gentleman waived that by demanding 
the yeas and nays; and now it is too late to renew the demand. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Kansas demanded the yeas 
and nays, and after that he said, No quorum voting;“ but as 
that point was not pressed, he acquiesced in the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that on a point of this sort 
he ought to take the statement of the gentleman from Kansas, if 
he says that he made the demand in due time. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I did make it in faith. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I submit that the House ought to 
have the right to say something about this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The point of the gentleman from Kansas is 
that pe voted. It is not necessary a quorum should vote. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kansas makes the point 
that no quorum voted, then it is overruled. 

: Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is the only point he is trying 
o make. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
says that the gentleman from Kansas made the point that no 
quorum had voted. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I made the point that no quorum 
had voted on the motion to sustain the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that point. 
on the Republican side.] The noes have it; and the 
cides that this is not a question of privilege. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL THURSDAY NEXT. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that when the House adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet.on Thursday next. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will withhold that motion for 
a moment, I wish to him whether it is the purpose ef the 
majority to afford the House an opportunity to say whether or 
not it desires to consider the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Whatever may come up in order can be con- 


sidered. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the gentleman from Maine understands 

3 well that there is no possible way to get that question 

fore the House if the majority determines that it shall not come 
up. Now, I wish to say to the gentleman in all candor that if it 
is the purpose of the majority to afford the House at this meet- 
ing, or even the next meeting, an bane to test the question 
whether it desires to pro with that bill, I shall cheerfully vote 
for his motion; butif it is not their purpose, I shall vote against it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is very well aware that the 
only way in which that question can come before the House, 
except subject to the objection of any individual member, is by a 
special rule reported from the Committee on Rules. What the 
committee might do on that question I have no information. 

Mr. DALZELL. Did not a resolution of the tleman from 
Texas on this subject go to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BAILEY. It did. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me say that the question submitted by 
that resolution has been and is under consideration by the com- 
mittee, and I believe if it is the desire of the House to consider 
the bankru bill, it will be considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well; that is 3 

Mr. LACEY. Permit me to state that my colleague [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] is ill and can not be here for the present. 

Mr. LLIAM A. STONE. And he was the chairman of the 
committee that reported this bill in the last Congress. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is a pertinent fact. 

Mr. BAILEY. The fact is entirely pertinent, if it wt oes Oye 
to send the bill to the Judiciary Committee; but if it should be 
the judgment of the House to take this bill up without such ref- 
erence, the case would be different. 

Mr. DALZELL. Isuggest tothe gentleman from Texas that, as 
a member himself of the Committee on Rules, he knows the mat- 
ter will have fair consideration in that committee. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Upon that statement I am satisfied to let the 
matter rest. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask for a vote on my motion. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. In accordance with the kindly 
suggestion of the Speaker himself, I rise for the purpose of offer- 
ing a resolution that the S shall appoint the committees 
within five days; and I should like that put to the House in order 
that we may reach the sense of the House on the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Another motion is now pending. K 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I offer that as my resolution at 
this time, in compliance with the suggestion of the Chair, and I 
desire action upon it. 


ughter 
ouse de- 


1897. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The 


gentleman can introduce his 
resolution, but not for considération at this time. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If the gentleman has any objec- 
tion to make to my proposition, I should like to have him state it. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. We knew that gentlemen on the 


other side would object. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I should like to hear the gentle- 
man’s objection, in order that I may take issue with him. What 
is his objection? 

The SPEAKER. There is a privileged motion now pending. 
The Chair was not aware that the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. Lewis] proposed to present such a resolution. 

Mr. WHE. of Alabama. Will not the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY}] withdraw his motion for a moment? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Let the gentleman from Maine 
withdraw his motion, and then I can tender my motion now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My motion is simply that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I tender that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that when 
the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I call for a division. 

The eye bei in taken, there were—ayes 116, noes 37. 

Mr. DE ARMO I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 56 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Irise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the motion of the = 
man from Maineshould be carried, will it then be in order for the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis] to present the motion 
gu ted by him? 

e SPEAKER. It would, as the Chair is inclined to think; 
but as the question has been raised whether it would be in order 
or not, the Chair will not undertake to decide it now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Lask the quetan sincerely —— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understan 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Because upon the answer to 
that question may depend my vote on the pending question. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY; and 
there were—yeas 128, nays 46, answered present 14, not voting 
165; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 

Adams, Davis, Lacey, Royse, 
Adamson, Davison, Ky. Lan Sayers, 
Alexander, yton, Latimer, Shannon, 
—— . — a Shattuc, 

ey, Y, wW. . Sherman, 
Baird. Dolliver, Littauer, Showalter, 
Baker, Md. Dovener, Low, Simpkins, 
— Ellis, Lybrand, Slayden. 

U E cle! Smith, 
Bartholdt, Faris, McDonald, Smith, S. W. 
Bennett, Fenton, Maguire, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Booze, oote, . Marsh, Southard, 
Brewer, Fowler, N. J. Maxwell, Sprague, 
Brewster, Fox, Mercer. Stephens, Tex. 
Broderick, Gibson, Me er, La. Stevens, 
Bromwell, Graff, Stone, C. W. 

x Gri Moody, 7 > W. A 
Brownlow, Grosvenor, 8. Strode, Nebr. 
Brucker, Hager, Northway, Sullivan, 
Butler, Hawley, Olmsted, Sulloway, 
Cannon. ay, d te, 
Carmac Henry, Ind. Oversti Taylor, Ala. 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Tex Packer, Pa. Aer 
Clarke. N. H. Hepburn, Parker, Walker, Mass. 
Connell. Hitborn, Payne, ard, 
Connolly, Hill, Pearce, Mo, Warner, 
Cooney, Hitt, Pugh, eaver, 
Cooper, Tex. Jett, nig, Wheeler, K. 
Cousins, Kerr, ves, Wilson, N. 
Curtis, Iowa Ketcham, Rixey, Wright, 
oe ee Robbins, 08 
Daizell, Kleberg, Ro! 8 Young, Pa. 

NAYS—46. 

Allen, Davey, Love, Ridgely, 
Baker, III. De Armond, M — 
Barlow, — 0 — well, opening 
Bell, wiler, cMillin, impson, 
Benton, Gunn, cRae, Skinner, 
Botkin, Handy, Meekison. S 3 
Brundidge, Hunter, Ind. Sutherland, 
Burke, Jones, Wash. Norton, rry. 
Campbell, Kitchin, en, Vincent, 

e, Knowles, „Tenn. or. 

Mo. Lamb, 
Cow Lewis, Wash. Richardson, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—14. 
Dinsmore, McCulloch, Waa Ilias 
us, Dockery, tallings, 
vidson, Wis. Dorr. Stewart, Wis. 

Be Vries. Hinrichsen, 


NOT VOTING—166. 
Acheson. Danford, 
Arnold, Davenport, ag To teon, La. 
ber, Eddy, 2 Russell. 
Barham, Elliott, * Sauerhering, 
Cape aes es 
re’ en nney, ion, 
Barrows, Fischer, Little, 
Beach, Fitzgerald, Livi Smith, Ky. 
Belden. Fitzpatrick, Lorimer, Snover, 
VC 
e P ‘088, ude! $ 
Bonner, Pa ae Looe x ever — 
TTY, ardner, cAleer, 
Bingharo; Gillet, N. Y. Call, Steele” 
Bishop, Gillett, McCleary, Stewart, N. J. 
Bland, Greene, McEwan, Stokes, 
Bodine, Griggs, McIntire, Strait, 
Boutelle, Grout, McLaurin, Strowd, N. d 
Bradley. Grow, Maddox, Sturte 
Brantley, 3 y, Sulzer, 
Brenner, Ohio Harmer, Mahon, Talbert, 
Brou Hartman, Mann, Tawney, 
Brumm, Heatwole, Tayler, Ohio 
Bull, Hemenway, Martin, 4 
Burton, Henderson, Mesick, Underwood, 
1 3 Miller, Vandiver, 
: Henry, Miss. Minor, Van Voorhis, 
Chicke A cks, ehslage, 

A Hooker, Moon, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Iowa Hopkins, Mudd, Walker, Va. 
888 Howard, Ala. Newlands, Wanger, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Howard, Ga. Odell, Weymout 
Codding, Howe, Os! Wheeler. 
Colson, Howell, Otjen, ite, 
Cooke, ull, s White, N. C. 
Cooper, Wis. Hurley, Perkins, Wilber, 
Corliss, enkins, ilNiams. 
Cox, Johnson, Ind Pitney, Wilson, S. C. 
Cranford, Johnson, N. Dak. Plo Young, Va. 
Crump, Jones, Va. Powers, 

Crumpacker, Joy, 0, 
Kelley, Ray, 


So the motion of Mr. DINGLEY, that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on eee nati; was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: ; 
Until further notice: 
r. BARHAM with Mr. MCCULLOCH. 
. Cousins with Mr. Sms. 
. COLSON with Mr. OSBORNE. 
. FISCHER with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. WARD with Mr. BROUSSARD. : 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
. McCau with Mr. Jonzs of Virginia. i 
. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 
. BARNEY with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER, 
Mr. Manon with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania, 
. SPALDING with Mr. CRANFORD. 
. JOY with Mr. McLaurin. 
. EDDY with Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, 
. Mupp with Mr. LITTLE. 
. SPERRY with Mr. GRIGGS. 
. MESICK with Mr. PETERS. 
Hicks with Mr. OTEY. 
. ADAMS with Mr. DocKkERY, 
Loup with Mr. DR VRIEs. 
. LENTZ with Mr. LYBRAND. 
LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
. WEYMOUTH with Mr. LANHAM. 
. PITNEY with Mr. ROBB. 
HENDERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
. WHITE of Ilinois with Mr. Surra of Kentucky, 
Foss with Mr. McALEER. 
. BROWNLOW with Mr. Moon. 
RoBBINS with Mr. VANDIVER. 
with Mr. BODINE. 
Mr. movas 2878 ue oe man 
. SHELDEN wi r. YounG of Virginia. 
OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 
CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 8 
8 r of New J with Mr. T 
. STEWART of New Jersey . TAYLOR of Alabama, 
Mr. HULL with Mr. CLAYTON. 
Mr. McIntire with Mr. MARSHALL. 
Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Topp. 
Mr. Brosivus with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
Mr. Kür with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. Achxsox with Mr. Witson of South Carolina. 
Mr. Coruiss with Mr. LATIMER. 
Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 
Mr. Hemenway with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
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Mr. PERKINS with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. UppEGRAFF with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. Davinson of Wisconsin with Mr. ELLIOTT, 

Mr. Horkixs with Mr. HIN RICRHSEN. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. TATE. 

Mr, Van Vooruis with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina. 

Mr. Dorr with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Mr. Powers with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. CaTCHINGS. 

Mr. Brum™M with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. STURTEVANT with Mr. SLAYDEN, 

For two days: 

Mr. Copp Nd with Mr. BLAND. 

For this day: 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. FITZGERALD. 
Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. Burton with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries. 


LYNCHING OF ITALIAN SUBJECTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the following message 
from the President of the United States. 
The message was read, as follows: 


To the Congress of the United States; 


I transmit a report from the 5 State, reciting the circumstances 
attending the lynching at Holmesville, , on the night of August 8, 1896, of 
three Italian subjects named Salvatore Arena, Giuseppe Venturella, and 
Lorenzo Salardino, and I recommend the appropriation U7 Congress, with- 
out admitting the liability of the Government of the United States in the 
premises, of the sum of $6,000, to be paid by the Secretary of State to the Gov- 
ernment of Italy, and to be distributed by that Government in such manner 
as it may deem proper among the heirs of the three Italian subjects above 


5 WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EX£curIvVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 8, 1897. 
The message was ordered to be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, when appointed, and, with the accompanying 
documents, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker—— [A ansa] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, will not the gentle- 
man delay that motion fora moment? There has been a great deal 
of talk on the other side about offering a resolution. 

Several MEMBERS, Regular order! 

Mr. McMILLIN. Debate is not in order. ughter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I just wanted to see whether gen- 
tlemen on the other side had the courage of their convictions. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order that debate is not 
in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let them bring on the resolution, 
if they have one, I think the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Lewis] has such a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair waited before recognizing the 

ntleman from Maine Eas DINGLEY] a sufficient time for any- 

y to present the resolution which had been proposed, and the 
Chair calls the attention of the House to the subject, because he 
thinks that justice to himself uires that the House and the 
country should know that there is an opportunity, in case it is 
desired, to present such a resolution as has been referred to. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the motion that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The majority ought to protect the 
Speaker. 

ST DALZELL. He does not need any protection. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. You 8 him a while ago. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The rules already command the 
Speaker to appoint committees. : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I am addressing 
myself to the subject of the resolution which the honorable 
Speaker referred to in his remarks. $ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman send it up to the Chair 
and let us know what the question is? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If the gentleman desires to ad- 
dress me, will he designate any question; or address the Chair? 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas, Let us have order, Mr. Speaker, 
[Laughter. | 

The SP R. Gentlemen will please resume their seats and 
the House will be in order. 

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker 
; 55 Does the gentleman desire to present a reso- 
ution 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, Yes. I have taken the liberty of 
sending it to the Clerk’s desk in due course. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the House that the committees authorized 
by Rule X should be appointed at this session of Congress, and as soon here- 
after as is practicable for the Speaker to make the assignments, so that bi 
resolutions, 8 and memorials that have been or that may be refer: 
under Rule XI may be examined and considered, as contemplated by the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the rules of the House. 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I address myself to 
the resolution. As is well known, I belong to that much sus- 
pected order“ the new member.” [Laughter.] But to relieve 
the House from an anticipated embarrassment or fear and distress, 
which I am informed is incident to the advent of the new man,” 
T at once disavow any intention and disclaim pad urpose of mak- 
ing a speech. See, enna Such remarks as IS address to 
the House will wholly be pertinent to this resolution and intended 
to serve no other purpose than to explain my motive and make 


clear my object. . 

I should deeply regret, Mr, Speaker, if it shall anywhere develop 
that my remarks will be found in conflict with any member of m 
party or with any member of the reform forces to whose creeds 

ave subscribed my faith and to whose cause I shall continue to 
give my tireless advocacy. My resolution uests the sense of 
the House to the point that under Rule X the honorable Speaker 
should, as a matter of duty, appoint the regular committees, in 
order that business shall at once be proceeded with in the same 
manner and to the same extent as though we were in the ordinary 
session instead of the extraordinary one. ' 

I claim the rule to be mandatory; that it is injunctive; that it 
leaves no alternative but the discharge of this duty. I read the 
words of it: ‘‘ Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, 
the heer shall appoint at the commencement of each Cong 
the following standing committees,” etc. Can anything be plainer? 
Has not Congress commenced? At this commencement is not the 
Speaker ordered under the rule to appoint the committees by the 
imperative mandate of ‘‘shall appoint?” The only exception is 
that named in the rule, to wit, unless otherwise ordered.” 
That w unless you were ordered to desist, it was your duty to 

oed. 

This is the order of the law. Not until it is superseded by an 
affirmative action on the part of the House relieving you of it, 
and this to have been given at the “commencement of Congress,” 
your duty to make the appointments is without possibility of eva- 
sion, can not be justifiably avoided, and a 5 to do so is a 
usurpation that is contrary to the Constitution of the country. the 
intent of the law, and in violation of the highest and cardinal 
right of the American people. [Applause. z 

Sir, from my place in this Chamber, with which I am honored 
by the sovereign people of my glorious State, sadly have I observed 
a disinclination on the part of the House, or certain members of it, 
to proceed any further in the discharge of official duty than that 
heretofore proceeded with in the form of a special tax law. I 
note with much dissatisfaction that among the honorable gentle- 
men composing the party in the ranks of which I have labored in 
the past, and the precepts and teachings of which I constantly 
seek to inculcate into the liberty-loving mind of my countrymen, 
there is a division as to what is our duty in the premises. To 
these gentlemen I say I refer them, as I have referred myself, to 
the platforms and declarations which we made before the people 
when we were seeking their suffrages. [Applause.] These plat- 
forms created the issues, and the great people of the country 
returned a verdict upon them. 

THE CRY OF THE PEOPLE. 

We are not rebellious against the majority for their contrary 
decision; we are not fractious and have no inclination to open 
strife; but this much oh Yong beyond cavil, that in this great 
Republic, at the time of this campaign, there was an army of 
human beings breathing the same air with us, worshiping the 
same God, loving their brother man, who, in a land of plenty, 
surrounded by unlimited resources, the fruits of prosperity ripen- 
ing before their eyes, as the guest at the feast of Tantalus, found 
these fruits tempting to desire, but too far from the reach, These 
continue to be without pittance. They are without support; the 
are suffering. They come to us with their declaration; they stan 
as the army under the ancient Philip; from over the hillsides, 
against the vaulted skies, the echo is heard crying out, Come 
over and help us.” 

With a love to the humblest citizen of the Republic, witha hope 
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for his welfare, with an abiding trust that we were faithful serv- 
ants of the Government and true friends of the humble, we were 
ordered here to answer that will, to respond to that cry. There 
was but one way in which such could be done. It was through 
the avenues of the law. To those who were hungry, they whom 
the want of bread had denied the power of logic, who even lifted 
their voices and sometimes their hands against the fixed institu- 
tions of their country—sacred in age and reposing in long preced- 
ence—to all of these unfortunate we assured that in the channels of 
the law, within the due province of legislation, guided by the chart 
of the Constitution and sustained by written precepts, would their 
relief come; bade them to be patient. They are patient; they have 
remained very patient. It was as to these and their kind to whom 
the great Junius addressed the truth, ‘‘ That thereis an hour when 
the patience of the multitude can go no further.” [AP lause, 
It was immaterial whether the Duke of Bedford or the Duke o 
Grafton cared to heed this admonition. It is sufficient for us to 
know that an arbitrary and unnecessary refusal by men in power 
to recognize this truth is as one who refuses to observe the over- 
hanging blade suspended alone by the strength of a hair. 

These people are asking for the fulfillment of the pledge of relief 
through the law. They stand upon the hillsides and look to the 
citadel. They are in the valley with their faces upturned, 
drenched in tears. They look unto us. Will it suffice to answer 
their cries with the assertion that to attempt anything in the form 
of relief by law would not be “ political“ that is, not expedient;“ 
that fet does not serve to e a proper preparation of party 
ca i ” 

ow long do the honorable-gentlemen of this House and the 
esteemed Speaker fancy that such hollow and unfeeling responses, 
such shambling expedients, will serve this patient and suffering 
multitude? Can we stamp ourselves traitors to a promise and 
hypocrites to our professed faith? Where will this land us; what 
shall be the final outcome of it? What answer shall we make 
when due response is forced upon us and an account of our stew- 
ardship is properly sought by those to whom we are but the serv- 
ants, and whose will, together with their needs, should be our 
only law? [Applause.] 

r. Speaker, it is with no desire to precipitate any invidious 
warfare against you that I refer to an incident of your personal 
experience. Not against the Mr. REED, the honorable member from 
Maine, do I hurl my lance, but against the policy of the Mr. REED 
as Speaker of the House, in whose great keeping a trust has been 
eee by the people, and the constitution of the House has 
allowed the decision, somewhat in his discretion, as to what shall 
be the course of the laws in the country coming from this House. 

When the people constituted the Speaker the guardian of such 
sacred privilege it was their faith that it would never be the inten- 
tion of a loyal man, never the practice of a patriotic man, to refuse 
arbitrarily the exercise of this high discretion, yielding decision 
against those who needed friendship and who had aright to demand 
refuge. To the contrary, the fathers of the Constitution, the 
framers of our form of government, which gives to the honorable 
Speaker of the House of Representatives so great a latitude of 
power, trusted that in a man selected by the people through their 
sacred votes there would be embodied the virtues of tolerance and 
the love of country. [Applause.] 

Surely it-will never be conceived that the intent was to create 
a power which would usurp the will of the sovereign citizens of 
the Republic, ignore the command of right, take unto himself a 
capricious and 8 view as to what should or should not 
be done, having alone for guidance the sense as to how politically 
it might best affect the fortunes of any political party rather than 
the personal interests of the citizens of the commonwealth. [Ap- 

ause. 
> | AN APPEAL FROM TWO HUNDRED THOUSAND. 

To sustain my idea of your position, and that you, sir, are re- 
quired in your official capacity in the sense that I say was the 
intention of the country to invest you, I recall to your memory 
that only a few days since an honorable association of gentlemen, 
representing the Federation of Trades, the army of toilers, visited 

ou and petitioned their grievances, and sought redress at your 

d, setting out and prescribing with detail that 3,000,000 of 
them, anxious to toil, were remediless, seeking labor fruitlessly, 
clamoring for some relief, only to be met with a heartless response 
of those who cared little for their welfare. 

This honorable committee voiced the sentiment of 10,000,000 
human beings when they asked the right to earn an honest living, 
the passage of laws which would permit the accumulation, by re- 
sult of their toil, of such little possession as would accord them 
ease, some degree of peace, and the fulfillment in part of their 

rayer for happiness. e They assured the honorable 

peaker that, from calculation made with exactness, 200,000 of 
their brothers, children of the same God, born of the same flesh, 
having the same life, were upon the world, thrown upon its char- 
ities, oppressed with its persecutions, hungry for bread, shivering 
in the cold for want of covering, and unhoused. 
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American citizens, all of them, supporters of the Constitution, 
law-abiding, they who were the creators of the fortunes of the more 


fortunate. They had put their artisan strength and scientific skill 
to the crude implements of earth and out of it wrought theshapes 
of beauty and the designs of convenience which enable the thou- 
sands of this country, by their utilization, to live surrounded with 
the joy, to swing in the ennui of profligate idleness, while the 
millions who had created this bounty were condemned to want, to 
misery, to be ostracised from every social privilege and every 
prospect of delight which a free world and a sovereign country 
should have assured them. [Loud applause.] May I not here 
recall the protest of Lear as befitting indeed the situation? 


Poor naked wretches. 
Wheresoe’er A are, how shall your houseless heads, 
Your unfed sides, your looped and windowed raggedness, 
Defend from seasons such as these? 
* +$ * * * * * 


Go feel what wretches feel, that thou mayest z 
Shake the superflux to them and show the heavens more just. 

To these, Mr. Speaker, what was your reply? That you accorded 
this honorable committee most courteous reception no one can 
deny; that you Appronta the significance of their coming all 
will admit; that from your treatment you were conscious of the 
potency of their influence both in private and public affairs is 
mostapparent. Whichof these considerations animated your con- 
duct is not for my criticism. It suffices to know that you assured 
these honorable gentlemen in their demand for legislation look- 
ing to their relief that steps would be taken as soon as ‘‘con- 
venient and practicable.” That you meant this declaration it 
would be uncivil to deny, and that you purpose now executing it 
at the first opportunity of proving your sincerity, I am sure ali 
will concur. 

Then, sir, let's to it! The clamoring from the outside, the de- 
mand from the inside, can not always be ignored. I do not ten- 
der this resolution for the purpose of a political effect. To that I 
am indifferent; I do not seek present vantage. I have long since 
learned that this is temporary, when even best secured; but I 
stand upon the constitutional feature that we have no right to be 
assembled here, drawing compensation from the people of the 
country, already overburdened in taxation, and, as faithless serv- 
ants, shirk our duty and decline to perform our tasks, I stand 
with Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison in the belief that we should 
work for our pay or refuse the duty of the trust. [Applause.] 

What a ludicrous spectacle do we present in urging upon toil- 
ers of less distinguished kind that they should render to their 
master full meet of labor,” as enjoined by the holy precepts, but 
that it is left only for us to decline a duty—to skulk away from a 
demand—and to refuse to attend the service of which we are 
engaged, and for which every day we are accepting pay and 
hoping for honor! 

SOME OF THE NEEDS OF THE COUNTRY. 

Sir, there have been many bills introduced in this House. 
They have been tendered by different gentlemen who believed 
they were necessary, and immediately so. There is a measure for 
which I am responsible, looking to the salvation of the 
ple from the payment of a hundred thousand dollars which is 
to be expended for a casual junket abroad by a certain committee 
of selected 5 to urge upon the foreign ministers the ad- 
visability of coming together to ‘‘ agitate” the prospect of some 
convention which shall deliberate upon the probability of some 
conclusion [laughter], which conclusion is to be directed to the 
1 of the creditor yielding his debt up as a gift to the 

ebtor in adopting means by which the debtor may lessen his bur- 
den, [Laughter and applause.] As is known, I, too, have my 
ideas as to what are the proper forms of relief. 

The honorable gentleman from Maine, respected by those who 
know him and deeply regarded by all who hear of him, insists that 
the measure of relief is the increase of taxes upon those who are 
least able to bear it. I answer him that it is not alone a question 
as to how much taxes they are to pay, but rather where are they 
to get the money to pay any taxes with? [Applause.] I insist 
that what the country needs is a currency—an expanded one—an 
increase of currency, avenues through which it can be ushered to 
the people, and sources through which it may reach them; insti- 
tutions to be created for the handling, and means whereby the 
individual can procure this money as a return for his toil or his 
products. Therefore, I am upon the platform and the declara- 
tions which are ee for sending me here—for the coinage 
of both gold and silver, the coinage of the silver to be free; like- 
wise the gold; the ratio of the silver to be 16 to 1, and that as an 
exercise of the sovereignty of this country, irrespective of the 
Gd ted or disapproval of any other. [Loud applause. } 

insist that a proper committee should be named, as required 
by the rules, through which measures looking to this relief can 
be addressed and properly put before the country. The farmers 
of the land, who are compelled to exchange their crop to the 
transportation companies for the mere privilege of carrying it to 
the market, sre clamoring for some refuge and some relief. Much 
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solicitude was e 
Has the ardor o 3 
subsided completely? hat peculiar 
drug has seized the senses of the respected gentlemen, that they 
should have been put to sleep so effectually upon the rights of the 
people, and silent as against their demands? 

as it the mere success of election and assurance of a seat until 
the people shall have another opportunity to pass upon their com- 
ings and shortcomings? Is it true that the honorable gentlemen 
have learned, alas, that a people are forgetful of political offenses 
against them, and that at each recurring election they it the 
false teachers and hypocrites to soothe their ear and em their 
heart in the assurances of loyalty to them and devotion to their 
cause if but another opportunity shall be afforded? Constant vio- 
lation of pledges, the endless breaking of promises, the tual 
ignoring of the poor and all their desires, their needs, and their 
miseries, seem in the past to have had no effect to aronse those who 
were most offended to action, but under the talismanic cry of 
“ party,” they reed beneath the standard that has a flag before 
election in the folds of which are written the promises of relief, 
but which after becomes the ps lifted up before the multitude, 
bearing the serpent’s coil. [Applause.] 

I do not marvel that the eminent gentlemen feel themselves se- 
cure in their places out of the consciousness that time after time, 
season after season, those who are most interested have ever been 
beguiled, and that they continue to be the susceptible dupes of 
these continuing golden promises. But, sir, let no gentleman con- 
sole himself with the thought that there will not be an awakening. 
It must come, and, as Milton has put it, it will be ‘‘as a strong 
man rising from a sleep.“ These people, too, will kindle their eyes 
with the light of the sun; they will girt on their armor and move 
to conflict, which the proprieties of this occasion do not permit 
that I should assume to describe. Sir, such course would not be 
new; such ought not to be unexpected. 

It would be a repetition of history which repeats itself as often 
as the false and oppressive conduct of mankind requires it. Sit- 
ting here day by day, assuming to do nothing, offering no relief, 
proposing no measure, while misery increases, hunger stalks 
abroad in the land, the poor mendicants for charity and the miser- 
able yielding up the struggle, shall we wonder that there are 
those on the outside who are seriously questioning whether this 
honorable body has not served the time of its use ess? Is it to 
be questioned why they seek some other form of government, 
some other process of legislation? 

Sir, they are blind who will not see. In the lan of Hugo, 
“ they are fools who close their ears to the sounds without.” It 
is because I feel that we should go to the rescue and those who 
are needy should have a right to demand of us, as their sovereign 
representatives, faithful and complete and full performance of our 
contract [spplanse), that I insist that as legislation can not under 


ressed in their behalf during the late campaign. 
these A e who then professed so much, 


drowsiness or stupefying 


the rules and constitution of the House be even proposed, far less 
effectuated, without compliance with the rules in of a 
may serve as a Viaduct through whic: 


poang committees whi i 
run and sift this legislation, that this condition precedent—the 
ttee—shall be 


appointment of these commi proceeded with at once. 
[Applause | This is an occasion where delay is both dangerous 
and destructive. 


Jam aware, Mr. Speaker, that there are gentlemen on the other 
side of this House who find some gratification in the fact that I 
have forced this issue. They fancy that I have created a division 
in my parny and among the friends of the cause of reform, and 
more than that, are gleeful with the unctuous consolation that 
now they can vote that the Speaker shall not appoint the com- 
mittees, and then the provision of the rule saying that the honor- 
able § er shall appoint the committees, ‘‘ unless otherwise or- 
dered,” has been met, in that by reason of the negative vote upon 
the resolution it has been otherwise ordered.” 8 

To these gentlemen I say they are entitled to the full measure 
of credit such imagination may afford, and shall receive all the 
glory that shall come from that without the slightest envy from 
me. E and applause.] Indeed, in tendering to them the 
full share of all the gratification they may obtain I commiserate 
them in the end which I know will unquestionably be theirs to 
endure. I extend to them the sympathy of a man who, conscious 
that in the distance there are those who will receive these eminent 
gentlemen into the peaceful retreat and to an undisturbed ob- 
scurity with infinitely more delight than they enjoyed when they 
a ey 75 in ee is little temporary position of renown and honor. 

ud applause. 

Sir, sarki cause may relieve the honorable Speaker of a duty 
from his broadened and capacious shoulders; there may be shifted 
the weight of responsibility upon the multi-many backs of his 
party majority, and asa liamentary expedient such may be a 
gain for some one, but it is a sad gain, tis as plucking the flower 
of the poppy, from the garden of death valley, which, when no 
sooner sniffed, puts to re in death those who have surrendered 
to its allurement, [Applause.] 


WHY WAS ONLY ONE COMMITTEE NAMED? : 

Sir, another branch of this honorable body is considering th 
advisability and the wisdom of passing to the form of law a meas- 
ure sent from this House, e oued oy the honorable gentlemen 
on the other side and led with graceful captaincy by the honora- 
ble 3 from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], to whom I owe and ex- 
tend my gratitude for this silent, unanimous, and patient hearing 
which is being afforded me from the body of this House. [Ap- 
Jause.] In the meantime, sir, is there nothing else to be done? 
ow did that measure reach the Senate? Was it through a com- 
mittee? Can anyone point out the wisdom or the justice in ap- 
pointing one set of committees and refusing to appoint the others? 
any gentleman or set of gentlemen the right to decide for all 
of the other tlemen on this floor thatin one measure, and one 
alone, rests the panacea for the peopleof the commonwealth, and 
of itself bequeaths to a people and their posterity all of the bless- 

s either to which they are entitled or which they demand. 

ir, if it were necessary to appoint the committees to a limited 
degree, does it not accentuate the fact that they should have been 


appointed to a more liberal degree. [Applause.] Is there justice 
to the le at large and their Representatives, each of whom is 


sovereign in the exercise of his constitutional right to represent 
his constituency on the floor of this House; is it right, I say, to 
theze that there should be this individuating discrimination of the 
3 of one committee, which serves one interest alone, 
and a refusal to appoint any other committees to serve other inter- 
ests which are equally as potent and infinitely more in demand? 

I can not see it, sir. If it is not the right to have the commit- 
tees on finance,“ on ‘‘ railroads,” on“ commerce,” and other com- 
mittees appointed, in order that business and the demands of the 
country ll be acceded to generally, why, then, have any com- 
mittee e at all? The attitude is too inconsistent to be 
solved with any harmony, and will be much misunderstood, or be 
understood too well by those who are fuera. and appreciate 
the situation, and undoubtedly will be visited with due and proper 
punishment by those who may not be so scientifically learned in 
the ways of parliamentary procedure and the tactics of political 
captains, but whose hearts are bent upon their needs, and whose 
eyes see the wrongs that are being done them, and whose ears 
hear the refusal to heed them, [Loud applause. | 

Sir, I eat and with deference entertain the opposite views 
of the gentlemen on my right ublican side] and of course 
receive with greatest consideration and due regard the antago- 
nistic attitude of some of the friends of my party affiliations on 
the left [Democratic side]; but as for me, I hold that my respon- 
sibility is to the people who sent me here and with my coming 
ordered that I “lay my hands to the plow and to the end of the 
furrow look not back.” To these I owe responsibilities. To these 
I return at any time to make full and complete answer of my 
course and conduct, ready to accept their approbation or repudia- 
tion as they shall deem wise to the occasion; but I can not stand 
here and in mere deference to what might be regarded to be deco- 
rum maintain a silence, when no one seems willing to speak, and 
by that silence give my approval to the proposition urged by the 
8 from Maine, and seemingly the policy of the honora- 

le Speaker, that nothing shall be done, nothing attempted. noth- 
ing ventured to relieve the conditions of a stagnate business, of a 
stifled commerce, of a stricken people, and a demoralized country. 
{Applause.] I could not bea patriot did I assent to this. I would 
not be a loyal citizen if I concurred in this, and I would be a faith- 
less and not a faithful representative of my people if, even by 
resets 1 conduct could be construed into an acquiescence, 

pplause. 

Sir, it is intimated that as my resolution will not pass, it was 
unnecessary to offer it here. I did not invite the occasion. I 
came to the House this day to acqniesce bly in its proceed- 
ings, with no intention of creating by any conduct of mine any 
disturbance or disquietude; but when the gentleman from Kansas 
beren a contention upon a subject so just and 1 only mere 

ifference in the method of reaching a good end, and was chal- 
lenged by the other side to tender any offer of relief or resolution 
that would give to the honorable Speaker either to appoint the 
committees and proceed to business, or to put the responsibilities 
upon those who desire to shirk the duty, I found it both convenient 
and to my mind reasonable and my proper duty not only to sus- 
tain the gentleman from Kansas in his nrecony that the rule itself 
enforced upon the honorable Speaker the duty of appointing these 
committees, but also to giving sanction, by affirmative action of 
my own, in my own sovereign capacity, of what I believe not only 
is the duty of the Speaker and the needs of the House, but the 
er e demand of a prostrate and oppressed country. [Ap- 

Ause. 
$ Sir, 1 disclaimed at the outset the intention of making a speech 
or doing more than expressing plainly the views I had for the 
offering of this resolution in order that it may be made plain that 
Iam seeking no dissension or endeayoring to arouse any schism 
in the ranks of my own party, nor for mere political opposition to 
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the other side upon which their votes may be drawn forth for only 
political effect. I did not expect to occupy this amount of time; 
only at the instance of the honorable gentlemen who have per- 
mitted my going on could I have done so. 


It is n to say that Le to them my unfeigned grati- 
tude, and if what I have said but serve to advise men of my 
own political faith of the line where their heroic and loyal duty 
lies, and to impress any member of this House that I am not affect- 
ing a sentiment and then, when an 8 arises to assert it, 
decline or refuse the responsibility of it, I shall be satisfied. But 
I am sincere and positive in the assertion of the course of insist- 
ing that the plain people of this nation havea right to their redress 
as they cry for it. n The overburdened masses have 
a 3 expect ent of the pledges we made them. [Ap- 

use. 

p 1 deny that high taxes and a restricted currency can serve a 
relief or offer a remedy; I deny that the people are of the opinion 
that it can; Ido concur in the suggestion from the honorable 
gentleman from Maine that the people sent his here, or 
With the votes gave them a certificate of right on the floor of the 
House, and I say that no man, unless he be a fool, has a right to 
say when he voted for the Administration whose head sits at the 

ite House that he did not well know that he was voting upon 
the poor more taxes and more burdens and into the hands of the 
masters more interest and more power. [Applause.] 

Sir, the time limited for remar. a resolution I see is rap- 
idly passing. It is my desire to withhold such that I may dis- 
pense it to gentlemen upon both sides of the House who may de- 
sire to discuss this subject for me or against me. I do not know 
what attitude they may take nor what position they may assume. 
They are msible to their consciences and to their constituents, 
as Lam. Ido not seek to control their course or influence their 
action other thani so se maree that I Son Aana ee LONS 
purpose permitting them to unrighteously con e. - 
nizing that organization and decorum of form 8 
acquiescence and compliance in the course of the procedure adopted 
by the majority of a party, I yield to it to the extent that my heart 
and mind assure me is justified; but when to go further is to sac- 
rifice an honest conviction, yield up a sense of duty, decline to per- 
form a solemn trust, right there, whatever gentleman may hold 
con views, must find me taking a solemn leave of his com- 
panionship. 3 

There is no gentleman of more refined abilities or capacity than 
the honorable gentleman in whom has been confided the power of 
the leadership of our side of this House [Mr. Bala] and whose 
commands I would with greater deference and respect follow, but 
I can not assume that it is his intent nor his purpose, either for 
himself or his followers, to order them into a course which their 
consciences could not justify, their sense of duty repel, and their 
constituencies in the great Republic disavow and repudiate. 


t 
B Y. No one can justly charge me with such. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Certainly I acquit you of such. 


[Applause] ; 

„it may be that this resolution can not ; it may be that 
this resolution will not even receive the combined vote of a party; 
it may be, sir, that I am alone in the position I take and wi 
stand ev in the views I express; but, confident in the 
feeling that I am ing the views of the State from whence I 
come, and of a God-fearing and man-loving people who honor me 
with this mak Lam content, whatever the consequences or the out- 


come ` 

My position is known; it is all I seek; my reasons for it under- 
„ I desired, and if there shall be anywhere or at 
any time a standard by which my conduct shall always be known 
then to these honorable gentlemen who differ from me or whose 
course shall combat mine I solemnly assert that Iam content to 
inscribe the efforts of my I casa! life and guide them by that high 
charter of declaration of the poet statesman from your home land, 
af 5 who in a great cause said of himself, as I shall say 
of myself: 

True to my colors, though my shad: 
I will trim N ö 


my before, 
And stand by the rudder es pores the bark, 
Nor ask how I looked from the shore. 


I conclude with gratitude for the indulgence of the House. 


[Loud a use. 
Mr. BNGAIL gd. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY] desire to say anything? 

V. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to say 


Mr. B 
anything? [Laughter. 

Mir, DINGLEY i J 
casion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I su , Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Maine understands that the author of the resolution would really 
be entitled to close the discussion if he desired to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The . [Mr. Lewis] 
8 . desire to reserve his time, but did not cate to whom 

vie 


Mr. LEWIS of Washi I take the liberty of yielding the 
remainder of my time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], 
leaving him to of it as he may choose. 

Mr. BAILEY. . Speaker, if I obeyed my personal inclina- 
tion, I should retain my seat, for I am heartily sick of exhibiting 
to the country the friction and dissension that unfortunately exist 
in the Democratic party. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It 
would seem that a minority ought at least to agree upon a method 
of procedure. When we see our great adversary united—not al- 
ways in sentiment, but always in action, and sometimes against 
their judgment—in suppor of 2 measures, and then when we 
turn and see our own side hopelessly divided on a mere question 
of procedure, it is a pitiful spectacle that we present to the le 
of the United States. [Laughter and applause.] But, sir, 

msibility is not mine. have striven in every way that a 
elf-respecting man could to avoid it and to compose our dissen- 
sions. 

Only a few da „When we had the Indian appropriation bill 
before us and = Committes on Rules had reported an order 
which I thought too broad, I prevailed upon the tleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] who had E pes 
modify it so as to limit it to the bill then before the House. The 

uestion was upon sixteen amendments which had been sent to us 

om the Senate. I haà examined them, and knowing that they 
were not important, I agreed that we would proceed to consider 
them without reference to a committee. 

e e on this side who disagree with me rose and protested, 
exhibiting again to the country the differences in ourranks. For 
two days we proceeded with the consideration of those sixteen 
amendments, and the record bears me out in the statement that . 
when we had finished their consideration a division was only de- 
manded on three out of the sixteen, and there was not the sem- 
blance of a party division on a single amendment. Over such 
small and i uential matters, notwithstanding I exam- 
ined them, as it was my duty to do, and had ascertained that the 
were not important, yet gentlemen on this side choose to exhibit 
the Democratic before the country as unable to agree upon 
the method of consi eing sixteen unimportant amendments to & 
general appropriation bi 

We are asked to repeat a similar ormance this morning. 
Weare all anxious to consider the ptcy bill, and gentlemen 
on the other side have agreed with me that we shall have an oppor- 
tunity to vote upon the question of its consideration; but in the 
face of that agreement we are urged again to a partisan contest in 
which we have everything to lose and nothing to gain. The early 
passage of the Senate bill is vastly more important to the people 
of this country than anything which can be said or done in con- 
tentions like this in which we are now engaged, The need for it 
is so urgent that it passed the Senate by a vote of 49 to 8. 

Every ublican who voted at all on its final passage voted for 
it. Every Populist and silver Republican who voted at all on its 
final passage voted for it, and a large majority of the Democrats 
who voted on its final also v for it. It comes to us 
totally divested of everything like a partisan character, and it 
seems to me that men who profess so earnestly to desire its early 
enactment into a law ought to aid mein procuring its considera- 
Sonar endeavoring to take it out of everything like partisan 
politics, 5 

If our friends succeed in their efforts to involve this question in 
a partisan debate, one of two results must ensue: Either we will 
have no bankruptcy legislation at all this session, or else we 
will be forced to take the Torrey bill, because it is well known 
that a large majority of the Republican side decidedly prefer 
that bill, while almost e gentleman on this side is opposed 
to the Torrey bill and in favor of the Senate bill. I am as 
much a partisan as any good citizen ought to be, but I have 
no patience with that blind partisanship which does not stop 
to count consequences. We desire to pass one bill and to defeat 
another. We can succeed in both purposes exercising good 
judgment, and there is danger that we will fail in both purposes 
unless we do exercise good judgment. 

have canvassed the House enough to feel sure that the Senate 
bill can pass this body. Why not? It comes to us sanctioned by 
Republicans, Populists, and ocrats alike, with 49 votes in its 
favor and only 8 votes against it. Of the8 votes which were cast 
against it, 5 are opposed to all bankruptcy legislation, and 3 seem 
to be opposed to any bankruptcy law except the Torrey bill. With 
this overwhelming indorsement by the Senate, the majority of 
this House can not refuse us an opportunity to consider it; or, if 
ay do refuse us that opportunity, let the refusal be made under 
such circumstances as will place the responsibility where itjustly 
bolonge. This bankruptcy bill would afford greater and more 
immediate relief to a large number of unfortunate men than any 
measure which this Co will pass, and the country will not 


be patient with those who interfere with an agreement for its con- 
5 by raising other questions which they really do not want 
The men who will vote for this resolution do not desire its 


that order to 
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adoption, and it has been introduced with the absolute cer- 
tainty that it will be voted down, and thus relieve 3 of 
the charge of violating the rules which has been prefe: against 
him. Iam myself of the opinion that the rules of the House do 

uire the Speaker to appoint the committees within a reason- 
able time after Congress convenes, and that there has been some 
cause to complain at his violation of the rules. I have not com- 
plained, because I have thought it better for the Speaker to violate 
the rules of a Republican Congress than for the Republican party 
to inflict unjust and unwise laws on the country. 

But whatever ground of accusation may have existed up to this 
time will no longer exist when this resolution is voted down, and 
the Speaker will be relieved from the charge of disregarding the 
rules. In other words, his accusers will have done him a favor. 
They will have shifted the Fee Sat him to the major- 
ity. Indeed, they will have done more than that, for the defeat of 
this resolution will be equivalent to the House ‘‘directing other- 
wise” than the appointment of the committees. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. StMpson] was quick enough to see that, and 
when the § er invited him to introduce such a resolution he 
declined to do so. He does not want the committees appointed. 
There is not a man on this side of the House that wants them 
appointed—not one. [Laughter and 3 

. LEWIS of Washington. I differ from the gentleman. I 
am mme who desires that the committees be appointed and that 
work pr 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I hope the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BaAILEx] will understand that I do want the committees ap- 


Mr. BARLOW. And, Mr. Speaker, there is another member on 
` this side, a member from California, who wants them appointed. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I meant to sa; t there 
are no Democrats who desire the committees appoi: The gen- 
tleman from Kansas has contended that Republican legislation— 
past, present, and to come—is so bad that he quit the Republican 


ee SIMPSON of Kansas. But no worse than Democratic legis- 
tion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, I commend that statement to your fol- 
lowers on this side of the House. 5 
a Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I hope they will take the lesson 

ome, 

Mr. BAILEY. You havecontended, sir, that i. pag pines legis- 
lation was so bad that you were compelled to quit the Republican 

arty. 
p Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yet you want to compel the Republican party 
to enact more legislation of that kind. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lou do! If your constituents believe in your 
sincerity, they have less sagacity than I credit them with. [Laugh- 
ter and 8 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if I were a Republican, I would vote for the 
appointment of these committees, and thus I would teach these 
gentlemen how wise it is to be sincere. You could not doanythin 
that would surprise them and disappoint them more. [Lau ghter.| 
The country is abusing us now for our discord; it would laugh a 
us then for the advantage which you were shrewd enough to take 


of us. 

My friend from ee Pya [Mr. Lewis] says he wants a free- 
coinage bill. Does he not know—if he does not now, he will when 
the committees are appointed—that there is not as much hope of 
the Coinage Committee reporting any kind of a coinage bill as 
there is for an infidel to enter the kingdom of heaven? Lengo] 
Now, what is the use of trying to deceive the country or deceive 
ourselves? Every man of any legislative experience knows that 
the Coinage Committee will be so constituted that no reports will 
come from it. If it were otherwise, I would just as soon spend 
the summer in a free-silver debate as to spend it in any other kind 
of work. I would be willing to come here from day to day and 
listen to those speeches that the country might profit by readin 
them. [Laughter.] But I know—and I know it as certainly as 
know that I stand here—that no such bill will be reported. 

Does the gentleman imagine that the Banking and Currency 
Committee are going to report a bill to enlarge the currency? My 
own judgment is that the only bill which will come from the 
Banking and Currency Committee in the present Congress is one 
to create a currency commission. If Iam mistaken in that, and 
if they should report any other proposition, it will be one to per- 

tuate the national banks, to retire the greenbacks and other 

overnment notes, and to supply their place with the notes of the 
national banks. 

Mr. Speaker, if we had any hope of defeating such bills as the 
Republican party may pro , we might invite them to propose 
them in order that we might get the benefit of the discussion before 
the coun But whenever they report a bill, it will be one that 
can pass, for unless a bill can command practically the united 


support of their they will not report it to this House, and 
no man will be able to discuss it. Now, the question with us is: 
Do we believe that if they report bills, they are going to report good 
ones? If we do, weought to ur is House to organize the com- 
mittees and go to work, but if we do not believe that good bills 
will be reported, then it is midsummer madness for us to insist 
upon the other side proceeding with their legislation. 

Why, sir, we have an illustration before us. This House for 
three Con has passed a bankruptcy bill. Heretofore it 
has been impossible to obtain action in the Senate. This year 
the Senate a bill, and 3 such a good one that the 
Republicans here hesitate to allow us to consider it. If the 
Senate had passed the Torrey bill, there would have been hot haste 
on the other side to urge its consideration, because that is such a 
bill as they desire. But the Senate passes the only bill that can 
fee the Senate, and, in my judgment, the best one we can ever 

ope to put on the statute books, and it has been doubtful whether, 
even by the most conservative and persistent methods, we can 
compel the consideration of that bill. 

The good bills we shall never get an opportunity to consider; 
that is, the good bills from our standpoint. It is the bad bills we 
shall be compelled to consider. Do we want that? I might be 
willing to wake a man to action if I knew that after I had aroused 
him I could tie him and pas him to 1 again. But when I 
know that, being awakened, he can tie me, I have the good sense 
not to want to wake him in order that I may havea row with him, 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

_If we had a minority here almost equal in numbers to the other 
side, we could afford to have a controversy. But they have fifty- 
two majority over all, and our Populist friends do not always 
vote with us in an emergency. hen the tariff bill which laid 
$269,000,000 of taxes, according to the report of its authors, was 
before us, how did our Populist friends vote? Two of them voted 
against it, one of them for it, and the others declined to vote. 

Therefore I warn my friends on this side that you can not always 
aly on Populist support to defeat bad bills. f 

MEMBER. How many Democrats voted for the tariff bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Five mocrats voted for it. I know, Mr. 
Speaker, that our Populist friends have nothing to lose by agita- 
tion. They can afford to agitate, because the country will not 
hold them responsible. The country is pot going to take the gen- 


tleman from Kansas [Mr. Stursox] seriously, no matter what he 
does. [Laughter.] i 
But the Democratic party is in a different position. If the Re- 


publican party applies its policies to existing conditions, and if 
those policies fail to bring about good results, then the Democratic 
party becomes the beneficiary of Republican failure. The gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Smrpson] knows that as well as I do. He 
knows that out of the failure of the Republican party grows the 
certain success of the Democratic party, and if he had the power 
he would divert the attention of the people of this country from 
the actual and crucial test of Republican policies which the Dem- 
ocrats have determined shall be made. 

If we had succeeded in the last election, we would have applied 
our policies and trusted to their good results to vindicate our wis- 
dom, Butas we were denied the opportunity to put our own poli- 
cies in operation, the best way left us to convince the country that 
we were right is to convince it that the Republicans were wrong; 
and the best way to convince it that the Republicans were wrong 
is to let the Republican party have a fair i ak pack to apply its 
principles. If those piee fail, then the Republican party 
pups confess judgment in the presence of all the country against 
them. 

These gentlemen seem, however singular it may appear to us 
to be willing to subject the fortunes of their party to that practi 
test; which argues that they are confident of being right. They 
are not more confident in believing that they are right than I am 
in believing that they are wrong. So the question is N this: 
If they are right, apply their policies and they survive. If they 
are wrong, apply their policies and they are lost. Who becomes 
the beneficiary of their failure? Not our friends of the Populist 
party, but we, the great antagonists of the Republican party, be- 
come the beneficiaries. 

We inherit the strength that you lose, and I am so certain that 
you are going to lose it, and that we are going toinheritit, thatI 
repeat for the third time on this floor that I am anxious for you to 
make that supreme and ¢rucial test. 

Iam, Mr. Speaker, one of those who believe in 3 parties. 
Edmund Burke never uttered a profounder truth than when he 
said that political parties are indispensable in free governments. I 
believe they are especially indispensable in governments like ours. 

When the people voted the Republican party into power, they 
intended that party to apply its principles, I believe they made a 
mistake, but I have contidence enough in their intelligence to be- 
lieve they will discover that mistake and rectify it. t the Re- 
publican party meet its responsibility, and let us provide it with no 
explanations for its failure, 
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Mr. Speaker, there is just one question in the minds of the 
American people, and that one question is prosperity. The party 
that can bring prosperity can have a vote of confidence. A party 
that fails to bring prosperity is certain to encounter a vote of a 
want of confidence. 

That is the supreme issue—pros n t 
country will credit you for your service. you fail to bring 
it, the country will dismiss you from its service. If you demon- 
strate, as demonstrate you will, that a high tariff under a gold 
standard will not bring e I will stake my political for- 
tune on the proposition t the American people will then vote 
to restore bimetallism as the only means of restoring prosperity 
in this 555 1 8 Pappeus on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. AN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker z 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 


rity. If ga bring it, the 


Lewis] yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN |? 
5 EWIS of Washington. I yield to the gentleman from 
issouri. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in recent discussions 
of the question raised by the pending resolution some surprising 
misstatements of the facts of history have found their way into 
the RECORD. I suppose the historians sometimes appeal to the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for authentic history of political contro- 
versies, but they will look in vain in the record of recent debates 
on this floor for a correct statement of the issues upon which the 
recent Presidential campaign was fought. It is not true that the 
Republican candidate for the Presidency or Republican candidates 
for Congress rested their claims to popular support upon the con- 
tention that the reenactment of the McKinley law would follow 
and that this would suffice to alleviate the distress prevailing 
throughout the country. I can not allow to go unchallenged the 
absurd statement so frequently reiterated here during the last two 
weeks that the Republicans contended that tariff revision would 
restore prosperity while Democrats claimed that the free coinage 
of silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1 would restore times, 
and that therefore the passage of the Dingley bill is to be accepted 
as a performance of the campaign pledge of the Republican party. 


THE TARIFF A SIDE ISSUE. 


So intent were the people upon full discussion and settlement 
of the financial question, so determined were they that no other 
question should be made paramount, that nowhere in the country 
could speakers of any party obtain a pan hearing of the de- 
mand for higher taxes. Everywhere, from the haginak to the 
end of the campaign, fhe money question overshadowed all others, 

Furthermore, as to some of the questions involved there was no 

i ment among parties. It was universally admitted that 
the existing currency system was inadequate and that a reforma- 
tion of the finances was absolutely necessary. 

The Democratic platform presented as a remedy the restoration 
of bimetallism as it had existed prior to 1873. e Republicans 
offered no comprehensive plan of currency reform, but nevertheless 
made solemn pledges that, if trusted with the administration of 
the Government, they would free the country from evils which 
they loudly declared were the results of an inadequate and cum- 

me money system. 

With these indisputable facts in mind, the assertion that an 
increase in tariff duties was to follow forthwith upon the heels of 
Republican victory while thirteen months were to elapse before 
Con or the Administration would take a step toward refor- 
mation of the existing system of finances, seems to me appallingly 
inaccurate. 

WESTERN REPUBLICANS CUDGELED INTO LINE. 

Some of the incidents of the scramble for the Republican nom- 
ination for the Presidency are still in the public mind. 
When the illustrious Mark Hanna began the campaign which 
landed his friend McKinley in the White House, Ohio statesman- 
ship had not fully grasped the situation. upa that time Western 
Republicans had not seemed willing to swallow gold monometal- 
lism, and the Ohio State convention which selected delegates to 
St. Louis reaffirmed, in strongest phrase, devotion to the McKin- 
ley tariff, but adroitly straddled the question of free coinage. 
Forthwith the metropolitan press, the national bankers, the stock- 
jobbers, and the Treasury raiders served notice on Mr. Hanna that 
the money question and not the tariff was the issue. The national 
bankers dictated the platform. The Ohio straddle was kicked into 
“outer darkness,” and Clevelandism, pure and simple, became 


the battle cry of a campaign in which free traders and protection- 
ists vied with one another in a struggle which resulted in Repub- 
lican victory. 


The complacent millionaire members of the New York Reform 
Club, every member of which is a free trader, willingly submitted 
to the demands of Fat Frier“ Hanna and contributed enor- 
mously to the corruption fund, by the use of which success was 
achieved. Major McKinley’s nomination was won by an igno- 
minions and unconditional surrender of the position taken by the 
Republican convention of his State and the substitution of the 


gold standard for the tariff as the paramount issue of the cam- 
paign. The Western Republicans, Kokey with the rest, were 
cndgeled into line. Adherence to the platform adopted by the 
Ohio convention would have resulted in the nomination of the 
present Speaker of this House for the Presidency, and it was 
recognition of this fact that caused the Canton statesman to aban- 
don the tariff hobby and become the exponent of sound money.” 
For weeks prior to the assembling of the St. Louis convention, 
throughout its deliberations, and thenceforth until the polls closed 
the money question, not the tariff, was the chief if not the only 
subject discussed by speakers and writers of all parties, and was 
absolutely the only quee ugt seriously considered by an over- 
whelming majority of voters. 

It has been said that it was well understood that Republican 
success would be followed by a restoration of high protective 
duties. This is true; but it does not alter the fact that Repub- 
lican victory was won by solemn promises to effectively deal with 
financial evils admittedly unbearable. 

When and where did a supporter of the Republican nominee for 
3 5 deny that there was urgent need of financial legis- 

on 

Where now are the lusty orators whoa few short months ago were 
bewailing the evils wrought by the endless chain; who denounced 
our currency system as patchwork! and the 58 as the 
worst feature of it; who said to the Southern and Western farmer 
that it was want of elasticity,” and to the merchants in the 
smaller cities that it,was the want of proper distribution, not the 
scarcity, of money that caused congestion at the money centers, 
and a money famine everywhere else? 

Where are we captions Belge the 9 py in every 
voting precinct in the country p eir e prompt 
reformation of all these evils? z oho 

PARTY PROMISES FLATLY REPUDIATED, 

And now, Mr. Speaker, the country witnesses a 5 just 
such as was presented by the famous extra session of 1893. Then 
a Congress elected on a platform clearly defining the tariff as the 
paramount issue was hustled together in extra session for the pur- 
poso of enacting a single statute vitally affecting the finances. 

ow we have an extra session of a Congress distinctively commis- 
sioned to reform the finances assembled for the sole purpose of 
increasing the taxes. We meet on Monday and adjourn until 
Thursday,and on Thursday we adjourn until Monday. Sitting 
on the Republican side of this Chamber are nearly 200 states- 
men, each of whom stands solemnly pledged to do his utmost 
to relieve his countrymen of the distress which he has told them 
is in part the result of a bad currency m. You told the peo- 
ple you would terminate these evils, and they gave you control of 
the Government. Iam asked to agree with these gentlemen in a 
policy of procrastination, which is nothing more nor less than a 
studied repudiation of these solemn pledges. 

I agree with the gentleman from Texas in the belief that if the 
Republicans could somehow agree upon currency legislation, it 
would doubtless be a bad law and not a good one that they would 
attempt to place upon the statute books. But, Mr. Speaker, you 
know and I know that there is no possibility of an agreement of 
the Republicans of this body upon any bill affecting the finances. 
Hopeless divisions of opinion and consciousness of their incapacity 
to deal with this subject compel the Republican majority in this 
House to idle away time which otherwise would be devoted to at 
least an effortto redeem their party pien es. No sooner does some 
Representative come forward with a scheme for currency reform 
than he is the target for assault by two-thirds of the members of 
his own party. For two years the distinguished member from 
Massachusetts has carried about in his inside pocket a bill to revise 
the banking laws and currency system. 

Probably it is better than existing laws—assuredly it could be 
no worse—but the other wise men of the East” will have none 
of it. Like other similar bills which have emanated from what 
has come to be known as business circles,” it is indorsed by its 
author and condemned by everybody else. Two or three years 
ago there assembled in Baltimore a considerable number of dis- 
tinguished “ financiers.” Day after cay they discussed the money 
question. Upon one point only could they agree. They were 
unanimous in the opinion that the country was going to destruc- 
tion for the want of an adequate currency system, and havin 
reached this decision they proceeded to construct a currency bi 
embodying what has come to be known as the Baltimore man.” 
The country was assured by its authors that the healing formula 
had been discovered. And what became of it? It was brought 
into this Chamber for consideration. The “lawyers and poli- 
ticians,” for whom the “financiers” entertain due aversion, took 
a shot or two at it and the bill and its authors disappeared from 
public view. I believe there is now no division of opinion as to 
the fact that from beginning to end it was a medley of absurdities, 

Later Mr. Carlisle—bellwether of the ‘‘ boltocrats,” the states- 
man who denounced the gold standard as the progenitor of more 
misery than has resulted from all of the wars, pestilences, and 
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famines of recorded time, and then became its chief defender— 
the most illustrious victim of the Cleveland hari-kari—Mr. Car- 
lisle tried his hand on a scheme for monetary reform. Like the 


Baltimore plan, it was indorsed by many of the wise men of the 
East,” and recommended to the favorable consideration of this 
body, and in due season, like the Baltimore plan, it found de- 
served burial in the Con onal rubbish heap. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the fate of these schemes, devised not by the 
silver cranks, but by the wise men who are found only in business 
circles, and indorsed not by Western Democrats and Populists, 
but by the national bankers, that has discouraged the currency 
tinkers on the other side of the Chamber. It is consciousness of 
utter eee and incompetency that renders them content to 
see the House of Representatives sitting here week after week 
without Sah am without committees, making no effort what- 
ever to deal with this great question. 

THE POLICY OF PROCRASTINATION. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] tells us that the reason 
he is content with the ublican policy of procrastination is 
that if forced to act, the ublican majority would pass bad 
laws. He is oppressed with the fear that compliance with the 
rule requiring the appointing of committees would facilitate the 
enactment of odious ablican 1 tion. Mr. Speaker, I con- 
ief that, with the lash 

forced 
it is ap- 


pe: e 

rocrastination, not action. We are to have a 
repetition of the shuffling, the evasion, the jugglery by which for 
twenty years the American Congress has evaded a brave and 
manly course in dealing with the money question. Definiteaction 
on this question is to be postponed until just before a Congres- 
sional election. This body is to sit during an extra session of two 
or three months without committees. December will find alarge 
accumulation of business on the Speaker’s desk. Congress 
assemble next December. Then the committees will be appointed 
and the holiday adjournment will follow. The bill referred to by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] providing for a mone- 

commission will be i uced, and in about a year from 

y will become a law. 

It is the old game over again. The fight for a return to bimet- 
allism was met nearly twenty years ago by just such a snb- 
terfuge. If the Republican members of this body believe that a 
monetary commission can devise a wise plan for the reorganiza- 
tion of the finances, why postpone the matter? Do they not know 
that delay means the ruin of thousands? Mr. Speaker, my opin- 
ion is that the policy of procrastination is resorted to because the 
majority in this House know the proposed remedy is no remedy at 
all, but a farce. Ido not believe its projectors imagine that it 
will help to solve the problem or terminate the controversy. 

But it will furnish ger gear thunder for use at the next Con- 
gressional election. It will enable Republican spellbinders to go 
upon the hustings and say: ‘‘ Look at what we have done! Have 
we not appointed a financial commission composed of distin- 
guished experts? Are not these wise men now engaged in con- 
sidering means for the reformation of the currency?” 

This, with an international conference, is to be proffered to the 
La as Sings gear of the promises made last year. 

r. Speaker, I believe that the failure to appoint the commit- 
tees, as required by the rules of the House, is a pes ofa pace of 
procrastination by which the majority in this Congress hopes to 
escape condemnation for an utter failure to redeem pledges made 
to the people As such I denounce the do-nothing policy, and I 
do not eve it will be indorsed by the voters of the country. 

The present attitude of the Republicans in this House would 
seem to indicate that four more years of Grover” and a high 
protective tariff law are to be tendered to the country as full 
redemption of their prongs, wah rai ter For the adoption of a 
mone’ commission as 4 su fuge is only putting on the rai- 
ment of Clevelandism. This plan was p: during the reign of 
the ‘‘stuffed prophet.” The renewal of the scheme calls to mind 
a remark made by Mr. McKinley in a speech delivered from his 
front porch in Canton. He assured a party of Hanna’s excursion- 
ists that the Republicans had te Ane the country sound money” 
and that Grover Cleveland had maintained it. Grover fastened 
the gold standard upon his country. This done, he entered upon 
the task of rendering perpetual the national banking monopoly. 
Now, Major McKini ey and the Republican party have taken up 
this task where Grover left off. The only p to be served by 
a monetary commission is to tide over the exigencies of the next 

mgressional campaign. It is a renewal of the policy of procras- 
tination which has been pursued from 1873 down to this hour as 
a means of postponing definite Congressional action at critical 
junctures, 

It is this belief that impels me to protest against the failure to 
appoint the committees of this House, so that this and other public 
questions may be dealt with by this body. : 


‘ REPUBLICAN REFORMATION OF THE CURRENCY. 

It should not be ed ae that numerous plans for the reforma- 
tion of the currency have been p „not only by the Mug- 
wumps and followers of the “stuffed prophet,” bu distin- 
poe Republican leaders, in and out of Congress. y not 

ring these plans forward and at least submit them to examina- 
tion? First and last, nearly all of the Republican leaders of the 
East have denounced the greenback and demanded its withdrawal 
from circulation. They have said that it is the endless chain” 
that withdraws gold from the vaults of the Treasury and places it 
in the strong box of Mr. Ickelheimer and other Wall street patriots 
to be forthwith shipped out of the country. The same gentlemen 
have with equal fervency advocated an enlargement of the privi- 
leges of national banks, and assure us that they stand ready to fill 
up the vacuum that would be created by the withdrawal of the 
greenbacks. 

It is not my purpose to discuss this or any other plan of currency 
reform originating in Republican circles at this time. I only de- 
sire to impress upon the House the fact that the free coinage of 
silver as an available remedy is not now up for discussion, but 
that those opposed to bimetallism are under obligations to submit 
some other plan for the alleviation of the country. The gold 
monometallists have the floor. The country wants to hear from 
them. The do-nothing policy is not satisfactory to the N 
The voters who placed the Government in the hands of the Repub- 
lican party await the fulfillment of the ises by which a lease 
of power was obtained. To sit here doing ing isa ess 
evasion of duty—a dis breach of trust. e people want 
to know what you are going to do. Are you going to let the 
national banking law stand as it is, without amendment? Are 
you going to retire the greenbacks and clothe the national banks 
with absolute power over the currency? Are you going to allow 
a law to stand on the statute books untouched which attracts all 
of the bank reserves to a few large cities, and make no effort to 


1 | relieve a currency famine which exists everywhere ? 


else 
These questions are not answered by saying that the question of 
the free coinage of silver was piae of at polls. This ques- 
tion aside, you have long admitted the necessity of some sort of 
financial legislation, The strongest champions of the national 
banks have admitted that under the existing laws the national 
banking system fails utterly to provide sufficient facilities for bus- 
iness in the small cities and ing places. Whendo you propose 
to enter upon the task of rendering your panacea effective in re- 
gions where it is admitted the want of currency has reduced com- 
merce to mere barter? You have long admitted that under existing 
laws an enormous proportion of the currency is piled up at the 
groet money centers and thatin this respect the law needs revision. 

ow much longer do you propose to postpone an attempt to miti- 
gae this evil? Since all parties agree that something must be 

one, how can you defend the policy of doing nothing at all? If 
only a delay of six or eight months were to result from such a pol- 
icy, in the present condition of the country it would be inexcusa- 
ble, but, entertaining the conviction that this delay is part of the 
plan for indefinite postponement, I denounce it as cruelly unjust 


to a suffering people. 

I do not believe that the ple of the West and South, or, for 
that matter, the le in the agricultural regions of the Eastern 
States, will view with complacency a course indicating indiffer- 
ence to their wants or hopeless incapacity to provide for them. 
They will no longer be content to accept the magnificent fi 
presented in the New York clearing-house reports as evidence 
that money is abundant in this country. You will never again 
be enabled to convince them that “ confidence” is what they need. 
The ‘‘confidence” game succeeded last year, but it will not suc- 
ceed next year. 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, who admit the 

ty of a revisior of our financial system, the matter 
as of such slight importance that they can e it until next 
year or the year after? If not, how will they explain its postpone- 
ment? Will they say they thought it a wise policy to avoid the 
appointment of committees during the extra session, and thus ren- 
der the consideration of the subject impossible? Will they tell- 
their constituents that the passage of a tariff law should excuse 
the Republican party for not even attempting to terminate a money 
famine which p everywhere except in the large cities? 

Mr. Speaker, for the reason that I deny the tariff was the prin- 
cipal issue in the last campaign; for the reason that I affirm that 
the financial question was the paramount, the burning issue; for 
the reason that I believe that until the finances are reformed the 
present distress will continue, and for the reason that if action is 
to be had it must be had in the regular way, through the regular 
channels of legislation—for these reasons I, as the ntative 
of a Democratic Congressional district, enter my solemn protest 
against the methods by which up to this time the deliberations of 
this body have been carried on. 


Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Certainly. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Of course the gentleman does not intend tomis- 
represent me. He must have understood me to say that the Re- 
publicans insisted that it was more important to revise the tariff, 
retaining the present financial system, while we contended that 
it was more important to revise the financial system; and my con- 
tention, so far as it touched that matter, was that the people, by 

iving the Republicans a majority, seemed to say that in their 
1 it was more important to revise the tariff. Now, my 
ition is that if the revision of the tariff disappoints the people, 
Eien they will say that the financial issue which we raised and 
made paramount was really the important one. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. That is the way I understood the 
position of the gentleman from Texas, and if I have stated it in 
any other way, I adopt his statement in place of my own. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Missonri yields to me for a moment in order that I may ask the 
Chair how much of the time allowed for this discussion still re- 
mains? 

The SPEAKER. There are thirteen minutes left. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I know of no better source of in- 
3 as = Sab ikea the 3 the late 3 than 

e great metrop newspapers and magazines, nearly every 
one of which supported the Republican nominees, Not one of 
them treated the tariff as a paramount issue. 3 of them 
contended that a revision of the currency laws was absolutely nec- 
essary and declared over and over again that Republican success 


would be followed by faithful performance of work. So did 
the orators who traversed the country disco about sound 
money” and stable currency,“ and ringing the c upon the 


dreary platitudes Which formed the stock in trade of the goldbug 
spellbinder. And behold the result. Notice is now served on the 
small cities, the villages, hamlets, and trading places that as long 
as the Republicans remain in power the financial policy of Grover 
Cleveland is to be adhered to. Four more years of Grover,” 
with higher taxes, a monetary commission, and another interna- 
tional-conference fiasco, are to be the net results of the victory of 
the ‘‘ Hannaites.” 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have ten 
minutes left, and I desire to yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON]. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Make it ten minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will give the gentleman five. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I fear that gentlemen 
lose sight of the question at issue. I hold that this resolution is 
totally unnecessary. As the rules already adopted command the 
Speaker at the beginning of this session, as well as any other ses- 
sion, to appoint the committees, this resolution simply commands 
him the second time; and if we pass the resolution, he can and 
perhaps will set it at defiance in the same way as he does the rule 
that now governs this House. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] saw fit to attack 
me and my party in regard to what is not only our position, but 
what I believe to be the position of our constituents, I want to 
see whether the gentleman from Texas is entirely consistent and 
logical in his course. In the opening of the debate here u the 
tariff question he said he was op’ to Republican tariff meas- 
ures, but inasmuch as the people of the United States were de- 
manding tariff legislation, and because they had elected a Repub- 
lican majority in this House, he wanted to put it to the tants he 
wanted the people to have an opportunity to demonstrate whether 
the policy of the Republican party was good policy or not, and 
therefore he was in favor of at once trying that species of legislation. 

If the gentleman from Texas were consistent, he would follow 
that line of argument out in all other forms of legislation. If the 

ple of the United States have confidence in the policy of the 
. party on the financial 8 then the doubt ought 
to be removed from their minds whether it is good policy or not 
by slowing their repr een aeS to legislate at once i 
uestion. I have said that I am not afraid of Republican oe 
on. I want to trust the people and, as the gentleman from Texas 
said, give them a trial, whether Republican legislation is good 
. or not. 
he gentleman from Texas assumes that inasmuch as all Repub- 
lican legislation is bad legislation, it follows that all Democratic 
9 is good legislation. I want to ask the gentleman 
whether heis not the leader of a broken and defeat arty to- 
day because of bad Democratic legislation in the past? Gt course 
there are those among us who joined the Democratic party in 
A ae 5 for their candidates in the last campaign because we be- 
lieved it was a regenerated party. When they kicked out Hill 
and Whitney and the goldbug gang that went to Chicago on their 
special trains, we thought the party was going to be purified some- 
what. But when I see the gentleman from Texas and a contingent 
of the Democratic party in this House following up as a trailer 
behind the Republican party, voting for their policy of adjourn- 
ment and sustaining their policy of not appointing the commit- 
earnestness of Democratic reform. 


tees, I begin to lose faith in the 


this | said that he was but one amongst the many millions of people of 


The gentleman from Texas says that some of the Populists voted 
for the tariff bill—that very few of them voted against it. In 
that we were but following out the policy of the gentleman from 
Texas. We did not want to obstruct the Republican party in any 
way in carrying out their promises tothe people. [Laughter and 
applause.] We say that the idea of a protective tariff never was 
reasoned into the heads of the people, and it never will be reasoned 
out. We agree with the gentleman from Texas that the best 
method of proceeding is to let the people have actual experience 
whether that policy is beneficial or not. Therefore we do not pro- 
pose to stand in the way of that kind of legislation. 

Mr. BAILEY. But you voted aganin it, did you not? 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I did. Iam speaking for the party 
now. Ten hter and applause. | 
Mr. BAILEY. And against yourself. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No; I am not. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, as I said, gentlemen lose sight of 
the great principle at stake in this question now at issue; that is, 
the concentration of power in the hands of one man, which is 
dangerous. 

apes the hammer fell.] 

. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the tleman 
from Kansas be permitted to continue his remarks. How much 
more time does he desire? . 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas I should like to have about five min- 


utes more. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I ask that the time for this debate 
be extended fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We do not want any extension. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Kansas be permitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. 


There was no objection. 
I thank the gentleman from Texas 


Mr. SIMPSON of ‘ 
and the House for this courtesy. : 

As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, the great question at issue is the 
concentration of power in one person in this House—namely, the 
Speaker. Weare just fresh from holding dinners and banquets 
to celebrate the memory of Jefferson. I want to read something 
that Jefferson said in regard to this grot uestion of the concen- 
tration of power and its dangers, Here is his language: 

What has destroyed the liberties and i of man in every government 
which has ever existed under the sun? The concentrating all powers in one 
body, no matter whether of the autocrats of Russia or of the aristocrats of 
the Venetian senate. 

An elective despotism was not the government we fought for, but one 
which should not only be founded on free principles, but in which the powers 
of government should be so divided and Balansa among several bodies of 
magistracy as that no one could transcend their legal limits without being 
effectually checked and restrained by the others. 


This, Mr. S er, is what I have complained of from the be- 
ginning— that this House has delegated to the Speaker a danger- 
ous power which to-day is threatening the permanency of free 
representative government; for the Speaker, endowed with this 
autocratic power, to-day stands in the road and has the veto on 
all legislation in this body as well as in the other. 

That is the contention I have made—that by not sppointing the 
committees the Speaker has practically blocked legislation; that 
to-day he has become the great filibuster and obstructer of legis- 
lation. We were all glad when he brought this body to the con- 
dition of being a legislative body, when he destroyed the power of 
the filibuster. But when the power which was given to him is 
turned in the other direction, when he uses it against legislation 
he becomes himself the filibuster and the obstructer; and unti 
this House takes that power away from him it is no longer a leg- 
islative body. 

The 8 er, of course, will say that the House can take that 
power away from him at any time it chooses. Oh, yes! Nero 
could have said that in the days of ancient Rome. He could have 


Rome, and that they could take the power away from any 
day. But did they? No. The Speaker, in withholding the ap- 
pointment of committees, holds such power over the members of 
the Republican majority in this House that they dare not 
vote against any resolution which represents his wishes. The vote 
which will be recorded here to-day will show them ready to vote 
down this resolution, thereby relieving him of any responsibility; 
they dare not do otherwise for fearthey will not get on com- 
mittees. [Laughter.] Now, mark what I tell you. ere is the 
power, gentlemen, which makes him the autocrat—the ezar—that 
makes him the arbiter of all legislation here. 

The gentleman from Texas assumes that by putting off this bad 
Republican legislation we may perhana escape it. Gentlemen, 
that legislation will come up at the regular session, and in evad- 
mE now you but put off the evil day. I want to confront the 

ifficulty at once. I want to throw the complete responsibility 
on the Republican party for all legislation. ere are more than 
2,000 bills on the S er’s table awaiting reference to committees. 
A great many of those are bills for the relief of the old soldiers of 
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whom the Republican party 8 to be the friends, and upon 
that they still win elections. Forty thousand of those old soldiers 
pass to the other side every year. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. I will finish my remarks in the 
RECORD. Those claims are pressing for settlement. They are 
denied justice because of this delay. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I yield half a minute to the gen- 
tleman from goas pir FLEMING]. 

Mr. FLEMING. . Speaker, I send to the desk a substitute 
for the pending resolution. I should be glad to have an oppor- 
tunity to discuss it; but, of course, I shall not attempt to do so in 
half a minute. I simply ask that the substitute be read. If the 
opportunity occurs later, I wish to submit some remarks upon it. 

r. LEWIS of Washington. I renew the request that the time 
for this debate be oxtended fifteen minutes, 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING], 
as I understand, proposes to offer a substitute under a yielding of 
time for debate. I should like to know whether the gentleman 
from 8 Mr. Lewis] intends that? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Answering the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Dina.ry],I will say that I yielded a half minute to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING], not knowing how he 
would use it, and the manner in which he shall use it must, of 
course, be left to his discretion. 

Mr. FLEMING. I understood that I had half a minute which 
I could use as I pleased, and I ask that my resolution be read. 

Mr. DAI ZELL. The half minute has expired, has it not? 

Mr. FLEMING. I call for the reading of my substitute. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to know whether the gentleman from 
Georgia, who had half a minute yielded to him, has not occupied 
his half minute without the reading of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING] 

resented the resolution with the consent of the gentleman from 

ashington Sond Lewis], who is in charge of the resolution. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That under the rules already adopted by this House it is the duty 
of the Speaker to appoint the standing committees within a reasonable time 
after the commencement of each Congress, unless otherwise directed by spe- 
cial order of the House. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Does the gentleman from Maine 
pe DINGLEY] now desire to address the House? If so, I yield to 

im at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. After the gentleman has completed his time. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Washington [Mr. Lewis] 
has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I desire to reserve my time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Ala a. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Washington s 
ag igs ANS to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has stated that he reserved 
his time. 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. When I have time at my dispo- 
sition, it will delight me to yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER], but in the meantime I yield place to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], and reserve my time. 

Mr. DINGLEY rose. : 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Ifthe gentleman from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Lewis] does not take the floor, I should like to take it 
myself, Mr. Speaker. 

e SP. ER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
is recognized, in charge of the other side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. . Speaker, I have but a few words to say. 

It seems to me that the issue which is presented here, if it is pre- 
sented at all, should be presented frankly and squarely. Under 
the resolution which has been offered by the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. Lewis] it is declared to be the duty of the 
Speaker to appoint the committees during the present session, as 
soon as practicable, which means nothing. Under the substitute 
which has been proposed, with slight variation, there is still lati- 
tude of such a character as to leave it uncertain, if adopted, as to 
whether or not this House demands that the committees shall be 
appointed immediately or at some future convenient date. 
f think, therefore, that the proposition should be presented 
squarely and frankly, Does this House demand that the commit- 
tees shall be appointed immediately? To make theresolution defi- 
nite, so that members can vote understandingly, I offer asubstitute 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order that one substitute 
is already pending, and only one substitute can be pending at a 
time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The first was an amendment, as I understood. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; it is a substitute. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, this may be offered as an amendment to 
the substitute. 


Mr. DINGLEY, I will move an amendment to the substitute, 


to strike out all after the word “ Resolved,” and insert the words 
which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Speaker be directed to immediately appoint the com- 
mittees of the House, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think if we are to have 
an expression of opinion on this subject, we ought to say exactly 
what we mean, and, if gentlemen who have spoken on the other 
side in favor of an immediate appointment of the committees de- 
sire to obtain an expression of the House on that point, that the 
resolution should be distinct, in the language which I have 
indicated. 

I have to say on the point raised that I take issue with the sug- 
gestion which has been made, that the Speaker ought to appoint 
the committees of this House immediately. I think that he ought 
not to do it. Whynot? This session has been called as an extraor- 
dinary session, by the President of the United States, for one 
pancen purpose, There would have been no special session of 

ongress conyened if there had been revenue sufficient to run 
this Government and if the duties imposed for the purpose of ob- 
taining that revenue had been so adjusted as to encourage the 
industries of this country. These two special objects have brought 
this Congress together. 

Gentlemen on this side, at least, believe that it was the duty of 
the House when it assembled to proceed to accomplish this end. 
It has proceeded to accomplish it so far as the House is concerned, 
and is now awaiting the action of the Senate. Gentlemen upon 
this side do not believe that it is wise or e ient that general 
legislation should be entered on until this object has been secured 
through the action of the Senate, except so far as incidental mat- 
ters may arise that may require immediate action. This is our 
judgment in this matter, and we believe that the people of this 
country entertain this view. 

I believe that the people of this country hold that it is the duty 
of this Congress to secure Lad Yer ye revenue through revision of 
the tariff, and in an.adjustment of duties to that end to properly 
encourage the stricken industries of the nation; and then, after 
renin to such incidental legislation as may come up, to go 

ome. 

I believe that what has been heard here this morning in the dis- 


cussion that has taken place emphatically illustrates the wisdom 
of this course. How much can the business of this country be 
subserved by such discussions as we have heard upon the other 
side during this morning? And that is the thing that the people of 
this country desire to ayoid. After proper revenue legislation is 
secured to provide adequate revenue to carey on the Government, 


then we shall come back at the session in ember prepared to 
go forward with such currency legislation as may be then practi- 
cable and wise. 

Jam glad that the issue is to be presented here to-day in order 
that the members of the House may indicate as to whether we shall 
stay here all summer and continue such a desultory and discordant 
discussion as has been going on for three hours, or go home after 
we shall have accomplished the legislation which brought us here. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question, unless there is some 
gentleman who desires to be heard further. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman give us some 
time on this side of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves the previ- 
ous question. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion presented by 
the gentleman from Maine to strike out all after the word Re- 
solved” and insert what the Clerk will report. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Is this a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I want to make an objection if it is 
not a privileged question. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should have made his objec- 
tion an hour and a half ago. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the Chair hold that this isa 
privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not hold that it is a privileged 

uestion, nor does he hold that it is not. He holds that it is before 

e House, no one having made a point of order upon it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. While I take no issue with what the Speaker 
has stated, the Speaker will also recognize that the question has 
not been put to the House at any time as to whether there was 
objection to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The House having entered upon the consid- 
eration of the question, it is too late to make that point 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I realize that. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER. For what p oes the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I rise to a point of order. The 
gentleman from Washington had four anda half minutes. It was 
then stated that after the gentleman from Maine got through he 
would yield us some time on this side of the House. I know the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] had forgotten that or he 
would not have moved the previous question; or, quite probably, 
he did not understand the matter as it was understood by myself. 

an SPEAKER. Does the gentleman regard that as a point of 
order 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, certainly I do. I regard 
itasa poet of order; and I doit for the reason that the gentleman 
from Washington understood that more time was to be yielded to 
this side of the House, and he reserved four minutes and a half; 
and when the previous question is demanded, it cuts off debate on 
this side of the House. It is a question of parliamentary rights. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary eg USE f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. And it is this: When I had a 
remainder of time, I gave way to the gentleman from Maine, re- 
serving that time; and I asked the question whether or not, when 
the gentleman took the floor and was r nized by the Speaker, 
it was understood by the gentleman that I should have my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 

5 oe be of Washington. Do I not have the right of debate 
a in 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. That has not been the 
practice in twentx years. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I do not know how long the wron 


may have existed, but that will not make it right, and I think 
should have the privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is afraid the wrong has existed too 
long for rectification. 

r. DINGLEY. I know of no such arrangement as that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand, the gentleman 
from Maine—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion we 
are unable to hear what the 3 says. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My parliamentary inquiry is to 
obtain the status of this substitute or amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state the motion—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. An amendment is offered. Sup- 
pone that amendment should be adopted and then the substitute 

voted down, the original motion or resolution would come up 
as amended and give us an opportunity to determine the question 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House the parlia- 
mentary situation. The first vote will be taken upon the motion 
presented by the gentleman from Maine, which is to strike out all 
after the word ‘* Resolved” and substitute the following, which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done, I should like to say that I 
understand that the gentleman from Washington got the impres- 
sion that I consented to an arrangement that he might have four 
minutes and a half more. I supposed that he had concluded. If 
he understands that to be the case, I would ask unanimous con- 
soni that he may have four and a half minutes before the vote is 

en, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Say ten. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent of the House that the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Lewis] shall have four and a half minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I beg to thank the gentleman from 
Maine. I had four and a half minutes already, so that, adding the 
time he has procured for me, I have now nine minutes, for which 
I feel duly grateful. n = 

hat DINGLEY. Of course, Mr. Speaker, that isnot the under- 
8 n 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington is allowed 
four and a half minutes by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Does the gentleman from Maine 
understand? He said he thought my time was out and obtained 
8 and a half minutes, so that only four and a half minutes 

o I claim, 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman’stimeisrunning. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I realize that my time is running, 
Mr. Speaker. It was the gentleman from Maine whom I desired to 


stop running. Iwas merely informing my esteemed friend that 
Į accepted his view that my time was limited to four minutes and 
a half; and now, thanking him for his generosi 
that of that four and a half minutes I yield 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 


I desire to say 
a minute to the 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there are two great 
8 that now alarm the American people, The first is the 
anger of tariff legislation and the evils which will follow the 
enactment of the bill now pending between the two Houses of 
Congress, and the next evil is the financial legislation which is 
0 by the Republican party. I have been away from the 
ouse during the last few days’ recess and have been among the 
people, and, like the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
ASON], I have a message from the American people. That mes- 
sage isa demand on the part of the ple of this country for 
legislation which will give them relief from the stagnation and 
depression which is now the condition in every section of our 
land. The Republican leaders have reiterated that to abstain 
from appointing committees will tend to hasten the tariff bill, and 
I feel that Democrats ought not to aid them in such a policy. 

Mr. Speaker, the tariff question involves some points which I 
wish to present as the reasons why the people fear the consum- 
3 oe purposes of the Republican party embodied in the 
pending bill. 

The SPEAKER (interposing). The Chair understands that the 
whole of the time of the gentleman from Washington has been 
yielded to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. No, sir; I yielded the gentleman 
only half a minute, 

The SPEAKER. Then the time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has Spro [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I have accorded so 
much of the time to my different colleagues that there is but a few 
moments left me in which anything mey be said, but it is all that 
need be. Referring to the assertion of the gentleman from Texas, 
I concur that it is an unseemly spectacle of men of one great faith, 
as we are, dividing into an unnecessary dissension. 1 agree with 
him that it is not good decorum. Iam not responsible forit. I 
regret it; but if the contest shall come to the question as to 
whether I shall abandon duty in order to enforce mere decorum, 
then the scene of want of decorum would be daily presented on 
the floor of this House. I regret further, much more, that, hav- 
ing something of the assent of the gentleman from Texas for the 
form of this resolution, he should have found it in his wisdom 
now to express his dissent and disapproval. 

Mr. B. EY. Did I ever see that resolution? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. It was framed to meet some of 
your views. : 

Mr. BAILEY. But it is not in your handwriting, 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Not all of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not one word of the resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is not the resolution which 
the gentleman showed us. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. But it embodies the same prin- 
ciple and expresses the same object; of that there can be no ques- 
tion, and the mere difference of words is an insecure refuge under 
maer any gentleman may scamper in order to avoid responsi- 

ility. 

Mr. Speaker, my time has expired. I again express my appre- 
ciation and ask that the resolution be put before the House for 
consideration. I do not ignore the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Dixatey), but my first remarks anticipated his 
r mse. Ithank you. [Applause.] 

. WHEELER of Ala a. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to round out my remarks in the RECORD. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that he may round out” his remarks in the REC- 
orp. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not consent, Mr. Speaker, to more 


than 20 2 ughter.] 
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Ohio desires a limit of 


20 pages. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I accept that proposition. 


ughter. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks permis- 
sion to extend his remarks of half a minute, with a limitation to 
20 pages of the RECORD. Is there objection? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL and others objected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask for one page. ughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The vote will first be taken upon the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “Resolved “ and insert the following: That 
the Speaker be directed toimmediately appoint the committees of the House.“ 

The SPEAKER. If this be adopted, the question will then be 
upon the substitute as amended; andif the substitute as amended 
be adopted, the question will then be upon the original resolution 
as amended. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask consent for the reading of the substi- 
tate to which this is an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That under the rules already adopted by Se cue it is the 


duty of the Speaker to appoint the standing committees a reasonable 
time after the commencement of each Congress, unless otherwise directed 
by special order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine . DINGLEY]. 

The amendment of Mr. DINGLEY was to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the substitute as 
amended. 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the original reso- 
lution as amended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol b the r be t the com- 
eee Thon Speake: directed to immediately appoin 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask for the yeas and nays on this question. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 50, nays 125, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 13, not voting 165; as follows: 


YEAS—50. 
Allen, Dockery, Lentz, Ridgely, 
Baker, III. Fi Lewis, Wash. Rixey, 
Barlow, Fowler, N. C. Love. Shuford, 
Bell, Fox, McDowell, Settle, 
Benton, Gunn, MeMillin, Simpson, 
* y, 1 Skinner, 
dge, Howard, Ala. Maxwe Stark, 
Burke, Hunter. Miers, Ind. Sutherland, 
Castle, J Wash. Norton, Terry, 
Coch: Mo. Ki Ogden, Vincent, 
Cowherd, Knowles, Pierce, Tenn. Zenor. 
Davey, Lamb, Rhea, 
De Armond, Latimer, Richardson, 
NAYS—125. 
Adams, Curtis, Iowa Kleberg, Shannon, 
Adamson, 5 Shattuc, 
Alexander, Lan Sherman. 
Babcock, Davis, wis, Ga. Showalter, 
Bailey, Davison, Ky. Littauer, Simp! 
Baird. Dayton, Low, Sarden 
Baker, Md. De Graffenreid, ee Smith, 
Bankhead Di Ean McCormick, Souths vba 
ey, 
ws, Daler, McDonald, Southwi 
Bartholdt, Dovener, Steph Tex. 
ett, Ellis, y, Stevens, inn. 
$ Evans, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Brenner, Ohio Faris, Meekison, Stone, W. A. 
wer, ‘oote, Mercer, Strode, Nebr. 
Brewster, Fowler, N. J. Meyer La. Sullivan, 
Broderick, Gibson, i Sulloway, 
Bromwell, Graff, oody, Tate, 
Brown _Griffin, Morris, T 2, 
Brownlow, Grosvenor, Van Voorhis, 
Butler, Hager, Overstreet, Walker, Mass. 
Camp Hawley, „En. Ward, 
Cann Hay. Parker, N. J. Warner, 
Henry, Ter. Pearos, M Wheeler 1 
Clark, Mo. enry, » Mo. er, 5 
Clarke, N. H. Hepburn, Willi 
Hil Quiet Wilson, N. yY, 
Connolly, Hill, ves, Yost, 
— 5 3 Robbins. Young, Pa. 
Cooper, Tex. err, Robinson, Ind. 
Ketcham, Royse, 
Cranford, King, Sayers, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”’—13. 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Stewart, Wis. Wheeler, Ala. 
Brosius, McCulloch, Swanson, 
Brucker, Miller, Taylor, Ala. 
Davidson, Wis. Stallings, Updegraff, 
NOT VOTING—165. 
Acheson, Clark, Iowa Gillet, N. Y. Jones, Va. 
Arnold, Cla: Gillett, Mass. Jo 
Barber, Coe: N. J. Greene, Kelley, 
Barham, Codding, Griggs, Kirkpatrick, 
eee cee es eee 
Barre 2, 
ae Cooper, Wis. Hamilton, Lanham, 
Belden Cor! Harmer, Lester, 
Belford, Cox, Linney, 
Belknap, Crump, Heatwole, Little. 
Benner, Pa. Crumpacker, Hemenway, Livingston, 
2 Cummings, Henderson, er, 
Da = rt, He ary’ Miss. Lo denslager 
Bishop, venpo enry, iit 7 
Bland. Dorr, Hicks, Lovering, 
Bodine, Eddy, n. McAleer, 
Boutelle, Elliott, Hooker, McCall, 
Bradley, Epes, Hopkins, McCleary, 
Brantley. Ermentrout, Howard, Ga. McEwan, 
Broussard, Fenton, Howe, McIntire, 
Bull. 5 Hall, ? Maddox. z 
u 
Burton, Fitzpatrick, Hurley, Mahon, 
Ca: h Fletcher, Jenkins, Mann, 
Gatchinigs, Sales, 8 Ind Martin 
Clardy, Gardner, Johnson, N. Dak. Mesick, 


Minor, Powers, Sperry, Vehslage, 
Mite! Prince, — — CH Wadsworth, 
— Walker, Va. 
N — La. open * W. 5 
ew 28, e * 
Northway, t, White, II. 
ell, Sauerhering, Strowd, N. C. White, N. O. 
Osborne, roth, Sturtevant, Wilber, 
Ys Shelden, Sulzer, woe Pa. 
Otjen, Talbert, ‘Wilson, S. G. 
Smith, K Tawney, Wrigh 
Per! Smith, Wm. Alden Tayler, Ohio Young, Va. 
Peters. Snover, d. 
Pitney. Spalding. Underwood, 
Plowman, Sparkman, Vandiver, 
So the original resolution as amended was rejected. 
Mr. WIL of Mississippi. Iam 


parod with the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, Mr. EDDY; but believing that if he were 
here he would cast the same vote which I have cast, I have taken 
the responsibility of voting. I wish this explanation to go into 
the RECORD, and to be considered as applying also to my votes 
upon the two similar questions pena fore the House, 

Mr. SWANSON. Iam recor as voting in the negative. I 
am paired with the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. TAWNEY, and 
desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I have voted in the n 
but as I am paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr.TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I have voted in the 
affirmative. AsIam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. STEWART, I desire to withdraw my vote. I do not know how 
he would vote if he were present. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. In the negative. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired, 
I ask to be recorded as present. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to ask whether the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING] has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then I desire to withdraw m 
s (which I have cast in the affirmative), as I am paired wi 


ative, 
DELL, 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The substitute as amended ha been voted down, does 
not the question now come up on the original resolution of the 
gentleman from Washington . Lewis]? 

TheSPEAKER. The vote of the House was pee. (though 
not technically) u substituting the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maine r. DPmerzrf for the substitute of the gentleman 
from Georgia; and then that substitute as thus amended was sub- 
stituted for the origi resolution, which as amended has now 
been voted down. that the whole matter is now disposed of. 

LEAVE TO PRINT, LEAVE OF ABSENCE, ETC. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I now ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD, with such limitation as any 
gentleman ae e 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to know upon what line those re- 
marks are to be? Are they to be about the policy of our party? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I commence with remarks on 
party policy, and then I go on to show the impropriety of passing 
the present tariff bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, I have no objection. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I object. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FLETCHER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


y- 
5 To Mr. Barrows, for twelve days, on account of important 
usiness. 

To Mr. GAINES, for ten days, on account of sickness and im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Hamiton, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. HENDERSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. DAYTON, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Linney, for six days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Moov, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Prrxxkx, indefinitely. 

To Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
business. 

Mr. SULZER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in 
the RECORD remarks on the Dingley tariff bill, having been un- 
able to prepare them within the twenty days allowed for printing. 

PRINTING BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. I trust that the gentleman from Maine will 
withhold that motion for a moment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lask unanimous consent that the ordert, 1. 


1 
twenty-five hundred copies of the bankruptcy bill be ord 
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that number can be printed without exceeding the legal limit of 


mse. 
«Or DINGLEY, I think that should be done. I withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I suggest that the gentleman from Texas 1 
BAILEY] couple with his request the proviso that the expense shall 
not exceed $500. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, as the Chair un- 
derstands, asks unanimous consent that twenty-five hundred 
copies of the bankruptcy bill as passed by the Senate be printed 
for the use of the House, or such number of copies as may be pos- 
sible without exceeding the legal limitation of cost. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The copies to be proportionately distributed 
among members from the document room. 

The SPEAKER. That will be included in the request. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. : 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That applies, I presume, to Delegates 
as well as Members. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the intention, of course. 

The SPEAKER, It is so understood. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution (S. R. 39) 
Bonding for the expenses of the Con of the Universal Postal 

nion; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION. 

Mr. CANNON, I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table for present consideration the Senate resolution 
(S. R. 39) providing for the expenses of the Congress of the Uni- 
versal Union. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved aby the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the sum of 
8 the same is hereby, a) i out of any moneys in the 
ry not otherwise appropria! provide for the acco: tion and 
entertainment of the Congress of the Universal Union, to assemble in 
the city of Washi on the first y in May, 1897, said sum to 
expended under the authority of the 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should be glad to hear some explanation of this. 

Mr. C. ON. I will say to the gentleman that he is familiar 
with our general poea treaties with fi nations. They cover 
now almost all the nations of the world. For many years the 
practice has obtained of holding meetings of this kind. Repre- 
sentatives of the United States have been the guests of other 
nations at various times. By the vote of the last convention the 
next meeting was a ted to be held in the United States. 
Expenses have always opan by the country in which the con- 
ventions have been held. e time has now come, under the pro- 
ceedings, as I have explained, to hold this convention in the city 
of Washington. Last winter, during the regular session, the 
Postmaster-General submitted to the ident, and the President 
transmitted to a recommendation that an appropriation 
be made for this purpose. 

The House, after consideration, embodied it in the deficiency 
bill. The estimate submitted at that time was for an appropria- 
tion of $200,000. After consideration by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I believe the members of the committee were unanimous 
in recommending $50,000. An appropriation for that amount 
passed the House. As the tleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
will recollect, the deficiency bill failed at the last session. 

In the deficiency bill which passed the House the present session 
of Congress the same item was included, and that bill passed about 
the 20th of March, if I recollect aright. Since that time the bill 
has been pending in the Senate. Now the time is upon us when 
this appro riation ought to be made. 

Mr. Y. To be available, it must be appropriated now? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, the appropriation must be made now, 
and the Senate has to-day this proposed joint resolution 
and sent it to the House. The guests are already here, and it 
seems to me, as it seemed to the committee during the last ses- 
sion, that in pursuance of usages and for the benefit of the uni- 
versal poea service, the a; propran ought to be made. 

AILEY. Mr.S . I simply desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] that of course, as this must be 
made ayailable now in order to serve its purpose, I shall interpose 
no objection; but I should not be willing to see any of these ap- 
propriations that are not absolutely necessary taken out of the 
appropriation bills in this way. 

. CANNON. Nor should I, I will say to my friend, 
Mr. BAILEY. Ishall make no objection. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I should like to ask the gentleman 


from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] a question. 

Mr. CANN tN. Certain. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The delegates who come here from 
aney countries haye their expenses paid by those countries, do 


not? 
. CANNON. Not the expenses here. For instance, there is 


the rent of the house. There are the ordinary expenses 
out of the convention, and those expenses ought to be met, 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I have had it intimated to me—and 
I ask simply for information—that this fund was for the purpose 
of giving a grand ball and entertainment for those delegates. 
Mr. CANNON. As I understand and recollect, the recommen- 
dation originally made was for an . of $200,000, and 


that grow 


it was stated in the hearings before the committee that in other 
countries the entertainment had been very liberal, embracing 
perhaps one or two excursions and poby a banquet. For that 
reason, and to be equally liberal, the sum of $200,000 was very 
earnestly requested. Now, it was the sense of the Committee on 
Appropriations—and I believe they were unanimous—that we 
ought to pay all necessary expenses of this convention, but that, 
with our customs and habits in this country, we ought not to take 
the money from the Treasury and go beyond paying necessary 
expenses. Therefore we only recommended an appropriation of 
Eo, instead S = Lt a a 8 i 5 
r. SIMPSON of Kansas. To meet the legitimate expenses: 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Does not this demonstrate the neces- 
sity of the appointment of the committees which you gentlemen 
have just refused to appoint? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; for the reason that this House, as early 
as the 20th day of March, during thisextraordinary session, 
this measure and sent it to the Senate in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. BAILEY, Let me say that if the gentleman from Indiana 
Ir. 5 thinks that, he ought to object. 

Mr. of Indiana. I am going to doit on that ground. 
If the fact has not been already demonstrated, I feel like making 
the objection, on the ground that it will demonstrate the neces- 
sity that we proceed to business and to the appointment of com- 
mittees. 

Mr. DOCKERY. T hope the gentleman will not object. These 
delegates are ae gueto the auon =a 
. BAILEY. eman regular order, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will withdraw the objection, on the 
sugestion made by the gentleman from Missouri. 

. BAILEY. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. you prefer to have the objection, 
make it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not make it, because I do not concede the 
necessity for the appointment of the committees at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MIERS 
withdraws the objection. The question is on the third reading 
the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last v. 
was laid on the table. s 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 3 o’clock and 29 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Thursday, May 6, 1897, at 
12 o'clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the sy soca’ table and referred as follows: 

A letter from Supt. a itti 
the construction of the building for the Li of Congress in 
conformity with the law of October 2, 1888—to 
Appropriations, and ordered to po printed: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, of examination and survey of 
Neponset River, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from William T. Malster relating to American shipping and its 
revival—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
approval, a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of 
the General nd Office, 8 the authorization of the 
immediate use of 810,000 of the une ded balance of an appro- 
priation made for surveys by act of June 11, 1896, for examining 
and testing the work of contracting surveyors in the field—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Am from the President, transmitting a communication 
from the tary of State relating to ou committed by 
citizens of the United States upon citizens of Italy, and recom- 
mending an appropriation by Congress for the relief of the heirs 
of thesufferers—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 3039) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to promote the administration of justice in the Army,” 
approved October 1, 1890, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3040) for establish- 
ing assay office at Seattle—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. t 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 3041) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to fulfill certain treaty stipula- 
tions with the Chippewa Indians of Lake Superior and the Missis. 
sippi, and making appropriation for the same—to the Committee 
on Yadian Affairs, 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 8042) to make an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Trinity River in the State of Texas, 
and for other pu to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 3043) to amend sections 683 
and 681 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 250 providing 
that on Monday, May 10, after the reading of the Journal, the 
House proceed to consider Senate bill No. 1035, to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 42) providing 
for meetings of the House—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MCRAE; A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Arkansas, ratifying the compromise made by Secretary of Treas- 
ury, Secretary of Interior, and governor of Arkansas—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and 3 referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 3044) to relieve Seymour Saxton 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs 


By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3045) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire David McMurtrie Gregg, late captain 
Sixth United States Cavalry and brevet major-general of volun- 
teers, with the rank and grade of captain—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3046) granting a pension to Margaret Butler 
Meade and Henrietta Meade, daughters of the late Maj. Gen. 
George Gordon Meade, United States Army—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3047) granting a pension to John 
H. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8048) granting a pension to Sarah A. Bartlett 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 3049) to remove the charge of de- 
3 against the naval record of Patrick O Brien to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 3050) to increase the pen- 
sions of Michael S. Brockett, George W. Williams, and Isaac N. 
Willhite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 3051) to correct the military 
record of Oscar H. Gifford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3052) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick W. Tappmeyer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3053) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia Lol- 
lar, widow of George F. Lollar—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 3054) for the relief of the 
heirs of Edwin D. Breed—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3055) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De 
Leon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3056) to correct the military record of Joseph 
Graham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8057) to increase the pension of John N. 
Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3058) to correct the military record of John 
G. Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3059) to correct the military record of Ebbert 
Sutton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) to pension Garrett H. Wilber—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ? 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8061) to increase the pension of Oscar W. 
Lowery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 3062) to correct the military 
record of John Case, alias John L. Case—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3063) for the relief of George W. Moore—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3064) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Faulds—to -the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3065) granting a pension to Mary Tuttle—to 
the Committee on Invali Ponnan: 33 Sys 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) for the relief of John W. McCann—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 3007) for the relief of V. R. 
Hnghner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3068) for the relief of Henry Ickes, alias Wil- 
liam H. Burkett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 3069) granting a pension to 
Oliver P. Silvey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3070) 1 a pension to Louis W. Gran- 
tier to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLES: A bill (H. R. 3071) for the relief of James 
A. Stoddard to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 3072) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Sebastian Delseit—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) toremove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jacob Cole—to the Committeeon Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. prey greene a pen- 
sion to William P. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3075) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3076) to correct the military record of John 
Bass, Vincennes, Ind.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8077) granting a pension to William Burch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3078) ting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamine F. Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3079) for the relief of William J. Alexander 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3080) 2 a pension to Ann Me Donald 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3081) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael J. Fogerty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3082) to change the military record of Har- 
mon Davidson to read William R. Davidson—to the Committee 
oP iso, tn Dill CHL E. 8088 Marys 

80, a (H. R. ) ing a sion to . Sanders— 
to the Committee on Invalid sive et dia ak 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of Abraham Hawkins—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3085) to correct the military record of Jere- 
miah Wilkie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8086) for the relief of John W. Parsons—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3087) granting a pension to John S. Dukate, 
late assistant surgeon Fi ty-third giment Indiana Veteran 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) granting a pension to Richard Hazel 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) for the relief of Cornelius Johnson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 3090) referring to the 
Treasury Department the claims of sundry persons for examina- 
tions, adjustment, and report to Congress—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3091) for the relief 
of the personal representative of William R. Soutter, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3092) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Broadus, of the Second Regiment of the Virginia Continental Line 
in the war of the Revolution—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8093) for the relief of John A. 
Fairfax, of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 3094) for the relief of Mrs. 
J. A. Sorrell, administratrix of E. F. Sorrell, deceased, late of 
Alcorn County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3095) for the relief of Edward V. Dickens, of 
Panola County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8096) for the relief of Claudius L. Shipp, ad- 
ministrator Felix G. bu Ahe deceased, late of Lafayette County 
Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3097) for the relief of A. H. Hamer, ndmin- 
istrator of George Gorman, deceased, late of Marshall Csunty 
Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3098) for the relief of Calvin Cheairs, of Ben- 
ton County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the 


act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3099) for the relief of Albert H. Sprich, of 
Amite County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883 - to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3100) for the relief of C. S. Farrar, adminis- 
trator Gray W. Smith, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3101) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall 
5 Miss. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3102) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Knowlton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3103) granting an increase of pension to James 


Hale to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 3104) to correct the military 
record of Richard F. Tighe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 3105) granting a pension to 
Laura Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Francis M. Samuels— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3107) granting a pension to Ruth Campbell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 3108) granting a pension to Miss 
Susan M. Baskett, of Fluvanna County, Va.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3109) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Addison C. Stanton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3110) for the relief of the estate of George W. 
3 deceased, Augusta County, Va. to the Committee on War 


ims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3111) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth V. Harman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8112) for the relief of William Wheeler Hub- 
bell—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3113) to pay just compensation to William 
Wheeler Hubbell for his invention of high-power steel guns, and 
improvements in other guns, made and adopted by the United 
States for its military service and Navy at the present time—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3114) for the relief of William Crosby, of 
Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 3115) ting a pension to Jo- 
seph Verney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3116) for the relief of Theodore B. Starr—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3117) to remove the charge of desertion from 
and to correct the military record of Capt. William Churchill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3118) to grant a pension to Capt. Richard F. 
Fuller, late commander of the Marine Brigade in the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3119) granting a pension to Andrew P. Bat- 
son, late captain of Company Hickory Rangers, Fifth Regiment 
Indiana Legion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3120) to grant a 2 to Capt. Nathan N. 
Morgan- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) to grant a pension to Philip H. Odell, 
late a member of Leavenworth Home Guards, known as the 
Leavenworth Greys to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3122) granting a pension to James H. Land, 
late a private of Company A, Indiana Legion to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3123) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank S. Devol, late a private in Company B. Thirty-eighth Regi- 
mene Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3124) granting a 

nsion to Freddie Gassmeir, n son of Martin Gassmeir, 

eceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Brats, ADAMS: Resolutions of the directors of the Commercial 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., relating to a rebate of the duty on 
foreign tin plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the paper-box manufacturers of Philadelphia, 
2 a duty on paper boxes - to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of A. E. Johnson and other citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill for the restriction of im- 
5 the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

y Mr. BARLOW: Petition of citizens of Lompoc, Cal., for a 
duty of 2 cents a pound on mustard seed—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petitions of M. A. Austin and 25 other citi- 


zens, Jacob Schank and 49 others, Fred Kisselstein and 21 others, 
all of Syracuse, N. V., asking for the passage of a law similar to 
the immigration measure vetoed by President Cleveland durin 
the Fifty-fourth Congress—to the Committee on Immigration an 
Naturalization. š 
By Mr, BENNETT: Petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N, Y., 
raying for the passage of a law governing immigration—to the 


ommittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of residents of Philadelphia, favor- 
ing the enactment of a law restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. . 

Also, petition of paper-box manufacturers of Philadelphia, fa- 
voring equitable tariff duties on paper boxes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania Museum and School of 
Industrial Art, favoring Seay duties on paintings and statu- 
ary—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., asking that the 
President be authorized to appoint a monetary commission to re- 
form national banking and currency laws—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, indorsing 
the principles upon which the Dingley tariff bill is framed—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
favoring a rebate of duty on foreign tin plate exported—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, urging 
the reincorporation of the drawback provision as to tin plate in the 
tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ellen Downs, for restoration on the pension roll 
as the widow of Alexander P. Bowen—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolution of the Cincinnati, Covington 
and Ne rt Brewers’ Exchange, relating to the stamping of 
small packages of beer—to the Committee on Ways and Moana: 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of A. F. Graff and other citizens of 
Shenandoah, Pa.; also petition of Elmer Grieff and others and 
Bert S. Clonse and others, of Cressona, Pa., favoring the restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Harry M. Burns and 13 other 
citizens of Westchester, Pa.; also petition of George C. William- 
son and 19 others, of Delaware County, Pa., favoring the passage 
of a bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of veterans of the late war resid- 
ing in Edwards and Wayne counties, State of Illinois, relating to 
delayed pension cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of cigar makers of Danville, III., 
opposing the increase of duty on wrapper and filler tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of Z. F. Lamb 
and 52 other citizens of Enfield, N. H., protesting against the 
passage of House bill No. 30, relating to railroad-ticket broker- 
age—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of David Rhea and 33 other 
Union soldiers of Jackson County, Iowa; also petition of Alexander 
Organ and 113 Union soldiers of the same county, urging the 
Pang of a service-pension bill to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, petition of A. Marshall and 45 other citizens of Lyons, 
Iowa, urging the passage of legislation regulating fraternal bene- 
ficiary societies, orders, and associations—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Kansas, in 
favor of a bill to regulate fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, 
and associations in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., and Allegheny County, Pa., in favor of an immigration 
law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., for a law 
granting a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used in the arts and in 
medicinal and other like compounds—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Paint Club of Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
Sate against free alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans, 

Also, resolutions of the Allegheny War Veterans’ Association, 
as to eivil-service reform—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade; also 
petition of sundry saving fund societies of Philadelphia, in favor 
of a monetary commission—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 2414, 
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to increase the pension of George J. Stealy—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ERMENTROODT: Petition of N. Z. Dunkelberger and 


other citizens of Kutztown, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of 
aap the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
on. 

Also, protest of the Wolfe Shoe Manufacturing Company, of 
Allentown, Pa., against a duty on hides—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, resolutions adopted by the Pennsylvania Academy of Fine 
Arts, concerning the 12 tariff on works of art to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the American Ne Publishers’ Associa- 
tion, in favor of the admission of pulp free of duty—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring the 
Dingley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

so, memorial of the State board of Pennsylvania, favoring the 
ig ne of a permanent census service—to the Committee 
on sus. = 

Also, letter of Dr. F. J. Slough, of Allentown, Pa., in favor of 
a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOX: Petition of J. H. rs and other citizens of 
Walthall, Miss.; also petition of W. S. Lagrone and others, of 
West Point, Miss., for the relief of the book agents of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of S. P. McClain and 50 other 
citizens of New Straitsville, Ohio, for the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Memorial of the Seattle Cham- 
ber of Commerce, for the establishment of a Government assay 
office at Seattle, Wash.—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of A. L. Witmer and 50 other citizens 
of Shamokin, Pa.; also petition of W. H. High and 24 others, of 
Northumberland County, Pa., in favor of restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Memorial of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, praying for the rehabilitation of American commercial 
marine in foreign trade—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolution of John A. Logan Post, No. 75, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Langley, Ark., asking for the res- 
toration to the pension roll of certain soldiers who were dropped 
ed service in the Confederate army—to the Committee on Invalid 

usions. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of W. W. Officer and 51 other 
citizens of Niles, Ohio, praying for the of a bill to restrict 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Jefferson Wade and other citi- 
zens of New Buffalo, Pa.; also petition of Robert Skelton and 
others, of Lykens, Pa., praying for the passage of a law to restrict 
immigration—to Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the American Oriental Society of 
Baltimore, relating to the tariff on books, scientific apparatus, and 
works of art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of numerous citizens of Washington, D. C.; 
Newark, N. J.; Greene County, Ohio; Butler County, Pa.; Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; Hunterdon County, N. J.; Unionville, N. V.; Bloom- 

m, Md.; Baltimore, Md.; Mingo, Ohio; Girard, Ohio; Fines- 
ville, N. J., and the Protective Labor Union of Brooklyn. N. V., 
for the passage of a bill restricting immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Monroe- 
ville, Ind., on the subject of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

r. RUSSELL: Resolution of the Christian Endeavor So- 


mittee on Appro 

By Mr. . ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the Central Labor 
Union of Grand Rapids, Mich., protesting against the tobacco 
oe of the Dingley tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of citizens of Brighton, 
Mich., urging prompt and efficient measures for the protection of 
American missionaries in the Turkish Empire, and its defenseless 
Christian inhabitants—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of citizens of Logansport, Ind., favor- 
ing the appointment of a currency commission—to the Commit- 
tee on ing and Currency. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of the Antigo Manu- 
facturing Company and other manufacturers in the State of Wis- 


consin, relative to the duty on stave bolts, heading timber, and 
hoops—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska ( uest): Petition of the Sum- 
mit Woman's istian Tem ce Union, of Pawnee County, 
Nebr., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit lottery and gambling 
messages by telegraph or telephone; also petition of same to pro- 
hibit the transmission of descriptions of prize fights by mail or 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce. 
Also (by uest), petition of the Summit Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pawnee County, Nebr., ing the 


of a bill to restore the Sabbath law of the District of Columbia, 
invalidated by a clerical error; also perno of same, in favor of 
raising the age of protection for girls in the District of Columbia - 
and the Territories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Also (by Togu), peshon of the Summit Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pawnee County, Nebr., asking for the pro- 
hibition of the sale of all intoxicating bevera: in all Govern- 
sent 3 the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petition of members of 
Union Church, Worcester, Mass., in relation to cigarettes - to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Uriah T. Trevose, A. E. Praul, 
Charles B. Merrick, and 54 other citizens of Bucks County, Pa., for 
legislation relative to alien ownership of real estate, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of McA. Holliday and other citizens of 
Au County, Va., praying an abrogation of the Hawaiian 
reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

„protest of A. Roiner and other citizens of Fisherville, Va., 
provera inst a tariff on fertilizers—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 
so, petition of C. B. Moomaw and other citizens of Buena- 
vista, Va., favoring the enactment of a law to restrict immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ZENOR: 2 to accompany House bill No. 2769, for 
the relief of Jacob Finley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2955, for the relief of 
Louisa 8 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 4, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 39) providing for the expenses of the 
Congress of the Universal Postal Union. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the National Anti-Civil 
Service League. of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the repeal of 
the present civil-service law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the petition of James Coffin, secretary of the 
Alameda Sugar Company, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for 
the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Batesville, Ind., and a petition of sundry citizens of Monroe 
Township, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation restrict- 
ing immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of John F. Lyle and 6 
other citizens of Mississippi, and the petition of John Anderson 
and 55 other laborers and wage earners of Ellisville, Miss., pray- 
ing that a duty of not less ee ee i thousand feet be placed on 
rough lumber; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

e also presented the petition of G. T. Forrest and 40 other 
citizens of Ellisville, Miss., praying for the enactment of the tariff 
bill as passed by the House of Representatives; which was referred 
to the ittee on Finance. 

He also presented the ition of E. G. Courdey and 3 other 
lumber employees, of Glade, Miss., praying for the adoption of the 
lumber schedule in the pending tariff bill as by the House 
Fe Representatives; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance. 

Mr. PETTUS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Union- 
town, Ala., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Birmingham, 
Ala., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented the petition of William 
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A. Grippa and sundry other citizens of Bridgeport, Conn., pray- 


ing for the appointment of a commission as proposed by the Indian- 
apolis (Ind.) monetary commission; which was referred to the 
mmittee on Finance. 

Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of L. E. Diggs and 62 other 
lumber employees of Portsmouth; of W. W. Walker and 192 other 
lumber employees of Gilmenton; of S. D. Conner and 98 other citi- 
zens of Berkley; of James Rennie and 69 other lumber employees 
of Berkley, and of A. E. Crump and 93 other lumber employees of 
Norfolk County, all in the State of Virginia, pra 9 8 the adop- 
tion of the lumber schedule in the pending tarif? bill as passed by 
the House of Representatives; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee on Finance. ` 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Forestville, 
Buenavista, Berkley, Swansboro, Pulaski, Mount Crawford, Nor- 
folk, and Oakgrove, all in the State of Virginia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, . 
Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ International 


Union of America, No. 876, of Tallahassee, Fla., 55 d 


Peeran an increased duty on leaf tóbacco in the pending 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of Otis G. Ham- 
mond, secre of the New Hampshire Society of Sons of the 
American Revolution, remonstrating against the proposed removal 
of the frigate Constitution from Portsmouth Harbor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

ce Union and of the Young People’s. Society of Christian 

deavor of Ashland, N. H., remonstrating against the sale of 

intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building or grounds; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of Dr. B. F. Lamb and 52 other 
citizens of Enfield, N. H.; resolutions adopted by Local Union No. 


82, Journeymen Barbers’ International Union of America, of Con- 
cord, N. H., and the memorial of W. B. Carter, of Louisville, Ky., 
secretary of the American Ticket Brokers’ Association, remon- 


strating against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy 
the pont system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN presented memorials of the Ferris, Noeth, Stern 
Company and other firms and citizens of Baltimore; of Lyon 
Bros. & Co. and other firms and citizens of Baltimore; of McCor- 
mick & Co. and other firms and citizens of Baltimore; of the 
George J. Blome & Son Company and other firms and citizens of 
Baltimore, and of Urner Bros. and other firms and citizens of 
Baltimore, all in the State of Maryland, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sys- 
tem of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE. 

Mr. HALE. I present a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a deficiency estimate of $10,000 for sala- 
ries and expenses of agents, surveyors, fees and expensesof gaugers, 
salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous expenses. I move 
that the communication be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS IN OREGON. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. Ipresent eee to be certified copies 
of portions of the journals of the two houses of the legislative as- 
sembly of Oregon for the session of 1897, which have been for- 
warded to me with a request that Anoy ho e e, to the Senate 
for reference to the Committee on Priviſeges and Elections. I 
move that the journals be printed as a document and referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to, 

AFFAIRS AT PINE RIDGE AGENCY, s. DAK. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask to have a statement of certain Sioux 
Indians with regard to affairs at Pine Ridge Agency in South 
Dakota printed as a document for the use of the Committee on 
Indian airs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota? e Chair bears none, and 
that will be the order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1273) for a public 
building at the city of Altoona, Pa., and appropriating money 
therefor, raporun it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 422) to provide for 
the erection of a public building for the use and accommodation 
of the post-office at Mammoth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone 
National Park, reported it without amendment, 


He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1687) to authorize thé construction and main- 
tenance of two railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at or 
near the city of St. Paul, Minn., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PER 8, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. SPOONER on the 3d 
instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
ge Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 134) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Evanston, in the State of Wyoming, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without anendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 


; an 
A bill (S. 377) for the relief of Dr. S. A. Brown. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 2ist 
ultimo, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to 
= Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed 

0. ; 
THE TARIFF BILL, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States, to rt it back favorably with sundry amendments. 

I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of this bill on Tuesday, the 18th instant, immediately 
after the routine morning business, Printed statements showing 
the character and effect of the changes suggested will be ready 
for distribution to Senators within a very few days. I desire also 
to state in behalf of the majority of the committee that it is their 
intention to present provisions in regard to reciprocal trade with 
other countries in place of the section which the committee recom- 
mends be stricken from the bill. 

I ask that a thousand additional copies of the bill may be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator to make the number 2,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest that 5,000 copies be printed. 

Mr. HALE. That is better still. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill will probably be considerably in de- 
mand, and I think 5,000 copies will be required for our constituents, 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, 
I will modify my request and ask that 5,000 copies be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to state that 
the report is the report of the majority of the committee, the 
Democratic members nonconcurring therein. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the majority report, the Democratic mem- 
bers votin: — 5 the report of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESID: . The Senator from Rhode Island 
makes a 8 that 5,000 copies of the bill be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I sogge that there will bea large demand by 
and for members of the House for the bill. Is that a sufficiently 
ee number? 3 

. ALDRICH. It would be very easy for the House to order 
additional copies printed if they choose. However, if the Senator 
has 2b Be to make 

Mr. LEX. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is suggested that 5,000 additional 
copies of the bill be printed. Is there any objection? 

. HOAR. Will there be an index? 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the comparative statement is printed, 
it will be accompanied by an index. 

The VICE-PRESID . If there be no objection, 5,000 addi- 
tional copies of the bill will be ordered printed, as suggested by 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

THE LIBRARY BUILDING, 

Mr. MORRILL. From the Select Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library of Co: I submit a report on 
the memorial of Messrs, Smithmeyer & Pelz, introdu Janu- 
ary 25, 1897, concerning the architecture of the Congressional 
Library building. I move that the report and accompanying 


exhibits lie on the table and be printed. 
agreed to. 
JOINT TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I submit, from the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, a report of a hearin 
relation to the agreement of the Je 


The motion was 


had before that committee in 
oint Traffic Association. Imove 
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that the usual number of copies of the hearing be printed for the 
use of the Senate. = 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1876) authorizing the pur- 
chaseof asitefor a building for the accommodation of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public 8 and Grounds, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 1877) to amend 
an act entitled An act to establish circuit courts of ap and 
define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1878) for the relief of the heirs of 
Erskine S. Allin and the United States Re; tion Firearms Com- 
pany, respectively; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1879) for the relief of Hannah E. Fuller, widow of 
Joseph Fuller (with accompanying papers); 

A bil (S. 1880) granting an increase of pension to David Carith- 
ers (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1881) granting a pension to the minors of Samuel 
Thurston (with . popore). 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 1882) to correct the military 
record of Charles E. Bentley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RAWLINS introduced a bill Ni 1883) for the appointment 
of a commission to make allotments of lands in severalty to Indians 
upon the Uintah Indian Reservation, in Utah, and to obtain the 
cession to the United States of all lands within said reservation 
not so allotted; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 8 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1884) granting a pension 
to Charlotte Amsden Hawkins; which was r twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 1885) to grant the right of way 
to the Chicago, St. Louis and Texas Air Line Railway Company 
through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyin pom referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. FRY introduced a bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for 
preventing collisions upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland 
waters of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1887) granting an increase 
of pension to Russell R. King; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1888) for the construction of a 
wooden dry dock at the United States navy-yard, Boston, Mass.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1889) for therelief of the 
estate of Nancy Barrow, deceased, late of Bolivar County, Miss.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1890) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Tuck; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: 
A bill (S. 1891) for the relief of Jacob Mann, of Baltimore, Md.; 


and 

A bill (S. 1892) for the relief of the widow and children of John 
Hamilton, deceased. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1893) to amend sections 
2347, 2348, 2349, 2350, 2351, and 2352 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (S. 1894) in relation to contempts 
of court; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


CARLOS GUTIERREZ. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Isend to the desk a joint resolution and ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and at 
the same time a letter from the Secretary of State which I should 
like to have read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador, was read twice by its title. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the letter 
from the Secretary of State, as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 3, 1897. 

Sin: At the instance of the Government of Salvador, made known through 
the minister of the Greater ublic of Central America at this capital, Senor 
Don J. D. Rodriguez, I have the honor to inclose a draft of a resolution au- 
thorizing the porary of War to receive for instruction at the Mili 
Academy at West Point Carlos Gutierrez, son of the President of Salvador, 
and to request that the measure be reported to the Senate at the earliest 
date practicable, with a view to its s y passage. 

The resolution follows the og ge of those approved February 2, 
1884, May 14, 1888, October 18, „December 22, 1892, and February 28, 1593, in 
the respective casesof Antonio ction José A. Urtecho, Henry Lecomte, 


Francisco Alcantara, and Alberto Guiro 


A similar letter has been written to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
Respectfully, yours, 
Hon. JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
Chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
United States Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to make a remark upon the subject 
before the joint resolution is referred. I understand that the 
request comes from the Greater Republic of Central America. 
Am I correct about that? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not notice the precise terms. I thought 
the request was at the instance of the Government of Salvador, 
made known through the minister of the Greater Republic. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have never made any recognition of the 
Greater Republic of Central America, and do not know what posi- 
tion that Government holds, if it is a government at all, to the 
United States. I have no disposition to antagonize the joint reso- 
lution. I think it is a very proper request, and one that we ought 
to grant. But I protest that the Government of the United States 
through its State Department ought to inform Congress whether 
there is such a Government as the Greater Republic of Central 
America, and what it is and what its rights are here. 

I do not understand that any minister of the Greater Republic 
of Central America has a right to make any request at all of Con- 
gress, even through the Secre of State, until we are informed in 
some authentic way that there is such a government. As to the 
Republic of Salvador, we are informed that there is a political 
strife, perhaps a revolution, going on there, and so in other States 
of the Greater Republic of Central America, as it is called. I 
think that every person must be as far from having correct infor- 
mation about it as I am, and I simply know noting about any 
such institution of government. 

Inasmuch as this request is made from the Government of Sal- 
vador, to which we send an accredited minister, I will not under- 
take to ee N the passage of the joint resolution upon the 
ground I state, but I desire to express the very earnest hope that 
the Secret; of State will inform the Congress of the Wnited 
States as to the legal or political status of that Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The joint resolution I believe has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been referred. 

Mr, HAWLEY. If it shall seem to be necessary, we will make 
inquiries upon that point, but I would rather waive the question 
of the intermediary, because this really comes from the Govern- 
ment of Salvador, with which we have the usual relations. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon. A suggestion is made tome by 
a brother Senator, and I see no objection to it myself. He sug- 
gests that I ask unanimous consent for the passage of the joint 
resolution. It is in the exact form of other resolutions by which 
we have permitted various pone to send a cadet to West 
Point, without expense to the United States, and excusing them 
from the usual oath of allegiance. It is a courtesy we have freely 
extended to various nations in all of the world. If there be 
no objection, I ask that the joint resolution be considered at this 


time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution which the Secretary will read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 'That the Secre of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to permit Carlos Gutierrez, of vador, to receive in- 
struction at the Milit: Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense 
shall be caused to the United States thereby: And provided further, That in 
the case of the said Gutierrez the provisions of sections and 1321 of the 
Revised Statutes shall be suspend: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Sections 1320 and 1321 provide for the usual 
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oath and also for signing articles agreeing to serve a certain num- 
ber of years, which we do not expect, of course, from a stranger. 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
. Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE D. NOBLE AND ERASTUS C. EVANS. 

On motion of Mr. WOLCOTT, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged from the further 
consideration of the following bills, and that they be 8 indefinitely: 


A bill 8 1400 granting a pension to George D. Noble; and 


‘A bill (S. 1400 granting an increase of pension to Erastus C. Evans. 


PRINTING OF CANADIAN TARIFF. 
Mr. VEST. I ask for an order to print the usual number of 
copies of the Canadian tariff for the Committee on Finance. 
HALE, What is the paper—the new Canadian tariff? 


Mr. VEST. The new Canadian é 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN VENEZUELA AND BRITISH GUIANA. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not deemed 
incompatible with the public interest, to inform the Senate if the special 
com on appointed by the President e Se 1896, to examine and re- 
port on the true boundary line between Venezuela and British Guiana have 
yt reported, and if so, to transmit tothe Senate a copy of such gy ak and 

said commission have not yet reported, what progress, if any, n 
made in their investigation. 


CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK, 


Mr. PASCO submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ponot That there 
be printed and bound 60,000 extra copies of the report of the Jo! nt Committee 
on the Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattan National Park, 18,000 
copies shall be for the use of the House of Re Fean AGITOS, 6,000 
the Senate, 1,000 copies for the National Park Commission to supply the 
28 State commissi: and 500 copies for the Secre of War to supply 
governors of the States, and 100 copies for each er at the dedication. 


WAR IN CUBA. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the routine business is closed, I move that 
the Senate proceed: to the consideration of the sundry civil appro- 
priation bil 

Mr, MORGAN. Before that motion is put, I desire to ask the 
Senator from Iowa whether since yesterday there has been any 
very great emergency for pushing this bill to the front. The Sen- 
ator yesterday at my suggestion very kindly consented to give 
notice that he would move to take up this appropriation bill to-da 
at 2 o'clock. Now, it seems that he is moving it to the front, and 
sup I hope it is not true—but I suppose the Senator is doing 
that in order to be me from calling up Senate joint resolution 
No. 26 on the subject of Cuba. I should like to know whether the 
Senator desires to displace that order with his present motion— 
whether that is his 15 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama is usually able to 
discern my motives, but in this instance he happens to be mis- 
taken. I refrained from suggesting to the Senate yesterday that 
I would call up the appropriation bill in the morning hour to-day, 
understanding that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] had 
some resolution that he wished to make some observations upon 
this morning, and also the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 
In order to make my pathway as clear as possible, I saw those 
Senators and asked them if they would not allow me to go on with 
the appropriation bill this morning. I did not know that there 
was any special interest in the matter of Cuba that required the 
occupation of the morning hour this morning, and I did not sup- 
pose that that question would be before the Senate to-day. 
the Senator from Alabama is wholly mistaken as to any view I 
may have had on the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. I Wish to ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that I may be indul for a few moments in making an 
appeal to the Senator from Iowa. 

have intended, as my conduct has very clearly shown, to press 
the joint resolution as rapidly as I could before the Senate. My 
urpose has not been in the slightest degree personal, nor has it 
n any other than a desire on my part to prevent the continu- 
ance of a condition in Cuba that is absolutely unbearable in the 
sight of God and man. That is to say, I have authentic informa- 
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tion, which I can submit to the Senator from Iowa, and which he 
will not doubt when I do it, that American citizens as well as 
Cubans are baine penned up and have been penned up in the cities 


and towns of Cuba by the order of General Weyler as a military 
movement, and that they are now literally starving to death in 
numbers for the want of provisions and supplies. 

I apprehend that the delays, which have great in this mat- 
ter, and such as it has been impossible for me to control, havea 
direct reference to the fact that the Spanish Government is now 
attempting in mone circles in Europe to ee a loan for 
the purpose of paying the interest upon a bonded debt which falls 
due now within a few days. Failing to do that, Spain will proba- 
bly not conduct the war, even during the wet season, against Cuba. 
Her power in Cuba is going into a state of rapid dilapidation, and 
unless she can delay action in the Senate of the United States, 
through which we will give an expression again to that which 
heretofore we have so solemnly expressed with respect to the 
rights of belligerency between Spain and Cuba in that island, she 
will not be abie to sell her bonds in the European market. 

I do not wish, Mr. President, to contribute to the form of war 
which is prevailing in Cuba to-day, with cruelties that are de- 
stroying innocent men, women, and children, by facilitating this 
operation of Spain in the money markets of ep That is m 
reason for urgency in the passage of the joint resolution. I thi 
I know what the opinion of the Senate is, and unless the Senate 
has been able to abandon its solemnly declared opinion of a year 
ago, in view of the fact and in consequence of the fact that the 
horrors of war in Cuba have been continually multiplied and 
increased, I can not doubt what the vote of the Senate will be 
upon the joint resolution when it is again taken up and brought 
to a vote. Not having any doubt about that, I do not wish 
that the men who are concerned in financial affairs in Europe 
shall be deceived by the delays which occur in this body in respect 
to the sentiments of the Senate of the United States. I think I 
can anticipate what that expression will be e rt If we 
could vote the resolution through this body to-day, Spain could 
not sell her bonds in the markets of prope. If we delay until 
to-morrow, or a week hence, or two weeks hence, she may be able 
to inveigle the money powers of Europe into taking her bonds 
and restrengthening her credit so as to continue this campaign of 
starvation, murder, and cruelty for some time longer, perhaps 
for a year hence. 

Now, under these conditions and in this situation I would not 
feel at all satisfied with myself, having offered the resolution, if I 
did not press it upon the attention of the Senate of the United 
States constantly and as often as I have the opportunity, in order 
to cut Spain off (for that is my p ) from a resort to a credit 
that y is fictitious amongst the money lenders of Europe to 
get money in that way for the purpose of continuing this horrible 


crime against humanity. 

I would gladly, Mr. President, retire from the contemplation of 
this subject, from any contact with it or any responsibility for it, 
if I could do so with a clear conscience. I would avoid the labor 
and respónsibility and the acrimonious things that are said about 
me in this connection if I could possibly do so. 

But, sir, I still have a heart in my bosom; I still have sympathy 
for suffering anani: I still have respect for people who fight 
for liberty, and I still have contempt and abhorrence for those 
methods of warfare in the Island of Cuba which have made that 
man Weyler the most taorongmy condemned and despised man 
that now lives in the world. I have thought that I would 
appeal to the Senator from Iowa if he could not postpone the 
appropriation bill until the hour of 2 o'clock, that perchance we 
might get at least nearer to a vote, if we do not reach a vote by 
that hour, Spon the 2 resolution. 

. ALLISON, I appeal to the Senator from Alabama to allow 
me to go on with the consideration of the ee bill for 
the reasons which I have already stated and for other reasons of 
public concern. This appropriation bill has been upon the table 
of the Senate for some time, because I have been occupied in 
another matter of public interest wherein it was supposed to be 
of great importance that the measure should be brought to the 
attention of the Senate. This is the first moment in three weeks 
in which I have been able to bring the bill before the Senate. 
This matter relating to Cuba has been under consideration here 
for two or three weeks. During the last week it was not pressed 
with any great vigor, at least so far as the public sessions of the 
Senate are concerned. I desire very much to have the appropria- 
tion bill disposed of now, in order that I may for a few days absent 
myself from the Senate. That is the only personal reason why I 
urge it now. I have no doubt the Senator from Alabama will 
have an early opportunity to bring forward his resolution and 
secure a vote on it. I certainly will interpose no impediment in 
the pathway of a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Iowa says or intimates that 
there has been no attempt on my part—— 

Mr. ALLISON, No; I do not intimate that. 
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Mr. MORGAN. To press the Cuban resolution during the last 
week or ten da’ oe 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not intimate that. 
Mr. MORGAN. Out of a spirit of honorable and just indul- 
ce to one solitary Senator on this floor, which I conceived it to 
ees duty to do, I have allowed this measure to pass from day to 
day, and when that Senator returned to the Senate yesterday morn- 


ing he still said he was not pre , and the matter went over 
again, with the understanding that the 3 bill Which 
the Senator from Iowa is now pressing at the hour of a quarter to 
1 o' clock would not be called until 2 o’clock 3 

Well, [know that the Senator has always been faithful, zealous, 
able, honorable, and patriotic in the discharge of every duty the 
Senate has ever imposed upon him, and I know that as a rule no 
measure can properly be antagonized to an appropriation bill when 
there is any emergency whatever for the passage of the appropri- 
ation bill. There is no emergency now for the passage of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, for it will not take effect until the 
beginning of the next fiscal year, which is some time off yet. 
There being noemergency for that, and there beng an emergency 
in respect of the Cuban resolution, I thought that I would ask the 
Senator if he would not yield in favor of my effort to relieve those 
people in Cuba for a while, to say the least of it. 

There is at present no urgent necessity for the passage of the 
appropriation bill. But, sir, I will not ant ize an appropria- 
tion bill. Senators can take their responsibility. It be but 
afew days until I think they will all be shocked with the idea 
that they have interposed objections to this measure, when, by 
declining to do so, they could have saved many human lives, and 
amongst them the lives of American citizens. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Ala- 
bama. By working assiduously on the appropriation bill I think 
we can complete it to-day, so that whatever may happen to le 
here or elsewhere there will be a delay of only twenty-four hours. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Dansta Hise to the consideration of the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 16) making ap- 

ropriations for sundry civil mses of the Government for the 
1 paar ending June 30, 1898, and for other p „which 
had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the reading of the bill proceeds, I desire 
to ask unanimous consent that the amendments pro by the 
Senate Committee N 5 may be. 3 as o 
reading pr an at other amendments may be postpon 
until alter the committee amendments shall have been di 
of. I also ask that the first formal reading of the bill may be 
* With. I eres will be no objection to the request. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
ae 8 from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and that will be 

e order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I desire to say in respect 
to this bill that as it is now printed and on the desks of Senators 
it is an exact copy of the bill which was sent to the President be- 
fore the 4th of h last. In the examination of the bill by the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations it was found that there were 
four or five errors, some of which in the enrolling of the 
pill, and one or two where the true intent and purpose of the con- 
ferees was not expressed in the conference report made at the last 
session. These are the only amendments that are proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I hope that other amendments 
which were considered and disposed of at the last session of Con- 
gress will not be now pressed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary 8 to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, on page 6, after line 17, to strike out: 

For pabio Ly as Topeka, Kans.: To enable the Secretary of the 


feet front of ground, or so much thereof as may be 
needed, — 2 GA the und now owned by the Government on which the 
ding a 


safe, and ready dispa! 
be . approved according to law: And provided further. 
hat said building, so enlarged, shall be une to danger from fire in 
adjacent buildings by an open space of not less 40 feet on the north. 

The amendment was to. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 14 on paga 16. 

Mr. AL On page 16, line 14, in the clause making appro- 
priations for the lighting of rivers,” after the word “Florida Bt l 
move to strike out the comma and insert a semicolon. 


fo STS Sea EU Zona Rr eas Dara Og hm eae ate ee are eee See 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Coast 
and Geodetic Survey,” on page 27, line 20, before the word hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-six thousand six” and insert 
‘t twenty-four thousand eight;” so as to read: 


In all, for field expenses, $124,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 9, on page 54. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 9, 54, after the word ‘‘dollars,” I 
move to insert to be immediately available.“ 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 9, page 54, 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘to be immediately available;” 
so as to read: 

For the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, $7,500, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was to. 

The xeading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 15, 
on e 54. 

. ALLISON. I offer an amendment to be inserted after line 


15. on page 54. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


ma; 
United States, with a view to the final settlement of the question, $25,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, to be a ble d the fiscal years 
1807 and 1898. ‘The provisions as to the detail of Government, officers and 
employees, paymen N vessels, and employment an 
—— of stenographers contained in said resolution of J ane 8. are 
hereby extended and made available to the fiscal year 1898: ided, 
ever Phat experts who may be detailed from the Government service on this 
work shall during such detail be paid their salary out of this appro- 
priation, and in addition thereto their actual expenses and $5 per day each 
as extra compensation during the period of their absence from Washington 
while employed upon this work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2, page 65, after 
the word“ dollars,“ to insert said sum to be also available for 
office work on such surveys;” so as to read: 

For survey of private land claims in the States of Colorado, Nevada, 
Pyong, and Utah, and in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, 
confirmed under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
establish a court of private land claims, and to provide for the settlement of 
1 land claims in certain States and Territories,“ approved March 8, 

891, and for the resurvey of such private land claims heretofore confirmed as 
may be deemed necessary, $15,000, said sum to be also available for office 
work on such surveys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 4, to increase the total 


appropriation for the United States Geological Survey from - 
000 to $489,100, 71 = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 5 on page 74. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘ appropriated,” in line 5, page 
74, I move to strike out the words ‘‘to carry out the provisions 
of this purpose,” and insert ‘‘for these purposes.” e latter 
words will appear better when in print. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, page 74, after the word appropri- 
ated,” it is proposed to strike ont to carry out the provisions of 
this purpose” and insert for these purposes; so as to read: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to secure sufficient accom- 
modations in said cities of Duluth, Sault Ste. Marie, and Buffalo for said 
hydrographic offices, sn to provide the same with the necessary furniture, 


apes su se allowed existing 
be ces, prad cost not — . —— Me en 

necessary, ereby a a 
otherwise eppropriated, Jer these purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

FREE HOMESTEADS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GatiinceEr in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the 
Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will 
be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 372) to provide free homes on the 
ublic lands for actual and bona fide settlers and reserve the pub- 
ic lands for that p $ 

Mr. PETTIGR W . Unless some Senator wishes now to speak 
to the bill, I ask unanimous consent that it be temporarily laid 
aside. There is a unanimous-consent agreement by which the bill 
and the pending amendment are to be voted upon without debate 
at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. To-day? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. To-day. I therefore ask that the bill be 
Lar eh y laid aside until 3 o'clock. 

. ALLISON. Are there many amendments? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. There is only one amendment, 


1897. 
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Mr. BERRY. It will not take long. 


Mr. ALLISON. Then let that be done, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I had anticipated offering an 
amendment to the bill, but an agreement having been made yes- 
terday, when I was absent, to vote at 3 o'clock to-day, no opportu- 
nity is afforded between now and 8 o'clock for a discussion of the 
bill or the amendment which I should offer. I have no desire to 
attempt to set aside the a; ment which was made or to ask for 
an extension of the time, use I think when a Senator is absent 
and an agreement is made in his absence he should abide by the 


agreement. 2 

But I desire to say at this time that I am still opposed to the 
bill, and if there were time I should desire to occupy the attention 
of the Senate to restate perhaps the grounds of my objection to 
the measure. However, as it is, under the consent agreement 
which has been obtained, I see nothing for me to do except to 
cast my vote against the bill when the time shall come. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business shall be laid 
aside informally. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


sideretion of the bill (HB. 16) teaking appropriations for bund 
eration of the bill ( : ing appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, and for other Ded an 

The PRESIDING OFFI The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on A tions was, 
on page 97, line 10, after the word million,” to strike out “five 
hundred and eighty-three ” and insert three hundred and thirty- 
three;” so as to the clause read: 

River from Hoad of the Passes tothe mouth of the Ohio Biver, inclading 
salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous expenses of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission, $2, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the same clause, on page 97, line 12, after 
ng Bey „dollars,“ I move to insert to be immediately avail- 
a > 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 97, after the word “dollars,” 
it is pro to insert to be immediately available.“ 
Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 


that applies to the appropriation for the Lower Mississippi River? 

Mr. ALLISON. For the Lower Mississippi River. 

Mr. BERRY. I had given notice of an amendment, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, which includes some- 
thing in addition to what is proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think amendment I have proposed will 
cover all that is necessary under existing conditions. It makes 
immediately available the entire appropriation for the Mississippi 
River up to Cairo. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to have the Senator t the 
amendment of which I have given notice, and which I shall now 
offer in lieu of the amendment submitted by the Senator. I ask 


that it be read. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to having the amendment 


read. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas in lieu of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa will be stated. 3 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 12, on page 
97, it is proposed to insert: 
0 ace sees Sie 

„and a ‘bors, 5 


80 
for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River, or 


any part thereof, may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended 


him in pursuance of contracts, or othe: as therein n ad 
Ba of 2 tions by > at he shall not obligate the Govern- 
, 1898, and a like 


; but 

en exceeding $2,583,000 for the iod en Jul 
rant E each of the two fiscal years Z uate 

Mr. ALLISON. I would say that that amendment is not quite 
satisfactory, because it proposes to change the law 3 
these appropriations. I suggest to the Senator that he better 
allow the amendment proposed by me to poron That will make 
= sum app toa 5 ava 5 after 

e of the act, which I sup is all t necessary. 

Me BERRY, If the Senator permit me, I wish to say a 
word. I shall detain the Senate but a moment. 

The object of the amendment I have pr , in addition to 
making the amount appropriated immediately available this year, 
is to it contracts to be made for the entire amount which is 
provided by the river and harbor bill, but not to obligate the Gov- 


ernment to pay more than one-third of the amount during any fis- 
cal year. It seemed to me, in view ofthe necessity of closing the 
crevasses which have been made by the recent floods, and the im- 


rtance of providing for doing the work by contract before the 
une rise, which is likely to come, and inasmuch as provision has 
already been made for 


e expenditure of this money in the river 
and harbor bill, there ought to be no objection to the making of 
contracts so as to cover the entire amount. I hope that the Senator 
from Iowa, in view of the peculiar conditions, will consent to the 
amendment I have proposed. It does not require any more to be 
expended thanis providedby law. It simply provides for the mak- 
ing of the contracts to cover the entire amount. 

e amendment was agreed upon after conference with the 
members from that section of the country, and I should very much 
prefer to have the provision in the bill stand in the way proposed 
in my amendment. If the Senator will permit the amendment to 
go into the bill, he will have a chance subsequently to look at it 
in conference; and if it shall be found objectionable, it can be 


corrected there. 
Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the amendment, it is a de- 
from the law as $9 so appropriations for the Mississippi 
iver. The amendment I have o authorizes the immediate 


expenditure of the appropriation for the next fiscal year. If a 
necessity should arise next year similar to that which has arisen, 
we can next year also make the appropriation immediately avail- 
able. I do not think it wise for us to double up these appropria- 
tions two or three years in advance. . 


Mr. BERRY. amendment does not increase the amount of 
the appropriation, I will say to the Senator. 
Mr. ISON. I understand that. 


Mr. BERRY. It simpy provides for the making of contracts. 
Mr. ALLISON. But it may lay the foundation for increased ` 


appropriations. 
the Senator does not agree to the 


r. BERRY. Iam 
amendment I have pro; 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether the new amendments he has proposed are amend- 
ments of the committee or are his own? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the pending amendments and 
every other amendment that I have offered are amendments which 


have been to by the committee, as I understand. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
insist upon his amendment? 


Mr. BERRY. I am very anxious to have it go into the bill as I 
have prepared it. If the Senate thinks it ought not to be adopted, 
let the Senate vote it down, but I am not willing to withdrawthe 
amendment. I offer it as a substitute for the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Iowa. 

I think it important that authority should be now given to 
make the contracts provided for in the clause under considera- 
tion, because it may prevent in the future a disaster like that 
which has recently happened. The amendment does not call for 
any additional expenditure; it does not p. to appropriate 
any more than has already been provided in the river and harbor 

ill. It simply provides for making the contracts, which might 
be made, as it is believed by those now in charge of the work, in 


a way to prevent such an overwhelming disaster as has lately 
cone to the le in that section of the country and has very 
much inj 


the work that is going on for the improvement of 
the commerce and navigation of the river. 

It does seem to me, in view of all the circumstances and of the 
fact that my amendment does not propose to increase the amount 
which Con has already provided, that therecan be no reason- 
able objection to letting the contracts be made now. Theamend- 
ment furthermore provides that not more than one-third of the 
amount proiden, in the river and harbor bill shall be expended 
during this year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on 117, line 15, to in- 
crease the total appropriation for the support of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers from $2,503,646” to $2,566,346. 

The amendment was a to. 

ae 3 of the bill was continued to the end of line 15, on 
Page 123. 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 15, on page 123, I move to insert 
of which sum $100,000 shall be immediately available;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


z For foes of witnesses, $730,000, of which sum $100,000 shall be immediately 
The amendment was agreed to. 


884 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 4, 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 187, line 18, after 


the word “who,” to strike out ‘‘retire” an 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 138, line 6, after the word 
t‘ documents,” to strike out now, in line 7, after the word De- 
artments,” and insert ‘‘and bureaus, and in the Government 
Printing Office, on March 1, 1897;” in line 13, before the word 
„the,“ to insert hereafter;“ and in line 15, after the word end,“ 
to insert: 
That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
make and deliver to JAMES D. RICHARDSON, the compiler of * Mi and 


Papers of the Presidents,” without cost to him, duplicate electrot plates 
routa which the compilation Messages and Papers of the Presidents“ is pub- 


insert ‘‘ retired.” 


So as to read: 


That the time allowed members of the 5 Congress to distribute 
2 documents to their credit, or the credit of their r tive districts, 
in the Interior or other Departments and bureaus, and in the Government 
2 Office, on March 1, 1897, and to present the names of libraries, pub- 
lic institutions, and individuals to receive such documents, be, and the same 
is hereby, extended to December 1, 1897, and hereafter the time for such dis- 
tribution by members of Congress reelected shall continue during their suc- 
cessive terms and until their right to frank documents end. That the 
Public Printer be, and he is horen, authorized and directed to make and 
deliver to JAMEs D. RICHARDSON, the compiler of ‘‘ Messages and Papers of 
the Presidents,“ without cost to him, duplicate electrot; pistes from which 
the compilation Messages and Papers of the Presidents“ is published. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. An amendment has been offered by the 
Senator from Iowa in regard to Alaska seal fisheries, and agreed 
to. I desire to have the vote by which the amendment was agreed 
to reconsidered, and to have the amendment stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state, as to the amendment to which the 
Senator refers, that I offered it some time ago, when he was not 
present. He has stated to me that he is opposed to the amend- 
ment, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to may be reconsidered, and 
that the amendment may be regarded as pnan I believe that 
is satisfactory to the Senator from South ota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and that will 
be the order. The amendment will again be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before taking up that amendment, I ask the 
Senate to return to page 4, line 4, where I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After the word purchase“ in line 4, page 4, 
it pod oe tg to insert by condemnation or otherwise;” so that 
it will read: 

And not to exceed $20,000 of this sum may, in the discretion of the Secre- 
— 5 of the Treasury, be used to ponei by condemnation or otherwise, 
additional land for the site of said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 48, after line 7, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. Iwill say, in respect to the proposed amend- 
ment, that it is not in the strict sense a committee amendment, 
although it is to execute what we supposed was already provided 
for in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act of 
the last session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

ARa SECRETARY. On page 48, after line 7, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak.: The Secretary of the Sreang is hereby 
autho: d to pay the salary of an assayer in charge at the rate of $2,000 yer 
annum and the salary of one clerk at the rate of $1,200 per annum at the 
Deadwood assay office, out of the a priation made therefor by the legis- 
lative appropriation act approved February 19, 1897. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will explain to Senators that in the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation act of the last session 
we a propratna $15.000 for the establishment of an assay office at 
Deadwood, and provided that of that sum a sufficient amount might 
be used for rent of building, wages of workmen, etc. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury writes that under the provisions of that ap- 

ropriation it would be impossible for him to establish the office. 
80 by the pearing amendment we simply provide that the assayer 
and a clerk may be also paid from the same appropriation. That 
is all there is to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 128, after line 23, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk. I will say that this also is a new item. 
It is recommended by the Secretary of State and by the Chief of 
the Bureau of American Republics and is estimated for by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It was not received in time to submit 
it to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 128, after line 23, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Publication of International Catalogue of Exports and Imports: For com- 
pleton of the compilation and publication, under the direction of the Secre- 

Pi of State, of a uniform nomenclature of reports of merchandise exported 
and imported, in the English, Spanish, and Po: ee languages, as provided 
by the International American Conference, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
FREE HOMESTEADS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The hour of 3 o'clock having arrived, at 
which time it was agreed that a vote should be taken on the free- 
homestead bill, I should like to have the bill taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire the Senate to continue the considera- 
tion of the appropriation bill after the homestead bill shall haye 
been disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair hears none, and the 
title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 372) to provide free homes on the 
ublic lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve the pub- 
ic lands for that purpose. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis onconcurring in the 

amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. SPOONER. Let it be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “tribes,” in line 5, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, inserted or upon military reserva- 
tions which have been opened to settlement;” so as to read: 

That all settlers under the homestead laws of the United States upon the 
Riou he vastata dee OF ops stars e e bars 
been opened to settlement, who have or who shall hereafter reside upon the 
tract entered in good faith for the period required by existing law, be 
entitled to a patent for the land so entered, upon the payment to the local land 
officers of the and customary fees, and no other or further charge of 
any kind whatsoever shall be zonoms from such settler to entitle him toa 
patent for the land covered by entry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment which has been stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] simply provides that where a settler 
has gone upon an abandoned military reservation and resided 
there five years, he shall be allowed to take title to it under the 
provisions of the homestead law without paying other than the 
N land-office fees. I have no objection to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HALE. An abandoned reservation? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, let the bill be read, if you please. 

Mr. HALE. As amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill as 
amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

99 T0000 
or 3 2 — the n tribes, x upon pete ty 
which have been opened to settlement, who have or who shall hereafter re- 
side upon the tract entered in good faith for the period required by exist in 
law, U be entitled to a patent for the land so entered, upon the pa’ ment 
to the local land officers of the usual and customary fees, and no other or 
further charge of any kind whatsoever shall be required from such settler to 
entitle him toa patens for the land covered by his entry: Provided, That the 
right to commute any such entry and pay for said lands, in the option of any 
such settler and in the time and at the prices now fixed by existing la 
shall remain in full force and effect: ided, however, That all tate | 
money so released, which if not released would belong to any Indian tribe, 
shall be paid to such Indian tribe by the United States. 

Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the terms and pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. AsIdesire to record unmistakably 
my vote against the bill, I will ask that there may be a division of 
the Senate on the question of its 8 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLEN. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 
Tam paired with the 


reservations 


Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay“ and he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. If he 
were present, I should with pleasure vote “nay” and I presume 
he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKN ER (when his name was called). I am paired 
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with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. : 

Mr. FORAKER (when his named was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. EARLE]. The 
senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] is paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. e have trans- 
ferred our pairs, and I will therefore vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). Iam 

ired with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
My colleague [Mr. Barr], I think, is paired with the junior 
Senator from . Proctor], both of whom, I believe, 
are absent. 


Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and there- 
fore withhald my vote, he not being present. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was e ra I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. I 
understand he is in favor of the bill, and I have consented to pair 
with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roc]. he 
were present, I should vote “nay.” > 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who is 
absent on account of the death of his brother, 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roach]. I 
am informed that if he were present, he would vote yea,” and 
that being my sentiment also, I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. T (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska pis, THURSTON], but by an 
arrangement with the Senator from Ohio . FORAKER], who is 
paired with my colleague [Mr. EARLE], I haye transferred that 
pair and will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. - 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask whether the senior Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam paired with thatSenator. Ishould 
vote ‘‘yea” if he were present. 

Mr. KENNEY. When my name was called, the junior Senator 


ermont [ 


from Pennsylvania . PENROSE] was not in his seat. Isee he 
is now in the Chamber, and I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—42. 

Allen, fat ir Shoup, 
Alliso. rT, Mo: Spooner, 
Bacon,’ Gear, Nelson, Tillman. 
Burrows, 0. Turpie, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Perkins, Wa: 
Carter. Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Chandler. Jones, Nev. Pettus, Wetmore, 
Clark, a Platt, N. Y. te, 
8 Near, Ou: i; * 

r C * „ 
Foraker, Mantle, Laulins. 

3 
Chilton, Hawley, urphy, est, 
Clay, Kemer, Plate, Casi: Walthall. 
Gorman, Mills, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—34 

Aldrich, Earle, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Baker, Kyle, Sewell, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Stewart, 
Berry, George, McBride, Teller, 
Caffery, Gray, Mason, Thurston, 
Cannon, Hale, Mitchell, Turner. 
Cockre! Hansbrough, Mo: R Wolcott. 
Cullom, Tenn. Penrose, 
Daniel, Hoar, Proctor, 

So the bill was passed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the consideration of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill may be now resumed. 

Phe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 16) maki 
civil expenses of the Government for the 
1898, and for other purposes. 

Mr. QUAY. If the committee amendments have been gone 
through with, I have an amendment which I wish to offer to the 
bill. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to page 92, line 12. I offer an amend- 
ment to come in after the word “dollars,” in the twelfth line. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” in line 12, page 92, 
insert: É 

in r- 
DATAN OE tne ALAAN Sante ERECAN Une ICES PON che AAS OF te 
uve Suis kato SAA of cos mci ok the MAAALA N VIAR GO 
pany, who shall receive a salary of $—— per annum. 


appropriations for sundry 
year ending June 30, 


Mr. QUAY. I will say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that Iam not certain that the amendment is neces- 
sary, but I ask him to accept it and take the matter into confer- 


ence. Itmay become n owing to the passage of the works 
of the Monongahela Navigation Company into the possession of 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see that there is a objection 
to it, especially as the number of dollars is blank. 

Mr. QUAY.. I leave that to be filled up in the conference com- 
mittee. 


Mr. ALLISON. ae > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I desire to ofter an amendment of which I 
. previously given notice. I move to insert on page 94, after 

ine 17: 
low Chat iF 
= — aesa River be Chattanooga: For continuing improve- 

I desire to say, in support of the proposed amendment, that this 
is certainly a very appro riate provision to make. I understand 
there is some point of order which the Senator from Iowa desires 
to make in objection to it, the point being that it is a new item; 
but I observed as he offered the committee amendments that there 
were several of them which he stated were new items; and I un- 
derstand that when this bill was pending in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress (this is but a reproduction of that bill, I believe) a number 
of amendments were made of the same general character. I pre- 
sume, therefore, that that is not necessarily a fatal objection. 

So I am emboldened to state, in behalf of this proposed amend- 
ment, notwithstanding that objection, the condition of the im- 
provement of the Tennessee River. That river, as Senators are 
aware, is navigable for a distance of about 600 miles. About one- 
half of the year, however, on account of two obstructions which 


the Government has been endeavoring to remove, it is not naviga- 


ble. One is known as the Muscle Shoals and the other as the Col- 
bert Shoals. The Government has already spent more than 
$4,000,000 in improvements it has there in progress, and the State 
of Alabama has spent, I believe, $2,000,000, making something 
like six and a half million dollars already expended. 

As to the Muscle Shoals improvement, that, I understand, is com- 
See They are now working on what is known as the Colbert 

hoals improvement. It consists of a canal 8 miles in length, with 
a lock at the upper and a lock at the lower end of it. The lock at the 
upper end has been completed. There only remains, in order that 
that river may be navigable throughout the whole year, the finish- 
ang of the lower improvement, the building of the canal, and one 
lock. The whole improvement is useless unless the additional 
lock be completed. Unless this appropriation is made, nothin 
can be done until the next session of Congress, when the river an 
harbor bill will, I suppose, contain an appropriation for it. 

It is very desirable that the improvement should proceed, not 
only because the money that has been invested in the improve- 
ment is idle and beyond the power of anybody to utilize until the 
improvement is completed, but because large industries that have 
kroma up upon the banks of the Tennessee River at Birmingham, 

heffield, Florence, and other places are dependent on this im- 
83 for getting their products to market. It costs the 

overnment nothing except only that which is in contemplation 
to be expended anyhow; and, in view of the good results which 
will come from it, I urge that the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I stated to the Senator from 
Ohio that I did not believe under the rules of the Senate this 
amendment could be regarded as in order. It is an amendment 
for a river and harbor improvement which is not contemplated to 
be a part of this sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Some years ago provision was made by the Committee on Com- 
merce in the river and harbor bill for the construction of certain 
works by continuous contracts, and it was provided that appro- 
priations should be made from year to year for the purpose of 
era igre | those contracts. This is not one of those improve- 
ments, and if we insert this amendment as a part of the pending 
bill we will enter upon the work of a river and harbor bill in this 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Therefore I make the point of order, which should be made, that 
the amendment is not in order Epon the pending bill. It is not 
estimated for as a part of the bill and there is no continuous con- 
tract for which provision is required to be made in the pending 
bill. That is all there is about it. 

I have no doubt this is a valuable improvement and one that 
ought to be continued, but if we are to enter upon the making of 
appropriations for rivers and harbors upon this bill we might as 
well give it up now, because it would take a month to consider it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
if it is entirely certain that this improvement is not in the line of 
an existing work? Is it a new work—a new improvement? I had 
been led to suppose that it is in strict accordance with the plan 
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adopted by the Committee on Commerce for the improvement of 
the Tennessee River. I did not understand the facts to be as 
stated by the Senator from Iowa. I have been informed that it 


is a continuation of the existing ‘improvement which it would be 
perfectly proper and fitting to place upon the pending bill. 

Mr. AL ISON. Then if its be shown that it comes within 
the provision of contract work, under the arrangement made in 
the river and harbor bill of last year by the Committee on Com- 
merce, and that it has been estimated for and belongs to that 
category of improvements, I shall not object to it. But I under- 
stand | it to be an improvement which has not been contracted 
for, which is not estimated for, and which is not in the line of the 
improvements contemplated in the sundry civil bill. Therefore 
it does not rest upon me or the committee to show the affirmative 
of that proposition, but upon those who think that the proposed 
appropriation is in execution of a contract already in existence. 

r. CHANDLER. I should like to have the amendment read 
before the ruling is made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. After line 17 on page 94 insert: 

ene ty aaa oe! River below Chattanooga: For continuing improve- 
ment, $400, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I admit that the Senator from Iowa is right 
in saying that the burden of proof is upon those who propose this 
amendment to show that it is only the continuation of work al- 
ready provided for. It occurs to me, as I hear the amendment 
read, that the amendment itself proves that there is an addition 
of $100,000 to the appropriation for continuing an improvement 
already provided for. the Senator from Iowa is right, then 
this money will not be spent upon any work not already author- 
ized. If the Senator from Iowa is wrong, then the amendment 

roposed by the Senator from Ohio will have the effect of provid- 
the necessary money to go on with this work, which I am in- 
formed by Senators and by others from that section it is very 
important to have go forward without delay during the present 
year, exactly as has been stated by the Senator from Ohio, I sup- 
pose the chairman of the Committee on Commerce could perha 
enlighten us on this point. But certainly, Mr. President, the 
language of the amendment does not subject it to the point of 


order. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the theory on which these appro- 
iations are made in the sundry civil bill is that provisions have 
n made for the improvement of harbors by contract—that is, 
authorizing the Secre of War to make a contract for the en- 
tire woe ene the 8 es be paid 5 rozo to Arapa as 
appropriations may be made by Congress. e contractor goes 
to shes and receives a certificate of work done. That becomes a 
debt against the United States, and being a debt against the 
United States, it goes into the sundry civil bill instead of the river 


and harbor bill. That is the only theory on which all of those 
pas greece! ap in the sundry civil bill. i 
ow, if the sundry civil bill is to be loaded with appropriations 


made directly, as they are made in the river and harbor bill, you 
will swamp both bills. There will be no end to them. You would 
break up the entire contract system in a very short time, and the 
contract system I regard as the most valuable that has ever been 
adopted by Congress for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
It is entirely clear that this improvement ought not to appear in 
the sundry civil bill. It will be taken care of in the river and 


harbor bill at the next session of Congress. 
Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, that is just the 
trouble. It can not be taken care of otherwise than in the pend- 


ing bill, I understand, until the next session of Congress. 

Fr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. And those who are interested in this improve- 
ment think it is unwise to delay the completion of the improve- 
ment for a whole year merely out of deference to the theory as to 
how appropriations should be made. Wecan not see how there 
can be any injury to the public interests or to any other interests 
in making an appropriation that is necessary for carrying forward 
a work on which we have expended $6,500,000, and from which 
work we can realize no benefit until there shall be this additional 
expenditure made which is necessary merely to its completion. 

y should we remain without benefit from the large expendi- 
ture we have already made, and why should the millions of prod- 
ucts that are being brought forth by the industries now estab- 
lished along that river be wanting for a market, when we can 
relieve them in the manner that is here ? 

It is conceded that this is a work which has been undertaken by 
the Government, and that is to be prosecuted to its completion 
by the Government. It must be conceded that the money now 
proposed to be appropriated will have to be appropriated at the 
next session of Congress. It is only expending now a year earlier 
money that must be then expended, and certainly the interests 
which require the appropriation at this time are sufficient to jus- 
tify us in making the exception that is 12 I do not know 
of any other appropriations of this kind that are to be asked for. 


Mr. FRYE. The amendment is clearly subject to the 
order, Mr. President. There is no question about it at 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me say one thing, then, in answer, if I 
may, before I yield the floor. The items that I referred to, that 
were put in the bill upon amendments proposed by the chairman, 
were of the same general nature, as I understand it, so far as the 
point of order is concerned. So it is a question after all with re- 

to which we are at liberty to as we may under all the 
circumstances think it is wise to act. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am aware that the point of 
order having been made, the matter is not open to discussion, but 
by common consent a few words have been said on either side. 

I confess that I am somewhat amazed at the consideration of 
this bill so far as we have gone with it to-day. In point of amount 
the bill appropriates over $53,000,000, the greatest amonnt that 
has ever been appropriated, I think, in a single sundry civil appro- 
priation bill. The amount for rivers and harbors contained in 
this bill is over $18,000,000. With the condition of the Treasury 
at present, I submit to our friends on the other side that it is not 
wise to increase the amount. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says this isa larger amount than was 
ever before in a sundry civil appropriation bill. I should like to 
know if it is a larger amount than was ever contained in a sundry 
civil 1 bill minus the class of items which are now 
here, but Which were formerly in the river and harbor bill. The 
items of this class, making the 818, 000, 000 the Senator speaks of, 
would formerly have been in the river and harbor bill, and notin 
the sundry civil bill at all. So before the Senator makes the com- 
parison he ought to deduct that $18,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, you can not deduct the amount 
from the pockets of the people. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator if that is quite a fair answer to 
my question? Iam sure, if the Senator will pardon me, that he 
is not wanting to make a point on some political antagonist. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. Or anything of that kind. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Iknow if there is anything my honorable friend 
from Maryland is famous for it is sweet and delightful nonparti- 
sanship, and therefore I put the question to him so as to be sure 
of a candid answer. When he said the appropriation of $53,000,- 
000 by the pending bill is larger than was ever made in a sundry 
civil bill before, does he not agree with me that this is a bill con- 
taining the sundry civil appropriations and also the river and 
harbor expenditures as far as they are under contract, and which 
he says amount to $18,000,000? Now, does he say that the appro- 
priation of $35,000,000 is larger than the sundry civil bill ever be- 
fore contained? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. Well, that is the point. 

Mr. GORMAN. But I take the bill as it comes, under the 
tem which we have entered upon. I think it is a wise system, for 
I concur with the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, in the opinion that 
the provision for making reasonable contracts—I mean reasonable 
in extent—was a wise one, not only for the Government itself, but 
for the people. I believe that entering upon that system has pro- 
duced greater results than any other form of appropriation that 
has been introduced in Con; since I have been a member of 
this body. Ido not complain of that. But under that system it 

e necessary to have the annual appropriations made on this 
bill. Those appropriations have swollen the bill $18,000,000, a 
greater amount than I think the commerce and business of the 
country st at this time; certainly a greater amount than the 
condition of the Treasury warrants. 

Therefore, even if the amendment of the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio were in order, which I do not believe it to be, I should 
oppose it because under the present conditions I think we ought 
to have some regard to economy in the expenditure of the public 
money. 

Can it be, Mr. President, that we are to pursue the policy that 
is being inaugurated to-day? The only amendments, so far as I 
have observed, have been for the p of increasing offices and 
increasing the expenditures of the Government. Is it because 
to-day there has been brought back into this Chamber a bill to 
add from $65,000,000 to $70,000,000 of taxes u the people? It 
would be bad enough in the interest of the public to increase tax- 
ation in times of depression to any extent; but I think it is the 
height of unwisdom now, on the very day of the report of the great 
tariff bill which is to increase taxes all along the line, that one or 
more propositions shall come in here to increase the items of this 
bill and make the amount appropriated by it greater than it has 
ever been before. > 

I had hoped, Mr, President, that Senators on the other side of 


int of 
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the Chamber, who are now r efor the conduct of the Gov- 
ernment, would hew to their political line, and that while raising 
the taxes and increasing the rates on practically everything that 
is to be imported, they would, in the interest of the people, recom- 
mit this appropriation bill with a view of reducing the amount of 
appropriations contained in it. z 

Phere are appropriations here for works authorized to be con- 
tracted for that could wait and no great interest of the country 
would suffer. They could wait until we have wrung from the 

ple greater taxation. The taxes will be wrung from them. 
Phat came with the election of Mr. McKinley as President of the 
United States? But that you are to act with the expenditures be- 
fore you have realized from your new tariff law is, in pon Pele 
ment, a matter in which all the people are concerned. I upon 
my nonpartisan friend from eee join one from Mary- 
pe in aiding tocut down these appropriations rather than increase 

em. 

Some years ago I made a careful statement to the Senate of the 
United States, The pension laws as they are now require the ex- 
penditure of $150,000,000 per annum. To this must be added the 
whole amount that we expend for the soldiers’ homes from one 
end of the country to the other. The pension budget amounts to 
nearly $160,000,000. Now, in this time of depression and distress 
there is no economy attempted to be practiced in the pending bill. 
You can not cut down the pension roll. When the law of 1890 
was „it fixed it as an obligation of the Government that no 
man could take from an old soldier who was authorized to receive 
a pension under that act a single dollar that was provided for, and 
none will be taken until the old soldiers pass hence. But there is 
no excuse whatever to provide as we do in this bill for the erec- 
tion of other military homes thirty-odd years after the war, when 
the number of Union soldiers is growing less. Yet you have laid 
the foundation in this bill for an expenditure of half a million 
dollars. It is not so much in the bill; itis the beginning—I think 
only $150.000; but it is to extend finally to half a on more. 
Why make that provision when you are about to levy more taxes? 
Why not wait until you have wrung from an unwilling people 
Bio aA pie bat which must come from the passage of the 

ingley bi i 

AEF to the amount in the bill for the improvement, no mat- 
ter how desirable, of a river where the improvement is not author- 
ized to be contracted for? The project has only been looked into 
by the Engineer Department. hy does not the chairman of this 
committee send his bill back to the committee and cut down two 
or three million dollars the appropriations on account of the im- 
provements of rivers and harbors? I know (and I want to do the 
chairman of the committee justice) that at the last Congress, and 
at the last session, in the committee, we attempted to reduce the 
amount 25 per cent and so reported, and the Senate concurred in 
our action. In the closing hours of that session, which terminated 
with the 4th of March, the Senate could not stand out and refuse 
the parsan of the bill because the coordinate branch demanded 
that we should appropriate $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 more than the 
Senate willed. 

Now is the time when the Senate can go back to its action of 


last session, and eyen go begona the action of the last session, and | posed 


say to the coordinate branch, ‘‘There is time enough from now 
until July to consider carefully these items and cut down these 
t expenditures wherever they may be cut down,” and this 
tem is the largest in the bill that can be sheared off without doing 
injustice to any interest. The answer, and the only answer, that 
has come to us is, that ‘‘We have been called in session to levy 
taxation and not to reduce expenditures; we will not form a com- 
mittee that can take up the items and determine what is just and 
fair for the people; we are here to tax them and not to save to 
them their money.” 

Let the Senate send the bill back with the great reductions that 
we made at the last session, and say to that body, which must act 
with us, ‘‘ Your duty to the people who elected you, your duty to 
the country, is to organize, to scrutinize, to reduce expenditures, 
and save the people as far as possible from the burdens proposed 
to be placed on them in the shape of taxation.” 

There are rumors—although I have not seen the bill—that an 
attempt has been made to reduce the form at least of taxation 
contained in the tariff bill as it was presented to us. ‘I trust be- 
fore we have concludedits consideration that this great body, with- 
out reference to party divisions, may at least that a reduc- 
tion in expenditures may be made. We und d perfectly the 

eral division of parties upon the question of how taxation shall 
levied. That will come and will be met at the p time; but 
here and now I appeal to our friends on the other side to take this 
bill back now, that the chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
and the members of that commiitee will have time to consider it. 

The conditions have Doan Suna up to this hour that it has not 
been possible to give much time to the details. That can not be 
done except by those who are in control of this Senate, of this 
Congress, and of the executive branch of the Government. We 


on this side recognize that we can do no more than criticise, no 
more than to appeal to you to be just to the people. Thea 

may be in vain, possibly it will be in vain; but, Mr. President, 
history is constantly repeating itself. Since I have been a mem- 
ber of this body I have seen the Congress run mad for taxation, 
excessive taxation; I have seen Congresses that have increased the 
appropriations, as the last one did, $400,000 per annum more than 
they were eight years ago; and the response from the people was 
so loud that the whole world took note of it. I beg you, in the 
interest of all, to stop now, to be reminded of the lessons of the 
past, and to put the pruning knife in here, save this expenditure 
or reduce it, and then relieve the country from the proposed in- 
creased taxation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator’s objection to this 
proposed amendment reminds me of an experience we had with a 
e in our State a few years ago, who, in the discharge of 

official duties, refused to grant a pardon on the ground that 
he had already granted two pardons from the county the convict 
came from. other words, the objection of the Senator from 
Maryland does not go either to the amount of this proposed appro- 
priation or tothe merit of this proposed ee His objec- 
tion is simply that this bill proposes to appropriate an unusually 
large amount of money. 

I remember, Mr. President, when the Indian appropriation bill 
was brought before the Senate a few weeks ago we had a speech 
similar to that which the Senator has just now made, a speech in 
which he told us of our duty to the country and the responsibili- 
ties under which we are here acting. He charged then, as he has 
now here charged, that the amount involved in this appropriation 
bill was unusually and unreasonably large, and when f ad con- 
cluded that he walked into the smoking room, put on his 
hat, his overcoat, and his gloves, and walked down to his place of 
residence, wherever that may be. I saw the Senator as he left the 
Senate Chamber. I expected when he made that speech, Mr. 
President, to hear the Senator from Maryland in the progress of 
the consideration of that bill pointing out wherein it contained 

rovisions that were open to objection, but not an objection came 
him from the beginning to the ending. 

I thought he was derelict in his duty as a Senator, if I may be 
allowed to say so, in that respect, for if he knew that there were 
embodied in that bill provisions that ought not to be there it was 
his duty, as well as the duty of Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber, to point out those objectionable provisions in order that the 
people of this country might be protected from what we were 
p% todo. And just so, let me say to the Senator now, if he 

objections to provisions that are embodied in this bill I trust 
he will not quit the Chamber when we take up the bill for consid- 
eration by items, but that he will remain at his post and will point 
out wherein the provisions to which he takes exception lack merit, 
and why such provisions should be rejected by the Senate. 

Recurring now to that which is before the ate for consider- 
ation, I should be better satisfied with the speech the Senator has 
made, and I think the Senate, which is now called upon to act 
upon this amendment, would be better satisfied if the 
Senator would signify whether, in his judgment, the amount pro- 
is too large, or whether this pro: amendment lacks 
merit; whether or not it be wise or unwise, having the merit of 
the proposition in view, to make the provision that is here pro- 

to be made and goon to the completion of the work, on 
which so much money has already been ded and from which 
no benefit whatever can be derived until the work be entirely 
completed. 

No Senator has yet made objection to the amount of this pro- 
posed appropriation or to the merit of it. There has been only 
the character of objection to which I refer. Until there be some 
specific objection of that character, I take it I need not say any- 
thing more in support than I have already said of the amendment, 
so far as its merit is concerned. 

So far as the tariff policy and the tariff bill that have been re- 
ferred to by the Senator are concerned, let me say that they need 
no defense from me or from any other Senator on this side of the 
Chamber at this time. In view of the experience this country has 
had during the last four years, the tariff policy of the 3 
party is speaking for itself more eloquently than any human 
tongue can speak. 

So far, Mr. President, as the pensioners of this Government are 
concerned, the Senator need not have the solicitude he manifests. 
They will be taken care of. They have never failed to be taken 
care of under Republican Administrations. For the next four 
years it is the purpose of the legislation we pro that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall have a sufficient revenue to 
meet its ordinary expenditures; that it shall have a sufficient rev- 
enue to make it unnecessary to issue bonds to meet the current 
obligations of the Government; that it shall have a sufficient rev- 
enue to pay pensions to the men who are entitled to them; and it 
will have revenue, and those obligations will all be disc 
The Senator need not have any apprehension on that point. 
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Mr. GORMAN, 
whom I have a very high , comes as one of the immense 
host from Ohio but recently. His service in the Senate, of course, 
is limited in time. We trust to have him here a very long time in 
the future, and he will learn as he moves along with this body 
that we do not pay special attention to each other as we enter or 
leave the cloakroom, but that the services of Senators are gauged 
by their associates and by the public by what they do, by what 
they accomplish. The Senator will further learn that no one 
Senator can be familiar with all the bills which are brought up 
in this body for consideration. As to the Indian appropriation 
bill to which he refers, and the action of mine to which he refers, 
of which I have no recollection, I announced at the time that Í 
was not familiar with the details of that bill, and did not profess 


to be. 

Mr, FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to askif he was 
not a member of the committee? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; but Iam not specially in charge of the 
Indian ap riation bill. The Senator will also learn, as he moves 
along with e committees, that even a member of a committee 
can not know all the provisions of all the bills which come before 
acommittee. However, that is aside. ; 

I was laying a general foundation and making a general state- 
ment, as I make it now. I had in view then, as I have in view 
now, just such propositions as that made by the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio to increase the appropriations in this bill, 
already extravagant beyond measure, by propositions which are 
made in violation of the rules of the Senate to make of a sundry 
civil appropriation bill a river and harbor bill, to make an appro- 
priation of $400,000 for a work which has not been considered by 
the proper committee of this body. 

The nator is mistaken. I object not only to his amendment 
on the point of order, but I object to it as to the amount. I object 
to it because it comes at a time when the condition of the Treasury 
does not warrant it, and it is not an appropriation which ought 
to be now made. I object to it from every standpoint. 

While, as I have said, Mr. President, I shall be glad, as I always 
have been, to support any proposition for the advancement of the 
commercial interests of the country when the condition of the 
Treasury warrants it, what I object tonowis that this amendment 
does not properly come here for consideration, and ought not to 
be considered, no matter who offered it. 

I want to say to the distinguished Senator from Ohio that when 
this bill was under consideration at the last session I made the 
point of order and fought appropriations identical in scope and 
coming precisely as his amendment does. Therefore my objec- 
tion was not personal to him. I have no personalities in these 
matters, but I have a duty to perform, and I try to perform it as 
I understand it, without fear and without favor. hen there is 
in power an Administration of the party to which I am attached, 
I make the same criticisms that Ido now. But as the senior Sena- 
tor from Ohio, with the President of the United States, a resident 
of that State, calling sharply the attention of Congress to the fact 
that we ought to have economy in every expenditure of the Gov- 
5 my amazement that the first great proposition 
to increase appropriations nearly half a million dollars comes from 
that Senator. I had hoped, in view of the earnest appeal made on 
the front of this Capitol on the 4th of March last, that the Senator 
from Ohio would have stood with us in this body to aid us in cut - 
ting down these expenditures. That is all I desired, and that is 
all I desire now. 

Mr, President, as we move on and the Senator and I have our 
pleasant relations, as 1 hope we shall inside and outside of the 
cloakroom, I yet trust that he will see his way clear to permit an 
appeal in the interest of the people to make some lodgment in his 


mind. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
seems to imagine that I proceeded upon the theory that Iregarded 
his remarks as in some sense personal to in oes I had not any 
such idea, and certainly there was not anything in my remarks 
that was intended to be in an offensive way personal to himself; 
but the Senator undertook to lecture Senators on this side of the 
Chamber; he undertook to call us to duty with respect to these ap- 

ropriations, and surely, in view of that, I had a right to remind 
fim of the fact that, after he had generalized, he refused to stay 
and specify. . 

The Senator from Maryland can not be more disposed to econo- 
mize than are the Senators upon this side. We propose to have 
an economical Administration, and I invite the Senator, this time 
having generalized his objections, to remain and specify, assuring 
him in the outset that no Senator in this Chamber wil i join with 
him more zealously than I will to cut down or strike out any ap- 
propriation that he can pomi out in this measure which ought 
not to be made by it. we desire is that he will give us in a 
practical way, so that we may utilize it, his superior knowledge, 
acquired as a long-time member of this most distinguished legis- 
lative body. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio, for 


Those of us who are new members, who stand here in need of 
instruction such as he has been so generously and graciously giv- 
ing me, could not be expected to know these things without some 
one to call them to our attention. He professes to have the knowl- 

ane I challenge him now—and that is all I arose for—as this 
þi parna under consideration, to remain and specify what items 
should be stricken out of this measure and what items in this 
measure should be reduced, to the end that we may have an eco- 
nomical measure that will do ques to the people, whose tribune 
he assumes by his character of speech to be. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I regret very much that this 
amendment has caused a somewhat political discussion. So far 
as I know, there is no politics in the amendment under considera- 
tion. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is mistaken in 
speaking of it as an amendment that had not been considered by 
a committee. This amendment was before the Committee on 
Appropriations, and they considered it, I presume; at least I take 
it for granted they did. It was sent to them for consideration 
about a month ago. 

The Senator from Maryland is also mistaken in saying that this 
amendment proceeded from the Senator from Ohio [Mr. For- 
AKER]. The amendment was offered by the junior Senator from 
Alabama, and was offered earnestly and in the hope that we 
would not get into a political quarrel over it, but that we would 
consider the amendment fairly and on its own merits, independ- 
ent of any differences of opinion that we might have on tariffs or 
other subjects. 

Mr. President, the Tennessee River is navigable by nature from 
Knoxville, in the eastern part of Tennessee, through that State 
by way of Chattanooga, and through all of north Alabama and 
down to its mouth, except as to two shoals; and in the navigable 
state of the water commerce is carried on in the upper Tennessee 
and in the lower Tennessee nearly a thousand miles. It runs 
through the best agricultural country in the world. It runs 
through the finest mineral country in the world. 

Now, there are two obstructions to the navigation of this river. 
The State of Alabama once thought itself rich enough to clean out 
those obstructions; it set to work about it earnestly, and expended 
a large sum of money in building a canal through Muscle Shoal, 
There is a vast shoal there. The State of Alabama had not the 
means to complete the work, and the United States undertook to 
finish it, and did finish it. We have now a canal completed the 
entire distance from Muscle Shoal by the Government of the 
United States continuing the work which the State of Alabama so 
well began. Just below Muscle Shoal, however, is a small shoal, 
small comparatively, but rocky; and the United States not onl 
completed the canal through the Muscle Shoal, but 3 
to complete it also through Colbert Shoal. When that is com- 

leted, leg Tennessee River will be navigable from Knoxville to 
ts mouth. 

This amendment is introduced here for the purpose of continu- 
ing the work that has been done on that river. It is one of the 
most important rivers in the United States by reason of its location 
and length, excepting the great river. It is said to me that this 
amendment is out of order. Well, I had that under consideration 
before the matter was introduced. I knew then that there were 
appropriations on this bill as sent from the other Honse of the 
identical nature with that which is now pending, without any 
variation at all, making appropriations for new work at new 
places. Here is an old work that has been going on for years, and 
it is approximating completion. The present usefulness of the 
work which has been already done will be destroyed unless the 
5 is removed in Colbert Shoal, a few miles below Muscle 

Pome that legislation of this kind was already on the bill, and 
seeing that other legislation of this kind has been put on the bill 
by the committee itself, my amendment was offered here in the 
Senate, and adopted in the committee, it seemed to me that we 
might look, for one time at least, higher than politics; that we 
might look to justice; and I say, Mr. President, that it is nothing 
but an act of justice to make this sppropriation, if any appropria- 
tion of that class is to be made in this bill. 

Mr. President, there ought not to be these points of order which 
rule out one man and rulein another exactly in the same situa- 
tion. I do not believe in them; they are not printed in your rules, 
and ought not to be. 

This great river, as it will be when it is really opened, will be a 
benefit more to the State of Tennessee, probably, than to any other 
State, but it will be of infinite benefit to the State of Alabama, as 
it runs through the entire width of the State. It will be of last- 
ing and great benefit to the great States that lie along the Ohio 
River, because the carrying of agricultural products from that 
country and the carrying of goods into that country for sale will 
be made cheaper and greatly more convenient by this improve- 
ment. In addition to that, the great industry in iron and in coal 
will be more benefited by the opening of this river than by the 
opening of any other river in the United States, 
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So I say I hope Senators will not apply a rule of order to destroy 
a useful work of this kind merely on the theory that it did not 
come from the Committee on Appropriations. That committee 
had it, and I see no distinction between an amendment which the 
committee put on the bill and an amendment which the commit- 
tee considered, or ought to have considered, 

The fact about the business is that in deciding questions of this 
kind points of order merely are not considered with great favor by 
men who want to do right, who want to act 3 fairly 
toward all sections of the country, and I hope when Senators un- 
dertake to vote against this amendment on any such flimsy pre- 
text as that it is out of order they will put the pruning knife here 
and cut out of this bill a large number of other appropriations of 
exactly the same class. 

Mr. President, let us rise to the dignity of doing justice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have a proper sympathy, I 
trust, with the Senator from Alabama and the Senator from Ohio 
as to the amendment under consideration, and I am appealed to 
indirectly by the Senator from Alabama to withdraw the point 
of order which I have made and which has also been made by the 
Senator from Maine, the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, in order that justice may be done in respect to this par- 
ticular appropriation. 

The Senator from Alabama forgets that if we are to have an 
orderly disposition of business in this body we must have rules 
for its transaction. The Committee on . is only one 
of the committees, but it has charge of all bills appropriating 
public money except those only which relate to the improvement 
of rivers and harbors, jurisdiction of which, by the rules of the 
Senate, is conferred upon the Committee on Commerce, who have 
exclusive authority to deal with such measures. However, under 
a recent custom of the Committee on Commerce and under a 
policy which I have no doubt is a wise one, we have been com- 
pelled to deal with rivers and harbors in a limited sense upon one 
of the appropriation bills committed to the care of the Committee 
on . River and harbor improvements are thus 
turned over to this bill upon the distinet theory and for the reason 
that they are obligations of the Government. 

The theory of the sundry civil bill is that there is not an item in 
it which is not in execution and furtherance of an object already 
authorized by law; andif the Senator from Alabama will point 
out to me an item in the bill which is not authorized by law I will 
join him in eliminatingit from the bill. It may be that there are 
some small items relating to the administration of our Govern- 
ment which are not strictly in order, but as to the great subjects 
embraced in the $53,000,000 carried by the bill, every item in the 
bill is in pursuance of some statute ey. passed by Congress. 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio is not such 
an amendment, and therefore it is legitimate to make a point of 
order against it. 

The Senator from Maryland takes occasion on this amendment 
to speak of the extravagance found in the bill. On that point I 
can only reiterate what was so well said by the Senator from Ohio, 
by asking the Senator from Maryland to point out the items, ex- 
cept those relating to rivers and harbors, which can be fairly 
regarded as extravagant in view of prior appropriations. No one 

1 say that the Senator from Maryland, under the leadership of 
the Senator from Missouri, who was then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, in 1896 presented to the Senate a bill 
extravagant in its appropriations, and yet I am willing as a mem- 
ber of this body to take the appropriations for 1896 made in the 
sundry civil bill and compare them item by item with the appro- 
priations that are proposed to be made here for the year 1898. I 
should be glad to have the Senator from. Maryland point out to 
me, with the exception of the river and harbor appropriations, a 
single item as to the ordinary affairs or expenditures of this 
Government which with safety we can largely or even in a small 
degree reduce. They all relate to the regular and proper expend- 
itures of the Government under existing statutes, and therefore 
I submit to him that they can not be materially reduced. 

It is well enough for all of us to talk in platforms and in pub- 
lic utterances about economical administration and economical 
expenditures and appropriations. I have had some experience 
with appropriation s, and the Senator from Maryland also has 
had such experience, and I have been unable to tind—and I want 
the new as well as the older Senators in this body to point out to 
me—where we can materially diminish the expenditures of the 
Government as to these appropriations from year to year without 
crippling what we regard as necessary to its progress and devel- 
opment. 

Senators say too much money is appropriated for riversand har- 
bors from year to year. We appropriate more money for rivers 
and harbors from year to year than for any other purpose. The 
Senator from Maryland says, ‘‘Recommit the bill and reduce the 
appropriations.” it had not been for the fact that we were en- 
gaged in the consideration of this bill during the retiring Adminis- 

ation and in the last hours of Congress, we could not have 


reduced it a single dollar; and if we are to go on with the consid- 
eration of this measure to the exclusion of other business, as the 
Senator from Maryland seems to think we ought to do, until the 


Ist day of July, instead of the bill containing appropriations in 
the aggregate amounting to $53, 000,000, it will contain in the ag- 
gregate more than $60,000,000, Ican show, with all respect to 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Alabama, that if 
their amendment is to be projected into this bill, items involving 
at least five or ten million dollars must be added to the bill which 
can be shown to be of equal importance to the amendment they 


propose. 
It is the Committee on Commerce which should recommend 
these 8 from year to year, and they should be made 


in an orderly way, as provided by our laws. Where is the esti- 
mate for the proposed ate aera ca Who has made it? What 
Department has stated t 


at this poe aoa of $400,000 shall be 
now and here added to the pending bill? If we are to add to the 
bill 8 which we can show is necessary for the progress 
and development of our country, which will more rapidly develo 
our rivers and our commerce, which will make more secure an 
more useful our harbors, we can add $100,000,000. Taking into 
account the range of our public expenditures from year to year, 
we appropriate about a certain amount for rivers and harbors, 
and we can not very well exceed thatsum. In the orderly prog- 
ress of these improvements and expenditures we require estimates; 
we pd SOAS reports from the engineers, which, under our rules, 
are submitted to the proper committee of this body, and then the 
items are to come upon the proper 5 bill. 

Tam making no technical point when, in this initial procedure, 
I say it is not in order to appropriate this sum of money upon the 
pending bill, because the necessary preliminary steps leading up 
to the appropriation have not been taken, and until they are taken 
the amendment is not in order. If this amendment is in order, 
then practically anything is in order upon this bill which any 
Senator can demonstrate to be useful to the interests of our coun- 
try, eet in the development of its commerce or in any other 
respect. 

So, Mr. President, I trust we will not now enter upon new topics 
and new subjects on this bill after it has been considered fully by 
thelast Congress, and in view of the tacit understanding, at least, 
that it should be passed without adding to it any considerable amend- 
ments relating to new subjects of appropriation, especially those 
which are embodied in the recommendation of no Secretary of 
War, of no Secretary of the Treasury, and are found in no Book of 
Estimates. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee. I rise for the purpose of asking 
the Senator from Iowa if he will yield at this time for a motion to 
proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will. í 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee. I make that motion. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. “Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. In view of the statement of the Senator from 
Towa that there are others who would propose appropriations of a 
similar character, for which this might open the way, and in view 
of the fact that the point of order is probably well taken and that 
the Penau insists upon standing by it, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
were that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 5, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 4, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Webster Davis, of Kansas City, Mo., to be Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior, vice John M. Reynolds, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 

Lieut, Col. William Henry Forwood, deputy surgeon general 
to be assistant surgeon-general, with the rank of colonel, May 8. 
1897, vice Alexander, retired from active service. 

Maj. Charles Smart, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon. general, with 
ne berg of lieutenant-colonel, May 3, 1897, vice Forwood, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Aaron Hirst Appel, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with 
the rank of major, May 3, 1897, vice Smart, promoted. 
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Artillery arm. 
© Lieut. Col. Marcus Peter Miller, First Artillery, to be colonel, 
April 30, 1897, vice Bainbridge, Third Artillery, retired from 
active service. 
Maj. Jacob Beekman Rawles, Fourth Artillery, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, April 30, 1897, vice Miller, First Artillery, promoted. 
Capt. Lewis Smith, Third Artillery, to be major, April 80, 1897, 
vice Rawles, Fourth Artillery, promoted. 
First Lieut. Charles Wood Hobbs, Third Artillery, to be cap- 
tain, April 30, 1897, vice Smith, Third Artillery, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Delamere Skerrett, Fifth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, April 30, 1897, vice Hobbs, Third Artillery, promoted. 
Infantry arm, 
Lieut. Col. Jacob Kline, Ninth Infantry, to be colonel, April 30, 
1897, vice Jewett, Twenty-first Infantry, deceased. 
Maj. Ezra Philetus Ewers, Ninth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, April 30, 1897, vice Kline, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 
2 8 Erasmus Corwin Gilbreath, Eleventh Infantry, to be major, 
April 30, 1897, vice Ewers, Ninth Infantry, promoa 
irst Lieut. Pierce Mason Butler Travis, Eleventh Infantry, to 
be pepa, April 30, 1897, vice Gilbreath, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 
mo 


Second Lieut. Willis Uline, Twelfth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, April 30, 1897, vice Travis, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Sergt. Alfred T. Smith, oompany H, Sixth Infantry, 
to be sorong lieutenant, May 3, 1897, vice Uline, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 4, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Bellamy Storer, of Ohio, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Belgium. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Robert F. Patterson, of Tennessee, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Calcutta, India, 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 
George M. Fisk, of Ohio, to be second secretary of the embassy 
of the United States at Berlin, Germany. 
Huntington Wilson, of Illinois, to be second secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Tokyo, Japan. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Passed Asst. Engineer Theodore F. Burgdorff, to be a chief 
engineer. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
Asst. Surg. Ezra K. Sprague, of New Jersey, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon, 
SURVEYOR OF GUSTOMS, 
Charles H. Smith, of Missouri, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
James S. Harriman, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Belfast, in the State of Maine. 
Thomas H. Phair, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Aroostook, in the State of Maine. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Charles B. Timberlake, of Holyoke, Colo., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Sterling, Colo. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 6, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MORGAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], if he will allow me to make the suggestion, that I 
think, inasmuch as we are to go into executive session to-day on 
the treaty, perhaps he had better call up the appropriation bill 
and pr with it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be gratified if the Senator from Ala- 
bama will allow that to be done, and I hope it can be done at the 
earliest moment. 

SENATOR FROM KENTUCKY. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I present the credentials of Hon. W. J. Deboe, 
recently elected a member of this body by the general assembly of 
3 I send the credentials to the desk, and ask that they 


rei 
The credentials of William J. Deboe, chosen by the legislature 


of the State of Kentucky a Senator from that State for the term 


commencing March 4, 1897, were read, and ordered to be filed. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Deboe is now present in the Chamber and 
ready to take the n th. 


oa 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection on the part 
of the Senate, the Senator-elect from Kentucky will take his p 

at the Vice-President’s desk to be sworn. 

Mr. Deboe was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Linpsay, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
Mr. ALLISON, If there is no routine morning business to be 
resented, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
ouse bill No. 16. ` 

Mr. 3 Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to present 

a petition 
r. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition.of 71 citizens of Haverhill, Mass., 
praying for the early passage of a bill restricting immigration and 
rotecting the workingmen of this country; which was ordered to 
e on the table. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me for 
morning business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I yield for routine business. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of J. M. Buss and 45 other 
laborers of Florida, praying for the adoption of the lumber sched- 
ule in the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of O. A. Brown and 46 other 
workinen of Galeton; of F. H. Rhodes and 55 other workmen of 
Galeton; of Fred. Wagner and 45 other workmen of Austin; of 
George W. Doane and 25 other workmen of Galeton; of John Van 
Fossen and 127 other workmen of Williamsport, and of Harry G. 
Evans and 43 other workmen of Austin, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the adoption of the lumber schedule in the 
pending tariff bill as by the House of Representatives; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McENERY presented petitions of W. S. Goos and 66 other 
sawmill employee of Lake Chariea: of L. Z. Gowers and 14 other 
workmen of Bayou Bar ; of G. L. Crisp and 84 other workmen; 
of 8. W. Neel and 78 cther lumber employees of Swartz; of Daniel 
Goodman and 30 other employees of the Drew & Powell Mills, and 
of John Lemeur and 78 other workmen of Westlake, all in the State 
of Louisiana, praying for the adoption of the lumber schedule in 
the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representatives; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the petition of Isparhecher, 
principal chief of the Creek Nation of Indians, praying for the 

of Senate bill No. 1803, providing for the payment of the 
88 to the loyal Creek Indians as provided in the treaty of 
1866; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1895) for the relief of the heirs 
of Thomas J. Chace and Thomas J. Chace, jr., late of Monticello, 
Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers. referred to the Committee on Claims. 

. RAWLINS introduced a bill (S. 1896) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and for the erection of a public building thereon 
at Salt Lake City, the capital of the State of Utah; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildi and Grounds. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1897) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha E. Templeton and Mrs. Emma T. Wood; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

` SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry 
civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to inquire if the committee have 
offered all the amendments they intend to present? If so, I desire 
to offer an amendment now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have further amendments, but I can offer 
them later if the Senator from Washington desires to offer his 
amendment now. 

Mr. WILSON. No; I will wait until after the committee amend- 
ments have been acted upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask attention to an amendment that was 
offered yesterday on page 123, after line 15. I desire unanimous 
consent that that amendment may be di to, and that the 
words inserted there may be inserted on line 13, after the word 
** dollars;” so that the clause will read: 

See ee ea eee eee $100,000 shall be immediately avail- 
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I had not all the popes before me yesterday from the Attorney- 
General’s Office, and I find that the amendment should apply 
urors and not to witnesses, = 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 


The SECRETARY, At the end of line 13, on page 123, insert: 

Of which sum $100,000 shall be immediately available. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The amendment ado 
by which these words were inserted after the wo: 
line 15, will be disagreed to. 4 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 129, at the request of those having an 
interest in the survey of the Nicaragua Canal, especially the chair- 
man of the select committee, I offer an amendment, It has not 
been considered by the Committee on Appropriations, but I think 
it is a proper amendment to adopt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, on page 129, after the words“ con- 
sist of,” strike out the words: 

Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, one 
9 2 Navy, and one engineer from civil lite. 
And insert: p 
than three nor more than five from the Army and Na 
chen ae life or from both, in his 8 T * 

Mr. ALLISON. That relates to the survey of the Nicaragua 
Canal, leaving a little more latitude to the Executive as respects 
the selection of the engineers. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what is the motive behind the exclusion of the ce ge Corps of 
the Army from participancy in this survey? Ithinkit very proper 
that a member of that corps should participate. I believe, except 
in very extraordinary instances, there has been no exclusion of 
this sort heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no exclusion, I will say to the Sena- 
tor from California. It leaves a wider margin, a wider latitude, 
to the President in the selection of these men. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the word both” refer only to the 
Navy and to civil life, and would not the word“ both” exclude 
them? 


em 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly it is not the purpose to do so. Any 
amendment that will accomplish the purpose, which is to enlarge 
the scope of selection by the President, will be satisfactory to me, 
as I have no doubt it will be to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, does not the 
amendment leave it in the power of the ident to take no one 
from either the Army or the Navy? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. Well, I think that is a provision which ought 
not to be made in the bill. It seems to me that the adoption of 
the amendment would be a direct reflection upon the Army and 
Navy, and is intended, if pace have these engineers taken 
entirely from civil life. board went to Nicaragua, and the 
Senator knows what the result was, and the report that was made. 
It occurs to me that if we adopt this amendment it will be con- 
strued as a reflection upon the army officers and the navy officers, 
and the pu is to enable the President of the United States to 
take men who belong to civil life. I do not think the amendment 
ought to be ary Sea 

MORGAN. The object of the amendment is to leave the 
President entirely without restriction as to the particular classes 
from whom he may select these officers, so that he may do that 
which is very greatly demanded, select the very best talent that 
can be found in this country for the p „whether it isin the 
Army or in the Navy or in civil life. ho can object to that? 
Many of the engineers who belong to the Army and Navy are 
engrossed in other occupations, where their services are very 
as shear and they are not always available. 

he amendment is not intended to reflect upon any person at 
all. On the contrary, if there is any intention of that sort, it could 
be more properly attributed to the amendment to relieve the civil 
engineers of the United States from the censure which might be 
implied from going to the Army and the Navy for engineers. I 
hope Senators will not object to the amendment. It is very much 
desired in order to give the President the opportunity of selecting 
(I do not know whom; I have no one in mind about it), from the 
whole body of the Army and Navy, and from the people alike, the 
best talent that can be found for this very important undertaking. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope very much that the amendment wi 
be adopted. No more important commission will be appointed by 
the President than this Nicaragua commission, and wesimply trust 
the President to select the commission either from the Army and 
Navy alone, or from civil life alone, or to combine the officers of 
the Army and Navy and civilians. Iam sure the President ought 
to be given that latitude. He ‘ht not to be tied up in the ap- 
pointment of the commission. oever might be dent of 


y 
„dollars,“ in 


the United States, I am sure I should vote, if an amendment of 
this kind were proposed, to give the President the utmost latitude 
in the selection of a commission to investigate the very important 
subject of the Nicaragua Canal. 

. WHITE. The statement that some reflection upon the 
Engineer Corps would follow the adoption of the amendment will 
be sustained when it is recollected that the bill which heretofore 
= contained the provision which itis now proposed to amend. 

ence we are now virtually taking from the bill which we before 
enacted the provision requiring the selection of one member of the 
Corps of Engineers of the Army and one from the engineers of the 
Navy. The corps, especially the Engineer Corps of the Army, is 
resorted to by the Government of the United States for all of its 
important engineering operations. Through that corps the fortifi- 
cations are erected; through that corps the vast system of river and 
harbor improvements of the United States is carried on and con- 
ducted. It is at least the theory, and I believe it to be the fact, that 
there are no men in the United States skilled in river and harbor 
work who are as competent and as thoroughly organized for the 
parce of engaging in this kind of employment as are the mem- 

rs of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army. 

Mr. President, I see no reason for a discrimination such as the 
amendment contains, Senators say that the President ought to 
have wide latitude. That is true, but he is having wide latitude 
if he is permitted to make the appointments with merely the 
restriction that one of the parties e shall come from the 
corps which has had charge of such immense improvements and 
such vast expenditure as those which have been made during the 
history of the Government. We have always so restric the 
Executive except, as I have stated, in isolated cases; and I know 
of no reason why we should now discredit the corps, as I think it 
will be discredited in the eyes of some, by the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I quite sympathize with the remarks made by 
the Senator from California and those made by the Senator from 
Arkansas, but I desire the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, who has charge of the bill, to explain precisely the pres- 
ent condition and the effect of what he proposes. Let us have, 
as Blackstone says, the old law, the mischief, and the remedy.” 
I wish he would explain it. There seems to be a misunder- 


1 

Mr. ISON. I wish to say only a word respecting the mat- 
ter. It is thought to be desirable that the President of the 
United States shall have a wider latitude in the selection of these 
officers. Suppose, for example, he should want to send General 
Craighill, who was the Chief of Engineers for a number of years, 
and one of the most eminent engineersin our country. Hecan not 
do it under the bill as it stands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Because he must select a man from the Corps 
of Engineers of the Army. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is a member of ore of Engineers, 
Unquestionably he can send a man on the list just as well 
as a man on the active list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave been told that that can not be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question on that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a matter in which I have no icular 
interest or concern. If the friends of the Nicaragua Canal who 
are here desire that this shall not be done, let them vote the amend- 
ment down. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Iowa tell me where the 
amendment is proposed to be inserted? 

Mr. ALLISON. On 129, striking out, after the words 
„consist of,” in line 10, down to and including the words civil 
life,” in line 13, and inserting what 1 hope will be read at the desk. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, when the commission was ap- 
pointed before to make an examination and survey in Nicaragua 
the bill provided that it should consist of one army officer. one 
engineer, and one civilian. Those officers went there, and within 
the limited time they had they made a report. It was not satis- 
factory to some of those who had been pushing the Nicaragua 
Canal scheme, and they were assailed for their report. However, 
since the * sale was made it has never been brought up in the 
Senate and discussed at length. 

It has always been customary in regard to river and harbor 
improvements of importance to provide that a certain number 
should go from the Corps of Engineers of the Army. Of recent 
yos dissatisfaction has arisen at times, because parties who had 

rge personal interest could not control and manipulate army 
officers, who are, I believe, as honest men and as upright and as 
competent as any there are in the world. They have begun in the 
Committee on Commerce in various ways to try to eliminate 
those officers and bring in civil engineers from outside life, who 
are sometimes di to be more liberal in regard to what the 
parties want. 

The other provision having been made this way, the survey 
having been made, the report having been made, to undertake to 


892 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 5, 


say after it is in the bill as it 
provision shall be elimina upo 
army officers of the United States, and it is one which is not 
warranted by anything in the history of the corps, which has 
been honorable to them. It is known to all men that no more 
honorable or tomy ayia men exist in any condition of life. 


in the last Congress that the 
I submit is a reflection upon the 


I therefore think that the amendment ought to be voted down. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in my observation in life Ihave 
never had as much trouble in dealing with anybody as I have with 
a man who is always trying to get insulted, who is always imag- 
ining that some person has got a pique or a fling at him. The 
Senator from Arkansas has been concerned in some matters in the 
Committee on Commerce out of which he seems to have got a 
certain degree of irritation against engineers from civil life, and 
he intimates here, if he does not assert, that the friends of the 
Nicaragua Canal have been before the Committee on Commerce, 
in some form or other, to to get engineers from civil life en- 
gaged in business of this kind instead of the Corps of Engineers of 
the Army and engineers of the Navy. The Senator is entirely 
mistaken. We have not been there. No friend of the Nicaragua 
Canal has been before the Committee on Commerce to do any- 
thing of the kind, or for any purpose whatever that I know of. 

The object of the amendment is to enable the President of the 
United States to select the very best and most experienced talent 
in canal building to be found in the whole coun The name of 
General Craighill has been mentioned, and a doubt has been sug- 
gested here (and I think itis a very reasonable doubt and the sug- 
gestion a very appropriate one) that because of his retirement, un- 

er the law, he is not now to be considered as a member of the 
Corps of Engineers. He is still an engineer officer, and liable in 
certain emergencies and contingencies, perhaps, to be called into 
service, but he is not, as described here, a member of the Corps of 
Engineers. So we should be deprived immediately of the service 
of that great officer according to the bill asit stands now. Ido 
not know a manin the United States whom I would prefer, either 
for ability or integrity, to General Craighill, as the officer to con- 
duct a AAEL and examination of this kind. 

It is probably true, and I think I can afford to make the state- 
ment here to-day, that there is not an officer to-day in the Army 
or Navy Corps of Engineers who has ever constructed a canal or 
who has ever been practically connected with the construction of a 
canal. That is an art of engineering which stands by itself very 
greatly. Such results as have come to the assistance of the people 
of the United States by the skill and ability of those men who have 
opened and are now continuing to be engaged in opening the 
drainage canal at Chicago are at least equal, if they are not supe- 
rior, to any engineering results that have ever been produced by 
any set of men in the Navy or in the Army during all the history 
of this country. 

I do not believe that there is any set of men anywhere to be 
found who are the equals for genius and for ability of the men 
who constructed the drainage canal, and now they have the expe- 
rience. I should like very much indeed to allow the President to 
go to that canal and select some of those experienced men. I 
should like for him to select General Craighill. I should like for 
him to select anybody who is truly eminent both for his integrity 
and for his ability in a matter of this kind. If there is any objec- 
tion to that, I can not see it; I do not understand it. 

The Senator from Arkansas is entirely mistaken if he supposes 
that there is any intention to reflect upon either the Corps of Army 
Engineers or the engineers of the Navy. The purpose is to re- 
move all restraint, that the President may take as many as he 
pleases from anywhere he pleases, so he happens to get the best 
men, as I have no doubt he will try to do. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Alabama was mistaken when 
he said that I stated that the friends of the Nicaragua Canal had 
been before the Commerce Committee. I made no reference to 
the friends of the Nicaragua Canal in connection with the Com- 
merce Committee. I did say that parties, in other instances, who 
had been unable to manipulate and control army officers and 
army engineers had sought to have amendments in regard to 
river and harbor improvements so as to prone for the appoint- 
ment of civil engineerson those boards. It has been donein some 
instances, but in no instance has it ever occurred where provision 
was mee made that at least one army officer should be upon the 
boar 


The proposition in regard to the Nicar: Canal contemplates 
the expenditure of a large amount of Government money. It 
seems to me eminently proper that at least one of those engineers 
aromo be an officer representing the Government of the United 

tates. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no doubt he will be. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator says that nodoubthe will be. That 
is all the bill eee that one of them shall be an engineer from 
the Corps of Engineers of the Army, and the Senator from Iowa 
seeks by his amendment to prevent the appointment of this one 
army officer. 

The Senator speaks of General Craighill. If it were proper and 


competent to do so, I for one would be perfectly willing to men- 
tion General Craighill in the bill as one of the board, because he 
is an eminent man, a man of ability, and a true gentleman. The bill 
as it stands without the amendment provides that only one shall 
be an officer of the Army, and the shaders from Iowa seeks to 
remove that from it. 

What I said in regard to the Nicaragua Canal was that when a 
commission was appointed as this bill provides, one from the 
Army, one from the Navy, and one from civil life, they made an 
honest report, as I believe, in tothe conditions there. And 
yet this board and the army officers were assailed from one end 
of this country to the other by the friends of that canal and those 
who 2 but utterly failed to manipulate them in making their 
report. 

n view of all these facts, I repeat what I said, that this amend- 
ment will be construed as a direct reflection upon the officers of 
the Army of the United States, which I think is not warranted by 
anything in the history of the Engineer Corps of the Army. And 
the amendment ought to be beaten. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With all due respect to the Senator from 
California and the Senator from Arkansas, I do not think that 
the slightest implication can be made against the Engineer Corps 
of the Army by the adoption of the amendment. The amendment 
does not say that an engineer officer of the Army shall not be 
selected, and no possible inference unfavorable to the engineer 
officers of the Army can be drawn from the amendment. the 
amendment limi the President’s selection in any way, that 
argument might be made, but it does not. It simply gives the 
President the right to appoint whom he pleases, finding the per- 
sons to do this work wherever he chooses. I ask Senators, Where 
is there any implication from that proposition? If the amend- 
ment is adopted, the President can do what he likes; he can ap- 
point an engineer officer of the Army; he can appoint all engineer 
officers of the Army if he chooses. 

Mr. BERRY. Or he can appoint all from civil life. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Orhe can a ue all civiliansif he chooses, 

Mr. BERRY. That is the point I make 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me there can not be any objec- 
tion to allowing him to do that if he sees fit, and inly there 
can not be any possible implication injurious to the Engineer Corps 
of the Army. I would resent any such implication as quickly as 
the Senator from California or the Senator from Arkansas. But 
if we can not adopt here in a new piece of legislation the propo- 
sition that the President may select whoever pleases, not con- 
fining him either to the Army or to the Navy or to civil life, with- 
out putting an implication upon somebody, then it is time to get 
rid of that idea by some authoritative declaration. I think Sena- 
tors make a false argument when they insist that there will be an 
imputation put upon anybody by the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. P. O. ere is no State in the Union that is more dee 10 
interested in the Nicaragua Canal scheme than the State whic 
have the honor in part to represent, and I hope that the amend- 
ment will not prevail. I believe the bill ought to provide that one 
of the members of this board should be from the Corps of Engi- 
neers. We have recently had a very valuable report made up in 
this same way by the Ludlow board, which examined into this 
case; and, in my judgment, it is well that this new board be made 
up as provided in the bill before the amendment was offered. I 
do not believe that there should be any Pere to exclude from the 
investigation of this very important subject the Army and Navy 
engineers. I think that the discretion given to the President un- 
der the bill as it now stands. to appoint one from ciyil life, is a 
wise one, but I think he should be required to select the other two 
from the Army and the Navy. 

I hope that the amendment offered by the chairman of the com- 
mittee will not prevail. 

Mr.CAFFERY. I desire to enter my protest against the amend- 
ment pro by the chairman of the committee or by the com- 
mittee. It virtually gives power to the President to exclude an 
army engineer and a navy engineer from the commission to re- 
port upon the Nicaragua Canal project. We expend a vast deal 
of money on our internal improvements, and that money is ex- 
pended, so far as the work is concerned, under the supervision of 
the Engineer Corps of the Army, sometimes supplemented with 
an engineer from the Navy. 

In a work of this magnitude, a work regung. the greatest 
fidelity and skill and care, it appears to me to be a little peculiar 
and strange that a provision should be brought in which would 
give authority to the President to ignore entirely the Engineer 

rps of the Army and the engineers of the Navy. I for one see 
no necessity for the amendment, and I will canons it. à 

Mr. HAWLEY. The language of the bill is not exceedingly 
clear. The bill as it stands says: 

And to carry out this purpose— 

The construction of the Nicaragua Canal— 
the President of the United States is authorized to bed 7 a commission 
to consist of one engineer from the Corps of Engineers of the United States 


am one engineer from the engineers of the Navy, and one engineer 
e. 
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It is proposed to strike out the words „one engineer from the 
Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, one engineer from 
the engineers of the Navy, and one engineer from civil life,” and 
to insert these words: 

Not less than three nor more than five from the Army and Navy, or from 
civil life, or from both, in his discretion. 

The language seems to me to be a little awkward, but it can be 
corrected perhaps by the chairman of the committee or in confer- 
ence. I move to add: 

Bat one engineer officer at least shall be appointed from the Army, from 
the active or retired list. 

Mr. BERRY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And one from the Navy. 

Mr. PASCO. How about the Navy? 

Mr.HAWLEY. The chairman of the committee suggests that 
J include the Navy. It would then read: 

But one engineer shall be selected from the Army and one from the Navy, 
either from the active or retired list. 1 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That requires that the President shall appoint 
from the Engineer Corps of the Army and Navy, and as the 
amendment without that would stand, guage Be might sarees 
all from civil life. We prefer, many of us, that there absolutely 
should be some officer of the Regul Army or Navy. 

Mr. ALLISON. You say one 

Mr. HAWLEY. I say one from the Army and one from the 
Navy, on either the retired or active list. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator from Connecticut the amend- 
ment in such condition that it may be declared now? I should 
like to hear it read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I propose to add: 

But at least one engineer shall be selected from the Army and one from 
the Navy, on either the retired or active list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa accept 
that amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to have the amendment read as proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut, so that we may understand what 
it is. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning with 
the word one,“ in line 10, the following: 

One harip ag from the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, one 
engineer from the engineers of the Navy, and one engineer from civil life. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Not less than three nor more than five persons, from the Army and Navy, 
or from civil life, or from both, in his discretion, but at least one engineer 
shall be selected from the Army and one from the Navy, on either the retired 
or active list. 

So that, if amended, the clause would read: 

And to aert out this purpose the President of the United States is author- 
ized to appoint a commission to consist of not less than three nor more than 
five persons, from the Army and Navy, or from civil life, or from both, in his 
discretion, but at least one engineer shall be selected m the Army and 
one from the Navy, on either the retired or active list. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that the amendment might be 
written with much less verbiage, and that a plainer statement be 
made of it. Why not pass it over until a little later? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope it will be passed over. I think the 
phraseology can be made more precise. 

Mr. HAWLEY, It can be put in better shape. It will be 
passed over. 

1 . The amendment will be passed over 
mporarily. 
. HOAR. If the committee amendments are through, I 
move, on page 135, after line 18, to insert: 

That there be paid to Charles Abert, of Montgomery County, Md., $5,000 
a sna ee of the Carachi bust of Benjamin lin for the Library 
o 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
Se proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR]. 

Nr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Senate 
for one moment, for it will take but a moment to state the reasons 
for this amendment. 

Iam aware that it is not desirable to enter into general pur- 
chases of this kind in the present condition of the Treasury, but 
this is a very pocaliar case. This amendment provides for the 
3 of a bust made by Dr. Franklin's own direction for his 

aughter and given by him to her. The present owner is Dr. 
Franklin’s great-granddaughter. Mr. Abert is her husband. He 
is a Southern man, living in Maryland, in quite humble circum- 
stances, and is compelled to sell this bust. I have seen a photo- 
graph of it. The original is now in the National Museum, and 
ere is the best authority not only from the family tradition, but 
from contemporary letters that it is a most admirable likeness, 
and was satisfactory to the Doctor himself. If the opportunity to 
secure it now for the Government passes by, it will probably get 


into some pores collection, perhaps in some distant part of the 


country. I have no doubt there are institutions in my own State 
that would be very glad to purchase it at this price. 

I hope the Senate will allow the amendment to pass and let it 
go into conference, and if the conference committee finds it can 
not be accepted, it can go out. The amendment has been reported 
favorably from the Library Committee and referred to the Ap- 
propriations Committee. 

. ALLISON. This amendment should properly be offered 
the deficiency bill. We have two or three such amendments al- 
ee proposed to that bill. It does not belong to the sundry civil 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me,I rel ea this was 
the proper bill. If the Senator prefers that it s go on the de- 
ficiency bill, I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will do that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, of which I gave notice the day before yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend, after the word . dol- 
lars,” at the end of line 6, on page 54, by inserting: 

Provided, That in lieu of the three i tors whose employment is author- 
ized by the act of June 9, 1896, there be appointed by the — oy 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, one nt, at a salary of 
per annum, and one assistant agent, at a salary of $2,000 per annum. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I desire to say a single word 
in advocacy of the amendment. It reduces the number of offici 
in this service from three to two. It effects an annual saving 
$500 in salary and improves the efficiency of the service. 

The amendment was reported by the Committee on Fisheries 
and recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury in a letter 
which I send to the Secretary’s desk and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., May 4, 1897. 
Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 84 
instant in relation to a pro amen: 


ent tothe sundry civil * 
pe bill providing that in lieu of three rs for the salmon eries 
ere 


be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. one agent, at a salary of $2,500 per annum, and one assist- 
ant agent, at $2,000 per annum, and, in reply to your request for an expression 
of my views thereon, to state that in my opinion the services of three in- 
spectors for the salmon fisheries are not required, and that the amendment 
under consideration meets my approval. 
ally, yours, 
Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 


United States Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 54, line 9, I move to strike out the 
words “ five hundred” before the word ‘‘dollars.” It cuts down 
the ag: ate appropriation from $7,500 to $7,000. 

The VICE-PR ENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On e 54, line 9, after the word thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out five hundred;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I offer an amendment which I send to the 
desk, and call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 93, line 8, after the word For,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘completing” and insert continuing the 
construction of;” so as to read: 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: For continuing the construction 
of Locks and Dams Nos. 7 and B. $200,000, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this matter was under consideration in 
the committee, it was our understanding that the sum of $200,000 
would eat hg these two locks and dams. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It will undoubtedly complete Lock No. 7, but 
there is 1 that it may not complete Lock No. 8, and un- 
der the ruling of the Department, where the word “completing” 
is used, no matter how little short it may fall, they will not com- 
mence the work at all. To remove any doubt about that, and so 
that the work may go on, I have offered the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will consent to the amendment if the Sena- 
tor knows that is the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Kentucky, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 69, line 19, after the word “dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 
Provided, Said commissioners shall hereafter be 3 by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is new legislation as re- 
ts the selection of these officers, and therefore not in order. I 
not a 870 to it myself, and if the Senator will ask unanimous 


consent that the amendment may be adopted, I shall make no ob- 
jection, but I shall object to it unless unanimous consent is asked. 

Mr. WILSON. Then, Mr. President, at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Iowa, I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
may be considered, 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishonld like to have some explanation of the 
amendment before I give my consent to its adoption. 

Mr. WILSON. Under the act of February 26, 1895, we have 
what is known as twelve mineral-land commissioners in the States 
of Montana and Idaho. They are very important positions, re- 
quiring a peculiar kind and character of ability; and while the 
present amendment does not, in my judgment, change anyone in 
Office, it provides that the mineral-land commissioners shall be 
selected with care and have an adaptability for this business. 
There is some little doubt, I say, whether they are under the 
classified service or not; it isnotcertain. But the amendment 
does not affect anybody who is in office. It applies to those who 
are hereafter to be * 

Mr. BERRY. As I understand, the law to which the Senator 
alludes requires that not more than two of these commissioners 

belong to the same political party, and theamendment of the 
tor, if I understand it correctly, would repeal that part of the 
law as well as the other. 

Mr. WILSON. Oh, no. 


never do. It would be very peculiar upon my part to offer any 
enion upon an appropriation bill. 

desire to have this amendment adopted for the of 
having commissioners selected who have special ada‘ ty — 


oc 
amendment as to those now in office. 
shall be appointed hereafter. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator from Iowa think that this is a 
prune DAAE of legislation upon this bill, and that it is strictly 
n order’ 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Washington has asked unani- 
mous consent to have the provision inse 

Mr. BERRY. I shall have to object, Mr. President. 

Mr. WILSON. I h ask, then, for the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not in order. 

Mr. WILSON. On what ground? 

Mr. BERRY. On the ground that it is new legislation, that it 
changes ing law, and for various other reasons. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The Chair thinks that the pending 
amendment is proper under therule. The question is on agree- 
ug te the amendment pro by the Senator from Washington. 

r. HALE. Now let the amendment be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” at the end of line 
19, on page 69, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, Said commissioners shall hereafter be a 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pos by the Senator from W. gton [Mr. Witson], which 

just been read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Did I understand the Chair to rule the amend- 
ment to be in order? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did so rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I shall not take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, but I think the amendment clearly pro- 

poses to change existing law. 

Mr. HALE. The point of order has been decided. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand. I just inquired of the Chair 
whether the decision of the Chair was t the amendment is in 
order, and the Chair, as I understand, has ruled that it is. Itrust 
that the Senate, at all events, will not adopt the amendment. I 
shall not, however, take an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 


ited by the Presi- 


but express my personal opinion that there can not be any ques- 
tion about the fact that the amendment chan isting law. 
When the provision referred to was originally i it was a 


e 
very extraordinary thing to do, and an adjustment was made 


which seemed to be satisfactory to both sides of the Chamber at 
that time, that this commission should practically, as I understood 
it, be non i and be under the control of the Secretary of 
the Interior, where it ought to be, for great powers are given these 
commissioners, the exercise of which seems to be absolutely nec- 
essary in the interest of the railroads as well as in the interest of 
the public. I urge Senators on both sides of the Chamber not 
now to change the law in this way, notwithstanding the decision 
of mo Chair. I hope that the Senator will not press the amend- 
ment. 

Mr, HALE. Let meask the Senator from Maryland a question. 
Even if these important officers—and it seems to me they are 
important and ought to be selected with great care are appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Senate, as the amendment 

rovides, would they not still be under the actual control of the 

re of the Interior? Would not all this business be done as 

a part of the business of the Interior Department, and would not 

the supervising and directing eye of the Secretary of the Interior 
always be upon their work? 

Mr. GO . To a certain extent, as a matter of course, the 
work would come under the Interior Department, but, as I said a 
moment ago, when this provision was originally reported from a 
committee, upon a thorough canvass on both sides of the Cham- 
ber, an arrangement was entered into which seemed to be en- 
tirely satisfactory, although there was some doubt expressed at 
the time as to the propriety of appointing such commissioners; 
but it was understood that the appointments were to be made in 
such a way under the last Administration as would be entirely 
satisfactory all around, holding the Secretary of the Interior re- 
sponsible for the agents selected to do this important work, and 
looking to him to controlit. This changes the method of selec- 
tion and destroys, to a great extent, the arrangement which 
seemed to be fair to both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. HALE, Has the Senator the original act before him? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be sent for, and let us see what the origi- 


nal 8 18. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Maryland will yield to me 
one moment, I should like to make a statement, with the Senator's 

ssion, 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield with great pleasure. 

Mr. CARTER. It is true, I believe, Mr. President, that while 
the law may not so express it, the fact is that it was un 
that this commission e e e 

Mr. BERRY. It is so stated in the act. 

Mr. CARTER. It is so stated in the act. 

This amendment is in aid of existing law. It does not propose 
to change existing law. It is directed toward the matter of mere 
form in the a tment of the persons who shall compose the 
commission. 

Let it be further distinctly understood that the amendment is 
so worded =e ae — affect the tenure of 3 u 
persons now holding the ve places. This condition o 
affairs exists, however: While the seg oa gees pa 
commissioners were originally appoin id provide t the 
commission should be pases Aes in character, an order of the 
late President of the United States placed these commissioners 
wad OREN oak perme AOA anaes memes aa 
yond controv persons sı p e 
civil-service Mri Hi can not be selected with reference to their 
political affiliations. consequence, this method of selection 
through the civil service will per se nullify the particular part of 
the act which requires that the personnel of this commission shall 
be nonpartisan. 

This particular tion to amend the act goes to the ques- 
tion of appointing, to the end, to beentirely plain aboutit, that these 
commissioners may be removed from the dominion of the civil serv- 
ice, first, that competent men, duly qualified to discharge the du- 
ties of these various positions, may be selected; and, second, that 
the letter and intent of the original act 3 be properly executed 
in good faith by 5 power. is last object can not 

ssibly be accomplished if they are to be selected to fill vacancies 

ereafter under the civil-service regulations. 

Mr. President, certain members of the commission have re- 
signed, one to my certain knowledge. The person who is to take 
the pee of the commissioner who has resigned must be certified by 
the Civil Service Commission, without any reference whatever to 
his political affiliations. Itmay bethatthetworemaining commis- 
sioners are Democrats. I do not pretend to say that that is a fact; 
but a Democrat may be certified by the Civil Service Commission 
to fill the vacancy, and thus the commission would be composed 
of three members all of one political party. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask my friend from Montana 
a question. He is stating the case frankly that the purpose is to 


e these places out of the civil service, 
Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 
Mr. GORMAN, If it is the desire to do that, why not put in a 
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provision that they shall be selected by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior without regard to examination? 

Mr. CARTER. That will be perfectly satisfactory. | : 

Mr. GORMAN. Then you would not change the fair adjust- 
ment of this question. , 

Mr. WILSON. If I may interrupt the Senator, the ori 

‘ovides that these commissioners shall be appointed by 
fient. I have the act before me. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator read the act? 

Mr. WILSON. I will read part of section 2 of the act. It pro- 
vides— 

That for the of making the examination herein provided for, there 
shall be a pointed by the President of the United States, as soon as practica- 
ble after the passage of this act, three commissioners for each of the follow- 
ing land districts, etc. 

The object is only to make this clause of the law, which created 
these commissioners originally, more certain and sure. There is 
some little doubt as to whether they are within the classified sery- 
ice, and therefore I have thought that, without disturbing any of 
the present * such 8 hereafter should be 
made by the ident and co ed by the Senate. There is 
some little doubt as to the present situation as regards their rela- 
tion to the civil service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Washington read the 


whole of that act? : 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill send it up and have the Secretary read it. 
I do not suppose the Senator from Missouri wants the entire act 
i only doatte rt, I will say, without taking th 

e only desire upon my pa say, ou e 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] off his feet, is to have this 
subject settled definitely. There is no desire to have any partisan- 
ship in this matter, nor have I any interest in it other than to see 
so important a business as this properly protected and given that 
attention that it should have. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the act read. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I am called out of the Chamber, 
and I should like, with the leave of the Senator from Washington, 
to offer an amendment that will not occupy a minute. 

Mr. WILSON. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to amend, on page 88, the clause in regard 
to a harbor of refuge at Point Judith. The appropriation is 
33 The Engineer Department has not made the plans and 

al estimates, and is not authorized to use any of the money for 

The amendment that I offer is apy one author- 

izing the use of so much of that money as may be necessary to 
make the plans. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 4, on page 
88, it is proposed to insert: 

nd so much thereof as may bon may, in the discretion of the Sec- 
rotary of War be used for ths preparation of Ta and estimates for such 
completion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Maine. 

e amendment was 8 to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiL- 
80N], which has been stated. 

. COCKRELL. Now let the Secretary read the law in re- 
gard to the appointment of the commissioners referred to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


act 
e Pres- 


that purpose. 


district the duties herein prescribed. They shall each receive for their com- 
pensation $10 for each day they may be actually en in ti rformance 
of their duties, which shall include their transporta and su CO ex- 
penses, but the total amount of compensation to be d to each commis- 
sioner annually shall in no case ex: the sum of ; and their accounts 
shall be audited by the Secretary of the Interior and paid monthly. Before 
entering upon their duties each of said commissioners shall take an oath to 
faithfult perform the duties of his office. Said commissioners shall make 
examination of the lands herein mentioned within their ve i 


within thelr rompective districts, as provided in this act, and shall fully com- 
plete said cation within the term of four years from the date of this 
act. The oath of office of said commissioners filed 
office of th i of the Gener: 


four commissioners. 


ers reference to the interior of the Territory. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as has been stated—of course it 


is a mere matter of recollection, but I think we all agree to it— 
when these boards were created, it was the understanding—and 
that understanding was carried out—that they should be non- 
political boards; that is to say, that there should not be more than 
two of any one political party on a board. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. W N. The Senator is entirely correct. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state that my recollection is that that 
„ existed, but I do not believe it was made part of 

e law. 


No. 

Mr. CARTER. It is well to have it so stated in the act. 

Mr. GORMAN. To cover that and preserve the general under- 
standing, I offer what I send to the desk as an amendment to the 
amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following: 

Provided, That not more than two members of each board shall belong to 
the same political party. 

Mr. WILSON. Laccept that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Washington 
agrees to accept the amendment. In offering it, I do it with the 
hope—and I confess it is only a hope—that it may be observed in 
the spirit in which it is intended and understood here; for our 
experience in the recent past, short though it be, has been that no 
due regard has been paid to such provisions; that the selections 
of commissioners or appointees from the minority party have been 
without any reference to 8 or party wish; and I trust, 
in this case at least, as so much is involved in the matter of 
money and interest, not only to the communities in which these 
lands are located, but to the corporations whose roads pass enc 
them, that we may have fair selections which will represent the 
9 

Mr. CARTER, I fully concur with the Senator from Maryland 
in the sentiment expressed. While it may be true that in other 
cases persons have been selected without reference to their party 
loyalty, it is unquestionably true as to these commissioners that 
the late Administration paid no attention whatever to the under- 
standing which existed in the Senate, but, on the contrary, in direct 
violation of the understanding, every man appointed on the com- 
mission happened to be a Democrat. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to propose an amendment. 

5 a SECRETARY. On page 123, after line 12, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The President shall appoint not more than four additional —— y 


in and for the District of Alask: 
for th 


The marshal for the District of Alaska shall appoint one additional gepaty 


marshal to 
located by the President as aforesaid, said deputies to have the same powers, 
duties, fees, and salary as the present deputy marshals for that District. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me for one moment? 
I hope he will ask unanimous consent that the amendment ma 
be presented and agreed to, or at least presented and consid F 
It is clearly out of order, but Ido not wish to make the point of 
order u it at this moment. I reserve the right to do so. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I will endeavor very briefly to 
explain the amendment, and then, acting upon the suggestion of 
the Senator from Iowa, I shall ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment may be adopted. 

It is made oe by reason of the large immigration into the 
Territory of Alaska, brought about by the discovery of extensive 
gold fields in the interior of the Territory. The general laws and 
statutes governing the Territories do not asa rule include Alaska. 
It is true that Alaska has a general code of laws that was adopted 
in May, 1884, by the adoption of the laws of Oregon, which were 
applied to Alaska so far as they were not in conflict with any laws 

the United States. The law provides for one judge in Alaska, 
who holds his court at Sitka and Wrangel. It also provides for 
Those commissioners have jurisdiction simi- 
lar to that of justices of the peace. They also have probate and 
habeas corpus jurisdiction, and are also recorders and notaries 

ublic, e four commissioners are stationed as follows: One at 
nalaska, near the seal islands, one at Sitka, one at Juneau, and 
one at Fort Wrangel. 

Those laws were made applicable to Alaska more particularly 
for the government of the great coast of the Territory extending 
for a distance of from two to three thousand miles, and have no 

h to ly th d th dm 8 oh Seen 
enou apply there, an e amendmen oposes simply an 
addition of four commissioners to be appointed by the Preaident, 
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and it also provides that the marshal may appoint four deputies 
to reside at those places. The salary of a commissioner is but 
$1,000, with fees such us are given to commissioners of United 
States courts, justices of the peace in Oregon, and notarial fees. 
There has been large immigration into the Territory, some six or 
eight thousand people having gone there this year. They have 
built up several extensive mining towns. Circle City is nearly 
2,000 miles up the Yukon from the mouth of the river. There is 
no law officer in that whole locality. There is no deputy mar- 
shal; there is no one to execute laws or to demand their observ- 
ance, and the amendment, which has the approval of the Attorney- 
General of the United States, simply empowers the President to 
appoint four additional commissioners, if necessary, that they 
may there hold court and exercise jurisdiction over criminal 
cases and civil cases co onding to that which is now exercised 
by justices of the peace in Oregon. 

I shall not w the Senate by further recapitulating the cha- 
otic state, from a legal point of view, in that Territory, but it is 
absolutely necessary that two commissioners shall be appointed 
immediately, in order that law and order may be maintained in 
that country. Therefore I ask unanimous leave that the amend- 
ment may be adopted and embodied in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read again. I wish 
to hear it. I think too many officers are provided for. Ido not 
think there is any necessity for the number contemplated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to my friend the Senator from 
Missouri that it isnot mandatory, as he notices, upon the Presi- 
dent to appoint the four commissioners, but I wish to remind him 
of the fact. of which he is Sant that that Territory embraces 
over 500,000 square miles. Eight or ten thousand miners have 
gone into that country within the last year, and I think there 
should be a commissioner certainly where there are two or three 
thousand people. However, the amendment is not mandatory, 
and the matter is left entirely discretionary with the President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 13, after line 5, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For completing the removal of Cape San Blas light station, Florida, to 
Blacks Island, $4,500. 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, in 1890 there was an appropriation 
of $20,000 for rebuilding the San Blas light-house on a safer site, 
but the amount was found to be insufficient. A storm there in 
1894 rendered it impossible to use the light-house afterwards, and 
the houses of the keepers were wrecked. A recommendation was 
made for this additional appropriation and the Secretary of the 
Treasury submitted an estimate of the increased cost. At the 
last session a bill was introduced into the House of Representa- 
tives to carry out the recommendation to complete the removal 
from Cape San Blas to the new station on Blacks Island. The bill 
was passed by the Senate and was approved March 2, 1897. But 
the law carried no sppropriađon, and it is necessary, in order to 
complete the removal of the light-house, that the appropriation 
proposed by this amendment be made. It protects a very danger- 
ous part of the coast. Several wrecks have occurred in conse- 
quence of the failure to complete the house. I am told thata 
lantern is in use as a temporary substitute, but it can not be seen 
at any great distance. There is a shoal extending 8 miles in front 
of the light-house. I have information in a letter that a great 
deal of loss has been incurred in consequence of the failure to 
complete this work. A gentleman from Pensacola, largely inter- 
ested in shipping upon this coast, whom I saw this morning, told 
me he had lost two vessels recently for want of a sufficient light. 
They were small ones, but their aggregate value was far greater 
than the proposed appropriation. It isa very important point for 
vessels striking the coast, and it is essential that the appropriation 
be made. I hope the Senator from Iowa will allow the amend- 
ment to Ax into the bill. 

Mr. LISON. This is recommended by the Light-House 
Board. Upon the statement made by the Senator from Florida I 
think it rather important that the appropriation should be made 
now, and as it is a small amount, I shall not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 
meee SECRETARY. On page 100, after line 2, it is proposed to 

rt: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
expend from existing appropriation “For dredging Salmon Bay and improve- 
ment of the waterway connecting the waters of Puget Sound, at Salmon Bay, 
with Lakes Union and N by enlarging the said waterway into a 
ui canal, with the necessary locks and appliances in connection therewith,” 

le by the act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 


preservation of certain works on riversand harbors, and for other pu * 
making deh- 


received by the President August 7, 1894, the sum of $10,000 in 
nite survey and location and plans and cations of said improvement 
from the head of Salm: termination on Smiths Cove and connect 


on Bay 
with former survey from Lake Washington to head of Salmon Bay, and in 


a L 
ee te the United States Or Fom which a 6e ie wane wich be 
metes and bounds, 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, this is identically the same 
amendment which passed the Senate at the last session and failed 
in conference with the other House. It will be noticed that it 
does not make any appropriation, but merely provides for the 
5 application of a portion of an appropriation already 
existing. 8 

In the river and harbor act of 1894, $25,000 was approp ie ted for 
the 2 the Saip canal between the waters af Puget Sound 
and Lakes Union and Washington, in the State of Washington, 
some two and a half or three miles in extent, I believe. At the 
session of 1896 in the river and harbor act a further sum of $150,000 
was appropriated for the same p e. But the last appropri- 
ation carried with it a provision that none of the money ius 
appropriated should be expended until the local authorities had 
procured and deeded to the Government a right of way. It is 
necessary for the Government to make a survey of the canal, so 
that the local authorities may obtain the right of way and deed it 
to the Government. That is the object of the Government. It 
merely provides that $10,000 of the sum already appropriated 
shall be used in making a survey and a cadastral map, in order 
that the local authorities, pursuant to law, may secure the right 
or way, for the Government, so that the enterprise may be com- 
pleted. 

The amendment was adopted at the last session of Congress, as 
I hope it will be at the present session, because the local authori- 
ties have already procured a portion of the right of way under a 
former survey ehnin g it, leaving about one-half of the right of 
way unsurveyed, waiting for further authority to makeit. Itis 
necessary, in order that the local authorities may go ahead and 
condemn the right of way. I would ask the honorable Senator 
from Iowa to accept the amendment, inasmuch as it does not add 
sig vay o the . and is in pursuance of existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Washington was proposed and adopted at the last session, being 
placed upon the sundry civil bill. It was then understood to be 
legislation in the nature of a provision for diverting an appropri- 
ation from one purpose to another. We had it under considera- 
tion in conference for several days, and I will say to the Senator 
from Washington that there is not the slightest probability that 
the House would agree to the amendment if it were placed on the 
bill by unanimous consent. We have gone over the matter with 
some care and thoroughness, and the House will not agree to it. 

I merely mention this to show how futile it would be to put the 
amendment on the bill. Being a diversion of an appropriation 
made for one purpose to another purpose, it is clearly subject to 
the point of order as being new legislation. I s make the 
par of order, but will withhold it for a moment until the senior 

nator from Washington can be heard. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I hardly think, after the state- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa, that it is necessary to say any- 
thing, but I do desire to state that during my entire term of 
service here, both in the House and in this body, we have been 
engaged every time a river and harbor bill was before Congress in 
attempting to secure an appropriation for the Lake Washington 
waterway. First, as stated by my honorable coll e, $25,000 
was appropriated. Later on appropriations were added, making 
the sum for that purpose $150,000, if lam not mistaken. But we 
find ourselves in a condition where we are unable to avail our- 
selves of those appropriations until the cadastral survey has been 
made and the right of way obtained. . 

The River and Harbor Committee of the House and the Com- 
merce Committee of the Senate provided that the appropriation 
should not be expended until the county or the citizens of Seattle 
donated the right of way to the Government. They are unable 
to do this until they get the survey, and it has seemed to me very 
proper to divert a portion of this appropriation, $10,000 only, in 
order to secure the 8 of the right of way and the donation 
of the property, so that they can go forward with the expenditure 
of the appropriation which has now been made for a year or two. 
If we do not secure the adoption of this amendment at the pres- 
ent time, it will delay the matter one if not two years, which, it 
seems to me, would be a great injustice to the people there, who 
have labored in season and out of season, and have done every- 
thing in their power. It seems to me areasonable sum should 
diverted in order that they may turn this Property over to the 
United States. The amendment does not increase the appropria- 
tion. It only diverts a portion of that already had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isubmit the point of order that the amend- 
ment is not in order, £ 
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Mr. TURNER. Ishould like to have the Senator from Iowa 
state the particular point of order which he makes against the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not before me the original appropria- 
tion. I do not know whether the Senator from Washington has. 
It provided for a cadastral survey of one particular line. That 
line, I am informed, is not a practicable one, and now it is pro- 

ed to make a cadastral survey of another line. Am I correct 


in that statement? 
Mr. TURNER. No. f 
Mr. ALLISON. Therefore this is a diversion of the appropria- 


tion from the line contemplateđ in the original appropriation of 
the money. j 

Mr. TURNER. No, sir; the Senator from Iowa is in error in 
that respect. The original appropriation did not fix a line, but it 
authorized the Secretary of War to fix it. He fixed the original 
line, and a right of way was procured by the local authorities. 
After that we changed a portion of the line, and it is with refer- 
ence to that that the cadastral survey is now desired, in order that 
pursuant to this change the citizens may procure the right of way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the point of order, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to come in on page 100, 
after line 2. 

The SECRETARY. On page 100, after the amendment already 
adopted, it is proposed to insert: 

Improvement of Pearl Harbor: For the improvement of the entrance to 
Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, e to the report of Rear-Admiral 
J. G. Walker, submitted in Senate Executive Document No. 42, Fifty-third 
Congress, third session, $50,000, to be expended by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ALLISON. I must object to the amendment as not being 
in order upon this bill. It is not estimated for. 

Mr. MORGAN, I should like the Senator from Iowa to state 
the grounds upon which it is not in order, The amendment was 
recommended by the Committee on Foreign Relations and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, which I understand makes 
it in order upon this or any other appropriation bill, 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit that it is not in order, even though 
it be recommended by a standing committee of the Senate, unless 
estimated for. I am in thorough sympathy with the Senator as 
respects this amendment, and should be glad to support it, but it 
is utterly out of the question to have it placed on the pending bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. In what respect? 

Mr. ALLISON. We had it upon the bill in the last session. 
The Senator then offered the amendment in the Senate, and the 
House would not agree to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senate adopted it at the last session, and 
it is very true that the House did not agree to it, but Isuppose the 
locus penitentis applies to the House. I should be very sorry if 
it does not, considering what they have done and what they have 
not done. The locus penitentim is open to them upon all subjects. 

The improvement of Pearl Harbor is an object that is of the 
highest possible national importance. It was discussed at the last 
session of Congress, and the amendment I offered then, which I 
now repeat, was put on the bill. The amendment at that time 
came from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations approved it. Now the Committee on For- 
eign Relations has repeated its request to that committee that they 
shall consider and adopt the amendment. I am quite sure, al- 
though I am not officially informed of the fact, that the subject 
has been before the Committee on Appropriations and they have 
thought perhaps it is impossible to get the House to consent to it. 
There is a new House as well as largely a new Senate. The head 
of the House is still there, but the family at 2 85 differs very 
largely from what it did formerly. At all events, I consider it to 
be a duty which I owe to myself and to the State I represent here 
in part to bring forward this subject for the attention of Congress. 

f course, if the point of order is made, and if it is sustained, I 
shall have no right to go on and debate the matter at all, but I can 
not conceive why it is that a question of order should lie when a 
committee, one of the regular standing committees of this body, 
has recommended an appropriation, whether it is estimated for or 
not. As I understand it, we are not quite in that helpless condi- 
tion where we have no power to make any legislation on the sub- 
ject of 177 55 riations unless some Department of the Government 
of the United States or some officer of the Government opens the 
way for us by suggesting that he will give his consent to it by 
making an estimate. 

Mr. HALE. From what committee is the amendment reported? 

Mr. MORGAN. It was reported regularly from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and sent to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. My impression is that an 8 an appro- 
ponen reported from a standing committee does not need to 

ve an estimate from a Department, 

Mr. MORGAN. That is very true. 
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Mr. HALE. Iam not certain abont it. 

Mr. MORGAN. We haveacted upon that theory always. Ido 
not know of any departure from it at all. Even in matters of 
what are called general legislation, under the general idea that we 
can not improve the general statutory system of the United States 
on 1 bills, a great many measures have come here, 
and have been acted upon, and adopted, on the suggestion of one 
of the standing committees of the Senate. Our rules put a stand- 
ing committee of this body upon a footing with the officers of the 
executive department of the Government on the subject of recom- 
mending appropriations of money. This is an appropriation of 
money for a specific purpose. It is not the enactment of any gen- 
ghd or regulation controlling the people of the United States 
at all. 

Mr. HALE. Here is the language of the rule: 

And no amendments shall be received to any general 3 bill the 
effect of which will be to increase an appropriation al y contained in the 
bill, or to add a new item of 3 unless it be made to carry out 
the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution 
previously ed by the Senate during that session; or unless the same be 
moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate, or pro- 
pored in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the Depart- 
men 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; they all stand on the same footing. 

Mr. HALE. It does not require the two. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from lowa withdraws the point 
of order, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is withdrawn. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Connecticut if he has 
prepared the amendment that was reserved relating to the appoint- 
ment of the Nicaragua Canal Commission. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The consideration of the amendment relating 
to the Nicaragua Canal Commission was suspended for a time in 
order to satisfy Senators concerning the wording. After confer- 
ting with a number of Senators on both sides of the Chamber, I 
shall endeavor to meet their views by proposing two amendments. 
First, I move to insert after the word “appoint,” in line 10, page 
129, the words: 

By and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 


Tt will then provide that the President shall appoint these com- 
missioners by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
4 VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read at the 

The SECRETARY, 
insert: 

By and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment? 
The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I withdraw the amendment I had pend- 
ing and move a substitute in place of the amendment offered by 
the chairman of the committee, I think with his consent. In line 
12, page 129, after the word “ Navy,” I move to insert: 


Who may be taken from the active or retired list. 


The effect of that will be to leave the commission to consist of 
three persons, one engineer from the Corps of Engineers of the 
United States Army, one engineer from the engineers of the Navy, 
who may be taken from the active or retired list, and one engineer 
from civil life. 

5 Mr. BERRY. That is entirely satisfactory to me, Mr. Presi- 


ent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, which will be read. 
The Secretary. After the word “ Navy,” in line 12, page 129, 

it is proposed to insert: 

Who may be taken from the active or retired list. 

So as to read: 


One from the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, one engi- 
neer from the engineers of tho Navy, who may be taken from tlie active or 
reti list, and one engineer from civil! life. 

Mr. HALE. That will then take the place of the original 
amendment, which the chairman of the committee withdraws in 
order that this may be offered. Iso understand it. 


After the word appoint,” in line 10, page 129, 


Mr. HAWLEY. This will take the place of the amendment 
which was pending at the time the matter was laid aside. 
Mr. BERRY. In lieu of the one offered by the Senator from 


Towa. 

Mr. HALE. I move, then, as a substitute for the amendment 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the proposed 


substitute. 
The SECRETARY. On page 129, line 10, after the word of,“ 
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eers of the Gaited ate y ER an pean — 
engineers of the United States Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, my object in this matter is to have 
a great, strong, business commission. The work that is contem- 

lated to be done by the commission is likely to launch the United 

tates upon an expense of tens of millions of dollars. We have 
spent in examination by officers of the Army and Navy years of 
time and hundreds of thousands of dollars, and have never got the 
benefit of any real, substantial, civilian experts upon the great 
question of the building of this canal. 

I would not remove from the commission one engineer of the 
Army nor, perhaps, one engineer of the Navy. I do not believe 
the latter to be so essential, because I do not think that the train- 
ing, habits, education, and life of the engineers of the Navy are 
so nearly allied toa thorough examination of this work as are 
those of the army ineers. By education and by ee. 
that has made up his life, the army engineer is peculiarly fi 
to be one of a great board. But, out of deference to the other 
military branch of the Government, which has had skillful engi- 
neers heretofore, I would have one taken also from the Navy. 

After that, upon this greatest of all schemes upon which it is 
proposed that we shall embark, I would like the President to search 
the country broad and large, wide and deep, and find three of the 
ablest, most experienced, and of the best integrity of the great en- 
gineers in civil life, making a commission of five. The tremendous 
po jects that have been carried intoactual operation and execution 

the construction of great railway lines and canal lines in the 
United States almost entirely owe their inspiration and their direc- 
tion and their management and their construction to the talent of 
great civil engineers. In a question of this magnitude, involvin 
so much as it does, my belief is that rather than that there shoul 
be a preponderance of the army and navy engineers on the board 
the preponderance should be on the civilian side. I think a report 
so made by such a commission will carry a weight in this body, 
in Congress, in the country, that the report of a card saane by 
majority of the officers of these regular establishments would not 

e 


ve. 

For these reasons I have offered the amendment read at the desk 
as a substitute for that of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment of the Senator from Maine, I 
believe, is at the desk. I should like to hear it 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment be again read, 

The SECRETARY. On page 129, line 10, after the word of,“ 
strike out all of the text down to and including the word “life,” 
in line 13, and insert: 

Five persons eminent in engineering skill, one of whom shall be an engineer 
from the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army and one other shall 
be an engineer from the engineers of the United States Navy. 

Mr. WHITE. The effect of the amendment, as I understand it, 
bo ag . e to appoin ot twin Botan She Aaaa 
man upon the Executive to ap one eer 
3 ee eee ea avy. 

. HALE. t is it precisely. 

Mr. WHITE. So far as I am personally concerned, I am 
warmly in favor of the construction of the Nicaragua Canal, as 
everybody knows; but I did not deem it proper to ignore the De- 
partments of the Government directly concerned in the matter, 
and hence my criticism upon the original amendment offered by 
tho — 24d that 4885 f to be a peculiar fitn t- 

ight seems to be a iar fitness in appoin 

ing one member from the Navy, because there is a feature of 
p Bea necessary to be considered in connection with the canal 
which ought to be submitted to some one eS ae iar 
with such work. That is accomplished by the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maine. Of course a preponderance of 
the commission appointed under that amendment may come from 
civil life. As fax as my general view of the situation is concerned, 
while I believe that the commission would be rather cumbersome, 
asthe Army and the Navy are recognized, I shall interpose no 
objection on that score. 

CON. Iask that the original amendment may be again 


read. 

Mr. BERRY. The one offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BACON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that is read, I suggest to the Senator 
from Maine that the same provision ought to be put in his amend- 
ment, if it should be adopted, that is contained in the one the Sen- 
ate has just acted upon and adopted, that the engineer may be 
taken either from the Corps of Engineers of the Army or the en- 
gineers of the Navy on the active or retired list. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is right. That should be incorpo- 
ratedinmyamendment. The Senate has already passed upon that, 
and I will have those words inserted. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Maine will not prevail. I think the amendment as proposed 


by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] is a much more 
favorable proposition. The Senator from Maine does not propose 
to have the commissioners appointed by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and I think thatisa very valuable addi- 
tion to the amendment as it was originally proposed. I believe 
that officers of the United States ought to comprise a majority of 
the board. Ido not believe that the majority of the board should 
consist of those who are not officers of the Army or Navy. That 
feature of the amendment as offered by the Senator fram Con- 
necticut is to my mind a desirable one, and one that ought to 
be adopten, The Senator from Maine can make his amendment 
much less objectionable if he will have a provision inserted that 
the commissioners are to be appointed by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. My amendment begins after the words “to con- 
sist of,” and before that there has already been put in the text of 
the bill a provision that whoever the commission is to consist of, 
it shall be appointed by the President and approved by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has not been inserted, I will say to the 
Senator from Maine. The whole matter went over. 

Mr. BERRY. That amendment was adopted in the absence of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment was adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, I beg pardon, 

Mr. HALE. So the objection the Senator from Florida raises 
is already answered by the action of the Senate. My amendment 
comes in afterwards. 

Mr. PASCO. I understood this to be a substitute for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BERRY. But the other provision was adopted. 

Mr. HALE. The second provision has already been adopted, 
so that whatever the Senate decides shall compose this commis- 
sion, whether it be five or three, and however constituted, the 
members will be eres by the President by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. Neither amendment countervails 
that proposition; that is already in the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, it does 


R remove that objection. I was not aware that that had been 


placed in the text of the bill. But it does not remove the other 
objection. I still think that a majority of the board should be 
com d of officers of the Government, whether from the Army 
or Navy, and I wish that he would make his amendment in that 
respect harmonious with that of the Senator from Connecticut. 
I dó not see why the majority of the board should be composed 
of engineers outside of Government employment. 

Mr. The trouble is I can not make my amendment har- 
monious with that amendment, because it carries with it an en- 
tirely different proposition. The proposition of the Senator from 
Connecticut is that the commission shall be made up with a ma- 
jority selected from officers of the two i Corps and one 
civilian. Now, my whole scheme and plan is different. 

Looking at the great achievements upon immense enterprises of 
this kind that have been accomplished in this country, I see clearly 
that, without detracting one particle from the merit of the En- 
gineer of the Army or the Navy, nine-tenths of all those 
great works, those wonderful achievements, have been devised, 

fected, and carried out under the direction of the great geniuses 
weloped by civil engineering in private life. 

I repeat, with that in view, recognizing, as my amendment does, 
the Army and the Navy e mang wel by the seleciion of 
one eminent man from each, we will get a better result, and it will 
be a wiser, safer course to pursue, if the President shall summon 
to this work from civil life three of the great men who have made 
this country foremost in great works as civil engineers. Some of 
the works that have been constructed under those great men are 
the wonder of the world and the pride of America, 

It is no use to dispute the fact that civilian life is a wider life 
than army life. There never has been a day when we have not 
seen the spectacle of the bright men in the Engineer Corps of the 
Army leaving that branch of the service, resigning their commis- 
sions, and going into the wider field that opens to them in civilian 
life. Some of the best business men to-day, the engineers of the 
great works, are men who were educated at West Point, and be- 
cause their life there was narrow, though honorable, and did not 
afford for the genius they found upspringing in their breasts, 
they left the service and have gone into private employment out- 
side, and have become so eminent all over the world that their 
merit is questioned by nobody; while the man who remains in the 
Army, even in the Engineer Coens, which has a wider range than 
other army life, is, compared with the civil engineer, a narrower 
man. Heis as a man; his integrity is undoubted. I have 
the greatest faith in the Engineer Corps; but for lofty projects, 
for tremendous enterprises that involve tens of millions of dollars 
and require the widest reach of the brain and the widest experi- 
ence coming from long life, I would preferinfinitely that the prepon- 
derating weight of such a commission should be taken from ciyil- 
ian life. It is a safer project in my view. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I doubt whether the civil engi- 
neers we have educated have had any broader, larger, and greater 
work than the professional engineers of the Army and Navy. 
They have done very wonderful things in railroads; in the extraor- 
dinary steel bridges which they have built; in some of their 
excavations, and all that, but they have had no schemes like that 
of the Sault Ste. Marie, and the improvement of the Mississippi, 
and the improvements of our great harbors, which, though in some 
sense in a different field, are much more analogous to the work 
to be done in connection with the Nicaragua Canal. There are 
engineers in the Army who have studied just that question itself 
and many great questions analogous to it. 

The Senator from Maine says, as everybody says, that there is 
absolute faith in the public mind in the justice and integrity of 
our professional men of that class. It has always been thought 
safe in Congress, ever since I have known either House, to com- 
mit a work to engineers, feeling that when you have done that 

ou need not think of it any longer; that it is sure to be well done. 
would very much rather have them than any other three who 
are likely to be selected even by the wisest ident. If you 
have three civilian engineers, you will be more likely to hear what 
we hear in almost all such cases—charges that they are the favor- 
ite choice of the canal company, or that they are, in advance, against 
it. The engineers of the y and Navy selected for this purpose 
would come there absolutely without a prejudice, without a pe- 
cuniary interest, or any possibility of a pecuniary interest. 

I think itis far safer in that respect, in order to avoid any pos- 
sible scandal, that we should leave the number at three, two of 
whom shall be from Army and Navylife. I hope the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine may not be carried, and that we shall 
simply make the change in the bill as it stands, that the President 
may select from either the active or retired lists. I think the pro- 
vision would be safe and sound. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I hope the amendment as framed 
by the Senator from Connecticut who has just taken his seat 
will be passed in the form in which I understood it to be before I 
left the Chamber. It seems to me that there is obvious propriety 
in the employment of Government engineers, in order to stand 
between the Government and the expenditure of a very large sum 
of the taxpayers’ money. The object of the appointment of the 
commission, if it has any object at all, is to lay the ground for the 
interference of the United States in the project of a Nicaragua 
Canal, and ultimately to make the United States liable in a large 
amount for the expenditures necessary tocomplete that great proj- 
ect. Now, what can be more necessary than that the commis- 
sion of expert engineers, upon whose opinion the United States 
Government is presumably to act, should be those who are by 
their education, by their employment, by their oaths of office 
bound peculiarly to protect the Government of the United States 
and the people of the United States in its most vital interests? 

I fully agree with what the Senator from Maine says, that the 
3 of the civil engineer in this country is one not only 

onorable, but exceedingly intelligent, scientific, and expert, and 
in its ranksare found some of our brightest and most capablemen. 
But a civil engineer in civil life does Hot occupy the relation to the 
Government of the United States that we expect a Government 
engineer to occupy, and he is removed measurably from some of 
the temptations to which we would expect engineers who are not 
in Government employ to be exposed to. I think it is very im- 
portant, in the interest of the Government, that the icipation 
of Government engineers in the Army and Navy should ob- 
served — much in the form proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the form of the pending bill. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hoursand five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask unanimous consent that the sundry civil 
bill may be taken re Rees arg and disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa, that order will be made. 

Mr. WILSON. Iwish to accommodate the Senator, but can he 
nor bag that the amendment relative to forest reservations shall 
be taken up first thing to-morrow, so that if any debate arises 
over it we may not be so restricted as to time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly willing that the amendment as 
to forest reservations s be offered first per) in the morning. 

Mr. PETTUS. We can not hear what is said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment pending, of- 
fered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw Ley], and also 
2 by the Senator from Maine . HALE]. The Chair 

state to the Senator from Alabama t unanimous consent 


is asked that after the routine morning business to-morrow the 
sundry civil bill shall be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will venture again to ask unanimous consent 
that the sundry civil bill shall be taken up immediately after the 
routine business in the morning, and be proceeded with until com- 
pleted before adjournment to-morrow. 

Mr. PETTUS. I object to the limitation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no objection to taking up 
the bill, the Chair understands? 

Mr. ALLISON. _Is there objection, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We can not hear a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama objects 
to the limitation that the bill shall be completed before adjourn- 
ment. Subject to that limitation, the order will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON, Then I hope we shall proceed with the bill this 
evening. 

The Banata, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRES DEN T. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The SECRETARY. After the word Navy,” in line 12, page 129, 
it is proposed to insert who may be taken from the active or 
retired list;” so as to read: 

And to carry out this purpose the President of the United States is author- 
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a commis- 
sion to consist of one engineer officer from the Corps of 5 of the 
United States Army, one engineer from the engineers of the Navy, who may 
be taken from the active or retired list, and one engineer from civil life. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first put the question 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, in 
order to perfect the text of the amendment. It will then be sub- 
ject to a motion to strike ont, as suggested by the Senator from 

aine. 

Mr. BERRY. Is the question on the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. ALLISON. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is on agreeing to the amendment 
a ag by the Senator from Connecticut. 

. FRYE. It is a very good amendment, too. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to look at the amendment and some facts 
connected with it, and perhaps it may be modified so that it can 
be agreed to. I ask the Senator from Iowa to let it stand over 
until to-morrow. 
ane VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that will be 

e order. 

Peng PEE TIREN: I offer the amendment which I send to 

e desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word survey,“ in line 13, page 66, 
it is proposed to insert: 

For the survey of the public lands that have been or may hereafter be 
designated as forest reserves by Executive proclamation under section 24of 
the act of Congress approved March 3. 1891, entitled An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes,” and including public lands adjacent 
thereto, which may be designated for survey by the 2 of the Inte- 
, $150,000, to be immediately available: vided, That, to remove any 
doubt which may exist pertaining to the authority of the President there- ' 

tof the United States is hereby authorized and empowered 
all such Executive orders and ` 
or 


‘ebruary 22, 1897, setting apart and reserving certain 
Statesof Wyoming, Utah, Monta: o, and South Dakota 
7 8 ded and the lands 

embraced therein restored to the public pga the same as though said 


0 — to the se pred of said orders and proc- 
lamations as now existing or hereafter modified by the President. 
The surveys herein 3 tor shall be made under the supervision of 
the Director of the Geological Survey by such person or 
ee by or under him for that 2 and shall 
instructions issued by the 5 the Interior, and if subdivision sur- 
veys shall be found to be necessary they shall be executed under the rectan- 
r system, as now re by law. The plats and field notes 2 
shall be approved and certified to by the Director of the Geological Survey, 
and two copies of the field notes shall be returned, one for the files in the 
United States surveyor-general's office of the State in which the reserve is 
situated, the other in the General Land Office; and e 
copies of the plats shall be returned, one copy for the files in the United 
States surveyor-general's office of the State in which the reserve is situated; 
the original plat and the other copies shall be filed in the General Land Office, 
and shall have the facsimile signature of the Director of the Survey attached. 
Such surveys, fleld notes, and plats thus returned have the same 
legal force and effect as heretofore giveù thesurveys, field notes, and plats re- 
turned through the surveyors-general; and such surveys, which includesub- 
division surveys under the recta ar system, be approved by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office as in other cases, and 8 
tified copies thereof shall be filed in the respective land offices of the dis- 
tricts in which such lands are situated, as in other cases. laws in- 
consistent with the provisions hereof are hereby declared inoperative as 


respects such survey: Provided, however, That a copy of every topographic 
on ó and other maps showing the distribution of the forests, together with 
such field notes as may be taken relating thereto, shall be certified thereto 
by the Director of the Survey and filed m the General Land Office. 

All public lands heretofore designated and reserved by the President of 
the United States under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, the 
orders for which shall be and remain in full force and effect, unsuspended 
and unrevoked. and all public lands that may hereafter be set aside and re- 
served as public forest reserves under said act, shall be as far as practicable 
controlled and administered in accordance with the following provisions: 

No public forest reservation shall be established except to improve and 
protect the forest within the reservation, or for the purpose of securing fa- 
vorable conditions of water flows, and to furnish a continuous supply. of tim- 
ber for the use and necessities of citizens of the United States; but it is not 
the purpose or intent of these provisions, or of the act providing for such 
reservations, to authorize the inclusion therein of lands more valuable for 
the mineral therein, or for agricultural p ses, than for forest purposes. 

The Secretary of the Interior shall e provisions for the protection 
against destruction by fire and depredations upon the public f. and for- 
est reservations which may have been set aside or which may be hereafter sat 
aside under the said act of March 3, 1801, and which may be continued; and 
he may make such rules and regulations and establish such service as will in- 
sure the objects of such reservations, namely, to regulate their occupancy 
and use and to preserve the forests thereon from destruction; and any viola- 
tion of the provisions of this act or such rules and regulations shall be pun- 
ished as is provided for in the act of June 4, 1888, amending section 5388 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

For the purpose of preserving the living and growing timber and promot- 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, the Secretary of tho Interior, 
under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, may cause to be des- 
ignated and appraised so much of the dead, matured, or large Ponen of trees 
found upon such forest reservations as may be compatible with the utilization 
of the forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the appraised 
value in such quantities to 5 purchaser as he shall prescribe, to be used in 
the State or Territory in which such timber reservation may be situated, re- 
spectively, but not for export therefrom. Before such sale shall take place, 
notice thereof shall be given for not less than sixty days, by publication in a 
newspa of general circulation, sp ee in the county in which the tim- 
ber is situated, if any is therein published, and if not, then in a newspaper of 
general circulation published nearest to the reservation, and also in a news- 
paper of general circulation published at the capital of the State or Territory 
where such reservation exists; payments for such timber to be made tò the 
receiver of the local land office of the district wherein said timber may be 
sold, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe; and the moneys arising therefrom shall be accounted for by the 
receiver of such land office in a separate account, and shall be covered into 
the Treasury as a special fund to be expended in the care and management 
of said reservations, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, or 
as Congress may provide. Such timber, before beme y be marked 
and designated, and shall be cut and removed under the supervision of some 

rson appointed for that purpose by the Secretary of the Interior, not in- 

rested ix the purchase or removal of such timber, nor in the 5 
of the purchaser thereof. Such supervisor make report, in writing, to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office and to the receiver in the land 
office in which such reservation shall be located of his do in the premises. 

The Secretary of the Interior may permit, under tions to be pre- 
scribed by him, the use of timber and stone found upon such reservations, 
free of charge, by bona fide settlers, miners, residents, and prospectors for 
minerals, for firewood, fencing, buildings, mining, pr ing, and other 
domestic purposes, as may be needed by such persons for such purposes; 
such timber to be used within the State or Territory, respectively, where 
such reservations may be loca 

Nothing herein shall be construed as prohibiting the egress or ingress of 
actual settlers residing within the boun es of such reservations, or from 
crossing the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon roads 
and other improvements may be constructed thereon as may be necessary to 
reach ir homes and to utilize their property under such rales and regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. Nor shall any- 
thing herein prohibit any person from entering upon such forest reserva- 
tions for all prover and lawful purposes, including that of prospecting, 
locating, and developing the mineral resources thereof: Provided, That such 
eens comply with the rules and regulations covering such forest reserva- 


ions. 

Any person who may have initiated or acquired any lawful claim or right 
to land within any forest reservation, the order for which reservation shall 
remain in full force and effect. may, if he so desire, relinquish or reconvey 
the land to the United States, and in lieu thereof may select and have pat- 
ented to him, free of charge. a tract of land of like area wheresoeyer there 
are public lands open for settlement. 

The settlers residing within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
vations, or in the vicinity thereof, may tain schools and churches within 
such reservation, and for that pu may occupy any part of the said forest 
reservation. not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and lacre for achurch. 

The jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons within such reserva- 
tions s not be affected or changed by reason of the existence of such 
reservations, except so far as the punishment of offenses against the United 
States therein is concerned; the intent and meaning of this provision being 
that the State wherein any such reservation is situated shall not, by reason 
of the establishment thereof, lose its jurisdiction, nor the inhabitants thereof 
their rights and privileges as citizens, or be absolved from their duties as 
citizens of the State. 

All waters on such reservations may be used for domestic, mining. milling, 
or irrigation purposes, under the laws of the State wherein such forest 
reservations are situated, or under the laws of the United States and the 
rules and regulations ished thereunder, 

Upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, with the ap- 
proval of the President, after sixty days’ notice thereof, published in two 
papers of general circulation in the State or Territory wherein any forest 
reservation is situated, and near the said reservation, any public lands em- 
braced within the limits of any forest reservation which, after due examina- 
tion by ean or inspection of a competent person appointed for that Purpose 
by the Secretary of the Interior, shall be found better adapted for mining or 
for agricultural purposes than for forest usage may be restored to the public 
domain. And any mineral Jands in any forest reservation which have been 
or which may be shown to be such, and subject to entry under the existing 
mining laws of the United States and the rules and regulations applying 
thereto, shall continue to be subject to such location and entry, notwithstand- 
ing any provisions herein Santain. 


Mr. GORMAN. Do J understand that this amendment comes 
from the Committee on Appropriations? 
Mr. ALLISON. It does not come from the Committee on Ap- 


propriations. The amendment now suggested by the Senator from 
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South Dakota, so far as it is printed, was prepared by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, under the eye of the President, and was as- 
sented to by the Department and the President. The Senator from 
South Dakota and other Senators interested in the matter accepted 
it as a solution of the difficulties surrounding these forest reserva- 
tions, and so far as I am concerned I would not feel it my duty to 
make any objection to the amendment except for the fact that its 
scope and pe are proposed to be changed by the addition sug- 
gested by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will withhold for the moment the point of 
order which I desire to make on the amendment as it stands, 
However, I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
the amendment as it is printed, which he says was prepared b 
the Interior Department under the eye of the President. He wi 
find on page 5 of the printed amendment a provision that the mon- 
eys received from the sale of this timber, ete., “ shall beaccounted 
for by the receiver of such land office in a separate account, and 
shall be covered into the Treasury as a special fund to be expended 
in the care and management of said reservations, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Now, I am quite confident that the Senator from Iowa would 
not agree that we should make an indefinite appropriation of this 
sum. Ifthe amendment as prepared by the Department is to be 
adopted at all, then I submit to the Senator that the provision 
making a permanent appropriation of this money ought not to be 
in the amendment. e have in every case, I understand, refused 
to make permanent appropriations on these accounts. The money 
should be turned into the Treasury and then be appropriated b 
Congress from time to time, which is the universal rule, and 
submit to the chairman that even if the amendment is adopted, 
that provision at least ought to bestricken out. He will find it on 
page 5, beginning after the word Treasury,” in line 17, down to 
and including the word “ provide,” in line 20. That, at all events, 
ought to go out if the amendment is to be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Maryland that 
that is a matter of detail which ought to be within the control of 
Congress from time to time. I think it is very proper to cover the 
money into the Treasury, and then to make special appropriations 
for this purpose from time to time, although that is a matter of 
detail which does not go into the substance of the proposition as 
does the additional clause to the amendment as printed, which is 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GORMAN. I only criticised it in view of the statement of 
the distinguished Senator that he would have no objection to 
this amendment as printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 meant to the substance, the general scope of 
the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is intended to relieve several States of the 
very great embarrassment that they are laboring under now, and 
which I very much desire to relieve them from. But I can not, 
myself, consent to change the amendment from the general scope 
of if as prepona by the Secretary of the Interior and the Presi- 
dent and agreed to by all the gentlemen who are connected with 
the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maryland 
state his amendment again, so that the Secretary can take it down? 

Mr. GORMAN. It will not be in order, I understand, at this 
time, but I shall offer it when we come to it on page 5. I under- 
stand that there is an amendment pending. I shall offer it pro- 
vided the whole matter shall he decided to be in order. I will 
give pe for a moment to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. WILSON. No; I do not care at this time to take the floor 


at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read what the 
Senator from Maryland proposes to strike from the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5 of the printed amendment, line 17, 
after the word “ Treasury,” strike out the following: 

As a special fund to be expended in the care and managemont of said 
reservations, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, or as Con- 
gress may provide. 

Mr. GORMAN. I regret exceedingly that the chairman of the 
committee has agreed to any such general proposition as is con- 
tained in the amendment prepared by the Secretary of the Interior. 
We agreed to the provision found in the bill because of the emer- 
gency at the last session upon the urgent request of all the Sen- 
ators from the States in which these reservations have been made 
by the order of the President of the United States, where they 
claimed and made a very strong case, indeed, that it wonld do a 
great injustice to their people; that it would retard immigration 
and do injustice to the settlers upon those lands; that the action 
of the Interior Department and of the President of the United 
States was hasty and ill considered. The appeal came with such 
force that I think every member of the Committee ou Appropria- 
tions agreed that some relief should be had, and they were con- 
tent with doing the one thing that is contained in the appropria- 
tion bill as it passed at the last session and as is contained 5 it 
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now; that is to say, to clear up the doubt as to the authority of 
the President of the United States to modify the order setting 
aside those great reservations, leaving it, as Congress has always 
left it, in the discretion of the Executive. À 

It is claimed and held now that possibly there is a doubt as to 
the power of the President to modify that order; but the bill as 
it comes now before the Senate and as it has passed the House 

ives unquestionably the right to the Executive to change or mod- 
ify the order as he may see proper. It does seem to me that on 
an appropriation bill we ought not to go beyond, and that is all 
that is necessary now, that the attention of the Department is 
called to the injustice of the matter. It seems to me that to go 
on and legislate and to provide as to the government and manage- 
ment of all those reservations, with no consideration whatever in 
this body, with none whatever by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, coming here, as I believe, through the Committee on Forest 
Reservations, and to put this immense amount of legislation on 
an appropriation bill is all wrong. It ought not to be tolerated 
by the Senate. 

I submit to our friends who have been urgent about this mat- 
ter, with every desire, at least on my , to give them all the 
relief that is necessary, that they ought not to press us on an 
appropriation bill to go beyond the request and demand of the 
last session to authorize the Executive to modify the order. 
Surely the President of the United States and the Secretary of 
the Interior, surely any President of the United States or Secre- 
tary of the Interior, when attention is drawn to the injustice that 
has been done by an order issued, and ill considered as it is 
claimed, will rectify it when Congress gives that power. 

I for one am never prepared on an appropriation bill to go into 
an immense amount of legislation, even as contained in the pro- 
vision as prepared by the present Secretary of the Interior. It is 
new legislation, entirely new legislation. It makes an appropria- 
tion for money that has never been estimated for; it provides du- 
ties to be performed by the Interior Department that are not now 
provided for by law; and I hope and trust that the Senators rep- 
resenting the great States so seriously affected will agree to observe 
the universal rule of the body, which is to prevent from going on 
appropriation bills matters of legislation such as are proposed. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota pro- 

to set aside absolutely by act of Congress the action of the 
ecutive, and to abrogate the order, not waiting to trust that 
the Administration shall act. It seems to me it is about the first 
time in the history of legislation in regard to public lands and 
reservations that such a proposition was ever made. It is the 
most extraordinary one, at all events, that has come to my atten- 
tion since I have had the honor of a seat upon this floor. 

I shall reserve the point of order on the whole amendment. giv- 
ing an opportunity, of course, to Senators who are deeply inter- 
ested, as their constituents are, to state the case. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is an extraordinary case, Mr. Presi- 
dent. In the State of South Dakota President Cleveland issued 
an Executive order locking up a forest reservation of 1,000,000 
acres of land occupied by over 15,000 people. There are twenty 
post-offices within that area. There is a county seat there where 
there are 1,200 people. There are five 1 published there. 
Without any notice whatever to the people of South Dakota, or to 
the people within the area, which is unsurveyed, he issued an order 
which makes those people, if they cut a stick of firewood, crimi- 
nals under the law. 

That order stands to-day, and those 15,000 are committing crim- 
inal offenses every day under the law throughout that region. 
They are dependent upon those forests for their fire wood. hey 
are unable to secure title to the land because it is not surveyed. 
There are men living there who are to-day voters, 21 years of 
age, and who were born within the limits of the reservation. 
There are 50 miles of railroad; there are immense mills and mines; 
there are hundreds and thousands of farms under cultivation; 
there are schools and churches; and yet to-day the order which 
was issued on the 22d of February still exists. It is an extraor- 
dinary situation. It is time that somebody acted; and if the 
executive department will not act, then Congress should act. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator if none of the lands in 
that reservation have been surveyed? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. None of them have been surveyed. 

Mr. MORGAN. How does that happen? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is partially a mineral region; there are 
veins of gold and a variety of minerals, and therefore it has not 
been surveyed. In laying out and designating the boundaries of 
the reservation it has been said that there were only thirteen claims 
filed, and it has been intimated that there are no people there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
whether the representatives of the several States where these enor- 
mous reservations have been taken have made an appeal to the 
President of the United States to have the order revoked; and if 
so, what the result has been, if he chooses to state it. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The report of the commission, a junket- 
ing commission that went out and rode through that country on 
the cars, states that the supply for fuel for a large community of 
people living about the borders of the reservation is drawn from 
this area; that there are large mines north of the area about 10 
miles, and that all the fuel and timber for that community (and 
there are 40,000 people) is drawn from the reservation, and law- 
fully. Yet it has been locked up in a forest reservation. I will 
teak: an extract from the proclamation which was issued. First 
I will read what is said on behalf of the settlers about the situa- 
tion: 


The region immediately north of the proposed reserve contains a number 


of mines which depend on these forests for timber and fuel, and the settlers 
in the valleys of streams flowing from them have no other local timber and 
fuel supply. 

Yet the President issued his proclamation on the 22d of Febru- 
ary, in which he said: 

Warning is hereby rg perf given to all persons not to enter or make set- 
tlement upon the tract of land reserved by this prociamation. 


Here are these people out in that cold country prohibited from 
securing fuel even to xoni noir families warm without making 
criminals of themselves. at applies to people who live outside 
the re pa and it applies with double force to those who live 
within it. 

Mr. President, I have offered this amendment. The matter has 
been much talked of by all Senators who are interested in the 

uestion. The amendment was prepared after consultation with 
the Interior Department. The suggestion was made, I will not 
say from whence, that if the amendment should be adopted orders 
would beissued which would suspend the Executive proclamation 
which has tied up that country. I understand that the proposi- 
tion is made to suspend the operation of these proclamations so 
far as they relate to these reservations, to withdraw the land from 
entry, from settlement, allowing, however, a suspension so as to 
permit the people who have filed upon their lands to continue to 
cut timber and to exist in that country. 

But unless the order is absolutely wiped out the people who live 
within the reservation can not be permitted, when the survey is 
made, to file upon the land and get title to their homes. Men 
have lived there twenty-one years; they have raised their fami- 
lies; toy arp there lawfully, and they have taken up a tract of 
land. ey have built their houses; they have built churches 
and schools. They had a right to go upon this public domain. 
The law provides that when itis surveyed they can secure title; 
that they can come in and file upon the land and ultimately se- 
cure their patents; but if, previous to the survey, Congress chooses 
to make any other disposition of the land their only redress is an 
appeal to Congress for an e ck in the way of damages. 

o compensation can be made or ever will be made, and those 
15,000 people therefore appeal to Congress to right this wrong, to 
place, them where they should be. They are men who have gone 
forward into the wilderness to hew out a home and they ask Con- 
gress to protect their rights. 

I trust no point of order will be made against the amendment I 
have offered. If the point of order must be made against the 
amendment and it is ruled out of order, I shall feel it my duty to 
see that the bill never passes, if I can prevent its passage. unless 
not only those orders are revoked, but the law which authorizes 
the President to do these acts is also repealed. 

The Senator from Montava [Mr. CARTER] will answer the ques- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, this subject of forest reserva- 
tions was so Leia. Sg discussed when the sundry civil appro- 

riation bill was under consideration in the closing hours of the 
t Congress that it seems unnecessary now to recapitulate what 
Was said then. 

The situation in which the country affected is now placed is in 
consequence of hasty legislation. In the closing days of the Fifty- 
first Congress a general revision of the general land laws of the 
United States was undertaken. On the floor of the Senate, with- 
out previous consideration by any committee, I believe the then 
Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, submitted an amendment 
which became subsequently known as section 24 of that act. It 
provided that the President of the United States might, by execu- 
tive proclamation, designate any part or portion of the public 
timber lands of the United States as a forest reservation. The 
amendment did not provide any machinery for the government of 
the country thus to be segregated by executive proclamation, nor 
did it provide any means whereby the citizens living contiguous 
to or within the limits of the reservation might obtain, if you 
please, needful firewood or lumber or timber for domestic purposes. 

In pursuance of the authority thus granted in very terse form, 
numerous forest reservations were thereafter proclaimed by the 
President. The act was referred to the Department of the Interior. 
I happened at that time to be Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. This particular part of the act was referred to me for the 
purpose of having certain rules and regulations devised for its 
administration, In conformity with the duty thus imposed, the 
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office prescribed the manner in which the people of the country 
who might be affected, directly or indirectly, would be advised of 
what was proposed to be done through the publication of notices 
in the! press, and in a paper of general circulation in the State 
wherein the proposed forest reservation was located. 

In all cases previous to the 22d of February those rules and 
regulations were strictly complied with by the Department. U 
to this hour the rules and regulations remain in force. By an 
through the published notice the ica to be affected were ad- 
vised of what was to be done, and being thus advised, they were 
permitted to come in and protest, to be heard on the merits with 
reference to the advisability of the proposed action. In obedience 
to those protests, frequently modifications in the lines or exterior 
limits of the proposed reservations were made, and thus the res- 
ervation system was pursued with the least possible friction. 

However, on the 22d of February, without any previous notice 
to anyone concerned, the President of the United States issued 
certain proclamations withdrawing from public apti as a part 
of the public domain and including within the limits of forest res- 
ervations very large areas of country within the States of South 
Dakota, Wyoming, Montana, Utah, and Washington. 

Mr. SPOONER. How many acres were withdrawn at that 

2 


e? 
Mr. CARTER. In the aggregate, I will say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, about 17,000,000 acres of land. This vast area was 
taken out of a country that was pretty generally settled. The 
lines were run indiscriminately, without reference to the condi- 
tion of the people in the vicinity or their views with reference to 
the propriety of the action. 

In consequence of the hasty and inconsiderate course thus pur- 
sued, mining towns, villages, patented mining claims, and the 
homestead claims of ac settlers were included within a reser- 


vation, and the people thus included were advised kc proclama- Jo 


tion that any attempt to cut or use any of the timber in or about 
their homes would be visited with the pains and penalties of law. 
There has been no effort to 2 the ignoring of the plain 
rules of the Department promulgated by the Department i for 
its own guidance, f 
We sought to have the orders revoked or temporarily suspended, 
but it was suggested that instead of suspending or revoking the 
orders of the preceding Administration, an act that might be con- 
sidered violent or disrespectful to a predecessor in office, certain 
amendments to the law should be „providing for the govern- 
ment of these various reservations in such a manner as would 
revent the drastic results inevitably destined to be inflicted upon 
the population included in or living contiguous to the reserva- 
ons. 


tions. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota 
was substantially agreed upon in the Department of the Interior, 
and I presume by the consent of the Executive. It is offered here 
now, not for the purpose of benefiting any particular individual 
or class of individuals, but for the purpose of permitting existing 
communities in the United States to enjoy the privileges which 
have ordinarily been accorded to the pioneer settlers on the fron- 
tier everywhere. 

The amendment goes further still. It must be borne in mind 
that to-day under existing law mining companies and others who 
have need of public timber are permitted under permits to occupy 
and use the timber without price. The amendment proposes a 
stumpage tax, whereby all sawmills and mining enterprises within 
the limits of the reservations, or upon the public domain any and 
every where, shall be required to pay a certain stumpage to the 
Government under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the 
Department, the proceeds of this operation to be utilized for the 
purpose of governing the reservations created and preventing the 
spread of forest fires. It is a wise piece of legislation in and of 
itself. It should long ago have been a part of the public law. 
There can be no reasonable objection to the act proposed as an 
amendment to this bill. I certainly trust that we will not longer 


-seek to compress an incompressible force, because the pioneers, 


the people with large mining enterprises, the people whose very 
life and existence are dependent upon the use, under some condi- 
tions, of the public timber, will use the timber even though the 
criminal act declared in the proclamation be committed in the 


use, 

I do not think it can be the purpose of anyone to interpose a 
point of order here, because this is the only resource left, except 
the act of driving the President of the United States to the extreme 
measure of violently revoking a solemn act of his predecessor. 
Instead of doing that—many Senators believed that was rather 
unwise or indelicate when the matter was considered in Feb- 
ruary—we propose now to have a better government for the reser- 
vations as created. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Montana 
if the written portion of the pending amendment has received the 
assent of the Executive or the Secretary of the Interior? The 
Senator said a moment ago that this was substantially the amend- 


ment agreed upon, but this new provision, which is not in print, 
does not appear to have the sanction of the Executive or of the 


9 the Interior. 
Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator refer to the typewritten por- 
tion which revokes the orders of February 22? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not in ; itis written. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the portion 
of the amendment referred to. 

Mr. CARTER. Iam not aware of the particular part referred 
to by the Senator from Iowa. 7 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be typewritten. N 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No; it is written, and will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ interest.“ in line 4, on page 
2 of the printed amendment, occurs the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Executive orders and proclamations dated February 
22, 1897, setting apart and reserving certain lands in the Stutes of Wyoming, 
Utah, Montana, Washington, Idaho, and South Dakota as forest reservation: 
be, and they are hereby, suspended, and the lands embraced therein restor 
to the public domain the same as though said orders and proclamations had 
not been issued: Provided further, That lands embraced in such reservations 
not otherwise disposed of before March 1, 1898, shall again become subject to 
the 8 of said orders and proclamations as now existing or hereafter 


ed by the President. 
Mr. HALE. Let the whole amendment as amended be printed 
over night, so that we can see itin the morning in print. t that 
order be made. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the amendment may as well be 
printed and go over until to-morrow morning, by which time we 
may parhaa arrive at some adjustment that be satisfactory 

eve: i 
3 Mr, GALLINGER, Will the Senator yield to a motion to ad- 


arn 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to that motion. 

The VICE-PRESID The Senator from Maine ae HALE 
has asked that the amendment as it now stands may be printed. 
In the absence of objection, that order will be made. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. e seen petition of sundry paper-box manu- 
facturers of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that a duty be placed on 
paper boxes; which was ord to lie on the table. 

_He also presented the penon of Mrs, J. M. Levering and other 
citizens of Bethlehem, Pa., representing the Women’s Indian 
Association of Bethlehem, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting certain relief to the Indians of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Allegheny (Pa.) War Vet- 
erans’ Association, praying that all veterans of the late war re- 
moved from office by the last Administration be reinstated; which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also nted a petition of three savings fund societies of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of 102 citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying Congress to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis 
(Ind.) monetary convention; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of 52 citizens of Bradford, Pa., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to de- 
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the American Clay Miners’ As- 
sociation, praying that adequate protection be given to kaolin or 
china clay; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry distillers and wholesale 
liquor dealers of 3 Pa., remonstrating against an ad- 
ditional tax on whisky; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sun clergymen of Berwick, 
Pa., remonstrating against the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Capitol building; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a 1 ees of the Young Men’s Republican 
Club of the Twentieth Ward of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
repeal of the present civil-service law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, 

He also presented a memorial of the Henry K. Boyer Repub- 
lican Marching Club of the Seventh Ward of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
and a memorial of the United Republican executive committee of 
the Thirty-third Ward of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the civil-service law as now enforced; which were referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also 1 a memorial of the John O’Mahony Club, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
pending arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pennsylvania Academy of 
Fine Arts, relative to the proposed duty on works of art; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the e of the so- 
called Dingley tariff bill, in failing to provide for a rebate on tin 

late exported, except in cases where the articles are manufac- 

ed in bonded factories devoted exclusively to manufacture and 

pacang for the export trade; which was orđered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of health and 
vital statistics of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide for a nent census service; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Philadelphia (Pa.) Maritime Exchange, praying for the imposition 
of a duty drawback on tin plate in the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of H. R. Moore and 81 other lumber 
operatives of Jefferson County, Pa.; of George Eckert and 206 other 
lumber operatives of northwestern Pennsylvania, of Clinton Dicker 
and 26 other lumber operatives of Pennsylvania, of M. D. Lane 
and 47 other workingmen of Vermont, and of E. J. Parscares and 
63 other workingmen of Brighton, Vt., praying for the adoption 
of the lumber schedule in the pending tariff bill as passed by the 
House of Representatives; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 31 citizens of Shenandoah, of 20 
citizens of Delaware County, of 12 citizens of Lancaster County, 
of 14 citizens of West Chester, of 25 citizens of Rock, of 30 citi- 
zens of Lancaster County, of 21 citizens of Pennsylvania, of 50 
citizens of York, of 29 citizens of Philadelphia, of 51 citizens of 
Pittsburg, of sundry citizens of Dalmatia, of 23 citizens of Phila- 
aopn of 50 citizens of New Buffalo, of 26 citizens of Philadel- 
po a, of 46 citizens of Cressona, of 25 citizens of Philadelphia, of 

6 citizens of Salladasburg, of 11 citizens of Pittsburg, of 25 citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, of 11 citizens of Ellwood City, of 43 citizens 
of Kutztown, of 52 citizens of 8 and of 102 citizens of 
Manayunk, allin the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 


ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1898) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Whitman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1899) for the relief of the heirs of 
Nicholas J. Bigley, d „late of Pittsburg, Pa.; Sarah M. Mc- 
Meal, Joseph H. Bigley, Catherine L. Grace, Mary E. Smith, George 
Carrol Bigley, Susannah L. McCormack, Agnes Loretta Suter, 
Nicholas J. Bigley, and John W. cae see oe found due by the Court 
of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PENROSE. I submit sundry amendments intended to be 
proposen by me to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States, 
which I ask to have printed, and also printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the amendments were ordered to be 
printed, and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Page 158, section 7, after the word “production,” in line 19, insert the words 
“except yellow metal sheathing.” 
In 8 5, Schedule after the words “‘muriate of, or sal am- 
moniac,” strike out the words three-fourths " and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “one-half.” 

Under the free list insert a new paragraph to read as follows: “Salts of 


In paragraph 63, Schedule A, after the word “ yellow,” strike out the words 
4 ee per pound“ and insert in lieu thereof the word and.“ 


Pago 54, section S. after the word production,“ in line 18, insert the words 
* yellow-metal 1 oe 

In paragraph 38, Schedule A, relating to olive oil, strike out the word “fifty” 
and insert the words “ thirty-five.” 

Strike out paragraphs 120 and 121 and insert: 

120. Bar iron, rolled or hammered (to commercially finished shape), com- 


per pound, eight-tenths of 1 epar pound; valued above 2.2 cents per 


n pa ph 449, Schedule N. strike out all after the words “ad valorem.” 
After the word bulk” in the paragraph in the free list relating to sul- 
PRS, ian os * sulphuret of iron in its natural state, taining 
“Sulphur ore as p S. or ure ron un con 
in excess of 25 per cent ot palphnr, and sulphur not otherwise provided for.” 


In 2 h 118, Schedule C, after the wo 
line of the sai 3 insert the following: 

“Sulphur ore as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, contain- 
ing not more than 81 per cent copper, 40 cents per ton.“ 

n paragraph 179. relating to lead-bearing ore, strike ont the word “ one,” 

in the first line of said paragraph. and insert the words one and one-half,” 

Strike out paragraph 118, Schedule C, relating to iron ore, and insert a 

in 


“per ton,“ in the second 


new 8 e free list, to read as follows: 
5 SE ore, including manganiferous iron ore, and the dross residuum from 
urnt pyrites.’’ 


In paragraph 169, Schedule C, in line 20, strike out the word “ten” and 
insert in heu thereof the word "fiye." 

Insert in the free list a new paragraph to read as follows: 

Canary seed.” 


za ph 511, free list, after the word “coins,” insert the wi “and 
m s.” 
In paragraph 251, Schedule G, relating to seeds, after the word seed.“ in 
1 59, insert the followin 


line 17, 8 

a Tatio beets, sugar beets, kale, Teek, lettuce, mangel-wurzel, parsley, rad- 
ish, ruta-baga, rape, spinach, turnip. and all vegetable seeds not otherwise 
provided for, 5 5 pound; carrot, celery, onion, and salsify, 10 cents per 
pound; cabbage, cauliflower, and tomato, 2) cents per pound; potatoes, 15 
cents per bushel of 60 pounds; beansand 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds; 
3 seeds, 20 per cent ad valorem; seeds in packets, one-half of 1 cent per 
packe 


In paragraph 231, Schedule G, after the word ‘‘sago,” insert a comma, 

In paragraph 300, Schedule H. after the word pint.“ in line 22, page 70; 
strike out the word “ thirty.“ and insert in lieu thereof the word * twenty;’ 
and in line 24, same page, strike out the word “forty and insert the word 


thirty.“ 

3 on the free list, after the paragraph relating to grasses and fibers, 
e wi ‘ Mid 
In line 7, paragraph 86, 15, strike out the words “or gypsum;" and in 


pik 1 the same paragraph, strike out the word fifty“ and insert sey- 
enty-five.” 
In paragraph 56, Schedule A, after the word whether,“ in the first line, 
insert the words “crude or powdered or.” 

In paragraph 899, Schedule M. after the word act.“ strike out the words 
“thirty-five” and insert the word “twenty.” 

In paragraph 427, relating to leather and manufactures of leather, Schedule 
N, insert “leather aprons for use upon woolen or cotton carding machines, 


25 cents per pound and 40 cent ad valorem.” 
In ph 450, Schedule N, relating to umbrellas, insert after the word 
“sticks” the words and handles.“ 


8. 
Strike out paragraph 444, Schedule N, relating to peat moss, and insert 
a new paragraph in the free list to read aa follows: 
* Peat moss. 


In h 427, Schedule N, relating to shoe laces, after the word 
len s, — line 11. 120, strike out the words “ fifty-five ” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words“ twenty -five;” and after the w. length,“ in line 145 
same page, strike out the word “sixty and insert the words thirty-five.’ 
In paragraph 448, Schedule N, relating to pipes, etc., strike out the word 
“seventy ” and insert in lieu thereof the word“ fifty;” and after the words 
“ad valorem” insert “and also Ta per gross on wood pipes and bowls.” 
Add to paragraph 405, Schedule N, relating to coal coke, the following: 
* Charcoal, 1 cent per bushel of 20 pounds Weight.“ 
In paragraph 456, free list, strike out the words “including naphthazarin 


black 
In paragraph 443, Schedule N, relating to ntings, drawings, etc., after 
the word d drawings" in said paragra h i tO 1. — word e eee e 
In Schedule A, under the head of Preparations,“ insert a new paragraph 
to read as follows: 
“Antitoxin, diphtheria, 74 cents for 100 units strength; 
“Anti MR tococens, $1 for each immunizing or curative injection; 
ú 5 tetanus, 50 cents for immunizing injection; $1.50 for each cura- 
ve on; 
“Cholera serum (hog), liquid or dry, 35 cents for each immunizing or cura- 
tive injection or dose; 
Toxin e pelas and prodigiosus (for cancer), $1 for each fluid 5 c. o.; 
W „ $1.25 per each õ c. c.; 15 cents for each representative dose if 
n 


orm; 
* Mallein, 35 cents for each immunizing dose, ugna or dry, and 50 per cent 
ad valorem on all animal serums, local or dry, and other biological products 
not mentioned, including vaccine virus or vaccine matter, liquid, dry crusts, 
or quills, or any other form used in specific purposes.“ 

Under the head“ Clays or earths“ insert f. when ground, $3 per 
ton; crude, $? per ton; china clay, or kaolin, $3 per uw 

After the paragraph placing fans, etc., on the free list, strike out the para- 
graph placing feldspar on the free list. 

— 175 18. paragraph 208, page 51, strike out the word “ten” and insert the 
word five.’ 

Under Schedule J, in paragraph 344, strike out all specific duties and 

on uniform rate of 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Under Schedule 5 0, after the words ad valorem,” add 
the words * matting © of cocoa fiber or rattan, 12 cents per square yard; 
mats made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 8 cents per square yard.” 


ScHEDULE L.—SILKS AND SILK GOODS. 


384. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
5 advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 40 cents per 
pound. i; 

885. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, sewing 
silk, twist, floss, and silk t or yarns of every description, except spun 
silk, 30 per cent ad valorem; spun silk in skeins, cops, N or on S, 
valued at not exceeding Sl per pound, 20 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at over $1 per pound and not exceeding $1.50 per pound, 30 
cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at over $1.50 per pound 
and not exceeding $2 per pound, 40 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at over & per pound and not exceeding $2.50 per pound, 50 
cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at over $2. r pound, 
60 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; but in no case shall the fore- 
going articles pay a less rate of duty than 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Velvets, chenilles, or other pile fabrics composed of silk, or of which 
silk is the component material of chief value, $1.50 per po and 15 per cent 
ad valorem; plushes, composed of silk, or of which silk is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, $1.25 per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; but in no 
cane shall the foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

387. Goods in the piece, if in the gum, r pound; if boiled off, d. 
in the piece, or printed, $3. a fe cee se 
square yard in the gum, f 
square yard boiled off, r pound; if weighing not more than one-t 
1 ounce per square A 5 
going articles in 
valorem. 
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388. Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed wholly or in part of silk, whether 
in the piece or otherwise, and whether wholly or partly finished, if not 
hemmed or hemmed only, shall pay the same rate of duty as is imposed on 

sin 3 of the same description, weight, and condition as provided 
‘or in this schedule: but such handkerchiefs or mufflers shall not pay a less 
rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem; if such handkerchiefs or mufflers 
are hemstitched or imitation hemstitched, or revered or have drawn threads, 
or are embroidered in any manner, whether with an initial letter, monogram, 
or otherwise, by hand or machinery, or are tamboured appliqued, or are 
made or trimmed yaoa or in part with lace, or with tucking or insertion, 
they shall pay a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem in addition to the duty here- 
inbefore prescribed, and in no case less than 60 per cent ad valorem. 

389. . beltings, bindings, bone casings, braces, braids, cords, cords 
and tassels, f garters, gorings, suspenders, tubings, and webs and web- 
bings, com hony or in part of silk, whether composed in part of india 
rop 215 or otherwise, if not embroidered by hand or machinery, 50 per cent 
valorem, 

390. Laces and articles made wholly or in part of lace, edgings. insertings. 
galloons, chiffon, or other flonncings, nets or netti and veilings, neck 

ings, ruchings, trimmings, embroideries and articles embroidered by 
hand or machinery, tamboured or appliqued articles, cloth ready made, 
and articles of wearing a l of every description, including knit goods 
made up or manufactu in whole or in pars by the tailor, seamstress, or 
manufacturer; all of the above-named articles made of silk or of which silk is 
the component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 
and silk goods ornamented with beads or gles, of whatever material com- 
posed, 60 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That any wearing apparel or other 
articles provided for in this paragraph (except gloves) when composed in part 
of india rubber shall be subject to a duty of 3 cents per ounce and in addition 
thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 

391. All manufactures of silk or of which silk is the component material of 
chief value, including such as have india rubber as a component material, not 
specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That all 
such manufactures of which wool, worsted, hair of camel, goat, or other ani- 
mal is a component material shall be classified and heman for duty as man- 
ufactures of wool. 

392. In ascertaining the weight of silk under the provisions of this schedule 
the weight shall be taken in the condition in which found in the with- 
out deduction therefrom for any dye, coloring matter, or other foreign sub- 
stance or material. r 

In pacagre h 186, Schedule C, in line 1, A 148, strike out the word “hair,” 
and at the end of the aph add the following: 

“Hairpins composed — ik y of brass, copper, iron, steel, or other base 


anew 
“Phil 


8 55 the free list add a new paragraph, as follows: 
* e.” 
In paragraph 28, Schedule A, strike out all after the word pound,” in line 


. pago 6. 

n paragraph 211, Schedule F, strike out the word “sixty-five” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word pacar Bs and in the same paragraph strike out 
the word “eighty ` and insert in lieu thereof the word “fifty.” 

In graph 210, Schedule F, after the word stemmed.“ in the second 
line of said paragraph, strike out the words two dollars“ and insert the 
words “one dollar and fifty cents in lieu thereof; and in the following line 
strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert the word “twenty-five” in 
lieu thereof; and in line 16, on 54, after the word “at,” strike out the 
words two dollars“ and inser! lieu thereof the words one dollar and 
fifty cents: and in the line immediately following, after the word and.“ 
5i e 2 — the word seventy-flve“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five.” 
+: In petanraph 317, Schedule I, strike ont the words “suspenders and 

races,” 


Add a new 88 to the free list, as follows: 

“Works of art, production of American artists residing temporaril 
abroad, or other works of 5 paintings on glass, impor 
expressly for presentation to a nationa. titution. or to any State or munic- 
ipal corporation, or incorporated religious society, college, or other public 
institution, including stained or ted window glass or stained or ted 

lass windows; but such exemption shall be subject tosuch regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe.” 

Under the free list, after the paragraph relating to dried blood, insert the 
a gt paragraph: 3 

* Bolting cloths, 5 for milling purposes, but not suitable for the 
manufacture of wearing apparel.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o clock and8 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 6; 1897, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 5, 1897. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

William H. H. Clayton, of Arkansas, to be judge of the United 
States court of the central district in the Indian Territory, vice 
Yancey Lewis, removed. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George Moulton, jr., of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Bath, in the State of Maine, to succeed Charles W. 
Larrabee, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

August F. George, of Crookston, Minn., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Crookston, Minn., vice William Anglim, term expired. 
AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Henry A. Castle, of Minnesota, to be Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department, to succeed George A. Howard, resigned. 


COMMISSIONER TO NEGOTIATE WITH INDIANS. 


Tams Bixby, of Red Wing, Minn., to be a commissioner to nego- 
tiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw. Mus- 
cogee (or Creek), and Seminole nations, under the provisions of 
the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stats., page 645), 
vice Thomas B. Cabaniss, resigned. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Stanford Newel, of Minnesota, to be envoy extraordinary and 


minister plenipotentiary of the United States to the Netherlands, 
vice William E. Quinby, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Eli P. Jennings, to be postmaster at New Decatur, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Alabama, in the place of J. W. Orr, re- 
moved. 

Harvey S. Clark, to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of San 
Joaquin and State of California, in the place of Harvey S. Clark, 
whose commission expired February 6, 1897. 

Theodore E. Habel, to be postmaster at Rossville, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois, in the place of A. M. Davis, 
removed. 

James B. Stetson, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of 
Bureau and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. Henry W. Booth nominated to the 
Senate, but not confirmed. 

Walter C. Tuttle, to be postmaster at Hospital, in the county of 
Kankakee and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April 1, 1897. 

John Morrison, to bə postmaster at Hedrick, in the county of 
Keokuk and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1897. 

John Mutchler, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of Van 
Buren and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for 
thesaid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1896, Albert C. Cross, appointed by the President and 
by him nominated to the Senate, not having been confirmed. 

U. G. Holley, to be postmaster at Sikeston, in the county of Scott 
and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
April 1, 1897. 

George T. Drake, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 
Perry and State of Ohio, in the place of George T. Roof, removed. 

William H. Huntley, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Meigs and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles E. Peoples, 
whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 

Lorenzo D. Vickers, to be postmaster at Lo 
Hocking and State of Ohio, in the place of 
commission expired March 29, 1897. ` 

Marshall Lambert, to be postmaster at Newkirk, in the county 
of Kay and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of William G. 
Jones, removed. 

Ernest E. Hempstead, to be postmaster at Meadville, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Robert B. Brown. whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

W. M. Moss, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Tennessee, in the place of James T. McCutchen, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 

James W. Holt, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Taylor and State of West Virginia, in the place of Stephen W. 
Poe, removed. 


n, in the county of 
wis Green, whose 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 5, 1897. 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia. 
John B. Wight, of the District of Columbia, to be a Commis- 
sioner of the District of Columbia. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
John McMullen, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Thomas R. Purnell, of North Carolina, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the eastern district of North Carolina. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Elmer J. Miller, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Columbus, in the State of Ohio. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


William H. Meyer, of Fort Garland, Colo., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Southern Ute Agency, in Colorado, 
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THURSDAY, May 6, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


STATISTICS, ETC., RELATING TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT iaid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, on motion of Mr. Hoar, 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit herewith, in mse to the Senate resolution of April 20, 1897, 
addressed to the Secretary of State, a report from that officer upon the pro- 
inquiry, in countries with which the United States has diplomatic 
relations, as to taxation and revenue, commercial statistics, tariff laws, and 
other particulars specified in said resolution. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Tashington, May 6, 1897. 


WHITE PINE LUMBER, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Labor, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 29th ultimo, a statement of the cost per thousand 
feet, board measure, of producing white pine lumber in the United 
States and in Canada, respectively, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. 
PETTIGREW, was, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lieon 
the table and to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 39) provid- 
ing for the expenses of the Congress of the Universal Postal 
Union; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a petition of 77 citizens of 
Larned, Kans., praying that Abraham T. Casey, of Larned, Kans., 
be granted an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of James Smith and 52 other 
lumber operatives of Maine, and the petition of S. W. Brown and 
7 other lumber operatives of Masardis, Me., praying for the adop- 
tion of the lumber schedule in the pending tariff bill as passed by 
the House of Representatives; which were ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of Goodman Bros., of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., praying for a reduction of the tax on distilled spirits; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry liquor dealers of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., praying for a reduction of the internal- revenue tax 
on whisky; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry petitions of citizens of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kansas City, 
Mo., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Doniphan, Mo., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy 
the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of three firms in Massachu- 
setts engaged in the manufacture of horn combs, praying for an 
increase of duty on manufactures of horn; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Juan Willis and 100 citizens 
of Massachusetts, previna for the adoption of the lumber schedule 
in the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 71 citizens of Haverhill, Mass.. 
praying for the passage of the so-called Lodge bill, restricting 
immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURNER. I en a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Seattle, Wash., praying for the establishment of a Gov- 
ernment assay office at that city. When the order of introduction 
of bills is reached, I shall introduce a bill for this purpose. Imove 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hunt- 
ington, W. Va., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Parkersburg, 

. Va., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Middletown, Mahopac Falls, Somers Center, Corning, 
Chautauqua, and Lockport, all in the State of New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of jegisiation demanding more rigid restric- 
tion of snam Sate which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, WILSON presented a petition of sundry lumber employees 
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of Washington, praying for the retention of the two-dollar rate 
on lumber; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sandry lumber manufacturers 
of Washington, remonstrating against the adoption of a rebate 
F Canadian lumber; which was ordered to lie on the 
ta 


e. 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Utah, 
praying that the order setting aside the Uinta Forest Reserva- 
Hon in that State bé revoked; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of J. L. Westicott, mayor, 
and 50 other prominent business men and firms of Camden; of 
Horace Alling and 58 bank officers, insurance and other prominent 
business men of Newark, and of the Board of Trade of Jersey 
City, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the adoption of 
certain reforms in the national currency and banking laws; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of J. H. Dean and 23 other citizens 


of Hunterdon County; of J. W. Messick and 44 other citizens of 


Millville; of C. W. Green and 26 other citizens of Sergeantsville; 
of Joseph F. Pierce and 50 other citizens of Millville; of Thomas 
A. Garland and 49 other citizens of Seabright; of Warren M. Van- 
nerman and 38 other citizens of Bridgeport; of Frank E. Adams, 
mayor, and sundry other citizens of Smiths Landing: of Excelsior 
Council, No. 231, Junicr Order United American Mechanics; of 
Smiths Landing: of Rev. Theodore Shafer and 13 other citizens of 
Millstone, and of William J. Kelly and 14 other citizens of New- 
ark, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
1 restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented a petition of the Monroe Doctrine Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the term “questions of servitude” 
be stricken out of Article IX of the proposed arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


FOREST RESERVES, 


Mr.WARREN. I have some papers referring to certain forest 
reserves, which I ask consent to have printed as a miscellaneous 
document. They are presentations made by the State engineer of 
Wyong es the governor of that State, and by certain boards of 
trade in that and adjoining States. I make the request, to the end 
that we may have some printed information to send out in answer 
to the many inquiries from Eastern parties as to the attitude of 
the Western men and Western States regarding the forest reserves. 
As a matter of fact, there is no difference of opinion and no differ- 
ence of intent, as between Eastern and Western people, as to for- 
est reserves, properly laid out and protected. It is merely a mat- 
ter of difference of opinion asto how the work should bedone. I 
ask that the papers may be printed as a miscellaneous document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none. The papers 
will be printed as a document, and lie on the table. 


PAYMENT OF AWARDS TO LOYAL CREEK INDIANS, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Yesterday morning I presented a 
petition of the principal chief of the Creek Nation, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill 1803, providing for the payment of the 
awards to the loyal Creek Indians, as provided in the treaty of 
1866, and the petition was referred to the Committee on Indi 
Affairs. A number of gentlemen have expressed a desire to see 
copies of the petition, and I move that it be printed as a document. 

he motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1788) to provide an American register for the 
barkentine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal., reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 927) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at Abilene, Tex., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 146) to provide for the erection of a publice building at 
Indianapolis, Ind., reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1716) making Greatfalls, Mont., a port of 
entry, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1896) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Salt Lake City, the capital of the State of Utah, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


WILHELM SPIEGELBURG, 


Mr. MITCHELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 129) to amend “An 
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act for the correction of the military record of Wilhelm Spiegel- 


burg,” approved July 21, 1892, to report it without amendment, 
and submit a report thereon. I ask that the bill be considered at 
this time. 

Mr, HALE. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the act for the correction of the military record 
of Wilhelm Sp egelburg “ approved July 21, 18%, be amended so as to read: 
“That the Secretary ol War „and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to revoke the order of discharge in special orders, Department of Virginia 
and North Carolina, dated October 26, 1864, of Wilhelm ed sen yee and to 
discharge him, to date May 1, 1865; and the accounting officers of the ury 
Department are hereby authorized and directed to adjust and pay the ac- 
counts of the said Spiegelburg for pay and allowance from November 2, 
1864, to May 1, 1865, inclusive.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTUS. Before the bill is considered, I would be very 
— 5 obliged if some one who understands the facts would ex- 

n it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill is reported favorably. A similar 

bill passed the House of Representatives and also the Senate in a 


previous Congress. 

Mr. PETTUS. Before dee to consider the bill now, it 
seems to me that some gentleman who understands the facts ought 
to explain mee should correct a record made so long ago. 

Mr. MIT L. The bill issimply for the relief of aman who 
lay in hospital as the result of wounds incurred in action. If the 
Secretary will read the concluding paragraph of the report of the 
committee, I think it will give the Senator from Alabama all the 
information necessary. As I stated, a similar bill has passed 
the Senate and has also passed the House, but it was lost between 
the two Houses, z 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read from the 
report as requested. 

r. MITCHELL, Just the concluding paragraph of the report. 

The Secretary read as follows: i 

thus briefly summed up: 8. Iburg, after two and a half 
aus ore without furlough, on on the 1 illn 
wife and chil ed. Before cigs Prong was accepted he was wounded 
in battle and disabled for life. an official construction of mili 
was decided that he was not strictly in the Army when he was wounded, and 
by the Department that he was not then liable to military duty, and, though 
helpless and suffering, he was not entitled to relief, and that the compensa- 
Pio ull te pointe teapiced EY (UA Departament, bet Ode te coe aces POOO 
this bill, ich E favorably and its passage recommended. 

Mr. PETTUS. I shall make no objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. The favorable report is the unanimous decision of 
the Committee on Military Affairs after a full statement of the 


facts. 
Mr. MITCHELL. It will take but a moment to pass the bill. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REGULATIONS FOR INLAND WATERS, ETC. 


Mr. FRYE. I report back from the Committee on Commerce 
the bill (S. 1886) toadopt e for preventing collisions upon 
certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States, 
and submit a rt thereon. It is a very important bill, which 
will lead to no discussion whatever, and I was instructed by the 
committee to ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
But it will take at least fifteen minutes to read it. I do not desire 
to interfere with the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, who has the sundry civil appropriation bill in charge, so I 
will ask unanimous consent that the bill may be considered after 
the di tion of the sundry civil bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and that will 
be the order. 

IMPROVEMENT OF COOS HARBOR, OREGON, 


Mr. MCBRIDE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 38) to amend the 
river and harbor acts of August 18, 1894, and June 3, 1896, so far 
as the same relate to improving the harbor at Coos Bay, Oregon, to 
zepari it without amendment, and I ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, It pro to 
amend the provisions of the river and harbor acts of August 18, 
1894, and June 3, 1896, maxing appropriations for improving har- 
bor at Coos Bay, Oregon, by deepening harbor and removing ob, 
structions therefrom, as to authorize the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion, to expend any or all of the funds so appropriated in 
carrying on the required dredging and other work by contract, or 
in any manner that in his judgment may be most economical and 
advantageous to the Government. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I present certain papers from the War Depart- 
ment with reference to the joint resolution, which I ask to have 
printed in the RECORD. They need not be read unless some Sen- 
ator desires to hear them. 

There being no objection, the papers were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 23, 1897. 

Sin: e Sey the provisions in the river and harbor acts of Au 17, 
1994, and June 3, 1896, 1 Ss ropriation for improving Coos Harbor, 
Oregon, and your letter of October 28, 1896, addressed to the C of Engineers, 
United States Army, in reference thereto, and calling attention to certain 
suggested feasible and desirable means of carrying on the work, I have the 
honor to transmit herewith copy of a report just received from Captain Fisk 
on the subject; together with draft of a te amendment to the acts 
above referred to, in the form of a joint resolution, p: red with the view 
of having the improvements of the harbor as contemplated in the said acts 
carried out in accordance with the suggestions contained in your letter above 
referred to and the views and recommendations of the Engineer Department. 


Very respectfully, 
R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War, 
Hon. GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate. 


> Usrrep STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Portland, Oreg., April 7, 1897. 
GENERAL: I have the honor to emi if it would be possible to have 
n 


a spa ving the e ee tho 
option of contracting for dredging in v. Oregon, ins of building a 
9 as now required by the river and harbor act of June 3, 1896? 


California (see Engineering News of March 18, 1897, page 167) seems to render 
it almost im e to use a pipe line without infringing some of the allowed 
Bowers's c not build d 


redges, 
g large royalties (naming $15,000 to the port 
of Portland for a single dredge) for use of their patents, the pump dredge 
seems to be entirely out of the question. 

At the locality in Coos Bay where dredging is most required the channel 
is narrow. with broad tide flats alongside, affording very easy disposition of 
material through a pipe, but bg esa avery long tow if dump scows are 
used; so long, in fact, that not less than three dump scows would be required 
to keep the busy, while the act of Congress aut but two, This 
would probably require also the hiring of a tug of more power than the small 
one the Government now ownsin that vicinity. All things considered, there- 
fore, it would, in my opinion, be more economical and advan ‘or the 
Government to contract for the work required if it could be done at anythin 
near the figure named Senator PERKINS in his letter of March 16, 1507. 
nether | than to ate redge —.— move: N 

ery respec y, your o nt ser van 
y W. L. FISK, 


Captain, Corps of Engineers, U. J. A. 
Boig: Gen. Joun M. WILSON 1 
thief of Engineers, U. 8. 2 80 Washington, D. C. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 1900) to establish an assay 
office at the city of Seattle, in the State of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON. It was my intention to introduce a similar bill, 
Inasmuch as my colleague [Mr. TURNER] has introduced a bill 
Sate Soe same subject, and one is sufficient, I will not intro- 

uce it. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 1901) to place Lieut. Col. 
and Byt. Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list 
of the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1902) to increase the pension of 
Louisa E. Baylor, widow of Thomas G. Baylor, late a colonel of 
the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1903) for the establishment 
of a bureau of animal industry for the inspection of meat products 
and live stock, suppression and extirpation of contagious and in- 
fectious diseases among live stock, to regulate the transportation 
of live stock,and prevent the exportation or importation of dis- 
eased horses, mules, cattle, sheep, hogs, or other animals, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 1904) granting a 
pension to Christian Snyder, of Paola, Kans.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1905) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River, between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, 
and to establish it as a post road;“ which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were read sever- 
ally twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1906) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Coventon; 3 

A bill (S. 1907) granting a pension to Nancy A. Dowell, widow 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


907 


of Benjamin Franklin Dowell, of Oregon, who served with the 
Oregon Volunteers in the years 1853, 1854, 1855, and 1856; 
A bill (S. 1908) granting a pension to Mrs. Marie A. Mueller, of 
Albany, 8 and 
ill (S. 1 


A b ting a pension to Esther A. Turner. 

Mr. FAUL: introduced a bill (S. 1910) conferring on the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia jurisdiction to take 
proof of the execution of wills affecting real estate, and for other 

poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
8 on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1911) for the relief of Mary E. 
Buckey, of Randolph County, W. Va.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 1912) granting a pension 
to Silas Garber; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1913) to protect the insignia 
and the name of the Red Cross; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION, 


Mr. BACON. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may 
be read in full. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 41) relative to international arbitra- 
tion was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in e assembled, That the United States of America deprecate 
war and desire the maintenance of d friendship with all the world, 


peace an 
and that this desire is not limited to their relations with any one nation, but 
extends to their relations with all the nations of the earth, whether the same 


ee og’ or emall, strong or weak. 
EC, 2. That to the end that these relations of peace and amity now happily 
existing between them and all nations may be sa apse 3 and 
that wars may be discouraged and as far as pract le e Impossible, the 
United States favor the principle and practice of international arbitration 
for the settlement of questions in difference between them and any other 
nation which they may fail to adjust by treaty or diplomatic negotiation. 
Sec. 3. That the United States do hereby avow it as their future policy and 
intention, whenever there shall arise any question in differences between them 
and any other nation which they may to adjust by treaty or diplomatic 
ne Sie that they shall and will, so far as they can consistently with the 
national honor, the in ty of their territory, and their foreign or domestic 
licies, ee With such other nation to submit such question in difference 
the arbitrament and final decision of an international court of arbitration. 
Such court of arbitration shall, in the future as in the t, be constituted 
by agreement between the parties consenting thereto, with special reference 
and adaptation to the particular question in difference and to the conditions 


ex 8 
Sec. 4. That the United States hereby invite all civilized nations to make 
a corresponding and reciprocal declaration, to the end that wars between 
nations may cease, and that an universal reign of peace may be inaugurated 
and perpetually maintained. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in the last Congress I introduced 
substantially the same resolution as that just read by the Secre- 
tary. Ihave conferred with the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and in deference to his wish I ask that the 
joint resolution may be referred to that committee, in the hope 
that it may be soon reported in order that the Senate may have a 
vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
p 
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LYNCHING OF THREE ITALIANS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President be requested, if not inconsistent with the 
public interest, to communicate to the Senate ies of all the cor: dence 
ing the lynching in Lonisiana of cer alleged Italian subjects, as 
mentioned in the message of the President dated May 3, 1897, ther with 
copies of any reports made to the Department of State on the subject. 


RAILWAY MAIL TRANSPORTATION, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Site tt be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a copy of a recent opinion of the Comptroller of the 
Treasury as to the — 3 75 of certain orders of the Post-Office Department 
for the pa: nt of additional compensation to the Baltimore and Ohio South- 
western ilroad for transportation of the mails during a portion of the 
pens 1895-96, together with copies of papers and correspondence attaching 

the caso. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Last Tuesday the tariff bill was 
reported to the Senate and notice was given by the Senator in 
charge of the bill that he would ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill at an early day; I believe he named Tues- 
day a week. It was at least informally understood in the com- 
mittee at that time that the comparative statement which is usu- 
ally made up by the committee in charge of bills of this sort would 
be in the hands of other Senators at least by to-day. It is obvious, 


of course, that Senators who are not familiar with the bill and 
have had no opportunity to study it would be glad to have the 
comparative statement. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he can 
advise us when we are likely to have that statement? It was un- 
derstood that it would be in our hands to-day, and I understand 
that it is not ready now. I should like to know when it will be 
probably ready and can be in the hands of Senators. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator from Arkansas very well 
knows, it is not an easy thing to prepare a comparative statement 
covering the differences between the Senate amendments and the 
bill as it originally passed the House. Experts, those who are 
familiar with that class of work, have been diligently engaged 
upon the work and are so engaged now. I have an absolute assur- 
ance this morning that the statement will be ready on Saturday 
before noon, and the work can not well be done before to be 
done well, That is all I can say in respect to it. 

Mr. HOAR. What will the statement contain? Will the Sen- 
ator state? 

Mr. ALLISON. The statement is to contain first the law of 
1890, known as the McKinley Act, the law of 1894, and the House 
bill and the Senate amendments, with all the rates respecting 
those bills. 

Mr. HOAR. In parallel columns? 

Mr. ALLISON. In parallel columns. It will also contain the 
importations under the law of 1890 and the importations under the 
law of 1894. Where they are specific, it will be so stated and re- 
duced to ad valorem, and where they are ad valorem, of course 
they will be stated asad valorem, The statement will be a com- 
plete guide and index to the laws and to the bill, and I feel stire 
that it will be more convenient than any table that has hitherto 
been printed. It is being arranged by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics of the Treasury Department. He is giving his personal 
attention to it. I have no doubt the work will be well done and 
thoro hy done and it will be printed by noon on Saturday. 

ONES of Arkansas. I was not finding fault with the 
majority of the committee nor with anybody else in connection 
wit matter. I know that it is a great work, one that in- 
volves a great deal of labor, and will necessarily take considerable 
time; but I thought it was proper that the Senate should knowat 
what time the comparative statement would probably come in. 

There is another fact which ought not to be lost sight of, and 
that is that Senators can not intelligently undertake the study of 
the bill until the comparative statement comes into their hands. 
So if it should be impossible for those of us who have not had 
time to prepare for the discussion of the bill to be ready to take it 
up at the early day indicated by the committee, the reason for it 
will be readily understood. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt that the comparative table 
will be in the hands of Senators by Saturday. I agree with the 
Senator from Arkansas that it will greatly facilitate the under- 
standing and the consideration of the bill to have the comparative 
table before Senators that they may examine it. 

Mr. QUAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa to repeat the 
form in which the comparison has been tabulated? My attention 
was diverted to another quarter at the moment. In what shape 
will the com tive table be? 

Mr. ALLISON. The rates of duty will be given under the law 
of 1890, the rates of duty under the law of 1894, the phraseolo; 
of each, and the importations under both those laws, one for 189: 
and the other for 1896. Where the duties are specific they will 
be reduced to ad valorem, and where they are ad valorem they will 
be carried ont in that way. There will then be a column showin 
the rates of duty under the bill as it came to us and a paralle 
column containing the rates of duty as proposed by the Senate 
amendments, thus enabling each Senator easily and rapidly to 
understand the changes that haye been made and are to be made 
under the Senate committee report. 

Mr. HALE. So that weshall have the duties under the McKin- 
ley Act and the Wilson Act and the Dingley bill and the Senate 
bill—those four? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; those four; and it will be as complete, 
I think. as it is ible to make such a table. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator as per- 
tinent to the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, with ref- 
erence to being ready at the time fixed or stated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island when he reported the bill, which is the 18th. 
Is it not likely, I ask the Senator from Iowa, that at that time if 
the Senator from Arkansas is not ready to go on himself, there 
will be more or less general speeches on the subject? Many Sen- 
ators may want to deliver general 5 and the time might 
just as well be given then as to wait longer. Is not that likely to 
be the case? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope not, but it is possible that Senators will 
want to discuss the question at length. I do not suppose there 
will be any disposition to have any lengthy discussion except upon 
the detailed provisions of the bill, but if there is, of course Sena- 
tors can go on. 
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Mr. HALE. I join with the Senator in that hope; I certainly 
do not myself pro to make such a sperd but I have never 
known a tariff bill to come before the y that there were not 
certain Senators who wished to make a general speech on the sub- 
ject, referring to items in the bill, but not discussing them in 

etail. If those general speeches, which in the other branch come 
under the head of general debate, can be delivered and be out of 
the way, we will then be so much earlier in our consideration of 
the details of the bill. I hope the Senator will bear that in mind 
in any suggestion that may be made for postponing the time be- 
yond the 18th for taking up the bill. 
. ALLISON. I do not understand that any suggestion of 
that kind is made. : 

Mr. 2 55 A haye made 29. suggestion about 
postponing the time. y only purpose was to call attention to 
The fact that notice was given that the bill would be taken up in 
about two weeks from the time it was brought into the Senate, 
with the understanding on this side that the comparative state- 
ment would be in our hands at an early day. Instead of our hay- 
ing it at the time expected, it seems that it will come into our 
hands on Saturday, the last day of this week. So we will have, 
instead of the two weeks to consider the bill, about one week to 
consider it before the time indicated when the committee would 
8 to proceed to its consideration. 

r. MORRILL. It is a difference of ony two days. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now, when the time comes to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill, it may be possible thatit will 
be entirely agreeable to go on with it. So far as I am concerned, 
I may say that I would be willing to go on with it at the earliest 
possible day. But I believe the discussion of the bill can be pro- 
ceeded with more rapidly if a reasonable time is allowed to this 
side of the Chamber to get ready for the debate before we begin. 
There is no intention on the part of anyone here, so far as I know, 
to delay the consideration of the bill one hour. All we want is 
that we shall have a fair time for its consideration and debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the bill was . on Tuesday it was 
the understanding with Senators who desire to investigate the 
subject and examine the bill that within three days the compara- 
tive statement would be ah 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Two days. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee. Within two days. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; my understanding was that it was 
to be ready within two or three days. The two days expire to- 
day; and those having the matter in c will require until 
Saturday. I have no doubt that we can easily adjust the matter 
when the time comes. 

Mr. FRYE. If it is very important, Senators can take Sunday 
for the further consideration of the matter. 

33 of Arkansas. We do not like to violate the Sab- 
N. > 
Mr. WHITE. Especially on a Republican tariff bill. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


TER bb ent roma T. The unfinished business is House 
o. 16. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, and for other pao 

The VICE-PRESID . The pending 
amendment of the Senator from South Dak 
The amendment has been read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to amend the text of the amend- 
ment which I offered, and as amended to reoffer my amendment. 
On page 2, line 12, of the amendment, after the word of,“ I 
move to strike out the words: 

Before March 1, 1898, shall again become subject to the operations of said 
one — 35 proclamations as now existing or hereafter modifled by the 

ent. 

And insert: 


Shall, when the surveys of said reservations are completed, be subject to 
such order as the President may make in reference to the same so as not to 
disturb the rights of any actual settler or claimant now residing upon any 
of the lands embraced in said reservations. 


Mr. ALLISON. I reserved the right to make a point of order 
upon this whole amendment, which I also reserve at this time. 
As to the modification now proposed by the Senator from South 
Dakota, of course it is much wider in scope than the amendment 
which he offered yesterday, and a still greater objection could be 
made to the amendment as proposed by him now than could have 
been made to the amendment proposed by him yesterday. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say as to this amendment that 
under the act of Congress of 1891 the President was authorized to 
set apart forest reservations on the public domain of the United 
States. Under the provisions of that act President Harrison set 
apart about 17,000,000 acres of forest land, after a thorough and 
careful investigation, and I understand there has been no objec- 


question is on the 
ota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 


tion to those reservations made by him. The Department issued 
a circular under Harrison’s Administration which provided that— 


visions of this circular, before e Meg in the matter a notice 
nt stating t 


may be pro 
therein that the 


he purpose of having the 
nal establishment of such reservation. 5 


In other words, Mr. President, the Department issued a circu- 
lar which provided that notice should be published, so that the 
people interested in these reservations could protestif they desired 
to do so. On the 22d day of February, without any notice, utterly 
disregarding the order or circular of the Departinent, President 
Cleveland issued his proclamation embracing within the forest 
reservations 21,000.000 acres of public lands occupied by settlers. 
In my State it embraced an area of 1,000,000 acres, occupied by 
15,000 people. We had no notice, no chance to oppose or resist 
the creation of this reservation, and is under the law, the mo- 
ment that reservation was created by Executive proclamation per- 
sons who cut a tree for firewood or for any domestic purpose 
would be liable to indictment. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] asks me if they 
were liable to indictment before that order. They were not. They 
were lawfully upon those lands, for we invite the pioneer to go 
forth in advance of the survey and establish his home, and we 
especially provide that when he has made his home, when he has 
made his claim to the Land Office and has made his filing, he shall 
secure a title to his home. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to understand—I am not at all 
familiar with these matters—what was the condition of the pub- 
lic property in timber before this order of the President, and 
whether the penpe there could use it without limit, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The law provides that for domestic and 
mining purposes timber upon the public domain is free for the 
use of the people in the States where the timber is growing, sub- 
ject to such rules and regulations with regard to its being cut as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. For instance, 
that trees below a certain size shall not be cut, that the tops and 
limbs shall be destroyed, so that fires will not run, etc. Otherwise 
timber is entirely free to those people who reside in the locality 
where the timber is growing. 

The order of the President of the 22d day of February was made 
upon the recommendation of a commission of Eastern gentlemen 
who belong to the National Academy of Sciences. We made an 
appropriation last year of 825,000, and five of these gentlemen went 
out through that coan so far as I can learn, traveling entirely 
upon railroad trains, and they recommended these forest reserva- 
tions. In my State it is a question whether they visited the area 
embraced within the reservation at all. They traveled, we know, 
over the Burlington road, which runs south of this area on into 
Wyoming and Montana. Here is what they say about this locality 
in South Dakota: 

These forests are entirely isolated, and afford the only timber which is 
. and Gis Rocky Mountains ce the work TEET 
immediately north of the propozed reserve contains a number of es 
which depend on these forests for timber and fuel, and the settlers in the 
valleys of streams flowing from them have no other local timber and fuel 
supply. 

Now, what are the facts? North of this forest reservation there 
are 25,000 people engaged in mining, one company, the Home Stake 
Company, employing 4,000 men. They pay their miners three 
dollars and a half a day, and their other laborers two dollars and 
a half. They draw their supply of timber from these regions. 
Enforce this order of the President, and mining stops at once; the 
means of subsistence for a community of 25,000 pores is entirely 
gone. Enforce this order, and at once, or within a very short 
period of time, the people of this country will be appealed to to 
assist those people and keep them from starvation. 

The order of the President affects not alone the great mining 
companies, but it affects thousands of laborers, who are there 
with their families and who are engaged in a lawful and legitimate 
occupation. It affects the settlers, the farmers who are on the 
adjoining area, to say nothing about the thonsands of people who 
Saree within the reservation itself; and yet the order of the Presi- 

ent says: 


Warning is hereby expressly given to all persons not to enter or make set- 
tlement upon the tract of land reserved by this proclamation. 
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Mr. President, what we propose to do is this: Vacate these 
orders upon all these reservations open to settlement and occupa- 
tion pending a survey of their area and pending an investigation 
of the country embraced within these reservations. Then we pro- 
pose to provide, after that investigation, which should have been 
made before the reservations were created, that the President may 
issue such orders as he may deem best in regard to the same. In 
other words, that those areas which are not occupied by settlers, 
those areas upon which houses are not built, may be again em- 
braced within the forest reservation by order of the President if 
he deems that the public interest will be best served by issuing 
that order, That is all. ; 

I thought at first that perhaps by the 1st of next March this 
survey could be made and this investigation had and a modifica- 
tion of these orders secured; but, upon talking with the Director 
of the Geological Survey, I am satisfied that we can not survey 
these areas; that we can not have such an investigation as onght 
to be had between now and the Ist of next March, and make the 
map, so as to protect the interests of the people within these areas. 
Therefore I think these orders should be suspended until this 
investigation can be had, until this country can be looked over, 
and that which onght to be made forest reservations segregated 
from the other portions of this area. eae eo 

Then we provide by this amendment for administering the for- 
ests so reserved. The people of the West are anxious that these 
forestsshould be protected; we believe that a law should be 
which would provide for cutting the ripe timber, the matured 

trees, and for planting trees where trees have been cut down, so 
as to keep the forests in perpetual preservation. The English 
Government in India have 40,000,000 acres of forest reservations; 
and in addition to the cost of caring for these forests, which re- 
quires the attention of 15,000 people, a net revenue is furnished 
to the Government of $3,000,000 per annum; yet those forests are 
growing better. This can be done in the mountains of the West, 
and we desire that it shall be done; but some care and judgment 
and reason should be used in the establishment of the reserva- 
tions in the first instance. 

What we want, then, is a survey of these areas, a segregation 
of the land that is best adapted for timber, and then the establish- 
ment of reservations under the provisions of this bill by which the 
forests can be preserved. 

I want to say, further, that the scientific gentlemen who de- 
scribed the forests of the Black Hills as yellow pine and the valleys 
as being covered with cottonwood and spruce, certainly have been 
careless in the use of terms. In the forests of the Black Hills 
there is not a single yellow-pine tree, and there never was; neither 
is there a spruce tree growing anywhere within the area of that 
reservation; neither are there any cottonwood trees. There are 

p'ars and oaks in the forest, but no cottonwood and no spruce. 
Tue pine is pitch pine, and this pitch pine renews itself. You can 
burn those forests over, and in ten years they will be covered with 
a thicker growth of young timber than ever before. 

In the region of Deadwood, in my State, where the timber was 
all cut off and where they commenced destroying the forests 
twenty years ago, the land is covered with a thick growth of 
young pine. That is true throughout the Rocky Mountain region, 
where the pitch pine renews itself. That is not true, however, of 
white pine, which, when once cut, is destroyed forever. I under- 
stand it is also true of the yellow pine of the South; but the pitch 
pine of the Rocky Mountain region, as I have said, after it has been 
cut off and the country burned over, comes up thicker than ever; 
and for the purpose of protecting the water supply it would be 
better if it were cut down. 

We propose by this amendment, after this country has been 
surveyed, that the living trees shall be preseryed—that is, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior—so that the large 
trees, the dying trees, the trees that will grow no better in 
time, may be sold and removed by the purchaser after due ad- 
vertisement. We propose that fires shall be kept out and these 
forests preserved in those areas best adapted for forests; and so 
weprovide a full system of forest administration, something which 
ought to have been done yearsago. I favored the N of such 
a law in 1891, because I Want d to preserve these forests. I have 
tried ever since to secure such legislation as we propose in this 
amendment, by which these forests should be preserved; but, Mr. 
President, to allow these reservations to continue in their present 
form is to do a terrible injustice to the people of that country. 

As I said yesterday, in the State of South Dakota there are 
embraced within this reservation 15,000 people; there are 16 or 
17 post-offices: there is a county seat of 1,200 people and the 
town of Keystone, which polled 400 votes at the last election, 
and these people are not allowed under the law to cut a single 
tree. Of course they are going on the same as before the order 
was issued. I told them there was nothing else for them to do. 
They are defying the law and breaking the law and cutting the 
papa the same as before, They are liable to indictment for 

ing it. 


It seems to me it is time something was done in this direction. 
Those people are there lawfully, for the law provides that the 
may go upon the public domain, make their settlements, and, 


when the survey is made, secure their titles. We pro „then, 
simply to suspend these orders pending this investigation, and to 
authorize the President to again establish forest reservations in 
those areas where it of r that they should be established. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
understand that this large amendment here touching forest reser- 
vations was approved by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. I understand there 
have been some additions made to it. I wish to ask if the amend- 
ment as it stands now is satisfactory to the Department? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I have no means of knowing whether the 
Department is satisfied with the provision which I have inserted 
in the amendment, which reads as follows: 

Provided, That the Executive orders and proclamations dated February 
22, 1897, setting apus and reserving certain lands in the States of Wyoming, 
Utah, Montana, Washington, Idaho, and South Dakota as forest reservation: 
be, and they are hereby, suspended, the lands embraced therein restored 
to the public domain the same as though said orders and proclamations had 
not been issued: Provided further, That embraced in such reservations 
not otherwise disposed of shall, when the surveys of said reservations are 
completed, be subject to such order as the President may make in reference 
to the same so as not to disturb the rehte of any act settler or claimant 
now residing upon any of the lands embraced in said reservations. 

This leaves the President the power, after the survey has been 
made, to issue another proclamation, another order, embracin 
such areas as shall be designated by the surveyors on the part o 
the Geological Survey as adapted for forest reservations. In the 
meantime little harm can be done; the people who are theré will 
pursue their vocations, and the people who choose to go there can 
go and make entry, as they could have made it heretofore; but 
the remote places, off from the railroads, where no one lives, will 
not be occupied in the meantime, and they can be made forest 
reservations. 

The reason I have made the modification of the amendment is 
that if we should simply suspend the order without saying that 
the President is authorized to renew the order after the survey is 
made the executive department might not feel authorized to again 
establish forest reservations within the areas to be vacated by this 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, I do not know, Mr. President, that anythin 
can be added to the statements made at the previous session o 
Congress relative to the withdrawal of February 22, 1897. I can 
not speak, sir, for reservations and withdrawals made in other 
States, but I desire to say a single word, and a word only, relative 
to the withdrawals that have taken place in the State of Wash- 


ington. 

‘The order made by the President was a drastic one so far as it 
affected my people. While the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW | speaks feelingly of the 1,000,000 acres withdrawn in 
his State, an area of over 8,000,000 acres of land has been with- 
drawn from settlement and development in the State of Washing- 
ton—an area larger than the State of Massachusetts and probably 
twice as large as the State of Connecticut. In one county, while 
this commission composed of scientific gentlemen was declaring 
that there were no entries of any sort, an abstract of title was filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior, showing over 4,600 mineral 
locations, upon which $2,000,000 worth of work has already been 

rformed, while one corporation, the Monte Cristo syndicate, 

1as expended in the development of its property and in the build- 
ing of its railroad over $4,000,000, an aggregate of over $5,000,000 
in one county in which there were no entries.” 

I do not know why the order should have been made as to the 
State of Washington. All of our rivers flow directly into Puget 
Sound. The two great rivers of the State—the Skagit and the 
Columbia—have their sources in British Columbia, and all of the 
other rivers have a perpetual and everlasting supply, until time 
shall be no more, from the glaciers of Mount Ranier. In addition 
to that, Mr. President. we have an annual rainfall in western 
Washington of 108 inches. 8 

So, Mr. President, it would seem that there was no necessity, so 
far as preserving the watershed in western Washington is con- 
cerned, for this withdrawal. Again, it comes forty-five years too 
late. All the timber lands of western Washington that are mer- 
chantable are within 25 miles of the waters of Puget Sound. The 
timber lands withdrawn by this order do not contain merchant- 
able timber. They only have their value, if any, for mining pur- 
poses. They do not prevent the flow of the water from the 
melting snow, for the undergrowth of pitch pine that comes up is 
better for that purpose than the larger timber. 

Mr. President, I think this order extremely unfortunate. It 
would seem that it was impossible for the people west of the Mis- 
souri River to develop their own domain and their own country 
in their own way. We have never had that opportunity. The 
people who first settled New England came and took thousands of 
acres of land and developed them as they saw fit, and the people 
who passed from New England across the Alleghany Mountains 
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and settled in the Mississippi Valley took up their lands at a dol- 


lar and a quarter an acre without those restrictions required un- 
der the homestead act of 1860. Our people have had to go forward 
and develop their country by law, and they have observed the law 
in so far as it has been ible for any citizen to do so. They do 
not complain of this. It is right and proper and just. 

What they do complain of is that their material interests—those 
things that affect their prosperity and advancement, nay, their 
very existence as Commonwealths—shall be disposed of by the 
stroke of pen, as though we were mere provinces and not sover- 

States of this great Union. 

President, supposing this order is not modified or revoked, 
what are you going to do about it? We have valuable improve- 
ments there; gore have expended large sums of money; they 
have gone on and developed these mineral locations; they have 
built villages; they have built railroads; they have done all of 
these things under the law; they are going to stay there; they are 

ing to use that timber; and what are you going to do abont it? 

t can you do about it? 

I recollect very well a few years ago a special agent of the Gen- 
eral Land Office came to our town who said he was going over to 
investigate some timber-land depredations on Badger Mountain. 
I said to him, When you get over there, you find a very 
beautiful valley of 300,000 acres of land, and you can see that 
every farmhouse and all the buildings there are built of timber 
taken from Badger Mountain.” I said, You go to the town of 
Waterville, with a thousand people, and you will find the court- 
house and all the buildings there are built from timber taken 
from Badger Mountain; and if you think you can get a verdict, 
you had better try it.” He did try it, but he did not succeed. So 

u will fail on this. We must have the timber to develop those 

ds. Why should we be everlastingly and eternally harassed 
and annoyed and bedeviled by these scientific gentlemen from 
Harvard 7 9 A 

I recall, Mr. President, that a great many years ago a very dis- 
tinguished and very able gentleman from Massachusetts, in a cel- 
ebrated oration delive: in the city of Boston, spoke of that 
Western country, and declared that 

ion of to worthless territo: 
beraad he e Mountains So . on the hearth of peat 
mother country the smothered fires of a hostile strife. 

What to-day is that worthless country upon the other side of the 

ky Mountains? It includes all the lands between the Colum- 
ia River and 54° 40 north latitude. Had we maintained our po- 
sition then, the Fraser River would have been an American river, 
the city of Victoria would have been an American city, and Great 
Britain would have been impeded in her progress across the con- 
tinent with her railway. So we do not always learn the facts of 
that Western country these talented and learned scientific 
gentlemen. 

I have here the testimony taken before the Secretary of the In- 
terior, including that of Professor Sergeant, in r to their visit 
to these reservations. Mr. President, if you would read that testi- 
mony, if anyone would read that testimony, he would be impressed 
by the very limited visits made to these reservations. They admit 
that they had no knowledge, that they hurried through the coun- 

in Pullman palace cars, and made no observation of the great 
at rtk they were about to commit against the people of my sec- 
tion. There it is, exhibiting notasingleexcuse, not a single reason 
given by these able gentlemen for this withdrawal. 5 

Mr. President, we in the Western country do not desire to do 
anything that is not proper, that is not right. We only ask for 
equal and exact justice; we only ask to help develop the Union of 
the States. Wein the West know no North, we know no South, 
we know no East, we know no West; we know nothing but the 
Union—and to that we are devoted, A 

Mr. President, I am of the West. I know something of its pos- 
sibilities, of its products, and of its e. I have seen what was 
once considered an arid waste pass from a sea of to great 
cities, with schools and @olleges, civilization and wealth. Sup- 

these forest reservations had been made years Azo, and that 
Thoss withdrawals had been made in California, would the $1,500,- 
000,000 of gold have been produced in that State? And let it be 
remembered that California is as large as New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, and all New England. 

If such withdrawal had been made in Idaho, would she have 
contributed her $200,000,000 of gold and silver to our national 
wealth? And Idaho is nine times as large as Vermont. Had the 
mountainous regions of Montana been withdrawn, would she have 

iven us her $35,000,000 yearly of the precious metals? And Mon- 
tana is as large as Greece, Italy, and Belgium combined. 


All this development throughout these hills and mountains has 
been by the men who struggle and push forward and locate these 
mineral claims. All this progress has been made in a country 
which a few years ago was considered an arid country, and is 
to-day adding yearly six hundred millions in cereals to the mar- 
his country, 


kets of the world. with Dakota on the 


East, that in 1870 had only seven hundred millions of taxable 
property, in 1890 had upon the tax lists of their States over 88,500, 
000,000 of taxable property. This country, that in 1860 had no 
railroad, in 1890 more railroads than all the country east of 
the Alleghany Mountains had in 1870, 

A wonderful development has been made, a wonderful growth 
has come about. It was not done by silver; it was not done by 
gold; it was not accomplished by paper money; but it was accom- 
plished by the energy, the industry, the perseverance, the trials, 
the self-denials of the hardy pioneers who have blazed the pathway 
of civilization into a magnificent highway and built upon the 
other side of the Rocky Mountains an empire for you and for me. 
[Manifestations of spplecse in the galleries. 

So, Mr. President, I feel deeply interes in this matter. A 
great blow has been struck at my State, and millions of acres, 
upon which we were re-creating a new prosperity locally, have been 
withdrawn from the public domain. No man can take from it a 
stick of timber without being denounced as a thief; no man can 
go there to develop the mineral resources of Snohomish or King 
or any of those counties along the line of the Cascade Range; no 
great railroad can cross the continent over those mountains, and, 
as 3 by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], no 
schoolhouse can be erected and no settler can come in. 

Mr. President, it is extremely unfortunate that the order of 
February 22, 1897, was made without consultation with, and with- 
out the knowledge of, the people most interested in this section. 
The order was ghastly in its effect. It does great injustice to thou- 
sands of people who have expended their time, their energy, theit 
means in developing the mineral resources of my State under the 
laws of this country. And now to deprive them, by mere Execu- 
tive order, of their rights and property will work the gravest 
hardship to individuals and bankruptcy to whole communities. 
All we ask is justice. Will this Senate deny us that? 

Mr.SHOUP. Mr. President, I shall occupy but a minute’s time. 
I rise for the purpose of indorsing the amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota. Two of those forest reservations, or 
the greater portion of them, are located in my State. The Peace 
River Reservation has taken from Idaho 552,960 acres. The Bit- 
ter Root Reservation absorbs 3,456,000 acres, making a total of over 
4,000,000 acres. It has been said that there are no settlers, no 
farmers, no miners on these reserves, but I have petitions from 
hundreds of farmers, from hundreds of miners, who are actual 
settlers on them. 

There are well-cultivated; improved farms; there are orchards 
on those reservations. They raise wheat which is transported to 
the Pacific Ocean. They raise all kinds of cereals, vegetables, and 
the very finest of fruit. As to our mines, some of the oldest min- 
os eran in my State are located on the Bitter Root Reservation. 
Elk Creek, a flourishing mining camp, was located there in the 
fall of 1862, and has been worked continuously ever since. We 
have erected mills. We have extracted millions upon millions of 
dollars from these reserves, Wehave built up We have 
built roads at an expense of hundreds and thonsands and tens of 
ws reaps of dollars. We have established post-routes and post- 
offices. 

Now, can it be said that a great will not be done to the 

le of Idaho if this order is not rescinded, or if some provision 
is not made by which the miners, the farmers, the en, and 
those en in other vocations on the reservations can be pro- 
tected? ething must be done to revise if not to abolish the 
order and have a new reservation established. We of the West 
are not opposed to forest reserves if they are well and properly 
located. As 5 the Senator from Washington, our streams 
flow to the west. e streams of Idaho, however, in the main 
flow directly to the ocean, to the Skagit and Columbia rivers. 
They are in a portion of the State where irrigation is not required. 
Hence there is but little saved by holding back the snow so as 
to prevent high waters. But we do want to protect and will pro- 
tect our timber if the reserves are only established in the right 
place. But, Mr. President, our farmers and our miners are entitled 
to a sufficient quantity of timber for domestic pu . I there- 
foe cea the amendment offered by the Senator from South 


ota. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think it ought to be under- 
stood by the Senate that there is here only a division of opinion as 
to the details and methods and the extent to which the Govern- 
ment shall go with respect to these forest reservations. The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota argues the question as though the present 
Administration and the Senate were not in favor of a modification 
of the order issued by President Cleveland on the 22d of February. 
The only difference in the Senate now is not as to whether the 
amendment shall pass as originally Ft to by the Senators in 
interest, assented to by them, and offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota, saying it was satisfactory, but as to whether there 
shall be appended to it certain other provisions which will embar- 
rass and impede the proper adjustment of this matter by the pres- 
ent Administration, 
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The President of the United States, on the 22d of February, 
issued this order. In my judgment it was an improvident order. 


It did injustice to great bodies of people in the Western States. 
It was improvident not only in that respect, but it was improvi- 
dent as to the time when it should take effect. I do not believe 
that great areas in States and Territories should be segregated 
into reservations without giving the people who are in the neigh- 
borhood of those reservations an opportunity to adjust their affairs 
in accordance with the segregation, and if segregations are made, 
I think every interest existing at the time, however remote it may 
be, should be protected. The man who goes upon our frontier 
and eadeavors to make a home in the mountains or in the valleys 
should be protected and encouraged by his Government, and he 
should not have an Executive order issued impairing his rights, 
however slender they may be. 

Therefore it was that out of order and by unanimous consent 
there was placed upon the bill as it passed the two Houses before 
the 4th of h a provision to enable the President of the United 
States, Mr. McKinley, to change, vacate, or modify this order. 

Mr. GEAR. IL should like to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Is it not a fact that the amendment put on the 
bill was an agreed amendment upon the part of the Senators rep- 
resenting those States? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was an amendment agreed to here by unan- 
imous consent. It was pus on the bill against the rules of the 
Senate and in violation of every rule. It was legislation upon an 
appropriation bill affecting great interests which had no place 
upon that bill, but we placed it in the power of the Executive to 
deal with this question as it ought to be dealt with. 

I agree with what the Senator from South Dakota has said re- 
specting the rights of the settlers, the rights of the villagers, the 
rights of the towns and of the people who own property there, 
and I wish to say for this Administration that as soon as practi- 
cable after Mr. McKinley was inaugurated President, and he could 
take up this question, he took it up through his Secretary of the 
Interior, and by frequent consultations considered the whole 
matter. Practically, there is now ene | if not wholly pre- 
pared, as I understand indirectly, although I do not know it per- 
sonally, a proponon whereby the great areas as to which the 
Senator from South Dakota complains are in to be restored to 
the public domain. The President of the United States in the 
two months he has been in office has been engaged in the work of 
preening to do justice to the new States by a modification and 
0 of this order, and thus give the people of those States 
what this legislation proposes to give them. 

The legislation as now proposed in the bill, which is absolutely 
out of order under every rule of the Senate, is placed here by rea- 
son of the fact that the situation is considered to be emergent, and 
the President of the United States and his Cabinet desire that it 
shall be adopted in order to facilitate them in what they desire to 
do, which is to protect and care for the settlers in the Western 


States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator then says in his place in the 
Senate that if this amendment is adopted with the provisions 
stricken out of it which vacate the orders already issued, the 
President will at once issue orders doing what we propose to do 
here. Is that the proposition? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have made no such statement. Of course 
what I do say I sayin the Senate. I am speaking here. I say that 
the President of the United States and his Cabinet have given and 
are giving diligent attention to this business, and that they are 
peeping, I understand, to right the wrongs which the Senator 
eas South Dakota has proclaimed here to-day. Thatis what I 

Now, although this amendment in hæc verba, excepting what 
was pee d yesterday and as now modified by the Senator from 
Sou Dakota received the sanction of the dent and the 
sanction of his Secretary of the Interior, and was approved by the 
Senators who are interested in this great subject in these States, 
yet now it is pro that there shall be a modification of it to 
coerce the President of the United States, who is diligently and 
faithfully engaged in protecting these interests; and to do exactly 
what this amendment proposes is beyond what the President be- 
lieves pants to be done, although I have no right to speak for him 
except inferentially. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave just had my attention called to and I hold 
in my hand the amendment which, I presume, is now under con- 
sideration, as proposed to the sundry civil bill. Am I right in 
supposing that it is meant to provide that the Executive orders of 
last February, made by President Cleveland, reserving these 
timber lands, are to be nullified by the proposed act, or is it 


merely meant to authorize the President of the United States to 

modify, suspend, or abrogate them in his discretion? Is it meant 

by the pr act, in addition to giving the President the power 

to suspend, modify, or abrogate such orders, by law to nullify the 

very orders which he is thus empowered to deal with? 

— ALTARON . Has the Senator the amendment printed yes- 
ay 

Mr. GRAY. Tes, sir; I suppose this is the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON (afterexaminingtheamendment). Yes. That, 
I understand, is the effect of the amendment now offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota. The amendment which has received 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and of those who 
have examined the question is the amendment which was offered 
by the Senator from South Dakota himself on the 8th day of April, 
and which, so far as I know, every member of the Committee on 
Appropriations is willing tohaveinsertedin thebill. It is intended 
to and will cure practically every e ae and every injustice 
of which the Senator from South Dakota complains. Now, he 
proposes substantially to abrogate the reservations by the amend- 
ment which he submits this morning, and which the Senator from 
Delaware has in his hand. 

Mr. GRAY. I rose to ask for information, whether the amend- 
ment does not go further than the necessities of the case require. 
I admit that it should have been in the power of the President to 
modify, repeal, or abrogate the orders already made, if, on inves- 
tigation, it was found that they worked hardships or did not 
answer the pupone: But why should we by law take that discre- 
tion away from the President, and ourselves repeal or abrogate 
the orders already made? I should prefer that the President of 
the United States, in the proper way, after diligently examinin 
the effect of these orders, should act upon the present law an 
modifythem where they need modification or abrogate them alto- 
gether if he found they worked a hardship. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is making a just criticism upon 
the amendment. 

In February last when we had this matter under discussion it 
was claimed, and I believe rightfully claimed, that the President 
of the United States could not modify or change or limit the area 
or extent of a reservation set aside by an Executive order. There- 
fore we put into the bill in positive terms the right of the Execu- 
tive to vacate, modify, or change the boundaries of any of the 
reservations, but that naked provision was not quite enough. It 
did not meet many of the points then and now made by the Sena- 
tors from the States which are interested in the reservations, 
namely, that there was no affirmative legislation relating to the 
control and management of the reservations, and with t 
to the power to ascertain just how much of the order should be 
vacated. 

When the new Administration came in, it entered upon the ex- 
amination of this question in concert with the gentlemen who are 
directly in in it, and there is in the new amendment a 
provision which gives ample power for investigation and surveys, 
and so on, and allows the necessary cutting of timber in all those 
States and upon all the reservations. After haying agreed to this, 


* me here and insist that the reservations be abrogated. 
è HAWLEY. Wholly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wholly. I say that is an injustice which they 
ought not to ask us to do. 


Mr: PETTIGREW. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question, 
if he will answer me. What have we agreed to? What been 


agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON, I will state that the amendment which the 
Senator himself proposed in this body on the 8th day of April was 
the amendment which he asked us to put upon the bill, and it was 
the amendment which, before he offered it, received the sanction 
of the President and the Secretary of the Interior, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Idesire to know what was agreed to on the 
part of the executive branch of the Government? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know. I am not talking about the 
executive branch of the Government. I am talking about the 
amendment which was agreed to by the Senators interested and 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota in accordance with that 
understanding. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. An agreement must be mutual. 

Mr. WILSON. Ishall be gladif I can have the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa for one moment before he takes his seat, not 
to occupy the attention of the Senate long. I do not wish tobe 
placed in a position rather collectively which I have not occupied. 

It is true that we met at the De ent of the Interior. Inever 
saw the original amendment until it was stated that it was agreed 
upon by substantially all, nor did I see the proposed change in the 
original amendment. I never saw the proposed change until it 
was shown to me yesterday afternoon by the Senator from South 
Dakota. It goes a little further, I will state frankly, than the con- 
versations which took place at the Department of the Interior 
would, perhaps, warrant. While I think Freeh a great mis- 
take has been made as to my State, while I think 8 
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to be abrugated entirely, yet we are so unfortunately situated that 
we have to take what we can get. 

If the same condition of affairs prevailed in the State of Iowa, 
there would bea riot. They would have another Shay’s rebellion 
im that State if the same condition of affairs prevailed there that 


exists in my State. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WILSON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does not the Senator know that there is now 
in process of execution orders which are intended—whether or 
not they will accomplish that result I donot know, because I have 
not seen them—to relieve his State of all the difficulties which he 
has so well portrayed here to-day? Are not the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of the Interior in sympathy with 
his views upon the subject? 

Mr. WILSON. I think that is true. I am satisfied that the 
President is in entire sympathy with me. I am satisfied that so 
is the Secretary of the Interior, who, in my judgment, although I 
have had only a brief experience with him, is one of the ablest 
and best men who has ever occupied that position, and Iam glad 
to bear testimony to that fact. I thought at the time he was 
nominated for that high and honorable position that it was not a 
good thing to have a man from Manhattan Island, and I am glad 
to say that I have been agreeably disappointed in that respect. 

Tam not here to coerce anybody. I can not coerce anybody. It 
is not in my power to coerce nor have I any power to coerce the 
President of the United States or the Secretary of the Interior. 
What I wish is some relief. Iam satisfied that the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations is anxious to give us relief. I 
think he wants to keep the letter and the spirit of the contract. 
He says the amendment now offered was not nominated in the 
original bond. Is that true? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been amended. 

Mr. WILSON. That is a different amendment. We want 
relief; we must have relief; and I am willing, so far as concerns 
the State that is most interested, to take what we in the West 
always have to do—what we can get. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I have not heretofore participated 
in discussions with reference to forest reservations, although it is 
and has been a matter of great importance to my State. y com- 
ments have been reserved. I unhesitatingly affirm that the criti- 
cisms upon Executive orders are entirely warranted. These orders 
were improvidently made—in effect they are ridiculous in the 
extreme, are oppressive, and manifest upon the part of those who 
pretend to have made the examination essential to the existence of 
the reservation a dense ignorance of the actualities of the situ- 
ation. 

The criticism which has been made, and the hardships which 
have been endured in California in consequence of absurd forest 
reservations, will be to a great extent eliminated and certainly 
ameliorated by the adoption of the amendment which the Sen- 
ator from Iowa states has been agreed upon by the Interior De- 
partment. Settlers have entered in good faith upon and are 
constructing their homes within territory included in forest res- 
ervationsin California, and they are, without investigation, denied 
the benefit of their oyal and justified conduct in consequence of 
the absurd rules which have heretofore obtained concerning such 
reservations. 

The late Executive order covered, in addition to other infringe- 
ments, a large territory in the county of San Bernardino, which 
included valuable gold-mining claims. Everyone knows that for 
more than forty years gold mining has been carried on in Cali- 
fornia, as well asin other parts of the Union, in such a manner 
that property which had not before been susceptible of profitable 
working is now marketable and yields adequate results. Tosuch 
an extent is this true that gold-mining enterprises in California 
disclosed a greater return in 1896 than for many anterior years. 
Advancement in this direction has been | wt pd representative. 

Mr. President, I trust that the point of order which the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], who seems to be temporarily 
absent from the Chamber, has reserved with reference to the first 
amendment will not be pressed. There is a universal Western 
desire that the law shall be so amended as to permit mining 
entries within the limits of the reservations. It is childish to 
assert that any injury can follow mining development which to- 
day attends all our struggles in irrigable California. 

The statements made here to-day regarding the hardships in- 
curred by reason of the Executive orders are not overdrawn. I 
conceive the admission of ulterior interference may disarrange our 
programme. In this event our course will remain clear, and 
claims made under mining and pacific laws may be doomed to 
defeat. I hope that the su d amendments will be rejected. 

As the Senator from Maryland is nowin the Chamber, Iwill renew 
the statement already made. I wish to say to the Senator from 
Maryland that in California our greatest hardship in timber and 
mining affairs has been incurred by a class of worthy, enterpris- 
ing, and industrious citizens having mining locations within res- 


| | 


ervations who have been deprived of their property by reason of 
the reservations heretofore. In the amendment. which I under- 
stand the Senator from Iowa says has been agreed upon by the 
Interior Department, there is a provision which will rectify prev- 
alent errors. Authority is there given to enter upon reservations 
and locate mines. 

There are many valuable ledges and lodes bearing precious 
metals—mainly gold and silyer—which can not now be touched. 
They are situated in aregion comparatively little timbered. This 
section is reserved for an interest im ible of ascertainment by 
logical analysis. I do not comment upon the last amendment 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], but 
to the amendment which it is said has been agreed to by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and which, I trust, is supported by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. [should like to ask the Senator from Califor- 
nia whether a provision, which I will read to him, coutained in 
the bill as it comes to us from the other House will not correct 
or enable the Department to correct every case such as he has 
described? 

The President is hereby authorized at any time to modify any Executive 
order that has been or may hereafter be made establishing any forest reserve, 
and by such modification may reduce the area or change the boundary lines 
of such reserve, or may vacate altogether any order creating such reserve. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill say to the Senator from Maryland that that 
provision so adverted to by him is utterly worthless to accomplish 
the result desired by the Senators from the West. 

Mr. GORMAN.~ Why? 

Mr. WHITE. Why? Because it gives the Executive no author- 
ity to allow any mining claim to be entered in a reservation. It 
gives him authority to cut down the reservation, to modify its 
size; but that is not what is desired. The provision here to which 
Lrefer, on page 7 of the amendment, reads: 

Nor shall anything herein prohibit oy person from entering upon said for- 
est reservations for all proper and lawful purposes, including that of pros- 
pecting, locating, and developing the mineral resources thereof. 

If we adopt a bill in the form stated by the Senator from Mary- 
land, the Department of the Interior will inevitably hold that no 
mining location can be made therein. 

Mr. President, when we contemplate, as I have in mind, the 
vast area, containing timber here and there, which it is desired of 
course to protect, but upon which there is valuable mining prop- 
erty and that property reserved forever, for the benefit, as I said 
before, of some one whose name does not appear and whose inter- 
est is unknown, property that ought to be developed, containin; 
precious metals that ought to be thrown into the channels o 
commerce, when we see millions of acres yearning for enter- 
prise and soliciting development, it is absurd to suggest a condi- 
tion of affairs involving no ambiguity and permitting us to enter 
up and perpetuate the policies of the Republic. 

The sentiment in my State is universal; it is unanimous upon 
this point. There may be here and there some one who knows 
nothing about the real issues involyed. There may be some one 
who has gazed upon our situation from afar off, and has absorbed 
his view from the report of a tribune of the East, who has never 
seen the Western coast and knows nothing of its history, necessi- 
ties, and exposure, who has not heard of its valuable mineral de- 
poni It may be that there is some isolated case in the State of 

ifornia evidencing an individual who antagonizes this notion. 

I favor a law promoting forest reservations, We are delighted 
to continue rational suggestions in this connection, but we will 
not sacrifice any policy to expediency. 

I might add that it would be a good thing to incorporate in this 
bill a provision for taking care of these reservations. I have seen 
from my own doorstep during last year, for three weeks, fires 
raging within the limits of a forest reservation within which 
there was no Government official to do any good and from which 
5 who could have protected the flaming forest was by law 
excin . 

I insist that the provision agreed upon by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and to which I have alluded, and which, I understand, is 
not vigorously opposed by any member of the committee, but con- 
cerning which my honorable friend from Maryland said he desired 
to make a point of order, shall go into the bill. I certainly am 
here qualified to know the interests of my State and the interests 
of her citizens. Iam familiar with this land; I am familiar with 
the character of the forest reservations there. 

There is no disagreement, politically or otherwise, throughout 
the California delegation apon this subject. I ask, therefore, that 
the provision permitting the miners to go on with the work and 
the property to be utilized as it should be utilized shall remain in 
the bill. Our mines must be opened, our citizens must be pro- 
tected. California has every year yielded and must continue to 
produce the leading gold product of the country. Legislation 
may retard. but it cau not prevent this continuing progression. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Under existing law these reservations are 
withdrawn from settlement, and yet no care is taken to preserye 
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the timber therein. The con 
timber than all the settlers would consume. We are, therefore, 
anxious that a provision shall be incorporated in the law that the 
Secretary of the Interior may permit, under regulations to be 
prescribed by him, the use of timber and stone found upon such 
reservations for mining and domestic purposes, but more particu- 
larly the following provision: 

The Secre of the Interior shall make provisions for the protection 
against destruction by fire and depredations upon the public forests and for- 
est reservations which may have been set aside or which may be hereafter 
set aside under the said act of March 3, 1891, and which ma continued; 
and he may make such rulesand tions and establish such service as will 
insure the objects of such reservations, namely, to regulate their occupancy 
and use and to preserve the forests thereon from destruction; and any viola- 
tion of the provisions of this act or such rules and tions shall un 
ished as is provided for in the act of June 4, 1888, amending section 5388 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Then, further, for the purpose of preserving the living and 
growing timber,” the next section provides that he shall have the 
trees designated which shall be cut, that they shall be appraised, 
and then that he shall advertise 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator what he is reading from? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam reading from the amendment which 
I have offered. That he shall advertise and sell the ripe and the 
dead trees, and then that the limbs and leaves shall be destroyed, 
so that fires shall not run through the reservations. In fact, it is 
a system of forestry administration which will protect the forests 
of that country and keep them in a condition as good as they are 
now, and yet furnish as much timber as they now furnish. We 
are desirous for all of this legislation. 

Now, as far as the Senator from Iowa . ALLISON] and my- 
self are concerned, I will state what is the only controversy we 
seem to have. I understand he is in favor of the amendment and 
not in favor of vacating the orders already made. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I leave that to the President, where it 
ought to be left. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand from his langnage that the 
President will vacate the orders already made when this legisla- 
tion is passed. I have no criticism to make with regard to the 
Secretary of the Interior or the President; I think they mean to 
do what is right in this matter; but, Mr. President, all the Eastern 
newspapers are opposed to any change whatever, The Forest and 
Stream, the New York Tribune, and many others are opposed 
vigorously to vacating these orders without reference to the rights 
of the people who now reside thereon. They insist that this whole 
area in my State occupied by these people shall be locked up; that 
there shall be no revocation of the order; and the pressure is tre- 
mendous. The pressure has been so great that since the 22d of Feb- 
ruary, although we have urged constantly the revocation of the 
order, we can not getitrevoked. For two months, for nearly three 
months, the people of this country, 15,000 of them, engaged in ordi- 
nary and lawful occupations, American citizens and American 
frontiersmen, are made criminals, and there is no relief. 

If I were satisfied that the order would be revoked, I should be 
satisfied to leave it to the President to do it, but we might as well 

ak plainly, Mr. President. The Senator from Iowa says that 
the Secretary of the Interior has prepared his order. I under- 
stand that the order prepared Dy the Secretary provides not for a 
revocation of this order absolutely, but simply for a partial revoca- 
tion of it; in other words, so that no man can enter a claim upon 
this area; that it withdraws it from settlement, but suspends the 
criminal clauses of the law as relates to the people already residing 
within thearea. Sucharevocation as thatis of no value whatever. 
Those people have gone there lawfully. They have lived there for 
from ten to twenty years. They are en; in lawful occupations. 
The country is not surveyed, and therefore they have not filed upon 
their land. When it is surveyed, they should be allowed to come 
in and file upon the land and enter it under the land laws of the 
United States—the timber law, the mineral law, or the homestead 
law. Any revocation which does not give them that right is of no 
value whatever. 

These scientific gentlemen said there were only thirteen claims 
filed within this area in my State. Why? Because it is not sur- 


veyed. If they went there, they must know that there is there a 
county seat of 1,200 people—men, women, and children. They 
must know that the town of Custer was started twenty-one years 


ago. They must know that there are good buildings there. They 
must know that those people are en d in lawful occupations; 
that they are engaged in mining, in farming, and in raising cattle, 
and that their right to file upon their land when it is surveyed is 


good. 
If I can be assured that the order will be revoked ding the 
investigation, so as not to interfere with the rights of those le, 


I will be satisfied; but I have no such assurance. If the Senator 
from Iowa can give me the assurance that that will be done. the 
objectionable of my amendment I am willing to withdraw. 
But until I do know that that will be done it is my duty to defend 
those people on this floor: it is my duty to see that their all is not 
taken from them. 
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uence is that fires destroy more 
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What do we prone? Simply to vacate the orders pending the 
investigation, pending the survey. When the survey is made, if 
there are areas—and I think there are—that properly should be in 
a forest reserve, the President is especially authorized under my 
amendment to issue a proclamation embracing them within a forest 
reserve, leaving out the railroads and the towns and the cities and 
the mines and taking those areas not yet occupied. I presume 
there is a third of the area in my State that can be properly em- 
bracedinareserve. How will we ascertain that fact? By making 
the survey provided by this amendment. Let the representatives 
of the Interior Department go in there and investigate the country 
and make their maps and show where timber is and where settlers 
are, and then the President can issue his order embracing a proper 
area within the reservation. 

There is no effort to coerce the Executive. Here is an order 
which does great injustice to a large community of people. We 
say that it shall not stand longer, but if there is any of that area 
which is thought to be properly embraced within the limits of the 
reservation, the President may embrace it. I can see nothing of 
coercion in that. I disclaim any purpose to coerce anybody. If 
there is any coercion in this matter, it has come from the people 
who are advocating the locking up of that country. It has come 
from the men who have filled the Eastern newspapers with edi- 
torials slandering the people of the West and undertaking to force 
upon them a condition of things which is intolerable. We simply 
plead for justice. We simply pisaa that the A 5 of those people 
shall not be taken away from them, That is all we plead for; and 
if that can be accomplished in any other method than that which 


We prope; I shall accept it. 

. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not propose at this time to 
enter into a discussion of the general merits of the proposition, 
because there has already been enough said, and well said, to 
sustain the amendment proposed. I do not think it is necessary 
to present any further argument to sustain the point that these 
forest reserves were erroneously laid out and made and that the 
orders should be abrogated, suspended, or altered and modified. 

But the question raised by the able Senator from Maryland as to 
the sufficiency of the law without this proposed amendment, which 
was so well answered in part by the watchful Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE], brings up the query, For what do we 
lay out forest reserves unless it is for the preservation of forests; 
and if through such preservation we do not provide for the con- 
servation and retention of the waters, etc., then do we not utterl 
fail in the very object we seek in laying out such reservations? 
maintain that with the adoption of the amendment which is now 
offered very much is done toward providing for the protection of 
forests on the reservation when finally made, though not enough, 
it is true. 

Referring to the reservations now at issue, it is a mere farce to 
state on paper where the lines of certain forest reservations run, 
because they are not determined or described with sufficient cer- 
tainty in the first place, and because, in the second place, under 
present conditions the forests thereon are not taken care of or 
protected in any manner by the United States. Eventually there 
will have to be, probably, a system of State espionage. The argu- 
ment presented a few days since by the distinguished Senator 
from ee ee Mondax] on the public-lands question and 
the policy of ceding all public lands to the States within which 
they lie should bear with great weight on the question of policy 
regarding the forests. 

if the forests were to be taken care of by the States within which 
they are situated, there would be local interest and probably suffi- 
cient preservation. As it is now, nothing is done after a reserva- 
tion is made to protect it. 

I have seen the time at my home, which is far distant from the 
forests, when we lived in twilight nearly every day for more than 
thirty days. I made one trip through the Yellowstone Park, out 
through Montana, and down throngh Idaho and home, and never 
saw the sun or real daylight during the whole time of making the 
trip, because of the smoke from the consuming forests. As a 
matter of fact, probably 95 or 97 per cent of the consumption of 
timber in the forests is through forest fires. The destruction of 
our forests does not occur through the use of timber and lumber 
consumed by settlers or miners. 

The unfortunate part of the Executive order that was issued 
regarding these reserves is that it does not touch many places 
where we should like to have reservatious laid out and where 
timber abounds, but it does include a great many localities where 
there is no timber of consequence and where there are large set- 
nemenia, as stated so graphically by the Senator from South 

akota. 

Ihave before me, but will not take the time of the Senate to 
read, letters from the governor of the State of Wyoming, who 
lives, when at his home, very near one of these forest reserves. He 
lives remote from the railroad and in a sparsely settled part of 
the State. He has been a United States deputy surveyor, also 
surveyor-general of that State, and is very familiar with the 
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public domain. He specifically sets forth by townships the only 
townships where railroad companies are cutting ties, or where 
large quantities of timber are being taken, and he specifies with 
exactness the sections and townships, and the only ones, where 
timber is being cut and taken away, and all these townships where 
timber is being so cut are excluded from the forest reservations 
as in the Executive order of last ee 
In e other hand, we have a great re icultural districts 
included within the lines described within that order; for instance, 
the district lying over near Idaho. A few days since the senior 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovup], ever watchful over the interests 
of his State, presented in this body a memorial from his State 
legislature asking that a certain portion of Wyoming should be 
added to Idaho, because, it stated, there were many families liy- 
ing in that district who were nearer the towns, railroads, and 
pee of Idaho than Wyoming, and so forth. Now, in look- 
up the boundaries of these various reservations, we find that 
this particular section, wanted by Idaho because it is a flourishing 
settlement, constitutes a part of the reservation. 

So, Mr. ident, whatever is done, whether we shall take the 
amendment as it was presented in A’ or now, if we wish to do 
anything for the forest reservations, if we wish to do anything to 

reserve the forests, it is absolutely necessary to have some such 
Tegisation as p in this amendment, 
ersonally, I should be glad to see the Executive order of last 
February abrogated in toto, and then we can commence and lay 
out the forest reserves as forest reserves have been laid out before. 
There have been several forest reserves laid out during the last six 
years in my State and in other States, and there has been no con- 
siderable objection thereto; in fact, there has been practically none, 
Imight say. Indeed, many of them have been asked for by the 
citizens of the several Western States; and they will undoubtedly 
ask hereafter to have forest reserves, but they will accompany 
such eng with the further request that forests when so re- 
served shall be preserved. 

The cutting of a pon of the timber, and haying the brush 
and so forth, falling from the same consumed, is of absolute benefit 
to the forests. If in a dense forest of any size you will cut large 
gashes into it and take the timber away, and burn the brush and 
clean it up, you will thus make effective fire breaks, so that when 
the vast forest fires which consume millions of acres are accident- 
ally or malicious! 3 and the fire comes to one of these 

and dies. 


gashes, it there en 
It is not the consumption of wood by mining men or settlers, it 


is not from cutting of all maine red arcane that we are in danger 
of destroying our forests, but the danger is in the neglect. These 

t fires are sometimes set by Indians, and by white men as well, 
to drive the game out from the forests into the open where it can 
be more — captured, and such fires are also started through 
carelessness about putting out camp fires, or from the pipe or cigar 
of the smoker; but through whatever cause started, the ravages of 
ao can be greatly lessened by proper policing of the forest dis- 

cts. : 

So I beg that no point of order may lie an amendment, 
and that we may decide upon some provision, either the whole 
amendment or a portion of it, and pass it, to the end that we may 
have proper forest reservations, and having them we may also 
have some way on protecting them, 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I desire, as representing one of 
the States affected by the Executive order of the 22d of February 
last, to repudiate the suggestion made by the honorable Senator 
from Iowa that there was any general understanding with Sena- 
tors from those States that the legislation upon this subject at the 
present session of Con, should be limited to such as was sug- 

ested by the President and the Secretary of the Interior. Iknow 
t the people of the State of Washington will be satisfied with 
nothing less than the abrogation of the Executive order of Febru- 
ary 22 , and so far as I am concerned, I will be satisfied with 
nothing less, and have given my assent to nothing less. 

Every Senator who has spoken on this subject has agreed that 
the Executive order was improvidently made, that it was igno- 
rantly made. In my judgment, it was an outrage on the interests 
and the rights and the feelings of the people of the States that 
are affected by it. The Senators from those States have visited 
the Executive; they have visited the Secretary of the Interior; 
and here, after three months and a half of importunity to those 
officials, we find the objectionable order still in force, and nobody 
in this Chamber is authorized to say that if the legislation recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Interior be adopted any other 
relief will be given to the people of those States than is embraced 


in that legislation. 
Mr. President, I say the Senators from those States are not to be 
made to kick their shins around the lobbies of the executive de- 
tment or around the lobbies of the Interior Department. If it 
conceded that the order was improvidently made and that it 
trenches upon the rights of the people of the Northwestern States 


of the Union, I say that the self-respecting course for the Senators 


of those States to pursue is to come to the legislative branch of the 
Government and ask that branch of the Government to correct 
the evils which have been inflicted upon them by Executive action. 

It sounds strange to me to hear the Senator from Iowa denounce 
this as an attempt to coerce the executive department of the Goy- 
ernment. When was it ever considered coercion for proper laws 
to be passed for the observance of the executive department of 
the Government? If the just demands of the peopleof any section 
of this country for legislation are to be considered coercion, be- 
cause it has not been recommended by the executive department 
of the Government, then the sooner the people of this country 
commence a system of coercion u the executive department 
Seer Government the better it will be for their rights and their 

ties. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the subject-matter of this discus- 
sion has been a very interesting one to me from the broad view, 
not of a resident of a State affected directly by these Executive 
orders, but from the view of a citizen who feels some interest in 
the general good, and has some concern as to the use of this great 
country of ours and the welfare of those who are to live after us. 

The whole subject of forest preservation is a large and interest- 
ing one. It has occupied more and more in the last twenty years 
the attention of civilized governments all over the world. it has 
oceupied the attention of scientific bodies of men, the results of 
whose investigations on the 8 challenge the attention of all 
thoughtful people. We happily in this country, with our un- 
bounded natural resources, can escape many of the results that 
have come to older peoples and more densely settled countries. 

Forest preservation in Europe has become at length a necessity. 
Those who haye had their attention turned to it find that the 
wasteful processes of individual ownership have jeoparded not 
only the timber supply of the world, but have also had certain 
climatic influences and affected the water supplies which de- 
pend upon timber growth. And so in this country it has come 
about that scientific men and scientific societies, disinterested and 
unselfish, giving their time and labor to the public welfare, have 
brought this great subject to the attention of the Government, 
and Congress has taken notice of the stir and agitation of this 
subject. We passed a law in 1893 authorizing the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences, whose members had been devoting themselves 
to the investigation of this matter, to take it ups provided 
by an appropriation in 1891 of $25,000 for the appointment of a 
commission, who should make a report to the Secretary of the 
Interior and through him to the President of the United States 
for his action, and under the act of March 8, 1891, we empowered 
the Executive to make timber reservations on the public domain, 

Now, after this matter had been thus discussed by the scien- 
titic bodies and had attracted the attention of thoughtful people 
all over the country, a report was duly made by the commis- 
sioners to the Secre of the Interior and through him to the 
President of the United States. In February of this year, shortly 
before the close of the last Administration, acting upon the 
authority that had thus been given by Congress, accepting the 
invitation Congress had given to the tive to take up this 
subject and consider it, the orders were made which have been 
referred to in this debate. They were made by President Cleve- 
pe yo are time during the latter part of the month of February 
0 year. 

So much in the way of justification or excuse for this Executive 
action, which it seems has proved inconvenient to a great many 
interests, and I doubt not was more extensive in its e ee 
than should have been the case. I was informed that the Execu- 
tive himself who made the orders, President Cleveland, acting 
upon the recommendation of this scientific body expressly author- 
ized by Congress to examine and report on the subject, was of the 
opinion, after the orders were made, that if he had the power to 
modify them he would be glad to do so; but he doubted, as I 
doubt, whether, ö made, there was legal authority to 
modify those orders. the matter was taken up and the amend- 
ment was ee cp in the sundry civil bill, which is now 
before us, and which reads: 

The President is hereby authorized at any time to modify any Executive 
order that has been or may hereafter be made establishing any forest re- 
serve, and by such modification may reduce the area or change the bound: 


lines of such reserve, or may vacate altogether any order creating su 
reserve. 


Now, I for one am willing to trust the President of the United 
States wisely to exercise the discretion thus invested in him. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. Under that provision of the sundry civil bill 
would the President have the power and authority to modify or 
revoke the order as to mining or the taking of timber, and that 
sort of thing? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not understand the Senator exactly, but that 
is my fault, of course. 

Mr. WILSON. Would the President, under that provision of 
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the sundry civil bill, have the authority to vacate the order alto- 
gether? hat we are desirous of doing is to locate mining claims 
and develop mining claims located, and we find ourselves 
powerless to do so. We can not touch a stick of timber for that 


Mr. WHITE. We can not locate a mining claim. 
Mr. WILSON. No. 

Mr, GRAY. I do not see why the language is not ample to 
cover just such an emergency as the Senator from Washington 


discloses. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator from Delaware be kind enough 
to read that provision of the bill? 

Mr. GRAY. It is as follows: 

Tho President is hereby authorized at any time to beeen’ Auf Executive 


order that has been or may hereafter be made esta g any forest 
reserve 


Mr. WHITE. Lask the Senator to read the rest of the clause. 
Mr. GRAY— 3 

modification may reduce the area or change the boundary lines 

fart 3 or may 8 altogether any order creating such reserve. 

Mr. WHITE. That states how he may modify it. 

Mr.GRAY. Withdue respect to my disti ed friend from 
California, it seems to me that those latter lines do not limit the 
discretion given him in the former part of the provision. It 
merely adds, by way of specification, what he may do certainly, 
that he may by such modification reduce the area or change the 
Lata! Sagi of such reserve;” but I do not see how it at all 
affects universality of the meaning of the word modify, 
which must be a modification in every respect. 

Mr. WHITE. If, as we think, the Interior ent will 
inevitably construe that phraseology so as not to give authority 
to allow the use of timber on mining locations, and so on, will the 
2 . an amendment which makes that absolutely certain 

ear 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I would not oppose an amendment 
merely for the purpose of enlarging the signification of that 
word, if it needs enlarging, but I see there is something very dif- 
ferent here in the amendment which is the Senator 
from South Dakota, which is to a entirely all the reserva- 
tions heretofore made, without submitting them to the Executive 
discretion, to the President of the United States, who has ample 
power to investigate and ample means to inform himself as to the 
emergency and as to what is justly required in regard to these 
forest reservations, though I am not willing to give up, nor do I 
believe the Senate of the United States is willing to give up, en- 
tirely the notion, that is not by any means altogether a senti- 
mental one, that this matter of preservation and reserva- 
tion has challenged the attention of the py dawning gates of this 
country, and that some dealing with itis d by the inter- 
ests of this country, both present and future. They are too mani- 
fest, On epo too great and magnificent in their proportions, to 
escape the observation or the attention of the Co: of the 
United States. The water supply of that region is thought by 
many people to depend large 5 upon the preservation of these 
forest reservations, and the well-being of untold millions of peo- 


ple will depend upon wise action here. 

I do not believe that we should here. I think what we 
want is, as the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON] says, a 
systematic policy of forest reservation and police administration, 
and that it ought to be framed by those who are familiar with it 
and those who are interested in that region, so that they may pre- 
serve for themselves and for those who come after them the beun- 
ties that nature has with such liberal hand distributed to that 
favored country. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if 
he has read the amendment? 

Mr. GRAY. I have read an amendment, if that is it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is the printed amendment which was 
this morning laid on our desks. 

Mr. GRAY. Of the date of May 5, 1897? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I have read the whole of that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We have undertaken in this amendment 
to provide a system, after full consultation not only with mem- 
bers of the National Academy of Sciences, but with the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Geological Survey, in order to cover this 
very question and preserve these forests. You can not lock u 
the forests in that country without a provision of this sort an 
keep them locked up, because at some time the people of the West 
will repeal the law, and the whole scheme of forestry will be pone, 


We desire the forests preserved, but we desire a proper 
istration of them, and we will work with anyone for the preserva- 
tion of those forests; but it is a fact that you can destroy every 
tree in the er Mountain regions and in twenty-five years there 
will be a denser forest than there is now. 
selyes in those forests when destroyed, 


Those trees renew them- 
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East and the yellow pine of the South do not. When once de- 
stroyed by being cut or burned, they are gone. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
South Dakota that this is a very important subject; but I do not 
think it ought to be dealt with in an amendment of this kind to the 
sundry civil bill. > 

I shall be very glad, so far as I am able, to lend my poor powers 
to perfecting or considering with the Senator the proper measure 
for such forestry preservation and reservation as may be to the. 
advantage of this country and to the people whom he more — 
ticularly represents. Isympathize entirely with him. More t 
that, I feel that the States in which the reservations have been 
made are the proper guardians of those reservations, and I am 
willing to trust the self-interest and the civic virtues of those peo- 
ple to preserve these great sources for the future abundance and 
future prosperity of the untold millions who are to inhabit that 
great region- I think they are the proper custodians. 

But while that custody does not exist, and while we have a re- 
sponsible position as the representatives of the General Govern- 
ment toward this great question, I want to act wisely and in the 
interests of all the people of this country, and I want to save from 
the spoliation of the private greed of land speculators and of min- 
ing prospectors, however good and estimable they may be, these 
great bounties of nature, so that we all may participate in the en- | 
joyment of them in that due measure and due proportion which a | 

untiful Providence evidently intended. | 

Mr. CLARK. Iask the Senator from Delaware if, from the 
information he has been able to er from the debate upon the 
floor of the Senate, and from the facts that have come to his 
knowledge, whether or not he is satisfied that a wrongful order 
innocently, undoubtedly, but a wrongful order—was made on 
the 22d of Feb: , When these lands were withdrawn from the 
public domain? ~ 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know that I should say that a wrongful 
order was made, but I shonld say that an order was made, per- 
haps without full know of all the facts; but the information 
upon which I understood the Executive order to have been made 
was the report of a committee that was authorized by Congress, a 
committee of scientific people, who had taken into consideration 
this whole matter, who had visited the reservations that were to 
be acted upon, and had made their report through the legal chan- 
nels to the Executive. It may have been that the order should 
have been delayed - until further investigations were made, but 
there was that justitication—the action of Congress and then the 
action of the commission in obedience to law. 

Mr. CLARK. Iwill ask the Senator’s judgment as to the effect 
of that order? I ask him if it does not work an injury to the peo- 
ple of those States and the people of the nation at large, and upon 
the industries of the locality? s 

Mr. GRAY. Iam inclined to think from what I have heard in 
this debate from Senators who represent the localities, and whose 
judgment I would defer to, of course, that an injury has been 
done to certain interests; but whether an — has been done to 
the people at la: is another question. I doubt whether any 
injury has been done to the oon at large, except that injury 
which would come from not regarding duly and properly a special 
and individual interest. I beheve that every forest reservation is 
for the interest of the people at large. 

Mr. WILSON. MaylasktheSenatorfrom Delaware a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave a good deal of faith in the ju ent of 
the Senator from Delaware. It is practically admitted that there 
was but a slight examination of those forestry reservations by the 
scientific commission. 

Mr. GRAN. Ido not know about that. The Senator may know. 
I only assume that a body of men of that character would perform 
their duty. They may, however, have neglected it. 

Mr. WILSON They said in their rt, and before the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, that they had a limited time to make the 
examination, that they had visited the land offices—and I will try 
to pnt the exact testimony into the RECORD, as I have it upon m 
desk—and made inquiry of individuals, and then had repo: 
that their time was limited. Why make a forestry reservationin 
the State which I in part represent when we do not need to pre- 
serve the water? We have more water in that western slope, as 
the Senator knows, than we can take care of. Wehave an annual 
rainfall, as Isaid a while ago, of 108 inches, 

The two great rivers of the State can not be protected by the 
forests, because they have their sources in British Columbia, All 
the other rivers which flow directly into Puget Sound have their 
sources from glaciers. The only river that they said ought to 
have a supply of water is the Yakima River, on the eastern slope. 
When we irrigate on the eastern side, at the time we need water 
for irrigation, I should like to say, we have an abundant supply, 
millions of gallons of it going to waste. So there is absolutely no 
necessity for such a sweeping remedy as that of the Executive 
order of February 22, 
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Mr. GRAY. I would not undertake to decide between the 
learned and distinguished Senator from Washington and the 
scientific commission. It may be true that they have neglected 
their duty, as he suggests. 


Mr. WILSON. I do not say that. 

Mr. GRAY. All I want is, that the Senate should not consider 
that we have abandoned this great question of forest preservation 
in the interest of the whole people of the United States to the selfish 
interests of speculators and owners—and I say it in no invidious 
sense—who have rushed into that country, and of course will 
naturally sacrifice larger interests to the particular interest they 
have in hand. 

I donot blame them, but they need the regulating hand of law. 
I do not blame a man who goes into that country and finds he has 
a large fortune in view, if he sacrifices large interests of the future 
to present advantage, that he may gain by his conduct. It is not 
human nature to think that he will, unless the strong hand of ad- 
ministrative law restrains him and compels him, subordinate his 
private interests to the larger interests of the whole people. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to ask the Senator a question. Can he 
state a case in which he believes any great interest could be sac- 
rificed to private greed in the opening and development of a new 
country, such as that covered by these forest reservations, in the 
ordinary course of business for private profit? 

Mr. GRAY. In the opening up of that country and in the 
mining industries which have naturally gone there and in the 
activities of an enterprising and great people, I believe there may 
be a sacrifice of the larger interests of the whole people to those 
activities and to the special interests of those industries which are 
conducted for pose ends—I will not say selfish ends in any in- 
vidious sense, but selfish in a sense as distinguished from public 
ends. Certainly there may be. I can not specify them, for I do 
not live in that country, and know nothing about them individu- 
ally. Iam willing to ascribe to them all the virtues so eloquently 
depicted by the Senator from Washington, but those activities 
which have their spring and source in the desire for bettering the 
fortunes of individuals, and which is the spring and source of all 


human activities, require the regulating hand of law in order that 
they may be subordinated to the larger interests of the whole 
country and of all the people. 


Therefore, Mr. President, I am willing now to put into the 
power of the President an order that will modify, as his investi- 
ation of the facts shall hor Bee in modifying, those orders 
ued by President Cleveland in February last, so that no inter- 
est may be unduly hurt or injured by the universality of the order, 
and so that all interests may properly be protected by a wise 
administration of the executive branch of this Government; and 
having armed him thus, I am willing—nay, Iam anxious—that the 
gentlemen who are interested, who particularly represent those 
regions, and whose judgment Iam quite willing to defer to in 
these matters, should give their attention to framing some whole- 
some and wise administrative porn of law by which they 
may govern the appropriation of these great bounties of nature so 
that they may not be wastefully destroyed and spoliated in the 
interest of people who seek for their private advantage. 

Mr. WILSON. In the meantime, before the Senator takes his 
seat, will he allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. A remark was brought out relative to the 
scientific commission, which possibly places me in a wrong posi- 
tion regarding its members. Ido not want to say anything un- 
kind or unjust or ungenerous to those gentlemen. Far beit from 
my intention to do so; but I want to place in the RECORD, along 
the line of my interruption of the Senator from Delaware, the tes- 
timony of Professor Se t, where Commissioner Hermann 
asked him if he visited the reservations, Professor Sergeant’s 
reply was: 3 

We visited a rest many of these territories. We did not go around the 
boundaries of all of them. We got all the information we could by talking 
with people; also from the land office. We tried to leave out lands upon 
which claims have been established. We mention the number of approved 
claims in reservation and they are comparatively small. You know it 
was impossible to travel over all that country in one summer. 

That is the part we are criticising. In one county we have 4,500 
aie locations, upon which $2,000,000 worth of work has been 

one. 

Professor Sergeant says—and we with him in that line; 
I want to do him justice; I do not want to do anybody injustice— 

My idea is to allow the approving of mining claims in the forest reserva- 
bern Ane a The idea is not to stop mining, but toimprove and encour- 
age 


But the method and manner in which this order was made en- 
tirely destroys it in our judgment. Therefore he is with us in 
seeking to correct that order. 

Mr. GRAY. And I am with the Senator from Washington in 
seeking to correct the order. It is only as to the method of cor- 
recting it about which we differ. Iam willing to trust the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who is armed with all the powers 


necessary to investigate this subject and inform himself intelli- 
gently about it, and that he shall act, and that we shall not by 
positive law, without the information that the President can ob- 
tain, withont any of the 1 investigation, with the power 
to make it that the President , abrogate this Executive order 
by mere fiat of an act of Con 5 

That is what I object to. I do not think it is wise at all that we 
should rush into this matter at the suggestion of those who are 
mining in that country and find their timber supply curtailed, 
into this sweeping inhibition upon the reservations that have been 
heretofore made. The President of the United States, upon pro 
representations, ean except out of that reservation any part of that 
domain, and can do justice to every legitimate interest in it. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, just one word, called out by the 
remarks of the Senator from Delaware. I am satisfied that he 
misapprehends the position and the desire of those who are con- 
cerned with this amendment. One would infer from his remarks 
that none of the Senators representing the Western States, none 
of the business interests of the Western States, to which he refers, 
desires a proper preservation of the forest supply. I beg to say to 
the Senator that there is nobody in this nation of the United 
States, aside from those who live there, who is so deeply con- 
cerned as are the people at and about these various reservations in 
pro Hi 3 the forests and streams. 

fi AY. Will the Senator allow me, in justice to myself, 
i uestion? 
x . Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I tried to say a moment that, in my opinion, 
these reservations ought to be in the control of the States in which 
they are situated, and that I was willing to trust the enlightened 
intelligence of those people to take care of those forests in their 
own interests and in the interests of the great population that is 
to inhabit that section of the country. 

Mr. CLAR I am glad to hear the Senator say that, and I 
hope the time will come when he will say tbat he will be willing 
to trust the control of all the lands in the States to the States in 
which they are located. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know but that I am willing to say that. 

Mr. CLARK. But the question which confronts the people of 
those States is that vast quantities of land have been withdrawn 
from settlement. Industry has been stopped on the threshold of 
development. Our hands are tied from exploiting regions in 
which it is hoped there are large mineral deposits. Settlers are 
prohibited from going upon the public domain, which offers fair 
advantages for homesteading for that country. 

Now, if it were a fact, as the Senator assumes, perhaps, in start- 
ing, that the gentlemen of the scientific association have done 
their duty—and I am sorry to say they have not—if reservations 
containing forests had been reserved, if water supplies, supposed 
to contain water for future use or present use, Mad been con- 
served, we should have no complaint. What we complain of is 
the utter and absolute and intolerant ignorance of the whole 
proposition, and I am not stating it too strongly. 

The Senator says that the last Executive was fully convinced 
that the order had been erroneously made, and, notwithstanding 
that fact, the Senator says he is willing to trust to Executive dis- 
cretion. We were met in this Chamber and in the other House 
when this amendment was proposed, with the statement that if 
this oe was righted on the bill, the t sundry civil bill 
should fail, because it would not receive the Executive approval. 

Mr. President, it is a condition that confronts those people. It 
is a fact that there are millions of acres of land upon which no 
tree stands reserved under the plea of forest reservation. And I 
want to say to the Senator from Delaware, who I know has the 
good of this whole country at heart, who desires to see. our forests 
and our streams maintained for future generations, that there has 
never been sucha deathly blow struck at the theory of forest pres- 
ervation in this country as was struck by the President on the 22d 
of February, when he issued this sweeping order of his, contrary 
to the facts known to exist, and that there was no necessity for 
the reservation being made. No greater blow ever could be 
struck at that theory. It has almost aroused the popie of the 
West against the whole theory of forest reservation. They have 
been enthusiasts in favor of it heretofore. 

I have upon my desk letters from the governor of my State, a 
letter from the engineer of my State, an authority and a crank 
upon forest preservation and water supply, inveighing in the strong- 
est terms against this action of the Executive. There is no mem- 
ber of that commission that was appointed under the authority of 
the act of Congress who assumed to say to the President that 


these reservations ought to be made; no member of all the five 
members of that commission will stand up and say that he ever 
visited those reservations which are sought to be taken away from 
the public domain in those States. I know as to one of the reser- 
vations in my State that not one of the members of the commis- 
sion ever visited it, although invited to do so, met at the railway 
train and besought to go upon the land which they proposed to 
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recommend for reservation, all their expenses to be paid by the 
local authorities, entertainment to be provided, and yet their time 
was so limited that they could not stop and view the land upon 
which they were to sit in judgment. ; 

Now, I ask the Senator from Delaware, in all fairness, if a wrong 
of that kind has been perpetrated—and that it has been is manifest 
from the confession of the men who did it—why should not the 
Congress of the United States right the wrong so far as it lies in 
their power? s 

The Senator from Delaware ae he is willing to trust the Exec- 
utive of this nation. So am I. He ae he is willing to trust the 
Secretary of the Interior. So am I. But we have at hand here, 
Senators, the opportunity to right the wrong now. We all know 
what Executive action means. We all know, no matter what 
hearty good will may enter into it, that if this bill were passed 
much time would be consumed while industries were languishing. 
I say, now that the opportunity presents itself, I believe we have 
the right to ask the Senate of the United States to give us that 
which was unlawfully and unwarrantably taken away from us. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I intend to prolong this debate but 
afew moments more. Imerely want to repeat what I have already 
said, that strong and positive as the statements and the assevera- 
tions of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] and other Sena- 
tors are, and entitled, as I believe them to be, to absolute credit, 
yet that is not the information and that is not the result of the 
intelligent investigation that warrants great Executive action. 
The President of the United States can inform himself through the 
proper channels of all those facts that are asseverated here with so 
much emphasis and eloquence by the Senators from those States, 
and can use the power that we propose to give him to right any 
wrong that may have been done. 

Mr. CLARK. But does not the Senator from Delaware know 
that it was expressly decided in the Department of the Interior, by 
the Attorney-General under a prior Administration, that the Ex- 
ecutive always had the exact right that he pro to insert, and 
the only right he proposes to insert, in this bill, to wit, a right to 
modify an Executive proclamation. I ask the Senator, while all 
this machinery is being put in operation during the weeks and 
months of the early summer, what is to become of the ple of 
those States for the year that must necessarily ensue before they 
can get relief? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] has stated that the gentlemen who composed the scientific 
commission were presumably careful in their work. I do not un- 
derstand him, however, to have given them a clear certificate, but 
one based somewhat upon faith. 

In the State of California and also in the State of Nevada there 
is a tract of land near Lake Tahoe, a very remarkable tract of 
land because of the wonderful scenery which it possesses. There 
are a number of lakes, some twelve or thirteen altogether, one of 
them being, I suppose, perhaps 8,500 feet above the sea, and the 
country surrounding them is of a romantic and lovely description. 

It is a character of country that ought to be reserved for the 
people for all time. My colleague and myself have been over it 
all, and Professor Jordan, of the Stanford University, and some 
other gentlemen who had the good of the people at heart and 
were anxious to save that land from private ownership—into 
which I presume it has lapsed now, because efforts were made 
to obtain it—gave the necessary information to the Department 
of the Interior and asked that that land be reserved, and although 
every other tract of land, desirable and undesirable, which was 
suggested for a reservation was reserved, this piece of land, over 
which a reservation should manifestly have been extended, was 
left open in order that it might be gobbled up. At all events it 
was left open, and, in my opinion, has now been absorbed by 
private parties. 

This was not done corruptly, of course, but it was done igno- 
rantly on representations that were made to these gentlemen to 
induce them to leave it out. That report is a subject m which 
5 Er not been able to inform ourselves, although we have tried 
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My position about the mining country is that we ought to leave 
no discretion, but that the right to mine and the right to conduct 
mining enterprises within reservations, under the regulation of 
the Interior Department, as specified in this amendment, should 
be accorded to us; and while we are thankful to the distinguished 
Senators who extend their guardian-angel wings over us, we do 
say that when the entire West stands together, represented here 
by men who 8 know what they are talking about, b 
Senators who have long lived in that region, and are more famil- 
iar with it certainly than those who have never been there—when 
we present this unbroken front, regardless of politics, some atten- 
tion ought to be paid to our demands. 

We are interested, as Senators have said, in the preservation of 
the forests; we ure interested in conserving the water supply. In 
my State I think we have advanced further in the direction of 
perfecting irrigation schemes than any other part of the United 


States, and possibly any part of the world; and yet we are informed 
that we are not acting for our own interests, and that it is neces- 
sary for some one of superior knowledge to step in and protect us 
from ourselves. Of course we are grateful for this offer; we are 
anxious to be protected; but in this ific instance, whatever 
may be our personal desires as to our individual selves, we feel, in 
the interest of the great section which we represent, compelled to 
enter our protest against what has been done, and to remedy it 
now, ay if we trench within the sacred precincts of a sundry 
civil bill. : 

The rules of the Senate are of such latitudinarian construction, 
are so broadened, as to include 5 that is desired b — 
tain people, and restricted so as to exclude very desirable thi 
which are not favored within the inner circle. The Senate itse 
has the power to make these amendments; and let us make them. 
The Senator from Delaware says he is willing to trust the States 
interested with the care of the forests, and yet he is unwilling to 
trust the representatives of those States upon this floor, who unan- 
imously agree as to the form of the remedy and who protest against 
its being left in the hands of any man, great or , good or bad. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, there exists in this country 
at the present time forest reservations which embrace 40,000,000 
acres of land. We simply propose regulations by which those 
forests may be administered so as to protect the timber, that the 
timber which has ceased to improve by standing may be sold for 
the use of the people of the country. These provisions are objected 
to because five scientific gentlemen made a junketing trip through 
the Rocky Mountain region last year. 

In my State no one knew that those men visited that country at 
all. If they passed gadis it, they simply passed through it upon 
a railway train; and yet theirrecommendation is to be taken here 
against the opinion -of every representative from that region, 
against the opinion of every Senator upon this floor representing 
those States. They made no report, for there is no report. We 
have no report of their journeyings whatever, no statement of the 
reasons which prompted them to act. We have nothing before us 
whatever except simply the bare order embracing within the area 
of forest reservations in my State 15,000 people. 

The President acted upon that report without any written report 
from those five scientific gentlemen at all, for I called upon the 
Interior Department for a record, with the reasons why the reser- 
vations were created, and I got nothing but the corr mdence; 
brief letters asking the scientific men to visit the Rocky Moun- 
tain region, and then the proclamations of the President. There 
is no report from these men whatever, and yet the President, 
upon apparently a verbal report, issued these proclamations with- 
out consulting a single representative from those States in either 
House of Congress. We were here. South Dakota was represented 
by two Senators and two Congressmen, and they were in the city 
all Auring the month of February, and yet no one was consulted 
and no knowledge afforded, although the circular of the Depart- 
ment provided that advertisements should be made before the 
reservations were created, 

Now we come and say that this ignorant act of a corrupt Ex- 
ecutive shall be overturned. How overturned? Overturned and 
revoked until a proper investigation can be had of these areas, 
and then such portions of them retained in forest reservations as 
it is proper shall be retained in forest reservations, That is all. 
It does not seem to me that what we ask is unreasonable, that it 
is any criticism upon the present Administration, or any effort to 
coerce anybody. Wesimply ask that those orders, improvidently, 
ignorantly issued, shall revoked until investigation shall be 
had, and then we ask for an appropriation to make the investiga- 
tion. How are you going to know whether or not these areas 
should be in forest reservations? By surveying them, by desig- 
nating the forest areas, by getting a full, complete official report 
in regard to our country’s needs. We can then intelligently cre- 
ate the forest reservations and administer them under the provi- 
sions of this amendment. 

No forest reservation shall be established 


The amendment provides— 


except to improve and protect the forest within the reservation, or for the 
purpose of sec favorable conditions of water flows, and to furnish a con- 
tinuous supply of timber for the use and necessities of citizens of the United 
States; but it is not the pu or intent of these provisions, or of the act 
providing for such reservations, to authorize the inclusion therein of lands 
more valuable for the mineral therein, or for agricultural purposes, than for 


forest purposes. 

And then we provide that— 

The Secre of the Interior shall make provisions for the protection 
against destruction by fire and depredations E 57 the public fo: and for- 
— 3 W may have n set aside or w may be hereafter 
set aside. 


It is also provided how the timber shall be disposed of. It is to 
be sold and the proceeds used to protect the forests. Now, is there 
anything unreasonable in that? Do we ask anything more than 
we ought to ask or more than we have a right to expect? It seems 
to me there is no other course to pursue. 
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Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, we have listened to the discus- 
sion of this question, and it seems that there is no objection 
to the amendment on the appropriation bill emanating from any 
source which can have any real concern as to what may happen in 
respect to the reservations involved in this matter. There is noob- 
jection from any Senator from California, or from Oregon, or from 

ashington, or from any of the Rocky Mountain States, or from 
Nebraska. There is no objection from anyone west of the great 
Mississippi River. A mild form of objection is interposed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who has charge of 
the ing bill, but I feel from the tenor of his remarks that he 
would be only too glad to yield this measure of justice and fairness 
to the people of the great West. 

Whence come the objections to the enactment of this measure 
of fairness and justice? They come from the Senator from Dela- 
Ware; perhaps from some Senator away off in Massachusetts, and I 
understand the Senator from Maryland has raised a question as 
to whether or not the amendment ought to be put upon the appro- 
priation bill. The speech of the Senator from Delaware is to the 
effect that he has great concern for the preservation of the forests 
of the distant State of Washington—5,000 miles from the place 
where he lives. Yet neither he nor the people who may live in the 
State where he now resides can by any conceivable Rese be 
affected one way or the other Pneus legislation. It is a high 
tribute which the gentlemen of East pay to the intelligence, 
the sense of fairness, the foresight of the people in the West and 
the men whom the people of that section have sent to represent 
them in the Halls of Congress, that there should be any quibble 
raised in respect to the enactment of this legislation. 

It has already been recon out that last February the President 
of the United States, disregardful of his duty to a vast section of 
this country, by the stroke of his pen, took from the States in- 
volved 22.000, 000 acres without having asked the opinion of any 
representative from a State affected, acting the supposed 
recommendation of some gentlemen away off in the State of 
Massachusetts who are supposed to be scientific—gentlemen whose 
regard for their own ort precluded them from visiting those 
sections and investigating the question as to where the forest 
reservations should be made. et, notwithstanding that exam- 
ple of the fairness of investigation and of deliberation by an ex- 
ecutive officer of the Government, they tell us we must now be 
turned over to the tender mercies of another Executive in order 
to obtain the relief which we desire. 

Mr. President, I have no criticism to make of the Executive or 
of the Secretary of the Interior. We know the grave responsi- 
bilities which rest upon those officers. We know the extent to 
which they are importuned in respect to filling various offices in 
order that the affairs of Government may be properly adminis- 
tered, but we do know—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. RAWLINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. On what theory does the Senator from Utah im- 
pae to anybody from dee ee any interest in this ques- 

on? 


Mr. RAWLINS. I shall be glad to acknowledge that I may 
have done an injustice to Massachusetts in my allusion to her if 
the Senator will assure me that he has no objection to the pend- 
ing amendment. 

. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not feel called 
upon to assure him anything; but I understand he has three or 
four times over said that this amendment is opposed by somebody 
from Massachusetts. I ask the Senator if anybody from Massa- 
chusetts has mingled with the debate or said anything about the 
matter, or if he has any reason whatever for supposing that any- 
one from Massachusetts has any opinion about it? 

Mr. RAWLINS. No; t that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has been active on this side soliciting votes against the pro- 
posed amendment. I do not refer to the Senator who is now 
addressing me. That is the only ground I had for making the 
allusion to the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Has any vote been taken on the amendment? 

Mr. RAWLINS. No vote has been taken, but I understand 
that the question which the Senator propounded related to whether 
Massachusetts, in her Senators here, was favorable or unfavorable 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has said two or three times, if he will 
pardon me, that the amendment is pana; being in the interest 
of the people of the West, iy some Senator from Massachusetts, 
and now on being inquired of he has not the slightest knowledge 
that any Senator from Massachusetts has either said, done, or 
thought 7277 upon the subject. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, I may perhaps 
relieve the discussion by rere eae Iunderstand the president of 
the commission lives in Massac , and to that fact, perhaps, 
the Senator from Utah may also have had reference, 

Mr. HOAR. Who is that commissioner? 


Mr. WHITE. Professor Sargeant, a very estimable gentleman, 
but not a judge of forest reservations. 

Mr. RA S. I do not intend to make any accusation 
against Massachusetts or any Senator from Massachusetts. Per- 
haps my allusion to Massachusetts was made rather by way of 
illustration than as the assertion of a fact. If Massachusetts, 
when she is called upon to vote, votes in favor of the amendment, 
then paneer any implication which may haye arisen from any 
suggestion I have made will have been done away with. 

Iwas endeavoring to say is that so far as concerns the 
country or the people of the country most interested in this mat- 
ter, there is no objection whatsoever; that it comes only from 
peonia who live from three to five thousand miles distant from the 

orests which are supposed to exist and which it is the purpose of 
the legislation to protect. 

In my State, to show that we are not utterly without considera- 
tion for the preservation of our forests, for the protection of the 
resources upon which our people in the future will have to sub- 
sist, I will say that if the people who are opposed to the amend- 
ment had visited that country thirty, or forty, or fifty years ago, 
nef would have seen barren and desert plains and wastes which 
had existed for untold ages. If they should go there now and 
look over the country, they would see beautiful valleys, with their 
forests, as plentiful as exist even in the State of Delaware or 
Maryland, if not in the State of Massachusetts; they would see 
there beautiful homes which have been erected, canals. which 
have been constructed, means provided for the preservation of 
all the great resources; in other words, the re-creation and de- 
velopment of those things which had long been latent. They 
should consider how much of the wealth and benefit which have 
accrned to the country has come from the intelligence, the fore- 
sight, the industry of the people who were pioneers in those great 

estern States. If they will take into consideration those things, 
they ought at least to concede that those people and their repre- 
sentatives here have some regard for their own welfare and for 
the people who are to come after them. 

Isay it is unseemly, it looks strange indeed, that Senators who 
can not be actually concerned about this matter are raising objec- 
tions to the enactment of the measure. It is said that it will be an 
affront to the Executive; that the Executive has power to give this 
remedy. There is no dispute but that the Congress has the power 
to grant theremedy. The power was expressly given to the legis- 
lative department of the Government to do these things. Itisa 
trust which the framers of our Constitution confided to the care 
of the legislative department, and when that department exer- 
cises that power thus conferred, I say it is a harsh criticism of the 
framers of our Government to say that any such action could or 
would be regarded as an affront to the executive department of 
our Government. If this is not competent legislation, it would be 
invalid after we had passed it. 

If it is a competent or proper subject of legislation, then we can 
enact this measure, and no man has the right to say that we have 
done anything more than that which is our duty and our right. 
We are prone to concede too much to the executive department. 
The desire to obtain favor and the disposition to pander to the pos- 
session of power are strong. The idea that we, a coordinate and 
equal department of the Government, should be obsequions to 
another branch is reserved to this day for its first announcement. 
I say, when the Senator from Delaware or any other Senator i 
that the enactment of any legitimate piece of 8 by the 
Congress is an affront to any other department of the Government, 
he has not the proper conception of his duty as a representative 
and a part of the legislative body of this great nation. 

Now, it is conceded that that great act was wrong. It was as 
gross an outrage almost as was committed by William the Con- 
queror, who, for the purpose of making a hunting reserve, drove 
out and destroyed the means of livelihood of hundreds of thou- 
sands of people. It is only different in degree. A domain larger 
than the State of Maryland and the State of Delaware and the 
State of Massachusetts has been taken from the millions of the 
Westruthlessly, without consultation, without investigation, upon 
the mere ipse dixit of gentlemen traveling on a junketing tour 
from the East. Now it is said we must hesitate and wait for relief 
upon some ground of propriety or courtesy or comity which may 
be supposed to exist between the President and the Senate. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the Senators will do this 
measure of justice to the States which are concerned, in accord- 
ance with the unanimous representation of the people who are 
interested by the representatives whom they have sent here to act 
for them and speak for them, who have more knowledge about 
the question than Senators representing other and far distant 
localities and States, and who are designed in our Government to 
speak for them and their localities, in order that the great and 
best result may be accomplished—the welfare of those who now 
and in the future may occupy those localities. If that is the mo- 


tive, if that is the basis of action, Iam satisfied that the Senate 
will not hesitate to adopt the amendment. 


1897. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I confess that I am greatly sur- 


vised at the remarks of my friend the Senator from 
tah . RAWLINS], as well as the statements made by sundry 
other tors . great States west of the Missis- 
sippi River, to the effect that those of us who are opposing the 
option of the amendment on the pending bill are actuated by 
any narrow motive or any hostility to the section which they rep- 
resent, or have in view any action which will retard the develop- 
ment of that section of our common country. I beg to assure 
those Senators, as the older Senators in this body with whom I 
have served know perfectly well, that from no act or no speech 
of mine is such an inference warranted. On the contrary, there 
has not been a proposition presented looking to the advancement 
of that section of the country which has not had my hearty sup- 
port and concurrence. 

I wish to say to those Senators thatif there be a fault charge- 
able to any Senators or set of Senators because of the want of legis- 
lation to correct the matters of which the hig it is princi- 
pally because of their own inaction and their failure to bring to 
the attention of the Senate and the House a proposition to correct 
the wrong which has been done, if it is a wrong, as I think it is, 
by the legislative branch of this Government. 

In 1891, on the 8d day of March, an act was approved, from 
which I will quote: - 

That the President of the United States may, from time to time, set apart 
and reserve, in any State or Territory having public land bearing forests, in 
any part of the public lands wholly or in covered timber or under- 
. proclamation declare the eotabiisnment: of woah 
reservations and the limits thereof. 

Under the provisions of this act sixteen forest reservations have 
been established, aggregating an area of 17,500,000 acres. Then 
came the commission Spee by President Cleveland, which 
Senators from the West have described in terms not complimen- 

to the commission, and they set apart numerous reservations, 
amounting in the aggregate to 21,379,840 acres,in addition. These 
last reservations, sein ere Se 22,000,000 acres, it is intended 
now, by the amendment red by the Senator from South Da- 
kota, to abrogate. 

But as to the 17,000,000 acres that were included in the reser- 
vations prior thereto, under the same conditions precisely as 
apply to the 22,000,000 acres, no Senator from those States has 
brought to the attention of Congress any complaint which would 
justify legislation. None came until the last session of Congress, 
when the commission reported and the 8 of President 
Cleveland was issued. Then what? as any legislation pro- 
poet to correct the evils complained of by the Senator from Cali- 

rnia? Notasinglesuggestion was made. The great committees 
of this body charged with the duty of examining this question 
consisted of whom? 

On the Committee on Forest Reservations, which reported the 
amendment, although I think without jurisdiction. are, among 
others, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and the Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
TELLER], all of them from that section of the country. On the 
Committee on Public Lands, which, in my judgment, ought to 
have taken the matter into consideration and brought forth legis- 
lation to correct the evils complained of, are, among others, the 
distinguished Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], the Senator from 

mtana [Mr. CAR- 


from Nebraska . ALLEN}. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me 
one word? 


Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say to the Senator that the last 
order was issued on the 22d of February, and it is the last order 
against which we compla: The otker provisions of the amend- 
ment, with regard to the protection and the administration of the 
forests, are there at the request of the Interior Department. They 
are not our proposition. Vacate the order, undo the wrong that 
has been done, and then we will wait for legislation,if the Senator 
wishes to have time to provide for the administration of the for- 
ests already in existence. But first vacate the order and undo the 
wrong and nay cage! de have done to the people of my State, and 
then you can take all the time you want. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire, first, to resent the idea that Maryland 
and Delaware and Massachusetts and the Eastern States have been 
responsible for this condition of affairs. What did the Senators 
representing the section interested in this question do after the 
Presidential proclamation of February, 1897? Did they bring an 
— osition before the Senate as sweeping as this, including all 

e legislation necessary to govern the reservations orrestrictthem? 


Not at all. They came tothe committee of which the Senator 
from South Dakota and I are members, the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and no suggestion was made, so far as I know, to do 
aught else than what we proposed to do, and did do—violate the 
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rules of this body and insert a provision which authorized the 
executive branch to modify these orders in whole or in part and 
correct the evil complained of. It may be that other suggestions 
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were made, but that pro 
Senator on this floor as 
his constituency. 

oa PETTIGREW. Will the Senator allow me a word at this 

int 
Ir. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator certainly does not wish to 
put us in any false light in this matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course not. ` 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The proyision in the sundry civil bill as 
it e the Senate abrogated and annulled every one of these 
orders. In conference the provision came forth which is now in 
the bill as it comes from the House, and against that I protested, 
and never consented to it; but some of my colleagues yielded 
under pressure and by reason of the statement that the Executive 
then in the White House would veto the sundry civil bill if they 
did not do so. 

They yield under that threat, under that pressure. A Presi- 
dent who would make that threat, a President who would allow 
it to be made, disgraces civilization and the American Republic. 

Mr. GRAY. I desire to ask the Senator from South Dakota on 
what testimony and what authority he makes the statement that 
that threat was made by the Executive? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We heard it from Senators~—many Sena- 
tors, members of the Committee on Appropriations, members of 
the conference committee. I do not care to call names. It is well 
known. It has been heraided about this floor for the last four 

ears time and again, when the Executive wished to prevent legis- 
ation, that the veto would be used. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon. I just wish to say a word. 


ition was finally consented to by every 
ing one ample and sufficient to relieve 


Mr. GORMAN. gan 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator from South Dakota, in place of any 
authoritative ground for the assertion he has made, gives us the 


gossip of this mber as to what would be the probable action of 
the Exeeutive. He adduces no evidence for his statement that 
such a threat was made. 

Mr. GORMAN. I stand corrected, the Senator from South Da- 
kota having called my attention to the fact. Of course I do not 
intend by anything I say to put that Senator or any other Senator 
in a false position. It is true that Senators from the States inter- 
ested were exceedingly anxious during the last session, when this 
matter came up, to have the Committee on Appropriations pre- 
sent drastic measures. They have looked after their interests in 
the Senate, and they ought to bear testimony to the fact that every 
Senator on these committees from the Eastern States was ready to 
meet them and give them the relief, and they themselves ought 
to have co the impression that is sought to be made y 
that there is any sectional f in regard to this matter. 

I sup until the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota came in that the provision as it stood in the bill 
would accomplish all that these Senators desire, and that they 
were prepared and ready to accept the action of the present Seere- 
tary of Tnterior and the President of the United States. Atall 
events, on an appropriation bill we ought not to go beyond it. The 
particular amendment which is before the Senate not only abro- 
gates the order as proposed by the Senator from South Dakota, 

ut it provides all the legislation necessary for the control and 
management of these reservations hereafter. 

I therefore make the point of order, first, that the amendment 
as offered contains an appropriation of $150,000 that is not esti- 
mated for, that is not presented by any Department of the Gov- 
ernment; that it has not been considered by any committee and 
reported favorably and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, as thesixteenth rule requires, and that it changes existing law 
and provides legislation for the government of these reservations. 
I submit that under either of these heads the amendment is ex- 
eluded by the sixteenth rule, which says that— 

CCF 
which shall be referred to ENS ee on Commerce; aud no enen 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill the effect of which will be 
to increase an 3 already contained in the bill, or to add a new 
item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existin: W. or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed 
CCC 
an estimate of the head of some one of the —— y 9 

I submit to the Chair that there is not a single provision of that 
rule which has been complied with. The amendment containsan 
appropriation of $150,000 which hes not been estimated for, and 
that appropriation is not to be made in conformity with any law. 
It comes without being recommended by a standing committee of 
the body and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and it 
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contains legislation in every section outside of the matter of ap- 
propriation. . 

I want to point our friends again to the amount involved in the 
amendment and to bring to their attention what we have already 
done for the surveys of public lands during the last session of 
Congress in addition to what is contained in the pending bill. 

We have appropriated for surveys of public lands already made, 
$325,000; for private land claims, $15,000; for military reservations, 
$6,000; for the boundary between Idahoand Montana, $7,650; and, 
in addition to that, in the Indian appropriation bill we have ap- 
propriated $100,000 for the survey of that country, and for the 
Chickasaw Nation, $141,000; and $100,000 for the lands granted to 
railroads, which is a continuous Popa ou, making $695,150 
appropriated for surveys during the last session. 

r. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me 
to correct him? 

Mr. GORMAN. In one moment. Now it is proposed to add 
$150,000, making $845,150 at this session. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The appropriation for railroads is under 
the provision of the grant of ds to the Northern Pacific road, 
by which they are obliged to pay for surveying their own grant. 
It is not an appropriation out of the Treasury. It is a reappro- 
priation of the deposit made by that railroad company. So that 
amount should be deducted from the amount the Senator stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is a continuous appropriation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is the dor i tac of a deposit made 
by the railroad company; that is all. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is reimbursed by the railroads, as the Sen- 
ator suggests, but it is made continuous; it goes on from year to 


ear. 
d Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly, and is paid back; and when paid 
back it will be FAIRE N 
The VICE-PRE: NT. The Senator from Maryland has the 


floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. All this, however, shows that there is great 

liberality on the part of Congress and on the part of the Committee 

on Appropriations in making every provision for that section of 
the country. I know of no Senator on this side of the Chamber 
from Maryland or Delaware or any other State of the East who 
will retard your development. 

All that I desire, Mr. sident,is that we shall observe the rule, 
which is a good one, of excluding from appropriation bills matters 
of great legislation except in cases of extraordinary emergency, as 
this appeared to be, and as I have no doubt it is, and we therefore 
provided for it to the extent we did. I do not know that the pro- 
vision as it comes here approved by the Interior Department is a 
proper one in all respects; I do not know that it is a wise one in 
the interests of the people; but it may be. I do know what Mr. 
Smith, the predecessor of the Secretary of the Interior, and his 

redecessors have said to Congress over and over again. Mr. 

Smith said to the commission which was appointed on the subject 
of forest reservations, that the present laws were inadequate for 
their government; that they were socrude it was difficult toenforce 
them; that there were no regulations which would enable the Sec- 
retary of the Interior properly to preserve the forests, or protect 
them from depredation and from fire, and he called upon them to 
suggest some remedy for a defect that is universally admitted to 
exist. : 

Now, without having such a bill framed by the Interior Depart- 
ment, by the experts in that Department, after consultation with 
the Senators representing the great Western States, and brought 
here and considered in a committee properly organized for its 
consideration, we have here at this time an amendment which has 
been prepared after private consultation by a Secretary of the 
Interior who, I have no doubt, is able and anxious to do his full 
duty and yet has not had time to learn the ins and outs of his 
Department or to take into consideration all the details of this 
great matter, and it is brought in here without having passed 
through a committee. I am certain the Senator from South 
Dakota will acknowledge that there never has been a meeting, a 
formal meeting, of the committee of this body which purports to 
report this amendment. 

r. ALLISON. I may call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to the fact that the pending amendment has been modi- 
fied by the Senator from South Dakota himself this day. 

Mr. GORMAN. So I understand. That is true; and it has 
been modified by extending its provisions and making it twice as 
drastic as when originally presented. But itis here, I understand, 
without the approval by actual meeting of any committee of this 
body. None of the committees are full. It is proposed that it 
shail go on an appropriation bill that masse contains $53,000,000, 
and go to a coordinate branch that has no facilities as at present 
organized and will not have any committee of that body to con- 
sider it intelligently. 

It does seem to me that our friends west of the Mississippi and 
on the Pacific Coast should not press the Senate as they have done; 
that they should at least refrain from the intimation that there 


is any sectional feeling whatever on the part of those of us who 
oppose it. I assure my friend from California [Mr. WHITE] that 
I will vote for any provision properly considered or any bill that 
he or a committee will bring forth that will enable miners to go 
upon any reservation, where it can be done consistently with the 
pone interest, to open the door to the enterprising men who 

ave gone from the t or are natives of the West and enable 
them to delve in the earth and bring forth the precious metals; 
but I am unalterably opposed, as my friends from California and 
Utah (I speak of those on this side) ought to be opposed, to plac- 
ing this amendment upon an appropriation bill. The only way 
that we can have safe legislation is for the minority as well as 
the majority to insist always that legislation shall not enter into 
the work of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WHITE. If it will not interrupt the Senator, I beg leave 
to say that if he is so desirous of assisting in this commendable 
result, he has now an opportunity to do so and not relegate us to 
a specific bill, which, in view of the legislative padlock which fore- 
oreo action elsewhere, would, it seems to me, be a very feeble 
remedy. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam not here to open legislative padlocks, but 
I am here to observe the rule by which the people alone can be 
protected. When Senators, because they happen to have an inter- 
est in their own States, are ready to trample upon the rules of their 
own body, they are not in a position to criticise those who trample 
upon rules and rights in any other place, 

I believe inadhering to our rule. I believe in preventing a meas- 
ure on a great appropriation bill going to a body that can not con- 
sider it, a body that claims to have such facilities for swift legis- 
lation that no Representative from any Congressional district in 
the country can utter his opposition or offer an amendment or 
suggest a fault or correct a defect. We must deal with it in the 
Senate under the Senate rule, and that rule is the only safety for 
both sides of the Chamber to prevent great legislation from enter- 
ng upon Pae opprop rangs bills. 

he time will come, Mr. President, as I read the signs of the 
times, and during this Administration, when you will find the 
attempt made to place upon such bills as we are now n 
such legislation as we will consider hostile and bad, legislation o 
a character purely political. Then we would all join in delaying, 
if we could, and preventing, if we have the power, such legisla- 
tion. No matter who is in the majority, I do not want to see this 
door opened. Hence it is that I have made the point of order in 
the form in which I have presented it to the Chair. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the 
point of order made by the Senator from Maryland. I hope it will 
seem possible for him, as we progress, to withdraw the point of 
order, for, if it is enforced, I do not see how we are otherwise to 
obtain a requisite remedy in this case of confessed necessity. 

think a good deal of the time of the discussion has been occu- 
pied about matters upon which we are all agreed. I think the 
pleadings have reduced the issue to the simple question of the 
amendment offered yesterday by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Now, let us see what we agree about. The wisdom of great 
reservations is undoubted. It is not a mere question of fanciful 
scientific men; itis a question of common sense. The world knows 
it; and posterity would be very sorry if we should disregard that 
consideration. The wisdom of great reservations, I say, we all 
agree about. 

The unwisdom of the indiscriminate reservation of February 22 
is undoubted also. We all agree about that. There were very 
great hardships, and wholly unnecessary hardships, imposed upon 
the settlers in those reserved lands. It was evidently a thing done 
without full consideration in pursuit of a general purpose which 
was praiseworthy. 

The third thing that is undoubted about which we all agree, 
East and West, is the willingness of all to relieve from the hard- 
ships of the reservation order of February. The demand for a 
change and for relief is not confined to the gentlemen of that 
locality. Are we not human? Do we not comprehend the situa- 
tion in which those settlers find themselves when it is literally 
unlawful for them to cut wood enough to cook dinner with? So 
there are three points upon which we are all agreed. 

The Committee on Appropriations is supporting the amendment 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota on the 8th of April, and 
we are given to understand, enough has been said to enable us 
very justly to infer, that it has been entirely approved by the In- 
terior Department and, it is suggested, by the President, though 
his opinion upon pending legislation is not in order here. That 
has been suggested, and it is believed that that amendment would 
enable the executive department to correct the evils in question. 

Why should we not adopt that amendment of the 8th of April 
and end the debate here? But now comes the Senator from South 


Dakota, unsupported by any committee, unsupported by the advice 
of the Interior Department, and offers an amendment, the amend- 
ment of May 5, which, if I understand it, entirely and unre- 
servedly takes away all effect of the reservation established in 
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February. I am opposed to that. I am anxious to have the forest 
reservations created by that order reduced in extent and the set- 
tlers relieved, to have everything merciful and just done in the 
case; but I will vote for nothing that all those reservations 
and postpones the time of renewing them until all the surveys shall 
have been made, which menpe in five, six, eight, or ten years. 
By the end of that time, with the reservation in view, what will 
become of those lands? We shall haye lost perhaps in a great 
measure. the opportunity to gre the country the great blessin 
that weare aiming at here. No; theamendment of May 5 offer 
by the Senator from South Dakota is in my opinion immeasurably 
mischievous. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me one question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator propose, then, that pend- 
ing 8 of time those people shall be locked up in the reser- 
vation 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there not less of harm done by 1 
the reservation be opened and taking their time to survey it an 
make it proper for entry? 

Mr. HAWLEY. All the sufferings can be relieved reasonably 
under the discretion which it is proposed to give to the Interior 
Department. The relief the Senator speaks of we propose to give 
this week, if the Interior Department can issue the necessary 


orders. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator tell me what it is the 
Interior Department will do this week if we pass the provision as 
first proposed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know what they can do so soon, but 
I sahi that they are desirous to go rapidly and energetically to 
work. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. To do what? 

Mr. HAWLEY. To let those settlers who are said to be suffer- 
ing so much have aright to cut wood and have all the rights that 
were supposed to belong to them when they settled upon those 
lands. ey settled there in good faith. It is perfectly within 
the power of the Interior Department, I should think, now, but 
Ido not know. I will not speak positively about that, but cer- 
tainly with the amendment of the Sth of April it will be perfectly 
within the power of the Interior Department to give relief as soon 
as the orders can be drawn. Is not that true? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I Will say to the Senator that the Attor- 
ney-General has decided that they have that power now, just as 
ample as it is in the bill, as N by the Senator. But it is 
not dune. Is there a promise that those orders will be revoked? 
That is the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand that those who conversed with 
the Interior Department found that that Department was entirely 
in sympathy with their humane and just purposes. The Senator 
himself can not doubt that. LIrather think he was in that agree- 
ment himself. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What agreement? I should like to have 
the Senator state what agreement he refers to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The conversation, then, the conference, with 
the Interior Department. I understand that theamendment first 
offered here, the amendment of April 8, was practically prepared 
at that conference. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state in this connection that I talked 
with the Secretary of the Interior about this matter; that the 
amendment appeared to be satisfactory to him when I talked with 
him about it, and I gained the impression from that conversa- 
tion, and so did other Senators with me, that upon the ge of 
the amendment those reservations would be unreservedly opened 
oP to settlement pending the investigation and survey contem- 
plated by the amendment. 

But I have been informed since, and I am informed by Senators, 
that that is not the purpose; that it is the purpose to prevent set- 
tlement within those reservations 5 the investigation, 
although they will allow the people there to cut wood. That is 
not according to any agreement, and I resent the proposition that 
I myself and my colleague have broken any agreement or have in 
any way acted in bad faith in this connection, for I have done 
what I have done after full consultation with the other Senators 
from the States interested in this controversy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator hada perfect right to offer the 
amendment ae his own responsibility, and I understand that it 
was so offered. It does not come from any committee at least, 
whereas the amendment of April 8 does come from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. Is not that practically true? 

Mr. ISON. No. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Was it not approved by them? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is approved by several members of that 
committee, and certainly, as far as I know, at least on this side of 
the Chamber, there will be no opposition made to the amendment 
as originally offered. 


Mr. HAWLEY. To leave those reservations open, to take off 
the ban from them, and leave them open to indiscriminate grab- 


bing for six or eight years, while the survey is bein 
would be to defeat the beneficent purpose at whic 
aiming. To a very large extent that would be the case. No, sir; 
if I were Secretary of the Interior, I think I would not open ali 
those lands. I would hold the reserving edict over them and give 
relief to such portions as might be necessary to do justice. I can 
not vote for anything which unreservedly repeals the reservations, 

Mr.WARREN. Mr. President, lunderstand—perhaps I am mis- 
taken, and if so, I see the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
is entering the Chamber, and he will correct me—that the point 
of order made by the Senator from Maryland refers to the entire 
amendment. If so, I hope the Senator will change his objection, 
if objection must be made, for I believe he realizes, as every Sen- 
ator realizes, that extreme conditions call for extreme remedies; 
and the present condition is certainly a very extreme one. 

As a matter of fact, it has been well understood in this Cham- 
ber that there was at least a tacit agreement that there would be 
legislation touching this subject in thissundry civil bill, and that 
is the reason why measures for correction, through other sources 
and in different ways, of this admitted error regarding forest 
reserves have not been introduced and reported from committees. 
We had a right to expect that we should receive consideration in 
this bill. There was not a single vote recorded against a similar 
provision that was ingrafted upon the sundry civil bill at the last 
session of the Fifty-fourth es Pars in this Chamber. 

It is true, perhaps, we seemed to tacitly consent to the lan 
contained in that bill as it finally came from conference and schon, 
but it was a case of necessity. Notwithstanding what the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] has stated, it is well 
known that the then President did threaten to veto that bill if it 
was not changed to read about the manner it did when passed. 

If proofs are necessary, they will be forthcoming. One proof I 
might cite is that it was a habit of the Executive to express him- 
self in that way about different measures. In the deficiency bill 
that passed at the first session of the last Congress it was well 
understood and recognized that Mr. Cleveland had said he would 
veto the bill because of certain provisions which he specificall 
pointed out, and so well known was it that a new deficiency bill 
was prepared, and even printed, before the veto m. was re- 
ceived, leaving out a portion of the bill, because the President had 
made no secret of his intention to veto it, and had given members 
of the House of Representatives who were on the committee of 
conference particulars, so that they had a bill unobjectionable to 
Mr. Cleveland all printed and ready to introduce when his veto 
message arrived. 

Mr. President, technically the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gon- 
MAN], who serves so ably upon the Appropriations Committee, may 
be correct as to the point of order. 1 leave that to those who un- 
derstand parliamentary rules better than I do; but I submit that, 
if it is a power, it ought not to be abused by the Committee on 
Appropriations. I believe I can say truthfully that I have hereto- 
fore supported that committee when they have been attacked, if I 
may use that word, and I want to do so hereafter. 

. ALLISON, I would ask the Senator if he thinks it is an 
abuse of that power for the committee to refuse to assent toa propo- 
sition here, covering many pages, which was prepared at the Inte- 
rior Department and approved by Senators immediately inter- 
ested, and su uently enlarged in its scope? 

Mr. WARRE Most certainly not; and my remarks are not 
pointed to that portion of the controversy. I understand, how- 
ever, the point of order is to be made as against the entire amend- 
ment, that which has been understood as being agreed upon as 
well as the disputed portion. 

Mr. ALLISON. o; but upon what has not been agreed upon. 

Mr. WARREN. Then should not the point of order be modi- 
fied, and let it refer to what has not been agreed upon? 

Mr. President, the people of the Northwest have the same interest 
in forest reserves as the people of any other portion of the country; 
and, as was well said by the distinguished Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. HAWLEY], everyone agrees that we should have forest 
reserves. It is unfair and uncalled for to presume that the West- 
ern Senafors have not just as much interest in the preservation of 
forests as have the Senators from other States. 

Here is a case, however, where, owing to a blunder on the part 
of a commision, which did not have time enough to examine the 
subject, and who, with undue patriotism and with but a modicum 
of judgment, decided with the President that this proclamation 
should come out on Washington’s Birthday, whether premature or 
not, and notwithstanding they had not reached with their per- 
sonal observation within 50, 60, or in some cases, even hundreds 
of miles of the nearest borders of the proposed reservations. 

They promulgated, with the aid of the President, an order 
which has covered up in forest reservations county seats, with 
schools, churches, court-houses; and so forth, also towns, mines, 
farms, railroads, and other industries throughout the Northwest, 


completed, 
we are all 
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The matter of this mistaken policy came up here and was voted on 
in the last days of the last session of the Senate, and it was unani- 
mously carried and thus decided that there should be a remedy, 
and that that remedy should be applied through the sundry civil 


bill. Therefore it is fair to say that the Senate has once agreed 
that through this sundry civil bill we will correct this error. 

So it seems to me that an objection which seeks to now rule out 
the entire subject on a point of order is, after such an agreement 
has been made as I describe, an act of repudiation (if I may put 
it in that way) and a violation of an agreement heretofore made 
and recognized by the entire Senate. 

If the claim is made that the agreement has been violated on the 
part of certain Western Senators, then point out where the viola- 
tion is, and let the point of order rest against that portion and 
that only; but do not let the point of order rest against the entire 
subject, unfair as that would be, and leave the entire Northwest 
to feel that after a President has, through a mistake, bound and 

gged us, we must be left to continue in that condition unless 
the President and Secretary of the Interior shall release us, which 
we can scarcely expect them to do if we fail of securing any rec- 
ognition here on this floor in this sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The Senator from Maryland knows that there is no time now to 
legislate otherwise on this matter, with conditions as they are at 
the other end of this Capitol. It has been determined there to do 
no business at this session except to pass a tariff bill. Therefore, 
if there must be a point of order, I appeal to that Senator, in fair- 
ness and with reference to agreements already had, that it shall 
apply only to such portion of the proposed amendment as is dis- 
puted and not to the whole. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, with reference to the point of or- 
der made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], I beg 
leave to say that I have frequently heard appeals to the Senate dur- 
ing the limited time of my incumbency here to enforce these very 
virtuous rules regarding amendments, and I believe that one of 
the more prominent Senators, whose service has been terminated 
here, on one occasion, when he was advocating a continuance of 
the rules of this body, stated that one of the virtues of those rules 
which he had always noticed, and was very apparent to persons 
who had been long in service in the Senate, was that they might 
be construed to admit or not to admit any amendment in the dis- 
cretion of the Senate. He stated that it was a good thing to have 
a rule which might fit a particular case. 

Now, that we have an amendment admittedly of a virtuous 
character, it appears to me that it would be altogether contrary 
to the precedents which the older Senators here have so frequently 
invoked, and which have guided them in many of their votes, to 
rule out of order something admittedly good merely because 
some one neglected to incorporate it in an independent bill in the 
past. Because others have neglected their duty, therefore the 
entire Senate must neglect its duty now because Senators and 
others interested in this matter have not succeeded in obtaining 
the passage of a bill here and elsewhere—and it may be very diffi- 
cult to secure the of a bill elsewhere unless it has the 
indorsement which is potential elsewhere—because these things 
have been done or omitted to be done, that we shall do nothing 
here with an amendment which has been agreed to substantially 
in most of its features by, I think, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, certainly by the Department of the Interior, 
having the matter in charge. 

The Department has admitted that something should be done. 
That something has been suggested on this floor, and if it is not 
done, it will not be because those who live in the part of the 
country affected are not in favor of incorporating it in the bill; 
it will be because of the interposition of a technical obstacle if its 
enactment should be prevented. I trust if this matter shall be 
submitted to the Senate, it will be held that the amendment is in 


er. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I. in common with several of the 
Western Senators, regret that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN] made the point of order upon this amendment. It is a 
well-known fact, which has been circulated broadcast throughout 
the West, that we were tohave relief shoe the sundry civil bill, and 
there are many reasons why the people of the West should have 
relief. Among others that I overlooked this morning is the fact 
that in the reservation in the State of Washington already 157,000 
acres of land have been selected by the State in its grant of land 
for educational purposes. Another very serious question that 
will ultimately arise, unless some relief is afforded, is that a vast 
amount of litigation will oceur over the odd sections within the 
40-mile strip on each side of the Northern Pacific Railroad in 
relation to its grant. 

I think it has been always held and construed by the courts that 
the grant of the Northern Pacific was a grant in presenti and at- 
tached eo instanti from Lake Superior to Puget Sound. Conse- 
quently there will be much litigation, much harassment over this 

art of the question. Whether our State will have to go and select 
ts land in some other portion of the State than where those 157,000 


acres already selected for educational purposes are located is an- 
other question. There may be alittle difference here, but I think 
the consensus of a majority is that we should have some relief. 

I am not one of those who want to criticise what is called the 
inner circle,” or the Appropriations Committee. I have received 
at their hands much favor, for which the distinguished chairman 
has my most profound consideration. I think they are doing the 
best they can. 1 think, perhaps, we ought to give a little ourselves. 
Ido not like to give anything. Iam from the West [laughter], 
and I should like to take all that is in sight and ask for more. I 
find that is quite prevalent in legislative matters in this part of 
the country also; but we can not, it seems, doso. Can not there 
be some little compromise that will relieve us all? 

The President, I am satisfied, wants to give us relief, and the 
Senator from Maryland—I doubt if he has any law upon the 
statute books of Maryland relative to the growth and encourage- 
ment of timber, as to which he is so solicitous about us, who have 
plenty of it—ought to withdraw his point of order and let the 
original amendment, favored by most of us, go through and afford 
the relief that we are especially entitled to. {e we can not do that, 
if we are forced to join issues with our Eastern friends, who are 
so extremely solicitous for our happiness and our prosperity, and 
our growth and development, who control our incomings and our 
outgoings with such a rece. pats liberality upon their part, we 
shall have to fight it out and protect our own constituents and do 
the best we can. But the Western contingent is in favor of a little 
bit of compromise. 

All legislation, as has often been said, is a compromise; and I 
for one do not want to drop the bone while I am crossing this 
river. aughter.] I want my constituents to have some relief. 
I should like to repeal the entire order relative to reservations, 
but I am afraid we can not do that. Therefore, I would be glad 
to have the Senator from Maryland, who has given me such 
delightful attention when I have been appealing to him [laugh- 
ter], withdraw his point of order. He is taking such a profound 
interest in this matter, and is listening to the debate pro and 
con with that eagerness and with that solicitude that he does upon 
all occasions, that I think he might. withdraw his point of order. 
I am satisfied that he has not heard a single part of the request I 
aes pe = and therefore I will renew it, and see if he can not 
yie it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state that I heard the greater portion of 
the request the Senator from Washin has made with such 
great force, and I am delighted to hear him. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Maryland does me honor 
overmuch; but I am afraid I have madethe usual impression upon 
the Senator from Maryland that I am unfortunately always mak- 
ing. He does not seem to be hastening with that which 
would delight me to withdraw his point of order laughter] and 
let us adopt that which was fea, dar upon by all parties, by the 
Secretary of the Interior, by with the understandin; oF the 
Chief Executive, and by everybody throughout all the Western 
domain, that we shall have some relief. I thinkthe Senator from 
Towa nearest me [Mr. ALLISON] would like to see that adopted. 
He wants RE us relief, 

. GO Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 
Meg WILSON. Certainly; itis always a pleasure to yield to the 
nator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator to appeal to me to 
withdraw the point of order on the amendment as originally of- 
fered, and that it shall stand as originally offered, excluding the 
last modification made by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. As I understand, that is what the Senator desires 


me to do. 

* Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the Senator from South Dakota 
consent to strike out of his amendment that which is printed here 
on page 2, from line 3, after the word ‘‘interests,” down to and 
including the word“ President,” in line 15. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that he use the print 
of April 8, which is the amendment, as I understood from the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, that was ng | oes by the Interior Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that amendment ought to be made, but 
I do not regard this as a very material amendment, because the 
money must go into the Treasury, and if it goes there, it can not 
be got out except by some ific arrangement. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. So far as I am concerned, I am entirel 
willing that this amendment should prevail and that portion with 
regard to the disposition of the money be stricken out, because 
that is a matter that is entirely indifferent and can be attended 
to hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. At any time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. es, at any time. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I am entirely willing that it shall be stricken out. 


Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand that the Senator from South 
Dakota withdraws all of his later amendment, and that we are to 
act upon the amendment as originally presented? 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. The amendment as I offered 
it this morning, with the modification suggested by the Senator 
from Maryland, Iam content with; but Iam not satisfied to with- 
draw that portion of my amendment which vacates these orders. 
We have had enough said already to satisfy me that it is not pro- 
posed to vacate these orders, but it is rather proposed that those 
cities and towns in my State shall be continu reserved and the 
people made criminals if they cut firewood. I can not consent 
to anything of the sort. I am willing, however, to have a sepa- 
rate vote upon the portion of the amendment referred to, and if 
the Senate chooses to vote me down upon that proposition, very 
well; but I never will consent to the continuance of any such in- 
justiee upon as brave and splendid a people as ever occupied any 
country. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
ater Bal now relieve me from sy want of generosity. 

Mr. LISON. As suggested by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Gorman], I move to strike out from the amendment which 
was printed this morning all the words after the word “interests,” 
in Hae 3, on page 2, down to and including the word ‘ President,” 
in line 15. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand the parliamen status of 
the amendment, that which was originally offered is before the 
Senate, and the Senator from South ota moves to amend that 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 2 
PETTIGREW] has proposed an amendment including the lines 
which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has moved to strike 
out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment pending is the amendment 

inted this morning. This morning the Senator from South Da- 

ota proposed to modify that amendment by inserting certain other 
words, I move to strike out the proviso. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The entire proviso? 

Mr. ALLISON. The entire proviso. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Including my modification of this morning, 
which became a part of the amendment, as I understood, by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not know that. I move to strike out the 


viso. 
apais PETTIGREW. Including the modification? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maryland 
withhold his point of order nntil the vote can be taken on striking 
out the proviso from the amendment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that the specific matter to be 
stricken out commences with the word Provided,” in line 3, on 

e 2, and ends with the word President,” in line 15. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the amendment, although 
there has been a modification made by the Senator from South 
Dakota in the last four lines. The words proposed to be stricken 
out of the amendment as modified will be 

The SECRETARY. On page 2 of the amendment, in line 3, after 
the word “interests,” it is proposed to strike out: 


Provided, That the Executive orders and proclamations dated February 
ci setting a and reserving certain lands in the States of Wyoming, 
Utah, Montana, tioi 


not otherwise disposed of, shall, when the 5 —— of said reservations are 

ent may make in reference 
settler or claimant 
id reservations. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment, on which 108 ue and nays are asked for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. : 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts „ LODGE). If he were 
present, he would vote ae song and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] who is 
absent, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr, McENERY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT] and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. Not knowing 
how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I had a pair 
upon the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota with the 
junior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. As I suppose that 

air prone ba thought to apply to such a question as this, I with- 
w my vote. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Minis]. Iwill suggest to the Senator from Delaware that 
we transfer our pairs, so that we may both vote. 

Mr. GRAY. well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts] 
will stand pares with the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], 
and I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. GRAY. nder that arrangement I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], and therefore withhold my vote. 

A Mr. FRYE. The Senator can vote to make a quorum, if he 
esires. ; 

Mr. LINDSAY (after haying voted in the affirmative). I in- 
ame x the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] has 
vo j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

Mr. WILSON (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
Senator from Florida - Pasco] voted? 

Top VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida has not 
voted. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam paired withthat Senator, but I will trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and 
let my votestand. 

Mr. GEAR (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave a 
general pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Satu]. I 
5 8 not see him in the Chamber, and I therefore withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
Mr. GEORGE], but at the request of the Senator from Arkansas 
Mr. Berry] I have transferred that pair to the Senator from 

lorado [Mr. TELLER], who is paired with the Senator from 

Arkansas, and I vote nay EF 

Mr. BERRY. Under t arrangement, my vote in the nega- 
ative may stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—l4. 
Allison, Murphy, Sew: 
Bate, en. Pottas. 8 Senh 
Cullom, Gray, 3 
Fair Hawley, Quay, 
NAYS—2. 
Berry, 4 Perkins, 
Butler, Hansbro 8 Turner, 
on, Heitfeld, > — — 
D: 4 Jones, Nev. Rawlins, Walthall, 
Clark, McBride, h, Wi 
Davis, Mitchell, Shoup, Wellington, 
ins, Morgan, er, White, 
Foraker, elson, Thurston, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—42. 
See ee 2) ee 
n e, e 
— Faulkner, . Platt, Conn. 
parin gon ae ` Platt, N. Y. 
urrow: eorge, nery, 
err, 2, M — Stewart, 
Chandler, ma, — weet 
Chilton Harris, Kans. rtin, ‘etmore, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. Wolcott. 
U. Hoar, Mills, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Morrill, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW}. 

. ALLISON. Mr. President, I offered the amendment which 
has just been voted down, believing it to be the wisest and best 
disposition of this question under the circumstances which I have 
already related and need not repeat. I am satisfied that those 
whom I supposed were of the same opinion have opinions differing 
from my own respecting what ought to be done on the subject, 
and therefore I withdraw all further objection to the amendment 
and will allow the Senator from South Dakota to have it his own 
way. I hope the Senator from Maryland will withdraw his point 
of order u the amendment, 

Mr. GO .I can not consent to withdraw the point of 
order, believing as I do that we ought not to establish the prece- 
dent of 3 appropriation bills to this extent. It would 
be a vicious and bad precedent. Notwithstanding the majority 
of the Senate may be opposed to my views, I can not withdraw 
the point of order. Before it is ruled on, however, in order to 
have it perfected, I trust that by common consent the words on 
page 6 of the amendment, after the word Treasury“ down to 
the word “ Topa in line 7, may be stricken out. That is the 
provision which makes this a permanent fund. I trust that may 


go out. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated, 
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The SECRETARY. After the word Treasury,” in line 4, page 
6, it is proposed to strike out: 
ervations, Aer the direction of the Hearetary of the Luterior, or ae Congress 
may provide. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment to the amend- 
ment which I offered this morning. 

Mr. CARTER. What is the amendment offered this morning? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offered the amendment yesterday, and 
then, as modified, I offered the printed amendment this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be considered agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGRE When we finally vote upon the amend- 
ment, I desire a vote on the amendment as modified by the last 


vote. s 

Mr. CARTER. With reference to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maryland, I am inclined to think its acceptance by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota is somewhat inadvertent. A certain line 
of machinery is provided in the amendment for the government 
and administration of the reservations. It is contemplated that 
the Secretary of the Interior, under and in pursuance of such rules 
as he may prescribe, shall police the forest reservations and cause 
certain trees that are to be sold to be designated and appraised. 
In order to carry out those good purposes and make collection for 
the trees sold, it will be necessary for the Secretary to have at his 
disposal a certain fund upon which he may draw from time to 
time. 

The particular clause referred to by the Senator from Maryland 
provides such a fund, and the amendment does not in any manner 
or form otherwise provide any fund, sum, or amount whatever 
for the execution of the law about to be put into effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a wholly immaterial amendment, be- 
cause at the next session, if we choose, we can cover the money 
into the Treasury absolutely and require an appropriation to be 
made for each and every one of these expenditures. Therefore, 
if it is thought best to make it a separate fund, it can be done at 
the next session just as well as now. The Secretary, under the 
bill, has $150.000 to execute the law. We have provided 

Mr. CARTER. Only for surveys, however. 

Mr. ALLISON, For the surveys. But before the pro law 
comes into play it can be altered in one way or the other. Hence 
I suggested to the Senator from Maryland that this is not an im- 
portant amendment from his point of view, because at the next 
session we can require special appropriations to be made, notwith- 
standing this provision in the pending bill; and so, on the other 
hand, if it remains in the bill, at the next session he can require 
specific estimates to be made for every one of these expenditures, 
and a specific a n to be made for them. 

Mr. ORMAN 8 the Senator will pardon me, that is true: 
but it will require other legislation, and he and I know perfectly 
well from the experience we have passed through that so long as 


there is a fund at the disposal of the Secretary 
Mr. ALLISON. It will be used. 
Mr.GORMAN. Which doesnotrequire any action of Congress 


it can be used in any. way and to any extent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with that. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is unwise legislation, and both parties 
in the past have made great contests upon this very point, and 
finally it was conceded on both sides that in the interest of 
economy and good government Congress ought to hold the purse 
strings. 

Now, if we are to have this legislation, if the Senator from 
Iowa in charge of the bill has made up his mind after the vote 
to permit the amendment to be incorporated in the bill in viola- 
tion, I think, of the rules of the body, in violation of the custom, 
of course I am powerless on this side of the Chamber to prevent 
it; but I think the Senator from Iowa ought to insist at least that 
this clause shall go ont. It involves a matter which has hereto- 
fore been one of great contention. It is a principle to which we 
are committed on both sides, that Congress shall at each session, 
except for the interest on the public debt, appropriate whatever 
money may be necessary, whether the amount is large or small. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lagreewiththat. I think it ought to be done. 

Mr. GORMAN. Therefore I do not see why the Senators on 
the other side, who have so much power in both branches of Con- 
gress, are not content at all events to observe a rule which has 


resulted in an honest administration of the Government and pre- 
vented all sorts of small speculations. 
Mr. CARTER. We will quickly fly to the rescue of that rule 


in order to get a vote this evening particularly. I withdraw any 
objection to the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, in response to the observation made by 


the Senator from Maryland, I will simply say that I have seen 
that a great majority of the Senate are in favor of this legislation, 
and they are so much in favor of it that they are not willing to 
trust our own Secre of the Interior or our own President to 
execute a scheme which was assented to by the States interested 
and by the President and the Secretary of the Interior. That 
being true as to a large majority of the Senate, I withdraw all 
further opposition to the amendment or any portion of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is the 
point of order made by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have the point of order 
submitted to the Senate. 

aa GORMAN. I trust the Chair will decide the point of 
order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that hereto- 
fore it has been the practice in the Senate, at the request of Sena- 
tors, to have points of order like this submitted tothe Senate. The 
Chair is in some doubt whether or not that is a good practice; 
and while having settled convictions as to the adequacy of these 
points of order, it seems to the Chair, in deference to the practice 

eretofore, that the question should be submitted to the Senate. 
So the Chair will submit the question to the Senate in this form: 
A uo 1 in order, and shall it be submitted to the 

un 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 


Mr. HOAR. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lonan]: 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). If the Senator 
from Delaware will permit the pair to remain which was made a 
moment ago, I will vote. Ihave a general pair with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. Under the arrangement with the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, the Senator from Texas will stand paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], and I will vote. 
I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
ie with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 
ith the consent of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], I wi 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and 

vote. I vote AB tt 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. CARTER (when Mr. MANTLE'S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. MANTLE], who is unavoidably absent on account of 
sickness, is paired with the Senator from Texas Nr. Mts]. If 
my colleague were present, he would vote SA 

r. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

r. NELSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] to the fact that my colleague [Mr. Joxxs of 
Arkansas], who has just gone home, informed me that he is 
paired with him. 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote, as I agreed to announce the pair. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to be advised whether the senior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. I 
do not see him in his seat. Not knowing how he would vote on 


this question, I prefer to keep my pair with him. I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—25. 

A Gallinger, Pettigrew, Warren 
Butler, Hansbrough, Prite Wellington, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Rawlins, White, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Roach, Wilson. 
Clark, cBride, Shoup. 

Davis, organ, Thurston, 
Foraker, Perkins, Turner, 
NAYS—23. 
120 8 

on, Tay, „ er, 
Cullom, a ont ead Tilman, 
Fair oar, Pettus, ome 
Frye, Kenney, Proctor, Walthall. 
Gear, y» Quay, : 
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NOT VOTING—4. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Nelson, 

en, Deboe, Kyle, Pe i 
Allison, Earle, Lodge, Platt, Conn. 
Bacon, Elkins, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Faulkner, McMillan, Smith, 
Burrows, orge, Mantle, ` Stewart, 
Caffery, ale, Mason, Teller, 
Chandler, Hanna, Mills, est, 
pies is, Kans. Mitchell, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is declared to be in 
order, and will be submitted to the Senate. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South 
Dakota as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 97, 
after the words “to be immediately available,” inserted on motion 
of the Senator from Iowa a day or two ago, with reference to the 
Lower Mississippi River. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment at the end of line 12, 
page 97, it is proposed to insert: 

And the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may contract for the expendi- 
ture, in advance of appropriations by Congress, of the remainder of the sum 
authorized by the ack entitled “An act making ae nage for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, which became a law in June, vest td any part 
thereof. But he not obligate the Government to gr Snoes ng the sum 
of $2,583,000 for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1899, and a like sum for the year 
ending July 1, 1900. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishould like to have some explanation of the 
amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. In the river and harbor act there were a number 
of continuing contracts. The meaning of the words continuing 
contracts” there used is that the Secretary of War has authority 
to make contracts to the amount therein ified, although only 
a portion of the amount shall be expended during the one year. 
That provision extends to every continuing contract within the 
river and harbor act. It was believed by the Committee on Com- 
merce that the same provision applied to the appropriation for the 
Lower Mississippi River. It was intended to apply to that ex- 

ressly, asit applies to every other continuing contract in the act. 

think it does apply to it. I think that if the law were properly 
construed this amendment would be unnecessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Arkansas to read the 
law as it now stands or have it read. 

Mr. BERRY. When I conclude my remarks then we can have 
it read. I say, if the law were properly construed I think the 
amendment would be unnecessary; but the Secretary of War, by 
reason of certain words, has given a technical construction in this 
case, and this case only, that he can not contract beyond the one 
year for which an appropriation is to be made. The amendment 
simply says that that clause shall be construed as every other con- 
tinuing contract in the bill is construed, and as the Committee on 
Commerce and, I think, the Senate and the House and everybody 
connected with it understood it to mean when the bill was passed. 
That is what the amendment means. 

I spoke to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], this morning. He agrees with 
me that that is what the bill meant; that that is what it was in- 
tended it should mean, and that the amendment ought to be 
adopted. I can see no reason why this provision should not be 
made in regard to this continuing contract the same as in respect 
to every other continuing contract. If there be one place in this 
country now above all others where this construction should be 
placed upon the law it is the Lower pooner hg River. 

The Senate knows and the whole country knows the recent dis- 
astrous floods that have come to that section of the country, of 
the gallant fight made by the people of the States lying on the 
border of the river to save their property, of the generous response 
by Congress unanimously for aid and relief in the time of their 
suffering, and it is believed and we who represent that section 
believe that if the act is construed as it was intended by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce that it should be construed the disaster 
which has recently occurred will not recur during the present 
year. But unless this provision is made, the probabilities are 
that when the June rise comes other works will be swept away, 
and that if the crevasses are not closed, Government works cost- 
ing thousands and tens of thousands of dollars will be destroyed 
because of this clause not being construed as the Committee on 
Commerce intended it should be. 

The Senator from Iowa asks that the law may be read. I have 
not the river and harbor act before me. If the Senator has it, he 
can have it read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have it. Lask the Secretary to read, begin- 
sa Bil the words“ Improving Mississippi River,” on page 212. 

e Secretary read as follows: 

Improving er River from Head of Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 

River, includin es, clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous ex- 


mses of the River Commission: Contin improvement, = 
which sum shall nippi River g under the Mes n g 1 Boorstary of Fax 


in accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations of the 
Mississippi River G as yf beg by the Chief of Engineers, for 
the general improvement of the river, for the building and ing of oh gen 
and for surveys, including the continuation of the survey between Head 
Passes and the head waters of the river, such improvement, surveys, build- 
ing and repairs of levees to be made and carried on in such manner as in 
their opinion shall best improve navigation und promote the interests of com- 
merce at all of the river: Provided, That on and after the passage of 
this act additional contracts may be entered into by the Secre of War 
for such materials and work as may be necessary to carry on continuous! 

the plans of the Mississippi River Commission as aforesaid, or said qontorinke 
may be purchased and work done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for 
as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not excee in 
the aggregate paa „exclusive of the amount herein ee 7 marae - 
vided further, t for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, said contracts, and 
materials purchased, and work done other than by contract shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of $625,000, and thereafter shall not exceed the sum of $2,583,333 


1 for three years beginning July 1, 1807: Provided further, That the 


money hereby appropriated and authorized to be expended in pursuance of 
d contracts, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended in 
the construction of suitable dredge boats and other devices and appliances, 
and in the maintenance and operation of the same, with the view of ultimately 
obtaining and maintaining a navigable channel from Cairo down, not less than 
25% feet in width and 9 feet in depth at all periods of the year except when 
navigation is closed by ice. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit that it is hardly a fair construction 
of these provisos to say that the entire contract could be made at 
any time by the Mississippi River Commission. My understand- 
ing of the provision relating to the Mississippi River at the time 
was that it was taken out of the contract provisions and that only 
a certain sum could be expended each year and contracted for 
each year. Where contracts have been made by the Secretary of 
War there has been a supervision over them which does not pre- 
vail as tothe Mississippi River Commission. Of course we are all 
immensely interested in the improvement of that river. 

lam certainly as much interested in it as the Senator from Ar- 
kansas can be, but it seems to me this provision only allows the 
contracts to be made from year to year, while, if I understand the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, it authorizes 
the entire contract for $8,000,000, or so much thereof as may re- 
main unexpended, to be made. 

Inasmuch as the Mississippi River Commission expends very 
largely of this sum without the intervention of contracts, I fear 
very much that if the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas should prevail, we would find ourselves pn 1 to pro- 
vide additional appropriations for the million and a half dollars a 
year because of the fact that the contracts have been made and 
the money expended at . places and on particular im- 
provements, whereas other large improyements will be found 
necessary from year to year. If the amendment has come, as I 
understand it has, from the Committee on Commerce, I do not 

cially wish to antagonize it, but I think it is a dangerous pro- 
vision to insert. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say simply a word in relation to the 
amendment. The reason why the appropriations for the Missis- 
Ged River were placed under the contract system in the language 
ordinarily used for the contract system was because the Commis- 
sion were necessarily compelled to expend large sums of money 
which could not be expended through a contract. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. That was undoubtedly true; and the special pro- 
viso in the law indicates how much they may expend; for instance 
one for $600,000 may be expended in certain directions. But 1 
am satisfied that when the committee drafted that law, they under- 
stood that the Mississippi River Commission might make contracts 
for everything outside of the special designations in the act where 
they should expend for materials, and so forth, providing that it 
did not exceed in any one year the sum of $2,600,000, if that is the 
amount. 

For instance, there is a provision that they may expend $600,000 
in the purchase of materials or something else. As a matter of 
course, in making a contract, they would exclude that $600,000 
from the contract; they would not make the contract for the 
entire amount of $6,200,000 per year, because they would be 
obliged to exclude the $600,000. e committee could not use the 
language ordinarily used, but I think it was in the discretion of 
the Commission to make contracts or not, as it is in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of War in all cases not to make a contract 
unless he pleases. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. If I understand the Senator correctly, he states 
that the Committee on Commerce intended that the law should 
mean just what it will be absolutely certain it does mean if this 
amendment is adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that to be the meaning of it; but it 
is still in the discretion of the Commission to make a contract or 


not, just as 5 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, sup the Commission, under the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, chooses to 
make a contract for the $2,333,000, and in addition to that a con- 
tract for the $2,500,000 for the two succeeding years, and then it 
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nditures to be made 


will be found necessary for additional e 
without the intervention of a contract, we shall be called upon next 
ear, in the river and harbor bill, to make additional appro - 


ons to cover that amount. I would have no objection to allow- 
ing a portion of this to be contracted for; I think it would be an 
ssy thing to do; but the Committee on Commerce, in the river 
and harbor bill. provided that $600,000 for a particular year should 
be reserved and expended without the intervention of a contract. 

The amendment of the Senator from Arkansas authorizes the 
whole of this sum to be expended by contract and leaves nothing 
for the Commission to expend, as it is bound to expend, with their 
enormous fleet of dredge boats now on the Mississi pi River, 
which the Government has paid for, and it also has paid for anim- 
mense amount of machinery and owns the machinery, and labor 
is hired by the Commission itself to carry cut the work without 
the intervention of a contract. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not hear the amendment read. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment proposed that the whole sum 
may be contracted for by the Commission, as I understand it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Without delay. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without đelay. 

Mr. FRYE. They may expend the whole of it, because the law 
itself provides that for material, dredge boats, and all that sort 


of thing 

Mr. BERRY. All those exceptions are made in the bill, and 
the amendment does not change that in any respect. It is simply 
the construction given, that these may be made with the other 
continuing contracts subject to the limitations. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read the amendment again, and the Senator from Maine 
will see that no such construction can be given as the Senator 
from Iowa would imply. 

I or the Senator from Iowa will let the amendment go into 
the bill. That will bring the matter into conference, and if there 
it is necessary to word it differently this right to d may be 
reserved. Noone wants to cripple the Commission, Noone wants 
to fix it in such way as to require an additional appropriation. 
But we want that portion of the river to have the same rights and 
the same privileges that every other continuing contract in the 
bill has, subject to the limitations named by the Senator from 
Iowa, and as the committee intended it. 

We do not think it is fair, because the Secre' of War has 

ven this technical construction, that at this time of 

eir greatest distress and trouble gees of the river should 
be construed out of a position on an equality with the balance of 
the continuing contracts. I trust the Senator from Iowa will 
let the amendment go in the bill. He will be on the conference; 
the House members can take it up; and if it is necessary to make 
any limitation about the amount to be expended for dredging or 
for ert ae I shall have no objection. 

Mr. N. Mr. President 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to hear the amendment, if the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will allow it to be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. Add after the amendment adopted on page 

97, after line 12: 

And the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may contract for the expendi- 
ture, in advance of a) tions by Congress, of the remainder of the sum 
authorized by the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the con- 

ction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
“which became a law in June, 1896, or any 
pasi the: 5 not obligate the Government to 3 

sum of $2,553,000 for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1800, and a sum for 
the year ending July 1, 1900. 

Mr. FRYE. I think there should be something added to that 
amendment. I think he should also be limited or controlled in 
making the contracts by the limitations contained in the act of 
1896. I do not think he should be deprived of the power to buy 
dredges and machinery. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no such purpose, nor do I believe it has 
ga Foie effect. 

r. FRYE. Iam afraid that the Senator from Iowa is right in 
relation to sw g that it would have that effect. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no such purpose as that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only object I have as this appro- 

riation is that we shall have it so fairly limited from year to 
r that the Mississippi River Commission may make the neces- 
sary expenditure at places that require such expenditure, but that 
they can not contract for the whole of the expenditure for two or 
three years. In other words, if this is allowed, the Mississippi 
River Commission has it within its power to contract for the whole 
of this sum, amounting to nearly $6,000,000, and it may be ex- 
ded, if the contractor wishes to expend it, within the next 
al year, or and a half, or even this fiscal year, and the 
Government will be stranded as respects the necessary current 
appropriations that go on from year to year. 
. CULLOM. And it will be compelled to make new ones. 
Mr. ALLISON, And it will be compelled to make new ones. 
Mr. BERRY. There is no such purpose, 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand that there is no such purpose. 

Mr. BERRY. , The Commission can give it no such construction. 
The Commission construed it as authorizing a continuing contract. 
It made the apportionment upon that part before the Secretary of 
War made his ruling, and reserved the money to be used for the 
expenditure of which the Senator speaks. It has no thought of 
giving such a construction to if, It is my opinion that the limita- 
tion in other parts of the bill will prohibit it absolutely, 

But I want the amendment to go in in such a way that when 
the Senator from Iowa is on the committee of conference he can 
do justice to that section of the river, and not make a distinction 
between it and all other continuing contracts throughout the 
country. ecially, I repeat, at this particular time it seems 
ungracious that the Senator from Iowa should object to giving 
that part of the river an equal chance with other continuing con- 
tracts, of course with the exceptions named by the Senator from 
Maine for dredging purposes, for the boats, and whatever other 


5 rt! arise. 
. ALLISON. I only desire that we shall have the amend- 
ment when it is placed in the bill in such a shape as that we can 
protect this appropriation continuously. I am not ungracious 
about the Mississippi River—I do not intend to be so, at least—but 
I think it is wise enough for us to guard this measure as well as 
we can, so as not to increase from year to year the aggregate 
appropriations made for the river. Imight be willing to increase 
em upon a proper showing, but I do not like to do it at the tail 
end of the sundry civil bill when it involves so large a sum of 
money. However, I leave it to the Commerce Committee to regu- 
late the matter as they choose. 

Mr. FRYE. How will this do: 

And the Secretary of War, in discretion, le 
ture, in advance 98 . 8 che 9 
authorized by the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers, and for 
other purposes,” which became a law in June, 1896, or any part thereof— 


Here I add the words: 

Subject, however, to all the provisions and limitations of said act. 

Then the amendment goes on: 

But he shall not obligate the Government to 
$2,583. 000 for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1500, and a like eum tor the nese 
ending July 1, 1900. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may do, but there should be some desig- 
nation or indication to the Mississippi River Commission that 
they shall not contract the whole of this money away, but shall 
reserve some of it for the flood that will come next year or the 
year following. They have now two million and a half dollars to 
expend, and all I desire is that it may ba so guarded that the 
current and absolutely necessary expenditures from year to year 
may be paid out of this appropriation, so that it can not be said 
that all the money has been eee away for a particular spot 
at a particular place on that t river. 

Mr. FRYE. I think this would do it. If it does not, the com- 
a Viga of conference in its wisdom can frame a provision that 
will suit. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas „ BERRY]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 59, line 7, I move to strike out the 
words“ the pas of said act” and insert July 1, 1896.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, line 7, after the words prior to,” 
it is proposed to strike out the words the passage of said act” 
and insert ‘‘July 1, 1896;” so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to pay from the appro- 
priation for forested lands of the United States, act of June II, 1896, such 
expenses not ex $1,000 as may have been incurred by members of the 
commission from the National Academy of Sciences prior to July 1, 1806. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask to have a vote upon the amend- 
ment which was reconsidered at the request of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] relating to the Bering Sea. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, after line 15, insert: 


for the pares ol 

may deem desirable to better a life and the seal 
United States, with a view to the final settlement of the question. $25.000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, to be available during the fiscal 
1897 and 1898. The provisions as to the detail of Government officers 
employees, ent of their expenses, detail of vessels, and employment and 
expenses con in said resolution of June 8, } are 
—— es made applicable to the fiscal year 1898: Provided, 
ever, experts who may be detailed from the service on this 


1897. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 927 


work shall during such detail be paid their regular salary out of this appro- 
priation, and in addition thereto their actual expenses and $5 per day each 
as extra compensation during the period of their absence from gton 


While employed upon this work. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think that this amendment is clearly 
subject to a point of order, but I am not going to make a point of 
order against it. I should think, however, that those Senators 
who are so anxious on that question would at once, and properly, 
attach it. However, if no point of order is made against the 
amendment, I offer a substitute for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment introduced as a 
substitute by the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


American to the Asiatic shores, and the methods of slaughtering the same, 
and i t further regulations, if any, on land and sea, 


It such commission shall deem it n to visit the shores on the 
American and Asiatic side of the North c Ocean, Be Sea, Pribilof 
nds, ander Islands, Kurile Islands, and Robben Island, or any other 
— on or near the North Pacific Ocean and Baring Sea, the t may 
etail a ship of the United States to convey any or all of said commissioners, 
wich the ships of ther of said other nations. 

The members of said commission for the United States shall be a ted 
by the President. In addition to their necessary they each 
receive compensation at the rate of not more than per annum; a secre- 

and atstenographer may also bea: ted for said members of the United 
Sta at such com on, in addition to their expenses, as 
may be determined to be reasonable by the President. In addition thereto 

United States shall bear its 53 of such general expenses of the 
commission as the respective Governments may agree upon as necessary. 
The said commissioners for the United States, and other employees as afore- 
said, shall serve until the completion of their report, hereinafter referred to. 
They may be removed by the President at any time, and he ma, i ued 
their successors whenever any vacancy shall occur by death, inability ac 
— e eS SEE cause. ey report tothe President the results o 
their inv ion. 

That pen ng the investigation and report of said commission.the Presi- 
dent of the United States is hereby authorized to conclude and proclaim a 
modus vivendi with said Governments, or any of them, providing for new 
regulations or nding or altering the g sopoia ons ed by 
the Paris Tribunal, or limiting thecatch on the Pribilof, Commander, Kurile, 
and Robben islands, or any of them, in any manner that may be deemed ex- 

ent for the preservation of the fur-seal herd. Said modus vivendi, and 
terms of said commissioners, shall expire by limitation, unless previ- 
ously terminated, on the Ist day of January, 1808. 

That the provisions of the act ap roved A 6, 1804, providing punish- 
ment by fine, imprisonment, and forfeiture of vessels for violation of the 
articles of award of the Tribunal of Arbitration, are hereby made applicable 
to all violations of the modus vivendi herein provided for; and its be the 
4 e 3 to make known by proclamation the provisions of said 
modus vivendi. 

That all needful expenses incident to the a tment, investigation, and 
report of the said commission, as herein pro ed for, shall be a the 
Secretary of the Treasury, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise be el cine a which amount is here cd 9 glare 

That if the modus vivendi authorized by section 2 of be not con- 
cluded, and regulations under the same, effectual in the judgment of the 
President for 1 the Alaskan seal herd, be not ppo into operation for 
this year’s sealing season, then the Secretary of the Treasury, with the ap- 
—.— of the President, is hereby authorized to take and kill each and every 

seal, male and female, as it may be found on the Pribilof Islands; the skins 
of said seals to be sold th to time and 
place of sale as he may elect, and a ees thereof cov into the Treas- 
= bo uns S eee, 5 FFF 
oroug ‘ormance of this work of killing seals, Cann | and transpor- 
tation of erection of necessary buildings, emp nt of labor, care of 
— by. the . Treas- 
ury shall be paid by him, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise ‘opriated, wi riated: 
Provided also, That nothing in the Revised Statutes, sections Nos. 1960 and 
A contained shall prevent the Secretary of the Treasu: 
authority herein conferred upon him to take and kill said seals, but oth- 
erwise said sections shall remain in full force and operation. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
offered the amendment what, in his understanding, is the distinc- 
tion between an authority to the President of the United States 
to with a foreign government to appoint a commission and 
bind the United States to pay a certain on of the expenses and 
to agros upon 4 modus vivendi which is to bind the Government 
in all its future actions and a treaty which requires the assent of 
two-thirds of the Senate? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment which I have offered was 
reported to this body by the unanimous vote of the Committee on 
3 Relations, of which the Senator from Massachusetts is a 
member 

Mr. HOAR. It must be the committee of some other body than 
of the Senate, then. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the form of a bill which had passed the 
House of Representatives. I presume that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations satisfied themselves with regard to the question raised 
by the Senator from Massachusetts and were convinced that this 
‘was proper legislation, and therefore they reported it to this body. 
It was pending here, I understand. Perhaps there were some 
objections to it, but a majority of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations proposed this amendment in the form of a bill which 
the House of Representatives at the last session of Congress. So 
whatever of question might be raised in respect to the power and 


— 5 of the President to do these things was decided by them. I 
„therefore, not go into that question. 

Mr. President, we entered into an agreement by which we arbi- 
trated this matter 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment, I make the point of order 
upon the amendment that it is new legislation and has not been 
recommended by any committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I expected that a point of order would be 
made against it. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose itis hardly worth while to explain 
the amendment. I am entirely willing to hear the Senator, but 
it is a clear case. 

Mr. PETTIGREW The amendment offered by the chairman 
of the committee I presume is as much subject to a point of order 
as this, and I offer it as a substitute. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me a moment, I will say that the amendment offered by me is an 
amendment in pursuance of an estimate made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury and a recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which I have here. 

. PETTIGREW. But it comes from no committee of this 


y. 
Mr. MORGAN. That does not make any difference. 
Mr. ALLISON. It does. It comes from the Committee on 
ATR riations. 
r. PETTIGREW. IS it rted by the Committee on Ap- 
prop tions, I should like to the chairman? 
. ALLISON. It is reported by the chairman of the commit- 


tee. 

ar PETTIGREW. The committee never considered it, how- 
ever 

Mr. ALLISON. Not in the committee room. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was authorized, however, by the committee, 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis authorized. Every member of the com- 
mittee except the Senator from South ‘ota authorized me to 


report it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I was not aware of that fact. However, 
I will not urge that contention. 

Mr. ALLISON. Otherwise I should not have presented it. I 
do not report from the committee things that the committee are 
not willing that I should report, I will say to the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I was not aware that it was ever con- 
sidered or discussed. I am well aware that the Senator from 
Towa always pursues the course of propriety, and the committee 
are always safe in his hands. I simply was not aware of the fact 
that members of the committee had seen. I know I had not 
been consulted in regard to it. I supposed I had always been 
present at the meetings of the committee, and I did not remem- 
ber that it had been submitted to any meeting of the committee. 
However, I think what the Senator has done is entirely proper, 
and I have no objection to it. 

Mr. s there is a regular estimate from the Depart- 
ment, the report of the committee is not needed, Either alterna- 
tive will answer, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, under the provisions 
adopted by the Paris Tribunal, after the Ist of August in the 
Bering Sea anyone who chooses can take the life of the seals out- 
side of an area of 60 miles wide around those islands. The result 
is that the provisions for the protection of seal life are entirely 
useless, that thousands of the seals are killed every year in Bering 
Sea, and that their children starve to death u those islands. 

Last year we sent up men to investigate this subject, and they 
repo that 20,000 young seals starved to death because their 
mothers had been killed at sea. The yonr before just27,000 starved 
to death. The year before that nearly an equal number. So seal 
life is rapidly disappearing. Within two seasons more not a seal 
will be left. Are we going to sit idly by and allow this cruel thing 
to be done? 

We have a to the British Government to amend these 
regulations. In January, 1895, the Secretary of State addressed a 
letter to the representative of the British Government, asking 
that Government to to an amendment of those Paris regula- 
tions by which seal life could be protected. In that letter the 
Secretary of State said that during the season of 1894 142,000 of 
those seals had been killed by pelagic sealers. These figures are 
undisputed, The British Government refused to enter into any 
negotiation whatever. This year I gain from the newspapers the 
information that another effort has been made in that direction. 
Here is a telegram from London of April 30: 

The foreign office has 0 ly of 
cope er ae is on er ot eee ers Be 


pa b As se British premier’s reply is in the negative, on 
I haves ee 

Now we propose to sit by and see this thing again gone over 
this year, and wait until the ist of August, moe the young seals 
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are upon the islands and unable to fish for themselves or to take 
care of themselves, and see these Canadian butchers again destroy 
the mother seals, and we look on helplessly and see the young seals 


starved to death. It seems to me it is time we took steps in the di- 
rection to protect our interests and stop this barbarous butchery. 

My amendment Fis Brey that unless the British Government 
between now and the Ist of August agrees to some provision by 
which seal life may be saved pending negotiations for future pro- 
tection, we shall destroy every seal which lands upon the islands. 
We destroy large numbers now; we take them for their skins. 
The killing is brutal enough, but it is no more brutal to kill all 
than to kill the twenty or thirty thousand which we do kill. It 
is less brutal than to allow the young of these seals to starve to 
death upon those islands. If we pass the amendment, the British 
Government will do something to protect seal life, and it will be 
unnecessary to kill them. If we do not pass it, they will destroy 
every seal, and the world will witness the spectacle of the people 
of the United States sitting idly by while the seals starve to death. 

Here is an interview with one of the seal hers in London by 
an Associated Press representative. This is from Victoria. He 
says: f 

Every vessel leaving for the Bering Sea is properly cleared by the British 


authorities and the custom-house, and it is shameful that a large and impor- 


tant industry should be killed by the overbearing conduct of American mo- 
no and the weakness of the British Government. 

ut in spite of all this, the Victorian sealers are determined to have their 
rights. e intend to fit out vessels for ene. as long as there is a seal left. 
Of course, if the close of the season be extended to the end of August, the 
weather will render „ but it is ridiculous to suppose that 
any British Government agree to such an arrangement. 


It appears that our Government asked, then, to extend the time 
from the 1st to the last of August, and that even that modification 
has been rejected by the British Government. Under those cir- 
cumstances, it seems to me, we can not do less than to provide 
that we will take and destroy that seal life and stop this barbarous 
butchery, unless they will agree to some provision which shall 

rotect the seals. It is idle to send commissioners there longer. 

e sent some one there last year, who went and spent the sum- 
mer upon the islands, and, after reciting the destruction of seal 
life, his only recommendation was that we should brand the seals. 

After reciting that 27,000 seals starved to death and that some 
fifty or siriy thousand were taken by pelagic sealers, after clearly 
indicating that seal life would soon become extinct, the proposi- 
tion was that we shonld brand the seals so as to make the hides 
worthless! A ridiculous proposition, impossible of accomplish- 
ment, idle and silly in every respect. Will the branded seal in 
the waters inform the sealer that he is branded? The regulation 
ought also to provide that the seals should carry an American flag. 
Pen) Besides, the branding of the seals will not destroy 

e hides. There is not a seal skin that is not cut into strips and 
sewed for the purpose of making it firm, so that it will not get out 
of sha They can cut out the brand when they sew up the 
wound of the spear with which the seals are killed. 

The amendment offered by the committee proposes to investi- 

te seal life on those islands. We have investigated until we 
— . that the seals are disappearing. In 1890 there were a mil - 
lion seals. Last year the number was decreased to less than 
400,000. In two years more there will not be a seal left. There- 
fore I appeal to the Senate to take steps which comport with the 
dignity and power of this Government and stop the inhuman prac- 
tice going on in Bering Sea every summer. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator, I think, must be in 
error in cag his that the amendment has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I can not find from any member of 
the committee on the floor of the Senate that they remember any 
such thing. The Senator is also mistaken in supposing that I am 
a member of that committee. 

It seems to me very clear that a proposition that the President 
of the United States should conclude negotiations with three gov- 
ernments which bind this Government not only to appoint com- 
missioners, but to pay a certain share of the expenses of the commis- 
sioners appointed by sein 8 and the general expenses 
of a commission in which foreign governments take part, is an 
authority to conclude a treaty. And further, that a provision 
that the President of the United States may agree with three or 
four foreign governments by a modus vivendi which binds this 
Government to compel its citizens to a certain course of conduct, 
and makes it accountable to foreign governments if they do not, 
in consideration of that agreement, accept a like agreement from 
them, is also clearly authority to conclude a treaty; and nobody 
will question, I suppose, that it is new legislation, not like an 
original amendment reported from a committee as to the method 
of carrying out existing law. I therefore raise the point of order 


on the amendment at this time. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that I am not mistaken about 
the fact that the Committee on Foreign Relations reported a bill 


in substance the same as the pending amendment two years ago, 


after it had passed the House of Representatives and come to this 
body. It was on the Calendar a long time, and we tried to get it 
up and have it passed in the last hours of the session, but certain 
Senators objected to its consideration, and therefore it was im- 
possible to it under our rules. 

Mr. HOAR. I insist on the point of order, Mr. President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the fact referred to by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota . PETTIGREW] is plain an itive 
evidence that this is new legislation ae an appropriation bill, 
ma han not buy sort ot a wit 97 7 bill ‘The Commit- 

on Forei ations two years ago did report by a majori 
of the 9 a bill which came over from the fisted of z 
resentatives for the destruction of the fur seals in the event that 
Great Britain did not consent to certain conditions. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand that such a bill was reported and 
was pending. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say two years ago it was reported and I put 
in a minority report. I have always flattered myself that the ma- 
jority of the committee did not call up the bill because they could 
not get over the facts of the minority report. That has always 
been a sort of soothing reflection to me. t proves beyond all 
controversy that this is a subject of independent legislation, be- 
cause the Houses have heretofore dealt with it as independent leg- 
islation. We have record evidence of that fact here now so far as 
nec The Senator from South Dakota now proposes to take 
that bill just as it passed the committee two years ago and incor- 
porate it in an amendment to an appropriation bill, which proves 
= proposition beyond all question that it is entirely new legis- 
ation. 

I have not anything to say about the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], because as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations he had the authority not only of 
his own committee to report it, but he also had an estimate for the 
amendment which he proposes here, which puts his amendment 
clearly in order; but the amendment of the Senator from South 
Dakota can not be in order. 

More than that, Mr. President, as suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], this amendment proposes to confer 

wers upon the President of the United States which are con- 

erred simply by the Constitution. Beyond that the President of 
the United States is now exercising those powers. He now hasa 
1 5 commissioner appointed for the purpose of treating with 
reat Britain, with Russia, and with Japan upon this very sub- 
ject, and heis engaged in this work, The Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee have been invited to meet him to-morrow morning for the 
purpose of taking some advice back and forth in regard to the sub- 
ject of his mission. 

More than that, there is a modus vivendi provided for in this 
amendment. That is a subject entirely within reach of the Pres- 
ident and the Senate as the pba arbre 1 2 85 It is not legis- 
lative at all; and the Senate as a legislative y has not anything 
to do with that. 

It seems from the statement the Senator makes, the proposition 
for a modus vivendi has already been rejected by Great Britain. 
8 that is so, why are we running and making an overture 
to Great Britain in this amendment to renew a modus vivendi 
that they have already rejected? 

Then the Senator says that there is no occasion for a commission 
here. The men who went there before and made their report said 
they wanted to go back and make a further examination; that 
et were not certain as to the cause of the disappearance of the 
seals. They want to make a further examination. They are the 
very best scientists we have in the United States. The Depart- 
ment, after looking over this subject with very t care, has 
sent an estimate here for this appropria don, Why should we 
oe it? Weare not losing anything by making a further inves- 
tigation. 

yond that, the amendment proposed by the Senator requires 
an investigation to be made by a joint commission between the 
United States and Great Britain. Not only so, but it proposes to 
investigate a subject that the Paris Tribunal voted down. What 
is that? The subject of the right of the Government of Great 
Britain to participate with us in the regulation of the fur-seal 
fisheries on our own land, on our own pro That was never 
admitted. It was voted down. The effort was made by the 
British commissioners and the British attorneys to get it, but the 
tribunal refused to concede it. It has always been denied most 
strenuously by the United States Government that the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain could, without our consent, send anybody 
there, or that they could 5 with us at all in the regula- 
tion of a at rty that we control under our own statutes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not understand the proposition the 


Senator said was rejected. Was that the proposition that the seals 


were not pro ? 
Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Or that it was not a closed sea? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand, a point of order has been made, 
Mr. President, though I do not want to cut off the Senator—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill not say anything more, but I thought 
I would say a word in 1 ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair), The 
Chair will state that Senators are ing out of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it has been customary, I 
believe, always to discuss a subject pending a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. By unanimous consent. I have but very 
little which I care to say about this matter, but the amendment 
which I have offered is the bill in substance, modus vivendi and 
all, which was reported to this body by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations March 4, 1896, by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
without amendment, and embracing the amendment I have 
offered. 

I have discovered another thing—we legislate on appropria- 
tion bills whenever we want to, and whenever there is no 
answer to an amendment the point of order is always raised. I 
will read the portion of the bill to which I refer. It is as follows: 

i commission the Presi- 
dent of 2 Un hoa Baten. po geome eat Se be Pg conclude and proclaim a 
Doaa O ine are cticetter tes extn Taa DA beta 
the Paris Trib or limiting the catch on the Pribilof, Commander, Kurile. 
and Robben islands, or any of them, in any manner that may 
ex ent for the preservation of the fur-seal herd. Said modus vivendi 
and the terms of said commissioners shall expire by limitation, unless pre- 
viously terminated, on the Ist day of January, 1898. 

Word for word the words of the amendment are the same as 
those of the bill reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. If the committee acted without investigating the subject— 
I have sometimes thought that perhaps the Committee on Foreign 
Relations does not investigate any subject before them—and re- 
ported the bill to this body as a separate bill, the provisions of it 
are good enough for an amendment. I am well aware that the 
amendment is subject to the point of order. I know I can not 
contend against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will decide that the 
pn of order made by the Senator from Massachusetts pe 

OAR] as against the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is well taken. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us have a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions Ear. ALLISON}. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. THURSTON. I move to amend, in line 23, on page 45, at 
the end of the clause making appropriations for the Omaha Expo- 
sition, by inserting the words “to be immediately available.” 

Mr. LISON. I agree that that amendment may be made. 

The amendment was nerag to. 

Mr. THURSTON. Ialso propose another amendment, which 
was offered and agreed to as a part of the sundry civil bill when 
it was ed by the Senate at the last session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 73, after line 14, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Domestic rođuction: To enable the Secre of Agricul - 
tinue ing i | hii en the p: 5 made in the sentation ae 3 
sugar from beets and sorghum, including the area of available lands adapted 
thereto by irrigation or otherwise, and to investigate all other matters con- 
cerning the same; for cost of labor, traveling and other expenses, $5,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, if the Secretary will turn to page 129, I ask 
that na matter be considered which came over at my request from 
yesterday. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the provision might be read as amended 
so far as it has gone. 

Therap G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The SECRETARY. As amended the clause reads: 

And to carry out this purpose the President of the United States is au- 
thorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
commission, to consist of one engineer from the Corps of Engineers of the 
United States Army, one engineer from the engineers of the Navy, who may 
be taken from the active or retired list, and one engineer from civil life, ete. 

Mr. HALE. On page 129, after the words “ consist of,” in line 
10, I move to strike out down to and including the word “life,” 
in line 18, and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the clause making appropriations for the 
Nicaragua Canal Commission, on page 129, line 10, after the words 
consist of,” it is proposed to strike out: 


One e eer from the Corps of Engineers of the United States ar one 
CH 


engineer from the engineers of the Navy, and one engineer from 
XXX—59 


for new: 


And insert: 


Five personseminent in engineering skill, one of whom shall be an engineer 
from the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army and one other shall 
be an engineer from engineers of the United States Navy, who may be taken 
from the active or retired list. 

‘sp COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator to say either of 
whom. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; let it read either or both of whom may be 
taken from the active or retired list.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be made. 

Mr. HALE. In addition to that, and at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who has given great atten- 
tion to this subject-matter, after the words“ eminent in engi- 
neering skill” I will insert the words at least one of whom;” so 
that the President may be left a discretion in the appointment of 
this commission of five, if he believes it desirable, to select two 
engineer officers of the Army. That, perhaps, will make it more 
in accord with the sentiments of Senators who believe that the 

nderating force of this commission ought to be from the 
gular Army and Navy. 

I do not agree to that proposition as a matter of belief and as 
expedient legislation, but rather than prolong the controversy I 
am willing to make that amendment, so that in case my amend- 
ment is adopted it will provide for a commission of five, one of 
whom, at least, shall be from the Engineer Corps of the Army, 
active or retired, one from the engineers of the Navy, and the 
remainder, of course, will be from civil life, whichever the President 
decides he will appoint, one or two from the Army. Iam willing 
to modify my amendment in that way, and hope that it may be 
3 by the Senate, so as to leave that discretion to the Presi- 

ent. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator allows members of the commission to 
be taken from the retired list as well. 

Mr. HALE. That is in the amendment already. It includes 
either the active or retired list. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator his amendment now in the 
form he wants it? 

Mr. HALE. It is, as I have now modified it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read, then, as he 8 it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 129, line 10, after the words ‘‘ consist 
of,” it is proposed to strike out: 

One engineer from the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, one 
engineer from the engineers of the Navy, and one engineer from civil life. 

And insert: 

Five persons eminent in engineering skill, at least one of whom shall be from 
the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, and one other shall be an 


engineer from be engineers of the | nic -tates Navy, eitner, or all of whom, 
may be taken from the active or retired list. 

Mr. HALE. Then I think I would strike out an engineer from 
the engineers,” so that the naval officer may be selected from 
any of the great naval officers, because the Engineer Corps of the 
Navy is not correspondent to the Engineer Corps of the Army in 
its purpose. The President may select one of the great superior 
officers of the Navy, whether he is in the engineer or line corps. 
I think that is an improvement. I suggest that we strike out the 
words ‘‘an engineer from the engineers and insert shall be from 
the United States Navy.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest the 
words, “ officer of the United States Navy.” 

Mr. HALE. That is better, of course. Say ‘‘shall be an offi- 
cer of the United States Navy.” That is very proper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The erie cara Itis proposed to amend the amendment so as 
to read: 

Five persons eminent in engineering skill, at least one of whom shall be an 
engineer from the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army and one 
other be an officer of the United States Navy, either or all of whom may 
de taken from the active or re list. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the whole paragraph be read. 

The SEcRETARY. If amended, the paragraph will read: 

And to carry out this purpose the President of the United States is anthor- 
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a commis- 
sion, to consist of five persons eminent in engineering skill, at least one of 
whom shall be an engineer from the Corps of Engineers of thé United States 
3 and one other shall be an officer of the United States Navy, either or 
all of whom may be taken from the active or retired 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr, President, I myself very much prefer the 
Dill as it stands in the matter of the number and description of 
the officers—an officer of the Army, an officer of the Navy, and 
an engineer from civil life. Of course I have full confidence in 
the discretion of the President. He can create the commission so 
that a majority will be composed of engineers of the Army. I 
shall individually vote against the Senator’s amendment, aay am 
satisfied with the bill as it stands. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
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will not prevail. I do not know what action the President may 
take when the commission is appointed, but so far as the Senate 


is concerned, we shall certain giving him an opportunity to 
appoint a commission that will be composed entirely of officers 
and other engineers no one of whom need be an active officer in 
the Army or Navy. Iam not ready to admit that the best engi- 
neering skill of the country is outside of the corps of Army and 


Navy engineers. i ‘ 
On the contrary, I have absolute and entire confidence in the 
skill and knowl of these officers, and I do notthink weshould 


ass the amendment in this shape, which says, so far as the Senate 
is concerned, that all the commissioners may be taken outside of 
the commissioned officers of the Army and the Navy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Three of them. 

Mr. PASCO. All of them may be taken from the retired list or 
from civil life outside of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. HALE. I made the modification to include the retired list 
at the suggestion of many Senators who did not want to be con- 
„ there is one ial case of great merit 
where everybody seemed to be in accord with the proposition that 
the officer should be on the commission. That clause was not in 
my original proposition, and I modified it to get the general con- 
sent of the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO, When the board was to be so composed that a 
majority would be army and navy officers of the United States, 
that was a very proper provision. But the way it reads now, so 
far as the Senate is concerned, it makes it possible to fill the com- 
mission without the appointment of a single active officer of the 
Army or the Navy, and for one I am not di to vote for any 
such commission, I feel disposed to test the question by a yea- 
and-nay vote, so that we may see whether by the action of the 
Senate it is to be made ible to exclude the officers of the Army 
in active service from this commission. 

Mr. HALE. I have certain well-defined views, which I have 
stated, about a majority of the commission being from civilian 
life, but I have modified and yielded to the opinions of other Sen- 
ators,and have left the whole matter discretionary with the Presi- 
dent. Certainly the officers of the Army will gain nothing in 
Congress by a stubborn and determined fight against every propo- 
sition to admit civilians. C is not in sympathy with any- 
thing of that kind. I tell the r from Florida that it is not 
helping the status of the Army and the re; of the 
Army, and the sympathy that is felt for them, and the natural 
confidence in their integrity and capacity, by insisting upon keep- 
ing civilian life out of these great commissions and upon leaving 
them entirely in the control of army officers. 

I am to test the sense of the Senate, but when the Sen- 
ator says at this hour that in his blind advocacy of army officers 
he is bound to have a yea-and-nay vote, when we know there is 
not a quorum of the Senate present, he is simply obstru: busi- 
ness in the interest, as he thinks, of army officers. Iam willing to 
take a vote of the Senate without calling for the yeas and nays 
and without ae tha question of a quorum. 

Mr. PASCO. I did not state that I would insist u 9 

ws 


ws roposition with which he started yesterday morning. 


lutely to leave the nderating force in the civilian branch of 
the commission. Now I leave it discretionary with the President 
to make a majority army officers, if he chooses. It is an entirely 
different osifion. 1 made this proposition after conference 
with several tors. 

Mr. PASCO. It seems to me that it is substantially the propo- 
sition which was offered in the first place by the Senator from 
Maine. The proposition offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
met with the general approval of the Senate and of the most of 
those who have taken a great interest in 333 important work, 
and I still think the clause in the form in which it now stands in 
the bill, substantially the presses that was favored by the 
Senator from Connecticut, should beretained. I think no further 
amendment is necessary than that which has already been made, 
and I regret very much that the Senator from Maine insists upon 

ing the commission, and enlarging it in such a way as to 

make it ible to omit, so far as the Senate is concerned, all the 

es cers of the Army and Navy in appointing the commis- 
on. 

Mr. HALE. It does not omit them. I am willing to take a 


vote 
Mr. PASCO. It makes it possible to do so, so far as the Senate 
action is concerned. I mean by that that not one of the officers 
need be taken from the active list of the Army or from the active 
list of the Navy. They may be taken from the retired list, and if 
they are taken from the retired list that leaves every active officer 
in the Army and Navy entirely outside of the commission. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Why does not the Senator say, as in the pre- 
piece rr ee that they may be taken from the active or re- 


age. 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the language. The President has the 
power to take them from the active list, but we give the authority 
to the President to take them entirely from the retired list. 

Mr. HALE. From the active or retired list. 

Mr. PASCO. That is within the power of the President; but I 
say that if this amendment is adopted, we consent that every 
active ar a the Army may be excluded from this great and 
im work. 

. GRAY. Mr. President, I very much hope that the clause 
in regard to the engineer commission will be left as itisin the 
bill, with three engineers . for, two of whom shall be in 
Government service. I believe that is its shape now—one from 
the Army, one from the Navy, and one from civil life. Ido not 
understand 3 with which it is urged that there shall 
be a majority of civilians on the commission. 

It seems to me that in a matter in which the Govern- 
ment is concerned Government engineers should stand between 
it and a project that means ultimately to take millions of dollars 
out of the taxpa: of this country. 1 should feel safer, and I 
er the people of aa vie pao one 3 mena the matter 

an opinion and j ent upon which sui ve action 
is to be ton were po in I the sworn officers of the Gov- 
ernment, who have the requisite skill and education to pass upon 
it 1 and skillfully. 

Itis itted that we have in the service of the Government, in 
one branch or the other, certainly in the Army, an abundance of 
engineering skill, and while not at all intimating that honorable 
conduct is confined to army officers, or that there are not numbers 
of civilians to be found who are equally honorable and trust- 
. yet nevertheless, in a Government work of this kind, we 
are safer from the machinations of those who have special inter- 
ests to subserve if we commit the matter of forming a judgment 
and teporting to Congress to those who are measurably removed 
from the temptations that beset others who have special interests 


— ig? ong ig oe so employed. 


y: 

Mr. GRAY. Why shonld the Senator from Maine say that the 
army officers are doing themselves no service by urging this? I 
have not heard it intimated that any army o: are seeking 
this employment. It is for the protection of the 8 the 
United States that I feel strongly on this subject, and nse I 
think we ought to have that protection which the Government 
officers can give us. Iam in favor of letting this provision stand 
as it is. I do not believe that any army officer—I have not heard, 
at least, that it is a fact has urged the plan of confining it largely 
or wholly to the emplo: of army or naval officers. 

Mr. PASCO. Wi e Senator from Delaware permit me to in- 
terrupt him for one moment? Iwish tosay that so far as my action 
in the matter is concerned, I am acting my personal and in- 
dividual responsibility as a Senator. I have consulted with no 
army officer, and the remarks of the Senator from Maine in that 
nee are wholly out of place. 

. HALE, I have not referred to any importunity of army 
officers. I said Senators did not help by insisting early and late 
upon theexclusion of civilian forces these great commissions. 
I have not intimated that any army officer 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from Maine says Senators do not help 
army officers. I do not want to help army officers, but I do 
desire, so far as I can by my action here, to help the people and 
to secure to them measurable safety where there are two courses 
of action open. I believe the provision of the bill as it is affords 
that ion to a larger degree than would the amendment 
off: by the Senator from Maine. p 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Delaware is through, I wish 
to say only a word, because I know the Senator from Iowa desires 
to complete the bill to-night. 

In the first place, my amendment as now framed is not subject 
to the point which the Senator from Delaware makes, that I insist 
upon a majority of the board being civilians. I have eliminated 
that from my amendment, and leave it discretionary with the 
President. 

In the next place, Iam not afraid to trust, in this t enter- 
prise, to eminent civilian ineers who are in employment in 
private life in the United States, but I do not recognize, admitting 
the fidelity and integrity of army officers, that they are in any 
way superior to their rivals, if yon may so designate them, or to 
3 in like duty outside of the Army. I am not afraid 


5 trust eminent men in civil life as quickly as I would 
trust eminent men in the ar military establishment. You 


may corrupt a poor civilian „but you can not ta 
oi cad atts saa istingui civilian engineer. l 
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a poor lawyer whoisa corrupt lawyer, but you will not find a great 
lawyer who is a corrupt lawyer. Youcan not corrupt him. You 
may take every profession. Take the profession of medicine. 
You will find cheap men in the lower grades, but the higher men 
are the highest of their kind anywhere and can not be approached 
in any way. I do not subscribe to the doctrine that in making a 
great commission to protect the Government against tion 
we are limited toa few men who are found in the ranks of the 
Regular Navy and Army establishments of the United States. 
That isnotmyexperience. Iwould trust a great civilian engineer 
as quickly as I would trust General Craighill, and I would trust 
General Craighill as quickly as I would trust the other engineer 
none the more so, : 
My amendment is for the p of carrying out what I believe 
isa ; growing feeling in this y and in Congress generally that 
in these matters we should recognize civilian life and not leave 
the responsibility to the President to say whether the preponder- 
ing force on the commission shall be with the regular establish- 
ment or the civilians. If he appoints three from the Army and 
Navy and two civilian engineers, that may be amply sufficient, 
but I leave that to him. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not think the training and 
ience of civilian engineers for a work of this kind are equal 


experien 
to those of the engineers of the Army. Ido not knowof any civil | 


engineer in the United States who has carried on any such enter- 
prise or anything similar to it. I do not know but that De Les- 
keps was a civilian engineer, but nobody here has done anything 
approaching it. They have had no great canals, no interocean 
canals, to construct. They have had nothing of the kind to do. 
They have, as I said yesterday, done very wonderful work in the 
matter of railroads, in respect to bridges and tunnels and all that; 
but their experience does not fit them for this work as wellas that 
of the army engineers does. : 

As surely as we shall take 3 these men from civilian 
life, whatever their decision may be, there will be grumbling and 
contention and doubt about it. There would be none with a 
. of the officers from the Regular Army and Navy. 
Mr. . The regular officers all report 


Mr. HOAR. All but one. j : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Maine „ HALE]. 
tting the question.] The noes a to have it; the noes 


ve it, and the amendment is rej 
. Mr. GORMAN, I that there should be inserted in the 
provision as it stands in bill a clause that the army officer and 


=a naval officer may be taken either from the active or the retired 
ist. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is already in. 

Mr. HALE, It is in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to borrow one improvement from 
the Senator from Maine, and that is to say, one officer of the 
Navy,” in lieu of from the engineers of the Navy.” 

Mr. HALE. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let it read one officer of the Saat 

Mr. HALE. Instead of from the engineers of the Navy.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11 it is p to strike out ‘‘one 
engineer from the engineers” and insert ‘‘one officer;” so as to 
read, ‘‘ one officer of the Navy.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be con- 


sidered Avia aar: 5 

Mr. . On page 21, line 7, instead of the word “ten,” I 
move to insert ‘‘ twenty-four;” instead of the word “four,” at the 
end of line 7, I move to insert ‘‘five;” and instead of “four thou- 
sand,” in line 8, I move to insert twelve thousand.” Since the 
amendment was originally offered and passed in the House there 
has been further investigation and purchase of these eophones at 
aad each, sag the necessity for more of them is certified from the 

artment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall object to increasing the number. I 
learn from a letter received by me as chairman of the committee 
that the eophones can not be purchased for $400 apiece. I am 
perfectly i nd to allow ten ones to be purchased, at $500, 
and to change the amount to $5,000. 
pri the extent of twenty-four at this time. I hope the Senator 

m Maine will not insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Ican not insist * the chairman, because I 

can not carry it. I will accept suggestion to make it $5,000 


of $4,000. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 7, before the word hun- 
dred,” it is proposed to strike out four and insert five; and in 
Une 8, before word thousand,“ to strike out four and in- 


gert five;“ so as to read: 


For th i 
‘or E not exceeding $500 each, $5,000, or so 


against the Eads | h. 


I do not think it is wise to | d 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ioffer an amendment to come in after line 2, 
on page 100. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 2, page 100, it is proposed to insert: 


For maintaining and keeping open the channel in the Mobile Bay, in the 


State of Alabama, $40,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be ex- 
pended under the of the Secretary of War during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898. 


Mr. PETTUS. The amendment is offered strictly in accordance 
with the estimate and recommendation of the of War. 
There is no appropriation of any kind in the bill to do anything 
in the State of Alabama, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state, if the Senator from Alabama will 
allow me, that I have examined this amendment and the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of War, and I think there is necessity 
for it. Therefore I will make no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON. My colleague [Mr. ALLEN] at the last ses- 
sion proposed and secured the adoption of an amendment to this 
bill which was lost in conference committee, but which passed the 
Senate without objection. My coll e is unavoidably detained 
from the Chamber. I know he intended to offer the same amend- 
ment to the pending bill and ask the Senate to agree to it. There- 
fore, in his behalf, I move to amend, on page 45, after the word 
“hundred,” in line 22, by inserting the words and seventy-five.” 
It is the same amendment that was passed by the Senate at the 
last session. 

The SECRETARY. On page 45, line 22, after the word hundred,” 
it is proposed to insert the words and seventy-five;“ so as to read: 


and for Gov- 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 


press that amendment. 
7 Mr. THURSTON. I should like to have it considered in con- 
erence. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know very well unless there is a change of 


sentiment it may not be a to elsewhere, but in order to pass 

the bill without further delay I will not object at this moment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Seok ALLISON. Now, I hope the bill will be reported to the 
mate. 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I had hoped before we reached 

the conclusion of the bill that a discussion of the proposition to 

reduce the amount contained in the bill, as I suggested a day or 
two since, would be renewed. I think we ought to reduce the 
$18,000,000 appropriated for rivers and harbors at least 20 per cent, 
four or five ion dollars; but after the votes of the Senate 
to-day on the question, and after the discussion which has been 
had, I am satistied that it is useless to delay the consideration of 
= by bringing up the amendments in detail that I intended 
offer. 

I know the Senatorin charge of the bill has 3 very 

front labor and is anxious to dispose of the bill to-night, and 
owing that after the votes of to-day—increasing all along the 
line instead of decreasing the ig Reb cat a Sib majority of the 

Senate are opposed to my view, I will therefore refrain in defer- 

ence to the r from Iowa. I think it is due to him that I 

should not further delay the matter by pressing such amend- 

ments, as I believe the effort would be useless. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam obliged to the Senator for the suggestion 
made by him; but I am afraid if we were to sit here three or four 
hours longer or take another day on the bill, instead of diminishing 
the appropriations we would increase them by several million 

ollars. 


Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. So Thope the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be printed by the Senate with the amendments numbered in 


uence. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of o it 
Will be so ordered. N 
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ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I also ask unanimous consent, while I am on 
my feet, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Iowa moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REGULATIONS FOR INLAND WATERS, ETC, 


Mr. FRYE. There was unanimous consent given that a bill 
which I reported this morning should be laid before the Senate for 
consideration immediately upon the conclusion of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. It will not be necessary for any Senator to 
stay here, because it is a matter which I think no Senator would 
understand any better than Ido, and I do not understand it at all; 
but there is no question about its being entirelyright. Iwill simply 
explain it for a minute. 

A Maritime Congress about six years ago met in the United 
States, and they agreed upon certain rules to prevent collisions 
atsea. Those rules have finally been adopted by every maritime 
nation. They take effect in the United States, by proclamation of 
the President, on the Ist day of next July. But there was this 
trouble: There was a difference between the rules established for 
the ocean and the rule established for inland waters; and by inland 
waters I do not mean lakes and rivers, for they have a code by 
themselves, and are not affected by it, but Chesapeake Bay, for 
instance, and Delaware Bay, and New York Harbor. It was 
understood that it was absolutely necessary that the rules should 
be made to correspond, if it was a possible thing to do it, in order 
that there should not be confusion. 

A month ago the American delegates to the Maritime Congress 
were called into session to consider this subject. They have ex- 
pended a month’s time upon it. They had the advice of two of 
the best admiralty lawyersin the United States. They have finally 
agreed upon rules for the inland as well as the outland waters, to 
correspond as near as itis practicable tomake them. Thoserules 
I reported this morning, with a request from the Secretary of the 
Treasury to have immediate action if possible, and immediate 
action is necessary, because the bill must go to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I have arranged to have something done on Monday 
next, when the House meets, by which the bill shall pass and be- 
come alaw. It will take about fifteen minutes to read the tech- 
nical rules. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations 
for prevent ng collisions upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland 
tre of the United States was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 5, after the 
word declared,“ to strike out a,“ and in the same line, after the 
woe special,“ to strike out rule“ and insert ‘‘ rules;” so as to 
read: 

That the following regulations for „ collision shall be followed 
by all vessels navigating all harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States, except the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters as 
far east as Montreal and the Red River of the North, and rivers emptyin: 
into the Gulf of Mexico and their tributaries, and are hereby declared — 
rules duly made by local authority. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 12, line 2, to strike 
out the quotation marks before and after the words head and 
head;” so as to read: 

ART. 18. RULE I. When steam vessels are approaching each other head 
and head, that is, end on, or nearly so, it shall be the duty of each to pass on 
the port side of the other. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 18, line 13, after 
the word ' declared,” to strike out ‘‘a;” and in line 14, after the 
wee special,“ to strike out rule“ and insert rules;“ so as to 
read: i 

steam visin 
Tina pach OS AI bball 00 (( 
hts to be carried by ferryboats and by barges and canal boats when in tow 
of steam vessels, notinconsistent with the provisions of this act, as they from 
time to time may deem necessary for safety, which re: tions shall put 
into force only when approved by the Secretary of the Tr and are 
hereby declared special rules duly made by l authority as provided for 
in article 3) of chapter 802 of the laws of 1890. . 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me say to the Secretary that occasionally there 
is a skip of an article, from article 4, say, to article 6. That is in- 
tended to be so, and is not an error. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 

The Committee on Commerce reported to amend the preamble 


inline 7, after the word ! by,“ by striking out “a:” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘special,” by striking out ‘‘rule” and insert- 
. soas to make the first paragraph of the preamble 
read: 


Whereas the provisions of chapter 802 of the laws of 1890, and the amend- 
ments thereto, adopting regulations for preventing collisions at 82a. apply to 


all waters of the Uni States connected with the high seas navigable by sea- 


going vessels, except so far as the navigation of any harbor, river, or inland 
waters is regulated by special rules duly made by local authority. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 oclock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 10, 
1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 6, 1897. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Frederick A. Tritle, jr., of Prescott, Ariz., to be register of 
the ae office at Prescott, Ariz., vice Patrick W. O'Sullivan, re- 
signed. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Merris C. Barrow. of Douglas, Wyo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Douglas, Wyo., vice Edward W. Madison, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. Evan Miles, First Infantry, to be colonel, May 4, 
1897, vice Shafter, who vacated on accepting commission as 
brigadier-general. 

Maj. William Henry Bisbee, Eighth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, May4, 1897, vice Miles, First Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. Benjamin Hall Rogers, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major, 
May 4, 1897, vice Bisbee, Eighth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. James Buick Goe, Thirteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, May 4, 1897, vice Rogers, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Ernest Bertrand Gose, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 4, 1897, vice Goe, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Candidate Private Bert H. Merchant, Troop E, First Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant, May 5, 1897, vice Gose, Eighth Infantry, 
promoted. 

COMMANDER IN THE NAVY. 


John N. Quackenbush, late a commander in the United States 
Navy, to be a commander in the Nayy, in accordance with the 
provisions of the act (Private, No. 169) entitled An act for the 
relief of John N. Quackenbush, late a commander in the United 
States Navy,” which became a law on February 17, 1897. 

POSTMASTER, 


Henry A. Thomas, to be postmaster at Boston, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Jeremiah W, 
Coveney, deceased. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, May 6, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupkx. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 
THE RECORD, 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to correct the 
RECORD? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I rise for that purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that by inadvertence there are one or two slight omissions or 
mistakes in the RECORD, which I desire to correct. I read from 
page 1162 of the Recorp of May 3, 1897, in the debate on the res- 
olution offered by myself. As the colloquy proceeded and retorts 
courteous were passed by gentlemen engaged in the discussion, I 
find the REcorD says the following: 

Mr. Le vis of Washington. Mr. S er, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. And it is this: When I had a remainder of time, 
I gave way to the gentleman from Maine, reserving that time; and I asked 


the question whether or not, when the gentleman took the floor and wasrecog- 
nized by the Speaker, it was unde: by the gentleman that I should have 


my time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 
Mr. Lewis of Washington. Do I not have the right of debate at this point? 
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TOANE RAENT: The Chair thinks not. That has not been the practice in 
twenty years. 

Mr. LEWIS of W. n. Ido not know how long the wrong may have 
existed, but that 9 it right, and I think I should have the privé 


It is here, in this rejoinder, where I seek to make the correction. 
There was no necessity, in view of the courtesy of the Speaker 
toward me, and far less was it my intention, to make any such 
retorttothe Speaker. That remark was addressed tomy esteemed 
and excellent friend on the right who said that the practice had 
not existed for eleven years. Idesire that such correction be made, 
so that my remarks shall not appear to have been addressed 
against the S er. $ 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, an inquiry in regard to the Jour- 
nal. As I understood it, when the yote was announced in regard 
to the committee’sresolution it was that the yeas were 58. Iheard 
it read from the Journal that they were 50. I do not understand 
how the change was made, 

The SPE . The Chair will endeavor to find out. 

Mr. TERRY. I understood the yeas were 58 and the nays 116. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that an incorrect tally 
was handed to the Chair, and upon revision it was found to be as 
in the Journal. : 

Mr. TERRY. An incorrect tally was handed to the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. An incorrect tally was handed to the Chair. 
A mistake was made. As the gentleman will recollect, a great 
many changes were made, and a great many withdrawa!s of votes 
on account of pairs. Some confusion ensued, and the result was 
that the Chair was informed that there were 58 votes in the affirm- 
ative. A revision of the list shows that there were but 50. 

Mr. TERRY. When was that list revision made, Mr. Speaker? 
Was it after the House adjourned? 

The SPEAKER. It was made at the desk. 

Mr. TERRY. After adjournment? 

The SPEAKER. Before adjournment, the Chair is informed. 
The Chair was not aware of it. Where 8 changes are made, the 
roll is of course open for examination. e Chair will be obliged 
if the gentleman will examine, because there is nothing more 
desirable than absolute correctnessin a public record of this kind. 
- MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had d bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 
A bill (S, 872) to provide free homes on the public lands for 
actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve the public lands for that 


purpose; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secre of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 


Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 
z ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The Ppeaker announced his signature to enrolled joint resolu- 
tion of the following title: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 89) providing for the expenses of the 
Congress of the Universal Postal Union. 

SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill and joint 
resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
their appropriate committees, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 372) to provide free homes on the public lands for 
actual and bona fide settlers, and reserve the public lands for that 
purpose to the Committee on the Public Lands, when appointed. 


SEMIWEEKLY ADJOURNMENTS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
report. 
e report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House Resolution No. 42, 
have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report the resolution 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Resolved, That from and after this day the House shall meet only on Mon- 
days and Thursdays of each week until the further order of the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Upon that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in the event of the previous ques- 
tion being ordered, I understand that under the rule there will be 
twenty minutes on each side for debate. I shall make no objec- 
tion to the ordering of the previous question, with the understand- 
ing that the twenty minutes shall be extended to thirty minntes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Personally I have no objection to that. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the previous ques- 
tion be considered as ordered, and that there be an allowance of 
thirty minutes on each side for debate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


le 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. S er, I shall not take up any time just 
now in the discussion of this resolution. Since the ge of the 
tariff bill by this body, it has been the practice of the House to 
adjourn for three days at a time, and there is no reason apparent 


why the House, by a single resolution such as this which I have 
reported, should not fix that policy; inasmuch as the resolution 
provides that the House may revoke the order at any time, and 
inasmuch as the House has the further resource of taking a recess 
at any time it may be necessary to extend the day’s session for 
the discussion of important business. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BAILEY rose. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized to 
control the time on his side. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. S. er, the adoption of the resolution 
which has been repo by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
from the Committee on Rules, is equivalent to an indefinite post- 
ponement of the bankruptcy bill, and for that reason I shall vote 
against it. The House and the country know that from the be- 
ginning of this session I have recognized the fact that the Repub- 
ican party, with its clear majority of more than 50 over all op 
sition, could accomplish in this House whatever it might determine 
to do; and as the Democrats are powerless to defeat any measures 
which the Republicans might pro , I have thought it wise and 
prudent on our part to so vote and so act as to discourage, and if 

ible prevent, all efforts at partisan legislation. I have never 
oubted the wisdom of that course, and I am more satisfied with 
it to-day than ever before. 

The Democrats of this 8 always known that it was 
better for the country that the 8 party should be doing 
nothing than that it should be doing positive harm, and fair- 
minded men of all shades of political opinion, having witnessed 
the extreme to which the majority of this House went in the 
tariff bill, are glad to be exempted from further legislation of a 
similar kind. But, sir, while we have done all we could to ex- 
empt the country from partisan legislation, we have insisted from 
the very beginning that whenever any nonpartisan measures were 
proposed they should be considered. Not only are we ready to 
consider them, but we are ready to urge their consideration. I 
distinctly stated that I was ready to vote against any motion to 
adjourn which was intended to prevent the consideration of non- 
partisan measures. We. have steadfastly adhered to both posi- 
tions, and we intend steadfastly to adhere to them to the end. 

There can be no fair excuse offered for your refusal to consider 
this bankruptcy bill. Every Republican in the Senate who voted, 
voted for it. Every Populist, and a large majority of the Demo- 
crats, voted for it. It can not, therefore, by the widest stretch 
of imagination, be regarded as a partisan measure. It comes to 
us divested of everything like the appearance of partisanship. It 
does not interfere with the general plan which the Republican 
party is pursuing in its efforts to relieve the country, nor will it 
seriously disturb that actual and crucial test of Republican policy 
which the Democrats are anxious to see you make. It is a busi- 
ness proposition, and its passage will give the Republican party 
an advantage before the country which can be claimed as the re- 
sult of its general policy, although that result will be entirel 
independent of its general policy. The passage of this bill wi 
emancipate thousands of intelligent and industrious men from the 
hopeless servitude of debt. It willrelease their energies ard make 
them active and efficient agents in the country’s development. It 
will infuse new life and new activity into almost every commu- 
nity in the land; and thus, Mr. Speaker, the p: e of this non- 
partisan measure would result in an advantage to the Republican 
party. 

Sir, if we were narrower in our partisanship we would rejoice 
in the failure of this bill to pass, because we know that the passage 
of any measure of relief always inures to the benefit of the party 
in power. But we are willing that the Republican party shall have 
some benefit if the country can realize still greater benefits. We 
are so confident in the ultimate triumph of our principles that we 
do not deem it necessary to obstruct the passage of a wise and 
wholesome law in an effort to secure a party advantage. Werepu- 
diate the suggestion, sir, that the true interest of the Democratic 
party can ever be advanced by injuring the best interests of the 
country; and we are willing to forego an opportunity to assail our 
adversaries if our adversaries will only join us in relieving our 
countrymen. 

_Sir, this bill is ready for consideration. This House has ample 
time to consider it. It can not possibly provoke even a partisan 
debate. Itinterferes neither with your general plan nor with ours. 
Millions of men who do not themselves need this benefaction are 
anxious to see the measure pass. Hundreds of thousands who are 
looking to it as their only hope of rescue from financial slavery are 
praying for its passage. There is every reason, sir, why it should 

e passed, and there is no reason why it should not be passed 
except the conscienceless and insatiate greed of that creditor class 
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who want the country to have no relief unless it can be procured 


through the instrumentality of the infamous Torrey bill. tap 
plause on the Democraticside.] The effort to prevent the consid- 
eration of this bill, which would certainly pass if it could be con- 
sidered, evinces a determination to deny the country all relief 
unless it consents to take that one measure of relief which has 
been 5 repudiated by the Senate. 

Sir, for one I shall never vote to adjourn this House, except at 
the close of each day’s session, until the House has been given a 
fair opportunity to e or not it desires to enter upon the 
consideration of the Senate bankruptcy bill. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] assumes that the resolution which has been read has some 
connection with the consideration or nonconsideration of the 
bankruptcy bill. I say to the House that it has no relation in the 
remotest degree nor in any respect to the question as to whether 
or not this House shall consider the bankruptcy bill, or whether it 
shall enter upon the consideration of any other legislation. 
far as the 8 bill is concerned, the question has been under 
consideration for some time, and is now under consideration upon 
this side of the House, as to what particular policy is to be pur - 
sued with respect to it. 

Gentlemen who were members of the last House will recollect 
that the bankruptcy bill which passed that House was in charge 
of the gentleman from Iowa, General HENDERSON. That gentle- 
man is now and for some considerable time has been seriously ill. 
I should perhaps modify that statement by saying that he is 
now, as we are glad to learn, on the mend, and is expected to be 
here in. Washington within a very short time. Until he shall 
come here and have an opportunity to take in the conferences 
upon the subject of the consideration of this bill, no final deter- 
mination will be reached on this side of the House. 

But I want to say that the responsibility with respect to this bill 


belongs to the Republican party, a party that has never sought to 
evade an msibility and will not seek to do so in this case. 
Mr. B. EY. Does the gentleman mean tosay that gentlemen 


on his side are going to make this a 5 question? 
Mr. DALZELL. No, sir; not at all. 
Mr. BAILEY. Then your responsibility can not be a party 


D LL. The responsibility is a responsibility for the 
wie of the House. And if it shall be determined on this side of 
fhe ouse that a 3 bill can be passed that shall serve 
the business interests of this country, I have no doubt at all that 
it will be passed. The gentleman will recollect that the only 
3 bills that have passed within recent have been 
ro y 3 Houses, by the Fifty-first Congress and by 

e Fifty-fourth Congress. $ 

Mr. BAILEY. We passed one in the Fifty-third Congress—a 
better one even than this. 

Mr. DALZELL. Thatis correct; but, Mr. Speaker, I rose not 
for the purpose of entering upon the discussion of the merits of 
a bankruptcy bill or of the bankruptcy bill that is now before the 
House, but ney for the purpose of correcting the opinions of 
members derived from any inferences which might be drawn from 
the propositions advanced by the gentleman from Texas. This 
resolution, as I say, has no relation either to the bankruptcy bill 
or to any other measure that the majority may see fit to take up 
and consider. 

It is within the power of the House at any time to revoke this 
order. It is within the power of the House when it meets on 
Monday next, if business is presented that in the opinion of the 
majority ought to be considered, to make Tuesday and Wednes- 

y a part of Monday's ay pong day, and Friday and Saturday 
a part of the legislative of Thursday, thus continuing the 
House in daily session. But I submit, why should we run the 
risk of being compelled to come up to this Capitol day in and day 
out at the instance of some gentlemen who are not desirous of 
doing business, but simply desirous of establishing for themselves 
a little cheap notoriety? 

Isubmit that the resolution is a common-sense resolution, in 
the interest of business; and I say that the majority side of this 
House intends to deal with all the business that they believe the 
interests of the country call for as those items of business are from 


time to time presented, 
For the present I do not care to say anything further; and I 
. GROSVENOR], 


yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
reserving the balance of my time. 

oe WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit a 

nestion? 
> Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Missi i. Can the gentleman give the 
House any assurance that the Republican 1 Will permit the 
House to consider the Senate bankruptcy bill? 


Mr. DALZELL. I can not speak for the Republican party; I 
= wy 8 for myself. 
E 


N E 5 from Pennsylvania will con- 
sent, we can agree to e up this bill on Monday, the 17th, or 
* the 24th. 

Mr. . Why, sir, it is not possible, as my friend 
knows, for “the gentleman from Pennsylvania“ to make any such 
agreement. I represent only myself. 

Mr, PANET: Your friends over there will agree to anything 
you. 

Mr. DALZELL. I say that the question of the consideration of 
the bankruptcy bill is in good faith under consideration on this 
side of the House; and the matter will be determined upon the 
arrival of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does not the gentleman know that it is perfectly 
easy to hold the majori 85 er on a resolution like this, but it 
would be impossible to hold them together if we should get up 
that 9 bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh,I think the gentlemanis mistaken in that. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR], reserving the balance of my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think there is no member 
of this House who has tried more persistently than myself, in sea- 
son and out of season, to ote the consideration and 
of the bankruptcy bill. But I want to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that this sort of legislation is a matter of very 
great importance to the country and requires that the utmost 
. care be given to its preparation and consideration. I 

ope the gentleman from Texas does not mean to let the country 
understand that he would vote for the thing that came from the 
Senate labeled “a bankruptcy bill”. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would vote for the measure which the Sen- 
e from Ohio, Mr. Hanna and Mr. Foraker, voted for. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I do not care anything about what the 
Senators from Ohio, Mr. FoRAKER or Mr. HANNA, voted for. I 
would vote with the dis ed lawyer from Kentucky, who, 
having had the whole subject in cha for two Congresses, 
turned upon the unsav bantling and voted against the bill 
bearing his own name. t is w. I would do. Nor in my 
humble judgment does the gentleman from Texas ever intend to 
support this bill without any amendment to it. 

ow, what are we to do? While we are waiting for the pas- 
sage of the tariff bill in the Senate, while we are without com- 
mittees (and that question is res judicata—we have determined 
that question), does the gentleman propose to puta bill of such 
vital importance to the country into the hodgepodge of a Com- 
mittee of the Whole and undertake to legislate without the most 
deliberate and careful consideration upon matters involving great 
questions of constitutional law, which pagis to be passed upon b 
a committee of the highest character? gentleman has vote 
that there shall be no committees of the House, and he was right 
in doing so; and would he now consider a bill affecting the juris- 
diction in the United States courts, affecting rights of property, 
affecting the future of a vast number of debtors and creditors— 
would he attempt to formulate such a bill as that in the uncertain 


atmosphere of the Committee of the Whole House? 
It is the duty of the Republican party to take charge of this 
measure. The gentleman wants to know whether it is to be a 


litical question. Certainly not. But this House was organized 
a Republican majority, and it is responsible for the bringing 
forward and consideration not only of partisan measures, but of 
nonpartisan measures. It is the duty of this House to pass appro- 
priation bills, and it is the duty of the Republican majority of 
this House to fix the time and all the circumstances and to take 


the responsibility. The Republican has never dodged any 
os, in the past; it will not d responsibility in the 
uture. 


I do not know what the views of the gentleman from Texas may 
be; but I do not believe that the agitation of this question about 
this special bankruptcy bill is in absolute and unqualified good 
faith; and in saying this I have something to go upon. I have 
never seen the Democratic side of this House hankering after the 

of a bankruptcy bill. You [addressing the ocratic 
side] have had both branches of Congress and the ident. Why 
have we not a bankruptcy bill? In the Congress in which you 
had a clear majority of the Senate and a clear majority of the 
House, bos owe with a Democratic President, why did you not 
pass a ban ptcy bill and give it to the country? 

It may be that the Democratic party has some conscientious 
feelings upon this subject. It is barely possible that, 33 
backward over that pathway of four years, they feel it a grea 
daty, to give relief to the hundreds of thousands of men whom by 


legislation they have precipitated into bankruptcy. If that 
be true, I hail their returning reason upon this question. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. Do we not needa bankruptcy bill to wind 
up the affairs of the Democratic party? 
Ary: GROSVENOR. No; for there is a provision in all bank- 


ruptey bills that, unless there are assets nonga O pay the ex- 
penses, there shall be no receiver appointed. [Laughter and ap- 
mse. 
pia ae the hammer fell.] 
r. BAILEY. 


I yield to the 8 from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN} such time as he may desire. 

Mr. Mc . Mr. Speaker, being a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rales, from which this resolution comes, I think it is not 
inappropriate that I should ask the indulgence of the House for a 
moment during its consideration. k 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has said that the 
2 party is responsible for the legislation of this House, 
and that the Republican party never shirks a responsibility. The 
Republican party is to-day shirking a 5 by keeping 
this House in a state of disorganization. It is afraid to! te. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

he gentleman hasalsosaid that they will takeup 5 
bill whenever they can get the committees appointed. Why, then, 
do they not provide for the appointment of the Committee on the 
Judiciary and let that committee consider the question without 
further delay? He says that the Republican majority are sesyon 
sible for the appropriation bills, and they are. Why not, then, 
appoint the Committee on Aprop aons and let those bills be con- 

ered in the ordinary method instead of forcing them through, 
as you are doing, without due deliberation or any opportunity to 


amend? 
Sir, other important measures are pending and in a position to 
be considered by this House. There are the great Territories of 


Arizona and New Mexico with all the population, all the com- 
merce, all the importance that should attach to statehood, and 
they are kept out in the cold while this House is kept in a state of 
disorganization. No committees appointed; no systematic way 
of doing business; chaos reigning supreme where order should 
vail, 
ih bian one of those who have believed from the beginning that 
dint tot ae derek le aeaa apo equine te 
use. t the Spea e the responsibility of organizing the 
House now, instead of refusing to do so. Let the House take the 
responsibility of legislating for the country in the ordinary and 
accustomed ways, instead of in the present chaotic fashion. Mr. 
ker, weremember when, in the Fifty-first Congress, you raised 
gavel and revolutionized, without authority of the rules, the 
rulings of this whole Government on the 9 of the govern- 
ment of the House. We remember how, a little later on, you had 
a code of rules adopted, the most stringent that haye ever been 
known in the history of the Government. And all this was done 
on the pretense that you wanted to enable the House to do busi- 
ness.” What will the country think of you when you now confess, 
as you are confessing daily, that, having the power to do business, 
ha = Po the House do any business? [Applause on the 
ratic side. 

Mr. Speaker, ‘dere is nothing better than the proceedings of 
this morning to illustrate the fact that the House ought to be in 
a state of organization. I have never believed, I do not believe 

et, that by anything we can do—by refusing to urge the organ- 
tion of the House -e can stop you in the ultimate passage of 
the measures that you have determined to 2 pone 

Sir, our contention has been that Rule X required the Speaker 
to organize the committees of the House. Hence when the gen- 
tleman from Washington . LEWIS] in his resolution recited 
that as the duty of the Speaker under that rule, I voted with him. 
We opposed adjournments for three days at atime, which shielded 
him from obeying that rule. We oppose it now, and I rejoice to 
see that we all agree on that at last. 

Sir, you have certain measures you as the majority intend to 
put through. If you are resolved to do it, do it in such way, by 
organizing the House, that we can make our minority reports on 
them, discuss them, amend them, and go to the country on them 
after discussion, instead of forcing them through by special rules 
without deliberation. 

I believe that the true course of legislation is for you to pass 

r measures before the election, instead of the last session of 

is Congress after the election, and let the people have a chance 
at you at the election. That has been our contention. That is our 
contention still, and I am glad that we have a united front in op- 
ition to disorganization and a do-nothing pey this morning. 
[Applause on the Democraticside.] Sir, let the good work go on. 
y the war into Africa. Let this acquiescence on our part i 

the Republican programme of adjourning three days at a time 
end. t the Democratic party stand, as it has always stood, for 


in 


Democratic principles, defying Republican wrongdomg, and the 

E of this country who have made 
ce 

U 


will keep it potent f 8 ‘ion og 
ntury wi i or cen is to come. 
Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, in anything that I say I do not propose to 
criticise either the actions or the motives of my fellow- members. 
No man has a e reverence for the colleagues with whom he 


ee than I have. No man defers more to the opinions of 
others than I do; but when the question is whether we shall sup- 
port you, Mr. Speaker, in refusing to legislate for bankruptcy 

ws or the admission of Territories, or for free homes, or for 
judicious appropriations, or for the investigation of wrongs and 
outrages in connection with the Pacific railroads, let us stand in 
the future as we stand bef athwart your path, and defy you 
to a conflict where justice will tear you down. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in e ee to what the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has said, that we are not in earnest 
about this, use we would not want to consider a bill like this 
without reference to a committee, I want to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that the question of bankruptcy has been before this 
House ever since the Fiftieth Congress. A Republican House 
passed two bills, a Democratic House has passed one bill; and if 
there is a man in the House who is not now thoroughly familiar 
with the question of bankruptcy, he will not be familiar with it 
when the roll is called for him to vote. 

Now, the gentleman says he wants this referred tothe Judiciary 
Committee, and in that he is joined. by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. I am frank to say Ido not want it to go 
there, because I know that when you send it there they will bring 
back the Torrey bill as a substitute. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to my friend from Texas that he 
misunderstands my position. What I intended to say was that 
the committees of this House ought to be appointed, and their 
recommendations ae to be taken or disregarded; but at least 
their investigations should be made on important matters of a: 
islation, and I did not Sh a this from the general category. 
is not more anxious than I to consider a proper bankruptcy bill. 
I am in no sense, nor have I been, with the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if we could force the appointment 
of the Judiciary Committee, we would simply end in prang be- 
fore the House a bill against which we should all vote, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee and myself, because we have always voted 
against the Torrey bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me right there? If 
we have the power in this House to pass a bankruptcy bill of a 
certain kind without a recommendation from a committee, can 
we not do it whatever the recommendation is? 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman and I agree 
against this resolution. Let us adjourn these other disagreements 
until some other time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. The disagreements have been more in the 
gentleman’s imagination than in fact, I fear, outside of this, 
(Laughter. 

Mr. B Y. Iam willing even to let that statement stand 
without contradiction. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. eee ee this Senate bill as a “thing,” 
in the face of the fact that both of the Republican Senators from 
his own State voted for it on its final passage, and one of them 
voted for it against the Torrey bill when it was offered as a sub- 
stitute; and if he is willing to denounce a measure as a thing 
which received every Republican vote that was cast in the Senate, 
I leave him to settle that with his blican Senatorial friends. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the gentleman sitsdown, 
will he tell the House if there be any difference between consider- 
me this bill without the appointment of a standing committee 
and the passage of these great appropriation bills without con- 
sideration by the proper committee? 

Mr. BAILEY. There would not be from the standpoint of the 
gentleman from 5 and myself. We would rather con- 
sider the appropriation bills in committee, because we would like 
to cut them down. We would like not to consider this bill in com- 
mittee, because we know that if this bill goes to the committee it 
will come back a bad bill; but our 8 friends, being always 
anxious to spend as much and spend as fast as they can, are per- 
fectly consistent in passing the 5 bills any way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of cerns. 8 from Texas 
will excuse me for a moment. The point I wish to make is this, 
that whereas the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] was de- 
claiming about the impossibility of considering this bill without 
the appointment of a committee, he has joined with the entire Re- 
publican party in considering and passing all the great and impor- 
tant appropriation bills without any consideration by the proper 
standing committee, and that it does not lie in his mouth to say 
that this bill can not be considered in Committee of the Whole 


and by the House. 
Mr. BAILEY. In all of which I perfectly with my friend, 
Mr. Speaker; and I want to say frankly to the House that if I 


favored the Torrey bill, I should not be willing to come in here 
and consider this bill without reference to a committee, But I 
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favor this bill. I believe it is the best bill that we can hope to 


88. 
ei believe the country desires its early passage, and I am ready 
to vote for it with one or two unimportant amendments, and 
1 the common sense to try to do exactly the thing I want to 


0. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO I think the gentleman and I have 
always agreed about bankruptcy. Does not the gentleman think 
we will have plenty of time to consider this bill before we adjourn? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say frankly to the gentleman I think they 
intend to keep this bill here until next session, when the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary shall have been appointed, and that then they 
will bring back the Torrey bill as a substitute, and I am trying to 
prevent that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the gentleman accuse me of 
any such intention as that? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not accuse the gentleman of such intention. 
I believe that if we could get a fair vote upon that proposition, the 
gentleman would vote with us. I do not remember that he ever 
voted to pass such a bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does not the gentleman know the 
fact that the chairman of the Committe on the Judiciary is away 
sick, and that in case of any action on the part of the House our 
bill, or our action, would have to go into conference with the Sen- 
ate conferees, and that it would be usual to appoint the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] as a member of the conference com- 
mittee; and would it not be better faith to him to postpone the 
consideration of the matter? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will vote for this resolution if gentlemen on 
that side will fix a day to take up this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I am going to vote for the resolu- 
tion, and I am opposed to the Torrey bill, or anything like it, and 
always will be. 

Mr. BAILEY. I know that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And I do not see any great 
nevessity for s y consideration of this bill. 


Mr. BAILEY. I desired to yield to the gentleman, but do not 
desire to let my time expire. How much time have I remaining, 
Mr. Speaker? l 


Mr. OGDEN. Who did the gentleman say was the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, I would like to inquire? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has ten minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. OGDEN. I would like to ph a of the gentleman who is 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I had not, but will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. OGDEN. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to say that the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary was 
away sick 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. OGDEN. I would like to tagui who is the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary in this House? [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. } 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, if the gentleman had asked 
who will be the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
could answer it a great deal easier [laughter on the Democratic 
side], although I do not know. 

Mr. OGDEN. Is that a confidential communication? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is only a suggestion of who 
might be. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Since gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] has so candidly said that the gentleman from 
Towa is going to be chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
(and in which I agree with him), I will askif he will say that that 
committee, when it is organized, will not report the Torrey bill as 
a substitute for the Senate bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not know; but I have hope 
that time and circumstances would lead to a different result. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ihave been hoping for the reform of the Repub- 
lican party for some time, and have been disappointed; but [have 
no hope that the Republican party will take any step to lift the 
burdens off the honest debtor as against the opposition of the greedy 
creditors of this country. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Republican party has been 
quite as speedy in passing a bankruptcy law as has the Democratic 
party when it had the House and the Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. And such a bill as they passed! 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And such a bill as you passed! I 
have condemned both bills, and propose to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania support 
the bill that passed the Fifty-third Congress? 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have never, to my best recollec- 
tion, supported any bankruptcy bill, and do not expect to. 

Mr. BAILEY. e man who always votes no“ generally has 
nothing to explain. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I never expect to explain anything 
when there is nothing to explain. There is no use of talking about 
either side of this House boasting about itself as a House passing 
a bankruptcy bill—either one of the parties. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of fact, this House, at 
the extra session of the Fifty-third Congress, did devote nearly ten 
days to the consideration of a bankruptcy bill, and we would have 
passed at that session through the House the bill that subse- 
quently passed if it had not been for the unfortunate motion to 
strike out the enacting clause of the Torrey bill. 

That motion was made, and it practically compelled all of us 
who the Torrey bill to vote in stupori of it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman will bear me out 
in the statement that that motion was made by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido. Thatmotion, I say, practically compelled 
all of us who opposed the Torrey bill to vote in its favor, whereas 
if we had proceeded until it would have been in order to move to 
strike out all after the enacting clause, and that motion had been 
made, we could have inserted the biil that was passed at a later 
day, and I believe it would have become a law at the extra session. 
Now, I am perfectly sure that the Torrey bill can never pass the 
Senate, and the advocates of it 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, I have in my hand the bankruptcy act passed by the 
Democratic Congress, and I believe that the gentleman from Texas 
voted against it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not. I voted for it. The gentleman is 
probably thinking of the vote on the motion to strike out the 
enacting clause of the Torrey bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There was a bankruptcy bill called 
the Bailey bill—— 

Mr. BAILEY. There was, and it was as good as its name, too. 
[Laughter. ] ; ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Just about. [Laughter.] And 
the gentleman probably favors the Senate bill because it is very 
like the Bailey bill. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; theyare very nearly alike; so I am consist- 
ent in trying to have the Senate bill-passed, although it does not 
bear mams and was introduced by a Republican Senator. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman will concede, I 
suppose, that about all there was in the Bailey bill was a provision 
for voluntary bankruptcy. 

Mr. BAILEY. That was its principal feature. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And that is all there is in the Sen- 
ate bill, with the exception that it provides that anyone who 
makes a preference is committing an act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. LACEY. No, not everyone who makes a preference. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam perfectly willing to take the Senate bill as 
the best that can be had, although I do not desire any provision 
for involuntary bankruptcy. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does not the gentleman know that 
the bill which passed the Senate, and which he seems to favor, pro- 
vides that a preference extended to any creditor shall constitute 
an act of bankruptcy, a preference made at any time within four 
months 2 to the filing of the petition; and does he not know 
that under that proposition are masked nearly all the objections 
which he makes to the Torrey bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. That provision refers simply to at- 
tempts to make fraudulent preferences. I have no patience with 
fraudulent debtors, and I am perfectly willing to see them driven 
into a bankrupt court. It is the honest debtor that I want to 
save from the NR ares of vindictive and unreasonable creditors. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. So do I, and that is why I was 
practically in favor of the gentleman's bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the gentleman for his confession that 
he favored my bill, although he did not vote for it. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I 5 my remaining time to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, if there ever was a 
party in the history of the world committed by every rule of justice 
and of logic to the passage of a bankruptcy bill, it is the Repub- 
lican party. 

It is the great mother of bankrupts, and by its laws has reduced 
a vast number of people to that woeful plight. Now it owes it as 
a duty to its victims to give them an opportunity to pull out of 
the hole. [Laughter. ] 

Moreover, in 1898, the Republican party itself will need an easy 
way of going into voluntary bankruptcy. ([Laughter.] 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] says that 
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the Republicans never evade a responsibility. You don’t, don't 
you? [Laughter.] 

Then why do you not come out in the open and assume respon- 
sibility for legislation? [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Why do ya not redeem your gorgeous, multifarious, and delu- 
sive ante-election promises? 

Because you are afraid to! 

Why do you not introduce your bill to“ reform“ the finances 
and legally fasten the single gold standard on the country? 

Because you dare not! [Laughter. ] 

Why do you not retire the greenbacks and turn the people over 
to the tender mercies of the national-bank ring—as you intend to 
do ultimately? 

Because you are scared about the fall elections! 

You promised in a vague, intangible way ‘‘to do something for 
silver.” Now, let us see what that something is. President Me- 
Kinley has appointed three commissioners to go junketing over 
Europe, at an expense of $100,000 to the people, to see if bimetal- 
lism can be arranged by international agreement! That is the 
pretense. The real object is to save from destruction his bosom 
crony, his Fidus Achates, Marcus AURELIUS Hanna. [Laugh- 
ter.] That is device No. 1 to hoodwink the people; and it will 
fail utterly. The thing is a huge farce, and everybody knows it. 

Device No. 2, to hoodwink the people, thereby enabling you, as 
yoa hope, to tìde over the elections in 1898, will be for the Amer- 

can Congress to abdicate its high functions and pass a law au- 
thorizing the President to appoint a mone commission. That 
cowardly and ignoble scheme will also fail ignominiously and 
completely. 

You Republicans do not evade responsibilities! Oh,no. You 


simply shirk them. Thatis not such a high-sounding word as 
evade, but it is a better description of your performance, or rather 
nonperformance. 


First and last I have heard a good deal here about Democratic 
incompetency. Republicans roll that phrase as a sweet morsel 
under their tongues. The changes on it have been rung in our 
ears constantly since early in 1893. 

Lord Byron, after enumerating Abe dew sweet that he could 
think of, says, Sweet is revenge.” [Laughter.] 

Our turn has come at last. 

You crowed over us long and lustily, derided us, mocked us, in 
1894, because, through the instrumentality of five Senators recreant 
to their high Democratic duty, 603 vicious amendments were 
added to the Wilson bill; and we had to swallow them. It was 
an awful and a nauseating dose. 

Yesterday the amos | ill—poor thing!—was reported to the 
Senate with one thousandand odd amendments [langhter; applause 
on the Democratic side], which is a mathematical demonstration 
of Republican incompetency in this House with its beastly Repub- 
lican majority of 52 over all. 

Most of you gentlemen have studied arithmetic. This question 
stated by the old rule of three” is as follows: As 603 is to 1,000, 
so is Democratic incompetency to Republican incompetency.” 
[Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side.] 

No man can gainsay the correctness of that calculation. 

It is now your turn to do the great swallowing act. 

In 1890, with the McKinley bill in your hands, you went to the 
country with the fascinating cry, “A free breakfast table!” Yes- 
terday your Republican Senatorial confréres clapped a tax of 10 
cents a pound on tea and a stiff tariff on sugar, which knocks 
“the free breakfast table” delusion higher than Gilderoy's kite. 
And you will have to grin and bear it. 

The Republican majority in this House put hides on the free 
list. The Senate has put them on the dutiable list, and next fall, 
and the next, and next, and next, we will hang your hides on the 
fence to dry [great laughter] and to stay. 

Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, I went to the circus [laughter], and I 
did not ‘‘ go to take the children” — although I did take 
them. I went to enjoy for a few fleeting moments the glorious 
illusions of my childhood. [Laughter. 

I even lingered to see the wild animals fed and to hear the lions 
roar over their supper. 

When I returned to myrooms, I observed in the Post the awful 
roar of my philosophic friend from Athens, General GROSVENOR, 
in which he outroars all the lions in Africa [laughter] because 
the Senate committee has dared to lay sacrilegious hands on the 
wool schedule of the House bill, for which he appears to stand 

usor. j 

But the General might as well quit roaring. * He will have to 
take his medicine, as we took ours in 1894. 

In view of the imminent peril now impending over the head of 
the Senatorial chairman of the Republican national committee 
and of the bitter internecine war now raging between Eastern and 
Western Republicans as to which shall perish by reason of the 
tariff bill, 1 suggest for them a new, alliterative battle cry, 
“ Hanna, harmony, and hides!” [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] 


My eloquent friend from Iowa Le DOLLIVER] some time ago 
announced to us that William McKinley had come to Washington 
as the advance agent of prosperity.” William is here—has been 
here two months—but where, oh, where, is the prosperity that 
was to follow him as faithfully and closely as his shadow? At 
the present rate of progress William is liable to get so far ahead 
of his show that it will never catch up with him. [Laughter.] 
McKinley prosperity is a myth. It is always just over the divide 
in the next county—on the other side of the hill. 

It is like the mirage of the desert, pleasing to the vision but im- 
possible to reach; like the pot of gold at the rainbow’s end, which 
no man ever found; like the fabled fountain of perpetual youth 
which Ponce de Leon sought in vain; like the pleasures of a dream, 
which the awakening dissipates forever; like the alchemist’s de- 
ferred discovery— 


Hu by the old 
To the very verge of the churchyard mold. 


If we live till McKinley prosperity comes, we will all double 
discount Methuselah in length of days. [Laughter. Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am in harmony with the ac- 
tion of this House of Representatives. So far as the President and 
the House of Representatives are concerned, the people of this 
country gave the Republican party power. We came into power 
in this branch of Congress and with the Executive on the 4th day 
of March. We came into power with the pledge that we woul 
enact revenue legislation which would bring money enough into 
the Treasury to on the Government and an additional 
amount to reduce the debt which had been made by the then (now 
the late) Administration. We came into power also with the 
promise that we would promote an international agreement, so far 
as in our power, touching bimetallism. The President called the 
Congress together to do the one thing that was necessary to be 
done if in our power, namely, to write upon the statute book a 
revenue bill which would produce revenue and protect American 
industries. 

Mr. HANDY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I have but a few minutes. As soon as I have 
concluded I will yield to the gentleman, if I have further time. 

Mr. HANDY. I wish to ask but a brief question on this par- 
ticular point. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I hope the gentleman will be quick. 

Mr. HANDY. Iwas going to ask the gentleman this question: 
If the sole purpose of the President of the United States in callin 
this extra session of Congress was what the gentleman has stated, 
how does it happen that the President recently sent to Congressa 
message asking us to do another thing, which message now lies in 
the condition of being referred to a committee not yet appointed, 
and as to which we do not know when it will be 9 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know to what mes the gentleman 
refers. This Congress is convened in extraordinary session by 
the President, and his proclamation stands for its own explana- 
tion. Inside of sixteen days we passed that revenue bill in a Re- 
publican House of Representatives, and the country awaits its 
enactment. It went to the coordinate branch of Congress—the 
Senate—which is ‘‘no man’s land,” so far as party is concerned. 
And Iam in entire harmony with this side of the House in be- 
lieving that we should do nothing that is not absolutely necessary 
to carry on the Government until that great measure is dis- 


posed of. 
The country awaits it. Production and business everywhere 
awaitit. It is the one thing to be accomplished. Talk about 


your bankruptcy bills, we want a bill written upon the statute 
books that will ae all the people certainty, that will give us 
revenue and will stop bankruptcies. And I am quite in har- 
mony with the majority of this House when it says that it will 
not take any action which will prolong or be-an excuse for 
prolonging the consideration of that measure which the country 
wants. 

Now, then, our friends upon the other side may protest. We 
have the majority so far as the House is concerned, and with that 
majority we take the responsibility. For one I am quite content 
to take my share. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to occupy one minute more. 

Mr. DALZELL. LI yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen talk about financial legislation. 
What good is there in such talk? Such legislation is impossible. 
We can not fool each other; we can not fool the country. What- 
ever measure on that subject this House might consider and pass 
will have the enacting clause stricken ont by the coordinate 
branch, as everybody knows, and we should have sent back to us 
a free-coinage bill on the basis of 16 to 1. What is the use of fool- 
ing about it until in the fullness of time the coordinate branch 
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becomes Republican? When that happens—after we get a revenue 
will proceed 


bill—we to give such practical financial legislation 
as the necessities of the country demand. In the meantime we 
will go on as we are going, and in my judgment will continue to 
receive the approval of the people, who, after all, make and unmake 
Administrations and Con, > 

Mr. DALZELL. Sk d two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, this confessedly 
is a political discussion; and I think it my duty to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen on the other side of the House to the fact that 
the action of the present occupant of the Speaker’s chair in the 
Fifty-first Congress was unanimously approved by the Democratic 
party of this country in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Con- 
gresses by the substantial adoption of the rules of the Fifty-first, 
and also approved by the Supreme Court of the United States; 
so that at this late day it does not lie in their mouths to condemn 
the present Speaker for adopting or being the means of adopting 
the rules which they themselves have approved. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention furthermore to the fact 
that the leader of the Democratic party has to-day pronounced the 
Torrey bill infamous,“ and its infamy is in that it gives justice 
to that “insatiable” class, the creditors. If the leader on the 
other side means anything by his words, he means that it is in- 
famous ” for citizens of America to be industrious and frugal, and 
thus to accumulate money, and that it is“ infamous“ for them to 
loan these savings and accumulations to their fellow-citizens, and 
furthermore that it is infamous“ that those citizens when they 
have loaned their savings should desire their return and to ask a 
fair measure to secure their return. This is the position into 
aaie the leader of the Democratic party puts the Democratic 

osts 


es the hammer fell. 
. DALZELL. Mr. er, just one word in conclusion. 
The question before the House is whether or not the porey al- 
ready adopted, and upon which the seal of its approval been 
put by a vote of more than two to one, shall be embodied in a 
permanent rule such as ispresented to-day. In the discussion of 
this question not a single gentleman on the other side of the 
House has offered any reason inst the adoption of the resolu- 
tion, nor has any gentleman addressed himself to any question 
that is relevant to the subject under discussion. We have had 
here to-day a repetition of the scenes that have occurred on every 
day since the Los aig of this Congress when this House has been 
in session. We have had a display of the differences which exist 
among the various factions of the Democratic party. I had sup- 
that when the question of bankruptcy was injected into this 
iscussion by the eman from Texas | Mr. BAILEY] he had found 
a subject on which he and his party could agree. But not so. The 
gentleman from Texas was not willing originally to consider in 
the Committee of the Whole and without the intervention of the 
Appropriations Committee 9 bills; but he is now will- 
ing to undertake to discuss in a ittee of the Whole, without 
the intervention of any Committee on Judiciary, a measure involy- 
ing legal and constitutional rr of great moment. I say 
to him, so far as I am concerned, that if this question is to be con- 
sidered I shall not consent, so far as my vote goes, to have it con- 
naen save through the intervention of a Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Having announced his position, the gentleman from Tennessee 
pis Mom! rises in opposition, and with the facility that he 

for doing that sort of thing, lashes himself into a temper and 
marches up and down the aisle as he recalls the wrongs inflicted 
by the Fifty-first Congress. Why, Mr. Speaker, the “ revolution- 
ary” methods, properly called, of the Fifty-first Congress, have 
long since received the of popular approval; and if that were 
not so, ar ent on that subject was forever foreclosed when a 
Democratic Speaker abandoned the er’s chair, and, followed 
by the members of the Committee on Rules, resorted to the Speak- 
er’s room, and then, within five minutes, came in at that door 
with a resolution adopting, in a Democratic Congress, the rules of 
the Republican House of the Fifty-first Congress. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

The gentleman says that we are seeking to shirk 3 
Exactly the opposite is true. This Congress was called in session 
to epi geet a single purpose—to raise revenue by the p: 
of a tariff bill. On the very first day of the session a tariff bill 
was introduced into this House. Before a Republican President 
had been in office four weeks, that measure, after proper discus- 
sion in this House, was passed and sent to the other end of the 
Capitol. This House of Congress had then fulfilled its first duty. 
What was its second duty? To place no obstacles in the way of 
the speedy of that tariff bill—to undertake no business 
that by any possi bili ity should postpone for a single day the relief 
that we believe will come to the people by putting upon the 
statute books a law which will raise revenue sufficient to meet 
the daily needs of this great Government. 


What have you done on the other side? Nothing but prate day 
after day about “doing business;” nothing but rise to questions 
of personal privilege” and advertise yourselves here and there in 
spots throngh the newspapers, seeking a little notoriety by the 
hypocritical assertion that you desired the committees appointed, 
when in pomt of fact, after being challenged to resort to the onl 
method by which the question could be tested, you found with 
difficulty a member on your side to present not his own resolu- 
tion, but a resolution 8 by another gentleman, who did 
not have the courage to offer it. 

Now, I say we of the majority came here pursuant to a purpose. 
We have a simple policy; we have a purpose to accomplish; we 
mean to pursue our policy; we mean to accomplish our purpose, 
notwithstanding criticism on your side of the House; and we are 
willing to submit the result to the great ultimate tribunal—the 
3 people for its verdict upon that which we shall have 
done. 

Mr. Speaker, I demand a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to submit a motion to recommit that 
resolution to the Committee on Rules, with instructions to report 
asa substitute the proposition which I send to the desk. 

Mr. DALZELL. I make the point that such a motion is not in 
order on a report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BAILEY. I find it provided in the rules that— 

It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report from the 
Committee on Rules; and 1 the consideration thereof, the Speaker 
may entertain one motion, that the House adjourn; but after the result is 
announced he shall not entertain any other dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being raised, the Chair 
thinks the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. MCMILLIN.. If I can be heard one moment 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee will suspend 
for a moment, I had not concluded what I was about to say. The 
Speaker, of course, does not hold that this is a dilatory motion, 
and it is not actually made for any such p It does not 
bear the resemblance of 1 motion. The purpose of it, I 
am able frankly to avow, is that I want, if possible, to procure a 
direct vote by the House on the 8 to consider the bank - 
eles bill. This is the way and the only way in which it is pos- 
sible to do that. 

Now, it must always be in order to recommit to the Committee 
on Rules a resolution proposing adjournment from Mondays until 
Thursdays and Thursdays until a and to instruct that 
committee to report back a proposition that on a certain Monday 
the House, instead of adjourning until Thursday, shall proceed to 
the consideration of a certain bill. I have no kind of doubt but 
what the motion to recommit with thatkind of instruction is per- 
fectly in order, and I think the Chair, upon reflection, must con- 
clude the same thing. My friend from Georgia hands me the 
Manual, and calls my attention to a very pertinent provision in 
Rule XVII, that it shall be in order, pending the motion for, or 
after, the previous question, to entertain and submit a motion to 
commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select 
committee. This is a motion to commit to a standing committee 
with instructions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, he is aware that the instructions must be such as would be 
in order as an amendment to the bill or resolution if offered at 
eee r time. They must be germane, 

. BAILEY. Without stopping to argue that that must or 
must not be so, I insist that itis perfectly germane, when a propo- 
sition is made that on a given nday the House adjourn, to in- 
struct that instead of adjournment on that Monday the House 
shall proceed to the consideration of a certain bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman think, if the House was 
considering a resolution fixing the days on which it would meet, 
that an amendment would be in Oer e that at a certain 
time a certain bill should be consid 2 

Mr. BAILEY. That is a fair analogy, and I have no hesitation 
in saying certainly it would. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly it would not be in order. 

Mr. BAILEY. If you are going to call the House to meet on a 
given day, you have a right to specify when it meets what it shall 
do. It is perfectly germane. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. - 

Mr. McMILLIN. I simply wish to make this observation, Mr. 
Speaker, that in the Forty-eighth Congress the Committee on 
Rules reported a resolution, Mr. Speaker Carlisle being in the 
chair, giving certain days for the consideration of bills providing 
for the construction of public buildings. A motion was made to 
recommit with instructions to report days for the consideration 
of bills declaring forfeit certain land grants. That was enter- 
ae the Chair. ; 

The SPEAKER, -Was the point of order raised? 


1897. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. The point of order was raised, as I remem- 
ber. I will not spani with absolute certainty, but I think the 
Speaker will find that the point of order was made. I know that 

it was done after a considerable amount of controversy; but this 
coming suddenly, I have not the authority before me. a 

5 CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, will you let the resolution be 
read? 

Mr. SAX ERS. Let us hear the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would bein order. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Monday, May 24, immediately after the approval of the 
Journal, the House shall resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole tor 


the purpose of 
a uniform system of Lag ee tu pes pon the United States.“ which 
passed 7; and shall proceed in a like manner to con- 
sider the same from day to day until it shall be finally disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. That proposition being presented, the Chair 
is somewhat at a loss how to make the thing more nt than 
it is on the face of it. Here is a proposition that the House shall 


meet on Mondaysand Thursda ereis an amendmentrequest- 
ing that a paries bill shall be considered under certain condi- 
tions and formalities. Now, if that is germane to the other, it 


svould be difficult to limit the range of germaneness anywhere on 
earth, it seems to the Chair. Laughter] It has been decided by 
one of the predecessors of the present Speaker that this motion 
was not in order at all; but the present Speaker has decided other- 
wise, and, he believes, with the approval of the House, giving the 
House more complete control over such matters; but it has been 
decided by all his predecessors that no osition can be offered 
as an instruction to 2 committee that would not have been admis- 
sible as an amendment if it had been offered at the proper time. 
Now, will any gentleman of the House say that this would be a 
proper amendment to the original resolution? The Chair thinks 
that it could not be, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, in that connection, if I may be 
indulged in one further suggestion, this is a resolution to provide 
when the House shall meet. Is it not competent in that resolu- 
tion to say what it shall consider when it does meet? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee say that 
upon the nsual motion that is entered, that the House meet at 12 
o'clock, it would be germane to introduce an appropriation bill 
for immediate consideration as an amendment? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hold that the Committee on Rules, under 
many precedents, can fix what business shall be considered when 
the House meets. 

The SPEAKER., Well, but would the 35 say that that 
would be a proper amendment to a proposition to meet at 12 o’clock? 
Mr. Mc IN. It would not. 

The SPEAKER. That seems to di 


x Without conceding the correctness of the deci- 
sion of the Speaker, and I shall not appeal, I wish to make a 
motion to recommit without instructions. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division! 

Mr. DALZELL. Division! 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it. rate sage 

Mr. BAILEY. I was so certain of what the Speaker intended 
to say that I called for a division. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I was on the floor asking to 
amend the resolution when the Speaker put the vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let us finish this division. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move to amend the resolution 
torecommit, and move that the original resolution be recommitted 
to the Committee on Rules with instructions to report it back and 
state whether or not the resolution is in violation of the spirit of 
section 5, Article I, of the Constitution. 

I contend that it is, and I do not doubt but that the Committee 
on Rules will so hold. The Constitution vides that less than 
a quorum may only ‘‘adjourn from day to day,” and prohibits one 
House adjourning for more than three days” without the con- 
sent of the other. It means that less than a quorum can not 
adjourn for more than one day. The resolution does indirectly 
that which is prohibited by the Constitution. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to debate the proposition. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is in order to amend it. 

The SPEAKER. Ves; the Chair thinks it is in order to offer 
an 3 The gentleman from Alabama offers an amend- 
ment. 


Mr. DALZELL. But the previous question has been ordered. 
5 1 porn the mones to 1 ns 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. arliamen uiry. 
The SPEAKER. The 8 will state it. idee 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
from Texas to ask for a division. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 3 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the House to be 
acting now on some other business, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from 
Alabama rose before the question was put to the House; and the 
Chair does not desire by any action of his to anticipate or prevent 
a gentleman haying a right. The gentleman from bama 
moves to recommit the resolution to the Committeeon Rules with 
instructions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit the resolution to the Committee on Rules with instructions to 
report whether or not the resolution is in violation of the spirit of section 5 
of Article I of the Constitution. 

Mr. DALZELL. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. Y. Mr. Speaker, does that include my motion to 
recommit? I desired to say a word about that; but I shall say 
nothing. Of course this simply embarrasses that motion. 

Mr. ELER of Alabama. Is not this motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, nobody here knows 
what that motion is, and I should like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have it read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER of 
Alabama; and it was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 105. 

So the motion to recommit was rejec 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the original motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 83, an- 


I understood the gentleman 


swered “ present” 14, not voting 153; as follows: 
YEAS—103. 
Adams, Dolliver, Johnson. Pugh. 
1 — Johnson, N. Dak. — ves. 
abcock, vans, err, ayse, 
Baker, Md Faris, Kirkpatrick, Russell, 
‘ber. Fenton, r Shannon, 
Bartholat, Fowler, N. J. Shattuc, 
am, Gardner, Loudenslager, Sherman, 
Dees Gibson, 3 Lovering, Showalter, 
Brewster, Gillet, N. Y. Low, Sim 
Brown. Gillett, Mass. MoGleary, 85 
Brownlow, Graff, M Smith, S. W. 
Burton, Griffin, Melntire, Sprague, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Marsh, Slav Minn. 
non ger, Mercer, Stone, C. W. 
Clarke, N. H Harmer, 7 Stone, W. A. 
Codding, Hemenway, Mills, Sturtevant, 
Connel! Henry, Conn. Minor, T: 6, 
Connolly, Henry, Ind. M 3 Updegratt 
Cousins, e j an Voorhis, 
Crump, Hicks, Mudd, Warner, 
Curtis, Iowa Hilborn, Northway, Weaver, 
Curtis, Kans. Hill, Wil Pa. 
lzell, Hitt, ji Wilson, N. Y. 
5 Hore, Parker, N. J. y t 
ayton, ow: 0. q 
Dingley, Hull. Pers, Mo. 2 
NAYS—83. 
Adamson, Cooney, Hunter, Pierce, Tenn. 
J 
ey, wher: ones, 
Ball Cummings, k h — 
Bankhead, vis, Kle setae” 
Barlow, De Armond, Knowles, Shafroth, 
Bell, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Ga. Shuford, 
Benton, ery, Lewis, Wash. 8 
Berry. x ve Skinner, 
Bodine, — Me Slayden, 
Botkin, tzpatrick, McDowell, A eg Tex. 
Brenner, Ohio Fowler’. O. Meni” STEE 
mner, ‘owler, N. C. 
Brundidge, Ox. McRae, Tate.” 
Burke, Handy, Maxwell. Terry. 
Campbell, ay, Meyer, La. Underwood, 
Carmack, Henry, Miss. Miers, Tnd Vincent, 
Castle, Henry, Tex, Norton, Wheeler, Ala, 
Clark, Mo. Hinrichsen. Ogden, mor. 
Cochran, Mo. Howard, Ala. Otey, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—14. 
Bartlett, Dinsmore, Wanger, 
us, Dorr, Powe W. Miss. 
Davidson, Wis. Lanbam, Ste Wis. 
De Vries, McClellan, Stokes, 
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Acheson, Davison, Ky. Lorimer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Arnold, Dovener, Lond, Snover, 
Baird, dy. Ar gaming Sout 
Barham, Ermentrout, cAleer, Southwi 
Barney, er, M Spalding, 
Barrett, Fitzgerald, McEwan, Sparkman, 
Barrows, Fletcher, Maddox, Sperry, 

ch, Foote, Stallings, 
Belden. Foss, Mahany, Stark, 
Belford, Gaines, Mahon, Steele, 
Belknap. Greene, Mann, Stewart, N. J. 
Benner, Pa. Marshall, Strait, 
Bennett, Grout, Martin, Strode, Nebr. 
Bishop, Grow, Meekison, Strowd, 
Blan unn, Mesick, Sulloway, 
Boutelle, Hamilton, Mitchell, Sulzer, 
Brantley, Moon, Sutherland, 
Brewer, Hawley. Newlands, Talbert, 
Broderick, Heatwole, Odell, Tawney, 
Bromwell, Henderson, Olmsted, Tayler, Ohio 
Bro z Hooker, Osborne, 5 brg 
Brucker, Hopkins, Otjen, Todd. 
Brumm, Howard, Ga. Pearson, Vandiver, 
Bull, Hurley, Perkins, Vehslage, 
Capron, Jenkins, Peters, ‘adswort 
Catchin N Jones, Va. Pitney. Walker, Mass. 
Chickering, Joy, Plo Walker, Va. 
Clardy Kelley, Prince, Ward 
Clark, lowa Ke Y Quigg, Weymouth. 
Clayton, Knox, a Wheeler. Ky. 
Cochrane, N. Y. Kulp, Ridgely, White, In. 
Colson, Lamb, Rixey, White, N. C. 
Cooke, Latimer, Robb. Wilber, 
Cooper, Wis. Lentz, Robbins, ilson, S. C. 
Cor! Lester, Robertson, La, Yost, 
Cox, Linne; Sauerhering, Young, Va. 
Crumpacker, Littauer, Shelden, 
Davenport, Little, Sims, 
Davey, Smith, Ky. 

The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Perkins with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisi- 


. BOUTELLE with Mr. TATE. - 
. VAN Vooruis with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 
Mr. Dorr with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. Ketcuam with Mr. LAMB. 

Bisnor with Mr. BREWER. 

. WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON. 

. Powers of Vermont with Mr. GAINES. 
Mr. CHARLES W.STONE with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

. SPALDING with Mr. CRANFORD, 

. MILLER with Mr. CLAnDx. 

. EDDY with Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 

. BROWNLOW with Mr. Moon, 

. BRODERICK with Mr. BAIRD. 

. Morris with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
. Hopkins with Mr. BLAND. 

. BARNEY with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. MARSHALL. 


Mr. Quidd with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. LTON with Mr. Topp. 
Mr. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 


. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER, 

. SNOVER with Mr. PLowMan, 

. SHELDON with Mr. Youne of Virginia. 

. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. Warts of Illinois with Mr. Sms. 

Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. RIXEY. 

. LORIMER with Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 

. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. 
. Foss with Mr. DAVEY. 

Kl with Mr. STALLINGS. 

. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 

. ACHESON with Mr. WILsoN of South Carolina. 
. CORLISS with Mr. LATIMER. 

. McEwan with Mr. VISLAGE. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 

. JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 

. Knox with Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina. 
. HOOKER with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

. BRUMM with Mr. Cox. 

. SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 

. BARHAM with Mr. McCuLtoca, 

. COLSON with Mr. OsBORNE. 

„ FISCHER with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

. Moopy with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

. WarD with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

. Manon with Mr. Benner of Pennsylvania. 
Meal with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT, 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER, 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. LITTLE, 


. SPERRY with Mr. Gnidds. 

. Mesick with Mr. PETERS. 

. LouD with Mr. DE VRIES. 

. ROBBINS with Mr. VANDIVER. 

. LENTZ with Mr. LYBRAND. 

. WEYMOUTH with Mr. LANHAM. 

. PITNEY with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

For this day: 7 

Mr. TAWNEY with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. MxRRISON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, upon the roll 
call I voted ‘‘no.” Iam paired with the gentleman from Minne- 
sota, = Eppy. I therefore withdraw my vote and answer 
„present.“ . 

Mir STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I voted “ no,” but finding that I 
am paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. JENKINS, I 
withdraw my vote, 

Mr. FOWLER of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, a short time 
ago I went away without pairing, and on my return I noticed that 
I was called out by the Clerk as paired. 1 corrected that, but I 
observe that I am now named as being paired with 8 1 
have asked indefinite leave of absence. I wish to state that I have 
had nosas to do with arranging the pair. Iam not paired with 
anyone, and therefore I wish to have my vote recorded. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote has been recorded in the 


negative. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. S er, I voted no,“ but I find that 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. ODELL, with whom I am 
paired, is not present, so I withdraw my vote and answer “ present.” 

Mr. SWAN SON. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with the gentleman 
from Minnesota, Mr. TAwNEY, but I see that he is now paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. MCALEER. So I 
have voted. : 

Mr. LANHAM. In my absence recently I was paired with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. WEYMOUTH. I have voted 
no,“ hi finding that the pair is still in force, I desire to withdraw 
my vote. 

r. DORR. Mr. Speaker, I have voted Caye,“ but as I am 
aired wae, ee gentleman from Georgia, Mr, Mappox, I with- 
aw my vote. i 

Mr. DE VRIES. Mr. Speaker, I have voted ‘‘no,” but finding 
that I am paired with m e e Mr. Loup, I ask that my vote 
be withdrawn and that I be mar present.“ 

Mr. BROSIUS. I have voted in the affirmative, but being 
paired with my colleague, Mr. ERMENTROUT, I desire to withdraw 
my vote and be recorded as ‘‘ present.” 

r. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, and myself were both present the 
other day and voted, I voted “ no“ on this question when my name 
was called, but finding that he is not present to-day, I will with- 
draw my vote and ask to be recorded as present.“ 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, SAN PEDRO, CAL, 

Mr. BARLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
introduction of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the 8 of War be, and he is hereby, requested to 
communicate to the House at the earliest date that may be practicable what, 
if anything, has been done toward the building of a har refuge and com- 
merce at San Pedro, Cal., as provided for by law, and if nothing has been 
done, why the law has not been carried out, and how soon bids will be invited 
for the prosecution of said work, as contemplated in the statute making ap- 
propriation therefor. 


Mr. BARLOW. Mr. Speaker, I hope no fellow-member will 
object to this resolution. It embodies a simple inquiry which I 
addressed in person to the Secretary of War the other day, and he 
denied me the information. My constituents are asking me by 
telegram and letter in regard to the status of this matter; and in 
response to such inquiries I went to the War Department to get 
the information, to which I was entitled. I will state the answer 
which the Secretary of War gave tome. I asked him when these 
bids would be let, and he said he did not know : 

Mr. PAYNE. Isubmit that this discussion is not in order, 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order upon a request for 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. BARLOW. Ihope there will be no objection to my getting 
this information. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the right of objection be reserved until 
we hear the resolution again read. 

Mr. BARLOW. In answer to my inquiry the Secretary said 
that he could not tell exactly when the bids would be let 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman from 
California that it would be better to ask the House to pass this 
resolution without 8 any reflections upon the Secretary of 
War. The resolution will be very much more likely to pass in 
that way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARLOW. Very well, then; Iwill not say anything further. 
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But I hope no gentleman will object to my getting this informa- 
tion. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to have that resolution read 


again. So far as it is a mere resolution of maui (which appears 

_to be the effect of the first part) it is doubtless roper; but the 
last part of the resolution seems to imply that the Secretary of 
War has not acted in obedience to the law. I should like to haye 
the resolution again read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the 8 of War be, and he is hereby, requested to 
communicate to the House at the earliest date that may be practicable what 
if anything, has been done toward the com oting of a harbor of refuge and 
commerce at San Pedro, Cal., as provided for by law 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from California will stop 
right there, I think it will strengthen his resolution very much. 

r. BARLOW. Iwill say to the gentleman from Ohio that the 
very point I want to get at in this inquiry is as to when those bids 
will be ready to be submitted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That isa matter entirely within the discretion 
of the Secretary of War. i 

Mr. BARLOW. But am I not entitled to have this information? 

Mr. DIN GLEV. Let the resolution go over until the next sit- 
ting of the House. I want to inquire into the matter. There isan 
implication in the last part of the resolution which I do not like. 

he SPEAKER. Objection is made, as the Chair understands, 
to the introduction of the resolution, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BARLOW. I hope the gentleman from Maine will allow 
this request for information to b> adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want the resolution to lie over until the next 
meeting of the House. 

Mr. BARLOW. I am willing to withdraw it for the present 
and have it come up at the next meeting. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman withdraws the resolution, I 
will inquire in regard to the matter. The resolution in its pres- 
ent form seems to imply a reflection on the Secretary of War. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
withdraw his motion, in order that I may offer the resolution 
which I hold in my hand? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is it? 

Mr. KING. A resolution providing for the annexation of Ha- 
waii. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I insist on my motion. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, leave of absence 
was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FowLER of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
important business. 
o Mr. BRoMWELL, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. DAVEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. BAIRD, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. SamvueL W. Suirn, for thirty days, on account of 
ent business. 
o Mr. CAMPBELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
The result of the yote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced, 
And then (at 2 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the Honse, in ac- 
cordance with its previous order, adjourned until Monday next 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

oes were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a bill codifying the inland rules of the United States to prevent 
collision of vessels, accompanied by a popari approved by the 
delegates of the United States to the Washington International 
Marine Conference of 1889—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, with a draft 
of a joint resolution, the recommendation that the Secretary of 
War be authorized to receive for instruction at the Military 
Academy at West Point, Carlos Gutierrez, son of the President 
of Salvador—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
the harbor of Plymouth, Mass,—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
a River, New Hampshire—to the Committee on Rivers and 

bors, and ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Exeter River, New Hampshire, from its mouth to the upper 
bridge in Exeter—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3125) for the selection of 
jurors in the United States courts—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. a 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 3126) to amend the seventh 
section of the act entitled An act to establish circuit courts of 
appeals, and to define and regulate in certain cases the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
se ab March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCCORMICK: A bill (H. R. 3127) granting to the State 
of Kansas the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation in said 
State for the purpose of establishing western branches of the 
Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas State Normal 
Institute thereon, and for a public park—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 3128) to authorize the registra- 
i i trade-marks and to protect the same—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. KING: A jointresolution (H. Res. 53) providing for the 
8 of the Hawaiian Islands to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, favoring the passage of an act to pension Mrs, 
Maria A. Blaisdell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 
pas following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
ollows: 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3129) nting 
a pension to James D. Gay—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 3130) for the relief of Henry 
Bader, Company D, Seventh Iowa Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3131) for the relief of Frederick Stewart, 
Tenth Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8132) for the relief of P. P. Miner, Com 
D, Twelfth Indiana Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Sions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 8133) granting an increase of pen- 
as to Bushrod W. Musselman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3134) for the relief of William S. McKnight 
and James W. Richardson—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3135) to correct the military record of James 
Kinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3136) granting a pension to Mrs, Christine 
Arkkemper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. nll to remove the ch of de- 
sertion from the military record of William Shawda—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3138) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Fenstemaker—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 3139) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
ay known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MCINTIRE: A bill (H. R. 3140) to grant an increase of 

nsion to Lieut. Charles T. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 3141) granting a pension to 
Price W. Hawley, late of Company B, Seventy-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3142) granting an increase 
of pension to Richard A. Cornell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3143) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Cramer—to the Committee in Invalid Pensions, : 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 3144) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert S. Moorhead—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, s 
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PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 23 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of J. Lewis and other citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of a bill restricting immigration 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of citizens of Pueblo, Colo., for the 
abrogation of the existing Hawaiian reciprocity treaty—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Colorado, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Sherman antiscalpers bill - to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of citizens of Crested Butte, Colo., for restricted 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

Also, petition of Sons of Veterans, North Fork Camp, of Hotch- 

kiss, Colo., protesting against Spanish indignities in Cuba—to the 

Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Fa Mr. ga purer auna of citizens of 3 
voring a rigid restriction o ign immigration om- 

mittee on Immigration and Naturalestion. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Academy of Fine Arts, 
favoring the free admission of works of art and antiquities im- 
ported into this country—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRENNER of Ohio: Petition of C. M. Schuberth and 
51 other citizens of Miamisburg, Ohio, favoring the of a 
bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on 9 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petitions of Edward R. Perkins and others, 
J. G. W. Cowles and others, and Pickands, Mather & Co. and 
others, of Cleveland, Ohio, asking that the President be authorized 
to appoint a monetary commission to reform national banking 
and currency laws—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Commercial Travelers’ Associa- 
tion; also resolution of the city council of Cleveland; also resolu- 
tion of International Machinists, Lodge No. 288, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, protesting the passage of House bill No. 80, men 
to railroad-ticket brokerage—to the Committee on Interstate an 
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By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of Hon. N. B. Bradley and 67 other 
citizens of Bay City, Mich., favoring the appointment of a mone- 
tary commission and a reform in national currency and i 
legislation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of W. P. Shepherd and 24 other citizens of Mid- 
land, Mich., asking that a duty of 35 cents per thousand be placed 
upon shingles imported from foreign countries—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of manufacturers in Bay City, Mich., asking that 
coal tar and crude coal tar ucts be placed on the free list to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pa.; also petition of citizens of Verona, Pa., favoring the 

of an immigration law—to the ttee on Immigra- 
on and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Charles L. Hayes and other 
citizens of Springville, Me., praying for the passage of a bill to 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 
Eai Sn ee of lane a ph ~~ 18 3 

tizens orsvill “traps Sp e passage of a bill granting 
a service ion to all honorably 88 soldiers of the late 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Southern Cotton Oil 
2 y, of Philadelphia, Pa., asking for a duty on tallow to 

Also, petition of M. 


ttee on Ways and Means. 

. Parvin, of East Berkley, Pa., protesting 
against a duty on hides, on the ground that it would add to the 
cost of shoes and harness, and destroy leather export trade—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HARMER: Two memorials of citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pn., in favor of ai poe restricting immigration and to protect 
American citizenship and the workingmen now in this country, 
and urging the passage at as early a date as possible in the present 
extra session of Congress of a bill similar to that passed in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress and vetoed by President Cleveland—to the 
Committee on igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petitions of C. S. W. Jones and 49 others, and 
C. M. Buck and 49 others, citizens of Tyrone, Pa.; also petition of 
citizens of Friedens, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill restricting 
nom sinks Soa Da: the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

Also, petition of letter carriers of Altoona, Pa., urging the pas- 

of th general deficiency bill of the Fifty-fourth Congress 


sage 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


5 — Cirina ee on 
favoring the ge of House bill No. 55, in relation to cigar- 
ettes—to the Committee on the Judiciary, f 


Also, petition of J, H. Bedell and other citizens of Fairfield 
County, Conn., for free delivery in rural districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of 50 citizens of Seabright, 22 citi- 
ans of Beskingziage, soe 14 ee ee in the State 
of New Jersey, urging the passage of a bill restricting immigra- 
tion—to the ti on Immigration and Na 5 
_ By Mr. JOY: Paper to accompany House bill No. 2958, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Bush: W. Musselman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of the St. Paul (Minn.) 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the creation of a di ent of 
commerce and industry—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ Also, resolutions of the Mankato (Minn.) Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the appointment of a monetary commission as recommended 
by the Taian polis convention—to the Committee on Banking 


and Currency. 
By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Jennie M. Pittman, secretary of 
perance Union of Prescott, Ark., 


By Mr. MOODY: Petition of A. B. Hoag and 83 other residents 
of Groveland, Mass., urging the passage of a bill for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Monroe- 
ville, Ind., favoring the enactment of a law restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

_By Mr. SHAFROTH: Memorial of the Cattle Growers’ Asso- 
ciation of the State of Colorado, favoring a tariff on hides—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of W. W. George 
and 46 others, for the appointment of a monetary commission—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3118, for 
the relief of Capt. Richard F. Fuller—to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 
cage papes to accompany House bill No. 8117, for the relief of 
Capt. William Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2957, for the relief of 
Charles A. Beeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, ps to accompany House bill No. 3122, relating to the 
claim of James H. Land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 10, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Turpie, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE, 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
so much of the twenty-fourth rule as requires the ap tment of 
the standing and select committees of the Senate by ballot be 


suspended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
ma Senator from Montana? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by-unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the folowing, commencing with May 11, 1897, shall consti- 

i d select committees 


tute the stam ani of the Senate of the United States 
for the Fifty- Congress: 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Warren, Gear, Clay, and ERSEN 

On 9 Allison (chairman), Hale, Cullom, y, Per. 
a os . Cockrell, Gorman, Teller, Faulkner, Pe W, „and 

1 S 

Ta. At and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. Messrs. Jones 
of Nevada (chairman), Gallinger, and Jones of Ar! 

On the eee rer 8 Hale, Platt of New York, Fair - 
banks, tigrow, Whi unon, and McEnery. 

On Civil 8 and — — Pritchard 3 
Morrill, Elkins, Wolcott, Walthall. enney, and of 

On ims.—Messrs. Teller (chairman 0 arren, Mason, Fair Pasco, 


a 
On Coast Defenses.—Messrs. McBride (chairman), Sever, Proctor, Bur- 


rows, Wellington, ose, Mills, Smith, Butler, Turner, Earle. 
On Commerce.—Messrs, Frye (chairman), Quay, Me Elkins, Nelson, 
McBride, 8 Vest, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, White, Murphy, Berry, 


an ‘ery. 
On Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Jones of 
Arkansas 858 Gorman, Aldrich, McMillan, and We 
On the District of Columbia.—Messrs. McMillan Koroan Gallinger, 
d, Baker, Wetmore, Harris Tennessee, 
ne 


ani ebay r. Pri 
Faulkner, Martin, 8 and Kenney. 
On Education and .—-Messrs. Kyle (chairman), Perkins, Gear, Pen- 
rose, George, Caffery, Mantle, Lindsay, and Cannon. 
On Engrossed Bills.— (chairman), Hoar, and Baker. 
On Enrolled Bills Messrs. Sewell (chairman), and Cattery. 
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To Establish the University of the United Sonea ee Wellington (chair. 
man). Frye, Nelson, Foraker, Deboe, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, ‘Walthall, 


eee the Several Branches of the Civil Service. Messrs. Foraker 


nance.—Messrs. 
necticut, Wolcott, Burrows, Jones of aor 


‘kansas, White, 
Jones of Ar kins n Frye, Wilson, Mason, 


Maken fale cane Per 
utler, and Turner. 
7 ä Davis a (chairman) = . Frye, Cullom, Lodge, 
ru an 

On Forest Reser vai ms an the Protection O ana Allen (chair- 
man), organ, Teller. Tillman 

ane ~ gration M essrs. Fairbanks (chairman), 5 Nelson, 
Mason, 1 Penrose, Faulkner, ner, Rawlins, Turner, Ol: 

son (c ia ), Gear, paker, De 

8. Indian 0 essrs. Pe 
Shoup, wien. Jones of Arkansas, 
On indian Ber Depredations.—Messrs. Wilson (chairman), „Kyle, Shoup, McBride, 
Deboe, Lindsay, Faulkner, Bacon, Martin, and 

On — 3 —Messrs. Cullom (chairman), 3 Wolcott, 
s, Gorman, Lindsay, Smith, Chilton, and TiN 


Clerk, eon, Spooner, Bris Teller, Lindsay, Sash Gray, Chilton, 


the Library. Messrs. W tmore (chairman), Hansbrough, and Cockrell. 
and’ 8 —Messrs * — Mason 9 Onte, Canon: Smith, 


—Messrs. Hawl Nr Shoup, Sewell, 
ee ere on ey ( Potts. up, 


On Naval 


wo 1 se 5 aoar C ES Frye, TRS 
ESA à Thareton, M Piatt of Conr Connecticut (chairman), Pritchard, Clark, 
. oup, Hansbrough, Baker. 


On Pensions.—Messrs. Gallin: 22 
Pritchard, Kyle, Hanna, ‘Mitchell, Lindsay, Roch, Cannon, Turner, an 
en 
On Post-oftees and Post-Roads.—Messrs. Wolcott (chairman), Chandler, 
ee e Penrose, Butler, Mitchell, Pet glay. s and Kenney. 
On Printing. (chairman), Falo, and 


On Private andl Clark Claims.—Messrs. Harris of 8 (chairman), Pasco. 
k ie, Hale. of t, and 3 
On ee and Elections.—Messrs. Chandler (chairman), Hoar, VRS 
er, Faulkner, Cafi: Allen, and Pettus. 
Public Buildings and eel essrs. Qua (chairman), Morrill, T 
W t, Daniel, is, to Rawlins, and 


m) Elkina, Nelson, Thurston, Lodge, 


Pet 
8 er (chairman), Hoar, Hale, Mur- 


3 
8 ftchell, Pet 5 J ——.— of eee and h. 
0 5 8 the oo A tes.—Messrs. Burrows (chair- 


e Ke Bra Walthan (chairman), Bacon, Bate, and 


On Rules.—Messrs. — — (chairman), Hoar, Spooner, Harris of Tennes- 
Gorman, Teller, and Pasco. 
ete Territories.—Messrs, Shoup Bate, White, and Sewell, Carter, Thurston, Kyle, 
Baker, Platt of New York. Bate, and Heitfeld. 
tation Routes to the ocr} —Mr. Platt of New York (chair- 
Clark, Foraker, George, Turpie, Allen, Turner, and Pe 


SELECT COMMITTEES, 


To In the Condition o; the Potomac River Prone 
Messrs. Gray (chairman 

On the tion of the he Nicaragua Canal 
n, Harris of Hawley. 
mo "Women Sufvage—Messra. George (obairmaa 


), Hoar, Quay, and Wet- 
ars Additional Accommodations for the Lil 5 ee Gor- 
man (chairman), Jones of Ar Morrill, om, an 
On the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians.—Messrs. Berry 8 
Platt ot er go and Davis. 
tion and Sale of Meat Products.—Messrs. Bate (chairman), 
Vest An Wolcott, and ma 
International 


tions. 
Pia Platt of Now York, Welingtan. Vest, Gray, Daniel. P. Pettigrew, 


Lindsay, Heitfeld, 
On 1 Geological rr nam —Messrs. Elkins (chairman), Allison, Fairbanks, 
rao and Mills. 
National Banks.—Messrs. Mantle (chairman), Burrows, Penrose, 
Mitchell, and Chilton. 
To eee Trespassers upon Indian Lands. Messers. Baker (chairman) 


aß 


Morgan (chairman), 
‘Wilson, Cand ‘Platt of New York. 


Thurston (chairman), Hawley, War- 


TAX UPON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senatea communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 2ist ultimo, certain information relative to the 

te of internal-revenue tax to be levied and collected upon dis- 

led spirits; which was read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the communication is in re- 

to a resolution which I had the honortooffer. I movethat 
be referred to the Committee on Finance and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of District Assem- 
bly No. 66, Order of Knights of Labor, of the city of Washington, 
= Congress to madam the wrongs of Gen. Hugh Cameron, 

sas, sustained at the hands of othe Capitol police force on 
the 18th of March, 1897; which was referred to the G. Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE prano sundry petitions of citizens of Marion 
and Tobinsport, in the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment 
of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie 
on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of the Indianapolis Board of 
Trade, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating t the enactment 
of any bankruptcy legislation unless its provisions apply to debts 
owing upon the date of the passage of such legislation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of W. W. Johnson & Co., of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, pra that a reduced rate of tax and a three- 
year bonded period be placed on domestic distilled spirits; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

oe also presented the petition of Simon Franken, of Brooklyn, 

praying for the adoption of the proposed schedule in the 
ie Dingley tariff bill relative to the duty on diamonds; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also nted the memorial of Charles R. Gibson, wholesale 
liquor dealer, of Salamanca, N. Y., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the duty on Sumatra and Habana tobacco; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indiana Library Associa- 

tion anda 8 of the faculty of Bryn Mawr College, Bryn 
Mawr, Pa., remonstrating against any c in the exi 
tariff law relative to the importation of books, pamphlets, peri 
icals, charts, etc.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of P. C. Tomson & Co., of Phila- 
Ser Pa. pra ing for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the pendin relative to the classification of chicory and 
coran whet was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM 3 a memorial of sundry citizens of Au- 
rora, II., remonstratin t the passage of the so- called anti- 
neat ing railroad ticket which was referred to the Committee 

terstate 5 

fle also presented a oe of the Quincy Freight Bureau, of 
Quincy, , praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and industry, Somaya te tariff bureau, for the investi- 


gation and report on proposed schedules; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry brewers of „III., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to eee issu- 


ance of revenue stamps for use on one-sixth and one-eighth ke; 
and also for the appointment of a commission to inquire into 
adulteration of malt liquors; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

ee a Spi a joint ee pe of 3 * of ae ois, 
relative e widening and deepening cago River; 
which was referred to the Committee on „ and 


ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution No. 18. 
. it resolved . Minois N esentatives 
curring therein), That the assent of the ve the State of 
Minois be, and the Same is hereby, given to the > United Sia States to acquire title 
proceedings, in accordan 


w condemnation ngs, ce with the laws of 
tho nited States and this State, and to hol und possess all lands necessary 
for widening the 9 and its branches, as provided for hf act of 
Congress entitled An act 8 for the const ru re- 
pair, s and ee of 8 public works on rivers and harbors, for 


3 h became a law June 3, 1806; and the State of 
hereby the United States jurisdiction over Bi or all lands so ac- 
Speaker y the House 7 — 
0 louse 
y 288 ORTHCOTT, 
Ba eae har of the Senate, 
Adopted by the senate April 22, 1897. 7 1 
. of the Senate. 


Concurred in by the house of representatives April 23, 1897. 
By i £ ISHN A. REEVE, 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Ilinois, sa: 
1 9 Conon OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
ers state of the State of Illinois, do hereby cer - 
that the ey ae isa ie copy of senate joint resolution No. 18, the 
o of which is now on file in my office. 


witness whereof I hereunto set iy hand and affix os (arent seal of State 
es vores giy of Springfield, this 27th day of April, A. Da 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine . HALE] is called 
out of town upon an urgent matter and desires to submit some 
observations on the joint resolution that I had the honor to intro- 
duce, Senate resolution 26, on the subject of 8 the bel- 
eee I wish to ask Pare AO BUDENE A the pre- 


of morning business and let the Senator from Maine 
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proceed, and then, immediately after he has closed, of course con- 
sent will be given for the introduction of routine morning busi- 
ness, It is for his personal convenience that I make this request. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Alabama will not object (if 
so, I shall not attempt to interfere), I have a short resolution here 
in reference to a local matter in California which I desire to have 
read and considered at once. If it leads to the slightest debate I 
will withdraw the request, but it is very brief and I should like to 
have it disposed of now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the request of the Senator from California? 

Mr. MORGAN, Ofcourse I must yield, but I hope the Senate 
will allow the Senator from Maine to proceed. It is for his per- 
sonal convenience that I make this request. 

Mr. QUAY. In response to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Alabama, 1 desire to say that so far as I am concerned, I shall be 
compelled to leave the Senate within an honr, and I have some 
morning business here to present that will occupy but a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I will not interfere any more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of petitions and 
memorials is still in order. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Monroe 
County, Pa., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty 
on hides; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 12 tobacco firms of Boston, 
Mass., relative to the proposed duty on wrapper and filler tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of 50 citizens of Haverhill, Mass.; of 
a ee 2 Midd rages 3 and 5 5 ee . 
rings, o., praying for the passage of the so-called Lodge bi 
Lair fe immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the president and trustees of 
the Museum of Fine Arts, Boston, Mass., praying that all works 
of art be admitted into the country free of duty; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Haverhill, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of an immigration law which 
will better protect American citizenship and the workingmen of 
the country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the legislature of Minne- 


sota, praying that an es Seat be made for the relief of Jesse 


Branham, jr., Albert Sperry, and Thomas Holmes for serv- 
ices rendered in the Indian massacre in Minnesota in 1862; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Mankato, 
Minn., praying for the adoption of certain reforms in the national 
currency and banking laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of W. N. Ingalls and sundry 
other citizens of Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
3 restricting immigration; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. : 

He also presented the petition of William B. Thorpe and 77 
other sawmill employees of Stillwater, Minn., praying for the 
adoption of the lumber schedule in the pending tariff bill as passed 
by the House of Representatives; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Moore and 46 other 
citizens of Minnesota, praying that a duty of not less than $2 per 
thousand feet be placed on rough lumber, and $2 per thousand 
feet on logs; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Scofield and 203 other 
citizens of Minnesota, and the petition of C. H. North and 164 
other citizens of Minnesota, praying that a duty of $2 per thou- 
sand feet be placed on all rough lumber, logs, and pulp wood, to 
enable new settlers to pay for their lands, which is accomplished 
largely by the sale of these products; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. ’ : 

Mr. WALTHALL. I present the petition of Georgiana Catch- 
ings, of Issaquena County, Miss., praying for the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 1764, for the relief of the estate of Sarah G. Clark, 
deceased. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Claims, to accompany that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Oxford, 
North Long Branch, Ocean City, Pleasantville, Seabright, Butler, 
New Providence, Ringoes, Mount Holly, Millstone, and Vincent, 
and of Perseverance Council, No. 50, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, of Vineland, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the speedy passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

fie also presented the petition of George W. Kennedy and sun- 
dry other citizens of Pottsville, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used in the 
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arts and in medicinal and other like compounds; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 52 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union of 
Luzerne County, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the gon system of ticket broker- 
age; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the ministers and elders of the 
Redstone Presbytery of the Presbyterian Church, of Brownsville, 
Pa., praying for the ratification of the proposed arbitration treaty 
with Great Britain; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Twenty-fourth Ward Repu 
lican executive committee, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of the Tent: 
Ward Republican executive committee, of Philadelphia, Pa., an 
of the Titusville Republican Club of the Twenty-sixth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal of the 
present civil-service law; which were referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the petitions of 26 citizens of Pittsburg, 69 
citizens of Elklick, 51 citizens of Shenandoah, 100 citizens o 
Sharpsville, 82 citizens of Tarentum, 27 citizens of Moyer, 
citizens of Huton Township, 14 citizens of Bellevue, 17 citizens 
of Creekside, 48 citizens of Lykens, 26 citizens of Broadford, 53 
citizens of Allegheny, 50 citizens of the Seventeenth Congressional 
district, 49 citizens of Gettysburg, 29 citizens of Stonycreek, 
24 citizens of Luzerne, 50 citizens of Grand Valley, 16 citizens o 
Chestnut Hill, 177 citizens of Uniontown and Fayette County, 
citizens of Beaverfalls, 25 citizens of Rock, 81 citizens of Pitts- 
burg, 25 citizens of Philadelphia, 42 citizens of Dallastown, 90 
citizens of Lackawanna County, 52 citizens of Elizabethtown, 104 
citizens of Verona Boroug , 74 citizens of Tamaqua, 11 citizens of 
Fogelsville, 100 citizens of Harrisburg, 87 citizens of Sharonhill 
15 citizens of Lehigh County, 25 citizens of the First Congressional 
district, 104 citizens of Philadelphia, 25 citizens of Carlisle, 11 
citizens of Friedens, 32 citizens of Myerstown, 52 citizens of Cam- 
bria County, 26 citizens of Cribbs, 19 citizens of Philadelphia, 70 
citizens of Venango, 103 citizens of Tyrone, 50 citizens of Mark- 
leysburg, 50 citizens of Penbrook, 27 citizens of Eden, 101 citizens 
of Mauch Chunk, 52 citizens of Carlisle, 52 citizens of McLane, 50 
citizens of Fredonia, 36 citizens of Montgomery County, 44 citizens 
of Allentown, 74 citizens of Pittsburg, 36 citizens of Tacony, and 
of 26 citizens of e all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of Toney Leidinger and 
62 other employeesin sawmills in Wisconsin and Minnesota, and 
the petition of D. L. Montgomery and 13 other lumber operativ 
of Wisconsin, praying that a duty of $2 per thousand feet be p 
on rough lumber; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Barron Stave and Heading 
Company and other business firms of Wisconsin, praying that 
duty be placed on staves, hoops, and headings; which was order 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John Manghan and sundry 
other citizens of Iowa County, Wis., raying for the enactment of 
legislation making it unlawful to sell or give away intoxicating 
liquors in the Capitol building or upon public grounds owned or 
controlled by the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS eee sundry petitions of citizens of 
Marion, Jonesboro, and Tobinsport, all in the State of Indiana 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the legislature of Minnesota, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the relief of Jesse 

ranham, jr., Albery H. Sperry, and Thomas Holmes for services 
rendered in the Indian massacre in that State in 1862; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


The senate and house of representatives of the legislature of Minnesota to 
the Senate and House of e eee of the Congress of the United States, 
of Washington, D. C., greeting: 

The thrilling scenes and horrors connected with the Indian massacre in 
1852 have gone into history. Yet many who fought for their homes, friends, 
8 children are still living. 

That your honorable body may readily understand the justice and consist- 
ency of this our recommendation and memorial, we herewith subjoin an ex- 
tract from the report of Capt. George C. Whitcomb, commanding detach- 
ment at Forest City. in Meeker County, 16 miles from Acton, where the fi 
killing by the Indians was perpetrated on Sunday, August 17, 1862. In 
report Captain Whitcomb says: 

“On the Ist of September, 1862, Capt. Richard Strout, Ninth Minnesota In- 
fantry, was on the march with his copapeny. from Glencoe, in McLeod County, 
by way of Hutchinson and Cedar Mills, to the little hamlet of Acton, in Meekér 
County. On the 2d instant, while en route to Green Lake with 35 of my com: 
mand to relieve some refugees said to be in imminent danger there, I was 
attacked by over 100 Indians at Peterson's Field, while the men were eating 
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$ ogged Strout’s march that day to find where he 
camped. My better judgment told me (reasoning from what I had seen and 
the reports of my scouts) there were something more than 300 of Crow's 
choicest warriors which could be congregated by for an attack on Strout’s 
command that night. I knew that Crow was at Swede Grove in the after- 
noon, 10 miles from where Strout would camp. I knew Crow to be a wary 
foe, and would not let Strout get away if he could help it. If Ican put Strout 
on his guard, it may be well, but if not, not a man of his command see 
the sun rise to-morrow. morang My determination was fixed in ten min- 
utes. Strout must be informed of what was sure to come by or before 12 
o'clock that night or all was lost. Besides this, his men were armed with the 
Belgian gun, and our ammunition would not fit a gun of foreign make of like 
; he must be informed of the fact. It was nearly sundo 


call. I called for three men to carry dispatches to Acton who were acquainted 
with the topography of the — 

“Jesse Branham, jr., H. Sperry, and Thomas Holmes ste on for 
ward withalacrity. I put the brave trio in charge of Branham, wit C- 
tions to avoid the ha; d 


ngers f 
to Strout. As I nut the package in Branham's hand and took the hand of the 
brave ‘Paul Reveres' with a heartfelt good-bye, I thought there was 
forty-nine chances nst them to one in their favor to get through in safety; 
et 1 was proud of The dis 
Traveled was over 25 miles. The 


in fan 

read, the am- 
ut to work 
fitting cartridges; a council was held; other guards were posted, and some 
slept; others did not; some slept their last sleep. At daylight the bugle 

ed to fall in. and Strout’s command started on the march for Forest City, 

a point they never reached. With Branham to guide them by 2 1 Kelleys 

Bluff, they started, but in ten minutes they were attacked by Indians, 

stripped to the breech clout. Branham was shot porosan the body, a Spring- 

field. Tifle ball ing through the left lung. Sperry’s horse was shot twice 

under him. Holmes had several hand to ban encounters, but he bore a 
ed life, and came out of the fight more dead than alive. 

“It has been shown beyond any shadow of doubt that when Branham, 
Sperry, and Holmes were within 6 rods of Strout's camp a head warrior, a 
brother-in-law of Little Six, with his warriors, stood on the road, and on their 
approach fell back, eleven on each side, which allowed them to g in unob- 
served. The mme was to attack Strout at 3 o’clock in the morning. 
Red was Le lend the attack on the north, Mic aw pan eta on the east, Little 
Six on thesouth, and Bald Eagle, a renegade chief of Standing Buffalo's band, 
on the west. Signals were given by hooting, in imitation of an owl, from the 
tops of tall trees, to show the localities of the leaders. Crow had the super- 
vision of the attack. At g a. m. the final si was to be given and the har- 
vest of death begun, but the awful consequences were averted by the timely 
messages carried by these three men, who proved themselves to be of the 
bravest of the brave.” 

We therefore deem it but justice that these men should be in some measure 
rewarded for saving the lives of those seventy-six men at a risk to themselves 
which seemingly could only be averted by their wearing a charmed life. 


They are all still living, butin indigent circumstances. Branhamisgreatl. 
enfeebled, naturally, by having a Springfied rifle musket ball hurled throug 
the most vital part of his body. 


We therefore memorialize Congr in the name and on behalf of the 
house of representative of the State of Minnesota, the senate concurring, 
that an appropriation of sucha just and reasonable sum may be made as will 
enable those brave men to pass the remainder of their lives in a reasonable 

of comfort, and that they will neither be dependent on the charity of 
others nor want for the necessaries of life. 

Approved March 9, 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 
I, Albert Berg, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, do here’ 


cer- 
tify that I have compared the annexed copy with the original resolution in 


my office of the joint resolution of the senate and house of representatives 
of the twenty-eighth session of the legislature of Minnesota to the Senate and 
House of Representatives of EAE of the United States, at Washington 
D. O., the same being resolution No. 9, approved March 9, 1895, and that said 
copy a a true and correct transcript of said joint resolution and of the whole 


ereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State, at the capital, in St. Paul, this 28th day of April, A. D. 1897. 
[SEAL] ALBERT BERG, Secretary of State. 


Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Terry, 8. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of A. B. Langshore and 68 
other citizens of Shoshone County, Idaho, and the petition of J. 
N. Walker and 50 other citizens of Shoshone County, Idaho, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

ARMOR PLATE FOR THE NAVY, 

Mr. HALE. I present a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting certain information relative to the pro- 
posed manufacture by the Government of armor plate for vessels 
of the Navy. I move that the communication be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 109) for the erection 


XXX——60 


of a 


ublic building at Aberdeen, S. Dak., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I am directed by the Committee on the 


Census, to whom was referred the bill (S. 94) to provide for the 
Twelfth and subsequent censuses, to report it with amendments, 
A majority of the committee are of opinion that the employees 
in the Census Office should be appointed according to the discre- 
tion of the Director of the Census, and not in the method provided 
by „ law and the existing rules made in pursuance 
ereof. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1861) to make an 5 1 5 1 25 adjust- 
ment of ip grania of land to the several States of the Union for 
State no schools, and for other purposes, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. x aR introduced a bill (S. 1914) to provide for the adjust- 
ment of certain rights of property of the Wichita Indians and 
affiliated tribes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
1 aper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FOR R introduced a bill (S. 1915) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Oldfather; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1916) for the relief of George S. 
Simon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying per, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1917) for the relief of Peter 
Philip Jackson Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1918) to increase the pension 
of William Sharrock; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 1919) for the relief of the 
estate of James R. Young, deceased, late of New Orleans, La.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1920) for the relief of 
Mrs. Laura J. Bemiss; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1921) for the relief of estate 
of Isaac D. Yocum, deceased, late of Cairo, III.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1922) 
for the relief of Sarah J. Ireland; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 1923) granting a pension to Jesse Branham; 

A bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Albert H. Sperry; and 

A bill = 1925) granting a pension to Thomas Holmes. 

Mr. N N introduced a bill (S. 1926) to pension Maria J. 
Blaisdell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL, 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. PLATT of New York) submitted five 
amendments intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States; wbich were ordered to lie on the table, 
and to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 39 

roviding for the expenses of the Congress of the Universal Po 
nion. 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
wa 1 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

r. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
= rered to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

printed. 
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PACIFIC COAST DEEP-WATER HARBOR. 
Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and ; 
Resolved, That the Secre! 


form the Senate what action, 
reference of 


June 3, 
ASSISTANT CLERK OF JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

the J ha’ thority to empl 
Gi eee cask tei tm COPIAN PY the CIRI EE and oo be paki an te 
rate of —— dollars a month, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


REPORT ON THE WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin: 
message from the President of the United States; which was 8 
and, on motion of Mr. Cra ou, ordered to be printed, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Printing: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the official report of the Board of Control and Manage- 
ent of the United States Government Exhibit at the late World's Colusa- 
bian tion a ` 

2 . WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 10, 1897. 
WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate take up for considera- 
tion the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of 
public war exists in Cuba, and that strict nentrality shall be main- 
tained. I ask the Senate to proceed to its consideration in order 
that the Senator from Maine may now take the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution indicated by the Senator from Alabama is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. ö 

eee The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, introduced by Mr. Mor- 
GAN April 1, 1897, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America nti, ea assembled, That acondition of public war exists between 


the pro 


r Anarion Shan the righin of belli ts in th porii ater: 
we eren e an 2 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have been called away from the 
Senate by a m which I can not disregard, and therefore will 
be unable at the present time to enter into so extended a con- 
sideration of this most important matter as I had intended. But 
there are some considerations which must be pertinent to the 
mind of every Senator tonching the advisability of action on the 
part of the Senate which I desire to present. 

In the first place, it is not possible that there will not be at any 
time in this country a genuine, heartfelt feeling of sympathy for 
any real struggle for human liberty wherever it may be upon the 
face of the earth. That feeling of sympathy is not monopolized 
by any Senator or any set of Senators. It does not in any way 
underlie the great e that exist in this Chamber between 
Senators who favor the passage of the pending joint resolution 
and those who are opposed to it. 

But, Mr. President, it is not every revolt that is a real revolution 
in the interest of human li It is not every insurrection that 
carries with it all of the great elements of a struggle for liberty, 


such, for instance, as that of the American colonies against Great | e 


Britain in 1775 and the years following. And when an insurrec- 
tion breaks out in a part of the territory of a foreign power with 
which we are upon terms re gr and are pr ing in amity in 
the great family of nations it is a serious matter as to how such 
a struggle be treated, what course shall be taken by this 
Government; and it is all essential in a matter of this importance 
that all the facts in the case, broad and large. shall be developed 
and in the possession of Congress, as they should be now in the 
possession of the Senate in considering the subject-matter. 

Mr. President, the pending joint resolution comes from no com- 
mittee. It does not come even launched by the assent or direc- 
tion or action of any committee of this body. Immense as is the 
field it covers, sharp as are the differences among us, important 
as it is that the Administration itself shall consi this matter, 
shall p: its own policy, the resolution comes unheralded by 
the act of any executive officer or any committee or subcommittee 
of this body. It has its root, its inspiration, its birthplace in the 
en — 22 . 5 

ow, I am not in any way seeking p motives 
t psa et ee fetes Hae Senator. Ta not doubt his 
sincerity. He wants to have the resolution passed; he believes it 


ought to pass; and with that tenacity of purpose which character- 
izes the Senator, and which has been noticeable to me ever since 
my association with him in the Senate, he accepts the logical re- 
sult of the resolution. 

I know if the Senator from Alabama could be assured that upon 


the passage of the resolution by Congress and its approval by the 
President, thus 8 part of the policy of this Government, 
instantly there would follow the withdrawal of the Spanish min- 
ister from Washington, a cessation of relations between the two 
countries, and a war in the near future, that consideration would 
not give the Senator one moment’s pause. He is no more alarmed 
by the spectacle of the drawn sword to-day than he was when he 
originated and used that gleaming illustration in the Senate a 
year ago. Therefore I have no doubt in following the Senator 
from Alabama as to what his purpose is, or as to his desire to 
commit the Senate to his proposition, however dread and portent- 
ous might be the immediate and inevitable results. 

Mr. ident, with but little time at my command, I shall con- 
fine myself to a consideration of the in iency, the impropriety, 
the absurdity, under the conditions which I have indicated, of the 
Senate passing the pending joint resolution. Something more 
than a year ago, before discussion, and upon a concurrent resolu- 
tion not going to the President, this body voted in favor of recog- 
nizing belligerency. The discussion that ensued, the awakening 
of the country, the arousing of public sentiment, took place after- 
wards. It went out at that time without much attention, with 
but little notice, and but little interest. But more than a year 
has elapsed, and from that time to the t, when the Senator 
brought this subject up for action, no has been forced upon 
the Senate; no action of this body was asked until this resolution 
‘was presented. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations at the 8 last 
winter's session, in the previous Congress, repo: a set of reso- 
lutions izing independence, but when it was found that that 
involved not only questions of expediency, but grave questions of 
law, as to where was deposited by our fundamental law the right 
of recognition, besides the other question of its advisability, no 
attempt was made by the Committee on Foreign Relations to pass 
the resolution. 

The mover of the resolution, the member of the committee who 
reported it (not now, I regret to say, and all of us, I think, join 
in that regret, a member of this body), did not himself seek to 
urge the of the resolution, because there was a general 
fee that not only did it involve these great questions, but that 
it was at the close of an Administration which was to pass from 
power and responsibility. that a new Administration was coming 
in of another party, and that it would not be a right or ajudicious 
thing to load that Administration with a policy formulated and 
determined beforehand. 

It was not, Mr. President, that the former Administration was 
unmindful of the condition in Cuba, not that it declined to take 
responsibility, not that it did not spend anxious days and nights 
in investigating the subject; but with all the care and scrutiny 
bestowed by the President and his representative in the Depart- 
ment of State, Olney, it was felt—almost all Senators 
assented to it—that it was not a good thing or a decent thing to 
formulate a policy on this great subject and unload it upon the 
ps 35 In the last message of President Cleveland 

e said: 


organizati 
the hour, is nomadic, without d te centers an g the most elemen- 


pal government. There nowhere appears the nucleus 


ponni to a homogeneous and exercising 
e functions of administration, and capable, if , of maintaining 

territory and sustaining normal relations 
these the 5 chiefs assert the military power 
ting or gri citizensof the United States within their reach fo desist 
or 


recourse as regards 
ie perpetrators. Theacts are those of anarchy, and in default 
of the responsibilities of de facto statehood in the case there remains only 
the territorial accountability of the titular sovereign within the limits of its 
competency to repress the wrongs ae of. 
In opposition to the nomadic control of the interior and the undefended coast 
rgents, the 

seaports. Its 3 
ations are andexecuted. Most of its „ as in time of 
peace. Its customs and municipal revenues are y collected, and with 
exception of the tem restraints, to ted 
istence of a state of hostilities, f commerce with the island is up, 
diminished 


‘oreign kept 
although lar by the natural contraction of the Cuban market 
of . —.— 9 . 


The late Secretary of State discusses the matter upon the same 
propositions and arrives at the same conclusions. 


There, with 


1897. 
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that last presentation of the case that is urged upon us to-day, the 

Administration of the Democratic went out of power. à 

4 ue last exposition of the situation given tous by that Admin- 
tration. 

Mr. President, on March 4 the new President came in. He had 
been triumphantly elected by the American people, The party 
which elected him had been given the control in the House of 
Representatives, almost, if not quite, the control in this body, and 
the country looked on not with impatience, but with interest, to 
see what would be the policy of the Administration and the party 
upon this and other great questions. The President in his inau- 
gural address, in 3 his views u all the divers sub- 
jects interesting the American people and upon which with pro- 
prioty he could express himself, treated our foreign relations with 

gnity, showing no lack of interest in them; and I can not do 
better than to read an extract from his inaugural address, upon 


these questions: 

It has— 

Says President McKinley— 
been the policy of the United States sinee the foundation of the Government 
to cultivate relations of peace and amity with all the nations of the worl 
and this accords with my conception of our duty now. We have cherish 
the policy of noninterference with the of foreign governments wisel 


inaugurated by Washington, keeping ourselves entanglement, 
r as allies or foes, content to leave undisturbed with them the settle- 
.. ehich, shall be fuse; inpartial, ever watehtul of 
— nationa! honor, and atwaye insisting upon the enforcement of thelawful 
rights of American citizens everywhere. 
I can conceive nothing more appropriate, more dignified, more 
iotic, more spirited, more possessing the real instinct of the 
ve of human liberty regulated by law and order than is shown 
by these sentences which I read from President McKinley. He 
is not for unnecessarily mixing in the concerns of foreign le; 
he is not for taking upon himself the responsibility of interfering 
with the domestic concerns of nations with which we are at peace; 
he is not for war, but for ; but he would abate nothing of 
the honor and high fame of the American Republic if her citizens 
anywhere are persecuted, oppressed, or put in danger or peril. 
Our diplomacy— 
He says— 
ld seek nothin; t is du W. t 
Bo wars of Seni we must avoid the temptation of territorial — pe 
e 
Pence is preferable to war in almost every contingency. 
Mr. President, I look upon it as a happy omen for the American 
8 the 4th of March there came to occupy the Presi- 
tial chair a statesman who, in considering these great sub- 
pn, the whole domain of our relations with foreign powers and 
possible embroilment, the change from peace to war, was able 
to give that careful, calm, considerate statement of his views, 
and impress them upon the American le as he stood before 
the acclaiming crowds that witnessed his arrival in Washington 


and his taking upon himself the high office to which he had been 
Our diplom: in the past has been almost without an exception 


conservative and moderate, conducted with care, with a jealous 
scrutiny as to everything that we should do that might entangle 
us with foreign nations, and with a moderation upon all questions 
that have arisen by reason of a change in form of government of 
the different nations upon the American Continent. We have had 
the conservative, peaceful diplomacy of Washi and Jeffer- 
= and Jackson and Lincoln and Grant and of last Adminis- 
tion. 

Mr. President, starting in as President McKinley did with that 
most noble declaration, and setting himself laboriously to the du- 
ties of his great office for I think any of us who have seen him and 
who have talked with him and who have been able to behold his 
manner of spencer the public business will agree that the 
President is no shirk; he is not inclined to avoid duty and respon- 
sibility—there were many thi that pressed upon his Adminis- 
tration, the Cuban question only one outof many. At once the 
President set himself by investigation and inquiry to ascertain 
what were the facts, because the facts are disputed. I do not 
3 the Senator as to the condition in Cuba; we are entirely 
at odds, and there are two sides to the question. 

I have never been able, while I shall not discuss that here, to 
convince that any great component part of the population 
of the Island of Cuba that is capable of conducting and sustain- 
ing an actual government has ever taken part in this revolt. The 
Senator from Alabama and those who are in aceord with him do 
not agree with me in this position, and that was a great question 
as to which the President set himself to learn the facts in order to 
formulate a policy. 

I do not agree in the statements which have been made here 
that scores and hundreds and perhaps thousands of American 
eitizens, actual American citizens, are to-day the subject of op- 


pression and persecution by the Spanish Government, and are 


t | incarcerated and are treated violently. I have no doubt there are 


a few such instances: but my investigations at the State Depart- 
ment, where I panes Ihave been ten times where the Senator 
from Alabama been once since. this matter was opened, show 
that the testimony there leads to the conclusion that the number 
of actual American citizens who are now in prison is very small. 

Three weeks ago it was only twelve, three of whom were taken 
with arms in their hands; four more were then expected to be 
released, and have been released, and the remainder made up the 
crew of the Competitor, the case which Senators know about, and 
which has lately been taken up by the Spanish Government and 
a trial ordered, and for aught I know is now ding. So we 
do not agree on these facts, and the President, in my belief, ought 
to find out these facts before formulating his policy. 

There is another thing, Mr. President. It is almost impossible 
in the condition in Cuba for the Spanish authorities, military or 
civil, to ever know who is or who is not an American citizen. 
Have Senators noticed one thing, that almost every uproar that 
has been raised, almost every excitement that has been uced 
upon the alleged maltreatment of an American citizen. been 
upon some man with a foreign Spanish name. I should feel it 
myself a matter of relief if some honest, actual Middle State or 

estern or Southern American-born citizen with an American 
name had been brought up as an instance of Spanish oppression. 
It is not so. There is not a Burrows among them; there is not a 
Harris among them; there is not a Smith among them; there is 
not a White among them. 

Mr. FRYE. There is John Scott. 

Mr. HALE. I know about the case of John Scott. But they 
are Sanguilys, or Delgados, or Ruiz, or names of that kind. There 


. an among oee eer 
3 0 nnecticut. A good eno organ until 
after the election.” = 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from Connecticut says, “A good 
enough Morgan until after the election.” But I speak of this as 
showing how difficult it is for the authorities of the established 
Government down there to discriminate. 

But to go back to rg of thought, which I must follow only 
briefly, with the President in this condition, one would have sup- 
posed, as the Senate and the other House had come to common 
accord in letting the matter stand over during the last Adminis- 
tration because a new Administration was coming in, that oppor- 
tunity would be given to the new Administration to investigate 
this subject; but my friend the Senator from Alabama could not 
wait, he could not wait for the President. he could not wait for a 
committee, he could not wait for anything, but within a little 
more than three weeks after President McKinl Gigs taken the 
oath of office, just when he was ap Pn. pues this subject and 
selecting a suitable man in whom he confidence to go down 
there, the Senator from Alabama springs this resolution upon the 
Senate, of his own motion, and, under the rules, getting it placed 
upon the Calendar, he has the same right to move its considera- 
tion, and, 7 to force its passage as though a committee had 
considered 


it. 
Mr. President, I appeal to Senators whether that is the p 
way in which to conduct an affair of this great moment. Åt this 
very moment, after long effort on the part of the President to se- 
cure a p person, an eminent American from the State of 
IIlinois, known to many Senators here, whose judgment is 
approved, his patriotism undoubted, and whose keenness of dis- 
cernment has shown in years pa is sent by the President 
for the purpose of being his eye and his ear and reporting to the 
President what is the situation in Cuba. 

His nominal credentials relate to a single case, that of Dr. Ruiz, 
but Mr. Calhoun, who has already gone to Cuba, when he lands 
in Habana, will be the recognized representative of the President, 
and it will be his business—and I know of what I 3 ascer- 
tain what is the truth; which of these different sides, I will say, 
represented by the Senator from Alabama on one side and by some 
of us on the other, is true; which condition of facts as set forth 
is correct. And I ask the Senate whether, under these conditions, 
it is prepared to establish the policy of the Administration with- 
out consultation with the President, without conferring with the 
Secretary of State, without the deliberation of a committee, but 
pushing and urging with whip and spur this resolution to final 


passage? 

But the Senator, as I have said, not only is not deterred in his 
movements and in his efforts to crowd this resolution thro: by 
this consideration that it is formulating the policy of anew Admin- 
istration of a party of which he is not even a member, but 
senting the other side, the minority party, the opposition to the 
President. I should like for Senators to consider whether in any 
established constitutional monarchy on the face of the globe, or in 
con ae ani eee e inistration a member of the 
ca Fearn ety d be permitted by the vote of the representative 
of that country to come forward with his policy and urge it 
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and secure its adoption as the palor of the administration of which 
he is not only not a member, but to which he is opposed in policy. 


Not only does that not deter the Senator from Alabama, but he 
has gone further, and has disclosed what is his animus, and that 
does not surprise me. The Senator is an experienced man in de- 
bate. Capable as he is of all the finesse of thrust and he is 
also a very frank man, and does not hesitate to tell us what he 
means on the different subjects-matter that he debates. One week 
ago, when he was urging immediate action and insisting that not 
appropriation bills nor anything else shonld turn his resolution 
aside with an earnestness that nobody could doubt, and that 
almost made it pathetic, he declared that if he were overruled by 
the practice of the Senate, always to give way to money bills, he 
discharged himself from responsibility, and at last, after arraying 
the consideration of the abuse of our citizens in Cuba, he came 
down directly to what is in his mind. Here is what the Senator 
said, Mr. President: 

If we could vote the resolution through this body to-day, Spain could not 
sell her bonds in the markets of Europe. If we delay until to-morrow, or a 
week hence, or two weeks hence, she may be able to inveigle the money pow 
ers of asart ag into taking her bonds and restrengthening her credit so as to 
continue this campaign of starvation, murder, and cruelty for some time 
longer, perhaps for a year hence. 

ow, under these conditions— 

And here the Senator grew solemn— 
and in this situation I would not feel at all satisfied with myself, having 
offered the resolution, if I did not press it upon the attention of the Senate 
of the United States 5 as often as I have the opportunity. in 
order to cut Spain off (for that is my pu ) from a resort to a credit that 
really is fictitious amongst the mone Siders of Europe to get money in that 
way for the purpose of continuing this horrible crime against humanity. 

Pass this resolution, Senators, and you pass it with what the 
Senator from Alabama said the other day, which I have just 
quoted, as its preamble, That is its underlying p No 
greater affront could be offered to a power with Which we are at 
peace than that we would recognize belligerency to prevent that 
power from securing a loan to put down rebellion in its own terri- 
tory. All pretexts that belligerency should be i for 
other purposes is abandoned, all claim that it should be recognized 
for the reasons that have controlled other powers heretofore under 
like conditions in recognizing belligerency go to the wall and 

become naught. Here is the true purpose. 

Now, Lask Senators—and my mind goes back thirty-six years ago 
as I ask this question—what would have been the casein 1861, when 
Great Britain recognized the belligerency of the Confederacy, but 
after its government had been established, its armies amounting 
to over 100,000 men, after we had proclaimed a blockade, after 
British property was included in those lines to the amount of over 
a million sterling in one port, and the interest of British citizens 
came into play? When Great Britain recognized that belligerency, 
she put it upon that ground purely, the interests of her citizens 
and her property, and she was deprecatory in eve ing else, and 
stated—and the correspondence shows how careful she was—that 
it was not intended in any way as an expression of 9 
against the United States in its efforts to suppress the rebellion. 

Now, supposing, instead of that recognition, Parliament had 

assed a resolution, or the administration had recognized bel- 
igerency, and had stated, as the Senator from Alabama states, 
that its purpose was to prevent the United States from negotiat- 
ing loans by which she could suppress the rebellion, does any 
Senator have any doubt what would have happened? Unfortu- 
nate as it might hnve been for us, but one thing would have fol- 
lowed. Our minister, Mr. Adams, would have been recalled from 
London and the British minister here would have been given his 

assports, a condition at once of lack of friendly relations would 
biva ensued, and but one thing would haye followed, and that 
would have been war, and the American people would have sus- 
tained the Administration, 

I am glad, Mr. President, that that did not happen, but I know 
well enough, calm, serene, cool, deliberate as was the then Secre- 
tary of State, Seward, determined as he was that we should not 
be driven to war with one of the great European powers when we 
bad our hands full, he would not have been able to have withstood 
the majestic wave of public sentiment that would have arisen all 
over the North for war with a country that proclaimed in our 
hour of need and in our distress and peril that she recognized the 
rebels who were fighting to break up our Government for the 
pripo of preventing us from securing a loan in the money mar- 

ets of the world so as to put down that rebellion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Suppose that it had been said by a mem- 
ber of Parliament? 

Mr. HALE. If a member of Parliament had sought to put 
through a resolution and had declared, as the Senator from Ala- 
bama has done, that the body in which he was speaking was in 
favor of it, it would have excited some attention. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some of us do not agree to that.. 

Mr. HALE. This is intended not as the opinion of the Senator 
from Alabama. If it were nothing more than a speech, that 
would be another thing; but the Senator declared that his pur- 


pose in forcing this resolution was to prevent Spain from negoti- 
ating a loan for suppressing a rebellion in her own territory. 
Nothing of this kind has ever gone further than that. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the author of the resolution was a mem- 
ber of the House of Commons and had made such a declaration in 
supporting it. 

- HALE. Certainly, as the Senator says, if that declaration 
came from a member of the Commons supporting the resolution 
that had passed one of the houses of the British Parliament 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I do not 
know any Senator who has given his assent to the statement the 
Senator from Alabama made, that this was the only ground upon 
which those of us who believe in belligerency for the Cuban patri- 
ots place our contention; and if this resolution had passed upon 
the statement made by the Senator from Alabama, I insist that it 
binds no other Senator to that view of the case. I believe there 
are other and higher grounds upon which those suffering people 
have the right to demand the sympathy of the United States Gov- 
ernment and to demand that recognition shall be given to them, 
as England gave recognition to the Confederates in this country. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I will take but a second, if the Senator will 
allow me. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. r 

Mr. MORGAN. That was not the only ground upon which I 
predicated that resolution by a number of grounds, any one of 
which would justify all that [ had attempted and all that the Sen- 
ate has heretofore voted, and all that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations has reported in favor of—a number of grounds. Istated 
that as my own conviction of the reason why I could not justify 
myself in further 3 18 the attempt to conduet this resolution 
through the Senate. I did not say that I wanted to prevent Spain 
from getting money in the markets of Great Britain to suppress 
the rebellion. I said I wanted Spain to fail to get money there, 
80 as to prevent her from having further power to starve our own 
people, 200 of whom are starving in the city of Matanzas. 

r. HALE. Mr. President, if I were dealing with the report 
of a committee which had presented this resolution with an 
accompanying report, I should follow that committee and should 
assail its position and criticise its report; but the Senate has noth- 
ing of that kind before it. It has nothing but the resolution of 
the Senator from Alabama, the Morgan resolution, as itis termed, 
not only by our papers, but by foreign papers, by English news- 
papers as well as our own, and I am obliged, as the Senator has 
made no report upon it, in assailing his ition to take what 
the Senator has said. No man. my friend from New Hampshire 
nor anyone else, protested or filed any caveat when the Senator 
from Alabama made that declaration. When put face to face 
with those considerations and with the determination the Senator 
shows, not simply to make a speech which nobody is accountable 
for, but to pass his resolution, which formulates our policy, then 
I am driven to the utterances of the Senator, because I have noth- 


ing else. 

f might let the matter rest here, and substantially shall. I 
repeat, on all these questions in dispute, let the President find out 
the facts. Is that unfair? Is that unreasonable? At the close of 
my remarks I shall move that this matter be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. It can not be claimed that that is 
entombing the resolution in a hostile committee. The imagina- 
tion of no Senator is so vivid as to have ever for one moment har- 
bored the suspicion that the Committee on Foreign Relations is 
unfriendly to Cuba. 

Nothing inits previous history or in the record of the last Con- 
gress goes to show that, but discloses quite the reverse. That is 
the only step that can be taken to arrest this resolution; and can 
any good reason be given why the committee of this body trusted 
by it with the consideration of all foreign relations should not 
consider this resolution? I hope when it goes there, as I presume 
it will by vote of the Senate, that that committee will take it up 
and will deliberate, and will consult with the other branches of 
the Government, and that we shall have an opportunity not only 
in the Senate. but with the State Department, to see if we can for- 
mulate a policy. But if the Senator drives this chariot of his 
through, if there is no staying the passage of the resolution, then 
there is nothing for us to do but to send it to the other House, 
whore it takes its chances, and then to the President for his ap- 
proval. 

I would not, Mr. ge AEO on now perhaps somewhat in 
a party sense—submit the President, while he is investigating this 
subject, to the trouble, the doubt, the difficulty that would environ 
him by this resolution 1 to him for action. If he 
disa with these bodies, both the House of Representatives and 
the Senate, upon this subject-matter, must he veto the resolution? 
ed pepe upon the President; 

nator on reflection would do 


Undoubtedly. That I would not 
59 55 do not think that any wise 
at. 
Mr. President, the country does not demand such action as this, 
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The country does not demand the p of this resolution with- 
out consideration and deliberation and investigation. With this 
neral spirit of sympathizing with real struggles for liberty un- 
oubtedly pervading our ple, there has been no uprising in 
favor of the policy ur, by the Senator from Alabama and 
others. Whatever there is in this struggle—and nobody denies 
that there is an insurrection in Cuba, and that there is more or 
less fighting; not war as great nations conduct it, but constant 
fighting in different parts of the Island of Cuba; free Cuba” set 
up; the newspapers full of it—there has been no rising of public 
sentiment in favor of it. : 

If, with Cuba only 100 miles from our shores, the American peo- 
ple were in favor of the policy of the Senator from Alabama, 
25,000 American citizens, with arms in their hands, would have 
been in Cuba long before this. The old soldiers upon both sides— 
and many of them to-day are as determined and as strong and as 
capable of fighting as they ever were—would be there, and the 
officers would be there. They stand and sit and lie in silence; they 
act ‘“‘supinely,” to use the words of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. President, within the last four weeks 100 men have gone 
out from our ports to engage in the war in Greece, which is nearly 
6,000 miles away, where one man has gone to Cuba. There is no 
movement of the people to Cuba and there is no such interest in 
the question as there would be displayed if there was a determi- 
nation to carry out the policy of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will allow me to ask him if he 
knows of any efforts that have been made to prevent Greeks from 
going home to fight for their liberty and the liberty of their friends? 

Mr. 2 $ supposed the Senator would ask that question, 
and the answer is perfect. Our neutrality laws are in force, and 
have always been. Expeditions can not fitted out against a 
friendly power, and every Administration, from Washington's 
through to Jackson and Lincoln down, has enforced the neutral- 
ity laws, and expeditions can not be fitted out, but individuals can 
goto Cuba. If they can not go direct, hundreds and thousands, 
as the Greeks have gone to Greece, can go to Bermuda, St. Thomas, 
or Halifax, and from there to Cuba, and it would be one-sixth the 
distance that the Greek hundreds encounter when they go to fight 
for their own country. . 

No, Mr. President, I sympathize with the Greek enthusiasts— 
I do not use the term in an offensive way—whose life and interest 
and hope are in their native land, inst the Turk. They are 
ready to take some risks. They do take some risks. They leave 
home and family and business by hundreds and by thousands and 
go to the rescue of an imperiled flag. But who has seen anything 
of this kind as to Cuba? This war is being fought mainly in the 
Senate Chamber. I can not find that one member of the so-called 
Cuban Government in this country has ever dared to imperil his 
body, his person, by going to Cuba not one of them. They remain 
here. They assess cigar makers; they raise money in one way and 
another at meetings; they take the proceeds and avails of plun- 
dered property from Cuba and make it a fund; but the one thin 
they do not do is to go to Cuba and fight for Cuban freedom, An 
all these things have weight with me. 

Mr. President, I have in this matter sought my information 
from men who have been in Cuba, who have just come from there, 
from the State Department, and all its archives. My facts, my 
belief, my position come from these sources; but the burden is not 
on me. e burden is upon those who favor action to show that 
the circumstances require it. I have here matters showing the 
condition in Cuba, showing that out of all the parties in Cuba— 
the lawyers, the autonomists, and the republicans—not one has 
ever gone into the rebellion. They raised 40,000 troops for the 
Spanish army in Cuba, and high or low the Senator from Alabama 
and no other Senator who is seeking to enforce his policy can find 
an instance of one of these men of either of those three parties who 
has gone into the rebellion. 

But Lam not going to discuss that point, nor am I going to de- 
bate the legal question as to whether the right is in this body or in 
the President. I leave all that to other Senators, and will close, 
Mr. President, by moving that the joint resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair), Does 
the POMIRE from Maine yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 


Mr. HALE. Ce 

Mr. GALLINGER. fore the Senator takes his seat, I should 
like to ask him if he has read the article in the May number of 
the Review of Reviews entitled The real condition of Cuba 
to-day,” by Stephen Bonsal, a gentleman who has been in all 
parts of Cuba, and who claims to be and undoubtedly is familiar 
with the conditions existing there? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He is a man who has had to do with other 
wars and who is a very competent witness in connection with this 
matter. 


Mr. HALE. I know about the article. 
the other side. I have not seen Mr. Bonsal, but those with whom 
I have talked 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator question the accuracy of 


Ihave a dozen upon 


the statements made by this very credible witness? 

Mr. HALE, A great many of them I do. I question a great 
many of the statements made here, and I do so upon the testimony 
of men with whom I have talked in the last few days who have 
just come from Cuba. My case is that the President ought to find 
out how itis. We can not find it out. It is not our business. 
We are not the executive branch. The statutes have made the 
State Department the custodian of that very important duty. It 
is our business not to undertake that, but to leave it to the execu- 
tive department. 


THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ITS TRIBUTARIES. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] desires to 
address the Senate upon the pending joint resolution. As I am 
called away by committee business of the Senate, I will ask the 
Senate, asa nal favor, to take up the resolution I had the honor 
to submit a few days ago in regard to the Mississippi River. There 
will be no debate upon it, as all the Senators from the States in 
oe Mississippi Valley interested in the question agree to the res- 
olution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. Vest, directing the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to make inquiry as to the causes of the late 
disastrous floods in the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and 
to make a report to the Senate next December. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to have the resolution read at length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
asks for the reading of the-resolution. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Vest on the 29th ultimo was 
read and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce is hereby instructed to make 
full examination and inquiry as to the following questions, and report thereon 
to the Senate by bill or otherwise on the first day of the regular session in 
December next: 

First. What are the causes of the disastrous floodsin the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries, and how can such floods be prevented or diminished? 

Second. If such floods are the result to any extent of the destruction of 
timber upon or near the head waters of said river or its tributaries, what 
measures should be adopted to prevent such destruction, and whether reser- 
voirs to hold the water caused 2 or the rapid melting of snow @n or near 
said head waters should be consi ted to prevent the floods caused by the 
sudden precipitation of the rain or snow water into the streams flowing from 
the regions where the sources of the Mississippi and its tributaries are located. 

Third. Whether said reservoirs, if their construction should be deemed 
necessary for the popes before set forth, could not also be utilized for the 
irrigation of arid in the vicinity of such reservoirs. 

ourth. Whether the outlet system, by which it is proposed to furnish ave- 
nues through which the waters of the Mississippi River can escape in times 
of flood, is practicable or expedient. 

Fifth. ther 8 system of improving the Mississippi and Mis- 
souri rivers, under which it is sought to confine the water within the banks 
of said rivers by means of levees, and by such levees, together with jetties at 
different localities, to increase the erosive power of the current so as to pro- 
tect the banks and deepen the channel, should be continued. ` 

Sixth. What has been the effect upon navigation and commerce of the je 
ties at the mouth of the women iver, and what is the present condi 
of said jetties and their probable future? 

Seventh. Whether the i and Missouri River Commissions should 
be continued in existence, and if continued, what amendments should be 
made to the statutes creating such commissions, and defining their duties and 


Wers? 
Po ahth. What ! 


ation is ee! to 8 the enormous destruction 
of property by fi in the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and what 
amount of money should be appropriated by Con for the establishment 


and maintenance of systematic improvements and safeguards for said pur- 


e? 

That said committee shall have power to prosecute its inquiries through a 

subcommittee, which may sit 4 A the recess of the Senate at such times 

and places as may be thought necessary, with power to send for persons and 

papers, and to employ a ger hy omy the expenses of said committee to be 
d from the contingent fund of Senate. 


WAR IN CUBA, X 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid. 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condi- 
tion of public war exists in Cuba and that strict neutrality shall 
be maintained. : 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the honorable and learned Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE] commenced his remarks by speaking 
of the sympathy which prevails in the United States for what is 
called the cause of Cuban independence. He describes it as uni- 
versal, and I think that is a correct description of the feeling, both 
in its extent and dominion. With the exception of subjects of the 
Spanish monarchy and their descendants who reside within the 
limits of this Republic, I do not believe there is a man, woman, or 
child in it who is not touched—more than touched—with sympa- 
thy for the struggle of the Cubans for independence. 

he only question is, How far shall this sympathy go? Shall it 


950 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.' 


May 10, 


confine itself to popular expression? Shall it be limited to per- 
sonal intercourse, colloguy, and conversation? Shall it be re- 
stricted to the proceedings of public meetings held in nearly all 
the cities, especially the seaport cities of the Atlantic States, or 


shall it be an official declaration and ition of this all-per- 
vading sympathy, asking the Government of the United States to 

e an expression of it, an expression which shall be published 
and proclaimed throughout the world, throughout the whole 
family of nations comprised within the diplomatic circle? Sir, I 
think the ge aoe ought not to be confined or restricted. It 
ought to take the shape and form of official action, now, to-day. 
It ought no longer to be postponed or delayed. 

The learned and honorable Senator from Maine says that the 
pending joint resolution has not been reported by any committee 
and comes from no committee of this boag: That is very true as 
a technical assertion. The letter is true, but the spirit of the as- 
sertion is wholly unfounded. The Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, as far as 1 know, are unanimously in favor of the joint res- 
olution presented by the Senator from Alabama. There is no 
political, there is no partisan, division of opinion; and let me say, 
sir, with t to that great committee, that Ido not know that 
5 politics, in the ordinary acceptance of the term, prevails 

ere. I have never heard it. I have never heard it intimated. 
I believe that party divisions fade away when we enter that door, 
and that our country, its pride, its honor, its nationality, its glo- 
rious external relations to those of others of the civilized world, 
have our undivided and united attention and consideration. 

No; this icular joint resolution is not reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations; but, sir, many months the 
Committee on Foreign Relations reported a concurrent resolution, 
which passed this body with only 6 dissenting votes, declaring 
the existence of a state of belligerency in the war in Cuba. After- 
wards, late in the session, the same committee reported unani- 
mously, without dissent, a resolution recognizing Cuban inde- 
pendence, a much greater and more important step. 

But, as the learned Senator remarked, that action was taken at 
the very close of the session and at the commencement of a new 
Administration, and from motives of political delicacy, as well as 
party comity, it was not pressed, though very few Senators doubted 
what the result would have been had a vote been taken in the Senate 
at that time even upon that resolution recognizing the independ- 
ence of the Republic of Cuba, which personaly I favor to-day as 
the shortest, easiest, cheapest, least complicated, most economical 
way of disposing of the present troubles incident to that island 
ae to the relations borne to it by the Government of the United 
States. That resolution involved this one, for the recognition of 
independence necessarily carries with it the r ition of bellig- 
erency. So, in fact, the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate of the United States have twice deliberately, upon great 
consideration, unanimously, without dissent, favored the passage 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama for the rec- 
ognition of belligerent rights to the combatants in Cuba. 

We are now, sir, witnessing the thirteenth year of the war for 
independence in Cuba. I speak advisedly. The war for inde- 

5 commenced in February, 1868, and lasted ten years. 
Phat was the first period of the war for independence. It termi- 
nated at that time, not as other civil wars generally have termi- 
nated; there was no Appomattox; there was no surrender of the 
Cuban revolutionary forces; there was no victory of the forces of 
the Spanish monarchy. There was first a truce of actual hostil- 
ities, and then a convention entered into by the military and civil 
leaders of the Republic of Cuba on the one side and the Spanish 
monarchy on the other, which met at the city of Zanjon anda 
mutually toarticles of pacification, embracing among other things 
the abolition of slavery in the island, the 8 of the im- 

rtation of coolies and contract Asiatic labor, the perfect au- 

omy of Cuba under the Spanish Crown, the levying and collec- 
tion of taxes through the Cuban legislature, and the control of 
the Cuban treasury oo chosen by the Cuban people. 

Such, sir, was the basis of the pacification as set forth in the 
treaty of Zanjon. It was a mutual agreement including many 
other things—the deliverance of all parties held in prison either 
by the Cuban or Spanish authorities, whether for civil or mili- 
tary causes, and, again, the release of all ju ts and penal- 
ties in either 8 or Cuban courts which been declared 
on account of the issues involved in the civil war then pending. 
28 was given ten years to effect these reforms under the articles 
of the treaty of Zanjon. A 

Patiently the Cuban people waited the first, the second, the 
third, for all those years, and no reform was granted to them; 
no relief was offered them. Upon promises then repeated, upon 
most sacred promises by the Spanish Government, by those in 
authority at id and by those in authority at the Captain- 
ee office in e pon years more were taken So e 
pur pose of carrying out orms mutually agreed upon e 
articles of the pacification of Zanjon. When no reform came, 
when petitions were spurned, as our own had been in times past, 


spurned with contempt from the foot of the Spanish throne, when 
no relief was offered, then the same war in the second period was 
again declared and became flagrant in February, 1895, and has 
been waged since. 

The period between these two terms of hostility is like that, as 
Thave said before, of the period of the first and second Silesian wars, 
prosecuted in the name of the great Frederick, and other wars of 
that kind which have had successive periods, even the Thirty 
Years’ War having had years alternately of peace, truce, and war, 
So this is the thirteenth year of the war for Cuban independence, 
It is the thirteenth year of armed revolution. There is too much 
of it in time, too much of it in space, too much of it in merit, too 
much of it in blood, in treasure, to call it a revolt. It is a revolu- 
tion sanctified, recognized, enforced by the life, the blood, the 
honor, the patriotism of one million and a half Cubans who are 
struggling against the oppression which has hitherto afflicted 

em. 


Then it is said, sir, that we ought not to pass this recognition of 
pay ae because the Cubans have no seaport. Not many days 
ago they had a seaport. Only three weeks ago the Cuban ub- 
lic, which is said to have no military or civil organization, which 
is said to 5 which is said to have no hold upon the 
people of the i which is said practically to be only an assembly 
of armed guerrillas, robbers, and marauders, organized an expedi- 
tionary force inst Banes, a well-known seaport of that island. 
They captured it, held it inst the land forces, drove out the 
little naval force of Spain then there by the use of artillery from 
the mainland, and then took actual fortified possession of that 
seaport, and it is only a few days since it was lost. How? By 
the expedition of six vessels of war. regular armed vessels of the 
Spanish navy, to meet which the Cubans had nothing, against 
which the Cubans could arm no force. Banes has been vacated 
by the republic, and it remains without a seaport. 

So did to Domingo remain without a seaport. So did Haiti 
remain without a seaport. All the seaports were held by France 
until their armies on the land were beaten. So did the United 
States, which were declared to be of right free and independent 
States, recognizing Great Britain as a friend in peace, as an 
enemy in war, remain without sea during almost the whole 
term of the Revolutionary war. The great seaport of New York 
and all south of that were in the hands of the royal forces, and re- 
mained so until the definitive treaty of pezce was signed at Paris, 
and the evacuation of New York by the British navy did no 
take place until the had been declared and the definitive 
222 for tects as notin any mae depended 

ür, struggle for li not in any age depen upon 
seaports. It has depended upon the great principle that the peo- 
pe who live in a country are entitled to rule and to govern it. 

ey have a God-given right of dominion over it, and eis no 
right divine in monarchy which can deprive or rob them of this 
inalienable right of self-government and self-existence. 

Take the instance of the seven republics, provisional republics, 
revolutionary republics, nomadic republics, traveling and wan- 
dering governments in South America eighty years ago, now be- 
come great nations of the world. I will use, sir, for convenience, 
the names then prevalent. The Republic of Grenada, of Bolivia, 
of Pern, of Chile, of 3 Had they any seaports? Not one. 
They had the su of their own people. Such support is better 
than seaports. y had the money and the resources such as 
nature furnished them. betes Sy no wr fang more than Tous- 
saint. He had the canoe, he the skiff, he had oars and men, 
just as the Cubans have. They the trocha with this navy, 
rowing round both ends of it. ey keep constant patrol of the 
island near shore. 

That is navy enough for liberty. It is maintenance; it is the 
undying resolution to be independent and free, better than armies, 
better n navies, better than munitions of war, and not con- 

uerable by them. No government, monarchical or otherwise, in 
this age of the world has succeeded in subduing, in subjugatin 
a nation which has made up its mind to be free and to be rid o 
the tyranny of foreign oppression. The nineteenth century has 
no such instance, and even the eighteenth century is devoid of it. 
It is the age of revolution, and I hope it may endure long enough 
to on the last remnant of monarchy from the American Conti- 
nen 

Now, sir, we have heard agan the assertion that the republic 
has no civil 8 e have papers on file before us (I have 
them in my desk; Senators have them; they have been furnished; 
they can easily be procured at the document room of the Senate) 
stating in full not only the titles and the anterior history of the 
organization of the republie thirteen years ago and continuing down 
to the present time, but also the personnel, the names of the per- 
sons holding the respective offices: Cisneros, president of the re- 
public; Roloff, secretary of war; Estrada, minister of state. There 
is also a minister of the interior and iculture. They have al- 
most as many departments—they only one—as we when 
Washington first organized the Government of the United States. 
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Their post-office department is comprised in the ent of the 
interior. The postal service runsallovertheisland. Itissubject 
to nothing except the positive military inhibition of the Spanish 
power. Otherwise it is infinitely more poem: and its service is 
more regular than that of what is called t Nee Spanish mail. A 
letter sent from the capital of the republic, Cubitas, or from any of 
the Cuban encampments in Santiago, the preas eastern province 
of the island, to the extremity of Pinar del Rio by the system of 
the Cuban post-office will reach there a great deal sooner 

one mailed at Habana could reach those destinations, if it reached 
them at all. This is not only the declaration of Spaniards in the 
regular service, but it is borne out by the official reports, and also 
by the statements from men entitled to the most perfect credit; 
and these letters in the Cuban mails have been received even by 
Senators in this body with the regular stamps upon them. 

When we are 9 then, Is there a civil war in Cuba? we answer 
yes, and one of the reasons, not the most important one, but one 
of the reasons for our assertion is that there is a regular commu- 
nication by mail in actual operation in every part of the island 
subject to the dominion of the republic, showing the existence of 
a regularly organized Cuban government independent of Spanish 
anthority. : 

Again, sir, the Spanish war messages, such as those are which 
have reached us, navne pood the seal of Spanishespionage, hav- 
ing escaped the net of the Captain-General and his base confeder- 
ates and spies, those messages from the seat of war have given us, 
since I last addressed the Senate, thirteen instances of the capture 
of prefectos within the limits of the Cuban Republic, the papers of 

ezectos, the officers of prefectures, and not only the prefectos, 

ut also the assistants: Is not this an evidence of civil government? 

Speaking now to the message of the late President, if there were 
a war tac in the United States and a hostile e ition had 
reached the county seat, or what we would call a State capital, 
had entered it and driven away the defending forces, had cap- 
tured the seat of government in which official documents were 
kept, either in the case of the county seat or the capital, had cap- 
tured the county officers, had burned and destroyed their papers, 
had taken their books away for official royal examination, would 
any one doubt but that it was evidence, undeniable evidence, that 
there was a civil government in the United States, that it was ex- 
isting, and that under all the forms of law justice was adminis- 

within the dominion where its o and usual appli- 
ances were thus found by the hostile forces and destroyed? 

The whole of the state of Santiago—I am using the language of 
the free Republic—the whole of the state of Santiago, the whole 
of the state of Camaguey, and the greater part of the state of Las 
Villas are to-day under established laws, with prefectos and sub- 

refectos administering justice in the different counties, parishes, 
rtments. and divisions, the prefectos being where the civil 
government has assigned and ordered them. 

The last document upon our tablecontains a tof three pages, 
very clear, very conclusive, bearing on its marks the evidence of 
administrative skill just as much as any report from any of our 

rtments, the report of the superintendent of prefectos acting 
under the Cuban republican government in the states.of Las Vil- 
las, Camaguey, and Santiago. It is in print; it is undoubtedly a 
document; it is undoubtedly a fact, and if there were nothing else, 
it establishes the other fact of the existence of a. civil government in 
Cuba, not subject to but in direct.opposition to that of Spain, and 
revatio pees government comprises, territorially, two-thirds of 

e island. 

I know it has been usual here for the learned and honorable Sen- 
ator from Maineand those who act with him tosay that the Cuban 
government exists on paper. because we have here a very regular 
paper showing the different departments, and the names of the 
men who are at the head of them, and their subordinates, espe- 
cially of their chief assistants. Sir, the Government of the United 
States exists on paper in the same way. The Almanac de Gotha 
shows the existence of every government in the world on paper. 
It is no argument against the existance of a government that it is 
placed on paper; thatitis officially printed, published, proclaimed. 

If it were also asserted that that government exists only on 
pe there might be some reason for noticing it; but no one, no 

, considerate man, can read even the Spanish dispatches from 
Cuba without coming to the instant conclusion that there isa 
civil government in force within the territory of the Republic of 
Cuba in all its branches, and that military movements are con- 
trolled by that civil government; that revenues are collected; that 
money resources exist, and that a people one million and a half 
in number have voluntarily taxed themselves, as we tax ourselves; 
for the support of their armies in the field, and for the support of 
the civil government within the territorial limits of the republic. 

is another fact, a very eminent and stubborn fact, one 
that will not down, that must haunt everyone who has a doubt as 
to the political existence of the Cuban ublic. The capital of 
the republic is Cubitas, near the line which tes the state 
of Camaguey from the state of Santiago. Itis in the very heart 


of that brave, self-sacrificing, liberty-loving population who have 
organized a republic and have given their sons, their lives, their 
fortunes, their sacred honor to establish its independence. Cubi- 
tas is the place at which all these official documents are dated. It 
is the capital of the Cuban Republic. It has been so ever since the 
commencement of the second period of the war. 

There the officers of the Government are found. It is not avery 
long march from Habana, only about 250 miles. It is the very 
heart and: center of the revolution. The Spanish forces only at- 
tempted one expedition against Cubitas. They were repulsed 
with deadly loss, with fatal results. They have made no other. 
Cubitas is as well known as the capital of the republic as Habana 
is known as the capital of the so-called Spanish monarchy on the 
island. There it stands. There is no escape from that. 

You might, indeed, sir, say it is something like Richmond 
was. None of us who adhered to the Union thought that eyi- 
dence to the world of the destruction of the insurre: tion against it 
would ever be convincing until Richmond was captured, and it 
was not captured until the very close of the long org Here 
is Cubitas. During the first period of the war, under Major-Gen- 
eral Campos, the Captain-General at that time, a 8 5 large expe- 
ditionary force was o ized against the capital of the Cuban 
republic at that time. The capital was attacked. The presiding 
officer of the two houses was killed. Two-thirds of the members 
of the legislative Cuban body were captured, the president of the 
Republic with the principal secretaries of state, together with the 
documents and archives of the government, alone esca But 
that is now many years ago. Since that time, as I said before, 
there has been even no attempted attack upon the present capital 
of the republic. It is there. What army supports it except that 
which is in the field? 

To whose good opinion does it owe its existence? To what 
authority, to what treasury, to what or, ization except that 
organization behind armies, always behind the exertion of force; 
that organization in the hearts of a people who have once deter- 
mined that. they have the right to alter or abolish the form of 
government under which they have so long suffered and to insti- 
tutea new one better calculated tosecure their peace and happiness? 
That is the great fortress, better than Gibraltar. But Cubitasisa 
virgin stronghold, 5 unattacked, unassailable by all 
the forces of the Spanish monarchy so far during the war. 

The honorable and learned Senator from Maine says that we 
ought to give the President a chance to send some one down there to 
find out which of the twosidesisright. I must be permitted to say, 
sir, that that was a very feeble statement with res to the object 
of that gentleman's mission, or any other. I understand that the 
President has appointed a special commissioner, and that it is 
named in his bond, not nominally but really; and there would be 
very serious question in the mind of any m bearing such a 
commission whether he ae go outside of it to inquire into any 
case but the Ruis case, which he is especially delegated to examine 
and report upon. 

But, sir, I ask how is the President or any other person to ascer- 
tain anything that we do not know with respect to the pendency 
of hostilities in Cuba? The thirteen years of war for the inde- 
pendence of Cuba is nota question for mi ic examination; 
it is not a question for political espial; it is not a question for any- 
thing like a chemical or physical detection or scrutiny. Sir, itis 
a patent, open, public, notorious. condition of hostilities, now for 

n years, between the same parties for the same cause. 

We might as well send a commissioner to Crete to find ont 
whether the pacific blockade is yet pending there, as it is in the 
other end of the Capitol here. We might as well send a special 
commissioner to Athens to learn if there is war existing between 
Greece and Turkey. Whatever the office may be of a special 
commissioner, in this instance there is nothing that can come 
to him which shall deliver to either House of Congress or to the 
Executive, or to any well-informed man or woman in the United 
States, any 5 information with respect to the pendency of 
the war in Cuba. 

Tam willing to admit, what the honorable and learned Senator 
from Maine has said, that there is some fighting in Cuba. He says 
there has been desultory fighting. There has been a great deal of 
fighting. He seems to intimate that fighting alone will not au- 
thorize the recognition of belligerency. Lagree to it. No amount 
of fighting alone will authorize the recognition of belligerency. 
The question always is, What is the object of the fighting? If it 
be a mere insurrection to change the course of the Spanish mon- 
archy, à mere insurrection against the authority of some person 
who is Captain-General at Habana, a mere insurrection against the 
administration, either pending ten years ago or pending now, of 
Spanish affairs in that island, even if it were carried on with arms, 
there would be no reason for recognizing belligerency. But the 
facts are that it is an organized government, affirming and de- 
claring itself to be such, with an army of 70,000 men in 4 
of ae existence, and a population of a million anda 
behind i 
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They are not questioning the Spanish administration in Cuba. 
They are making no question abont who shall be Captain-General. 
Theyare making no question about their relations with the Spanish 


monarchy. The question raised is that of their own life as a na- 
tion, that of their own existence as a people. 

When it is asked, Is there evidence here that this population has 
such resources in money and otherwise as to take their rank in the 
family of nations and separately to take the station to which we 
believe nature and God entitle them? I answer by saying that no 
population anywhere for thirteen years could have conducted a 
war with snch competency, with such vigor, with such alertness, 
with such nimbleness of action, and with such valor and disinter- 
estedness. 

No population could have carried on these hostilities which is 
not in factanation. It has by its very persistence shown itself in 
every way worthy to be acknowledged as a sister republic among 
the nations of the world. It has war, year after year, in 
that spirit which will achieve independence as its paramount ob- 
ject, and which will not stop short of the destruction and over- 
throw of all its enemies. 

The honorable and learned Senator from Maine, who I am sorry 
not to see in his seat, applies the epithet nomadic to the govern- 
ment of the Cuban Republic. It is not, however, original with 
him. I think it is taken from the message of the late President. 
The government is said to be peripatetic, not station or fixed. 
As a matter of fact, it is stationary and fixed. It is located at 
Cubitas, and it remains there undisturbed. 

But, sir, I wish to call the attention of the Senate for a few 
minutes to a government and people who had a nomadic capital 
and a very peripatetic legislature, a very transient and transitory 
parliamentary body. During the seven years of the Revolution- 
ary war with Great Britain, the Congress of the United States 
met at these different places, and the paco of meeting was very 
often determined by the presence of the British army, and twice 
or thrice it was changed in a most sudden manner by the ap- 

roach of the armed British forces. That Congress met at Phila- 
Felphia, Baltimore, Lancaster, Pa., York, Pa., Princeton, N. J., 
Annapolis, Md., Trenton, N. J., and New York, 

At all those places during the period of seven years’ war that 
Congress met. That Government might be called nomadic, and 
our enemies at that time, just as the enemies of Cuban independ- 
ence are offering to-day, offered the fact of this transitory shift- 
ing of the seat of government as evidence that its organization 
was failing, and that the United States was not to be, or if it was 
to be, it must continue to be a colony of the British Crown. How 
empty, how unfounded, were those arguments! And to-day they 
are just as unfounded in the case of Cuban independence. 

The honorable and learned Senator commented at some length 
upon some expressions used by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 

ORGAN] with reference to the effect of the declaration of bellig- 
erency. Those expressions of the Senator were not used without 
provocation, Those who favor the passage of this resolution are 
continually asked, What good will it do, and what will be accom- 
plished by the acknowledgment of belligerency? Very important 
things will be accomplished. There will be determined, in the 
first place, who is who, in the largest sense. 

Now, when an American citizen is taken in Cuba, or a citizen 
of any other country, with arms in his hands, or without arms in 
his hands, suspected of being connected with what they call the 
insurrection, what follows? His immediate arrest, and, unless 
there is some intervention, his immediate punishment, either im- 

risonment in the African penal colony of Spain or death itself. 

t is a punishment pega discordant with the offense, entirely 
against the law of nations, wholly in violation of international 
law. It is a punishment not thought of during our own civil 
war, a punishment not inflicted even in Crete, a punishment not 
inflicted in Hawaii or Brazil. I cite recent instances of Bis 
tion. It isa punishment not authorized by any law of God or 
man. The only authority for it is the municipal law of Spain. 

As long as we refuse to acknowledge belligerency, as long as we 
delay to confess the existence of public war in that island, not 
only citizens of the United States, but citizens of all other coun- 
tries remain subject to the SONER see law of Spain. But the 
instant that belligerency is acknowledged, extending the rights of 
belligerents to both the combatants in that war, that instant in- 
ternational law applies, and citizensof other countries either would 
be taken as noncombatants, or, if armed soldiers, as prisoners of 
war; and, in either instance, the law of nations defines what their 

sition is and what their treatment must be. They are, in either 
instance, furnished rations and subsistence, and are subject to the 
operation of parole and exchange. 

That is the extent of the penalty. They can not be treated other- 
wise. They are simply noncombatants taken within the war- 
making area, or they are prisoners of war proper, and in either 
instance they are entitled to humane treatment; to treatment the 
same as civilians: to treatment the same as regularly enlisted 
soldiers. With belligerency acknowledged, there would not be 


and could not be any excuse or justification for Spanish power in 
holding either class of these prisoners as being subject to the 
municipal law of Spain in that island. 

And again, sir, one great benefit to be derived from the recog- 
nition of belligerency to the Cuban Republic is that it would place 
that republic in the markets of the world as a national borrower, 
acknowledged and confessed. It would give a marketable value 
to bonds or other securities. It would place them in the way, if 
they desired to do so, of appealing regularly to citizens uot of 
thatisland or of the republic for pecuniary and monetary support. 

In answer to the same question, what use will it be to grant 
belligerent rights, the learned and honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama said it would affect or impair Spanish credit. That is true. 
It is very true. The honorable and learned Senator from Maine 
thinks that was a harsh expression, that belligerency ought not to 
be acknowledged if it should have the effect of impairing Spanish 
credit, and of intimating to the world that Spanish resources 
might be lacking for the successful conclusion of the war against 
the Republic of Cuba. 

Sir, I very well recollect in the message of President Monroe a 
sentence upon this subject which I will ask Senators to hear. In 
his long array of eable and conservative Presidents, Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Adams, Lincoln, and the present Ex- 
ecutive, the learned and honorable Senator from Maine did not 
mention Monroe. Yet, sir, I think that President Monroe was an 
Executive as conservative and peaceable as ever presided in our 
national councils. Hear what he says in his message with respect 
to the acknowledgment of belligerency and of the prospects of 
the Spanish subjugation of a revolt then existing in the South 
American colonies. Mr. Monroe says that the great distance at 
which the colonies are from Spain and the enormous expenses 
incident to the conduct of the war make it highly improbable 
that the Spanish authorities can ever restore the dominion of the 
Crown in those colonies.” 

There is a direct allusion by Mr. Monroe to the necessities in 
the Spanish treasury. There is a direct allusion in the message of 
the President to the deficit in Spanish resources. There is an offi- 
cial public declaration, not the speech of a Senator, not the dec- 
laration of any member of Congress, but an official, public declara- 
tion by the President of the United States, that the enormous 
expense of carrying on the war by Spain against the revolutionists 
in South American republics made it highly improbable that there 
could be a successful result for the Spanish Crown. : 

Is that harsh, is that undiplomatic, is that unfriendly? No, sir; 
that was the language of a peaceable and conservative President. 
Was Mr. Monroe desirous of impairing Spanish credit? Hestated 
the truth. Ifthe truth impairs Spanish credit, it should be im- 
paired. No one dealing with Spanish bonds or securities ought 
to close his eyes to the truth, or ought to be unwilling to hear it. 
Spain has for thirteen years prosecuted this war. There is no 
restoration in any province or state of the island of Spanish au- 
thority as it existed before the commencement of the war. She 
has spent hundreds of millions of dollars and more than 100,000 
lives of her own pore in prosecuting the war, and there is no 
successful result with respect to the restoration of Spanish power. 
Do these statements impair Spanish credit? Then the truth im- 
pairs Spanish credit, and there is where the matter rests. 

We are told lately, and told from Spanish dispatches, and it is 
incident to debates in the Spanish Cortes, that that Government 
is now on its last legs, so to speak, financially; that there is no 
means left for raising further revenue; that the treasury has been 
emptied, depleted, for the purpose of prosecuting hostilities 
akana, the great campaign for liberty and freedom in Cuba. 
Shall we fill it? Shall we supply it? Are we charged with sup- 
porting or maintaining the Spanish credit? Is it our duty to sup- 
port the armies and navies of Spain on land and sea in a vain 
attempt to subject the patriots of that island once more to the 
oppression of the Spanish rule? Ithink not, Mr. President. 

e honorable and learned Senator from Maine says very serious 
consequences will follow the adoption of this resolution, I have 
no doubt very important consequences will follow. The recog- 
nition of belligerency is reenforcement—that is the reason I am 
for it; that is the reason I think all Americans should be for it— 
recognition is to the side of liberty. That is a very serious conse- 
quence and a very important one. 

But the honorable and learned Senator from Maine says that 
the Spanish minister would be recalled; that he would take his 
papers and go home if we pass this resolution. I can not attach 
much importance to that consequence. Ministers heretofore have 
received their congé and gone away without disturbing the polit- 
ical, geographical, or physical equilibrium of either continent in 
the American Hemisphere. I do not attach the slightest impor- 
tance to the fact that the Spanish minister might be instructed to 


ask his passport and to suspend diplomatic relations and to return 
to his own country; yet I think the prediction of the honorable and 
learned Senator is, to use his own expression, harsh, very harsh, 
very undiplomatic. ; 
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I do not think our action here ought to be considered with ref- 
erence to what effect it will have upon the Spanish monarchy or 
the Spanish ambassador. In fact, we have laid it down in our 
rules that the action of our own Executive is not to be spoken of 
here. I have never spoken of it with respect to anything. The 
future action of the Executive, the President, should not be named 
here. I have never named him except by his title. There should 
be no allusion to the action of the other House. There ought to 
be none—none whatever, The question is, What shall we as Sen- 
ators do now here with reference to taking sides in that struggle, 
which has for so many years been flagrant between liberty upon 
the one side and tyranny upon the other? I donot hesitate, sir, as 
to my duty. : 

I know there are two sides. The world knows it. We do not 
need a commissioner to inquire whether there be two sides to the 

uarrel. The only inquiry is one which every man can answer 
for himself. There are two sides, and Iam on the side of freedom. 

But the prediction of the Senator from Maine is very harsh and is 
unfounded. Let me call your attention, sir, to the diplomatic of- 
ficial action of the Government of the United States during the 
time of that great diplomatist, that peaceable and conservative 
President, Monroe, the founder, the great founder, of our foreign 
policy, especially as applicable to the American Hemisphere. He 

ized the belligerency of Grenada, Bolivia, Peru, Chile, Ar- 
gentina, and two other governments successively within two 
years—tirst the belligerency, and then the independence. He rec- 
ognized that condition while war was flagrantin each of those 
colonies against the Spanish authority; he recognized it when 
every seaport of the colonies was held by the Spanish navy; he 
recognized it when the capital of Bolivia was located in the camp 
of General Bolivar and moved with the camp as often as the forces 
moved in the field. He recognized belligerency under these cir- 
cumstances. i, 

Did the Spanish minister ask for his papers? Did the Spanish 
minister at that time ask for his discharge? Were diplomatic 
relations between the United States and Spain suspended? No, 
sir; the two countries remained as they had been, as they will, 
I hope, in the same state of friendship and amity. Vattel and 
every other authority who has written on this subject from the 
commencement of the era of international law has laid down the 
doctrine that the acknowledgment of belligerency is not a casus 
belli at any time nor under any circumstances. hat, then, does 
this 787877 5 here amount to, and upon what is it founded? 
Certainly it can not be founded upon the fact that the recognition 
of belligerency may lead to a war with Spain or to a suspension 
of diplomatic relations. 

Take Portugal. We have had the same ancient amity, the same 
ancient treaties of alliance and commerce with the Kingdom of 
Portugal, once a very large American power, as we have had with 
Spain, with France, and with other of the continental nations of 
Europe. We never had the least cause for war against Portugal, 
for ever since our national existence our relations with Portugal 
have never in the least been strained. They have not been subject 
to the slightest suspension or suspicion of suspension for any diplo- 
matic reasons. 

In 1890 the ple of Brazil established and organized a civil 
government of the republic, and put into the field an army to sup- 
port that republic, and took the person then Emperor, very near 
to the Crown of Portugal, rela in blood to the reigning sover- 
eign of that beta 8 and pat him upon a ship and sent him home. 
That abdication, whether voluntary or involuntary, terminated 
the long empire of Portugal in Brazil, terminated the dominion of 
Dom Pedro, and, according to the learned and honorable Senator 
from Maine, we having recognized the Republic of Brazil, and 
having in that manner approved and sanctioned the abdication of 
the Emperor, and having given, in his view, the highest affront 
and the most insolent defiance to the Government and the people 
of Portugal in thus depriving them of the jewel of the crown and 
of their last dominion upon the American Continent, if the recog- 
nition of belligerency and the recognition of independence werea 
casus belli, there would have been a declaration of war immedi- 
Soy onner these circumstances; yet our relations were not dis- 

urbed. 

I might trace the recognition of the French Republic and the 
history of the recognition. of Hawaii. There is no recognition 
either of belligerency or of independence anting the nineteenth 
century that has been regarded as a casus belli. Thereisnorecog- 
nition of belligerency during the nineteenth century and durin 
the last fifty years of the eighteenth century that has interrup 
ordinary diplomatic relations between the government which gave 
such recognition of belligerency and the government which denied 
belligerency. 

No civilized power in the world has thought or conceived the 
notion that because another has recognized the belligerency of 
arties engaged in civil war there was therefore a reason wh 

ey should take up arms against the power making the 9 
tion. There can be none. case simply 


The recognition in suc 
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establishes the status of the men who are engaged, and simply es- 


tablishes the ition of this Government, and will establish the 
— of others with respect to the parties combatant in 


Recognition of belligerency ought now to be made; it ought to 
have been made long ago. I do not know why it has not been 
made. I am very certain that in the thirteenth year of the war 
there can be no reason urged in international law or even in inter- 
national comity or courtesy why this recognition should not now 
be afforded, 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


During Mr. TURPIE’S speech, 

Mr. GEAR. I do not wish to interrupt the argument of the 
Senator from Indiana, but the hour of 2 o'clock has arrived, and 
I desire to give notice that to-morrow at the close of the morning 
business I shall ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 119. 

Mr. WHITE. That is the bill relating to the Pacific railroads? 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; it is the bill providing for the adjustment of 
their indebtedness. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senator from Iowa e t to press that 
subject forward at that time? I will state that I have a good deal 
of interest in the matter myself, but that, commencing with to- 
morrow, the minority members of the Committee on Finance will 
be necessarily taken away from the Chamber almost all the time 
for at least a week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will state that Senate bill 
119 is the first of the general orders upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTUS. Lask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Indiana may be allowed to conclude. : 

Mr. GEAR. Of course I do not wish to interrupt the Senator 
from Indiana. I do not intend to do that. I simply wish to give 
notice that to-morrow, at the close of the morning business, I shall 
move to take up Senate bill 119. Ihave no disposition to press 
the matter in any improper manner on the Senate, and if it is the 
wish of the Senator from California I shall probably be willing to 
lay it aside for some days; but I want to make the bill the unfin- 
ished business of the Senate. 

pas VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will pro- 
ceed. t 
WAR IN CUBA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition 
ot public war exists in Cuba and that strict neutrality shall be 
maintained. 

Mr. TURPIE resumed and concluded his speech. ] 

r. MORGAN. If no other Senator desires to speak on the 
meate now before the body, I ask thata vote may be taken 
upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The pending question is on the motion of the Senator from Maine 

ye Hate}, to refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
elations. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to offer a few observations 
upon this matter, unless others desire to be heard. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] remarked, if I heard 
him aright, that a resolution recognizing the independence of 
Cuba had received the unanimous approval of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. That approval, I presume, was given during 
the last Congress. Atthat time the present Secretary of State was 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Whatever may have been his individual views with reference to 
a resolution recognizing independence, if the Senator from Indiana 
is correct in assuming that the then Senator from Ohio did not ex- 
aie! dissent to that resolution—this being true, we may confi- 

ently anticipate from that distinguished officer most generous 
consideration for the Cuban cause. My impression has been that 
there was doubt as to the attitude of the former chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations; but I am probably in error in 
view of the statement made by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. The learned and honorable Senator, I think, is 
correct in his statement upon that question concerning the resolu- 
tion for independence, which was reported unanimously and with- 
out dissent, the present Secretary of State being chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations at that time. I am very certain 
that a concurrent resolution acknowledging belligerency iden- 
tical in language with the resolution now pending before the Sen- 
ate, was adopted by the Committee on Foreign Relations unani- 


mously when the present Secretary of State was a member of the 

committee, and that it was voted for and advocated by him in this 

body, and that it received his support. 

Mr. President, my recollection of . 
y this 

y different from the one 


Mr. WHITE. 
with reference to the belligerency matter, which was 
body, is that that resolution was materiall 
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now under consideration. Of course, the record will show as to 
that. I desire to ask the Senator from Indiana whether he has 
that resolution convenient? 

Mr. TURPIE. What resolution? The resolution of the last 


Congress? 
Mr. WHITE. Ves, sir. 
Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; I have not. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator from California 
whether thatresolution was not substantially this resolution; that 
is to say, a recognition of the existence of war between Spain and 
Cuba in the Island of Cuba and a declaration of nentrality? 

Mr. WHITE. No. sir. [think that was radically different from 
the present resolution, and that is the reason I wish to procure a 
copy of the resolution. Of course an appeal to the record will 
settle that. It is a mere matter of my recollection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. While the resolution is coming, what is the 
point that the Senator makes—that this resolution ought to be 
considered by the Committee on Foreign Relations at this time? 

Mr. WHITE. There areseveral points which Iam endeavoring 
to elucidate for the benefit of the Senator from New Hampshire; 
but I prefer to have the resolution before me at this time, as I 
think it will be more logical to make reference to it now. 

There is no particular significance in the fact that the Senate 
then adopted the resolution named. I take it that resolution was 
the mere a ag of an opinion, designed only to be advisory. 

Among other differences, regarding which I think the record 
will sustain me, it may be mentioned that the Senate did not 
declare, or assume to declare, in a joint resolution the belligerency 
or the i ndence of Cuba; but there was an expression of 
opinion that the Senate of the United States believed that the 
time had arrived when the belligerency of Cuba might be recog- 
nized. It was designed fo facilitate Executive action. 

But I haye noidea that we positively passed—certainly not when 
I was in the body—a resolution directly affirming belligerency. 
The resolution now before us, which is called a joint resolution, 
reads as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Amerjca in ss assembled, Thata condition of public war exists between 
the Government of Spain and the Government and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba, and that the United States 
of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, 
according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 
the United States. 


This resolution, to begin with, assumes jurisdiction in Congress 
to declare belligerency, which I deny. I will not elaborate upon 
this proposition. I have said all I care to say about that feature 
of the case fore. But we are expected to orm directly 
afunction which, as far as propriety goes, should be discharged by 
the President. 

This is a joint resolution. If passed by the House of Repre- 
. sentatives, it will go to the President, and will be there subject to 

the exercise of the veto power, if it be a proper matter of legisla- 
tion. My memory is quite itive that no such resolution as 
that has ever passed here. I have here a resolution, just handed 
me as being the amended resolution by the Senate, and to 
which I assume the Senator from 1 must have referred. I 
will call the attention of the learned Senator, for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether Iam right in that regard. It is a concur- 
rent resolution. It reads: 

Resolved by tlie Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 

‘That in the opinion of a state of public war exists in Cuba, the par- 
ties to which are entitled to erent rights, and the United 
observe a strict neutrality between the ents. 
Resol That Congress deplores the destruction of life and 
cal by the war now w: in that island, and belie t 
manent solution of the 3 the interests 
of ee other ever wo be in the establishment of a 
6 it is the sense of Congress that the Gov- 
— — United States use its good offices and friendly influ- 
ee bene States. bas nob intervencd: to. struggles be- 
tween any an governments and their colonies on this continent; but 
from the very close relations between the people of the United States and 
those of Cuba, in consequence of its proximity and the extent of the com- 
merce between the — ot ay the present war is entailing such losses upon 
the people of the United States that Congress is of opinion that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should be to protect the legitimate in- 
terests of our citizens by intervention, if 


This was a concurrent resolution merely sp ebb of the opin- 
ion of Congress. The present resolution is a declaration in form, 
of a character to be submitted to the President, and which, if it 
be a legal method of legislation and contains matter within our 
authority, will, if signed by the President or passed over his veto, 
have the force of law, provided it is not in excess of our jurisdic- 
tion. We are attempting to directly determine the question of 
belligerency and to initiate legislation to that end. 

I do not intend to refer to the arguments heretofore made on 
either side with relation to the power of Congress, nor, indeed, to 
the policy of attempting to exercise the power, if we have it, of 
recognizing belligerency as ue wee este 

Much has been said, Mr. i „regarding the rules to be 


observed in deciding whether a proper occasion has arisen to 
justify recognition of belligerency. 
Mr. Dana, in his notes to Wheaton, pages 34 et seq., says: 


(15.) Reeognition of bell The occasion for the accord of bel- 
ligerent arises when a civil conflict exists within a forele utata: The 
reason w. and can alone justify this step by the government of 


insurgents claim a 1 nationality and be! 
oes not concede, a 


censure upon the parent govern- 
state with reference to the contest and 
the condition of affairs between the contending parties may be such as to 
justify thisact. It is important. therefore, to determine what state of affairs 
and what relations of the foreign state 1 . the recognition. 
It is certain that the state of things between the parent state and insur- 
gents must amountin fact to a war in the sense of international law; that 
powers and rights of war must be in actualexercise, otherwise the recog- 
nition is fi for the reeognition is of a fact. The tests to determine the 
question are various and far more decisive where there is maritime war and 
commercial relations with foreigners. Among the tests are the existence of 
ade facto political organization of the insurgents, sufficient in character, 
population, and resources to constitute it, if left to itself, a state among the 
nations reasonably capable of the duties of a state; the actual 
employment of military forces on ide, acting in acco with the 
rules and customs of war, such ay the use of flags of truce, cartels, exchange 
of prisoners, and the treatment of captured insurgents by the parent state 
as. prisoners of war; and, at sea, aug airmen by the insurgents of commis- 
sioned cruisers, and the exercise the parent government of the rights of 
blockade of insurgent ports neutral commerce, and of stopping and 
searching neutral vessels at sea. If all these elements exist, the condition of 
things is undoubtedly war; and it may be war before they are all ripened into 


activity. Š 
As to the relation of the fi state to the contest, if it is solely on land 
and the foreign state is not coni it is difficult to imagine a call for the 


ous, it is 

. If, for instance, the United States should formally recognize 
belligerent rights in an insurgent community at the center of Europe, with 
no seaports, it would require a hardly suppossble necessity to make it else 
than a mere demonstra: of moral ore But a case may arise where a 
eg state must decide whether to hold the parent state responsible for 
acts 1 nts, or to deal with the insurgents as a de facto gov- 
“Et the forolige abate coongines beliigersncr ta: the NOATE It tele 

e 

the parent state from responsibility 8 may bo done by the insur- 


gents, or not done by the parent state where nt power extends. 
(Mr. Adams to Mr. June II. 1861, Dip. Corr. , 105.) In a contest wholly 
upon land. a contiguous state may be o to make the decision whether 


or not to regard it as war; but in ce this has not been done by a 
eral t by actual treatment of cases as 


and the parent state are maritime, and the 
commercial relations 


neither party can stopor search the foreign 
merchant vessel; and that vessel may resist all cape p= in that direction, 
and the shi capture any cruiser 


cruisers are pirates and may be treated as such. H it is a war, the 
rules and contraband or dispatches ormilitary per- 
sons come into play. If it is not. a war, they do not. Within foreign juris- 
diction, if it is a war, acts of the insurgents in the way of p. and 


equipments for hostility may be breaches of neutrali 
not a 3 do e e 

iracy or 
X Now, all. private Tas 


is in the 
e manner for all possible contingencies be te simple declaration 
that the contest is or is not to be treated as war. tate 
quires ae decision, it must be made by the political department of the gov- 
ernmen 
It is not fit that cases should be left to be decided as they may arise by 
ivate citizens or naval or judicial officers, at home or abroad, by sea or 
d. It is therefore the custom of nations for the political department of 
a foreign state to make the decision. It owes to its own citizens, to the con- 
2 parne and to the of the world to make that decision season- 
ably. IF it issues a formal 


one of these gro 
To decide whether the tion was uncalled for and premature requires 
something more than a ion of proximate facts and the overt and 
formal acts of the contend: The foreign state is bound and entitled 
to consider the p: g his! of the parties magnitude and complete- 
ness of the political and mili tion and preparations on each side; 
the probable extent of the ct sea and land; the probable extent and 
rapidity of its development, and. above all, the probability that its own mer- 
t naval o rs, and may tated into sudden 


and difficult complications abroad. 
eres that can be said is that the ny fl ge may protect itself by a 


seasonable decision, either a test case t arises, or b eral pro- 
spective decision; hilo, on the other hand, if it makos the recognition pre. 
maturely, it isliable to the suspicion of an unfriendly purpose to the parent 


1897. 
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state. The recognition of belligerent rights is not solely to the advantage of 

the insurgents. They the great eee of a status, and 

the opportunity to employ commissioned cruisers at sea, and to exert all the 
to warfare with the — 2 — of fo: nations. 


insurgent $ 
1255 2 uires — ht to exert, against neutral 
commerce, all the powers of a a me war. 
This subject received a fali discussion ini 22 
dam Earl Russell, beginning April 7 and e 
riscipal contest was whether the recognition by 
rent Bg = the rebel States was ented and 


tember 18, 1885. 
eat Britain of bek 


canse they involve a necessity of protecting at home or 
z a — , then it appears to be just and right to 


avoiding an implication in the x 
provide for the eme cy by specific measures precisely to the extent that 
may be but no further. It is, then, facts alone, and not a’ 


r- 
ancesor mptions. that jus action. But even these are not to be dealt 
with ‘farther ane the 8 A rigid neutrality in whatever 


hts in the American colo- 
Holland, was not made 


gary; and that France a Sees 
tion of tart tera riendly act. unless justified by necessity 


He consi 
been 


in this instan 

naval power the rebellion was so influential upon its subsequent 
pey that Great Britain and France are not entitled to the argument that 

e event justified their action. 8 
Earl Russell does not seem to differ from Mr. Adams on the general prin- 
He contends that the state of Sines upon which the Government 
was required to act had no exact parallel, and must be judged by itself. He 
protests that the overt and the formal acts uf the two parties to the war are 
not alone to be considered, and, 55 to the extent of the territory, pop- 
ulation, and resources of the re he existence of its completely organ- 


ized State and ral governments, vocal dete: n to treat 
as war, by sea and tend any acts of 3 the United States, on 
the other hand, have equally de to exert, the long antecedent his- 


— 5 and Lge an pars or this revolution, and the certainty of the tude 
and extent of the war, and its rapid development whenever it shoul 

instant decision of maritime questions by neu 
was 


marque blic ships of the re 
once in many —— tie workt, should be trea 
On this sub; see further Mr. Bemis’s pamphlets on the Recognition of 

cy, 1865; letter of Mr. Harcourt (Historicus), London 
Times, March 22.. ; Lord Lyons to Lord J. Russell, April 22, 1861; Mr. 
Bright's ch, March 13, 1865; Earl Russell’s s „March 23, 1865; procla- 
mations of President Lincoln of 15th and 19th of April, 1861, and of Jefferson 
Davis, 17th of April, 1861, and of Queen Victoria, 13th of May, 1861. 

I think that a perusal of the rules thus laid down will demon- 
strate that the condition of affairs in Cuba is at this moment, as 
we understand it, of such a character as to render it doubtful 
whether in any event belligerency onght to be declared. But, 
Mr. President, the vital objection and the sufficient objection to 
the consideration of this resolution at this time is that the sub- 
ject is ordinarily, as everyone concedes, a matter for Executive 
action, even though the Senators may be right who assert that the 
Executive has not exclusive jurisdiction, but that Congress may, 
if it so feels inclined, dispose of the matter. Even if that be true, 
yet it will be conceded that, as a general thing, the subject of the 
recognition of belligerency and independence ought to be attended 
to by the Executive through the Department of State. 

I do not intend to allude to the documents, so-called, which have 
been read, the ex parte eee of newspaper correspondents. 
anxious for sensation, the statements of those who have appeared 
from time to time before the committee, and remarks from ex- 
traneous sources of various kinds, which do not appeal to me as 
evidence, and which I decline to t as such. 

We have a means and method of obtaining facts; we have the 
State Department so organized that the truth may be obtained 
beyond any cavil or legitimate dispute; and until a reasonable 
opportunity is afforded the present Administration of investi- 

ting this matter and acting upon it, even though I believed 
that Congress had the power, I should not feel myself author- 
ized to interpose, and by thus interposing cast an aspersion or 
even a doubt m the motives or a question as to the authority 
or capacity of those distingui Officials who will, I conceive, 
deal with the question as it should be met. 

The present Secretary of State, on the floor of this Senate, as we 
know, was most emphatic in the expression of views in harmony,so 
far as feeling and sentiment go, with those which have been uttered 
to-day. Itis not, therefore, true that the Department of State in 


any sense can be considered inimical to the cause of the Cuban 
i ts; anditis not true, either, that there can be any want of 


sentiment in aid of that cause in that Department of the Govern- 
ment. The positive declarations of the head of that Department 
when a Senator should silence controversy. 

Mr, TURPIE. I wish to ask the honorable and learned Sena- 
tor who has made the charge that the Secretary of State is not in 
sympathy with the President or is not in sympathy with the 
Cuban insurgents? ; 

Mr. W E. No one has made any charge directly; but I 
assume that the mere offering of this resolution is in itself an inti- 
mation of that kind, and I say there can be no excuse, if I may 
use the term, for this resolution, unless it is that the Department 
of State is derelict. 

There is, as stated, an opportunity to ascertain the facts. The 
gentleman who has been commissioned to visit Cuba to examine 
the case of Ruis may not have the power under his credentials—I 
can not speak authoritatively of that; I do not know precisely the 
terms of the writing—bnt I assume that as a person appointed by 
the present Administration to examine one of the material cases 
arising during the unhappy disturbances under review, he will 
investigate generally and report not only upon the question as to 
whether there is a mere insurrection in Cuba, but as to whether the 
circumstances are such that this Government onght to i 
belligerency. Ideny that the mere existence of armed combatants 
or eitort to obtain freedom or both combined are enough to justify 
the recognition of belligerency. I agree with Mr. Dana that other 
considerations of a vital character and of a more national and less 
sentimental import must be deemed controlling. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. When I first introduced this resolution, I dis- 
claimed all purpose on my part of making any issue with the 
present Executive or in any way contravening any policy he might 
adopt or refuse to adopt. opinion was that his hands would be 
strengthened by the vote of the Senate, and I think so to-day, 
whether or not he has commissioners there for the purpose of in- 
quiring into the general state of affairs in Cuba, I was actin 
upon that declaration contained in the Republican platform, whic 
is a better declaration than that made in the Democratic platform 
upon this question, and, if the Senator will allow me, I will read 
it. Itis very brief and is as follows; 

7777 ĩVu y cleee ANTIN 
ni ver wi e Qi er 
aropean domination. We watch with deep 


st cruelty 
success of their deter- 


wi h its — obli 
States should actively use its infiuence and good offices to restore 
give independence to the island. 

Then the Democratic declaration on that subject, which is still 
more brief, is as follows: 

We extend our s thy to le of Cuba in their heroic struggle 
for liberty and 3 me peop es 

So I did not suppose I was transgressing the sentiments of any 
body of politicians in the United States or any political party in 
the United States, and more especially the sentiments of a Presi- 
dent of the United States who was elected upon that splendid 
declaration of our rights and duties. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama en- 
tirely misapprehends me. While I had not, it is true, thought 
that he relied very much upon that or any other plank of the 
Republican platform, yet, even if my assumption had been other- 
wise in that regard. I would have seen no inconsistency in my 
contention. The objections made by me do not involve any con- 
sideration of the sympathetic part of the resolutions read by him. 
Seve referring to the plan by which it is designed to recognize 

gerency. 
If it be true that this is a matter which, under ordinary comity, 
if I may use that expression in this connection, ought to be com- 
mitted to the President, then it is to some extent reflection upon 
the Executive to assume here to perform a duty which he is com- 
to discharge himself, and which, acting within prp lines, 

e is seeking to meet. Noone denies that the President has the 
power to recognize belligerency if he sees fit to do it. 

That concession has been made here universally, and the only 
question is whether we shall announce that the President has not 
acted with sufficient celerity (we necessarily reach this point 
when we 3 a resolution of this kind in face of Executive 
nonaction), or whether we shall permit that officer at least reason- 
able time to proceed and to follow the course usual in such cases. 

It is not true that there is any necessity for great haste. What 
will be accomplished by the joint resolution if it success- 
fully to the end? We this identical subject be the Senate 
when the resolution was passed which I a few moments ago, 


peace and 


a concurrent resolution, and which was not designed to Siroo 
reach the President at all. At that time Senators who were rad- 
ically in favor of the Cuban cause objected to the resolution be- 
cause, as then said by an able Senator, it was mere leather and 
prunella;” it meant nothing. The recognition of belligerency 
would confer no right upon the insurgent which he does not enjoy 
at this time and would subject the American nation to embarrass- 
ments in the matter of commerce,in the matter of claims for 
wrongs done to her citizens, in the matter of blockade, and in 
various other ts. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from California allow me to 
call his attention to a letter which I received this morning? 

Mr. WHITE. If it will be considered that I object to the evi- 
dence as 5 CE the Senator may read it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allright. The letter comes from Mr. John H. 
Jones, president of the Cuban League in San Francisco, dated 
May 1, 1897. He says: x 

Twenty thousand signatures from all over California have been received 
tothe following petition, and they are coming in rapidly. Very few refuse to 
sign. The petition will be the largest ever sent to Congress from this coast. 

I will read the resolution, which is addressed to the members of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress, Washington, D. C.: 

In the name of liberty, justice, and humanity we implore you to use your 
influence in urging the honorable body of which you are a member to recog- 
nize the independence of Cuba, to the end that the Government of the 
United States may take immediate action in endeavoring to bring about a 

y termination of hostilities in that island; also to e steps in behalf 
of American citizens now in Cuban dungeons, as well as to redress the 
wrongs of those who have been unfairly dealt with by the Spanish authori- 
ties in Cuba. 

Mr. WHITE. If I may be permitted to amend my objection, I 
would also add that the evidence is irrelevant and immaterial. I 
am not discussing anything to which that communication has the 
slightest pertinency. I am discussing a question of propriety so 
far as this body is concerned, regarding the joint resolution here 
presented, and I am now referring to the effect of the passage of 
the same. There is no resolution respecting independence here, 
and whenever such a proposition is presented, it will be opposed 
as an attempted usurpation of Executive functions and as improper 
on its merits. 

What would be the effect of the final adoption and Presidential 
signature to the jointresolution upon the status of anyone in this 
country who desired to send ammunition or arms to the insurgents? 
Noeffect. In the case of the Three Friends, decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States on the first day of this month, it was 
held by that tribunal that the sections of the Revised Statutes 
upon the subject of neutrality were applicable to the case of 
Cuba. The first of those sections which are of any importance in 
his connection is as follows: 


Every person who. within the limits of the United States, fits out and 
arms, or attempts to fit out and arm. or procures to be fitted out and armed, 
or knowingly is concerned in the furnishing, fitting out, or arming of any 
vessel, with intent that such vessel shall be employed in the service of any 
foreign prince or state, or of any colony, district, or people, to cruise or com- 
mit hostilities agains’ the subjects, citizens, or propery of any foreign prince 
or state, or of any colony, district, or people, with whom the United States 
are at peace, or who issues or delivers a commission within the territory or 
jurisdiction of the United States, for any vessel, to the intent that she may 
be so employed, shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be 
fined not more than $10,000 and imprisoned not more than three years. And 
every such vessel, her tackle, apparel, and furniture, together with all mate- 
rials, arms, ammunition, and stores, which may have been procured for the 
building and equipment thereof shall be forfeited, one half to the use of the 
informer and the other half to the use of the United States. 


Then we have the three following sections in regard to enlist- 
ment matters. All are directly and admittedly applicable to 
everyone who attempts to interfere in a foreign struggle between 
recognized nations. 

There has never been any dispute about that, and the only ques- 
tion in the Three Friends case (and one as to which it seemed to 
me, before the decision was rendered, that the doctrine contended 
for in the dissenting view by Justice Harlan was correct) was 
whether the sections of the Revised Statutes to which I alluded 
had any application to cases where there was no recognized bellig- 
erent, and whether, therefore, the unrecognized disturber was not 
in a more favorable attitude thana belligerent. But that conten- 
tion was overthrown by the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and it is now the law that all of these sections apply 
equally to the case of recognized and unrecognized combatants. 

Therefore, whatever may have been the application of these 
statutory provisions in any isolated case, or whatever rule of con- 
struction may have been heretofore adopted, or whatever Execu- 
tive proclamations may have been made, it is a fact whicb can not 
be disputed without doing violence to verity that the law de- 
signed to enforce neutrality is equally effective and applicable in 
issues arising with regard to contestants whose boligoreney has 
been recognized and those who are without that status. Arms 


ammunition, supplies, all merchandise, may be sold by our deal- 
ers in the one case as well as in the other. 

There is no difficulty whatever in that regard. Our decisions 
have been uniform from the earliest date to this effect. The 
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trouble has been that in the prosecution of this contest the Cubans 
have violated our neutrality laws, just as they would have vio- 
lated them had they done the same acts in the presence of recog- 
nized belligerency, by fitting out and organizing warlike 8 
tions, mounting cannon upon shipboard, and using guns for the 
purpose of defense and offense after 5 from our ports. 

e courts have held in the case of Wyborg, tried recently and 
determined upon appeal by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and in a later case in the city of Baltimore, that such acts 
as those done by Cubans here are violations of the very provisions 
of the Reyised Statutes which are admittedly applicable when 
belligerency is recognized. 

As showing the general rule upon this subject—and there is 
nothing to the contrary in the long line of precedents usually con- 
sidered respectabl uring the Mexican war, the Maximilian 
difficulty, Mr. Speed, our Attorney-General, in an opinion to be 
found in 11 Opinions of the Attorneys-General, page 451, says: 

I have the honor toacknowled 


usurper.” Mr. Romero asks that the shipment be not 
allowed. You ask my opinion, whether there is any law or regulation now in 
force prohibiting the exportation of arms for the account of any person, what- 
ever be his political designation, real or assumed, or of any government. 

question is fully answered in my opinion delive you on the 234 
day of last December— 


Referring to an opinion to be found on page 408 of the same 
book, which is also relevant here. 

The opinion of the 23d_of December was given upon a complaint of Mr. 
Romero that General McDowell, commanding the military department of 


California, had prohibited the exportation of arms or munitions of war by the 
oe into Mexico. That opinion is to the effect that General McDowell's 
er was ful. 


I can perceive no difference in principle between that case and this. So far 
as neutrals are concerned, belligerent parties are equals. 


I know of no law 
He continues—and here is the pertinent proposition— 
or regulation which forbids an rson or government, whether the political 


designation be real or assumed, from purchasing arms from citizens of the 
United States and shipping them at the risk of the purchaser, etc. 


I have here collated, in some remarks which I delivered on this 
subject on the 26th and 27th of February, 1896, numerous author- 
ities sustaining this proposition; but it is elementary law, and 
other Senators have cited the same decisions upon numerous times 
during the same debate. 

Mr. President, if an ordinary merchant vessel were to visit the 
city of New York, sent there by the insurgents and manned by a 
regular crew, a cargo of war supplies meee be purchased and 
taken away, as was done in the case of Chile, without any infrac- 
tion of any law of the United States. Such is the conclusion of 
the United States circuit court of appeals in the Itata case (56 
Federal Reporter, 505; id. 49, 647; United States vs. Trumbull, 48 
id., 99) already mentioned, and is the legitimate result of the other 
authorities which I have cited. 

This principle has been referred to by many international law 
writers. I will furnish some references: 

Vattel, Law of Nations, edition 1883, p 838; 2 Fer, n's 
Manual of International Law, sections 229, 230, and 263; Hall on 
International Law, third edition, pages 80, 612, 618; Wheaton’s 
International Law, third edition (Boyd), pages 583, 595, and 653; 
1 Opinions Attorneys-General (Lee), 61; id. (Rush), 190; 7 id. 
(Cushing), 122; 11 id. (Speed), 408, 451; 2 Wharton’s Criminal 
Law, section 1903; 3 Wharton’s International Law Digest. section 
391,and numerous precedentsthere given; Twiss’s Law of Nations, 
295, cited 11 American and English Encyclopedia of Law, 478; 
Kluber Droit des Gens, section 288, cited 11 erican and Eng- 
lish Encyclopedia of Law, page 478; The Santissima Trinidad, 7 
Wheaton, 283; The Florida (a Cuban insurgency case), 4 Ben., 
452; View of Secretary Evarts, 3 Wharton’s International Law, 
515; Pickering, Secretary of State, 1 American State Papers, page 
649; Hamilton, Secretary of Treasury, 1 American State Papers, 
page 141; The Carondolet, 37 Federal Reporter, 800; 1 Kent’s Com- 
mentaries, 142; The Bermuda, 3 Wallace, 551. 

It is obvious that no immunity from prosecution here will fol- 
low the recognition of Cuban belligerency. So immaterial would 
be the circumstance that I can not conceive how it would legiti- 
mately be a topic for argument during a trial under the Re 
Statutes quot I have in my desk a statement of many claims 
a copy of a document on file in the office of the Secre of State— 
showing injuries done property of our citizens during this trouble. 
Ihave not ted either the number or the amounts demanded. 
These are claims of citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of Spain for losses sustained during the course of the 
insurrection, revolution, or whatever we may wish to call it; 
claims similar, not, of course, as far as the peculiar evidence is 
concerned, but similar in an international way, to the Mora claim. 

Those demands can be enforced, if meritorious, under present 
conditions; but if belligerency is recognized and a state of war is 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


957 


conceded officially as extending over the island, then, so far as con- 
cerns the effect of that war upon individual property which natu- 
rally comes within its destructive reach, the United States Govern- 
ment can assert no claim for or on behalf of her citizens 

Again, there seems to be an idea prevalent, so far as Spain is 
concerned, she can not, within her dominions, enforce her munici- 
pal law as against our own citizens. We have put men in jail, 
and the Supreme Court has affirmed our judgment, who have vio- 
lated our neutrality laws in this very insurrection by fitting out 
ape contrary to law and sending them to Cuba. 

e have convicted these citizens of the United States, and the 
United States Supreme Court has overruled a decision of the 
district court of Florida, and the Three Friends vessel is conse- 
quently subject to admiralty jurisdiction under the drastic penal 
provisions of section 5283 of the Revised Statutes. We punish 
men for engaging in an attempt to interfere with Spain in the 
matter of Cuba, and can we deny the power of Spain to punish 
those men, and can we regulate for Spain the character of her 
municipal ordinances or write there our sentiments as to the 
quality of that penalty? 8 

Has any such jurisdiction ever been enforced or maintained 
except by arms? Is there any consistency in the proposition that 
in reference to that which we punish as a crime here, with respect 
to acts attempted to be done within the Spanish dominion, Spain 
herself shall not invoke her penal legislation? As far as annexa- 
tion is or may be contemplated, it has no preponderating attrac- 
tion for me. 

I applaud and admire the man who feels it to be his duty to go 
. in the cause of liberty. He undertakes rather an extensive 
contract, it is true, if he seeks to act wherever a deliverer from 
despotism is needed, but I concede his valor and boldness, if I do 
not his discretion. But can we afford here now, or at any other 
time, to declare that the arm of the American Government shall 
shield those of our citizens all over the world who enter within 
foreign dominions and seek to foster or encourage or carry on 
insurrection or revolution, and this within the jurisdiction of 
nations with whom we are at peace? 

Let us look at this matter as itis. Let us not permit ourselves, 
because of our sympathy with those who are toiling and strug- 

ling for freedom, to violate the rules which our predecessors 
ve adopted and those wise and sound principles which obtain 
throughont civilization. Wesay that we are at peace with Spain. 
Thisistrue. Shall we become otherwise by participating contrary 
to law and policy in this struggle? 

It has been said by able Secretaries of State that an American 
citizen may so denationalize himself by going abroad without any 
intention of returning, and thus abandoning his country, that we 
will not attempt, although he may have a record that he is an 
American citizen, to enforce in his favor those rules and rights 
ordinarily enforced in the interest of our citizens who behave 
themselves and act as Americans should act. 

Shall we now declare, in the face of a consular regulation writ- 
ten in the archives of the office of the Secretary of State of this 
Republic, and which every consul carries, that the Government 
of the United States will interfere in the case of anyone who in- 
vades the territory of another nation with which this Government 
is at peace? We can not afford to do it. Perhaps we may here 
use language eee such a theory, but if any one of us had 
upon his shoulders the direct and sole responsibility he would hes- 
itate. If the issue pertained specifically to our department as it 
does to the Department of State, we would be loath to overturn 
precedents; we would shrink from it; we would refuse to do it. 

I am free to say, Mr. President, while I should be delighted to 
learn that every people in this world had arrived at the state of 
true treedom; while I should be delighted to know that the last 
remnant of the monarchy’s crown, of the despot’s scepter, had 
been pulverized, yet I am not dead to the fact that we are not 
able to absorb all the nations of earth and all elements aspiring to 
improvement. It takes more than an ordinary man to make a 
competent American citizen. 

It requires more than a desire to be free, more than a desire to 
throw off the yoke, to form the desirable American citizen. It re- 
quires a man of judgment, a person who can appreciate the labor 
and intelligence essential to self-government. It demands pa- 
tience, prudence, submission to law, grave and thorough concep- 
tion of onerous duty. It needs elements not found in all nations 
and among all peoples. 

There are, unfortunately, persons within the domain of the 
United States to-day who should receive the law’s attention—not 
all of them poor, or the weak either, some of them rich and strong. 
We have problems confronting us which challenge our most 

riotie, our best, our highest efforts. There are issues pressing 
ox solution before which we may well stand appalled. 

There are matters of serious moment in regard to which the 
American people are almost divided, and which affect the very 
basis of government. Those questions must be solved rightly, 
aud they will be solved rightly. Shall we pause here in the pres- 


ence of undischarged duties owing to our countrymen obligations 


im with reference to the Union and the citizens thereof and 
those who are to be such and engage in collateral disputation ina 
vain effort to spread the wings of liberty over all the earth? It 
is imprudent to use our energies in extraneous reform at the ex- 
pense of local sige 

It is unfortunate, Mr. President, that we are not competent to 
the task of universal and ultimate enlightenment and that we can 
not instill into the minds of all peoples instantly those principles 
and qualifications which we know to be essential to the a 
of free government and to the maintenance of individual right, 
and which are only attained after the laborious patriotism of 
studious generations. If, after a careful investigation by the con- 
scientious officers having this matter in charge, it shall be deter- 
mined that belligerency should be declared, I shall interpose no 
objection, though I do not believe that such a course will yield 
much fruit to Cuba, though I do not believe it will materially 
affect the struggle, and estoy 3 Iam persuaded that so far as we 
are concerned we will sustain loss. 

But, notwithstanding, if the Executive shall conclude that there 
should be a declaration of belligerency. I am willing, as I have 
said, that it shall be accorded. The motion of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] ought to prevail. The resolution should be 
submitted to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

It is true that the Committee on Foreign Relations of the last 
Congress had this matter in charge, but it is error to say that the 
present committee have had it in charge. There has been no 
Committee of Foreign Relations of the present Congress until this 
morning. There are new members on that committee who have 
never expressed their views in thismatter. There are facts which 
have since come to light. Perhaps, as the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE) asserts, — 1 are in corroboration of his view. 

Vet it is not true literally, nor is it true in any sense, that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations have considered this subject 
since, as I have said, there has been an addition to its member- 
ship. There has been a change in situation. I imagine that in 
dealing with a diplomatic affair of such importance as this, even 
if the committee believes that belligerency ought to be accorded, 
it will take care to see the present Secretary of State and to obtain 
such advantage as may be derived from the perusal and examina- 
tion of confidential reports in his possession that have come down 
to this date. Our diplomatic agents are in constant communica- 
tion with the Department. 

There is no rule of the Senate circumscribing the action of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations as to its meetings. It may be 
called together at any time. J nudging from the expressions of its 
members here, some of them are favorable to the passage of the 
joint resolution, and I think that in view of the general circum- 
stances of the case, the situation in which we are now placed, the 
short time that the present Executive has had to consider and in- 
vestigate the subject, the usual course should be followed and the 
motion of the Senator from Maine should prevail. 

That is all I care to say upon the subject. I do not wish to 
delay a vote on the reference of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to speak briefly upon this sub- 
ject, but I should much prefer to go on to-morrow 1 a 2 I 
have had a very violent cold for ten days; partof the time I have 
scarcely been able to speak aloud; and with the assent of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama I therefore move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose it is considered that the joint resolu- 
tion is the regular order? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Vermont, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-eight minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, May 11, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 10, 1897. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James A. Coye, of the State of Michigan, to besurveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Grand Rapids, in the State of Michigan, vice 
Andrew Fyfe, term expired. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George A. Farr, of the State of Michigan, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Michigan, in the State of Michigan, vice 
Dudley O. Watson, term expired. ; 

REGISTER. OF LAND OFFICE. 

Frank D. Healy, of Beaver, Okla., to be register of the land 

office at Woodward, Okla., vice Robert J. Ray, removed. ’ 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 10, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Webster Davis, of Kansas City, Mo., to be Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 
8 MELTER. 

Henry Brady, of Colorado, to be melter of the mint of the 
United States at Denver, in the State of Colorado. 
< PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. William Henry Forwood, deputy surgeon-general, 
to be assistant surgeon-general. 

Maj. Charles Smart, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general. 

Capt. Aaron Hirst Appel, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 

Artillery arm. 

Lieut. Col. Marcus Peter Miller, First Artillery, to be colonel. 

Maj. Jacob Beekman Rawles, Fourth Artillery, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel. 

Capt. Lewis Smith, Third Artillery, to be major. 

First Lient. Charles Wood Hobbs, Third Artillery, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Delamere Skerrett, Fifth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. Jacob Kline, Ninth Infantry, to be colonel. 

ware Ezra Philetus Ewers, Ninth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. 

Capt. Erasmus Corwin Gilbreath, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
major. 
e Lieut. Pierce Mason Butler Travis, Eleventh Infantry, to 

captain. 
Second Lient. Willis Uline, Twelfth Infantry, to be first lieu- 


t. 
Candidate Sergt. Alfred T. Smith, Company H. Sixth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Asst. Engineer Claude B. Price, to be a passed assistant engi- 


neer. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William E. Safford, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frederick R. Brainard to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Mark L. Bristol, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

POSTMASTERS. 

Henry A. Thomas, to be postmaster at Boston, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Seth J. Arnett, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Madison and State of Nebraska. 

Alonzo H. Foster, to be postmaster at Boulder, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Montana. 

Cornelius D. Gist, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Athens and State of Ohio. 

Evan Gibbons, to be postmaster at Dyersville, in the county of 
Dubuque and State of Iowa. 

John L. Underwood, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Bear Lake and State of Idaho. 

James M. Worrall, to be postmaster at Kennett Square, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Harry F. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Beaver Falls, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 

Robert S. King, to be poetine at Gloucester, in the county 
of Athens and State of Ohio. 

Benjamin Howell, to be postmaster at Rock Springs, in the 
county of Sweetwater and State of Wyoming. 

I. Warner Arthur, to be postmaster at Bryn Mawr, in the county 
es mes 8 8 ie : Nelson vill th 

ames T. She to a ille, in the coun 

of Athens and Stato of Ohio. s 

William F. Bishop, to be postmaster at Peshtigo, in the county 
of Marinette and State of Wisconsin. 

William A. McKnight, to be postmaster at Alexis, in the county 
of Warren and State of Illinois. 

Joseph C. Weir, to be 3 at Rantoul, in the county of 
Champaign and State of Ilinois. 

John A. Childs, to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 

John W. Berryman, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county 
of Woodford and State of Kentucky. 

Oliver P. Mauck, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Coffey and State of Kansas. 

Wilbur T. Norton, to be postmaster at Alton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Dlinois. 

La Vergne B. Stevens, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the 
owi = pA oie 2 i t Pendleton, in the 

illi „Silver, postmaster ai county 

of Madison and State of Indiana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, May 10, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
last Thursday. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (interrupting the reading). Mr. 


Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. To make the point of order that no 
quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). There are 185 
members present—a 5 The Clerk will proceed with the 
reading of the Journal. 

The reading being concluded, the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolution of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


uested: 
ae bill (S. 2 5 75 amend An act for the correction of the mili- 
tary record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg,“ approved July 21, 1892; 

A bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 38) to amend the river and harbor acts 
of August 18, 1894, and June 3, 1896, so far as the same relate to 
a aba harbor at Coos Bay, Oregon. 

e message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, and for other purposes, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested, 


JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following Senate joint resolu- 
tion was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 38) to amend the river and harbor acts 
of August 18, 1894, and June 3, 1896, so far as the same relate to 
improving harbor at Coos Bay, Oregon—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, when appointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
pren t consideration of a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 

es 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Reserving the right to object, I want 
to hear the resolution read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House in Committee of the Whole proceed to consider 
the Senate amendments to the sundry civil bill until finished. 
being limited to two hours. In case the consideration is not 
hour of 5 p. m. to-day, the House shall then take a recess until 12 meridian 
to-morrow, and so on from day to day until consideration of said bill shall 
have been finished. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. DALZELL, I submit. the privileged report which I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL], from the Committee on Rules, presents a resolution, 
which will be read. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will not the gentleman change 
his proposition so as to allow longer time for general debate than 
two hours? 

The report presented by Mr. DALZELL was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House Resolution No. —, 
have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report it with the 
recommendation that it do pass: 

“ Resolved, That the House in Committee of the Whole proceed to consider 
the Senate amendments to the sundry civil bill until finished, general debate 
being limited to two hours. In case consideration is not finished by the hour 
of 5 p. m., the House shall then take a recess until 12 m. to-morrow, soon 
from day to day until consideration of said bill shall have been finished.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I respectfully ask the gentle- 
men to change the time for general debate from two hours to four 

ours. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask for the previous question. 

The geriou question was ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY. My colleague [Mr. SAYERS] was a member of 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations that origi- 
nally prepared this bill. He knows better than any of us what it 
is proper for us to do; and I yield to him such time as he may 


desire. 
er, if I understand the provisions of 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. S. 
the order correctly, it afford ample opportunity to the House 
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to consider the amendments to the bill carefully and thoroughly. 
I have no objection whatever to the order, and shall vote for it. 
If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] desires to say 
anything, I will yield to him. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to 
state that, in the present condition of the House, there certainly 
can be no objection to giving at least four hours’ debate on a 
question of so much importance as this bill. The amendments, as 

tlemen on both sides of the House are aware, contain matters 
involving very important legislation. The forestry question alone, 
affecting, as it does, the material interests of many of the people 
of some twenty States, should be discussed for at least double the 
time indicated, and I respectfully submit that to limit the debate 
upon all the amendments to two hours, at a time when the House 
has no other business before it, when we have ample time to dis- 
cuss these matters, and when there are gentlemen on both sides 
of the House who desire to discuss them, is not doing our duty to 
the country or to ourselves. 

I most earnestly appeal to the Committee on Rules, to the gen- 
tleman in charge of the resolution, and to gentlemen on both sides 
of the House to extend this debate, I suggest even without limit. 
Let the discussion run until such time as gentlemen in charge of 
the bill see that debate npon the subject has been sufficient and 
satisfactory. I do not wish to detain the House at this time. I 
only rose to appeal to the gentleman reporting the resolution to 
give more time fordebate. Ir Tiy urge that four hours be 
given for the general discussion of all the Senate amendments. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would simply say, in reply to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], that the time named 
in the resolution was all the time that was thought necessary by 
the gentlemen on both sides in charge of this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] is mistaken about that. 

Mr. D. L. Isay the gentlemen in charge of the bill, the 
gentleman from Texas [ Mr. SAYERS] on the one side and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] on the other side; and I yield 
so much of my time as may be necessary to the gentleman from 
illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. . Speaker, it seems to me the proposed rule 
is a wise one. It gives two hours to general debate, with unlim- 
ited debate under the five-minute rule until the Committee of the 
Whole shall complete consideration of the bill. Everybody un- 
derstands that the real debate in this House is had under the five- 
minute rule, when the matter is up for consideration in reality. 
Now, I am quite content with this order, and I understand the 


tleman Texas . SAYERS], who helped prepare this 
vy = aoe content with it; and it seems tome it ought to be 
a e 


pted. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me 
a word. I venture to suggest that when the amendments are reached 
a liberal discussion under the five-minute rule be allowed. I sup- 
pose he will pursne the usual policy of allowing liberal debate. 
Mr. O ON. I think there will be no trouble about that. 
If some accommodation is not given, the gentleman knows a man 


can always more than five minutes. 

Mr. DO Y. I make that suggestion because I have a sus- 
picion that a deal of general debate will be indulged in not 
pertinent to the bill. 


Mr. BAILEY. Including the civil service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very likely; and lam in hopes that more than 
two hours will be allowed, if debate is to take a wide range. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘There will be no trouble if the gentleman 
in charge of the bill will not hurry up the five-minute debate. 

Mr. CANNON. There will be no objection to considering the 
bill as we ordinarily do under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that it is possible the original 
and interesting question of civil service“ is to be precipitated 
into this debate. 

Mr. CANNON, Ido not know how that is. 

Mr. HARTMAN. On amendment numbered 16, with refer- 
ence to the order of the President affecting forest reservations, 1 
am very sure from the talk I have had with the representatives 
of the States affected by that amendment that we will want con- 
siderably more time than can usually be given under the five- 
minute rule, and I should like to have some assurance from the 
gentleman that a reasonable time will be given to debate that 

nestion. 

g Mr. CANNON. I think when we reach that, there will be no 
disposition to unduly cut off debate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can assure the gentleman that we are anxious 
that that amendment shall be discussed. 

Mr. HARTMAN, Very well; I am also very anxious that it 
shall be discussed. 5 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. er, I have no disposition to aalay the 
consideration of this bill, but I do think that more time ought to 
be given for general debate. Amendment numbered 16, to say 


— about those involving a iations, is a very important 
one. It refers to legislation whic’ ects 22,000,000 acres of pub- 
lic land, and while it is true there is no limit upon the five-minute 
debate, noone can read the amendment in five minutes. It is four 
or five pages long, and has in it a great many factors which ought 
to be discussed. It seems to me that we ought not, in a discussion 
of so eros a matter as that; to be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill say to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
I do not apprehend that there will be the least trouble as to the 
discussion on that amendment. We are anxious to have the mat- 
ter fully and exhaustively di š 

Mr. MCRAE. How much discussion can you have in five min- 
utes? I can not discuss that subject in five minutes, and no man 
can discuss it in that time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that it has always been the custom on an amendment of that im- 
portance to extend the time for legitimate discussion. 

Mr. MCRAE. When you get unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam quite sure the gentleman in charge of the 
bill will Poe ie time desired for the purpose shall be allowed. 

Mr. M Mr r, [sympathize with the expression 
that has been given by different persons around me that two hours 
is not a sufficient time for the discussion of the important matters 
involved in this bill. Leaving out of consideration all matters of 
appropriation involved here, there is the important question of 
setting aside forest reservations, and if not set aside, what dis- 
position will be made of the lands, or if the f reservations 
continne, what disposition shall be made of the minerals that are 
held within the forest reservations. No more important question 
has been before this House. Two hours is not sufficient time for 
its consideration, and I do not think that the House ought to limit 
itself as proposed by this order. There is no exigency that requires 
that we should act in such haste to close debate before it is begun. 

Another important proposition in this bill is that the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall appropriate money to improve a 
harbor that is in a foreign country. These are questions upon 
which we ought to enter carefully and which ought to be discussed 
fully before any action is taken upon them. Now, Idefer very much 
to my friend from Texas as to the method of this discussion, but, 
as he has intimated. I do not believe that two hours is sufficient 
time, and I do not think the House onght to limit itself to two 
hours of debate. f 

The House can take care of itself if itisletalone. One hundred 
men in Committee of the Whole can stop the general debate when 
they see fit to doit. They can limit the debate on the different 
sections of the bill. There is, therefore, no danger that the House 
will run riot in the discussion of this important bill. 

One word more. At our last meeting we were occupied in de- 
vising means of ing the rule governing the daily meetings 
of the Honse; but y we come forward to undo what we did 
last week. No better illustration of the present condition of the 
House could be had than is found in the fact that a bill is brought 
up here for action without any committee having been appointed 
for its consideration, that the time for the discussion of that bill 
is proposed to be limited, and that we are again asked to change 
the rule by taking recesses from day to day while we are consid- 
ering this measure. 

As I said in the discussion of the rules in the last Congress, I 
for one have beheld with a good deal of et the decadence of 
the power of the individual member of the House of Representa- 
tives. I do not think it is good for the House itself; I do not be- 
lieve it is good for the country; I do not believe it is desirable 
from any standpoint that this should be. I thought I would say 
thus much concerning the 3 of the time proposed to be 
allowed for the discussion of this bill, and I think that when we 
get into the consideration of the bill what I have said will be 


found to be fully justified. 
_Mr. DALZELL. One word, Mr. er, So far as the ques- 
tion of the time for debate is concerned, it was thoroughly 


understood that the time 8 Was 3 to the gentle- 
men who are going to have c of this bill on the floor, and I 
apprehend that if four hours were given to general debate those 
four hours would be occupied, as the two hours probably will be, 
in the discussion of questions other than those involved in this bill. 
So far as regards the other suggestion of my friend from Tennes- 
see, We are not doing to-day anything that is inconsistent with 
what we did the other day. 

The order adopted at the last mesting of the House expressly 
provided that that order should continne until the House should 
see fit to change it, and in the discussion on the adoption of that 
rule it was stated in terms that the probability was that the House 
would be called upon at some time or other to take recesses from 
day today. Those two points were adduced in support of the 
adoption of the order, so that my friend from Tennessee is mis- 
taken when he alleges that there is any inconsistency between the 
aoon proporsi to be taken to-day and the action taken at our 
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Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, what time have I renimaing? 

The SPEAKER. There are thirteen minutes remaining on the 
side of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri „ BLAND]. j 

Mr. BLAND. . Speaker, I think it due to the membership 
of this House and to the country that we should protest as we go 
along against the course of proceeding marked out for this bony: 
Here we are without a committee to examine this important bill. 
It is by ae on all hands that important amendments have been 
ingr: upon the bill in the Senate. It passed the House orig- 
inally without investigation by any committee of this body. 

If we had a committee to which this bill could be referred, to 
investigate the subjects embraced in these amendments, and to 
make a report to the House, about which members of that com- 
mittee might be questioned upon this floor, perhaps we might 
properly limit the debate, but it has been determined by the ma- 
Jority that no committee shall consider this legislation. 

It been declared to be the policy of the Republican party not 
to legislate on anything at this session of Congress except the 
tariff, and yet from time to time, as the Committee on Rules and 
the gentlemen who seem to manage this House determine, propo- 
sitions are made to legislate without regard to the policy previ- 
ously announced. 

Mr. Speaker, if we are to legislate, let it be done orderly. Itis 
an unheard-of thing for a session of Congress to be held without 
committees being appointed to investigate the subjects upon 
which we are ed to legislate. Here is a bill carrying, I be- 
lieve, some fifty millions of dollars, originally passed without any 
investigation by a committee of the House, sent to the Senate, 
important amendments there ingrafted upon it, and now it comes 
back to the House, and the propositionis that it shall be taken up 
and forced through the House under the whip and spur of the 
Committee on Rules without any investigation by a committee. 

How can individual members investigate this bill during its con- 
sideration? Thatisasimpleimpossibility. These various amend- 
ments ought to be refe to a committee, so that that committee 
might investigate them and report to the House the results of their 
investigation, and the members of that committee ought to be able 
to give the House information upon the various points embraced 
in this bill and in the amendments. 

The other day we had the Indian bill brought in here and we 
hada ty that there was nothing in it that would evoke 
discussion; yet when we came to consider the bill we found that 
there were items in it which required discussion. Upon one pro- 
vision we had affidavits read on the one side and on the other, con- 
tradictory affidavits, and we were placed in a position where it 
was impossible for us to vote on the proposition without voting 
either for a job on the part of the Standard Oil Company, or on 
the part of the Seneca Indians, or of somebody else. That bill, 
also, we were required to consider and dispose of without any 
investigation by a committee. £ 

Standing here as a member of this House, representing a con- 
stituency who demand careful consideration of all important 
measures, and especially of appropriation bills carrying immense 
amounts of money, I protest against this method of procedure. I 
protest against attempting to force a bill of this character through 
the House without due investigation by a committee. I protest 
against this whole method of procedure, and I shall yote against 
this rule and against all proceedings that look to legislation in a 
disorderly manner. 

Mr. CANNON. One word, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Missouri. This bill, substantially as it now is, went to 
the President during the late regular session of Congress, but it 
was not signed. It in passed the House on the 20th day of 
March and went to the ate, and has justnowreturned. There 
are not a great many Senate amendments, only twelve or fifteen 
all together, some of them important, of course, but all of them, I 
believe, considered during the last session of Congress. The prop- 
osition now is to go into the Committee of the Whole, the great 
committee of the House, and discuss this bill under the five- 
minute rule without any limitation whatever. 

The discussion may occupy one day, two days, five days, ten 
days, whatever time may be found necessary, until the Committee 
of the Whole, composed of all the members of this House, with 
unlimited right to amend, shall cut off the debate, and yet the 
gentleman from Missouri is not happy! 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. à 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman guarantee that his side of the 
Honse will not move to cut off debate after a brief discussion? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Minois” will guarantee 
that the right of debate shall not be limited until in the fullness 
of time a majority of the Committee of the Whole concludes to 
limit it. [Laughter.] Now, then, if the gentleman desires me 
to pledge that there will never be anything done that the majority 
want to do until a factious minority of 1, whether it be the gentle- 
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man from Kansas or some other gentleman, says, The balance of 
you can now go on,” I will not make any such pledge. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, will not the gentleman be candid and an- 
swer a fair question? Will he say on behalf of the majority that 
he will insist upon a fair opportunity to debate this amendment 
with reference to forest reservations? 

Mr. CANNON. Why, sir, the gentleman from Texas onght 
not to ask me such a question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did so because the gentleman from Illinois 
has evinced a disposition to evadeit. I ee his pardon for ask- 


ing it. 

Kr. CANNON. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Either Iam 
not competent to express myself, or the gentleman is unfortunate 
in having misunderstood me. 

Now, let me say again, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], 
who helped to prepare this bill in the late Congress, and who was 
on the committee of conference upon it, who is familiar with it— 
perhaps as much so as any man in the House—that gentleman and 
myself understand thoroughly that it is the desire that the fullest 
consideration should be given to these amendments, and it is upon 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas that I have advocated 
going into Committee of the Whole House under the five-minute 
rule to consider these amendments. : 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Ilinois will allow me to 
say that, as I understand, this method of procedure is agreeable to 
all the gentlemen who constituted the Democratic members of the 
Appropriations Committee—to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS]. to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry], and to 
the gentleman from Georgia . Livinaston]; and I am por 
fectly willing to follow theminthismatter. Iintendtodoso. But 
the only point I wanted to emphasize to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois was this: I know that my colleague from Texas.[Mr. SAYERS] 
agrees to this arrangement upon the Spd aces that there will be 
a fair time allowed in Committee of the Whole to debate the more 
obey of these various amendments; and such an assurance 
will be entirely. satisfactory. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if I did not believe, from my long 
and intimate association with the gentleman from Illinois, tha 
he would concede the most liberal amount of time for the discus- 
sion of the 5 questions involved in some of these amend- 
ments, I would not have to this order. I am satisfied that 
he will do so, because he and I and other members of the Appro- 
priations Committee in the last Congress are exceedingly anxious 
that the amendments which have been referred to by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas and the gentleman from Tennessee shall have 
full and thorough consideration, in order that the conference com- 
mittee may be guided by the sense of the House as expressed in 
its deliberations upon them. Ido not think there can be any 
question whatever as to the time that will be allowed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I believe I do not desire to say 
anything more. I wassimply protesting against the position taken 
by the ee from Missouri in the present condition of affairs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Cananu: 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentleman will agare with me 
that no two more important questions can come up here than this 
proposition to appropriate money for a harborina foreign country 
and the proposition involving 620,000,000 acres of land. 

Now, if the time allowed in Committee of the Whole for general 
debate be devoted to those propositions, it will allow thirty min- 
utes upon a side on each of those questions. Does the gentleman 
think that sufficient time for general debate? 

Mr. CANNON, It might be too much time or it might be too 
little. That would depend upon the temper of the Committee 
of the Whole and whether the debate should run emptyings— 
whether some gentleman was switching off and talking about 
something entirely foreign to the question or whether there was a 
real debate progressing. 

Now, when I have said that there is every disposition (and this 
statement is backed up by the gentleman from Texas) to have 
frank, full, direct, material debate upon these amendments—all of 
them—it seems to me that I have covered the ground so far as it 
can be covered prior to the consideration of the amendments them- 


selves, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me a 
question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Both the gentlemen from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY and Mr. Sayers] have referred to “the Committee on 
5 Is there any such committee? Z 

r. SAYERS. I have not referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 
r. CANNON. That remark of the gentleman from Kansas 
por Sprpson] comes from him with as great an air of wisdom as 
ever saw him assume. [Laughter] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. want to know whether there is 

any such committee. 
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Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] 
has risen to ask me a question, and I will hear it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of . If the gentleman from Illinois will 
say that he can not answer my question, it would be more satisfac- 
tory. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I have been referred to as assenting tothe 
arrangement proposed, I wish to say that I was not consulted as 
to the time to be allowed for general debate. The gentleman from 
Illinois is in error. I am inclined to think, however, that two 
hours would afford ample time for general debate but for the fact 
that it is understood—unofiicially, it is trae—that the two hours 
are to be taken up in the discussion of matters not involved in the 
bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would not the effect of that be to give no 
general discussion at all to these two important amendments? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the criticism I have to make; butnot 
in any captious spirit. The gentleman from Illinois understands 
and I understand that the chances are that the two hours will be 
occupied in discussion wholly foreign to any issue raised by the 
Senate amendments. 

I desire to add a word further in order to state my own wishes 
in respect to this question. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. 
LACEY], chairman of the Committee on Public Lands in the last 
House, has exhaustively examined the amendment with reference 
to forest reservations; and I want to hear him at greater length 
than would be practicable under the five-minute rule. At the 
outset I asked the gentleman from Illinois whether there would 
not be, in pursuance of the old-time custom, a relaxation of the 
rule, so that we could have more extensive debate when we reach 
important amendments. 

Mr. CANNON. I reply to the gentleman that under the oper- 
ation of the five-minute rule such a relaxation could almost be 
compelled if anybody insisted upon it. So much for that. : 

Now, as to the general debate, the gentleman from Missouri 
knows as well as I do that for real consideration of legislation the 

eneral debate practically allows the man who has the floor for an 
Fons to rest his brain while his tongue runs [laughter]; that 
the real debate which will enlighten the House on the subject of 
forest reservations will come when we reach that amendmentunder 
the five-minute rule. And the gentleman knows me well enough 
to understand that as a member of the Committee of the Whole 
I shall be as anxious for that real debate as he. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A single suggestion. As I understand, this 
proposed order enlarges the opportunity for debate—dces not 
restrict it. If the House should go into Committee of the Whole 
for the p of considering these amendments without any 
ial provision as to debate, it would simply debate the matter 
under the five-minute rule. The present proposition is to add to 
debate under the five-minute rule two hours for general debate. 
Thus this proposed rule enlarges rather than restricts the oppor- 
tunity for debate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Under what rule does my friend from Maine 
De. DINGLEY] hold that such would be the effect? That is new 

octrine in this House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will not stop now to answer the gentleman 
from Tennessee pr McMILuy]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let us have a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 

rted by the Committee on Rules. 
e question being taken, 

The 95 R said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 111, noes 15. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas makes the point 
that there is no quorum present. {The Speaker procevded to count 
the House.] One hundred and eighty-six members are present 
aquorum. The ayes have it, and the resolution is adopted. 


PREVENTION OF MARINE COLLISIONS, 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table for present consideration Senate bill No. 1886. It is 
important that this bill should be considered at this time. It is 
entitled A bill to adopt Rie Cm ree for preventing collisions upon 
certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United States.” 

Members of the House will recollect that in 1888 a bill was 
passed providing for sending delegates to an international marine 
conference; that as the result of such a conference (wherein all 
the maritime nations of the world were represented) certain rules 
and regulations were reported for adoption by the different na- 
tions—rules for the regulation of commerce and for the prevention 
of collisions at sea. 

The report came in and, so far as this country was concerned, 
was ratified in 1890, with a provision that the proposed rules go 
into operation upon proclamation by the President. Afterwards. 
because some of the nations dissented from the rules as adopted 
by the conference, the power of ratification by the President was 
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taken away, and the matter remained in that condition until last 
February or March, when Congress passed a law authorizing the 
President to ratify those rules and consenting that they go into 
operation on the ist day of July next. Those rules have now 
been ratified by all the maritime nations of the earth, and as to 
foreign commerce will go into effect on the ist day of July next. 
They cover the subject of signals. the carrying of lights, and 
other precautions for the prevention of ccllisions at sea. 

After this was done, Congress took further action, authorizin 
the assembling of the American members of that internatio: 
conference, whose names are as follows: S. R. Franklin, rear- 
admiral, United States Navy, president; W. T. Sampson, captain, 
United States Navy; S. I. Kimball, General Superintendent Life- 
Saving Service; James W. Norcross, master mariner; John W. 
Shackford, master mariner; William W. Goodrich, justice of the 
supreme court, State of New York; Clement A. Griscom, president 
International Navigation Company. Under the law passed by 
the last Congress these gentlemen assembled and prepared a set 
of rules for the government of the coastwise trade exclusively, 
not applying to the rivers or the Great Lakes. 

Of course every gentleman will readily seethat unless we pass 
rules for the government of the coustwise trade, if we leave in 
operation our old rule on this subject, there will be increased 
danger to the coastwise trade and to the commerce that comes 
into our rivers and harbors, because of the difference in the two 
sets of rules. 

Under those circumstances we accepted without dissent, and I 
may say without examination, the rules that were recommended 
by this commission. Aguin the House, in a former Congress, saw 
fit to adopt without dissent and without amendment the rules that 
were recommended by the international commission. The Senate 
has sent this bill over here 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for; and acerd- 
ingly the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 
16, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] will please 
take the chair. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate amendments to the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for 
the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. General debate, under 
order of the House, is limited to two hours. Without objection, 
the first formal reading of the amendments will be considered as 
dispensed with. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 
5 Mr. CAN NON. How much time does the gentleman from Iowa 

esire? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois. The two hours, I suppose, are 
to be divided ey between the two sides. 

The CHAIR That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
far as possible. 

Mr. CANNON. If Jam to be recognized for an hour, I will 
yield such time as the gentleman from Iowa desires. I suppose 
the gentleman from Texas is to be recognized for the other hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can I be recognized, Mr. Chairman, to control 
the other hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to control 
one hour of the debate and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] to control the other hour. Is there objection? [After a 


ir will endeavor to enforce that as 


pause.| The Chair hears none. 
- Mr. CANNON. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
owa. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I will take occasion at this time to 
call the attention of the committee to the amendment that I propose 
to be made by the House to the amendment numbered 16 of the 
Senate. I shall move to concur in the Senate amendment with 
certain amendments, and to those I wish toinvite the attention of 
the committee this morning. The amendment is on pages 68, 69, 
70, 71, 72, and 73 of the amended bill. In the last Congress the 
question of forest reservations was fully discussed, and this House 
passed the bill (H. R. 119) known as the McRae bill, or the forest 
reservation bill, which was the result of various conferences 
between the Committee on Public Lands and the gentlemen who 
have been interested in the subject of forest reservations. 

That bill is made the framework of Senate amendment 16, and I 
favor it in the main. There are, however, in the Senate amend- 
ment some changes which I think are bad. and the Honse, in con- 
curring with the Senate amendment, ought to modify the bill as 
it comes from the Senate before we agree to it. The first point to 
which I will call the attention of the committee before discussing 
the general proposition is the recent order of the President. 
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Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 


question: Has the gentleman rednced his amendment to writing, 
so that it may be read to the committee? 

Mr. LACEY. I have it in two forms. I move to concur in Sen- 
ate amendment 16 with an amendment, as follows. Then follow 
five separate and distinct amendments, and I have prepared the 
Senate amendment as it would read after its modification; and I 
should like to have the same printed in the RECORD for the infor- 
mation of the House, for I presume there will not be a vote before 
to-morrow, and then all the members may examine the amend- 
ments and proposed amendments in the RECORD. 

Mr. McRAE. If my friend will allow me, why not move to 
strike out so much and insert as follows,” and then put it in one 
amendment; that is, to strike out that part of the Senate amend- 
ment and insert the bill you desire? 

Mr. LACEY. The reason that I have offered it in this form is 
at the su tion of the conference committee, that they would 
prefer to have the matter discussed before the House and get the 
views of the House, and at the same time have it printed as an 
entirety. I put it in that form on the suggestion of the conference 
committee who had charge of the conference the last time. 

Now, the first proposition is upon page 73, and I will read the 
section as it appears in the Senate amendment: 

The Secretary of the Interior may permit, under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by him, the use of timber and stone found upon such reservations, 
free of charge, by bona fide settlers, miners, residents, and prospectors for 
minerals. for firewood, fencing, buildings, mining, proporsi and other 
domestic ag as may be needed by such persons for suc. urposes: 
such timber be used within the State or Territory, respectively, where 
such reservations may be located. 

That is a very broad provision, and would give to these people 
the power of cutting timber and selling it to other persons in 
other parts of the State or Territory who happen to want to use 
it or claim they want to use it for the purposes expressed in the 
amendment. I think the provisions of the McRae bill on this 
point are much more guarded and much more calculated to serve 
a useful purpose, and shall move to substitute them. They read 
as follows: 

That in behalf of miners, prospectors, agriculturists, and other bona fide set- 
tlers occupying lands w or near forest reservations, who have not a suf- 
ficient amount of timber on their own claims or lands for use in developing 
the natural resources of same, or for firew ood, fencing, or building purposes, 
that the Secretary of the Interior may permit such parties, under rules and 
regulations prescribed by him, to procure from the public lands within such 
reservations, free of so much timber as may be needed for their own 
individual use in developing the natural resources of their own or 
lands, or for firewood, fencing, and building purposes, 

Now, that limits it to the particular individuals who may need 
it, and who live either in the limits of the reservations or near 
thereto, under suitable regulations to be made by the Secretary of 
the Interior. I think that will be a much safer proposition than 
the broad form in which it is prepared in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit me? Does not the 
amendment prepared by the committee, on the other hand, con- 
tain ample provision for the protection of the timber by reason of 
= regulations which may be formulated by the Secretary of the 

terior? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but the law does not attempt to define the 
character in any degree of these regulations. The McRae bill ex- 
pressly attempted to protect the settler who lived in or near the 
reservation, so as to give him the right, if he did not have timber 
of his own, under suitable regulations, to take timber from the 
forest reservations. The proposition of the Senate bill is such as 
to permit, and would authorize, the shipment of this timber to any 
pes of the State or Territory if it were desired to be used there 

0 


r this pu 

Mr. HARTMAN . What is there objectionable in the use of 
that timber by persons living in any ion of the State? 

Mr. LACEY. There is nothing objectionablein that, only such 
persons ought to buy the timber, the same as anybody else does. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then the gentleman's purpose is to limit this 
privilege to ms living in immediate proximity to the reserve? 

Mr. LACEY, Certainly. Otherwise the privilege might and 
would be grossly abused. If, underthe guise of supplying timber 
to persons who live in distant parts of the State or Territory, this 
privilege is to be given, then it will be liable to great abuse. 

Now, this general proposition in the other part of the Senate 
amendment authorizes, under proper rules and re ons, the 
sale of the matured or dead or down timber; in o words, it 
reserves such timber for use rather than for disnse, and authorizes 
its sale for that purpose. The gentleman from Montana will 
undoubtedly that when the matter was debated here 
before we recognized the fact that there were settlers living near 
by the reservations, and that if the privilege was extended to 
them, or to those living on the edge of the reservations, to take, 
under suitable regulations, timber for their own use only, there 
would be no danger of any abuse; but I fear that this provision 
as enacted by the Senate would accomplish precisely the opposite 
purpose to that for which it was really intended, 


Mr. HARTMAN. Under the indefinite term near by” which 
the gentleman uses, about what line wonld he draw between those 
who would be permitted to take timber for their own use and 
those who would be excluded? 

Mr. LACEY. That question, I think, it would be safer to leave 
to the regulations to be made by the Secretary of the Interior than 
to attempt to define it in express terms in this bill. We might 
make the distance too great or too small. An error in the regu- 
lations in this respect could be easily corrected. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does the gentleman understand that under 
this amendment which tomes from the Senate the Secretary of 
the Interior is authorized to define what near by“ means? 

Mr, LACEY. I think not, because there is no “near by” in 
the Senate amendment, but there is a broad provision that this 
timber may be taken and used by persons living anywhere in the 
State or Territory, and consequently that would be the only limit. 
Congress, by attempting to define the limit as the boundaries of 
the State or Territory, would seem to indicate clearly its inten- 
tion that the rules and regulations to be made by the Secretary 
should permit the taking of timber for the use of anybody living 
anywhere in the State or peg E 

r. CANNON. Let me see if í understand the gentleman. I 
do not know how long California is, but probably 700 or 800 miles. 

Mr. LACEY. Take a smaller State for your illustration, say 
Montana. 

Mr. CANNON, California is longer than Montana. Now, is it 


the idea of the gentleman from Iowa that, under the Senate pro- 


vision which he is now discussing, an individual or a corporation 
might go on a forest reserve, build its sawmills (1 or 100), cut 
down and haul in and saw up into every kind of lumber the trees 
growing on that reserve, and ship that timber to any part of the 
State of California, or put it upon the market for use anywhere 
within the State? 

Mr. LACEY. For the use as defined in the bill of ‘‘bona fide 
settlers, miners, residents, and prospectors for minerals.” Min- 
ers” would, of course, include only persons engaged in mining, 
but residents“ would include them all. So that so long as the 
timber was used for building or for the other useful purposes 
enumerated, I suppose it might be taken without limit for use 
anywhere within the State. There would not be much reserva- 
tion” in this kind of an 3 

Mr. HARTMAN. The eman means with only such limits 
as might be imposed by the Secretary of the Interior under the 
authority vested in him. 

Mr. LACEY. No. I do not find that limitation in the Senate 

rovision. I do not think the Secretary of the Interior would 

ave power to make regulations imposing any narrower limit, 
because Congress, by adopting this Senate provision, would have 
already fixed the limits, to wit, the boundaries of the State. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But the Secretary's limitations would be 
contained in the rules and regulations which he would prescribe 
as a condition precedent to anyone going in and taking timber 


at all. 

Mr. LACEY. But the fact that Congress had permitted it to be 
taken for use anywhere in the State or Territory would cover it, 
so that when the Secretary undertook to make a closer limit, his 
authority would be doubtful. Suppose, for instance, he should 
say that a person who lived at Bozeman was not to cut timber near 
Anaconda, or any other place hundreds of miles away, that would 
probably be held to be a violation of the terms of this statute, be- 
cause the statute makes no limitation less than the boundary lines 
of the State or Territory. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Why are the words free of charge” used in 
this provision? 

Mr. LACEY, I will explain that further on. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Itseems tome that the expense 
of carrying out these regulations ought certainly to be paid, and 
perhaps some small additional sum. 

Mr. LACEY. At the present time, under existing law, a great 
deal of timber may be cut free of charge, and when we get further 
into this discussion, the gentleman will find that the mining com- 
panies which have obtained permission to cut 4 square miles of 
timber free of charge are the men who are making most of the 
trouble about the forest reservations. I will explain that later 
on. I propose to move to strike out, on page 74, from line 1 to 
line 7, inclusive, this language: 

Any person who may have initiated or acquired any lawful claim or right 
to land within any forest reservation, the order for which reservation shall 
remain in full force and effect, may, if he so desire, relinquish or reconvey 
the land to the United States, and in lieu thereof may select and have pat- 
ented to 75 of charge, a tract of of like area wheresoever re 
are public lands open for settlement, 

In the early part of the Senate amendment it is proposed to sus- 

nd the order made by President Cleveland on the 22d day of 

February, and to reopen for settlement all of the 22,000,000 
acres embraced in these reservations, to the same extent and with 
the same force and effect as if that order had not been made. 
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Now, this further clause of the bill provides that anybody who 
has initiated a claim in any forest reserve may, immediately after 
it becomes a forest reserve, take a like-sized claim somewhere else, 

nd without living on it, without improving it, without comply- 


g with any of the existing laws on the subject, shall at once 
become entitled to a patent from the United States free of charge. 

Mr. HARTMAN. What is the objection to that? 

Mr. LACEY. There is a very serious objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman from Iowa fifteen min 
utes more, or such portion of it as he desites. 

Mr. LACEY. In answer to the gentleman from Montana, I will 
say that the objection is this. Let me first, however, read the part 
of the McRae bill covering the same question. 5 

Mr. KING. Does the gentleman offer the McRae bill as an 

Mr. LACEY. I shall offer portions of the McRae bill as an 
amendment. Section 8 of the McRae bill provides: 

That in cases in which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
or by a patent is included within the limits of a public forest reservation, 
the settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract 
to the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land 
open to settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or 
patent; and no charge shall be made in such cases for the entry of 

rd or issuing the patent to cover the tract selected: Provided further, 
That in cases of 5 claims the requirements of the laws ting 
settlement, residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new 
claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished claims. 


Under this provision of the McRae bill, the land that may be 
taken must be a tract of vacant land, and it must be open to set- 
tlement; but under the Senate provision he may select and have 
patented to him a tract of land of like area anywhere. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LACEY. After I finish this statement. Now, under the 
provision of the McRae bill he may select “a tract of vacant land 
0 to settlement, not exceeding in area the tract covered by his 

im or patent.“ That, I contend, is a just provision; but why 
aman to-morrow, or after this bill shall have been passed in the 
form the Senate has sent it to us, should be permitted to go into 
unoccupied territory and select land that he does not want, some 

rhaps worthless land, simply because he knows that in the end 
t will become a part of a forest reserve, and why he should 
thereby have created in him a right to go anywhere else that 
he pleases, on the lake front, if you please, or anywhere else in 
the United States, and take an equal area of land and have it 
patented to him on the spot without living on it, without making 
any 3 on it hy he should have that privilege I can 
not understand, and it seems to me that such a provision would 
be entirely too tender toward such claimants. 

While we were trying to take care of the honest, bona fide 
settler we would be tempting somebody else to violate all the 
principles that have been laid down in our land laws. 

Mr. TMAN,. Will the gentleman allow me tosuggest that 
the more liberal provision of the Senate amendment was intended 
for this purpose, that in case a had been deprived of his 
right to occupy his homestead or public-land claim upon any of 
these forest reservations by reason of the setting aside of the res- 
ervation, he should be allowed the benefit of an immediate title in 
order to recompense him somewhat for the loss of the improve- 
ments which he had already put upon the land? 

Now, it is true that the proposition which the gentleman advo- 
cates would put the settler in precisely the same position with 
reference to the length of time necessary to acquire title, but it 
would not in any wayrecompense him for the loss of his labor and 
improvements, or for the time which he had spent in the develop- 
mentof the property. I undertake to say it is only fair and right 
and just that such a man should have a complete patent pros fo 
him, in consideration of the loss of time to which he has been sub- 
jected and the expense of his improvement. 


amendment? 


Mr. LACEY. I can imagine a great many cases where, accord- 
ing to the statement of the gentlemen from Montana, parties 
would certainly be entitled to very great consideration. the 


other hand, the 1 under consideration goes further than 
that. It says t when a claim has been merely initiated the 
initiation of the claim shall entitle the party to an absolute fee- 
simple grant of a like quantity of land anywhere else as soon as 
it shall be determined that the particular land which the party 
has claimed is to remain in the forest reservation. 
Mr.HARTMAN. But my friend will permit me to suggest that 
the initiation of the claim must be accompanied by a bona fide 


intent on the part of the settler who initiates it to perfect title. 
Now, with this provision 5 in the face no settler can go 
` to the land office and make affidavit of the absolute bona fide ini- 


tiation of settlement, unless he has conformed to the intent of the 
law. Therefore the gentleman’s objection does not properly lie. 
Mr. LACEY. I do not know the 5 this paragraph, 
but I call my friend's attention to the fact that it is drawn so as 
to expressly exclude the very idea that he now suggests. 
Mr. HARTMAN. In what way? 


Mr. LACEY. It refers to any person who may have initiated 
or acquired any lawful claim or right to land.” 
Mr. HARTMAN 


k Certainly. ow, let me ask the gentleman, 
Is it a lawful claim or right” if a man goes on a piece of land 
for the express purpose of obtaining the benefits of such a law as 
itis now proposed to pass under the provisions of the Senate 
amendment, providing for the acquiring of complete title and 
atent of a new tract of land in lieu of that which has been 
ost? 
Mr. LACEY. But under this provision a man can “initiate” a 


claim sored Nea on it. : 
Mr. HARTMAN. There can only be a temporary absence. 


Mr. LACEY. But in the meantime the time during which it 
is necessary to hold ession is running. Now, there is nothing 
to prevent my friend or myself from filing a claim to land in Mon- 
tana embraced in this forest reservation—land which he or I 
could readily pick out as being absolutely certain to be returned 
to a state of reservation—there is nothing to prevent our filing 
such a claim, simply in order to acquire, a little later on, the abso- 
lute right to go anywhere else in the United States and occupy 
any land that we may see fit to choose, without being compelled 
to live on it a moment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman from Iowa 
think there can be any objection to this particular amendment, 
provided it be made to apply only to settlers who have declared 
their claims prior to the date of the order of President Cleveland? 

Mr. LA I think such a provision would be, on the other 
hand, too strict. A man may goin faith and make a claim 
to land almost certain to be returned toastate of reservation; and 
under such circumstances he ought to be credited at least for the 
time during which he has occupied the land; and if the claim has 
been made in good faith, he ought to have the privilege of making 
claim somewhere else. 

Frequently it may occur that a settler will be in doubt as to 
whether a particular tract of land is properly the subject of forest 
reservation or not. He occupies the land, takes his chances of its 
being restored to a state of reservation, and if it is so restored, he 
is given the privilege of not forfeiting his right to his homestead, 
but of going somewhere else and making location and being 
credited there for the time he has rape et in attempting to get 
title to land which was afterwards included in the reservation. 
Such a man should be fully protected. 

At least I think this proposition will come nearer to doing exact 
justice than any other plan. That was the view, I believe, both 
of the House and of the Land Committee in framing the original 
n which I think my friend from Montana concurred in 
at the time. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That was satisfactory to a number of us. 
2 LACEY. That would be fairer than the Senate proposi- 

on. 

Now, I do not want to criticise this proposition as having been 
made in bad faith; but I am simply trying to illustrate how it 
could be used for wrongful purposes and result in bad faith. 

Mr. SAYERS. What objection has the gentleman to the pro- 
vision which was to by the two Houses at the last session 
in the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave beenreserving my remarks upon that sub- 
ject until I have disposed of these other questions. 

Mr. SAYERS, Ishould like to hear the gentleman upon that 
point. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will allow 
me to ask just one more question. He seems to have a great fear 
that somebody is going to go upon the reservation—— 

Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman will ask his question. 

Mr. HARTMAN. And thereby initiate an unlawful claim 
whereby he may become improperly entitled under this provision 
to get a claim somewhere else. 5 

T. LACEY. Anywhere else in the United States. 

. HARTMAN. Now, suppose the gentleman and myself 
should go out to-morrow and locate our claims on this forest res- 
ervation for the express purpose of doing exactly what the gentle- 
zan fears so many are going to đo. Would those be lawful 
claims? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then the possibility of such cases does not 
form any objection to this provision. 

Mr. LACEY, The gentleman from Montana and myself could 
not do that. I hope we are too honest. We could not make the 
necessary affidavits as to our claims being lawful claims. But 
while the gentleman and myself might be too honest to make im- 
properly a claim to so valuable a right, we could easily point to 
people who would not encounter the same difficulty. e matter 
of good faith is purely a mental one. 

he party making the claim would always insist upon his own 
good faith, and there would be no possibility of disproving his 
position. I contend there is no need of preparing a trap like this, 
of leaving a loophole like this in a bill which is being passed for a 
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lawful, legitimate purpose. And I contend that the proposition 
embed ta the pt — bill, which was considered with much care 
and which provided proper safeguards in all these respects, is not 
subject to the criticism to which I have just called attention, and 
should be substituted. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a 

uestion for information. I have just come into the House, but 
. him to say that there are some people who are intend- 
ing, under a provision of this kind, to cheat or defraud the Gov- 
ernment. Now, I ask the gentleman whether there is any undue 
advantage given by allowing a man who has first settled on a 
reservation and initiated a right there to afterwards transfer that 
right to some other public land? How does that subject the party 
to any less expense or trouble than if his original claim had proved 
to be valid and had been finally patented to him? Why should it 
be considered an advantage that he is obliged to make two entries 
instead of contenting himself with the one with which he started? 

Mr. LACEY. Men who are in the neighborhood of the reserva- 
tion, who are unwilling to move to Arizona and stay there five 
years in order to get title, might be very glad to avail themselves 
of the opportunity of obtaining possession of a tract of land at 
once without five years’ residence. They might be very glad to 
acquire this peculiar privilege of obtaining land anywhere else in 
the United States, looking it up at their leisure, and obtaining 
title in fee simple on demand (the land being unsurveyed or 
otherwise), without settlement, without occupation, and without 
encumbering themselves with any of the labors or disadvantages 
of the ordinary homestead settler. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
a man can initiate a right on any of these reservations without 
the performance of the acts required for the initiation of a title 
on other Government lands? 

Mr. LACEY. IL am assuming that within possibly six months 
much of this land will be restored to a state of reservation. In 
the first place we declare in the early part of the bill that it shall 
be restored to the reservation state whenever the President may 
decide so to do; and then it is provided ‘in effect that anyone 
desiring to get a right to take lands anywhere in the United States 
without settlement can put himself in that position by simply 
filing upon ge of this reservation. 

Mr. RTMAN. Without going there? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes: if six months expire before the land is pnt 
back into a state of reservation. The provision is subject to this 
criticism; and it is unnecessary that a blemish like this should be 
allowed to pass in an act of this kind without correction. I hope 
we are all trying to perfect this bill, and that we will not leave 
any manifest blemish like this in its terms. 

Mr. HARTMAN. In what way, under the provision which the 

ntleman from Iowa proposes, does he intend to recompense the 
es fide settler upon the reservation who has been deprived of 
his claim when he takes up a new claim on public lands open to 
settlement? 

Mr. LACEY. If he wants to homestead land in good faith for 
the purpose of living on it, he is given credit for the time he has 
lost elsewhere and may take public land anywhere in the United 
States in lieu of that to which he has previously entered claim. 

Now, this gives credit to him, just asa soldier gets credit who 
has served three years in the Army. He can get title to his home- 
stead on five years’ occupation, less the three years he served in 
the Army, which will be credited to him, and this puts the man 
living on any one of these tracts in the same attitude precisely as 
that of the soldier, by giving him credit for the time he has been 
on the reservation, and still reserves to him the right of commuta- 
tion provided by the general law. 

Mr, HARTMAN. But, if my friend will permit me a moment, 
the gentleman has in no way, in his amendment or in his argu- 
ment in support of it, shown wherein there is any recompense to 
the settler for the amount of his improvement. Suppose a man 
may have put on $1,500 or $2,000 of improvements on his land. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill does not interfere with his rights in that 
regard at all. This bill permits him to retain the title to the land, 
and he may obtain a patent for it, and all rights of ingress and 
egress are preserved, 

Mr. HARTMAN, In what way? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no trouble about that. There is a propo- 
sition in addition to that. It is proposed to give him something 
in lieu, and to give him the right to surrender his claim and get 
lands in lieu of those included in the reservation. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I will have to ask my friend to allow me more 


time. 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. I will yield to the gentleman ten 
minutes 95 ah ‘ 
Mr. LACEY. He has an option, Mr. Chairman, on further 
roof, of commuting the land he is occupying or of exchanging 
f for other land. e is not required to make the exchange. _ 
Mr. H Are not all these regulations invalid as against 


mining claims? The proposed bill gives authority so that the res- 
ervation shall not interfere with mining hereafter. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. But they take all the timber and all the water that 
ey want. 

r. LACEY. No, sir; and that is where the real trouble comes 
in. They are not permitted to take the timber free of char; 
from these reservations without compensation or limit, as they do 
now. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the committee to the first 
paragraph of the Senase amendment. Mr. Cleveland, on the 22d 
day of February, made an order which was, I think, a mistaken 
one. It was too broad. It was as mistakenly broad as his civil- 
service order. There has been no blow strack at the civil service 
by any President as hard as that struck by Mr. Cleveland, when, 
at one swoop, he included in the civil service thousands of men 
who ought not to have been put there, and whichin effect used the 
civil-service law as a cloak to keep men in office who got there in 
violation of the spirit of the civil-service law. [Applause. ] 

I hope there will be such a modification of that order as will 
save the civil-service law. If there is any excessive use or abuse 
of a law, it often leads to its repeal altogether; and in order to 
save that law it becomes necessary to modify it in such a way as 
to make it reasonable and acceptable. I say to some of those gen- 
t'emen who do not know much about the timber question that pre- 
cisely the same principle applies to the forest reservations. 

The forest-reservation la wis a most admirable one. The purpose 
of it is a wise and beneficent one. It may be so abused as to 
destroy the very object for which the law was passed, and there 
have been reservations of lands made that ought not to be in- 
cluded; and as concerning the policy of forest reservations, I want 
so much of a modification of that order as will save it from hos- 
tile legislation as against the original purpose of the law itself. 

That being the case, I recognize the importance of some such 
modification, or some suspension of the order of February 22 as 
wil protect settlers and people living in the far West, where these 
forest reservations were made, from abuse of the law or from any 
excessive inclusion of land within the reservation that ought not 
to have been excepted. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the gentleman will permit me to 
ask him another question; I think we are both trying to get at 
what is right to do in this matter. 

Mr. LACEY. I hope so. I am sure I am, and I believe my 
friend is. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. On page 74 is the matter to which I 
desire to call your attention: 

Any person who may have initiated or acquired any lawful claim or right 
to land within any forest reservation, the order for which reservation s! 
remain in full force and effect— 

Now, that reads, may have initiated or acquired“ a claim or 
right;” and then it says within any forest reservation the order 
for which reservation shall remain in full force and effect.” Then, 
in a subsequent portion of this provision, it provides that if the 
reservation does remain in full force and effect the party— 
ma if he so desire, relinquish or reconvey the land to the United States, 
and in lieu thereof may select and have patented to him, free of charge, a 
— 5 of land of like area wheresoever there are public lands opened tosettle- 
ment. 

He can have patented to him free other public land in the pur- 
view of that act without havin 9 with the other 5 
land laws, to the extent that he on the reservation. 

Mr. LACEY. It is not, Mr. Chairman, permanent. An order 
has been made, but we recommend that it be made temporary by 
legislative declaration; that the order shall be suspended; and we 
say in that legislative declaration that anybody may go in and take 
any of that land im the interval. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Only certain kinds of lands. 

Mr. LACEY. No; any lands. ; 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Lands that are open to public settlement. 

Mr. LACEY. But they are all open to public settlement. All 
of the lands included under the order of February 22, 1897, might 
become open to settlement under the Senate proposition. If any 
portion of that land is restored, and in the interval anyone has 
filed a claim on any portion of it, he may, under this Senate pro- 
vision, transfer his claim and take a patent for an equal amount 
of land somewhere else. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I think that means after due time. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Would the gentleman object to 
such a modification of his amendment as would give the settler 
some measure of relief in case he had actually, in good faith, 
made considerable improvements upon the claim which was after- 
wards included in the forest reserve, and was required to leave 
it? Would the gentleman be willing to give the settler relief, 
either by payment for his improvements or by permitting the 
local land officers to give him additional credit on the time that 
he would otherwise be required to occupy the new claim? It 
seems to me that injustice might be worked to the settler under 
this law unless some measure of relief was given in that way. 
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Mr. LACEY. That question involves a very broad principle. 
Time and again we have had men appealing to us for the Gov- 


ernment to buy out their claims at all sorts of figures. The 
proposition here is to let them have the privilege of going on and 
protecting their claim and getting title, or, if they want to ex- 
change, to let them make an exchange for a like quantity of land 
elsewhere by complying with the requirements of the Jaw as to 
the time required to obtain a homestead right. The attempt to 
provide for the 5 8 8 55 purchase of a house, or a barn, or an 
orchard, or any other particular thing, in view of the thousands of 
men who will be more or less affected" by this 5 would 
open up a controversy the probable extent of which I think the 
gentleman does not fully realize. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I would not insist at all upon the 
purchase of the improvements. I fully realize the force of the 
gentleman’s suggestion that claims that were not bona fide would 

robably be pressed upon the Government under such legislation; 
but the local land officers ought to beat least clothed with author- 
ity to give such settlers some rebate upon the time they would be 
required to occupy the new land before they could get a patent. 
That would cost the Government no money, and would be no more 
than even-handed * to the settlers. 
i oe LACEY, at does the gentleman think the rebate ought 

o be? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I would leave that to the local 
land officers. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to 
a mere clerical amendment that I shall move on page 72. After 
the word given,” in line 8, on e 72, I shall move to insert by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office,” so as to specify who 
shall give the notice. 

I return now to the most vital part of this bill, namely, the lat- 
ter pa of the first provision, beginning on line 25, page 68, which 
reads: 


Provided further, That lands embraced in such reservations, not otherwise 
disposed of, shall, when the surveys of said reservations are completed, be 
subject to such order as the President may make in reference to the same, so 
as not to disturb the right of any actual settler or claimant now residing 
upon any of the lands embraced in said reservations. 


I shall move to strike that ont and to insert in lieu thereof the 
orig er proposition as offered in the Senate and, as I understood 
at the time, passed by the Senate, which was this: 

Provided further, That lands embraced in such reservation not otherwise 
gispoped of before March 1, 1898, shall in be subject to the operation of 
= Shard and proclamation, as now existing or hereafter modified by the 

This proposition was originally submitted to the Senate on the 
theory that if the order of February 22, 1897, was suspended for 
ten months. say until the ist of next March 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. CANNON. I believe I have already yielded forty minutes 
to the 0 and now I yield to him such remaining portion 
of the hour as he desires. 

Mr. LACEY. I am obliged to the gentleman.. That Lap pret 
tion, Mr. Chairman, was simply to suspend the operation of the 
order until the 1st day of next March, in order to give the Presi- 
dent time to act under the clause of the bill which this House 
passed in the last Congress, and which the Senate then to, 
assuming that the whole matter should be suspended until the Ist 
day of next March, and that in the meantime the lands should 
stand precisely as if there never had been any reserve upon them 
at all. But the provision on page 68, which the Senate permits 
to remain, is the provision that was presented, as the gentleman 
will remember, in the last Congress. 

That provision will be found in the body of the House bill at the 
end of the Senate amendment, and is agreed to by the Senate as a 
part of the bill. Weput it alsoin the sundry civil bill at the close 
of the last Congress, but the bill was not signed by the President. 

The bill as it passed the House gives the President power to 
modify, change, or annul any of the orders made in regard to 
forest reserves. a 

The Senate agrees to that, but they were not satisfied to trust 
the matter with the President, and have incorporated also the 
amendment annulling the order of February 22,1897. Itis called 
a suspension, but it is much more than that. It not only annuls 
the order, but forbids the reservation of any of the same lands in 
future until surveyed. 

The authority given in the House bill to the President to change 
these orders the Senate feared would not be sufficient, in view of 
the exigencies of the present situation, and in view of the fact that 
the Chief Executive is now in the early part of his term, when he 
is compelled to see a good many people 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. About what? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LACEY. About various public matters, and sometimes 
about matters not entirely public. [Laughter.] In view of the 


ponerse situation, I say it also became important to give the Chief 
xecutive further time, and it was believed that by extending 
the time for ten months and meanwhile suspending the operations 


of the order, that order could be then modified so as to withdraw 
from its operation all those portions of the reservations the inclu- 
sion of which is now thesubject of criticism, and I do not believe 
there will be any difficulty about it. 

But it will be observed that the Senate amendment goes further. 
It provides that the President can not restore any lands included 
in President Cleveland’s order until after the same haye been 
surveyed. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the gentleman think it is safe to 
include any lands that are not surveyed? 

Mr. LACEY. Ithinkso. We have lands there that are almost 
incapable of being surveyed; at all events, it would take years to 
make the surveys. I think it is entirely safe to leave this matter 
in the hands of the President, suspending the order and giving 
ample time for a thorough inyestigation, and I do not think it 
is necessary to limit him to lands that have beensurveyed. There 
is a considerable portion of these 22,000,000 acres that no gentle- 
man here will hesitate to say ought to be in the forest reserve. 

The people of the Territories generally I believe to be reasonable 
about this question. I am satisfied, however, that there are some 
gentlemen there who are not so reasonable. If a man owns a mine 
and he has been accustomed to get a permit on application to the 
Secretary of the Interior to cut 4 square miles of timber, and 
he finds that right rudely taken away from him by the land being 
incorporated in a forest reservatiun, thus cutting down the divi- 
dends of his mine, it is hard to satisfy him that such a thing is 
right, although the measure may be necessary for the ultimate 
preservation of a portion of the timber for future generations in 
the operation of the very mine itself. 

The miner of precious metals ordinarily anticipates getting out 
of the ground as quickly as possible all that there is in it. He 
wants to check out promptly the entire deposit which he has in 
his mineral bank and put the proceeds in circulation with the 
least possible delay; he does not look to the future. 

I am not surprised, therefore, to find a great deal of hostility to 
this order, coming in general from a source not very far from the 
headquarters of some of the great mines of the country, which 
have been getting timber free of charge under permits from the 
Interior De ent. 

Mr. C ON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Am I to understand that under the law as it 
is now, or as it was before the issuing of the late order of Presi- 
dent Cleveland, and in territory not covered by that order or other 
forest-reserve orders, it is possible for any miner or miners to take 
4, 8, or 10 square miles of forest and get the timber off without 
compensation to the Government, under a permit given by the 
Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. LACEY. It is not only possible, but, as to a portion of the 
gentleman’s proposition, it is the ordinary practice to-day, It 
does not go, however, to the extreme which the gentleman’s state- 
ment would imply. 

Mr. CANNON. Can it go to that extreme? 

Mr. LACEY. Possibly it ag 1 Ihave examined permits giv- 
ing to certain mines in South Dakota—to certain mine operators 
there; not silver miners, either, but “‘goldbugs *—the privilege 
of cutting 4 square miles of timber in a single permit absolutely free 
of charge. 

In connection with the same mines, I have seen railroads which 
have been built right 1 that timber, and upon those railway 
trains almost mountains of timber are carried and dumped at the 
foot or the mine, free of charge, so far as the Government is con- 
cerned, ` 

No wonder gentlemen complain of the loss or curtailment of 
such a ee as this. Nothing is so sacred as an abuse. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I do understand that a pen engaged 
in mining or other industry may have a grant of 4 square miles 
from the Secretary of the Interior under the existing law—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. In his discretion. 

Mr. CANNON. From which he may cut the timber clean with- 
out compensation. 

Mr. TMAN. No. 

Mr. CANNON, From which certain portions of timber may 
be cut clean. ; 
Mr. LACEY. Generally in the permit the size of the timber is 
designated, and the parties obtaining the grant can not lawfully 
cut timber smaller than a certain size, but they may cut every- 

thing down to that size free of charge. 

Mr. CANNON. If that is the case, that the timber of these 
great timber forests owned by the Government can be used not 
merely by the casual settler, but by wholesale, for the profit of 
individuals in their ordinary trade, does not the gentleman think 
that the law in that respect ought to be amended so as to prohibit 
such action? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This provision does that. 

Mr. LACEY. The proposed McRae bill does amend the law as 
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It provides a method for handlin 


to the reserves, this timber; 
it modifies the original law of 1891 as it now stands. My friend 
from Illinois will be surprised perhaps when he reads the debate 
which recently took place in another body in which, when this 
same question was under discussion, it was plainly stated that if 
such an order as that of February 22 were made in Iowa or Dlinois 
it would lead to riot. Now, I do not understand that any man in 
the State of Iowa or Illinois was ever permitted to go on the pub- 
lic lands and cut timber free of charge, or that the refusal to allow 
him to do so would be regarded as a matter justifying a riot. In 
fact, a man who in Illinois or Iowa cuts timber on the public 
lands e to go to the penitentiary for doing so. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, I take issue with the gentleman. The 
history of the early settlement of our country shows that not only 
in Indiana and Dlinois, but in every one of those Western States, 
the original settlers were permitted to use for domestic purposes 
whatever timber they chose. Wehave always been limited in the 
West in this. respect to timber for domestic uses. We have not 
been permitted to cut timber to sell. We can not cut it to build 
a church or a 3 

Mr. LACEY. e object of the forest- reserve system was to 
revent such abuses as have oecurred under the pet law; to 

ook out for the future; to endeavor to take care of the next gen- 
eration, 

Mr. LEWISof Washington. The gentleman will allow me to say, 
in view of this discussion, that the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of Stone vs. The United States—a case which 
came from the State of Iowa about a year ago—decided that, not- 
withstanding a different construction prevailed, timber might 
be cut or might be consumed to the full extent required by any 
improvement, by the perzon, upon the land or land adjacent 
thereto, without rendering him amenable to the law. 

Mr. LACEY. There has been no trouble about that for many 
ears. But it is somewhat a matter of surprise to settlers in such 
tates as Iowa to hear it said that a man or a great corporation 

should be allowed to cut timber on four sections of land free of 
charge, to be burned as fuel in the way of business, or to be ap- 
plied to any use that may be desired. is accounts for some of 
the bitterness of the hostility which this order of President 
Cleveland has met. 

But I grant that this order was excessive, that it ought to be 
modified, and I think the safer A would be to extend the scope 
of the original proposition and allow this land to be put back again 
in a state of reservation on the Ist day of next March, unless in 
the meantime the present Executive should modify the proclama- 
tion already made. The limitation of the Senate amendment pro- 
viding that the land shall not be restored unless in the meantime 
it has all been surveyed is unnecessary and would interfere with 
the proper operation of the act of 1891. 

It is the abuse of that act which is justly complained of, an 
abuse which has resulted from no intention todo wrong. There 
is no question, however, but that the order included much land 
which ought to have been excluded from it; and the modification 
recently proposed, though not adopted in the Senate, is, I think, 
broad enough for the purpose, and onght to be pan gg by the 
House in lieu of the sweeping proposition embra: in amend- 
ment 16 of the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes re- 
maining. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of United States was communicated to the House of 
Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. McRABE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of preserving and 
protecting our forest lands, and for six years I have labored indus- 
triously to secure legislation for the use and the administration of 
the reservations already made and such as may hereafter be set 
apart. The bill H. R. 119, introduced by me and referred to by 
the i gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], passed the House in the 
Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses. 

The Senate amendment numbered 16 to this bill is in many re- 
spects a copy of that bill. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
has shown the main points of difference between the two, and I 
shall not repeat them again, except to say that I indorse what he 
has said in that t. 

J will not have time to- day to discuss as fully as I would like to 
the relation of our depleted forests to the blizzard and the over- 
flow; but I will say that I believe that the floods that have been 
raging for the last two months in nearly all of our rivers from the 
Red River of the North to the great father of waters in the South, 


2 death and destruction in their flow, is in a large measure 
due to the reckless destruction of our mountain forests. So far as 
the people of the State that Lin represent are concerned, this is 
the phase of the question in which they are most interested, and, 
except in a general way, they do not care for the timber except to 
conserve the water flow. They have a surplus of both timber 
and water. 

But, sir, they will join heartily with those of the dry and tree- 
less region to protect the forests and preserve the water for useful 
and healthful pı . I believe that with a rational forestry 
system, a sufficient number of carefully selected reservoirs, and a 
completion of our present levee system that we will protect the 
lowlands of the South from overflow. irrigate the desert lands of 
the West, and give the people of the North a continuous supply of 
timber. That is at least my hope, and to its accomplishment I 
trust we will bend all of our energies and invoke the aid of the 
best talent of the world. 

Common sense and science, I think, will agree that the forest 
cover will hold both the rainfall and melting snow, so they will 
not rush to the streams in torrents in the spring and early sum- 
mer. We all know that in a well-timbered country the water goes 
more gradually into the streams and gives a steadier flow, with 
fewer overfiows and less low water. 

As long as the forests stand, the branches, fallen leaves, and 
roots will hold much of the rain and snow until summer, and thus 
furnish water not only for the navigation of our rivers, but also 
for the irrigation of the deserts, ithout forests we may expect 
our rivers to be swollen as they are now in the springtime, but 
shallow or dry in the summer and autumn. 

This thought is forcibly and clearly stated by one of the news- 
papers of the Mississippi Valley: 

Thousands of square miles of our territory which was formerly covered 
with trees growing out of rich soil, matted with damp leaves, have been de- 
nuded and left dry and cheerless. Those forests and the damp soil in which 
they flourished were nature's reservoirs. The green leaves gave off millions 
of tens of moisture in the shape of vapor in undergoing the act of expiration, 
and the matted leaves and damp soil underneath held whole lakes and rivers 
of water, which gradually filtered from the hillsides and kept the streams 
running throughout the year. 

From 1856 to 1883 Indiana forests disappeared at the rate of 150,000acres per 

ear for the first ten years, 119,000 for the second, and at an average of over 

00 acres per year for each year included within the two dates last given. 

During the past twenty years the destruction in Wisconsin, Michigan, and 
Minnesota has been simply beyond computation. 

If we can learn nothing from Italy, France, and countries of 
the Old World, let us turn to New England and other parts of our 
own beloyed country and see the destructionin the frequent fresh- 
ets, bursting dams, and shallow rivers. Let us, if possible, save 
the South and West from the same fate. 

The objects for which the forest reservations should be made are 
the protection of the forest growth against destruction by fire and 
ax, and preservation of forest conditions upon which water condi- 
tions and water flow are dependent. The purpose, therefore, of 
this bill is to maintain favorable forest conditions, without ex- 
cluding the use of these reservations for other purposes. They 
are not parks set aside for nonus2, but have been established for 
economic reasons. 

It is therefore necessary to prescribe the manner and method by 
which the timber growing thereon, the mineral contained therein, 
the water power furnished by them, and the pasturage within the 
same shall be used, so as not to injure or destroy the primary objects 
for which they were established. The bill that I will propose I think 
will accomplish all this. It has met the approval of two Adminis- 
trations and nearly every forestry association in the United States. 

It has been said that the bill is unjust to the miners. I deny it. 
The United States have been extremely liberal to the miners, and 
there is there be the pending proposition against which any just 
complaint can be ! I ask the Clerk to read section 1 of the 
act of June 3, 1878; and I hope that the gentleman from Illinois 
and those who are expected finally to formulate and lick into shape 
this legislation will give careful attention to this provision of 


law. 

Mr. KING. I wish to ask the gentleman this question: Has 
he been in the States of Nevada, Montana, Utah, and Colorado— 
those States which are most affected by the recent proclamation 
of Mr. Cleveland; and does he know the evils which have resulted 
from that proclamation and which will result from its enforce- 
ment? 

Mr. MCRAE. I shall not discuss at any length that proclama- 
tion, and for the gratification of my friend will say that I do not 
approve of the manner in which the reservations were made. It 
is the preservation of the forest reserves as made, and those that 
may be made hereafter, that we ought to look to, and not spend 
our time discussing whether this or that one is proper or not. We 
must not, because an improper order was made, permit all the 
forest lands of our country to be destroyed. I ask the Clerk to 
read the first section of the act of June 3, 1878. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That all citizens of the United States and other bona fide residents 


of the State of Colorado, or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New 
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eral districts of the United States, shall be, and are hereby, authorized 
permitted to fell and remove, for building, agricultural, mining, or other 
domestic pu any timber or other trees wing or being on the pub- 
jo lands, said lands being mineral, and not subject to entry under existing 
aws.of the United States, except for mineral entry, in either of said States, 


Territories, or districts of which such citizens or persons may be at the time 
fide residents, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secre of 
Interior may prescribe for the protection of the timber and of the under- 

ds, and for other purposes: Provided, The pro- 


growth growing upon such lan 
visions of this act shall not extend to railroad corporations. 

Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, that section gives miners, 
for the purposes named in that law, the right to cut any timber 
on any land that is mineral in character. It would appear that 
Was sufficient; but, Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk now to read the 
latter clause of section 8 of the act of March 3, 1891. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Before he reads that, if my friend 
from Arkansas will permit me, I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. You say the permit to cut timber on 
mineral lands would be sufficient for the mining industry. Do 
you not know it to be a fact that in the better mining countries, 
especially in the Southwest, the timber is not adjacent to the min- 
ing 1 and that there is scarcely ever any timber on mineral 

2 

Mr. McRAE. But, Mr. Chairman, this does not confine it to 
the claim that is being mined. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It confines it to mineral lands. 

Mr. McRAE. I now ask the Clerk to read the latter clause of 
section 8 of the act of March 3, 1891. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And in the States of Colorado, Mon Idaho, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota, 3 and the District of A and the gold and silver regions 
of Nevada and tiie Territory of Utah, in any crimi: prosecution or civil 
action by the United States for a trespass on such public timber lands or to 
recover timber or lumber cut thereon, it shall be a defense if the defendant 
shall show that the said timber was so cut or removed from the timber lands 
for use in such State or Territory by a resident thereof for agricultural, 

g, manufacturing, or domestic purposes, under rules and regulations 
made and prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and has not been trans- 
rted out of the same; but nothing herein contained shall operate to enlarge 
he rights of any railway company to cut timber on the public domain: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make suitable rules and 
regulations to carry out the 8 of this act, and he may d te the 
sections or tracts of land where timber may be cut, and it shall not be law- 
ful to eut or remove any timber except as may bé prescribed by such rules 
and regulations; but this act shall not operate to repeal the act of June 3, 
1878, providing for the cutting of timber on mineral lands. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, you will observe the progression 
which is made in favor of the miner. The act of 1878 allows the 
cutting of timber from all mineral lands for any of the espe 
named in that act. The act of March 3, 1891, extends that pro- 
vision to those who manufacture lumber, and carries the privilege 
for free timber to all the public lands without regard to whether 
it is mineral or not—the whole of the public domain is free to 
them in those States. 

Mr. KNOWLES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Do you mean to say that this act is still con- 
tinued in the timber reservations when this mineral land is de- 
clared to be a timber reservation? Does the law still permit the 
miner to cut timber for that purpose? 

Mr. MCRAE. I made no such statement. That is the point in 
issue here. Timber on public lands not in a state of reservation, 
either mineral or otherwise, can be cut for mineral purposes, and 
now the proposition is to extend that privilege to the reservations 
of the country, and against that we protest and say that free tim- 
ber should cease when actual mining begins. 

Mr. KNOWLES. When these mineral lands have been declared 
5 be a forest reservation, do you mean to say that timber can still 

cut? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly not; if it could be, there would be no 
objection from the mineral States. It is because it can not be 
that we hear complaint against our proposition. Now, Isay, after 
having obtained the right to cut from mineral lands, and after 
having obtained the right to cut from all public lands not ina 
state of reservation, they have boldly come to Congress and de- 
manded the right to cut the timber from the public reservations 
to ba used in operating muag plants. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What is the p of the reservation? 

Mr. MCRAE. To conserve the water fiows, and to furnish a 
continuous supply of timber for the people. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What people? 

Mr. McRAE. The people of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The people of Washington City? 

Mr. McRAE. They have as much right as anybody else to it. 
It belongs to all the people. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will ask the gentleman if it is not 
for the people who live on or near the reservation, and if they 
would allow a man, if his claim were within a great timber reser- 
vation, to go a little off his mining claim for timber? 

Mr. McRAE. Let me say to my esteemed friend, I will not 
dispute with him about what the people of Washington should 


dan Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, and all other 
d 


have. But I want to say to him and to every man who is inter- 
ested in the reservations that I have for years and years done the 
best I could to advance and promote the interests of the West, the 
mining and every other interest; but when they insist upon defeat- 
ing such a reasonable and just proposition as the one now before 
the committee, I confess that Lam surprised, and I think they are 
standing in their own light. The miners must be fair to the Gov- 
ernment if they expect the Government to be liberal toward them. 

T have here a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, whom we all know to be an able, fair-minded gentleman, 
which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 10, 1897. 


Sin: In response to your verbal inquiry. I have to advise you that there have 
been 282 permits issued to cut public timber since the passage of the permit 
law (act March 3, 1891; 26 Stat., 1095). = 

The amount of timber allowed to be cut under these permits is estimated 
at 225,600,000 feet. This is an estimated average of 800,000 feet to each permit. 

The majority of permits issued have, however, been to individuals and 
small sawmill operators for an average amount of about 500,000 feet; but 

corporations and companies have secured permits from time to time 
tocut many millions of feet of timber, but the further issuance of such per- 
mits has recently been suspended. 

At your zapat I inclose a list of the forest reservations, giving the dates 
of their estab entand the area of cach. 


Ve tfully, 
eon BINGER HERMANN, Commissioner. 
Hon. T. C. MCRAE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I have been informed that the 
Anaconda Mining Company got a permit last year to cut 14,000,000 
feet and cut 15,000,000 feet. Are you gentlemen from the mining 
States to tell us that a mining company like that should be given 
a license to cut free of cost from the public domain in the heart 
of the great reservations of our country in addition to the free 
access to the other timber of the United States? 


Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


question there? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Wherein does the substitute amendment 
which the gentleman from lowa (ee: LACEY] proposes differ from 
this provision which you would have stricken out? 

Mr. MCRAE. My bill does not allow timber cut free for manu- 
facturing purposes, it does not allow a corporation engaged in 
mining, but it permits the miners, prospectors, agriculturists, and 
all bona fide settlers to take free of ch: so much timber as may 
be needed for firewood, fencing, and building purposes. The main 
difference between my bill and this amendment is that under mine 
he must pay for his timber at the market price after he begins the 
actual work of mining, while under the amendment the miner 
gets it free. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Do I understand the purpose of the gentle- 
man to be better defined in his remarks? Is it to make it mean 
that men engaged in the mining industry can obtain timber 
wherewith to carry on their occupation, in order to carry on their 
prospecting? 

Mr. McRAE. It does not make it impossible to obtain it at all, 
but it requires them to pay for it after the mine is developed. 
That is the only difference. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
this: Does he know to what extent the prospector uses timber in 

ing on his business? 

Mr. McRAE. No; I do not. 

Mr. HARTMAN. He does not use it at all. What use has a 
prospector for timber? He has no use for it in the world. He 
takes his pick and shovel, he makes a little cutin the ground, 
and that isall the prospecting. It is theminer that wants timber. 

Mr. MCRAE. If it is the miner, and he establishes his mine, 
like the miller who establishes his mill, he should pay for it. 

Take a farmer in my country, if he cuts a tree on the public 
lands, he is arrested and put in jail; butin the region we are now 
considering the Anaconda Mine has cut 15,000,000 feet of lumber 
for which it has not been required to pay a cent, and it has had 
the written permit of the Government to do it. : 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman know that in those rocky 
regions, where the timber is almost inaccessible, it costs $10, $15, 
or $20 for every thousand feet that is delivered at the mine; and 
if the people had to pay the Government for the timber, that 
would of course be an additional burden? Further, does he not 
know that in some places where the timber is remote it costs even 
as high as $50 a thousand feet to get it to the mine? 

Mr. McRAE. Ido not know anything about the market price 
of timber there, but I do know that it is unfair and unjust to say 
to the sawmill people of those States, You can cut for the mar- 
ket in these States all the timber you want, the only condition 
being that you sell it to people within the limit of your State.” 
I know it is unjust to give those men that special privilege and at 
the same time to require the sawmill men of my country and of 
other public-land States to pay for the timber they cut, and refuse 
them the right to cut even for pay. 
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Now, as suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. . 
this amendment, if enacted into law, will give every man who is 
engaged in legitimate enterprise within reach of these reserva- 
tions the same right that anybody else has to buy the timber, but 
it will take away from all, except the homesteader and the pros- 

ctor, the privilege of taking timber for nothing. I have here a 

ist of the forest reservations, aggregating, I donot remember how 
many, but covering 38,944,640 acres, that I will insert in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is Arizona included in that list? 

Mr. McRAE. I see one reservation in Arizona—the Grand 
Canyon Reservation—containing 1.851,520 acres. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is that the only one? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is all I see on the list. 


List of forest reserves. 


Date of Esti- 
State and Territory. Name of reservation. 5 —, 
reservation. | acres. 
Gai Afognak Forest and Fish Cul- | Dec. 24, 1892 ꝶñũ 0...0- 
ture Reserve. 
Ala. Grand Canyon Forest Reserve! Feb. 20. 183 1,851,520 
California San Gabriel Timber Land Re- Dec. 20, 1892 555, 520 
serve, 
Sierra Forest Reserve Feb. 14,1893 | 4,096,000 
San Bernardino Forest Re- Feb. 25, 1893 737,280 
serve. - 
Trabuco Canyon Forest Re do 49,920 
serve. 
Stanislaus Forest Reserve... Feb. 22,1897 691,200 
| San Jacinto Forest Reserve. SA 737, 280 
Colorado—aj— White River Plateau Timber Oct. 16,1891 | 1. 108, 080 
Pikes Peak Timbe Land Re- Feb. 11, 1892 
es r e- Feb. II. i 
{| Mar. 18, 1892 | 184,32) 


serve. : f ` | 

Plum Creek Timber Land Re- June 23, 1892 
serve. 

The South Platte Forest Re- Dec. 9, 1892 
serve. ' 

Battlement Mesa Forest Re- | Dec. 24, 1892 


858, 240 
serve. 
Idaho and Montana_.| Bitter Root Forest Reserve. Feb. 22,1897 | 4,147,200 
8 and Washing- | Priest River Forest Reserve.. . do 45,1 
Montana _.............| Flathead Forest Reserve 9 
Lewis and Clarke |- do 
New Mexico The Pecos River Forest Re- Jan. 11, 1892 
serve. 
(ORO OR = soo TASTE Bull Run Timber Land Re- June 17,1892 142, 080 
serve. 
Cascade Range Forest Re- Sept. 28, 183 4,492,800 
serve. 
Ashland Forest Reserve. do 18, 560 
South Dakota Black Hills Forest Reserv Feb. 2. 1897 „680 
8 wae Forest Reser xe ose ae 875, 520 
0 


Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the whole purpose of this 


bill which the gentleman from lowa has proposed as a substitute 
for the Senate amendment is to establish a rational and sensible 
method for the administration of these forest reserves. I do not 
believe that they ought to remain in a state of reservation unused 
and unprotected. Public sentiment will open them to settlement 
if some such law is not passed. The Senate amendment is better 
than nothing. 

I believe that the miner, the farmer, and everybody who wants 
to go in there ought to have the right to go under proper regula- 
tions, and that the Government ought to sell the , ripe, and 
mature trees at a reasonable price when there is a demand for 
them. I have always insisted upon such a policy. Yet we have 
pie this bill through the House at least twice, only to have it 

enied consideration in the Senate of the United States, and it is 
only when the miners find themselves inside of a forest reserve 
that they meet us with this proposition. 

The Senators have taken our bill and have stricken out some of 
the provisions and sent it back in this amendment. Four years 
ago the House passed a similar bill here, and I believe the judg- 
ment of the country has been for it all the time. There is nota 
forestry association in any State in the Union, I believe, that has 
not indorsed it. From Massachusetts and New York to the State 
of Washington every forestry association has demanded its pas- 
sage, yet the miners of that region who have the privilege which 
I have shown youof cutting timber from all publiclands, whether 
mineral or nonmineral, without regard to price, have stood in the 
way of its enactment into law. 

It is time that Congress should say to these mining corporations, 
“Tf you want to utilize the timber upon these forest reservations, 
you must submit to some practical system of regulation.” These 
regions are not for their use alone; they are the property of the 
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whole people of the United States and, in my judgment, the most 
valuable property that the Government of the United States has. 

Mr. Chairman, there are a great many questions that ought to 
be discussed in connection with this subject. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] pak a very pertinent question to the 
gentleman from Iowa when he asked him if the law should not be 
amended which allows these extravagant permits to cut timber 
upon the public lands, even outside of the reservations. I agree 
with the gentleman that the law in that respect should be changed. 

We have twice passed in the House of Representatives another 
bill repealing the provision which authorizes the free use of tim- 
ber upon nonmineral lands, but it has not received favorable con- 
sideration from theSenate. At the proper time I shall proposean 
amendment repealing so much of the act of March 3, 1891, as 
gives the manufacturer and the miuer, if it be a corporation, the 
right to take timber free from the public domain. 

ith that amendment adopted, you will have a law in substance 
this: That any miner can take timber from mineral lands; that 
any prospector or homesteader can take it from any public lands, 
but that no corporation actually engaged in the business of min- 
ing or of sawing lumber for the market can take timber from the 
public domain free; that such corporation must comply with the 
regulation for public sale and make its bid as others do. 

r. HARTMAN. About what show doesthe gentleman think 
the ordinary citizen who has no money would have in the com- 
petitive bidding for the purchase of timber, which the gentleman 
proposes? What show“ would the citizen have against the cor- 
porations that the tleman is so fierce against? 

Mr. MCRAE. If the citizen wants the timber for his own use 
for domestic purposes, he will not have to pay anything for it, 
and if he wants it to sell to somebody else he has no right to get 
it for nothing. Every sawmill man in Montana and in all of the 
States named in this bill should be required to pay for timber 
taken from the public lands just as the people in other States are 
required to do. 

ask the Republicans of this House to consider for a moment 
the ridiculous predicament in which they would put themselves 
before the people of this country by such legislation. First, you 
say, gentlemen, that you are going to levy a tariff tax of 82 a 
thousand upon foreign lumber to protect the American lumber- 
man. You say to the sawmill men of Virginia, of Carolina, of 
Arkansas, of Louisiana, We give you a protection of $2 a thou- 
sand upon lumber,” and yet, in the face of that, you say to the saw- 
mill men of Montana and Washington, and all the States named 
in this bill, “ You can take from the public lands all the timber 
you want to saw upon the sole condition that you sell it to people 
who live within the limits of your respective States.” That is, 
having undertaken to protect” the lumber manufacturers of a 
part of this country by your tariff, you take away, by the free- 
permit system, a large market from the honest sawmill men of the 
country. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Let us get at the actual conditions 
which we who live out there see and understand. The railroad 
companies have vast tracts of timber land, hundreds of miles in 
extent, the best timber lands in the world. They have their saw- 
mills and they may cut as freely as they please. The best result, 
therefore, that would come to us from the gentleman’s proposition 
would be that we would be required to pay still higher tribute to 
the railroad timber owners and to further enrich them without 
doing anything to preserve the forests. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman does not mean to tell us that the 
Festa of that country have gone into the business of sawing 

umher? 
con SMITH of Arizona. Certainly; in selling their timber 
nds, 

Mr. McRAE. But the sawmill men, when they undertake to 
obtain timber from the railroads, must pay something for it. If 
that is not the case in the section of country represented by the 

entleman, it is because the system there is different from ours. 

e get nothing from the railroads in our State that we do not pay 


or. 

Mr.SMITHof Arizona. What is the differenceif you leave one 
person in entire control of the whole market? 

Mr. McRAE. How can that happen? How can one man buy 
all the timber? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Hecan buy all that he can sell; he 
can buy all that he is obliged to have. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman misunderstands me when he as- 
sumes that I contend that none of this timber should be used for 
such purposes as have been named; but I assert that none of it 
should be allowed to be cut without charge if cut for sale. Let 


the Government sell it, as the railroad companies sell it, except to 
farmers and prospectors who need it for firewood, fencing, and 
building purposes. 

By thus allowing those people in the West to get their lumber 
free, we are virtually giving them a special advantage over others, 
When our lumbermen come and tell us, Lumber has been made 
cheap because it was put on the free list by the Wilson b_ll,” we will 
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answer that the sawmills of five or six States in the heart of the 
very best forests in the world can get all the timber they want 
without cost, and that this is the reason of cheap lumber. you 
tell me that they do not thus have the advantage of the sawmill 
men of other States? This may be the cause of cheap lumber in 
the Middle and Southern States. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Would the gentleman have us go to 
Arkansas or some of the adjoining States for every particle of 
timber we could possibly use? 

Mr. MCRAE. Can not your Poons buy timber from the rail- 
road companies as other people do? Could they not buy from the 
Government under our substitute? The pope is the protection 
of our forests; and let me tell you that in less than fifty years from 
to-day, unless a change is made, you will find that the condition 
of the country which is to-day being denuded of its forests, caus- 
ing the great overflows of the Missouri and Mississippi rivers, will 
present a condition of affairs which will come home to many of 
you with force and power. 

We want to protect our forests. We want every dollar’s worth 
of timber which may be put upon the market to compete with the 
timber of our own section of country to be paid for at a legiti- 
mate price. If the land is not fit for homesteads—and I assume 
that much of it is not, or it would have been taken up years ago; 
indeed, it is admitted that it is not—what better use can we put 
it to than to place it in a timber reservation? 

Mr.HARTMAN. Has the State of Arkansas the honor of being 
one of the States named in the proclamation setting aside these 
timber reservations? : 

Mr. McRAE. No, sir. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Have you any timber reservation? 

Mr. MCRAE. We have not. Nor have we the honor of being 
one of the States where the people are allowed to cut timber from 
the public lands free. In our State a poor laboring man who may 
cut a tree upon the public domain 1s indicted, arraigned, and sent 


to jail. 
Mr. HARTMAN, How did you get title to your timber lands? 
Mr. McRAE. We bought it. 


Mr. HARTMAN. From individuals or corporations? 

Mr. McRAE. We bought it under the graduation act and en- 
tered it under the homestead law, just as many of 1 own people 
have done. There are many more laws under which land can be 

squired in your State than we had in ours. But what reason 
aaa justice is there in the proposition that the people of Missis- 

- sippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Florida, and all the existing public- 
land States should be required to pay for their timber, while in 
your State timber can be obtained for nothing, and that the same 
ivilege should be extended not only to mineral and agricultural 
Tinda; ut to forest reservations? 

There is no objection on my part to extending the right of the 
miner into these reservations and permitting him, when he dis- 
covers a mine, to work it, The House bill proposes that. And 
when we allow the miner to buy at a fair price the timber neces- 
sary to work-his mine, have we not given him all that he ought to 
demand? In all fairness, I want to say to the 8 who rep- 
resent the mining States of this country that I believe they stand 
in their own light when they resist this bill, which we have here- 
tofore understood was satisfactory to them. 

I never heard any serious objection to the bill when it was pend- 
ing in the House. It has been passed by a Democratic House and 
bya Republican House. Many gentlemen who criticise that meas- 
ure to-day were members of those Houses that passed it, and nota 
word did they say against it. But now, when an effort is being 
made to strike out some of the restrictions upon the rights which 
large manufacturing and mining corporations have enjoyed with 
reference to the public lands, we are told that this is a crime against 
the honest miner. 

I appeal to you in behalf of the millions of yee along our 
rivers for protection. I appeal to you in behalf of the health and 
prosperity of the people of the West to protect them. I appeal to 
you in behalf of the arid region, where there are neither trees nor 
water, to protect them. Save our forest reservations and prevent 
the floods upon the mighty Mississippi. 

ere the hammer fell. | 
r. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. KNOWLES]. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Chairman, I hope this committee will 
bear with me when I speak on a subject involving the vital inter- 
ests of 40,000 people. I live in the Black Hills of Dakota. The 
people of our region left their homes in the East, braved the dan- 

rs of that wilderness and the rifles of the treacherous Sioux 
ndians to make themselves homes in that region. Who do you 

think is most interested in that country, our own people or cer- 
tain gentlemen from Massachusetts? That country was ceded by 
the Sioux Indians asa mineral region. That is the paramount in- 
terest there. The timber of that region is in value but a bagatelle 
in comparison with the mineral resoarces of that mighty country. 

The Black Hills of Dakota are declared to be, in mineral wealth, 

the richest hundred miles square on the face of the earth. We 


are now producing about 81.000, 000 a month in gold. The output 


of the Black Hills last year exceeded $8,000,000, and the poses is 
that within the next five years thut output will be doubled. None 
of these industries can be carried on without timber to prop up 
our mines, tunnels, and stopes. Ever since our people went there 
they have had the right to cut timber by the permission of the 
law upon what is now the timber reservation of the Black Hills. 
Last year a commission of scientific gentlemen from the East 
went out there in palace cars; they did not get nearer than 40 
miles of that reservation. They went to the Hot Springs in South 
Dakota at the expense of the Government and spent a few days 
there very pleasantly, enjoying themselves at the Evans Hotel 
and the great plunge bath. They took out-their maps there and 
marked on them the timber reservation of which we ate now 
talking. Upon their report to the President, these forest reserves 
were proclaimed. 

Do you know, gentlemen, what effect that proclamation has had 
upon the people of the Black Hills? I will tell you. It means the 
absolute destruction of the industries of 40,000 ple. That com- 
mission reported that the region was covered with yellow-pine 
timber. In fact there is not a stick of yellow-pine timber in the 
Black Hills. It is all pitch pine, and of such a material that if it 
were destroyed to-day a thick growth of small timber would im- 
mediately come up, which for the purpose of holding the snow 
and retaining moisture is much better than the e growth. 
Upon that reservation, as laid down in the President's proclama- 
tion, there are more than 5,000 mineral claims with mines and 
mills costing millions of dollars. Upon this reservation is the 
great Harney Peak tin mines and mills. 

It contains the great Keystone mine, which employs something 
more than 1,000 men at $3.50 a day. It contains the 5 sent 
of Custer, of 1,200 inhabitants. It contains the towns of Hill 
City and Keystone, where more than 1,000 votes were cast at the 
last election. There are more than 15,000 people in that reserva- 
tion. Do you know what that proclamation means to those 13,000 
people? It means that they must vacate their homes and become 
paupers; that they must appeal to you and the rest of the country 
for the support of themselves and their families. That is what 
that proclamation means to us. : 

My friend from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] says that they have the 
right to cut timber there for mining purposes. Does not the gen- 
tleman know that the law says that whoever cuts a stick of tim- 
ber upon a forest reservation, even to kindle his fire, is liable to 
indictment and imprisonment? 

Mr. McRAE. e gentleman did not understand me correctly, 
if he understood me to make any such statement. I said that un- 
der the provisions of the bill which we are advocating those 
ple would have that right. Under the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, embodying substantially the provisions of a bill 
which has the House three times, the people will have that 
right. That is what I said. 

Mr. KNOWLES. That is just what we complain of. Wecom- 
plain of the fact that we were induced, under the present law, to 
go to that country; that we were enjoying the age to cut the 
timber there for mining and domestic purposes, and then comes a 
proclamation of the President of the United States which makes 
every man upon that reservation a criminal. That is what we 
complain of. 

Mr. McRAE. There is no controversy between the gentleman 
and myself as to the merits of the order to which he refers. I 
have not attempted and shall not attempt to defend it. I believe 
that in many respects it was wrong and ought not to have been 
made. But we are now directing our efforts to the enactment of 
a 1 law on this subject. 

r. KNOWLES. Mr. Chairman, I am dealing with the con- 
dition under which I find the people of the Black Hills to-day, 
not with some proposed law for their relief, except the one which 
we are discussing here to-day. 

I say that there is nothing that will give us the conditions we 
had before except the bill as amended by the Senate, which is 
before us to-day; and as to what my friend from lowa [Mr. 
Lacey] said in regard to “trusting to the President,” I want to 
Say to you, gentlemen of the committee, we have trusted to the 
President. For two long months we have warmed our heels in 
the anteroom of his office trying to get him to revoke that order, 
which the Attorney-General of the United States has declared he 
has a right to do: and yet for all that time our people have been 
held up in the Black Hills and our industries paralyzed because 
they dared not cut a single stick of timber even to kindle their 
own fires, That is the condition we are in to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, some of these reservations established by Presi- 
dent Cleveland on February 22 on the Pacific Coast have 130 
inches of rainfall in the year. Why, gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, I believe those people out there would be giad to get rid of a 
little of that rainfall, and yet if you were to destroy every acre of 
that reservation to-day a new growth would immediately start 
up, which for the purposes of retention of moisture and snow 
would be actually better than the present forest. 
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Mr. Chairman, I want to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read 
the circular which was issued by the Department of the Interior 
Togarding the method by which these reservations should be es- 
tablished. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After making an examination of the timber lands of any drain: basin 
and having decided to recommend the same for reservation under the pro- 
circular, before submitting report in the matter a notice should 
be prepared by the ayons stating that such recommendation will be made to 
the General Land Office, and setting fortha description of the basin, together 
with a description of any public lands embraced therein which it may be 
propoesd to have excepted therefrom. It should also be stated therein that 

e object of such publication is to give timely notice of the proposed reser- 
vation in order thut all ies in ted, who either favor or oppose its 


Mr. Chairman, under the law of 1891 the Secretary of the In- 
terior prepared this circular for the purpose of giving the people 
in the neighborhood of any p forest reserve the right to 
be heard regarding the propriety of establishing such reserve. 
Was any provision of this circular complied with in the establish- 
ment of these reservations proclaimed by President Cleveland on 
February 22, 1897? Not at all. 

Like a bolt of lightning from a cloudless sky came the procla- 
mation, declaring to the people of the Black Hills that the law 
which had permitted them to cut timber for mining and domestic 
purposes had been abrogated by Executive order, and that the 
people were trespassers in their own homes. Think of it, gentle- 
men of the committee, 15,000 people practically imprisoned in 
their own homes, tres if they cross their own thresholds, 
and liable to indictment and imprisonment if they cut a stick of 


wood to keep their families from freezing. 
fe ane: C RMAN. The time of the gentleman from South Da- 
ota has expi 


irėd. 
Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mon- 


tana. ` 

Mr. KNOWLES, Can I have two minutes more? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have promised all my time. I yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, those of us who are in oppo- 
sition to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
oe LacEx] and supported by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 

CRAE] have no objection at all to the underlying principle an- 
nounced by the so-called advocates of forest reservations. I con- 
fess, however, that I do sometimes lose patience when 1 listen to 
even my genial friend from Iowa, who does not seem to be able 
to make a speech upon this question without suggesting that the 
thing which moves those of us who oppose him is a selfish motive. 

So far as the papers of the East, that have advocated forest res- 
ervations and that have in unqualified and bitter terms denounced 
every man that differed from them, are concerned, we expected 
nothing better from them; but we had the right to expect that the 

entleman from Arkansas [Mr. MoRAE] and the gentleman from 

owa [Mr. Lacey] would at least have conceded to those of us who 
have the honor to differ from them that integrity of purpose and 
honesty of motive which they claim for themselves, 

Mr. irman, I do not deny that under the law of 1891 the 
President has the right to make an order withdrawing these lands 
from settlement. That right is not denied. But, sir, while he had 
the power to do what he did, he did not have the right to do what he 
did without evidence or notice. And why? A judge in a court, if 
you please, has the power to entera judgment in a cause before 
the plaintiff or defendant has been allowed the privilege of offer- 
ing a syllable of testimony. He has the power; but if he were to 
exercise that power, what would this House say of the judge who 
exercised it? 

I am here to say to this House, and I challenge contradiction, 
that when Mr. Cleveland, then President of the United States, sent 
that order withdrawing 21,000,000 acres of land from public set- 
tlement, he did not have one syllable of testimony before him to 
aid him in saying whether or not that order was just or ee 
It were pare ot of the worst enemy the American people have 
ever . [Applause.] The subject was before a commission, a 
See of scientific gentlemen, undoubtedly respectable, un- 

oubtedly honorable, and undoubtedly upright. They went to 
the country for what purpose? For the alleged p of investi- 
gating the lands that they were to set apart as timber-reservation 

nds. As was stated by one gentleman truthfully, in his State 
they did not come within 40 miles of the reservation. In my 
State there was one reservation they were not on, nor within 
many miles of it. They sat down in the quiet parlors of the re- 
spective hotels in the various States, and there from their inner 
consciousness they evolved the wonderful results that were laid 


upon the President’s table, and upon them he based his order; but 
the gentleman from Iowa, as 1 said before, could not avoid bring- 
ei, 7 something of selfish motives. 

. LACEY. I will ask my friend if he is not trenching a little 
upon ri * in attacking these gentlemen that Mr. Cleveland 
appointed? 

Ir. HARTMAN. I do not think so. I have not questioned 
their integrity. Ihave said, on the contrary, that they were hon- 
orable men, and that they were honest and upright men; but that 
they knew absolutely nothing abont the subject they were report- 
ing upon. 

hat is what I have said, and [ will ask the gentleman from 
Iowa, and I want an answer. If these gentlemen went no closer 
than 40 miles to these reservations without giving any closer ex- 
amination and making their reports without that examination, 
how much does he think their examination amounts to? Honor 
bright, is it worth a moment's consideration? 

r. LACEY. Ihave no meansof 9 8 01 whether my friend's 
statement is correct or not, but I should like to ask him a ques- 
tion. He lives in Montana. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Ido. 

Mr. LACEY. How much of the reservations there ought to be 
included? Honor bright! 

Mr. HARTMAN. Now, Iwill answer the gentleman. I donot 
know; but I do knowa great deal more than those gentlemen 
who have 8 on that matter. 

Mr. LACEY. How much ought to be included in the order? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I will tell you. The only way in which to 
properly ascertain it will be to spend four, five, six, eight, or ten 
or more months, not in an examination respecting the lands in the 
parlors of a hotel, but on the lands themselves; and if I were 
asked to go out there, I would make such an examination, and 
would not make it with a blue pencil on a map in the sacred pre- 
cincts of a hotel parlor and then call it an investigation. Thatis 
the kind of investigation our scientific commission made; but, as I 
said, the gentleman can not avoid jumping upon some great min- 
ing company. Why, I supposed that it was the pu and 
intent of this Government to encourage the great mining industry. 
Accord to the gentleman from Iowa, it seems not. It seems 
from his idea that a man who goes into the mining business is a 
criminal per se. Do you know what that one company that you 
have so great an animosity against has done for the United States 
in the last twelve months? It has marketed in this country 
126,000,000 pounds of copper, at an re of about 108 cents a 
pound, and paid out in wages and for supp ies over $10,000,000. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman is mistaken. 
to the Anaconda mine. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then I withdraw the statement. It was the 
gentleman from Arkansas who referred to it, 

Mr. LACEY. Iwas referring tothe Home Stake gold mine. I 
took a gold mine for comment, use I thought the gentleman 
from Montana was so prejudiced in favor of silver that I could 
not make so much impression on him if I took a silver mine. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I am not prejudiced in favor of silver. I 
want gold also, but I want both gold and silver. [Laughter.] 
I was going on to say, Mr. Chairman, that Montana’s copper 
mines produced in one year over $26,000,000 in money. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, the mine producing that amount of money, 
could not its owners afford to pay for their timber instead of try- 
He, Fag get it free of charge from the public domain? 

r. HARTMAN. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, the dis- 
tances that timber has to be transported in that country and the 
great cost of wages—for wages there are higher than they are in 
the East, and Iam glad of it, and I want them always to be higher 
the great distances that timber has to be transported and the ex- 
pense of railroad transportation adds greatly to the cost; so that, 
as has been stated by one of my 9 re, the cost reaches 
as high as $15, $18, or $20 per thousand by the time the timber is 
delivered at the mine, and men could not afford to carry on many 
of the mines in the great West unless they were able to get their 
timber upon the terms on which they have got it in the past. 

Again, take lead. The price has been going downhill, and it 
will continue to go downhill as long as the American people un- 
dertake to do business upon a contracting standard of money. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] The price of lead and other 
commodities has been going down, and it is still going down, and 
it will continue to do so, and yet you propose to close up many of 
the mines, which are barely able to make both ends meet under 
existing laws. If they had to pay the Government for the timber 
which they require, many mines that are now just able to run 
would be forced to close. 

Mr. Chairman, there are many things which I should like to 
add, but my time is limited. I desire, however, to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to one matter before I close. It is in con- 
nection with the circular which the gentleman from South Dakota 
sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read. There was an express pro- 
vision that a publication should be made in the papers a certain 


Iwas not referring 
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number of times, that notice should be given of the hearings on 
the question of the setting apart of these reserves. 
Now, I desire to say that not one syllable of notice was ever 
given to a Representative, or a Senator, or a State officer, ora citi- 
zen residing within the limits of our State of the intention of the 
commission to recommend the setting aside of these reserves; 
and upon that condition of affairs the President enters judgment. 
No notice, no knowledge, nothing but the naked order. Isubmit 
that the Senate amendment ought to be concurred in. 
Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Utah 
My. KING]. 
E Mr. KING. If the gentleman from Montana has not concluded 
what he desired to say, I will give way to him. 
Mr. SAYERS. I have yielded to the gentleman from Utah, but 
if he does not wish to occupy the time, I will give it to somebody 
else. 


[Mr. KING addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has now two 
minutes, 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not care to occupy the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate being concluded, theamend- 
ments will now be read for consideration and discussion under the 
five-minute rule. 

The first amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On page 4, after the word “ purchase,” in line 4, insert the words by con- 
demnation or otherwise.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee recommend con- 
currerce in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On page, 6 strike out the following: 
“For public building at Topeka, Kans.: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase 50 fect front of ground, or so much thereof as may be 
needed, adjacent to the ground now owned by the Government on which the 
public building at e Kans., 2 asa post-office and other Govern- 
ment offices, is located, not to exceed $25,000; and to enable the Secretary = 
an 


Provided, That the plans, specifications, and t said b 

shall be previously made and approved according to law: And provided fur 
ther. That said building, so en une to danger from fire 
in adjacent buildings by an open space of not leas 40 feet on the north.” 


Mr.CANNON. I move that the Committee of the Whole recom- 
mend concurrence in that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The third amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

After line 4, on page 13, insert: 

For completing the removal of Cape San Blas light station, Florida, to 
Blacks Island, $4,500.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will give us 
some explanation as to the necessity of this appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON. I submit the motion to concur in this amend- 
ment. In 1890 an appropriation was made to reconstruct this 
light house. A change of site was necessary in consequence of the 
encroachments of the sea. Legal difficulties in the way of getting 
another site have led to delay, but finally the site has been ob- 
tained and $20,000 expended. The amount named in this amend- 
ment is necessary to complete the work. I ask the Clerk to read 
a dispatch which TI received on this subject from the chief officer 
of the Light-House Service. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon. J. G. CANNON: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 10, 1897. 


5 JOHN MELLIS, Engineer Secretary. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in this morning's 
paper we see that the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means has announced to the country that one of the 


results of the enactment of the pending tariff bill will be the re- 
tirement or impounding of the greenbac We have feared that 
the Republican majority wo do this by direct legislation, but 


in this interview the distinguished Republican leader tells us that 
the pending tariff bill will create a surplus and that the Govern- 
ment will avail itself of this condition to withhold greenbacks, 
and it is clear that such a policy would finally result in all green- 
backs finding their last and eternal resting p in the vaults of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. CANNON. To whom does the gentleman refer as having 
made that statement? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. To the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. I am quoting the statement as I find it 
in an interview in the New York Journal. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. T hope the gentleman will take some better 
authority than that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think it possible to pro- 
duce better authority than the New York Journal. It is edited 
with great enterprise and ability, and bids fair to become one of 
the leading journals of the world. It says the interview— 

Was dictated by Mr. DINGLEY to a stenographer, then written out and 
carefully revised. By him. 

Certainly it will not and can not be denied that very many 
prominent Republicans have boldly expressed the views which the 
Journal attributes to the distinguished Republican leader, Mr. 
Dincuey. I think it is exactly in accord with what we have all 
feared would be the determined policy of the Republican party. 

This is not a new Republican idea; it was earnestly demanded 
more than two years ago. In my speech on the tariff bill on this 
floor December 26, 1895 (page 528 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD), 
I used the following language: 

The Republican leaders tell us that they desire this additional revenue in 
order that the money thus received for customs 8 be used to pay the run- 
ning expenses of the Government, and thus enable the Secre of the 
Treasury to withhold greenbacks and Treasury notes and thus retain them 
in the Treasury. The advocates of this bill lly disclaim any desire to 
FFF 
detrimental anit would be to enact a law providing for their canceliadion. 

At that time it cansed no alarm in the country because it was 
evident that the tariff bill then proposed would not become the 
law. The condition is changed now and the renewal of these 
assertions, admissions, and intimations have alarmed the coun- 
try and given additional proof that the evils which appear upon 
the face of the tariff bill, dangerous and disastrous as they are 
to the best interests of the country, are only a of that which 
we have to apprehend from that measure. It admonishes us 
in tones which can not be mistaken that ‘the tariff battle in- 
volves all that is dear to those who love to defend the right and 
interest of the great mass of our industrial people; and I feel im- 
pe to avail myself of the first opportunity to present to this 

onorable body some additional facts and statistics which have 
come in my mind and which I think utterly refute the theory of 
the advocates of the protective principle which runs through the 
tariff bill referred to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
in his interview with the New York Journal. 

In order to discuss this question in the light which I have in 
my mind, I shall state the condition of industries during each of 
tur K. ee od foll D 

irst. The peri oHowing our great Democratic victories of 
1882 and 1884 and closing at the end of 1890, the date of the en- 
actment of the McKinley bill. 

Second. The four years of the existence of the McKinley bill. 

2 5 18 The year 1895, the first year of the operation of the Wil- 
son bill. 

My assertion is that history shows that the first period followin 
the Democratic victory of 1852 was one of the greatest industri 
developments that this country has ever experienced, while, at the 
same time, all Euro industries were languishing, the reason 
being that the victories of 1882 and 1884 were the Saar of a pledge 
on the part of the American people to revise their tariff so as to 
invite the trade of theentire world. These same victories informed 
our rival European manufacturing countries that the United States 
would contend with them for the world's markets, and that neces- 
sarily had the effect of discouraging development in those countries. 

The passage of the McKinley bill in 1890 reversed these condi- 
tions, the tendency being to confine United States producers to 
United States markets, leaving the balance of the world, com- 
prising 96 pr cent of its population, as the customers for rival 
nations. The consequence was a depression in American indus- 
tries and a stimulation of most of the European industries. 

In 1894 the passage of the Wilson bill again reversed these con- 
ditions, and from that time the development of American industries 
has again become encouraged and stimulated. 

Before reading the statistics which substantiate the position 
which I have taken, I will briefly refer to some points which I 
think I have heretofore conclusively established. 

In speeches which I have had the honor to make upon this floor, 
Ithink I have unquestionably sustained the following propositions: 

First. That in many industries labor is higher in ee and than 
in America, and that with rare exceptions labor is best paid in 
countries where tariffs are lowest, and that labor is paid the least 
in many countries which maintain very high tariffs, the obvious 
reason being that nations which seek to extend the market for their 
products to the entire world create a greater demand than nations 
N to circumscribe the business of its people to their own 
country. 

Second. That Republican restrictive laws are very injurious and 
detrimental to a country like ours, which has but 4 per cent of the 
world’s population. and which produces, as we do, one-half the 
staple products of the earth, viz, 30 percent of theiron ore, 30 per 
cent of the coal, 33 cent of the pig iron, 38 per cent of the steel, 
20 per cent of the wheat, 87 per cent or more of the corn, and 70 
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per cent of the cotton, and thatsuch laws are especially disastrous 
to farm products, which depend so largely upon foreign markets. 

Third. That Republican tariff and financial legislation has re- 
duced our exports of wheat from $232,000,000 to $42,848,251 and our 
exports of corn from 54,279,608 bushels to 13,355,950 bushels and 
the price to about one-half. 

Fourth. That by inviting retaliation they in three years reduced 
our exports of cotton-seed oil to Mediterranean ports from 6,997,796 
gallons to 415,611 gallons. 

Fifth. That Republican financial and tariff legislation has re- 
duced farm values and the price of farm products to less than 
one-half their former value. 

Sixth. That while protective tariff creates a few millionaires, it 
at the same time reduces millions to poverty and many to pau- 
perisin. 

Seventh. That the farm home has produced the great men of 
this country; and that there has been found the maximum of 
virtue, intelligence, and manhood. 

Eighth. That the farm home is being destroyed by Republican 
legislation and is being supplanted by a system of tenantry. 

inth. That the country school and the country church are de- 
creasing in consequence of Republican centralizing legislation. 

Tenth. That the passage of the McKinley bill was followed b; 
reducing wages, closing factories and discharge of operatives, an 
the enactment of the Wilson bill was followed by reopening closed 
factories and increase of wages. 

Eleventh. That the rich upon one side and the laboring people 
of our country on the other are rapidly becoming separate classes, 
with distinctions which, if Republican legislation is continued, 
must constantly become more marked if possible than those which 
divide the nobility and peasantry of monarchical and imperial 
governments. 

I think I have also shown very clearly that a protective-tariff 
law, such as is now sought to be enacted, always bas and inevi- 
tably must have a detrimental effect upon a large majority of 
American industries and upon the general industrial position of 
the United States, and that such laws have resulted in benefiting 
the industries of those nations which are our rivals in industrial 
and commercial development. i 


FOUR GREAT DEMOCRATIC TRUTHS. j 


In further substantiation of this general proposition, I shall now 
endeavor to show— 

First. That after the t Democratic victory of 1882 upon the 
tariff question, every industry in the United Stated was energized 
and nearly every iron, coal, and kindred industry in Europe ex- 

rienced a depression, which increased year by year until the 

es victory of 1888, followed by the enactment of the 
McKinley bill of 1890. : 

Second. That the Republican victory on the question of tariff 
in 1888 and the enactment of the McKinley bill revived and stimu- 
lated iron, coal, and kindred industries in nearly every nation 
in Europe and depressed nearly every industry in the United 
States. 7 

Third. That the enactment of the McKinley law caused a de- 
pression of all industries in the United States, and the general 
effect of the law proved to be beneficial to European industries. 

Fourth. That the passage of the Wilson bill repealing excessive 
tariff laws, and thus inviting trade with the world, had the effect 
to stimulate all American industries and the general effect in 
many foreign industries was depressing. X : 

In a speech I had the honor to make in this House seven years 
ago, when the McKinley bill was under consideration, I asserted 
that the passage of a bill increasing the tariff taxation upon arti- 
cles similar to the products of our factories and our farms would 
inevitably result in a depression of prices, in a decrease of the 
demand, in a decrease of production in our country, and a corre- 
sponding increase in price and production in those countries which 
compete with us in all parts of the world. As I have the RECORD 
in my hand, I will read a short extract from my speech of May 9, 
1890: 

PREDICTIONS FULLY VERIFIED. 

The advocates of the bill now before the House tell us that it will stop the 
importation of all manufactured articles which can be made with American 
labor, and they are so ignorant of the great laws of trade and commerce as to 
exultingly boast of the injurious effect the McKinley bill will have upon 
toreign industries. 

1 want to say here and now, and I want it to be remembered that I assert 
this billis framed so as to especially favor the general policy of the English 
commercial system, and I further assert that it will not be regarded with 
disfavor by the statesmen who control that system. 

Any action upon our part which cuts off or limits the commercial relations 
of the United States with the rest of the world will be to the advantage of 
English manufacturers and English commerce and will go far toward adding 
to the supremacy of England upon the oceans of the world. It is true that 
some manufacturers of England who are engaged in the production of arti- 
cles particularly adapted to our market will be subjected to losses, but the 
great bulk of English trade and commerce will ultimately be the beneficia- 
ries of the suicidal policy upon which the McKinley bill is based. 

Of course my remarks applied to other European commercial 
rivals as well as England. 

I hold in my hand the Annual Reports of the American Iron 


and Steel Association, This association is the head, front, and 
central focus of the principle of tariff protection. The main pur- 
pose of its annual publication is to present arguments favorable 
to the idea of protective tariff. 

The statistics which we find in these books may, therefore, cer- 
tainly be considered as favorable as possible to the Republican 
idea of protection. 

These reports are prepared by Mr. James M. Swank, the secre- 
vey. of the association, and they can not be recommended too 
highly for their accuracy and great value. 

hile the members of the association are protectionists, and 
most of them extreme protectionists, they are gentlemen of very 
high standing, intelligence, and integrity, and their reports are 
fair and accurate statements of the condition of the coal, iron, and 
steel industries of the world. 

The arguments made by those who favored the McKinley bill 
were that it would enlarge the market for American products and 
thus stimulate American industries. 

My argument in support of the Democratic theory was just the 
reverse. We contended that producing as we did at that time 
more than one-third of the staple products of the earth, and hay- 
ing but one twenty-fifth of the population, the only possible way 
to stimulate and extend our industries was to as far as possible 
open the markets of the world to the products of American toil. 

I will read statements and statistics of industries in this country 
and Europe, and I insist that they abundantly show that after the 
Democratic victory of 1882 all American industries were stimu- 
lated, while European industries were depressed. 

These Republican high-tariff statistics also show that after the 
Republican high-tariff victory of 1888 and the enactment of the 
McKinl ey bill nearly all American industries became depressed 
and nearly all European industries became stimulated and ener- 
gized, and this continued until the Democratic victory and the 
enactment of the Wilson bill of 1894, when American industries 
again became stimulated and energized and many foreign indus- 
tries were depressed, 

I repeat that from these statistics we see that, commencing with 
1883, jos following the t Democratic low-tariff victory of 
1882, followed by the sti ter Democratic tariff-reform vic- 
tory of 1884, all European industries were depressed, while pre- 
cisely the very contrary took place in the United States. 

Impressed by the promise vouchsafed by these Democratic 
tariff reform victories, a promise to exert all efforts to legislate 
so as to invite to us the trade of the world, every United States 
industry was energized and stimulated. 

I copy from page 78 of Mr. Swank’s report for 1895 the figures 
which show the production in the United States of leading arti- 
cles from 1882 to 1890: 


GREAT DEMOCRATIC PROGRESS IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table showing United States production of leading articles from just prior to 
the date of Democratic tarif’-reform victory of 1882 to date of ‘McKinley tarif- 
protection enactment. 

Produc- | Produc- 
Agne, | prodno. | wa at | aion oF, 
Calendar year. of Lake iron N pa obs 
Superior | in United in United in United 
iron ore. | States. States. States. 
Gross tons. Gross tons. Gross tons. Gross tons. 
2,306,505 | 4,144,254 | 1,588,814 1, 646, 518 
2,965,412 | 4,623,323 | 1,736, 692 1,507, 851 
2,353,288 | 4,595,510 | 1,673,535 1,214, 905 
2,518,602 | 4,007,808 | 1,550,879 1, 022, 188 
2,466,372 | 4,044,526 | 1,711,920 976, 978 
3,568,022 | 5,683,229 | 2,562,508 1, 600, 587 
4,790,577 | 6,417,148 | 3,339,071 2,139, 640 
5,063,693 | 6,489,738 | 2,800,440 1, 403, 700 
7,202,754 | 7,608,642 | 3,385,732 1, 522, 204 
9,012,379 | 9,202,708 | 4,277,071 1, 885, 307 


During this same period the production of iron ore in the United 
Firs increased from 7,120,362 tons in 1880, to 16,036,033 tons in 
1890. 

This wonderful prosperity, this remarkable increase in manu- 
factured products, was due to Democratic legislation. It was due 
to the silver legislation of the Democratic paray enacted over the 
veto of a Republican President, and also due to the Democratic 
victories of 1882 and 1884, which promised the people tariff laws 
framed so as to be in the interest of the people and not so as to be 
in the interest of a few monopolists, and yet, in the face of this 
wonderful Democratic development, the Republican party, con- 
trolling as they did every branch of the Government, forced the 
odious ang destructive McKinley bill through Congress and enacted 
it into law. 

When the Republican party enacted the McKinley bill, besides 
having before them this information of the great progress of Amer- 
ican industries under Democratic low-tariff victories, they had the 
positive evidence that this very same condition, this prospect of a 
tariff in the interest of the people and in the interest of enlarged 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


973 


markets for American products, had had the effect to most seri- 
ously depress and retard the material development of our European 
orale. hey had before them the positive fact that while we had 
been so rapidly increasing our production the production of like 
articles in Europe had been most seriously decreased. 

To prove this, I will read to the House tables which I have pre- 
pared from the publications of the same protective association, 
called “The American Iron and Steel Association.” I read from 
their annual report, giving statistics for 1894, I first read their 
statements regarding English industries: 

DEPRESSION IN ENGLAND FOLLOWING DEMOCRATIC VICTORIES. 


Table showing Great Britain's production of iron ore, consumption of iron ore, 
: uction of pig iron and steel and steel rails, and depression therein for 
he years following the Democratic victories of 1882 and 188} down to and 
including 1890. 


1 Consum Produc- Production Produc- 
Year. 555 tono tionof | ofsteel | tion of 
iron ore. | pig iron. ingots. | steel rails, 
Gross tons. | Gross tons. Gross eser tons. Gross tons, 
18, 081, 95. 21.721. 8,588,680 | 1,673, 1, 235, 785 
17,383, 20,964,119 | 8,529,300 | 1,553,380 1,097,174 
16,137,887 | 19,291,020 | 7,811,727 | 1,299,676 TS, 
15,417,982 | 18,731,470 | 7,415,469 | 1,304,127 706, 583 
14, 110,013 7,406,223 | 7,000,754 | 1,570,520 730, 343 
098,04) | 17,811,409 | 7,559,518 | 2,089,403 1,021, 847 
14,590,713 | 18,616,901 | 7,998,969 | 2,082,794 79, 
14,546,105 | 19,060,627 | 8,322,824 | 2,140,791 943, 048 
13, 780, 767 | 18,745,226 | 7,904,214 | 2,014,843 1,019, 606 


It will be seen from the above that the production of iron ore, 
pig iron, steel rails, and the consumption of iron ore gradually 
in Great Britain from the moment that the elections in 
this country told the world that our legislation would seek to 
open the markets of the world for the sale therein of American 
products. It will also be seen that this depression continued until 
the Republican victory of 1888 and the enactment of the McKin- 
ley law in 1890, which told the world that the tariff legislation of 
the United States would be in the interest of a few monopolists, 
and that it would have the tendency to largely confine the sale of 
American products to American people. 
I will now give statistics as to depression in Belgium. 
DEPRESSION IN BELGIUM AFTER OUR DEMOCRATIC VICTORIES. 


Table showing Belgium's production of iron ore, pig iron, steel, and steel rails 
and the depression t Sor years following United States Democratic 
victory of 1882, all metric tons. 


Produc- | Produe- | Produc | Produc- 
Year. tion of tion of tion of tion of 
iron ore. | pig iron. steel. 1 


We see that the same influences which caused the reduction in 
the productive industries of Great Britain also affected Belgium, 


their production of iron ore, 
155 falling off from 1882 to 1 
slight increase took place after that date, due very probably 
to the Republican high-tariff victory of 1888. 
DEPRESSION IN FRANCE FOLLOWING OUR DEMOCRATIC VICTORIES. 
Production of iron ore and pig iron in France from 1881 to 1890 
was as follows: 


Table showing production of iron ore and pig iron in France from 1881 to 1390, 
4 and the depression during those years. 


pis iron, steel, and steel rails gradu- 


Production | Production 
of iron ore. | of pig iron. 


Production | Production | 


of iron ore. | of pig iron. Year. 


Year. 


Metric tons. Mea tons. Metric tons. | Metric tons. 
- U 


8, 467, 251 039, 067 „285, 516.574 
8, 297, 853 2, 069, 430 2, 579, 465 1, 567, 622 
2,976, 948 1,871,537 | 2,841,757 1,683, 49 
2,818, 104 1,630,648 | 070, 1,733, 


It will be seen that the production of iron ore and pig iron in 
France fell gradually from 1882 to 1890. 
DEPRESSION IN GERMANY FOLLOWING DEMOCRATIC VICTORIES. 


Production of steel rails in Germany from 1381 to 1590; also showing depression 
during those years. 


Year. Metric tons. Year. Metric tons. 
505 188 1886 ~~ „„ 301, 635 
473,560 || 187 456, 219 
400, 248 || 188 435, 
42. | 1889 4x7, 


It will be seen that even in Germany the production of steel 
rails decreased from 1882 to 1890. - 


DEPRESSION IN ITALY FOLLOWING OUR DEMOCRATIC VICTORIES. 


Table showing the amount of iron ore 5 rom Elba to various countries 
From 1880 to 1899, and showing depression during those years. 


Metric tons. 


It will be seen that the exports of iron ore from Elba also fell 
off from 1880 to 1890. 

I submit to the House that these statistics which I have pro- 
duced show beyond any question that our manufacturing indus- 
tries received a greatimpetus from the Democratic financial legis- 
lation and the eN Democratic victories of 1882 and 1834, and the 
statistics also show that this caused a great depression of Euro- 
pean industries of like character. Iholdin my hand the reports 
from which these statistics are taken—the reports of the American 
Iron and Steel Association—the one dated April 25, 1887. I read 
from page 79: 

From 1883 to the latter part of 1886 there was a constant. tendency toward 
restricted production in some of the iron-producing countries of Europe, and 
toward lower prices in all of them. The timeswere hard. The general situ- 
ation was worse in 1884 than in 1883, worse in 1885 than in 1884, and worse in 
the greater part of 1888 than in 1885. The depression during the four years 
mentioned was, however, most felt in Great tain. 

The report then proceeds: 

In these four years her exports of iron and steel have greatly declined, 
and all the other evidences of a severe depression have been conspicuously 
and often painfully ma 5 

On page 81 the report says: 

The Belgian iron trade experienced in 1886 à lower range of prices than it 
had known for many years. 

The report continues: 

The depression in the iron trade of Belgium in the early part of 1886 was 
— by other industries, and particularly by the coal producers and their 
wor en. 

Belgium's production of coal, iron ore, pig iron, and steel was 
much less in 1886 than it was in 1885. 

The same report says: 

The German iron trade was greatly depressed during the larger part of 


1886, and for the first time in many years the G production of pig iron 
declined. But the depression was most felt in the exceedingly low prices 
which prevailed. 

In 1886 Germany’s decrease in the production of pig iron as com- 
pared with 1885 was 347,630 tons. 

On page 82 the report says: 


The French iron trade in 1886 was characterized by the and de- 
termined resistance of French manufacturers to the demands of consumers 
for lower prices. 


Her production in pig iron was 122,798 tons less in 1886 than it 
was in 1885. Her manufactured iron was 15.217 tons less in 1886 
than it was in 1885, and her production of steel was 86,926 tons 
less in 1886 than it was in 1885. Mr. Swank says: 

However, the fact that production decreased is one of considerable signifi- 
cance, as may be observed of the iron trade of Germany for the same year. 

Continuing, on page 82, the report says: 
fae iron trade of Austria was dull and lifeless during the greater part of 


On page 83 Mr. Swank says: 


In other and less prominent iron-producing countries of the Continent the 
condition of the iron trade in 1886 was especially marked by very low prices 
during the greater part of the year. 


On the same page I read as follows: 


The production of coal in Great Britain in 1886, according to the rts of 
Her jesty’s inspectors of mines, was 157,518,482 gross tons, inst 159,351,418 
tons in 1885, 160,757,779 tons in 1884. and 163,737,827 tons in 1 A steady de- 
cline in production since 1683 be noticed. 

On page 84 Mr. Swank says: 

The pig-iron production of 1886 was the smallest of any year since 1870, and 
was only 12 730 tons above the production of 1872. 


On page 85 the same doleful tale is continued: 

In all the leading iron- producing districts, except Lancashire, West Cum. 
berland, Lincolnshire, and Northamptonshire, there was a falling off in 1886 
as compared with 1885, The most remarkable decline occurred in South 
Wales, when the reduction in 1885 was not less than 131,711 tons. 


A necessary consequence of this depressed condition of trade 
was a vast accumulation of unsold stocks, and on page 85 Mr, 
Swank continues his report in these words: 

At the close of 1886 the stocks of unsold pig iron in Great Britain amounted 
to 2,491,506 tons inst 2,352,109 tons at the close of 1885, showing an increase 
of 139,337 tons. ese are the largest stocks of pig iron that have ever been 


held in Great Britain at the close of any year. e stocks held at the close 
— were exactly 50 per cent larger than the stocks on hand at the close of 


On page 87 Mr. Swank makes this statement: 

Mr. Jeans says that the production of puddled iron in the United Kingdom 
in ied ae to 1,616,701 tons, which is a decrease of 204,424 tons on the 
make of 1885. 
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Mr. Swank, page 63 of his r of 1888, gives the figures of 
the productions in Sweden and Norway of iron ore, pig iron, bar 
iron, and rods, Martin iron and steel, plates and nails, all of which 
shows that the products in 1886 were much less than the products 
of those countries in 1885. 

Mr. Swank, in his report of April 1, 1889, says: 

In our last two annual reports we a given somewhat in detail the 


course of the European iron trade to the close of 1887. Commenc- 
ing with the former year, a very serious depression the iron 
trade. 


These statistics show conclusively that the iron, coal, and steel 
industries in Europe were in a very serious if not disastrous con- 
dition, and they show that this disastrous decline in those Euro- 
pean industries had been growing worse and worse each year since 
the great Democratic victory of 1882, which was accepted as a 
rebuke by the American oop of the Republican idea of protec- 
tive, exclusive, and prohibitory tariff legislation. 

The Democratie party had come into power in the United States 
with a declared determination to solicit commercial intercourse 
with the entire world. These principles were enunciated in the 
national, State, and Congressional Democratic platforms of 1876 
and 1880, the State and Congressional Democratic platforms of 
1882, which so gloriously carried the to victory, and the 
national, State, and Con; ional platforms of 1884, which were 
again overwhelmingly victorious, and 8 were daily 
reasserted in Congress and in the leading y Democratic news- 
papers of the United States. 

san inevitable consequence of Democratic victories and Demo- 
cratic legislation, all the industries of the United States became 
energized and prosperous and the industries of their rival Euro- 
pean nations languished and became depressed. 

Having proved conclusively that after the Democratic victories 
of 1876, 1882, and 1884, and the contemporaneous silver legislation 
and the promise to the world of lower tariff laws, all industries in 
the United States enjoyed a wonderful and constantly increasing 

rosperity, and that during that same period the industries of our 
5 rivals were undergoing depression and a constant de- 
erease of production and productive energy, I will now proceed 
to show the effect upon our industries of the Republican victories 
of 1888, and the enactment of the e peg financial legislation 
of 1890, and the passage of the McKinley high-tariff law of the 
5 3 to that the assertion i hof 

am now p prove that the on in my speech o 
May 9, 1890, which I have quoted, has become fully and absolutely 
verified. I am prepared to proye that the enactment of the 
McKinley bill, then under consideration, has resulted as I pre- 
dicted in the depression of the industries of the United Statesand 
the building up and energizing of nearly all European industries. 
AMERICAN DEPRESSION UNDER M'KINLEY BILL. 

I first present a table showing the shipments of iron ore from 
Lake Superior productions of iron ore and pig iron, production 
of steel, and production of iron and steel rails in the United States 
for each of the calendar years 1890, 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894, 
which gives the production of the year 1890 just preceding the 
o tion of the. McKinley tariff bill; and following these figures 

table gives the production of these articles during the years 
1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894, which comprise the entire period of the 
existence of that destructive and disastrous measure. 

It will be seen that in the year EE preceding the opera- 
tion of the McKinley tariff law, we had reached the high-water 
mark of prosperity in these manufacturing industries, and it will 
also be seen that after the enactment of the destructive McKinley 
law the production in all these industries fell, and the tendency 
was one of depression during the entire period that that destruc- 
tive enactment remained as the law of our land. 

Table 8 iron ore, pig i steel, and iron and steel rails 
én the Un States during 1890, before the McKinley bill was enacted, and 
ing thé depression and decrease in American production during 

the four years that this destructive bill was the law of the land. 


Production in United States of 


Calendar year. 


aw of the land, and in the third line I give the uction during 
the Democratic Wilson bill-was 


the year 1895, the first year that 
in operation. 


Table showing American production in 1890, before the McKinley bill was en- 


acted; also the average production during the four years that the Me Kinde. 
bill was oe tnd er land, and also — the 2 — in ‘production 
Total Production in United States of— 
Parka: ae goad 
eri of Lake 
All kinds | Iron and 
Superior | Iron ore. | Pig iron. of steel. steel rails. 


iron ore. 


Kin y 2 9,012,879 | 16,088,043 | 9,202,708 | 4,277,071 1,885, 307 
Average during 
four years of Mc- s 
ey bill 7,485,303 | 13,588,788 | 8,054,690 | 4,815,902 1,244,312 
1895, e of 
Wilson --------| 10,438,268 | 15,927,614 | 9,446,308 | 6,114,834 1,306,135 


M'KINLEY BILL ENERGIZED EUROPEAN INDUSTRIES. 


Having proved conclusively the disastrous effect of the McKin- 
ley bill upon American industries, I will now proceed to prove 
that its effect was to energize and instill life, p ess, and im- 
provement into the industries of our European riv: 

To do this, I present tables of figures which I have prepared 
from the published reports of the Iron and Steel Association, the 
protective organization from which I have taken all these figures. 

The tables are as follows: 

Tables showing production in Germany, France, Belgium, Sweden, and Canada 
duri hy aA year 1890, the year before the McKinley bill went into operation, 


and the increase during the years 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1894, the years the 
McKinley bill existed and was depressing American industries. 


The figures represent metric tons.] 
GERMANY. 


for Sweden, but it 


does not give statistics of c 
1893 is the largest yet 


The Ppor 
says, The production of coal for the year 
recorded.” 


CANADA. 


In further proof of the energizing effect of Democratic tariff leg- 
islation, I give some statistics from the American Iron and Steel 
Association report for 1895, printed May 20, 1896: 

COKE. 

On page 58 we see that in 1890, before the passage of the Mc- 
Kinley bill, the shipment of coke from the Connellsville 
region amounted to $12,443,036. It then fell under the operation 
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of the blighting effects of the McKinley bill; gradually fell in 
1894, it only 85,454. 451, and then, under the stimulating and 
beneficent effect of the Democratic idea as in the Wil- 
Son bill, the gross value of shipments rose the first year that the 
Wilson bill had full operation to $9,893,325 and the tonnage in- 
creased to a greater amount than was ever before known. 

COAL. 


On the same page we see our e of coal increased from 
8,636,831 tons in 1894 under the McKinley bill to 3,682,693 under 
the Wilson bill in 1895, an increase of 46,362 tons. 


ROLLED IRON AND STEEL. 


The production of rolled iron and steel fell from 6,022,875 tons 
in 1890 to 4,642,211, all under the McKinley bill, and then rose in 
1895 under the Wilson bill to 6,189,574. 


d MIXED ANTHRACITE AND COKE PIG IRON. 


In 1891 we produced 1,866,108 tons of mixed anthracite and bitu- 
minous pig iron, and under the blighting effects of the Repub- 
Tican McKinley bill this production fell in 1894 to 914,742, and in 
1895, under the beneficent effects of the Democratic Wilson bill, 
‘this production rose to 1,270,899 tons. 


CHARCOAL PIG TRON. 


In 1891 we uced 576,964 tons of charcoal pig iron, and un- 
der the blighting effects of the ee doves this production de- 
creased to 222,422 tons, and under the eficent and inspiring 
effect of the Democratic Wilson bill the production increased in 
1895 to 225,341 tons. 

BITUMINOUS PIG IRON. 


In 1892 we produced 6,822,226 tons of bituminous*coal and coke 

ig iron, and then, under the blighting and disastrous effect of the 
Republican McKinley bill, this production fell in 1894 to 5,520,224 
tons, and under the eficent effects of the Democratic Wilson 
‘bill the production rose to 7,950,068. But to conclusively and 
thorou, iy show the country the benefit of the Wilson bill, 1 now 
assert that, notwithstanding the disastrous results from the gold- 
standard legislation, the manufacturing interests have prospered 
far more happily under the Wilson bill than they did under the 
McKinley bill. 

INCREASED PRODUCTION UNDER WILSON BILL. 

To prove this at a glance, I copy from the same report of the 
American Iron and Steel Association, page 61, the statistics of pro- 
duction in 1894 and 1895: 


Subject. 1895. 

Production of pig iron gross tons 6, 657, 388 9,446, 308 
Production of nv age and ferro-manganese in- 

cluded in pig iron . Kross tons. 120,180 171, 724 
Production o hoop, sk and structural iron 

TTT gross tons.. 2,155, 875 3, 005, 765 
Production of iron. and steel, structural shapes, in- 

cluded above . gross tons. 380,305 517,902 

Production of iron and steel rods do... 673, 402 791, 130 
Production of plate and sheet iron and steel, ex- 

cept nail pat tons. 682. 000 991,450 
uction of iron and steel cut n and cut 

CORRE vast K kegs of 100 pounds. 2,425, 060 2,129, 894 
Production of iron and steel wire nails, kegs of 100 

SDDS ince hos cna sclie malonate EAA 5,681, 801 5, 841,403 
Production of all rolled iron and steel, including 

cut nails and excluding rails eee tons 4. 883,430 
Production of all rolled iron and steel, including 

both nails and rails tons. 6,189, 57 

„200, 28, 

5, 810 

1,306, 135 

163, 109 

4,909, 128 

1,137,182 

67, 666 

6,114, 834 

7.25 

193, 801,073 

ä „772. 138 

5, 062, 838 

15, 957, 614 

24,153 

consumption of iron o do. 17, 258, 080 
Shipments of an te coal from the mines in 

F TTT—TbTbTbT0TTTT S gross tons.. 46,511,477 
Exports of anthracite and bituminous coal, gross 

F AA E, 3, 682, 693 

EC wed Abo MAYS DNAn te Ree Fear andel 5 
.. HS Ä. 

Immigrauts in the year ended December 31 3%, 330 


WILSON BILL STIMULATES EXPORTS. 


I will now present a table showing our exports of merchandise 
during the last year of the McKinley bill and showing the in- 
crease, especially that of manufactured goods, the first year of 
the Wilson bill, and the phenomenal increase of exports, especially 
that of manufactured goods, the second year of the Wilson bill. 


Chicago and Alton 


ear 1894, the 

} 2 st year of the 

the remarkable increase in 1896, the second year of the Wil- 
EXPORTS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Twelve months ending December— 


United States exports of merchandise during the 


last year of the McKinley bill; the increase during 1895, the 
Wilson bi 


Table year of 
son bill, : 


Domestic. 


807,312, 16 


This shows that our rts commenced increasing immediately 
after the repeal of the McKinley bill and passage of the Wilson 
bill, and after the Wilson bill had been in operation for one year 
they increased so rapidly that our exports for 1896 exceeded those 
of 1895 by nearly $200,000,000. 

It also shows that during the year immediately following the 
passage of the Wilson bill our exports of manufactured 
were more than 822,000,000 in excess of what they were under the 
McKinley bill, and the next year they increased more than 
$76,000,000. 

WILSON BILL INCREASES ee aay DECREASES IMPORTS OF COTTON 
G S. 

The Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department also gives 
us the gratifying information that the total exports of manufac- 
tured cotton cloths, were in 1895 $10,101,881, and that in 1896 they 
were $16,245,077, and if we include wearing apparel, our exports 
were as follows: In 1895, $14,015,014 and in 1896 $19,840,609. 

The report also shows that while we were so largely increasing 
our exports of cotton goods, the i rts of these articles very 
materially decreased. The imports of cotton cloth, clothing, knit 
Fon, etc., being $35,102,476 in 1895 and falling to $30,847,968 in 
1896. 


DEMOCRATIC SUCCESS RAISES, REPUBLICAN SUCCESS DEPRESSES, PRICES. 

This great energizing and stimulation of American industries, 
following Democratic victories, permeated into and favorably 
affected every enterprise in the land. 

For ten years npor to 1882 the average annual construction of 
railroads was only 4,285 miles, and in 1887 life was so infused into 
such enterprises that we constructed 12,878 miles of railroad dur- 
ing that year. 

Real estate increased in value, factories were erected, demand 
for labor and wages increased; but to show at a glance the effect 
of Democratic success, I give in parallel. columns ‘the prices of 
leading stocks in the New York market just prior to 1882 and the 
prices in 1888, after the beneficial effect of the Democratic vic- 
tories had become manifest; also the prices of the same stocks 


after the effect o the McKinley bill and the Republican financial 
legislation had manifested its 
e table is as follows: 
Table showing value of stocks in New York market just aa to the Democratic 
victory of 1882; also. after the beneficial BS fa oar is — had become 
manif also after the effect af the McKinley and Republican financial 
islation had become manifest. 


etrimental effect. 
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Stocks have ceased to be quoted and in most cases have no value. 
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WILSON BILL INJURES EUROPEAN INDUSTRIES. 


I have been able to find very few statistics of European indus- 
tries since the Wilson bill went into operation, but those I have 
before me corroborate my theory that while the Wilson bill stim- 
ulated American industries, it had a contrary effect upon those of 
our European rivals. 

The production of pig iron in France, under the McKinley bill 
in 1894, was 2,069,714 tons, and in 1895, under the Wilson „it 
decreased to 2,005,889. 

The production of bessemer steel ingots in England was 810,392 
tons the first half of 1894, under the McKinley bill, and the first 
half of 1895, under the Wilson bill, it decreased to 801.860. 

The production of pi iron in Canada was 44,791 tons in 1894, 
under the McKinley bill, and it fell to 37,829 in 1895, after the 
enactment of the Wilson bill. 


THE CONSTITUTION VIOLATED. 


And now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word expressing my 
disapproval of the policy adopted by the Republican majority. 

It is an additional illustration of the truth that the perpetration 
of one wrong leads on to the perpetration of other and greater 
wrongs. 

Our neglect or failure to appoint committees and proceed to 
business, as required by the rules, has caused us to go on step by 
step, violating one duty after another, until we now find ourselves 
trampling the Constitution under our feet. 

Since the present Administration came into power, the manu- 
facturing monopolies of the Northeast and the moneyed power of 
the country have been here demanding that laws be enacted in 
their interest, and they boldly contend that legislation of this 
character was promised them in return for their support of the 
party now in power. 

REPUBLICAN POLICY. 

The distinguished Speaker of the House, with his keen percep- 
tions and knowledge of human nature, readily saw that in the 
present disturbed and depressed condition of the country the 
credulous public would incline to advocate any legislation which 
party managers asserted would give relief, and he readily foresaw 
that to carry out the Republican desire to promptly enact a 
severely protective tariff bill and devise some pan or enact some 
law by which the money in our country would be contracted could 
best be accomplished by confining the attention of Congress and 
the country to these measures. 

He rightly judged that with but one measure before Congress 
the public would become restless at any delay, and, as he ex- 
pressed it, the eyes of the country would be centered on the one 
measure, and they would be disposed to censure Congress if it 
was not prompt to act. 

TARIFF FIRST, CONTRACTION NEXT. 


The tariff bill was therefore first presented, and the understand- 
ing is that when the Dingley bill is enacted into law, Republican 
ingenuity will be exercised to retire the $346,681,016 of greenbacks, 
and this will contract the currency, make money more valuable— 
give it more power—depress prices, stop enterprise, and increase 

istress. 

The Republican leaders correctly judged that if Congress was 
allowed to proceed with general legislation, other measures would 
be brought before us for consideration which would give better 
promise of relief, and in that event the trend of a c thought 
would be to favor them in preference to protective-tariff and gold- 
standard legislation. They knew it would in any event divide 
pose interest, and in that way jeopardize or delay tariff and 

nancial legislation. 

The above seemed to be the reason which induced the Repub- 
licans to adopt such a line of policy. 

The public press asserted that it was thus stated by our dis- 
tinguished Speaker, and the statements of the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. DINGLEY] upon this floor and 
elsewhere have substantially been to the same effect. 

In addition, Senator Mason made a statement of quite similar 

` purport, and Senator Hoar said: 


I think there are parliamentary bodies which adjourn from three days to 
three days, doing nothing in order that the members may get time in the in- 
—— two days to prepare attacks on the Senate for not attending to its 

ess. 


All of which certainly tends to show the reason for the policy 
adopted by Republican leaders. 


IMPOUNDING GREENBACKS WILL NOT STOP GOLD EXPORTS. 


Mr. DInGLey is mistaken in his hast paces that to create a sur- 
pius by an extravagant tariff bill and then withhold and impound 
e greenbacks would stop the withdrawal of gold from the 
Treasury. If he willlook back, he will find that the withdrawals 
and exports of gold and the deficiencies in our receipts have been 
independent of each other. The deficiencies commenced in No- 


vember, 1890, and begun to be continuous in October, 1892, but 
the withdrawals of gold did not commence until July, 1898. 


Let us look at the practical operation of the plan which is as- 
serted to have been determined upon ppa Republican majority. 
The available cash balance now in the Treasury is 8232, 187,896.64. 
Mr. DinGLey states that the tariff bill will increase our revenue 
$113,000,000, and as our cia a are now considerably in excess of 
our expenditures, we would have at the end of the year an avail- 
able cash balance in the Treasury of $345,187,396.64, which would 
be sufficient to easily impound all the outstanding greenbacks, 
which now amount to $247,738,136. 

This being accomplished, the $92,253,627 outstanding Treasury 
notes would be used to withdraw gold from the Treasury, and the 
money power would demand that these Treasury notes be im- 
pounded also. The national-bank currency would then be used 
to create an endless chain to withdraw gold from the Treasury, 
because this currency can be presented at the counters of the 
national banks for redemption, or it can be presented in the reserve 
city where the banks located out of the cities keep their accounts. 

hese reserve banks would of necessity redeem the national- 
bank currency in either greenbacks or gold or standard silver dol- 
lars; but practically they would redeem them in gold, because all 
the greenbacks would be already impounded in the Treasury, and 
there are not more than 50,000,000 standard silver dollars in circu- 
lation, and nearly all of these are in the hands of the people and 
not in possession of the banks. The effect of even partially carry- 
ing out such a policy would bring the country to bankruptcy, re- 
duce the value of cotton, wheat, and corn to one-third their pres- 
ent value, and throw our country into a terrible condition of 
distress. 

CONSTITUTION PART OF OUR RULES. 


* 

The Constitution of the United States is printed in our Manual 
and is a part of our rules of order, and I contend that a point of 
order can be made upon any bill or resolution which is in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, and I insist that any resolution which 
seeks to exercise power, either directly or indirectly, which is in 
violation of the Constitution, is subject to a point of order. This 
has been repeatedly decided by Congress and repeatedly ruled by 
our Speakers. 

This precise question, I believe, has never come before the House, 
but decisions upon very similar drains are numerous. 

Journal of the second session Fifty-third Congress, page 211, it 
was ruled: l 

In the absence of a quorum, a motion to summon a member to the bar to 
pan a for contempt and violation of rule in refusing to vote was held notin 

Journals, first session Twenty-ninth Congress, e 356; second 
session Twenty-ninth Congress, e 843; second session Thirty- 
second Congress, page ; Globe, second session Forty-second 
Congress, page 3857, it was ruled— 

Where less than a quorum is present, a motion to take a recess is not in 
order; and no motion is in order except for a call or to adjourn. 

Journal, second session Fifty-second Congress, page 105, it was 
held that— 

A recess can not be taken, even by unanimous consent, when the record dis- 
closes the absence of a quorum. 

Rules, page 503, says: 

A smaller number than a quorum may adjourn from day to day. 

Journal, second session Fifty-third Congress, pages 318, 819, 
says: 

A quorum was held to be required to discharge the Sergeant-at-Arms from 
further proceeding on a warrant of arrest continued in force after the call of 
the House had terminated. 

Journal, first session Forty-eighth Congress, pages 1385, 1386, 
says: 

When a vote taken by yeas and nays shows that no quorum has voted, it 
is the duty of the Chair, under the Constitution (Article I, section 5), to take 
notice of that fact. 

Journal, third session Forty-second Congress, page 447, says: 


It appearing from the Journal that an order was made when, as appeared 
from the Journal, less than a quorum was present, such order should be 
treated as a nullity. k 

I will now discuss the question from the language of the Con- 
stitution itself, 


LIMIT OF POWER OF LESS THAN A QUORUM. 
Section 5, Article I, of the Constitution reads: 


Each House shall be the judge of the erie tee returns, and qualifications 
of its own members, and a ority of each shall constitute a quorum to do 
business; but a smaller number may ourn from day to day, and may be 
authorized to compel the attendance of absent members in such manner and 
under such penalties as each House may provide. 


I call ial attention to the words “ but a smaller number may 
3 day to day, and I insist that this paragraph defines 
and limits the power granted by the Constitution toa less number 
than a quorum of this body. When Jess than a quorum of this 
House is present, it is not a House of Congress and can not exer- 
cise any powers of Congress except those which are expressed in 
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this paragraph. I will now read the fourth subdivision of this 
paragraph. It is as follows: 

Neither House, during the session of Con; 
of the other, adjourn for more than three 
that in which the two Houses shall be sitting. 

This means that Congress, not a minority, not less than a 
quorum, because such a y would not be Congress and would 
not bea House of Congress. It means that one House of Congress 
can Srna for three days, but not longer, without the consent of 
the other. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the clear meaning is that a House 
of Congress, which must include a quorum, can adjourn for three 
days and not longer without the consent of the other,” and the 
other paragraph just as clearly means that a body of members 
consisting of less than a quorum can only adjourn from day to day. 

If the resolution of last Thursday was simply intended as an 
expression of the policy of this y and only meant to inform 
the members that it would be the intention on the following Mon- 
day to adjourn until the next succeeding Thursday, such an ex- 
pression would not be in violation of the Constitution. When 
the resolution was adopted, those who voted for it no doubt sup- 
posed a quorum would be here at the next tte and that that 
quorum, which would bea House of Congress, would, incompliance 
with the resolution adopted last Thursday, adjourn for three days. 

Any court would hold that when the resolution was passed it 
was bound to be presumed that a quorum would be here at the 
next meeting. There was a quorum present then, and Congress 
had apparently refrained from granting leaves of absence to an 
extent which would reduce the House to less than a quorum, and 
to presume that there would not be a quorum here at the next 
meeting would be to presume that members would violate their 
duty and absent themselves without permission of the House. 

nfortunately, we may find that we were mistaken in our con- 
clusions, and at the meeting to do business it may be developed 
that we will be without a quorum, and therefore not able to ad- 
journ for three days, as it was hoped and expected when the reso- 
ution was passed last Thursday, and in that event we would find 
ourselves only able, under the Constitution, to adjourn for one 


day. 

if it should be insisted that when Congress passed the resolution 
it intended that we should meet at the end of three days and then 
adjourn for three days, even if we were without a quorum, it 
would be contending that our purpose was to deliberately violate 
the Constitution, and no court would assume that this body, led 
as it is by such conscientious statesmen and able constitutional 
lawyers as Mr. REED and Mr. DINGLEY and Mr. BAILEY, intended 
such a violation of right and duty, 


ADJOURNMENT QUESTION DISCUSSED IN CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 


Thus far I have confined my argument to the plain and unques- 
tioned construction of the language of the Constitution as we find 
it in that instrument, and as it was finally adopted by the conven- 
tion of 1787, but if we look back at the proceedings incident to, 
and to the methods of its construction, we find overwhelming 
evidence that the interpretation for which I contend is the only 

ssible construction which can be placed on the clauses of the 

‘onstitution which bear upon this subject. 

Mr. Randolph's rough plan or draft of a constitution which he 
presented to the convention on May 29, 1787 (Elliot’s Debates, 
pages 127 and 128), did not go into details so far as to refer to the 
question of quorum or adjournment, but the draft as proposed 
by Mr. C. Pinckney on the same day (Elliot’s Debates, page 130) 
without any qualifications provided as follows: S 

In each House a majority shall constitute a quorum to do business, 

The same paragraph contained the provision that— 

Neither House, without the consent of the other, shall adjourn for more 

n days, nor to any place but where they are sitting. 

There was, therefore, nothing in this proposed constitution 
which authorized less than a quorum to do anything whatever. 

Had our fundamental law been left as above quoted, questions 
like the present would have been decided by the rules of general 


parliamentary procedure. 
189) Mr. Gorham made a 


On June 13 (Elliot’s Debates, pago 
report from the Committee of the Whole which was in substance 


a proposed constitution. This plan, however, made no reference 
to the 1 of quorum or adjournment. 
On June 15, page 191, Mr. Patterson presented a plan, but no 
reference appears upon the question of quorum or adjournment. 
On June 17, page 205, Mr. Hamilton presented a plan, but this 
paper was also silent upon the question of quorum or adjourn- 
ment. 
On June 30, page 266, Dr. Franklin presented a brief but general 
outline, but it made no suggestion as to quorum or adjournment. 
Several committees were appointed to consider certain para- 
graphs of the various J ge which had been proposed to the con- 
vention, but none of the reports of these committees touched upon 
the question of quorum or adjournment, 
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„shall, without the consent 


ys, nor to any other place than 


Up to July 23 no plan had met the approval of the convention, 
and, page 357, Elliot’s Debates— 

Mr. Gerry moved that the proceedin 
ment of a national government (except the part relati 
be referred to a committee to prepare and report aco’ 
thereto. 

This was called the committee on detail. On July 26, page 375, 
the convention referred to the committee on detail a series of 
resolutions which were in effect a plan for a constitution, but the 
question of quorum or adjournment did not appear. The conven- 
tion also referred to the committee the proposition or plan offered 
Si Mr. Pinckney on May 29 and that offered by Mr. Patterson on 

une 15. 

On August 6, page 376, Mr. Rutledge delivered the report of 
the committee on detail proposing a constitution, Article VI, sec- 
tions 3 and 8, being as follows: 

Sec. 3. In each House a majority of the members shall constitute a quorum 
to do business, but a smaller number may adjourn from day to Gay. 

Sec. 8. Neither House, without the consent of the other, shall adjourn for 
more than three days, nor to any other place than that at which the two 
Houses are sitting. But this regulation shall not extend to the Senate when 
it shall exercise the powers mentioned in the — article, 

We see here the addition of the words but a smaller number 
may adjourn from day to day” was the first expression in the 
Constitution which gave less than a quorum any authority what- 
ever. 

After some discussion, to which I will allude later on, the sec- 
tion was adopted with an amendment. I read from Elliot, page 
406: s 


of the convention for the establish- 
ing to the executive) 
tution conformable 


Mr. Randolph and Mr. Madison moved to add to the end of Article VI, sec- 
tion 3, “and may be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members 
in such manner and under such penalties as each House may provide.” 
Agreed to by all except Pennsylvania, which was divided. 

The Constitution as finally adopted, and which I have read, was 
substantially as provided by the committee on detail as amended 
by Madison and Randolph. We see here that after careful delib- 
eration the only power given to less than a quorum was to ad- 
journ from day to day and to compel the attendance of absent 
members in such manner and under such penalties as each House 
may provide.“ And now, in violation of that expressed judgment 
and meaning of the framers of the Constitution, it is proposed by 
a Republican House to trample that sacred instrument in the dust. 
If this infraction of the Constitution is permitted, a dangerous 
precedent will be established. 

It will be remembered that the Articles of the Confederation pro- 
vided that nearly all measures required the assent of nine States, 
and that no question, except adjourning from day to day, could 
be determined except by a vote of the majority of the United 


States. 
ARTICLES OF CONFEDERATION. 


The language of the Articles of the Confederation on this point 
were as I will read: 

The United States, in Congress assembled, shall never en in war; nor 
grant letters of marque and reprisal in time of peace; nor enter into any trea- 
ties or alliances; nor coin money; nor regulate the value thereof; nor ascer- 
tain the sums and expenses necessary for the defense and welfare of the 
United States, or any of them; nor emit bills; nor borrow money on the 
credit of the United States: nor appropriate money; noragree upon the num- 
ber of vessels of war to be built or purchased, or the number of land or sea 
forces to be raised; nor appoint a commander-in-chief of the Army or Navy 
(unless nine States assent to the same); nor shall a question on any other 
point, except for adjourning from day to day, be determined unless by the 
votes of a majority of the United States in Congress assembled. 

e Congress of the United States shall have power to adjourn to any time 
within the year, and to any place within the United States, so that no period 
of adjournment be for a longer duration than the space of six months. 


IN CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 

When the Constitutional Convention assembled, thirteen States 
were expected to aby a! therein. The first rule adopted was 
in these words. I read from Elliot, page 124: 

RULES, 
A House to do business shall consist of the deputies of not less than seven 


States; and all questions shall be decided by the greater number of these 
which shall be fully represented. Buta less number than seven may adjourn 
from day to day. 


I mention ‘these facts to show that all parliamentary bodies in 
this country have provided that a number of legislators, less than 
a quorum, should have no power of adjournment other than to 
adjourn for a singleday. One purpose was to prohibit legislation 
by a few members, and another was to induce or compel their 
attendance. 

This was important when the Con consisted of but one 
body, but the importance was intensified and such a provision 
became imperative after Congress was constituted into two bodies, 
because without such a provision a few members of one body could 
prevent the enactment of laws, and without the consent of the 
other could in effect keepin a state of perpetual adjournment; 
and when the framers of the Constitution determined that Con- 
gress should consist of two Houses it wisely provided that— 


Neither House, during the session of Congress, shall, without the consent of 
the other, adjourn for more than three days. 
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One of the great difficulties experienced by the Congress under 
the Confederation was to secure the presence of a quorum, and 
the framers of the Constitution sought to lessen or remove this 
embarrassment by diminishing the number of members necessary 
for a quorum to do business. 

On August 10 the article we are considering was taken up for 
consideration, and the main contention was that the proposed 
constitution should provide that“ less than a majority of each 
House should be ea quorum.” I read from Elliot’s Debates, 
page 405: 

Mr. Gorham contended that less than a majority in each House should be 
made a quorum; otherwise great delay might happen in business, and great 
inconvenience from the future increase of numbers. 

Mr. Mercer was also for less than a majority. So great a number will put 
it in the power of a few, by seceding at a critical moment, to introduce con- 
vulsions and endanger the Government. Examples of secession have al- 
ready happened in some of the States. He was for leaving it to the legisla- 
ture to fix the quorum, as in Great Britain, where the requisite number is 
small, and no inconvenience has been experienced. 

Colonel Mason made a lengthy spéech, in which he said: 

— admit that inconvenience might spring from the secession of a small num- 


But he contended that— 


It would be dangerous to the distant parts to allow a small number of mem- 
bers of the two Houses to make laws. 


He also stated: 


If the legislature should be able to reduce the number at all, it might 
reduce it as low as it praso, and the United States might be governed by a 
poa A majority of tho number, which had been on, was so few 

at he feared it would be made an objection against the plan. 

Mr. King admitted there might be some danger of giving an advantage to 
the Central States, but was 1 oe pec that the public inconvenience, on the 
other side, was more to be d ed. 


of the present number and will be a bar to the legislature. Fix the 7 5 5 
ow an 


aqnorum. Such events in the States may have been of little 

consequence; in the national councils they may be fatal. Besides other mis- 

chiefs, if a few can break up a quorum, they may seize a moment when a 

a part of the continent may be in need of immediate aid to extort, 
threatening a secession, some ust and selfish measure. 

The question was discussed by other members of the conven- 
tion, all admitting that inconvenience would arise from the cessa- 
tion of business by what they termed secession of members and 
thus reducing the body below a quorum, but finally they adopted 
a bare majority as a quorum, with the proviso which authorized 
a minority ‘‘to compel the attendance of absent members in such 
manner and under such penalties as each House may provide.“ 

Should the resolution adopted on last Thursday remain in force 
and be established asa precedent, the purpose sought to be at- 
tained by the clause of the Constitution in question would be 
violated. Nothing is clearer than that one great purpose of the 
framers of the Constitution was to require the presence of a quo- 
rum of members of each House, at least as often as every third 
day while Con is in session. 

CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that the committee recommend that the 
House concur in the amendment. 

The motion was to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 21, line 8, strike out four“ and insert “‘ five;’’ so that it will read: 

“ For the purchase of ten eophones at not exceeding $500 each.” 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to have a nonconcurrence, 
and I move to nonconcur in that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 21, line 8, strike out the word four“ and insert five;” so as to read 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.“ 

Mr. CANNON. I move to nonconcur in that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that motion will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 27, line 19, strike out the words “ twenty-six thousand six hundred dol- 
lars and insert the words “twenty-four thousand eight hundred dollars;” 
50 as to make it read “ 24,800." 

Mr. CANNON. That is to correct the total. I move a concur- 
rence in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
wil scat! ixpbeltion nf the city of Omaha in the state of Nebraske, in 

ae a e 
the year 1898, ETA the 8 of said Government exhibit, $275,000." 

Mr, CANNON. I move to nonconcur in that amendment. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I offer as an amendment a con- 
currence in the amendment. f 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to inquire if that 


does not increase the amount authorized by the law, and if it was 
not the understanding when the bill was passed that the amount 
was to be limited to $200,000? 

Mr. MERCER. I do not know anything about that understand- 


ing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I certainly so understood, or I should not have 
voted for the bill. 

Mr. MERCER. It does increase the amount as provided in the 
original act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We consented to the passage of the act with 
the understanding that the Government should not be called upon 
for more than $200,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that the original act 
gave $70,000 more, if I remember correctly, to the Omaha Exhibi- 
tion than it did to the Nashville Exposition. 

Mr. MERCER. I am somewhat at a loss with reference to this 
understanding. I do not know anything about any understand- 
ing, but the 8 Department informed me that with that ad- 
ditional appropriation they can erect a building more fitting for 
that exposition, one of more importance to the Government of the 
United States, if the appropriation were increased. The act as 
poen provides $50,000 for the building, and it ought to be at 

east $75,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word. At Atlanta 
the cost of the building and the exhibit was $200,000. They did 
splendidly, and nothing additional was asked. At Nashville the 
cost was $130,000. Subsequent advices from leading representa- 
tives from that State say it is going to answer the p For 
the exhibit at Omaha the cost was limited to „000. Lam under 
the impression that it is quite sufficient, and I hope there will be 
a nonconcurrence, 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This very amendment which is now put 
upon this bill came up in the last session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 

ss from the Senate, and this Houss voted that amendment 
own by a majority of 2 to 1. Is not that true? 

Mr. CANNON. That is my recollection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This bill as it went from this House, then, 
contained simply the appropriation that was provided in the bill 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. 

Mr. BARTLETT. As I understood, it was stated that the Sen- 
ate would pass these bills as they were sent from the House. 

Mr. C ON. It was h that they would; but in the main 
. eriin sent this bill back as well as I expected to see it sent 


ck. 

Mr. BARTLETT. There is this difference. In the Fifty-fourth 
Congress the provision came back from the Senate reading: 
“t Seventy-five thousand dollars, including the expense of return- 
ing the Government exhibit.” But this amendment simply says 
‘* $275,000." Now, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this amend- 
ment. Ido not think it ought to be concurred in by the House, 
There is no question about the fact that the bill to appropriate 
the money of the Government to this exposition originally got 
throngh the House by unanimous consent during the last Con- 

ess and appropriated $200,000. Iam not myself in favor of the 
5 going outside of the ordinary sphere of its duties to 
aid these expositions. 

I think we have gone far enough in that line, and I believe that 
this House, when it adopted the original provision appropriating 
$200,000 for this purpose, went as far as it ought to go, and that 
it is time that such legislation should stop. 

Mr. MERCER. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. MERCER. I would like to know whether the gentleman 
attended the e ition in Atlanta? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did. 

Mr. MERCER. Mia yon attend the one at Chicago? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MERCER. Did you haye compunctions of conscience on 
either occasion? ughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not; but that does not justify Con- 
gress in expending the money of the people to aid a private cor- 
poration such as is conducting this exposition—for the bill itself 
shows that this is the work of a private corporation. For m 
part I think that the $200,000 is quite sufficient. and I do not thi 
this House ought to go any f er, or that the Senate ought to 
insist upon adding $75,000 to the expense of the Government for 


purpose. 
Tha gentleman knows that in the last Congress he endeavored 
to have the Senate amendment adding this $75,000 put upon the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, and thatthe House rejected it by 
a vote of 92 to 41 and refused to concur, and I hope this commit- 
tee will do likewise. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MERCER that the 
House concur in the Senate amendment, it was rejected, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

25 line 23, after the word dollars,“ insert “to be made immediately 
ay e.” 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, the amendment was nonconcurred 


in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 28, after line 7, insert: 

“(9) Assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak.: The Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to pay the salary of an assayer in charge at the rate of 
22 per annum and tlie salary of one clerk at the rate of per annum at 

Deadwood assay office, out of the appropriation made therefor by the 
legislative appropriation act approved February 19, 1897.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the House non- 
concur in that amendment. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that the appropriation for this assay office has 
already been made, and that what is proposed here is to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay out of that 3 the 
salaries of an assayer and of a clerk. The act of February 19, 1897, 
making an appropriation for this assay office, will be practically 
void unless we have an assayer and a clerk. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. i Ihave made some examina- 
tion of this proposition and find that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has recommended this provision, but I think it would be wise to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendment and let the matter go to 
conference, in the expectation that possibly some further infor- 
mation on the subject may be elicited. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that is put, I want to say a word. AsI 
understand, nothing has been done about this assay office since 
the ap 8 ge was made. It is still up in the air, is it not? 

Mr. K OWLES. There was no intention of building an assay 
office aas the intention was to rent a building to establish an 
assay office. 

Mr. CANNON. But the assay office has never been established. 

Mr. KNOWLES. It has never been established. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand—I do not 
know that I have full and exhaustive information touching the 
matter, but I understand that this assay office at Deadwood ap- 
peared for the first time in a Senate amendment upon a general 
appropriation bill, in company with a great many other amend- 
ments, and that in the compromise which grew up in the con- 
ference the amendment remained in the bill and became law. 

So far as I have knowledge or belief, no Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or Director of the Mint or anybody else has ever officiall 
stated that there is any necessity for an assay office at Deadwood. 
Therefore, if the matter is in the position that an unn pro- 
vision of law has failed to materialize because there is no appro- 

riation available to pay officials, I think that until we have a 
‘ormal inquiry and estimate we had better let it stand as it is. 
It seems to me that it is wise to do that. Unless somebody here 
has more information than I have on the subject, I think it is bet- 
ter to nonconcur and let the question go toa conference committee. 

Mr. DOCKER Mr. Chairman, I hope the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Illinois will be followed. At the close of the last 
session I made some ap. yea in respect to the necessity for an assay 
office at Deadwood, and while I am not prepared to say that there 
is any official communication anywhere asserting the lack of 

- necessity for this proposed establi ent, yet the impression has 
grown so strong with me that it amounts to a conviction that there 
is absolutely no necessity for this assay office. 

In fact, I may state that the impression and conviction grow out 
of statements made to me by the Director of the Mint. As stated 
by the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Cannon], an appropriation 
for this Proponi office was made originally by a Senate amend- 
ment to the sundry civil bill and was to in conference. A 
further wp vicki of $10,000 was sought to be made at the last 

session of Congress, and an estimate sent to the House. That item 
found a place in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, but after some consultation and some controversy the 
item was stricken from the bill, and, as I understood it, the pro- 
moters of this office were content to rely upon the original appro- 
priation of $15,000. A 
It seems now that the Comptroller of the Treasury holds that 
no part of that appropriation is available for the pay of a clerical 
force, and if I remember the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury aright, he concurred in that view. But if I am correct in my 
recollection of the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, there is 
no suggestion of the necessity for this office. There may bea 
necessity for this office for aught I know. There is, however, so 
much doubt about the question that I think the suggestion of the 
3 from Illinois, the chairman of the last Committee on 
r ppropriations, should be accepted and this matter sent to con- 
erence, 
The House conferees can there give it further consideration. If 
they find that thereis any necessity for an assay office there, then, 
of course, a clerical force will be required to operate the office; 


but, until the necessity for the office is established, it seems to me 


that by taking the action pro we may be getting the cart 
somewhat before the horse. e may be providing for a clerical 
force without any necessity being shown for the office, and with- 
out any duties for that force to perform. I hope, therefore, that 
the motion to concur will not prevail, but that the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Illinois will prevail. 

The motion to concur in the Senate amendment was rejected. 

The tenth amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 4, after the word “ dollars.“ in line 6, insert: 

“ Provided, That in lieu of the three inspectors whose employment is au- 
thorized by the act of June 9, 1896, there shall be appointed by the President, 
oy, and with the advice and consent of the Senate, one agent, ata salary of 

500 per annum, and one assistant agent, at a salary of $2,000 per annum.” 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the Committee of the Whole rec- 
ommend concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to inquire whether this is an in- 
crease of expense? 

Mr. CANNON. It is a decrease to the extent of $500. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask that the eleventh and twelfth amend- 
ments be considered together, as they embrace practically one 


pro tion. 
e eleventh and twelfth amendments of the Senate were read, 
as follows: 

In line 9, on page 54, strike out “five hundred" and insert the words “to 
be immediately available:“ so as to make the par: h read: 

Fox the protection of the salmon fisheries of under the 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, $7,000, to be immediately available.” 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee recommend con- 
currence in these amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The thirteenth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: ` 

On page 54, after line 15. insert the following: 

“ To continue the investigation of the fur-seal fisheries of the North Pacific 
Ocean and pame Roce authorized by public resolution of June 8, 1896, and 
for the of taking such further stepsas the President in his judg- 
ment may doom desirable to better protect seal life and the seal interests 
of the United States, with a view to the final settlement of the question, 
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be available during 
the fiscal 1897 and 1898, The provisions as to detail of Government 
officers and —— payment of their e: detail of vessels, aud 
employment expenses of 8 contained in said resolution 
of June 8, 1896, are hereby extended and made we ore Sr to the fiscal year 
1898: Provided, however, rts who may be detailed from the Govern- 
ment service on this work s rip ae, 3 such detail, be paid their regular 
salary out of this appropriation and in addition thereto their actual expenses 
and $5 spor day each as extra compensation during the period of their absence 
from Washington while employed upon this work.” 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee recommend con- 
currence in this amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman desire to insist upon that 
motion? I was about to suggest that probably it would be better 
to move nonconcurrence. 

Mr. CANNON, I have no particular choice either way. 

Mr. SAYERS. in asking nonconcurrenee is that th 
matter may go into conference. I am not opposed to the pr i- 
tion as a whole; but the allowance of $5 a day as extra compensa- 
tion may be too great. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I will accept the gentleman's sug- 
gestion and move that the Committee of the Whole recommend 
nonconcurrence. 

Mr. HITT. For what reason is that motion made? 

Mr. SAYERS. In the first place. we know but little about the 
amendment itself. In the second Ba it occurs to me that to 
allow $3 a day for subsistence and $5 a day as compensation, in 
addition to the regular salary of these e is probably exces- 
sive. Hence, I think the matter should go into conference in 
order that we may get all the facts. 

Mr. HITT. This matter has been twice examined officially. It 
was recommended in the first place by Secretary Carlisle and has 
just been re- recommended urgently by Secretary Gage. This work 
is important. The Government has a man out now—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I recognize the importance of the work, and 
shall throw no obstacle in the way of the passage of the amend- 
ment, except, as I have said, that I think it probable that $5 a da: 
compensation and an allowance of $3 a day for subsistence, in ad- 


tex 


dition to a ar salary, may be excessiye. In conference the 
matter can be inquired into. 
Mr. HITT. I understand, however, that both the tleman 


from Ilinois [Mr. Caon and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] are favorable to the spirit of the amendment, 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. That is sufficient. 

The motion of Mr. Cannon that the House recommend non- 
concurrence was agreed to. 

The fourteenth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 20 and 21, on page 16, the words “the passage of said act” 
and insert July 1, 1896;" so as to read: 

Such expenses, not . as may have been incurred by mem- 
22 the commission from the National Academy of Science prior to July 
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Mr. CANNON. I move that the Committee of the Whole 
recommend concurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. ' 

The fifteenth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


On 65, after the word “ dollars,” in line 2, insert said sum to be also 
available for office work on such surveys.“ 


Mr. CANNON. I move that the Committee of the Whole recom- 
mend concurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The sixteenth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


After line 2, on e 68, insert the following: 

For the survey of the ie lands that have been or may hereafter be des- 
ignated as forest reserves 1 r under section 24 of the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes.“ and including public lands adjacent 
thereto, which may be designated for Barveg by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, $150,000, to be 3 available: vided, That, to remove any 
doubt which may exist pertain’ ng to the authority of the President there- 
unto, the President of the United States is hereby authorized and opomore 
to revoke, modify, or suspend any and all such Executive orders and procla- 
mations, or any part thereof, from time to time, as he shall deem best for 
the public interests: Provided, That the Executive orders and proclamations 
duted February 22, 1897, setting apart and reserving certain lands in the 
States of Wyoming, Utah, Montana, Washington, Idaho, and South Dakota 
as forest reservations, be, and they are hereby, suspended, and the lands em- 
braced therein restored to the public domain the same as though said orders 
and p tions had not been issued: Provided further, That lands em- 
braced in such reservations, not otherwise dis: of, shall, when the sur- 
veys of said reservations are completed, be subject to such order as the 
President may make in reference to the same, so as not to disturb the right 
of any actual settler or claimant now residing upon any of the lands em- 
braced in said reservations. 

“The surveys herein provided for shall be made, under the supervision of 
the Director of the Geological Survey, by such person or persons as may be 
employed by or under him for that purpose, and shall be executed under in- 
structions issued by the Secretary of the Interior; and if subdivision surveys 
shall be found to be necessary, they shall be executed under the rectangular 
system, as now provided by law. pns and field notes prepared shall be 
approved and certified to by the Director of the Geological Survey, and two 
copies of the field notes bereturned, one for the files in the United States 
surveyor-general's office of the State in which the reserve is situated, the 
other Jn the General Land Office; and twenty patos hic copies of the 
plats shall be returned, one copy for the files in the Uni tates surveyor- 
general's office of the State in which the reserve is situated; the o; al p'at 
and the other copies shall be filed in the General Land Office, and haye 
the facsimile signature of the Director of the Survey attached. 

“ Such surveys, fleld notes, and plats thus returned shall have the same legal 
force and effect as heretofore given the surveys, fleld notes, and pata Te- 
turned through the suryeyors-general; and such surveys, which include subdi- 
vision surveys under the rectangular system, shall be 5 by. the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office as in other cases, an ae a certified 
sated thereof shall be filed in the res ve land offices of the districts in 
w All laws inconsistent with 


th 
e General Land Office. 

ublic lands heretofore designated and reserved by the President of 
the United States under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, the 
orders for which shall be and remain in full force and effect, unsuspended 
and unrevoked, and all public lands that may hereafter be set aside and re- 
served as public forest reserves under said act, shall be as far as practicable 
controlled and administered in accordance with the following provisions: 

“No public forest reservation shall be established, except to improve and 

rotect the forest within the reservation, or for the pu of securin 
Jevorable conditions of water flows, and to furnish a continuous supply 0 
timber for use and necessities of citizens of the United States; but it is not 
the 5 or intent of these pores or of the act providing for such 
reservations, to authorize the inclusion therein of Jands more valuable for 
therein, or for cultural p than for forest purposes. 

“The Secretary of the Interior shall make provisions for the protection 
against destruction by fire and Ling abou ee the public forests and for- 
est reservations which may have n set aside or which may be hereafter 
set aside under the said act of March 3. 1891, and which may be continued: 
and he may make such rules and regulations and establish such service as 
willinsure the objects of such reservations, namely, tor te their occu- 
pancy and useand to preserve the forests thereon from destruction; and any 
violation of the provisions of this act or such rules and regulations shall be 
punished as is provided for in the act of June 4, 1888, amending section 5388 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

For the purpose of 3 the uyim and growing timber and 1 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, the Secretary of the Interior, 
under such rules and regulations as he shall p ibe. may cause to be desig- 
nated and appraised so much of the dead, matured, or 1 N growth of trees 
found upon such forest reservations as aged be compatible with the utiliza- 
tion of the forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the sp 

raised value in such quantities to each paronae as he shall prescribe, to 

fe used in the State or Territory in which such timber reservation may be 
situated, respectively, but not for export therefrom. Before such sale s 

take place, notice thereof shall be given for not less than sixty days, by pub- 

circulation, Paap’ in the county in 

lished, and if not, then ina 


lication in a newspaper of gener: 
which the timber is situated, if any is therein pu ] 
newspaper of general circulation published nearest to the reservation, and 
also a newspaper of general circulation ee at the capital of the 
State or Territory where such reservation exists; ents for such timber 
to be made to the receiver of the local land office of the district wherein said 
timber may be sold, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe; and the moneys ing therefrom shall be accounted 
for by the receiver of such land office in a separate account, and shall be 
covered into the Treasury. Such timber, before penig sold, shall be marked 
and designated, and shall be cut and removed under t 

rson appointed for that purpose b; 
rested in the pure 


scribed by him, the use of timber and stone found upan such reservations, 
free of charge, by bona fide settlers, miners, residents, and prospectors for 
minerals, for firewood, fencing, buildings, , prospecting, and other 


domestic pw as may be needed by such persons for such purposes 
such timber 1 5 be used within the State or Territory, respectively, nore 
e ed hibiting th gress 

Nothing n construed as pro ng the egress or in; of 
actual settlers residing within the boundaries of such reservations, or from 
c g the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other improvements may be constructed thereon as may be neces- 
sary to reach their homes and to u their property under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. Norshall 
anything herein prohibit any person from entering upon such forest reserva- 
tions forall proper and lawful purposes, 88 hat of p cting, locat- 
ing, and 5 the mineral resources thereof: Provided, That such per- 
sons comply wi o rules and re tions cove: such forest reservations, 

“Any person who may have initiated or u any lawful claim or right 
to land within any forest reservation, the order for w reservation shall 
remain in full force and effect, may, if he so desire, relinquish or reconve 
the land to the United States, and in lieu thereof may select and have pa 
ented to him, free of charge, a tract of land of like area wheresoever there 
are panno lands open for settlement. 

The settlers residing within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
vations, or in the vicinity thereof, may maintain schools and churches within 
such reservation, and for that purpose may occupy any part of the said for- 
ont wor sgh ata not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and | acre for a 
church. 

“ The jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons within such reser- 
vat ions shall not be affected or chan by reason of the existence of such 
reservations, except so far as the punishment of offenses nst the United 
States therein is concerned; the intent and meaning of J hed so being 
that the State wherein any such reservation is situated shall not, by reason 
of the establishment thereof, lose its jurisdiction, nor the inhabitants thereof 
their rights and privileges as citizens, or be absolved from their duties as 
citizens of the State. 

“All waters on such reservations may be used for domestic, mining, milling, 
or irrigation purposes, under the laws of the State wherein such ferent res- 
ervations are situated. or under the laws of the United States and the rules 
and regulations established thereunder. 

“Upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, with the 
approval of the President, after sixty days“ notice thereof, published in two 
papers of general circulation in the State or Territory wherein any forest 
reservation is situated. and near the said reservation, any public lands em- 
braced within the limits of any forest reservation which, after due exam- 
ination by personal inspection of a 8 rson appointed for that pur- 
pose by e Secretary of the Interior, shall be found better adapted for min- 

or for agricultural purposes than for forest usage may be restored to the 
peue domain. And any mineral lands in any forest reservation which have 

n or which my be shown to be such, and subject to entry under the exist- 
ing mining laws of the United States and the rules and regulations applying 
thereto, continue to be subject to such location and entry, notwith- 
standing any provisions herein contained.“ 


Mr. LACEY. I move to concur in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate with the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Concur in amendment 16 with amendments as follows: 

Strike out all after the word issued.“ in line 25, page 68, down to the word 
reservations,“ in line 5, on 69, and insert: 

“' Provided further, That lands. embraced in such reservations not other- 
wise d of before March T, 1898, shall again become subject to the r- 
ations of said orders and proclamations as now existing or hereafter modified 
Pa see 8 utter the word “ gi in line 8, insert “ by the Commissi 

n page 72, after wo! ven, 0 8, 8 % Com: oner 
of the Land Office.” z 

And on page 72, after the word “ office,” in line 19, the following: To the 
Commissioner of the Land Office.” 

8 78 strike out all of lines 5 to 12 and insert the following: 

* tin behalf of mine rospectors, agriculturists, and other bona fide 
settlers occupying lands wi or near forest reservations, who have not a 
sufficient amount of timber on their own claims or lands for use in develop- 
ing the natural resources of same or for firewood, fencing, or building pur- 
poses, that the e be the Interlor may permit such parties, under rules 
and regulations prescri by him, to procure from the public lands within 
such reservations, free of charge, so much timber as may be needed for their 
own individual use in developing the natural resources of their own claims or 
ands, or for firewood, 2 and building pu 12 

On page 74 strike out all o lines 1 to 7 and insert: 

That in cases in which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
or by a patent is included within the limits of a public forest reservation, 
the settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract 
to the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land 
open to settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or 
patent; and no charge shall be made in such cases for making the en of 
record or issuing the parens to cover the tract selected: Provided further, 
That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws re: ting 
settlement, residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new 
claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished claims,” 


So as to ; 
16) For the survey of the ponio lands that have been or may hereafter be 
designated as forest reserves . roclamation, under section 24 of 


ber-culture laws, and for other purposes.’ and 8 ee N aa a- 
e Secretary o 0 


employed by or under him for that 8 and shall be executed under in- 
the Interior; and if subdivision surveys 
shall be found to be necessary, N epr) be executed under the rectangular 


General Land Office; and 20 onc tien rhe, ge copies of the 
States surveyor- 
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as heretofore 


force and eff 
turned through the iy ld Miah geo and such surveys, which include 
8 


subdivision surveys under the rectan, 
Commissioner of the General Land ce as 
tified copies thereof shall be filed in the 

in which such lands are situated, as in other cases. ws inconsistent 
with the provisions hereof are hereby declared inoperative as ts such 
survey: ided, however, Thata 45 of every 8 map and other 
maps showing the distribution of the forests, ther with such field notes 
as may be taken relating thereto, shall be certified thereto by the Director 
of the Survey and filed in the General Land Office. } 

“All public lands heretofore designated and reserved by the President of 
the Uni States under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, the 
orders for which shall be and remain in full force and effect, unsuspended 
and unrevoked, and all public lands that may hereafter be set aside and re- 

rved as lic forest reserves under said act. be as far as practicable 
contro administered in accordance with the following provisions: 

No public forest reservation shall be established, except to improve and 
protect the forest within the reservation, or for the purpose of securing fa- 
vorable conditions of water flow, and to f: a continuous supply of tim- 
ber for the use and necessities of citizens of the United States: but it is not 
the purpose or intent of these provisions, or of the act provid for such 
reservations, to authorize the inclusion therein of lands more valuable for 
the mineral therein, or for agricultural purposes, than for forest purposes. 

“The Secretary of the Interior shall make provisions for the protection 
against destruction by fire and 5 upon the public forests and for- 

reservations w may have m set aside or which may be hereafter 
set aside under the said act of March 3, 1891, and which may be continued; 
and he may make such rules and regulations and establish such service as 
will insure the objects of such reservations, namely, to regulate their ocen- 
pancy and use and to preserve the forests thereon from destruction; and any 
violation of the provisions of this act or such rules and regulations be 
punished as is provided for in the act of June 4, 1888, amending section 5388 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

“For the purpose of preserving the living and growing timber and Sse 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, the Secretary of the Interior, 
under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, may cause to be d 
nated and appraised so much of the dead, matured, or la growth of trees 
found spon such forest reservations as way be compatible with the utiliza- 
tion of the forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the ap- 
p. value in such quantities toeach purchaser as he shall pesce. to be 
used in the State or Territory in which such timber reservation may be situ- 
ated, respectively, but not forexporttherefrom. Before such sale take 

lace notice thereof shall be given by the Commissioner of the Land Office 
or not less than sixty days, by publication in a ne per of general circu- 
lation, published in the county in which the timber is miaran say, is therein 
published, and if not, then in a newspaper of general tion published 
nearest to the reservation, and also in a newspaper of general circulation 
published at the capital of the State or Territory where such reservation 
exists; Becta ve for such timber to be made to the receiver of the local land 
office of the district wherein said timber may be sold, under such rules and 
he aig ae as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe; and the moneys 
arising therefrom shall be accounted for by the receiver of such land office 
to the Commissioner of the Land Office in a separate account, and shall be 
covered into the Treasury. Such timber, before being sold, shall be marked 
and designated, and shall be cut and removed under the supervision of some 
person appointed for that purpose by the Secretary of the Interior, not inter- 
ested e purchase or removal of such timber nor in the employment of 
the purchaser thereof. Such supervisor shall make report in writing to the 
Commissioner of the General d Office and to the receiver in the land 
ontge which such reservation shall be located of his doings in the premises. 

x t in behalf of ace halen p geen agriculturists, and other bona fide 
settlers occupying lands wi and near forest reservations, who have not 


for their ownindividual use in geveloning the natural resources of their own 
ng, and po triers} purposes. 
N. on in sha 


actual sett. 


anything herein prohibit an rson from entering upon such forest reserva- 
fal p 


urposes, includin 
ing, and peppery oar} ra yf 
sons comply with the rulesand regulations covering such forest reservations. 


or by & patent included within the limits of a public forest reservation, the 
settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract to 
the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land open 
to settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered ee his claim or patent; 
and no charge shall be made in such cases for making the entry of record or 
issuing the patent tocover the tract selected: Provided further, That in cases 
of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws respecting settlement, 
residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new DAE credit 
3 for the time ee on the relinquished claims. 

“The settlers residing within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
vation, or in the vicinity thereof, may maintain schools and churches within 
such reservation, and for that purpose may occupy any part of the said forest 
8 not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and 1 acre for a 

urch. 

The jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons within such reser- 
vations shall not be affected or ch: by reason of the existence of such 
reservations, except so far as the punishment of offenses against the United 
States therein is concerned; the intent and meaning of this provision being 
that the State wherein any such reservation is situated not, by reason 
of the establishment thereof, lose its jurisdiction, nor the inhabitants thereof 
their rights and privileges as citizens, or be absolved from their duties as 
citizens of the State. 

“All waters on such reservations may be used for domestic, mining, mill- 
ing, or irrigation purposes, under the laws of the State wherein such forest 
reservations are situated, or under the laws of the United States and the 
rules and regulations established thereunder. 

“Upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, with the ap- 

of the President, after sixty days’ notice thereof, eoa in two 
papers of general circulation in the State or Territory wherein any forest 
reservation is situated, and near the said reservation. any public lands em- 
braced within the limits of any forest reservation which, r due examina- 


tion by personal inspection of a competent person appointed for that purpose 


by the Secre of the Interior, shall be found better adapted for mining or 
for icul purposes than for forest usage may be red to the public 
do: . And any mineral lands in any forest reservation which have been 


or which may be shown to be such. and subject to entry under the existing 
mining laws of the United States and the rules and regulations applying 
thereto, shall continue to be subject to such location and entry, notwith- 
standing any provision herein contained.” 

Mr. LACEY, I do not wish to be put in a false position by my 
friend from Montana when he makes the claim that the people in 
the East (I do not myself live in the East) are unjustly critic 
the action of the people of the West. The people of the East” 
are simply trying to prevent the people of the West from doing as 
foolish things as the people in the East once did, and which they 
now regret. The people of the East destroyed the salmon in the 
Connecticut River, just as to-day the salmon are being destroyed 
in the Columbia River. 

The people of the East destroyed the timber of the Adirondacks, 
just as to-day the timber is being destroyed in Montana and other 
places in the West. The people of the State of New York are 
to-day spending vast sums of money—$1,000,000 was ned itr peat 
I am informed, recently—to buy back a portion of the Adiron- 
dacks, in order to restore to the State the necessary amount of 
timber surface required to keep the Hudson River as a live river. 

The object of the forest-reservation system is to take time by 
the forelock and to prevent the mistakes which were made by the 
Bootle of the Eastern States. Instead of complaining of the action 
of the East, we should rather profit by their mistakes and avoid 
them. It may be true that it is necessary to a certain extent to 
protec the people of the West against themselves. If they will 

ook back to the past, they will see that it would have been a ver 
wise thing if the destruction of the buffalo had been preven 
some years ago. Those animals were destroyed simply for the 
skins. In the Columbia River to-day the fish are being destroyed, 
and in a little while salmon will be as scarce there asthey are now 
in Connecticut. 

It is not so very long agothat in the State of Connecticut, if a 
boy was taken as apprentice, a part of the obligation assumed by 
his master was that he should not feed the boy on salmon more 
than twice a week. Yet to-day salmon is worth 75 cents to $1 a 
pound. The same situation will soon be experienced in the ex- 
treme Western States, if there is not some care taken of their 
great natural advantages. p 

When my friend from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] says that he 
does not owe anything to posterity i 

Mr. HARTMAN, Inever made any such remark. 

Mr. LACEY. That was substantially what the gentleman said. 

Mr. HARTMAN. No, sir; nothing of the kind. ; 

Mr. LACEY. The idea of certain people out West seems to be 
to get out of the country all that they can and to get it at once. 
They are taking the tim and destroying it in order to hasten 
the digging out of the earth of the necessary amount of minerals 
to make the ownersrich. Wearetold thut if we require these min- 
ing companies, some of whom we have been informed in this debate 
are making $26,000,000 a year out of a single mine, to pay for their 
timber as people pay for it in Arkansas, the development of the 
country will be put back. 

Certainly, sir, those men can afford to pay a reasonable amount 
for the timber which they use, and if they are required to pay for 
it they will not destroy itso rapidly. If they are allowed an ab- 
solute carte blanche to go into the forests and to cut the trees as 
they choose free of charge. they will become reckless about the 
preservation of those forests. ey have become so. It is impor- 
tant there should be some limitation put upon the destruction of 
timber there, and this forestry reservation system was devised for 
that purpose, i 

I am not in sympathy with the extension of these reservations 
beyond what is necessary and just with reference to the ultimate 
pu for which the law was enacted. 

«LIVINGSTON. What will be the effect of the gentleman’s 
amendment as compared with the original proposition of the Sen- 
ate in the hn e saving the timber? 

Mr. LACEY. I have already occupied an hour to-day upon 
this question, and have endeavored to explain that matter fully. 
I presume the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] was 
not present, Ido not desire to go over that matter again just 
now. I simply wished to answer my friend from Montana, who, I 
think, seeks to put me in a false light 

Mr. HARTMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. LACEY. In amig that I am hostile to the people of 
the West or their interests. 1 wish to see their interests protected. 
I have manifested my friendship for their interests at all times 
and in many ways, and in no way can I do so better than to sus- 
tain the laws which were enacted to preserve their streams for 
irrigation and their forests from wanton destruction, 

I wish to see these forest reservations modified, because I am 
satisfied that a portion of the orders have been 1 
made. This bill, in connection with the amendments just read, 
will be ample to protect every locality and to limit the excessive 
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amount of land which unquestionably has been included in a por- 
tion of those reservations. 
Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SHAFROTH. Mr, Chairman, there is no one who has a 
higher opinion of the gentleman who was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands in the last House than I. I have served 
with him on that committee, and I know that his papos solely 
is for the good of the nation and for the good of the Western 
States; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I believe that his amendments go 
too far, and that the Senate amendment is better—better for the 
nation at large and better for the Western States. 

Mr. Chairman, as there are many more present than there were 
during the discussion in the general debate, I want to restate some 
of the things that have been said. The original purpose of the 
enactment of the law of 1891 which authorized the President by 
proclamation to set aside portions of the public land as forest 
reservations was to conserve the waters for irrigation, so that 
the snow which fallsin that region during the winter will have 
shade to protect it from melting until midsummer, until late in 
the summer, until water is most needed for irrigation in the val- 
leys and on the plains below. 

hat was the intention and purpose of the enactment of the 
law. It was passed at the instance of the Western Senators and 
Representatives, in order to assist in developing the agricultural 
interests of their States. The Interior Department immediately 
thereafter established certain rules and regulations under which 
these reservationsshould beestablished. These rules provided that 
a plat of any proposed reservation should be filed in the local land 
oftice, and that persons who were interested could examine that 
plat and see whether or not it was proper to establish a reserva- 
tion there; also three weeks’ public notice, by means of advertise- 
ment in a newspaper, was required before the Executive should 
ever set aside a large forest reservation, and thereby prohibit citi- 
zens from setting foot thereon. Under these rules and regulations 
President Harrison set aside various forest reservations, complying 
with all the requirements of the same. 

These same rules and regulations have never been changed and 
are in force in the Interior Department to-day, and yet, notwith- 
standing that fact, notwithstanding therules wereclear, President 
Cleveland, on the 22d day of February, 1897, without giving notice 
of any kind to any citizen of a Western State, without consulting 
with any Senator or Representative of a Western State, without 
consulting with any individuals interested, by a stroke of his pen 
segregated from the public lands 21,379,840 acres, an area of land 
equal to New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
and Rhode Island together. 

Mr. CANNON, „Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? Does the law authorizing the President to 
issue an Executive order declare before he can issue that order 
that he must give notice by advertisement? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The law does not. But the law contem- 
lated that certain rules concerning the subject should be estab- 
ished by the Interior Department; and accordingly these rules 

and regulations were promulgated. They read as follows: 

After making an examination of the timber lands of any drainage basin 
and having decided to recommend the same for reservation under the pro- 

ions of circular, before submitting report in the matter a notice 
should be prepared by the t stating that such recommendation will be 
made to the General Land Office, and sett ing forth a description of the basin, 
together with ial ince of any public lands enbenced therein which it 
may be ng to have excepted therefrom. It should also be stated 
therein that the object of such publication is to give timely notice of the 
proposed reservation in order that all parties interested, who either favor or 
pose its establishment, may be afforded due 8 to submit their 
ews to this office, by petition or otherwise, for the purpose of having the 
same considered prior to the final establishment of such reservation. 

This notice should be posted in the land office or offices of the district 
wherein such lands are situated, and a copy of the same should be published 
at least once a week for three successive weeks in some newspaper pub! 
in the county or each of the other counties wherein such lands are situated, 
and also in at least one oi newspaper of general circulation_in the State 
or Territory. If no newspaper be published in the county or counties in 


which the lands are situated, then the publication should be made in a news- 
paper published in the county nearest to such lands. 


Mr, CANNON. I understand. But what I want to get at is 


is-—— 

Mr.SHAFROTH. I admit that the order was strictly in accord- 
ance with law. 

Mr. CANNON. A regulation made under authority of law by 
a subordinate officer in no way, it seems to me, hampers a superior 


officer in disregarding that regulation so long as he did not disre- 
ee the law. I am not defending the order or condemning it, 
t speaking of it from a legal standpoint. 
Mr. SHAFROTH I am not here, Mr. Chairman, to contend 
that that order was not legally made. But I maintain that ths 
setting aside of any reservation without notice, when the people 
interested haye relied upon the rules and regulations of the Interior 
Department guaranteeing to them notice and a right to protest, is 
an injustice — 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask ten minutes more time, 


Mr. CANNON. I hope it will be given. 

The time was granted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Before you proceed, may I ask the gentle- 
man this question? If you pier y want to get rid of ex-President 
Cleveland’s order, will you explain why it was necessary for the 
Senate to enact all of these laws? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will try to explain that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Lagreed with the gentleman when the ques- 
tion was up in the last session and yoted with him for an amend- 
ment put upon this bill to revoke that order, and I stand ready 
to do so again, but I do not see why itis necessary to put these 
laws in the amendment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will try to explain why these provisions 
are included. It is for this reason: The men composing the com- 
mission who laid out this forest reservation evidently found that 
they had made a mistake. I find that even President Cleveland 
conceded that if he had the power to modify these forest reserva- 
tions he would do so: but he contended the law gave him no such 
power, and that consequently he could not modify them, 

There have been a number of attempts to legislate concerning 
reservations. The subject is one of great and vital moment to 
the development of the Western States. Constantly, since Febru- 
ary 22, Senators and 1 of the West have been 
trying to secure an amicable arrangement of the matter, and that 
has necessitated conferences between them and the Interior De- 
partment and the commissioners. 

The provisions contained in this amendment, which provide for 
regulations concerning forestry, were made because the commis- 
sioners who caused to be set aside these reservations deemed it 
best to have them there. There is now no statute regulating for- 
est reservations—— Y 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman state now that the forest 
commission recommends this? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Not entirely. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman be kind enough to inform 
the House what provisions in the pending amendments are not 
recommended by the forestry commission? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The forestry commission does not recom- 
mend the absolute annulment of the order of February 22, 1897, 
but, according to my understanding, they recommend every other 
provision in the amendment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. They all do except one, Mr. Sargent, who 
differed from the others. 

Mr, SHAFROTH. He differs from the others. 

Mr. SAYERS. But with the exception of Mr. Sargent, every 
member of the commission recommends the entire legislation? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. With the exception of that part which an- 
nuls the order of President Cleveland. So Jam informed. I Have 
no personal knowledge concerning the matter, but I have been 
informed by a Senator that that is the fact. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the reason why these provisions are 
here. We have been trying in the House of Representatives to 
enact a general forestry law. I have introduced a bill for that 
pee, and the gentleman from Arkansas . MCRAE] has in- 
troduced sucha bill. We formulated, in the Committee on the 
Public Lands, what we thought was a fair bill, the one which the 
8 from Arkansas is now going to offer as a substitute. 

e reported that bill to the House, andit was and sent to 
the Senate, and several times I tried to get Senators to act upon it. 
It is necessary, of course, that there should be some regulations 
governing forest reservations, and I see no reason why those reg- 
ulations should not be incorporated in an amendment such as this, 
especially as most of them have been taken from bills which have 
been recommended by the Committee on the Public Lands of the 
last House, and which passed the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-fourth Con 

Mr. LACEY. t me ask the gentleman if it is not true that 
without some such modification as is proposed here the reserves 
are now reserved from use instead of for use? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I do not understand the gentleman from 
Towa to be in favor of these modifications? 

Mr. LACEY. I am in favor of the bulk of the Senate amend- 
ment so far as the method of administering the law is concerned. 
So far as the Senate amendment incorporates substantially the 
McRae bill I am in favor of it, although I suggest two or three 
amendments to cure defects. In the main, the general effect of 
the Senate amendment will be to carry out what the House pro- 
posed in the last Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. May ask the gentleman from Colorado a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman be kind enough to inform 
the House as to the provisions of the Senate amendment which go 
beyond the McRae bill? 

. SHAFROTH. I do not know that I can do that accurately, 
as I have not all of the provisions of the McRae bill now clearly 
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mind; but that bill regulated the manner of cutting timber, the 
‘way inwhich it should be paid for, and various other matters. It 

ve the right to locate mineral claims on the forest reserves and 
88 title thereto. It was a good bill. I voted for it in the 
House and in the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Texas will observe that 
most of the amendments I offer are taken from the McRae bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. But you do not offer the whole McRae bill as 
an amendment, 

Mr. LACEY. No; because the remainder of the Senate amend- 
pent is so nearly the same as the McRae bill that I did not think 

t necessary to change it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. This Senate amendment is intended to deal 
with some of the hardships that arise by reason of the establish- 
ment of forest reserves. . it may be suggested by the 
gentleman from Arkansas that there ought to be payment for 
timber in one case and that there ought not to be pa ent in 
another case, still the differences between the McRae bill and the 
Senate amendment are slight. The gentleman from Arkansas is 
mistaken when he says that under the Senate amendment timber 
is not to be pn for when cut for other than domestic pw $ 

Mr. SAYERS. Your opinion is that if the timber men should 
erect mills and should proceed to avail themselves of the timber 
on these public lands they would have to pay for it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, certainly. There can not be any doubt 
about that, under the language of the amendment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Colorado 
yield for a question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to understand the purpori 
of the substitute or amendment offered 7 gentleman from 
Iowa for that portion of the pending bill beginning on line 25, 
page 68, and reading as follows: 

Provided further, That lands embraced in such reservations, not other- 
wise disposed of, shall, when the surveys of said reservations are completed, 
be subject to such order as the President may make in reference to the same, 


so as not to disturb the right of any actual settler or t now residing 
upon any of the lands sentenced in said reservations. 


Will the effect of the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, 
if enacted into law, be that up to the 1st of March, 1898, those 
lands will be open to entry? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iso understand it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Indiscriminately? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; according to my understanding. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. So that up to March, 1898, there 
mone be nothing to prevent the taking up of any or all of these 

7 


„„ Nothing whatever, according to my under- 
nding. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then the only difference between 
the amendment of the Senate and the proposition of the gentleman 
from lowa is that the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa re- 
stricts to the Ist of March, 1898, the time within which these lands 
can be taken up, whereas the Senate amendment leaves it open? 

Mr. SHA TH. The Senate amendment leaves it open until 
the lands shall have been surveyed and the President shall, by 
another proclamation, have declared what is embraced in the for- 
est reserves. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But does the gentleman under- 
stand that to be a fair construction of the Senate provision? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. It says, Provi That lands 
embraced in such reservations not otherwise di of "—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What does that mean? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It means that in the ordi y course who- 
ever ee in there shall have the right to locate upon those lands, 
and that those lands shall be treated like other public lands until 
a new proclamation is made. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It means, then, that every bit of 
those lunds can be taken up before the surveys are made. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman is speaking now of a possi- 
bility, not of a probability. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is exactly what it says, that 
any of these lands may be taken up pending the making of the 
surveys. 

“Mr. SHAFROTH. That is true; but the gentleman must re- 

member that there is a great quantity of these lands and that peo- 

ple are not going to jump onto the forest reserye when there are 
tter lands elsewhere, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am not undertaking to say how 
much of this land there is. What I am saying is that no matter 
how much there may be, nor no matter how much time it may 
take to make the surveys, all of these lands may be taken up. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. there is anybody willing to take them. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. So that we may be surveying 
pai lands, and at the very same time the people may be aking 
entries. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And we are to appropriate $180,000 
to survey lands that may be taken up while they are being sur- 


veyed. 

Ir. SHAFROTH. The gentleman must understand, of course, 
that the survey that is to be made of these lands is not the ordi- 
nary Government survey. The survey that is contemplated is 
that surveyors shall be sent out there — 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The provision is that it shall be a 
rectangular rp Radia that is possible. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It also says that it shall be made by 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But the gentleman admits that 
= portions of which a rectangular survey can be made may be 
taken up. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is true. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin consider 
it a calamity to have these public lands taken up and settled? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not think there is any purpose 
to settle these lands. I think the purpose is to get. possession of 
the timber. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be taken off 
my feet by this colloquy between other gentleman. 

e CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. j 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Iask for further time. On account of the 
interruptions I have not had a fair opportunity to discuss this 

uestion. 
$ The CHAIRMAN. How much more time does the gentleman 

esire? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed ten minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I now desire to answer the question just ` 
put by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman does that, will he allow 
me to ask whether it is true that the Senate amendment in fact 
e the law authorizing the President by Exec- 
utive order to create a forest reservation? The language at the 
top of pase 69 would appear to be broad enough to put it ont 
of the ident's power to do so until the lands are surveyed. 
Then it is further provided that the surveys herein provided 
for shall be made by the Director of the Geological Survey.” 
And then it is provided further that the remainder of the surveys 
shall be according to the rectangular system.” In view of these 
provisions, there can not be, if the bill is to be enacted in this form, 
any further Executive order touching forest reservations until the 
whole territory is surveyed, first, for its boundaries by the Geo- 
logical Survey, and second, by the rectangular survey, which 
means a survey with reference to townships and sections. 

Mr.SAYERS. Theideainvolved in the question which I wished 
to put to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Snarnorn] has been 
expressed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], 

r. SHAFROTH. Ishall be glad to answer. 

Mr. SAYERS. How many million acres of land are involved? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Twenty-one million three hundred and 
seventy-nine thousand eight hundred and forty acres. 

Mr. SAYERS. In round numbers, 21,000,000 acres. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SAYERS. Now, does or does not the gentleman understand 
from the language of the provision that before the President can 
make an order reserving any portion of this land, not only the 
entire boundaries of the land must be actually surveyed but it 
must also be surveyed in divisions, being rectangular as nearly 
as possible? If that be the case, it will take a very long time be- 
fore the surveys can be fully accomplished and the President bo 
put in el passin to exercise the power which the clause purports 
to give him, 

r. SHAFROTH. Now, I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Texas and the gentleman from Illinois that this proposition does 
not re the act of 1891. It suspends the right of the President 
to make a proclamation setting aside these particular lands until 
the survey is made, but it touches no other lands. The President 
will have the right under the act of 1891 to set aside a reservation 
alongside of these, if he wishes to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS. But he can not touch the 21,000,000 acres. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think not, according to the provisions of 
this bill. until the survey is made. > 

The gentleman from Wisconsin is contending that this land 
might all be taken up before the forest reservations are again 
established, Sir, there is no likelihood of any such event, nor, 
indeed, a possibility, because the larger portion of this land is not 
fit for people to live upon. It is mostly mountainous land. The 
reservations that have been established in my State and in most 
of the Rocky Mountain States are in high altitudes, from 8,000 to 
11,000 feet above the level of the sea. They were selected in high 
altitudes because there only will shade vent the melting of 
snow until midsummer, when the water is needed for irri 
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Everyone understands that large trees can not grow in high alti- 
tudes, and hence it is absurd to contend that these lands, even if 
ren were accessible, would be taken up for the value of the 


tim 
po should locate there in any large numbers. Ninety-nine 
undredths of that land is unfit for agricultural p £ 

As to these surveys, the power is given to the executive de- 
partment to make them. There is nothing wrong in that. These 
surveys can be made as soòn as may be desirable. The 
ment officials can make, in the first place, a hasty survey by town- 
ships if they wish, and then, without subdividing into sections, the 
reservations can be established. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman contend that under the 
provision now under discussion, if it should become a law, a paper 
survey could be made? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I do not say that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ifa paper survey can not be made, it must fol- 
low that there must be an actual survey. 
oar SHAFROTH. That may be; but how long is that going to 

e 
Mr. SAYERS. That is what I should like the gentleman to 


lain. 
Alx. SHAFROTH. That is what I am trying to do. 

It seenis to be conceded by all that the order establishing these for- 
est reservations was wrong. Now, as à matter of fact, What is the 
fair way to correct an order manifestly wrong, to correct a procla- 
mation which the President himself has conceded was improper, 
an order which he concedes he would, if he had the power, modify? 

What is the fair and proper way to correct the wrong which 
has been done? Is it to say, as my friend from Iowa proposes, that 
we will suspend the operation of this order until March, 1898, and 
that then, if the surveys are not made or the boundaries not cor- 
rected, the present condition of things, with all the wrongs to the 
people affected, shall be restored? It seems to me not. 

ou must remember that serious wrongs are inflicted upon the 
people of those regions by this order. One reservation in the State 
of South Dakota contains 15,000 population. This order of the 
President practically requires them to remove, to give up their 
homes, unless they are u mining claims duly recorded, and 
makes them criminals if they cut or burn a stick of timber to save 
themselves from freezing. this reservation there are 17 post- 
offices, 5 newspapers, 50 miles of railroad, and a county seat with 
1,200 inhabitants. Some of these people have settled upon the 
lands for a home and have built houses thereon. The lands are 
unsurveyed, and, according to the laws of the United States, no 
homestead right can be acquired to unsurveyed land. Although 
some have lived there for twenty years, expecting to file home- 
stead entries as soon as the lands are surveyed, yet by this order 
they are deprived of their homes without any compensation and 
they become tr rs upon the reservation. 

Can it be that anyone is willing for this condition to be again 
restored, in the event the surveys are not made or the boundaries 
corrected by March, 1898? The only way to get rid of a bad order 
is to annul it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The gentleman from Colorado will allow me 
to say that in addition to the misfortunes of those 15,000 ple, 
as the gentleman has depicted them, they are even deprived of the 
right to maintain their schools and school districts use they 
have no Be eat to be taxed. 

Mr. SA RS. I do not suppose any gentleman contends that 
the order made by the President should not be modified. But the 
question put by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and 
myself was, What is the construction put by him upon that por- 
tion of the clause which required a survey to be madg? I should 
like to know the gentleman's construction. . 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have not read the bill with that 
pointin mind. But adopting the worst construction t 
put upon it—adopting the construction that it will be n 
to survey every section—it seems to me that even in that event the 
only fair way to do when a mistake has been made, when there 
have been large areas of land improperly included in the reserva- 
tions, is to go to work and make the survey and then issue the 
proclamation. But the language of this amendment does not 
warrant such construction. It reads as follows: And if subdi- 
vision surveys shall be found to be necessary, they shall be executed 
under the rectangular system.” That is, if it is found necessary 
by the Secretary of the Interior to have these reservations sur- 
veyed into subdivisions, it shall be by townships and sections; but 
the amendment does not provide that such survey shall be made. 
If the Department itself finds that such surveys are necessary, 
surely no one here should object to the same. 

This forestry question is not a matter of great concern from a 
national standpoint, because the purposes for which these reserva- 
tions are set aside are merely local. 

It is a matter of interest to people in the West only as to whether 
these reservations are properly established. It is on account of 
the waters which are to irrigate our agricultural lands that we 


that is upon them. It is entirely out of the question that 


icular 
t can be 


are interested in these forest reservations. The timber question 
can never be a matter of national concern in connection with these 
reservations. Nobody has ever shipped any timber from the Rocky 
Mountains to supply the markets of the East, or of the Middle 
States, and never will. The timber reserves of that region can 
never be a subject of national concern, although they may be of 
great interest to the people of that particular locality—the people 
of Colorado, Utah, and other Western communities, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when we find that these forest reserva- 
tions are only of local concern and can not become a matter of 
national importance, and when we find that all the Senators and 
Representatives of the States in which the reservations are located 
are unanimous on the subject, it seems tome that the other mem- 
bers of this House ought to give considerable weight to the wishes 
of those people who are interested. y, Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] stated that he thought 
these reserves had an influence upon the floods in the Mississippi 
River. If we look at the location of these reservations, Mr. Chair- 
man, we find that nine tenths of them are on the Pacific Slope. 
There is only one reservation in my, State the waters of which 
flow to the Mississippi River, and perhaps one in South Dakota, 
and one in Montana. 

The MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask for five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. Task that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Colo- 


rado [Mr. SHAFROTH] be extended five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 5 — a pause. ] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. thank the committee very much for the 
courtesy. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, these forest reservations created by the 
order of President Cleveland and the reservations established by 
President Harrison are almost all on the slope that extends to the 
Pacific Ocean. The t reservations in California, the reserva- 
tions in Oregon and in Washington (one reservation in the State 
of Washington containing 8,000,000 acres), all are on the slope the 
waters of which flow to the Pacific Ocean; and all waters in Colo- 
rado west of a line 100 miles west of Denver all flow to the Pacific 
Ocean, and reaps Norte the reservations set aside can not affect 
the floods of the Mississippi River to any appreciable extent. 

Therefore I say these reservations can not become a matter of 
national importance. They are of purely local concern; and if all 
the Representatives from those States irrespective of political 
party, if all the Senators from those States irrespective of politi- 
cal party, and if all the people of those States irrespective of po- 
litical party, say that they believe that this policy is for the best 
interests of those States, it seems to me that the Representatives 
on this floor ought to concede it and adopt this Senate amendment. 
It is most brazen egotism for Representatives to tell us that they 
desire to protect us against ourselves. This proffered guardianship 
over Western local interests we most earnestly protest against. 
You may have the power, but it is not right. The Western Sen- 
ators and Representatives know full well what is for the perma- 
nent welfare of their States, and they are far more eager to ad- 
vance that welfare than other Representatives can possibly be. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word concerning the cut- 
ting of timber on the public domain. If we believed half what 
gentlemen upon the floor of this House say concerning the cutting 
of timber, we would thinkit was somethingenormous. Mr. Chair- 
man. as a matter of fact, nine-tenths of the destruction of timber 
upon the public lands is caused by forest fires. 

Mr. HARTMAN. More than that. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; even more than that. I thought I 
would put it conservatively. A forest fire will sweep over that 
country and in one week's time will do more to destroy the tim- 
ber than all the cutting you can do in ten years. We have been 
trying for years in this House and in the Senate to enact some 
law to protect these forests from fires, I introduced a bill in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress for that purpose and tried to get it through 
at the second session thereof, but I was not able todo it. Gentle- 
men differed from me, and differed honestly, but they did not 
realize the necessity of such a measure. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when they talk about the great loss caused b 
cutting timber, I wish to say that it is a mere bagatelle com 
to the loss that is occasioned by reason of a careless hunter leaving 
his fire without extinguishing it when he moves his camp. 

Mr. McRAE. If my friend will refer to section 16 in the bill, 
he will find that we have provided for that. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; by a criminal liability which is already 
the law as to other public lands, but there are other provisions for 
preventing forest fires which do not seem to have met the ap- 
provalof this House. It would be better to enact such a measure 
than to quarrel because a settler or miner cuts a little timber fo 
domestic purposes. 5 


The great anxiety that some Representatives manifest that all 
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or any great portion of the timber might be cut from these re- 
serves before surveys could be made arises from a total want of 
knowledge of the conditions that exist. The timber that is cut 
on the public lands in the Rocky Mountain region is almost all 
within a mile or two of railroads and streams, which generally 
are very many miles from each other. In these forest reserves 
the conditions are still more unfavorable. Even if the timber 
were much larger than that which grows in high altitudes, you 
can readily see that it would become too expensive to haul it any 
distance. 

The marketing of timber in the mountains involves not only the 
cost of cutting and hauling over rough roads, but the great cost 
of constructing wagon roads around precipitous and rocky moun- 
tain sides over which to haul the timber to the stream or railway. 
You can readily see that it is impossible to have much of a destruc- 
tion of mountain forests from cutting timber. 

I do not impute bad motives to anyone. I do not think there 
was any bad motive in the creation of the forest reserves. I think 
these gentlemen of the commission acted as best they knew. I 
think President Cleveland intended to do what was right; but 
they and he were mistaken; and theonly way to right the wrong is 
to repeal the order and then properly establish forest reservations. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, when we take into 
consideration the object of forest reservations and the discussion 
of our friend from Arkansas and other members of the committee, 
that we will find quite a difference. It never was the object to 
establish forest reservations to preserve timber for commercial use. 
That was foreign to the object: and in my district on three of the 

reservations established by President 3 proclamation 
there is scarcely a piece of commercial timber that can be obtained 
from any of thore reservations. 

The object was not to reserve the timber for commercial pur- 
poses. e lines were not run with such a purpose in view. The 

object was to go to the head waters of White River, to go to the 
head waters of the other great streams, and there lay off a plat of 
timber where the snow fell to a great depth, and to provide that 
timber should not be molested there, not because we wanted to 
save it for future commercial purposes, but that we wanted to save 
it for the purpose of conserving the water supply of these rivers 
for the use of the valleys below. 

That is the reason why the Battle Mountain reservation was set 
apart. The purpose was to increase the flow of the White River. 
President Harrison’s agents were sent to the Grand Mesa, nine or 
ten thousand feet above the sea level, to set apart a reserve of 
timber, not for the timber, but that it might retard the snow 
melting. Now, it would cost probably $25 to get a tree off that 
mesa. We could not use the timber that grows there if we 
wanted to, because it would cost so much. 

The object of making the reserve was to preserve the snow, so 
as to fill the lakes on that great mesa for the purpose of increas- 
ing the flow of the streams for agricultural purposes. The object 
never was to preserve the timber for commercial or other uses. 
When you strike the reserves, especially in Colorado—and I speak 
from experience there—you find that the timber available for 
commercial purposes is below the head waters of the streams and 
is not included in the reserves. Therefore, gentlemen, get out of 
your mind the idea that we are trying to preserve the timber for 
commercial purposes. 

Let me say further to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE]— 
and I have a great admiration for him, and he has been of great 
benefit in this public-land legislation, and his ideas and aims are 
all good—let me say to him, when he talks about the timber of 
Colorado und Utah and its commercial value, that there is not a 
stick of good timber in the State of Colorado or in the State of 
Utah. There is scarcely a cot built in the State of Colorado 
costing $2,500 that is finished with Colorado lumber. 

If a man there goes to build even a cottage, he floors, ceils, and 
finishes it with Eastern lumber. It is true that the native timber 
makes good cross-ties, and that it can be used for mining timber, 
but itis generally of a soft, spongy growth, so that on a stick a 
foot square you put but little weight before it breaks. It is a soft 
timber, unfit for anything except the roughest work. 

Our friends talk about cutting timber on the public lands for 
Mining purposes by the million feet in South Dakota and Mon- 
tana. Now, I want to say to you, gentlemen, that the timber for 
mining p ses is used in this way: It is mainly used for fuel. 
They had no coal in that country to run their furnaces; they had 
no fuel except the timber, and it was good for nothing else, and 
they got permits to use it. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. BELL. I should like ten minutes more, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be allowed ten minutes more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BELL. I thank the committee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
have had a good deal of practical observation in mining, and my 
friend [Mr. CONNOLLY] who sits before me has been mining in 


Leadville, in Colorado, where the timber stands u 
tain top right around him; yet he tells me that they import their 
timber from a foreign State. Why? Because it costs more than 
the value of it; every stick of timber that a man cuts from the 
high mountains is more than earned when he getsit to his furnace. 

There is no timber in the valleys at all except a little white cot- 


m every moun- 


tonwood along the banks of the streams. As you go up on the 
hillsides you have to get to a point where the snow falls before the 
pine or the spruce appears at all. Those trees do not grow even on 
the foothills. You must get up where the clouds come over the 
greater heights and where precipitation takes place in order to find 
any of that timber. In the little valley, 15 miles wide, where I 
livethe farmer takes his wagon and his blanket and his provisions, 
and he goes away and epon R perhaps, three days to get a load of 
poles with which to make a calf pen. That is the way the farmer 
gets his timber in that country. 

He goes up 17 or 18 miles one day and camps in the woods, cuts 
the dead timber (he rarely cuts any green trees), and loads it the 
next day, and the third day he goes back to his farm with his 
little load. Now, do you begrudge that privilege to the men who 
are trying to make that country habitable? Furthermore, let me 
say to you that in the State of Colorado, and probably in every 
other mountain State where inhabited, there are perhaps twenty 
dead trees to one green tree. 

The pine and spruce that grow out there are saturated with 
gum or Apes en I first went to that count.y the valleys 
were settled by Spaniards or Mexicans. They had their chimneys 
built in a corner of the house, and they would take a stick of 
wood and set it on end and touch a match to it, and they hada 
fire. That timber is full of resin, and as soon as a fire gets started 
in any locality it sweeps over the entire region. With all due 
deference to our friends who are talking about preserving that 
timber, I tell them that it can not be preserved to any great ex- 
tent. You can not save it from the ravages of fire. 

Ihaveseenthat attempted by local legislation and by other means 
but the timber is so saturated with gum that once a fire gets started 
it is beyond control. Very little impression is made upon the 
forests by the axman; the great destruction comes from fires, and 
it is for us here to say whether that timber shall be consumed in 
the conflagrations that sweep over that region or whether it shall 
be used for legitimate 83 

Now, as to the location of these reservations, I want to say that 
President Cleveland pursued the same policy that had been pur- 
sued by President Harrison. He sent out his timber inspectors, it 
is true; but in the county of Routt, I believe it is, the Battle 
Mountain reservation was located, and it did not leave any valu- 
able timber in that county that was not within the line of a 
reservation. 

Aman could not get a saw log there, and he can not to-day, off the 
reserve. He can not get a stick of timber in one county of my dis- 
trict to-day unless he takes it from a reservation. We went before 
the Department on this question, and the officers attempted to cor- 
rect this difficulty. They sent men out there and said the lines 
should be drawn in. They have been working at the error ever 
since, but they have doubted their own authority. 

The Assistant Commissioner thought that they had the authority; 
some others thought they had not. After a year and a half mat- 
ters stand pretty much as they did when we began, They have 
taken in farms; they have taken in a million of acres without a 
single stick of timber upon it. They did the same Sing. on the 
Grand Mesa reservation. It takes a man upon horseback half a 
day to go from the foothills to the top of the Grand Mesa. 

There is no chance to get any timber down from there, In 
locating that Grand Mesa the survey was made from the office in 
Washington. They dropped into the foothills. They took agri- 
cultural lands, pastural lands, and mining lands that had no timber. 
They went away up in the vicinity of the Great Molly Gibson mine, 
proavi the greatest Shao en claim ever known. They took 

f a million acres of mining land which had no valuable timber 
on it. They tock probably half a million acres of land which, 
while not first-class agricultural land, is pretty fair pasture land. 

There is a little farm here and there on a stream that would be 
located but for this error. But no man can go inside of it. That 


is why these reservations are so unpopular; that is why this cry 


came from the West. It is of this indiscriminate setting aside of 
these reservations and the injustice with which it was done that 
the people of my district complain. 


Mr. SAYERS. Is there anything in the clause under consider- 


ation which authorizes the correction of those reservations? 

Mr. BELL. Ves, sir. Both bills, the bill of Mr. McRarand the 
present So re of the Senate, make provision in that respect. 

Mr. S. RS. I mean, do these provisions go back to the reser- 
vations established by President Harrison? 

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir; both the McRae bill and the present 
measure do that. They are very much alike. 

Mr. LACEY. That isincluded in the body of the bill as passed 
by the House heretofore. : 
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Mr. BELL. Ves, sir. The bill that passed the House was in the 
same interest as the Senate bill. But the members of the Sen- 
ate from the Western States have gotten together and have formu- 
lated a bill which they believe preserves the interests of the people 
of the West. But I want to say that these reservations are not 


forest reservations for the sake of the forests. They are reserva- 
tions to promote the water supply to the farms in the valleys be- 
low. And it is only so far as the Government has an interest in 
the individual citizens who have settled in those valleys that it 
can have an interest in these reservations. 

They are not established with reference to the timber or its 
preservation; that is a mere incident. Their purpose is to con- 
serve the water supply for the valleys below. That is the thing 
in a nutshell; that is the gist of the whole controversy. Each 
State of the West has two Senators; they have gotten together 
and have formulated this bill, It may have some imperfections. 
I admit that there is considerable force in what the gentleman 
from Iowa suggests as to leaving these reservations open to settle- 
ment during the period of suspension and allowing the surveys 


to go on. ; 
. SAYERS. Will the gentleman give the reason why he 
thinks there is something in that suggestion? 


Mr. BELL. It is a little inconsistent, in my judgment, to say 
that we do not abandon these reservations in toto; but we hold 
them in suspension and make this appropriation and go forward 
with the surveys, and while we survey we permit men to make 
locations inside of our surveyed line. 

Mr. KING. Is it not a fact that no location would be made upon 
pale lands, but only upon mineral lands and quasi agricultural 
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Mr. BELL. In m opinion no good-faith location would be 
made upon any of the lands that would probably be laid off in 
these reservations. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL. May I have five minutes more? 

Mr. SAYERS. 
time be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL. I do not believe that any good-faith location would 
be made inside of the lines as they were being run. But there 
are in all countries men who do not do things from an honest 
purpose. There are men who might go within the supposed lines 
and make locations for the 1 — 9 — of securing the benefits of the 
conditional provision in the bill for those initiating claims to have 
lands elsewhere. I admit that there is something in that part of 
the bill which could probably be improved. 

I do not myself desire to have this bill in such a shape that any 
man may e undue advantage of any ofits provisions. I be- 
lieve it ought to be so framed that any man who may go within 
the bounds of any reservation, as it may be established after the 
enactment of this law, should acquire no rights; and I believe 
that the lands which may have been settled in good faith before 
the Cleveland order should be left out of any reservation which 
may be located hereafter. : ? 

r. KING. I think the gentleman did not quite 3 my 
question. Does he think that if the proclamation absolutely 
mded, as contemplated by this amendment, there is any pos- 
sibility of any location that would in any manner affect or injure 
the timber upon the public lands? 

Mr. BELL. Isay, no good-faith location. 

Mr. KING. Would not the locations be only upon mineral 
lands and quasi 5 lands? 

Mr. BELL. I think all mineral lands should be open to loca- 
tion. The mineral lands of this country, including all gold. silver, 
copper, and lead, are too important to be left ont of the land sys- 
tem for the p of conserving the water supplies for a few 
thousand acres of land. But I believe with the gentleman from 
Iowa that our laws should be so framed that no man hereafter 
shall acguire any right on a reservation that may be established 
hereafter or within the boundary of any old reservation while it 
is suspended merely for correction. 

Ido not believe that such a provision would affect any good- 
faith locator, because as a general thing the timber reservations, 
as I have remarked. are not valuable for settlement. The land 
has been there for ages and nobody has taken it up thus far, ex- 
cept where the lines have inadvertently been run where there was 
no timber. Every man who has investigated the facts in our part 
of the country has found that where settlements exist to-day the 
reservation should not have existed. 

A special commission went out and examined two of our reser- 
vations and found that wherever there was a settlement the land 
was unfit for a timber reservation. And in that arid region, as I 
have said, timber does not grow until you reach a point where the 
snow fall is extensive enough to furnish the moisture. When the 
air passes over one of those high ranges, if it comes from the west 
or from the east, the 3 takes place at that high altitude 
on the mountain tops and reaches for a certain distance on the 


ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s. 


mountain sides; and by the time it reaches the foothills the airis 
devaporized and there is no rainfall. 
Therefore, after you pass that line, there is no timber and there 


is no agriculture. There may be some grazing, but the land there 
is not taken up for grazing purposes. I believe the Senate bill, in 
the main, is good; I believe that the McRae bill; in the main, is 


good, and that the friends of those measures ought to get to- 
gether. Wherever there may be a chance for anybody to spec- 
ieee on the passage of this bill, the opportunity onght to be 
closed up. 

Jam in favor of the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa to 
provide that whenever hereafter a location may be made within 


-the lines of reservations that are saspended, the locations shall be 


invalid. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand the gentleman, he is opposed 
to concurring in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to concur with an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. But the Senate amendment as it stands the 
gentleman is op to. 

Mr. BELL. ell, [am in favor of it, in the main. Iam in 
favor also of the good portions of the amendment offered by my 
friend from Iowa. 

Mr. CANNON. But the immediate question is on the Senate 
amendment. We must either concur in that, or nonconcur, or 
concur with an amendment. Now, as I understand the gentle- 
man from Colorado, there is one proposition to which he is 
posed, namely, concurring in the Senate amendment as it stands; 

mt he desires legislation upon this question and wants the Senate 
amendment m ed. 

Mr. BELL. Well, I would prefer it that way; but as between 
sending the matter to a conference and taking it as it stands, I 
prefer it as it is. While I do not believe there is much danger in 
the conference, there is but little opportunity through this small 
defect to speculate, and we may possibly lose this legislation if it 
goes to a conference committee. 

oe the hammer fell.] 

. CANNON. If I can be recognized a minute, because the 
is involved, I shall be glad. 

The CHAIR . The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois. 


Mr. CANNON. And I think he gives valuable testimony. I 
live over in Illinois, away east of this. What I want to dois to 
find out what the gentleman desires. Here is the Senate amend- 
ment. Does the gentleman counsel that we adopt it? 

Mr. BELL. ell, I think the Senate amendment as a whole is 
good. I think there is one provision, suggested by my friend from 

owa, that could be improved upon, but I would not feel di 
to press it on the conference committee unless I knew that this in 
the main was to be returned. Of course the Senate will approve 
of their own measure, but I think the bill would be improved if 
that loophole were closed up. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, then, the gentleman is in favor of a 
modification of the Senate amendment as a matter of sentiment, 
and that as a whole, notwithstanding that, he is in favor of the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. BELL. Les; I am. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I feel the more 
justified in trespassing upon the patience of this committee in 

king in favor of this amendment for the reason that the peo- 
ple of the State which I have the honor in part to represent are 
more deeply concerned in this ding amendment than the peo- 
ple of any part of the United States. It is not the first forest 
reservation that has concerned the people of the Pacific Coast, 
and it is not the first forest reservation that has concerned the 
people of my State. 

During the Administration of President Harrison, in pursuance 
of the provisions of the act of 1891, a forest reservation was set 
apart in our State—the Mount Rainier Reservation. Before that 
réservation was set apart, properly qualified agents of the Gov- 
ernment went into that section and made an investigation as to 
the desirability of that reservation. They were sent there to 
ascertain what the needs of the community were, and then they 
laid off the forest reservation. 

Against that reservation I have yet to hear one single complaint; 
but the reservation that is immediately touched by the penchng 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, stands upon an entirely different foot- 
ing. Without any personal inspection on the part of the agents 
of the Government qualified to determine what lands could be 
reserved without serious detriment and injury to our people, with- 
out that investigation which is presumed always to precede action 
of importance, like a thunderbolt from a clear sky came an Ex- 
ecutive order which practically blotted from the map of our State 
more than 8,000,000 acres of land—more than 12,000 square miles, 
Mr. Chairman. 

An area almost as great as Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Dela- 
ware combined, an area 50 per cent greater than the State of New 
Jersey, an area almost ten times as great as the State of Rhode 
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Island, and that, Mr. Chairman, without the least notice to the 
people of our State. ee 5 
In the whole history of the United States, it is doubtful if any 


instance can be pointed to in which a more s 
delivered at the interests of any community 
order or legislative act than was aimed at the people of the State 
of Washington by this order of February 22, 1897, and it is singu- 
larly inappropriate and unfortunate that the anniversary of free- 
dom's foremost champion should have been desecrated by the 
most despotic act that has ever marred our history. 

This area set aside, Mr. Chairman, contained more than twenty 
towns and villages, some of them very prosperous and flourishing 
and quite populous. It contains over a hun and fifty thou- 
sand acres of land that have been selected by the State of Wash- 
ington to fulfill grants made by the Federal Government for pub- 
lic purposes. It contains 40 miles of railroad, I believe, and in 
one county alone within the limits of this reservation, Mr. Chair- 
man, there are more than 23 59 claims, on which 
have been expended millions of dollars in development work and 
improvements. 

There are thousands of homes of law-abiding, industrious, hon- 
est, energetic citizens on this reservation, and in order to remain 
in possession of their homes, which were built under the protec- 
tion and by the invitation of our laws, they are compelled every 
day of their lives to do acts which have been denounced by an 
Executive proclamation as crimes against the laws of the country 
which 9 and whose flag they revere and respect. They can 
not remain in possession of their homes, Mr. Chairman, without 
doing acts which they, as law-abiding citizens of this country, dis- 
like very much todo. They are forbidden under the penalties of 
the law to cut a stick of timber, almost forbidden to cross their 
own threshold. Take the selected lands of the State. Toa very 
large extent they are so situated that they can not be approached 
except by going across—— 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. In a moment I will ask that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. I will be glad, as we are to take a recess at 5 
o'clock, to see if we can not, by agreement, fix an hour to-morrow 
when the five-mi ute debate shall close on this provision. Say 
we meet at 12. I suggest that we close the debate at 1 o'clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that debate on this amendment andall amendments thereto 
be closed at 1 o’clock to-morrow. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is, Shall the gentle- 
man’s time be extended? 

Mr. CANNON. That was consented to, I thought. Now I ask 
that the gentleman's time be extended ten minutes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman asks unanimous consent that 

the time of the gentleman from Washington be extended ten min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 
Nr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, as I was saying, 
most of these lands that have been selected by the State of Wash- 
ington to fulfill her grants are so situated that they can not be 
reached except by crossing some portion of this forest reservation, 
against the crossing of which an Executive injunction has been 
issued and decreed. The continuance of these reservations as 
they now stand would inflict upon the people of the State of 
Washington very serious hardship in respect to her granted lands 
alone, to say nothing about the injury and injustice done to her 
citizens as individuals, 

1 want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I trust that this Senate 
amendment will: be adopted just as it stands, without the change 
of a single sentence ora single letter init. AsI am advised, 
every single sentence in the amendment now under discussion was 
prepared with the assent and under the supervision of the Inte- 
rior Department, and, I believe, was agr to by all but one of 
the members of the forest commission that were sent out to 
recommend these reservations. Is that correct? 

Mr, HARTMAN. With one modification. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I Was about to mention that one 
exception. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that the 
genzleman's information is correct. I do not understand by any 

ner of means that the Secretary of the Interior has agreed to 
this provision. There was a provision that he did agree to sub- 
senegal: but it was quite different from this one, as I under- 
8 s 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I gather from the debate in the 
Senate, and I think the gentleman will find that I am not in 
error about it, that, with the exception of one provision, to which 
I will call attention in a moment, every of this amendment 
as it now stands has been approved by the Interior Department 


ing blow was 
y an Executive 


and by the commission that went out to recommend these reser- 
vations. That exception is the part which provides for the imme- 
diate vacation of all the reservations set aside by the order of the 
22d of February last. To that, I understand, the Interior Depart- 


ment has not yet given its assent, but it is understood that the 
Department was ready to do practically the same thing as soon as 
it could get sufficient advice upon the subject. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as to that exception, I find that every gentle- 
man in this House, as far as I have been able to gather from their 
words, are all in favor of this provision for the vacation of the 
reserves set aside in February last. Gentlemen here, as far as 
they have expressed themselves, seem to be all in favor of it, and 
I want to say to this committee that no measure less than that 
will give any substantial relief to the people of the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent. Those reservations were 
made without knowledge, without information. without investi- 
gation on the part of the officers upon whom the law devolved the 
responsibility. Nobody ever saw any of the commissioners within 
telescopic sight of any of the reservations that they marked out in 
our State. ose reservations were marked out by guess for the 
most part. 

The commissioners had, of course, a general idea of the country. 
Anybody can get that by riding through on a Pullman car. They 
saw mountains in certain portions of the State, with vast bodies 
of timber upon their sides, but further investigation than that the 
record does not show to have been made by those commissioners. 
I doubt whether they would have made their recommendations if 
they had known the grievous injury they were going to inflict. 
In fact, I feel confident they never would have done it. But they 
just looked at the mountain range and saw that it was very high, 
and they immediately came to the conclusion that there could not 
be anyone up there, and therefore that nobody could be hurt by 
making it a reservation; so they marked out the reservation on 
the map and sent it here, and His Excellency the last President, in 
the closing hours of his political life, signed the act which is now 
giving our people so much trouble and doing them so much injury. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I trust that it is the sense of this 
committee to adopt the Senate amendment just as it stands. In 
all but one of its provisions it is concurred in not only by the Sen- 
ate, but by the Interior Department and by the forest commis- 
sion, and that exceptional provision, as I have already said, seems 
to be unanimously approved by the members of this House who 
have spoken on thissubject. Therefore it seems to me that rather 
than modify the provision which comes from the Senate by amend- 
ments which do not reach any particularly i 1 end it is 
better for us to adopt it just as it comes to the House. 

Two reasons have been given for the making of these forest 
reserves, and I deem it omy due to that part of the country from 
which I come to say that the people of my State are not opposed 
to the principle of forest reserves, although that principle applies, 
in its utility, with very much less force to that region than to 
other portions of the United States. One of those arguments is 
that we ought to conserve our timber supply, which is rapidly 
being wasted by the woodman’s ax. I agree that it would be a 
good thing to do that; but, so far as the Puget Sound region is 
concerned, it is already everlastingly too late. Corporations and 
individuals have already appropriated practically all the mer- 
chantable timber in that country except what the State has got to 
fill her grants. 

The merchantable timber is gone, and, while the areas that have 
been reserved have an immense amount of pine and other trees 
upon them, there is 5 merchantable timber remaining 
that is accessible to the mill man. I do not say there is no mer- 
shone timber; I speak of merchantable timber that is ac- 
cessible. 

Gentlemen who have never visited that country can scarcely 
understand how different are the conditions there from those in 
the Eastern States. The timber is on thesides of steep mountains, 
or it is in the canyons, in places accessible only to the mining pros- 
pector. He will go there; he will brave any difficulties and dan- 
gers; he is willing to go and look for a mining claim in any place 
where he thinks there is any pr t of finding it, and if he con- 
cludes that there is a pr t he is willing to stay with it and 
work hard, and in order to develop his claim he must have the 
timber around him, and that is about all that the timber in such 
places is good for. 

But the reservation, unless lifted, at once places an injunction 
upon our people from reasonably enjoying their own homes, which 
they have built at t expense. It prevents them from enjoying 
the property that they haye acquired under the laws of this coun- 
try and from 8 the mining claims which they have 
located by invitation of the Government of the United States. 

One more proposition, and that is concerning our water supply. 
I agree that the Mississippi floods have been a great disaster and 
that perhaps they have been due somewhat to the denudation of 
the forests at the head waters of that great stream. But it must be 
recollected that the head waters of the Mississippi River in Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota lie practically upon a level plain. To them 
spring comes all at once. Practically the same condition of 
weather prevails from one end of Minnesota and Wisconsin to the 
other during the same time. The snow starts all at once to the 
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rivers and produces the floods. But in our count: 
There is scarcely ever any snow in the vicinity of Puget Sound. 
A little farther back in the valleys the snow commences and in- 
creases in depth up the mountains. Spring does not come to us 
all at once, but it comes to usin a procession. It marches from 
lowland to valley, from valley to foothill, from foothill to moun- 
tain side, and from the mountain side to the ice-crowned peak, 


where there is everlasting snow. The snow recedes very grad- 
ually, so that it keeps up an abundant supply of water during 
all that time for our streams. If those lands were entirely de- 
nuded of timber, it would not make very much difference with 
respect to our water supply, because the differences of altitude to 
which I have referred provide us with a safeguard against these 
inundations. 

But I do not wish by this language to be understood as urging 
that we are not in favor of preserving our timber there. Weare. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 7 

. MCRAE. I ask leave to have printed in ine RECORD the 

bill known as House bill No. 119, which has been discussed to some 
extent and which I shall offer as a substitute for certain parts of 
the Senate amendments. 

There was no objection. 

The proposed amendment of Mr. MCRAE was read, as follows: 


Strike ont all after line 13, on page 70, down to and including line 19, on 
page 75, and insert the following: 

“That the objects for which public forest reservations shall be established 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, shall be to protect and 
improve the forests for the pu: of securing a continuoussupply of timber 
for the people and insuring conditions favorable to water flow. And it is not 
the pu of this act to authorize the inclusion. within such forest reserva- 
tions, of lands more valuable for mining or agricultural purposes than for the 
timber thereon. 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior shall make such rulesand regulations, 
and shall establish such service as shall be required to regulate the occu- 
pa and use of forest reservations which have been heretofore, or shall be 

wereafter, created under the said act of March 3, 1891, and to preserve the 
timber and other natural res and such natural wonders and curiosi- 
ties and game as may be therein, from injury, waste, fire, spoliation, or other 
destruction: Provided, That all such forest reservations shall be controlled 
and administered in accordance with the provisions of this act and the rules 
and regulations so prescribed hereunder; and all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the provisions of thisact and therulesand tions prescribed 
hereunder are hereby repealed in so far as the same relate to public lands 
embraced within such forest reservations. 

“That for the parpas of preserving a sufficientsupply of living and grow- 
ing timber and facilitating its ee and with a view to proper utilization 
of same. the 5 of the Interior may, under rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by him, permit the cutting, removal, and disposal of so much of the 
dead or mature timber on such reservetions as may, in his judgment, be ex- 
pedient. That indisposing of such timber the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause the same to be properly marked and nams , and thereafter ap- 
praised and advertised for sale to residents of the State or Territory in whi 
the lands to be cut upon are situated. Such advertisement shall 
not less than thirty 


be made for 
r of general circulation throughout 
the State or Ternet n which the said lands are situated, and like publica- 
tion shall also be made, for the same penod: in a newspaper published in the 
county or counties in which the lands lie. Such advertisement shall offer 
the timber for sale at not less than the appraised value and in limited quan- 
tities to each purchaser, specifying that payments therefor shall be eto 
the receiver of public moneys of the local land office of the district wherein 
the said timber is situated, subject to conditions prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. No timber so purchased shall be removed until payment in 
full therefor has been made and receipt for such payment has issued by the 
receiver of public moneys. And no timber be either cut or removed 
under the foregoing provisions of this section except under such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. The p 

all such sales shall be accounted for by the receiver of public mone: 
separate account, and shall be covered intothe Treasury of the United States 
as a special fund, to be expended in the care and management of public for- 
est reservations under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, or as 
Con may provide. 

“ Thatin behalf of miners, prospectors, agriculturists, and other bona fide 
settlers occupying lands within or near forest reservations, who have not 
a sufficient amount of timber on their own claims or lands for use in devel- 
oping the natural resources of same or for firewood, fencing, or building 
purposes, that the Secretary of the Interior may permit such parties, under 
rules and regulations prescribed by him, to procure from the public lands 
within such reservations free of charge so much timber as may be needed 
for their own individual use in developing the natural resources of their own 
claims or lands, or for firewood, fencing, and building pur) 

“That nothing herein shall be construed to prohibit in any wise any person 
or persons from free ingress and egress et to such reservations, or 
from crossing the same, or from constructing through the same necessary 
wagon roads: Provided further, That a strict compliance with the statutes 
and rules and regulations thereunder governing such reseryationsis observed. 

That the settlers and other residents within the boundaries of such reser- 
vations or in the vicinity thereof may maintain schools, churches, and ceme- 
teries within such reservations, and for that purpose may occupy any of the 
unappropriated and unoccupied lands in said reservations, not exceeding 10 
acres for each school building and for each 8 

~“ That nothing herein shall be construed to prohibit the use of any and all 
water on such reservations for power, domestic 3 or for general irri- 
gation purposes under the laws of the State or Territory wherein such res- 
ervations are situated. 

That in cases in which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
or by a patent is included within the limits of a public forest reservation the 
settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract to the 
Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land open to 
settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or patent; 
and no charge shall be made in such cases for making the entry of record or 
issuing the patent to cover the tract selected: Provided further, That in cases 
of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws respecting settlement, 
residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new claims, credit 
being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished claims. 

That all public lands withdrawn from settlement and entry for such forest 
reservations which, upon due . personal ins ion on the part 
of a competent person or persons, appoin 


in a newspa 


or detailed for that purpose by 


the Secretary of the Interior, shall be found to be more valuable for mining 
or agricultural purposes than for forest uses, shall be duly restored to entry 
under the general mining or settlement laws. The restoration to entry of 
such withdrawn lands shall be made only after due publication or proclama- 
tion of restoration by the President, based upon recommendation by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. Publication in such cases shall be made for not less 
than sixty days in two papers published nearest the lands in question, and 
which are of y aana and of general circulation in the State or Territo; 
wherein the said lands lie: Provided further, That pros rs and mine 
claimants shall have free access to such forest reservations for the purpose 
of 1 locating, and developing the mineral resources thereof, and 
that title to mineral claims 8 acquired in the same manner as upon 
other mineral lands of the United States. 

That any person who shall autan set fire or cause to be set fire to any 
timber upon any palit forest reservation, or shall negligently leave or suffer 
fire to burn unattended near any such reservation, s be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and, upon con ion, be fined in a sum not less than $50 nor 
more than $5,000, or prisoned not more than two years, or both. 

“That any person who shall build a camp fire or other fire in any public 
forest reservation shall, before breaking camp or leaving the same, totally 
extinguish such fire. Any person failing to do so shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine of 
not less than 5 nor more 000, or imprisoned not more than one year, 
or See such fine and imprisonmen' 

* t the State or Territory Wherein such forest reservations are situated 
2 ha ve civil and crimin: 

ons.“ 


Mr. CASTLE. I ask unanimous consent to have 
RECORD an amendment which I propose to move to 
page 74, after line 7. 

here was no objection. e 

The proposed amendment of Mr. CAsTLE is as follows: 

That any bona fide settler or other person whose lands have been or may 
hereafter be included within a forest reservation may apply to the 3 
of the Interior to have his lands and improvements thereupon appraised, an 
on such application the Secretary of the Interior shall cause said lands and 
improvement to be appraised and the value thereof determined; and if the 
settler accepts the finding of such appraisers, and shall so notify the Secre- 
tary of the Interior within six months after notice of such appraisement, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall include the amount so returned by such ap- 
praisers in the estimate of his Department for the ensuing year, and the set- 
tler shall be paa for his land and improvements in accordance with such 
appraisement. 


The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the order of the House, the 
Committee of the Whole will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
amendments of the Senate to House bill No, 16 (the sundry civil 
appropriation bill) and had come to no resolution thereon. 


GOVERNMENT EXHIBIT, COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the official report of the Board of Control and Manage- 
ment of the United States Government Exhibit at the late World's Columbian 


ition at Chicago. 
Exe oF: WILLIAM McKINLEY, . 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 10, 1897. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALLEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. HAMILTON, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask that my colleague, Judge LANHAM, have 
indefinite leave of absence, on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House, the Chair now 
declares the House in recess until to-morrow at 12 0’clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of south chan- 
nel of branch of Penobscot River in Frankfort, Me.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Royal River, 
Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Machias River, Maine, from Machias to Machiasport—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Harraseekit 


al jurisdiction over persons within such reserva- 


rinted in the 
inserted on 
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River, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of preliminary examination 
of Boothbay Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of preliminary examination 
of Chandlers River, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Bangor Harbor and Penobscot River, Maine—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

si ame following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. FOWLER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3145) to estab- 
lish a tariff commission for the p e of investigating Federal 
taxation, recommending changes therein, and adjusting any in- 

ualities in existing law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 3146) to reduce the number 

of peremptory challenges allowed defendants charged with treason 

4 a capital offense or other felony—to the Committee on the Ju- 
ciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8147) to t the right of 
way to the Chicago, St. Louis and Texas Air Line Railway Com- 
pany through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3148) 1 
for the appointment of honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, an 
marines in the civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 3169) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Clinch River at Kingston, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (House Res. No. 43) providing a 
time for the consideration of Senate bill No. 1886, A bill to adopt 
regulations for preventing collisions upon certain harbors, rivers, 
ane inland waters of the United States”—to the Committee on 

es. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 3149) for the relief of Olive M. 
‘Hechtman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3150) for the relief 
of John Harper, Alexander Hammontree, and others, trustees of 
the Methodist Church at Warrenton, Mo.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8151) granting a pension to Orison Wil- 
liams— to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of James 
Welch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3158) to increase the pension 
of D. B. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3154) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Florence W. Buskirk—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3155) granting a pension to Kitty Ann Log- 
gins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 3156) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elmira Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3157) for the relief 
of James W. Buchanan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3158) for the relief of the 
widow of George C. Foulk—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 3159) granting a pension to 
Emma Brough Gerard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3160) to place on the pension rolls the name 
of Minerva Sample—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. S EL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3161) for the relief 
of Clark G. Russell to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3162) granting a pension to Sarah Potter, 
dependent daughter of Andrew Potter, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 3163) granting a sion to 
John Fisher, of Wilber, Saline County, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3164) granting a pension to Alden B. Thomp- 


12 of Farmyale, Hamilton County, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
ensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3165) to confer 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of 
of Thomas W. McDonald as administrator of the estates of James 
M. and Timothy Meaher, and to remove the bar of the statute of 
limitations therefrom—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bill (H. R. 3166) for the relief of Tobias 
E. Lamb—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3167) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
remove the charge of desertion as to William Rodamer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 3168) granting a pension 
of $50 per month to Cordice R. Sprague—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following Hsp and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petition of residents of Suffolk County, 
N. Y., favoring further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Lancaster 
County, Pa., in favor of restricting immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of John W. Walters, W. H. Bezel, 
and other citizens of Tamaqua, Pa., asking for the passage of a 
bill to restrict immigration—to the Committee on igration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Charles L. Place and other citizens 
of Providence, R. I., for a more rigid restriction of immigration 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of J. Frank Coley and others and 
F. A. Young and others, citizens of Chester County, Pa., favoring 
the passage of an immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of citizens of Westerly, R. I., for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of Walter P. Danguy and 
others, asking for the passage of a bill for the relief of book agents 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of James Welsh- to the Committee on ims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Wiiliam Stone and other citi- 
zens of Empire, Ohio, praying for the passage of an immigration 
bill similar to the bill vetoed by President Cleveland—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of 160 citizens of Portland, Oreg.. pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Charles Blose and other 
citizens of Lehigh County, Pa., urging the passage of a bill for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Levant Emery Company, of New York, 
and the Penn Hardware Company, of ing. Pa., asking that 
emery ore be placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Chautauqua, N. Y., 
favoring the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Protest of Frank Henline & Son, of Man- 
kato, Minn., against a tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. f 

By Mr. OTEY: Petitions of citizens of Roanoke and Lynchburg, 
Va., asking for the passage of a bill restricting immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

py Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of J. Ely Beebe and other citizens 
of New London County, Conn., asking for free delivery of mails 
= 3 districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

_By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Otto A. Meyer and 14 other 
citizens of Utica, N. Y., for reform in banking and currency 
legislation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Paper to accompany House bill 
N the relief of Clark G. Russell—to the Committee on Military 

airs. g 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of Charles C. Noll and 
other citizens of Sharpsburg, Pa.; N. D. Cook, T. W. Sallade, and 
others, of Hoboken, Pa.; Stephen Mercer and others, of Bellevue, 
Pa.; 5. B. Clever and others, of Ross Township, and C. H. Lutz 
and others, of Allegheny County, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill 
to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: Petitions of Frank F. Walker and 
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others, and E. E. Jeffords and others, of Erie County, Pa., asking 
for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of 60 citizens of Lockport, 
N. L., asking for the passage of an immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Cordice R. Sprague—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Pa 

lating to the claim of 

valid Pensions, 


rs to accompany House bill No. 1034, 
illiam H. Byrum—to the Committee on 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 11, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEASE OF SENECA OIL WELLS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 29th ultimo, certain information relative to 
the lease made by the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians of 
New York to the Seneca Oil Company in December, 1896; which 


was read. 

Mr. QUAY. Imovethatthe communication and accompanying 
report be printed and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and as the proposition is now pending in conference between the 
two Houses on the Indian appropriation, the printing had better 
be accomplished by to-morrow morning. Pending that I have no 
further argument to make before the committee. I want them to 
examine the report and Ts, 

The VICE-PRESID. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the communication and accompanying papers be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY. Probably they had better go to the Committee on 
a eee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the communication and accompanying papers will 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

RAILWAY MAIL TRANSPORTATION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 6th instant, the opinion of the Comptroller of 
the Treasury as to the legality of certain orders of the Post-Office 


Department for the payment of additional compensation to the 
5 1 Ohio Southwestern Railroad for tion of 
e 


the years 1895, 1896; which was read. 
Mr. CHAND Lask that the communication and accom- 
panying papers be printed and referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations. 

Mr. CoC . No; they ought to go to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I make the request suggested by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication and accompanying papers will be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Post and Post-Roads. There is no 
objection, and that will be the order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


* 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Peoria, 
III., praying for the enaciment of legislation restricting immi- 
gration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry wholesale grocers and 
fish dealers of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating inst an increase 
of the duty on salt fish; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Association 
of Aurora, III., praying for the passage of the so-called antiscalp- 
ing railroad ticket bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of John N. Austin and 182 
other citizens of Mount Holly; of C. K. Hummer and 42 other 
citizens of Frenchtown; of Alfred Kent and 57 other citizens of 
New Providence; George M. Wilson and 21 other citizens of Rin- 

; Albert J. Coryman and 31 other citizens of Belleville; Harry 
1 Conver and 42 other citizens of Ocean City; Adam Kartman 
and 79 other citizens of Oxford; James M. Smith and 84 other 
citizens of Long Branch; W. W. Dishow, jr., and 49 other citizens 
of Newark; V. R. Tubman and 17 other citizens of Dividing 
Creek; Samuel A. Cliver and 21 other citizens of Neptune Town- 
ship; Robert Leroy Pierce and 8 other citizens of the Third elec- 
tion district; A. A. Tilton and 18 other citizens of Glendale; Wil- 
liam K. Ivans and 25 other citizens of Middlesex County; Henry 


Clayton and 13 other citizens of Turkey; William R. Crawford 
and 5 other citizens of Holman; John Bishop and 20 other citizens 
of Oakhurst; Chester F. Barber and 33 other citizens of Chatham; 
William H. Ward and 10 other citizens of Hanover; W. A. N. 
Morton and 14 other citizens of Monmouth County; David Dunn 
and 34 other citizens of North Branch; R. F. Elberson and 95 
other citizens of Ocean County; Rollan E. Packer and 37 other 
citizens of Paulsboro; Henry R. Vansciver and 16 other citizens 
of Riverside, and of H. N. Sherman and 164 other citizens of 
Boonton, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry owners of timber lands 
and manufacturers of lumber in Tennessee, praying that a duty 
of $2 par thousand feet be placed on all lumber and logs imported 
into the United States from foreign countries; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Ashuelot Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Keene, N. H., praying 
that the old frigate Constitution be retained in New Hampshire 
waters; which was referred to the Committee on Naval ‘Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sullivan 
County, Pa., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on 
hides; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Theodore B. Stulb Repub- 
lican Club of the Twelfth Ward of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
the repeal of the present civil-service law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. KYLE. I 3 the petition of Dumont Post, No. 58, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Blunt, S. Dak., praying that 
George W. Bolster, a member of that post, be granted a pension. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
which has the bill now under consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the petition of Mrs. Nannie D. McClin- 
tock, of Bourbon Poun , Ky., praying that she be granted a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the ittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William Davis, of Carter 
County, Ky., praying that relief be granted him for injuries re- 
ceived in the service of the Government; which was referred to 


the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS 223 the petition of William B. Matchett, of 
Washington, D. C., praying the United States to secure for him 
compensation for services rendered and expenses incurred in the 
revision of the awards of the Mixed Claims Commission of 1866 
between the Government of Venezuela and the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a memorial of the Christian 
Endeavor Union of Bridgeport, Conn., remonstrating against the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented the petition of O. Vincent Coffin and sundry 
other citizens of Middletown, Conn., praying for the appointment 
of a commission as proposed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary 
convention; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also preson the memorial of J. O. May and sundry other 
citizens of Naugatuck, Conn., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William J. Kelly and sundry 
other citizens of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of leg- 
aton restricting immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

Mr. ALLEN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
1356) to remove the charge of desertion from the name of George 
Miller; which were referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

He also presented the affidavit of Dr. I. D. Howard, of Nebraska, 
to accompany the bill (S. 67) to increase the pension of Alexander 
Swallow; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
aay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1927) for the benefit of Mrs. Nannie D. McClintock, 
of Harrison County, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 1928) ae an increase of pension to First-Class 
i Capt. James Herrington (with an accompanying paper); 


an 

A bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William Davis. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1930) granting a pension to 
John Fisher, of Wilber, Saline County, Nebr.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1931) to make grants of 
se 2 TBa SOVETA States a eg Union Tor Biete nomas Skool; 
and for other purposés; which was read twice by its title, anı 
referred to the Gaani on Public Lands. 
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act entitled An act to regulate commerce roved February 
4, 1887, and for other purposes; which was r twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 1933) to correct the mili- 
wy record of George Haskin; which was read twice by its title, 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1934) granting a pension to Lieut. 
Col. Ogden Street; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which wereseverally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1935) for the relief of O. H. P. Wayne, of Hamilton 


pare Tenn.; : 
5 is 1936) for the relief of John J. Lowery, of Hamilton 

aunty, 

A bill (S. 1937) for the relief of the estate of John C. Gillespie, 
deceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 1938) for the relief of the estate of Richard W. Corbin, 
deceased, late of Hamilton County, 

A bill (S. 1939) for the relief o; Fine 2 of John Deady, de- 
ceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 1940) for the relief of — estate of Josiah J. Bryan, 
deceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 1941) for the relief of William L. Dugger, of Hamil- 


ton 5 Tenn.; 
A bill (S. 1942) for the relief of William L. Dugger, of Hamil- 
tor Gont , Tenn.: and 


1943) for the relief of Daniel Kaylor, ef Hamilton 

County, Tenn. 
ATE introduced a bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Clinch River, ra Tenn.; which 
w 55 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


sg r. FAIRBAN KS introduced a bill (S. 1945) for therelief of Mary 
A. Coulson, executrix of Sewell Coulson, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 


A bill (S. 1946) granting an increase of pension to First-Class 
Pilot Capt. James M. Herrington; and 

A bill (8. . ranting a pension to John S. Dukate, late as- 
3 eon, Fifty-third Regiment Indiana Veteran Volunteers. 


B introduced a bill (S. 1948) to correct the 
1 record of John Bass, late a private in Company G, Forty- 
hth Illinois Volunteers, andto grant him an honorable discharge; 
ich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

a Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1949) for the relief of Charles 
H. Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
sa twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


aay bin (S. 1950) granting a pension to C. A. Craig, of Smith 
Center, Kans.; and 

A bill (S. 1951) granting an increase of pension to E. Bierer, of 
Hiawatha, Kans. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1952) granting a pension 
to John C. Vanpool; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present, to accompany the bill and to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, sundry papers, including 

tition numerously signed, a certificate of the adjutant-general 
of Misso Missouri, certain certificates of the ordnance officers, and sun- 
co Fa affidavits. I move that the bill and accompanying papers be 
ed to the Committee on 9 
The motion was agreed to 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; w. Pee was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
Eons STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be 
9 to the general deficiency ap riation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted four amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
Mr. MANTLE. I submit pro amendments to the tariff 
bill which represent the views of the National Wool Growers’ As- 


— 


sociation upon the question of the tariff upon wool. Task that 
they be printed, and also printed in the RECORD, and referred to 
e Committee on Finance. 
“The VICE-PRESIDEN T. If there be no objection, it will be so 
orde 

Mr. ALLEN. Do J understand the Senator from Montana to 
ask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD a petition 
on the subject of wool? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis amendments intended to be pro- 
posed to the wool schedule of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no objection to printing that in the REC- 
ORD, but I would object to the printing of a petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is nota petition, but amendments 
to be proposed to the tariff bill. 

There being no objection, the amendments were ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Finance, and to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Amendments to be by Mr. MANTLE to the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to 5 the industries of the 


United States (introduced by request of the Wool Growers" Asso- 
ciation of the United States). 


Strike ont all of paragraphs 347, 348, 349, 85 354, 355. 356, 357, 
350, 360, and 361, on pages hh, 92, 93, 94, and 28 N 


followin paragraphs: 

5 wools, hair epoca faa llama, eee 
shail be divided £ for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon, 
in ‘oll classes: 


mestiza, metz. or metis wools, and in- 


318. Ginas 1 th hat is to say, merin 
of Merino blood, immediate or 


cluding all other wools having an 
remote, Down cloth: wools, and wools of similar r with any of the 
receding. Also Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing wools, 
— in long wools, or other combing wools having any —— of oe 
blood, immediate or remote, or of similar character. Also all hair 
camel, goat, alpaca, llama, and other like animals. Also all wool and hate 
wherever grown, not oe described, eg ey and made dutiable. 
Also Bagdad, Mossoul, Ale Karadi, —— —— — Smyrna, 
ani Oorfa or Orfa, and wools wherever grown. 
ar Ree 2, that is to say, ine wool of the native r by 
grown in South America, Mexico, Turkey in eece, 
or, Syrin: 8 wools of the same character from such native sheep known 
as oe oi, Valparaiso, and Smyrna, and Russian camel’s hair, excepting 
improved wools hereinafter provided {ors and not including any — here 
inbefore mentioned. But no wool shall be deemed of this class 
ported from the places named. 

350. From the standard samples of all wools and hair, which are now or 
may be hereafter d ited in the principal custom-houses of the United 
States, under the authority of the Secretary of the Teemun „Shall be selected 
under a direction the standards for the classification of wools under this 
act, and he shall have the authority to renew these standards and to make 
such eg wag to them from time to time as may be required, and he shall 
cause to be deposited like standards in other custom-houses of the United 
States when they may be needed. 

351. Whenever w of class 2 shall have been improved a ae 
of Merino, or English. or other blood, or by domestication, or 
their i — native character, such improved wools shall } be pan — for 
dut y ase 1. as the case may 
2. The duty on all woolsand hair which shall beim: . 
cleansed shall be twice the amount of the duty to fo which the 
sind jected if imported unwashed; and the d Geis pe wk conned kat hie 
on be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would 
jected if ponin unwashed. 
nwashed wools shall be considered such asshall have been shornfrom 
the sheep without any cleansing—that is, in their natural condition as grown. 
Washed wools shall be considered such as have been washed with cold water 
on 


wool. 
— i dirt, or erer 


wools having less than 12 per cent of 
having any admix 


foreign matter. shall be deemed 9 and woo! 
. immedia: 


Merino bl te or remote, and . than 3 cent 4 
grease, pork dirt, or ot or other foreign ma 
other wools less than 25 fiiar of grease, yolk, dirt, or Sther Pasion 


matter, shall aren deemed wash: 


854. The duty upon wool of the sheep or aar of the camel, t, Ilama, al- 
paca, and other like animals, which shall be in any other than ordi- 
nary condition, or which shall 1 chan in! ts character or condition for 


the Sree ee e duty, or which has been sorted. or otherwise in- 
creased in — 


shall be 
acme value, be twice the duty to which it would be otherwise 
355. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 12 cents per 


pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class, 8 5 
D additional dut duty of 4 cents pound on all skirted’ on o 1 
— double this additional rate if washed. scoured, or other 


cleansed, 
and woolsof similar t 
pins DA baying a any admixture of — 
additional rate if wash 
scoured, or otherwise cleansed, and 3 cents EEEN on wools having a any 
additio; 


admixture of Saxony blood, immediate or remote, — double ag 
rate if washed, scoured, or a cleansed, and 3 cents und addi- 
tional on crossbred wools ha y admixture of Merino b immediate 

or remote, and 4 cents per additional on all Australasian lambs’ wool. 


wools ed skirted which are not imported in 
any part ects by condition of hans . — without the removal or rejection of 


ae acre ed by the importer to be dutiable Se of KoT. 
e 5 or hair subject to a 3 


. — rate — Lau If any bale or pac 
shoddy, rer ocks, wool, hair. or r r material o of any class or kind 
ed in this act, and such bale contain an of any one or more 


said materials, or of an :... tela shall 
be subject Tenus at the highest rate imposed upon Sepik age i bale 
or 

or package containing wool or hair be im otario clase 2 


in this act, or be claimed by the importer to be class when in fact it bo 


Or if any such bale or package containing wool or hair be imported as not 


3 cents per pound additional on Aust 
shrinkage, wherever grown, in scourin 
blood, immediate or remote, and dou 


be claimed by the importer to be 
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or 
sorted, < baying say part of Che cotgins! foes re lected; 
e or 


ereon; 
Or if any such bale or N contain wool or hair imported as of a kind 
subject to a lower rate of duty, or be claimed by the importer to be subject 


to a lower rate of duty, when the same is in fac subj to a higher rate of 

“Orit any such bale OF ny cl contain wool or hair imported as unwashed, 
or aati | by the im r to be unwashed, when in fact it has been washed 
or otherwise cleansed; 


* 

Or if any such bale or be imported as washed, or claimed by the 
importer to be washed, when in fact it has been scoured or otherwise cleansed 
equally with scouring, 

In all such cases all wools and hair so imported shall be forfeited to the 
United States, and shall be held by the proper customs officer to be 33 
against for forfeiture eee a) y, and be subject to such forfeiture 
whether so held or not, or the United States may by action to re- 
cover the value of such wool or hair against the importer or co ee, or both. 

e Secre of the Treasury may, in his discretion, for sufficient reasons, 
remit the forfeiture on such terms as he may deem proper, and may e 
reasonable compensation for the detection of all evasions of or frauds on the 
provisions as to wool or hair in this schedule. 

357. Wools and hair on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools and 
hair, the quantity and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe, but the quantity shall include all, with- 
out reference to the length of the staple. 

858. Wools and hair of the camel, llama, alpaca, or other like animals, and 
of poate of all classes and varieties and from thoir crosses with any animal 
and all forms of wool and hair, in the form of roping, roving, or tops, and all 
such wools and hairs which have been advanced in any manner or by any 
process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, n pe 
cially provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties as are im- 
posed upon manufactures of wool not specially provided for in this act, but 
meee On nolla shoddy, 8 posed wholly or in part 

+. On no , mungo, flocks, and rags com wholly or 
of wool, on top waste, Ae tops, laps, burr waste, slubbing waste, carded 
waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other 
wastes composed wholly or in part of wool or hair of any kind, and on car- 
bonized wools and on ings and other pieces of textile fabrics composed 
wholly or in 2 on pieces or parts of knit cloths or other goods, 

cen 


edut por pound. 

359. On cattle and calf hair and other animal fibers not herein nor else- 
where ified the duty shall be 15 cents per pound. 

350}. On the wool and hair of the Angora t, and of all other goats in any 
respect similar thereto, and on all other animal fibers in any respect similar 
thereto, and on the fibers of animals being crosses of any such goats or ani- 
mals, either Ad any other, or with any other animal, the duty shall be 25 
cents per pound. 

360. There shall be levied and collected duties on Peruvian cotton, other- 
wanes Rn fay wool, 15 cents per pound, and on other raw cottons, 2 
cen r poun: 

361. In he construction of this schedule as to unmanufactured wools or 
hairs of any class or variety in any form, no dutiable article shall be ex- 
empted from the payment of duty, nor shall the duty thereon be at a lower 
rate because it has or may acquire a commercial name different from that 

nerally known in common use, and the provisions of this schedule relatin, 

ani or vegetable fibers in any form shall be liberally construed in ai 
of protective duties thereon. 


Mr. MANTLE. I also submit another series of amendments 
intended to be proposed to the wool schedule of the tariff bill, 
which, I may add, have been agreed to by a number of Republican 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber. I ask that they be 
printed, and also printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the amendments were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Finance, and to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


On 91, paragraph 341, in line T strike out the word like“ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word“ similar.“ In line 9, after the word Branco,“ 
strike out the words rap been 2 skin wool or butchers’ wool” and insert in 
lieu thereof all wools from Turkey in Europe.“ In lines 13 and 14 strike 
out the words not hereinafter included in classes 2and 3” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words of r grade or similar character without reference 
to the locality where grown.” 

On page 91, paragraph 349, in line 18, after the word “used,” insert “and 
all other wool of similar grade or similar character without reference to the 
locality where grown.“ Also, in lines 18 and 19, strike out the words “Angora 

oat” and insert in lieu thereof the words and of goats of all varieties and 

eir nny other ron yA pg aste 10 n 1 

page paragra) . e after the word “including,” inser 
the word“ only;“ and in the same line, after the word “of,” insert similar 
gece or;” and in the same 

es 23, 

On 


t of wool, an 


line strike out the words such as,” and all of 
24, and 25. 


2 page 92, paragraph 352, in line 11, after the word “by,” insert breed - 
or by.“ 
pago 92 paragraph 853, in line 19, after the word “of,” strike out the 
words the first and second and insert in lieu thereof the word all.“ In 
line fo same paragraph, after the word “unwashed,” insert the words and 
unskirted.” 
On page 92, paragraph 354, in line 25, after the word with,” insert the word 


cold.“ 

On page 93, paragraph 355, in line 5, strike out the words Angora goat,” 
and in lieu thereof insert the words “and of goats of all varieties and their 
crosses other than the common goat.” In line 8, after the word.“. ar es nea 
insert the words or cutting off. In line 9, after the word subject,“ insert 
the following: “Provided, That wools of the third class which haye been 
washed with cold water only upon the sheep's back or upon the skin, but not 
otherwise chan; from their or: I condition, shall not be subject to the 
foregoing pen ty.” In line 10, after the word “ Provided,” insert the word 
Further? and in line 11, after the word excepted,“ insert the following: 
„But such skirted wools shall pay 3 cents per pound in addition to the rates 
im d by this act on unwashed wools."* 

n page 04 strike out pa! phs 357 and 358 and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 357. On wools of the third class and on camel’s hair of the third 
class, the current value whereof in the markets of the United States shall be 
8 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 5 cents per pound, and on wools of 
the third class and on camel's of the third class, the current value 


whereof in the markets of the United States shall exceed 8 cents por pound, 


there be an additional duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound 
crease of 1 cent per pound in the value thereof. 


RED LAKE RESERVATION, MINN. 
Mr. NELSON, I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Interior be, and he hereby is, requested 
to furnish for the use of the Senate a full sopy of the report of faden In- 
ppadtor J. George Wright, made in January last to the Secretary of the Inte- 

or, relative to the examinations and estimates of pine lands pine timber 
on the Red Lake Reservation in the State of Minnesota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Strike out requested“ and insert di- 


rected. 
_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the correc- 


tion 

Mr. NELSON. There is no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


r each in- 


WARREN 8. REESE. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 
Resolved, That th incurred by W. 8. 
ee paring for — investigation into the i Maddog ee 3 


inthe years 1892 and 1894, petitions for which investigation, oneg by 
0 C Jom- 


numerous citizens, were presented to the Senate and referred to t 


mittee on Privileges and Elections, be paid from the fund appropriated for 
the contingent expenses of the Banata pai aa 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed 854 a messenger for the Committee on Bab: 
lic Lands, whose service s devoted exclusively to the business of said 
committee, and that the messenger so appointed shall 
committee and paid from the aneous items“ of the contingen 
of the Senate until otherwise provided for. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. BUTLER, I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and they 
are hereby, directed to examine and report to the Senate as full information 
as practicable concerning the nature and operation of postal savings-banks 
systems now in operation in other nations; and further, to report whether 
a postal savings-bank system can be successfully and advan usly put in 
operation by this Government. That said committee shall have power to 
prosecute its inquiries through a subcommittee, which may sit during the 
recess of the Senate at such times and places as may be thought necessary. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘This is the resolution offered a week or more 
ago, to which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] objected. 
but suoni o the ground that the Committee on Post-Offices an 
Post-Roads was not then organized. There was no other objec- 
tion at that time, and I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator what it is he proposes the 
committee shall do? 

Mr. BUTLER. To inquire into the nature and operation of the 
postal savings bank systems of foreign nations. 

Mr. C DLER. It simply proposes to direct the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make the inquiry? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
“OMT COCKRELL, Consideration for what purpose, for passage 

Yr, . Consideration for what pu: , for ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis 8 resolution directing the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to inquire into the operation 
of the postal savings bank systems now in operation in other 
countries and to report that information to the Senate. There 
have been a number of bills introduced, some fifteen or twenty, 
in the last year or twoin both Houses of Congress for the pur- 
pose of establishing the postal savings bank system, but there is 
no definite information in regard to the operation of the systems 
now at work in other countries. Certainly the Committee on 
Post-Offices can get that information, and with that information 
can perpara a bill embodying the best features of the different 
systems. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the resolution contemplate a trip across 
the ocean to make an investigation of the systems in foreign 
countries? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have the resolution read 
again. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. The resolution will go to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as it 
contemplates an rh oR from the contingent fund. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was not the suggestion of the 
gentleman who introduced it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point that under the rule the 
resolution must go to that committee. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithinkmy colleague is wrong on that point, 
because the giving of authority to the committee does not neces- 
sarily make any charge upon the contingent fund of the Senate. 
But I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina to omit the last 
clause. The committee can then consider what it will be best to 
do by wya a subcommittee. ; ` 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept the suggestion of the acting chairman 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Let the reso- 
lution simply empower the committee to act through a subcom- 
mittee and stop there, striking out the clause authorizing it to sit 
during the recess of the Senate and leaving out the words “at 
different places and times.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. The resolution being so modified, I with- 
draw 5 

Mr. BUTLER. I will simply reserve the power to the commit- 
in 125 ari throngh a subcommittee and to sit during the recess of 

e Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from North Caro- 
lina state to the Secretary what he desires to have stricken out? 

Mr. BUTLER. I want the subcommittee part kept in, so that 
the committee shall have power to prosecute inquiries through a 
subcommittee, which may sit during the recess of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the closing 
paragraph of the resolution as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That said committee shall have power to prosecute its — through 
a subcommittee, which may sit during the recess of the Senate at such times 
as may be thought necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to know whether the resolution will 
entail any expense upon the Government? 

Mr. BUTL There can be none unless it is provided for by 
some other action of the Senate. It is not provided for in the 
resolution. 

Mr. KYLE. If there is expense connected with it, I shall object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

i GALLINGER. I think it had better go over and be exam- 


ed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion will lie over under the rule. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further concurrent or 
other resolutions, the morning business is through. 

Mr. MORGAN. Senate joint resolution No. 26, which was the 
regular order for yesterday, will of course come up at 2 o'clock; 
but the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] desires to be heard 
upon the joint resolution, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate now proceed to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama, that the Senator from Vermont shall 
proceed now upon the joint resolution? 

. GEAR. Ido not object, but I gave. notice yesterday that 
to-day at 2 o’clock I would move to take up Senate bill 119, in 
order that it might be made the unfinished business. I will defer 
that motion temporarily on account of the illness of the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE], and I give notice that I shall renew 
it on Thursday. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let the request of the Senator from Ala- 
bama be stated. We could not hear it on this side. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama requests 
that the Senator from Vermont 8 MORRILL) may pr with 
his remarks upon the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a 
condition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality 
shall be maintained. 

Mr. KYLE. Has the morning business closed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

Mr. KYLE. I was going to rise for one moment to a question 
of privilege. I should like so to do. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will 
delay until L get pate bes I am going to mzke a brief speech. 

Mr. KYLE. I will defer my remarks until the Senator from 
Vermont is through. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a con- 
dition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall 
be maintained. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that what is called the Morgan resolu- 
tion be read. 


XXX——63 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution now pending 
before the Senate will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resoived . er Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in gress assembled. That a condition of public war exists between 
the Government of Spain and the government proclaimed and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba, and that the United 
States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contending 
powers, according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and ter- 
ritory of the United States. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the resolutions offered in the 
Senate at the last and present sessions of Con relating to the 
belligerent rights, to the wrongs, or to the independence of Cuba 
have been numerous; but whether started by a single Senator or 
i a committee, and whether changed or not in the cradle, nearly 
all were intended, like that introduced April 1 by the learned Sen- 
ator from Alabama, for whom I have very greatrespect, to wrest the 
jurisdiction hitherto held and only exercised by the executive de- 
partment of the Government in recognizing the belligerent rights 
or the 5 ot nations. and thus to exercise the power 
at once by Congress in regardto Cuba. Not believing this power 
to have been conferred upon Congress, nor that its immediate ex- 
ercise would be expedient by any branch of our Government, I 
shall follow, as I believe, all the precedents in our history by vot- 
ing against the resolution now under consideration. 

It will hardly be claimed that belligerent rights of revolters 
should have recognition by neutral nations based merely on sym- 
pathy, but they must be based on justice and law. Were we now 
to recognize the Cuban revolters as belligerents, the legitimate 
Government would at once be released. from responsibility for 
damages which American citizens may suffer from any future 
acts or misdeeds of the revolters, and such damages in the past of 
property belonging to our citizens are known to be large. Nor 
are the revolters entitled to such recognition when their executive, 
legislative, and judicial functions are only documentary or migra- 


tory. 

The fact that the present Administration is retaining General 
Lee in service as consul at Habana is some proof that good work 
is being efficiently done there now, and the further fact that the 
Administration is alive to its duties is shown by its selection of a 
very competent person to visit Cuba and investigate the whole 
subject, and all parties there, and then report as to the actual 
condition of affairs. Information thus obtained is likely to be 
more valuable than that derived by the sudden inspiration of any 
Cuban annexationist in America. Let the President have some 
opportunity to exercise the functions and assume the responsibili- 
ties of his great office. ‘ 

I have learned that thirty-odd resolutions have been introduced 
into the Senate since the Ist day of last December concerning 
Cuban affairs, and these have kept many morning hours and some 
days of the Senate hot with debate that to me would have seemed 
berar bestowed upon some matters nearer to the hearts of our own 
people. 

ere is one resolution, December 9. that proposed to let slip the 
dogs of war forthwith, and did not mince the matter: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o; 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States 
hereby directed to take possession of the Island of Cuba with the military and 
naval forces of the United States and hold the same until the people of Cuba 
can organize a government deriving its powers from the consent of the gov- 


erned, and arm and equip such military and naval forcesas may be necessary 
to secure them against foreign invasion. i 


_ Here is another, pope on the 2ist of December, much in the 
line of Joab, who took Abner aside to speak to him quietly, and 
then smote him there under the fifth rib, so that he died: 


Joint resolution acknowledging the independence of Cuba. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the independence of the Republic of 
Cuba be, and the same is hereby, acknowledged by the United States of 


America. 
Szc. 2. That the United States will use its friendly offices with the Govern- 
pain and the Republic of 


ment of Spain to bring to a close the war between 
Cuba. sg 


When the resolution just read was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs by the distinguished Senator from the great 
peace-loving State of William Penn, if Festus had been here, he 
would have r ted with a loud voice: Paul thou art beside 
thyself; much learning doth make thee mad.” It may be, how- 
ever, that the recommendation of the good offices of the United 
States to the Spanish Government for the recognition of the inde- 
pendence of Cuba” was intended only as a bit of ironical fun 
3 it does not appear, as a joke, to have been appreciated. 

y Spain. 

No nation contemplates with complacency the surrender of any 
art of its territory on compulsion. Cuba, discovered by Colum- 
us, is an island as large as Ireland. and has been for over four 

hundred years under the sovereignty of Spain. But this Pearl 
of the Antilles,” with its wondrous tropical fertility, as well as 
tropical political woes, is among the last of all the magnificent 
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ions once held by Spain which the successors of 
Ferdinand and Isabella have been able to retain. 

Never very successful as a colonial power, and fretted too often 
in Cuba, it must be confessed, by American filibusters, and now 


sorely vexed by the stalwart sympathy of all Americans for the 
Cubani ts, Spain. more surely than any larger nation in like 
circumstances, would be likely to resent by war any formal decla- 
ration by the United States of the Spanish incapacity to maintain 
its 8 over Cubantevolters. This would be the incurable 

ing of a declaration of Cuban independence by the United States. 
At the earliest moment that facts entitle Cuba to a recognition of 
independence, it will have it, war or no war. I earnestly hope for 
the early and complete independence of Cuba, but our An xon 
greed for all land near to us, with the special hunger, like that of 
Ahab for the vineyard of Naboth, becauseit lies near to our house, 
it appears to me may forebode an ill-omened annexation of Cuba 
asa State to the United States, and to annexation I am wholly 
opposed, because it means the admission of the State of Cuba as 
an equal in power to any other State, whether New York or Texas, 
California or Nevada. 

Whether the executive or the legislative branch of our Govern- 
ment holds the exclusive power of announcing the birth and inde- 

ndence of a new nation or not, certainly the legislative branch 

as never exercised it, and the executive, through its official diplo- 
matic and consular relations, holds a monopoly of the earliest and 
best, if not the exclusive, information upon which the propriety 
of any national recognition must gene, Congress constitution- 
ally obtains at second hand all of its official knowledge concern- 
ing foreign affairs from the executive department, and at the 
same time habitually restrains itself from asking for any informa- 
tion which it may be incompatible with the public interest to 
communicate. 

But an erroneous declaration of Cuban independence or of bel- 
ligerent rights, erroneous according to international law, whether 
made by one or another branch of our Government, would be 
equally reprehensible. The independence, more than fifty years 
ago, of numerous Spanish American dependencies was t ac- 
knowledged by the executive department, some of them not until 
after a struggle of many years, and none until they were able alone 
to maintain absolute independence. 

Some rather extraordinary claims as to the power of Congress 
have been proclaimed by Senators of high repute during the debates 
on Cuban resolutions, or that Congress was primary, or first 
mentioned in the Constitution, and this, with the potential word 
“make” prefixed to the word laws, had conferred superior 

ower upon Congress above that of any other department of the 
vernment. Thus the Supreme Court and the President were 
no longer of more than secondary and quite inferior importance, 
it being claimed that Con, in certain conti cies, can make 
laws alone, or that upon the neglect or refusal of the President to 
act, Congress can appoint tmasters, and ambassadors, and 
ministers plenipotentiary to foreign nations. 

Snch elastic claims of Congressional power almost rival the so- 
called omnipotence of the British Parliament, which, it has been 
said, can do anything except to make a man of a woman. It would 
appear to be claimed that when in the opinion of Congress certain 
duties of the President haro been 3 or 5 vagie 
charged, Congress may Ja y assume the executive power an 
exercise the same; and, further, that Congress has power to make 
rect directing the President in the discharge of his own exclusive 

etions. 

But the obvious remedy for any flagrant or dangerous omission 
of the President in the discharge of his official functions would be 
ay an impeachment and surely not by the usurpation on the part 
of Congress of any exevutive or official functions or duties. 

Congress when making laws ever finds the Executive as an in- 
dispensable ere Every bill, after passing both Houses, 
must have the President's spprovah or, if disapproved by him, 
must be submitted again to Congress, and then to become s law 
must receive, instead of a bare majority, a vote of not less than 
two-thirds of each House. Again, all treaties made by the Presi- 
dent, when two-thirds of the Senators present concur, me the 
supreme law of the land. Moreover, if the Supreme Court, 3 
the case properly before it, pronounce any law unconstitutional, 
the law at once is death stricken and becomes null and void, not- 


withstan its previous sanction by Congress as well as by the 
Sres t will thus be seen that Congress is not wholly om- 
tent. 


this side of the Atlantic there are some republican govern- 
ments, for example, Mexico and in dag oe no longer in the 
bristle—reversing the language of Burke—but hardened into the 
one of , who may jeer and flout our spontaneous and 
Eninvited assumption of superior authority as their counsel, guide, 
and protector in all controversies with Euro nations. 
On the other side of the Atlantic our Republic is regarded, by the 


ed t-divine rul of European i t 
9 ͤ VdT 


their glory or happiness. Whether they have ever graciously ac- 
septo of the conned “ Monroe doctrine” or not, certainly they 
are unlikely to accept of a new and botched version of that doctrine 
with 3 the apocryphal additions presented by our most intrepid 
jingoists. 

Already our action here has excited the deep-toned sympathy of 
all the neighbors-in-law of Spain, who might, after all, in case of 
a war on account of a „5 tion by the United States 
of the independence of Cuba, prefer a war as allies of overmatched 
Spain to a war which has long been supposed to be brewing among 
themselves. The original Monroe doctrine conceded to the t 
nationstheir right to all of their existing provinces, and only Seated 
them all further acquisitions within the American Hemisphere; 
but now this carefully studied pronunciamento of President 
Monroe is so expounded as to crown the United States as the un- 
asked guardian and fighting champion of all the republics, big and 
3 N. Esai and South America in all their foreign differences 
an mtes. 

A neutral nation may, of course, recognize the independence of 
a revolting state, province, or colony, but at the risk of war with 
the parent country, or the power so defied, unless the revolters 
have demonstrated their power to defend and maintain their inde- 
pendence and ade facto government. If Cuba is unable to do- 
this without our help, then a declaration on our part of its inde- 
pendence would be a discreditable blunder. 

The war in Cuba has not ceased, being chiefly a guerrilla war 
with no great battles, but with many great crimes, where Spanish 
troops exterminate supposed rebels and burn their plantations, 
and where Cuban insurgents practice very similar brutality upon 
neighbors not yet ready to live or die for independence, and call 
it war. Either way the noncombatants are being fired out. The 
army of Spain in Cuba has been much larger than it was a year 
ago, and the shores of the island are girdled with their minor ves- 
sels of war. 

There is no known port or place on the shores of Cuba, under 
the control and protection of the insurgents, where a visitor or an 
envoy from a neutral nation can safely land, and no permanent 
seat of a de facto authority maintaining law and general obedi- 
ence of the inhabitants. Certainly the most conspicuous govern- 
ment they appear to have is military and in the saddle, and for 
the most part carefully concealed, as General Weyler thinks, ex- 
cept whe foraging for provisions. Any claim of the existence of 
a bona fide Cuban government furnishing revenue, and whose 
decrees are obeyed, except the Cuban junta, resident in the city 
of New York, would apparently be nominal only and homeless. 

The name of the Cuban seat of government has been mentioned 
by one Senator, but he may be about the only person intrusted 
with the fact, as I have not been able to find the name upon any 
map of Cuba or in any 3 dictionary. 

I should not have wearied the Senate nor myself on this question 
but for my conviction that we are in er of being led by the 
learned Committee on Foreign Affairs not only by their sym 
thies, but with little deference as to the power of the executive 
department over the whole subject and_with a get departure 
from the great doctrine of Washington’s Farewell Address, Which 
taught that the United States should ‘‘beware of entanglin 
alliances with foreign nations.” This doctrine, with a luster an 
veracity unim ble, has bestowed upon our country long years 
of peace with honor, secured the comforts of happy homes with 
many remunerative industries, and the éxemption of our American 
people from the extreme taxation required to support a force of 
5 magnitude to any of the great armed hosts of European 
nations. 

This peace policy of Washington would seem to be often threat - 
ened by the Benate with abandonment or to be superseded by 
something supposed to be more heroic; that is to say, by a flatu- 
lent ation of the Monroe doctrine. It is true I found my- 
self unable to agree to the unheralded bellicose policy first indi- 
cated in the case of Venezuela, where it has been asserted—I hope 
not truly—that in order to obtain arbitration we bravely took the 
whole matter into our hands and then stupidly surrendered the 
whole claim of Venezuela. If we are to set up the United States 
as the only r nsible guardian of all American Republics, great 
and small, in all their possible differences and disputes with other 
nations, then we ought at once to create an army and a naval 
fieet to support our assumptions that will eclipse all that can be 
brought or combined i us and to impose taxes upon our 
people sufficient for their creation and tual support. Our 
young men, it is true, might then be doo to the loss of some of 
the best years of their lives in service as soldiers and sailors, and 
the soldier and the sailor, not the schoolmaster, would be abroad. 

The political boss, if the Senate will don the word, becomes 
toany party almost as soon as enthroned an unendurable reproach, 
and a self-constituted autocrat of nations ought to be even less 
likely to obtain tolerance among enlightened nations. Years ago 
Americans joined in the general denunciation of the Euro 
Holy Alliance, which then aimed at the control of nations, 


0 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


995 


We ma 
recent 


now easily believe that Europe would 


ingly see the 
ight-errantry of one branch of the United States Con- 
gress somewhat curbed, and mu resist the adoption of any new 


principle of international law which American domination 
Should be promulgated and extended beyond the old-time standard 
Monroe doctrine. 

It may be well to remember that John Quincy Adams, Secretary 
of State under President Monroe, and Clay, Speaker of the 
House of resentatives, were both very prominent candidates 
for the Presidency in 1824. Both had been diligent in the hus- 
bandry of ponon power by their action in relation to the inde- 

dence of Mexico and other Spanish-American provinces then 
in rebellion. Mr. Clay was impetuous and wanted the President 
at once to send ministers to any of these Governments which 
have established and are maintaining theirindependence of Spat i 

The numerous and long contests had exhausted Spain, but it 
was ascertained that she was striving to have the Holy Alliance 
of European powers come to her assistance in recovering her hope- 
lessly lost states. This prompted the President to put forth in 

is message of December, 1823, what is now styled the Monroe 
doctrine.” But most likely the sentiment, as well as the verbiage, 
belongs as much to John Quincy Adams as to President Monroe. 
Certainly Mr. Adams was then supposed to be Mr. Clay's most 
formidable rival for the Presidency. 

I will copy this famous of the Monroe e in order 
to show the local field to which it exclusively referred, and also 
to contrast its conservative tone with the belligerent war whoops 
of some very distinguished statesmen who seem to want war on 
any conditions. 


Extract from President Monroe's message of December 2, 1823.] 


With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European power we 
have not interfered and shall not interfere. But with the Governments who 
have declared their ndence and maintained it, and whose in: 
we have, on great consideration and on just principles, acknowl u 
not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling 
in any other manner their destiny. by. any European power, in any other light 
than as the manifestation of an unfriendl disposition to the United 
States. It is impossible that the allied powers should extend their 
political . to any Portion of either continent without endangering our 
peace and happiness. * * It is equally im ible, therefore, that we 
should behold such interposition in any form with indifference. 


Cuba is now, as it was in 1823, an existing dependency of Spain, 
such as President Monroe then pledged the United States not to 
interfere with. Is this half of the Monroe doctrine to be repudi- 
ated by us? How can we ever expect to enforce that doctrine 
when we are the first to treat as obsolete and as having no bind- 
ing force the pledge made in behalf of the United States? 

e inhabitants of Cuba up to this time have not established and 
of course have not maintained their in dence, and there has 
been no provocation to us by an interposition of the “ allied powers” 
or by any power to extend their political system ” to any porton 
of the Western Hemisphere. So far no such extension has oc- 
curred which would justify warlike interference on our part or 
that can entangle our and happiness. 

What has been lately put forth here and elsewhere, however, 

-in the name of the Monroe doctrine has no more resemblance 
to what I have read from President Monroe's message than a 
5 blacksmith shop would have to a Quaker meeting- 

ouse, ; 

For years wə have had no apprehension of war with any for- 
eign nation, and consequently we are in but little better condition 
to rush into a national conflict on land or sea than was France in 
1870. Of course, were we once embarked in a just war, we should 
stay there until somebody got whipped, and yet our people are 
not now in the mood of coveting war as a us business, or 
as an American recreation, or to give proof of courage, or to get 
rid of a surplus population. 

Should a Spanish war suddenly ensue, doubtless Spain would 
make a better show on sea than on land, as their navy is about 
equal to ours, but having the largest number of nimble “ com- 
merce destroyers,” they possibly might more readily be bronght 
into early service. The number of our vessels e in com- 
merce or in our coasting trade is large, while that of Spain is very 
insignificant. The prizes to be won by us from such a foe, there- 
fore, would be small: and the honor less. 

But, after a few years of expensive warfare, our trusted friend, 
Russia, might intervene and bring a peace, with Cuba—but a Cuba 
bare and hungry. wasted to skin and bones, and in need of mil- 
lions to hide its scars and nakedness—yet, perhaps, in some mys- 
terious way, left on our hands. 

What could we do with it? _ That is the rub. r 

As warmly as we may sympathize with any heroic efforts upon 
the part of any of the inhabitants of Cuba for independence and 
self-government, we can not afford their union or annexation as a 
State to the United States, nor can we afford in any form to become 
responsible for its debts or its statesmanship as an independent 

vernment. Having some men of ability, yet they are now 
ited in number and are as an entirety as they were in 1853, 


when our Secretary of State held them to be incompetent for self- 
government. Its population—incongruous and very ee un- 
educated—is now about 1,630,000, of whom 700,000 are colored, 
and for the most part were recently slaves. 

In the climate of Cuba only the full-blooded negro appears to 
be equal to much outdoor labor with impunity. As insurgents, 
they have won the chief honors. Besides many creoles, both 
white and black, there isaspecial class of about 125,000 of their fore- 
most business men who were born in Spain, and therefore are 
called peninsulars, and who have got the monopoly of nearly the 
whole wealth of Cuba into their possession. These men are 
trusted by Spain and hated as well as feared ne Cubans. The 
heterogeneous character of the great mass of the inhabitants, 
their total inexperience in any autonomous government where the 
rights of man have been recognized, and the differences of race, 
language, and religion offer no encouragement for any political 
union beyond that of the amity of the most-favored nation. 
When the fei ambition of American slaveholders was still 
rampant and Cuba was regarded as a halfway station to a pros- 
3 African slave trade, they thought one or two hundred mil- 

on dollars in gold was enough to offer Spain for Cuba. 

Now some of our teachers of jingo satesmanship do not conceal 
the fact that some of their prominent acquisitive Cuban propo- 
sitions bid higher and may portend war, which they seem to covet 
as a for all of our political, financial, and industrial 
woes, Claiming that it would re the general prosperity by 

i z cheap money in the United States plentiful, creating a 
demand for the unlimited coinage of the 47-cent silver dollars, 
offering bimetallism on a slump to silver and copper only, and by 
giving mong employment and a uniform to all the idle. 

I confess I do not look in this direction for the return of pros- 

ity which can only come from the years of now prom- 
ised, and years of ind now most desired, that will give to 
labor the American standard of remuneration, to capital some 
eon foe from asudden collapse, and to our whole country an 
era o ce common sense and conservatism like that of Washing- 
ton and Monroe. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, there has been some criticism in 
tbe public press of the West in reference to my position in the 
Senate Chamber as regards committee assignments. I wish merely 
to say in one word that I came here not- knowing that there was 
to be any readjustment of the committees of the Senate. I had 
no conference with Republicans or Democrats as to the commit- 
tees to which I should be assigned, and all present will bear me 
out in that statement. The arrangement was made during my 
absence of a couple of weeks from the Senate Chamber. I found 
yesterday in coming into the Chamber that I had been assigned to 
certain committees by the Republicans. That is probably all 

‘ht. I do not object to one side or the other taking care of the 
independent Populist members. What I do object to is that cer- 
tain persons here should maliciously telegraph to the Western 
press to the effect that I had begged assignments here and there, 
or had gone over, bag and baggage, to the Republican party. 

1 desire to say that it was the wish of the Populist y two 
years ago that the Populists should be taken care of in the matter 
of aap ome by the Republican party. Wehave been upon the 
Republican side of the column and so catalogued for the past two 

ears. Isee I am still continued there. That is all there is of it. 

did not know that the other Populists had gotten off that side of 
the column. I thought it was the policy of the Populists to give 
the control of the Senate into the hands of the Republicans as a 
matter of policy and as a matter of right, in order that the three 
branches of the Government should be in the hands of one polit- 
ical party. I believe myself to-day that it is not only good policy, 
but that it is right that it should be so. If the position which the 
Populists took two years ago was the correct position, the right 
position, a fortiori it is the correct and right position to-day, since 
we have a Republican President, a strong Republican House, and 
a larger Republican representation in the Senate. 

I wish merely to correct the impression as regards the matter 
which has gone throughout the country. I have nothing to say 
in respect to my committee assignments. They have placed me 
where they saw fit to place me, and I shall work there to the best 
of my ability and for the best interests of my constituents. Had 
I been consulted and had I been given my choice, I should have 
been upon different committees, probably, where I could serve my 
constituents to better effect; but, being very sadly in the minor- 
ity in the Senate of the United States, we take what we can get 
and do the best we can. That is all I care to say. 

While upon my feet I might add a word in refutation of the 
rumors maliciously given out that 1 have become a Republican 
and belong to the Republican Administration. Mr. President, 
these reports are wholly false. I occupy the same position I have 
always occupied. I am independent of all party caucuses, and 
shall be free to vote on all questions as I see fit. 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition 
of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be 
main 


tained. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. MORGAN. Unless some Senator desires to speak upon 


the matter, I will ask for a vote on the question of reference, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
discussing the merits of the joint resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama. That, if I doit at all, [shall do at another time. 
But I rise for the purpose of calling attention to the fact that there 
are some members of the Foreign Relations Committee who have 
not had opportunity to make such an examination of this ques- 
tion as should be made by them before they vote or take action 
with respect to it, and to su particularly to the Senator from 
Alabama, that there is no osition on the part of the members 
of that committee to trifle with the joint resolution if it be sent to 
the committee, but to address themselves to it at once, with a view 
to making the necessary examinations and at the earliest moment 
consistent to make a report to the Senate on the joint resolution. 

In view of all that, I hope the motion to refer the joint resolu- 
tion to the committee will prevail. I trust the Senator from Ala- 
bama will not further oppose it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio what 
information there is that can be obtained which the committee 
does not already have? 

Mr. FORAKER. We heard yesterday from the Senator from 
Maine statements which show that there is a controversy as to 
facts. There ought not to be any controversy as to the facts upon 
which this body takes action, if it take action at all. 

Mr. President, there are three questions underlying the main 

roposition presented by the joint resolution. The first question 
is, What are the facts? the second question is, What is the law ap- 
plicable to that state of facts? and the third is a question of policy, 
whether or not we should take action, such as we may be justified 
in taking, upon that state of facts and under the law applicable 
to it. 

Now, we all know what has a ed in the newspapers. We 
all, who have read them, know what has been stated in magazine 
articles such as were referred to here in the debate yesterday, but 
very few of us know what is on file in the State Department. I 
know only in part. I know, because I have gone there and have 
taken the trouble to make inquiry and to e examination and 
to read, so far as I was permitted to read them, the communica- 
ions there on file from this Government's representatives in the 
Island of Cuba. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me another 
question? 

Mr. FORAKER. 5 

Mr. ALLEN. Why should not the State Department keep the 
Committee on Foreign Relations constantly informed of all the 
facts? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not been upon the Foreign Relations 
Committee long enough to make any criticism, but I have been 
there long enough to learn thatit is absolutely necessary for the 
Foreign Relations Committee to be advised as to what is on file in 
the State Department before it can act intelligently. I do not 
know why the State Department has not so advised the Foreign 
Relations Committee—— 

Mr. ALLEN rose. z 

Mr. FORAKER. But, if the Senator will pardon me for a mo- 
ment, I do know that it is the di ition of the Foreign Relations 
Committee now to acquire all the information that the Depart- 
ment may have which it is consistent with the public good to im- 
part to us, and then, on that information, whereby we hope to 
establish facts beyond controversy, to act intelligently. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from Ohio, then, to 
take the position that the executive department has, as a matter 
of right, the power to keep information from the Senate or the 
Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Nebraska misunderstands 
me if he so understands me. I have not stated any proposition 
with respect to that matter. I made a rather conservative state- 
ment, from which he no doubt derived that inference, but I did 
not intend that he should when I impliedly stated that possibly 
there is something on file which the executive department would 
think it inconsistent with the public good to communicate to the 
Senate. I do not apprehend that there is. Ido not apprehend, 
from the treatment accorded to me when I went to the State De- 
partment, that there is suyini there that would be denied to 
any Senator. It is the p of the members of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to e such steps as may be necessary to 
ascertain all of the facts of which the State Department may be 
in possession, and then to give the Senate the benefit of them, if 


we shall be intrusted with the duty of making a report upon the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. MorGan and Mr. ALLEN addressed the Chair. 

“4 F Does the Senator from Nebraska desire to be 
eard? 

Mr. ALLEN. I sipiy wish to make a remark. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iyield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to reply briefly to the Senator from 
Ohio. The Senator from Ohio says there are certain controverted 
facts in this matter; that we do not know what the facts are. I 
am willing to concede that there are a great many of us in the 
Senate who do not know what the facts are as they have been 
officially reported. It is unfortunate that we do not all have the 
facts exactly as the State Department has them. It is unfortu- 
nate that the State Department does not transmit to the Senate in 
executive session every dispatch and every communication as 
be as it is received and can be transmitted: 

. FORAKER. Let me ask the Senator from Nebraska, who 
has been here longer than I have, whether or not any such call 
has heretofore been made on the State Department, and whether 
or not it is usual for the State Department, whenever it receives 
a communication of public interest, on its own motion to com- 
municate it to the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not saying what has been done. There are 
a great many very pennies things done both in the legislative and 
in the executive branch of the Government. I am speaking of 
the duty on the part of the executive branch of the Government 
to transmit to a coordinate branch the facts with respect to a mat- 
ter of which we have as complete jurisdiction as that department 
has. There has been a studied effort, a premeditated purpose, if 
I may be permitted to use the expression, to keep the Senate in 
ignorance of the facts as they have been officialiy reported, and 
yet, fortunately for this country and for Cuba, the facts as they 
exist can not be obscured for any particular length of time. 

There is no reason why the Senate should hesitate a moment in 
the passage of the joint resolution. The world knows that Spain 
has been guilty of atrocities that no civilized nation can sustain 
either directly or indirectly. The cruelties have been without a 
precedent in the last one hundred years of the world’s existence. 
This Government has sent special agent after special agent to 
Cuba to ascertain the truth, and yet when we want information 
from the State Department we have to seek it as supplicants, not 
as Senators char with a public duty and capable of discharg- 
ing that duty. e have to appeal to the State Department or to 
the executive branch of the Government for information. Re- 
peatedly the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean] has told us 
what the facts are, and he is a member of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations; and yet constantly we have this delay. 

may be permitted tosay, Mr. President, without any feeling and 
without trespassing upon the rules of this body, that the speech 
made by the honorable senior Senator from Maine [Mr. LE 
yesterday has been repeatedly made by him in this Chamber. I 
is old straw. It has been whi over from time to time for the 
last year and a half in this Chamber. It isa little changed in 
phraseology perhaps, but the arguments that were made yesterday 
were made a year and a half ago here. 

Is it possible that the United States by this indirection is will- 
ing to commit itself to the Spanish policy of atrocity and cruelty? 

it possible that the President of the United States, or those 
who may represent him in this Chamber, are willing that these 
cruelties shall go on, and that the Senate shall not voice its con- 
viction of Spanish cruelty in Cuba? If that is the policy, Mr. 
President, I feel confident that the people of the United States will 
condemn it. If that is the policy, it is a cowardly policy for an 
Administration to adopt. The joint resolution ought to be adopt 
unanimously, without a dissenting voice. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, there was certainly nothing 
in the remarks I made to justify any of the insinuated charges 
made by the Senator from Nebraska as to the pols of the Admin- 
istration or of the State Department. What I said as to the State 
Department was simply that I had been advised that there is in- 
formation on tile there which is not generally possessed by the 
members of this body. I went there to see for myself. I made 
examination and found such to be the case. I do not mean to say 
that it is information different from that with which most of us 
are in a general way familiar, but I do mean to say that it is 
official information. It is information of such character as this 
Government would be justified in acting upon, and it occurred to 
me it would be important for this body to have the benefit of 
that information, brought to it in the usual way, through its 
committee, in the form of a report upon the joint resolution. 

Therefore I made the suggestion that if the joint resolution be 
sent to the committee, they would at once undertake the work, 
and as speedily as might be consistent with the duty intrusted to 
them make report upon it to this body. 

So far as the Administration is concerned, Mr. President, inmy 
judgment—certainly I have no information which warrants mein 
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allowing the Senator’s statement to stand uncontradicted—it is 


not undertaking to shirk its duty with t to Cuba. On the 
contrary, the Administration has its policy in regard to that ques- 
tion, and in due time it will take its action in correspondence with 
that policy. All we ask is that the joint resolution may be treated 
as such resolutions ordinarily are, and that we may be given an 
opportunity with respect to a matter of so much importance as 
is to lay before the Senate and to place on the records of this 
body in a proper official form the reasons governing the action 
which the committee may report in favor of this body taking. 

Mr. ALLEN, May I be permitted to ask the Senator from Ohio 
what is the policy of the Administration in respect to this matter? 

Mr. FORAKER. The policy of the Administration as to this 
matter, as lunderstand it, is to ascertain at once, beyond peradven- 
ture, what are the exact conditions existing in Cuba. It has taken 
steps in that direction. Ithas sent its duly authorized agent there 
to make the inquiry. It will be but a short time until a report is 
made to the F report made by the Administra- 
tion’s own representative; a report upon which the Administration 
will feel warranted in taking action. 

In the meanwhile the committee can gather the information to 
which I have referred and put the matter before the Senate in 
pach form that no Senator will hesitate to take action in respect 
to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator charge that those who are in 
charge of this duty, or have been under a previous Administration, 
are incompetent or derelict in their duty? 

Mr. FORAKER,. No, sir; but I am not aware that any report 
has been made by any representative of the previous Administra- 
tion, except those to which I have made reference already. There 
are on file in the State Department reports from representatives 
of this Government appointed by the preceding Administration. 
To those reports I had reference when Ispoke a moment ago. We 
want the benefit of them. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why are they not here? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think it would be more in keeping with the 
dignity and character of this important action that we should act 
upon that which is official. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator why those reports are not 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. FORAKER. Because they have never been asked for, as I 
understand. I have been on the Committee on Foreign Relations 
only since yesterday. I have myself already asked for them. 

Mr. MORGAN . Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to correct the Senator from Ohio. 
They have been asked for. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was not aware of that fact. When were 
they asked for? 

r. MORGAN. Ican give the Senator the dates presently. I 
ean show that we have sent for them three times. 

Mr. FORAKER. During the present Administration? 

Mr. MORGAN, Les, sir; and before. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iwas notaware of thatfact. Iwasinformed 
at the State Department that there is no disposition whatever to 
withhold from the Foreign Relations Committee any information 
of which that Department isin possession. I speak here upon the 
assurance that when asked for all information in the possession 
of the Department will be placed at the disposal of the Foreign 
Relations Committee, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Ohio that we should never act upon any question until we have 
information, but it seems to me it is rather a late day for us now 
to stop and to ask to be supplied with the information that a con- 
dition of public war exists in the Island of Cuba. 

How do the Senate and House of Representatives acquire the 
information upon which to legislate? ecertainly do not depend 
alone upon reports from the different departments of our Govern- 
ment. We obtain information in various ways. The public press 
is one of the most fruitful sources through which we supply our 
brains with the necessary information to take the action incum- 
bent upon us as the legislative branch of this Government with 
respect to foreign and domestic affairs. 

e know just as well that a public war exists in Cuba as we 
know that it exists in Greece, and yet, I think, we have had no 
communication from the State Department to inform us that 
battles have been fought in Greece. We know just as well that a 

ublic war exists in Cuba as we know that there has been an over- 

ow of the Mississippi River, and it would be just as appropriate 
to assume that the information we get in that way is correct as it 
would be to have it formally communicated to us by the Depart- 
ment of State. 

But, Mr. President, it seems to me the Senate is concluded on 
this question. If we are e beings and capable of attend- 
ing to the business intrusted to us by our States, we are concluded 
on the question whether there is a condition of public war in the 
Island of Cuba. This body has passed the very resolution now 


pending before it, and I believe unanimously. The House of Rep- 
resentatives has passed it. A concurrent resolution is now upon 
our statute books declaring that a condition of public war exists 
in Cuba; and are we now to stop, after that has been done, and go 
back and investigate the question and ask the State Department 
vo ter, us whether we have been mistaken in the action we have 
taken? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to make 
what I think is a correction? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He says that this identical resolution has been 
passed before, and he then refers to a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. It passed as a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will notice that this is a joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. This is a joint resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY, It must be submitted to the President. He 
may not be ens make this declaration. 

Mr. MILLS. o may not be ready? 

Mr. HAWLEY. He may not be ready to approve the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. Who? 

Mr. MORGAN. The President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It would be pen him in a somewhat em- 
1 ition. I submit that a Republican Committee on 
Foreign tions should endeavor to act in harmony with its 
Administration. 

Mr. MILLS. I was not considering the condition of the Presi- 
dent. He may veto the joint resolution. He is not concluded. 
He has not ken on this question. His Administration is not 
concluded. I say that the Senate is concluded on the fact. My 
friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. hei spoke of the fact 
existing. I say he is right, that we ought to have the facts; but 
I say we either have had the facts or we are guilty of self-stultifica- 
tion, because both branches of Congress have declared to the world 
that a condition of public war exists on the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. President, if nothing else, that would be enough to conclude 
us; but the President of the United States, not the one now in 
office, but his predecessor, has by proclamation to the. people of 
the United States stated that such a condition exists in the Island 
of Cuba as warns them not to incur the penalties pronounced b: 
the neutrality laws of the United States. This proclamation ad- 
mits the fact. 

Now, let us see what the neutrality laws of the United States 
declare, taking the first section: 

Every citizen of the United States who, within the territory or jurisdic- 
tion thereof, accepts and exercises a commission to serve a foreign prince, 
state, colony, district, or people in war, by land or by sea. 

There can be no neutrality except in a condition of war. The 
President has not warned our people not to violate this law against 
the people of Great Britain, or France, or Germany, or Mexico, or 
any other of the nationalities of the world. He has warned the 
people of the United States not to violate this law with reference 
to the treaty rights that exist between the United States and 
Spain. He says that there is civil disturbance—he states it very 
mildly—but there are such disturbances that he tells our people 
that they will incur the penalties of this law if they violate it. 
What is neutrality in an international sense? Webster defines it 
to be “the condition of a nation or government which refrains 
from taking part, directly or indirectly, in a war between other 
powers.” 

Now, what does all this array of our armed vessels, watchin 
our seaports, running down vessels that are being loaded wit 
munitions of war, mean if it is not to prevent them from violating 
theneutralitylaw? And if it is to prevent them from violating the 
neutrality law, it is because there is a state of war existing which 
calls for that neutrality. There could be none in any other way. 
So much for the facts; and I agree with my friend the Senator 
from Ohio that the facts ought to be established beyond a doubt. 
They ought to be clearly established, and I say it is clearly estab- 
Mabedi the judgment of the American people that there is a war 
in Cuba. X 
Then, what is our course? We have heard much about the duty 
of the Government in cases of war. What should we do? Are 
not the people who are at war on the Island of Cuba entitled to 
belligerent rights, the rights of war? If they are in fact prosecut- 
ing war, ought they not to be entitled to all the rights that follow 
the prosecution of war on both sides? What does Mr. Monroe 
say about that? We have often quoted him. In his message in 
1822, with reference to the South American provinces, he said: 


As soon as the movement assumes such a steady and consistent form as to 
make the success of the provinces probable, the rights to which they were 
entitled by the law of nations as equal parties toa civil war have been ex- 


-tended to them. 


There is our American doctrine. There is in Cuba not merely 
an insurrection, but a planned and prosecuted civil war, They 
have armies; they have infantry, cavalry, and artillery. They 
have a flag. That flag they can keep on the island, but without 
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having given to them by some nation the belligerent rights to 
which they are entitled, it can not be put 5 — the sea. They 


have possession of four-fifths of the island. Spain only has the 
fortified towns. If we intend to be neutral in fact, and to be fair 
to both of the parties, we ought to give to the insurrection armies 
of Cuba, the government of Cuba, precisely the same considera- 
tion and treatment that we give to Spain and her armies. 

What if Cuba should put a vessel on the sea, put her flag on the 
sea, have an armed ship, make Be oa and destroy the com- 
merce of Spain? Every officer would be hung to the yardarm of 
the vessel as a pirate. Why? Because we do not give them bel- 
ligerent rights, and no nation does. They are not recognized by 
international law. They are simply recognized as pirates. On 
‘the other hand, Spain can come to our shores; she can go all over 
the ocean with her vessels; she can gather munitions of war; she 
can make reprisals by sea. We admit all this, and yet we talk 
about being neutral to these parties when we give one rights that 
we deny to the other. I say we ought to adopt the policy de- 
clared and approved by Mr. Monroe, that whenever there has 
been a consistent movement with probabilities of success we 
ought to accord belligerent rights to the parties. That has been 
our policy. It is the policy we have declared and pursued in ref- 
erence to all the insurrections on our continent. 

I see no reason why the joint resolution of my friend the Sena- 
tor from Alabama should not be passed. It has been adopted as 
a concurrent resolution. We have admitted the facts. Wewant 
to do justice and to be neutral between those people, treating each 
of them equally. Weought to adopt the 1 resolution and give 
to the insurgents in Cuba tho rights of belligerents, that they may 
put their flag on the sea, that they may borrow money, that they 
may purchase vessels, that they may carry on the war upon equal 
terms with in. $ 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to discuss the 
merits of the Cuban question. My opinion on that subject is very 
wellknown. But I want to say a single word in to the 
matter of the information before the Taen Relations Committee. 
- During the last Administration we o a great many requests 
of the State Department for information from official sources in 
Cuba. It is enough to say that we were kept entirely in the dark. 
We were obliged to come in here with information largely from 
outside or information which was of a very old date. There is to- 
day, in my judgment (and I think I am correctly informed), in 
the State Department official correspondence from our representa- 
tives in Cuba of avery late date which it is very desirable that 
—— Senate should have and which I think the country ought to 

ow. 

At every stage of this Cuban debate we have been met with the 
statement that all the testimony that has been brought forward 
is worthless. Every newspaper correspondent, no matter whether 
he has 8 with the New York Journal or the London 
Times, has told the same story. Every man who has gone down 
there has come back with the same ort; and when those re- 
ports have been brought forward in the Senate we have been met 
3 with the general denial that not one of them was to be 
trusted. 

Surely we can trust our own official reports. We ought to have 
before us the reports of our consuls, more particularly the reports 
of the consul-general at Habana, as to the condition of that island 
to-day. Ihave not the least question myself as to what those re- 
ports will show; but I do think that it would strengthen the posi- 
tion of the Senate, that it would strengthen our attitude in regard 
to the pending resolution, if we had those reports before us, 

If I am not misinformed, never until the last Administration 
had it been customary to keep the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate in the dark as to foreign matters. I think that 
was one of the reforms of the last Administration. Ido not be- 
lieve that this Administration will do ane ing of the kind. I 
believe they are perfectly ready to consult and act in harmony 
with the Senate through its organ, the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, on these matters. I do not believe there is the slightest 
disposition to withhold information as to the state of Cuba from 
the committee. 

I think it is more in order and more regular, that it will 
strengthen the stand of this resolution both in the Senate and 
before the country, that it should come as a report from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, with the official information from 
our consuls and representatives behind it. 

I have no authority, Mr. President, to speak for the Adminis- 
tration in any regard, but I desire to say, in response to some of 
the remarks which have been made, that the Administration has 
been in only about sixty days. It found American citizens and 
their rights neglected, many of them in prison. That evil has 
been already cured. American citizens have been taken out of 
Cuban prisons; they have been released, and the conduct which 
Spain indulged iu so freely toward our citizens, whether natural- 
ized or native born, has been stopped. That much has been accom- 
plished by this Administration since the 4th of March. 


Every new Administration is pressed by pe pa number of new 
and perplexing questions. None is more difficult, none requires 
prayer consideration than this of Cuba, and the Administration 

ore acting ought to have an opportunity to inform itself with 
the utmost thoroughness as to the conditions existing in the island 
and as to the peer steps to be taken. It did not hesitate a 
moment as to the matter of American citizens. On that it in- 
sisted at once, and it has prevailed. As to what our next action 
shall be, I do not believe that the Administration has had time to 
examine all that it is necessary to examine or to determine on any 


policy. 

Whatever action we may take here, it seems to me that the 
proper way and the one which will give the resolution the best 
standing will be to treat it in the regular course, to send it to the 
committee and then let the committee bring it back here with the 
official information which I have no question will be put at its 
command. The attitude of the committee in regard to this ques- 
tion is perfectly known to the Senate, and they, I am sure, would 
be prepared to deal with it and deal with it without delay. 

But [ think it is most important that before acting upon this 
matter we should ask of the Department every particle of official 
information, and produce it before the Senate in executive ses- 
sion, if that is thought necessary, but before the country as I 
should prefer, and let the country know what our official repre- 
sentatives say is the state of things in that island. I believe if 
that information is spread before the country,there can be no 
question as to the proper course of action for us to take. 

For that reason, Mr. President, it seems that the wise thing to 
do is to refer the resolution to the committee and allow the com- 
mittee to procure all the reports from our consuls and other rep- 
resentatives, and therefore be able to inform the committee, not 
what the state of things is in that island to-day, because we all 
know it as a matter of fact, but what the official, duly appointed 
representatives of the Government say it is, with the responsi- 

ility of their office ap them. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘Will the Senatorfrom Massachusetts permit me 
a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. It occurs to me thata year last December I 
heard the junior Senator from Massachusetts declare that there 
was a state of war in Cuba. 

Mr. LODGE. L have not any question of it now. 

Mr. ALLEN, I heard the Senator then make one of the most 
forcible speeches lever heard made in this Chamber. I recall also 
the fact that the Senator from Massachusetts voted for a resolution 
substantially in the form and lan: of the resolution now be- 
fore us. Does the Senator from Massachusetts know of any 
changed condition in Cuba since that time? 

Mr. LODGE. I know of no change except that in my belief the 
island is practically in the possession of the insurgents, 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I submit this conundrum to the Senator: 
If there has been no change, is it not a legal presumption that the 
same state of affairs continues that is, in the absence of evidence 
showing a change 

Mr. LODGE. I have no question, as a matter of fact, that there 
has been no change, that the state of war exists, and that the in- 
surgent cause has progressed enormously since that time. The 
only thing I want is to have the resolution take the regular, usual 
course of the other resolutions reported from the committee. Let 
this take the usual and regular course, and letus put behind it the 
official information. As the Senator from Nebraska well knows, 
we are met here every time this debate comes up with the state- 
ment that not one particle of the testimony which we all read in 
the newspapers is good fox anything. I want to put au end to that 
by bringing in here the official information. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, he was one of the 
members of the Foreign Relations Committee that brought in the 
official evidence here upon which we acted. 

Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly true. At that time we could 
get nothing else, I believe that now we can get all the official 
information, 

Mr. ALLEN. There has not been evidence since that time 
showing any changed condition of affairs. I submit as a legal 
proposition that we have the right and it is our duty to act upon 
that report until we have evidence of a changed condition in Cuba. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not see the necessity of 
spending years to accumulate evidence upon a case on which 
pea is agreed. We all agree that the sun shines; but what 
weuld be thought of a proposition that before we would do busi- 
ness and act upon that fact we should undertake to collect all the 
evidence showing that the sun shines? We might die of old age 
before we would avail ourselves of the existence of that well- 
known fact. There is no doubt that war has existed in Cuba for 
several years. It has been so declared here and elsewhere. The 
world knows it. The world also knows the other fact, that Spain 
has prosecuted the war in the most inhuman manner; that it is a 
disgrace to civilization. It is also known that it is a struggle on 
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the American Hemisphere for liberty in which the people of the 
United States feel an interest. These facts are all known. 

We have trified with the matter for years. We need no further 
evidence, at all events, that a state of war exists. The pending 
resolution only goes to the extent of recognizing a fact that every- 
body knows. All the evidence in the State Department would not 
confirm it or make it stronger. Everybody knows it; it is plain. 
And itis the plain duty of the United States to treat the straggling 
patriots at least with the same regard that they treat a brutal mon- 
archy. Isay brutal because the conduct of Spain is marked with 
a brutality which disgraceshumanity. Weare hunting down the 

atriots with our officers; we are > prowecnting the patriots for doing 
esame things that the Spanish Government is daily doing. Why 
is it a crime on the part of these struggling patriots? It is a crime 
because a decayed, brutal monarchy demands of us that we shall 
enforce the neutrality laws against those patriots, and that we 
shall take into consideration the fact that Spain has forfeited the 
right of war. every belligerent right, every right to the considera- 
tion of humanity. She has carried on a war of extermination and 
of blood, eontrary tothe rules of modern warfare. Has not the time 
come when we will treat the struggling patriots with the same 
kindness and with the same justice that we treat such monsters 
as Weyler? 

But the American people begin to feel the injustice that the 
United States is doing to the Cubans. If we have no regard for 
suffering humanity, if we have no regard for republican institu- 
tions, we ought tohavesome regard for the laws of war, weought to 
havesome regard for fair play, and Isay the time has come when the 
belligerent rights of the patriots of Cuba ought to be acknowl- 
edged, and that speedily, and that the courts of the United States 
should no longer be used as an engine of persecution in favor of 
eek side while the just and honest people are allowed to 


I think the pending resolution ought to pass without any more 
delay. Its reference to a committee is an acknowledgment that 
we do not know the facts upon which it is based, facts that every 
citizen of the United States knows. That war exists in Cuba no- 
body doubts. If war exists between the 8 bands of Cuba and 
the decayed and outlawed monarchy of Spain, we, at least, as a 
Republic, ought to declare that fact and cease to join in the bloody 

cution of the patriots in Cuba. Jhope there will be no further 
elay. There has been too much delay already. I hope the joint 
resolution will pass without any more circumlocution or red-tape. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it seems that the junior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has stated that he supported the concur- 
rent resolution passed at the last session of Congress recognizing 
that a state of public war existed in Cuba. He now says that he 
wants more facts and that those facts ought to be obtained through 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, which is charged properly 
with this sort of an investigation, and which can procure the 
necessary facts. 

The question of belligerency is one of fact. If the junior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts voted affirmatively in 8 the con- 
current resolution to establish that matter of fact, I would inquire 
of him why he wants more facts now to establish the same fact? 
If he voted for the concurrent resolution declaring a state of public 
war to exist in Cuba, such a state of public war as would justify 
the United States in recognizing belligerency, he voted with an 
intelligent appreciation of the fact of belligerency. And it occurs 
to me that it is an evasion of the point submitted by the joint 
resolution for him to want more facts to establish a fact which he 
says is already established. 

junior Senator took occasion to say that this Administration 
has been in power only sixty days and that it manifests no desire 
or intention to withhold from the Senate matters of fact pertain- 
ing to Cuba and matters of fact pertaining to the belligerency 
there; and he says that there is a great contrast between the pres- 
ent Administration and the late Administration in this regard. I 
would inquire of that Senator when and where the late Adminis- 
tration withheld or refused to deliver to the Senate any and all 
facts in its sion in regard to the war going on in Cuba, and 
whether, when he sat as a member of the Committee on Forei 
Relations, he did not have before him all the facts of an official 
character then in the possession of the Secretary of State? 

Mr. LODGE. Why, Mr. President, they were refused to the 
committee, and there are messages here refusing to send any doc- 
uments about Cuba. It happened several times. The committee 
never had possession of the official reports in regard to Cuba unless 
oy were a year old. The consular reports that were sent in to 
us last winter were six months old. It was done over and over 
again. What happened in that committee I am informed abont. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I was not aware that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations would manufacture facts or conld evolve the facts 
from its own inner consciousness if it didnot have the official facts 
before it upon which to predicate the judgment of belligerency. 
Either that committee acted without facts or it acted on facts 
derived from the Administration. 


Mr. LODGE. We had before us witnesses which we called. 
One well known was Mr. Diaz. We had his information and that 
of an English newspaper corr ndent. We heard them. That 
testimony was prin We had all the information that has been 
spread broadcast over the country in the newspapers. What I 
complain of is that we did not have the latest official informa- 
tion at any time. We had to ant on what we had because the Ad- 
ministration deliberately left the committee in the dark during 
the whole two years that I had the honor to serve upon it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Irecollect distinctly the publicationof a pam- 
pes containing all the correspondence between the Secretary of 

tate and our resident consul in Cuba. That publication was 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations. It was on the đesk 
oť every Senator in this body. e 

Mr. LODGE. It undoubtedly was; and if the Senator will look 
at it, he will find that they were all six months old. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It does not make any difference how old they 
were, 

Mr. LODGE. That is just the point. We want the informa- 
tion up to date. That is the point in the matter. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was almost impossible to get the informa- 
tion just as it was delivered. As soon as the information was in 
such shape that it could be sent to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations in a compact form, it was so sent, and that committee had 
all the correspondence—— 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Between our Secretary of State and the con- 
suis of the United States in Cuba. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, we were told that 
we could not have some of the consular reports, because if they 
were laid before us and it was known that those reports had been 
sent in the lives of the consuls would be in danger. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It must then sopear that those consular re- 

rts which were withheld shed such light upon the question of bel- 

igerency as that they were material in the formation of the judg- 
ment of that committee, That matter has not es cree and can 
not appear. I understand that there were some delicate negotia- 
tions going on in regard to certain prisoners confined there. That 
has no reference whatever to the question of belligerency in Cuba. 
Every single fact necessary to be known as to the insurrection, as 
to the army, as to the occupation of the territory, as to the extent, 
if any, of the insurgent government in Cuba, was before that 
committee. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator whether he is a member 
of that committee and knows? 

Mr. CAFFERY, I say that information was before the Sen- 
ators, and paora it was before the Foreign Relations Committee. 

Mr. LODGE. But there was a great deal that was not before 
the committee which the committee desired. We have not the 
8 reports as to the conditions of affairs in that island up to 

te. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And it is impossible to have them. 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator's pardon; there is abundant 
information in the official reports of the most important character 
that we have not received, and information up to a very late date. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I would suggest to the Senator that it 
is easy to procure them from this very complacent Administra- 
tion, as he says it is willing to give all information. 

Mr. LODGE. That is my precise proposition, which the Sen- 
ator has N not hitherto understood. 

Mr. CA RY. But I ask the Senator again, If there was evi- 
dence before him when he sustained the concurrent resolution to 
substantiate the fact of belligerency, why does he want to accumu- 
late the evidence? When a fact is proved by sufficient evidence, 
any further evidence is merely cumulative. 

. LODGE. I want the additional evidence in order to dispel 
the doubts of the Senator about the existence of war in Cuba. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have no doubts on that point, sir. There is 
war and war, as the Senator knows. You may have constant at- 
tacks, constant skirmishes, constant fighting, but, sir, in the lan- 
guage of the international law writers, that is not war. War 
must be carried on by organized armies. War must be carried 
on by a apoya capable of holding a certain amount of territory 
and holding it against all odds. War must be carried on in a 
style and character to come up to the high dignity and require- 
ments of what awful war is; and such evidence was not forth- 
coming then before your committee, in my judgment, and it does 
not exist now. There has been no other evidence than that of 
skirmishes. If Senators desire to establish belligerency in the 
teeth of international law by predicating it upon mere guerrilla 
fighting, it is their privilege and pleasure, I prefer, sir, to base 
my action upon that sort of war which is recognized as war as an 
international fact, and I undertake to say that there has been no 


evidence of any kind to establish war in Cuba in an international 


sense. 
Mr. ALLEN. May I be permitted to ask the Senator from 
Louisiana a question? 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana a 
question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

e CAFFERY, I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska 
t. 
Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I find in the Washington Post of this 
morning a telegram from Habana stating that Theodore Menen- 
dez Gonzales has been shot at Cabanas Fortress for rebellion and 
incendiarism. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana, 
and for that matter the Committee on Foreign Relations, whether 
they think that for the Senate to act in view of a fact like that 
they ought to wait until it is proved by affidavit? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, that fact has no sort of bear- 
ing upon the question before the Senate. It has as little bearing 
upon it as if there had been a telegram from Habana stating that 
Josef Marie Hernandez had been 3 There is the statement 
of the execution of a man in rebellion. Instead of making for the 
Senator’s case, it makes against his case and shows that the Span- 
iards do not recognize anything but rebellion there. It occurs to 
me that the whole confusion on this subject and the reason why 
Senators let their sympathy run away with them is in mingling 
the two questions of fighting and international law. They are 
separate and distinct. We here in our capacity in acting upon a 
resolution of this sort must vote according to the code of interna- 
tional law, and can not be guided by any other authority. That 
is the authority that guides me. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator to lay down the propo- 
sition that fighting between armies is not war. 

Mr. CAFFERY. War is fighting, but fightingis not war. That 
is what I mean. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, then, can you have war without fighting? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; but you can have fighting without 


war. 

Mr. ALLEN. Fighting between armies that are equipped and 
under discipline constitutes war, does it not? - 

Mr. CAF Y. In some cases it does; in some it does not. 

Mr. ALLEN. What further is needed to make it war? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I suppose the Senator from Nebraska will not 
entirely disregard the statements and opinions of international law 
writers. I suppose he will not entirely disregard the opinions of 
our own Secretaries of State, particularly in the late war between 
the States, and I refer himtothem. I refer him to a codification, 
as it were, a compilation of international law in Dana's note to 
Wheaton. I refer him to the opinion of Mr. Secretary Seward. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have read them. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Upon those opinions it is safe to predicate the 
proposition that war of a character to authorize the recognition 
of belligerency is more than fighting. It is organized war. It is 
war carried on by an organized government. It is war carried 
on by a power able to hold a certain amount of territory. It is 
war carried on by a power that has at least one maritime port, if 
a maritime country. It is war carried on by a power that has 
the form and the substance of a civil government. That is what 
war is. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 want to call the attention of the Senator tothe 
fact that one of the principal and oldest nations in South America 
has not a seaport, and never had a seaport, yet it won its inde- 

mdence from another government, and it has stood for years. 
There is an absolute . of the proposition laid 
down by the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What country is that? 

Mr. ALLEN. Bolivia. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iwas not aware of that; but that makes no 
difference. Where a country isamaritime country, bordering on 
the sea, it must have one seaport. That is laid down by interna- 
tional law writers. 

The question whether or not a fraction of a nation which is 
warring for its independence against the mother country is in 
such condition as to warrant a recognition of belligerency by an 
independent nation is one of fact. and I contend, sir, that the facts 
must be derived and must be passed upon by that branch of our 
Government which has charge and control of our external affairs, 
anil that is the executive branch. My contention is that it is ex- 
clusively within the power and the province of the Executive to 
recognize a condition of belligerency, and that a joint resolution 
or a concurrent resolution passed by this body is a mere brutum 
fulmen. We pass upon facts, and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire gravely asks whether a telegram in a newspaper announcing 
the execution of a criminal is not such a fact as would warrant 
the United States Senate to recognize belligerency uponit. Those 
are the sort of facts upon which we are called to pass. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Sen tor let me interrupt him again? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I state that fact as one of hundreds, which 
come to us as great public facts, showing a state of rebellion in 
the Island of Cuba, It says this man was not executed as a crim- 
inal, but that he was executed for rebellion and incendiarism; 
and we know what that is. He has been out with the Cuban forces, 
and they have burned some shanty or done some act of war that 
has destroyed property, and he was taken into Habana, tried by 
drumhead court-martial, and was shot, just as Gen. Ruis Rivera 
would have been shot if it had not beau for the resolution of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], where we voted down a 
proposition to send it to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
carried a resolution through the Senate, and saved the man’s life. 

Now, I ask the Senator whether he is serious in wanting all 
those public facts as to the existence of a state of war in that 
island—that we knew a year ago as well as we know it now, and we 
know it no better now than we knew it a year ago—actually 
proved by affidavit before the United States can take the stand 
that the platforms of the two parties demanded that they should 
take last November, on which the Republican party won its vic- 
tory, and by reason of which the present President of the United 
States sits in the Executive Mansion? Does the Senator want it 
all proved by affidavit? That is my question. 

r. CAFFERY. It does not make a particle of difference to 
this controversy whether that fact is conceded to be true or not. 
That there is rebellion in the Island of Cuba does not establish 
that there is such a condition there as to warrant the United 
States in recognizing belligerency. You might multiply your tele- 
grains, and I might concede the truth of every one of them; but 
so far from 5 ah belligerency, they would disprove it. 

Did the United States ever recognize until she blockaded the 
ports of the South that there was belligerency between the North 
and the South? And there is no parallel at all between the case 
of the war between the States and the present insurrection in 
Cuba. We certainly had a governnient; we certainly had power- 
ful armies; they certainly fought after the methods of civilized 
warfare; they certainly occupied and controlled the territory of 
most of the States at war. All indicia necessary to establish 
belligerency existed there. 

But would the Senator from New Hampshire magnify into 
belligerency an uprising here and there over the civilized | globe 
and call upon the Senate of the United States to recognize bellig- 
erency there in consequence? I hope not. Belonging to the 
family of nations, feeling the solemn obligations of the tie that 
binds nations together, we must acknowledge the supremacy of 
these international laws. We can not go out on a broad plane of 
sympathy. I sympathize with the Cubans as much as any Sena- 
tor; I sympathize with any people struggling for their liberty; 
but when you come to ask me as a United States Senator to vote 
for a resolution that establishes a matter of fact, I refer you to 
that branch of our Government which, in my opinion, has the 
finding of that matter of fact and upon whose conclusion in the 
premises I am bound, and necessarily so. 

If belligerency is a fact, who gathers the testimony to establish 
it? Who knows the necessary facts? Do you get them from the 
8 those highly colored statements spread abroad over 
the land by interested parties, or perhaps for mere sensational 
purposes? That is not the sort of testimony upon which we are 
toact. Weare not the tribunal, in my opinion, before which a 
determination of this question of fact is to be settled. In my 
humble judgment, it belongs where it has always been exercised— 
in the Executive. Iam perfectly willing to rest it in the hands of 
any man whom the American people have intrusted with the ad- 
ministration of that high office; and 1 think, from our constitu- 
tion and number and the difficulty of proof, that this is not the 
body to pass upon that question of fact. 

I shall vote to refer this resolution to the Committee on Forei 
Relations in the hope that time and patience will tide over the 
outpouring of mere sympathy to make international law. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I present the conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15) making appro- 
priations tor the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 

ear ending June 3), 1598, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
ree conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4 and 13. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with amendments, as follows: 

Insert after the word“ peace.“ in line 1 of said amendment, the words 
“and the probate courts: and after the word Territory,” at the end of 
said amendment, insert the following: 

“ And the district court shall have exclusive 8 in such actions, 
and at least two terms of such court shall be held in each year at Pawhuska, 


t 
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on said reservation, at such times as the supreme court of said Territory shall 
fix and determine, for the trial of both civil and criminal cases.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in lines 13 and 14, page 24 of the bill, the words “twenty-two thou- 
sand four hundred and eighteen dollars and twenty-five cents,” and insert in 
lieu thereof “forty-seven thousand one hund dollars; and strike out, 
in line 16, same „the words “per capita;“ and insert after the word 
Treasury,“ at the end of line 18, same page, the following: “Said sum shall 
be equally divided among the members of said tribe shall be paid per 
capita;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
line 1 of said amendment strike out the words “sixty days,“ and insert in 
lieu thereof one year; and add after the word “direct,” in the last line of 
said amendment, the followin Provided, That the city of Omaha shall 


provide. bey and furnish a Funding suitable for this purpose free of cost 
to the Uni States:“ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, one additional judge for said Territory; and the ap 
pellate court of enid Territory shall designate the places in the several judi- 
cial districts therein at which and the times when such Jonges shall hald 
court, and courts shall be held at the places now provided by law and at the 
town of Wagoner, and at such other places as shall be designated by said 
appellate court; and said judge shall be a member of the n court, 
and s have all authority, exercise all powers, perform like duties, and 
receive the same salary as other judges of said courts, and shall serve for a 
term of four years from the date of appointment: Provided, That no one of 
said nagon shall sit in the hearing of any case in said appellate court which 
was ed by him.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 14, 15, and 16, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: Strike out the amended paragraph poing. lines. 15 to 21, both in- 

ve, 75 ok the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That children born of a marr heretofore solemni between a 
white man and an Indian woman by blood and not by adoption, where said 
Indian woman is at this time, or was at the time of her death, reeognized by 
the tribe, shall have the same rights and privileges to the property of the 
trihe to which the mother belongs, or belonged at the time of her 3 
blood, as any other member of the tribe, and no prior act of Congress s 
be construed as to debar such child of such right.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference recommend to their respective Houses that 
the text of the bill be amended in line 23, 67, by striking out the word 
„ninety-six and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ninety-five.” 

On the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 the committee of confer- 


ence have been unable to agree. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
F. M. COCK L. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J.8. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CULLOM. If it be possible for the Secretary to read the 


whole amendment as to the establishment of a warehouse for In- 
dian supplies at Omaha, Nebr., as it would stand if the report of 
the conference committee be adopted, I should be glad to know 
exactly its ge Wee k 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The SECRETARY. If amended as recommended by the confer- 
ence committee, the amendment would read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall, within one year after the 8 
of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distributions 
shall be made to such Indian tribes of the West and Northwest as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may direct: Provided. That the city of Omaha shall pro- 
vide, pgm „and f a building suitable for this purpose free of cost to 
the Un States. 

Mr. KYLE. I was attending to another matter and heard but 
ed gee of the conference report relating to the question of mixed- 
blood Indians. I should like to have that subject a little more 
fully explained. that we may know the import of it. 

r. PETTIGREW. Lask the Secretary to read the paragraph 
of the bill as it is proposed to be amended. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That all children born of a marriage heretofore solemnized between a 
white man and an Indian woman by blood, and not by adoption, where said 
Indian woman is at this time or was at the time of her death recognized by 
the tribe, shall have the same rights and privileges to the property of the 
tribe to which the mother belongs, or belon; at the time of her death, b. 
blood, as any other member of the tribe; and no prior act of Congress shall 
be construed as to debar such child of such right. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President. so far as I see now, that is the cor- 
rect position. The question of mixed bloods has been discussed 
in this Chamber for the past four or five years; and my position 
has always been that mixed-blood children of a white man and an 
Indian woman, or an Indian man and a white woman, should 
occupy exactly the same status as the Indians of full blood; in 
other words, that the mixed-blood Indians are Indians in the eyes 
of the law, and entitled to all the rights and privileges of Indians 
of the full blood. 

This amendment, as I understand it, covers the whole question, 
and confirms what has been the common law on this subject for 
a number of years, but which has never been explicitly stated in 
the statutes. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, when the Indian bill was 
under consideration the Senate refused to to the ratification 
of a lease of oil lands made by the Seneca Indians of New York. 
A very large mony of the Senate were opposed to the ratifica- 
tion of this lease. It now appears, after a careful investigation 
on the part of the Interior Department, that this lease should be 
ratified in order to protect the interests of these Indians. 

The history of the case is about this: In 1893 the Seneca Indians 
leased their entire reservation for the purpose of prospecting it for 
oil. Thereservation has an area of about 50,000 acres. It extends 
in a narrow strip on both sides of the river. 

This company did not prospect for oil very vigorously; but in 
1896 oil was discovered on the adjacent land. Thereupon the per- 
sons who had purchased this lease—the Seneca Oil Company—ap- 
plied to the council of the Seneca Nation to have the lease ratified, 
and agreed to release the lease as to all the lands of these Indians 
except about 3,500 acres. Other companies stepped in and bid at 
this time. I think there were seven applicants. The council de- 
cided, however, that the bid of the Seneca Oil Company was the 
best for two reasons: First, because it released their claim to the 
‘remainder of the reservation; and second, because they were will- 
ing to pay 84.000 as a bonus, and from one-eighth to three-eighths 
of the oil 5 . 

After this action the Seneca Oil Company went on and sunk 
eight wells, five of which are now producing, and made improve- 
ments worth from $15,000 to $20,000 upon the property. the 
meantime two Indians who were residing upon this portion of the 
reservation made a lease to some outside oil company, by which 
they individually, not the tribe, in consideration of the right given 
to the company to sink wells and produce oil therefrom, were to 
receive a portion of the product. Litigation arose. In the mean- 
time these same parties, or other parties, had sunk wells along the 
borders of the reservation and were pumping out the oil. If this 
lease is not ratified, they will keep this case in court, they will keep 
up the contest, and take all the oil in the reservation from wells 
sunk on the adjoining Jand, and the Indians will get nothing. 
Therefore the Interior ent recommend, after thoroug 
examination, the ratification of this lease. 

It appears, therefore, that this charge originated with these two 
Indians who had made a lease with this outside company; that itis 
not founded in fact; that the Senate was misled as to the state- 
ment with regard to the robbery of these people, and that,in fact, 
if this lease were not ratified, interested parties on the other side 
= the 5 would be the ones who would rob the Indians 

ter all. 

I present the report made by the special agent of the Interior 
Department and ask to have it read, so that it may appear in the 
REcoRD to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper referred to will be read, in 
the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Senate Document No. 76, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session.] 


Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to Senate 
reon of April 29, 1397, report relative to the oil leases of the Seneca 
ndians. 


[May 11, 1897.—Referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, May 11, 1897. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following resolu- 
tion, dated 29th ultimo: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he hereby is, instructed 
to investigate and report forthwith to the Senate: 

“ Whether the lease made by the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians 
of New York to the Seneca Oil Company in December, 1896, was in conformity 
to section 2116, Revised Statutes of the United States, and whether the same 
is valid in form and in law; whether the said lease was procured by corru 
tion or other 5 methods; whether the lease of Daniel E. 8 
in conformity with the laws and usages of the Seneca Nation of Indians and 
is valid, with the quantity of land covered by the lease and mining right 
aforesaid. and the value thereof, and the number of Indians resident there- 
upon. Also, whether the ratification of said lease is necessary and for the 
benefit of said Seneca Nation of Indians, and what is the measure of a fair 
bonus and royalty upon an oil lease upon said lands in view of their present 
and probeble production.” 

In compliance with the resolution, I have caused as thorough and careful 
investigation of the leases in question to be made as the limited time would 
allow. and herewith transmit the report of United States Indian Inspector 
Province McCormick, the officer detailed by me to visit the Seneca Reserva- 


tion and make the investigation. 
From Inspector MeCormick's report it appears that the ratification of the 
for the benefit of the Seneca 


ee Tonea of the Seneca Oil Company would 
Nation. 

It this report is printed, it is requested that it be not mutilated, and that 
when no longer sD tal that it be returned to the files of this Department. 


Very respectfully, 
C. N. BLISS, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


3 WASHINGTON, D. C., May 9, 1897. 

Sin: In pursuance of zour instructions tò investigate and report with ref- 
erence to the lease granted to the Seneca Oil Company by the council of the 
Seneca Nation of Indians on December 3, 1896, the title of Daniel E. Shongo 
for lease on part of the same lands and the present value of the lands claimed 
by the Seneca Oil Company, and whether the United States Revised Statutes, 
section 2116, was complied with, also whether it is for the benefit of said Seneca 
Indians that said lease shall be ratified. 
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Ihave made.as thorough an examination n in the short space of 
time given me and I respectfully submit the following raport: 

I herewith band you copy of the testimony taken before me, offered by 
the various parties interested in the matters submitted for my investigation, 
— from these and a personal investigation of the affair I am satisfied that 

iel E. Shongo has no good or valid title to any portion of the land claimed 
him under his oil lease from the individual members of th 


© council; that 
lease was not granted in accordance with the usages and customs of the 
Seneca Nation of 


When this council met in December last for the ore dh ee apart 
evidence shows 


pls in every direction, 
and that the Seneca Oil Company, making the best offer, secured the lease. 


Company made their bid 


draw same an that any opponent had overbid 
him. This was un unwise procedure on the part of the council, as it has led 
to the charge being made that the clerk was paid to suppress the bid of at 
least one from his competitor. The tor one of the representatives of the 
South Penn Oil Company, who was Hudson Ainsly, the present attorney for 
the Seneca Oil Company, admitted in his testimony that his company, the 
South Penn, paid the clerk the sum of $1 to suppress their bid from the other 


competitors. 

another bidder, Mr. McElwaine, testifies that his bid was not even read 
by the clerk to the council, but laid npm the table or the desk of that official 
unopened and unread. In response to the question as to whether he had 
used any undue influence upon any of these councilors in the shape of money, 
he declined to answer. I could draw but one inference from his refusal. 

From the evidence of the Indian councilors, all of whom but two were 
examined by me,I am satisfied that the surrendering of the Barker lease 


rated to as great if nota ter extent in the Seneca Oil Company pro- 
* this lease than did the bonus offered by said company. 
I find there is a difference of opinion with respect to the validity of the 


made by the Seneca Nation of Indians on Jan 
the said lease was not forfei in 


comply with the conditions in sheng the wells therein stipulated to be 
drilled. The 2 of this lease, if the 

is not ratified, will 
determined 


pany. then the Seneca Nation, in my opinion, did 
right in ratifying it and the Seneca Oil gor aod was the best 5 for them 
So have made. Fus aS of bribery is difficult to prove. 
To anyone familiar with Indian character it is well known that he will 
never divulge the name or names of those from whom he has received money 
for such purposes, nor can any inducements be offered him to disclose from 
whom he received . of any kind. Iam satisfied that there 
were many irregularities in Iam also satisfied that there 
‘was money and probably other influences used by the 3 companies 
er muddy water. 


871, section „and cite as authori 
States vs, Kanama, re 
ter 90 of the Acts of 


The evidence of Hon of the county court, is hereby 
rad 0. the Se: 


ary of the anca, oxce those portions in the incorpo- 
rated villages, is to-day worth a bonus of about $30,000 in addition to the roy- 
ot the Seneca Oil Company ha ed thereon since December. 1895, 
e 


the use of money in bribing in 

ow it. 5 Tam of the opinion that the companies who were 
competing for this land went there to get the best of the Indian, by bri 
or other means, if 8 The proceedings were 80 that 1 
satistied that money and other influences were bri t to bear by all of them 
intrying to secure the votes of the council. A much higher price or bonus 
could probably have been secured by the Nation if there 
open competition to the highest bidder at auction. 8 

AlLof the above, — pee with ies of testimony and c: of bids or 
offers made, so far as I have been able to obtain the same, and other paves 
pe I deemed of interest and value in this investigation, are respectfully 
su s 

I desire to state that I have not had time to mark the different exhibits as 
they should have been,and refer to them specifically in this report. Ihave 
based my estimate of the present value of this land upon the expert testi- 
mony given by gentlemen who have been oil producers for years. s 

From the conversation had with some of these Indians, I am of the opinion 
that any white man or men who make application to the Seneca council of 
the Seneca Nation for any privileges on their reservation will have to pay 
ee Prin gimme outside of the bonus to the nation, what they 

to and-cigar money or grease money. 

Lam instructed to state whether it is to the benefit of the Seneca Nation of 
Indians to have this lease ratified. 
N — = hesitation in 9 =n itis to the benefitof the Seneca 

‘ation to have this lease ra or ‘ollowing reasons: 

First. If it is not ratified, the Seneca Oil Company will fall back upon the 
William Barker lease, which they claim is valid. 
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Second. It will produce a long and tedious litigation, with results uncer- 


n. 
Third. During the progress of this litigation, the Seneca Nation of Indians 
would be de: rived of all revenue from oil land. 


Fourth. The evidence shows that the reservation is a long. narrow strip of 
country, and that parties who own oil leases contiguous or adjoining can, b 
boring or drilling wells on the borders, drain to a considerable extent the o 
from the reservation. Therefore I can see no good but much evil to result 
to the Indian from the nonratification of this agreement. 

Fifth. The Seneca Nation themselves desire its ratification. They have just 
had their annual election of president, treasurer, 16 councilors, and other 
officers. Thoissue was squarely drawn on the Seneca oil lease. ose in 
favor of the lease won by a good majority. 

SUMMARY. 

First. The evidence does not show that the lease of the Seneca Oil Com- 
pany was procured by bribing the Indians. 

Second. The evidence shows that section 2116, Revised Statutes 1831, was 
not complied witb, inasmuch as no representative of the General Govern- 
ment was mt in his official aparit, 

Third. Phe evidence shows conclusively that Daniel E. Shongo has no 
valid claim whatever to the land claimed by him. 

Fourth. The evidence shows the present value of the land in question 
which includes expenditure already made by the Seneca Oil ey. of 
$15,000 or $20,000 in developing the property, to be $30,000 bonus outside of the 


royalty. 
Fitth. I would respectfully recommend the ratification of the lease to the 
Seneca Oil Company for reasons heretofore stated. 


Very respectfully, 
a: P. MCCORMICK, Inspector. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. QUAY. When this clatse in the Indian appropriation bill 
was before the Senate some weeks ago, upon information con- 
sidered absolutely reliable, it was attacked with some acrimony. 
The facts are as the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
in charge of this bill, on behalf of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, has stated, that some years ago a lease was made to one 
William Barker, which was in the Seneca council without 
any question as to its legality, authorizing him to bore for oil 
upon the entire Seneca Reservation. The lease provided for the 
immediate boring of the wells. 

No action was taken under it for years, and it lapsed. Then an 
Indian named Shongo, under the laws of his nation, took out what 
is called a mining right, and ceeded on his own account, and 
without regard to the la lease, to bore for oil. That, my 
statement was to the Senate, was a legal title to the property 
under the laws of the Seneca Nation. 

After he had erected his derricks and after one or two failures, 
and upon being reenforced by some gentlemen in Pennsylvania in 
a pecuniary way, he made a third attempt and found oil, and at 
that time or immediately afterwards the Seneca Oil Company 
appeared in the Indian council as purchasers of the lapsed lease 
of William Barker, applying for its ratification. Without regard 
to Shongo’s claims, without regard tothe bids of other companies, 
the Seneca council, as is represented to me and to the Senate (and 
in support of my representation I produced sufficient evidence to 
warrant the Senate In acting upon that light), ratified the Barker 
lease. It was alleged that the ratification was secured by corrup- 
tion. and that the act of ratification was by drunken coun- 
cilors. In view of these representations, the Senate, with singu- 
lar unanimity, voted against the suggestion of the Committee on 
5 

en the bill went to the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence in the Senate amendment striking out the ratification of the 
Seneca Oil Company lease, there was confusion of statements of 
fact there, and after the House had acted and the bill had been 
returned to the Senate I offered the resolution in pursuance of 
which this report is made. 

I must confess, Mr. President, that I am more than surprised— 
I am somewhat bewildered—at the result, but, whether justly or 
not, the findings of the agent and the report-of the Department 
are such that I am rather estopped from . them. I do 
not propose to ask the Senate to do further than to hear what has 
been forwarded to me on behalf of the gentlemen who are antag- 
onizing the Seneca Oil Company lease, and then to pass 3 
upon it. There is not time to take up the testimony in detail, but 
Lask that the paper which I send to the desk may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the paper. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to get the attention of the Senator from 
South Dakota. Is there any reason why this matter can not be 
printed in the Recorp without being read? : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say to the Senator from Alabama 
that it was presented by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay], and he 5 that it should be read in full. I had 
previously made the same request that the Senator from Alabama 
now makes with regard to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania desire to 
have the papot read in full? 

Mr. QUAY. I think the reading of the paper is about con- 
cluded. I desire the Senate to hear it. Ido not know how many 
are listening to it. How much of it is left? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Therearetwoor three pages of it left. 

Mr. NHAN. Then let the reading of it be completed. It will 
occupy but a moment, 


1897. 
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The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the paper. 
The entire paper is as follows: 


of a portion 
e State of New 


nspector r oami, representin the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, at Olean and Salamanca, Bradford. Pa., 
from May 4 to May 7, 1897, inclusive. 


Brief of the evidence (from notes 8 counsel) impeaching the grant to the Seneca 
mpany. 


The action of the Indian council sought to be ratified by the ee 
ding in C ess is not in the nature of a lease or other original gran 
t is simply and in its terms only an pty oar Ls a ae ies ted grant come 
Gati Barker lease. In other words, the ben this action, known 
as the Seneca Oil Company, have not 8 8 into any contract 
with the Indian nation and have executed no pa) paper or in any manner — 
a phe 1 any 5 to the Indian nation excepting, if at 
e Barker lease 
arent therefore, the propriety of tas action of 9. — council under con- 
posi ap N upon the character and validity of the Barker lease, for 
under i rovisions, if at all. can pa advantage or consideration be 
os ved by the Indian nation. If, for instance, it were not a valid lease, it 
ought not to be ee If, on the other hand, it were a valid lease and 
lacks confirmation to becom o operative, then the consent of Congress 
— to be withheld 11 ts should appear. to be a grossly improvident lease. 
INVALIDITY. 


Tho Barker lease was executed in 1893, and was transferred to the 3 
oil 3 in 1896 for the consideration of a mere pittance—-$200. At that 
time oil been discovered in paying quan upon contiguous. lande It 
4 8 within six months r confirmation a well ae be drilled, 


vely four age . in default whereof the 
should become null and 8 


— 5 — —— gen prior to 
December 3, 1896, when the Arr a eration was 1 
was drilled nor — nor anything whatever done by the lessee in 
fillment of his o nor z was the lange submitted either to Congress or 
to the Department of the he Interior 4 ‘or 
In other words, it was to all intents and abandoned and treated 
th parties to the contract. If it were not a, void, it was 


TAS 


like manner Of E Do acres, ted for any aaner of years, and 

the whole territory, consistin; 

less 8 uch a cone Sede: is too o abhorrent b a sense c of — — re 
a to 8 its 


tolerated. A propera and equitable construction of 
the lessee tbat he without unnecessary 
confirmation or to operato under it according to its terms (as he has done 
since December 3, 1 ee without waiting for confirmation. 

It is to be observed that the 6 


and the lessee eld to the aaier paaken 
in the ordinary not within six months,andd five well: wells consecutively, 
e ordinary course of oil operations, would have been accom: 


less than one 
gns, bag rear a and without my oan sete or 
excuse, chose to withhold their lease from the consideration of the Govern- 


postponed the rations there cotter, tie come now before the 
Government with their faith discredited, and td are „ enti- 
tled to no more consideration in the premises 


mises than if their 
tion was an original one. Furthermore, athe have themselves ves practically 
ized the invalidity of the lease and t 


recogni eir own re, attitude 
toward the panion by voluntarily offering, in order to secure a confi: 


. Whether the p on they offer is such a one as now, under 

the conditions ting on the 3d of December, ont ag go to be by 

the Indian nation and 3 —.— Governmen the a; of Con- 

which is sought is essentially uired, there is a discre vested in 

8 Sie revise or rej the proposition on the part of the 
meca 


The fact that ti this roposition has been acce; arg BA the council would be 
presumptively in its 


avor. 8 the Ee H vali r ae faith of the ac- 
ce had not been challenged. ee be true thet e proposition is not 
oniy atan eo wi | disadvan to the Indian nation, but that it was 


6 obtained, then it ay well be questioned whether any con- 
red on the part of the proponents should be acceded to by the. Gov- 


Sumas; however, x feng nd dispute ou the Government is not bound 
to accede to the it appears to sane SES provident and dis- 
advantageous, it is ‘quite immatérial L — ts acceptance was ob- 
tained b; 8 fraud, corruption, or otherwise; hence the first question 
for consideration is as to the prudence of the contract proposed and sub- 
mitted for confirmation. 


— ict 


IMPROVIDENCE. 


Are the engagements on the part of the Seneca Oil Com such as to 
pina 3 company beyond the requirements of the forfeited lease z ease sought to 
ratifi 


piration of a year, 
How is the Seneca Oil Company bound in the premises to 3 more, if 

any, than the one-eighth 9 prescribed in the lease? bed oae Fera 

lution is not contingent upon such obligation and does not to it as in 

contemplation or 8 on. Does it arise from a memoran- 

dum signed E. B. Vreeland,” which it is pan aor was the — 5 

tion for the acceptance of pe rannte Paar ares The oe 

is a common copa: vernment satisfi 

which bears the signa 

the extrinsic evidence that it 


rs ie A 8 5 memorandum in e bonus, was sub- 
mitted to third day of the session, which took place on the 
3d day of . — But the clerk, Jamieson, testifies that ae application 
of the Seneca Oil Com y was presented on the second day, and all the evi- 
dence as to the as well asthe minutes of of the council, show 


that whatever propos! Proposition as well as theminnteg of the councl) show | an 


pear — eae day of 8 . = the second ne the an of the session. 

evertheless, the proposition in evidence referred to original proposi- 
Company is dated December 3, 1 

If the date were a clerical error, it = not so 3 Hence the con- 


tion ot the Seneca Oil 
clusion is inevitable that no written p ition on the part of the Seneca 
Oil Com y was before the Indian cone lon the second tals of the — 
at the time when Jenkins, the State counsel for the Indians, advised its 

9 and that none was before it on the third day (excepting the pen- 
ciled memorandum signed “E. B. Vreeland"); and hence that when the 
vote was taken there was no proposition of that company before the council 
in writing. Therefore the one ihe in evidence was 9 concocted, 
and by connivance with the cler read upon his minut 

The subject-matter of the — Hon realty, the ee contra 

consummated by the vote of acceptance, not being in writing on the part o 
ho ——— Oil pany, was accordingly void under the statute of frauds 
an juries. 

8, owever, the Government is not, for any reason, to be ordinarily ex- 
acting in the premises respec the execution of the contract between its 
wards and the Seneca Oil Company, then the question arises as to whether 
the obligation to pa: pay 6 — graded royalty, based upon the average production 
for a year, is fair anı vantageous 
Under the evidence. it is an unusual, ir not unprecedented, basis. Of all 

positions before the Indian council, no other adopted a year's 


es eight oe pecpont 

cee the royalty. On the other hand, the mOl Company, sa 
8 85 ‘da: s, as contained int — 
is the ordinary: basis. 


to 

t to the Indian council, . the evidence, had had no experience 
in the oil business and would therefore be naturally inobservant of the Ayia 
taken asa SRA TOURE Pot be. up to one-four = would be calcula 
mislead them. would not be ma to see th fia phere between 
royalty of one-fourth upon a well having an average daily production of 150 
ba for a year and upon such wel having Pipe tags of 
150 barrels for thirty days. Thus with reference to the ie © 
or more — the wells — at the rate of 500 barrels oxidants 
shows such arapid diminution a while u ape agraded royalty such as that 
offered by the other companies the Indian Nation would have received 
sixth or Goetoartn of all the oil upon the basis of an average for thirty inves 
the certainty is, at the present rate of 70 barrels for five we 1 Ferd 
pho under the lease in question would not in any case be more 

‘hth, which is the — — The provision for one-fourth — es be noe 
9 and could only be intended to deceive. 

eee e tho bonus it is to be treated as if it had not boon pai. for 

if thes Seneca Oil December 3, 


ri 1815 . — chose O pira a thousand collari on Ses 

an more > ii good challenge . e 

enti to-no Fei Aurei e for wate pa’ mt, for they knew Their 
of * and theref. 


rights were contingent upon the oro their 
Stake upon a was 9 and 9 and is to Tegarded as a mere 
The cash 8 offered by some of the oer com- 
contingent upon governmen proval, one 
panies was, proper of openly oom —— Men Comipany-—it —— that the sum of 
, | Sita tens ch Sian cote t orod b the Suach Poss Oli Company nes 
Ə offe: 

000, and that of T. N. Barnsdall 
It isnot disputed that each of the e! t bidders was responsible and that 
the competent and experien producers of oil. It is in evidence 
tha’ their. several bids, after submission to the council, were made known to 
each other, and President Hoag, of the Indian council, as well as other wit- 
nesses, oe that the 3 companies, as well as the Seneca oir Company, 


when ‘ormed. In other words, d 
daysof the session of the council, which continued for three days in a these 
Seneca Com- 
ition 3 —— day it was not, for some rea- 


companies were bidding against each other, but when the 

pany sent in its final proposi 

son, ee to the other companies, but was y acted upon and 
At Wald e 20 these eee eg a large 8 

being or rear, | pauper o tho ollars was paid for 100 

acres by the Horseshoe Company after the orana of the first well in the 


y was 


Chi onk field. Ten thousand dollars was paid for 50 acres adjoining the 
In rvation after the drilling of the second well in that field. Whe 
in fact, he. territory leased is of eater or less value is not the central ques- 


tion. but whether it had a tive or market value at the time greatly in 
excess of the bonus acce 
On account of the unusually shallow depths of the wells, drilling was 
cheap, and the wells are considered profitable even if the production is of 
short duration, and the duration has not yet been demonstrated. It has been 
shown, as ae the testimony of Mr. Mocall with reference to the operations of 
Colegrovo DD portions ot the territory which have 
been exceedingly remunerative. The 5 ot the latter farm has re- 
turned their investment, and now affords them uction of three or four 
price 86 cents a barrel. 
pared ve ofie abe us Wand e South Penn Oil Company were 
also willing to increase their offer 
Rep resentatives of the Seneca Oil Company claimed before a 
sioner that the value of the prope: had 1 — — 2 — b. 
operations, and offered some evidence in that behalf. 3 
ball, Herrick, Tait, and other witnesses ee that the 4,000 acres covered 
the lease is at present worth from $8 to an acre, or from $32,000 to 
00.000 bonus, instead of P O ar . an acre, which is the rate proposed under 


the pro’ sions in 3 standing witnesses were called on the 
part of Company to make it appir pear that the property was not 
worth — 855 p bonas: and —.— ther return of the investment from it wasa matter 
OEE Ee ip a Re 
urer an the company. a 
815,000 on the 8 tus ction had reached 6.527 barrels, leaving 


anet investment of less than 
sixth interest for sale for $9,000, or at the rate of $54,000 for the entire prop- 
erty, which would indicate a handsome return for a six-months investment. 
a short, the testimony taken bes ema including that of the witnesses on 
the part of the Seneca Oil Company, is conclusive that the bonus d is 
grossly inadequate, and that the contract proposed was in this and other 
respects too rovident and ä towarrant governmental sanction. 
For instance, w. in the leases of the Eastern Oil 3 and South Penn 
Oil Compan and other bidders theese were stipulations eS pau ng within 
and ted reasonable periods, the prosecution. of 


for the mere the granting of 228 


Even the payment of the additional sum of H00 8 was contin- 
gent apon the sovery of oil in paying quantities, and upon the face of it 
was calculated to retard rather t promote the development of the pro 
erty, so that, as Mr. Jenkins, the counsel for the Indians, testified, the su 
stance of the proposition on the part of the Seneca Oil Company was the cash 
consideration or bonus offered, which was $1,000. The release of the re- 
mainder of the territory over and aboye the 4,000 acres which was considered 
valuable, and which, from present indications. is alone valuable, afforded no 
real consideration, since the title of the Seneca Oil Company under the lease 
was admitted to be questionable and so doubtful that they were willing to 
make concessions and offer the consideration proposed for its ratification as 
to the small portion to be retained. 

In brief, the release being nugatory and the ed royalty above one- 
eighth a seduction and sham, and the additional bonus of 15 Ne ped 
upon the discovery of oil or gas in paying quantities, at the discretion of the 
lessees, the only substantial consideration offered by the Seneca Oil Com- 
pany in their proposition now under vonsideration was the sum of $1,000. 

On the other band, the council was actually offered from two to three thou- 
sand dollars in cash by other companies and a graded royalty based upon the 
usual average production for thirty days, and written obligations on their 
part for the prosecution of the dri and operation of the territory for oil 
and as wellas, in one or more cases, a contingent additional bonus of 


1f the case rested here, the acceptance of the Saye ects of the Seneca Oil 
Company could not be approved, but we have the further testimony of com- 
potne bidders that they were ready to offer an increased sum if rtunit 
been afforded; that they had been shown the first bid of the Seneca O 
Company, as well as other bidders, and had reason to suppose that successive 
bids would be made known to them, and that the lease would go to the bid- 
der offering the highest bonus. The ultimate bonus offe: under fair 
opportunity would doubtless have borne reasonable proportion to the u- 
lative value of the property. which must certainly be measured by the testi- 
mony as to bonuses paid for property similarly situated in the same vicinity. 
or at the rate of $10,000 for 50 acres adjoining, which would have ustified 
the offer of a bonus oi an acre; or, looking at the proposition in light 
of the testimony of Mr. Vreeland, that the net investment is now about 
$10,000 and the value of a sixth interest estimated to be 8 and that the 
pectations, the bonus offered s 
ve been less than from fifty to one hundred thousand dollars. It is respect- 
fully submitted that the grant of this 8 3 without othe: 
* 


consideration than the pa ry sum of 81, can not properly be sanctioned 
by the Congress of the United States, 
BRIBERY. 


In approaching the question as to whether the acceptance of the proposi- 
tion of the Seneca Oil Company was obtained by bribery, it must be observed 
that the following considerations weigh heavily to the conclusion that some 
secret consideration must have induced the favorable action of the council, 


wit: 
55 That the lease sought to be revived had become forfeited. 
2) The e its ratification was not entered into by written in- 
strument in the usual 


Copar inerat ý 
8) That the pro; tion to release 51,000 acres was a delusion, since, if the 
pee had bee been 


manner nor executed in such form as to bind the 


n valid and subsisting, no ratification would have applied 


‘or. 

(4) That the proposition to grade the royalty up to one-fourth for an aver- 
age daily production per well of 150 barrels for one year was unusual, and, 
while seductive, it was insubstantial. 

(5) That the increase of bonus by adding 7 875 was contingent upon the 
discovery of oil or gas in paying quantities, and therefore calculated to e 
pone the development e Property; and, being without any time limit, 
was so indefinite that it could onl precipitated by judicial proceeding or 
Congressional investigation, like the one penam: 

Moreover, it is to be taken into consideration that the Seneca Oil Company 
regarded the Indian Nation as venal and susceptible to bribery, as shown by 
the declaration of the witness Vreeland, however plausibly explained, that 
affidavits in the premises could be secured upon the reservation at the rate 
of 25 cents per bushel. 

In view of the premises, consider also the inducement for corruption. The 

ments were dealing with comparatively inexperienced and incompe- 
— men, who knew nothing whatever of the business of produciug oil or of 
the customary character of the contracts 5 They were deal- 
ing with men who were not only susceptible to bribery, as above intimated 
by the witness Vreeland, but who were accustomed to act under the influence 
of. money, as shown by the testimony of Jewell and Andrews. The property 
which was the subject-matter of negotiation was worth under the convenants 

09,000, more or! and the bids at which it was going were ranging from 

o to four thousand dollars. Hence the ee for corruption was tempt- 

by the magnitude of the ponr to be gained. 
6 evidence of bribery is both persuasive and positive. 

1. In the former category is that of the counsel, Jenkins, whose official 
conduct in the premises was certainly such as is not consistent under an 
explanation offered with any other theory than that of corruption. He 
found advising the acceptance of the proposition in question, notwithstand- 
ing. as he admitted, it presented no legal question whatever, and was amere 
matter of discretion and related to a business of which he had no isch a 
He advised, he says, the acceptance of the Seneca Oil Company's proposition 
because he believed the territory. to be unproductive and that the cash con- 
sideration was the only factor to be considered, and yet it is beyond dispute 
that three of the other bidders offered a larger cash consideration than that 
of the Seneca Oil Company. He advised the acceptance of the latter propo: 
sition, as he testifies, use he ah go ge itas the better one, and yet he 
resp that he never saw it and did not make any examination of either of 


e leases, 

He advised its acceptance as legal counsel of the Indian nation without 
ascertaining or looking to see whether the propositicn was executed in such 
manner as to bind the Seneca Oil * e so advised, knowing that no 
covenants for drilling were proposed and without requiring any to be en- 
tered into. He knew that the proposition was a mere ratification of a lease 
whose validity was in question and concerning which he was not familiar. 
He was present during the first and second days of the session, and since he 
had no other apparent business and did not spend his time or any part of it 
rs presented by the several companies, the con- 
clusion is very imperative that ha was there for the sole purpose of inducing, 
by. his advice. the acceptance of the i aetna of the gentlemen composing 

e Seneca Oil Company, who were his hg vee friends and residents of his 
locality, without regard to the merits of the respective propositions. 

2. No agent or representative of the United States Government was pres- 
ent when the proposition was accepted. 

3. The minutes of the council show that while eight propositions were 
8 on the second day of the session, on the third day only that of the 

neca Oil Company was considered, and the clerk, Jamieson, swore that his 
record was correct, Hoag, president of the council, testified that the several 
bids were open to the respective companies, and that they had up to the 


in an examination of the pa 
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third day been raising their bids in a competitive way, but the record sho’ 
that upon the eee e of the council upon the third day, after the calling 
of the roll, gof the minutes, and 1 the president “ notified the 
council” to proceed to a consideration of the pro tion of the Seneca Oil 
Company, whereupon the meeting adjourned one hour for dinner. 

Upon reassemb „the 55 was accepted by a vote of 12 to 4 (two 
of the negative votes been cast by ex-presidents of the nation). Mani- 
festly some explanation would be required for the acceptance of the inferior 

roposition of the Seneca Oil Company, and Mr. Vreeland, of that company, 

stifies that immediately before the vote was taken (no recess intervening) 
he sent up to the president the penciled memorandum in evidence, adding a 
contingent bonus of $3,000, but such reception of this or the presentation of 
it does not a of record, and the record is correct.“ tt such proposi- 
tion were sent to the desk of the president, it was manifestly done in view 
of the formidable character of the competitive bids, and was intended to add 
some weight to the consideration already offered. Did it add any substan- 
tial consideration, and was it the inducement which influenced the decision? 
It certainly was not the inducement which influenced Counsel Jenkins to his 
advice in the premises, nor was it 3 by President Hoag of sufficient 
cousequence to make public to the other companies in order to secure a fur- 
ther increase of their respective offers. i 

Or if it was so considered, then he had some motive in suppressing it whic! 
was not consistent with the best interests of the nation, and therefore dis- 
creditable either to his intelligence or to his rahe ide . Agent Jewell also 
testifies that the vote was taken immediately after t inner recess; that he 
then understood that the proposition of the Seneca Oil Company accepted 
was the original one for the payment of $1,000, and had no knowieios of their 
alleged supplementary proposition. He thereupon e his report to the 
Government accordingly. In an interview with Vreeland and Attorney 
Ansley, representing the Seneca Oil Company, several months afterwards, he 
was informed that he had been mistaken in report, and that the offer was 
for $1,000 instead of $1,000, and requested to make a correction accordingly, 
and 8 thereto wrote to their 5 in Con 

4. In further evidence that the coun 
offer of the Seneca Oil 8 Indian Shon: 


he South Penn Oil n that the proposition of the Seneca Company 
o 


uested the president and clerk 8 informed of the amount of the 
e 


different bids, he was not informed tha original offer of the Seneca Oil 
Company had been increased. : 
5. That members of the council did not vote intelligently with reference to 


the merits of the 3 is shown by the evidence of Eli Jamieson and 
Jesse Jamieson, to the effect that they did not know until afterwards that 
they had voted for the confirmation of the Barker lease.» 5 

6. According to Shongo, four members of the council were under the 
infiuence of intoxicating liquor. President 3 one of the councilors 
drunk and Agent Jewell testified that on the day the Indian Lay was 
in the council chamber in an intoxicated condition. Wilson, a member of the 
council, admitted that he drank w. while the council was in session. 

7. It was admitted by Vreeland that he acted as treasurer for the Seneca 
Oil Company; that he had business relations with the Indian president, 
Hoag, both of a personal nature and th: h the of which the witness 
was president; and Hoag himself testified that at the time of the session he 
oweda note atthe bank. Notwithstanding Vreeland was the bookkeeper for 
the company, he declined to produce, ee of cross. examination, the 
i checks, and receipts showing the disbursements of the company. 

Under the head of 8 evidence of bribery it will be observed: 2 

1. That the witness Vreeland testified that he promised, as an inducement 
for the acceptance of the proposition in question, that the Seneca Oil Com- 
pany would give 3 the Indians or to certain members of the 
nation, and ident Hoag also testified that Vreeland also promised the 
election of two or three members of the nation as directors of the Seneca Oil 
Company, but neither of these promises appear, either upon the minutes of 
the council or in either of the written propositions in evidence. When, 
where, and to whom they were made does not appear. The nature of these 
pres was such as to afford personal inducement to the particular Indians 

whom they may have been addressed. 

2. The witness B. Vreeland admitted that the Indian Kennedy came 
to him and tendered his services in the undertaking to procure the affirma- 
tive action of the council, and that he had thereupon employed Kennedy for 
this purpose and paid him at that time $5 and his expenses. The minutes of 
the council show t on the second day of the session this same Indian, Ken- 
nedy, transferred to Vreeland an oil lease of some portion of the reservation, 
which was su ently ratified by the council, and this transaction is with- 
out explanation, but that it entered into the matter of procuring the assent 
of the council would seem to be an urgent implication from the fact that it 
occurred d g the session of the council and while both parties were in 
attendance upon it. 

8. The Indian agent Jewell testifies that he was told by Vreeland that 
he, the latter, had paid the clerk SI to keep the amount of the bid of the 
Seneca Oil Company a secret from the other bidders. While this is denied 
by Vreeland, it is admitted by Ansley, the 3 who represented both 
the Seneca Oil Company and another company, that he may have said that 
he himself made the payment for such purpose. 

4. George Wilson, one of the councilors, testified that Jesse Jamieson, 
another councilor, had told him that he could get $150 for his vote on the 
granting of an oil lease. 

5. The Indian Shongo testified that the Indian Dockstader informed him 
that he had seen money given to the Indians, but Dockstader, appearin 
npon the witness stand under the influence of intoxicating liquor, deni 

8. 

6. The Indian Lay testified that he told Jewell, in the presence of several 
councilors, that the Seneca Oil Company had paid each member of the coun- 
cil $25 to vote for that company’s proposition, and that he was so informed by 
the Indian Long, and that he further informed Jewell that he would have to 
pay councilors if he wanted tosecure a lease. Indian Agent Jewell testified 
that the Indian Lay told him in the presence of three or four councilors that 
each member of the council had received $75 from bidders for the lease. 0 
man had paid them $50 apiece and another 325, and that the statement was not 
denied by the councilors in whose presence it was made. 

7. And the same witness testifies to information received by him that the 
councilor, George Wilson, had stated that he received $150 for voting for the 
acceptance of the proposition of the Seneca Oil Company. While this evi- 
dence may be technically hearsay, it is, considering the source of the informa- 
tion, in the nature of an admission tending to bind the Indian nation in the 
Pp 
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Excluding from consideration for the time being all question relating to 
the validity or regularity of the oil lease granted by Daniel Shongo, since 
that is in no manner involved in the resolution pending before Congress, is 
not the evidence overwhelming and the concli m irresistible that the pro- 
posed ratification to the Seneca Oil Company rests upon a foundation in fraud 
and illegality and N of consideration which the Government 
ought not to sanction by the adoption of the pending resolution? 

here is no equitable consideration arising in favor of the Seneca Oil Com- 
pany from the mere fact of ssion, for it was not a peaceable possession, 
n in the ordinary course pursuant to contract, but was a premature, con, 


ted, and scrambling possession, marked by violence in the destruction of 
the rig erected under the Shongo lease, and resulted in a detention in pipe 
line of the entire production of oil at the instance of the South Penn Oil Com- 


9 does such equitable consideration arise from the drilling of wells by 
the Seneca O:1 Company, for there was no pressing covenant thereto, Time 
was not of the essence of their contract, xisted. And the 


such contract e 
large, though speculative, value of the Indian territory involved before drill. 


ing was, according to the substance of their own testimony, greatly impaired 


by their operations. í 
Manifestly the controve is a proper subject for judicial inquiry. At 


the instance and expense of the Seneca Oil Company, a proceeding in trespass 
was instituted under the statutes of New York, in which the Indian nation 
is nominally plaintiff and the lessees of Shongo defendants, wherein the va- 
lidity of the grant to the Seneca Oil Com y would 1 to bo involved. 
since if it were valid the right of the plaintiff would have been divested. 
Upon determination in favor of the plaintiff in the county court, Judge Vrev- 
land presiding, notice of appeal was given on the part of defendants. and the 
action is therefore pending thereon and undetermined. Any result of the 
controversy, whether by Con or in the courts, which should not enable 
the Indian nation to proceed de novo under governmental or judicial direc- 
tion through a well-appointed Dy dentine he who is competent and experi- 
enced in the premises will be unfortunate for the nation anda reflection upon 
the Government. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, truth lies at the bottom of a well, 
and this well is very muddy. I fear that the Department of the 
Interior has not quite gone to the bottom of it, but I am not pre- 
pared to establish that to the satisfaction of the Senate. 

The Seneca Indians once were a great people. They held what 
was called the western door of the long house of the Iroquois, next 
to the lakes of New York. The Iroquois confederacy spread from 
the Hudson River to the Lakes, and it was realty owing to their 
amity and their courage that the English colonists existed during 
the French war. But for them, I should say, asastudent of his- 
tory, the French flag would have been carried to New York and 
Philadelphia. We would not be sitting here to-day had they em- 
braced the French cause. 

When a young man in the Pennsylvania legislature, I voted for 

an appropriation of 810,000 for a monument to be erected at the 
- grave of one of the chiefs of these Senecas on the banks of the 

Ueghany River. He died in 1834, when over 100 years old. His 
story was that in his youth he had gone from where this reser- 
vation now exists in the Stateof New York to the State of Georgia 
to zene the Southern Indians, and had been absent eighteen 
months. 

The war parties of these people then ranged from Hudson Bay 
to the Gulf of Mexico, from the Hudson River to the Mississippi. 
They are few now; centuries have progressed, times have changed, 
and their long house has fallen down, rooftree and girders. Their 
eastern doorkeepers, the Mohawks, and their contiguous tribes, have 
gone to Canada, and these Senecas havesettled downinto whatseems 
to be a nation of persons of whom. as is stated in that testimony, you 
may SNA bushel of affidavits upon this subject, or any other, at 25 
cents a bushel. This is scarcely true; but, certainly, an evil spirit 
has walked amongst the Senecas, and there has occurred from the 
investigation made by this agent enough to cloud the proposition 

resented to the Interior Department and to the Senate so much 
hat I can not insist upon the proposition I made when the bill was 
last before us, though my vote will be cast against this report. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iaskthatthe conference report be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

e report was concurred in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendment numbered 10, upon which there was a disagree- 
ment teported, and ask for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL 
were appointed. 


LETTERS FROM MAXIMO GOMEZ. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of April J 
897, a report from the Secretary of State concerning the letters addressed 
y Gen. Maximo Gomez, the commanding general of the insurrectionary 

forces in Cuba, to the President in February and March last. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 11, 1897. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 12, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 11, 1897. 
RECORDER OF DEEDS. 

Henry P. Cheatham, of North 8 be recorder of deeds 

in the District of Columbia, vice Charles H. J. Taylor, resigned. 
CONSULS. 

Sidney B. Everett, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Batavia, Java, vice Bradstreet S. Rairden, resigned. 

Albion W. Tourgée, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Bordeaux, France, vice John M. Wiley, resigned. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Ephraim H. Smock, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Buffalo, Wyo., vice Frank B. Proctor, removed. 
POSTMASTER. 

Miss Mary Redfield Newlands, to be 5 at West Point, 
in the SaaS or Orange and State of New York, in the place of 
Augusta B. Berard, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 11, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Stanford Newel, of Minnesota, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to The Netherlands, 


AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Henry A. Castle, of Minnesota, to be Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Samuel B. Grubbs, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 
Cassius M. Barnes, of Guthrie, Okla., to be governor of Okla- 
homa Territory. 
I DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Edward G. Bradford, of Delaware, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Delaware. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Thomas Richards, of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Fort Berthold Agency in North Dakota. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
George Moulton, jr., of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Bath, in the State of Maine. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


[Continuation of the proceedings of the legislative day of Monday, 
May 10, 1897.) 


The recess having expired, the House (at 12 o’clock m., Tues- 
day, May 11) resumed its session. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with previous order, the House 
will now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union upon the amendments of the Senate to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] will take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Payne in the chair); and, 
in accordance with the special order, resumed the consideration of 
the Senate amendments to House bill No. 16, the sundry civil 


appropriation bill. 

e CHAIRMAN. In accordance with the order made yester- 
day or unanimous consent, the debate on the pending amendment 
and all amendments thereto will close at 1 o’clock i > 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to offer an amendment to Senate 
amendment numbered 16, page 68 of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this an amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. 


Amend the amendment of the a from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] to Sen- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The object of this amendment is simply 
this—— 


Mr. CANNON. Let me ask whether the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] is offering this amendment with the 
view of perfecting the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, 
or is it a formal amendment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is not a formal amendment; it is of- 
fered with the view of perfecting the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 


Mr. CANNON. It to be offered as an amendment to the 
Senate amendment. amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, 
as I understand, proposes to strike out the whole of the Senate 
amendment. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not so understand. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! : 

Mr. LACEY. No; it does not strike out the whole of the Senate 
amendment. It proposes to concur in that amendment with some 
modifications in t or four different places. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The only object of my amendment is 
this: The bill provides that hereafter the President of the United 
States can set aside any of these reservations; that is, any of the 
orders that have established these reservations can be rescinded 
and set aside by the President. 

Now, let mestate the provision of the Senate amendment which 
my amendment pro to strike out. The Senate amendment 
provides that when the bill shall go into effect the provision with 
reference to this subject shall rescind and set aside the order made 
by the President of the United States on the 22d of February last; 
that is to say, the President of the United States set apart an en- 
tire reservation of 22,000,000 acres; this bill if it passes with the 
Senate amendment will wipe out that order entirely, and the 
President of the United States in order to establish a new reser- 
yation will have to make a new order. 

Now, I think it is proper and right from what has come before us 
here that some portions of the order made on the 22d of February 


should be set aside. As I understand, there were included in that 
order certain villages and towns and other places that should not 
have been includ But I think it much better for the President 


of the United States to set aside so much of that reserve as he may 
think proper, and as the circumstances and necessities of the case 
may require, than for us with one sweeping resolution to wi 
out the entire reservation and then have the President of the 
United States establish a new reservation. 

If he should establish a new reservation, he will in all probability 


make some of the mistakes which have been made in previous | land 


orders or some other mistakes. On the other hand, if you leave 
the reservation as it is and simply put it within his power, as this 
bill does, to set aside those portions of the reservation which should 
not properly have been included, then pron put the matter in such 
a shape that all the bad portions of order will be eliminated 
and only the good poen left intact. 

I think that the Executive of this nation isin a much better posi- 


tion to exercise his judgment as to what portions of this reserve 
should be established and what portions should not be than we are, 
who do not have the full facts before us. 


Mr. KING. What information has the President which would 
enable him to make a correct order? Do not the representatives 
of the various States interested, who are familiar with those res- 
ervations, know infinitely more about them than the President or 
any of his subordinates in the various Departments? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I with my friend thoroughly on 
that point. This bill provides that the ident of the United 
States can set aside any portion of the order. My friend from 
Utah, if there are certain portions of the order establishing this 
reserve which are detrimental to his people, can, if the bill be 
amended as I propose, go before the patay o the Interior and 
point out the important portions of the to be rescinded; 
and there is no question that they will then be rescinded without 
the opening of the entire reservation. If we open the entire reser- 
vation—set it aside—and then wait until this survey is made for 
the President to establish a new reservation on these lands the 
claims of third parties will intervene and the Government may 
be subjected to a large expense. For these reasons I think it bet- 
ter to eliminate this clause of the Senate amendment. 

the hammer fell.] 

. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I feel that the le of the State 
that I have the honor in part to represent are interested more or 
less in the forest-reservation question, inasmuch as these reserva- 
tions cover an area of between four and five million acres in that 
State. Those of us who are interested in the work of setting apart 
these reservations feel that the subject was not given due con- 
sideration prior to the time of setting the reservations apart. 
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tlemen 
who are arguing in behalf of forest reservations, we believe that 
there is some necessity for forest reservations, but that those res- 
ervations have been set apart without regard to existing condi- 
tions; that the conditions have been largely overlooked in the 


While we do not differ materially from a great many 


haste of making these large reservations, without having that 
careful consideration which they should have been given before 
such a large amount of the public domain was segregated and set 
apart for a particular use. 

Now, in my district there is a large part of the Cascade Reser- 
vation, a reserve embracing 4,492,800 acres, which, prior to the set- 

ing apart of this forest reservation, was used by those who lived 
in the vicinity for pasture for their flocks. Now, a great many 
theorists have taken the position that the use of this land for pas- 
ture is detrimental to the forest—is ruining it; and, as a result, 
there was an order issued by the Department about a year or 
a little more than a year ago declaring all those trespassers who 
went upon the reservation for the purpose of pasturing their 
stock, or who permitted their stock to go upon it. . 

The result has been that in my district a large number of my 

constituents who have used this land from time immemorial for 
turage 5 I may say without any detriment to the 

ca it ee 3 8 arrest, ape have 5 
to travel many miles for purpose of appearing before 

e United States court, and were there made to answer as crimi- 
nals for doing that which they had been doing from time imme- 
morial, and that which is being done upon the publie domain all 
over the country. a 

They took up land under the several acts of the Governmen 
and those lands lie down in the yalleys where they can be us 
for pasturage during the winter; but anyone who is acquainted 
with the conditions in a mountainous country knows that in those 
countries where the flocks aré kept, if they are not permitted dur- 
ing the summer months to have access to the mountain range, 
three-fourths of those who are in the business must go out of it. 
I have received telegrams from some of my constituents saying 
that at this present time there are one-half million sheep being 
held in close proximity to the Cascade Range, and the only ques- 
tion that stands between them and Prung with their flocks is 
whether or not they may be permi to use this great reserva- 
tion, which at the present time they are not allowed to go upon, 
for pasturage purposes. 

Now, we take this ground, that these amendments it the 
President so to modify this order that these lands can be used in 
a rational way. Any man who is acquainted with the class of 
forests that we have in the West knows that the flocks do not 
injure them; knows that these forest reserves are covered with 
coniferous trees, and no animal will feed upon such. Hence the 
forest can in no way be injured by the stock pastured upon the 


That is one of the reasons why the people of the Western coun- 
try are so determined in their opposition to these forest reserva- 
tions. They believe in setting apart reasonable reservations near 
the head waters of the streams, if you please, especially such as 
afford water supplies to cities, if there be any such; but a strip of 
country running almost across the State has been set apart in one 
reservation, covering an area equal to the size of three of the 
States of this Union. That area been set aside, and its use in 
siy way by those who live in the vicinity of it has been prohibited. 
t was remarked yesterday Ae gentleman from Arkansas 

[Mr. MoRAE], in ing on this question, that this denudation 
of the forests was one of the reasons for the vast overflow of the 
streams down in his country and other places. As far as these 
Western forest reservations are concerned, almost all of them are 
upon the watersheds of streams whose waters reach the Pacific. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ELLIS. I should like about five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no oe 

Mr. ELLIS. t I was going to say is that it is the improved 
methods of drainage that have Sites the trouble in many of 
these streams rather than the denudation of the forests. We 
out in our country, that is to say, in the country over on the west 
side of the C Mountains, that those lands which have here- 
tofore been what you might term swamp lands, covered with 
grass and underbrush, have been taken up and are now being 
used for farming sag dives 
Vast ditches have run through them, and the ground is 
being filled with under-tiling, and thus, where the water was 
formerly retained in the marshy lands for weeks and months be- 
fore it found its way into the streams, keeping them at a uniform 
level, now when the rainfall comes or the snow melts these im- 
proved methods of ae adopted by the farmers in the valle 
enable the water to rush in like a torrent and overflow the 
streams, and that is the cause of the floods below and the E. 
up with sediment a great deal more than the mere cutting off 
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the forests up in the mountains, And, as was well remarked by 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] 3 the purpose 
of these forest reservations is not to save the timber for future 
use so much as to preserve the water supply. 

So far as the reservation in my own State is concerned, there is 
a great deal of valuable timber there, but it is so far removed 
. from the market that it will not, in the lifetime of the present 
generation, be commercially accessible, because there is now close 
at hand, along the rivers and streams, along the water, an im- 
mense amount of timber that can be used so cheaply that the 
lumbermen will not consider the proposition of going back two 
or three hundred miles into the mountains to haul out timber for 
the se of making any commercial use of it. 

M BARTHOLDT. ill the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

. ELLIS. 5 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. it not a fact that cyclones and inunda- 
tions were comparatively unknown before the wholesale destruc- 
tion of our forests? 

Mr.ELLIS. Cyclonesandinundationsare practically unknown, 
the gentleman says. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Were unknown. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They are unknown on the Pacific Slope at 
the present time. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. They are found to arise where there is no 
forest reservation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. We do not havetheminourcountry. They 


arise in the Mississippi Valley. 
Mr. BARTHOL Every cyclone starts upon lands where 
there is no forest. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. They do not start from the Rocky Moun- 


Mr. ELLIS. That is an entirely new reason given why there 
should be forest reservations—that it will prevent cyclones and 
inundations. I never heard it urged before. If that be true, I 
think thata great many of the States had better commence to 
plant forests at once in order to protect themselves from cyclones. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is true. 

Mr. ELLIS. We are not troubled about that question. Further- 
more, so far as the trespassers on these reservations are concerned, 
they are not using the timber; there is not a sufficient number of 
them to remove the timber which should be removed in order to 
secure the best results to the forest now standing. So far as the 
reservations in Oregon are concerned, the farmers and those who 
live adjacent do not find it necessary to cut timber for their use 
as wood. They do not go into the reservations and cut down 
standing trees. There are plenty of trees uprooted g winds and 
down from other causes that are all ready for fuel by reason of 
being thoroughly dry, and they use those, and do not cut and take 
what would otherwise be merchantable timber. 

Ske tatsiig sheer dur’ act ney the pecans of peemereing Were: 

e se em a are for the purpose reserving themer- 
chantable timber; but that is not the real ohet. It is for the 
preservation of the water supply. The peopleon the Pacific Slope 
and the intermountain States do not think that these forest reser- 
vations were made with sufficient care. If this amendment shall 


8 be taken in ard to these reservations in order 
t their interests may be fully protected. 


Mr. KNOWLES. . Chairman, judging the present Execu- 
tive by his r, I would like to ask the tleman from 
Alabama . UNDERWOOD] upon what basis he estimate 


that the ident of the United States knows more about these 
reservations than the Senators and Re tives from those 
States? It is a fact that the President of the United States did 
commit a great blunder, as it is already admitted by everybody in 
this House and at the other end of the Capitol. 

If President Cleyeland has committed a gross blunder, what 
assurance have we that his successor will not commit another 
one? I believe that the Senators and Representatives from those 
States know more of the wants and needs of their le than any 
Executive. We have already tried for two months to have this 
order revoked. The President has power to revoke it. There is 
no question about that at all. There is already a precedent for 
it. dent azian peonia ed thatcertain Indian reservations 
in South Dakota should be opened to settlement just before he 
went out of office. After President Cleveland came in he revoked 
those proclamations and closed this reservation again. 

We already have precedents of this very kind. But for two 
months we have endeavored tohave this reservation order revoked 


or modified 


the Executive, and allin vain. Isay that we are 
justified now in including this amendment in this bill, which will 


revoke or annul these reservations, Must our people remain im- 
prisoned upon these reservations, liable to indictment and impris- 
onment for doing just what they were invited to go there and do, 
their industries in the meantime paralyzed, until such time as the 
President can get time from the hoard of office seekers to investi- 
gate, modify, or revoke these orders? And what assurance have 
we that he will act in the matter at all? He has refused for more 
than two months to act, although importuned to do so by every 
interest of these States. 

Mr. Chairman, we know the “ rotten boroughs of fhe West,” as 
the New York World calls us, have little influence with this Admin- 
istration. Our representatives warm their heels in the anterooms 
not only of the President, but those of heads of Departments, 
while Representatives and Senators from the East file past them and 
have the quick ear of every branch of the Government. The in- 
terests of States suffering from this villainous order demand 
that we should not wait upon the pleasure of the President to undo 
the wrong, but that this amendment as it comes from the Senate 
should receive the ap roval of this House. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of propos- 
ing the following amendment to the Senate amendment. On 
page 74, after line 7, insert: 

If any bona fide settler or other person whose lands have been or may 
hereafter be included in a forest reservation may apply to the Secretary of 
the Interior to have his land and improvements thereupon ng reer gor 5 
such application the Secretary of the Interior shall cause sai d and im- 
F 
the Interior, and within six moothe after notice of such 5 
Secretary of the Interior shall include the land so returned y such apprais- 
ers in the estimate of his Department for the ensuing year, and the settler 
sak e for his land and improvements in accordance with such ap- 
pra 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to understand the necessity of this 
amendment it is necessary to understand something of the loca- 
tion and extent of the existing forest reservations in California. 
Gentlemen for the past twenty-four hours have been discussing 
the forest reservations proclaimed by President Cleveland in Feb- 
ruary, 1897. I wish to discuss the forest reservations of Califor- 
nia, which were laid out in 1890 and in 1891. They have been es- 
tablished for the past six or seven years. They reach in an un- 
broken line from the northern boun: of Tuolumne, through 
Mariposa, Madera, Fresno, Tulare, and Kern counties, a distance 
approximating 230 miles in length by about 50 miles in width, 
comprising an area of 11,500 square miles. South of the Teha- 
chapi we have another forest reservation, 130 miles long by 30 
miles wide, comprising an area of 3,900 square miles, ing a 
grand total of 15,400 square miles, an area, Mr. Chairman, equal 
to the States of usetts and New Hampshire; an area equal 
“a on States of New Jersey, Delaware, Connecticut, and Rhode 

an 

Living near the borders of this great forest reserve, acquainted 
as I am not alone with the topography of the country, but with 
the unfortunate citizens who are denied access to their little hold- 
ings because they lie within the fated boundaries of this omniv- 
orous reserve, I speak with a better knowledge of the needs of the 
people of California and with a deeper feeling of the grinding in- 
justice they have so long suffered from the East, who so patroniz- 
ingly tell us what should be done and what should not be done. 

wish to show the character of the lands included within these 
forest reserves in the State of California, and I will divide them 
into two great classes. First, there are the agricultural lands, 
extending from the western boundary of the reserve eastward a 
distance ranging from 10 to 20 and sometimes 30 miles. These 
a have an : puerta Pig 1,200 to 5,000 feet Sighs Fey a 

y are purely agri , grazing, or mine n ey 
are not covered with timber in the ordinary acceptation of that 
term. They are not real timber lands. 

It is true that there are scattered over these lands oak, madrone, 
manzanita, burr pine, and chaparral of various kinds, but no true 
timber. The lands consist of sloping hills and gentle dales, sus- 
ceptible to agriculture, and the evidence is positive that this is an 
agricultural region, because for over a quarter of a century men 
have been living on those lands and cultivating them. Here they 
have raised their families; here they have their schools, their 
churches, and their ! Lest my personal testimony may not 
be sufficiently explicit, I read from page 72 of the Senate select 
committee’s report, February 2, 1893: 

A portion of township 4 south, of 19 east, is one of the most fertile 
and has been one of the t settled 


As still further evidence of the agricultural character of these 
lands, I read from the sworn testimony of a gentleman who was 
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ruthlessly ejected from his homestead in the southern portion of 
the Sierra forest reserve: 

I planted and had growing about 4,000 vines and trees of different varieties; 
also 60,000 hills of choice strawberries and a t number of other varieties 
of berries. I built and dug an irrigation ditch fully a mile in length; also an 
improved water power. all necessary farm ud garden implements and 
wagons, mules and horses, cattle, chickens, etc, 

Mr. Chairman, beyond this region, extending from an altitude 
of about 5.000 feet to the summit of the Sierras, is the true water- 
shed of California. This timber belt is covered with the sugar 
pine and the yellow pine which grow upon the massive slopes of 
themountains andinthedeepcanyons, Thisisnotan agricultural 
country and is not claimed by us to be so. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to compare the character of the 
claims within the reserve with the character of the country itself. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. CASTLE. I would like a little more time. I represent a 
district which is deeply interested in this whole question. 

On motion of Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, by unanimous con- 
sent, the time of Mr. CasTLE was extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, in this agricultural belt which 
I have mentioned there are hundreds of homes that haye been 
taken under the homestead and preemption acts. They are located 
in the foothills, and the lands are occupied, as I have stated, by 
actual settlers. 

These citizens, hardy sons of the frontier, have here builded 
their homes, have in these fertile mountains established their 
“lares and penates.” Switzerland. in the days of Tell, never pro- 
duced a hardier, more honest, more patriotic class of men. et 
our Government has laid its mailed hand upon these men; it has 
hedged them in with soldiers; it has denied them the pastoral use 
of their own lands; it has by its military power prevented them 
from earning an honest living, and denies them any redress, any 
ap from its monstrous usurpations. 

n the region above these we come, as I have said, to the true 
timber lands. In that region numerous claims have been taken 
up. These lands are not occupied by actual settlers, but have 
been taken up under the timber act of June 3, 1878. That act 

rovides that uny person 21 Jeet of age, a citizen of the United 
States, or who has declared his intention to become a citizen. on 
making oath, that oath being supported by two reputable wit- 
nesses. that the land is unfit for cultivation and is available chiefly 
for timber, that it is uninhabited, that it contains no mining im- 
provements whatever, and that the claimant believes that it con- 
tains no valuable deposits of gold, silver, cinnabar, copper, or coal, 
may file a claim upon a quarter section of land, paying the Gov- 
ernment $2.50 per acre for it. And I want to call attention par- 
ticularly to the fact that any one claimant is permitted to file upon 
only 160 acres. In addition to the $2.50 peracre, he pays the land- 
office fee of $10, making a total of $410 as the price of a quarter 
section timber claim. As the men who have filed claims upon 
these lands nearly all live in the valleys of California, at a distance 
of from 100 to 150 miles from the timber, it was necessary for them, 
in order to file upon these claims, to make oath that they had been 
upon the land, and consequently each claimant was put to the 
ditional expense of a week’s travel and two trips to the land 
office, involving, probably, an extra cost of at least $90, making 
the entire cost of a quarter section of these timber lands $500. 

In addition to the first cost, they have paid taxes upon the land 
for the last seven years at the rate of $20 per quarter section, an 
aggregate of $140 on each claim, making a grand total cost of $640, 
not including interest upon the investment. 

The number of those who hold titles to timber claims I am un- 
able to state, but the Senate committee which investigated this 

uestion estimated the number in the Yosemite National Park at 
about 200, including those holding under preemption and home- 
stead acts, and I have been informed by reliable persons living in 
the southern part of the reservation that there are 5 
or 700 families in Fresno, Tulare, and Kern counties who have 
settled upon these lands under the homestead and preemption act. 
In connection with these lands, I would further state that in 7,000 
square miles in the southern Sierra forest reservation there is 
probably not timber enough in the whole of that area to fence it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is, What should be done? 
Let me tell you what Secretary Noble thought should be done in 
this matter. During the first month after the reassembling of 
Congress in January, 1891, Secretary Noble reported to Congress 
that it would be impossible to have a Yosemite park under Gov- 
ernment control with a multitude of private claims in it, and 
recommended that Congress should take steps to buy out the pri- 
vate claims. 5 

The Senate committee, of which Senator Felton was chairman, 
reported to the Fifty-second Congress as follows: 

Having gone over the ground thoroughly, and in consideration of the evi- 
dence presented in this case, your committee would therefore make the fol- 
Ekart suggestions and recommendations: First, that the Secretary of the 


or be uested to appoint a commission consisting of three persons, 
one of whos, 8 least, shall named by the secretary of the Keweah colo- 
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nists, whose duty it shall be to examine into the rights and equities, includin 
lands and improvements, held by each resident settler, landowner, or law 
filers upon lands within the bounds of the Yosemite and Sequoia nation: 
parks, and to ascertain what consideration or damages may due to sai 
settlers, and to appraise the same. 

£ commission shall report their findings to the Secretary of the Interior, 
who shall include the amount due such settlers in the next annual estimate 
of appropriations for his Department. 5 

Your committee further recommend that all lands patented to individuals 
within either the aforesaid parks, to which ingress or egress is now denied, 
shall be appraised and purchased by the Government and held for park 
purposes. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have about one 
minute more. ¢ 

By unanimous consent, the time of Mr. CASTLE was further 
extended one minute. 

Mr. CASTLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, what should be done is 
this: These agricultural lands should be segregated, should be 
taken out from this national forest reserve. They do not properl 
belong in the reserve. Let these agricultural lands upon whic 
men have taken claims under the homestead and preemption acts 
be taken out of the reserve. That will settle that part of the 
question. 

Now we come to the very essence of this subject: What are 
you going to do with the men who have paid their $500 and more 
on these timber claims? They are prevented from going upon 
their claims and utilizing them, and the question is, What should 
be done? My opinion is, Mr. Chairman, that the Government, 
after due ns ho pn should repay these settlers the money 
which they have invested in these claims. 

The men who hold title to these lands complied in good faith 
with the conditions prescribed by the Government in the act of 
June, 1878. They hold the Government patents for their lands, 
yet they are denied access to their property by the bayonets of the 
Government which conveyed the title. 

There was never exhibited by any government a more shameless, 
a more brutal object lesson of might making right than in the 
treatment of these peaceable citizens of California. 

There are in social economics, as in mathematics, axioms which 
all normal minds recognize as truths. It is no more foolish to de- 
bate that 2 and 2 are 4 than to debate the justice and right of a 
great country to robits citizens. A question is never settled until 
settled right. The California holders of the nation’s patent deed 
demand absolute justice and equity. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, b 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had agr: 
to the report of the committee of conference, had further insisted 
upon its amendment to the bill (H. R. 15) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal Pia ending June 30, 1898, and for other pu 
numbered 10, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
asked a further conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add to the literature 
of this debate two circulars from the Land Office. One of these 
circulars states the methods by which, under the law, the various 
mining companies can cut timber upon the various mineral lands 
for nothing. The other is in relation to permits for cutting tim- 
ber on lands not mineral. 

I wish also to submit a copy of one of the permits made to the 
Anaconda Company, referred to yesterday. It provides for the 
privilege of cutting all the timber, with certain reservations and 
exceptions, upon 4 square miles of land, with the power to ship 
and sell it anywhere in the State of Montana. I should like to 
print these documents in connection with my remarks, because 
er will be of use in the further consideration of this matter. 

r. KNOWLES. Does not the present law except all timber 
under 8 inches in size? 

Mr. LACEY. All the smaller timber is excepted; but in the 
territory referred to yesterday, where the proprietors of the Home 
Stake Mine have been cutting all the timber they wanted for the 
use, they have been doing it without permit at all, on the groun 
that the timber was upon mineral land, and that they claim to be 
the judges as to whether it was mineral landor not. . The Govern- 
ment has brought suit against them for $600,000 for timber alleged 
to have been taken in violation of the law. We may naturally 
apoek hostility to the forest-reservation policy from these sources. 

ask unanimous consent to print these documents in connection 
with my remarks, 


1897. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the leave requested will 
be granted. ’ 
ere was no objection. 
The documents referred to by Mr. Lacey are as follows: 
CIRCULAR. 
Rules and regulations. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GRNERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August &, 1886. 
virtue of the power vested in the Secre of the Interior by the first 
ion of the act of June 3, 1878, entitled authorizing the citizens of 
Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the pub- 
lic domain for mining and domestic purposes,” the following rules and regu- 
lations are pein f prescribed: 

1. The act applies only to the States of Colorado and Nevada and to the 
Territories o ew Mexico, Arizona, 8 oming, Dakota, Idaho, and 
3 and other mineral districts of the United States not specially pro- 

‘or. 

2. The land from which timber is felled or removed under the provisions 
of the act must be known to be of a strictly mineral character and that it is 
2 8 to entry under existing laws of the United States, except for 
mineral entry. 

3. No wad not a citizen or bona fide resident of a State, Territory, or 
other mineral district, provided for in said act, is permitted to fell orremove 
timber from mineral lands therein. And no person, firm, or corporation fell- 
ing or removing timber under this act shall sell or dispose of the same, or the 

umber manufactured therefrom, to any other than citizens and bona fide 
residents of the State and een such timber is cut, nor for any 


er p than for the legitimate use of said purchaser for the purposes 
mentioned in said act. - : 
4. Every owner or manager of a sawmill, or other person felling or re- 
moving ber under the 


rovisions of this act, shall Koop a record of all 
timber so cut or removed, stating time when cut, names 


without from the purchaser a written ment that the same shall 
not be Les! 5 for building, agricultural, mining, or other domestic pur- 
thin e 


tate or Territory; and every sane habe wegen shall further 
Be required to file with said owner or manager a certificate, under oath, that 
he purchases such timber or lumber exclusively for his own uso and for the 
purposes aforesaid. 

5. The books, files, and records of all mill men or other E so cut- 
ting, removing, and selling such timber or lumber, required to be sss as 
above mentioned, shall at all times be subject to the inspection of the officers 
and nts of this Department. 

6. ‘Timber felled or removed shall be strictly limited to building, it al 

ry 


7. No person will be Pyeng yr to fell or remove any growing trees of any 
less 8 inches in diameter. 

8. Persons felling or remo timber from public mineral lands of the 

United States must utilize all of each tree cut that can be profitably used, 

and must cat and remove tan tope und brush or dispose of the same in such 

manner as to prevent the sp: of forest fires. The act under which these 

rules and regulations were p rovides as follows: 

Sec. 3. Any person or persons who violate the provisions of this act, 
or any rules and regulations in pursuance thereof e by the Secretary of 
the Interior, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. and upon conviction 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $500 and to which may be added im- 
prisonment for any term not exceeding six months. 

9. These rules and regulations shall take effect September 1, 1886, and all 
existing rules and regulations heretofore prescribed under said act inconsist- 


ent herewith are hereby revoked. 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 
Approved August 5, 1886. 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 
CIRCULAR. 


Rules and regulations governing the use of timber on the public domain. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 5, 1891. 


virtue of the power vested in the Secretary of the Interior by the act 
of March 3, 1891, entitled “Anact to amend sections of an actapproved March 

1891, entitled An act to repeal timber-culture laws and for other purposes, 
the following rules and regulations are hereby prescribed: 

1. The act, so far as it relates to timber on the paoue land; sopies only to 
the States of Colorado, Montana, Idaho, North kota, South Dakota, Wy- 
oming and Nevada, the District of Alaska, and the Territory of Utah. 

2. The right of railroad companies to procure timber for construction pur- 

from the public land adjacent to the lines of their roads, authori by 

e several granting acts and the act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stats., 482), is in no 
way enlarged py act. 

3. The act of June 3, 1878 (20 Stats., 88), authorizing the cut of timber 
for building, agricult „mining. and other domestic pu rom public 
lands which are known to be mineral and not subject to entry under existi. 
laws of the United States except for mineral entry, is not repealed by this 
act, but remains in force subject to the rules and regulations prescribed 
thereunder by the Secretary of the Interior. 

4. Settlers upon the public lands, miners, farmers, and other bona fide resi- 
dents in either of the States, District, or Territory named in this act, who 
have nota sufficint supply of timber on their own or lands for firewood, 
fencing, or building purposes, or for necessary use in developing the mineral 
and other natural resources of the lands owned or occupied by them, are 
permitted to procure timber from the public lands strictly for the pares 
enumerated in this section, but not for sale or disposal or use on other lands 
or by other persons; but this section shall not be construed to give the right 
to cut timber on any appropriated or reserved public lands, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior reserves the right to pri such further restrictions 
as he may at any time deem necessary, or to reyoke the permission granted 
hereby in any case or cases wherein he has information that persons are 
abusing the conceded privileges, or where it is ni for the public good. 

5. Section 2461, United States Revised Statutes, is still in force in the States, 
District, and Territory named in this act, as well as in all other States and 
Territories of the United States. Its provisions may be enforced as hereto- 
fore against any person who shall cut or remove, or cause or procure to be 
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cut or removed, or aid or assist or be employed in cutting or removing, any 


timber from public lands of any other c ter or description, or for any 
other use or purpose whatever than as above defined in sections 2, 3, and 4 of 
. — ts PATIA ascetics 

e of the or cally e cular sections 

e from which timber may be cut, and under what restrictions and 
Ds. 

6. Persons, firms, or corporations residing in either of the States, District, 
or iio Pod gente in this act. who desire to procure permission to cut or 
remove timber from nonmineral public lands for purposes of sale or traffic, 
or to manufacture same into lumber or other timber product as an article of 
merchandise, or for any other use whatsoever other than as defined in sec- 
tions 2, 8, and 4 of these rules and regulations, must first submit an applica- 
tion therefor in writing to the Secretary of the Interior, 8 ands 
by sections, townships, and ran; if surveyed, and if unsurveyed, describ- 
ing the land by natural boundaries, and the estimated number of acres 
therein. They mustalso define the character of the land and the kinds of trees 
or timber growing thereon, giving an estimate as to the quantity of each 
kind, 3 which particular kind or kinds they desire authority to cut or 
remove, and the specific purpose or purposes for which the timber or the 
product thereof is required. The application must be sworn to and wit- 
nessed by not less than four reliable and responsible citizens of the State, 
District, or Territory in which the land is situated, and who reside in the 
* of the particular land described. 

7. The petitioner or petitioners should also submit with the application 
such evidence as can be procured to.conclusively show that the preservation 
of the trees or timber on the land described is not required for the public 
EA but that its use as lumber or other produet and for the purposes named 

n the application is a public necessity. Upon receipt of the application, 
with accompanying prore it will be duly considered, and if deemed for 
the public interest, the desired permission will be granted, subject to such 
restrictions and limitations as may be deemed necessary; but if it shall ap- 
pear that the cutting of timber in the locality disecribed in the application 
will be detrimental to the public interests or en upon the rights and 
privileges of the settlers in that locality, the application will be rejected. 

8. In order that farmers who desire to have the f. 


9. The cutting or removing of any timber from ponie lands described in 


Very ully, 


T. H. CARTER, Commissioner. 
Approved May 5, 1891. 


JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 


[PuBLic—No. 100. 
An act to amend section 8 of an act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “An act 
to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes.” 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That section 8 of an act entitled An act 
to re timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” a ved March 3, 
1891, and the same is hereby, amended soas to read as follows: 

“Sec, 8. That suits by the United States to vacate and annul any patent 
heretofore issued shall only be Lrought within five years from the paseta ot 
this act, and suits to vacate and annul patents hereafter issued shall only be 
brought within six years after the date of the issuance of such patents. And 
in the States of Colorado, Montana, Idaho. North Dakota, and South Dakota, 
Wyoming, and the District of Alaska, and the gold and silver regions of Ne- 
vada and the Territory of Utah in any criminal prosecation or civil action by 
the United States for trespass on such public timber lands or to recover tim- 
ber or lumber cut thereon it shall be a defense if the defendant shall show 
that the said timber was so cut or removed from the timber lands for ase in 
such State or Territory by a resident thereof for cultural, mining, man- 
ufacturing, or domestic purposes under rules and regulations made and 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior and has not been transported out 
of the same; but nothing herein contained shall operate to enlarge the rights of 
any railway company to cut timber on the public domain: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Interior may make suitable rules and regulations to carry 
out the provisions of this act, and he may designate the sections or tracts of 
land where timber may be cut. and it shall not be lawful to cut or remove 
RRA timber except as may be prescri by such rules and regulations, but 
this act shall not operate to repeal the act of June 3, 1878, providing for the 
cutting of timber on mineral lands.“ x 

Approved March 3, 1891. 

[Case 232.] 
PERMIT TO CUT PUBLIC TIMBER. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, 
Department of the Interior, General Land Office. 

Whereas, in Sahih Apes the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1891 (26 Stat., 1093), and the rules and regulations prescribed there- 
under pyano Secretary of the Interior, the Anaconda Copper Mining Com- 
pany, of Hamilton, Ravalli County, Mont., has made application to cut and 

remove timber from the below-described nonmineral public lands; and 
Whereas it is deemed ni for the public interest that permission be 
ted unto the said Anaconda Copper Mining Company to cut timber on 

he lands hereinafter described: 

Therefore, under and virtue of the seng vested by law in the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and subject to all the conditions, restrictions, obliga- 


tions, and limitations herein contained, permission is hereby granted unto 
the said Anaconda r Mining Company to cut timber on the folluwing- 
described lands, viz: twill be, when surveyed, the east of section 


the west half of section 8, and the north half of section 19, in township J north, 
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of range 21 west; the east half of section 24, and e Kia township 1 
north, of range 22 west; and section 23, in township 1 south, of range 22 west; 
principal meridian, Montana. 

Provided, however, It is eee stipulated and agreed that the t 
hereby granted shall be, and the same is hereby, made, subject to the follow- 
ing conditions, restrictions, and limitations. to wit: 

. That this permit and all rights and privileges hereundershall take effect 
A 1. 1806, and shall expire on the 3lst of March, 1897, on which date the per- 
mit Nog be promptly surrendered to the register and receiver at Missoula, 

2. That no trees shall be cut or removed that are less than 12 inches in 
diameter, except such as may be absolutely necessary for making needed 
roadways through the timber. 

3. That, in procuring timber under this permit, there shall not be cut. or 
removed from the tracts above described more than 50 per cent of the mer- 
chantable timber now growing or being thereon. 

4. That all of each tree cut that can be profitably utilized shall be used, and 
that the said Anaconda Copper Mining Company s cut, remove, burn, or 
otherwise safely dispose of the tops and brush of trees, and the tails, slabs, 
sawdust, and other refuse from their sawmills, with a view to preventing the 
same starting or 1 fires; and that the said Anaconda — 
Mining Company stand liable in damages for the 5 or the sp of 
any fires attributable to their neglect or that of their employees in any man- 
ner to comply strictly with this provision. 

5. That no timber cut or removed under this permit shall be so cut or re- 
moved for transportation out of the State of Montana. 

6. That in acting under this permit no timber shall be cut or removed from 
any tract or tracts covered by the settlement or occupation of any bona fide 


settler. nor from ay eres or tracts embraced in any eee eee 
soever kind, created by operation of law or by proclamation of the ident. 

7. That the said Anaconda Copper Mining Company shall submit, at the end 
of each month, through the register and receiver at Mont., a state- 
ment, under oath, showing the amount of timber cut, removed, or disposed 
of under this permit during the month; in what manner disposed of; and, if 
sold, the names and addressesof all purchasers; also showing i 
with the conditions and stipulations named in section 4 hereof. That should 
any timber procured under this permit remain undisposed of at the e 
tion of the ta statement in relation thereto shall be su tted 
whenever the same is of. 0 c 

That, during the continuance of this permit, the said Anaconda Copper 
Mining Company agree not to procure, by purchase or otherwise, any timber 
unlawfully taken from public lands. 

That nothing in this permit shall be construed to give to the said Anaconda 
Copper Mining Sain pene! the exclusive right to cut or remove timber from 
the 1 described herein, nor shall the granting of this permit in any way 
be held to withdraw the landsembraced herein from settlement, occupation, 
or entry. 

10. That, in consideration of the etna of this permit, it is een 
stipulated and agreed that the said Anaconda C r Mining Company will 


use all available means to prevent and extinguish forest fires in the vicinity 
of the lands herein described. 
II. That this permit is not transferable, and any attempt to transfer the 
same will render it void. 
12. That the right is hereby reserved to modify or revoke at any time the 
ion hereby granted. 


permission 
8. W. LAMOREUX, 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


HOKE SMITH, 
5 Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BRUCKER, Does not the gentleman’s objection go to 
abuses arising under the regulations of the Department? 

Mr. LACEY. No; the objection is to the law. The law itself 
authorizes the Home Stake Company to go upon mineral land any- 
where and cut all the timber they want without permit—without 
money and without price. If those lands were placed in a state 
of reservation that company could no longer do that. The timber 
would then be protected. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I repeat, does not the gentleman's objection 
go to the abuse of the privilege accorded to these individuals by 
the De ent? 

Mr. LACEY. The privilege itself of taking timber without 
limit in those mountain regions now proposed to be included in 
reservations is itselfan abuse,a wrong. It ought never to have 
been granted; and having been granted by law, that land ought 
to be put ina state of reservation and thus relieved from the oper- 
ation of this privile There should be some law which would 
prevent the timber from being used in that way; but at the same 
time there should be some provision by which reasonable amounts 
of the timber might be sold for these purposes from time to time. 

Provision should also be made for the propor custođy of the 
timber by the Government, so that it may be reserved for future 
use; and provision should also be made for preserving the head 
waters of the streams from destruction. The streams and the 

rings can only be saved by preserving the forests that shelter 
their sources, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Is it not a fact that the character 
of the timber in the vicinity of the Home Stake Mine is such that 
it is entirely worthless for almost any other purpose than for sup- 
porting mining tunnels.and mining claims? ; 

Mr. LACE Y In a commercial sense it is worthless, but not in 
the sense of preserving the streams of that region. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Is it not a fact that when the 
trees are cut off the sas, BY toe comes up to such a degree that 
it preserves the snow and holds it back better than the original 
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raet growth of timber? That is true in the country in which I 
ve. 
Mr. LACEY. Ihave no doubt there are regions in the United 
States with reference to which the gentleman's statement would 
down of the timber 
ut the provisions of 


be entirely accurate, where after the cutti 
the undergrowth comes up immediately. 
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the Senate amendment, as modified by the amendment that I have 
offered, will give the Secretary of the Interior the power to take 
into consideration the circumstances of justsuch regions. Greater 
latitude will be given to cut timber there than in some other local- 
ities where the timber, when once destroyed, does not readily 
grow again. 

In this respect a wide discretion ought to be lodged with the 
Secretary of the Interior. Iam quite sure there are portions of 
South Dakota where the timber speedily renews itself. I am 
equally sure there are other regions where when the timber is 
once destroyed its growth is very slow, and it can hardly be re- 
placed at all. The power to adopt some sensible regulations 
adapted to the necessities of each locality ought to be lodged 
somewhere. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. irman, I desire to state at the outset 
that Iam in hearty accord and sympathy with the general features 
or scheme on the part of the Government to preserve our forests 
and maintain forest reservations. But in the discussion of this 
Senate amendment we are confronted with this state of facts, un- 
contradicted up to the present time in the discussion. Now, as 
I understand, the President of the United States under certain 
regulations was permitted to segregate from the public domain 
certain lands as a forest reserve. 

In the ae iy ara of those lands the mode of procedure to be 
pursued was: First, were to go into that territory and 
examine those lands. is provision, it has been conceded both 
in the Senate and on the floor of this House, was absolutely ig- 
nored—not observed in the least—and it is also conceded that th 
provisions with to the notification which these commis- 
sioners should have given to the residents—the people directly 
interested—haye been absolutely ignored. These people have 
never had their day in court. Notice was not given or extended 
to them that any portion of the public domain was about to be 


ow, as I understand, this amendment of the Senate simply 
places these people and these lands back in statu quo, as they ex- 
isted before this order of gation was promulgated. No one 
has disputed the statement that those commissioners and the Pres- 
ident of the United States failed to observe the rules and methods 
of procedure prescribed for the gation of those lands. If that 
is true, why should not these people and these lands be placed back 
in the condition that they were before this order was promulgated 
by the Chief Executive of this nation? 

That is all those people are asking for; and I think that these 
petty amendments which are presented here to the general provi- 
sions of the Senate amendment will simply encumber and embar- 
rass the situation of affairs. At first I was in favor of the amend- 
ment 3 by the gentleman from Iowa—I was in favor of it 
until I understood the question. This Senate amendment looks 
to the future. It provides that these lands shall be ated in 
an intelligent, legal manner. Why should the people of some of 
these Eastern States take advan of an order which is null and 
void upon its face, or at least which ought to be, because the rules 
and methods of procedure as prescribed were not observed? Why 
should any advantage be taken under that order, and why should 
there be an effort at this time to embarrass those people? Why 
should they not be put back to where they were? hy throw 
upon them the onus of requiring them to go before the President 
of the United States and make proof as to what land should have 
been aneao in that order or what land should not have been 

gated? 

i say, let us legislate on this subject in an intelligent, orderly, 
and legal way. Let us put these people back to the position in 
which they were before this order of segregation was made. This 
amendment of the Senate provides for a legitimate, legal, and in- 
telligent way of getting at and segregating those lands, of making 
a survey of them, of finding out what portion of the territory ought 
to be segregated from the public domain. I think that in fairness 
and justice to those people who have acquired property rights in 
that territory, who have never had their day in court, this Con- 
gress ought to pass the amendment of the Senate and set these 
poopie back to where they were before- this order of the Chief 

ecutive was promulgated. 

Mr. DE VRIES. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of the 
general policy of forest reservations which has been carried on by 
the General Government; but representing as I do a district 
interested upon both sides of this question, I desire to speak of 
some injustice inflicted by the past method of administering that 
policy. I believe my constituents concede the wisdom of the 
policy when administered without the hardships heretofore en- 
tailed thereby in appropriating private property without com- 
pensation and unnecessarily denying all uses to the citizens of 
the reservations. I know that there is no necessity for the United 
States Government acquiring any property for which it would 
not be willing to give and withou t giving due compensation there- 
for. In my district is located the Yosemite National Park and 
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Sierra reservation, which are set out by metes and bounds, and 
included within these reservations are a number of claims, tim- 
ber claims, homesteads, and timber claims perfected, and which 
were perfected long before the reservation was made by Congress, 
in September and October, 1890. 

Since that time these reservations are guarded under rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Interior Department. There have 
been located upon these reservations a number of soldiers, whose 
duty it is to patrol the reservation from one point to another and 
to keep the people off. This policy as administered is a hardship. 
To pasture the whole reservation by the stock of our people, as 
before done, would be an advantage to the same rather than an 
injury, in that it would, by consuming the undergrowth, lessen 
the danger of forest fires. nder this license they have grown to 
what they are. The people who bought previous to the creation 
of the same timber claims embraced within these reservations paid 
their money therefor to the Government, and now have an abso- 
Inte title in fee to that property; yet they are denied the privilege 
in summer time of herding their sheep on their own property for 
which they pee the Government in full and to which they hold 
patents. The people who have mining claims in these districts 
are denied the privilege of entering upon them at the present time 
for the purpose of working or developing their mines. No more 
honest, industrions, frugal, or worthy men live on this earth than 
the miners of California, and as their Representative I demand of 
the Government due compensation for their property appropriated 
by the Government. 

They have in good faith entered upon the public domain at the 
invitation of the Government, and expended money and labor in 
developing the natural resources of the country, when by the 
administration of this reservation policy they are suddenly turned 
away from and denied the fruits of their toil and ingress thereto 
oregresstherefrom. Untilcorrected, this is nothing more nor less 
than legalized robbery. 

That difficulty is measurably, though not wholly, overcome b 
the Senate amendment, and for that reason I supportit. But 
wish to call the attention of the committee to the amendment 
offered by my colleague from California [Mr. CASTLE}, to com- 
pensate settlers and other persons whose lands have been included 
within the Yosemite National Park and other forest reservations. 
Had he not offered the same, I should have doneso. That simply 
and justly goes one step forward, and will relieve a class of per- 
sons who can by no possibility get adequate relief under the Sen- 
ate amendment as at present drawn. 

People who have paid their money for lands, who own them 
absolutely in fee, are at present, by the regulations of the Interior 
Department controlling these forest reservations, denied the privi- 
lege of enjoying their own property in any respect. And people 
who heretofore, advantageously to forests, grazed the same are 
by these same regulations made criminals. I hope the Committee 
of the Whole will take this amendment of my colleague into 
favorable consideration and will adopt it as a measure caleulated 
to do justice to those who have thus been deprived of their prop- 
erty, and that the Senate amendment which contemplates such a 
relaxation of the former rigid rules of forest government, permit- 
ting reasonable use of the same for grazing or other proper pur- 
poses, will be adopted. This will be a benefit to the forests and to 
my constituents in Mariposa and Tuolumne counties. 

t occurs to me that the Government of the United States is so 

at, so rich, and so strong that if it finds it necessary to protect 
fhe general welfare of any considerable number of or the whole 
of its people by setting aside reservations in order to make water- 
sheds, or in order to prevent overflows, or to promote irrigation 
and agriculture, or any other matters which may be deemed ex- 
pedient, it is not necessary for the General Government in doing 
so to encroach upon the rights of private individuals or to deprive 
them of their property without a previous hearing whatsoever or 
without rendering speedily due compensation therefor. 

But, gentlemen, the fact remains that there are to-day innu- 
merable cases within my district in connection with the subject 
under consideration where for seven, eight, and ten years people 
have been deprived of their property for the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment without rendering one cent in return therefor. The fact 
is aggravated when we consider, as we know, that this very prop- 
erty had been sold to them by that Government, and the Govern- 
ment has accepted and ever since has and still enjoys their money 
paid for this property. Yet no remedial legislation has been 
adopted for their benefit. I submit that the Government should 
be in hot haste to see that any and every private individual whose 
8 has been taken for public use, whether on the Yosemite 

ational Park or otherwhere, shall be duly and speedily Soroan 
sated, particularly when the Government, by the laws which it 
has passed, has invited these people to make those investments. 

Under the act of June 3, 1878, the timber lands of California, 
Oregon, e Sets: and Nevada were thrown open to the pub- 
lic on payment therefor of the sum of $2.50 per acre. In my dis- 
trict at least 200 citizens availed themselves of this opportunity 


offered by the Government. They paid their $2.50 per acre and 
the necessary incidental expenses, making an aggregate of about 
$500 per quarter section therefor; and after they had paid that 
money, establishing homes for many of them, investing for many 
of them the ELDIR of years, the National Government deter- 
mined to and did take possession of that Property, to conserve the 
watersheds of the State of California and for other kindred pur- 


poses. 

But in so doing, gentlemen, though the Government has taken 
possession of the property and put its soldiers upon it, it has de- 
nied these cng de any compensation for the property taken; it has 
denied them the use and occupation of their own property herein 
included, and refused the people the customary beneficial usage 
of the adjacent public domain. They should be compensated for 
their property or be permitted to enjoy the same, and also the 
sac ape po domain, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may proceed for five minutes more. 

Mr. DE VRIES. r. Chairman, as I understand that other 
gendemen desire to speak, I will not encroach further upon the 
time of the committee, particularly as I believe this matter will 
not be fully remedied here and that it will again be presented to 
this House in a separate bill which I shall introduce. 

aes CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I believe the hour expires at 1 
o'clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRaxg] would also like to be recognized, but the Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Ionly want to say a very few words about this 
Senate amendment. Gentlemen understand that this being a 
general appropriation bill, under the rules of the House, it could 
not carry legislation. 

Mr. DIN LEY. Neither can it under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. Neither under the rules of the Senate can it 
carry legislation. But the Senate, as it frequently does, sends 
the bill back here with legislation of very great importance 
attached to it, legislation that those who have had service upon 
the Committee on Appropriations are not very well equip to 
deal with. This whole matter should be considered in House and 
Senate as coming from the respective committees, without refer- 
ence to the appropriation bills, because these appropriation bills 
must pass. ut we have got to take the matter as we find it, and 
we find this Senate amendment. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I have but afew minutes, but I will yield for 
a question. 

. SHAFROTH. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact that these provisions have been considered by the Committee 
on Public Lands time and again and that the substance of them is 
contained in this amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, possibly that is true, but the legislation 
should come from the Committee on Public Lands, and should 
stand on itsown merits. When you fasten it upon a great money 
bill which carries $50,000,000, it must go through. It may be 
erude. It may be wise or unwise, and I am compelled, and gen- 
tlemen who are in charge of this bill are compelled, to go to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ask them to take charge of this 
matter. Unfortunately we can not have them in charge of the 
matter when it goes to conference, but we are doing the best we 
can. 

Now, a word upon the merits of the bill. An executive order 
Was issned by the late President mank 20,000,000 acres of land 
and putting it in forest reservations. It was done under law. A 

eat many people think it was wise. A great many other people 

ink it was unwise. In my opinion it was not properly consid- 
ered. While it was wise as a general provision, there ought per- 
haps to have been exceptions made. Now, itis contended that 
there is no ee to change that executive order without legisla- 
tion. The House, as it passed this bill, made that contention, and 
there it stopped. Let me read it. As the House passed it, the 
President is— 

Hereby authorized at any time to modify any executive order that has been 
or may hereafter be made establishing any forest reserve, and by such modi- 
fication may reduce the area or change the boundary lines of such reserve, 
or may vacate altogether any order creating such reserve. 

That was the House proposition. In my opinion, if we are to 
legislate at all upon a great money bill, we should meet the matter 
fairly, as the House did meet it when it passed that proposition. 
But the Senate, not content with that, sends back an amendment 
letting that stand and covering seven or eight pages. I have read 
that amendment and studied it with the best care that Ican in two 
days, and under many words the amendment practically annuls 
the order lately issued by President Cleveland, and then, by provi- 
sions, not in express words directly, but in effect, makes it impos- 
sible for the present President, or any other President, by Execu- 
tive proclamation, to put a single acre of this 20,000,000 acres of 
land in a forest reserve within a generation. 
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Now, in my judgment, that is extreme. Gentlemen say that if 
these forest reserves stand the poor settler can not get the timber 
for domestic use. Other gentlemen say that if the order does not 
stand the great mining companies may sweep these forests out of 
existence. I am quite sure I do not know. Perhaps both are par- 
tially right, but I want to submit to this House t the House 

rovision, in my judgment, is the poe ‘provision. Give the 
President, aided by the Secretary of the Interior, the power to 
modify the order, in whole or in part, and there let it stand. But, 
if legislation is to be had, I trust the House will not concur in this 
Senate amendment, because I believe it is vicious and in the long 
sun it is, in my judgment, most unjust to the intermountain 
tates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask that he may have five minutes more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] may proceed for five minutes longer. 

Mr, BAIL And let the time limited for the debate be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, the time has been nearly all occupied on 
the opposite side of the House. A representative of the commit- 
tee ought to have some time. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] asks that the time for debate be extended to five minutes 


t 1. 
et HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, Iam not going to object to 
that, but I want to say that I want about two minutes. have 
not occupied any time in the five-minute debate at all, and I want 
two minutes. If Ican get it within that time, I shall be very glad; 
otherwise I shall ask to have the time extended to seven minutes 
past 1 if I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the re- 

uests. 
2 Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iasktohavethetimeextended seven minutes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois one or two questions for information. 

Mr. CANNON. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will be able to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Montana. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If these Cleveland reservations are 
knocked in the head, then is there any provision in the law by 
which the present President can make a forest reservation? 

Mr. CANN ON. No; not under the Senate amendment; and 
that is what I complain of. It is so provided and hedged about 
by language that it is not in the power of any President in a gen- 
eration to put any one acre of this 20,000, acres in à forest 
reservation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman kindly point out that? 

Mr. CANNON. Ican not in fiveminutes stop to do so. I have 
stated it, and I am satisfied that that will be the effect. I am for- 
tified in that view of it by men far more competent to judge than 
I—the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and others. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will you be willing to accept an amend- 
ment giving the President the power to do so at any time? 

Mr. C. ON. I would be glad if, when this bill goes back 
into the House, the House would nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ment and let it go to the conference; and then I would be very 

lad if it suits the queens of the House to instruct the con- 
* as nearly as possible, to secure such legislation as would 
meet the judgment of the House; and I will say, if there is to be 
legislation at all upon this bill, my judgment is the proposition of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] about covers the pronao 

Now, when I have said that, I believe I have said all I desire to 
say, with one concluding sentence. Iwas, boy and man, upon the 
frontier during my early life, and have all sympathy with the peo- 
ple that go out to found and build up commonwealths. I would 
run fast and far to help conserve their best interests. I think at 
times they need something of protection from themselves, but I 
would not fail to protect them if I had the power. So that lam 
desirous to meet all just complaints; and, in conclusion, I willsay 
that in my judgment the House provision did meet it when it gave 
the President of the United States plenary power to annul any 
forest reservation or modify it in whole or in park ) 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I will make 
a single suggestion in the line of the remarks that have been made, 
and that is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] shall 
withdraw his amendment at the present time and that the House 
shall be brought to a square vote of concurrence or nonconcur- 
rence in the Senate amendment; and then, when the bill is re- 
ported, an instruction can be moved in the line suggested. 

Mr. LACEY. Moved in the House? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It simplifies the matter, and the House can be 
brought squarely to the question as to whether or not it desires to 
adopt the Senate amendment, which in effect overthrows our for- 
est reservations. 


Mr. LACEY. That would be 5 satisfactory to me and 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], because the object 
of offering the amendment was to widen the scope of the dis- 
cussion, so that the whole matter might be heard in the com- 
mittee, and every section heard, and every locality have an oppor- 
tunity to present its objection or its approval, as the case might be. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Arkansas has not been 
able to hear. 

Mr. LACEY. The proposition that was made by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is to nonconcur, and then move in 
the House, as an instruction, substantially the amendment as it 
would read if the amendment proposed to be made in the committee 
should have been agreed to. Simply to putitin the form of an 
instruction, instead of adopting it as an amendment. This gives 
the committee of conference an opportunity to consider this in all 
the various circumstances that might arise on a conference. 

Mr. MCRAE. I am entirely satisfied that it should take that 


course. 

Mr. LACEY. I was satisfied the gentleman from Arkansas 
would agree that that would be the better course. 

Mr. McRAE. I concur in the proposition, if it can be accom- 
plished. I do not see any other way of reaching it except to non- 
concur and instruct the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Unless further debate is to be had 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I had desired to submit some 
observations, but as the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN] 
is more interested, or his people are more than mine, I am very 
glad to yield to him. 

Mr. MCRAE. I suggest that both gentlemen may be accommo- 
dated, and that the time be extended. I ask unanimous consent 
that each gentleman may have permission to occupy five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Montana [Mr. Hartman] and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY] be allowed to address the committee for five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HARTMAN, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the 
time of the committee in repeating any of the arguments that have 
been presented in support of either position which requires or calls 
for the adoption or concurrence in the Senate amendment; but I 
do ask or request the attention of this committee to the point so: 
well presented to-day by the 88 from Michigan [Mr. 
BRUCKER], namely, the effect of this order upon the citizens who 
reside upon the lands that have been set apart as reservations. 

Let me call attention to one point that has not been presented 
here; that is, asto the effect of this order opon the people in these 
reserves. Take it in South Dakota, if you please. There are 15,000 
citizens who, by the placing upon the statute book of this country 
of the order of President Cleveland, were deprived of the right to 
maintain their school districts, were deprived of their schools, 
were deprived of the right to maintain their municipal organiza- 
tions and to carry on their civil governments. And yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, when we come here and ask that an iniquitous and unfounded 
order like that shall be annulled, we are met by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] with the remark that we need somebody 
to take care of us; we are met with the suggestion that we need to 
be protected against ourselves. 

Now, as I have said, this order means that those people are de- 
prived of the right to carry on their schools and their municipal 
government; but what else does it mean? It means that every 
single voter upon the reservations in these respective States is de- 
prived of the right of suffrage, which our institutions accord to 
every citizen. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I certainly will. 

Mr. LACEY. I know that my friend does not want to do me 
an injustice, but I have never in this debate claimed that the part 
of these reservations of which he now complains ought to be al- 
lowed toremain. On the contrary, I have insisted that they ought 
io be taken out, and that there ought not to be any question about 
that. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But unfortunately the gentleman proposes 
to allow them to remain until an examination is made. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no. My proposition is that they shall be 
taken entirely out of the operation of the order for ten months; 
my proposition is to suspend or annul the order for ten months. 

r. HARTMAN. That is true, but if at the end of the ten 
months the Government shall not have made such an exnmination 
of the question as is necessary, then those lands wil! remain abso- 
Intely within the operation of the order and there will be no ap- 
peal. That is what the gentleman's amendment means. Ours 
means that the President's order shall be set aside and that those 
people shall be returned to the condition in which they were before 
the order was made—an order made without notice, made without 
evidence, made without any knowledge on the part of those who 
made it. That is what we want you to do first, and then we want 
you to investigate. 
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Mr. LACEY. The trouble with my friend is that he assumes 
that the present. Executive will make every mistake that was 
made by his predecessor, and will persist in the mistake in this 
case in the light of established and acknowledged facts. 

Mr. HARTMAN, Oh, no. I want the gentleman to under- 
stand that I do not think there is a man on this earth who is such 
a blunderhead that he can make even a thousandth part of the 
mistakes that President Cleveland made. r and ap- 

1 I did not support President McKinley, but President 
cKinley is an American President, thank God, and he is the 
first one we have had for four years. [Applause] > 

Mr. LACEY. Iam willing to risk him, but you are not. That 
is the difference between us. ; 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iam willing to risk him on some questions, 
but not when he says to the American people, ‘‘ You are not able 
to legislate for yourselves upon the financial question.” [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, one word more in closing. Do not forget that 
there is nothing in the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Iowa providing for any compensation to be made to the 
settlers who have put improvements upon these lands. Those 
settlers went in there in good faith. Many of them have con- 
structed irrigating ditches at great expense; many of them have 
erected farmhouses and corrals; and now the gentleman from 
Iowa says that they shall be deprived of all these 3 
and that all that any such settler shall have in lieu of them is the 
right to go and take a naked 160 acres in some other place and 
bato credit for the time he has lived upon the other land. That 
I thank the committee for its indulgence. 5 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Before the gentleman sits down, may I ask 
him a question? ‘ > 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You want the status to remain the same as 
it was before President Cleveland issued his order? . 

Mr. HARTMAN. Exactly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And that would be secured by voting for 
your amendment? j 

Mr. HARTMAN. 
for it. j 

Mr. CUMMINGS.. I will vote with you, 

Mr. BAILEY was recognized. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the difficulty of my friend from 
New York is this ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to correct my friend from New 


York. 
[Laughter. 


Ves, sir; and I would like to have you vote 


Mr. BAILEY. You can do that privately. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I am very frank to confess that 
I have found great difficulty in determining exactly how to cast 
my vote on this question. On the one hand, I find the distinguished 
entleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], who, in a Democratic 
mgress, was chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, join- 
ing with the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], 
who occupied the same position in a Republican Congress, in 
antagonizing the Senate amendment. On the other hand, I find 
all the gentlemen representing the States that are specially affected 
by this amendment uniting, without distinction of party, in sup- 
per of the Senate’s action. Exactly what choice ought to be made 
tween these two positions is, therefore, not an easy matter to 
determine. Irealize that gentlemen who come from the districts 
especially affected are not entitled to have their judgment taken 
absolutely, because they are anxious to adopt a policy which will 
result in the speedy development of their respective States, but I 
also recognize that those of us who live 2,000 miles from the locali- 
ties affected are not entirely competent judges as to what is best 
for those particular sections of our country. 

On the one side it is asserted that unless these reservations are 
perce we sacrifice the best interests of future generations. 

n the other it is answered that if we do perpetuate these reserva- 
tions, we seriously injure the best interests of the people who are 
now residing in those communities. Certainly it is within the 
wisdom of a conference committee to reach an adjustment of this 
question which will settle it justly toward those who are there 
now as well as toward those who will come after them. 

Certainly there must be a safe middle ground which can be 
reached without sacrificing the interests of future generations and 
without injuring the interests of those who have gone there, in- 
vested their money, and bestowed their labor upon the develo 
ment of those properties. In the hope that some adjustment like 
this may be reached, Iam inclined to vote to nonconcur and then 
to vote in favor of the instructions which gentlemen who are fa- 
miliar with the question have proposed. had hoped, however, 
that gentlemen interested would reach a satisfactory solution of 
the controversy; and I wish to say that while I shall vote now so 
as to enable the conference committee to adjust the matter fairly, 


I will never vote to make any adjustment which proposes in a 
foolish and sentimental regard for forests to ignore and disregard 
the interests of the men of flesh and blood who have built up that 


country. [Applause.] 
: The GHATEALAN . The time for debate on the pending amend- 
ment and amendments thereto has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to withdraw my motion to concur with 
an amendment; and 1 wish to move instead that the Committee 
of the Whole recommend nonconcurrence. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does that leave us to vote on the 
Senate amendment pure and simple, without any complication? 

TheCHAIRMAN, It would if there should be no other amend- 
ment offered. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I wish to move to concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment which will obviate the main 
objections urged against the Senate proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has terminated. The Clerk will 
read the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. SHAFROTH]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. SHAFROTH moves to concur in the Senate amendment with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out the words commencing with the word Pro- 
vided,” in the twenty-fifth line of the sixty-eighth page, and ending with the 
2 6 in the fifth line of page 69, and insert in lieu thereof the 

* Provided further, That the lands or any part thereof embraced in such 
reservation not otherwise disposed of shall at any time,in the discretion of 
the President, be again subject to such order as the President may make in 
reference to the same, soas not to disturb the right of any actual settler or 

ant now residing upon any of the lands embraced in said reservations.“ 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to be heard a minute or two on 
this amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Colorado to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment with the amendment just read. 

The question being taken, it was determined in the negative; 
there being on a division (called for by Mr. SHAFROTH)—ayes 43, 
noes 101. 

The question being then taken on the motion of Mr. Lacey 
that the Committee of the Whole recommend nonconcurrence, it 
was agreed to; there being on a division (called for by Mr. HART- 
MAN)—ayes 100, noes 39. 

The seventeenth amendment was read, as follows: 

On paee 78, after the word thousand.“ in line 10, insert one hundred,” 

as r : 

9 all, for the United States Geological Survey, $489,100." 

Mr. CANNON, I move that the committee recommend con- 
currence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The eighteenth amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word dollars,“ in line 25, page 78, insert: 

“Provided, Said commissioners shall hereafter be appointed by the Pres- 
ident, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate: Provided, That not 
nae than two members of each board shall belong to the same political 
party. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the Committee of the Whole rec- 
ommend nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the last House [Mr. Cannon] that 
this provision is an assault on the civil-service law; and he being 
an ardent friend of that law will. of course, take all proper meas- 
ures to protect it from this assault. 

Mr. CANNON. This amendment proponen to provide for the 
employment of these commissioners by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. Iam entirely in harmony with that propo- 
sition. If the commission is of any value at all in the accomplish- 
ment of what Congress believes to be the very important work of 
the selection of the mineral lands, the personnel of the commis- 
sioners is a matter of moment. Iam inclined to think that pos- 
sibly the provision may need further amendment—— : 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman think that calling the Sen- 
ate to the assistance of the President will improve the personnel 
of the commission? 

Mr. CANNON. I think so, provided a further amendment be 
adopted. I will be entirely frank with the géntleman and sa 
(because there are many gentlemen here from States in whic 
these lands are situated) that under the law these commissioners 
must now be appointed from the States in which they perform 
service. I believe that to be a vicious provision. í 

I think the officers ought to be selected by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate; but I dare say it is at least probable that 
with reference to the efficient performance of the important duties 
of the commissioners it would probably be better that they should 
be selected entirely outside of the States in which they are to act. 
I would have the law amended in that ri tif I could; and to 
be entirely frank with the House, I shall, if this matter should go 
to conference, and I should be upon the committee, goso far as to 
sie ag an amendment to the law in that respect. 

. MCRAE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken as to the 
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urport of the original act, It does not require that the commis- 
3 9 who is to be a practical miner) shall be resi- 
dents of the district. = 

Mr. CANNON. I find I was in error on that point. There is 
only one of the commissioners to whom that requirement applies, 
I would repeal that provision if I had the power. 

Mr. Me AE. If that is the only object of the gentleman's mo- 
tion to nonconcur, I think it is unnecessary, because such is the 
existing law. except as to this one commissioner, 

Mr. CANNON. I would make the modification in that respect 
if I had the power. 

Mr. SA S. Mr. Chairman, we have no information before 
us that the commissioners already appointed have been either 
unfaithful or derelict in the discharge of their duties. In the 
absence of ars- such information, I for one can not see any good 
to be accomplished by changing the mode of appointing these 
commissioners. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to make this suggestion to my 
friend from Texas: I think that while this amendment was under 
discussion in another body there was no concealment of the fact 
that this proposition is intended to take these employees out of 
the classified service. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope 80. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. So do J. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe they ought not to be included in the 
classified service. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then why does not the gentleman meet the 

uestion boldly and move torepeal the law which provides for the 
Classified service? 

Mr. CANNON. So far as confirmation by the Senate is con- 
cerned, it is provided by the amendment that these commission- 
ers shall be appointed and confirmed. Under the existing law, as 
I understand, they are appointed by the President without the 
power of confirmation on the part of the Senate. With the pro- 
posed change of law requiring confirmation by the Senate I am in 
entire harmony. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, n is that the Senate 
has already enough of influence with the President, and that he 
ought to be left to make as many of these subordinate ap- 
pointments as possible without the aid of the Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Where the influence will lie in this matter if 
the proposed provision be adopted I can not, of course,say. There 
. some suspicions. Ihear it muttered here and there 
I will not say where that original McKinley men” are securing 
undue preferment in the distribution of offices. 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] hav- 
ing been on the Civil Service Committee in the last Congress, we 
should like to hear from him at length on this subject. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Ae CANNON. As I understand, this amendment proposed by 
z Senate is a change of existing law. The amendment pro- 
vides: 

Said commissioners shall hereafter be appointed by the President— 

Now comes a change of law— 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate— 

Then here is a further change of law— 

Provided, That not more than two members of each board shall belong to the 
same political party. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that under existin 
members of that board are now divided politic: 

uested by the Senate amendment. 
ps hy CANNON. But not under the requirement of law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam aware of that; but if I understand the 
debate elsewhere, these offices as a matter of fact are now divided 
between the two old parties. I do not understand that our friends 
the Populists have had very much recognition on the boards. 

But, sir,as a member of the Committee on Civil Service Reform 
in the last House, and in the absence of the chairman of that com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROSLUS! 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. He is here. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I did not see 
him in his seat. In the absence, as I supposed, of the chairman of 
that committee, I thought it due to the House and to the coun’ 
to call attention to this assault upon the civil-service system. It 
is not denied that the p and effect of the amendment are to 
place these 1 without the classified service. 

Mr. DINGLEV. If the gentleman will pardon me, do I under- 
stand piat such places as these have been put in the classified 
service 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is my understanding. 

Mr. DINGLEY. By what order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. By the President’s order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The orderof January last, which you refer to? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know. Iamnotan expert in matters 
connected with the civil service—— 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana, You are on the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). Not.having been an ardent en- 


conditions the 
y in the manner 


thusiast on the question of civil service. In some one of the mul- 
titudinous orders that have been issued by Presidents of both 
Bone | ies, my understanding is that these offices were in- 
corpora 
. DINGLEY. That isa still further reason why the proposed 

change should be made, l 

9252 RICHARDSON. It is in accordance with the Republican 
platform. 

8 5 DOCKERY. Les; it is in accordance with the Republican 
Platform. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lou might as well have judges appointed 
under the civil-service law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And it is also in accordance with the 
letter of acceptance. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And also the inaugural address. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The inangural address also reenforces the 

latform and letter of acceptance, as my friend from Tennessee 
Blr. RICHARDSON suggests, 
Now, in view of the platform, the letter of acceptance, and the 
inaugural address, I can but express my regret, as a member of 
the Committee on Civil Service Reform in the last House 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. In your official capacity. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Les; in my “official capacity,” but not voic- 
ing my own personal views, I can but express my regret that 
among the first acts of this Republican House should à con- 
currence in this Senate amendment. It is true the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] moved to nonconcur, but the 
of that nonconcurrence he avows very frankly to be to still more 
strongly indorse his oppotibon to the civil-service law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. May it not invite a veto? [Langhter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY, I think not at this time, in view of the pres- 
sure for positions. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me to break in? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwant to say to my friend that this is a grade of 
officials who, in my judgment, can best be selected by the Presi- 
dent, with the advice and consent of the Senate. I do not know 
that the civil-service law now applies to them. If it does, then, 
as a friend of the civil-service law, Spar! administered, I think 
it ought not to apply to them; and for the sake of getting good 
officials, I am for the proposed modification of the law, and would 
have moved to concur in it had it not been that by nonconcurring 
Ithought that in conference it might be further modified, Now, 
thatismy mind. Noram I an enemy of true civil-service reform. 
I would let it abide with those who perform clerical duties, and 
the people who insist that it shall go further than that will, in the 
end, break it down if they persist. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to add one word, Ordinarily I should 
be disposed to follow my friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN N oN] on all 

uestions outside of politics; but his definition of civil-service re- 

orm is so vague and shadowy that I suspect he is not so ardent 
a defender of the law as, for instance, my friend from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Brosius], the chairman of the committee, and I call upon 
him—in this presence, in view of this assault upon the civil serv- 
ice—I call upon the chairman of the Committee on Civil Service 
Reform to voice his views and the views of the Republican party 
on this yee 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like to ask some gentle- 


mana question. I do not know who has the floor. 
Mr. POWERS. I was about to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri a question, 


Mr. LACEY. Isit not true that the last Executive appointed 
all twelve of these 3 from one political party, and is it 
not also true that the effect of the civil-service order is to keep 
them all in office, and that this proposition is to divide them up 
so as to allow the party recently in control of the Administration 
to still keep one-third of them, notwithstanding the change of 
Administration? : 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will state frankly that I have no personal 
information as to the political classifications of these boards, but 
hoor el elsewhere, incidentally, when this matter was being 

Mr. McRAE. I want to state that the information of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa par, LACEY] is not correct. All the members 
of the board are not Democrats. 

Mr. LACEY. How many of them are Democrats? 

Mr. MCRAE. At least one member on threo of the boards was 
appointed as a Republican. It may be that the fourth board is 
otherwise constituted. I tried to get information on this point, 
but have not been able to do so. 

Mr. LACEY. Is my friend from Arkansas [Mr. McRax] able 
to explain how it was that that Republican happened to be put 
on the board? 

5 McRAE. He was put on by the late President as a Re- 
publican. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman from Missouri Mr. Doox- 
ERY] yield? 
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Mr. DOCKERY. inly. ~- - 

Mr. POWERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery], who seems to be a special champion of the civil- 
service law—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, yes; heisnow. Itis not the 


4th of March yet. : 3 

Mr. POWERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 

r. DOCKERY], who professes such deep interest in the matter, 

in his zeal to have the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosivs], come to his rescue 

Mr. DOC Y. No; to the rescue of the law. I am in no 

il whatever. It is the law. 

Mr. POWERS (continuing). If he expects that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosivs] will damn civil-service reform 
with faint praise as vigorously as the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery] has done? 

. DOC Y. Well, I do not know. I pee that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus], who was chairman of 
the Committee on Civil Service Reform in the last House, should 
speak for himself. He is here. This amendment is avowedly an 
assault upon the existing civil-service law and regulation. 

Mr. POWERS. Do you oppose it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desired the other gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, the chairman of the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service of the last House, to define his position. 

a Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman permit aques- 
ion? 


Mr. DOCKERY. It was the other gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania I desired to hear. The position of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] is well known. He has always 
been for civil service—that sort of civil service that puts Repub- 
licans in office under a Republican Administration. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO Well, I have not seen that kind 
of civil service for some time, but I have seen four years of civil 
service that put Republicans out and put Democrats in [laugh- 
ter], and I do see a very persistent effort on the part of the mi- 
nority of this House to keep up that kind of civil service in order 
to keep Democrats in and perans Republicans from getting in. 
We are all in favor of civil service, and none more heartily than 
the gentlemen over there, who are ially in favor of the order 
of the late Executive, which they hope will continue in forcè the 
next four years. And of course the country, especially those 

ople who have profited by it by being put the civil service, 

vor its continuance. Civil service is a good thing! 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I do not want to yield all of my five minutes 


to the gentleman. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I will stop. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What I wanted to say to the gentleman was 
that the declaration of the national Democratic platform was a 
distinct denunciation of life tenure as to Federal offices. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Which Democratic platform do 
you speak of? 


Mr. DOCKERY. There is but one Democratic platform, and 
that was adopted at int 

Mr. W. A. STO We have adopted the other one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It arraigned the life-tenure policy, and I in- 
dorse it most earnestly and fully. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is an evidence of ee judg- 
ment and good sense, I rather thought, when you did that. 

TO a The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 

i 


.DOCKERY. Thope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BRostus] will be heard on this amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS, I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
answer this one question, if he will, just as if he were in the com- 
mittee room: Is it the opinion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that the sole effect of this amendment is to give some 
appointments for the Re eat ea 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. ell, I will try to answer that, 
Mr. Chairman. No. It is really for the benefit of the Democratic 
party. I think you wonld fare better in securing appointments 
under that provision which allows you to have certain numbers, 
and where the confirmation is in the Senate, than you would by 
examination. ughter. } 

Mr. SA Maybe so. But we already have appointments, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Without this law I am afraid you 
would not have them, as you would not pass. 

Mr. SAYERS. We have appointments now. These positions 
have already been filled. Now, the purpose of this amendment, as 
I understand it, and I want the gentleman to correct me if Iam 
in error, is to enable the President to make a change in the person- 
nel, not on account of inefficiency, but because some of these com- 
missioners are Democrats. Is it not so? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will answer the gentleman very 


Mr. SAVERS. Honestly, now. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will answer the gentleman hon- 


estly. understand this position to bea judicial position. In the 

pe ormance of their duties these men are filling a judicial position. 
ow, the same reason that applies to the requirements of an 

judicial position ought to apply to this. Therefore this amend- 


ment has been put in this bill. So far as these positions are con- 

cerned, I am only interested in matters that pertain to Pennsyl- 

ule: and Pennsylvania would never expect to get any one of 
em. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a vote. S 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for a 
few minutes on this amendment. As has been stated by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], it is intended to repeal the 
civil-service law so far as these twelve mineral-land -commission- 
ers are concerned. There can be no question or doubt of their 
being covered by the late order of President Cleveland. It has 
been certified by the Interior Department to the Civil Service 

Commission that these positions are in the classified service. 

At present no appointment can be made on any of these boards 
without examination and certification by the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and for this reason this amendment has been proposed. 
There was no effort to conceal the motive in the Senate, and the 
gentleman from Illinois is equally candid in declaring his purpose 
to make it stronger, if possible. All of the commissioners hereto- 
fore appointed have been removed or furloughed, and this propo- 
sition is intended to make it easy to appoint their successors with- 
out the aid of the Civil Service Commission. Those who thought 
they were protected by law now find themselves out of office. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman tell us why they have been 
removed or furloughed? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is said that it was because there was not suf- 
ficient money to pay them. That is the reason stated by the De- 
partment, and I assume that it is true; but you and I know that 
the old boards will never be allowed to meet again, whatever may 
be done with this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not the champion of the civil-service law, 
and never have been. I believe in direct methods, and despise 
shams and pretenses, and I therefore have much more respect for 
those who seek to repeal the law than I have for those who pre- 
tend to believe in it and at the same time evade and by first one 
pretext and then another defeat it. I believe in the last Democrati 
platform, which reads as follows: 


8 to life tenure in the public service. We favor appoint- 
ments upon merit, fixed terms of office, and such an administration of 


the civil-service laws as will afford equal opportunities to all citizens of ascer- 
tained fitness. 

The amendment is not inconsistent with this declaration. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want the majority in this House to under- 
stand that they do not fool the country when they support and 
enact such amendments as this and at the same time chet to be 
civil-service reformers. You must be for or againstit. The Re- 
publican platform adopted at St. Louis declares that— 

The civil-service law was placed on the statute book by the Republican 
party, which has always sus it, and we renew our repea declara- 
tions that it shall be thoroughly and honestly enforced and expanded when- 
ever practicable. 

It has been stated in the other branch of Congress, and again 
su ted here to-day, that the twelve commissioners appointed on 
the four boards in Idaho and Montana were all Democrats. “Iam 
not able to state from. personal information whether that is true 
or not, but after careful investigation, and from information 
which I believe to be absolutely reliable, I state that at least one 
member on each of three of those was appointed as a Re- 
publican, and was a Republican at the time. 

Mr. Crain, of the Cœur d’Alene district, was appointed as a 
Republican, and was nominated in the State of Idaho last summer 
for the State senate as a Republican. Mr. Leonard, of the Mis- 
soula district in Montana, is an avowed, outspoken Republican, 
was appointed as such, and is such to-day, and I understand that 
he attended the last Republican State convention of Montana as a 
delegate while a member of the board. Mr. Cavanaugh, of the 
Helena district, was appointed as a ublican, but after the 
St. Louis convention declared against the free coinage of silver 
and reversed the ition of the party upon that question, he, 
with many other lifelong Republicans, quit the party, and I 
understand he is now a Populist. 

But gentlemen on the other side can not blame the last Admin- 
istration for this change. That convention changed the political 
statns of a great many good men. Mr. Cavanaugh was appointed 
as i Republican, and I believe that he was one at the time of his 
appointment, and if so there is no cause of complaint on that 
score. The only information I have as to the minority member of 
the fourth board at Bozeman I obtained this morning from the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hartman], who says that all 
the members of that board are Democrats. 

I wanted to make this statement in regard to the political com- 
plexion of these boards, because I think that it is due to the last 
Administration that the truth should be stated and the false im- 
pressions that have gone out corrected. These boards, I think, 
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ought not to be all of the same porie party, and that part of the 
amendment is right and should be adopted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care particularly what is done 
with this amendment. The work required of these commissioners 
demands men of character, ability, industry, courage, honesty, 
good-judgment, and quick decision, and I rather believe myself 
that they ought not to be under the civil-service law. ese 
places are judicial in character and require something more than 
the 8 of an ordinary civil-service clerk. 

I believe the proper thing for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] to do would be to move to concur in the amendment; 
but since he will not do so, and expresses some desire to get it 
into conference for other changes, which may defeat minority 
representation, I believe that I will myself move to concur in the 
amendment, and let the question come squarely before the com- 
mittee now. I make that motion. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. McRag, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 3. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment (No. 19) was read, as follows: 

(19) Domestic sugar production: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
continue inquiry and ascertain the pro; made in the production of do- 
mestie 8 from beets and sorghum, including the area of available lands 


adapted thereto by irrigation or otherwise, and to investigate all other mat- 
8.600 concerning the same, for cost of labor, traveling, and other expenses, 


On motion of Mr. CANNON, the motion was nonconcurred in. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, amendment numbered 20 was con- 
curred in. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, amendments numbered 21 and 22 
were nonconcurred in. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, amendment numbered 23 was con- 
curred in, 

Amendment numbered 24 was read, as follows: 

In bean ort ra headed . Mississippi River,“ strike out, before 
the word thousand.“ the wo “five hund and eighty-three,” and in 
sert three hundred and thirty-three;“ so as to make the amount $2,333,338. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert the following: “$2,833,333, which sum, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, may be immediately available for ex- 

nditure under contract or otherwise; and of the sum hereby appropriated 

300,000 shall be deducted from the sum of $2,533,335 authorized to be appro- 
priated and expended for the fiscal year end June 30, 1899, by the act 


making appropriation for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 


d harbors, and for other purposes,” which 


tain public works on rivers an 
became a law on June 3, 1896. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to give notice that if 
that amendment is adopted I shall move to nonconcur in amend- 
ment 26, because my amendment would really supersede that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr, Chairman, I understand from the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the additional amount of $500,000 men- 
tioned in his amendment is to be taken from the appropriation 
which will be due for the fiscal year 1899. 

Mr. CANNON, Ves, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. In other words, on account of the floods along 
the -Mississippi and Missouri rivers, which have broken into the 
levees, it is proposed to anticipate the appropriation for 1899 by 
the amount of $500,000, and when that appropriation shall be 
made it will be $500,000 less than the amount authorized under 
the river and harbor act of the last Congress, 

Mr. CANNON. That is it exactly. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois 
whether that is the amendment that was agreed upon this morn- 
ing in consultation with the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CaTcHInGs]? 

Mr. CANNON. It is. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Texas has stated the matter correctly, but I may perhaps reenforce 
what he has said by a single word. This amendment does not 
increase the amount of money which, under existing law, is to be 
expended on the improvement of the Lower 5 River, but 
in view of the great floods and the extraordinary conditions exist- 
ing in the Lower Mississippi Valley, the amendment anticipates by 
one year the doing of a half a million dollars’ worth of work and 
the payment therefor, which work, if not anticipated, would be 
done for the fiscal year 1898-99 instead of for the fiscal year 1897-98. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 

The twenty-fifth amendment was then read, as follows: 

After the word “ dollars“ in line 16, page 107, insert “to be immediately 
available.” 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The twenty-sixth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


After the last amendment insert the following: 
“And the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may contract for the ex- 
of the remainder of 


diture, in advance of appropriations’ b 
— . H making appropriations for 


the sum authorized by the act entitled ‘An act 
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Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

; The twenty-seventh amendment of the Senate was read, as fol- 
OWS: 

After line 20, on 110, insert the following: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to expend from existing appropriations For dredging Salmon Bay and im- 

rovement of the waterway connecting the waters of Paget Sound, at Salmon 
Ba „with Lakes Union Pas 6 Washington, by enlarging the said waterway into 
as ip canal. with the necessary locks and appliances in connection there- 
with,’ made a the ‘act making 1 for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses,’ received by the President August 7, 1894, the sum of $10,000 in making 
a definite survey and location and plans and specifications of- said improve- 
ment from the head of Salmon Bay to termination on Smiths Cove and con- 
nect with former survey from Lake Washington to head of Salmon Bay, and 
in proper a map, showing each pee of — requ to be 
deeded to the United States or from which a release is required; with its 
metes and bounds.” 

Mr. Lewis of Washington rose. : 

Mr. CANNON. If I should submit a motion with reference to 
this amendment, it would be tononconcur; but I understand that 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis] wishes to submit a 
motion of higher privilege—a motion to concur. Am I correct? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Such is my desire. I move to 
concur in the amendment. 

Mr.SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from Wash- 
ington wish to 8 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Replying to the interrogatory of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] as to the amount of time 
I would ask, I am reques by gentlemen of the committee who 
are unacquainted with the details of this item to give them some 
explanation. I would not like to feel an unnecessary constraint; 
therefore I should be glad to havea latitude to the extentof fifteen 
or twenty minutes, though it may not be, and it is not now my 
Perper: to occupy so much time. 

r. CANNON. scones the gentleman consents to accept ten 
minutes; and if it should be 5 for him to have five min- 
utes more, the Committee of the Whole will no doubt agree to 


that. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Washington be permitted to speak ten minutes on 
this amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, the amendment which has just been read is very 
largely self-explanatory. It is a subject of importance to the 
nation in general. Iam from the State of Washington, which is 
most greatly interested in this amendment; and the city of Seat- 
tle, from whence I hail, and which is rg home, is particularly so. 

That city is in such a position that it becomes necessary—and I 
trust not displeasing to you gentlemen—to give some slight expla- 
nation of its geography in order to ascertain the pertinence and 
immediate benefits of the amendment, and more especially its 
tendency toward the general welfare. I am forbidden by the 
demands of the committee's procedure to enter further, in view 
of the five-minute limit placed on all debate upon any and all 
amendmenis, into the general project e than will 
merely explain the immediate purpose and situation of this 
amendment. 

From the city of Seattle, the farthest Northwest city of large 
commercial importance upon the Pacific Coast, you move outa 
distance of 3,000 miles in a straight course and you find your- 
selves in the port of Hongkong and in Yokohama. Five hundred 
more miles and you are in the mouth of the Lalu River, the scene 
of the final naval engagement between Japan and China. Going 
a distance of 1,000 miles to the northeast, you are amid the glaciers 
of Alaska. From Seattle, with six and one-half days’ travel south- 
ward, you are in the Islands of Hawaii. 

We are so situated as to be the main and first port of importance 
at which either commercial or naval vessels can strike anchor. 
More than forty-five years ago that incomparable soldier, George 
B. McClellan, recognized the fitness of this point for all Govern- 
ment ses, and in his official capacity.recommended to the 
Uni States that the city of Seattle and her waters be utilized 
for the purpose of national defense as well as of universal com- 
merce, 

Gentlemen of the committee, if you will pardon me in assum- 
ing to be quite familiar with you in description, I will use this 
Congressional Hall, this Chamber, and our anterooms as illustra- 
tions, because a map is not altogether instructive when one is not 
e with the topography of a country. Lassume this Hall 
to tgs city of Seattle, a city of sixty-eight or seventy thousand 
peop 

In 


e. 
front of us lies Puget Sound, that Venetian inland sea—the 
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right arm of the Pacific Ocean. Behind us, we will assume, in 
the cloakroom of my friends on the right, is Lake Union; and in 
the cloakroom on the left would be Lake Washington, a much 
larger body of fresh water—25 miles in length, 34 miles in width 
and having a depth of 50 to 150 feet. This is a fresh-water body 
na y—a capacious lake as beautiful as Geneva and as neces- 
toy to commerce as Lake Michigan. , 

he report of General McClellan proceeded to suggest that this 
be made a fresh-water harbor for the purpose of marine protec- 
tion and likewise for defensive and commercial p That 
you may see how thoroughly this idea was accentuated, I remind 
the honorable gentlemen that the commerce going out of the city 
of Seattle alone, asa result of this improvement, amounts to 3,000,- 
000 tons yearly. It is disseminated to all parts of the civilized 
world—4,000,000,000 feet of timber, 16,000,000,000 in King County, 
wherein is laid the improvement, 20,000 tons of coal from the 
King County mines, saying nothing as to the limitless quantities 
of grain which would seek its market through this source. It is 
necessary as a fresh-water harbor, and the only way in which it 
could be utilized was to cut a canal or waterway through from 
the salt water into this fresh-water lake, and with locks prepare 
it for such harbor. This was the project; this was the national 
necessity. General Alexander, one of the engineers of this Goy- 
ernment twenty-five years ago, made his report as to this neces- 
sity and urged this utilization. 

e subject came before Congress in different ways upon differ- 
ent occasions heretofore. At last, in 1894, Congress appropriated 
825.000 for the accomplishment of that end. In a subsequent Con- 
gress this appropriation was increased to $150,000. But attached 
to this later appropriation was the condition that the goonie of 
my vicinity and State should give to the Government the neces- 
sary land, and should procure for it a right of way through all 
contiguous land essential for the accomplishment of the enter- 
prise, and this without expense to the Government, 

Lately, in the last Congress, in the month of March, an amend- 
ment was submitted . for a cadastral survey 
of the new route along which the land was to be condemned. 

I will now use the letter Y as a further illustration. Proceed- 
ing upon the basis of that illustration, the enterprise had proceeded 

_along the stem of the letter. and when it had reached the root of 
the stem the Engineer Department, having in the meantime con- 
ducted additional investigation, under the supervisicn of the War 
Department, came to the conclusion that the route toShilshole Bay 
was not quite as feasible as the one by Smiths Cove—to the right 
wing of the V. I display before you the official map designating 
the new projected route, Therefore they proceed at the root of 
the stem of the letter Y. 

The Secretary of War was then authorized by Congress in 1897 
to make a survey, and $10,000 out of the appropriation previously 
made was designated by Congress to be used for the purpose of 
this survey, in order that it might be determined in what exact 
direction to go and what land should be taken and the names of 
the owners and descriptions of the allotments to be dealt with. 

In pursuance of previously enacted State law, land has been 
condemned; our people have given to the United States in land 
seven and one-half times the value of this appropriation sought 
fromthe Federal Government. I could read, if necessary, a quota- 
tion from the report of the Department sustaining my position. 

In the conference committee in the last Congress this item of 
$10,000 to be taken from the existing appropriation for the pu 
merely of ascertaining the best method of expenditure; and for 
the survey, was stricken out, under the assumption, as I am in- 
formed, that it was a new appropriation rather than a mere direc- 
tion as to the manner of the use of an old one. The matter came 
up lately in the Senate, where, for reasons which I trust in a moment 
will be apparent, this amendment was again offered and accepted. 
When it came before the open committee of the Senate, some objec- 
tions were made, apparently upon the line which I have indicated 
thatis, upon the line of the objections formerly obtaining or fancied 
to exist—of “new legislation“ or "diverted appropriation.” 

I find that Senator ALLISON, of Iowa, made objection to the 
amendment on the ground that it was a diversion of a previous 
appropriation and was new legislation. His attention was called 
by Senator TURNER to the fact that this idea which had been 
indulged previously was a mistake, and then, upon learning the 
fact, the honorable Senator from Iowa withdrew his objection, it 
appearing that the amendment proposed to expend merely a part 
of a previous pln area prescribing clearly the manner in 
which these lands could be further surveyed. I read from the 
RECORD of Wednesday last. t 
_ The matter is before this honorable committee now to concur 
in thisamendment. I donot know what objections may be urged 
toit. Iam informed by most eminent gentlemen, and particu- 
larly by the eminent and distinguished chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. Cannon], that, as to himself, he was originally opposed 
to the enterprise and that he shall unceasingly fight it; that from 
information from high authority he understands it to be, in legis- 
lative parlance, ‘‘a job.” But I insist that, the whole question 


having been considered by former sessions and discussion year 
after year proceeding upon the subject, and the wisdom of the 
House having been sought upon it and a conclusion favorabl 

reached, reference or imputation ought to be forever banished. 
I fancy the eminent gentleman would not assume at this time 


that such would be a subject of interruption to a degree that 
would go to defeat the use of the money already appropriated. 

I have assumed to state to you, gentlemen, what there is in this 
amendment, and its real purpose and object. 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have con- 
sumed. May I trouble on for the inquiry? 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman’s time has just expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask that he be allowed five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If I am to be allowed only five 
minutes, I should like to reserve that time for the purpose of re- 
plying to anything that may besaid by way of objection, or answer- 
ing any questions that may be asked by gentlemen who may be 
unacquainted with the situation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then Lask that the gentleman have ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
he can secure an opportunity later to reply, if he desires to do so. 
Consent is asked that the gentleman’s time be extended for ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, I extend my very grateful appre- 
ciation to the gentlemen. I will occupy the time allowed me in 
reading to you from the report of the engineers and their state- 
ment of this enterprise. I read from volume 1, page 453: 

Waterway connecting Puget Sound with Lakes Union and Washington.— 
This is a new work and contemplates the construction of a ship canal overa 


par of the route selected and surveyed under authority of the river and har- 
r act of September 19, 1890, by a of engineers duly appointed. 


And now I refer you to the remainder of the report, extending 


.| the volume to anyone concerned. I dare not read longer of this, 


lest in so doing I exhaust my time. 

I take the liberty rather of reading to you the late report of the 
engineers in answer to a letter written by an honorable Senator of 
the State of Washington. I read you the report of the engineers, 
with their original signatures. Answering the Senator in respect 
to the adoption of the route, they say: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, July 27, 1894. 


tfully acknowledge the receipt of the 


Sin: 1. We have the honor to 
i e 25th instant, by reference for a brief 


Hon. Watson C. Squire's letter of 


8 of opinion in regard to the project of the propose improvement 
of 55 between Lake Washington and Puget Sound, and to state 
as follows: 


2. We have, as engineers, been more or less familiar with this project of 
connecting these waters, and interested in its study and development, pro- 
fessionally, for some years past. and during our recent visit tothe Sound, on 
public duty in connection with the dry-dock construction at the naval sta- 
3 Port Orchard, we availed ourselves of the opportunity of visiting the 

locality. 

3. Our observations at that time have only served to confirm the conclu- 
sions previously formed as to the entire feasi ves of the B80 ect, and the 
great value which access to Lake Washington would be to avy as well 
as tocommerce at large. 

4. The Navy needs such a sheltered, fresh-water harbor, with good anchor- 
age, for laying up its steel vessels, etc., as a necessary adjunct of the navy- 
yard on the Sound, such as is now availed of in the waters of the Delaware 
and James rivers, on the North Atlantic coast, as the deterioration of steel 
and iron bottoms in sea water is well known to be very great, both from 
fouling and corrosion, and their life and efficiency would be much prolonged 
by frequent visits to fresh water when in service and by laying them up in it 
when not in commission. 

5. The great activity of the teredo in the waters of the Sound renders all 
timber construction of wharves, trestles, coal bunkers, ete. along the harbor 
and nayy-yard fronts very costly both to build and to maintain, while the 
limited anchorage ground available in the harbor and the great range of 
tides at once increase the necessity for extensive wharfage constructions in 
deep water. All these disadvan and obstacles to commerce would be 
overcome by the improvement of this waterway to make the fresh waters of 
the lake accessible, as 8 

6. The cost of this work appears to be small in comparison with the vest 

great advantages to the Navy and commerce which its construction woul 
secure. 
7. If there be no serious objections to the lowering of Lake Washington to 
the level of Lake Union, which seems much to be desired—and there appears 
to be no engineering difficulties in the way—access to both lakes would then 
be had through the single lock as projected and required at the outlet into 
the Sound, thus bringing the fresh waters of Saimon Bay and Lakes Union 
and Washington all to the border of the Sound, and saying both time and 
cost in reaching them. 

8. The existence of this fine, sheltered, and tideless fresh-water harbor on 
this coast, situated as it isin sucha mild climate, in the midst of great natural 
resources, 8 skirted by railways and reached direct by three transcon- 
tinental lines, and its proximity to our naval station, requiring such an ad- 
junct, would seem to raise this question of its availability by this proposed 
improvement of the waterway to one of national importance. 

Very respectfully, 


P. C. ASSERSON, 
Civil Engineer, United States Navy. 
„G. MENOCAL, 
Civil Engineer, United States Navy. 
„ ©. PRINDLE, 
Civil Engineer, United States Navy. 
To the honorable the SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


These are the original signatures of the engineers. I can not, 
gentlemen of the committee, by any elaboration on my part, add 
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to the strength of the statement or make more manifest or clear to 
you the feasibility of the design, unless by adding, as a mere con- 
clusion at this time (fearing that to go further is to encroach upon 
the courtesy extended by the committee), that this matter has been 
discussed by both Houses of Con, four consecutive times, its 
feasibility, availability, practicability and necessity haying been 
determined and foreclosed. 

The appropriation having been twice made, and increased at 
each successive Congress, the only question before it now is the 
utilization of that which has already been appropriated; in other 
words, in order that the further survey upon the now suggested 
change of route be proceeded with, and that this appropriation be 
used or permitted to be used, in order to have a cadastral survey 
made by which our people may know along which line they shall 
further condemn, having condemned up to a certain point, and 
being compelled to stop by reason of this interruption. 

I have stated the situation, and I trust, gentlemen, you will see 
no embarrassment to concur in this amendment. Ican not at this 
time anticipate objections, but it will be my pleasure, as it is 
always my pleasure, to answer any questions concerning it, and 
then I will ask the liberty of replying to any objections urged. I 
will not consume your time further, nor will I trespass upon it, 
seeing that my allotted time has long since expired. I thank you, 
gentlemen. 8 on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I crave the attention of the 
committee for a few moments while I talk about this amendment 
and what is involved in it. There is no more important amend- 
ment on this bill. I doubt if there is any amendment so impor- 
tant; certainly none so important from the mere money stand- 
point. With thatstatement, Iwill come downto whatI understand 
to be involved. Let us read the amendment. First, let us read 
the appropriation. Gentlemen will recollect that we made a river 
and harbor appropriation a year ago in which our friends told us 
then, and have told us from that time to this, many of them, that 
we broke the record. A good many items were in it that ought 
not to have been in it. 

I said then that 1 thought upon the whole, considering the size 
of it, that it was a pretty good river and harbor bill, if we were 
ready tospend somuch money; but there were various propositions 
on it that never ought to have been on it. There was one ont there 
on the Oregon coast, Yaquina Bay, $1,000,000. Now, we have not 
appropriated for Yaquina Bay, although it is authorized in that 
river and harbor act. Why? Because there is no excuse for it. 
Therefore this bill does not provide for Yaquina Bay, although 
the contract system applies to it as much as it does to the break- 
water at the mouth of the Delaware. Now, this 8 
abounds modestly in that appropriation bill, but it does not fig- 
ure in the aggregate. Let me read it to you. How modest it is: 

For dredging Salmon Bay and improvement of the 8 connecting 
the waters of t Sound with Lakes Union and Washi: n Dy enlarging 
the said waterway into a ship canal, with the necessary | and appliances 
in connection therewith, 000: Provided, That no part of said amount shall 
be expended on the improvement of the waterway connecting the waters of 
Puget Sound with Lakes Union and Washington until the entire right of wa: 
and a release from all liability to adjacent iarria $ owners haye been Adda i 
to the United States, free of cost and to the action of the Secretary of 
War; said canal to be constructed either by the Smiths Cove route or by the 
Shilshole Bay route, in the discretion of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. CANNON, Yes. 

Mr.SAYERS. Was that project recommended by the Engineer 


Department? 

Mr. C ON. So far as I have been able to find, nowhere. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I pardon. May I interrupt 
the gentlemen? I have here the original recommendation in the 
ep es panoorin 

. CANNON. I have consulted the reports. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Iwas sure you were misled, and 
I know that you would not desire to mislead the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Igo to the recommendations of the Chief of 
Engineers and the Engineer Department for the reports. 

ow, then, I have no doubt on earth that you car find an army 
engineer—one or more—that will report upon almost any propo- 
sition of improvement. It may be wise now, and it may be wise 
in a thousand years. But a report by a subordinate officer recom- 
mending this improvement, 5 Spee by the Chief of Engineers, 
a proved by the 3 of War, transmitted by the President, 
ve been unable to find. One may be in existence. 

But waiving that matter, let us see what you would gather from 
this provision upon the last river and harbor bill, namely, that 
there is a chance to make a ship canal to connect Puget Sound 
with Lake Washington at a cost of $150,000, and that somebody 
should donate the land on which to dig the canal. Now, is not 
that about the size of it? Itseemstomeso. What has happened 
since? Why, here I hold in my hand the Engineer's report for 
1896. What do I find? I find that by the Shilshole Bay route it 
will cost, after the right*of way has been given, $2,900,000. I find 
by the Smith’s Cove route it cost $3,500,000, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. CANNON. I should like a little more time. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Permit me to move that the gentle- 
man have such time as he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will have 
permission to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. CANNON. I will try not to trespass upon the House long. 

Now, then, what does this Senate amendment do? It diverts 
$10,000 to pay the expense of what? For a cadastral survey; and 
yet for this the Government is not bound to pay this expense. 
It diverts that to make a definite survey and location and for 
plans and 8 of said improvement. Where? From 
the head of Salmon Bay to the termination of Smiths Cove. 

In other words, it locates for the first time the route of this 

canal; not on the cheapest route, of $2,900,000, but on the most 
expensive—$3,500,000. In other words, it is at the expense of the 
Government, after this survey has been made, after this report 
has been made, to pay for this cadastral survey, and absolutely 
takes it out of the domain of doubt and commits the Government 
to the work of the construction of this canal, costing $3,500,000. 
Well, now, that is legislation by a modest little Senate amend- 
ment! I did not know much about it until I began to look the 
matter up. It is most extraordinary. Mind you, this $8,500,000 
does not figure in the $70,000,000 aggregated in the last appropria- 
tion bill, but only $150,000 of it. 
This is not a river and harbor appropriation bill. I do not want 
it by legislation turned into a river and harbor bill. Iam not 
very familiar with engineers’ reports; but if these great works 
ought to be founded and started and the money expended, let the 
River and Harbor Committee, after full investigation, provide for 
the expenditure. 

Now, then, a word or two further. In the interest of Seattle, I 
do not believe this expenditure of $3,500,000 ought to be made. I 
do not think the Government is much interested in it. But out 
on that magnificent Sound—Puget Sound—that God made (and 
He never made a handsomer body of water) Seattle and Tacoma 
are going toexpend, and are expending, large sums of money from 
a eral governmental standpoint, and properly so. 

e have just completed at Port Orchard a dock at Gd¥- 
ernment expense. An army post has been or will soon be estab- 
lished on the Sound. Ata proper point on that magnificent bod 
of water we are fortifying that Sound, as we ought to do, expend- 
ing very large amounts upon the emplacement of guns and fixing 
guns there for defense. That is right and proper. There are 

lenty of other expenditures to be made that are immediate. 
ell, now, what is the excuse for this appropriation? Why, the 
say this $3,500,000 will enable ships in Navy to go throug’ 
this canal, pass through the locks, out of the salt water in Puget 
Sound, and rest in peace, by night and by day, in Lake Washing- 
ton or Lake Unjon; and that, lo and behold, after due time, the 
barnacles will proceed to fall off, and the bottoms of the ships 
will be clean. 

Well, now, I guess that is so; but, after all, can not that be done 
much cheaper? God made Columbia River, and there are 150 
miles, if I am correctly informed, above its mouth. Man has over- 
come the obstructions of the bar at the mouth of Columbia River, 
at a very great expense, on appropriations made on river and har- 
bor bills, and as to that great river, leading up to Portland and up 
to The Dalles, where Uncle Sam's ships can come in, they can 
cross over the bar and pass through the canal, if we expend this 
$3,500,000. 

Now, let me say, and I want to say it respectfully, in my judg- 
ment this House never would have this item or have done 
anything to inaugurate this work had it not been that it was 

laced on the river and harbor bill modestly at $150,000, and the 
ouse, as I am informed by a member of the River and Harbor 
Committee, again and again and in turned it down. 

But the Senators, under their parliamentary usages, which, so far 
as I know, speaking respectfully, abound in courtesy and personal 
requests more than they do in the contents of Jefferson’s Manual 
[laughter], kept insisting, and so it is in the bill. I am not criti- 
cising. Iam just telling the history of this thing as I understand 
it. Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
Lewis], for whom I have respect, coming as he does into this 
House new in the public service here, representing that magnifi- 
cent State of his, living upon that splendid Sound, representing 
that great pone for appropriations that will come thick and fast, 
thicker and faster, perhaps, than the Treasury can conveniently 
accommodate them—I want to say to him that in my 8 
his beautiful city and the public service upon that Sound, with all 
its surroundings, would be better served if this work, costing three 
millions and a when completed, should be, to say the least of 
it, postponed, and we should go on to provide for matters of more 
immediate concern. 

The gentleman may say that this would have been an apt speech 
to have been made by some Senator who formerly represented the 
State of Washington in the coordinate branch of Congress. Well, 
Iwill not make it. Senators change and have changed. Iam not 
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here to discuss that, but Tam here to say that this innocent amend- 
ment means, if we adoni it, that we adopt this canal project and 
locate and acceptit, and in the light of this report we commit our- 
selves by this amendment, innocent as it seems, to the e diture 
of three millions and a half of dollars for a work which I do not 
believe oughteto be done at the public expense, at least for a gen- 
eration to come. Therefore I trust the committee will vote down 
the motion of the gentleman from Washington to concur. That 
will amount to nonconcurrence, and then I hope the Senate will 
recede from the amendment when it is informed of the decided ob- 
jections of the House to the proposition, rue, 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois tell us what 
acadastral map is? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I had to look at the dictionary myself 
[laughter], and I found that “ cadastral” means relating to land, 
and that a cadastral map is one which exhibits the contour of the 
land 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If I may take the liberty to an- 
swer the inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania not assum- 
ing, however, more intelligence than is by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Llinois, I will say that a cadastral map 
or survey is a map or survey which denotes on its surface the par- 
ticular pieces of land which are to be taken, their situation, their 
relative rise or fall, their topography, their general appearance to 
the eye—in other words, a map which presents practically a photo- 
graph of the land, i 

r. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Washington let me 
have the letter of recommendation to which he referred? 

Mr. Lewis of Washington handed the letter to Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment this is one of 
the many bad items that entered into the formation of the river 
and harbor bill of the last Congress. I did not understand from 
the gentleman from Washington that there was any recommenda- 
tion whatever from the Engineer Department for the inauguration 
and completion of this work. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If I mayinterrupt the gentleman, 
if he so understood me, it was not my intention to convey any 
such impression. I have given him the report, and I am sure he 
will conclude, upon the examination of it, that he is mistaken. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is dated in 1892. I mean that there was 
no recommendation to the last Co: = s 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The amendment was made merely 
for the purpose of a change of route, and the gentleman holds in 
his 1 the recommendation of that change. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois has informed us 
that he examined the report of the Chief of Engineers to Congress 
and the estimates contained in that report and that he found 
among them no estimate and no recommendation whatever for the 
construction of this work. 

Now, if that be true, and if it be further true that this project 
was put upon the river and harbor bill, not by the nlar com- 
mittee of either House in charge of the bill, but after the bill had 
been reported to the Senate, I think my statement is justified. 
After the bill had been reported to the Senate, this amendment, I 
am informed, was offered by the Senator from Washington, and 
so it was incorporated in the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman. here is a project which, before it shall be 
completed, will involve the Government in an expenditure of more 
than three million anda half of dollars. A hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars of that sum, as stated by the gentleman from 
Tlinois, has been appropriated, but it can not be used until pro- 
vision is made for the survey which is embraced in this amend- 
ment. 

Tam o to the amendment, even upon the explanation 
given by the gentleman from Washington himself, leaving alto- 
gether out of account the condition of the Treasury. Inasmuch 
as we have no recent report from the War Department in refer- 
ence to this great and expensive project, I do not think it will 
be wise, upon a sundry civil appropriation bill, a bill which has 
no jurisdiction of such matters, to authorize this e diture. 

My judgment is against the appropriation, and I believe that 
this matter should be deferred until the regular session of the 
present Congress, so that the River and Harbor Committee—a 
committee intrusted by the rules of this House with jurisdiction 
over such matters—may give this project further and careful con- 
sideration. As Ihave already said, the expenditure contemplated 
is very large and we ought to go no further in the matter until a 
2 investigation by the proper committee shall have been 


I appeal to this committee to vote down the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Washington and to support the motion made by the 
entleman from Illinois that the amendment be nonconcurred in. 
fao not believe that this committee will act wisely if it should vote 
to concur in the amendment, because there is no Representative 
here who has information sufficient upon the subject to justify 


him in caring an affirmative vote on the proposition. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I am not uncon- 


scious of, but on the contrary I am strongly impressed with, the 
situation by which Tam surrounded. I ize that I am, as 
the distinguished gentleman from IIlinois has remarked, a new 
member, unacquainted with the customs and the wisdom of this 
House. Iam confronted on this question with the opposing opin- 
ions of two gentlemen whose previous services for this country 
commend them to universal regard at all times. 

I would not be so audacious as to question the excellent judg- 
ment of the one, the honest conviction of the other; yet while it 
may be true that as a new member I may be trespassing upon 
some of the unwritten laws with respect to the decorum of defer- 
ence due long service in the House, I must, nevertheless, dispute 
their professed disinterestedness in stating their present position, 
contrary to the interests of my own city and State. I differ from 
them with great respect. I know their sagacity; I appreciate their 
influence. I stand peeminy alone in the advocacy of this enter- 
prise. Iam the only representative of my State on this floor at 
the present time, my esteemed colleague being absent and not 
having such information on this subject as my research has en- 
abled me to bring to this House. 

I may be new in the service of this House, but I am not new in 
the isan wpe of this subject, and I must charge against these 
two honorable gentlemen, with great respect, that neither of them 
has offered any respectable or influential objection that can stand 
constitutionally, legally, or morally as a matter of fact or logic 
against either the inception or the conclusion of this enterprise. 
I know that those gentlemen do not appear here for the purpose 
of vanquishing a young State in her just contests or a champion, 
like myself, needing the guidance of so distinguished a gentleman 
as the honorable chairman of the committee. If I can not succeed 
in successfully submitting to this House my reasons in favor of 
this proposition—reasons justified in the letter of the law and the 
ee of justice—certainly I shall not expect the House to accept 
this proposition. 

What is the first objection presented here by the gentleman 
from Illinois? He comes here with the assertion that there is no 
report on the route. Then, too, I must meet the objection of the 
distinguished gentleman from Texas, than whom I know there is 
none on this floor better calculated to impart to the House infor- 
mation and the dictates of sound judgment on matters of this 
import. 

If it be true that my friend from Texas has considered this ques- 
tion solely with reference to the interest of the Government, nnem- 
barrassed by any selfish consideration, and from this he says the 
Government ought not to become pledged to the project, and if it 
is true that my friend from Dlinois is influenced solely by his zeal 
in behalf of the Treasury, am I to permit the interests of my State 
to be overlooked; am I to 1 my patriotic people and my sov- 
ereign Commonwealth to deprived of their rights becanse of 
the brilliant abilities of these gentlemen and their imposing stand- 
ing in this House alone, where their information nor investiga- 
tion has been given to the House to justify their unsustained con- 
tention? e 

I beg to call the attention of the gentleman from Texas to his 
own remark on the floor of this House in the Fifty-first Congress, 
when an appropriation was offered for the harbor of Galveston. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], who I am now told 
is convalescing from a serious illness and will be enabled soon to 
return to his official duties here, to the delight of us all, raised the 
point that the Government could not be committed to this enter- 
prise; that it was new; that it had not been the subject of legis- 
lative investigation, the exact point now suggested by the gentle- 
man from Texas. When that point was raised, my distinguished 
friend from Texas answered the gentleman from lowa by saying 
that the Government was already committed to the enterprise. 

He stated that Congress had made appropriations some seven 
years before, and, indeed, fourteen years before. Here is the 
appropriation,” said my esteemed friend, “ what are you going to 
do about it? Is it right that it be carried back into the Treasury, 
or is it to be utilized for the purpose contemplated?” My esteemed 
friend from Texas cailed attention to these facts. That was 
his auswer—that the Government had committed itself and he 
thonght it right that the measure should go forward. Is there no 
moral estoppel by conduct applicable to the gentleman from 
Texas? [Laughter.]} 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. CANNON. Lask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

There was no Sry 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington, My distinguished friend from 
Illinois has said that no route has been detined for this enterprise, 
and my friend from Texas has said that we have no information 
here except from the “nondescript engineers.“ Lean notimpeach 
these gentlemen with negligence. I will not charge them with 
personal feeling in this matter. 

But I assume that in their pressing engagements they have not 
been able to make sufficient investigation to relieve themselves 
of their misapprehensions upon this subject. Sir, I hold in my 
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hand not the report of any “nondescript” engineer. but the report 
of the Secretary of War making the recommendation not only of 


the route, but recognizing its TSIT. 

Mr. SAYERS. The statement of “the gentleman from Texas” 
was that this subject came up in the last Congress when the river 
and harbor bill was being framed, and when, so far as ‘‘ the gentle- 
man from Texas” was advised, they had received no information 
from the Secretary of War which would justify the incorporation 
of this oe in that bill. S 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I accept the explanation of the 

ntleman, From it I discover the present condition to be that 

ough in some previous Congress there was information sufficient 
to justify this body to make appropriation, yet because in some 
other Congress the same subject-matter did not come up and be 
Stee over in detail again, the proposition is not to be received at 
time. 

If the position of my friend from Texas was correct, that after 
spproprakons have been carried on the books from year to year, 
have n increased or added to year after year, yet when the 
subject is renewed the 8 is to be regarded as entirely 
novel, the evidence presented is to be disregarded, 3 
the marshaling of proof which may in the beginning have justifie 
Con in approving the enterprise, when is anything settled, 
anything decided, anything concluded, or safe from covert assaults? 

it the honorable gentleman means what he says, I ask whether 
in the discussion already referred to in the Fifty-first Con- 
gos he did not, upon the interrogation of some gentleman— 

think the gentleman from New York [Mr. PayNE]—say that if 
such an objection as he urges was to prevail, Rule of this 
House prohibiting amendments to general appropriation bills, 
which would change the effect of an existing 5 law, 
would have to be regarded as meaningless, and by such means 
wholly avoided? Did you, sir, not make such defense? [Langh- 
ter.] Is such not e now? I apply it. 

My honored friend is simply wrong in hisinformation. He cer- 
tainly does not desire to wrong my State or my people. He wasa 
member of this honorable House, ever gracing it by his distin- 

ished ability, when this original enterprise went through. Was 

is voice raised against it then? Were these objections heard then? 
If they were, the wisdom of this House overruled them. If they 
were not, why not, and why wait until now? Because un- 
founded. 

(Here the hammer fell, but the gentleman from Washington was 
unanimously accorded further time.] 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Now, sir, I am unable to see that 
the first objection has any foundation. Second, say they—my 
friend on my right, the distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] says—the Engineer’s report shows that there has 
never been an indorsement of this latter route. Sir, I must differ 
from you again. May I trouble the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] to hand me the paper that he is serosa 

Mr. SAYERS. Itisa letter from a United States Senator to 
the Secretary of War, I believe. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. And more, I hold in my hand a 
letter from a former United States Senator [Hon. W. C. Squire] 
of my State to the Secretary of War, seeking from him the infor- 
mation as to whether this new route was recommended, and 
whether it was approved by the Secretary of War. The distin- 

nished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] under the press of 
his engagements [laughter] was unable to ascertain for himself 
whether such had ever been made, and upon that theory opposed 
the allowance of this 3 which had already been made. 

My esteemed friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers], under the im- 
pression gained through the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON], likewise sustained and reenforced the objection. Now, if 
this route was founded upon the information or recommendation 
of the Secretary of War, the objections must essentially fall, be- 
cause the basis upon which they are predicated is not there. I hold 
in my hand that letter from the Secretary of War, signed Daniel 
Lamont, Secretary of War,” in answer toa letter from a Senator of 
the United States, in which he recommends this change of route 
upon the report of the engineers, and, first referring to that report, 
both recommends and adopts it. 

Mr. SAYERS. May I have that lettera moment? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Undoubtedly. I willask the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] if he desires in my time to read 
the letter to the House? [Laug eni I pass, then, to the third 
objection. My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says there is a 
diversion, and he objects on that ground. I must explain to him 
that he is wrong. There is no diversion of the appropriation 
from the purpose to which it was originally addressed That same 
objection was made in another place. I will again read from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. SAYERS. Just one moment. Will the gentleman allow 
me? I believe the gentleman just made the statement that the 
a a of War had recommended this appropriation. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Ah, no, sir, 


Mr. SAYERS. What did the gentleman say in reference to it? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I stated that the Secretary of War 
had recommended the change of route. I repeat it, sir, and insist 
that the declaration before you in that letter contradicts your 
assertion upon that. 

Mr, SAYERS. I understand there is no recommendation from 
the Secretary of War in this. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. May I have that paper? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; please read it. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I shall be delighted to read it, 
In the first place, I know the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
will be fair. I want to know, Did the gentleman state to this 
House that there was no report or recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of War? 

Mr. SAYERS. Read the recommendation. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Will the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS] say whether he stated as his objection that there 
was no recommendation as to this route, as did the eminent gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], or did I misunderstand the 
gentlemen? Answer. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I ask permission to continue. I 
am the only advocate of this measure and have been much inter- 


rupted. 
Ar. CANNON. I hope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
tended ten minutes. It is fair. t 

Mr. DANFORD. Iobject. 

Mr. SAYERS. Give him fiye minutes, then. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
DANFORD] that I think we can make headway if the time of the 

entleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis] is extended ten minutes. 

t will soon pe by. I hope, even with that extension, we can 
finish the bill to-day. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Gentlemen will not lose sight of 
the fact that much of my time is occupied in answering questions 
addressed to me by honorable gentlemen. I trust my time may 
be extended. 

Mr. SAYERS, I will state what I said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has not yet been extended. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DANFORD] objected. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is a matter of importance to the constitu- 
ency of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis], and I 
renew the hart that his time may be extended for ten minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Unanimous consent is given. 

Mr. DANFORD. Iam not captious; I hoped to finish to-day. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that what I said 
was this: That there was no estimate from the Engineer's Office 
or the Secretary of War in the report to Congress for the inau- 

ration of this work. I did not say that he did not hold in his 

and an indorsement upon a letter written by the Senator from 
Washington to him ding the work. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. You mean to the Secretary of 


War. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; to the Secretary of War, and if the gen- 
tleman will read that indorsement I hardly think he will find any 
recommendation whatever in the indorsement. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Has the gentleman concluded? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The gentleman’s statement suf- 
fices for me. 

Mr. SAYERS. Please read the indorsement, 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The gentleman is infinitely cor- 
rect, in view of the fact that he states now that the letter addressed 
by the Senator to the Secretary of War has a response which my 
esteemed friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is not inclined to con- 
strue as an indorsement, but admits is a recommendation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Read the indorsement. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will read the whole of the letter 
if my time is not to be taken from me by reading it in full. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I will readit. I will get five minutes. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will be pleased to give the gen- 
tleman any time out of my own. 

Mr. SAYERS. Read the indorsement. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will read a portion of this letter: 

The two reports above referred to were considered by the board— 
to wit, the Board of Engineers, 

That is what the gentleman desired to ask, whether those 
routes had been approved or recommended by the board. 

Mr. SAYERS. o, sir; not by the board. What I stated was 
that there was no recommendation from the Secretary of War. 
He just makes a report, or puts upon it an indorsement without 
a recommendation, as I said. ~ 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have not 
the time to draw the distinction between a recommendation“ 
and a report,“ in order that my friend from Texas may escape. 
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e The gentleman agrees with me in this matter that 

e Board of Engineers have made a report to the Secretary of 

are and the Secretary of War makes his recommendation upon 
at report. 

Mr.SAYERS. No, sir; I said there was no recommendation 
there. He finds that a certain report has been made to him, or 
which was on record in his office. ; 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I will ask the gentleman from 
Texas if he will not give his attention to what was said by the Sec- 
retary of War in the Sg oes of 1890? wee 

Mr. SAYERS. The letter which the gentleman holds in his 
hand is the one which was the subject of controversy. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. But it will not do for my esteemed 
friend to state one thing first and have the approval read, and, 
when I show that it has the approval of the Secretary of War, for 
him to say that if it has his approval it must be found in this let- 
ter or not at all. I did not anticipate that the gentleman would 
resort to tactics such as that. The Secretaryof War has indorsed 
this project. That matter has been distinctly disposed of in this 
honorable body before, and the Government became committed to 
the enterprise as one both feasible and necessary for the Govern- 
ment. These matters are all foreclosed, and this is a recommenda- 
tion for a continuation of the work; and I must insist that these 
are sufficient reasons. 

My esteemed friend from Mlinois says that you will spend 
$3,500,000 on this project. I call the attention of the House to a 
reference made in a report on file in the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, showing the expense that this Government has been put 
to for the preservation of the Navy and the revenue cutters for 
the last twenty years from the attacks of the teredo and other 
marine insects. It has been $3,715,000, and if every cent that my 
esteemed friend speaks of be rg hana it will be a saving to 
the Government of $215,000 by the prevention of the destruction 
of the Government shipping—all effected by making this appro- 


riation. 

3 The gentleman speaks about Columbia River. That has noth- 
ing to do with this matter. The point of the Columbia River re- 
ferred to is 250 miles farther south. It can not be reached in 
safety on account of the reefsand bar. In the years while this 
measure has been pending seven vessels were lost at the mouth of 
that river, some with their passengers and crews. Their freight, 
both of souls and commerce, pass to the depths and are lost. They 
strike there on the reef, there is merely a stroke for a moment, and 
then destruction, a gurgle, and silence of the sea for the balance 
of time. The Charteston, the Navy vessel, could not cross that 
bar on the event of a late Fourth of July occasion, and put back 
to Puget Sound, defeated in the 0 

Shall the esteemed tleman from Illinois say that that shall 
continually be resorted to? Shall geographical situations be taken 
into account in making these ap ropriations? Thegentleman says 
he would be willing for our State of Washington to get something. 
I say to him that I most respectfully claim that that State shall 
share well in the future at the hands of this Government. That 
State has seventeen rivers. It has the largest amount of water of 
any State in the Union save the State of New York. 

t has a population of 410,000, with eight cities averaging a 
population of 8,000 and six cities with a population of more than 
15,000 each: and yet that State, sir, in that Congress which has 
been denominated the “‘ billion-dollar Congress” received $10,000. 
Will the esteemed and honorable gentleman point out to me some 
of the prodigality with which that State has been treated in pub- 
lie expenditures to which he refers? Not a court-house, not a 
pes office, but one custom depot, during all the years of its state- 

ood. [Applause.] 

Its law-abiding citizens, increasing during the course of years, 
have a right to expect at the hands of Congress the same consid- 
eration which has been given to other communities, and that its 
enterprises may receive that proper consideration at the hands of 
the Government which has been guaranteed by the Constitution 
to every sovereign community in the United States. It pays its 
taxes and gives unceasing devotion to flag and country, to laws 
and justice; why should you discriminate against it? [Applause.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is not in the line of a question 
which I wish to propound, but a statement I wish to make in line, 
I think, with the gentleman’s argument. I happened to be upon 
the River and Harbor Committee, and in view of the statement 
that no investigation was made, I think it quite in line with the 
gentleman's argument to make a statement in regard to this par- 
ticular appro priation. 

Mr. L IS of Washington. If I may be pardoned, the state- 
ment was made from the other side. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I so understood, and wish to call 
the attention of the committee to a certain statement the Engineer 


Unquestionably, I will yield to 


in Chief made in recommending it. It is found in the report of 
the engineer who reported to the Chief of Engineers. It will be 
found on page 3355, part 5, of the oe nde of 1896, and with the per- 
mission of the gentleman [ will read it: 

The amount that can 8 expended upon the work during the 
next fiscal year depends upon when the title to the ht of way is trans- 
ferred. If it is transferred in time to permit the work of construction to 
begin previous to the beginning of the fiscal year, $500,000 can be profitably 
expended during the year. But in view of the uncertainty at this o as to 
when the title will be transferred. no recommendation is made. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors acted not at haphazard 
at all, but made a thorough investigation of this matter. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I am very happy to have the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin come to the rescue of the committee by 
stating these pertinent facts, Let me supplement what he has 
said with the statement that we have already procured the title 
and condemned the land. It is now ready for transfer to the Gov- 
ernment, to meet the conditions, and it is for that reason that we 
ask the survey, without having to wait a year—the regular ses- 
sion—as the gentleman from Illinois insists. 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask the gentleman whether this is not a 
project for which two years ago the papers of his city stated that 
the money had been raised by private subscription? There was a 
peoject to connect the waters of a fresh-water lake with the main 

rbor of the city, and the statement was made in the papers that 
the necessary money had been raised by a joint stock company 
assisted by certain subscriptions. Now, what has become of those 
subscriptions? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I beg to state to the esteemed - 
tleman from Connecticut that he mistakes the enterprise. ere 
is a river called Duwamish on the front—east side—of Seattle, 
which it is desired to connect with the Sound, and that is the 

roject of which the gentleman speaks, which was discussed when 
e was in our city. 3 

Mr. CANNON. Now, as my friend from Washington has 
accepted the aid of the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. LEWIS of Washin ton. The aid was tendered you, sir, I 
appreciate that. I was not needing it. (Laughter. ] 

. CANNON. As my friend has accepted the aid of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] who has made a statement 
as to the information that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
acted upon in putting this item into the last river and harbor bill, 
let me call attention to the fact that the report from which the 
gentleman has read was made to the second session of that Con- 
gress, whereas the river and harbor bill was passed at the first 


session. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I expressly said that it was mate 
in 1896, and called attention to the date and to the volums in 
which it was contained, Iam aware that we did not have this 
particular report at the time the bill was framed. but the com- 
mittee acted upon information; they took the statements of par- 
ties who were familiar with the locality and the statements of the 
engineers who were . matter at the time. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. . Chairman, I take the liberty 
of calling the attention of my honored friend from Texas to that 
report, of the existence of which, if I understand him, he was not 
aware. 

Mr. SAYERS. That report was made to the second session of 
the last Congress, not to the first session, the one in which the 
river and harbor bill was enacted. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. But J beg to call the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that it was made to the Congress which 
granted this appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. But that was in the second session, whereas 
this action was taken at the first session of that Congress. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The gentleman from Texas refers 
to the original enterprise, a question which is not now under con- 
sideration. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

. LEWIS of Washington, Mr. Chairman, I will not further 
trespass upon the committee, but will ask them to give considera- 
tion to the fact that Iam not here seeking any new appropriation, 
Tat omy the use of one already made, and demand it as a right. 

pplause. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I made the statement a while 
ago that there was no recommendation from the Secretary of War 
respecting this appropriation, and I adhere to it. I have read the 
indorsement again since the gentleman from Washington chal- 
lenged the accuracy of my statement. The Secretary of War 
merely transmits to the Senate, without any recommendation 
whatever, the report that was made by an engineer officer in 1892. 

I have also examined the letter to which the gentleman from 
Washington called my attention, and in that letter I find no 
recommendation, but merely a letter from the Acting Secretar 
of War transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers wit 
other communications. The reports are merely transmitted with- 
out any recommendation either affirmatively or negatively. 

Now, I repeat the statement I made when I first addressed the 
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committee, that I do not think it wise to inaugurate this scheme 
upon a sundry civil appropriation bill, a bill which has no juris- 
diction of such an item; and especially is this so when the proj- 
ect will probably involve an expenditure of not less than $3,500,000. 
This item is one of the vices of the river and harbor bill of the 
last Congress, and whenever this House has an opportunity to 
correct any of those vices, in my judgment it ought to do it. 

Mr. LE of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word of the amendment, and to that I address myself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much longer is this going to continue? 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. A moment more will dispose of 
it. Iam sorry that I trespass upon the patience of the distin- 
= gentleman from Maine, but he should remember that I 

ave borne without complaint in patience with him all through 
this session. Rigor) 

I have only to say, Mr. Chairman, in response to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Texas, that if what he said as to no recom- 
mendation being made by the Secretary of War applied only to 
this enterprise when it was first brought forward, then I did mis- 
understand him all the way through, for I understood him to say 
that there was no recommendation at the time the appropriation 
Was made, which was his assertion. Understanding now what is 
his meaning, I repeat that surely that is not an open question. 

Congress has given its approval to the project, and has decided 
in its favor. Is every other enterprise for which Congress has 
5 to be held open to such objections as that offered by 

e gentleman from Texas in this case? If so, the Government 
will never be committed to any enterprise, for nothing can ever 
be considered as settled and no State safe from the disturbing 
feature of the restless ambition of every newfledged obstructor. 
[Laughter.] I do not mean to be personal, but am emphatic. 

I do not recall that my esteemed friend said anything which an- 
swered my assertion that these different letters and reports had 
recommended a change in the route, and that it was agreeable to 
the Secretary of War and the engineers that $10,000 of the appro- 
priation already made be used to complete this survey. 

Upon this statement I most respectfully petition in behalf of the 
State of Washington that the committee concur in this amend- 
ment, and give to my State her due meed of justice. [Applanse. 
Appreciating the kindness which the committee has shown me, 
will submit my motion. 

Mr. CANNON. _I now ask for the vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The formal amendment will be considered 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman 

(Mr. Lewis] to concur in the Senate amend- 


The motion was rejected. 

So the amendment was nonconcurred in. 

: The twenty-eighth amendment of the Senate was read, as fol- 
ows: 

On page II. after line 19, insert the following: 

* 3 of Pearl Harbor: For the improvement of the entrance to 
Pearl rbor, Hawaiian Islands, aceo! to the report of Rear-Admiral 
J. G. Walker, submitted in Senate Executive Document No. 42, Fifty-third 
Congress, third session, $50,000, to be expended by the Secretary of War.” 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the Committee of the Whole rec- 
ommend nonconcurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. HITT. I was hoping that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon] would move to concur in this amendment to improve 
the entrance of Pearl Harbor. As he has not done so, I will make 
that motion. I will briefly point out the importance of this 
amendment. Itisajudicious, avery proper, an urgent expenditure. 
It hasbeen recommended for many years over and over again by 
our chief naval officers, by several Secretaries, both of the Navy and 
State Departments, and just now the matter is particularly urgent 
in view of the 3 of our Navy and our present relations 
with the Hawaiian Government. 

The treaty of 1875 with Hawaii—called the reciprocity treaty, 
in consideration of the advantages of reciprocity we t 
therein—contained a provision that the Government of Hawaii 
should never grant any Pave or exclusive right in a port or 
harbor or in- any part of her territory to any other nation than 
the United States. That treaty was terminable at the demand 
of either party on twelve months’ notice after seven years. It 

roved greatly advantageous to Hawaii. Its policy was doubted 
2 many in this country, and when the question of renewal arose 
in 1884, a supplemental convention of two articles was made, one 
continuing that advantageous reciprocity provision for seven years 
and then terminable on twelve months’ notice. and the second 
containing a grant of Pearl Harbor to the United States. 

The Senate has now before it in a pending tariff bill a clause 
which will practically abrogate the reciprocity treaty of 1875. 
There is a contention on the part of friends of the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment—and that contention would be supported with all their 
influence by the Governments of Great Britain and Japan—that 
the grant of Pearl Harbor in the e gt manne convention would 
fon e the original treaty, and thus we would lose Pearl 


Mr. SAYERS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. I understand that this grant of Pearl Harbor 
Gate to the United States is part and parcel of the original 

aty. 

Mr. HITT. Itis not. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of what treaty is it a part? 
ere HITT. It is embraced in the supplemental convention of 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, asa supplemental treaty, is it not part 
and parcel of the original treaty? 

Mr. HITT. It is not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why not? 

Mr. HITT. Because it is different in terms. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well; we will admit the effect of the con- 
vention as stated by the gentleman. There is, however, a treaty 
between the two countries one provision of which provides for 
the transfer of Pearl Harbor to the Government of the United 
States. Now, what I wish to ask the gentleman is this: Suppose 
that the legislation now contemplated by the Senate, to which the 
gentleman has referred, should become a law, will this supple- 
mental treaty containing the provision for the transfer of Pearl 
Harbor fall with it? : 

Mr. HITT. No; I think not. That is the contention of many 
gentlemen—some of them our own citizens—and, of course, it will 
be the contention of the Hawaiian Government. But I do not 
admit it. 

Mr. SAYERS. If that is the contention of the Hawaiian Gov- 
ernment and some of our own citizens, why, then, at this time, go 
to the expense of improving a harbor which may not belong to us, 
Sona this contemplated legislation of the Senate be enacted into 

w? 

Mr. HITT. That is the point to which I am coming. I believe 
the grant in the supplemental convention is complete is for a con- 
sideration that has been paid. 

1 the hammer fell.] : 

. SAYERS. I ask that the time of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt] be extended for ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HITT. Ido not think I shall require that much time. I 
merely want to explain the facts and conditions involved. 

The CHAIR Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Illinois for ten minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, will the gentleman from Illinois please 
state to the House why he believes that if the legislation contem- 
plated in the Senate should be enacted into law our rights with 
respect to Pearl Harbor would continue? 

Mr. HITT. The treaty in which is expressed the consideration 
granted to the United States for the favor of reciprocity says ex- 
pressly that it shall continue ‘‘so long as this treaty shall remain 
in force.” That consideration was the absolute exclusion of all 
other governments in the world from any right to lease or hold 
any part of the territory of the Hawaiian Islands. In the grant 
of Pearl Harbor there is no such qualification, but it is an absolute 
grant, and the provision going with it in the previous article shows 
that the new consideration given for this new grant is that this 
favoring reciprocity which gave Hawaiians so much money should 
be continued seven years longer. Hawaii could not claim those 
seven years under terms of the original treaty, which was 
terminable at any time on twelve months’ notice by either party. 
That grant of Pearl Harbor was a new grant, and was paid for 
se tely. It has cost $23,000,000. 

r. MERCER. Will the gentleman allow me this inquiry: 
Suppose we concur in the Senate amendment, would the gentle- 
man from Illinois construe such action as action in favor of 
annexation? 

Mr. HITT. Ido not wish to discuss the question of annexation, 
for I think it has nothing whatever to do with this question. 

Mr. MERCER. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. HITT. If the Hawaiian Islands were annexed to-morrow, 
the necessity for the adoption of this amendment would remain 
as urgent asever. If the whole of the islands should become a 
part of the United States, it would be an urgent duty in organiz- 
ing the defensive and aggressive forces of the United States to 
have a naval station there. What have we been spending money 
for by tens of millions in building our new Navy, creating those 
great engines of destruction that traverse the sea, except for 
effective war? 

A naval station is part of an effective navy. Naval stations are 
necessary adjuncts of anavy. This port at Pearl River is 2,100 
miles out, and a naval station for coaling and repairs extends the 
range of effective action of the Navy of the United States in the 
Pacific Ocean over 2,000 miles. We have tried for thirty years to 
secure naval stations in many parts of the world. We have trietl 
5 and vainly. Mr. Seward tried often in the South and 
in the Mediterranean. We made strong efforts to secure the Mole 
St. Nicholas in the West Indies. We failed. We made an effort 
and this House appropriated 8250, 000 to carry out a negotiation 
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for the p to secure one at Samana, and it failed. A nego- 
tiation was entered into to secure St. Thomas for a compensation 
of over $7,000,000, and that failed. We have tried in several in- 
stances to secure naval stations in South and Central America, 
and not one have we there to-day. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thegentleman will permit me toinquire whether 
he can point the Committee of the ole to any damage that we 
have suffered by reason of not having those stations? 

Mr. HITT. e can not say that we have suffered any specific 
damage by not having constructed one more great naval vessel, 
or that we have gained any tangible and visible advantage from 
having had one built. It was a question of policy as to having a 
Iarger or less Navy. It is a great weapon in the hands of the nation 
for the contingency of war, and the greatest naval power in the 
world spends its money in large part for ships and also largely for 
naval stations. British naval stations dot the world, so that any 
part of the navy of Great Britain, which is so powerful, can be 
placed in any part of the globe and be within reach of supplies as 
well as facilities for repair. Our nation, in case of war, would 
find its cruisers helpless as soon as their coal ran out. 

In the Pacific Ocean the great powers of the world—with which 
if we had a war it would be most serious—England, France, Ger- 
many, Spain, all of them, one, two, ten, twenty spots in 
that ocean from which to fit out a that might devastate our 
coast. How important does England deem this advantage when 
she has poured out millions upon those little islets and hills of the 
Bermudas? For what has all that been expended? *Not to fight 
with France; not for the possibility of a struggle with Russia, 
her greatrival. Itis because those ships carry guns that may come 
into our ports; it is because they will be the most terrible weapon 
against us in the contingency of war. Is it not plain that such a 
naval station is a tremendous adjunct of British naval operations 
against our coast in war? 

ow, if that Hawaiian reciprocity treaty is abro Great 
Britain will immediateiy press for new and closer relations with 
Hawaii. Instantly Japan will be pressing, and fiercely pressing. 
In the telegrams of this morning I read that the cruiser Ninewa, 
bearing a representative of the Japanese foreign office, has already 
arrived at Hawaii to present menacing claims upon that feeble 
Government. And there comes at the same time report from 
the Senate that the treaty is to be ted, thus taking away 
from the Hawaiian Government the support of the United States. 

When we discussed here, not long ago, the project of a Pacific 
cable, all of the old members recollect how it was brought ont in 
that debate that the Hawaiian Government resisted a proposition of 
the British Government to land a British Government cable upon 
the Hawaiian Islands, falling back upon that provision of the 
treaty which gave them the support of the United States, they 
having covenanted with us that no other power than the United 
States should have a foothold or landing upon the islands. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman speaks of the fact that Great 
Britain will likely move in the direction of procuring concessions 
in Hawaii, and that that might be damaging to the United States. 
Does not my friend concede that Great Britain already has coal- 
ing stations and privileges on this continent that are far superior 
to any she could obtain in that ocean? 

Mr. HITT. The coaling privileges she has on the seas east of 
this continent are of no avail and have no relation toa war ed 
in the Pacific. She can not yet get the Hawaiian Islands for that 
pu , and she has been struggling by every means to get a 
foothold there. There was a memorable race between a little 
boat of the Hawaiian Government and a British light vessel to 
reach a bare rock in a tempestuous sea, so that they might claim 
by right of occupation a footing which Great Britain intended to 
use as à fortified post upon which to land a Government cable; 
but the Hawaiian boat beat them by a few hours; then claimed 
that rock as hers, and that under the treaty with the United 
States the British could not come there. They made that bold 
answer, knowing that Uncle Sam would back them, and would 
enforce his exclusive rights under the reciprocity treaty of 1875. 
If we now 8 that treaty the English may come unresisted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman state to the House the 
nature of the improvements contemplated by this amendment? 

Mr. HITT. e report of Admiral Irwin and the report of a 
number of subordinate naval officers set that out very fully. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not examined that, and many of us 
have not examined it. 

Mr. HITT. If Jam not trespassing u the time of the House, 
I will state it. I do not wish to abuse the patience of gentlemen. 

Several MEMBERS. Go on. 

Mr. HITT. Pearl Harbor is a great harbor, enticing to any eye 
that sees it, and it would have been the seat of commerce lon; o 
but for the fact that there was a reef across the entrance, which, 
it was thought, was a coral reef. The city of Honolulu has been 


built upon an open pocket, into which the free commerce of the 
world could go; but it is a small harbor.: It is already cot a 
occupied. It is not suitable for a naval station. It would bea 
ney vee to get even the shore space. Our Government 
has a careful examination made by soundings and borings of 
the channel or entrance to Pearl Harbor from the outer deep sea 
to the inner harbor, and the reef is found to be easily movable 
sand. The cost of a channel 250 feet wide would be $100,000. The 
cost of a channel 200 feet wide would be $80,000. I have in my 
hand the report of Admiral Irwin 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Admiral Walker. 

Mr. HITT. No; Admiral Irwin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. This is an important question, and I ask that 
the gentleman be allowed such time as he needs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks that the 
gentleman from Illinois be allowed such time as he desires. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Ishall not abuse the patience of the House. 

Mr. HILBORN. May Lask the gentleman to answer the ques- 
tion propounded by the sentiman from Minnesota m TAWNEY], 
as to what the nature of these improvements is to be? 

. HITT. The provision in the amendment is to improve the 
entrance to the harbor, to remove the sand, and open ac 1 30 
feet deep. Admiral Irwin saysin his report, now three years old: 

I most respectfully submit to the Department that the acquirement of a 
naval station— 

More than a coaling station— 
in the Hawaiian Islands is an absolute necessity, as it would give our Govern- 
ment the command of the Pacific. It would not profit much to have simp! 
a 5 We should have a navy - yard, and the positions command - 
ing Remy should be strongly fortified and a perfect torped: 


p 

Mr. SAYERS. That involves the expenditure of millions, I 
suppose, 

Mr. HITT. That would involve all the expenditure necessary 
to erect a strong naval station, just as it involves money to con- 
struct a great cruiser, and that great cruiser costs as much every 
time she makes a cruise as the whole amount carried in this 
amendment. This naval station would double the limit of the 
cruiser’s range in the Pacific. She would start from a point 2,000 
miles out with a fresh, full supply of coal. 

Mr. SAYERS. This amendment of 880,000 is but a mere baga- 
telle, provided the recommendations of that officer are carried out? 

Mr. HITT. I can not say what a completed naval station would 
cost. We will consider that when it is found n Some 
of us know a little, and some of us know less, about the cost of a 
naval station. It depende entirely upon the character of your 
nayy and the ships to be repaired. 

Mr. McMILL I was just going to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hrrr], if it is a proper question, whether this naval 
officer gives any estimate of what would be the cost to the Gov- 
ernment of such a station? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If my friend will allow me, before he an- 
swers that question, the paragraph distinctly states, according to 
the report of Rear-Admiral J. G. Walker, submitted in Senate 
Executive Document No. 42, Fifty-third Congress, third session— 
that is what the paragraph is based on—let us see what Admiral 
5 says, and then we will know what the $50,000 is wanted 

or. 
: a TT. The report is transmitted by Admiral Walker, and 
read it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is Admiral Walker's report. 

Mr. HITT. Now, I will read the matter of cost again. 

Mr. SAYERS. That does not give an estimate of the cost of 
establishing a naval station. S 

Mr. HITT. No. A naval station costs more, after ning 
8 first to get into the harbor. That is the first thing te 

one. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was the inquiry I purposed making, as 
to whether the gentleman had any estimate as to what was pro- 
posed to be expended there for a naval station. 

Mr. HITT. This is not for the establishment of a naval station. 
Provision will probably first be made for the establishment of a 
coaling station. - 

Mr. BAILEY. But a coaling station is of no value except to a 
naval station, as I understand it. 

Mr. HITT. A coaling station is a place at which naval vessels 
can in time of war always take their own coal. A naval station 
is an adjunct of the navy itself, a place to repair ships, and do 
many other things. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Illinois read from the re- 
port declaring that it was a coaling station; that the coal was of 
ee eg for the ships. That is a naval station. 

. CUMMINGS. A coaling station and a naval station are 
the same. When they did nothing but coal at Port Royal, they 


‘had a naval station. 
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Mr. HITT. This bill or amendment does not establish a naval 
station, but provides for opening the entrance. It is with a view 
to acoaling station. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


him a question? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Have we any title to Pearl Harbor 
under any treaty or purchase arrangement? The power is to 
improve. 

Mr. HITT. By the second article of the supplementary con- 
vention of 1884 the Government of the Hawaiian Islands— 

Grants to the Government of the United States the exclusive right to enter 
the harbor of Pearl River, in the island of Oahu, and to establish and main- 
tain there a coaling and repair station for the use of the vessels of the 
United States, and to that end the United States may improve the entrance 
to said harbor and do all other things needful for the purpose aforesaid. 

Now, among the other things needful” are to hold it; and we 
can only hold it with guns in position; and this very treaty in 
diplomatic discussion has been construed to give us authority to 
erect fortifications there. We have that right now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then the gentleman's purpose is first to im- 
prove the harbor and then to fortify that harbor? 

Mr. HITT. All that belongs to the Congresses who will follow 
us. We will not undertake that now. But we ought to consider 
the true policy of a Government like ours, a great Republic, a 
great nation, and the fact that their respective sea power is to be 
the test of comparative rank and success among nations in the 
future. We have here a moment in which, by this small expend- 
iture, we can put our foot down and by an act of possession do 
more than have a hypothetical right, have something more than 
a contention in a diplomatic discussion. Let us plant our flag at 
the entrance of Pearl Harbor, and it will not come down ina 
thousand years. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit another 
question? If this treaty with Hawaii is abolished—and there is 
some proposition of that kind—does not the use of Pearl Harbor 
go with the abrogation of the treaty? 

Mr. HITT. T have tried to explain that. I fear that the gen- 
tleman did not hear my explanation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was not in at the beginning of the 
gentleman's remarks. 

Mr. HiLBORN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. HILBORN. You have read the cession of the Hawaiian 
Government to us, which grants us the sheet of water known as 
Pearl Harbor. Do you understand that that carries an inch of 
land with it—dry land? 

Mr. HITT. It does. 

Mr. HILBORN. Where do you find it? 

Mr. HITT. It is found in the right to establish and maintain 
there a coaling and repair station. That is an erection on land, 
and to do all other Ne for the purpose aforesaid.“ 
That has already been declared in the mutual intercourse of the 
two Governments to include everything necessary for active use 
and defense. Can our ships of war be taken into a foreign port 
and dismantled without being covered by our own guns and pro- 
tected by a fortification? A naval station must be protected. 
That was in the provision when we negotiated for the Samana 
naval station—that we should have the right to fortify. 

Mr. HILBORN. If the Hawaiian Government had owned the 
land adjacent to Pear! Harbor, then perhaps there could be some- 
thing in it; but, as a matter of fact, is it not true that the owners 
of that land are holding it to-day for the purpose of sening it to 
the United States when they shall utilize Pearl Harbor? Is not 
that the fact? 

Mr. HITT. Ido not know. That is a matter that relates to 
the private business of citizens, while the question here relates to 
the Government of Hawaii. It certainly had authority and do- 
main over Pearl Harbor and all adjacent which it ceded tous by 
the grant in the treaty of 1884. 

Mr. KING. I would like to say, in answer to the gentleman’s 
question, that the Government owns the peninsula in Pearl Har- 


r. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to reply very briefly to 
my colleague, if I understand his position. Before I begin, how- 
ever, let me say that whenever I disagree at all with my colleague 
about anything connected with our foreign relations I do so with 
very great 1 but as to this particular Senate amendment, 
if J understand it aright, it seems to me that we are not in any 
great danger if, during this session of Congress, we do not make 
this appropriation. y colleague has well said that by the treaty 
of 1887, which I have before me, there is an absolute grant of 
Pearl Harbor to the United States. It is ours, ours for all time, 
just as much ours as any seaport upon our Atlantic or Pacific 


coasts. 
Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman contend that if that treaty 
should be rescinded this harbor would still be ours? 

Mr. CANNON. So I understand it. The treaty speaks for 


itself; and, as I understand, it makes a grant in perpetuity of this 
harbor. And, Mr. Chairman, it may well be so, because by a 
commercial treaty with the Sandwich Islands, running back into 
the seventies, we have paid substantially to that country from 
three to five millions of dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. How have we paid it? 

Mr. CANNON. By N free their great product, sugar. 

Mr. SAYERS. I only wanted it to appear in the RECORD ae 
we have paid it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, we have in effect paid it. But if I am 
wrong in my construction of this treaty I trust my colleague will 
correct me, because he is better informed touching such matters 
ent am. I have the treaty here, however, which speaks for 
itself. 

Now, what is this proposition? It is to expend $50,000 a year 
npon the improvement of Pearl Harbor. How long have we had 
the right to make that expenditure? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why does the gentleman say $50,000 a year? 
It is only $50,000, not 850,000 a year.” 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, if my friend will listen and not be demon- 
strative—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, I can read, and the gentleman from 
Illinois ought to be able to read, and he ought to see that it says 
850.000, not ‘$50,000 a year.” [Laughter. 

pr CANNON. I did not say $50,000 à year;” the gentleman 
said so. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You certainly did. If you did not. I take 
hack what I have said; but the Reporter's notes will show that you 
did say ‘*$50,000 a year.” 

Mr. CANNON. I said, or meant to say, that every year since 
1887, when this treaty was made, we have had a right to improve 
Pearl Harbor, and we have the right to do it now. r. Chairman, 
I would improve Pearl Harbor just as I would any other harbor 
that we own; I would improve it whenever it was necessary, 
whenever it was apt, whenever we had the money to spare, when- 
ever there was not some other harbor that needed improving 
more than Pearl Harbor. That is when I would improve it. 
Now, let us see how badly this harbor needs improving. and also 
let us see what we shall get by improving it. This Pearl Harbor 
is within 5 miles of the harbor of Honolulu. 

I went down to the Navy Department and made some investiga- 
tion touching this matter. The harbor at Honolulu answers our 
3 very well. Our vessels never have had any difficulty, so 

ar as I can ascertain, in coaling there, and I apprehend that so 
long as the people of Honolulu have the coal for sale we shall not 
have any difficulty in getting it there for many a year to come, 

Now, what would the expenditure of this $50,000 do at Pearl 
Harbor? In the first place, it would fall from fifteen to twen 
thousand dollars short of paying for the pumping out of the san 
or coral which is in that channel. Fifty thousand dollars would 
not be enough to pay for that. Then, when the money is expended, 
would we acquire by that e diture one foot of land upon which 
to erect a coaling station? Not one. Would it pay for any repair 
shops? Not a dollar. 

After you take your suction dredge and clean out that channel 
you still have not one single solitary foot of land to which you 
have any more title than you have to any other land that you do 
not own, and you have got to acquire the land by purchase or by 
the friendly intervention of the Government of that country. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
y unanimous consent, the time of Mr. CANNON was extended 
for five minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. Now, what result have you when you dred 
out this harbor? Why, the price of real estate there rises. The 
gentleman from California [Mr. HILBORN] stated it exactly. The 
owners of corner lots” over there at Pearl Harbor would raise 
their prices and the land would cost tenfold more after the har- 
bor was dredged out than before it was dredged out. 

Lou can not do it in one year; you can not do it in two years; I 
doubt whether in three years you can get the station fortified and 
pat your Sonne pro rty upon it. It seems to me that we had 

etter go to work and first buy the land; and in the meantime we 
will do just what we are doing now—we will buy coal, when we 
want it, at Honolulu. 

1 do not think it worth while to magnify the international im- 
portance of this matter or to get frightened about the warlike 
strength of this or that or the other foreign nation. We own the 
right to go into Pearl Harbor in perpetuity. We hold it by virtue 
of our right and by virtue of our power to hold it. We hold the 
Sandwich Islands, so far as the protection of Pearl Harbor is 
concerned, and the protection of our Navy, and the protection of 
our flag, in precisely the same yag and no other. It seems to me 
that we want first to acquire the land. 

A MEMBER. We have got to make a start. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says, We have got to make 4 
start.“ But I do not know exactly what good it will be to spen 
$50,000 in partially dredging out a channel which I suppose will 
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fill up again before in the fullness of time we can get another ap- 
propriation to complete it. 
Here the hammer fell. ] - 

. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this proposi- 
tion for two reasons: First, for the reason given by the gentleman 
from Illinois on my right [Mr. CANNoN]; secondly, for the reason 
urged in support of this proposition by the other gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt]. If we make this appropriation of $50,000, 
which is not sufficient to dredge the channel and give 30 feet of 
water so war vessels cau enter the harbor, the next request will 
be to appropriate several millions for fortification and other pur- 
poses, and also for the support of a large garrison. These de- 
mands will surely follow the allowance of this appropriation. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] has sounded the note of 
alarm. He says that legislation is pending in the Senate which, 
if crystallized into law, will, in the opinion not only of Hawaii, but 
of a good many people in this country, nullify the agreement which 
we have had in reference to Pearl Harbor. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] says that this harbor is ours for all time to 
come, no matter whether we repeal the treaty or not. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am opposed to any such policy as this. I believe that this 
Congress, instead of inauguratin paoc such as the oneinyolved 
in the pending amendment, would do better if it would confine its 
deliberations and legislation to home conditions and accomplish 
something for the relief of our own people. This is what I think 
this Congress ought to do. 

ermore, we are seventy millions of people. No nation of 
Europe is so strong as we, notwithstanding we have not as many 
guns and ships and as large armies as many of them. Yet we 
ve presented here the cold-blooded, cruel proposition that be- 
cause we have a treaty with the Hawaiian Government, embrac- 
ing several provisions, and because we are a strong and a power- 
ful people, we will hold Hawaii to the cession of Pearl Harbor as 
long as this Government shall last, notwithstanding we may have 
rescinded the treaty itself. Such a position is not honorable, is 
not in keeping with the better thought and sentiment of this 
country. 

For one, I shall oppose this proposition. I believe that the am- 
bition and the aspirations of our Government should be confined 
between the Atlantic and the Pacific and between Canada and 
Mexico. The areais ample enough and will furnish room enough 
for the full gratification of national pride and endeavor. 

Gentlemen on the other side ought not to seek to distract the 
attention of the people from their own troubles and conditions by 
an active and aggressive foreign policy, involving ndi- 
tures and serious complications with other nations, whether they 
be weak or strong. 

Let us satisfactorily and happily settle our home affairs first. 
It will be time enough after that shall have been done for us to 
seek opportunities in which to utilize the war vessels that have 
cost us so many millions of dollars to build and which are costing 
us somuch to maintain. First of all, let the administration of 
home affairs engage our attention, and after these shall have been 
so arranged as to bri 8 to the country and contentment 
8 people, it will then be time enough to consider our foreign 
relations. t 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I did suppose that the chair- 
man of the great Committee on e e in the last House 
had some knowledge of naval affairs. He says that United States 
men- of-war can get coal in Honolulu. Let us see. We obtained 
$15,000,000 from England by the Geneva award. What did we 
give in return? We sanctioned England’s proposition that coal 
should be considered as contraband of war. That Government 
had at that time 271 coaling stations on the globe, while the United 
States had not one. England has to-day over 300 of these stations. 
We have two, if they are worthy of the name—Pago-Pago, in the 
Samoan Islands, and this shadowy affair at Pearl Harbor, in the 
Sandwich Islands. 

Now, in case of war, how are you going to coal your war vessels 
in the port of Honolulu? Coal is contraband of war. The only 
way in which you can coal American vessels in time of war will 
be to carry the coal to the vessels in lighters on the ocean or coal 
them at United States ports. 

Sir, it is time that something was done to secure the coaling 
stations which we have offered to us instead of seeking coaling 
stations at Mole St. Nicholas, Samana Bay, or elsewhere. What 
good is Pearl Harbor to us if we can not getintoit? This para- 
graph proposes an appropriation of only $50,000 toward establish- 
ing a coaling station in that harbor, and we are told that $50,000 
more will make it entirely accessible. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one reason why I might feel induced to 
vote against this proposition. The chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in the last House had it in his power to save this 
appropriation by reporting a bill for the annexation of Hawaii. 
Then, indeed, we might readily coal our vessels in Honolulu in 
time of war. I have faith enough in the Americanism and the pa- 
triotism of President McKinley to believe that before he leaves 
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the White House Hawaii will be an integral part of the United 
States. [Applause.] In view of that belief I might vote against 
this proposition: but as the matter is now presented, I shall vote 
for it. It is better to be sure than to be sorry. 

We have had this harbor for many years under treaty stipula- 
tion. Itis of no use to us unless we can get into it. Let us ap- 
propriate the money and make a coaling station out of it, for we 
need it, and it seems to me to be playing into the hands of Eng- 
land 40 neglect it. She would probably give fifty times $50,000 to 
secure i 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Chairman, there are certain facts in re- 
lation to this proposition which I think the committee should 
understand before we come to a vote. The Hawaiian Govern- 
ment transferred to the United States a sheet of water in the 
Hawaiian Islands known as Pearl Harbor, but she gave us not 
one inch of land. It was the old transaction—a pound of flesh, 
but not one drop of blood. If we acquire miy land at Pearl Har- 
bor—and we shall certainly want some land there—we shall haye 
to buy it and pay for it. 

All the available land which is adjacent to that body of water 
is owned by Speculators and is held for the purpose of being sold 
to the United States. On the occasion of my visit to those islands 
a short time ago, a gentleman was pointed out to me as a pro- 
spective millionaire. He owns Fords Island in Pearl Harbor; and 
it was stated that that body of land was indispensable to the 
United States; that the United States would ultimately have to 
buy that pe of land for a navy-yard. . 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have the right of eminent domain; 
could we not exercise that right and condemn that land? 

Mr. HILBORN. 1 do not know how we could do so, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I know that we could, if the gentleman 
does not. Why should we fear the ‘‘ millionaire speculator?” 

Mr. HILBORN. But suppose the land were valuable, we should 
have to for it in proportion to its value. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And would you not have to pay for it if 
it were anywhere else, if the Government required it? 

Mr. HILBORN. We have no right of eminent domain, I appre- 
hend, in Hawaii. Now, this 3 could be of no use tous 
except as a military or naval site. that view the first thing 
required would be to build docks and navy tales there. It costs 
in the neighborhood of $1,000,000 to build a dock. 

The United States itself is too poor to build docks for its own 
use at home. We have only three docks in the United States 
where we can dock our large naval vessels—I mean our battle 
ships. One is at New York; and another at Port Royal; and 
another at Port Orchard. The newspapers tell us this mornin 
that the dock at New York has sprung a leak and can not be u 
for six weeks or two months. The dock at Port Royal can only 
be reached by a battle ship on extreme high tides. Only one bat- 
m ship ever reached there, and that was after long and anxious 

elay. 

The battle ship Oregon a few days ago narrowly escaped de- 
struction in attempting to go into the dock at Port Orchard. 
Now, when our country is in this destitute condition at home as 
to docks, is it good policy to go abroad to construct them? If we 
have money enough to build docks, let us build them at home. 

The harbor at Honolulu is amply sufficient for all of our war 
vessels and all of our merchant marine. If we owned the Ha- 
waiian Islands, if we should annex them, we should never utilize 
Pearl Harbor, because the harbor of Honolulu is ample and sufti- 
cient. And if we do not annex the islands, do we want a valuable 
property 2,100 miles out in the Pacific, which, in case of war, we 
should have to defend with all of the power of the Navy of the 
United States or abandon it? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this 
amendment. While I have never been very much of an advocate 
of a great navy, yet since we have expended $20,000,000 in the 
construction of a navy, and inasmuch as a naval station is one of 
the adjuncts to a navy and becomes an absolute necessity when 
we have a navy, I think we ought to appropriate this money, and 
do it at once. 

We have had, under treaty stipulations, the right to establish a 
naval station there for now some thirteen years, and I think it is 
time that we move in that direction. Weare beginning to meddle 
in foreign affairs. Within the last few years we have narrowly 
escaped a war with Great Britain, and there is no telling how soon 
we may be embroiled with some foreign power, Now, gentlemen 
here contend—the gentleman from California [Mr. HIL HORN] con- 
tends—that we need docks in this country; that we ought to 
expend this money at home, if we have it toexpend. I contend, 
gentlemen, that there is more necessity for establishing this sta- 
tion there than there is for establishing one at home. 

The . of steam to the navigation of vessels has changed 
the whole state of affairs. We no longer use wind power, but we 
have to have coal. Coal has become essential in the navigation of 
our great war ships, as well as all other forms of navigation on 
the water. So it follows if our Navy is to be effective, is to be 
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used to defend the rights of our citizens in foreign countries, it is 


per that we should wisely follow the line of action that Great 
itain has so wisely followed in establishing naval stations 
throughout the world. The gentleman from California [Mr. HIL- 
BORN] objects that the land is going up over there. I want to ask 


the gentleman when it will get ä 
Mr. HILBORN. I do not know. I did not make that assertion. 
Certainly it will not get any cheaper, 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
but it will always get dearer. 

Mr. HILBORN. The gentleman certainly misunderstood me. 
I did not complain that land was going up over there. I said we 
did not own any land there, and when we got it we should have 
to pay a good price for it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That was the gentleman's objection 
to the establishment of a naval station there because the land was 
so dear; and I ask him when it will get cheaper. He says he does 
not know, and he must admit that the probabilities are that it will 
get dearer as time goes on. We need thestation. We shall have 
to have it for self-protection, and I say the sooner we move in that 
direction the better. I think this appropriation ought to be 
granted at once if we proceed to do what we inevitably shall have 
to do, and that is to establish a great naval station there. 

True, the esteemed and honorable gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] has said that that will involve the necessity of the con- 
struction of a great dry dock and naval station and the fortifying 
of that port. certainly it will. That follows the building 
of a navy, gentlemen. It is one of the great expenses that go 

along with a navy. zou ongi to have taken that into consid- 
eration when you first s to construct that Navy. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is consistent. 
He has always op the Navy; but it is very inconsistent for 
my honorable and esteemed friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to 
oppose this, because he has always been in favor of great appro- 
priations, and the old flag, and the Navy in particular. I am very 
much surprised that he should be opposed to this very small ap- 
Propia Mon for this very necessary construction of a naval station 
in Pearl Harbor. 

I do not know why it is, but it seems to me that at this session 
of Congress the Republicans seem to be all at once opposed to ap- 
888 They seem to want to cut down on every hand. I 

o not know what is the reason, unless they are attempting to fol- 
low out the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY], who, in his interview in the New York Journal the other 
day, said that the purpose of the tariff bill was not alone to raise 
revenue, but to create a large surplus, so that there would be no 
future raids on the Treasury. So this may be a part of that great 
plan, to assist in retiring the greenbacks, so that there will be no 


more raids on the Treasury to draw out the gold, and I am inclined 
to think this is a part of the plan. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 


. HILL. Mr. Chairman, Iam in favor of this amendment. 
I should be in favor of it if the amount were largely increased. 
Some gentleman has said that it is $50,000 thrown away. Iam 
ready to throw away $50,000 in a case of this kind, if it is throw- 
ing it away. We have at this session voted $50,000 for the enter- 
tainment of a postal-union convention. We have voted, in my 
judgment, a great many fifty thousand dollars that were not for 
as useful purposes as this, I for one, as an American citizen, am 
tired of seeing the Atlantic Ocean held as British territory up to 
gh wale mark at Sandy Hook. 
want to see one piece of salt water that the United States has 
control of. I would like to see not only $50,000, but all the money 
that is necessary, appropriated to establish a coaling station, a 
repair station, and a navy-yard at Pearl Harbor. I would like to 
see the Nicaragua Canal built and fortified by the United States of 
America. I would like to see the Pacific Ocean an American pond, 
and to that extent I am ready to vote. 

Now, what is this proposition? It is simply to md $50,000 
in securing title and eee Ue roperty of the United States 
of America. Gentlemen say that the harboris ours. If gentle- 
men will read the treaty, they will see that we simply have a right 
to enter upon it and make it ours; and that step has never been 
taken by the United States of America. Now, I happen to know 
that it is the opinion of the people of Hawaii that until that step 
is taken the harbor is not ours. This is the first ee that direc- 
tion; and to secure the title, if nothing else, I would be willing to 
vote this $50,000. 

Now, what does it give us? It gives us one of the finest harbors 
in the world, with 80 miles of deep-water shore front, at an ex- 

of $85,000 for clearing up the bar. Why has it not been 

one before? This treaty has been running for many years. It 

has been supposed for many years that the bar across the entrance 

to that harbor was a coral reef; but two or three years ago it was 

discovered that it consisted simply of sand, which could be dredged 

out by the pumping process, and that there could be made across 
that bar a el 250 feet wide and 30 feet deep for $85,000. 

The gentleman from California speaks about the land that we 


would have to biy, I care nothing about that. We have for an 
expenditure of $85,000 a deep-water harbor, a harbor varying from 
60 to 90 feet in depth, that will hold all the navies of the world, 
and have it by simply reaching out our hands and removing the 
bar which now closes the entrance. For one I am ready to vote 
any reasonable amount to bring that about. 

r. Chairman, I do not wish to enter into a discussion of the 
annexation of Hawaii. I can simply say, gentlemen, that nearly 
every authority in the United States, Presidents, Secretaries of 
State, mili and naval officers, for the last fifty years haye 
reported to this Government that these Sandwich Islands were 
necessary for the protection of the Pacific coast of the United 
States of America; and I do not believe that this Congress or any 
other Congress, for the sake of saving an expenditure of $50,000 to 
perfect their title and secure absolute possession to a harbor such 
as that, is going to give up that idea or be deterred by any fear of 
annexation complications that may arise in the future. I am 
ready to announce myself not only in favor of this appropriation, 
but as an annexationist and in favor of the annexation of Hawaii 
now. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it does seem 
to me that if this Government has any idea of maintaining its 
position in the world, of maintaining a navy—unless we have 
made up our mind to abdicate our position in the world—that we 
need this Pearl Harbor in the Sandwich Islands. But it is a ques- 
tion of what method we should pursue; how we shall approach 
the doing of this thing; how we should come into possession of a 
coaling and repair station there for our Navy. 

Now, I submit to this House that there is not a business man 
in it, not one, that would proceed by the method that it is pro- 
posed to proceed with under this amendment. I submit that there 
is not a man in this House who, if he wanted the property for 
himself, personally, for his business investment and for the con- 
duct of his business, would go to work to — the approach 
to that property and make it more valuable before he came in pos- 
session of the title. 

Now, if this Government ever proposed to occupy that harbor, or 
ever to make a coaling station or a naval 5 station there, or to 
possess the fee to the property around that harbor, the first thing 
to do is to come into the possession of the title. That is the first 
step of all. The idea of our going to work and making that har- 
bor valuable, making it so that if abandoned by us it will be 
very valuable to some one else, and then go to work and nire 
the land at two or three or four or a hundred fold or ten 8 
fold of what it would cost us if we entered upon the whole scheme 
in a sensible way at once! 

That is not the way the British Government operates. That is 
not the way any business man operates. That is not the way that 
any man in this House would operate, or any man anywhere with 
experience in great affairs. e should exercise the same pru- 
dence, the same foresight, pursue the same methods as mem 
of this House that we do in our private affairs. 

Isubmit that this is not the way to proceed; that we had bet- 
ter send commissioners there; better find out what lands we de- 
sire to own there, and what they can be had for, and get posses- 
sion of them, and thus enter upon this project as one great scheme, 
instead of first improving the harbor, and thus making the lands 
a hundredfold more valuable before we acquire them. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to see if we can not get 
consent to close this debate in a short time, and as 1 to 
that I desire to offer an amendment to the motion of my colleague. 
I moye to concur with the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Improvement of Pearl Harbor: For expense of n survey of 
entrance to and of Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, and to enadi the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to ascertain and report to 
necessary to be acquired in said harbor and the 
coaling and repair station, and estimates of cost r repair 
Sn and other improvements, in order to practically avail of said harbor 
for the purposes tor which it was acquired under treaty with Hawaii, $10,000.” 

Mr. CANNON. I move that we concur with that amendment; 
and now, Mr. i „Task unanimous consent that the debate 
be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to know from the gentleman from Illi- 
nois if es to change front on this proposition? 

Mr. C. ON. Tot at all. I propose, however, to be entirel 
practical about it. I think the gentleman can not have listen 
to my amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do you propose to increase the eee 

Mr. CANNON. No. I wish the gentleman would read my 
amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman from Illinois think it 
would be better to refer this matter to a conference without that 
amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave no objection to that. My object was to 
get consent to close the debate, if possible, and I have asked con- 
sent that it close in ten minutes. 


1897. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Debate on your amendment? 
Mr. CANNON. No; on the whole subject. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I will accept the amendment of my 
colleague to the motion I have made, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon], that debate on this paragraph 
be closed in ten minutes? : NS 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be 


recognized. 
‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 


nized. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire 
to occupy more than three minutes of the ten. This is not aques- 
tion of surveys. We have made the anrora It is a question 
whether we shall have any title at all to this harbor. Here are 30 
miles of shore front inside of what is practically a pond, because 
there is a coral reef across the outer edge of it. waii says to 
us, Take Pearl Harbor.” In that there is an implication that we 
shall make it a harbor. Until we do something to make it a har- 
bor we have no title that is not revocable at any time. Surveys 
will not make a title. But when we put improvements there, 
when we put our foot there, when we open ac el which will 
turn that pond into a harbor, then the United States will have a 
title of which no one can deprive.them. 

Mr. HILBORN. Will the gentleman state exactly how many 
dollars we would have to expend to hold that harbor? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. A reasonable amount. 

Mr. HILBORN. What would be a reasonable amount? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. What is said to be reasonable 
is $85,000. If we can open a 30-foot channel and put our Navy 
inside of it, then that harbor is ours. No one can use 
that channel; that shore front is under our control; the land is 
valueless unless it controls the shore front, and we have 30 miles 
of shore front to select from. I am not arguing annexation. I 
am not arguing for a naval station. I am simply arguing what 
we ought to do if this treaty is to stand at all. It is a treaty of the 
United States. It is our duty to that treaty, now the law of the 
land, to appropriate such an amount of money as will make it a 
real and existing fact instead of a sham. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a few words 
more, I warn gentlemen who are opposed to the Polley which is 
apparent in the Senate amendment, as well as in the amendment 
offered by the eee from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]—I want 
to caution gen en who believe with me that we onght not to 
enter upon such a policy as this, that the next step will be to carry 
out the policy indicated by the gentleman from New York, who 
advocates the annexation of Hawaii. Gentlemen should hold 
themselves against the influence of the ap which is made to 
them upon the ground that there is a i at or a 8 
of England securing these islands, so that the United States wi 
not be able to have a coaling station there. 

For myself I am opposed to such a policy. I do not believe that 
England will seek war with us or that we should have war with 
England. Next to a conflict with my own brethren I would most 
deplore a war with England, because not only is she the mother of 
this country, but her people speak the same language as ourselves, 
and next to ourselves her people have the freest government on 
earth. I prefer to cultivate the arts of rather than those of 
war. I believe that behind and beneath both of these amendments 
there lurks a policy of aggrandizement in foreign countries which 
may possibly vse us in a position that war between the English- 
speaking peoples of this earth may possibly be the result, and this I 
would regard as deplorable intheextreme. I therefore trust that 
both these amendments will be voted down. 

There is, in my judgment, no immediate and no pressing neces- 
sity for this expenditure. Ican not for a moment think that the 
English Government will adopt a policy toward theseislands that 
would be detrimental to the interests of the people of the United 
States or antagonistic to the great doctrine which bears the name 
of Mr. Monroe. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The guenon is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with the amendment which been read. ‘ 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. HITT. I now move toconcur in the Senate amendment 
without amendment. 

The motion was rejected; there being—ayes 53, noes 85. 

The twenty-ninth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On page 111, after line 19, insert the following: 
VVV 
Gnder the direction of the Secretary of War during the fiseal year ending 

une 30, a 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur 
in the amendment of the Senate. This is a small appropriation, 
and it has been inserted by the Senate upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary of War, who has c of this subject. I wish, 
in the first place, to give the history of amendment as it comes 
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from the Senate. I read from the proceedings of that body on 
page 931 of the RECORD: 

Mr. Petrus. The amendment is offered ee accordance with the 
estimate and recommendation of the Secretary of War. There is no appro- 
priation of any kind in the bill to do anything in the State of Alabama. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state, if the Senator from Alabama will allow me, that 
Ihave examined this amendment and the recommendation of the Secretary 
of War, and I think there is necessity for it. Therefore I will make noobjec- 
tion to the amendment. 

As soon as that amendment was passed in the Senate, I wrote to 
the War Department for information on this subject and received 
a letter from the Secretary of War, in which he gave me the his- 
tory of the condition of the channel in Mobile Harbor, with a 
recommendation for the adoption of this amendment, in the 
shape of a report from the Chief of Engineers of the War Depart- 
ment, the proposition being in the form of an appropriation of 
$60,000 a year to maintain the harbor at Mobile. 

The work on the harbor at Mobile Bay was put under the con- 
tinuing contract in 1895. It was found, upon the report of the 
engineers in charge of the work, that the channel had been cut 
for a distance of 33 miles, with width varying from 80 to 280 feet, 
with mean gpn at low water of 23 feet. It was the intention of 
the act and of the Department to make the channel 280 feet wide 
throughout its entire length. But this intention was not carried 
ont. e channel has never been 280 feet wide in its full length. 
The failure to extend the width to 280 feet was due mainly to the 
fact that the atone aa was expended before the work was 
completed as intended by the river and harbor act making the 
8 

y a joint resolution approved March 16, 1896, the dee 
contract was extended so as to cover the completion of the channe 
to a width of 280 feet throughont to the extent permitted by limit 
of diture—about $176,000. This contract was reported as 
completed in September, 1896. The report does not state, and it 
is not a fact, that the channel was extended to the width of 280 
feet throughout its length. The appropriation of $176,000 was 
exhausted before the project was completed, and the channel has 
never been cut 280 feet wide at all points. 

The river and harbor act of June 3, 1896, also provides for a sur- 
vey of Mobile Harbor to ascertain the cost of widening the channel 
to a depth of 100 feet at the bottom, with a proper slope for the 
sides of such a channel, and the A Sri on this survey has been 
made and heretofore printed in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

By an act of Congress of June 3, 1896, there was appropriated, 
for maintenance of this channel by dredging, the sum of $60,000. 
In accordance with that appropriation, a contract was entered 
into in December, 1896, with the National Dredging Company for 
the hiring of a dredging plant to maintain and keep up that chan- 
nel. A ion of the money has been spent. ere remains 
une ed in the neighborhood of $50,000. This a iation 
was for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. The 8 of the 
engineer of Mobile Harbor and Channel is that on account of the 
long, narrow channel it is believed to be filled up, and that an 
annual expenditure for dredging would be required to prevent the 
work already done from being a loss to the Government. 

For several years the Engineer Department has estimated that 
for a continuing maintenance of the channel there would be re- 
quired $60,000 per annum. 

vo the hammer fell. 

r. UNDERWOOD. 
tended for ten minutes, F 
er A REG Iam very anxious that we shall pass this bill 

mg 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I do not desire to occupy any time 
if I can get the amendment passed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask that the time of my colleague be 
extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois whether he is willing to concur in this amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Most certainly not. This is purely a river and 
harbor item and has no more business on this bill than on the 
roof of a house. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, as to the propriety 
of the amendment on this bill, I had not intended to make any 
remarks, I simply wanted to give a history of the amendment 
itself and of its necessity. I wish in a few words to let the House 
understand why it is necessary fo expend the $40,000 contemplated 
by the amendment of the Senate. 

The work on the harbor and channel at Mobile has practically 
stopped. On the recommendations and report of the engineers it 
was decided not to continue the work of dredging that channel 
and making it wider until a full meeting of 9 Corps 
could be had and estimates made for the continuance of the work 
in that way. Pending that, it is thé opinion of the Board of Engi- 
neers that, with so narrow a channel of such great length, there 
is danger of its filling every year, and that it is necessary to keep 
it up by an annual appropriation. 


! move that my colleague’s time be ex- 


, 
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The engineer in charge reported individually in favor of buying 


a dredging plant and appropriating $125,000. The De ent 
did not agree with him; it declined to approve that recommenda- 
tion as to buying a dredging plant, but it did agree as to the 
necessity of making ie ca to keep this channel open; and 
it did so in these words: - 

While it is necessary to the interest of commerce and navigation that 
the present channel should be maintained in a state of efficiency by annual 
expenditures for maintenance until such time as the adoption of other plans 
=e render such large expenditures for maintenance unnecessary, it appears 
that before any | sum is expended for widening the existing channel by 
dredging, the whole subject should be referred toa board of engineers for 
consideration and report. 

But the purpose of this amendment, its sole object, is to keep 
the channel open so as not to allow the expenditure already made 
to be in any wise wasted by permitting the channel to fill up. 

As shown oF the report of the Department already quoted, 
$60,000 annually is the estimate made by the engineers for this 
haley An appropriation of $60,000 was provided by the act of 

une 3, 1896, for the fiscal year ending the goth of Sias; 1897. 
The present amendment covers an appropriation for $40,000 from 
July, 1897, until July, 1898. That is the sole object of the amend- 
ment. 

In reference to what the distinguished gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. Cannon] has said in regard to the propeisty of this amend- 
ment upon this bill, I will simply say that he will find between 

age 97 and page 112 of the bill, commencing with the Engineer 
3 fifty-two similar appropriations. That disposes of 
the gentleman's objection. The bill contains fifty-two river and 
harbor appropriations, c ing a large amount of money, of 
course. I do not object to the amount of money carried; nor do I 
understand that the gentleman has any objection to the amount 
involved in the present amendment. Ido not understand him as 
making any point against this expense of $40,000, but 50 
against the appropriation having been put on by way of amend- 
ment to the sundry civil bill by the Senate. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. CANNON, Only a word, and then I shall ask for a vote. 
The provisions of this bill referred to by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, 52 in number, are provisions in pursuance of law; they are 
for contract work and therefore are in order on this bill. The 

resent provision is not authorized by any law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me to complete what I have to say and 
then I shall be ready to answer the gentleman's question. 

This appropriation is for the maintenance of a harbor. It is 

urely and simply a river and harbor item. When the river and 
barber bill 3 year ago. it was an open secret that the appro- 

riations were made for two years. It provided for items of this 
End- and in the present case it appropriated 860,000. Now, what 
is the fact? I hold in my hand a letter received yesterday from 
the Chief of Engineers, saying (speaking of the maintenance of 
this harbor): 

The act of Congress of June 3, 1896, appropriated $60,000 for maintenance of 
the channel by dredging; and in accordance therewith a contract was entered 
into December 26 with the National Dredging Company for hire of plant. 
On March 31, 1897, there was about $50,000 still available under the contract. 

Why, there will be plenty of money. At the end of this fiscal 
year, proceeding at this rate, there will not be $15,000 of the $80,- 
000 expended. ere will be quite enough to go on for the next 
fiscal year, and long before the next fiscal year expires, the River 
and Harbor Committee will have again performed, and provided 
for the maintenance of this and all other harbors upon our 10,000 
miles of coast line. Now, this is purely and simply a river and 
harbor item, and it has no business upon this bill. It is not neces- 
sary in any way, and therefore I ask that the motion be voted 
down. Iask for a vote, because I want to finish my bill to-night. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. As I understand your objection, it 


is because this is not for an expenditure previously authorized by 


law. 

Mr. CANNON. No; it is not contract work. It is not work 
that belongs, under the rules, upon the sundry civil bill, but it 
belongs on the river and harbor bill, and has no business here, I 
do not want to make a river and harbor bill of this bill, and be- 
sides, it is not Speen: 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. TAYLOR] to concur. 

The motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 129, in lines 12 and 13, strike out the words “three thousand six“ 
ana ere words “sixty-six d three;“ so that it will read: “In 


thousan: 
Mr. CANNON. I move toconcur in that amendment. It is 
merely a correction. 2 


The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

On 135, after line 10, insert: 

The dent shall appoint not more than four additional commission- 
ers in and for the District of Alaska, who shall reside at points designated by 
him for the purpose, respectively, and who have the same powe: 
duties, fees, and salaries as the present commissioners for that District.” 

Mr. CANNON, I move to concur in that amendment. 

The motion 5 to. 

The Clerk repo: the next amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

On page 135, after line 16, insert: > 

“The marshal for the District of Alaska shall appoint one additional deputy 
marshal to reside at each point where an additional commissioner shall be 
located by the President as aforesaid, said deputies to have the same powers, 
duties, fees, and salary as the present deputy marshals for that District.“ 

Mr. CANNON. I move to concur in that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was reported by the Clerk, 
as follows: 

On page 135, after the word “dollars,” in line insert the words “of 
which sum $100,000 shall be immediately vain 

Mr. CANNON. I move to concur in that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was reported by the Clerk, 
as follows: 

ab Sati Si — onal Catal f Exports and Im F 
: cation nternatio: eof Ex an rts: For com- 
pouon of the compilation and publication, under: the direction of the Secre- 

y 3 Saey 77 — zaram . — of re of pee oe gaa exported 
* Sh, an 01 eso as 
vided by the Tnternational ‘American Conference, $3,000." 9 

Mr. CANNON. I move to concur in that amendment. 

The motion was to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On 142, line 4, after the word “appoint,” i t th ds b. 
with the advice and consent of the Zenatg. Ro. 8 PTOS . 

Mr. CANNON. I move to nonconcur in that and the next 
amendment. 

The motion to nonconcur in the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was reported, as follows: 

On 142, in lines 6 and 7, strike out the words f 
8 and insert the words one: officer," . 

Mr. CANNON. I move to nonconcur in that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On page 142, line 7, after the word “Navy,” insert the words wh 
taken from the active or retired lista.” e * 

Mr. CANNON. I move to nonconcur in that amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


On page 150, line 8, strike out the word “retire” and insert the word “re- 


Mr. CANNON. I move to concur in that amendment. 
The motion was to. 
The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
„ On page 150, in line 25, strike out after the word “documents” the word 
now.” 
Mr. CANNON. I move to concur in that amendment. 
The motion was - 
The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
On 151, line 1, after the word De i * 
1 in the Government Printing Otee. — Marcie 1.187. a5 = 
Mr. CANNON, I move to concur in that amendment. 
The motion was to. 
The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
On page 151, line 6, after the word “and,” insert the word “hereafter.” 
Mr. CANNON. I move to concur in that amendment. 
The motion was to. 
The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


On 151, line 9. after the word “end,” insert the following: 

“ That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
make and deliver to JAMES P. ‘RICHARDSON, the compiler of Messages and 
Papers of the Presidents,’ without cost to him, duplicate electrotype plates 
ran) which the compilation Messages and Papers of the Presidents“ is pub- 


Mr. CONNOLLY. _ I move to nonconcur in that amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move as a substitute that we do concur, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia moves that 
the committee recommend concurrence, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I may be entirely mistaken 
about this, and I rise for the purpose of ascertaining whether I am 
correct or not, whether or not the James D. RICHARDSON named 
in that amendment is a member of this House and was a member 
of the Fifty-third and Fitty-fourth Congresses? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He was and is. 

Mr.CONNOLLY. Then I understand, sir, that this is a proposi- 
tion to give to a member of a committee who has prepared a report 
in accordance with the directions of that committee the electrotype 
piao from which that report has been printed. plates that I un- 

erstand will cost the Government between $3,000 and $4,000. 
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Now, it seems to me that that is certainly something new in 
legislation—to provide that a member of a committee who is sim- 
ply discharging his duties as a member of that committee in com- 

iling certain documents should be granted such privilege. The 
1 paid the expense, as will be found. It will be dis- 
covered that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON 
in the last Congress called for an appropriation of $600 for cler: 
hire to do the copying necessary to be done. 

As I remember it, he reported at that time that he had spent 
three or four months in the work of compiling these various mes- 
sages of Presidents. He has handed them out to the printers, and 
wherever writing had to be done Congress provided an appropria- 
tion of money to pay the clerk. Now, if this report is very val- 
uable, we are catabhishin ga precedent here touching every valuable 
report prepared by a member of this House and stereotyped at the 
cost of the Government. That member may be entitled to call 
upon the House and the Senate to give him a copy of those stereo- 

lates that he may use them for his benetit in the future. 
r. LIVINGSTON. y I suggest to the gentleman that there 
can be no loss sustained by the Government in giving a duplicate? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand that; no more than if the Gov- 
ernment should give a duplicate of these plates to every member 
of this House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You understand another thing, that the 
gentleman got no compensation for this labor. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. understand the gentleman was acting asa 
member of a committee. I understand that the gentleman him- 
self, after the original introduction 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman understands that this was 
not a report, but a compilation. Do you understand that? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I know exactly what it is. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you call that a report? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have tracked the whole thing through the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, from the time Mr. BAILEY in the Fifty- 
third Congress introduced a resolution; from the time Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON reported back that resolution with a favorable report 
that this compilation be made. I have tracked the whole thing 
down, and find that nobody in this House has ever had a thing to 
do with that compilation, in the vay of issuing it, in the way of 
expending this money, but the gentleman from Tennessee, who 
is now the beneficiary of this provision in this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You do not mean to say that the gentle- 
man has been paid for the work, do you? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Paid for the work? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. Do you mean to say that? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, Ido not know whether he has been 
or not. I think I am fairly well paid for all the work I do in this 
House, and the gentleman from rgia is paid in the same way. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That may be. I am not questioning that 


proposition. = 
Mr. CONNOLLY. We are all paid here by provision of law. 
The gentleman from Tennessee simply dischar his duty asa 
member of the committee, and that he did it well I do not question. 
But why now come here and give him these plates, that have been 
repared at the expense of the Government. and give them to him 
lor commercial p in the future? This is a report ordered 
by Congress and paid for by Congress. “There is no reason why 
any member of this House, any member of that committee, should 
be allowed now to speculate upon work that has been done by 
authority of this House. ; 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I make one suggestion to the gentle- 


man? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly, sir. i 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The public haye made up their mind that 
this was a valuable compilation that they must have. Are you 
willing to concede that? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand the public haye made up their 
mind that it is a valuable compilation. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How are you going to get it to the public? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. We havea provision that all documents not 
authorized to be distributed s be turned over to the Superin- 
tendent of Public Documents and sold at what it costs the Gov- 
ernment, with a percentage added. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. T py aro exhausted. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, they will be exhausted. That seems 
to be a part of this scheme. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would suggest that that is too small a 
thing to utter on the floor of this House. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, well, no doubt; but I can utter any- 
thing that is true. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It must be from a very small man. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I can utter anything that is true, sir. 

If the edition provided for now shall be exhausted, that has been 
paid for out of the of the United States, then the public 
can get no more volumes of this kind except they go to the coun- 
ter of the gentleman from Tennessee and buy them. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman desire to continue? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I had not said all I intended to say, but my 
time has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I believe that every member of 
this House will agree that the Government has never printed a pub- 


lication more valuable than these M and Papers of the Presi- 
dents. I think even the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] 
will not controvert that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I concede all that, and therefore I do not 
want to have them monopolized. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, if the publication is as 
valuable as the gentleman concedes that it is, it must have been 
compiled with great labor. I introduced the resolution providin 
for the publication; I did so because on more than one occasion 
had searched for m es of the Presidents and it had proved 
difficult to find them. I have never believed that the Government 
ought to . many books which it has printed, such as The 
History of Skunks, or the Horse Book, and I have voted against 
such publications, but I have believed that the Government ought 
always to stand ready to furnish the people of this country with 
an account of its own transactions, and I have felt that it would 
be of incalculable value to provide the people with easy access to 
all that our illustrious Presidents have said. 

Isu to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] 
the propriety of the Government making the publication, and he 
very promptly said that if I would introduce the resolution and 
have it referred to the Committee on Printing, he would himself 
undertake the labor of making the compilation, but neither he nor 
I had any idea that the work would be solaborious; and I am free 
to say that if I had known the great labor and time which would 
be required, I would never have thought of asking any member 
of this House to undertake such a task. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has spent months; I might say that he has spent years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Two years in apal 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Tennessee has spent two 
years in such labor upon this work as, I undertake to say, the 
gentleman from Illinois has not bestowed upon the performance 
of his duties here. Now, sir, to every one of us, in almost every 
mail, there come requests for this book. I received one this 
morning. The allotment to which I was entitled being exhausted, 
so that I could not supply the book, my constituent writes to 
ascertain if a copy can be purchased. Now, sir, I do not want 
this t Government to become a bookseller; I do not want the 
people to have to go to the Government's counter and buy a his- 
tory of its transactions. We ought to publish a sufficient number 
of copies to supply the requests for this book or else we ought to 
put it in the power of the people to procure it at the bookstores. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Can not the gentleman from Tennessee do 
that by getting plates of his own made? Why give him the Gov- 
ernment plates and thus give hima 8 

Mr. B EY. Asa matter of fact, nobody would be entitled 
to take those pa without the permission of the Government, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is to say, you want to give the gentle- 
man from Tennessee a copyright and so to give him a monopoly? 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly I would give him a copyright, be- 
cause his brains have made the work valuable, and I would not 
deny him the benefit of his own labor. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is like saying that it is the mechanic 
who makes the work of the inventor valuable. 

Mr. BAILEY. And the Government gives the inventor a patent 
or a co yright for his invention. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It does not give it to the workman; it gives 
it to the inventor. 

Mr. BAILEY. It gives it to whoever is entitled to obtain it. 
Now, the gentleman from Ilinois does not dispute that for the 
arrangement and the original matter which the gentleman from 
Tennessee has contributed to this book he would be entitled to a 
copyright, except that it has been made a public document. He 
would not, of course, be entitled to copyright the messages, proc- 
lamations, and other public papers, but on the 2 5 matter 
which he has supplied and the arrangement he would be entitled 
to a ha 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Did he not do that work as a member of 
Congress? 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly he undertook the work originally 
because he was a member of Congress, but neither he nor I be- 
lieved that it would involve one-fifth of the labor he has bestowed 
upon it. 

758 the hammer fell. 

. BAILEY. I ask for five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. not the gentleman from Illinois know that 
the gentleman from Tennessee was compelled to take every mes- 
sage of every President, go over it line by line and compare it 
with the printed matter that came from the Printing Office and 
make the n eorrections, and does he not know that the 
gentleman had to hunt through many musty volumes to collect 
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? Mr. Chairman, knowing the labor that the work 


these m 
has involved, I say to-day that I would not to do it for 
$5,000; nor is there a gentleman in this House who is qualified to 
perform it correctly and conscientiously who would attempt it for 
$5,000. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has there been any estimate made of the 
value of these electrotype plates? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I am informed that they will cost about 


$3,000. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iam asking as to their commercial value. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not understand that any such estimate has 
been made. My concern is as to what this will cost the Govern- 
ment, and I am informed that it will cost less than 82,000. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Iam informed that there is now an offer 
for these plates of $10,000 by a msible firm. 8 

Mr. B EY. Would the gentleman be willing to see this Gov- 
ernment sell the labor of the gentleman from Tennessee and put 
the price of it in the Treasury? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, the Government is selling your labor 
now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Butit is paying me for it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. And it paid the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BAILEY. It has not pea him one farthing for this work, 
because this work was entirely outside of and beyond any reason- 
able Congressional auty: 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was simply the work of a member of a 
committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, that is quibbling which discredits even the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Let me ask the gentleman from Texas if the 
Government would have had these plates at all if the gentleman 
from Tennessee had not volunteered to do this work? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly not; and, as I have said, I would not 
have introduced the original resolution if I had 3 that 
there would have been one-fifth as much work involved as the 

ntleman from Tennessee has performed. Furthermore, the gen- 

eman from Tennessee could have discontinued this work at me 
time. He was under no obligation to continue it; but he is still 
engaged in that work down to this very day. 

Mr CONNOLLY. Would you have introduced that resolution 
if you had understood that the 1 plates would have been 
given to the man who made the compilation? 

Mr. BAILEY. At that time Iwould not; but knowing the value 
of the publication now, I would not hesitate to spend $5,000 to give 
the people the benefit of it. 

T BROSIUS. Somebody has intimated that under this amend- 
ment the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] is to have 
the exclusive right to publish and this very valuable work. It 
seems to me that is a misconception of the fact. It appears tome 
that the only effect of the provision is to give him without cost 
duplicates of the electrotype plates from which this compilation 
has been printed. 

Mr. B V. Certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is it not a fact that Mr. RICHARDSON will only 
have this right concurrently with the Government? 

; And with anybody else whom the Government 
may permit to exercise the right. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The Government can go on publishing and 
selling as ee copies as it pleases? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. And the Government can authorize 
any publishing house in the country to furnish these books to the 
Publ But Í have said that I would be willing to give the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee a copyright of this work because of the 
valuable service which he has ormed, This amendment, how- 
ever, does nothing of the kind. 

Mr. EVANS. ould not any publishing house in the United 
States have the right to print aan publish these volumes without 
authority from Congress? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think so; but there may be some question 
about that. 

72 8 EVANS. I think it would be perfectly competent for them 
to do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. They could undoubtedly print any public docu- 
ment, such as these messages; but as to the arrangement, I doubt 
if they ought to have that right. 

Mr. EVANS. You can not copyright a mere orderly arrange- 
ment of these documents. 

Mr. BAILEY. But there is original matter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Publishers could put with these documents 
their own original matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. If this publication is a pub- 
lic document, is it not open to anyone to print it and publish it 
and circulate it freely? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; and I want to say-—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Whether itis Mr. RICHARD- 
son’s work or the work of somebody else, that right would exist, 


because these are public documents. Now, it is the custom of the 
Printing Office at the expiration of a Congress during which 
plates are used to destroy them, as has been done with work of 
mine. I have done work which I should have been willing to pay 
something for, if the plates could have been furnished me. But 
the plates have been destroyed, and I have not been able to get 
them. I refer to matter prepared by me, such as tables. etc. 

A MEMBER. Lou can get those from the Printing Office. 

DA: WALKER of Massachusetts. IfI can, Iam very glad to 
ow it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman has never performed any public 
labor which will endure as long as this work will. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is undoubtedly true, 
but the labor which will endure is embodied in the messages 
themselves. I think many of us have done work which will en- 
dure as long as that which has been put upon these messages by 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

1 ere the hammer fell. 

r. BAILEY. Inasmuch as my time has been taken up by 
other gentlemen, I ask for five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe everybody in this House knows that, 
as a rule, I am as careful of public money and public property as 
anybody. But the same reason which makes me careful of public 

roperty also makes me careful of the rights of other people. 

ia ve no kind of doubt that the gentleman from Tennessee, except 
for the fact that the Government ordered this matter printed as a 
public document, would have been entitled to a copyright upon 
it; but at course a public document is not subject to a private 
copyright. 

The question for the House to determine in this case is simply 
this—not whether this amendment will giveto the gentleman from 
Tennessee the exclusive right to use the fruits of his own labor; 
not whether it will give him a copyright, but whether, after hehas 
given years of labor (not yet concluded) to this work, we will 
give him a duplicate copy of the plates,in order that the people of 
the United States may have the benefit of his work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to this language, which I find at the top of page 150: 

In making the distribution the fraction or remainder in each case shall be 
delivered by the Superintendent of Documents to the compiler. 

What will be the effect of this bestowal of copies upon the com- 
piler? How many sets will be given to him? 

Mr. BAILEY. I have not made any computation. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Nearly 500, worth $10 a set. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would not the numbér be somewhat in ex- 
cess of 7007 

Mr. BAILEY. That could hardly be, because it would be abso- 
ied impossible that there could be a remainder exceeding the 
number of Representatives and Senators. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There would be about 500 sets. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BatLey] why he insists upon talking over 
and over again about giving the gentleman from Tennessee a 


copra 

r. BAILEY. I have resorted to repetition because I wanted 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to understand this matter, 
and I could not make him understand in any other way than by 


repetition. 

Nr. WALKER of Massachusetts. But the gentleman has said 
that others could publish these documents just as well as Mr. 
RICHARDSON, 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the order of the House, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will now rise. : 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the session of 
this afternoon be re geri eee for the purpose of com- 
pleting this bill. We now have under consideration the last 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that this afternoon’s session be extended until the consid- 
eration of the amendments of the Senate to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill shall be concluded. Is there objection? : 

There was no objection. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 

Mr. PAYNE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
ate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
gentleman from Tennessee ought to be compensated in some form 
for the work he has done in preparing this publication. But that 
is not the point involved here. The gentleman from Texas has 
spoken again and again about giving the gentleman from Tennes- 
see a 3 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no; I did not. I said I would be willing to 
doit. I did not say that such was the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That was what I understood. 

Now, if the Government is to keep these plates, if they are to 
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be preserved, and if the gentleman from Tennessee is simply to 
have duplicates of them without interfering with the use of them 
by the Government, I do not object to this proposition. But if he 
is to have eenhripe 5 in the nature of a copyright, if he is to be al- 
lowed the right of exclusive publication of this work, or if the 
Government is to be put to the expense of resetting the type be- 
cause the plates are not to be preserved, if the Government is not 
to have the use of the plates at any time at its discretion without 
interfering with anybody’s copyright, I object most decidedly. 

Mr. BAILEY. What I have said is that while I should be glad 
to give the gentleman from Tennessee a copyright, I would not, 
of course, expect that he should be granted any right which 
would exclude the right of the Government in this matter. 

A MEMBER. Or anybody else. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, I would exclude everybody but the Gov- 
ernment. But this amendment does not raise that question. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is to have these plates, they may become a very valuable 
franchise to him. I am not willing that he should have such an 
advantage as would prevent any other man from setting up and 

inting these books, if he chose to do so. This being a public 
e I do not understand how a publication of it by any 
private individual could infringe on any property right of the 

tleman from Tennessee. I should like to have placed in the 

ECORD a complete statement of the gentleman from Tennessee 
as to the exact effect in his view of this amendment, so that the 
statement may be binding upon him and upon Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am glad to cout myself of the oppor- 
tunity to make a statement in respect to this matter. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] introduced the reso- 
lution in the Fifty-third Congress to provide for the printing of 

the m —annual, special, and veto—as well as inaugural 
addresses and proclamations of the Presidents. That resolution 
provided that the Joint Committee on Printing should have this 
work done. When the joint committee of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, consisting of three Senators and three Representatives, met 
to consider the resolution, the question arose at once as to who 
should do this work. 

No appropriation had been made to pay for it, and nobody was 
authorized to do it, except that the joint committee was to provide 
for having it done. As has been stated by the gentleman from 
Texas, there had been a conference between him and myself in 

t to this matter. I had said to him that I would be willing 
to do the work. I made the same statement to the joint committee, 
and I was at once authorized to commence the work. I came here 
in April, 1895, just two years ago, and spent here the greater por- 
tion of the summer upon this Work. 

I supposed in the first instance that I could make the compila- 
tion in two, three, or four months at the furthest. I spent five or 
six months here at that time, e m the work, and after- 
wards returned about a month ore the meeting of Congress 
and resumed my labor. I found it a much greater work than I 
had anticipated. I will state upon my honor as a member that 
Ihave devoted not less than two to three hours per day on an 
average for nearly two years to this compilation in its varied 
forms, etc. It was exceedingly desirable to prevent errors from 

ing into a document of this nature, and which was by the 
authority of the Government. 

I repeat, that this work has occupied me from two to three hours 
a day for over two years. I have asked no ie) Ree on for the 
work at the hands of Congress. I have faithfully endeavored to 
make this compilation what it purports to be—a complete com- 
pilation of all Presidential papers. I have arranged them, or at- 
tempted to arrange them, in chronological order. 

I do not believe there has been ame: exceeding one sentence 
in length, if it ċontained a recommendation of the Executive, 
omitted from this compilation. But I am not here to boast of it. 
It speaks for itself, The work is not yet completed. I have the 
documents compiled down to Mr. Benjamin ison’s Adminis- 
tration. Since that date they are not compiled, Those three vol- 
umes have been issued, and the fourth one will be delivered to 
members and the public within the next week. 

Now, having done this much, a number of Members and Sena- 
tors have volunteered to say to me I should have compensation. 
Gentlemen have said to me almost daily, ‘‘ You ought to be com- 
pensated for this work.” Gentlemen on both sides of the House 
and in the other branch of Con have said this. I was called 
to the Senate committee when they were considering this sundry 
civil bill in the closing hours of the last Congress, and they then 
offered to put on an appropriation in money to me. I had hesita- 
tion about accepting compensation. I said to them, I do not ask 

ou to do that. Wait, anyway, until the work is completed, and 
et us see what it will be.” 

The Senate committee then did sat in any compensation, 
and their action was at my request. ey pe into the bill, how- 
ever, a further provision which was notin bill as it originally 


passed the House, a further amendment which the gentleman from 


Illinois will remember—I mean the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations in the Fifty-fourth Congress [Mr.Cannon]. They 
added words here which require the compiler to make a complete 
index of all these public documents from the foundation of the 
Government down to the 4th of last March. 

That was done in February last. Mr. Chairman, that was no 


part of the compiler’s original work. At the rate we pay for 
making indexes it would cost the Government, if it was done by 
some outside party, I do not know how much, but not less than 
$10,000 to make that index. We pay $1.20 a page to index the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, There are about 12,000 pages of that 
RECORD every Congress—I mean every two sessions. That makes 
it cost about fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars to make an index 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD every Congress. 

Here I am called upon to make an index to this large compila- 
tion which will be subjected to.the book critics. If you gentle- 
men read the New York Sun and New York Nation, as I know 
many of you do, you will find this publication has been pretty 
closely examined and reviewed by the most eminent book critics 
in the United States. So far I flatter myself that the criticisms 
have not been very unfavorable; but lam called upon to make 
this index. It would require almost a year's time of constant 
work to make it. 

I am carrying that index along with the volumes as they are 
issued from the press, and I have it prepared down to and includ- 
ing the fourth volume, which you have not yet seen, I got ad- 
vance sheets of it from the office, and have made the index up to 
date. This work, in addition to the compiling, is occupying me 
these two or three hours a day that I speak of, and has taken the 
time for the last two years. I mention these facts that you may 
see something of the work that rests upon me. 

That index may not be satisfactory—you know indexes are usu- 
ally unsatisfactory—but I am doing the best I can with it. I 
should have made the index if that provision had not been put in 
the sundry civil bill by the committee in the Senate. I suggested 
it to them, there in the Senate committee, and told them that I 
was a y preparing the index and intended to have it ready 
when the work was completed. 

I am glad the gentleman from Dlinois brought this up. It en- 
e the statement. I declined the suggestion of 
money compensation for the work when it was offered. Some 
gentlemen suggested another method of compensation which it is 
not necessary to refer to. I said, ‘‘Put this in.” Suppose it costs 
$3,000? I do not know exactly what it will cost. The late Public 
Printer told me he thought it would cost from 15 to 20 cents a page 
to make these duplicate plates, but he did not claim to have accu- 
rate knowledge. If it costs 20 cents a , there are about 600 
pages in a book, that will be $120 a book. there are ten books, 
that would be $1,200. There will be ten or eleven volumes—ten 
volumes and an index. 1 think it will cost more than 20 cents per 
page to make the duplicate plates. The gentleman from Illinois 
says it will cost over $3,000, and I take it he is correct, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. A 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill beas brief as I can, Mr. Chairman. 
I was stating what it will cost. I think it will cost more than 20 
cents a page, possibly 50 cents per e. This does not. take the 

lates from the Printing Office. I will say to my friend from 
assachusetts [Mr. WALKER] that the former rule of the Print- 
ing Office was, whenever there was a publication that exceeded 
2,500 copies the Public Printer, in the exercise of his discretion, 
had stereotype or electrotype plates. The law now requires 
them to be made when there is reason to believe that the matter 
will be printed a second time. 

These plates are usually preserved if they are deemed valuable. 
I do not refer by that to the value of the matter that is printed; 
but if he ppe there will be a subsequent call by Congress for 
a reprint of the document, he preserves the plates. He can not 
always tell and does not always preserve them. In the case now 
pending the electrotype plates are already made. This bill will 
simply give me duplicates, and the law provides that any man can 
buy a duplicate of those plates. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Of what plates—any plates? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Any plates. : 

Ihave been informed exactly 


Pech WALKER of Massachusetts. 
e con’ Š 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have looked in my desk to find a copy of 
the printing law, but I can not lay my hands on it. If the gentle- 
man will look at the act passed on the 12th of January, 1895, known 
as the printing law, he will find this provision in it: that all plates 
in the Government Printing Office may be sold; that is, duplicates, 
not the originals: The originals remain there, and the Govern- 
ment can always use them when it wishes to do so; but duplicate 
plates may be sold at the cost of the metal that enters into them 
and the composition, and 10 per cent added. That is the law. 
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Mr. BROWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. sir. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the gentleman kindly answer this: Does 
he understand that when he shall receive the property in these 
plates that he would be entitled to copyright the work? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; not at all. This amendment does 
not give me ae right to copyright. 

Mr. BROWN. the gentleman owned the plates, would he 
have the right to copyright the work? I understood the gentle- 
man from Texas Me. BAILEY] a few moments ago to say that 
while the m and papers themselves could not be copy- 
righted, the gentleman from Tennessee would probably have the 
right to copyright the work as an arrangement of them. Now, I 
would like to have the gentleman answer that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will answer the gentleman. This 
amendment does not provide far any copyright or for any copy- 
right privilege. If I have any right to copyright this work, I 
have the right to doit under thelaw, regardless of this amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Very good. If the gentleman becomes the 
owner of these plates, and thereafter copyrights this 8 
what, then, is the attitude of the Government and of Congress, in 
spite of the gentleman’s copyright, to proceed to print? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly the Government could print 
the work. The same law to which I referred the gentleman from 
Massachusetts provides that no Government publication shall be 


copyrighted. You can not copyright a Government publication. 
The law is explicit upon that subject. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. EVANS. I want the gentleman to make this proposition 
clear. If I understand the scope of this amendment, as it would 
operate under the present printing law, it would give to the com- 
paer of this work a copy of the electrotype plates. That is the 

act about it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question in 
the same connection, and that is whether ey bee! would have 
the right to go to the Printing Office and buy these duplicates? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly anyone can get duplicates 
of stereot lates made by the Government. 

Mr. E 8. Let me complete my thought. So that if this 
amendment were to „the whole compensation that the com- 

iler would get for his two years of work would be the cost to the 
n of giving him this gel copy—not over $1,200? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Maybe it would be over $1,200. I do not 
say that it would not be more than $1,200. I suppose it would be. 

r. EVANS. And the copies that you would have of the work 
would be the fraction of 285? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not counted the fraction. I have 
called upon literary men throughout the United States to assist 
me, particularly in obtaining the proclamations of the Presidents, 
for the Government does not own them. I have had the assist- 
ance of quite a large number of gentlemen in this way, some presi- 
dents of colleges, and I have been expending this fraction, not in 
selling them, but simply presenting them as a matter of compli- 
ment. I have delivered them to gentlemen who have assisted me 
in a literary way in making this compilation. I have not sold a 
copy of them, and do not know that I ever shall. 

r. CONNOLLY. Will the gentleman answer me how many 
clerks, and from what Departments, he had detailed to assist in 


this work? : 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There has been no detail from any De- 
partment at all. I willrefer to the matter the gentleman referred 


to, which is in Pas Brite red bien typewriting, a resolution 
passed early in the Fifty-fourt mgress. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; but I ask about the clerks detailed 
from the State Department and some other Departments to assist 
you in this work—to do the work? $ - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There has not been one detailed from any 
Department nor any bureau of the Government. The only cleri- 
cal work that I have had any help in has been where I could not 
take the books from the Departments and had to have copying 
done there. There were some in the library of the State Depart- 
ment and some in the Treasury De ent where I was not al- 
lowed to withdraw the books or documents, and I would hire 
some one to go there and take a typewriter, if I could not get one 
in the Department, and make copies of these official documents, 
in order that I might have them as nearly reliable and official as I 
could get them. I have used the money which that resolution 
provided—ahont $600 or $700—in making compensation for that. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the gentleman yield to me for another 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. You say, and no doubt correctly, that a Govern- 
ment publication can not be copyrighted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BROWN. Very Root If these plates, or copies thereof, 
are owned by any individual member of this House, or out of it, 
may he not then co 1 the work as his private work? 

Mr. RICHARD . He can not copynent the messages. I 
want to say to my friend if he will get Drane on Copyrights, he 
will find that there is a decision of a very high court in this 
country, and it refers to a court in England also, that a Govern- 
ment publication may be copyrighted, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, where a person puts into it certain original 
matter of his own. He may also copyright the work as toits form, 
style, etc. If he makes headnotes or footnotes or an index, he 
may copyright it, but possibly not against the Government. The 
F can print this compilation, if it desires to do so, ad 
ibitum. 

Mr. BROWN. Will you answer this? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, suppose that these plates become your 
private property. You can copyright the work and have all the 
rights under the copyright law to the exclusion of the balance of 
the world? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; not as against the Government; and 
I have never sought it. I might seek it as to other persons. 

Mr. EVANS. Now, have not you cut yourself off entirely from 
me right = copyright any edition of this work by dedicating it to 

e public 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Possibly that may be so. I do not know 
how that is. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I hope the gentleman will 
give a definite answer to my question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill. What is the question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Even if you put any amount 
of work of any kind whatever into the preparation and compila- 
tion of these messages and other public papers, and reported that 
work to Con and it ə a public document, of course 
that part of the work could not be copyrighted; but on anything 
that you as a private individual may put into the work after re- 
ceiving these plates you may be entitled to a copyright. You 
may copyright the plates including that new matter, but you 
can not copyright the work unless new matter is added in addi- 
tion e what was reported to Congress. Is that a correct state- 
men shoe 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not sure but the gentleman is cor- 
rect about that. I can copyright the compilation as to its form 
and style, etc., as shown by the authority I quoted bove. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. But I want to know whether 
Jam correct or not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Well, to answer the gentleman positivel 
would be undertaking to give a legal opinion, and I do not thi 
I ought to undertake to do that on this subject. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Well, Isimply want to make 
the matter clear, because I want to vote you these plates. 

ees the hammer Sid 

r. RICHARDSON. Chairman, I ask permission to con- 
clude my statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not want any copyright as against 
the Government. Ido not ask for it, and I would not have it. 
The Government has a right to print this book ad libitum, and I 
have no desire and no disposition, and have never had any disposi- 
tion, to try to prevent the Government from pas it. 

One word more on another point, and then I will yield the floor. 
I want to add a word as to why it will really be a matter of econ- 
omy to give me these plates. ere is a demand at every session, 
and it will probably be so as long as Congress lasts, for copies of 
this work, and Congress will be called upon to print it and to re- 
print it at each succeeding session. There area great many per- 
sons in the country who would like to be able to buy the work 
without having to appeal to members of Congress for it. 

If I get these plates, I am frank to say that it is my intention to 
get some printing establishment to print the work and give mea 
royalty. Idonotknow just what can be done. If anybody wants 
to buy the work, I want him to be able to go to that book concern 
and buy it. If that is done, it will relieve the great pressure that 
would otherwise be brought to bear upon Congress to reprint the 
book at probably every succeeding session. If the plan does not 
succeed, then the book concern that prints the books will be out 
the amount of money that it costs to do the work, and the Gov- 
ernment will not be hurt. If Congress sees fit to print other 
editions of the work from the plates in the office any number of 
times, it can do so, and nobody can restrain it, and nobody will 
attempt to restrain it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understand the gentleman to say that 
the only compensation he asks is these plates, and that he has no 
expectation of a copyright in any manner or form. 

ir. RICHARDSON. No; I do not say that I should not seek a 
copyright as against other persons who might undertake to repro- 
duce my work. I shall do it, £ 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. I do not mean a copyright as against other 
persons, but as against the Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I state absolutely, unconditionally, and 
unequivocally that, as against the Government, I do not want to 
have any copyright or exclusive right. I want Congress to have 
the right to reprint this work from time to time, under all condi- 
tions and under all circumstances, and the gentleman will find 
this statement in the RECORD in the morning, for I will not edit 


it out. 

Mr.CANNON. Asingle word, Mr. Chairman, and then I shall 
ask fora vote. This is the last item in the bill. As to the cost of 
these duplicate plates, I caused inquiry to be made, thinking that 
possibly some inquiry might be made in the House. The estimate 
of the Public Printer is $3,600 for the duplicate plates. Now, so 
far as I am concerned, I am content that the Senate amendment 
should be concurred in. As to the matter of compensation to the 

ntleman from Tennessee, I suppose it would be the sense of the 

ouse, or of a future Congress, to make him apt compensation for 
work that he has done, perhaps not strictly pertaining to his duties 
as = member of this body, work which the Government has util- 


ized, 

But that can come up at the proper time. I make this state- 
ment as to the cost of the plates now, for the reason that if in the 
future there should be any question of compensation for this 
work, the gentleman from Tennessee would no doubt be quite 
willing that it should be known what these plates did cost, and I 
have no doubt that they will be worth to him fully the amount 
they cost the Government. I ask for a vote. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. CANNON, Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill to the House with the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
suméd the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation bill, had 
directed hiin to recommend concurrencein amendments numbered 
1,2,3, 6, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 20, 23, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 38, 89, 40, 
41, and 42; to recommend that amendment numbered 24 be con- 
curred in with an amendment, and that amendments numbered 
4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 13, 16, 19, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 35, 36, and 37 be non- 
concurred in. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that these amend- 
ments may be yoted upon together, without being read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to call attention to amendment 13, on 

ge 55 of the bill, which yesterday, upon my motion, the House 
nonconcurred in. I have this afternoon seen the Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and, from the conversation Ihave had with 
him, I am quite sure the committee of conference would concur 
in that amendment. I ask that the amendment be reserved for a 
G vote, in order that it may be concurred-in. 

e question being taken, the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole (excepting amendment numbered 13) 
were respectively concurred in or nonconcurred in, as recom- 
mended, amendment numbered 24 being concurred in with an 
amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move that amendment numbered 13 be 


concurred in. 
The motion was ed to. 
Mr. CANNON. move to reconsider the various votes upon 


these amendments, and that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I now move that the House request a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CAN NON, Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE, and Mr. SAYERS as conferees on the part of 
the House. 5 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GRIFFIN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Crump, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the Speaker declared the House adjourned, in 
pursuance of its previous order, until Thursday next, at 12 o'clock 
noon, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 3170) to amend the record of 
Company I, Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, by 
including the name of John H. Thruston therein, with the date of 


his enlistment and date of his discharge—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 3171) for the relief of W. I. 
Smith and D. M. Wisdom—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3172) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth 
R. Strother—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) to pension Phillip Eberly—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3174) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of George W. Stelts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) granting an honorable discharge to 
Wilson S. Lafferty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3176) granting a pension to Henry W. Schro- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) granting a pension to Daniel Garber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3178) granting a pension to Lydia Sampsell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3179) granting a pension to Sarah M. Kings- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3180) granting an increase of pension to Row- 
land J. Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3181) granting a pension to Henry B. Magill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3182) to pension Oscar Dunham—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3183) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew B. Keith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Blakeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3185) granting a pension to Lovezila L. Pat- 
terson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3186) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Holway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) granting an increase of pension to 
Friendly Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to Wilson S. Lewis 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 3189) granting an increase of pension to James 
McCoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3190) granting an honorable discharge to 
John H. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3191) removing the charge of desertion from 
William L. Peeples—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3192) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Thomas—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3193) granting an honorable discharge to 
Henry P. Cassel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3194) to correct the military record of Collin 
P. Leiter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3195) to correct the military record of George 
Schell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3196) granting a pension to Eliza Stofer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3197) granting a pension to Charles W. Bene- 
dict—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) granting a pension to Richard M. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3199) granting a pension to Alfred Van- 
sickles—to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3200) to pension Levi Benedict—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3201) granting a pension to Matilda Zimmer- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8202) to remove the charge of desertion from 
John Ryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3203) granting a pension to Amelia B. Geddes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3204) granting a pension to Sarah Gregory 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3205) granting an increase of pension to J. B. 
Lightcap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3206) granting a pension to Richard A. St. 
Clair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3207) to reimburse Aden Benedict for money 
paid by him to the United States as commutation for draft—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3208) for the relief of Jacob Walker, son and 
assignee of Thorton Rails—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3209) granting a pension to Maggie Dono- 
van to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3210) to pension Martin Watkins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3211) to pension John Flynn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 3212) granting an increase 
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of pension to Barbara Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 3213) ting a pension to 
Martha W. Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3214) for the relief 
of John W. Harlan—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 3215) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Trammell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by. request): A bill (H. R. 3216) to in- 
crease the pension of John Van thusen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) for the relief of George W. Cotner—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3218) for the relief of Elijah 
Rowe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following yo ions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of certain citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; also petition of Price Hill Council, No. 210, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring the of a bill re- 
stricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. — 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of residents of Jermyn, Lacka- 
wanna County, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill restricting im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOKE: Petition of Delaney & Murphy and 11 other 
firms in Chicago, III., dealers in distilled spirits in bond, asking 
for an amendment to the tariff bill governing general bonded 
warehouses and the transportation of Sisan illed spirits thereto—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of Henry S. Coo and 20 other 
citizens of Midland, Mich., asking for a tariff of 1 cent per pound 
on Eana ONAE, or chloride of lime—to the Committee on 
Ways and 

„protest of the Cigar Makers’ Union No. 130, of Saginaw, 
Mich., against the passage of House bill No. 30, or any similar 
bill intended to destroy ticket brokerage—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of thé Rice Leather Company, of Petoskey, and of 
the West Bay City Shoe Company, Michigan, against a duty on 
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, pengon A ae 5 ma oer ems of 8 
grocers of West Bay City, „ aski or a 10 per cent differ- 
ential duty on teas exported from Canada to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: 


Paper to accompany House bill to in- 
crease the pension of John Van Benthusen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HANDY: Petition of S. B. Cooper and 49 other citizens 
of Cheswold; also petition of George W. win and 104 others, of 
Felton, Del., favoring the 1 an immigration law- to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Tolland 
and South Windsor townships, Conn., for free delivery of mails 
in country districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of certain citizens of Mauch 
Chunk and East Mauch Chunk, Pa., for the passage of an immi- 
gration bill similar to that passed in the Fifty-fourth Congress 
and vetoed by President Cleveland—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of C. McCooke and 35 other citizens of 
Orangeville, Pa., in favor of restriction in reference to immigra- 
tion, and asking for more rigid enforcement—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Hon. Thomas J. Ingham and 45 other citizens 
of Sullivan County, Pa., protesting against 8 hides on the 
dutiable list to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Letter of the Minneapolis (Minn.) Brew- 
ing Company, in relation to revenue stamps and the investigation 
of alleged adulteration of malt liquors—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of J. A. Christ and sundry other 
residents of Lebanon County, Pa., favoring the enactment of a 
law restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of Middletown, Conn., 
asking that the President be authorized to appoint a monetary 
commission toreform national banking and currency laws—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 

Also, petitions of citizensof Middletown, Killingworth, and Hig- 
e ee the extension of free delivery of mails in country 

icts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 12, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ARMY OFFICERS’ TRANSPORTATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Pay- 
master-General of the Army recommending the enactment of leg- 
islation authorizing the Quartermaster’s Department to. furnis 
transportation requests to officers traveling on duty over ‘*50 per 
cent” railroads, and also that amounts already paid by officers on 
that account be reimbursed them by the Pay Department, and sub- 
mitting a draft of a proposed act; which, with the accompanyin 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, an 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
d to the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3. 6, 10, 
11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 20, 23, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 
42 to the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1898, and for other purposes; ees to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 24, with an amen nt in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate; disagrees to the amendments numbered 
4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 16, 19, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 35, 36, and 37; asks a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE, and Mr. SAYERS managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MARTIN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sa- 
lem, Va., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Culpeper, 
Staunton, Tangier, and Herndon, all in the State of Virginia, and 
a petition of sundry citizens of Benning, D. C., praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dunkirk, 
Ind., and a petition of sun citizens of Bryant, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE 5 a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Portland, Oreg., praying for the abrogation of the reci- 
procity treaty with Hawaii; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He ao preinted 5 eee of Portland, Oreg., 

rayi or the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
1 dos ordered to lie on the table. 3 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of John B. Moon and sun- 
dry other citizens of Virginia, praying for an increase of the duty 
on slate pencils; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of M. Glennan, of Norfolk, Va., 
remonstrating against an increase of the duty on wood pulp; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Monticello Wine Company, 
of Charlottesville, Va., praying for the retention of the present duty 
on hand-cut corks; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Grocers’ Associa- 
tion, of Norfolk, Va., praying for an ad valorem form of assessing 
duties on sugar; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Fairfax Quarterly Meeting 
of Friends, of Waterford, Va., praying for the ratification of the 
proposed arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the John L. Roper Lumber Com- 

ny, the Roanoke Railroad and Lumber Company, the Tunis 

umber Company, and sundry other lumber firms of Virginia, 

ing for the adoption of the lumber schedule to the pending 

as passed by the House of Representatives; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Albemarle Paper Manu- 
facturing Company, of Richmond, Va., remonstrating against 
the imposition of a duty of 1 cent per pound on cotton and linen 
rags; which was o to lie on the table. 

e also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Culpeper, 


1897. 
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Farmville, Mount Pleasant, Forestville. Berkley, Buenavista, Oak- 
ve, Au County, Tangier, Richmond, Purcellville, Hern- 
on, and Liberty Council, No. 13, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Swansboro, all in the State of Virginia, and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Benning, D. C., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Quartermasters and Com- 
missary Exemployees’ Auxiliary Aid Association, of Alexandria, 
Va., praying for the enactment of legislation refunding certain 
money due colored people by reason of reductions from their pay 
while in the service of the Federal Army during the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Staunton, 
Salem, Roanoke, Augusta, and Richmond, all in the State of Vir- 
ginia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committe on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry merchants, manufactur- 
ers, and insurance companies of the United States, remonstratin 

inst the abrogation of the treaty between the United States an 
Hawaii: which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


ns. 
He also presented a memorial of the John O'Mahony Club, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
pro sere arbitration treaty with Great Britain; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Frank H. Fleer & Co., of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against placing a duty of 10 
cents per pound on gum chicle; which was ordered to lie on the 
table ; 


Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legis- 
lature of Utah, praying that an dg ator sec be made for the 
enlargement and improvement of Fort Douglas military post 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 


A memorial to Congress an a riation for the enlargement and 
= . 


improvement 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress 


Your memorialists, the 


assembled: 


Salt Lake City, Utah, was 
in 1861, and over since that time it has been retained and used as a 
post and reservation and occupied by troops belonging to the Army 
nited States. From time to time additions and improvements to the 

dings and grounds have been made, but while these have answered a 

tem 3 they have been more in the nature of repairs, at the 

. le cost, than of work that would be permanent and creditable in 

its character and in line with modern and advanced ideas of the construc- 

the buildings now are, and for 


inadequate to the needs of the troops therein 


putation of the floor and cubic e 
imperfect ventilation ears cy Sag tie y gets y one-fifth 
the latest authorities declare to be n to keep an adult in good health. 
A similar condition prevails as to the officers’ quarters, which are, moro- 
over, quite insufficient in number for the accommoda! of the officers 
necessarily assigned to a post of that size. Besides these defects, a condition 
of manifest ee exists in nearly all the 8 the fi 
and unstable, the walls are badly crac in e 
are im ect, if not unsafe, and the 
stores are inconvenient and liable to 


sel 
milita: 
of the 
puil 


2 managing 


and of the number ps now stationed there, which number the 
post is presumed to have full accomm for. 
The h conditions have been ascertained by personal investigation 


of means for its improvement and rebuilding 

a matter not only o 828 necessity, but of true economy. 

Therefore your memorialists respectfully ask that an appropriation of 

$500,000 be made, to be available at such times and expended under such su- 

8 as your honorable body may see proper to stipulate, and as in duty 
und your memorialists will ever pray. 


Approved March 11, 1897 


STATE OF Uran, Department of State, ss: 


I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of A memorial to 
sopre asking an appropriation for the enlargement and improvement of 
Fort Douglas military post,” as a on file in my office. 

In 3 Thave hereunto set “ap: fa owes affixed the great 


seal of the State of Utah, this 2ist day of Apri A 
(SEAL.] cay FT, HAMMOND. Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying that relief be granted the clai ts who suf- 
fered from Indian depredations in the Territory of Utah before 
they became citizens of the United States; which was referred to 


the Committee on Indian Depredations, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


A memorial to Con; for relief of claimants who suffered from Indian 
Leake rare the Territory of Utah before they became citizens of the - 


To the honorable the Senate and House of sentatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 
Your mem 


orialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, re- 
spectfully represent: s 


I. That a number of people are now residing in the State of Utah who lost 
property through Indian depredations, and who have filed their claims against 
the Government in the Court of Claims, pursuant to an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1891. z 

2. That according to a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
claimants who were not citizens of the United States at the time of these 
depredations are not entitled to relief. 

. Your memorialists would therefore most respectfully call your atten- 
tion to the fact that, prior to 1851, there were no United States courts within 


the Territory now the State of Utah. 
4. That in 1855 an act was passed by the —— assembly of the Terri- 
tory of Utah : courts, in their respective counties, 


conf ayes proba 
power to e origin jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, as well in 
cery as in common law, when not prohibited by legislative enactment, 


and viding that said probate courts should be governed in all respects 
8 5 salen AnA regulations as regards practice as the Uni 
States district courts. 


6. That among 
become citizens, 


P 
rence of the depredations for which they claim San e and are 
fore debarred obtaining relief under said act of March 3, 1891. 

7. Furthermore, that when the district courts were in session, it was al- 
ways either at Salt Lake City or in its immediate vicinity, thus necessitating 
residents in many cases to travel from 200 to 800 miles to reach said 
courts. 

8. In view of these facts, we deem it an injustice that men who, either for 
lack of opportunity or by reason of their misapprehension regarding the 
jurisdiction of the probate courts, failed in g citizens should be de- 
prived of relief the act of 1891. 

9. Your memorialists therefore ask that relief through legislative enact- 


ment by your honorable body be extended to such claimants who became cit- 
izens to the of the act of March 3, 1891. 
And your memo: willever pray. 


on . 
I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
yot Ain D. 1897. 

J. T. MMOND, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying that certain citizens of Utah be reimbursed 
for services rendered, etc., in the Indian disturbances in the Terri- 
tory of Utah during the years 1865 to and including the year 1870; 
which was refe to the Committee on Indian Depredations, an 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


A memorial to Con; asking that certain residents of Utah be rei: 
for services vain, pln ee y 


mbursed 

0 55 8 in Indian dis- 

turbances in the Territory of Utah during the years from 1865 to and 
including the year 1870. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States in Congress assembled; 

GENTLEMEN: Your memorialists, the governor and legislative re of 
the State of Utah, 9 represent that in the spring of the year 1865 
an uprising of the tribes of Indians began in the Santy of te, 
Territory of Utah, which resulted in prolonged and vexatious Indian ageres: 
sions under the leadership of a chief by the name of Black Hawk, and con- 
tinued during the years to and including 1870, during which time many 
of the settlers were driven from their homes and a large number of flourish- 
ing settlements in Piute, Sevier, ace Summit, Iron, Kane, and Washing- 
ton counties were entirely abandoned, at t loss. 

A large portion of stock from these and other counties was driven off and 
more than fifty persons, men, women, and children, were killed by the Indians. 
While the Indians were the wards of the nation and should have been re- 
strained by Federal authority, no effort was made to afford protection to the 
setilers by the use of the Army of the United States. 

The resident militia were ed into active service from all parts of the 
Territory, under the direction of the governor and superintendent of Indian 
affairs, and served in the field without compensation and at their own expense, 
ae pave never been reimbursed therefor. 


reports of the muster rolls of the several com in said 
Indian troubles, also the returns of supplies, etc., for the years 1866, and 
1867, were made at the time, and at the session of the Congress of the United 


States in the winter of 1868-69 full and complete reports of said services and 


the furnishing of su panie were forwarded to your honorable body, and 
were presented by Hon. William H. Hooper, Delegate from the Territory of 
Utah, which said reports and accompanying 2, 


n: 8 were, on March 
received, ordered printed, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Your memorialists therefore respectfully ask your honorable body toadopt 
such measures as will bring before you the said reports and accompanying 
papers, and that action be taken and opriations be made to reimburse 
and compensate the citizens for their services rendered and 
and supplies f hed in suppressing the Indian hostilities during the three 
ears of 1865, 1866, and 1867, as per the said returns on file in Congress; also 
enact such legislation as will afford i caer etn to all citizens having 
claims against the Government, either for loss of 2 through the dep- 
redations of Indians as aforesaid or on account of expenditure of time 
and money while e in protecting the settlers from such Indian air 
sions during the su ment years 1800, and 1870, to establish 
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888 claims, and when so established they may be paid by the United 
States the amounts to which they may be entitled. 

And your memoriali: ever pray. 

Approved March 11, 1897. 
STATE OF Uran, Department of State, ss: 

I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the 7 pe is a full, true, and correct copy of A memorial to 
Co asking tha’ cortetn residents of Utah be reimbursed for services 
rendered, money expended, and p rty lost in Indian disturbances in the 
Territory of Utah during the years from 1865 to and including the year 1870," 
as a on file in my office. 

In ony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah, this 2ist oe of April, A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL.] he HAMMON D, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON panpa a memorial of the governor and legis- 
lature of Utah, relative to granting to the State of Utah the reser- 
voir sites reserved by the Government of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Joint resolution and memorial to Congress relative to granting to the State of 
Utah the reservoir sites reserved by the Government of the United States. 


Whereas, by an act of Con entitled An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year en: June 
30, 1889. and for other purposes,“ and amendments thereto, there have been 
located, selected, and reserved from entry and settlement in the State of 
Utah large tracts of land for sites for reservoirs, ditches, and for irri- 

ion purposes, and also large tracts of land made susceptible to irrigation 
y such reservoirs, ditches, and canals; and 

Whereas it is the purpose of the legislature of the State of Utah to con- 
tinue the work already begun of reclaiming the vast tracts of arid lands 
lying within her borders, and to bring the same under cultivation as soon as 
— and that such ends and the welfare of the people will be materially 
advanced if the State shall have the control of all such lands as have been 
5 reserved by the Government under the act hereinbefore men- 

oned: 

Be it resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby earnestly 

titioned to enact a law granting to the State of Utah all such lands as have 

n located, selected, and reserved from entry and settlement in the State 
of Utah for the sites for reservoirs, ditches, and canals for tion purposes, 
and such lands as have been reserved as being susceptible tion by 
such reservoirs, ditches, and canals to be held in trast by the State for the 
poos for which reserved, and to be used under such tions as the 


spas mean e may impose. ‘ 
esolved further, That we request our Senators and Representatives in 
; to aes all honorable means to secure legislation referred to in this 
resolution; an > 
e it further resolved, That the secretary of state forward to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress an engrossed copy of this resolu- 


tion. 

Approved March 10, 1897. 

STATE or Uran. Department of State, ss; 

I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of “ Joint resolution 
and memorial to Congress relative to granting to the State of Utah the reser- 
yor Ee 5 by the Government of the United States,“ as appears on 

e in my office. 

ony whereof I have hereunto set Dr hand ot affixed the great 


In 
seal of the State of U this 2lst day of April, A. D. 1897. 
[SEAL.] a5 J. T. HAMMOND, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying Con to submit to the legislatures of 
the several States a proposition to amend section 3, Article I, of the 
Constitution of the United States so as to provide for the election 
of United States Senators by direct vote of the people; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

A memorial to Congress asking that it submit to the tures of the sev- 
eral States a proposition to amend section 3, Article I, of the Constitution 


of the Uni States so as to provide for the election of United States Sen- 
ators by direct vote of the people. 


Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, re- 
spectfully represent tha‘ 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States provides that each State of 
the Union shall be represented in the Senate of the United States by two 
Senators from each State, chosen by the legislature thereof for six years; and 

Whereas the legislatures of the several States are often unable to muke a 
choice of Senators without long and continued balloting, resul in “ dead- 
oe to the detriment of tion and injury of the people of the State; 
an 


Whereas it has been charged that corrupt influences are sometimes intro- 


duced to secure the election of incompetent men bering little qualification 
for the high tion, thereby causing degeneracy in the personnel of the 
most honorable legislative y of the world; and 


Whereas the world is advancing to a higher plane of civilization, and 
what was found to meet the needs of the Union a century ago is now demon- 
strated to be inadequate to the needs of a great republic; and 

Whereas the fundamental principle of a republican form of governmentis 
that the will of the people be expressed by a free, secret, and un eled 
ballot and majority rule: Therefore, 8 

Be it resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States be, and are hereby. respectfully urged to submit to the legislatures of 
the several States a proposition to amend section 3, Article I, of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, so as to provide for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people. 

And your memo: ever pray. 

Approved March 6, 1897. 

STATE oF UTAH, Department of State, ss: 

I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of A memorial to 
Congress asking that it submit to the legislatures of the several States a 

ro tion to amend section 3, Article I, of the Constitution of the United 
tates so as to provide for the election of United States Senators by direct 


vote of the le,“ as a on file in my office. 
In N erect | i have hereunto wet my pans aoa affixed the great 


of the State of Utah, this 2lst day of April, k 2 
J. T. HAMMOND, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, relative to the conditions existing in Cuba, and pray- 


ing Congress to intervene and protect American citizens and 
take immediate steps to stop the carnival of blood now being 
enacted on that island; which was referred to the Committee on 
pees Relations, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
ollows: 


A memorial to Congress representing the conditions exis’ in Cuba and 
praying that honorable y to intervene to protect the American citi- 
zens and to take immediate steps to stop the carnival of blood now being 
enacted on that island. 

Whereas Cuba has declared her independence from Spain and resorted to 
war to maintain such declaration; and 

Whereas Spain is attempting to perpetuate its dominion over the island, 
and to ee ie such end is carrying on the most cruel and bloody war 
known to modern times, neither respecting the property, the liberty, nor 
the lives of our citizens nor the flag of our country; and 

Whereas the people of these United States pause in their praises to God 
for liberty bestowed and shudder to hear the unheeded cries for help wafted 
to our shores on every breeze, and sicken at the picture of rapine and murder 
enacted under ad eye of war in Cuba; and 

Whereas the United States has the right and the Agree to protect its citi- 
zensin the pursuit of life, liberty, and 3 in all the world, and the fur- 

o unjust aggressions of the strong on 


ther right to protect the weak against 
this continent: refore, 

Be it resolved e and legislature of the State of Utah, That the 
Congress of the United States is hereby memo: toexercise all the force 
necessary, even to a declaration of war, to protect the lives and interests of 
American citizens in Cuba and tostop the butchery of men, women, and chil- 
dren and the further exhibition of the carnival of blood now being enacted 
on that island. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Approved March 6, 1897. 


STATE OF Uran, Department of State, ss: 


ri mme- 

diate steps to stop the carnival of blood now being enacted on that island” 
on file in my office. 

testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah this 2ist day of April, I. D. 1897. 

J. T. HAMMOND, Secretary of State. 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying that the Uintah and Uncompahgre Indian 
reservations be opened for settlement, and that the State of Utah 
be given a preference right of selection; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Atfairs, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


A memorial to Congress asking that the Uintah and ea age 
ervations be ned to settlement, and that the State 
preference right of selection. 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, would 
Fey pad as represent to your honorable body that nearly all the available 
lands in Utah had been en up and sold by the General Government prior 
to the admission of the Territory of Utah into the Union of States, thereby 
leaving a very poor quality of land from which to select lands granted to the 
State by the enabling act admit Utah into the Union of States. 

Now, therefore, we most ny ree the of a law looking to 

to settlement of the Uintah and Uncom Indian reserva- 
tions, and that the State of Utah be given the preference right of selection 
for at least ninety days after said lands are subject to settlement. 

And your memo: ts will ever pray. 

Approved March 11, 1897. 


STATE or UTAH, Department of State, ss: 


I, James T. Hammond, secre of state of the State of Utah, do here’ 
certify that the 8 a f true, and correct copy of “A memori 
to Con: asking that the Uintah and Uncompahgre reservations be 
apen to settlement, and that the State of Utah be given a preference right 
of selection,” as a on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah, this 21st ay of Ap A. D. 1897. 

[SEAL.] . T. HAMMOND, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON presented a memorial of the governor and legis- 
lature of Utah, praying Congress to cede to the State of Utah all 
of the public lands, except mineral lands, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


A memorial to Co praying that body to cede to the State of Utah all of 
the pu lands except mineral lands in the State. 

Whereas it has been the policy of the United States to be liberal in ceding 
lands to the various States: and 

Whereas the lands ceded to many of the Eastern States were timber and 
agricultural lands of t value, far exceeding in worth the arid plains and 
mountain regions ed to Utah; and 

Whereas police regulations could be maintained by the State with greater 
facility provided the title of these arid districts was vested in the State; and 

Whereas natural reservoir sites exist in the State which could and would 
be utilized, providing the State was the sole possessor, thereby converting 
vast tracts of now worthless lands, except for grazing purposes, into green 
fields dotted with homes, thereby increasing the revenue of the State as well 
as that of the General Government; and 

Whereas the United States land office at Salt Lake City is paying but a 
trifle above the expenses of maintenance: Therefore, 

Be it resolved b; eee and 9 of the State of Utah, That the 
Congress of the Uni' States be, and is hereby, memoriali to cede to the 
State of Utah all the public lands except mineral lands within the bounda- 
ries of the State. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Approved March 11, 1897. 

STATE or UTAH, Department of State, ss: 


I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of “A memorial to 


Indian res- 
be given a 


1897. 
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Congress pra: that body to cede to the State of Utah all of the public lands 
except poh hd land in the: State.“ as appears on file in m N 


office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah this 2lst day of April, A. D. 1897. 
[SEAL.] J. T. HAMMOND, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying Congress to withdraw from sale and set 
apart as a State park Fish Lakeand certain described land appur- 
tenant; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 


Memorializing Congress to withdraw from sale and set apart as a State park 
Fish Lake and certain described lands appurtenant. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, re- 


ly represent: 

That Eish 5 17 is a beautiful sheet of fresh water, about 5 miles long 
and 1} miles wide, situated in the county of Sevier, in the State of Utah, ata 
convenient distance from centers of population, and embedded among some 
of the highest yore of the Wasatch age, at an elevation of about 8,500 feet 
above sea level; that the citizens of U have for many years been accus- 
tomed in large numbers to use as u resort for health and recreation the basin 
of said lake during the summer months, a privilege that has been inestimably 
prized and would be relinquished with t sorrow: that in recent years, 
owing to the encroachments of sheep and cattle herds and the destruction 
wrought by the sawmills, the native beauty and healthfulness of the basin 
have n seriously impaired, the fish and game have been destroyed, and a 

t of incalculable value to the poems for summer outing has thus been ren- 
ered unfit for the uses for which nature seems y to have designed 
it; that the mountains surrounding do not contain mines or valuable mineral. 
and can not, under the conditions of existing land grants, be selected and 
F ar rialists t respectfully petiti h 
erefore we, your memo ists, mos y petition your hon- 
orable body to withdraw the following described lands, above referred to, 
from sale, and to set the same apart as a State park for the 5 use and 
benefit of the citizens of Utah, under the supervision and direction of the 
. of the State of Utah. Said lands are particularly described as fol- 
8, to wit: 

Commanding ab the summit of Mount Terrill, in Sevier County, Utah, 
and runnin ence south, about west, along the eastern rim of the 
„Great Basin,“ keeping on the western edge ot the Fish Lake Plateau. 20 
miles, to a point 2 miles south of the “Old Fish Lake and Rabbit Valley road; 
thence north about 45° east, approximately 13 miles, to the point of inter- 
section with the Fish Lake Outlet, approximately 1 mile below the junc- 
tion of Johnson Creek with said outlet, keeping song the crest between Rab- 
bit Valley and Fish Lake Valley; thence 5 ong the ridge between 
“Seven Mile Flat and U. M.“ Valley to point of beginning; containing 
8 71 square miles, and embracing the Fish Lake and Johnson 

ey drainage. 

The favoratie consideration of your honorable body is respectfully peti- 
tioned, and your memorialists, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

Approved March 11, 1897. 

STATE or Uran, Department of State, ss: 

I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a full, true. and correct copy of a memorial en- 
titled“ Memorializing Congress to withdraw from and set apart as a 
State park Fish Lake and certain described lands appurtenant,” as appears 
on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah, this 21st day of April. A. D. 1897. 

[SBAL.] * MOND, Secretary of State. 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying that the Industrial Home property at Salt 
Lake City be granted to that State for educational and charitable 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


A memorial to Con praying that the Industrial Home property at Salt 
Lake City, Utah, gran to the State of Utah, to be used for educa- 
tional or charitable purposes. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, 
most fully 8 

That there is in Salt Lake City, Utah, a a brick building, the 8 
of the United States, commonly known as the Industrial Home Building, 
which was built with money of the United States, under the provisions o 
the acts of Congress of August 4, 1886, February 1, 1888, and October 19, 1888, 
“for the purpose of providing a home for dependent women who shall have 
renounced polygamy, and their children of tender age;" 

That on account of the changed conditions in Utah, the use of said prop- 
erty for this purpose is, and for several years been, a thing of the past, 
and this valuable building, since the admission of Utah asa State, in January, 
1896. has stood idle, empty, and unutilized for any purpose whatever; 

That said building s not so located or arranged that it can be advanta- 
geously used by the Federal courts, post-office, or other Government offices, 
and is therefore of no further use to the General Government; 

That there is great need in the State of Utah of buildings for educational 
and charitable purposes, more than the revenue of the new State is able to 


supply. 
Pherefore, our memorialists respectfully pray that said Industrial Home 
property at Salt Lake City, be granted by the United States to the State of 
„to be used for such educational or charitable purposes as the State 
legislature may determine. 
And your memorialists will ever pray. 
Approved March 11, 1897. 
STATE or UTAH, Department of State, ss: 
I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the fore; g isa full, true, and correct copy of “A memorial 
Congress praying that the Industrial Home property at Salt Lake City, 
tah, be granted to the State of Utah to be used for educational or charita- 
ble purposes,” as appears on file in my office. 
timony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 


In tes, 
seal of the State of Utah, this ist day of April. A. D. 1897. 
[SEAL.1 J. T. HAMMOND, Secretary of State. 


Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying for the restraint of the Southern Ute In- 
dians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Memorial praying for the restraint of the Southern Ute Indians. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the governor and legislative assembly of the State of 
Utah, would ELS I ia omy ty that, by reason of the hunting and graz- 
ing privil accorded in the State by the Federal Government to the South- 
ern Ute Indians of the State of Colorado, the development and prosperity of a 
la region in the State of Utah is grievously retarded. 

he Colorado Reservation would appear more than adequate for their uses. 
Their presence among us not only urages local 3 but is a 
menace to the quietude and to the property of established settlers, whose 
waters are befouled, whose u. is destroyed, whose stock is stolen or 
unlawfully slaughtered, and whose lives are continually endangered. 

We recognize that these wards of the nation must be maintained, but with 
ee Saup that they should not be permitted to waste the estate of 

eir provider. 

We therefore most earnestly urge that your honorable body do by os eo 
tion restrain further incursions by said In: into the public domain lying 
within the State of Utah. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Approved March 10, 1897. 

STATE or UTAH, Department of State, ss; 


I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do here 
certify that the foregoing is a true, and correct copy of Memo 
praying: for the restraint of the Southern Ute Indians,” as appears on file in 
my office, 

LS testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah, this 2lst day of April. A. D. 1897. 

J. T. HAMMOND, Secretary of State, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1357) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the 
United States in Egypt, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildin, 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 708) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Oakland, in the State of California, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 517) for the 
relief of Anton Gloetzner, to report adversely thereon. I move 
that the bill be 3 indefinitely, the object of the bill having 
been accomplished in another bill before Congress. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1337) to commission First Lieut. Benjamin W. 
Loring a captain, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Com- 

y to construct and maintain a page across the Columbia 
iver between the State of Oregon and the Stateof Washington, 
and to establish it as a post-road,” asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1953) to authorize the 
Postmaster-General to i ee title to any new device or method 
for rapid telegraphing: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 1954) to establish a branch 
mint of the United States at Dahlonega, in the State of Georgia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commi 
on Finance. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1955) for the relief of N. C. 
Perkins, administrator: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
oan read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: y 

A bill (S. 1956) for the relief of the estate of Maria Gibson, de- 
ceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.: 

A bill (S. 1957) for the relief of Mrs. Elvira Moore, executrix 
of J. L. Moore; 

A bill (S. 1958) for the relief of the heirs of Silas Burke, de- 
ceased, late of Fairfax County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1959) for the relief of the estate of Catharine Critten- 
den, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 1960) for the relief of Mrs. Amelia A. H. Richards; 


and 

A bill (S. 1961) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret V. Maddux, of 
Louisa, Va. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1962) granting a pension 
to the minor children of John L. Webb, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. WARREN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1963) for the 


relief of Sarah J. d; which was read twice 
1 4750 the accompanying papers, referred to the 
aims. 

Mr DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1964) for the erection of a 
ublic building for the use of the custom-house and post-office at 
Newport News, in the district of Newport News, Va.; which was 

read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1965) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River from Wash- 
ington to Fort Myer and the national cemetery at Arlington; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

e also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and refe: to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1966) for the relief of James A. Johnston; and 

A bill (S. 1967) for the relief of Adel Virginia Spangler, of 
Frederick County, Va. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
Saz read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 1968) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Nevins (with ae hg paper); ; 
a (S. 1969) granting an increase of pension to Angelbert 


‘A bill (S. 1970) granting an increase of pension to S. Pichl; and 
8 (S. 1971) granting an increase of pension to William 
edway. 


y its title, and, 
Committee on 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 

proponi by him to the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the 

vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
7 by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to en e the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. QUAY. I 1 amendments which I propose to offer 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill. One provides for the 
removal of deputy co rs of internal revenue, storekeepers. 
gaugers, and examining surgeons from under the classified civil 
service, and the other proposes to take Indian agents from under 
the classified civil ce. I both amendments had better 
be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

ae pee an amendment 3 to SA 

to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
fered to the Committee on eee and ordered to be 


Ar. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to bo pro- 
posed im to the gene eficiency ap riation bill; which was 
— to the Committee on Claims, cad ordered to be printed. 
RECUSANT WITNESSES. 
Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration, 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Whereas by chapter 7 of the Revised Statutes of the United States it is 
Pr SBO: 10i. The President of the Senate, the 8. of the House of Re 
of a Committee of 


sentatives, or a e Whole or of any commi 
of either House administer oaths to witnesses 


ve months, 
Sxo. 103. No witness is posters to refuse to testify to an 
W. 


produce an respec: he shall be examined by either House 
of 98 — Ey any co! ttee of either House, upon the groun: t his 
testimony to such fact or his production of such paper may tend to 


him or otherwise render 
SEC. 104. Whenever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 102 fails 
Sig 7 . — — bo, shall — the fact 
ouse, as the case ma 
the district 


H to 
of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the 


grand jury for their action. 
. Whereas the Senate on the 17th day of May, 1804, by a lawful vote adopted 

the following ble and resolutions: 

“Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have been offered to ce: to induce 

¥ Cos pondan ted te signed article in the Press, 

x ereas en si a & e e a news- 

sugar schedule has 


been made up 
of large sums 


theee and to inquire further whether any contributions Save eee. 
tion, 
what are known as 
sugar © tariff bill now before the Ben- 
ate, and with power to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths. 
“Resolved further, That said committee be ee to 5 na 
report upon any charge or charges which ma; ore it allegin 
the action of any Senator has been corru tiyor Boe roperly influenced fa the 
—— — 


Seo epee of said bill, or that any at made to so influence 
legislation” — p 
and thereafte: tors GEORGE GRAY, of Delaware; WILLIAM LINDSAY, of 


Kentucky; H. C. DGE, of husetts; C. K. Davis, of Minnesota, and 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, of Nebraska, were a) ted a committee to make in- 
ena of the matters and things con: in said preamble and resolu- 
‘ions; an 

Whereas Elverton R. Chapman, of the city of New York, in the State of 
New York, was duly subpoenaed, sworn, and examined as a witness before 
said committee on the Sth day of June, 1894, and thereafter, and certain ques- 
— * were put to him by the chairman and other members of said — — 
an 


Whereas said Elverton R. Chapman contumaciously declined and refused 
to answer said questions, and the facts were duly reported by the said com- 
mittee to the Senate, and the President of the Senate certified the fact under 


seal of the Senate to the district attorney of the District of Columbia, in 


compliance with the above-quoted statutes; and 

Whereas the said Elverton R. Chapman was duly indicted thereon by the 
grand sary oe the District of Columbia fora misdemeanor in refusing to 
ere ed questions and as guilty of contempt of the authority of the - 
ate; an 


Whereas he was thereafter lawfully tried and convicted of said misde- 
meanor and was sentenced to pay a fine of $100 and serve a term of thirty 
Says in 5 ol the t of Columbia, which sentence has not 

m perfo: á 
Whereas said Elverton R. Cha nis now an as it is szid, for 
ffrom said piiat gc e 
tates t 


remission 

should be required to 
a before the bar of the Senate and purge himself of the said contempt 
which he is and was quite by answering the qasetions which he contu- 
maciously refused and declined to answer during said iny tion, and 
make disclosures as the said committee then requested him to make or 
that may now be required of him by the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do I understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to object to the resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a very long resolution. My judg- 
ment is that it would be better to have it printed and that we 
should have an op ity to look at it. I will call the attention 
of the Senator from Nebraska to the fact that on a former occa- 
sion the Senators were individually summoned to a committee 
room to testify that they had not been engaged in corrupt trans- 
actions. I gavesuchtestimony. I never owned a copper's worth 
of stock of any kind in my life. 1do not want to be subjected to 
that annoyance, if it is unn , during the present session. 
As I said, the resolution is a very long one. I did not get the ex- 
act purport of all its provisions, but certainly one day's delay will 
not do the Senate any harm, or the country any harm, or Mr. 


Chapman an F 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I an Shy permitted to say, before the 
resolution over, that Senator from New Hampshire 
does me injustice when he insinuates that the resolution means a 
further investigation of Senators. 

Mr. Elverton R. Chapman, who was a witness before the in- 
eee committee in 1894, has been indicted, tried, and con- 
vic of contumacious conduct in refusing to answer certain 
questions which were put to him by the members of the commit- 
tee. It is debra now that he is an applicant for Executive 
clemency. I have nothing to say about the merits of his applica- 
tion one way or the other; but the resolution simply contemplates 
that Mr. Chapman as acitizen of the United States and as a con- 
tumacious witness ought, in the judgment of the Senate, to come 
before the Senate and purge himself of that contempt by answer- 
ing those questions as a condition 1 to his receiving 
Executive clemency. I submit that will not bring the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire before the committee; but if Senator 
from New Hampshire still insists upon the technicality of the 
ee passing over until to-morrow, of course I can not re- 
sist it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I may not quite have understood the pur- 
port of the resolution. It struck me that it had provisions in it 
somewhat different from those stated by the Senator from Ne- 
braska. I caught, as it was read, a suggestion that contributions 
of money had been made to some political organization. 

Mr. LEN. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I said I caught, as it was read at the desk. 
that contributions of money had been made, or it was 
that they had been made, to certain political organizations or com- 
mittees. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to explain? The 


8 preamble of the resolution, in the first place, sets out the statute, 


that portion of the Revised Statutes, consisting of four small sec- 
tions. It sets ont the fact then that certain resolutions were 
adopted by the Senate on the 17th of May, 1894, for an investiga- 
tion. It sets out the names of the Senators who were appointed; 
that they the duty; that this witness, Mr. Chapman, 


1897. 
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was summoned duly before that committee; that he was sworn 
and examined; that certain questions were put to him which he 
refused to answer: that those questions, in accordance with the 
statute, were certified back to the Senate; that the Vice-President, 
in accordance with the law, certified the facts to the grand jury 
of this District; that the grand jury indicted Mr. Chapman for 
the misdemeanor created by the statute; that he was tried and 
convicted; that his sentence has not been fulfilled or discharged, 
and that he is now an applicant for Executive clemency. 

The resolution, which is the conclusion of the whole matter, 
simply recites that it is the sense of the Senate that, as a condition 
3 to the remission of the penalty imposed sp Say court 
upon Mr. Chapman, he should come to the bar of the Senate and 
here purge himself of the contempt of which he was guilty by 
answering the questions he refused to answer before the commit- 
tee. That is all there is to it; and if that puts the Senator from 
New Hampshfre on questionable grounds or undesirable grounds 
I regret it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will frankly say in reply to the Senator 
that I somewhat misapprehended the purpose and purport of the 
resolution. I caught the idea, as it was read (but I was inter- 
rupted at that moment), that it proposed opening up another 
investigation. 

Mr. EN. Not at all. : 3 

Mr. GALLINGER. But notwithstanding that, Mr. President, 
I am still of opinion that twenty-four hours will not do any harm 
to anybody, and that we had better have an PP gent to ex- 
arine the resolution in print before we are ed upon to vote 

or it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New Hampshire postpone 
his objection for a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. ‘ 3 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will be willing 
p let the resolution go to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 

ons. - 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all, sir; not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly—— 

Mr. ALLEN. There is nothing about this 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator interrupts me without asking even 
the courtesy of yielding. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg pardon.: 

Mr. HOAR. Cer y the Senator from Nebraska can not 
anticipate what I was about to say. Isaid that I hoped some- 
thing, and the Senator says, as I understand him, that I do not. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. He said, Not at all.” 

Mr. President, I go as far as my honorable friend from Nebraska 
in the desire to have this investigation and another investigation 
in regard to the proceedings for the sale of bonds pressed to the 
ut most, and that whoever undertakes it shall touch bottom before 
it is stop I have no sympathy with anybody who would 
whistle either of those inquiries down the wind. I also agree 
with any Senator who desires to assert the dignity and authority 
of the Senate in such matters. 2 

I regretted very much some of the language of the decision in 
the Hallet Kilbourn case, which seemed to circumscribe the au- 
thority of the Senate in such cases; and I suppose I am guilty of 
no indelicacy when I say that I have very good reason to know 
that the eminent jurist who wrote that opinion did not mean that 
it should be construed as it has been taken in some parts of the 
opinion, e 

I hold that the authority of the Senate to punish a recusant wit- 
ness for contempt when the witness has been interrogated concern- 
ing matters within our jurisdiction, where the inquiry is within our 
authority, has nothing to do with the punishment of that witness 
for disobeying the statute. If a person commit an assault in the 
5 of a court, he is liable to be punished for the contempt 

the court and to be punished with indictment for the assault. 
e Senate will be laying down and abandoning a t constitu- 
tional power, which may be necessary not only to the vindication 
of the reputation of its members, but to its acquiring information 
needed for legislation, if it allows those two things to be mixed up. 

This man is liable to be punished criminally; he has been sen- 
tenced to be punished criminally; and if the facts be as recited 
(and I have not the ie peal doubt that they are), he ought to be 

unished criminally. Now, to say that that person ought not to 
ve a pardon and have the Senate affirm it, until he has purged 
himself here, is in my judgment impliedly confessing that the 
aa ent for the crime is the only punishment to which he is 
iable, which I do fot believe. I think we are authorized and 
ought to bring him before the bar of the Senate, propound to him 
again the questions which he refused to answer, and if he do not 
now answer them commit him for contempt, and that whether 
the President pardon him or no. Perhaps I am mistaken; I may 
make a hasty judgment on hearing the resolution read for the 


first time; but I think that the resolution gives away our power in 
that.respect practically and impliedly; and it ought, therefore, I 
think, be chan; into a resolution of the kind I have described. 

I do not think either that it is becoming for the Senate to express 
its opinion as to the conditions on which the Executive shall exer- 
cise his constitutional function. It puts us and the Executive in 
a very awkward predicament.. Suppose that, erroneously and 
unwisely, the President of the United States should think this 
man ought to be pardoned, or suppose there should be an applica- 
tion for pardon on the ground that he was dying, or that his wife 
were dying, or some other reason independent of the essence of the 
offense, it would be a very awkward thing for the President to 
exercise his undoubted constitutional function after such a reso- 
lution of the Senate, except in accord with it, and if he did not 
exercise it except in accord with the resolution of the Senate we 
wonld be in a very awkward position in having expressed our 
opinion and having it totally disregarded. 

So I hope thatthe Senate, either now or to-morrow (and I hope 
the Senator will consent to do it now), will send the resolution to 
the appropriate committee, and have a resolution which will, as it 
seems to me, vindicate the authority of the Senate in that regard. 
If nothing is disclosed to me to change my mind, I shall move to 
amend the resolution by making it a resolution, which is perhaps 
the best way, to have the committee summon him again, require 
the answer which the Supreme Court of the United States has 
held he was bound to give, and then have him punished for the 
contempi if he refuse. I like that form of resolution better than 
this. I hope my honorable friend from Nebraska, on considera- 
tion, will agree with me that that isthe best way to deal with the 
matter, 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
i simply a word in reply to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

look upon Mr. Chapman more as a victim than as a criminal. 
Isaw him but once in my life, and that was when he was before 
the committee for examination. He was a very ee orderly, 
gentlemanly man. He treated the committee with the utmost 
respect, except that he declined absolutely and unconditionally to 
answer the questions that were put to him. He said, and I have 
no doubt he told the truth, that he had consulted eminent counsel 
as to his right to decline, andthat he was acting upon theiradvice. 

I may be permitted, haps, to pass without unnecessarily 
criticising the lawyer w advised him to decline ans 
3 pertinent to the subject-matter of the resolution, but he 

id decline, and did decline after advice. But he took, of course, 
the chances of war. He took the chances of the advice being un- 
sound. I can not understand how an ordinarily intelligent busi- 
ness man, to say nothing about a lawyer, can believe that a wit- 
ness has the right to stand out and decline to answer pertinent 
questions that are put to him by an investigating co: ttee of a 
legislative body haying plenary jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
of the resolution. It is ieee le to suppose that we have full 
power to legislate upon subjects of a national character, and 
yet that we do not have the power, as incident to that, to keep all 
the channels of legislation pure. Yet I presume some great law- 

er, possibly some distingusshed jurist, advised Mr. Chapman that 

e had a right to sit au! Sea refuse to answer those questions. 

Unfortunately for Mr. Chapman, the advice was unsound, and 
now he is confronted with the sentence of the court. I believe, 
as [said before, that he was more an agent than a principal in 
the affair. I think he acted conscientiously from his standpoint 
in declining to answer those questions. But that counts for 
nothing now. He was adjudged guilty, and the penalty im 
Now, it is a matter of pabio notoriety that hè appeals to the 
President of the United States for Executive clemency principally 
upon those grounds. 

I do not agree with my venerable friend from Massachusetts, 
whom I 5 as standard authority in this Chamber upon 
constitutional and other 88 that there is an 8 
wrong upon the part of the y or tribunal against which the 
contempt was committed in expressing its view apon the subject 
of the remission of his penalty. Whoever heard of anybody inter- 
fering with the imposition of a penalty upon a witness or a jury- 
man or another person in a court for a contempt of that court’s 
9 It would be indelicate, to say the least. I do not say 
that the ident has not the power. I believe he has. But, Mr. 
President, we have power here 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. ` 

Mr. HOAR. I do not misunderstand it, but I think some other 
Senator may. The Senator does not, I suppose, mean to say that 
the President has the power to pardon the witness for a contempt 
of the Senate—that that is within the pardoning power? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do most certainly mean to say that, so far as it 
applies to this case. The law quoted in the preamble to the reso- 
lution provides that if the witness is contumucious and is indicted 
and tried a certain minimum and maximum penalty shall be at- 
tached to the misdemeanor of which he is guilty. The honorable 
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Senator from Massachusetts may be prepared to say—I am not— 
that when Mr. Chapman is in jail for thirty days and pays a fine 
of $100 he does not step absolutely free from the jurisdiction of 
the Senate. I am inclined to believe that he does. But this was 
the tribunal against whose authority Mr. Chapman set up his 
opinion and against whose authority and in whose eyes he was in 
contempt by his conduct or by his refusal to answer. I do not 
say that the President of the United States has not the power to 

don him; I said I think he does have the poras but would it 

manly in us, would it be in keeping with the dignity of the 
United States Senate for us to sit here idly and suffer the proceed- 
ings to go on without calling the attention of the Executive ina 
quiet and orderly and proper manner to the effect that Mr. Chap- 
man shonld first come here and here purge himself of the contempt 
of which he is pate 

I know occasionally it is said that it would be indelicate to do 
this and indelicate to do that. Mr. President, I have no faith in 
that kind of an argument. It is never indelicate to do what is 
right. We have a certain jurisdiction here that must be pre- 
served. The line of demarcation between our authority and the 
authority of the President of the United States is as broad and as 
distinct as daylight from darkness. Let us perform our duty and 
let the President of the United States perform his, as each branch 
of the Government is responsible for its conduct. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire simply to call attention 
again to the fact, whether the Senator from Nebraska is right or 
wrong, that we are asked, without the consideration of any com- 
mittee whatever of the body, and without a day’s delay, in sub- 
stance to surrender one of the great prerogatives of the Senate, 
to wit, to determine for itself the punishment for a contempt com- 
mitted against its authority, and to pass a resolution based on the 
theory of the Senator from Nebraska, that the statute which pun- 
ishes a witness in certain cases has ousted, has taken the place of 


the authority of the Senate. 
Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is misquoting me. I do not have 


any doubt of the authority and the unqualified authority of the 
Senate to summon this man here for a reinvestigation. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not speaking of that. I mean authority to 
punish for the contempt. I misunderstood the Senator, I am 
sorry, but I understood him to say that he believed and had no 
doubt that when the President had pardoned that recusant wit- 
ness he was free of any further authority of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. So far as that contempt is concerned, I think 
that is true. 

Mr. HOAR. So far as that contempt is concerned? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. i BS 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. That is the precise proposition on 
which I take issue. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the proposition I laid down further was that 
we still retain power to bring the witness here and examine him 
upon those questions. 

r. HO. Undoubtedly. Then all the matter may be gone 

over again; he may go to the court and be indicted, and the Presi- 
dent pardon him. The President can pardon him even before the 
trial. 
Mr. ALLEN. Isubmittothe Senator, if he will pardon me for 
interrupting him, that when we bring a witness before the bar of 
the Senate neither the President of the United States nor any 
other power upon the face of the earth has a right to interfere. 

Mr. HOAR. The proposition which the Senator made was that 
this witness having committed a contempt of our authority and 
having been indicted and found guilty by the jury, not of a con- 
tempt of our authority, but of the offense of refusing to answer a 
lawful question, if he were pardoned for that offense he would be 
relieved of all liability to be punished by the Senate for the con- 
tempt. Now, with that doctrine I take issue. But whether Iam 
right or the Senator from Nebraska is right, is it not a question 

ave enough, far-reaching enough, of enough importance, as 

aring upon the dignity and authority of this body, to be dealt 
with by a committee instead of being dealt with in this haste? 
There is where we are at issue. I hold, let me repeat, that if a 

rson be brought to the bar of the Senate and lawful questions 
2 pro e he shall refuse to answer, he is liable to be 
punished for the statute offense. j . 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him at 
that point? : 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence, because otherwise I 
can not make a clear statement of the position. i 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly; but I simply wanted to call attention 
to a fact that the Senator had overlooked; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. I am not talking about a fact. I am making a 
statement of a general legal proposition. He is liable to be pun- 
ished by an indictment for the statute offense. He is liable to be 

unished also, in the discretion of the Senate, for the contempt of 

ts authority. It is precisely like the case of a person who should 


go into a court and assault a judge sitting upon the bench. He 
would be indictable for the assault, pardonable if he were con- 
victed, and also punishable for the contempt, to which no pardon- 
ing power extends. Now, the resolution of the Senator from Ne- 
braska gives away that authority. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. As J understand it. The Senator's first speech, as 
J understood him, gave away that authority, and he said if this 
man were piety by the President he went free of the conse- 
quences of his previous contempt. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do say that upon being pardoned he goes free 
of the paa that is imposed upon him. I hope the Senator will 
be kind enough to quote me exactly. Iwill make myself under- 
stood properly. He goes free of the penalty imposed upon him by 
the t and the conviction; but that does not do away with the 
power of the Senate to call him to the bar of the Senate and make 

im answer the questions. 

Mr. HOAR. lam not speaking about making him answer the 
cussions: I am speaking about punishing him for confessed 
contempt. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me further, I will state 
that in the Fifty-third Congress I introduced a resolution to bring 
this man before the bar of the Senate, and nothing was done about 
it; the resolutions are now pending 

Mr. HOAR. I am sorry to take so much time, but I want to 
make myself clear. The Senator’s resolution is that in the judg- 
ment of the Senate the President ought not to exercise his pardon- 
ing power until the man has been brought before the Senate and 
purged himself of the contempt. : 

Mr. ALLEN. That is simply the expression of an opinion. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if we punish him for contempt, what has 
that to do with the exercise of the President’s pardoning power, 
they being separate, independent, and disconnected? Therefore 
it seems to me that the resolution ought to go to the committee 
organized to deal with such questions, in the first place; and it fur- 
ther seems to me that there should be substituted for it a resolu- 
tion providing now for calling the man either before the Senate or 
before the committee; that the question be propounded to him 
anew (he now knows what the Supreme Court held), and then 
let us deal with the question of his contempt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] has asked for the present consideration of the resolution 
submitted By him. Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The difference of opinion disclosed in ref- 
erence to this matter as between the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] proves 
the wisdom of my suggestion that the resolution should go over, 
and I renew my oeno to its present consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska will lie over and be printed. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. Lask that the joint resolution relating to bel- 
ligerency in Cuba, being Senate joint resolution No. 26, be laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Alabama pardon me a 
moment to offer a resolution before he urges that request? 

Mr. MORGAN, If the Senator will wait for a moment, I will 
make a motion which will dispose of the pending joint resolution 
for this morning. 

Mr. BUTLER. veg well, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution (S. R, 26) declaring that a condition of public 
war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be maintained. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations have 
been in session this morning, and have informally considered the 
gonion of the reference of the joint resolution to that body for 

rther consideration. Without the committee having come to 
any conclusion, they have authorized me to submit their unani- 
mous request to the Senate that the joint resolution shall go over 
until to-morrow morning at the expiration of the morning busi- 
ness, and shall be made the regular order, as it is now, for that 
hour, with a view to enable that committee to come before the 
Senate with some statements of facts which they desire to present 
to this body. 

I have consented to that, and so have all the members of the 
committee consented to that course, believing it is the proper 
treatment to give to that resolution at the present time. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the joint resolu- 
tion may go over until to-morrow as the regular order of busi- 
ness, to be called up when that order is reached, or sooner if the 
order of the Senate shall so prescribe, and that during to-day noth- 
9 be done with the joint resolution. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama, that the joint resolution go over for 
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to-day and come up after the morning business to-morrow? The 
Chair hears none, and that will be the order. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. BUTLER. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask that it be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the United States has issued its bonds, payable in ef goara 
after date, bearing 6 per cent interest per annum, amounting to $25, to 


the Central Pacific Railroad 8 to aid in the construction of said road 
and its telegraph lines, upon the condition that the amount ot the said bonds 
80 issued and (alive to said companies, ther with all interest thereon. 


should, at maturity, be paid to the United States, and upon the failure of 
said onpm to comply with said condition the said railroad and telegraph 
lines, wi the property rights, functions, immunities, and appurtenances 
thereunto belon; „and also all land grants to the said company by the 
Sito of vasa oomipaciy, to be DIE De taken possess secenlon of by the Secretary 
0 company, to be subject to en ion of by the 
of the Treasury, for the use and benefit of the United 
Whereas the United States has issued its bonds, payable in — 1 * 
after date, bearing 6 per cent interest per annum, amounting to $27 12, to 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of said road 
and its telegraph lines, u the same terms and conditionsreferred to above 
applying to ths Central ific Railroad Sompa and 
ereas a large part of the principal and interest of the bonds issued by 

the United States to the Central Pacific and Union Pacific railroad compa- 
nies is now due and payable and the said companies are in default; and 

Whereas the said railroad companies have failed to comply with the pro- 
visions of said act and also of the act adopted May 7, 1878, amendatory to the 
act of July 1, 1862, eee tad United States to aid in the construction of 
said railroads and polars es; 

FF. property Fights, privileges, grants, and: franchises 
as a forfe o e proper p 8, grants, and fran 
8 or obtained by them Kon the United States; and 


egraph 
all of the property, rights, functions, ery Sore and appurte- 
nances thereunto belonging. and all lands granted to com- 
panies by the United States which at this time may remain in the ownership 
of said companies, subject to any lawful prior and paramount mortgage, lien, 
or claim thereto; and $ 

Whereas the leading purpose of the United States in furnishing money to 
build this great transcontinental system of railway was to establish a national 
highway across the continent, to be operated as one continuous line as an in- 
strument of the Government, from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
which is the declared public policy of the Government; and 

Whereas information has come to tho Senate that the executive depart- 
ment of the Government has entered into an ment with a certain com- 
bination of purchasers to sell the Union Pacific Railroad, which course would 
not only reverse the declared public policy of the United States, but also thus 
destroy the unity, and to a certain extent destroy the commercial use and 
public value, of this great railway system; and 

Whereas the terms of the act of Con referred to above confer no power 
Sa — Executive or any court to sell this property or any part of the same: 

refore. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to inform 
the Senate under what authority this osed sale of the Union Pacific Rail- 
moat has been agreed on between the Executive and any combination of pur- 

asers. i 

Mr. BUTLER. As the resolution is rather lengthy, I ask that 
it be printed and go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order, in the absence 
of objection. $ iss 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask what is the order in regard to the reso- 
lution just introduced by the Senator from North Carolina? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That it go over until to-morrow and 


be printed. 
POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday, submitted by the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
BUTLER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and they 
are hereby, directed to examine and report to the Senate as full information 
as practicable concerning the nature and operation of postal savings-banks 
systems now in operation in other nations; and further, to report whether 
& postal savings-bank system can be su y and advan usly put in 
operation by this Government. That said committee shall have power to 
prosecute its inquiries through a subcommittee, which may sit during the 
recess of the Senate at such times and places as may be thought necessary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DEADWOOD, s. DAK. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 378) to 

rovide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota, to 
report it favorably and without amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of that bill. It has passed this body three or four 
times during the last few years; and the necessity for its passage 
is constantly increasing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill named 


by him. j 
Mr. BURROWS. Is it reported from a committee? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has just been reported. Is there 
objection to its present consideration? : 
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-There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. aye pronte for the 
porchaso of asite and the erection of a public building thereon at 

eadwood, in the State of South Dakota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

’ JAMES AND EMMA S. CAMERON. 


Mr. WARREN, I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 1478) for the relief of James and Emma S. Cameron for occu- 
pation and damages to property and for fuel taken and used by 
the United States Army during the war. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information, subject to 
objection, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The bill was read; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inline 7, after the word ‘ occupation,” I 
move to strike out and damage to” and insert the word of.” I 
insist that Congress never has recognized a claim simply for 


mages. 

Mr. WARREN. Ihave no objection to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The CE-PRESIDEN T. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In line 7, after the word occupation,“ it is 
proposed to strike out and damage to” and insert ‘‘of;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay the sum of $10,000, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Emma S. Cameron, in satisfac- 
tion and payment for occupation of her separate property and for fuel taken 


therefrom and by Gen. W. 8. ans’s army while at Chattanooga, 
Tenn., from September, 1863, until the close of the war, and which amount 


of $10,000 was found due by a ial commission appointed by Major-General 
Rosecrans to adjust claims the United States on full proof and investi- 
gation of the facts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, the title was amended so as to 
read: A bill for the relief of James and Emma S. Cameron for 
occupation of property and for fuel taken and used by the United 
States Army during the war.” 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 


Mr. TURPIE, I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 146) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Indianapolis, Ind. ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 14, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out two million” and insert one million five 
hundred thousand;” so as to read: 

That the Sécretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to uire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, fort he use and accom- 
modation of the ted States post-oftice, court-honse, custom-house, internal- 
revenue office, roe office, and other Government offices in the city of In- 
dianapolis and State of Indiana, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilatin; — elevators, and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $1,500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line15, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out two million” and insert one million 
five hundred thousand; so as to make the section read: 

SO. 2. That if, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury, it shall 
be deemed in the best interest and economy of ths public service, he is here- 
by authorized and directed, in lieu of the rks of section 1 of this act, 
to purchase, ata cost not exceeding $200,000, 15,200 no, ows feet of ground ad- 
joining the A teres site, and to cause the present United States court-house 
and post-office and other 8 to be torn down and removed, and to cause 
to be erected on the site of said buildings, with the additio al ground pur- 
chased, a new public building for the use and accommodation of the Govern- 
ment os upon 5 plans, e = beg peer 3 to be pre- 
pared and approved as e said section 1 oi act, at a cost not 
exceeding seid sum of a 0000 * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ST. JOSEPH’S CATHOLIC CHURCH, MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of Senate bill 560, a bill of only ten lines, which has 
passed the Senate unanimously four times. 


1042 


Mr. MILLS. Why not take up the Calendar regularly? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Vi 
8 present consideration of a bill the title of Which will 

5 A 
The Secretary, A bill (S. 560) for the relief of the trustees of 


Te- 


St. Joseph's Catholic Church, at burg, W. Va. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to per Bishop angunia Vandebyver, trustee of 
St. Joseph's Catholic Church, at insburg, W. Va., $2,880, to 
be in full for the use and occupation of that church by the Army 

of the United States during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask to call up—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the call of the Calendar in regular 
order, so that we may all have an equal chance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order; and the first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I doubt if Senators care to devote the after- 
noon to the Calendar with rather a thin House. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. There 
is quite a Calendar there to be attended to. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have a little while on the Calendar, say 
until 2 o'clock. We shall have plenty of time to attend to execu- 
tive business after that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not like, in a thin Senate, to make a rush 
to the Calendar, for we do not always know exactly what we are 
doing. I am talking very frankly. 

Mr. BATE, Let us go on regularly with the Calendar; and if 
there be objection to any particular bill, it can be passed over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will withdraw the motion for an executive 
session for the present. : 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII isin 
order. The Chair is informed that the first two bills on the Calen- 
dar, Senate bill No. 119 and Senate bill No. 120, relating to the 
Pacific Railroad companies, are to be passed over. The next bill 
on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 82) restoring the Santee Sioux Indians of Nebraska 
and the Flandreau Sioux Indians of South Dakota, formerly known 
as and being a confederacy of the Medawukanton and Wapakoota 
Sioux Indians, to all rights, privileges, and benefits enjoyed by 
them and their ancestors under the treaties of 1837 and 1851, and 
for other papos was announced as first in order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 8 confirming the title of mixed-blood Indians to 
their lands and allowing the same to be alienated under certain 
circumstances was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will lead to discussion. Let it be 

over for the present, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. all the Indian bills on the Calendar go over. 

The bill (S. 874) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KRELL. Let that be passed over for the time being. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That bill has passed the Senate heretofore 
without objection. It seems to me it will lead to no debate, and 
it ought to be ogee d of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a long bill, and it is accompanied by 
along report. It will evidently lead to some discussion: Let it 
retain its place on the Calendar so as to be called Be, 6 8 the next 
time it is reached, when we shall have time to consider it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwish to say that I shall move to take that 
bill up the next time itis reached, unless itis disposed of by unani- 
mous consent. It is a matter of importance that ought not to be 
delayed, and a similar bill has passed the Senate once or twice— 
once, I know, and I think twice heretofore, and it is reported 
5 by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be over. 

The bill (S. 413) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay the moneys herein specified to the respective 
bands of Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota according 
to their respective rights and interests was announced as next in 


order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. The Senator 
from Minnesota is not in the Chamber at present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

PURCHASERS OF FLATHEAD LANDS IN MONTANA. 

for the relief of certain citizens of Montana 
nefit of the homestead laws was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the bill, I will ask the 
Senator reporting it? 
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Mr. CARTER. I will state in reference to this matter that 
certain lands in the Bitter Root Valley, in the State of Montana, 
belonging to a branch of the Flathead tribe of Indians, were 
appra some years ago and sold at the a IE valuation, the 
land in some instances being appraised as high as $20 per acre, 
The difficulty which this bill is designed to remedy arises from 
the peculiar phraseology of the law under which these purchases 
were made. The law intended that only citizens of the United 
States should be qualified to purchase, and for the purpose of fix- 
ing that qualification it stated that only persons having the quali- 
fications of homesteaders should be qualified bidders. This led to 
a construction by the Department to the effect that the purchaser 
at such sale, by virtue of the purchase at the appraised value, ex- 
hausted his homestead rights, when it was not manifestly so in- 
tended, the land having been purchased at public sale, I believe, 
at not less than the appraised valuation and all it was worth. 
This bill is for the purpose of itting such persons as have sold 
the land or otherwise disposed of it, 3 homesteaders save 
and except for the fact of that purchase alone, to exercise their 
ee rights. The bill is equitable and just, and should be 
pass 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONTANA ASYLUM FOR THE BLIND, 


The bill (S. 632) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres 
of land to aidin the establishment and maintenance of an asylum 
for the blind was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


The bill (S. 112) to amend the immigration laws of the United 
ne was announced as the next business in order on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the bill be passed over. I do 
not know what the amendment is. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no amendment to the bill. It is the 
bill that passed the Senate at the last session by a vote of 52 to 10. 
It is the bill without the Corliss amendment, to which there was 
objection in the Senate. It contains nothing but the literacy test 
for arriving immigrants, as on in conference between the 
Houses. The Corlissamendment, about which there was so much 
contest in the Senate, was that which affected persons coming 
over the border for employment. 

Mr. GRAY. Is this the immigration bill? 

Mr. LODGE. Itis, with simply the literacy test. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwas not aware that the bill was here in that 


shape. 
Mr. LODGE. It was reported zil the Senate committee some 
weeks „and it has been on the Calendar ever since. 

Mr. WLEY. Iconfess my fault, I had not noticed it. I 
should prefer that the bill should lie over fora day. I will then 
make no further objection unless I see that I ought to. I do not 
know that I onght to. 

Mr. LODGE. It is the bill for which everybody voted when it 
went through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not quite everybody. 

Mr. LODGE. It was passed by a vote of 52 to 10. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There have been some amendments put on 
since then. 

Rosie LODGE. Those are all gone. This is the bill without 
them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should rather look it over. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the bill had better go over. It is an im- 

ortant bill, and it is the intention of the committee to ask to have 
it made the unfinished business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection, but I should like to have 
time at least to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF DAKOTA INDIANS, 


The bill (S. 873) for the restoration of annuities to the Sisseton 
and Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux Indians was announced 
as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill fo over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


The bill (S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $2,800 
to Albert E. Redstone, of Tulare County, Cal., for loss sustained 
by the incorporation of his preemption claim within the limits of 
the Sierra forest reserve, Tulare County, Cal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If my memory serves me, we had this case 
up once before, and the bill passed the Senate containing a re- 
duced amount. I think there was le reason why the amount 
should have been reduced, and that it was accordingly reduced, 
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I see no reference to that point in the report. Does the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] remember whether the 
amount now contained in the bill is the sum that was inserted, in 
a former Congress, on discussion of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a greater amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I thonght. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill now is as it was reported before 
from the Committee on Public Lands, appropriating $2,800. The 
committee believe the amount is not too great, and the reason why 
the full amount should be paid grows more forcible as Congress 
delays the settlement of this just claim. . 

1 e ca I beg, then, to have the bill passed over for 

e present, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS WITH PUBLIC-LAND STATES. 

The bill (S. 361) fixing times when, regulating the manner in 
which, and declaring the character of the accounts between the 
United States and the several public-land States relative to the 
net proceeds of the sales and other disposition of the public lands 
made and to be made therein by the United States which shall 
hereafter be stated and certified to the Treasury Department for 
payment was announced as next in order. 

r. HAWLEY. This bill is of vast importance. It has been 
very much discussed; there is a good deal of contention about it, 
and I object toits consideration to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 

The bill (S. 250) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor 
of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Charles P. Chouteau, sur- 
vivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle, $174,445.75, in full satisfac- 
tion of all claims arising out of the construction of the ironclad 
7585 battery Etlah, constructed under the contract of Charles W. 

Cord. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the preamble be stricken out. 

Mr. BURROWS. The preamble to the bill may as well be 
stricken out, if there is no objection. It is quite lengthy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri to strike out the preamble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLAIMS GROWING OUT OF PIUTE INDIAN INSURRECTION. 

The bill (S. 442) referring to the Treasury Department the claims 
of sundry persons for examination, adjustment, and report to 
Congress was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides that the claims of persons whose property was taken, or 
who rendered services, furnished money or supplies to the volun- 
teer forces under the command of Col, John C. Hays, cooperating 
with the United States Army, or serving under the command of 
Maj. William Ormsby during the insurrection of the Piute Indians 
in 1860, shall be referred to the Treasury Department for exam- 
ination, adjustment, and report to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


P. S. CORBETT, 


The bill (S. 448) for the relief of P. S. Corbett was announced 
as the next business on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no written report with the bill, and 
as the Senator reporting it is absent, I ask that it may be passed 
over without Aes 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over, 


ADMINISTRATOR OF GEORGE M’ALPIN, DECEASED. 


The bill (S. 691) for the relief of the administrator of George 
McAlpin, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment in line 8, to strike out the words Treasurer of the 
United States“ and insert Secretary of the Treasury;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treas h 
to pay to the administrator of George McAlpin, ASARANA aa 5 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropria: the sum of $2,250.18. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that part of the report near the bottom 
of the first page, made in the Fifty-second Congress, be read. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. WARREN 
March 26, 1897, as follows: 


House Report No. 2186, Fifty-second Congress, second session.] 
The Committee on War 


for the relief of George McAlpin, to re: him moneys unlawfully co 
from him by the United States, respect make the following report: 
cAlpin was appointed sutler of the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cav- 


ce, This re 
Virginia. As sutler he was required to 


rules, and regulations, and o 


in the oT of Baltimore, from which city they were shipped thron; 
e point where the regiment was in service, under r 
ting such service. 
tween the zd of November, 1862, and the 12th of Ma, 
purchased sutler’s stores, irae $ in Baltimore, provide 


the 
ons 


, 1865, Mr. McAlpin 
for in said act and 
the revised schedules provided for therein, and had them consigned to him- 
self at different points in the State of Virginia—Old Point, Newport News, 
Suffolk, Portsmouth, Norfolk, Yorktown, jiamsburg, Bermuda Hun 
Fort Monroe, and other points. Between these dates he purchased an 
shipped goods to the amount of $235,074.09, which were cleared through the 
custom-house st Baltimore. The amount of stores so shipped appears from 
the certified statements from the custom-house at Baltimore. 

Under the fifth section of an act entitled Au act further to provide for 
the collection of duties on imports, and for other purposes,“ it is provided 

That the President may, in his discretion, license and permit commercial 
intercourse with any such part of a State or section the inhabitants of which 
are so declared in the state of insurrection, in such articles, and for such 
time, and by such persons as he in his discretion may think most conducive 
to the 2 interest, and such intercourse, so far as by him licensed, shall 
be conducted and carried on ep Boer pursuance of rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the asury. And the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may appoint such officers at places where officers of the customs are not 
now authorized by law as may be needed to carry into effect such erage 

cers of the customs and other officers sh: 
receive for services under this section and under said rules and regulations 
such fees and compensation as are now allowed for similar service under 
other provisions of law.” 

Under the provisions of this act certain regulations were prescribed by 
the Secre of the Treasury, and, among others, one with reference to the 
transfer or clearing of sutlers’ goods through the custom-house. 

Under the heading Sutlers’ permits, how obtained and upon what condi- 
tions,” is regulation 24, as follows: 

* Permits will be granted to sutlers to transport to the ents sutlered 
by them such articles as they are authorized to sell free of 5 per cent fee; 
but no permit will be 5 to a sutler except on presentation to the 
proper permit officer of the original certificate of his appointment, or the 
commanding officer of his regiment, 5 by the division er 
thereof, and an application and davit in the form prescribed. Transpor- 
tation shall not be permitted to any sutler of any amount of goods exceed- 
ing $2,500 per month, nor for over two months’ supply at one time, nor for 
any es except such as he is by law and War Department orders allowed 

o de Rd 

Trade regulation 42: 

* Fee for permit so to purchase or sell and transport to or from such dis- 
trict other products, goods, wares, or merchandise, 5 per cent on the sworn 
invoiée value thereof at the place of shipment. Fee for each permit for indi- 
whe senny, or plantation supplies on every purchase over $20 and not over 

|, 5 cents.” 

Subsequently, on March 21, 1864, this regulation was modified by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, as follows: 

The forty-second trade regulation, series of September 11, 1863, is hereby 
so far modified that on and after the Ist day of April next the invoice valua- 
tion permit fee on shipments to and from insurrectionary districts will be 3 
per cent instead of 5, as therein prescribed.” 

Mr. McAlpin complied with the rules and regulations relative to his 
appointment and N 82 the per certificate and making 

ê necessary affidavit to bring him within all the provisions of the act regu- 
lating his appo.ntment and the regulations thereunder, above prescribed. 

By a mistake of the custom-house officers at the custom-house in Balti- 
more, Mr, McAlpin was charged 5 per cent and 3 per cent fees on all such 
shipments through the custom-house, char; them to him as 4 trader in- 
stead of under the regulation above mentioned for sutlers. The amount of 
payments so made was $6,906.18. 

nder the above acts of Congress and the regulations mentioned no fees 
should have been charged on sutler's goods such as were sh by Mr. Me- 
Alpin through the custom-house at Baltimore, and therefore amount paid 
by him to the Government, to wit, the said sum of $6,906.18, was wrongfully 
collected from him, as there was nolaw or regulation of the Treasury author- 
izing such collections. 

our committee find from the evidence adduced before them that the said 
sum was paid to the United States through the custom-house at Baltimore 
without any warrant of law. 

Your committee also find, from the evidence adduced, that Mr. McAlpi 
fully complied with all the laws, rules, and regulations poren the du 
of sutlers and paid all the legal fees and taxes relating to the office of 
eutler, and, therefore, respectfully recommend the passage of this bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 

The preamble was agreed to. > 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I now ask the Senate to return to the bill 
(S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone, which was passed 
over without ag belt 

Mr. BATE, ill it take any time or lead to discussion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It will take but a moment. I simply wish 
bor amend the bill by striking out 52, 800“ and inserting 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to amend the bill by striking out 
va TA “two,” in line 5, and inserting ‘‘one;” so as to read 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asimilar amendment was made before, and 
to it I called attention, but I wish to direct the attention of the 
Senator to another fact. Of course it is im ible for one Sena- 
tor to recollect everything that has about all these cases, 
1 re ean n pass and goto the President, and was 
it not vetoed? 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Such a bill passed both Houses of Con- 

, went to the President, and was vetoed by him, or else held, 

or the reason that there was error in the location of the claim. 
The veto did not go to the merits of the case at all; but when they 
came to investigate the matter, it was found that the claimant 
stated that his claim was in the Sequoia National Park instead of 


the one named in the bill. He simply made a mistake in locating 
his claim in the ‘Game purk That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. at is, in describing the land covered by it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No. He asserted that his claim was in the 

uoia National Park when it was in reality in the Tulare Park. 

r. KYLE. I should like to ask one question right here. I 
believe I introduced the bill which was passed by both Houses 
two or three years ago and was vetoed by the President. The bill 
described the claim as located in the Sequoia National Park, and 
upon investigation it was found that it was not in that park at 
all, but was nearly 75 miles below. Itis stated now that the claim 
was located in the Sierra Park. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Sierra Park. 

Mr. KYLE. At the time, I believe, there was no Sierra Park, 
and therefore his claim at that time was not included in any 
reservation. 

I should like to know if Iam right in regard to this point. I 
desire, in other words, to know the exact time when the Sierra 
Park was reserved. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The land in the bill is described as being in 
the Sierra forest reserve, in Tulare County, Cal. 

Mr. KYLE. I simply wish to get it correct. If the gentleman's 
claim is in the Sierra reservation, and those lands were then a 
public park, the gentleman should be paid for his claim. If there 
Was no reservation at that time, no park called the Sierra Park, 
then he has no claim whatever against the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. 

The amendment was agreed to. à 

Mr. KYLE. I have not had an answer to my question, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. After careful investigation of this matter 
by the committee a report was made and the bill was reported 
favorably to the Senate. The committee were satisfied that Mr. 
Redstone had a just and proper claim; that he was deprived of his 
right to go on and occupy and cultivate this land because it was 
embraced within the park, and that it was embraced within the 
park previous to the reporting of the bill to the Senate the first 
time that it passed this body. 

Mr. TILL . As a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands, I have had something to do with investigating this matter. 
While I have not the report at hand, so that I can make an abso- 
lutely correct statement, I will state the facts from my recollection. 

This man had gone and preempted a homestead. He had built 
himself a house, planted frait trees, and made other improvements, 
and the reservation was thrown around his home. just as it was in 
the case of the forest reservations, by the President's proclama- 
tion. He was simply turned out of doors, his improvements de- 
stroyed, and he had to get out. He asks the Government to pay 
for the work he had done and for the improvements put upon the 
land. That is all. I do not see why we should reduce the amount 
to $1,800, because the statements made to us and the affidavit sent 
to us were that the property was actually worth $2,800. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator that Imade the compu- 
tation embodied in the report, and know the value of the improve- 
ments to be correct. That the gentleman was turned out I be- 
lieve is also correct. But I wish to know exactly the time of the 
creation of the Sierra reservation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not prepared to give that information. 
I suppor it can be obtained very quickly by sending for the act 
which created the reservation. e statement came from the 
Land Office that Mr. Redstone had preempted this land, had set- 
tied on it, and the affidavits of witnesses were to the effect that 
he was living there when the proclamation reserving the land 
was issued, and he was turned out of doors and his improvements 
destroyed. : 

Mr. KYLE. He was living there at the time of the creation of 
the Sequoia Park reservation. There is no doubt about that; but 
the Land Office made a report that he went out into the country 
without any authority whatever, and before the creation of the 
so-called Sierra Park reservation, I think. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not prepared to give any statement on 
those points, because the matter was not controverted before the 
committee at all. The president of the California State Grange 
has come to see me, and he says he is ready to make affidavit to 
the facts contained in this man’s claim and the justice of it. 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. I was one of a committee of three, of 
which the other members were the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan] and Senator Felton, which visited California and took 
the depositions in regard to the whole Sequoia National Park affair. 
I was on the ground, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Then the Senator from South Dakota ought to 
know more about it than anybody else. 

Mr. KYLE. I am in sympathy with the gentleman, but I wish 
to know whether the committee has fully investigated the facts as 
to whether Mr. Redstone was ordered off the reservation. I think 
the Sierra reservation was not then created, and if Mr. Redstone 
left it was of his own free will. 

Mr. TILLMAN, That point now made by the gentleman from 
Sonth Dakota was not raised before the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the matter be passed over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill state that Mr. Redstone in his affi- 
davit gives a description of the land which he claims, and also 
furnishes a receipt from the Land Office showing that he entered 
this tract; and in the report there is also a letter from Mr. Best, 
Acting Commissioner, stating that the land embraced in his re- 
ceipt is within the boundaries of the Sierra forest reservation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it does not state that it was within the 
boundaries at the time the reservation was made. That is the 
only point. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is within the boundaries. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis now: but was it then? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was within the boundaries. His claim 
is on this tract of land, and the tract of land is embraced within 
the forest reservation. Then he gives his improvements, which 
amount to 82,800. He had a house, a storehouse, a barn, vines, 
trees, fences, a water wheel, a ditch for irrigation a mile long, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw any objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


P. S. CORBETT, 


Mr. STEWART. I understand that the bill (S. 443) for the 
reief of P. S. Corbett was passed over a few moments ago in my 
absence. I should like to have the bill 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to taking up the 
bill indicated, which was passed over on account of the absence 
of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be taken up subject to objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the accounts of P. S. Corbett, formerly United 
States marshal of the State of Nevada, be readjusted by the T De- 


e Treasn: 
8 and that the services rendered and c: Cor- 


mses incurred by sai 
tt in — various attempts to arrest George E. meer, and for attempting 
to arres 


ms charged with selling liquor to Indians, be a lowed under 
the head of “Extraordinary expense account;" and also that the said Corbe 
be credited with full mileage, as provided in section 837 of the Revised Sta 
utes of the United States applicable to the marshals of Oregon and Nevada, 
from the place of arrest to the place of commitment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no report with the bill, and we can 
not tell anything about it. 

Mr. STEWART. There have been several reports made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There has not been any report made at this 
Congress, and we have not time to go around and hunt up all the 
reports heretofore made. 

. STEWART, I will state in a word what it is. The claim- 
ant was a marshal, and in settling his claim the Auditor dis- 
allowed the statute allowance of double compensation for the fees 
of marshal. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did the law at that time authorize it? 

Mr. STEWART. Les; it authorized it and immediately there- 
after the office corrected its rulings. I called on them some years 
ago, immediately after the settlement, and they stuted that the 
matter had passed beyond their jurisdiction, and that it ought to 
be rectified. z 

Mr. COCKRELL. The readjustment had passed beyond their 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. STEWART. The readjustment; and as they had read- 
justed all the others they would have readjusted it if it had not 
gone out of their jurisdiction. The bill authorizes that to be done. 
Then there was another item in it for arrests in the star-route 
cases especially ordered by the Attorney-General. There are no 
statutory fees regulating them, and they are settled under the head 
of ‘* Extraordinary expenses” and referred tothe President. Thes2 
items were not referred. They told me that that was a mistake 
and that that settlement ought to have been made. All these facts 
were set out in two or three reports that have been made. I re- 
gret that they were not set out in a report on this bill, but the 
same bill was passed in three or four different Congresses on a 
written 2 9 55 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only objection I have to it is that it may 
prescribe a new rule for adjusting the pay. I have no objection 
to having the readjustment made in accordance with the law then 
existing. The bill says: 

And also that the said Corbett be credited with full mileage, as provided 


in section 837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States applicable to the 
marshals of Oregon and Nevada. f 
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In line 10, after the word “with,” I move to strike out ‘‘full” 
and insert such,“ so as not to commit the Senate to any specific 
mileage other than that allowed by law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nevada will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, after the word ‘‘ with,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out full“ and insert ‘‘such;” so as to read: 

And also that the said Corbett be credited with such mileage, as provided 


in section 837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 2 le to the 
corre thi Oregon and Nevada, from the place of arrest to place of com- 
men 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
THE NEWBERRY COLLEGE, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


The bill (S. 225) for the relief of the Newberry College, New- 
berry. S. C., was considered as in Committee of the ole. It 
roposes to pay to the trustees of the Newberry College of the 
Evangelical utheran Synod of South Carolina, in New in 
that State, $15,000 for injuries to the buildings of the college, 
resulting in its destruction, and caused by the troops of the United 
States while in possession of it and occupying it as a barrack, 
after the close of the war, in 1865, in South Carolina, this sum to 
be in full payment of all claims by the college on account of the 
use, occupation, and loss of the buildings. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM 8. GRANT. 


The bill (S. 857) for the relief of William S. Grant was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $77,989.38 
to William S. Grant, in full satisfaction of his claims against the 
United States arising out of his contract to supply mili posts 
in Arizona in the years 1860 and 1861. 

` The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. KRELL. I ask that the report in this case, upon which 
the Senate bases its action, exh be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims submit the following report, recommending the 
of the bill (S. 357) for the relief of William S. Grant. i 
sce following are presented as the essential facts upon which this claim is 


to the Secre- 


2, 
lies to be so furnished. Subsequently Taliafero withdrew, by consent of 
fho War De 


He arranged 3 credit with Pierce & 


g agents. During the 
history of this case Grant remained in Arizona. 

3. From time to time goods were delivered to the said by Grant, and 
him. To insure the delivery of — — 
„the Secretary of War, on September 18, 1860, issued an 
order e that all articles under this contract gg er in Boston or 
New York should be there i ted before shipment. To this modification 
of the contract Grant assented. 

4. September cen sing Pierce & Bacon, as the purchasing agents of Grant, 
received from the War Department a ratified requisition for maupo They 
then learned of the inspection order and were notified by the War Depart- 

i ion would be made by Col. D. D. Tompkins, then stationed 


tha le by D. 
in New York, or by some officer by him designated. 

5. By September 24, 1860, Pierce & Bacon had under their control sufficient 
goods to meet the requisitions, and on that day wrote to Colonel Tompkins 
requesting an early inspection, and notifying him of the necessity of ship- 
ment before October 1. It was known to the War Department that it was 
necessary to ship the goods by vessel from New York to Port Lavaca, Tex., 
and thence by wagon trains 1,201 miles to Arizona. ection before Octo- 
ber 1 would have landed the goods at Lavaca early in November. Grant's 
trains were at Lavaca ready to start November 10. Had they started in No- 
vember, delivery at the forts in Arizona would have been assured long 
before capture would have been possible. 

6. On tember 26, 1860, Pierce & Bacon sent a tele; to Colonel 
Tompkins to the same effect as their letter of September 24. Letters and 
telegrams urging immediate inspection followed, September 27 and October 
13. On October 15 Pierce & Bacon requested Colonel Tompkins to t 
goods without awaiting formal orders. To all requests Colonel Tompkins 
replied that he must first have the order from the War Department. On 
October 15 Pierce & Bacon complained direct to the War Department. 

7. The clerical act of forwarding to the ins cane: officer the in ion 
order of 3 18, 1860, was inexcusably delayed from that date until 
November 21, 1860. In tion was made December 3, 4, and 5,and the 
peat! December 5, 1 They arrived at Point Lavaca January 15, 1861. 
On the same day the train, hay waited since November 10, at heavy ex- 
pense, 8 The train consisted of 805 yoke of oxen, 20 horses, 6 mules, 41 
wagons. It proceeded, apart about 60 miles and a part be miles, when, owing 
to the lateness of the season. the grass proved insufficient and the trains 
went into camp. the being sent some 20 miles to get feed near the 
streams. It was impossible to avoid a long halt toawait the growth of grass 
sions. the route. During the winter 70 yoke of oxen perished from want of 


e distance from Lavaca to San Antonio was 135 miles, and thence to 
Fort Buchanan 1,066 miles. The route west of San Antonio was an 
unsettled wilderness. The route from Lavaca to San 


five counties, with a population (white) of 12,935, with ioe | small towns, 


a in was then impossible. 
es from Galveston, and neither there nor 
to San Any 


‘ood urchasable, to haul it would 

have increased the train a half, the increase to be useless beyond San Antonio, 

secession was adopted in Texas March 4, 1861. The gov- 

Ar. Ara 5 = legal ral, in holding his trains 
r. Grant was y of non nee, or moral, ol 

incamp. Wholly and 5 ns halted until 


where purchase of food for so 
Port Lavaea was distant 151 


8 them used. 


enabled Grant to fully perform his contract. By ig he highlands of 
the interior seasonably, as would have been the case had inspection been so 
made, the trains woul ve reached the forts in Feb and thus avoided 


capture. The War Department was msible for the delay of more 

two peer, and that delay rendered the delay of the halt in Texas un- 

avoi e. Š 
While the committee is not prepared to adjudge as a legal conclusion that 

this delay was the „ of the lose, the conclusion of fact is 

reached that the delay was by the neglect of the Government, and 

that without such delay the loss w not have 


poin not material here. In an Arges! necessarily adher- 
ing to strict legal principles, the Court of Claims held that the neglect of the 


arpent this decision was affirm: 
r. Justice Davis, recognizing the strong equities of the case, in the opia- 


‘Whether there are equities in this particular case, and if so. whether 
they require that the claimant should be reimbursed, in whole or in part, for 
the capture of his poparty under the circumstances, are 8 that 
must be addressed to Congress, far it is not the province of the judicial de- 
partment of the Government to determine them. 7 

Without inene with the decision of the Court of Claims or of the 
Supreme Court, the committee rests its recommendation upon “the equi- 
ties” of this case, which the last court says are not within the judicial de- 
partment to determine. 

It was strongly upa in argument by counsel before the committee that 
since the above decisions the modern doctrine of equitable estoppel has been 
ingrafted upon the common law, and that the application of that principle 
to the facts of this case was not considered by the court in its decision. 
Sanane estoppels preven apariy from invoking his strict rights at law, 
W. 


Government is 8 from denying that the claimant had failed to deliver 
the goods aceording to the terms of contract. 
As the recommendation in favor of the claim is rested on other grounds, it 


which control the judgment of the committee. 

In good faith, in 1860, with no thought that war would endanger his con- 
tract, Mr. Grant diligently, and without negligence, Eren aey to discharge his 
contract. The failure of the Government to seasonably inspect the 8 
would not have justified Mr. Grant in declining to proceed further with the 
contract. Inspection was daily expected from September 22, 1860, to Novem- 
ber 21, 1860, and a heavy train 5 es Lavaca. The Supreme Court has 
held in United States vs. Wormer (13 Wall., 28) that a contractor must submit 
to reasonable inspection regulations. 

It was Mr. Grant's duty to proceed and to trust to his Government to deal 
ten with him. When the goods were shipped December 5, 1880, it is plain 

here was no such apprehension of hostilities as to lead Mr. Grant to believe 
1 hazardous. Had he then defaulted, his bond would doubtless 

ave been proceeded against. The possibility or 3 that he would 
be sustained by the courts would not have justified him in incurring the 
risk. His default would have ended his relation asa contractor in Arizona, 
where he then was, with the large investments above recited. His duty as 
a citizen required him to exert himself to the utmost to out his con- 
tract to supply the then distant military ts in Arizona, It is a matter of 
history that the Territory was abandoned later because, in part, of the ina- 
bility to safely transport supplies: After he reached Texas and was cbliged 
to halt there until the middle of March, 1861, it was his highest patriotic duty 
to then push forward, as he did, at all cost and all hazard, to furnish the much- 
needed supplies to troops on the remote frontier. 

The commendable fidelity of his efforts to serve the United States brought 
him to ruin and bankruptcy. he possessed in his own right $125,000. 
By May, 1881, by the neglect of his Government. he was penniless. He is now 
TI years of age. and for thirty-five rr has been compelled to live in actual 
8 By the abandonment of the Territory he suffered other hea 

osses. His in Arizona were burned by the United States troops, wi 
other property of his, and from inability to obtain tech proof the 

judgment recovered therefor was less by $20,000 than the actual loss. In set- 

ling for goods actually furnished under his contract, owing to the fact that 
officers resigned or fied after the abandonment, he was unable to replace 
vouchers burned with his property, and his just accounts were reduced some 
$13,000 the Treasury Department. Large quantities of goods were neces- 
sarily abandoned. e are assured that Mr. Grant's losses, for which no 


never before presented in the case, evidence of a high order—the correspond- 
neral, and the 
that the trains 
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the Government in causing the delay, their character was, while in transitu, 
chan rred 


to contraband of war, and thereby incu 
unforeseen by him, such as he could not have reasonably an 
from which he was powerless to protect himself. 

From the losses sustained by Mr. Grant the committee exclude all items 
of a purely private nature, apportioning the loss upon equitable grounds. 
By so doing and by limiting the sum to be recommended to the quasi public 
property, in which the Government had an inchoate title, the claim stands 
upon its own liar grounds, and its allowance, it would seem, will not 
open the door for the payment of less meritorious c 7 

m the record of the case as it went to the Court of Claims we find that 
on the day of its capture the train was worth to the claimant $107,47L 55. 
Upon delivery at Fort Buchanan it would have been worth $121,711.75. Addi- 
tional items of $1.527.00 for expenses incident to purchase, of $15,695.60 for ex- 
penses of train while awaiting arrival of goods at Lavaca, and private 
of $9,258.57, making a total of $29,481.17, are not recommended. ese private 
losses of $20,481.17, deducted from the worth of the train when captured, 
107,471, leave the losses on the military supplies at $77,989.78, although there 

a areng equitable claim for the item o: 8.608 60. for the expense of the 
train while waiting at Lavaca. 

Your committee, however, recommend that relief be limited to the actual 
loss upon the property that was strictly in the nature of military supplies 
and captured for that reason, stating their values at the paos of capture as 
shown 2 * undisputed facts of record, viz, actual cost in Boston and New 
York of the soap, candles, bacon, pork, and ham, captured as above. $19,517.74; 
actual cost of oxen, horses, wagons, and mules captured, $33,542.90; amount 
bee a 727 8 70 for transportation to place of capture, $35,009.14, mak- 

a of $77,989.78. 
Believing that but very few cases can be found in the proceedings of Con- 
s whoso 8 are equal to those under consideration, and where the 
rdships befalling the oainnt have been pirater your committee would 
respectfully recommend the passage of the bill to it referred. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the passage of 


the bill. 
The bill was passed. 


STOUT, HALL & BANGS. 


The bill (S. 58) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. x 3 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to W. H. B. Stout, Cyrus J. Hall, and Isaac 8. late 
doing business undor tho style and firm name of Stout, Hall & Bangs, and 
J. N. Vale, out of ee, in the Treasury not otherwise e in 
ment of the balance due them on a contract entered into with them 
nited States of America April 21, 1888, for furnishing stone for the 
the cellar, or subbasement, of the Lib: building in the city of 
3 as found by the Secretary of the In r (in his report to Con- 
ouse Document No. 117, first session Fifty-fourth Congress), under 
e authority conferred upon him by. the act of Cees approved h 2, 
ni (28 Stat. L., page 94), the sum of $31,802.42, which sum shall be paid as 
ows: 
F S. Bangs, or their assigns, the sum of 


Q J. thes of $8,090. 
8h e 
The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


PAY OF A STENOGRAPHER, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Task leave to submit a report from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, and if there be no objection, I should like to have imme- 
diate action upon the resolution. 

I am directed by that committee, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW] on the 3d instant, to rt it without amendment. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resol That the stenographer emplo to t statements of a dele- 
lalla Sioux bef: — 8 ieke 


gation of ‘ore the n of the Committee on Indian 
irs relative to affairs at Pine Ridge Agency, S. Dak., be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It involves a very small amount; the doc- 
ument makes only 32 pages; and I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to. 
ASSISTANT CLERK TO JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Lask unanimous consent to make a further 
report from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
e of the Senate and to have immediate action upon it. 

am directed by that committee, to whom was referred the res- 
olution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
on the 10th instant, to rt it with an amendment. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary have authority to employ 
an assistant clerk, to be appointed by the chairman, and to be paid at the 
rate of —— dollars a month, out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate was, in line 3, after the word of,“ 
to strike out — dollars a month” and insert 51,440 per 
annum.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the 3 over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolution 
will be placed on the Calendar. 


the owner, 
and 


Mr. ALLEN subsequently said: Mr..President, I withdraw my 
objection to the resolution He 515 75 a few minutes ago by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection 
question is on agreeing to the amendment repo: 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

PROHIBITION OF PUGILISTIC ENCOUNTERS. 

The bill (S. 1187) to prohibit the reproduction in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, by kinetoscope or kindred devices, 
of such pugilistic encounters and fights as are forbidden by the 
act of Congress of February 7, 1896, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. RAWLINS. _ Let the bill go over. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made by the Sena- 
tor fom Utah, the bill goes over. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the bill (S. 112) to amend the 
immigration laws of the United States be made the unfinished 
business. There are Senators who desire to be heard on the bill 
who are not present. Ample opportunity will be given them to 
be heard. I simply wish to have the bill on the Calendar in that 


shape. 

Mr. COCKRELL. , I did not hear the request. 

Mr.FAIRBANKS. Therequestis that Senate bill112, to amend 
the immigration laws of the United States, be made the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the order of business? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is Order of Business No. 14. There will 
be ample opporianiiy given to Senators, some of whoin desire to 
be heard upon the bill, and who are now absent. 

Mr. © ELL. I suggest that the Senator from Indiana can 
call up the bill at any time. We have already an unfinished busi- 
ness. The Cuban resolution is the unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. No; not until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Cuban resolution has gone over until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis the unfinished business and comes up 
at 2 o'clock to-morrow. Now, we can not have any other unfin- 
ished business while that is the unfinished business. The Senator 
from Indiana can call up the bill to which he refers at any time. 
There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Loba] gave notice that he would call it up to-morrow. That is 
my recollection. 

. FAIRBANKS. If there is no objection to having it called 
up to-morrow, I will allow my motion to stand as a notice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can becalled up to-morrow just the same, 
There will be no trouble about it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, With that understanding, I will withdraw 
the motion. 


ing withdrawn, the 
by the Commit- 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr, HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock and 
40 minutes p m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, May 13, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 12, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 


Brig. Gen. James William Forsyth, to be major-general, May 
11, 1897, vice Wheaton, retired from active service. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Daniel Gunn, to be Pairing r at Kinmundy, in the county of 
Marion and State of IIlinois, in the place of F. J, Kirider, resigned. 

Fletcher W. Boyd, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of Fountain and State of Indiana, in the place of James Simmer- 
man, removed. 

L. V. Buskirk, to be postmaster at Bloomington, in the county 
of ap and State of Indiana, in the place of Rufus H. East, 
removed. 

Marion Bruce, to be postmaster at Rolfe, in the county of Poca- 
kontas and State of Iowa, in the place of George F. Spence, whose 
commission expired January 14, 1897. 

James M. . to be postmaster at Lake Charles, in the 
*** in the place of James 

. Geary, removed. 


1897. 
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James C. Cooper, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Hampden and State of eee in the place of James C. 
Cooper, whose commission expired December 14, 1896. 

Dexter Grose, to be postmaster at North Abington, in the county 
of Plymouth aud State of Massachusetts, in the place of Dexter 
Grose, whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

Ramsey Arthur, to be postmaster at Schoolcraft, in the county 
of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan, the ee of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1897, Gilmore Campbell, nomi- 
nated by the President, not haying been confirmed. : 

Henry R. Huntington, to be postmaster at Benton Harbor, in 
the county of Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of R. I. 
Jarvis, removed, Edgar Nichols, appointed by the President and 
by him nominated to the Senate, not having been confirmed. 

William A. Smyth, to be postmaster at Owego, in the county of 
Tioga and State of New York, in the place of William J. Atchi- 


son, removed. 

E. R. Allen, to be A aap cr ot at Columbus, in the county of 
Warren and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment ofa e 
ter for the said office having, Sa become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1896. Frank O. Howard was con- 
firmed by the Senate March 1, 1897, but not commissioned. 

Mrs. Mary W. Morrow, to be ter at Abilene, in the 
county of Taylor and State of Texas, in the place of Mrs. 

W. Morrow, whose commission expired January 27, 1897. 

George D. Breed, to be postmaster at Chilton, in the county of 
Calumet and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William A. 
Hume, whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 12, 1897. 
CONSUL. 


Sidney B. Everett, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Batavia, Java. 


COMMANDER IN THE NAVY. 


John N. Quackenbush, late a commander in the United States 
Navy, to be a commander in the Navy. 


COMMISSIONER TO NEGOTIATE WITH INDIANS. 


Tams Bixby, of Red Wing, Minn., to bea commissioner to ne- 
or with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
uscogee (or Creek), and Seminole nations. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Alpha E. Hoyt, of Sundance, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Sundance, Wyo. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George A. Farr, of the State of Michigan, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Michigan, in the State of Michigan. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James A. Coye, of the State of Michigan, to be surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Grand Rapids, in State of igan. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


W. James, of Holton, Kans., to be agent for the Indians 
ottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency, in Kansas. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Porter Warner, of Deadwood, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Rapid City, S. Dak. 
Merris C. Barrow, of Douglas, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Douglas, Wyo. 
August F. George, of Crookston, Minn., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Crookston, Minn. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Joe J. Nix, to be postmaster at Fort Payne, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Alabama. 185 3 
George W. Jones, to be postmaster at Falmouth, in the county 
a m 1 bees ay 8 be = Per at e in the £ 
? an postmaster a i county o 
Totok and Stato of er ohare 15 IFE z 
ames M. Pecki , to be postmaster at Olivia count 
ot esp Sin of AR sean, an- 
e s ey, to at Suther. e coun 
of O’Brien and State of Iowa. 2 
H. C. Turley, to be postmaster at Natchez, in the county of 
335 8 
. Downe a 7 county o 
as and State of] Towa. oar 7 
Thomas D. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the 
county of Conway and State of Arkansas. 


Geo: 
of the 


John W. Bell, to be postmaster at Beeville, in the county of Bee 
and State of Texas. 

Harry L. Brotherlin, to be postmaster at Tipton, in the county 
of Cedar and State of Iowa. 

Jacob C. Garber, to be postmaster at Grangeville, in the county 
of Idaho and State of Idaho. 

John C. Scott, to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 


Logan and State of Colorado. 

Charles L. Scranton, to be tmaster at Cottage City, in the 
county of Dukes and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles J. Wonser, to be postmaster at Tama, in the county of 
Tama and State of Iowa. 

James A. McIntire, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Fremont and State of Iowa. 

Henry Kemper, to be postmaster at Perham, in the county of 
Ottertail and State of Minnesota. 

Irvin S. Catlin, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county 
of Clay and State of Minnesota. 

Mrs. Elizabeth W. Smart, to be postmaster at Merrimac, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

James A. McAvoy, to be postmaster at Lander, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Wyoming. 

Benjamin F. S. Brown, to be postmaster at Matawan, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. : 

John P. Mattson, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Minnesota. : 

Thomas Breen, to be postmaster at Mineola, in the county of 
Wood and State of Texas. ; 

Peter E. Olsen, to be postmaster at Rice Lake, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin. 

George W. Hoyt, to be postmaster at Cheyenne, in the county 
of Laramie and State of Wyoming. 

Hanson J. De Pue, to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Dlinois. 

Hibben S. Corwin, to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
Lasalle and State of Ilinois. 

Jacob F. Huffman, to be postmaster at Bradner, in the county 
of Wood and State of Ohio. 

William E. Ludlow, to be postmaster at Griggsville, in the 
county of Pike and State of Illinois. 

Thomas L. Fekete, to be postmaster at East St. Louis, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Ilinois, 

Cornelius T. Beekman. to be aster at Petersburg, in the 
county of Menard and State of Illinois. 

James B. Stetson, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county 
of Bureau and State of IIlinois. 

Theodore E. Habel, to be ter at Rossville, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois. 

T. S. Reynolds, to be ter at Harrisburg, in the county 
of Saline and State of Illinois. 

James H. Phair, to be postmaster at Presque Isle, in the county 
of Aroostook and State of Maine. 1 

Woodbury Marson, to be postmaster at Boothbay Harbor, in the 
eat of Lincoln and State of Maine. 

Walter C. Tuttle, to be postmaster at Hospital, in the county of 
Kankakee and State of Minois. 

Sallie A. Ramsey, to be postmaster at McKees Rocks, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Ernest E. Hempstead, to be postmaster at Meadville, in the 
county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 

T. C. Manzer, to be postmaster at Forest City, in the county of 
Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

Benjamin A. Waters, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 

John B. Brown, to be 8 at Newcastle, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania. 

Starling W. Waters, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county 
of Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

Joseph W. Jarnagin, to be postmaster at Montezuma, in the 
county of Poweshiek and State of Iowa. 

John Morrison, to be postmaster at Hedrick, in the county of 
Keokuk and State of Iowa. 

Walter W. Lindley, to be tmaster at Urbana, in the county 
of Champaign and State of Illinois. 

Oliver H. Stilson, to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the 
county of Itasca and State of Minnesota. 

Fannie Vandyke, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Minnesota. 

Cornelius Van Cott, to be postmaster at New York, in the 
county of New York and State of New York. 

John Kolb, to be postmaster at Melrose, in the county of Stearns 
and State of Minnesota. : 

Iver Iverson, to be postmaster at Halstad, in the county of Nor- 
man and State of Minnesota. 

E. F. Joubert, to be ter at Wheaton, in the county of 
Traverse and State of Mi 
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THURSDAY, May 13, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. QUAY. While I am on my feet, I move that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 5 


RED LAKE RESERVATION, MINN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 11th instant, the report of Indian Inspector 
J. George Wright, made in January last to the Secretary of the 
Interior, relative to examinations and estimates of pine lands and 
pine timber on the Red Lake Reservation, in the State of Minne- 
sota; which was read. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the communication and accompany- 
ing papers be printed and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs, and that when printed they be returned to the Secretary 
of the Interior, as they are original papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Bryant, Ind., and a petition of sundry citizens of Dunkirk, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Max Frankel & Son, of 
New York City, remonstrating Sgann the proposed increase of 
duty on corks; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KENNEY presented sundry petitions of citizens of Dela- 
ware, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immi- 
gration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, QUAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation granting a re- 
te on the tax upon alcohol used in the arts and in medicinal and 
other like compounds; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented e of citizens of Clarksburg, 
Petersburg, Philadelphia, Easton, Pitcairn, Boston, Manor Sta- 
tion, and Neale, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present the petition of Solomon Clark and 
103 other citizens of Bayard, W. Va., praying for a more rigid re- 
striction of immigration. As the bill has been reported from the 
Committee on Immigration and is now on the Calendar, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Theodore B. Stulb 
Republican Club, of the Twelfth Ward of Philadelphia; of the 
Second Ward Union Republican executive committee, of Phila- 
delphia; of the Original M. S. Quay Club, of Philadelphia; of the 
First Blaine Club, of Philadelphia, and of the Fourteenth Ward 
Republican executive committee, of Philadelphia, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal of the present civil-service 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of 18 citizens of Landiston, 58 citi- 
zens of Nuremburg, 36 citizens of Orangeville, 52 citizens of Boy- 
ersford, 69 citizens of Holmesburg, 169 citizens of Pottstown, 65 
citizens of Armstrong County, 102 citizens of East Freedom, 52 
citizens of Philadelphia, 226 citizens of Williamsport, 147 citizens 
of Harrisburg, 28 citizens of Charlestown, 80 citizens of Point 
Marion, 67 citizens of Cheathaven, 79 citizens of Pennsylvania, 52 
citizens of Youngwood, 36 citizens of Derry Station, 13 citizens 
of Addison, 42 citizens of Goodwill Hill, 17 citizens of York, 36 
citizens of Lebanon County, and 28 citizens of Penns Park, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
Hop restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the duty on 

irits be reduced from $1.10 to 70 cents per proof gallon, and also 
that the present bonded period be shortened from eight years to 
one year; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Lonis, Mo., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Sheffield, Mo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Martinsville, Va., remonstrating against an increase of the duty 
on chewing and smoking tobacco; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 


He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of North River, 
Waynesboro, Basic City, and Lynchburg, all in the State of Vir- 
ginia, praying for the enactment of le tion restricting immi- 
gration; which were ordered to lie on the table. ` 

Mr. ALLEN presented the affidavit of William H. Lafferty, of 
Omaha, Nebr., to accompany the bill (S. 1724) to pension J. Fran- 
cis Hopper; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior submitting an estimate of deficiencies in the appropria- 
tion for surveying public lands for the fiscal year 1897, $280; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

e also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of War re- 
questing that the appropriation on 31 of the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill for battle lines and sites for tablets at 
Antietam, $3,600, be amended by the addition of the words to be 
available until used;” which, with the accompanying paper, was 
ores to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, submitting for inclusion in the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill certain 1 tion ! to the reprinting of 
specified consular reports for preparation by the Department of 
State, and requesting that an a age of $5,000 be provided 
in connection therewith; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and orde: 
be printed. 

e also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioners of the 
District cf Columbia submitting deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, for continu ng the work 
of improving Connecticut avenue extended on the Rock Creek 
road, and also for continuing the improvement of the road ex- 
tending from Broad Branch road to Chevy Chase Circle; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
A riations, and ordered to be printed. 

e also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of War request- 
ing that the amount of the . on page 31 of the general 
deticiency appropriation bill for pay of enlisted men, additional 
length of service, for the fiscal year 1897, be increased from $190,- 
000 to $200,000; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Iumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1081) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to quitclaim and release 
unto Francis Hall and Juriah Hall, and their heirs and assigns, 
all the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to the 
east 20 feet front by the full depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 
493, in the city of Washington, D. C., as laid down on the original 
plan or plat of said city, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mifted a report thereon. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1913) to protect the insignia and the name 
of the Red Cross, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 467) for the regulation of cemeteries and the disposal 
of dead bodies in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
the use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as Georgetown; 

A bill (S. 470) to regulate the sale of poisons in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs in 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1258) to regulate, in the District of Columbia, the 
disposal of certain refuse, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1800) to further amend an act entitled An act regu- 
lating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia,” 
approved the 3d day of March, A. D. 1893, 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1068) for 
the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Co- 
lumbia, to report it favorably without amendment, and submit a 
report thereon. I desire to enter a request that 500 additional 
copies of the bill be printed for the use of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1049 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and the order to print 500 additional copies will be made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the report submitted a 


moment ago, I desire to give notice that I shall endeavor to have 
the bill called up for consideration at a very early day. A favor- 
able report was made on a similar bill during the first session of 
the e Congress, but in deference to the wishes of Sen- 
ators I did not press it for consideration. It is a matter of great 
importance, and I simply desire now to eve notice, so that the 
Senate may understand it, thatI shall endeavor to get early con- 
sideration for the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


MRS. DAISEY JOHNSON. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A resolution to pay Mrs. Daise 
Johnson a sum equivalent to six months’ salary of her husband, 
who died some months ago, as laborer and watchman in the Sen- 
ate, was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, and I am instructed by a majority 
of the committee to make a report in writing, setting out the facts 
in the case, and also to prepare an amendment intended to be 


roposed to the general deficiency bill. Iask that the amendment 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, with the report 
in wri 


ting. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 1972) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Louis Deishbach or Deishback; which 
was Fe twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
i Airs. 

. MURPHY introduced a bill (S. 1973) granting a pension to 
Charlotte M. Bryson, widow of Andrew , late rear-admiral 
in the United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 1974) granting a pension to Charles H. Streeter; and 

A bill (S. 1975) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin C. 


Cook. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 1976) for the relief of Annie 
E. Ruff, widow of Charles F. Ruff, late lieutenant-colonel Third 
Cavalry, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1977) for the relief of Catharine A. 
Spencer, widow of the late Henry W. Spencer, United States consul 
at Paris, France; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1978) antenon the time 
for the commencement and completion of the railroad bridge across 
the Illinois River, near Grafton, III., by the St. Louis, Perry and 
Chicago Railroad; which was read twice by its title,and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1979) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across Pearl River, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 42) ap- 
propriating $50,000 for the relief of suffering American citizens in 
the Island of Cuba; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
Roma by him to the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted five amendments intended to be pro- 

by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 

Mr. HOAR. I had the honor of being appointed one of the 
Visitors tothe West Point Military Academy by the Vice-President 
atthe last session of Congress. I find that [shall be unable to per- 
form that duty. I desire, therefore, to decline the appointment, 
and I ask that the Vice-President be authorized to fill the vacancy; 
indeed, I think he has that power by statute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts is excused. The Chair will appoint 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] to fill the vacancy. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the action of the House of Representa- 
tives on the amendments of the Senate to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill may now be laid before the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives agreeing to some and di eeing to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16) maki 
5 for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. and for other purposes, and 
asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 7 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 

. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 
POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follo 
message from the Presidentof the United States; which was 5 
and, With the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed: z 
To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the Senate resolution of April 22, 1897, 
addressed to the Secretary of State, a report from that officer relative to 
pi igen ee yay and consular reports on postal savings banks systems in foreign 
countries. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 15, 1897. 
PUBLIC LANDS IN OREGON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 3d instant, a report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office relative to the public lands in Oregon; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 

RECUSANT WITNESSES. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. (Rego | 
The resolution wi 


5 which went over under objection. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. ALLEN, providing that as 
a condition proceden to receiving Executive clemency in the re- 
mission of the penalty imposed upon Elverton R. Chapman he 
should be required to appear before the bar of the Senate and 
purge himself of the contempt of which he is and was guilty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I deem it my duty this morang 
to offer some additional remarks in support of the resolution, an 
to call the attention of the Senate toa portion of the official 75 
of the committee of investigation appointed in 1894. Mr. Chap- 
man was brought before the committee on the 8th day of June, 
1894, a proper oath was administered to him, preliminary questions 
were pos to him and answered, when the following occurred. 
read from page 262 and subsequent pages of the report: 


Mr. CHAPMAN. I desire to say to the committee that I responded promptly 
to the subpoena served upon me yesterday, and have had no Be Hache of 
consulting counsel in regard to jon fog eae before this committee, and be- 
fore answering any questions relating to the business affairs of my firmI 
would ask the cor y of the committee for a postponement of e 
tion upon those points until I can have oppor ints. to consult with counsel. 

The CHAIRMAN. You wish to consult counsel with reference to obtaining a 
eee of what they think your rights may be in regard to answering 
question 7 

Mr. CHAPMAN. Ves, sir. Idesire to ascertain or take legal counsel upon the 
cre of the right of this committee to inquire into the business of my 


rm. 

Senator LINDSAY. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to concede that 
you may not be bound to answer as to the general business of your firm in 
which the public have no interest, but I wish to know whether you also desire 
to have counsel as to whether or not you will answer questions that relate to 
the transactions of Senators in buying aiid selling sugar stocks during the 
time the tariff bill has been under consideration by the Senate? 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I do. 

Senator Davis. I think, Mr. Chairman, the request is a proper one. 

Senator ALLEN. I do not know that I understand this witness thoroughly; 
therefore I will put him this question: Do you desire to confine your consul- 
tation with your counsel to the question whether you are compelled to dis- 
close the names of Senators who may have ulated in sugar stocks pend- 
ing this tariff bill rough your firm as their brokers? 

r. CHAPMAN. Yes. I would like to ascertain from counsel 3 
what extent I should go in disclosing any of the business of my firm ‘ore 
this committee. 

Senator ALLEN. And more especially with reference to disclosing transac- 
tions of Senators during the pendency of the tariff bill? 
Mr. CHAPMAN. That, of course, would be embraced in the inquiry. 


I pass to page 265, from which I read. Speaking upon the same 
subject, the witness, Mr. Chapman, says: 

I wish to say that my request that the answer to the last question be de- 
ferred is made with the view of first havin. ag ingens settled the general 


principles upon which answers to questions e. 
The CHAIRMAN. You mean that with reference to the question in regard 


youe declination was because you wished kn 
— on the general principle that might be laid down in regard 
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Mr. CHAPMAN. That is the idea exactly. 
Senator Davis. What general Bett plot Do you advance any general 
add now in reference to answerin 


. CHAPMAN. That is the question I pro; to submit to counsel, as to 
whether I should answer any questions rela! to our business. If I should 
answer one question, I ater: | perhaps be viola the principle that counsel 


would lay down for me. 
I now turn to page 271 of the report, omitting, of course, a great 
deal of the examination: 


Senator ALLEN. Mr. man, the Senate, by the resolution under which 
we are acting, directed us inquire and report whether any Senator has 
been or is speculating in what are known as sugar stocks during the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill now before the Senate, which is what is known com- 
monly as the Wilson tariff bill, which passed the House of Re: entatives 
on the Ist day of February, 1894, and from that time has been in the Senate 
and is still pending in the Senate and under discussion. I understand you to 
say that you do not base your refusal to answer any of these questions upon 
your n as un individual to be protected in 8 anything which 
would criminate you or expose you to public ignominy. You base your re- 
fusal altogether u the supposition that your inte spay a private firm, has a 
. secrete the names of its clientage—those who deal with it. Is that 


Mr. CHAPMAN. I do. 
Senator ALLEN. You base your refusal to answer these questions solely 
a that idea, or solely upon that assumed fact? 
. CHAPMAN. Upon that fact, coupled with the fact that should we dis- 


close our principals we would lose the confidence of our clients. 


Senator ALLEN. Your refusal is in no manner upon the supposition 
8 sone criminate you or expose you to public ignominy to answer these 
estions 
i Mr. CHAPMAN. It is not. 


Senator ALLEN. I desire to read to you sections 102, 108, and 104 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, to go into the record. 


I will have those sections set out in my remarks without read- 


em. 
r. GRAY. I ask the Senator what page he is reading from? 
Mr. ALLEN. I am reading from page 271. I think I had better 
read the statute: 


Sno. 102. Every person who, having been summoned as a witmess by the 
authority of either House of Congress to give testimony or to produce papers 
upon any matter under inquiry before either House or any committee of 

ther House of Congress, waif y makes default, or who, having appeared, 
refuses toanswer any question pertinent to the question under inquiry, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of not more than 
$1,000 nor less than 8100. and imprisonment in a common jail for not less than 
one month nor more than twelve months. 

Sego. 103. No witness is privileged to refuse to testify to any fact or to pro- 
duce any pa respecting which he shall be examined. by either House of 

a fee Bagong capes of phani Fome, upon the ground that his 
on sui or roduction of such paper ma; to disgrace 
him or pa Speedin 3 render him infamous. A 

SEC. 104. Whenever a witness summoned, as mentioned in section 102, fails 
to testify, and the facts are re; to either House, the President of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the fact 
under the seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the District 
of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the grand jury 


for their action. 
I desire to supplement the reading of these sections of the statute by the 
statement to you that the Senate has full power, where a witness refuses to 


answer a question that is pertinent to the subject under consideration by the 
agorar to bring you to the bar of the Senate and require you to answer, 
or 


imprisonment u you until you do answer, for contempt. of its 
uire. Now, in 2 : 0 


of the law which I have read and the state- 

ment which I have made to you, do you still persist in your refusal to answer 
anot these questions? 
, CHAPMAN. Ido. 


I read this for the purpose of showing that Mr. Chapman well 
understood what the law was when he declined to answer the 
uestions which were put to him. I now read from page 278 of 
e examination: 
Senator ALLEN. But 


been 
a Terman ee gp for him, that would not disclose any 
your firm, wo it, by saying so? 
Mr. Cuapman. It would be admitting the right of the committee to ask 
any relating to our business. 

And so the examination goeson. Subsequent portions of the 
examination show conclusively that this witness well understood 
that the law of the land was against his position. 

I am not prepared to say that there are not some matters con- 
nected with the ding resolution that ought to be investigated 
further. Iwould not set up my judgment against the entire Sen- 
ate in that respect, although I am sometimes quite stubborn and 

istent. I think, however, the Senate, in justification of itself, 
justification of its authority, and in vindication of the laws of 
pai land, ought to take the matter in hand and deal with it prop- 


erly. 

l can well understand how Mr. Chapman feels after having made 
as diligent and determined a fight as he has made against the au- 
thority of the Senate, and — natural inclination would be to 
shield those who stand around him (not here, but those who stand 
around him) from the consequences that must flow from the exe - 
cution of the sentence. But, Mr. President, this is aGovernment 
of law and order, not of men. The authority of the Senate to 
make the investigation has been oer and flagrantly challenged 
and violated, and we can not afford, as the representatives of 
seventy-odd million people, to permit Mr. Chapman, as the agent 


of some organization, a powerful organization, one that has been 


char; to possess unusual and extensive influences over this body 
and the other branch of Congress, to go unwhipped of the justice 
his conduct merits. 


ae FAULKNER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lask the Senator from Nebraska whether 
the resolntion as he has drawn it would not bea declaration upon 
the part of the Senate that if this witness would purge himself of 
contempt, in'the opinion of the Senate he ought to receive a par- 
don for the offense of which he now stands convicted? 

Mr. ALLEN. That may be true, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator whether, after purging 
himself from the contempt of the Senate, he is in favor of grant- 
ing a pardon to him for the statutory offense of which he has been 
convicted? Certainly I am not, if he is, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am. I want to see Mr. Chap- 
man as a citizen of the United States walk in and place himself at 
the bar of the Senate and say to the Senate and the country that 
he has done wrong. Imprisonment for thirty days in the common 
jail of this District and the imposition of a fine of $100 is a mere 
bagatelle; it signifies nothing. The authority of the Senate and 
the wound that has been inflicted upon the American people will 
be healed in my judgment infinitely more by Mr. Chapman walk- 
ing in here and saying, I did wrong; I am perfectly willing now 
to discharge my duty conscientiously as it has beenshown tome.” 
I say to the honorable Senator from West Virginia, I would will- 
ingly remit his jail sentence and his fine, too, under those circum- 


stances. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Nebraska whether 
in that case the question in reference to the contempt of the Senate 
would not come up in purging himself of that contempt, and not 
to the statutory offense? 

Mr. ALLEN. The statutory offense is not nf sch from the 
contempt of the Senate; it is the contempt of the Senate. I say to 
the Senator from West Virgi that Mr. Chapman never com- 
mitted a contempt against the committee. It was impossible for 
him to do that. The offense was against the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have not stated that he committed any 
contempt against the committee. That is an impossibility, The 
committee was simply the agent of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly; the committee was simply the agent 
or arm of the Senate to make the inquiry; and when Mr. Chapman 
stood in detiance of the committee, he stood in defiance of the 
Senate, and he did not commit a contempt against the committee, 
He was indicted under the statute of 1857 for refusing to answer 
those questions, and was convicted. That was a misdemeanoraris- 
ing out of his contempt of the Senate. 

Mr. Chapman came before this body and said, Gentlemen, 
I took the advice of the best counsel I could find; I acted conscien- 
tiously * their advice when I refused to answer those ques- 
tions; it been shown to me by bitter experience and by the 
cost of a large sum of money that Iwas wrong. Now, as a citizen 
of the United States, determined to do my whole duty, I will come 
before the Senate and apologize for my conduct and reveal such 
things as may be within my breast,” does not the Senator from 
West Virginia believe that it would be infinitely more a vindica- 
tion of the power of the Senate and the dignity of the American 
people than by carrying into execution this paltry sentence? 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Nebr permit me to 
ask him a question for information? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Nebraska 
whether Mr. Chapman has manifested any desire to come before 
the Senate for the purpose of purging himself from the contempt 
of which he has been adju guilty? 

Mr. ALLEN. I know notking about that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska, 
and I say it frankly, that I do not think the excuse suggested by 
him on the part of the witness is any excuse at all. It never 
would have been taken in a court of justice under any circum- 
stances. There are numerous decisions of our appellate courtsin 
which they have always sustained punishment for contempt ex- 
e those circumstances, and the penalty has always been 
enfo: $ 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not talking about contempt of the authority 
of a court. Contempt of the authority of a court and contempt 
of the authority of a legislative body are two separate and distinct 
things. Neither am I in Mr. Chapman's behalf. I say 
that in my judgment he should suffer the penalty the court has 
imposed upon him, or he should come to the bar of the Senate in 
a contrite spirit and acknowledge the wrong he has done the Sen- 


ate and the 5 
Mr. SPOONER, ill the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? a 


Mr. ALLEN. Certainly, 
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Mr. SPOONER. Is it the Senator's understanding of the law 
that if this recalcitrant witness suffers the punishment imposed 
the jurisdiction of the Senate to still punish him for contempt of 
its authority has gone or is in any wise affected? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ko Mr. President. I answer the Senator from 
Wisconsin that the Senate does not lose its jurisdiction. I want 
m ition to be distinctly understood upon this proposition, 
which came up yesterday and arises again to-day. e penalty 
that was imposed by the court under the statute was a penalty 
imposed for a refusal to answer the questions put to him by the 
investigating committee. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. As an offense inst the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Asan offense against the United States arising 
out of the exercise of jurisdiction by this body. Whenever that 
penalty is paid by Mr. Chapman, he stands forth in the eyes of the 
world and in the eyes of the law acquit of that offense. 3 

Mr.SPOONER. Thatis, acquit of the offenseagainst the United 
States? 

Mr. ALLEN. Exactly so; but the Senate still retains jurisdic- 
tion over that identical subject-matter, to bring him before the 
bar of the Senate and compel him to answer those questions or to 
punish him for his re at this bar and not for his refusal in 
the committee room. 

When the witness failed to answer before the committee, as one 
member of the committee I introduced a resolution to bring him 
23 the bar 3 Senate and ae ger = answer the 1 

ions or impose ordinary upon him for refusing 0 
so. I hold to the doctrine that the Hallet Kilbourn case never 
was the law of this country. There never has been a time in the 
history of parliaments when the liament did not have full 
power to bring before it, and punish as it might see fit, any recal- 
citrant witness, any person in contempt of its authority. The 
time has never been in the history of this country when the Coun- 
selmann case was the law of the land, and it is a good thing for 
the American people that the rule laid down in two cases 
has been overruled by Chapman’s case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator understand that the rule of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the Kilbourn case was 
penises, pe by the decision in this case? 

ALLEN. Id 


X 0. 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to read a word 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SPOONER. The court makes distinct reference to that 


case. 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I know. 
Mr. SPOONER. The court say: 


there existed no 
to make maney into the private affairs of a ci ; tha ther 
could, on the on that an insolvent debtor of the United States was 
interested ess s i the affairs of t 
no authorit, . 5 House to compel a 6 on rd 
subject. ‘The case at — 

Because charges had been made against Senators, and it was 
not a private matter, but a matter affecting the dignity and honor 
of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. T have read that case; I have read the identical 
language the Senator from Wisconsin has just read; and yet I 
hold to the doctrine that that overrules the Kilbourn case. 
At one time Artemus Ward had a picture ing upon the walls 
of his room, and he wrote below eit. This is a horse,” so that per- 
sons looking upon it might be able to tell what it was. How o 
do we come across the expression in judicial opinions, It must 
be understood that this case does not conflict with or in any man- 
ner overrule the case,” referring to the case and report in which 
it is found; and yet there is not a lawyer in the land who comes 
across one of those expressions in a judicial opinion who does not 

w, as a matter of fact, that it is calculated to overrule the one 
referred to. No man understands that, in my judgment, better 
than the Senator from Wisconsin. It is a clear, distinct, unequiv- 
ocal overruling of the doctrine laid down in the Kilbourn case 
and the Counselmann case. 

But that aside, Mr. President, I think it is due to the Senate that 
this resolution should be adopted. I think it is due to the wit- 
ness that he should be required to come here and make his apology 
to the Senate and to the country as a condition precedent to any 
clemency that may be extended to him. I say to my friend from 
West Virginia that if Mr. Chapman came here in contriteness of 
site and said, Gentlemen, I was mistaken; I was honest in my 

eclination to answer these questions; I do not desire to be dis- 
3 eee eee 3 ee 
penalty that the Senate may impose u me.“ I would 
man to ask for the 5 of a jail sentence or a fine. 


Mr. President, I submit the resolution for consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the resolution be committed to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to make a single remark with reference 
to the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have my motion first stated from 


the chair. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIVENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to refer the resolution to the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections. 
Mr. Mr. President, when Mr. Chapman was brongt 
before the committee to which the Senator from Nebraska 5 
ALLEN] has adverted, he declined to answer questions which 
have been decided to have been pertinent and within the jurisdic- 
tion of this body; and as aconsequence, under the act referred to, 
he was adjud guilty, not of a contempt of this body, but he 
thay found guilty of a crime described in the laws of the United 
tes. 

Now, as far as the Senate is concerned, it has absolutely no 
jurisdiction in the matter of pardoning Mr. Chapman. It was 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States in the Klein 
cae (and 5 Doleva it is unnecessar ESS to cite a 3 to elu- 
cidate such a plain proposition) t wer of pardoning is 
vested exclusively in the Executive by the Constitution, and that 
nothing which may be done by the legislative body can in any 
manner interfere with the exercise of that Executive function. 
The line of demarcation being written in the organic law—plainly 
written—it is useless to attempt to interfere with it. 

The question before the Senate is: Shall we pass a resolution 
pondas that if Mr. Chapman comes before the Senate or is 

rought before the Senate and answers questions addressed to 
him, we will then suggest a pardon to the Executive? Shall we 
attempt to make the exercise of Executive power contingent upon 
compliance by Mr. Chapman with the order of this body? Either 
proceeding would be irregular and should not find any sanction 
within this Chamber. 

This man was guilty of a contemptuous refusal to comply with 
the orders of a Senate committee. He was asked a question di- 
rectly pertinent to the issue, as to whether any member of this 
body had engaged in business of an immoral character, and he de- 
clined to answer. He shielded himself behind the prerogative— 
the so-called tive—of the individual's right to conceal from 
a tribunal having jurisdiction a matter pertinent not only to the 
honor of individual Senators, but affecting the integrity of a 
branch of the Government of the United States. He might have 
been punished for contempt by the Senate, but the matter was 
sent to the courts. It was properly held that he could not thus 
shield himself; that it was his duty to disclose his knowledge, and 
that behind the puny barrier of personal caprice no such impor- 
tant information can be concealed. 

If the Senate had asserted its right to punish for the obvious 
contempt of this body committed by Mr. pman, then it would 
be pertinent, perhaps, and proper to listen to an lication from 
him ing to purge himself of that contempt to disclose to 
the Senate the facts heretofore refused and concealed. If he came 
here asking for ion to respond to the questions which he 
formerly declined to answer, I should say to him. The question 
as to whether your disclosure will be considered in mitigation of 
a sentence im by this body will be upon when you 
have answe the questions;” but in that event, if we had ad- 
judged him guilty of contempt, it would be his duty to make offer 
te purge himself; and having done his best, we might properly 
consider his application to be relieved from the consequences of his 
improper conduct. 

Mr. ALLEN. May I be permitted to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from California? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. We have never brought him to the bar of the 


Senate yet. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that. Iam illustrating what I haye 
heretofore said by the remark just made, and I will reach the 
point to which the Senator refers in an instant. 

. And the Senate has never imposed any sentence 
upon him. 


Mr. WHITE. I understand that, Mr. President; but moy point 
is that then, and then only, should we attempt to act. If Sen- 
i upon Mr. Chapman there would be no 
propriety in any application from him to the Senate with condi- 
tions ee He should. — that event, e p . without any 
requests contingent upon his di an or permission 
to give the withheld information to the Senate, and to say that 
his 8 of ee pees the 7 of a 3 
given wyers who anticipated the decision ultimately 
ren But is not our case. We did not bring Mr. Chap- 
man before this body. We did not adjudge him guilty of con- 
tempt. We relegated him to the ordinary forum. He appeared 
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before a court of his country in response to an indictment and 
| seng not guilty, and -apan the issue thus raised he went to a 

ury. He was convicted, and upon appeal the sentence was 
affirmed, and finally, upon presentation of the matter to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, it was held that all the pro- 
ceedings resulting in the judgment were within the jurisdiction 
of the tribunal passing upon it. 

But the Senate, having inaugurated no contempt proceeding, 
has no jurisdiction, first, because we imposed no penalty, we ren- 
dered no judgment, we passed upon no case; second, because the 
power of pardoning is vested exclusively in the Executive and we 
can not interfere with it. By petition we might solicit a pardon, 
but we have no jurisdiction to interfere. Our application for a 
pardon would be treated as emanating from a body of citizens 

olding the position of Senators, and might be deemed of weight 
in so far as the Executive might be satisfied of our personal 
integrity and standing and the justice and accuracy of the position 
we assum 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from California advocate the 
doctrine that the Executive would have a ight to pardon this 
individual from a sentence imposed by this body? 

Mr. WHITE. I have not so stated, Mr. President. I have not 
expressed an opinion upon that question. I premised, and I 
thought in plain language, my statement by the declaration that 
we have not sentenced Mr. Chapman; that we have not exercised 
any jurisdiction which has resulted in hisincareeration; and that 
he is in jail now as the result of a trial under a statute passed by 
Congress and in response to a verdict of a jury afterwards con- 
firmed on appeal. say, therefore, there is nothing within our 
5 suggested by the resolution of the Senator from 

ebraska. 

But I will say this: If any committee of this body can devise 
any means whereby this individual can be again brought before 
a committee and be again subjected to the interrogatories to which 
he declined to respond, I will do my best to aid such committee to 
proceed with the work and to enforce an answer. 

If we are to proceed at all, I desire these inquiries answered. The 
country would like to have them answered; Senators would like 
to have them answered. But this proceeding, suggested by the 
Senator from Nebraska, without any application, having behind it 
none of the essentials of jurisdiction, and not invited by even a 
petition from the offending party, the party who contemptuously 
refused to yield to the authority of the Senate and who has been 
found guilty of a crime, seems to me to be ill advised and to trans- 
gress the rule which suggests to this body to keep within its power 
and to refrain from soliciting a pardon, when it is without legal 
Tight 9 or refuse to pardon. 

Mr. LEN. Does the Senator from California contend that I 
had not a right, as a Senator of the United States, to introduce 
this resolution here, and, according to my judgment, express my- 
self in an eo ip to the Executive of this Government? 

Mr. W E. If the Senator from Nebraska supposes that I 
asserted that he had no right to introduce a resolution here, no 

ower to do it, he is mistaken. I am speaking of the propriety 
om my standpoint. The Senator knows that we differ as to the 
propriety of adopting this or that resolution, and that it may be, 
Etke opinion of the Senator, wrong to vote for a resolution which 
I may offer, and the Senator may say that the Senate has no right 
to vote for such a resolution, but that does not mean that I am 

—. of a public offense or a private delinquency merely because 

offer it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but I had that right—I am not speaking 
about the power, I know I had the power—I had the right to do 
that, and if I had the legal right to do so, the question of pro- 

riety is a question within my own judisdiction and not of the 
. from California. 

Mr. WHITE. If we pe that matter to its logical result, it 
means that the Senator from Nebraska upon offering a resolution 
at once assumes to himself the authority to pass it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. WHITE. But I have a right to dissent from his view. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not suggest anything of that kind. The 
Senator from California may, for instance, introduce a resolution 
to-day or to-morrow that, in my judgment, may be ridiculous; I 
may think that it is not good policy to do it. 

r. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. But if the Senator has the right to do that as a 
Senator of the United States, Ido not think I would say in a public 
speech that it would be indelicate for him to do so. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if I have said that anything that 
the Senator has done is or has been indelicate, I withdraw the 
remark, but I challenge him to find such a declaration in anything 
I have said; but if he thinks I have made any utterance equiva- 
lent to that statement I will, if he can point it out, withdraw it. 
I had no such intention, but I have assumed—and if I am wrong 
I very much desire to be corrected—that when even the Senator 
from Nebraska offers a resolution it is a proper subject of debate, 


and it is possible to dissent from it without aggravating him or 
committing any n 

. ALLEN. I do not Want to limit the right of the Senator 
from California to debate any question to his heart's content. I 
am perfectly wlng he should disagree with me upon all legal 
propositions—indeed, in reference to every conceivable proposition 
within the range of human knowledge; but I do dissent—and I am 
not particularly sensitive in that respect—I do dissent from the 
Senator from California, or any other Senator, laying down for 
me a code of morals so far as delicacy is concerned. I have not 
had the advantages which the Senator from California has had. 
He is a much more learned gentleman, and has had much more 
experience with certain matters thanI have had; and what might 
be indelicate in the Senator from California would be perfectly 
natural forme. Therefore I must insist that, so far as the ques- 
tion of delicacy is concerned, it must be left to me exclusively as 
3 m ava action. : 0 

$ it is necessary for me to again repeat—and it 
seems to be necessary to again repeat—— 9 Vie 

Mr. ALLEN. I accept the Senator’s apology. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say that I utterly disclaim having cast any 
such insinuation as the Senator from Nebraska supposes; and if it 
is possible so to examine and criticise my phraseology as to find 
anything of that kind in it, I hope it will be eliminated, for it was 
not my intention in the slightest degree to reflect upon him. 

I think the Senator is altogether too modest in his reference to 
hisown learning and capacity. [have not intended to reflect upon 
him, and trust he will take that disclaimer, and close this part of 
the debate, for I mean it. . 

But, Mr. President, the point I made was, in brief, that we are 
now asked to yote upon a proposition which is entirely outside 
anything before us, and which can not have any possible effect so 
far as Mr. Chapman is concerned, or so far as the attitude of this 
body is concerned, with reference to the eg tay! case; and, I 
repeat, if any method can be devised by which Mr. Chapman can 
be brought before the committee and compelled to answer the very 
pertinent and proper Seer which were asked him by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, I hope the committee will devise that means, 
and I will cheerfully vote for it, and aid to the best of my ability 
in bringing out all that may be deemed hidden or obscure. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to withdraw for a moment his motion to refer the resolution, 
that I may offer some amendments to it, and then I will renew 
the motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to suggest several amendments to 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska: First, to 
strike out, beginning in line 2 of the resolution, the words“ as a 
condition precedent to receiving Executive clemency in the remis- 
sion of the penalty imposed; second, to strike out the word 
should,“ in the fourth line of the resolution, and insert, after the 
word “be,” the words ‘‘and he is hereby;” so that the resolution 
as amended would read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate of the United States that the 
said Elverton R. Chapman be, and he is hereby, required toappear before th 
bar of the Senate an purge himself of the said contempt of which he is ant 
was guilty, by answering the questions which he contumaciously refused and 
declined to answer during said investigation, and make such Maclosares as 
the said Senate committee then requested him to make, or that may now be 
required of him by the Senate. 

Mr. President, it also seems to me that it would not be within 
the appropriate jurisdiction and function of the Senate to put in 
this resolution anything concerning any proposed, projected, or 
suggested pardon of Mr.Chapman. That is a matter which rests 
entirely within the discretion of the President of the United States; 
it concerns a punishment inflicted upon him for a violation of the 
statutes of the country, and a punishment which does not concern 
the relation between the Senate and the accused of the contempt to 
this body. It seems to me, sir, that it would be no more pertinent 
for the Senate to refer to that matter in its resolution, which con- 
cerns its own dignity and the preservation of its own honor, than 
to make reference to any other criminal accusation or the status 
of any other person convicted of an offense or moy other crime. 
So it seems to me that whatever may be the action of the Senate on 
thissubject, these words had better be omitted from the resolution, 

It further seems to me, Mr. President, that the Senate owes it 
to itself as a part of the lawmaking department of this Govern- 
ment to assert its own dignity and self-respect and a desire to pre- 
serve its own decorum by requiring this person to be ig before its 
bar and purge himself of the contempt. I therefore suggest the 
amendments which I have indicated to the resolution, that era 
may be referred with the resolution to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, in the hope that that committee will report a 
resolution to carry out the sense which it will convey after it is so 
amended. 

Mr. Petrus and Mr. CHANDLER addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PETTUS] is recognized. 
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Mr. HOAR. DoI understand that the motion to refer is re- 


newed? 
Mr. ALLEN. I hope the motion to refer will be withdrawn 
eard upon it. 


until Senators can be P 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is 
upon the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

DANIEL. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
suggest an amendment before he speaks to the motion of refer- 
ence made by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to add to the motion made by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts with instructions to report to the Senate 
the proper procedure to be taken to require the said Elverton R. 
Chapman to purge himself of contempt.” 

Mr. GRAY. I hope, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me, that that amendment will not be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PETTUS] was recognized, 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon, 
for one moment? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
pu to the motion to refer will not be adopted, because if it is 

t will opn up the whole debate as to the question of the pro- 
priety of the action proposed on the part of the Senate, whereas 
the reference of the resolution and amendments to the committee 
will give us the benefit of their consideration of the whole mat- 
ter, and upon their report to the Senate the subject will regu- 
larly come up for discussion, but if we are now to make definite 
and binding instructions, then the debate will take a wider range, 
and I think it ought to take a wider range, than will be necessary 
on a simple motion to refer. I hope the Senator from Virginia 
will not insist upon that instruction now, for, if so, we shall have 
debate on that. 

Mr. DANIEL. If it will lead to debate, I shall not insist upon 
my motion for instructions. I presume, of course, the committee 
will 1 I take that for granted. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I am little acquainted with the 
customs of the Senate, but this resolution deals with things with 
which Iam somewhat familiar, and therefore I want to say one 
or two words about the propriety of the action that is Poe 

In the first place, I very much doubt the oo priety of the Senate 
dealing with the question of pardon at all. I do not deny the 
right of the Senate to petition the President, but I do not think it 
ought to do it. It is the President's business, and no doubt the 
President will exercise the duties of his office and the powers con- 
ferred upon him by the Constitution and laws of the country in a 
proper way. I doubt very much the good taste of the Senate 

ng suggestions in advance to the President of the United 
States on a subject solely confined to his jurisdiction. But that 
is not the point I desire particularly to address myself to. I wish 
to discuss the question of punishment outside of the judgment of 
the court and outside of any reference to the President. 

You will notice, Mr. President, that this is an old transaction. 
The body against whom this offense was committed is at least 
in a different session; the committee is toall intents and p s 
e I am in favor of vindicating the dignity of the 
Senate, but I want to suggest that, in my opinion, the proper 
mode to do it is to commence afresh, not to act on what has been, 
not to punish this man for a contempt that is three or four years 
old, but to commence afresh, appoint a new committee or rein- 
state the old committee, organize a committee by the authority of 
this Senate, summon this man before it, order him to answer, 
and then deal with him as the Senate may think proper; and I 
doubt very much, Mr. President, whether it can be done in any 


other way. 

Mr. CHAN DLER. Mr. President, I wish to say but little upon 
this resolution, my principal idea being that it should be referred. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has prefaced it with a 
long preamble. Iam not certain that this is accurate, and cer- 
tainly the difference of opinion that has been developed will war- 
rant a careful investigation of the language of the resolution be- 
fore its adoption. I do not see any reason why the subject should 
not have been introduced to the attention of the Senate. I a 
haps did not understand fully the Senator from California l 2 
WHITE]. I received the impression that the Senator thought the 
subject ought not to be treated at all by a resolution of the Sen- 
ate; that the question was not here, and ought not to be dealt 
with; and it occurred to me that possibly I might get into the de- 
bate, which was being carried on by several Senators all upon 
their feet at the same time, by doing, as it is possible to do under 
such circumstances—asking a question of the one Senator who 
ae to have the floor and to be speaking at the time. 

r. WHITE. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. That question I will ask now, before the 

Senator asks me one, if he will allow me, That question is, con- 


May I interrupt him 


sidering the whole history of the sugar investigation, the Chap- 
man case, and the cases of the other contumacious witnesses, 
whether, if a petition was being circulated in the Senate, and 
being freely signed by Senators requesting the President to grant 
a pardon to Mr. Chapman, it would not be entirely fit and be- 
coming to offer a resolution in the Senate for open, public action 
by this body, stating the opinion of the Senate that Executive 
clemency ought not to be extended? 

In other words, ay tentative argument, so to speak—‘‘tenta- 
tive” is a great word now, and my argument is only tentative, 
because if I am to act upon this subject in committee I wish to be 
entirely open to conviction—my tentative argument is that, as the 
original question arose from the action of the Senate, and as this 
witness was convicted of a crime in the courts because of an inves- 
tigation initiated by the Senate, if Senators are to be importuned 
to request that Executive clemency may be extended in the form 
of a pardon, it would be entirely fit and proper for a resolution to 
be adopted by the Senate expressing the contrary opinion and that 
the contumacious witness should not be pardon That is the 
question I ask of the Senator from California, whether such a res- 
olution would not be entirely fit and proper, and whether he would 
criticise the introduction of such a resolution in the Senate? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, to some extent shielding myself 
by the same tentative barrier which is protecting the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I will reply by stating that, in my judgment, 
such a resolution would not be desirable for this reason: It is not 
to be supposed that the President of the United States is not in- 
formed as to this question, and it is not to be supposed that the 
President of the United States does not appreciate its gravity; and 
I would not favor at this time, certainly, and I can not conceive 
that I would at any time, a resolution requesting the President 
not topardon a person under these circumstances. I would assume 
that no pardon would be granted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator knows the power of Sena- 
tors with the Executive. Suppose a petition was being circulated 
before this Senate, and freely signed, and other Senators thought, 
under all the circumstances, taking a lively interest in this sub- 
ject, as it concerns the great powers of the Senate, that such a 
petition ought not to be signed, how should they express them- 
selves to the President? Should we resort to a remonstrance and 
circulate a counter-paper around this Senate, or should we stand 
up here in the exercise of our rights and privileges, and say by 
resolution of the Senate that this is a matter that we take interest 
in, and that we do not want this contumacious witness relieved 
from the penalty of the law by Executive clemency? What would 
be the harm in that, I ask the Senator from California? j 

Mr. WHITE. If Iam able to answer the numerous questions 
lately addressed to me by the Senator from New Hampshire, I 
would say, in the first place, that while the Senate is in the habit 
of expressing itself on a great number of subjects, I would not 


consider it to be proper to a resolution here asking the Presi- 
dent not to pardon some but if, asa Senator, I believed that a 
man ought to be pardoned, I would go as an individual and sug- 


gest that to the President, or I would write to him and say to him 
what I as an individual thought with reference to that matter; 
and if I saw fit—and it would be an extreme case if I did see fit 
as an individual to protest against a pardon, I should go there and 
individually protest or write to the Executive Mansion a protest. 
But I do not believe the Senate is here for the purpose of officially 
passing protests of that kind, or officially asking the President to 
exercise or not to exercise his prerogative with reference to the 
. of pardoning or not pardoning applicants for Executive 
clemency. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, still zoning the floor, I 
desire to poon and say that this is a peculiar case, I quite agree 
with the Senator from California that it would not be well, as a 
general rule, for the Senate to pass a formal resolution asking that 
a pardon should not be granted, the privilege of pardoning or 
withholding pardons being exclusively in the President. But 
this is, as I say, a peculiar case; and I think it would be quite as 
appropriate, quite as becoming, quite as satisfactory to the coun- 
try if the Senate should take up the question and discuss it upon 
a resolution and vote upon it yea or nay as it would be to resort 
to the circulation of petitions and remontrances for the signatures 
of Senators. 

Therefore I am not sorry that the Senator from Nebraska has 
introduced this resolution, but I think that it should be referred. 
I think it should be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, of which the Senator from Nebraska has now becomea 
member, and doubtless will become one of the most important 
members. I think there is more than one question for the Senate 
to consider—not alone whether it will aid in relieving this con- 
tumacious witness from the penalty which the statute has imposed 
upon him after trial and conviction, but whether, on the contrary, 
it will not do something to cause a vigorous enforcement of that 
prany, not only upon this witness, but upon other witnesses who 
re to testify before the committee of which my friend the 
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Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] was the distinguished chair- 


man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, even 
if Mr. Chapman goes to jail and suffers the punishmentasinflicted 
by the court, is he beyond the jurisdiction of the Senate to be 
brought here to continue that investigation, and then commita 
new offense inst us if he still refuses to answer? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the Senator is through 
with his question—— 

Mr. T I am through with that one, but I may ask 
more. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator desires to stand while I an- 
swer that question—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will exercise my own discretion about that. 
If you are long-winded in answering it, I may sit down. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I will yield to the Senator if he still remains 
standing to ask another question, or I will answer his first question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When you play ball, you know you always 


stand up; you do not sit or lie down. [Laughter.] 
Mr. C DLER. That is a habit in the Senate, and itisa 
very vicious habit. It is hard work even for an old Senator to get 


into the kind of debate which goes on with all the Senators stand- 
ing, and it is an absolute deterrent with the new Senators who sit 
around on the edges of this body. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In deference to the rule the Senator from New 
Hampshire has established, I will sit down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Desiring to treat with co the Senator 
from South Carolina, I will answer his question. I do not believe 
that the witness has passed beyond the jurisdiction of the Senate, 
either theoretically or practically, if we choose still further to 
pursue him. I do not understand that this statute supersedes the 

wer of the Senate to punish for contempt of the Senate should 
it choose to again investigate this question, to again endeavor to 
ascertain whether three or four years ago Senators were 
in speculating in sugar stocks when the question of a duty upon 

ar was pending in Congress. 

e Senate could undoubtedly do so, and it could call Mr. Chap- 
man and those other witnesses. Iam inclined to think that the 
Senate has the power to go back and take up and pass the resolu- 
tion recommended by the Senator from Nebraska three years ago 

niring that Mr. Chapman should be brought before the Senate 
and committed for contempt. But it was never passed, as the 
Senator from Nebraska knows, and it does not seem to me that it 
would be wise to thus go back and undertake a reinvestigation of 
the question in the course of the consideration of which these 
witnesses were contumacious and toanswer. I now yield 
to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WHITE. Do J understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say that in his opinion the resolution which was intro- 
duced during the last Congress and not passed might be now 
considered as pending and be acted upon? There is some doubt 
about that point, I think. 

Mr. C LER. That is a very technical question, and no 
one is more technical on occasions than the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, although frequently he discusses questions broadly and on 
principle. The Senator knows very well that the resolution of 
the Senator from Nebraska could be introduced by him again 
into this body, and as the suggestion has been made, I expect to 
see it introduced to-morrow in the place of some other resolution 
of the number he now has in his desk. 

The subject can undoubtedly be taken up either as an old ques- 
tion or as a new question; but the suggestion I now wish to make 
is that it would be a very inadequate proceeding to go back to that 
investigation forthe purpose of relieving the witnesses from their 
contumacy or to make them in any way more fit subjects for par- 
don. If there were any Senators who were engaged in speculating 
in sugar stocks, which God forbid it to be believed there were, there 
have been three years since elapsing—the Senator from Delaware 
[ Ma. Gray] will correct me if am wrong about the time—during 
which all evidence of the dealings in sugarstocks has had time to 
disappear. The collateral evidence which would have been useful 
if the witnesses had answered and the facts had been discovered 
at the time is now gone, and it would be utterly futile now to go 
again into the investigation, as it seems to me. 

Jam as sure now as I was then that the committee of which 
the Senator from Delaware was the head would find out nothing. 
Therefore I consider, subject to change of opinion after delibera- 
tion in committee, that as the tree has fallen the tree ought to 
lie. The investigation is over. The committee found out noth- 
ing. It made a report that it could find out nothing. The wit- 
nesses who refused to testify had their names certified to the 
court, and they were prosecuted. One of them was punished, 
and the others are to be punished if courts and district attorneys 
do their duty, and there will be an end to that particular investi- 
gation. 

The witnesses took the consequences. As the Senator from Ne- 
braska has shown, in the case of Mr. Chapman, the witness was 
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expressly confronted with the law, and in the face and eyes of the 
law he refused to answer whether or not Senators had entered into 
dealings in sugar stocks. The question was put to him with re- 
spect to every man then a member of the body. There is no Sen- 
ator now here who was in the body at that time as to whom Mr. 
Chapman was not asked. Do you know whether or not this Sen- 
ator has had any dealings in sugar stocks?” And the witness 
refused to say that he had no knowledge that the Senator had had 
dealings in sugar stocks. He refused equally to say that he had 
such knowledge. The witness took his position; the case was sent 
to the court; the penalty of the law has been imposed upon Mr. 
Chapman, and it would be a most preposterous proposition, after 
all the tribulation which the committee, headed by the Senator 
from Delaware, went through, after all the tribulation that has 
taken place in the courts, and afterall the excessive and enormous 
tribulation which has afilicted the newspaper press of the country 
in this connection, if the witness should now be pardoned or dis- 
3 and relieved from the penalty which justly attaches to 
im. 
Mr. President, I can not conceive that any Executive would 
pront a pardon under those circumstances. t would we then 

ave established? We would have established as a part of the pub- 
lic law of the country that a witness might defy the Senate, might 
be sent to the court under the statute, and when it was y 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States that he onght 
to go to jail, that he could then go to the White House and get a 
pardon, or come to the Senate and get the very Senators whom he 
refused to exonerate from a dishonoring charge to request that he 
should be relieved from the penalty which the law at last had 
meted out to him! Ican not conceive that any such lame and 
impotent conclusion is to follow from the sugar investigation con- 
ducted so thoroughly and so effectively by the committee of Sena- 
tors some three years ago. 

Mr. TILL It seems to me, sir, that we are not after Cha 
man; that the original investigation was not intended to punis 
Chapman, but to discover whether any Senator on this floor had 
been guilty of using his official position to make money by specu- 
lating in stocks which were infiuenced by his action as a Senator 
on the committes which reported the tariff bill. It is not worth 
while to try to cover up this matter with badinage and flippancy. 
The Senator from New Hampshire will excuse me. Ido not in- 
tend that as any reflection upon his language, but it does appear 
to me that he treated it rather flippanily. 

There are to-day in the 3 of this country direct charges 
floating about and being sent broadcast, signed by correspond- 
ents in the gallery, to the effect that last week, when the new tariff 
bill was reported with a change in the sugar schedule, three Sena- 
tors had speculated in pig et stock. We have another stench on our 
hands, and instead of it being a differential in favor of the trust of 
a third of a cent, as that was, it is now two-thirds of a cent in 
favor of the trust. 

There are two correspondents who have, over their own signa- 
tures, charged that Senators have speculated within the last week 
and made money. Now, if p want to investigate, you have a 
new reason to investigate. you intend to get at the true in- 
wardness of the matter, to get at the truth and to punish those 
who are guilty, say so and do so, or else hush. That is the whole 
sum and substance of it. We do not want to punish Chapman 
alone. We want Havemeyer. We want the man who bought 
Senators, if they were bought. We want the man who bought 

our Republican committee last week, if they were bought. That 
is what we are here for. And now let the Senator who has moved 
to refer the matter, and who loves the dignity of the Senate as 
much as any other man, take the resolution to his committee and 
bring back a measure here that will mean something. 

We can now make those men who have charged that Senators 
have speculated say where they got the information or we can 
punish them for contempt. We can call on Havemeyer and the 
sugar-trust grandees and make them answer or put them in jail 
for contempt. Either 5 so as to find the truth and p 
ish the criminals or hush. e want an explanation of these 
charges of corruption in connection with the sugar schedule, and 
anything short of that is mere child’s play and a waste of time. 

Mr. A . Mr. President, I desire simply to say a word in 
reply to what has been said by the Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE], and especially the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
There has been an attempt all the way through to treat the reso- 
lution as in some manner trenching upon the proper province of 
the executive branch of the Government. At one moment Sena- 
tors say that it is something over which we have no jurisdiction; 
that it is something which we can not Hels consider. At 
another moment they say that it is a matter of delicacy to under- 
take to tell the executive branch of the Government what to do. 

The very offense arises in this body, if I may see fit to express it 
in that way. A committee appointed by the te was in session 
in the room then occupied by the senior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray]. It was appointed under a resolution for the express 
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of investigating the charges contained in the resolution, 
namely, that certain Senators had been speculating in sngar stock 
while discharging their duty in the Senate in connection with the 
consideration and passage of the Wilson bill of 1894. That con- 
tempt was a contempt against the Senate. 

No man can dispute that. The Senator from California admits 
that at one time and denies it at another. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia admits it at one moment and seems to recede from it at the 
next. 

It was a misdemeanor committed under the statute of 1857, pro- 
viding punishment for contempt of the power of this organization. 
Why undertake to refine about the matter? Why undertake to 
weave in and weave ont? If it was in defiance of the authority 
of this body, who has greater power and greater right to speak out 
upon it than we have; and if it was in defiance of our authority, 
as it was and is, is it wrong for this House of Congress as a co 
ordinate branch of the Government to give expression to its views 
5 to the propriety of pardoning this man or remitting 

e 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. I 
quite with him that Chapman was subject to punishment 
by the Senate for contempt, notwithstanding the statutory pro- 
ceedings, but I find that the Senator has allowed the question of 
bringing him before the Senate, to punish him here also for con- 
tempt of the Senate, to slumber a long time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In the minority report submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska—I think he has already put it in the REC- 
orp—imade in 1894, the majority of the committee having recom- 
mended that the witness be certified to the court, the Senator said: 


In addition to the above recommendation of the committee regarding 
witness, E. R. Chapman, I think he ought to be brought to the bar of the Sen- 


ate and required to pu himself of C0100 or 
be summ. punished for a refusal to do so. I therefore recomm the 
adoption of the following resolution by the Senate. 


Then follows the resolution. Thatis the report of the Senator 
from Nebraska. I think the Senate could do what he proposed, 
but the Senator did not press the resolution. And does he now 
think, having allowed it to go three years without any action, 
when Mr. Chapman is about to undergo the punishment which 
the law, through the court, has inflicted upon him, that it is now 
advisable for the Senate to go back to that resolution, take it up 
and it, and proceed to reinvestigate this old question about 
which the committee of which he was an able member found out 
80 little? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Nebraska has long since learned 
not to kick inst the pricks. When in 1894 the rt was made 
and the resolution was introduced into the Senate by me, in all 
candor and seriousness, it was my judgment that the resolution 
would not be adopted. I thought I knew the complexion of this 
body at that time, and it was a work of supererogation for me to 
stand here and the ge of the resolution, especially when 
it was un at that time that under the statute of 1857, 
which is now under consideration, the courts had jurisdiction of 
the matter. 

Therefore I did not press it, but it was my judgment at that time, 
or I never would have introduced it, that the resolution should be 
adopted, and it will be found that the same resolution in substance 
was introduced by me as respects every other witness in the case 
who was guilty of contempt. That does not exclude the Senate 
from now taking action upon the matter, especially when it is 
rumored, and when we have a right to believe there is somethi 
in the rumor, that an application has been made to the Chief Ex- 
ecutive of the nation for a remission of the penalty. 

Now. if the conduct was committed against the Senate, and it 
certainly was, because it grew out of conduct in violation to the 
rights of the Senate, are we to blame, sir, am I to blame, because 
I insist that the Senate, before a remission of the penalty is made, 
shali have a right to state its opinion? 2 

Mr. CHANDLER. I continue to ask the Senator the question 
because it is a practical question. Not doubting the right of the 
Senate to begin a new investa top, does he contemplate that if 
Mr. Chapman comes and m answer and makes disclosures 
that are of importance, the Senate shall again take up the old 
inquiry as to the dealings of Senators in sugar stocks? Does the 
Senator really believe that engis to be done? 

Mr, ALL My contemplation has not gone that far at all. 
My contemplation has gone simply to the extent that in my judg- 
ment the Senate of the United States would be contemptible in 
the eyes of the world if it did not outon the subject. Here 
is a proposition to pardon a man for a misdemeanor committed 
against the Senate itself, and not against anybody else, and we 
are arguing here, caviling and contendi t it would be a 
matter of indelicacy to President of United States to 
express our opinion. 


Mr. President, I have been here long enough to know and to 


learn by e ience, to learn by running against it, that whenever 
the Senate does not want to do anything it scuds behind an imper- 
fectly drawn resolution, or, if it can not find lodgment in the shad- 
ows of a resolution inartistically drawn, then it scuds behind the 
question of delicacy. So the country might as well understand 
now and for all time that when the resolution which I had the 
honor to introduce passes to a committee it is gone forall time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

5 CHANDLER. Does not the Senator think he is too pessi- 
mistic? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave been too optimistic all my life. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The remarks the Senator has made do not 
apply tome. 1am inclined to think the Senate ought to do some- 
thing. The straightforward and Song! way would be to pass a 
resolution adverse to the pardon of Mr.Chapman. If thereis any 
serious reason to suppose that the President will pardon him, I 
argue that such would be the manly and straightforward way to 

t. 


ac 

The Senator thinks the way to exert influence upon the Execu- 
tive is to introduce a resolution proposing to reopen the whole 
inquiry of 1894, three years ago, and when introducing it to sa 
thatif it is referred to the committee of which the Senator himself 
is now a member he is sure that it will be buried and never i 
heard of. That is animputation upon the committees of this body 
which I do not think the Senator ought to make. He would allow 
no such imputation to be made upon the special committee of 
which he was a member which investigated this subject, and he 
ought to presume that if the resolution goes to a committee it will 
be acted upon. When the Senator argues as he does now, he cre- 


the | ates the impression that his resolution, with all the recitals, is 


merely intended by him to die the death of the righteous after a 
few remarks made by him on the subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President; not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I urge the Senator to let his resolution go 
to the committee of which he is a member. . 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I wish to have it go to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. That is where it belongs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it ought to go to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, a committee of which the Senator is a 
member and I am a member (I agree with the Senator that some- 
thing ought to be done), and see whether there is not life enough 
in this body to do something effective and useful with at least one 
of the Senator’s resolutions. 

Mr. AI There it goes again. The Senator from New 
Hampshire seems to think that I am imputing something against 
a committee. That is an old story with me. I used to bs charged 
with imputing all kinds of things; in fact, I remember distinctly 
several charges being made against me in this Chamber within 
the last four years that I was an anarchist and a socialist, but I 
have outlived those things. I can count the resolutions by the 
dozens that have gone to the committees of this Chamber tosleep, 
and I can count the resolutions by the dozens which, when they 
were sent to committees by a vote of this body, were intended to 
sleep the sleep that knows no waking, some of them three and a 
half and four years old. 

What became of the resolution that I introduced two or three 
weeks ago expressing sympathy with Greece, when the honorable 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee told me it should be 
reported back promptly? What has become of the long train of 
resolutions that preceded it? Mr. President, they were taken into 
the caverns of this Capitol never to see daylight again, and now, 
perchance, my resolution may not be artistically drawn—and I 
never drew one which, in the estimation of the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], was artistic—it must be amended 
and patched up, it must be coddled over and cared for, it must be 
een until it dies of consumption, and nothing is to be done 
with it. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, it seems to me the ee 
objection to adopting the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska 
is that it implies that under certain circumstances Chapman ought 
to be pardoned 1 President. If this resolution was a direct 
one uesting the President not to grant Executive clemency 
until the defendant purged himself of the contempt, or until 
further resolution of the Senate, it seems to me there would be 
little justifiable ic! pers to it. 

Mr. ALLEN, 

i him unnecessarily? 


running through my mind at the 
i against it 8 its 
it, to express 
ving al r untrammeled the right of the President 
do what he thought best in the matter. 


ing been committed 
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Mr. CHILTON. I think if that idea were clearly expressed the 
resolution would be shorn of its principal objectionable feature. 

It must not be forgotten that this case is a peculiar one. It is 
not to be assimilated to an ordinary prosecution in the courts. 
The essential prerequisite to the institution of a prosecution is a 
certificate under the seal of the Senate going to the district attor- 
ney of the District of Columbia. It is doubtful if the district 
attorney is authorized to lay the matter before the grand jury 
without the preliminary certificate from the Senate reciting that 
the witness has failed to answer questions put to him by the Sen- 
ate or a committee of the Senate. The statute under which the 

Jhapman prosecution has been conducted shows an interdepend- 
ence of the Senate and the courts in regard to it which relieves 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska from any color of 
invasion of the Executive prerogative. It can not be said that it 
would be any intrusion on the part of the Senate to make a recom- 
mendation concerning a case of this extraordinary nature, which 
is founded upon its proceedings. 

It has been stated here very strongly that not only could the 
prosecution be conducted in the courts and punishment carried 
out there, but that the Senate can bring the offender before it on 
the basis of the original oiy and punish him in addition for 
contempt. There is this culty about that suggestion: When 
the law of 1857 was carried forward into the Revised Statutes, 
there was omitted a clause contained in the original law, “that 
prosecutions in the courts should be in addition to existing pains 
and penalties.” 

Under ordinary rules of construction the leaving out of that 
clause from the act of 1857 might be considered as implying that 
the Senate and the House had surrendered pro tanto their juris- 
diction to punish for contempt in the usual mode, or, to state the 
proposition more accurately, that the Senate and House had pre- 
Seri a specific and exclusive remedy for punishing for con- 
tempt. It was very significant, very remarkable, that when the 
statute was brought forward into the revision the express reser- 
vation of cumulative punishments wasomitted. Notwithstanding 
the seeming difficulty, however, my own opinion is that the Sen- 
ate of the United States still possesses its inherent and ancient 
power to punish for contempt. 

But it seems to me it will be time enough when this man shall 
have been punished under the sentence of the court for us to con- 
sider the question of punishing him further. For present pur- 

es I need only say that for one I see no indelicacy or incongru- 
ity in the passage of a resolution requesting the President not to 
extend a pardon in this case which arose out of a contempt of the 
constitutional jurisdiction of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to say but one word. I 
think the Senate has heard this matter about as long as it cares 
to. The whole discussion, from the debate on the original reso- 
lution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] down to the 
last observation of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON], takes 
up, it seems to me, two 1 different things. Suppose there 
had not been any statute. The constitutional authority of the 
Senate to punish Mr. Chapman for contempt existed and could be 
supported. The statute makes not a contempt of the Senate, but 
the refusal to answer lawful questions,a misdemeanor, and that 
is what the man has been indicted for. 

Now, when the honorable Senator from Nebraska asks the Sen- 
ate to pass his resolution, which declares that this man has been 
indicted for a contempt of the Senate and indicted for a misde- 
meanor and is guilty of contempt of the authority of the Senate, 
he pra into his resolution a proposition which is untrue in law 
and untrue in fact. If the Senate’ passes the resolution,it will 
make a false statement of fact and a false statement of law. This 
man never has been adjudged guilty of contempt by the Senate. 
The committee reported that he refused to answer the questions. 
The Vice-President, under the direction of the Senate, reported 
that fact to the district attorney, and he laid it before the grand 
jury, but the adjudication for contempt never has been made. It 
is in the power of the Senate to make it now. The man can not 
purge himself of a contempt until he has been adjudged guilty of 
contempt by the Senate, which has not yet 8 So the sug- 
gestion that the President should not pardon him until he purges 
himself of a Cea ar which the Senate has not yet found him 
guilty of is absolutely preposterous, it seems to me. 

This man has been guilty of a violation of a statute, and it does 
not appear to me that it is becoming in one branch of the Gov- 
ernment to undertake to meddle with the prerogatives and duties 
of another branch of the Government in regard to the pardoning 

ower. The Supreme Court never would do such a thing, and no 

esident ever would express an opinion to us as to whether we 
should punish such a man for contempt or not. ; 

What the Senate has the right to do is to require the man to be 
brought here again, have the questions put to him again, if he does 
not answer, have a report made here, and adjndge him guilty of 
contempt and punish him; or it has a right to go so far as to have 
a capias issued, to have the man brought in, to have him sum- 


moned in some proper way and adjudge him guilty of contempt 
on the old facts, and punish him for that. Our power is ample; 
our authority is complete. 

I have no criticism to make, as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire made a criticism,on the Senator from Nebraska for not 
pressing his minority resolution before, and for this reason, that 


the authority of the Senate in this matter has been thrown some- 
what into doubt by the ex parents of the judge who gave the 
decision in the Hallet Kilbourn case, and it would have been 
unwise for us to have subjected our Sergeant-at-Arms to the risk 
which was incurred by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House in the 
Kilbourn case for large damages for seizing the man and imprison- 
ing him, when it might turn out that the Supreme Court, to 
whose authority we must submit, would hold that it was beyond 
our jurisdiction. 

Therefore I think the Senator from Nebraska acted with great 
wisdom in making his minority report and letting it rest. But 
the matter is cleared out now by the recent decision. Here is the 
case of a man found guilty and about to be punished, I suppose, 
for a violation of the statute, with which we have nothing to do. 
It is fully within the power of the Senate to punish him for the 
old contempt or the new one; it is our exclusive right. 

So it seems to me that the resolution ought to go to a commit- 
tee, and the Committee on Privileges and Elections was created 
for this very purpose. It is a committee of lawyers. Although 
the Judiciary Committee is also a committee of lawyers, we never 
have been in the habit of saying that judicial subjects which be- 
long naturally and properly to other committees shall be taken 
from them and sent to the Judiciary Committee. If an important 
question of the law relating to public lands comes up, we do not 
take it from the Public Lands Committee. If an important ques- 
tion of law comes up in regard tothe jurisprudence of the District 
of Columbia, we do not take it from the committee of which the 
. from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is so eminent a 
member. 

Mr. FAULKNER. However, I would like to suggest to the Sen- 
ator whether, taking this resolution upon its face with the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Virginia, it does not solely 
present questions of law and not a question of privilege pertain- 
ing to any member of the Senate or the Senate. 

r. HOAR. But the question of law is, What is the preroga- 
tive of the Senate in regard to punishing recusant witnesses? That 
is the question of law, and that being the question of law, itis a 

uestion of law which pertains to the subjects committed to the 

ommittes on Privileges and Elections. It is not merely the priv- 
ileges of individual Senators; it is the privileges of the Senate 
which that committee deals with. e 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will read the language of the 
resolution, he will find that it involves purely a question of law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia 
a pag I ask him whether it is his theory that every question 
of law which arises in the Senate goes to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and that when any other committee reaches in its in- 
quiries a question of law thereupon it is to stop and refer that 
question to the Judiciary Committee? If he thinks that, he hasa 
very different idea of the powers of the committees of this body 
from what I have been entertaining. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I base my suggestion upon the language of 
the resolution which is before the Senate. It proposes that the 
gentleman named shall “be required to appear before the bar of 
the Senate and purge himself of the said contempt of which he is 
and- was guilty, by answering the question.” at is the sub- 
stance and purport of the resolution. Thatis whatit means; that 
is the whole scope of it. It involves purely questions of law. It 
involves very serious questions of law. 

One of the questions is whether you can consider at the present 
session any question of a contempt that occurred at a previous 
Congress; whether the contempt did not fall with that Congress; 
whether you will not have tocommence anew investigation in order 
to create a question of contempt that can be punishable at this ses- 
sion. We all know the familiar proposition of law that when a 
legislative body adjourns and a party has been adjudged guilty 
of contempt the door of the prison is at once thrown open on 
the adjournment of the legislative body. The question, there- 
fore, is a pure question of law under the terms of the resolution, 
whether he can be required to come in and purge himself for a 
contempt committed in a previous Congress. I think that is a 

uestion the Judiciary Committee should pass upon, and not the 
Sommittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to makea single sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I hope if 
the resolution is to go to acommittee at all, if it is the determina- 
tion of the Senate to send it to some committee, that it will send 
it to the Judiciary or some other committee rather than the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. It raises a very grave consti- 
tutional question in the judgment of some Senators. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Nebraska will allow me to call 
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his attention to the fact that three members of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections have already expressed themselves on the 
floor in favor of the substance of his resolution, and therefore his 
fear that it will be entombed would seem more applicable of 
course to the other committee. But he does not want it entombed; 
we all know that. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not suffer myself to try a man or to try 
a case that I was at all prejudiced against. I would not sit as a 
member of a committee which had this resolution before it. I 
would not take any part in its proceedings. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Nebraska was a member of the 
investigating committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. 8 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, he has made 
the 8 upon the committees of this body to-day that they 
bury things, and now he is resisting the sending of the resolution 
to a committee of which he is a member. I am afraid, if he will 
persist in that course, it will arouse a suspicion that he wants the 
resolution not to go to a committee that will report it back in some 
form, but that he wants to have his prediction that it will be 
buried carried out. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; I do not care anything about 
suspicions; it is realities that Iam afraid of. I was a member of 
the investigating committee; I gave this question pretty close 
attention, and from my investigation of it I formed my judgment. 
I will not sit in judgment upon the right of this man again if I 
can avoid it, because I will say to the Senate frankly that my con- 
victions, which are strong against him, are of such a character 
that I would not trust myself with his case. If the resolution is 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, of which I 
am thus far an honorary member, and of which I may not be a 
member any length of time, I shall not attend the sessions of the 
committee while the matter is before it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
South Carolina Ba TILLMAN] that what we have been con- 
cerned in is not the punishment of Elverton R. Chapman, or of 
any other man who has been guilty of what is called contempt of 
the Senate, but it was to ascertain the facts and to prosecute an 
inquiry with which we were charged, in order that the truth 
might be elicited and found in some judicial shape for the action 
of the Senate. 

It is now three years this month since a committee was formed 
by order of this body to investigate, among other things, certain 
charges that had appeared in the newspapers, to the effect that 
Senators had been engaged in speculating in sugar stocks 3 
the discussion of the tariff bill in this body, or while the tari 
bill was pending in this body. Of that committee I had the honor 
of being chairman, by the courtesy of the Senate. Its report of 
allits proceedings have been placed before the Senate and the 
public. The course of the manny that was had and all the results 
that were reached have been known now nearly three years. 

It is true that we did subject every member of the then Senate 
to an inquisition personally as to the subject-matter of which we 
were charged to inquire. Every Senator then a member of this 
body came before the committee and submitted himself to an in- 
quisition, which will be found to be, when the record is consulted, 
a most searching one as to his personal relations to any of the 
charges that had been made in the newspapers and about which 
the committee was instructed by the Senate to inquire. Every 
Senator appeared before the committee and answered the ques- 
tions that were put to him, and there has been no one whom I 
know who has ever said since that those questions were not truly 
answered. 

Yet we did proceed further, and, prompted by information that 
came from various sources, we summoned certain parties before 
the committee and asked them, notwithstanding the sworn testi- 
mony of each Senator, whether any Senators had through their 
agency been guilty of speculating in sugar stocks. There were 
certain witnesses so summoned who refused to answer, and refused 
to answer on the ground that it was an undue intrusion into pri- 
vate affairs and an inquiry that the Senate had no right to prose- 
cute. The committee insisted upon the answering of those ques- 
tions, In regard to the particular witness whose name has been 
so much used here to-day, Mr. Chapman, he asked for time to con- 
sult counsel before declining toanswer. Thenext day, on appear- 
ing before the committee, and the question being renewed, he said 
that he had consulted counsel and tsa been instructed that it was 
his right to decline to answer those questions. 

Mr. LODGE. May J ask the Senator from Delaware a question 
in regard to that point? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Was not the inquiry which was made of every 
Senator by our committee rendered necessary by the testimony of 
this very witness from the fact that he first testified (he volunteered 
the mony, I may say, as I remember) that one particular Sen- 
ator had never speculated through him in sugar stocks and then 
declined to answer as to every other Senator whether they had 
done so or not? 


XXX— 67 


-fused to testify, on the ground 


Mr. GRAY. Ido not know whether theinquiry of the Senators 


individually was made by reason of Mr. Chapman’s refusal to 
answer. It was made after some of the witnesses had testified and 
before others had testified. It may be true as the Senator has said. 
I have no reper recollection upon that point. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what happened. The committee were 
then obliged, after that statement, to call every Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have the testimony here. It appears that 
Mr. Chapman distinctly and voluntarily said that Mr. Brice had 
not speculated. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; I recollect that. 
about that. 

Mr. LODGE. And then he refused to answer the same ques- 
tion as to every other Senator in this body, 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly he did. 

Mr. LODGE. And then we had to call every Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a 
condition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality 
shall be maintained. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent that a vote may be now 
taken on the resolution. 

Mr. GRAY. lask unanimous consent that I may first proceed 
for five minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Delaware proceeding? 

Mr. MORG If both Senators will indulge me for a moment, 
I think I can get this matter out of their way for the morning. 

For reasons of public duty that I think rest upon me under the 
circumstances, and that I am not at liberty explain, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Cuban joint resolution may go over 
until next Monday, to be the regular order at 2 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection made to the 
request of the Senator from Alabama, that Senate joint resolution 
No. 26, declaring that a condition of public war exists in Cuba, 
and that strict neutrality shall be maintained, be taken up next 
Monday at 2 o’clock as the regular order of business? 

Mr. QUAY. I will not object to the request of the Senator 
from Alabama nor to the continuation of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, with the understanding that we shall havea 
brief executive session to-day before adjournment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. No one will object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order as to Senate 
joint resolution No. 26. The Senator from Delaware has unani- 
mous consent to 2 

Mr. GRAY. . President, all this is matter of record, but 
no doubt the lapse of time has rendered the recollection of it some- 
what obscure. After Mr. Chapman, as other witnesses did, re- 
t it was an undue intrusion into 
the private business of his firm, and because he had been instructed 
by his counsel that it was a question the committee had no right 
to insist upon, the committee unanimously ordered the question 
presa, and that his refusal to testify should be reported to the 

nate under the provisions of the act of 1857. That was a stat- 
ute that created an offense in these words: 

Sec. 102. Every person who, having been summoned as a witness by the 
authority of either Honse of Con; to give testimony or to produce 
pers upon any matter under inquiry before either House or any committee 
of either House of Congress, willfully makes default, or who, having ap- 
peared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the question under 
re ue shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a fine of 
not more than $1,000 nor less t $100 and imprisonment in a common jail 
for not less than one month nor more than twelve months. 

* * * * * * + 


SEC. 104. Whenever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 102 fails 
to testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the President of the 
Senate or the Speaker of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the fact 
under the seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, whose duty it shall be to bring the matter before the 
grand jury for their action. 


There was no dispute 


The committee unanimously decided to so report the fact of Mr. 
Chapman’s refusal, as they did the refusal of other witnesses, to 
the Senate, and I, as chairman of the committee, made that re- 
port. The law of 1857 thereupon came into operation. The ques- 
tion was debated here whether the Senate had any jurisdiction to 
say whether the facts should be reported to the district attorney 
or not, and it was decided (I do not know that it was done by 
vote, but it was by general acquiescence) that the Senate had 
nothing to do with it, and that upon the mere report of a com- 
mittee that a refusal to testify had been committed the President 
of the Senate was bound to certify, and thereupon he did certify 
to the district attorney of the District of Columbia the report of 
the Senate committee. 

Then, so far as that statutory offense was concerned, it was out 
of the hands of the Senate. It was beyond our jurisdiction. 
5 the rt offense iret tat 8 re not bah a 

g for inquiry by proper unal. e grand jury of the 
District and the courts of the District took cognizance of the 
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offense, and the party was duly prosecuted, and he has been con- 
victed and sentenced; and there is the end of it, so far as that case 
is concerned, and so far as the Senate of the United States is 
concerned. 

It is true it was open to the committee and open to the Senate to 
have proceeded otherwise. They could have refused to have re- 
ported, under the act of 1857, the recusancy of this witness. They 
could have exercised their admitted powers of punishing for con- 
tempt, and brought Mr. Chapman or any other witness to the bar 
of the Senate, and, upon his refusal to answer the question when 
repeated, the Senate could have punished him as in their discretion 
they saw fit. Both the committee and the Senate declined to ex- 
ercise that power, but allowed the matter to take its course under 
the act of 1857. 

Therefore it seems to me that, pig dat decided, the Senate lost 
jurisdiction of this particular case on that particular state of facts. 
Whether Mr. Chapman was guilty of the offense described in the 
act of 1857 or not was a matter for the appropriate tribunal to 
decide. It has decided, and, like any other misdemeanor commit- 
ted, the President of the United States has a right to consider, in 
the suggested exercise of Executive clemency, whether he shall 
extend a pardon or not, and we, as a Senate, have nothing to do 
with his exercise of the pardoning power. It would be an imperti- 
nence and an intrusion upon the Executive if we, as a Senate, 
were to signify to him that our opinion was one way or the other 
as to the exercise of his constitutional prerogative. 

Las an individual and any other Senator as an individual can 
say to the President that, considering all the circumstances, the 
lapse of time, the fact that the committee has been ‘discharged. 
the matter dropped by the Senate, that the law was in doubt and 
has now been settled, we think it is a proper occasion for the 
exercise of Executive clemency. I think so, I do not hesitate to 
say so as an individual, and I will say so, if occasion occurs, to 
the President. But that has nothing to do with the question be- 
fore the Senate, whether we shall as a body undertake to suggest 
to him some condition upon which he exercise the constitu- 
tional prerogative that is reposed in him of remitting a sentence 
or giving a full pardon. 

As I understood the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], he suggested that we still have the right to reach out our 
hand and bring one of these recalcitrant witnesses before this 
body for the offense committed nearly three years ago, and place 
him at the bar of the Senate, notwithstanding we had solemnly 
determined that we would resort to the act of 1857 and allow that 
act to be applied and declined then to exercise the undoubted 
authority we had to discipline the witness for a contempt of this 
woot in refusing to answer proper questions. 

. President, I utterly deny that power. I do not believe that 
such a power onght to belodged anywhere. The power to punish 
for contempt undoubtedly exists in this body as it exists in courts 
of law; but itis one that is always viewed with great jealousy, 
and it ought to be exercised with great care. It concerns the lib- 
erty of the individual citizen. Unlimited powo has no place in 
our scheme of government, and it has been lodged nowhere. The 
power to punish for contempt, one of the most vigorous exer- 
cises of the power to restrain human liberty which remain to us, 
is always exercised with great caution by courts, and it will al- 
ways be exercised with great caution by legislative bodies. 

If this body thinks it is its pus Ba exercise that power in order 
to fulfill its proper functions under our constitutional scheme, it 
will do it when the matter is in fieri. It will exercise it at a time 
when it can produce a result and not pursue a man to the graye 
in order to assert the dignity of the Senate. I do not believe the 
dignity of the Senate is subserved by claiming, much less by ex- 
ercising, powers that have so little limitation, and that may coyer 
all the years of a man’s life, and thus enable it to destroy the 
liberty of the citizen after the offense that has been the occasion 
of the exercise of that power has passed out of public mind. 

Mr. ALLEN. How can you legislate without having the inci- 
1 unlimited power to remove every obstruction to legis- 

on? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not say that we can legislate without the 
power to punish a recalcitrant witness, but it must be asserted on 
proper occasions; and I deny that we or any branch of the Gov- 
ernment have unlimited power over the life or over the liberty of 
a citizen. There are limitations imposed upon us, and I thank 
God that limitations are placed upon us. I do not want to live 
under a government where there are no limitations upon power. 
The power to punish for contempt remains as one of the most dan- 

‘ous powers now existing if it is abused or if it is contended 
t it is without limitation. 

There was a power in the Senate in regard to this inquiry, while 
the committee was sitting, to punish for contempt, and the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska very strenuously and ably insisted that we 
should exercise that power at thetime. We bad the right then to 
exercise it if we had chosen, and we haye the right now upon a 
new occasion to exercise the power. We can appoint another 


committee and pursue any inquiry that we think pertinent to the 
re tives and duties of the Senate, and we may use that power 
in order to compel the testimony of unwilling witnesses. 

But we can not use that power as a reserve or as a prerogative 

of this body to work our will upon free citizens of the United 
States long after the occasion has passed, when all the environ- 
ments have changed, and the conditions which gave rise to the 
proper exercise of that power have pee away. Those are limi- 
tations which I think imhere in the exercise of the power, and 
which I shall never be willing, for one, to see taken away. The 
Senator from West Virginia is clearly right thatit has been always 
held that the power to punish for contempt expires with the ses- 
sion of Congress. 
Mr. President, we can organize another committee. We can 
investigate a proper subject of Hes eae and we can, by pertinent 
inquiries within the scope and the authority of the Berate. as 
these inquiries were, probe the information that we think any 
witness may have, and we may use the power and ish for con- 
tempt in order to enforce it. But the exercise of that power is 
not the object that the Senate has in view. We are not here pur- 
suing witnesses. We are not here appointing committees for the 
purpose of putting newspaper men or brokers in jail. 

e are here to find out the truth. When the occasion had 
passed, and the inquiry was at an end; when the truth had been 
reported to the Senate, so far as the committee were able to ascer- 
tain it, and the Senate had discharged the committee and dropped 
the subject-matter, then, I say, their power was at an end quoad 
that particular investigation. Whether the witnesses had com- 
mitted the statutory offense or not was another thing, which, like 
any other statutory offense, came before the grand jury of the 
District. It has been property prosecuted to a conclusion, and the . 
penalty for that prosecution will have to be incurred and suffered 
by the pene unless Executive clemency is used. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Nebraska appeals to me to with- 
draw the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections and to substitute a motion for a reference to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I do it with a good deal of re- 
luctance, and solely because of the very strong preference of the 
author of the resolution that that course shall be taken. He has 
some personal reasons. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the habit we are 
getting into of proposing that whenever a pure question of law 
comes up relating to the functions of any committee it shall be 
sent to the Judiciary Committee. 

Our committees are made up on the theory, and the theory fully 
supported by the fact, that we have members of this body amply 
competent to deal with all the legal questions and constitutional 

uestions which come up in to all our great subjects. The 
mmittee on Privileges and Elections was created to deal with 
this very class of questions, the privileges of the Senate and of 
Senators, and we might as well say that whenever a question of 
law comes up in the jurisprudence of the District of Columbia, or 
in regard to the public lands or patents—most delicate and intri- 
cate questions—or in regard to pensions, we ought to take the 
question from one of those committees and refer it to the Commit- 
tee on the Jndiciary. 

That committee has work enough in its own function. So I 
wish it to be understood that it is not in accordance with my 
own Rap, Snape in regard to the jurisdiction of the committee that 
I make this change. I withdraw the motion, and move that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED PACIFIC RAILROADS INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive iness. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
yaa to me, I wish to call up a resolution which I think will not 
ead to any discussion. I should like to have it disposed of. 

Mr. QUAY. If it elicits no discussion, I have no objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution providing for the appointment of 
a committee of five Senators to investigate the issue of patents 
for lands to the Pacific railroads, etc. 

Mr. BATE. Let us have the regular order, and go on with the 
Calendar nett 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay] has made a motion that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] asks unanimous consent, before that motion is 
put, for the consideration of the resolution indicated by him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution providing for 
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the appointment of a committee of five Senators to investigate the 
issue of patents for lands to the Pacific railroads and to the Cali- 
fornia and O m Railroad, etc. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Secretary will desist for a moment, 
Ireported favorably that resolution to the Senate several weeks 
ago, when the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] suggested 
to me that when the resolution was taken up he would have a mo- 
tion to submit to refer it to some other committee. Therefore it 
had better not be * at the present time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. QUAY. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a week ago, upon reporting 
the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government and to 
enco the industries of the United States, I gave notice that I 
wouldask the Senate on Tuesday next to proceed to its consideration. 
I now desire to modify that statement. Unavoidable delays in 
the preparation of the comparative statement by the Bureau of 
Statistics have made it impossible for the minority members of 
the committee to give the subject such examination as they deem 
absolutely necessary for their preparation and discussion, and I 
shall not, therefore, call up the bill for consideration on Tuesday. 
I hope to be able to call it up, at least for a preliminary statement, 
on Thursday following. 

Mr. CULLOM. Next week? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Next week. I am extremely anxious, as I 
know all the members of the Senate are, that the consideration of 
the bill shall be proceeded with as promptly as ible, and if it 
is possible to proceed with it on Thursday it will be done. Other- 
wise, if that seems to be impossible, it will be taken up not later 
than the following Monday. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, when the bill was 
reported to the Senate it was understood that the Burean of Sta- 
tistics of the T. Department would have the comparative 
statement ready within two days. It was found to be impossible 
to prepare it in that time. The amount of work involved in pre- 

g a statement of that sort is very great, and while I have 
— RUA by Mr. Ford that all the force that could be put to 
work on it had been employed day and night and that they are pre- 
paring the statement as rapidly as ible, yet it has been a 
physical impossibility to do so up to this time. 

e Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was under the impression 
when the matter was called up in the Senate on Thursday last that 
the e pleas statement would be ready on Saturday following. 
It turned out that the proof went from the printer to Mr. Ford on 
Saturday. Copies of the proof were furnished in confidence to 
members of the committee, but it was known to be full of errors, 
a great many corrections had to be made, and no public use could 
be made of it. Now itis understood that it will come up to-mor- 
row or the nextday. It will be, in my opinion, simply impossible 
for this side of the Senate Chamber to have time to examine the 
bill and the comparative statement and be ready to take up the 
bill at an earlier time than Monday a week. 

As I have said all along, there is no desire on this side of the 
Chamber to delay the consideration of the bill. I believe that 
reasonable time allowed to members on this side to consider the 
bill in connection with the com: tive statement, after it comes 
in, will facilitate action on the bill very much. Senators all un- 
derstand that there are questions about which we are individually 


doubtful. If we have time to examine one of those questions, it 
may be ible to di of it in a very few minutes, or at least 
we will in a condition to know what we want and what we 


willinsiston. If we donot have that time, those matters will all 
po Erevan out in the Senate, and it will take very much longer 
oit. 

I am very much * that the Senator from Rhode Island 
will not insist on taking up the bill earlier than Monday a week. 
I am satisfied that it can not be taken up before that time except, 
perhaps, for general debate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to suggest, if the 
Senator from Arkansas will permit me, that if Senators are expect- 
aa to deliver what are sometimes called set speeches upon the 

„or to indulge in what is sometimes called general debate, 
it might be done before we come to the real consideration of the 
bill by schedules. I would ask the Senator whether he knows if 
that is contemplated? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know of anybody who pro- 
poses to make a special set speech on the bill, and if Senators 
propose to do anything of the sort, and they are willing to take 
up the bill before it is taken up for consideration by paragraphs, 


in order to make their speeches on it, there is no objection; and I 


should be glad to have it done, : 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no objection to their making speeches 
before the bill is taken up. ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the statement I made. I 
should be glad to have them do so, if they are willing. I do not 
know whether or not there is anybody who wishes to make a 
speech of that sort. I do not know of anybody who does. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber 
when the arrangement was agreed to, if one has been made, as 
to when the tariff bill shall be taken up. I rise simply to say that 
I was gratified to hear from the lips of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Jones], who is always very frank and very fair, that in 
his opinion there would be no unnecessary delay in the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate toa fact existing at 
the nt time. I have here a clipping from the Boston Post, 
an old-line and old-time Democratic paper, and a very able paper. 
In a recent issue, only two or three days ago, the Post said: 

Another record has been smashed, and so completely that Boston will hold 
it for a long time tocome. The month of April has placed the Hub at the 


head of the list as a port of entry for wool, and so stupendous has been the 
influx of this commodity that no suitable place remains in the city for its 


storage. 

The warehouses are fairly bulging out,so to speak, with their woolly store, 
and still more room is required. The railroads have come to the assi: ce 
of the steamship lines, and the product of the sheep is being hurried into the 
country to be stored wherever accommodations can be obtained. The store- 
houses of Providence have been hired and are being filled. 

s poan in the history of Boston has there been such activity in shipping 
circles. 

The Post further shows that in the month of April, 1896, the 
value of the wool received at the port of Boston was $814,000, 
while for the month of April, 1897, it is $10,781,000, or about 
twelve or thirteen times more than it was in the month of April, 
1896. The Post concludes its article by saying: 

Where it is all going to end is somewhat of a conundrum to the warehouse 

ple. The Government houses are taxed to their capacity, and the cus- 

oms officials may have to bond some of the private institutions, if these can 

be obtained. There are th m Government warehouses at Boston, South 
Boston, East Boston, and Charlestown. 


The goods have heen stored in the most economical manner, and yet it 
would a that more space will be required. It is reported that the 
National ks, Union Wharf, Atlas Stores, and the lumber yard at Mystic 


Wharf will be opened as bonded warehouses. 


What is true of wool is relatively true of other foreign products, 
and I think that in an emergency such as this we may well expect 
our Democratic friends to lay aside political and partisan feeling 
in reference to the tariff bill, which will soon be under considera- 
tion. I trust that, as American citizens, desiring the best inter- 
ests of our people, hoping that the bill, though it be a Republican 
measure, shall result in benefit to all the people of this country 
and revive the industries of the country, to the end that we may 
haye more prosperous times than we haye had during the past 
three or four years, all unn political and partisan feelin 
will be laid aside in the consideration of the bill, and that it wi 
be enacted at the earliest possible moment. Iwish it might be 
much earlier than I have any reason to believe it will be, but Ido 
express the hope and entertain somewhat the belief that there will 
not be as great delay in the ge of the bill as the business in- 
terests of this country fear there may be. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from New 
Hampshire is not laboring under the delusion that it is n 
to give an anticipatory lecture to the Democratic side, and I hope 
that he does not think that the Democratic side of the Chamber 
intend to pursue the tactics which he and some other Senators 
pomeo with reference to the law which it is proponen to repeal. 

have no doubt that there is a great deal of wool being imported 
into the harbor of Boston. It seems that it is coming in by the 
shipload, and perhaps by the train load, day by day, and I presume 
that even foreign sheep are hurrying up and are growing wool at 
an inch or so per day in order to defeat the beneficent effects of 
the pronase prosperity to be had under the bill soon to be enacted. 

There has been no intimation, there has been no act upon this 
side of the Chamber, to the effect that there will be any procras- 
tination. The majority of the Senate, through their committee, 
had the bill under consideration for quite a while, but not any too 
long, for they needed all the time they devoted to it, while we 
have had the bill under consideration but an exceedingly short 
time. There is not a Republican member of the Committee on 
Finance who will say that we have wasted any time or that we 
have made an unreasonable 5 and while my distinguished 
friend the Senator from New Hampshire has probably less con- 
fidence in this side of the Chamber than he ought to have, still I 
trust that at least he may wait until some offense has been given 
before 3 a suggestion such as that which his remarks tend 
to imply. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from California entirely mis- 
apprehended myremarks. Iwas merely complimenting the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas upon an observation he made as I entered the 
Chamber. That was all. Ihave no disposition to lecture the other 
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side of the Chamber, Mr. President; that is not in my line. I 
simply desire to add that the Senator from California will remem- 
ber the fact that when we did somewhat obstruct the e of 


the so-called Wilson tariff bill, this country was exceedingly pros- 
perous, while at the time we are 5 now to pass another 
tariff bill the country, under Democratic rule and under the oper- 
earns the Wilson tariff law, is in a state of absolute sorrow and 
suffering. 

Mr. WHITE. I fail to remember that fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if during the discussion of 
the so-called Wilson bill, which had various other names not now 
recalled, I was myself guilty of taking up the time of the Senate 
unnecessarily, I beg here and now once for all to apologize. 

I haye been examining good Democratic example in a book 
which I happened to take up the other day, the Annals of Con- 
gress, where the tariff bill was discussed in February, 1824. The 
subject was cotton bagging. It is interesting to notice how ex- 
actly the line of argument adopted in 1824 was pursued in 1890 
and in 1894, 

I also noticed with pleasure the remarks which the renowned 
Representative in Congress from Pennsylvania, Mr. Buchanan, 
made in the House of Representatives, and I have come to the con- 
clusion to take him as my guds in speaking and voting upon the bill 
which the Senator from Rhode Island has reported; and as I pro- 
fess a willingness to be governed by thecourse of this distinguished 
Democrat, who afterwards became President of the United States— 
in fact, I think, in accuracy of speech, the last Democratic Presi- 
dent of the United States—I think the Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber ought also to be willing to follow his example. 

This is the report: 

Mr. Buchanan disclaimed the principles advanced by the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Moren He was in favor of the general system proposed by 
the bill; it was the settled policy of this country. We had advanced from 
one tariff to another on 3 and we now had a third. But we 
should advance with cautious steps, and not injure the kindred interests of 
agriculture and commerce. He entirel — with the honorable speaker 


in his sentiments avowed in the close of his speech: There must be a system 
of mutual con 


gether. To this he coul 
rfectly u ed; but while other countries surrounded it with protect- 
ing restrictions, we must do so too, in self-defense. Another party were for 
ng the duty from 20 to 40 per cent. He thought this too much; we must 
have some re; to revenue. He was for pursuing a middle course, which, 
though it might not at once drive the Dundee manufacturer out of the mar- 
— wong ve life and vigor to our own factories and enable them to com- 
wit . 
Por, Buchanan then moved to strike out 6and insert 2} cents per square 
yard. This he hoped would meet the wishes of boi 


th parties. 

I here commend Mr. Buchanan’s reasonable, sensible, and pa- 
triotic position to Senators of both parties. 

As to the general discussion of the principles of the bill, he hoped it would 
not be gone Into; he had derived more instruction from hearing the details 
of the bill discussed thus far than he should have done from listening for a 
month to long sermons on political economy. 

Mr. Cambreleng observed, in reply, that he had no inclination to deliver 
what the honorable gentleman was pleased to call a sermon on political econ- 
omy, but he must say that he had listened to manya long speech in the pres- 
ent discussion which was not on the bill at all. 


Mr. President. there they were in 1824 just as we were in 1890 
and 1894, with the temptation before us to make long speeches, 
but they refrained from doing so, in the general interest, as I am 
happy to learn that the Senator from California proposes to re- 
frain at the present session, in the interest of economy of time and 
the protection of the productions of his own State, with as sincere 
a desire on his part as there is on our part to pass the bill without 
unnecessary delay. k 

I repeat, that I give my unqualified adherence to the principles 
of Mr. Buchanan concerning the tariff and tothe method pro 
posed by Mr. 5 ee e ot bill when pend- 
ing before Congress. re my apology for any unnecessar 
time I may have janet Finks, ae any tariff bill in the Senate, — 55 
express the earnest hope that no Senator upon the other side of 
the Chamber, aud no Senator in this body, to whatever political 
ae bee belongs, whether it be large or small, will think that in 
the regte that is now before us any bad example ought to be 
followed. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before the Senator from New Hampshire takes 
his seat, I desire to ask him whether he adheres to Mr. Buchanan's 
doctrine that an increase from 20 to 40 per cent ad valorem is too 
great, and whether we ought to follow Mr. Buchanan and keep all 
our duties under 40 per cent? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe in the general principles which 
Mr. Buchanan advocated concerning the tariff. Iam willing to 
accept the principles which he enunciated and to apply them to 

vern my action. I do not hope, however, to succeed in apply- 
i Mr. Buchanan’s principles so as exactly to suit the Senator 
from Kentucky or the Senator from California; but, as I under- 
stand those principles, with reasonable latitude on m pr in ap- 

ying them, I intend to make them my guide, and I hope the 
tor from Kentucky will make them his. 


Mr. LINDSAY. There will be no trouble in applying that 


principle so as to suit the Senator from California and myself; 
that is, always to keep tariff taxation under 40 per cent. 11 the 
Senator will agree to that, I think we will have very little trouble 
in passing the proposed tariff law. 

Mr. HOAR. ill the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. In Mr. Buchanan’s day all commerce was by sail- 
ing vessels across the Atlantic, with a voyage of from thirty to 
forty days asa rule, twenty days being a very short voyage indeed, 
and the price of freights and the time added certainly 20 per cent 
protection; sothat Mr. Buchanan’s 40 per cent is equal to 60 or 70 
per cent now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand my friend the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say that one of the blessings which has come to 
us by reason of having steam communication with foreign coun- 
tries is that the taxation imposed upon our people is to be in- 
creased 50 per cent. In 1824 we had what were known as infant 
industries, and 40 por cent was too much to give an infant in- 
dustry. Now, in 1897 we have industries that are no longer in- 
fants, and they must have 50 per cent greater assistance than the 
infant required. 

Another | 7 was made by Mr. Buchanan which seems 
to commend itself to the Senator from New Hampshire, and that 
is that in making a tariff the doctrine of give and take should be 
applied. That is, I suppose, that the consumers should give and 
the manufacturers should take. E 

The delay thus far, and by which the business of the country 
has been held up, has not been Democratic delay. At the other 
end of the Capitol the Republicans are omnipotent. Fifteen or 
twenty days after the extraordinary session convened they sent 
the tariff bill over to us. I believe it came here on the Ist day of 
April. This is the 13th day of May, and the bill has never yet 
been submitted to Democratic scrutiny. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will it interrupt the Senator from Ken- 
tucky if I make a remark? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Not at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Of course the Senator knows that prior to 
the time of the House report on the bill it had been under consid- 
eration by the committee for some three months. 

Mr. L AY. Not by a Democratic committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; but by a committee. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Not by a single Democrat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the point I desire to make is that the 
Senator in paying his tribute to the other House is a little unfair 
in not stating the fact that it was under consideration by a com- 
mittee, just as it has been here under consideration by a commit- 
tee for some considerable time. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I accept the statement. The Republican 
members of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the last Congress had the bill under consideration 
forthreemonths. It was reported to the present House and passed 
in ten or fifteen days by reason of the fact that it had been consid- 
ered for three months before the House convened. Now, then, for 
nearly six weeks the Republican members of the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate have had the bill under consideration. So 
we have about five months that it has been considered by the 
gentlemen on the other side, and now, when it comes to be taken 
up next week, or the week after, Democrats are reminded they 
are not to discuss the bill, but are to stand out of the way and: 
let it pass, in the public interest. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Democratic members ought to have as 
much time to investigate the bill asthe Republican members have 
consumed in framing it. It will not lie in the mouths of the other 
side to say that there has been delay until the same r 
has been given this side that the other has taken. e do not 
want that much, but we want a reasonable time to consider the 
bill, and we propose that a reasonable time shall be given. That 
being done, of course nobody will stand in the way of a vote being 
taken, as was done in 1894, while the tariff law which it is now 
proposed to repeal was under consideration. 

e junior Senator from New Hampshire says that at that time 
the country was in a prosperous condition; that in 1894 we had 
prosperity, and that the Wilson bill which they delayed brought 
upon us the conditions which now exist. My recollection is that 
in 1894 we had anything else than prosperous conditions. The 
panic of 1893 preceded 1894. I donot remember exactly the time 
when Coxey's army took up its march to the city of Washington, 
but it was not far from the time which the Senator designates as 
opt aes) of universal prosperity. 

. GALLINGER, the Senator from Kentucky will permit 
me, of course he has not forgotten history so recent as that en- 
acted by the Democratic convention held about five years ago, 
when it declared that high protection or protection was unconsti- 
tutional, carried the country upon that proposition, and pledged 
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itself to the country that it would at the earliest possible oppor- 
tunity repeal the so-called McKinley tariff law. TheSenator from 
Kentucky remembers all that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Republican contention is that when 
the country was carried by the Democratic part we that plat- 
form, it was equivalent to the passage of a rif bill upon Demo- 
cratic lines, and that the disaster which followed was a necessary 
and inevitable disaster. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Now, let us apply the Senator’s argument. 
The success of the Republican party in 1896 upon a protective 

latform was, upon his theory, See to the repeal of the 

ilson law and the reenactment of the McKinley law. Where is 

the . that ought to have followed this constructive change 
of the tariff laws? : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer the Senator by saying that 
there is some prosperity. I have in my desk a letter from the 
Democratic national committeeman of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, written only three days ago, in which he says that he is 
laying the foundation for another mill in view of the prosperity 
that he knows is going to come under Republican administration. 

EA LINDSAY. Iam glad that Democrat lives in New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He does; and he is the Democratic mem- 
ber of the national committee from my State. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam glad there isone Democrat there, and 
e that he is an optimist. 

. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow 
me a moment, my colleague is in danger of misleading the Senate 
about that member of the national committee from New Hamp- 
shire. He is a Democratic member of the national committee, but 
he did not support Mr. Bryan. ; 

Mr. BERRY. Oh! 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then he is not a Democrat. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator now on the floor 
did not support Mr. Bryan, and therefore this is not a discussion 
between me and the Democratic party of last year. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The New Hampshire Democrat was misled 
into the belief that the election of a President on a protective-tariff 
platform would bring prosperity. But now let us get a little fur- 
ther along. The junior Senator from New Hampshire tells us 
how much wool was imported during the month of April, and that 
all the warehouses in Boston are full, and the woolmen have had 
to go down to Providence, R. I., to find places to store their wool; 
and all that, he says, comes from the delay in the passage of the 
new tariff bill which is to bring prosperity to the country. Gen- 
tlemen are impatient to pass a bill which will increase the taxes on 
woolen goods and give the benefit of compensatory duties to the 
manufacturers in order that their investments in wool shall be 
increased fourfold. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, again, if the Senator will 
pee me, some of us in New England are not so anxious to 

ve the cost of woolen goods increased, but we are very desirous 
to give some relief to the agricultural interests of the great North- 


west. 
Mr. LINDSAY. py increasing the cost of the goods the agri- 
culturists of the Northwest have to buy 

Mr. GALLINGER. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And do not have to sell. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But by imposing a duty on foreign wool to 
such an extent that the woolgrowers of the great West and some 
States of the South will be enabled to produce wool for our own 
i 8 and 1 get a price for it that will enable them to do so, 

. LINDSAY. That is, year after next they are to get the 
benefit of the tariff taxation proposed? We have wool enough 
now, free wool, to run the country for a year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; and that is one of the mischievous 
results of the present Democratic tariff law. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And the Democratic wool manufacturer of 
New Hampshire, who has bought a supply of wool sufficient 
doubtless to run his manufactory for twelve or eighteen months 
or probably two years, looks forward to prosperity when he gets 
the fourfold compensatory duties which are to be given him on 
account of the tariff tax which is to increase the price of wool 
in the hands of the farmer next year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think I agree with the Senator on that 

int. I am not here pleading for the manufacturers of New 

gland in regard to this matter. I think they are going to make 
a very large profit from the wool that they have purchased under 
the Wilson tariff law, but I am not in favor of the woolen manu- 
facturers of New England becoming rich at the expense of the 
agriculturists of the country. 

Mr. LINDSAY. As the supply of foreign wool has been ex- 
hausted, as the American manufacturers have gotten all that can 
be had, do you not think it would be fair to the consumer to hold off 
protection until these wools are manufactured into goods, and thus 
allow the consumer tobuy cheap goods for at least a year longer? 
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Mr. GALLINGER. If the American woolgrower will not be 
able to sell any of his product, it does not make any difference 
whether we hold off or not. If the argument of the Senator from 
Kentucky is sound, that the stock is now sufficient to supply the 
American market for one or two years, the American woo!grower 
is not going to get very much benefit out of the tariff for that 
time, and it does not make very much difference, so far as his con- 
tention is concerned. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The American wool crop of this year has gone 
to market already. It is only the speculators and manufacturers 
who are now interested in an immediate increase in the price of 
wool. They are the only people who will take immediate benefits 
from the increase in the price of the goods to be manufactured 
from wool and sold to the American consumers, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator must know that there are 
thousands of millions of pounds of wool held by the woolgrowers 
of this country that are to be marketed at the earliest possible op- 
portunity, and if the price shall be increased because of this tariff 
Hey wi t the benefit of it. 

r. LINDSAY. That opportunity will be next year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not necessarily so. That is a matter that 
is yet to be determined. 

Mr. LINDSAY. A very interesting suggestion was made here 
the other day by two Senators from New England on this subject. 
When a memorial from the woolgrowers was presented to the Sen- 
ate and the point made that the Dingley bill did not give sufficient 
protection to the woolgrowers, one distinguished Senator indicated 
that the right way to settle this apparent difference between the 
woolgrower and the wool manufacturer was to let the woolgrower 
determine what the tariff tax on wool ought to be, and, the wool- 
grower having determined that, then to let the wool manufacturer 
determine what the tariff tax on woolen goods ought to be. 

nan HOAR. To what Senator does the Senator from Kentucky 
allude? : 

Mr. LINDSAY. To the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts who now addresses me. 

Mr. HOAR. I never used such a phrase in my life. 

Mr. LINDSAY. You never used that phrase, but that is a fair 
deduction from what you said. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would quote my language when 
he pretends to quote me. I will stand by my language. I will 
not stand by the Senator’s deductions. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Kentucky did not under- 
take to quote the Senator from Massachusetts, and I venture to 
say that the Senate did not understand that I was undertaking to 
quote his language. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood so. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I was stating the effect of your proposition, 
which is, that after the wool people had settled for themselves 
what the tax on wool Sie to be, they ought not to object to the 
wool manufacturers settling amongst themselves what the tax on 
woolen goods should be, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me again. I never said 
any such thing, either in words or in meaning. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Senators can turn to the Recorp and they 
will find that my deduction is a legitimate and fair one, from the 
language used by the Senator from Massachusetts. In that dis- 
cussion the fact was developed to me that the woolgrower, get- 
ting the benefit of the increased prices which come from increased 
tariff taxation, put himself under some sort of obligation to the 
wool manufacturer to consent to increased taxation on woolen 
goods, and that, upon the idea that the woolen manufacturer who 
purchases the wool pays the tariff tax, and not the foreign wool- 
grower who sends wool here to be sold. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will permit me now to restate 
what I then stated. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will be very glad to have the Senator do so, 

Mr. HOAR. Of course I donot undertake to give the language. 
What I said was that I was willing that the woolgrower should 
determine the amount of protection needed for his interest; that 
Iwas willing to do that withont making any conditions or bar- 
gains whatever in regard to the protection to be accorded to the 
woolen manufacturer, and for this reason, which I then stated, 
that it was as much against the interest of the . to have 
the wool which competed with him imported in the form of a man- 
ufactured product as it was to have it imported in the form of 
wool, and that the effect of the 3 or 4 pounds of wool made up 
into a pound of cloth in competing with the American wool grower 
was exactly the same as if the 3 or 4 pounds of wool came in in its 
raw form. ThatIsaid. That I have said a great many times be- 
fore, and that I stand by. 

I never used the phrase of a tax, either in language or sub- 
stance, when applied to a duty on imports. It does not seem to 
me to be a tax in any sense of that word. I never said or thought 
that the consumers of the country were to pay any more for their 
woolen cloths by reason of that duty. On the contrary, the ex- 
perience of mankind shows that the danger from a duty on wool 
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or from a duty on woolen manufactures is not that the price will 
be increased to the consumers, but it is that the production will be 
so stimulated a the protection that the business will be over- 
done and choked; that prices will go down, so that the manufac- 
turers or persons engaged in that industry after a few years will 
lose their money. t is the universal experience in the history 
of this matter. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill not undertake to discuss the question 
whether a tariff is a tax or whether the Senator ever called a tariff 
a tax. What I undertook to say was not that the Senator said 
there was any understanding or any bargain, expressed or implied, 
between the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer, but that 
the Senator indicated he wus willing for the woolgrowers to de- 
termine for themselves what the tax or tariff on wool should be. 
and that, having done that, he trusted to their generosity. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator pardon me? The 
Senator from Kentucky I think is as clear-headed a man as I ever 
knew. Ihave known him in committee and I have known him 
on the floor of the Senate. But, whatever other people may do, it 
is impossible that that Senator can not see the difference between 
what I said and stating that I said I would trust to the generosity 
of the woolgrower for the interests of my constituents. I said 
that it was for the interest of that man as much to have a proper 
duty on manufactured woolens as a proper duty on wool. 

The Senator, in undertaking to quote me, first puts into my 
mouth the phrase ‘‘tax,” and now says he will not discuss whether 
the tariff is a tax or not. Then he put into my mouth the words 
that I will trust to somebody's generosity. Then he put into 
my mouth a few minutes ago, if I remember aright, in substance, 
that I would make a bargain with these people. I said nothing of 
the kind, and the Senator is all wrong and at sea about what I 
3 he will read my language from the RECORD, I will stand 

N. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is what I propose to do. I do not at- 
tempt to put words in the Senator’s mouth. Upon the contrary, 
Ihave two or three times disclaimed attempting to use his lan- 

e. I have yey bs to show that my deductions are fair 
eductions from the language he did use, and now I will read 


what the Senator did say. 
Mr. HOAR. Give the page and the number. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Page 855, volume 3: 


Mr. Hoar. I suppose it is well known (if not, I am 

known) that I am one of those 
on wool arranged to the enti 
country. 

I have not overstated that proposition. 

I am in favor, and always have been in favor in all the tariff bills that have 
come up, of having the duties on wool arranged to the satisfaction of the 
woolgrowers of the country, to their ju ent about it, and I have 
been in favor and I am now in favor of doing that without any conditions. 

That part of the proposition I certainly have stated with fairness. 

I never have been in favor of saying that we will vote to impose a certain 
duty on wool if you will put a certain other duty upon woolen manufactures. 

And I stated that the Senator disclaimed any such intention. 

Iam willing to let the woolen manufacturers take their chance with the 
sense of justice and the public interests of the Senate and the House of Re 
resentatives after the other duty has been made satisfactory to the wool- 


growers— 

I said “ generosity;” the Senator says justice.“ 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? He said I said I 
would take my chances on the generosity of the woolgrowers. 
Now he reads that I said I would take my chances with the sense 
of justice of the Senate and House of Representatives. Then he 
stands up and tries to make the Senate think it is the same lan- 


Mr. LINDSAY. I will submit to the Senate whether my criti- 
cisms are not legitimate. These fine distinctions may satisfy the 
Senator, but they will not satisfy the country. The Senator from 
Massachusetts proceeded as follows: 
because if there were no other reasons, this one would be sufficient—that it is 
utterly preposterous to suppose that any American woolgrower— 

Not the Senate— 


can desire to have a duty on the manufactures of wool which did not pro- 
tect him, because the manufactured article is just as much competition with 
the raw wool if it is made abroad of foreign wool as if it comes in in the shape 
of wool. Therefore no gentleman is looking out for the interest of the wool- 
grower who tries to create a division between these interests, which areone. 


The interest of the woolgrower and the interest of the woolen 
manufacturer, 


willing to make it 
rsons who expect and desire to have the 
satisfaction of the woolgrowers of the 


ve in 


Not of the Senate, but— 
of the farmers who grow wool. 

Now, I submit whether I have overstated or unfairly stated the 
Senator's proposition in any regard. It, the tariff duty, is to be 
settled in accordance with the sound and sober judgment of the 


farmers who grow wool;” and they are the farmers who are to 
be protected; and the Senator was willing to submit the question 
of tariff tax—I call it a tax—upon manufactured woolen goods, 
to the sense of justice of those farmers who grow wool and who 
have their wool crop protected. 

We have got to take that— 

What?— 


We have got to take that, to act upon it, and trust to the fact that the 


same sound and sober ju ent will induce them to see that wool is not pro- 
tected if woolens are let in from abroad without proper duties, because if 
that is done it will overthrow the woo! gof this country just as much 
as if it came in in the shape of wool. 

That is what the Senator said, and that is what I called to the 
attention of the Senate, and I submit now whether I did not state 
the Senator's 8 fairly, and whether my deductions are 

2 . 


not legitimate deductions. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I wanted to assist the Senator a little. He 
does not quite understand it, it seems to me, as we do. Now, I 


think he will admit if there should be a duty of 5 cents put on 
wool of such a character that it will take 4 pounds of it to make1 
yard of cloth—which is a very common ratio—that the duty on 
that cloth . to be 20 cents, otherwise it would not be equiv- 
alent to the duty on the wool. That is all we mean, and is not 
that perfectly fair? Is not that fair to everybody? 

Mr. LIN DNA. I will answer just as clearly as the en is 
Due If the fact be that it takes 4 pounds of wool to make a yard 
of ¢ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not say 

Mr. LINDSAY. I say if the fact be that 4 pounds of woo! are 
consumed in pn Ey of cloth—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. t is, 4 pounds of wool reduced by cleaning, 
combing, etc., to 1 pound of cloth—from 2} to 4, seals Pes g to the 
8 the wool. 

Mr. LINDSAY. For the purposes of the point I wish to make 
I will accept that statement as correct, and I will accept as correct 
the further point that the tariff of 5 cents a d on wool in- 
creases the price of wool 5 cents a pound and that the 20 cents is 
only equivalent to the in price the manufacturer has to 
ag Fag the wool. 

r. HAWLEY. I beg pardon, but I should deny that the 5-cent 
duty on wool always increases the price of wool 5 cents. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then I will not claim that it does. If it does 
not increase the price, then the compensatory duty ought not to 
be given. If it does increase the price, then it is fair to give the 
compensatory duty. Now, ifyou insist on the compensatory duty, 
you are bound by the proposition that the tax does increase the 
price; and it follows that it is not the foreigner who pays the tax 
on the wool which is brought into this country, but the manufac- 
turer, and he recoups the increased price from the consumer, and 
thus goes your theory that tariff taxation means the taxation of 
the foreigner who brings his goods to this country, and not the 
taxation of the consumer in America who is compelled to pur- 
chase the goods at the enhanced price. 

I have no disposition to delay the consideration of the tariff bill. 
If anybody is to blame, it is the Senate Finance Committee. Why 
did not that committee bring this bill back to us two weeks after 
it came from the House of Representatives, as the House sent it 
here two weeks after it was reported by their Ways and Means 
Committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I Will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator leaves the wool question, 
with which he seems so familiar, I should be very glad to have 
him say to the Senate whether, in his opinion, a duty of 5 cents a 
pound upon wool increases the price to the woolen consumer in 
the United States to that extent. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwillask the Senator who reported this bill—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will answer my question 


first. 
m LINDSAY. Tou are the expert in wool manufacturing, 
not 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is 3 a speech on this ques- 
om) and I supposed he had some ideas of his own upon that sub- 
ect. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Ihave ideas of my own. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to know what those ideas are. 
Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill express my ideas at the proper time; but 


ou are proposing to change the law, not I. 
59 Mr. ‘ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it be true that the 5-cent tax does not in- 
crease the price of wool, upon what theory do you propose to give 
this 20 cents compensatory duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to ask the Senator from Kentucky, or 
any other Senator upon the other side of the Chamber who has 
any views upon this question, if there are such, whether, in their 
opinion, the 5-cent duty upon wool does increase the price of wool 
consumed in the United States? 
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Mr. LINDSAY, If the 5-cent duty on wool does not increase 
the price of the wool, then an unmistakable deception is being 
acticed upon the woolgrowers of this country, who are made to 
lieve that the prapona duty will increase the price of wool. 


Mr. ALDRIC Is the Senator from Kentucky willing in a 
more or less categorical way to answer my question, or has he any 
opinion 1 55 that subject? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have an opinion. I do not believe it will in- 
crease the price 5 cents; but I believe it will increase the price 
the manufacturer will have to pay for wool, whether he gets it 
from the American farmer or from the woolgrower abroad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it increases the price to the manufacturer, 
it must increase the price to the man who produces it. I presume 
that one proposition is the complement of the other. 

Mr. DSAY. How is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it increases the price the manufacturer has 
to pay, it must increase the price the producer gets for his wool. 

r. LINDSAY. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the Senator admits that the duty npo 

wool is added to the sum which the producer gets for the wool he 


Mr. LINDSAY. As to some of the duty, yes; but I do not say 
so as to the entire duty. Other conditions may control. But I 
fay eray time you tax by tariff duty anything that has to be used 
t costs the consumer more, and if the supply be limited the man 
who has the article for sale gets the benefit of the increased price. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the Senator from Kentucky is willing to 
ađmit that a duty upon woolis a benefit to the producers of wool 
in the United States? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; I am not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the producer of wool receives a considerable 
part, or some part, of the additional price, why is it not to his ad- 
vantage 
Mr. LINDSAY. My friend, although not a lawyer, is a skill- 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; Iam not a ariel oer 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ihave understood that you belong to the class 
manufacturers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I am neither a manufacturer nor a law- 
ver. unfortunately. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then you are an expert, and you understand 
how to present your case with great force. 

Because the price of wool may be increased it does not follow at 
all that the woolgrower is benefited thereby. If you charge the 
woolgrower as much more for the product of the wool when manu- 
factured as he gets in the increased price of his wool, at the best 
he only comes out even, and those who have no wool to sell are 
taxed both by the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to ask him another 
question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How many ponnag of Wool does the average 
wool producer in the Unit tates consume for clothing per 
annum? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ican not undertake to answer that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator make an estimate? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; J am not an expert in that business. The 
Senator can answer his own question, doubtless. 

My. ALDRICH. If heconsumes3or 4poundsina suit of clothes, 
the Senator can make as good an estimate as I can as to how many 
suits of clothes he will have in a year. 

Mr. LINDSAY. When you give the manufacturer compensa- 
tory duties of 4 to 1 per yard, and he only uses 3 or 4 pounds of 
wool in a suit of clothes, you have given him a compensation four 
times greater than he ought to have. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was trying to find out what were the re- 

ctive burdens placed upon the producer of woolcompared with 

e duty the Senator says he gets in the price of wool. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That depends altogether upon the amount of 
wool sold by the farmer. ost farmers engage very lightly in the 
production of wool; a few farmers make the production of wool 
their principal business. The man who relies upon sheep raising 
and woolgrowing for a living—about one out of twenty of those 
who produce wool—may be profited by the increase in the price 
of wool, but those who only sell about as much wool as they buy 
back make no profit out of the increased price, and the sixty or 
seventy millions of poop who do not sell wool, but who buy the 
wool product, are taxed for the benefit of those who sell wool and 
manufacture wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me once more? 

Mr. LINDSAY, Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To reduce this to a mathematical proposition, 
we will suppose that a wool producer buys 4 pounds of woolen 
om to e into clothing, and he has to pay 20 cents a pound. 

ppose the duty to be 5 cents a pound on wool, he has to pay 80 
cents per pound for the increased price of the cloth. If he gets 5 
cents a pound on his wool, it would be equivalent to what he gets 
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on 16 pounds of wool. 


That, I suppose the Senator will admit, is 
a very small amount. 


Mr, LINDSAY. It takes to make the average American citi- 
zen a suit of clothes 8 yards of cloth. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was talking about pounds, not yards. 


Mr. LINDSAY. But you put 4 pounds in as a yard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. LINDSAY. You put that specific tax on by the yard, 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, we put it on by the pound. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Do you not pat it on by the yard also? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not on cloth. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Settling such a thing as this by mathematics 


may suit the expert, but the people at large do not follow you 

through these bewildering mathematical calculations. 

2 ALDRICH, They evidently do not suit the Senator from 
entucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Figures never misleadif a proposition be taing 
stated, but if not fairly stated, then figures inevitably mislead. 
How can I or any Democrat discuss the details of this bill which the 
Republicans have had under their charge for from three to five 
months and have never yet let a Democrat examine as to percent- 
ages? 

My friend proposes to set off against the 5 cents increase per 
pound to the farmer, the suit of woolen clothes he wears, and 
altogether ignores the clothing worn by his wife and children, the 
blankets, the carpets, and every article of household comfort and 
convenience into the manufacture of which wool enters. 

The point I was attempting to make was not in regard to the 
details of this bill, but as to the fallacy of the statements which 
have been persistently made by the representatives of the manu- 
facturing interests, that the tariff is a tax not paid by the Ameri- 
can consumer, but by the foreigner from whom we buy the taxed 
pentane In advance of the discussion of the details of the tariff 

ill, it is well enough to have it understood that this radical differ- 
ence between the sentimental tariff spoken of by the other side 
and the actual tax to be levied by the bill they propose to enact into 
a law will not be overlooked by this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to prolong this dis- 
cussion, but I wish 1 ad to contribute one fact, in view of the 
Senator’sstatement. The tariff of 1828, if Ihave the year aright— 
the one which preceded the tariff of 1832—had a duty of 100 per 
cent on fine wool and 50 per cent on coarse wool. Mr. Buchanan, 
I suppose, voted for that tariff. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I certainly made no com- 
plaint which should lead the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIND- 
SAY] to subject me to criticism as deprecating debate on the de- 
tails of this bill. On the contrary, I favor debate upon the details, 
just such debate as Mr. Buchanan advised in the extract from his 
KESE which I read. Yet the Senator from Kentucky seems to 
think I was finding fault with Democrats; that, from this side of 
the Chamber, I was complaining of Democrats on the other side. 
Mr. President, I had Democrats in my mind, but I did not have 
the Senator from Kentucky in my mind as a Democrat. 

The Senator from Kentucky, in a speech in the Senate in 1894, 
defined his tariff principles, and I hope it will give the Senator 
pleasure to have me say that I agreed in the principles upon which 
to enact a tariff as then laid down by him, and I agree with them 
now. The Senator from Kentucky said he was willing, in raising 
revenue ay customs duties for the support of the. Government, to 
incidentally protect American industries. That is good enough 
tariff doctrine for me, From that time until last year, I supposed 
that my tariff principles and those of the Senator from Kentucky 
were substantially the same; but in 1896 the Senator apparently 
changed his mind and again adopted the principles which the 
Democratic party had propounded in 1892—that every tariff duty 
for protection was unconstitutional. 

I have in my hand the platform of the Indianapolis convention 
of 1896, which, in the first place, denounces the Chicago conven- 
tion and the Populist convention at St. Louis for cooperation with 
the Republican party, and then proceeds with the following tariff 
resolution, which was the plank of the Palmer and Buckner or- 
ganization in the recent campaign, to which I understand the 
Senator from Kentucky gave his adherence. This is the plank: 

We therefore denounce protection and its ally, free coi e of silver, as 
schemes for the personal profit of a few at the expense of the many, and 
oppose the two parties which stand for these schemes as hostile to the people 
oF the Republic, whose food and shelter, comfort and property, are 3 


by. soy, mo taxes and depreciated money. 
In fine, we reaffirm historic Democratic doctrine of a tariff for reve- 


nue only. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Read exactly what was said about the tariff. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that to be the pe tariff 
doctrine of the Senator from Kentucky; but notwithstanding he 
has thus recanted his former declaration made in his elaborate 
and able speech in the Senate, when he declared for incidental 
protection to American industries, I still adhere to his old doc- 
trine, to the doctrine of Mr. Buchanan, and to the doctrine of 
many other distinguished lights of the old Democratic party. 
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The Senator asked whether I was willing to take as a rate of 
tariff duty the figures given by Mr. Buchanan in 1824, when he 
moved to reduce the duty on cotton bagging from 6 cents to 23 


cents per square yard. Yes, Mr. President, I am glad to say to 
the Senator that I am willing to accept not only Mr. Buchanan’s 
doctrine, but I am willing to accept Mr. Buchanan's application 
of it and to use it in the construction of the present tariff. 

There appears here, as I said, the same old story. Here, in 1824, 
was the great statesman from Kentucky, one of the most notable 
public men that America ever Lepr contending for protec- 
tion to American industries, and he was asking for 6 cents a square 
yard duty on cotton bagging. He had to endure the reproaches 
of the opponents of the tariff. I will read from one of them. 

Mr. Brent protested against the higher rate of duty on cotton 
bagging, and asked— 

If Con, would tax the cotton-growing count ,000 to su 500 
Kantucks laborers! eb Aas Pee 

Mr. Buchanan came into the debate to pour oil on the troubled 
Waters, to moderate the strain and tension of the tariff discussion, 

and he proponen that the duty, instead of being 6 cents per square 

yard, should be 23 cents per square yard, which would have been 
a duty of about 30 per cent ad valorem. The poet proposed, 
if the 6-cent rate had been adopted, would have been about 63 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. LINDSAY. How much? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would have been 63 per cent ad valorem. 
If reduced according to Mr. Buchanan’s proposition, it would 
have been somewhere between 25 per cent and 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Now, the bill of 1897 has a duty on cotton bagging, some of 
which is made in Kentucky, which I foppos the ator from 
Kentucky, on the principle of incidental protection, would. once 
have been willing to adopt. It ison page 111 of the new tariff 
bill, House bill 379, section 342. The duty is one-half of 1 cent 
per square yard and 15 per cent ad valorem, or about 1.1 cents per 
square yard, which is about 27 per cent ad valorem, on cotton 


ging. 

poe 8 5 glad the Senator has given me an opportunity to call at- 
tention to this clause in this bill, which is the thing we give to 
Kentucky. How much we shall take from Kentucky in response 
to the donation remains to be seen when we learn how theSenator 
is governed in his action upon the details of this bill; whether he 
is governed by the principles of his speech two years ago or 
whether he is governed by the free-trade principles of the Palmer 
and Buckner convention. 

At all events, Mr. President, this paragraph illustrates the mod- 
eration which pervades this bill. It is not a bill, as a general 
thing, of extreme duties. It is a bill that is moderate in almost 
every respect. Inotice that the changes made by the Senate com- 
mittee are in the main reductions from the House bill, and seeing 
that this is the case, and desiring to support those antec so far 
as I can wisely do so, so far as I can judiciously do so, 1 was led 
to call the attention of the Senate to Mr. Buchanan’s position upon 
the tariff question, which was that of moderate protection, which 
principle I adopt for my guide upon this bill. 

The bill, Lrepeat, is a moderate one. I am not now asking to 
be challenged upon particular portions of the bill; they will be 
taken up when they are reached; but the bill as a whole, the bill 
as a general proposition, is not a high protective bill. It is a bill 
of reasonable protection, as I understand it, and most of the duties 
which are intended for 1 are constructed upon the prin- 
ciple of equalizing conditions in connection with the production 
of manufactured goods in this country and in foreign countries. 
The aim has been, as I understand—although the committee will 
speak for itself - to find the ideal duty, which I had some difficulty 
in finding when the Wilson bill was under discussion, and which 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] undertook to instruct 
me about, and utterly failed to do so. 

The ideal duty is one that equalizes conditions, that makes it 

sible for an American manufacturer to lay down in the city of 
ew York his product at a cost no greater than that for which it 
can be brought there by the foreign manufacturer. That is all 
the protection I desire to see given to any article, and that, I 
think, is substantially the protection that is given by this bill to 
American manufacturers. The conditions being equalized, if the 
price of the article becomes exorbitant, the foreign product 
comes in, the Treasury of the United States realizes the amount 
of the duty, whether it is called a tax or whatever it is called, and 
the price is kept low to the consumer. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 

a question? 
. CHANDLER. Ves. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the ideal duty which has thus electrified the 
Senator from New Hampshire that which came from the labo- 
rious consideration of the House or that which has been produced 
by the Senate Committee on Finance? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am in favor of the Senate amendments. as 


a general proposition. I have not examined to see whether the 
Senate committee has increased or lowered the duty on California 
fruits. I suppose upon that question will depend the opinion of 
my friend from California! 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 
me, I am in search of the ideal to which he has referred for which he 
and I have been in the same quest for several months. The Sen- 
ator states that he is in favor of most of the Senate amendments, 
leaving the inference that there are some which he does not favor. 
This leaves the location of his ideal rather indistinct, and as I am 
as anxious to grasp and appreciate it as he is, will he point out 
the particular amendments HS gia by the Senate committee 
which he thinks are ideal and those which he thinks perhaps are 
otherwise? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will endeavor to let the Senator grasp that 
ideal as the bill proceeds. I shall always answer with pleasure 
any pornoak question he mayask. I have stated what I under- 
stand to be the purpose of the Senate committee—to impose duties 
which will SEES conditions at home and abroad, and I believe 
it has succeeded in the main in imposing duties of that kind. 

Mr. President, the human mind is imperfect. The Senator 
knows very well how difficult it was to make the Wilson bill a 
satisfactory one, and when the human intellect of the Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber had, as they thought, perfected 
that bill, they were obliged to hear it called a bill of perfidy and 
dishonor by the President; whom they had elected. 

I can not say that the pial which I believe to be the cor- 
rect principle has been followed in all the details of this bill; but 
I will say to the Senator that when the details are under discus- 
sion, if he will point ont to me any duty that is a prohibitory duty, 
any duty that gives more than an incidental ana reasonable pro- 
tection to the American producer, I will vote to reduce the duty 
until it comes within the principle. Is that a satisfactory answer 
for the present? f 

Mr. WHITE. Not entirely. I desire to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire—to reduce the matter down to a single proposi- 
tion—whether he thinks that the sugar duty suggested in the 
House bill or the sugar duty suggested in the Senate bill is the 
ideal duty; which of those is the ideal duty? I do not mean to 
the sugar trust, but I mean in his view of the case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not examined either of them. I am 
waiting to hear them elucidated by the Senator from California 
and his colleagues upon the other side of the Chamber; and he will 
find out what I think about them after the discussion. In return, 
I ask the Senator from California whether he is in favor of pro- 
tecting American industries while imposing tariff duties? 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from California, when the bill is 
being considered in detail, will answer the Senator from New 
Hampshire. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, the Senate needs rest. I move 
that it adjourn. J 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 40’clock and 10 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 17, 1897, at 12 o'cloc 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 13, 1897, 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


James M. Sloan,of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Baltimore, Md., in place of Ormand Hammond, 
deceased. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Richard S. Bostwick, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Galena, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Charles H. 
Miller, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

. POSTMASTERS. 


William H. Gilliam, to be postmaster at Vienna, in the count 
of Johnson and State of Illinois, in the place of T. B. Powell, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1897. 

Martin E. Stanger, to be postinaster at Downers Grove, in the 
county of Dupage and State of Illinois. in the place of Martin E. 
Stanger, whose commission expired February 8, 1896. 

A. E. Kincaid, to be postmaster at Walnut, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa, the Dig creer give of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law. become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1896, Anthony C. Blohm, ap- 
panes. by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, not 

aving been confirmed. > 

John H. Meyer, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Campbell and State of Kentucky, in the place of J. J. Hetsch, 
removed. 

James T. Stephens, to be postmaster at Hickman, in the county 
of poon and State of Kentucky, in the place of George Warren, 
resigned. 

J. Henry Norcross, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
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of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frank T. 
Spinney, 8 f 

Orlando P. Robinson, to be postmaster at Ayer, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William H. 
Sherman, whose commission expired February 6, 1897. 

Alfred Cruse, to be postmaster at Iron Mountain, in the county 
of Dickinson and State of Michigan, in the place of Carl Schuldes, 
removed. 

James E. Zook, to be postmaster at Ballard, in the county of 
King and State of Washington, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1896, Theodore Tiedemann, jr., appointed by 
the President, and by him nominated to the Senate, having failed 
of confirmation. 

E. S. Goodell, to be postmaster at Viroqua, in the county of 
Vernon and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Jackson Silbaugh. 
whose commission expired April 14, 1897. 

H. S. McGiffin. to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin, in the place of John Dawe, whose 
commission expired April 5, 1897. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 12, 1897. 
POSTMASTER. 


Robert F. Milner, to be postmaster at Newnan, in the county of 
Coweta and State of Georgia. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 13, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Brig. Gen. James William Forsyth, to be major-general. 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES TREASURER. 


James M. Sloan, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Baltimore, Md. 


RECORDER OF DEEDS. 


Henry P. Cheatham, of North Carolina, to be recorder of deeds 
in the District of Columbia. 
CONSUL. 
Albion W. Tourgée, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Bordeaux, France. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Michael C. Garber, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Indiana. 

Miss Mary Redfield Newlands, to be postmaster at West Point, 
in the county of Orange and State of New York. 

Edwin O. Shaw, to be postmaster at Newaygo, in the county of 
Newaygo and State of Michigan. 

Thomas H. Adams, to be postmaster at Vintennes, in the county 
of Knox and State of Indiana. 

Arthur J. Dewey, to be postmaster at Bennington, in the county 
of Bennington and State of-Vermont. 

Charles B. Jones. to be postmaster at Rockville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Maryland. 

Edwin W. S. Pickett, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

J. E. Jarvis, to be postmaster at Van Buren, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Arkansas. 

J. R. Snodgrass, to be postmaster at Paragould, in the county 
of Greene and State of Arkansas. 

Henry M. Sugg, to be postmaster at Dardanelle, in the county 
of Yell and State of Arkansas. 

Edward B. Rodick, to be postmaster at Bar Harbor, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Maine. 

J. varia Greene, to be postmaster at Worcester, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Samuel Davis, to be postmaster at Russellville, in the county of 
Pope and State of Arkansas. 

ichard Jobes, to be postmaster at Suffield, in the county of 

Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

James P. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Beaumont, in the 
_ county of Jefferson and State of Texas. 

Thomas A. Pope, to be postmaster at Cameron, in the county 
of Milam and State of Texas. 

Helen I. Campbell, to be postmaster at Saxtons River, in the 
county of Windham and State of Vermont. 

Bennett C. Atwood, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Joshua A, Fessenden. to be postmaster at Stamford, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

Miles M. Callaghan, to be postmaster at Reed City, in the 
county of Osceola and State of Michigan. 

John Mutchler, to be postmaster at — — in the county of Van 
Buren and State of Michigan. . 


James W. Hagu 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Wiliam R. Lindsay, to be postmaster at Gillett, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado. 

James F. Steinbeck, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 


e, to be postmaster at Torrington, in the county 


of Hinsdale and State of Colorado. 

Robert F. Shaw, to be postmaster at Weymouth Center, in 
the county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Susan L. Drake, to be postmaster at Colusa, in the county of 
Colusa and State of California. 

Nelson Sleppy, to be postmaster at Chino, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of California. 

Andrew R. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, in the 
county of El Paso and State of Colorado. 

William C. Shannon, to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the county 
of Webster and State of Missouri. 

Willis E. Flanders, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Missouri. 

Nathaniel Bullock, to be tmaster at Eureka, in the county of 
Humboldt and State of California. 

C. A. Merrill, to be postmaster at Nora Springs, in the county of 
Floyd and State of Iowa. 

E. E. Secor, to be postmaster at Buffalo Center, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Iowa. 

Frank Eugene Parker, to be postmaster at Rhinelander, in the 
county of Oneida and State of Wisconsin. 

Taylor Reagan, to be tmast er at Plainfield, in the county of 
Hendricks and State of Indiana. 

Elmer E. Johnston, to be postmaster at Rockwell City, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Iowa. 

John Knapp, to be postmaster at Parkersburg, in the county of 
Butler and State of Iowa. 

J. A. Conerd, to be postmaster at Atlantic, in the county of Cass 
and State of Iowa. l ; 

J. H. McArthur, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 

Henry Curran, to be ter at Stevens Point, in the county 
of Portage and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 13, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the . of Monday last was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read will 
be considered as approved. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Before that motion is agreed to 
by the House, I wish (because this is the only opportunity I shall 
have) to make the point that the resolution which we passed on 
last Thursday is violative of the Constitution, and the approval of 
the Journal would be an approval of action taken by House 
exceeding our authority, because said action would be an infringe- 
ment upon the Constitution. 

The objectionable resolution was in these words: 

Resoived, That from and after this day the House shall meet only on Mon- 
days and Thursdays of each week until the further order of the House. 

My point is that in the adoption of that resolution we attempted 
to do indirectly what the Constitution distinctly says shall not be 
done directly. There is no power under the Constitution for less 
than a quorum of this House to do more than adjourn from day 
to day and compel the attendance of absent members. 

If a quorum should be present at any of the semiweekly ses- 
sions, the House unquestionably could adjourn for three days; 
but if less than a quorum should be present, the extent of its 
power of adjournment would be to adjourn to the following day. 

I desire to quote from the rules which have been adopted by the 
House and placed in our hands to guide us, and to insure that our 
proceedings are conducted in a manner consistent with good 
order, parliamentary rules, and strictly in conformity with the 
Constitution. : 

This precise point, I believe, has never come before the House, 
but decisions upon very similar questions are numerous. 

Journal of the second session Fifty-third Congress, page 211, it 
was ruled: 

In the absence of a quorum, a motion to summon a member to the bar to 
aes for contempt and violation of rule in refusing to vote was held notin 

Journals, first session Twenty-ninth Congress, page 356; second 
session Twenty-ninth Congress, page 343; second session Thirty- 
second Congress, page 388; Globe, second session Forty-second 
Congress, page 3857, it was ruled 


Where less than a quorum is present, a motion to take a recess is not in 
order; and no motion is in order except for a call or to adjourn. 


= 
wet 


è 


7 
} 


* 


1066 


Journal, second session Fifty-second Congress, page 105, it was 
held that— f 

A recess can not be taken, eyen by unanimous consent, when the record 
discloses the absence of a quorum. 

Rules, page 503, says: 

A smaller number than a quorum may adjourn from day to day. 

Journal, second session Fifty-third Congress, pages 318, 319, 
Says: 

A quorum was held to be required to discharge the Sergeant-at-Armsfrom 
further proceeding on a warrant of arrest continued in force after the call of 
the House had terminated. 

Journal, first session Forty-eighth Congress, pages 1385, 1386, 
says: 

When a vote taken by yeas and nays shows that no quorum has voted, it 
is the duty of the Chair, under the Constitution (Article I, section 5), to take 
notice of that fact. 

Journal, third session Forty-second Congress, page 447, says: 

It 9 from the Journal that an order was made when, as appeared 
from the Journal, less than a quorum was present, such order should be 
treated as a nullity. 

These citations from our proceedings show that the ruling in 
this House has always been—— 
ne PAYN E. Mr. Speaker, is there any question before the 

ouse? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has submitted to the House the 
question whether the Journal shall be considered as approved, 
and has stated that, without objection, it will be so considered. 
The Chair has not heard the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] object. s 

Mr. ER of Alabama. Lask for a moment 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the Journal be approved, and on 
that motion I move the previous question. 

Mr. WHEELER of And if the previous question 
— be ordered, there will be twenty minutes on each side for 

ebate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
moves that the Journal be approved, and on that motion asks for 
the previous question. 

Bie: SPEAKER (having put the question). 
ve it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to take the question by a rising vote, 
but before the result was announced, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I withdraw the demand. for a 
division. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The EPEA . The question is now on the motion of the 
3 from New York [Mr. Payne] that the Journal be 
approv 

? r. WHEELER of Alabama. Do not the rules allow the ques- 
tion now to be debated for twenty minutes on each side? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; gentlemen opposed tothe motion are en- 
titled to twenty minutes for debate, and gentlemen on the other 
side to the 2 A time. Ap Chair 0 or 55 Slag reeves 
Kansas Mr. Smrpson] as having control of the time. ter. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have objected since 
the beginning of this session to our mode of — . — in going on 
from aay to Say in violation of the rules of this House, and to the 
neglect of the 8 er in failing to sppolni the standing and other 
committees. Now, I look over the House this morning and I find 
that while there is a very large proportion of Democrats and Popu- 
lists here, yet the Republican majority do not show up in satisfac- 
tory numbers. It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that if this House is 
to proceed in this unheard-of way of doing business 

he SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Kansas to the fact that the 1 under dis- 
cussion is the approval of the Journal. — ter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes, sir; upon the Journal, so I un- 
derstand; and I maintain that the . ought to furnish a 

uorum, so as to have a sufficient number here to approve the 

ournal. If we are to do business, we should do it in accordance 
with the rules of the House as nearly as we can. We ought not, 
Mr. Speaker, to violate all the rules. It seems to me that some of 
them, at least, ought to be observed. I notice a di ition on the 
part of the House to set aside the rules—not to obey them; but time 
and experience have demonstrated that the proper way and the 
only way to carry on business is to have rules and obey them, and 
thatincludes the appointing of the committees. Weought to obey 
the rule in that respect as well as all the other rules binding upon 
the House. è 

Mr. POWERS. I rise to a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POWERS. My point is this: The gentleman from Kansas 
is insisting that the rules of the House should be observed. Now, 
one rule requires that a 8 debate shall confine himself 
to the porat under consideration. I insist that that rule shall be 
observed. 


The ayes seem to 


int of order. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair a 
Kansas that the point under discussion is the approyal of the 
Journal, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I hope the gentleman from Vermont 


in reminds the gentleman from 


will not interrupt me when Iam trying to show that the rules, 
7 the rule to which I referred, should be observed 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is not in order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I respectfully submit, Mr. Speaker, that if the 
gentleman from Kansas desires to explain why he objects to the 
approval of the Journal, it is entirely competent for him to com- 
ment upon the absence of a quorum. As I understand, that is 
exactly what he is now p Š to do. 

The SPEAKER, The question of the absence of a quorum will 
be determined by the vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. Nevertheless, the gentleman from Kansas, who 
objects to the approval of the Journal by unanimous consent, has 
a perfect right to comment upon the absence of a quorum in 
justification of his objection to the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there is no official knowledge of the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. B EY. But the fact is that the gentleman from Kansas 
has made the objection. Now, he has the right to explain why he 
has done so. If it transpires upon the vote that a quorum is here, 
that answers his s h; but it has not yet transpired. 

í Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this debate proceeding in or- 
er? 

Mr. BAILEY. This is on a point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the point of order has been decided. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that point of order has not been decided. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it has. 

Mr. BAILEY. The question of the appointment of committees 
was the point that the gentleman from Maine made, and the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Stursox] then immediately proceeded 
to comment upon the absence of a quorum, and I understood the 
Chair to hold that that was not competent. I think that clearly is. 

The SPEAKER. The eee Was discussing the question of 
obedience to the rules. The question before the House is whether 
the Journal minutes as presented to the House state what occurred 
in the House at the last session. 

Mr. BAILEY. And I made no objection to that ruling of the 
Speaker. And then the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], 
in the very next sentence he uttered, was proceeding to comment 
upon the absence of the Republican members of the House; and 
the Chair again called his attention to the fact tlfat he must pro- 
ceed in order, and my suggestion was that in commenting upon 
the absence of Republican members he is proceeding in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have been somewhat 
in doubt lately whether I have any rights in this House at all, in 
the way the Speaker has ruled in violation, to my mind, of all the 
rules of this House, and the way that the House has proceeded in 
voting me off the floor when I clearly had a question of personal 


ao gs, ERSE s 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ical the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the gentleman to order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (continuing). When I had a ques- 
tion of personal privilege, I had a doubt whether I had any rights, 
and I now want to know whether I have or not. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, when a gentle- 
man is called to order, he must take his seat. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I believe, Mr. Speaker, that but one 
motion is in order, and I move that the gentleman from Kansas 
be allowed to proceed in order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves—the 

ntleman from Kansas will take his seat—the gentleman from 

ennessee moves that the gentleman from Kansas be allowed to 
proceed in order. As many as are in favor say ‘‘aye;” those op- 
posed “‘ no.” 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it; the ayes have it, 
and the gentleman from Kansas will p in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I was proceed- 
ing to show that this House ought to have a quorum here to do 
business. The approval of the Journal is part of the business of 
the House, and therefore I objected to the approval of the Journal 
by unanimous consent. Now, then, I am going to 3 to 
show that this House is trying to do business in an i way, 
and has been from its very organization, setting aside the rules 
that it had adopted, which is a very disorderly way of doing busi- 
ness, as everyone will agree. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that tho 
1 is not proceeding in order. 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Oh, let the gentleman ess his 
soul in quietness now, and not interrupt me in my e tion. 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is not discussing the question 


before the House. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What harm can he do? Let him 
go on. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Kansas 
will confine himself to the question. f 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman from Kansas will 


confine himself to the question, and the gentleman from New 

ork need not be in anywise afraid. The Speaker will recognize 
that he is one of his people and will do his bidding all right, and 
he will get a good p on a committee without any difficulty. 
{Laughter on the Democratic side.] 2 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose this is in order. I hope 
the gentleman will be indulged in it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I know there is a good deal of appre- 
hension on that side about the places you will get on committees, 
and that is what makes you so docile in agreeing to the Speaker's 
policy of not doing anyt ing. ~ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Icall the gentleman to order. The business 
of the House of Representatives ought to be conducted decently 
and in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Oh, I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will not interrupt me. . 

Mr. HEPBURN. P 1 I desire to call attention to 
clause 4 of Rule XIV, whic ovides that when a gentleman is 
called to order he shall immediately take his seat. I think that 
rule should be observed by the gentleman from Kansas, 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, do you not see that 
ou ought to recognize me? If you had recognized me you would 
ot have had any of this trouble. 1 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. . Speaker, a parliamentary 


mtr Bi 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
uiry. 
a The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
8 SIMPSON of Kansas. Who has the floor at the present 
ime? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the point of order 
has been made that the gentleman from Kansas is not in order. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. By whom? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from- 


Dao DINGLEY] to make that point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I made the point of order that the language 
in which the gentleman is indulging was not in order on the ques- 
tion that is now before the House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Will the gentleman from Maine 
please state how and why? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, there is no necessity— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Has the Speaker ruled on that point of order? 

he SPEAKER. The Chair has not ruled, because the gentle- 
man from Kansas has not taken his seat. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let him alone. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido noh propone; Mr. Speaker, to 
let him alone to proceed in this way. e Uignity of the House 
should be asse. and enforced. 

Mr. DALZELL. I thought you were going to move to let him 
proceed in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir; the gentleman has been 
called to order on two or three occasions. That is certainly 
enough; and the dignity of the House demands that he should 
recognize the ruling of the Chair. I for one will not consent that 
the gentleman shall proceed in the same manner that he has pro- 
ceeded, and I call upon the Speaker of the House to enforce the 
rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kan- 
sas was not in order, and not confining himself to the subject 
under discussion. The question is on agreeing to the Journal, 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (to Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas). Will 
the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. S r, does that mean that I 
am taken off the floor altogether? I understood by a vote of this 
House that I was to proceed in order. 

he SPEAKER. cisely. 

Mr. DALZELL. It requires another vote now. 

Mr. BLAND. I move again that the gentleman be allowed to 
proceed in order. 

. SHERMAN, I rise to a point of order. Is it not too late 
to make that motion now after the Chair has already put to the 
House another question? 

The SPEA : It depends upon 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was time to make a motion that the 
gentleman proceed in order, but no such motion was made. After 
waiting a reasonable length of time, the Ser e then rose in his 

Jace, stated the pending question, and asked for the vote of the 
ouse, and the ayes voted upon that question. 

The SP . The Chair desires simply to know whether 
Pe =o Nae from Missouri did rise before that time with that 

ntion 


Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Kansas rose before the 
gentleman from Missouri; the Sponke began to put the ques- 
tion, when the gentleman from nsas rose to put the et arg Fe 
that took him off the floor, and the Speaker intimated that it did; 
and inasmuch as I understood that he was to be permitted to pro- 
ceed in order, I therefore made that motion. The gentleman from 
Kansas had risen. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not quite hear what the gentle- 
man from Missouri said. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwas saying that the tleman from Kansas 
rose and was on his feet at the time the Speaker was putting the 
question, and asked the question of the Speaker whether he was 
taken off the floor, and the Speaker replied that he was, on the 
ground that he was not proceeding in order. Thereupon I made 
the motion. : 

Mr. TERRY. Isuggestthatthetwenty minutes’ time allowed on 
this side has not expired, either, and there was another gentleman 
taking the floor, and the Speaker had no right to put the question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And on that 

The SPEAKER. The only question about the motion is whether 
the gentleman shall . in order. The Chair has some doubt 
about the matter, and will therefore submit the question to the 
House by ruling that the gentleman from Missouri was in time. 
There may have been some misunderstanding about it. The ques- 
tion before the House is whether the gentleman from Kansas shall 
be allowed to proceed in order. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY and others. Division! 

The affirmative vote was taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I rise toa question of order. The gentleman 
from Kansas rose during the vote, which is on allowing the gen- 
tleman to proceed in o . Has the gentleman the right to vote 
upon that question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not pass upon that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. You do not want to take away that 
right, do yale 

he SP. R. On this question the ayes are 82, the noes 57. 
The gentleman will proceed in order. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, Iam very desirous to 

ak in orderand to the point. And,as stated at first, my objec- 
tion to the approval of the Journal by unanimous consent was 
because there was no quorum here, and I think that as we are 
here to do business, it is the business and the duty of the Repub- 
lican pariy to keep a quorum here to do business. If they are 
to proceed in this arbitrary way, in violation of the rules, they 
certainly must e t that gentlemen will raise objection to their 
proceeding to do business without a quorum, and I shall p: 
to make that point on every occasion to compel the party in power 
to assume all responsibility of this mode of procedure, unheard of 
hitherto in the halls of legislation. 

Ihave been taken off my feet here ona question of personal 
privilege, when every candid member of this House considered 
that I a good question of privilege, and although a few days 
before that members had risen with not nearly so good an excuse 
as I had and had been allowed to proceed. e point was made 
against me, and the Speaker dare not rule apan it himself, because 
he knew that to take me off the floor would be contrary to the rule; 
but, trusting to his great majority to vote me off my feet, he left 
the question to them. You have proceeded in this arbitrary way 
from day to day to deprive members of their rights, and some gen- 
tlemen on that side of the House—— 

Mr. DINGLEY (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I call the gentle- 
man to order. He is not proceeding in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (continuing). Wanted to deprive me 
of the right to yote, whether I had the right to continue my re- 
marks or not. Now, I have made this objection from the begin- 


ning 
Mr. DINGLEY. Icall the gentleman to order. The House has 


been trifled with long enough. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamen inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. When a gentleman is called to order in this manner, if 


he is to be made to take his seat, under Rule XIV, ought not his 
words to be taken down, so that the House might judge wherein 
he was out of order or might be able to say that he was in order 
if they thought so? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis one method of proceeding, if the mem- 
ber calling the gentleman to order chooses to take that course. 
55 not, he can call him to order, and then it is a question for the 

ouse. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the Speaker rule that Iam in 
“Mir. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I tary inquiry, 

*. 3 y er, I rise to a liamen inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will skate it. s 

Mr. TERRY. I want to know if it is in order in this Mouse to 
pretend to give a man time to address himself toa question before 
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the House, and then to permit man after man on the other side to | Graff, Kirkpatrick, Mudd, pine 

jump up and interrupt him and deprive him of his time? Fur- | Grosvenor, anaes, Imsted, Smith, III 

ther, I want to sug; to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- Hawley: Littauer, Parker, N. J Arcane 

LEY] that he will not make anything ont of this kind of proceeding. | Heatwole, Loud. Payne, Stevens, Mi 

2 DIN GLEV. Icall the gentleman to order. He is not in Herr. 8888. F Tens M 8 Nd 
750 5 $ . W. 

Mr. TERRY, Mr. Speaker. I desire to raise the question Hrn Lege, Pugh. ae 
whether it is in order to proceed as gentlemen have been proceed- | Hicks entire, Reeves, Tongue, 
ing on the other side, going through the farce of pretending to | Hi!“ * Maxwell, Boyes, Updegrat 
give a man time, and then not permitting him to use it? Howell, Mercer, Shannon, Wanger, 

The 5 Tha Ghar desires to say to the House in Ball, Hen —— S 
regard to this matter that when an appeal is made to him on a 8 N 3 
question of order, it becomes his duty to make a ruling upon the sonnen, NEDA FAOI; Eho Wilke s 
question as he understands it. So far as the Chair is concerned, ANSWERED ‘ PRESENT “—l4. 
he has only requested the gentleman from Kansas to confine him- | Bartlett, Brumm, Lamb Stone, W. A. 
self to the subject that is under discussion. The Chair submits | Bingham, Catchings, McCulloch, Williams, Miss. 
to the House that allusions or criticisms of what the Chair did at | Brenner, Ohio = Down, Mas. Mills. Wis. 
some past time is certainly notin order. Not because the Chair : = $ Aad 
. or ae sia Ma 1 5 two 1 hc NOT VOTING—10. 

ause the Speaker is the Speaker of the House and such attac z vi . 
ai not 5 to the 5 5 the House; and ayer Aen” Davison, ky. Vester Bhelden, ing: 
ause the er can not rep em except in a ve = SOPE i Os 
mentary fashion, ahd it tenet acatirable thas ha shoala PCER A Baker, Md. Dockery, pivingston, Smith y. 
them. For these reasons such attacks ought not to be made. r, ischer, v, mith, 8. 

If there be any rg Tee of the conduct of the Speaker, it Fitzgerald, Lybrand, Smith, Wm. Alden 
ought to be 5 irectly for the action of the Hons; but | Barney: Fletcher“ i Passe 
this continual making of attacks with no proper opportunity for | Barrows, Foote, ` McCleary, Southwick, 
reply every member must see, whatever may be his relation to Beach, F McCle! Spalding, 
the pending question, is not suitable, and ought not to be indulged | Belknap Siet W ago Sparkman, 
in. If there be any objection to the acts of the Speaker, they are | Benner, Pa. reene, . Steele, 
not above criticism by direct presentation for the action of the | Benton, P . Strait. 
House. It seems to the Chair that this view must commend itself | Berry, Crees, Mahor 8 
to 1 a present who has a regard for the honor and Boute e, Gunn, Marshal Sulloway, 

y of the Honse. ey, Hager. eekison, ulzer, 
he Chair felt it his duty to hold that the words of the gentle- | Brantley, Hamilton, 1 8 
man from Kansas, as the understood them, were an attack | Bromwell, Z oon, Tayler, Ohio 
of ae 3 that N 3 talon not ee = be made, Brownlow, 5 ars, re ee aA 
and upon e asks avorable judgment of the House. , ’ „ 
Mr. TERRY. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair holds that the Carne Hokin fai Van Voor 
p opkins, ell, Voorhis, 
gentleman from Kansas was not in order, I move that he be Os — 9 38 8 Wadsworth, 
i ckering, , i 
alawo to 1 in 8 A 3 in Mr. Claray: Hurley, Packer, Pa. Ward, = 
T. A. . A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Clark, Lowa. Johnson, Ind. Pearson, Warner, 
Speaker. Have not the twenty minutes expired? Cochrane, N. ¥. Jones, Va. Perkins, Wheeler, Ky. 

The SPE The Chair thinks the time has not been occu- | Colson, Joy. Peters, te, 
pied. 88 Pine. Ana 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, | Cox, Ketcham, Quigg, Wilson, N. X. 
Mr. Speaker. Cranford, Knox, ay, Wilson, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. a 8 Ee Bixey, yet, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Do I understand the Speaker to hold | Davenport, Lanham, Robbins, Young, Pa. 
that I am taken off the floor by his ruling? Davey, Latimer, Robertson, La Young, Va. 


Fito SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that the gentleman was out 
of order. 

Mr. TERRY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the gentleman 
from Kansas be allowed to proceed in order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Terry, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 86. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 96, 
answered ‘‘ present” 14, not voting 160; as follows: 


YEAS—S3. 
Adamson, Cowherd, Jones, Wash. Ridgely, 
Bailey, Cw 85, ing, Robinson, Ind. 
Baker, III. Da i yers, 
Ball, De Armond Kleberg, Settle, 
ead, De Graffenreid, Knowles, 8 
Barlow, De Vries. wis, Shuford, 
Bell, Dinsmore, Lewis, Wash. Sim 
Bland, Elliott, Love, Slayden, 
Bodin pes, McCormi tark, 
Botkin, Ermentrout, McDowell, 53588 Tex 
Brewer, Fitzpatrick, MeMillin, Stokes, 
Broderick, ‘Ox, McRae, Sullivan, 
Broussard, Gaines, Martin, Sutherland, 
Brundidge, G Meyer, La. 5 
Burke, Hay, Miers, Ind. Taylor, Ala. 
Castle, Henry, Miss. Newlands, Terry, 
Clark, Mo Henry. Tex. Ogden, Vehs 5 
Clayton. Hinrichsen, Otey, Vincen 
Coc „Mo. Howard. Plowman, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cooney, Hunter, Rhea, or. 
Cooper, Tex. Jett, Richardson, 
NAYS—06. 
A Brown, Cooke, Dovener, 
Alexander. Burton, Cousins, lis, 
Babcock, Butler, Crumpacker, Evans, 
Bartholdt, Cannon Curtis, ‘aris, 
Belford, Clarke, N. H Dalzell. Fenton. 
Bennett, Codding, Danford, Fowler, N. J. 
Booze, Connel Dingley, er, 
jus, Connolly, iver, 


raff, 
Harme: 
g. 
Co; 
Hepb 
Hicks, 
Hill 
Hull 
kins, 
Bruck 
Baird 
Barbe: 
Barham, 
Be: 
Be: 
} 
Brewste: 
Bu 


So the motion of Mr. Terry, that Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas be 
allowed to proceed in order, was rejected. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. ODELL, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, as Jam paired with that gentleman, 
I desire to withdraw the vote which I have cast in the affirmative, 

Mr. GRIGGS. My colleague from Georgia, Mr. BRANTLEY, is 
absent, on account of sickness. Were he present, he would vote 
LAMB. I have voted in the affirmative, but being pares 
desire to withdraw 


my vote. 

Mr. BRUCKER. Iam paired with my colleague from Michi- 
gan, Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH. I therefore desire to withdraw the 
vote which I have cast in the affirmative and to be marked ponk 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississipp 
Mr. SULLIVAN, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Mr. Dockery. I therefore ask that my vote be withdrawn 
and that I be recorded present. 

Mr. BRUMM. I voted ‘‘no;” but I find that I am paired with 
the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Cox, and therefore withdraw 
my vote. If necessary to make a quorum, I ask to be recorded as 


“ave. 
Mr, 


with the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Yost, I 


present. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called I 
answered “present,” with the understanding that I was paired. 
But the gentleman with whom I supposed myself to be paired is 
present and has voted. I therefore ask to withdraw my response 
of present“ and to vote “ no.“ 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that isnot permissible unless 
it should turn out that those present and not voting have to be 
counted in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. By way of parliamentary inquiry, I wish to 
ask whether I understand the ruling of the Chair with reference 
x sei sens of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Brosivs] 

vo 
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The SPEAKER. Rule XV, clause 1, after providing that the 
roll shall be twice called, continues: 


And thereafter the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote 
or announce a pair unless the member’s name has been noted under clause 3 


ol this rule. 
Clause 3 provides that— 
On the demand of any member, or at the ay nrg of the 8 er, the 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House who 


do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and 
reported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting and be counted 
and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business. 

Under these circumstances a member who has not voted when 
his name has been called can, in the absence of a quorum, have 
his vote recorded; but the Chair understands that in the present 
case a quorum has voted. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then I am entitled to have my vote recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would think not. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Iso understood the Chair. My response hay- 
ing been noted on the record upon the call, have I not the right 
to change my reply of present“ to a vote? 

The SPEAKER. That presents a different aspect. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is the question; it admits of no other as- 


pect. 

The SPEAKER. That presents a different aspect. The Chair 

was not aware that such was the fact. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But that is the fact; and that is what I stated 
when I first rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not quite understand the gen- 
tleman's statement. 

a BROSIUS. That is the situation. I desire now to be re- 
corded, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take this opportunity to call the 
attention of the House to the terms of the rule with regard to vot- 
ing. The rule does not permit the Speaker to even ask unanimous 
consent for the recording of a vote which has not been given in 
accordance with the rules. The object of that rule was to pro- 
mote attention by members and secure a more speedy calling of 
the roll, so that time might besaved. That is one of the improve- 
ments in the methods of voting which reduced the time of calling 
the roll nearly 30 per cent. e Chair desires that the House 
shall take notice of this matter, so that there may not be any mis- 
understanding hereafter. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I desire toask whether I am permitted to have 
my name recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

Mr. Brosrus (his name having been called) voted “ no.” 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not wish to prevent the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania from voting, but I think that along with the ruling 
which has been made should go this statement, that the establish- 
ment of this as the practice of the House would defeat the object 
which the rule was intended to accomplish. If members are 
allowed to answer present,“ and then after the result of the vote 
is ascertained are permitted to vote, it will not only consume the 
time which it was the object of the rule to save, but would dis- 
pense with the necessity of members voting on the roll call, which 
was another object of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman will see that in the case of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania the proceeding is exactly the 
same as if he had changed his vote, and this has been allowed 
under the rules at all times. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is not a change of a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The original impression of the Chair was in 
accord with that which the gentleman from Tennessee now states. 
Mr, McMILLIN. It strikes me that that is the correct view. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that taking the whole rule 
together, if this is a relaxation of the rule, it is so slight as not to 
do much harm. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Judge LANHAM, is 
absent on account of the serious illness of his son. I ask that he 
have indefinite leave of absence. i 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, upon this call 1 
answered present,“ being paired with the gentleman from Min 
nesota, Mr. Eppy. Had he been present, he would have voted 
no“ and I should have voted “aye.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I am paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. MCCLELLAN, and I wish to withdraw my 
vote; ans I will ask whether I have the right to be recorded as 
present? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I wish to be so recorded. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask indefinite leave of absence for 
my colleague, Mr. DR ARMOND, who has been called home by im- 
portant business. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DORR: I voted ‘‘no;” but being paired with the gentle- 
man from Georgia, Mr. Mappox, I desire to withdraw my vote. 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

r. MILLS with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

. SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 

. BARHAM with Mr. McCuLtoc#. 

. CoLson with Mr. OSBORNE. 

. FIscHER with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

. WARD with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

. Manon with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania, 
. McCaLu with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT, 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. MESICK with Mr. PETERS. 

. ROBBINS with Mr. VANDIVER. 

. BEACH with MR. BERRY. 

. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTZ. 

. WEYMOUTH with Mr, LANHAM, 

HURLEY with Mr. SWANSON. 

. YosT with Mr. LAMB. 

. KETCHAM with Mr. FLEMING. 

. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. Norton, 
. HOOKER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

. BRUMM with Mr. Cox. ' 
. BINGHAM with Mr. Dockery. 

. HOPKINS with Mr. MCALEER. 

. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 

. MILLER with Mr. CLARDx. 

. HAGER with Mr. ALLEN. 

. YounG of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 
. LORIMER with Mr. Sulrh of Kentucky. 

. WHITE of Illinois with Mr. Sms. 

. BISHOP with Mr. BREWER. 

. PERKINS with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louk 


. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 
. Morris with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
. HENDERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
. PITNEY with Mr. ROBB. 
BROWNLOWw with Mr. Moon. 
. Eppy with Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
. SPALDING with Mr. CRANFORD. 
Donn with Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. Van Voornis with Mr. Howarp of Georgia, 
. JOY with Mr. MARSHALL. 
UIGG with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
MILTON with Mr. Topp. 
Wu. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER, 
. SHELDEN with Mr. Youne of Virginia, 
r. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 
. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 
. DAYTON with Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. 
. Foss with Mr. DAvey. 
. KULP with Mr. STALLINGS. 
. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
. ACHESON with Mr. WiLson of South Carolina. 
. CORLISS with Mr. LATIMER. 
. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

For this day: 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. FITZGERALD., 

Mr. Knox with Mr, McLaurin. 

Mr. SourHWICK with Mr. RIXEY. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. MEEKISON. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The Speaker ruled, if I understand 
correctly, that I could not proceed out of order. The House has 
now decided by this vote that I can not proceed in order. What 
I want to know is, where I am at? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has never been able to find any- 
body who knew that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] desire to be recognized? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], 
then, is recognized. 


[Mr. WHEELER of Alabama withholds his remarks for revi- 
sion. See Appendix.] 


Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a single word in favor 
of the 1 of the Journal. The distinguished constitutional 
lawyer from Alabama who has just taken his seat, after consum- 
ing ten minutes’ time to the delight of at least one member of the 
House, has not seemed to be able to point out any reason against 
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the approval of the Journal or to point out any mistake that has 
been made by the Clerk in making it up; and the distinguished 


new leader of the Democratic party, the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Smreson], the new man that has been found whom all ele- 
ments of the opposition can followin his leadership in this House, 
although he was twice permitted by a vote of the House to pro- 
ceed in order, has not been able during all the time that he 
consumed to point out in orderly debate a single reason why the 
Journal should not be y set hes 

And now I hope, Mr. Speaker, after all this time has been con- 
sumed on the part of the opposition, no flaw having been detected, 
not even the suggestion of the crossing of a ‘‘t” or the dotting of 
an i,“ or any punctuation marks to go into the Journal, that this 
great question will be decided speedily by the House of Represent- 
ee that we may now take a vote on the approval of the 
Journal. 

The question was taken; and the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 878) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of 
South Dakota; 

A bill (S. 1478) for the relief of James and Emma S. Cameron 
for occupation and damages to property and for fuel taken and 
used py the United States Army during the war; 

A bill (S. 146) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Indianapolis, Ind.: 

A bill (S. 560) for the relief of the trustees of St. Joseph’s Càth- 
olic Church at Martinsburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 631) for the relief of certain citizens of Montana 
claiming the benefit of the homestead laws; 

A bill (S. 250) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
Chouteau, Harrison & Valle; 

A bill (S. 442) referring to the Department the claims 
al certain persons for examination, adjustment, and report to 


mgress; 

A bill (S. 691) for the relief of the administrator of George 
McAlpin, deceased; 

A bill (S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone; 

A bill (S. 357 for the relief of P. S. Corbett; 

A bill (S. 357) for the relief of William S. Grant; 

A 25 57 225) for the relief of the Newberry College, New- 

A bill (S. 58) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs; and 

A bill (S. 632) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres of 
land to aid in the establishment and maintenance of an asylum 
for the blind. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1898, and for other purposes, numbered 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 16, 19, 21, 22, 
25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 35, 36, and 37, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives; had disagreed to the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 24; had agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the House on the 5 of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. Gon- 
MAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 878) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State 
of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1478) for the relief of James and Emma Cameron for 
occupation and ges to property and for fuel taken and used 
z the United States Army during the war—to the Committee on 

ar Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 146) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 560) for the relief of the trustees of St. Joseph's Cath- 
olic Church at Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 631) for the relief of certain citizens of Montana 
claiming the benefit of the homestead laws—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 442) referring to the Treasury Department the claims 
of certain persons for examination, adjustment, and report to 
Congress—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 691) for the relief of the administrator of George 
McAlpin—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 


A bill (S. 448) for the relief of P. S. Corbett—to the Committee 
on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 225) for the relief of the Newberry College, Newberry, 
S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 58) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs—to the 
Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 357) for the relief of William S. Grant—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 632) granting to the State of Montana 50,000 acres of 
land to aid in the establishment and maintenance of an asylum 
for ne blind—to the Committee on the Public Lands, when ap- 
pointed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 

report on the Indian 9 bill. 
r. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Justamoment. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object 
to the consideration of the conference report, provided that the 
gentleman from New York will let the matter which refers to the 
1 lay over until next Monday. 

Mr. S MAN. The matter with reference to the gilsonsite 
claim is not included in this report. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand so; but I would like to have an 
agreement with the gentleman that when we shall have considered 
the report, the other matter, which has reference to the gilsonite 
deposits, shall lay over until Monday. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this was my desire in the mat- 
ter: That after we had disposed of this conference report, to then 
move to concur in the Senate amendment relating to the gilsonite 
deposits with an amendment, which amendment is one that has 
been ariek i agreed apon by the conferees, and provides for 
the opening up of these lands under leases, with the payment of a 
royalty, which is substantially what the House indicated the other 
day as being the line on which they desired the matter disposed 
of. I wished to make that motion as soon as this report was dis- 
yoo of; but I shall not press it if the gentleman from Texas 

esires to have it stand over until next Monday. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; I would like the amendment upon which 
the conferees have agreed printed in the RECORD for the infor- 
mation of the House, and let it stand over until next Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
print in the RECORD the amendment which I should have proposed, 


and which I will propose on next Monday. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no 


The at is the understanding. 
objection, the ment will be indorsed by the House. [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

he proposition is as follows: 

Provided, That the title of all lands containing gilsonite shall remain in 
the United States, and any citizen of the United Beates may make an entry 
CCF of ono mining assigns, shal 

and su en or 8 
Ee allowed to pon A on of said m and take nite therefrom 
ed by the Secre of 
te mined or en 


heirs or 

assigns, therein shall be forfeited, and the Secretary of 

possession of the same. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 

5 to make all necessary rules 
effect. 


The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ng votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15) making appropri- 
ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De tand 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1808. and for other purposes, having met. after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4 and 13. 

That the House recede from its ement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 12, and >e to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Insert after the word “peace,” in line 1 of said amend- 
ment, the words “and the probate courts;” and after the word “ Territory,” 
at the end of said amendment, insert the following: and the district court 
shall have exclusive jurisdiction in such actions, and at least two terms of 
such court shall be held in each year at Pawhuska, on said reservation, at 
such times as the supreme court of said Territory shall fix and determine for 
the trial of both civil and criminal cases;"’ and the Senate mares to the same. 

endment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with 

amendments as follows: Strike out, in lines 13 and 14, page 24 of the bill, the 

words “twenty-two thousand four hundred and eighteen dollars and twenty- 

five cents“ and insert in lieu thereof $47,100," and strike out, in line 16,same 

è, the words per capita and insert after the word “ ‘rene Al at the 

nd of line 18, same page, the following: Said sum shall be eq divided 

among the members of said tribe and shall be paid per capita; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree tothe same with amend- 
ments as follows: In line 1 of said amendment strike out the words “sixty 
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da: 


“and insert in lieu thereof one year; and add, after the word “ direct,” 
in the last line of said amendment, the following: Provided, That the city of 


Omaha shall provide, equip, and furnish a buil suitable for this purpose 
free of cost to the United States; and the Senate ee to the same. 
Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


insert the following: 
That there s be appointed Ey. the President, Le Mee with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, one additional judge for said Terri ; and the 


9 court of said Territory shall o several 
judicial districts therein at which and the times 
court, and courts shall be held at the places now eres, by law and at the 
appelat M cat cad edac cea TAE DTE ce the AERE corre 
a court; an judge be a member of the ap: cour 
— shall have all daties, an 
ceive the same serve fora 
term of four years from the date of ent: 
said judges shall sit in the hearing of any case in said appellate court which 
‘was deci im.” . 

nd the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 14. 15, and 16: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 14, 15, and 16, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the amended 

ph, being lines 15 to 21, both inclusive, page 75 of the bill, and insert in 


thereof the following: 
That all chil r heretofore solemnized between a 


be, shall he 
tribe to which the mother apg ry or helonged at the time of her death, b 
blood, as any other member of the tribe, and no prior act of Congress 


be construed as to debar such child of such rights.” 
to the same. 


And the Senate 
The committee of conference recommend to their respective Houses that 
the text of the bill be amended in line 23, page 67, by striking out the word 

“ninety-six and insert: in lieu thereof the word “ninety-five.” 
dment numbered 10: On the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, 


the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 


J. S. SHERMAN 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

JOHN M. ALLEN 
Managers on the part of the House. 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 

F. M. COCKREL 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


By No. 13, the Senate struck out the provision confirming the lease of cer- 
tain a mee the 5 in New Pdr te A 9 

sent at the request of the Senate to investiga y and report, says: 
of would respectfully recommend the ratification of the lease;” and the Sen- 


pewa Indians, referred to the Court of 
make 


benefits. 
The House recedes from amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 9, 14, 15, and 16. 
No.1 limits the jurisdiction of minor courts in Oklahoma in actions against 
the Osage and Kansas Indians. The expectation is that the enactment of the 
ene will put an end to unjust and unlawful treatment of these 


the lan, to meet 
ttee of the Whole. 
Omaha, 


at 
the Senate, provided for two additional judges in the 
Indian Terri A upon in conference, the number is e one. 
Nos. 14,15, 16 all relate to the inheritance of children of Indian mothers. The 
8 reed 


On 

Mr. MAXWELL. Mr. S 
until Monday next. Ivo 
and I voted for nearly all the amendments, but 


op’ to examine the proposed changes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I occupy a very peculiar posi- 
tion in relation to this report. Isigned the conference report and 
presented it, because Iam chairman of the committee on behalf 
of the House, but I reserved the right to oppose the tance of 
the report because of the item in it which provides for the estab- 
lishment of a warehouse at Omaha. 

I hope and oea that the House will reject the report because 
of that item. that hope and expectation be izeđ, it will be 
necessary that another report come in here next week. Therefore, 
I do not like to accede to the request of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska that the matter lie over. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I move that the House agree to the 


conference report. 

The SP . That is the question before the House. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I desire to be heard on that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York 3 
755 yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. = 
WELL 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill yield for a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
one question in regard to this report. I see that the Senate has 


er, Lask that this report ko over 
for the bill when it the House, 
have not had an 


eet from its amendment as to the lease of Indian lands in New 
ork. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate has receded. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman state to the House, from a 
thorough investigation of the matter, that the action of the con- 
ferees in this particular is absolutely free from doubt? Are they 
entirely sure that they have done the right thing in their recom- 
mendation to the House touching the matter? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave not the faintest doubt about it so far 
as that item is concerned—not the slightest. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam satisfied with the gentleman’s statement, 

Mr. TATE. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York why 
this conference gh has provided for a court at Wagoner, 
within 13 miles of Muscogee, where a court is already located? 
In looking into this question it strikes me that it would have 
been more proper to locate the new court at some place farther 
away from the location of the present court. 

Mr. S . Iwill ask the gentleman from Kansas . 
CURTIS] to answer that question, because that provision of the 
bill was inserted on his motion. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Weagreed upon the town of Wagoner 
because under all the circumstances we thought it the best place 
to hold court. Our information was that it was about 17 miles 

Mr. TATE. Thirteen. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I was about to state the information 
we received, which was that it was about 17 miles from Muscogee, 
which is one of the court towns. The people of Wagoner are 
obliged to cross two rivers to reach Muscogee, and there are no 
bridges other than those of the railroads. 

By the provisions of this amendment the judges may establish 
courts at such other places as they sce fit. Wagoner is reached 
by two main lines of r running through that Territory. 
It is a town of 2,500 or 3,000 population, We are informed that 
it is better equipped for a court town than the other places in the 
Indian Territory. : 

Mr. McRAE. And it can be approached by rail. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes, sir; as I have stated, there are 
two main lines of railroad passing through it. But there is noth- 
ing in the amendment which will prevent the establishment of a 
court at the town suggested by the gentleman from Georgia, if the 
judges should think see 

r. MCMILLIN. ithin what bounds does this provision limit 
the discretion of the judges on this point? At how many places 
may they establish courts? 

. CURTIS of Kansas. There is no limit in that t. The 
at such 


provision is e ie that the judges may provide co 
Does not the gentleman think that this report 


other places as they may select. 
: cMILLIN. St 2 

goes a long way in giving that unrestricted authority to the judges 

to hold court anywhere they may please? sd a 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I think not. There are four judges, 
and they understand the situation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. These matters, so far as I can now recall, 
have always been kept within legislative restriction, and not in- 
trusted entirely to judicial discretion. 

Mr. CURTIS of I think the judges will limit the num- 
ber of places to what is really necessary. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman from Tennessee par- 
doning me, I would suggest as an answer to his question that we 
who are acquainted with Territorial courts have no fear, and 
Congress can well allay any fear it may have, that underpaid 
judges will voluntarily establish courts or willingly hold courts at 
wide distances from each other merely to accommodate the public 
and deplete their own purses. Paid as they are, we can reason- 
oy fear them to dono more than perform the duties demanded 

statute. 

Mr. TATE. Why should not the same discretion be left in re- 

+ to Wagoner as is allowed the judges in regard to other 
places? Why make a provision that a court shall be held at Wag- 
ones whan there is no such requirement in respect to these other 
p 

Mr. TERRY. Why is the gentleman from Georgia jumping 
on” Wagoner so? What is the matter with Wagoner? 

Mr. TATE. I do not see any necessity for the establishment of 
a new court in the Indian Territory only 13 miles distant from 
one already established, when there are people in this Territory 
who have to go a long distance in order to reach court. 

Mr. TERRY. I think the gentleman from Kansas pee CUR- 
TIS] has just given good reasons why a court should be located at 


Wagoner. 

Mr. TATE. Wagoner is only 13 miles from M , but 
Claremore is 45 miles north of Muscogee, 40 miles west of Vinita, 
25 miles east of Tulsa, 50 miles south of the Kansas line, is at the 
junction of two railroad lines, and is the county seat and the place 
where this court should be located. 

. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE] desires to occupy 
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some time upon one of the amendments. How much time does he 


wish? 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I will endeavor to go ahead as 


fast as pasho 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I yield to the gentleman fifteen 


minutes. 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, in the time allowed 
me I desire to answer the question which was propounded by the 
gaam from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to the gentleman from New 
ork [Mr. SHERMAN], relative to amendment numbered 13, because 
the conclusions which I have reached, from an examination of the 
report of the special commissioner, are entirely different from 
those stated by the gentleman from New York, 
The House will remember that in the consideration of this sub- 
_ ject of the ratification of a certain lease made by the council of 
the Seneca Nation, it was shown that the lease had been executed 
in 1893; that according to its provisions it required certain opera- 
tions; that it embraced 55,000acres: that no operations in accord- 
ance with its provisions were carried on; and that after three years, 
when by the operations of other men, by the expenditure of other 
men’s money, by the sinking of wells by other men, some of which 
were failures, by the expenditure of thousands of dollars, it had 

been developed that this land was valuable for oil, then at a cer- 
tain time and after certain questionable proceedings a so-called 
ratification of this lease was obtained from the council of the 
Indian nation. 

The nation protested that the lease was obtained by fraud, and 
the proof of that fraud was exhibited to the satisfaction of the 
Senate to such an extent that the chairman of the Indian Affairs 
Committee of the Senate, in speaking of the matter, stated, ‘‘ There 
is no doubt that corrupt practices occur, and there is no doubt 
that their council is corrupted at times.” And the Senate, by a 
practically unanimous yote, determined to strike out that provi- 
sion. 

When the matter came to the House, on the strong assertion 
that the principal witness who had testified to the fraud had re- 
canted, the House reached a different conclusion. The Senate 
then requested an investigation; and a special inspector, 8 
by the 88 of the Interior, visi the ground, and he has 
made his report, reaching the conclusions stated by the conference 
committee. I desire to read certain extracts from that report, 
and I hope the House will listen. This special inspector says: 

Tam further satisfied that there was undue influence brought to bear upon 
the members of the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians on or eee the 


first t of December, 1896, when the council of said nation of Indians 
certain lands for oil. x : 3 E 


* 

The charge of bribery is difficult to prove. 

To 8 familiar with Indian e it is well known that he will 
never divulge the name or names of those from whom he has received money 
for such purposes, nor can any inducements be offered him to disclose from 
whom he received intoxicating drinks of any kind. Iam satisfied that there 
were many irregularities in the proceedings. Iam also satisfied that there 
was money and probably other influences used by the competing companies 

resent to secure votes, but the evidence is likea ripple under muddy water. 
P is there, but under the surface. 

As he progresses, this muddy water” clears a little, and he 
says: 

As stated above, I am of the opinion that the companies who were compet- 
ing for this land went there to get the best of the Indian, et Bet bery or other 
means, if necessary. The p ings were so irregular that I am satisfied 
that money and other influences were brought to bear by all of them in trying 
to secure the votes of the council. A much higher price or bonus could prob- 
ably have been secured by the Seneca Nation if there had been open compe- 
tition to the highest bidder at auction. 5 

Further he says: 

From the conversation had with some of these Indians, I am of the opinion 
that any white man or men who make application to the Seneca council of 
the Seneca Nation for any privileges on their reservation will have to pa 
the councilors individually, outside of the bonus tothe nation, what they 
tobacco and cigar money or grease money. 

In other words, this special agent finds, in effect, that there was 
bribery and the employment of ‘‘ grease money ” in obtaining this 
lease; yet he recommends that it be ratified! He finds that this 

roperty, for which $4,000 at the utmost was paid, was worth $30,- 
Joo. yet he recommends that the lease be ratified! He finds that 
the provision of section 2116 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States prohibiting the taking of lands from the Indians by sale, 
lease, or otherwise, except under treaty, agreed to in the presence 
of the agent of the United States, was not observed; yet he recom- 
mends the ratification of the lease! ; 

These statements would cause any man carefully observing the 
transactions to doubt the acumen if not the honesty of the man 
who makes such report and couples with it that recommendation. 

Mr. GAINES. o made the report? : 

Mr, CHARLES W. STONE. It was made by an inspector of 
the Interior Department named McCormick. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the request of your friend? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. At the request of the Senate of 


the United States. 
Mr. GAINES. From what does the gentleman read? 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, From the report of the inspector 


Land 


as printed on pages 1001, 1002 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
this session. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, he says that it is difficult to prove bribery, 
because the Indians will not disclose the names of the men from 
whom they receive money. And in the evidence taken by this 
man McCormick and submitted to the Senate of the United States 
is the testimony of one Vreeland, the treasurer of the Seneca Oil 
Company, that he can procure affidavits of the Indians ‘‘at 25 
cents a bushel.” Those are his words. That is his statement in 
relation to the character of the evidence. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is one class of evidence that might have 
disclosed the real facts. When the Seneca Oil Company were 
asked to produce their books and their vouchers showing to whom 
they had paid money and what for, they declined. Their business 
related to no inis property except this reservation property. 
Their business related to no other transactions except transactions 
in relation to this land. Yet when they were asked to go before 
the Commissioner and show their books and vouchers, to show 
where and to whom and for what they had paid money in 
relation to this reservation, they declined to produce the books 
and vouchers and allow them to beexhibited and inspected. Why 
did 1 them? If they were innocent, Why did they 
shrink from the exhibition of everything that might throw light on 
the transaction? 

No, sir; whatever may be the opinion of other per. I still 
have the same faith that I expre; to this House when this mat- 
ter was under discussion before, that the ratification of this lease 
was obtained by improper and undue means. 

J also call your attention to the fact that the evidence before the 
Commissioner and his es 8 states that this property was worth 
at least $30,000, instead of $4,000. The United States stands in the 
relation of a guardian to these people, and it is the business of this 
Congress to see that they are not defrauded; that when we exer- 
cise jurisdiction over their lands, it shall be in such a way as to 
obtain for them the greatest amountof money fairly and honestly 

ossible to be procured for their land. I ask the Clerk to read the 
ollowing telegram from gentlemen who are entirely responsible 
and able to make good the offer which they now present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GROSVENOR). The Clerk will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To Hon. C. W. STONE, 
46 B street NE., Washington, D. C.: 


Will pay the Seneca Nation of Indians $40,000 for that portion of their res- 
ervation as described in Seneca Oil Company's lease and subject to same 


royalty. 
LEWIS EMERY, Jr. 
L. E. MALLORY. 
L. E. HAMSHER. 
C. H. RATHBONE. 
R. R. CALDWELL. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. That is a proposition made by gen- 
tlemen who are worth many hundred thousands of dollars, and 
are able to produce the cash in accordance with the proposition 
they make. And you, as the guardians of these people, are asked 
to ratify an arrangement made by their chiefs under questionable 
circumstances to di of this property for $4,000, when an offer 
of $40,000 in cash is pending before you. 

Now, gentlemen, there is one further circumstance to which I 
desire to call attention. By the provision of this section you are 
to ratify this lease according toits terms. What are those terms? 
By its terms it embraces 55,000 acres of land. According to the 
statements here of this agent of the Interior Department, the por- 
tion supposed to be covered by the lease embraces 4,000 acres, but 
according to the computation of the Commissioner of the General 
ce, whose letter I have here, and whose tracing is pre- 
sented, it embraces about 9,000 acresof land. But the ratification 
is in terms that I want to read. Bear in mind that the lease em- 
braces 55,000 acres, and this is the resolution of the council which 
you are asked to ratify. I read it: 

Resolved, That the lease heretofore granted by the Seneca Nation of In- 
dians to B. Barker, of reservation lands, bearing date January 3, ar 
be in all things ratified and confirmed and extended as to the lessee thereo 
and as to the assignees thereof, as to all its terms and conditions, and the 
said assignee is now empowered and authorized to fulfill the same to the 
same extent as the original lessee might or could have done when said lease 
was executed. 

In this there is no surrender of any land, there is no change, 
there is no difference of terms and phraseology in that ratification 
from the terms of the original lease, which embraced 55,000 acres 
of land. There is no change of toya: It isa bald, complete rat- 
ification of the lease in its entirety. ow, I want to call your at- 
tention to another fact, that the ratification which you are asked 
to make is not a simple ratification of the action of the Indian 
council, Note the phraseology of the provision: 

Therefore, the action aforesaid of the lessee of said lease and of the council 
of the Seneca Nation is hereby ratified and confirmed. 

The ‘‘lessee” was a citizen of the United States, a gentleman 
residing in the county of Chautauqua and the town of Fredonia. 


BRADFORD, PA., May 13, 1897. 
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You are asked to ratify not simply the making of the lease to him, 


but you are asked to come in here and ratify his assignment, the 
action of a citizen of the United States, in transaction of his 
private business. Whatjurisdiction has the United States over the 
private business transactions of its citizens? Why should we as- 
sume to ratify this particular act of this particular man? I ask 
ou to note that for the reason that I am informed by most excel- 
jent authority that the pare of the assignment by the lessee 
of that lease, alleged to have been held by him in trust for three 
men, is questioned by two of those three as having been made by 
him without their knowledge or authority and in fraud of their 
rights, and that the papers are in the hands of a ga attor- 
ney to-day to institute legal proceedings to set aside this assign- 
ment as to their interests. . 

Is it intended, then, to cut off two of the citizens of the United 
States, and by the ratification of the act of the lessee as well as of 
the council to shut the doors of the courts against American 
citizens? 

But let me go further. I stated in the debate the other day that 
there were legal proceedings pending. The statement was dis- 
puted. Iam propao now to state that legal proceedings were 
instituted by the Seneca Oil Company against the men who were 
erecting the derrick under the lease from this man Shongo; that 
they were prosecuted before the brother of the treasurer of the 
Seneca Oil Company; that a decision in favor of the Indians rep- 
resenting the Seneca Oil Company was rendered; that notice of 
appeal was given, and the time for perfecting the appeal has not 
expired. And I have here the affidavit of the attorney of the 
parties that the appeal is to be ected. That will take the con- 
troversy to a higher court, which can properly determine the facts 
and the law. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. I will, except that the time is 
running on. 

Mr. GAINES. I hope it will not be charged against the gentle- 
man. I asked him two or three questions a few days ago when 
this matter was up, and I want to ask him one now. You stated 
then that there was a lawsuit pending. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I did. 

Mr. GAINES. And the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] said there was not. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. He did. 

Mr. GAINES. Now, what, if any, testimony is there to show 
that one or either or yog is wrong about the matter? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I have in my hand the affidavit 
of T. F. Mullen, esq., the attorney for the defendants, stating that 
a proceeding was instituted in the courts of Cattaraugus County, 
N. Y., at the instance of the Seneca Oil Company, against the em- 
ployees of Daniel E. Shongo, as defendants; that the case was 
prosecuted to a conclusion before the judge; that notice of an ap- 
pa was given, and that the time has not yet expired within which 


complete the vig sie 
Now, one word further, Mr. Speake; and I will also say gen- 
tlemen of the jury, because this House of Representatives is now 
performing the functions of a jury, and is abont to lay aside the 
duties of statesmanship simply to pass a verdict as to disputed 
facts upon evidence of witnesses whom they have not seen and 
upon testimony which has not been exhibited to them. I desire 
to call one more witness by the name of pee Washington. I 
have in my hands the address of George Washington, President 
of the United States, to Cornplanter, Halftown, and Great Tree, 
chiefs and councilors of the Seneca Nation of Indians, made De- 
cember 29, 1790. 

This Seneca Nation of Indians keep this address, and it is treas- 
ured by them as one of the guaranties by the United States of 
fair treatment to them; and if you could read the address of 
Cornplanter to the President, which called forth this response, I 
believe you would find it one of the finest samples of pathetic elo- 
3 in any language of any people. The complaint was that 

ey Were being intruded upon in their lands, that encroachments 
were being made upon their boundaries, and that their land was 
being taken from them. This address of Washington can be 
found in the first volume of American State Papers, but the 
copy I have here was handed me by a former president of the 
Seneca Nation. Listen to Washington's promises, treasured by 
those people for over a hundred years: 

Ihave received your speech with satisfaction asa proof of your confidence 
in the justice of the United States, and I have attentivel examined the sev- 
eral objects which you have laid before me, whether delivered by your own 
chiefs at Tioga Point in the last month to Colonel Pickering or laid before 
me = ee month by the Cornplanter and the other Seneca chiefs now 

kd * = * * + 


+ 
Here, then, is the security for the remainder of es lands. No State nor 
person can purchase your lands, unless at some public treaty held under the 
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authority of the United States. The General Government will never consent 
to your being defrauded, but it will protect you in all your just rights. 
ear well, and let it heard by pve paon in your nation, that the 
President of the United States declares that the General Government con- 
siders itself bound to protect you in all the lands secured to you by the treaty 
of Fort Stanwix the 22d of October, 1784, excepting such parts as you may 
since have fairly sold to persons properly authorized to purchase of you. 
* $ * = * * = 


But your pet object seems to be the security of your remaining lands; 
and 1 have therefore, upon this point, meant to be sufficiently strong and 
clear, that in future you can not be defrauded of yourlands: that you possess 
the right to sell and the right of refusing to sell yone lands; that therefore 
the sale of your lands in 55 will depend entirely upon yourselves; but 
that when you may find it for your interest to sell an. rt of your lands the 
United States must be present, by their agent, and will be your security that 
you shall not be defrauded in the bargain you make. : 

These are the words of George Washington. The descendants 
of the men to whom they were uttered appeal to you now to see 
that these Indians are not defrauded in the bargain which they 
made, if they did make it. They say to you they can obtain 
$40,000 instead of $4,000, and ask you to see that they are not de- 
frauded by the corrupt and improper act of their council. 

I wish you could read the response made by Cornplanter to that 
utterance of George Washington. It contains some of the most 
beautiful expressions I have seen in any language. It com- 
mences: 

Your speech, written in the great r. is to us like the first light of the 
morning to a sick man whose pulse boata t too 8 in his temple and pre- 
vents him from sleep. He sees it and rejoices, but he is not cured. 

And near the close comes this assurance: 

The chain of friendship will now, we hope, be made strong as you desire it 

be. We will hold it fast, and our end of it shall never rust in our hands. 

Gentlemen, I appeal to you to keep the faith that was pledged 
by George Washington, and to do to those people as the President 
of the United States said you would do—to see that they are not 
defrauded. Here is land of great value - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The pce has thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Just give me two minutes more, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Speaker, in order that the 
gentleman may understand, and all members of the House may 
understand, the methods by which I think this matter should be 
adjusted, and I completely agree that some disposition should be 
made of these lands—if this report is voted down, I will ask either 
that the House agree to the Senate amendment with a further 
amendment in the nature of a substitute or that the committee of 
conference be requested to insist upon a substitute for the Senate 
amendment in the following language, it being the purpose to vest 
in the Secretary of the Interior the same power in relation to these 
lands (which he has never had) that he has in relation to all other 
Indian lands. Powers of much the same general nature are given 
him in every other section of this bill Except those making the ap- 
propriations. This provision, I think, will insure justice and fair 
dealing in this matter. I ask the Clerk to read. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Full authority is hereby vested in the Secretary of the Interior to ratify 
and approve, in whole or in pert, any lease or leases for oil pu: of any 
part or parts of the lands of the Seneca Nation of Indians heretofore or here- 
after made by the council of said Seneca Nation which he shall deem for the 
best interests of said Seneca Nation. And it shall be the duty of the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to the extent of his power to protect the said Seneca Na- 
tion of Indians from imposition and fraud in the Tisposition of their lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now yield five minttes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, my attention was 
first directed to this matter while visiting the Senate one day and 
listening to a debate, in which the Senator from Pennsylvania 
made use of the language which I quoted when the pending bill 
was uphere a week or more ago. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
on that occasion said that of all the steals from the Indians of 
which he had ever had information, this was, in his opinion, the 
worst. 

On page 1005 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is printed the con- 
cluding portion of a brief which the Senator from Pennsylvania 
has recently had read to the Senate at the request of persons op- 

to this particular provision of the bill. It sets forth that 

there is a lawsuit pending, and, in my opinion, makes clear that 

the p of this provision of the bill, ratifying the lease in 

2 is an attempt to forestall the verdict of a jury or the 

nding of a court in that lawsuit. With the permission of the 
House, I will read the concluding paragraph of that brief: 

Manifestly the controversy is a propr subject for judicial ay enh At 
the instance and expense of the Seneca Oil Company, a proceeding in trespass 
was instituted under the statutes of New York, in which the Indian nation 
is nominally plaintiff and the lessees of Shongo defendants, wherein the va- 
lidity of the grant to the Seneca Oil Company would appear to be involved, 
since if it were valid tho right of the plaintiff would have been divested. 
Upon determination in favor of the plaintiff in the county court, Judgo Vree- 


land presiding, notice of appeal was given on the part of defendants, and the 
action is therefore pending thereon and undetermined. Any result of tke 
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We are called upon, sitting here as jurors, as has been well said 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE], 
to pass upon the validity of a lease involving practically the prop- 
erty in thousands of acres of land—a lease worth ten times the 
money which was paid for it, as is evidenced by the telegram 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has just had read; and 
to do that, sir, not after a report from a committee of this House, 
but upon the mere ipsi dixit of a commissioner whose recommen- 
dations are in direct contravention to the facts as he has himself 
reported them. 

. GAINES. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me add one word before the 
gentleman asks his question. Listen to the title of this bill: An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with the various Indian tribes,” etc.; and yet, sir, upon a bill hav- 
ing that title we are asked to ratify a lease the legal character of 
which is in serious dispute and doubt, and about which not five 
members of this House have any real knowledge. We do, how- 
ever, know that there is a lawsuit pending as to its validity, and 
that it is pending on appeal and undetermined. Or, be that fact 
as it may, we have the unqualified statement that thereis an appeal 
pending made in this brief from which I have read an extract. 
And yet, as I have said, without any real information, without 
sy egw by a committee of this House 

sere GAIN ES. Now will the gentleman let me ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. Did you vote in the House not to have any com- 
mittees appointed? 

Mr. PER of Wisconsin. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. GAINES. Did you vote at all on that question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. GAINES. Why did you not vote? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I did not vote. 

Mr. GAINES. Well, you had a right to vote, and now you are 
complaining because there are no committees—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am not complaining because 
there are no committees. What I said was that no committee had 
9 on this question. 

r. GAINES. You are complaining that this vital matter is 
here before the House without any report of a committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am complaining that the title of 
this bill does not convey any adequate idea of its contents. It is 
entitled a bill to appropriate money for the expenses of the Indian 
it e and to fulfill treaty stipulations with certain Indian 
tribes, yet here in the middle of it we find a provision which calls 
upon us to ratify a lease alleged to have been procured by fraud, 
by which it is agreed to pay $4,000 for certain eee „although 
the 5 m 555 CHARLES W. STONE] has 

resen a telegram from men who he says are fully competent 
70 do what they propose, men who are 3 and willing 
to give $40,000 for the same 2 The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania stands high in this House, and he tells us that the signers 
of the telegram will deposit the cash to make good their offer if 
opportunity be allowed. 
r. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Curtis]. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I would prefer not to 
take the time now, when this lease matter is up. I prefer to wait 
until the Omaha matter comes up, unless the gentleman objects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have only a word to say in reference to the 
lease proposition, and I will say that now, and will say what I 
have to say with reference to the Omaha proposition later. 

My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER] speaks of a suit that 
is now pending with relation to the matter involved in this lease, 
and he reads from an alleged“ brief,” signed by nobody—I do not 
know what lawyer prepared it—in which it is said that an action 
was begun in the name of the people of the Seneca Nation against 
one aaa against the Seneca Oil Company, not by the 
Seneca Oil Company, but an action against one Shongo, in which, 
itis alleged. the validity of the grant to the Seneca Company ap- 
pears to be involved incidentally. There is no suit pending in any 
court which involves directly this lease to the Seneca Oil Company. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Will the gentleman let me state 
who the parties to that suit are? The proceedings were brought 
by the district attorney at the instigation or complaint of a ma- 
jority of the councilors of the nation, whose names were secured 
thereto by the Seneca Oil Company, and Mr. Hudson Ainsley, the 
representative of the Seneca Oil Company, appeared in behalf of 
the proceedings. That is the way the suit was brought. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be; but the oil pongen is not a 
party to any suit even as set forth in the alleged brief from which 


the gentleman from Wisconsin read an extract. It simply states 
that the rights of the oil Prag, ad would appear to be involved. 
Now, this matter was quite y diad in the House a few 
days ago, and when it went back to the Senate, that body passed 
a resolution of inquiry requesting the Secretary of the Interior to 
investigate the matter, and the Secretary sent to the Seneca Nation 
an inspector in whom -he had confidence, an inspector who has 
been in the Department for some length of time. That inspector 
went to the Seneca Nation and examined witnesses under oath 
for an entire week, and he sends back the report which appears 
in the RECORD. 

He comes back here with this report, which appears in full in 
the RECORD, in which he states: 

If this lease was purchased by the use of money in bribing individual coun- 
cilors, the evidence does not show it. 

He further says: 

Ihave no hesitation in recommending that it is to the benefit of the Seneca 
Nation to have this lease ratified, for the following reasons: 

First. If it is not ratified, the Seneca Oil Company will fall back upon the 

ker lease, which they claim is valid. 
Second. It will produce a long and tedious litigation, with results uncer- 


n. 

Third. During the progress of this litigation the Seneca Nation of Indians 
would be deprived of all revenue from oil land. 

8 eee e . arirebm 8 pga 
bo or drilling Pells on the borders, drain to a considerable extent the 
from the reservation. 

This is precisely what is desired—precisely what it is thought 
will be accomplished by preventing the ratification of this lease— 
8 of oil being taken from the Indian side of this land 
while it is being drained just across the border by a rich company. 

Fifth. The Seneca Nation themselves desire its ratification. They have just 
had their annual election of president, treasurer, sixteen councilors, and 
other officers. The issue wassquarely drawn on the Seneca oil lease, Those 
in favor of the lease won by a good majority. 

In conclusion he says: 

I would respectfully recommend the ratification of the lease to the Seneca 
Oil Company, for reasons heretofore stated. , 

Now, my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE] 
says that these lands are worth $30,000 or $40,000. They are now 
worth that amount, after the Seneca Oil Company has spent 
820,000 or $30,000 in boring wells and erecting plants there, After 
paying $4,000 for the lease, which amount has been distributed 
among the Indians, they have spent $15,000 or $20,000 in improv- 
ing the land. Now, the generous gentlemen from Bradford, Pa., 
who at the time the lease was made did not make an offer for the 
land as good as the Seneca Oil Company did, come in here with 
another proposition—to take away from the Seneca Oil Company 
the benefit they derive from the money they have invested or ex- 
pended upon the improvement of the land. It strikes me that is 
absolutely unfair and 1 

When an inspector, having gone over the whole ground, having 
consulted with the Indians, having sworn all the witnesses who 
appeared before him on both sides—when such an officer, abso- 
lutely unbiased, comesin here and makes hisfull report, as in this 
case, I think the House should stand by that report. 

That is all I have to say on that subject; and now, if the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] is ready to take the floor, I will 
yield him five minutes. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Will the gentleman allow mea 
few minutes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. For a question? 

i Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I want to read a portion of a 
etter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. In relation to that election and 
the improper use of the $4,000, I desire to read a part of the report 
to the interior Department from the United States agent having 
charge of these Indians. 


change the government. The trouble has been i 
always had quite a large corruption fund with which to mani 
8 The present government have just now received 


For man 
8 t all their rentals have been absor by 
government, and the Indians are bound to correct it by changing their gov- 
ernment at this election; and the distribution of this K.. 
election is made for the purpose of getting votes. 

Mr. GAINES. Allow me to ask who distributed that money? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. I have only the information con- 
tained in the report of the United States agent. The statementis 
that the money has been distributed to the Indians by the gov- 
ernment”—I suppose the government of the Seneca Nation—the 
councilors who made this lease and received the $4,000. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas 5 CURTIS]. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, as one of the members 
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of the conference committee, I hope that this conference report 
will be agreed to by the House. e gave careful consideration 
to all amendments, and believe we did the proper thing under all 
the circumstances, 

The chairman of the conference committee objects to the adop 
tion of this report because one of the amendments allows the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish a warehouse at Omaha. That 

roposition was opposed the other day by gentlemen from Ilinois 
awe they thought it would interfere with Chicago. It was 
opposed by 3 from New York because they thought it 
would interfere with New York. ButI submit there is no such 
danger. The establishment of a warehouse at Omaha will not 
interfere with either Chicago or New York City. Isubmit to the 
Chairman of this committee and to the House that the wording 
of this amendment permits the Secretary to use this warehouse if 
he deems it necessary; and if it is unnecessary, then the ware- 
house need not be established, or, if provided, need not be used, 
which is the same thing, as it must be furnished free of expense 
to the Government. 

Here is the provision to which I desire to call attention: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall, within one year after the 
of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distribution 
shall be made to such Indian tribes of the West Northwest as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may direct. 

Now, if the Secretary of the Interior does not deem it necessary 
to use Omaha as a place from which to send out Indian supplies, 
he, in my judgment. is not required to use a warehouse there, nor 
is he compelled to keep goods stored there. 

Mr. COOKE. Does not the gentleman think the language of 
e amendment requires that a warehouse shall be established 

ere? 

Mr. CURTIS of, Kansas. It requires the establishment of a 
warehouse, but does not require the useof it, unless the Secretary 
deems it necessary in order to distribute supplies from that point 
to the tribes of the West and Northwest. ĮI submit to the gentle- 
man, too, that if the goods purchased by the Government for the 
Indians of the West and Northwest can be more easily distributed 
from Omaha than from Chicago and New York, 7 55 it is only 
rad that a warehouse be established there and that goods be kept 


re. 

Besides, sir, it is provided that this warehouse shall not be es- 
tablished at Omaha unless the peme there furnish a suitable 
warehouse, E and prepared for the service, free of 

to the Government. 

. COOKE. Inthe opinion of the gentleman, what would the 

of rental be? 

. CURTIS of Kansas. Isu the rental of a proper ware- 
house would be several thousand lacs a year—say, two or three 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. COOKE. At Chicago it is 83,000 a year only; but that is 
merely a small part of the oe 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. e expense at Chicago, where they 
have a large warehouse, does not exceed, I believe, $15,000 
told. Idoubt if it exceeds $13,000. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I have understood the people of 
Omaha have agreed to pay the rental for this warehouse. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. They have agreed to furnish a ware- 
house for five years free of expense to the Government. Under 
this amendment they must furnish and equip the warehouse. 

Mr. COLSON. How can sa afford to do that? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I do not know, but if they are will- 
ing to do so—and they have submitted their proposition to that 

ect—I think we ought to accept it. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is to the interest of the Government of 
the United States in the conduct of the Indian service to have a 
warehouse at Omaha, ought not the Government to furnish it? 
And if the Government does not need a warehouse there, ought it 
to be tempted to put one there because one is offered free of rent? 
After all, is not the question whether the interests of the service 

uire a warehouse at that 1 957 X 

. CURTIS of Kansas. at is the only question. 

[A re the hammer fell. 

. SHERMAN. Before I yield to the gentleman further time, 
Lask unanimous consent that my time be extended fifteen minutes 


ag Hog the hour. 
. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
give me five minutes of that time? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will give the gentleman five minutes of it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I yield another five minutes to the gentleman. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I agree with the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Cannon] that if a warehouse is necessary, the Govern- 
ment should establish it, that it should pay the expense. But, then, 
if the citizens of Omaha are willing to furnish and it free of 
cost to the Government, I see no reason why it should not accept 


"HUNTER. 
Mr. ER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas a 
question. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HUNTER. I will ask the gentleman to read that provi- 
man Ed the bill providing for the establishment of a warehouse at 
a. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (reading): 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall, within — & 2 after the pas- 
sage of this act, establish and thereafter maintain at the city of Omaha, in 
the State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distri- 
butions shall be made to such Indian tribes of the West and Northwest as 
the Secretary of the Interior may direct. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now, the question I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Kansas is this: Is there any demand or any requirement 
on the part of the Government to establish a fourth place for the 
distribution of supplies for the Indians? 

Mr. CURTIS of That is a question in dispute. A great 
=r N believe that a warehouse is necessary. I under- 
stand that the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs say it is not necessary, but the members of this 
House know that if can be purchased at or near “ 
they can be delivered more cheaply to the Indian tribes of the 
West and Northwest from that point than they can from Chicago 
or New York. 

Now, I want to say just one word in regard to the New York 
lease. This question has been before the House during several 
sessions of Congress. The conference committee gave it careful 
consideration in the last Congress, as they did a few weeks ago, 
and they came to the conclusion that it was best to ratify 
lease. Therefore the conferees agreed to this provision. I want 
to say further that we had a hearing, that the interested parties 
were heard by the conference committee, and a distinguished 
member from New York, who had mye ji defended the rights of 
the New York Indians upon the floor of this House, and whom I 
always took great pleasure in following, appeared before the com- 
mittee and said that he saw no objection to this lease. 

It was the distinguished gentleman from New York, Judge Dan- 
iels, who made this statement, and if was largely on account of 
what he said before the conference committee that it agreed, in 
the last Congress, to ratify the lease which you are now asked to 
ratify. I hope that, notwithstanding the chairman of the confer- 
ence committee opposes this report, this House will agree to it. 
2 HUNTER. I desire to ask the gentleman a further ques- 

on. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask if the establishment of this 
warehouse at Omaha will not involve the necessity of a complete 
outfit of officers, clerks, and employees, at an expense to the Goy- 
ernment, in addition to those we now have? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I think it will require the services of 
not more than one or two clerks, and they can be detailed from 
Washington or Chicago. The extra ex would not amount 
to 8 justify the House in rejecting the conference report. 

Mr. SHER: Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. COOKE] five minutes. 

Mr. COOKE, Speaker, I am aware that the time is short 
in which to discuss this particular amendment, and I shall there- 
fore endeavor to be very brief and concise in what I have to say. 
This matter was up before the House upon a Senate amendment 
about a month ago, at which time it was fully debated. Numer- 
ous amendments were offered to the proposition, such as to es- 
tablish a warehouse at St. Louis and to establish it at St. Paul. 
Another amendment was offered providing that the warehouse 
should be established at Denver, and another providing that it 
should be established, I think, at Kansas City, and another at 
Sioux City. At that time the House, by a vote of two to one, 
voted down all the amendments. 

Now, I desire briefly to point out to the House, first, that there 
oe been no necessity shown for the establishment of such a ware- 

ouse. 

Second. No officer of the Government has recommended or sug- 
gested it as being serviceable to the Government. There is no 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or of the Secretary 
of the Interior in favor of this ere done. 

Third. The warehouses now established at New York, Chicago, 
and San Francisco answer fully all the requirements for storage 
of Indian ay 

Fourth. There is an equal, if not a greater, claim made by St. 
Louis, Sioux City, Kansas City, St. Paul, and Denver, as proper 
places for Indian supply warehouses, than that made in favor of 
Omaha, because the other cities are in more direct communication 
by rail with most of the Indian agencies than is Omaha. 

Fifth. The Indian warehouse being used not for storage of the 
supplies for any length of time, but only as a depot for receiving 
and inspecting the supplies which are at once shipped to the 
agencies where they are consumed, the chief questions to be con- 
sidered are: 

1. What cities are the greatest and cheapest markets in which 
to purchase the supplies 
What are the advantages to be gained in the saving of freight 
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e and unnecessary handling of millions of pounds of such 
supplies? . 

3. What places, if adopted for the warehouses, will answer all 

E and save the large cost of maintaining extra ware- 
ouses, with superintendents, clerks, laborers, and incidental 
nditures? 

o each of these questions, which are practical business ques- 
tions, which would be taken into consideration by any large busi- 
ness concern, the only answer is that the present warehouses are 
in the most advantageous locations, to wit: New York, Chicago, 
and San Francisco. The total of persons or firms who furnished 
supplies for the fiscal year 1897 is 215, from all the States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States. Of all those 215 different shipments, 
only those of Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, and Missouri, 27 in all, 
would by any possibility go to Omaha rather than to Chicago, or 
in preference to being sent direct from the places of purchase to 
the agencies without going to any warehouse at all. 

Sixth. The Indian reservation map shows that Omaha is not in 
direct line of railroad communication with the Indian reserva- 
tions, in preference to the other cities of St. Paul, Sioux City, St. 
Louis, and Denver, while Chicago is in direct line with all such 
agencies, and is itself one of the greatest purchasing points in the 
country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOKE. I ask that my time may be extended for three 


minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican not do that unless I get a further ex- 
tension of time. I ask unanimous consent that my time be fur- 
ther extended ten minutes, and then I will yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that his time be extended ten min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOKE. Seventh. The annual expense of maintenance of 
Indian warehouses is as follows: New York, $22,523 per annum; 
Chicago, $13,324 pr annum. If another warehouse is to be pro- 
vided, a similarly large expense will become necessary for its 
maintenance. 

Now, the House, on April 22, by a vote of 56 to 27, refused to 
concur in the Senate amendment then pending, which is in sub- 
stance thesame as the one now proposed. This bill will go back to 
conference with amendment numbered 10, as to gilsonite, on which 
the conferees could not agree; hence this Omaha matter, it seems 
to me, may as well go back, with the Commissioner’s letter, 
which has been written on this subject and is now in the hands 
of the chairman of the committee, for a further consideration of 
the whole matter, which can be had without the loss of any time 
or any injury to the public business. 

I think that the House will see clearly as a business proposition 
that the great basis of supplies for Indian p es should be right 
where they are now, at New York City, at Chicago, and at San 
Francisco, inasmuch as these are not storehouses for the storage 
of goods in the ordinary sense of the word, but for their receipt 
and inspection while in transit to their destination. I yield back 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] the balance of 
my three minutes of time, if any is left. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Paon: 

Mr. S Nof Kansas. Mr. Speaker, if I may be itted 
to proceed for five minutes in order [laughter], I wish to say a 
few words in favor of this supply house at Omaha. Gentlemen 
have well said this is clearly a business proposition. I under- 
stand, too, that the Indians who receive supplies are located west 
and north of Chicago, and that Omaha, perhaps, is the nearest point 
to the Indian reservations for distribution, and that under the 
present conditions the goods that would be distributed are largely 
canned goods, beef, etc. They have to be suppa to Chicago and 
then back to the West. That involves a double shipment, includ- 
ing in all, perhaps, an extra thousand miles of transportation. 

ow, then, if this storehouse is located at Omaha, a great part 
of these goods will unquestionably go over the Union Pacific Rail- 
road, eed under the Government's connection with that road the 
Government will 1 to pay half the freight. Half the 
freight charges will applied to liquidating the debt that the 
Union Pacific Railroad owes the Government. So in any way 
you look at it, asa business proposition, this will be an advantage 
to the people, and a great advantage to the Government. It is 
well understood that the people of Omaha have agreed to pro- 
vide, and will provide, a warehouse and equip it free of charge to 
the Government. 

Therefore there is, or ought to be, no objection to this change. 
This change will be in the interest of the Government; it will 
also be in the interest of the people, as it will save them in taxa- 
tion, and it will also be of great interest to the Northwest. These 
meat supplies come from that country, and it ought to be obvious to 
any A na that inshipping them 500 miles farther to Chicago 
and back again it involves that extra expense, and therefore for 
this, if for no other reason, we ought to vote for this proposition. 
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Mr. COOKE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr, COOKE. Does the gentleman understand that any goods 
are shipped from the West to Chicago and from there shipped out 
to the Indians? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No, sir; Ido not mean that. The 
gentleman will understand—and I thought I made it clear—that 
the supplies that go to the Indians are largely canned beef, and 
that beef supply comes from the Northwest cat West largely, and 
thereforeinvolves an extra shipment to Chicago before it is canned, 
and back again to Omaha or to the West where the Indians are 
located. Now, by locating this storehouse at Omaha you save that 
double shipment. That is my contention. I say again that as a 
business proposition it will be a saving in taxes to the people and 
facilitate the distribution of these goods, which is a move in the 
right direction; and therefore lam going to vote for the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, this matter has just come from 
the conference committee, and while there it received the assent 
of five of the six conferees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a mistake. 

Mr. MERCER. On your part I think it is. The only member 
of the conference committee dissenting is the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House, and he, perhaps, is ex- 
cusable for the position he takes because he lives in the State of 
New York, and some le there have an idea that this ware- 
house, perhaps, if established in Omaha, may injure the useful- 
ness of the warehouse at New York. I do not think there is any 
danger of that. 

There is a remarkable thing in these contests about Indian sup- 
ply depots. I remember, a year and a half ago, when Chicago 
almost took from New York the main Indian supply depot. The 
arrangement had been agreed to and only waited action to make 
it an assured fact. But finally, by a good deal of pressure and 
influence, the matter was changed and the locations left as they 
are to-day. Chicago was glorifying itself at that time and New 
York was in sackcloth and ashes. But it seems that when any 
other city suggests the propriety of having a warehouse the two 
cities combine, for fear, perhaps, that if the depot stations are 
changed it will demonstrate to the Government of the United 
States that a supply depot can be carried on more advantageously 
to the Indians and the Government if located elsewhere than in 
either of those two cities. ; 

Now, I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that the establishment of this 
depot will injure either one of those cities, because the Omaha 
supply depot is to be particularly valuable as an emergency depot, 
and is not to be utilized except in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior. Anybody who has had any experience in the mat- 
ter of Indian supplies knows that in the winter time, in the event 
that a storm should pass over one of the Indian reservations, it is 
difficult to get a supply of goods to the Indians residing there, 
What will they do? 

The Secretary of the Interior will use this warehouse at Omaha 
as an emergency supply depot, and the goods can be shipped to 
those reservations twenty-four, sary eigne or seventy-two hours 
earlier than they could be from the other two depots: By that 
time the Government will realize the true value of the Omaha 
warehouse, and it will be utilized in a general way at all times. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman said he did not be- 
lieve it would aie Chicago or New York. Why should we be 
interested about benefiting Chicago or New York? Why not leg- 
islate in the interest of the people, to save them from taxation? 

Mr. MERCER. The point made by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is a very good one; but the people of New York and Chicago 
seem to be very sensitive on this subject, and I simply want 
assure them of their safety. [Laughter.] 

One of the best posted men on Indian matters in this country is 
General Armstrong, formerly Assistant Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and he often suggested that a warehouse be established at 
Omaha, because, he said, it would be a matter of economy for the 
Government, and would be for the welfare of the Indians in the 
great Northwest. My friend from Chicago says there are no in- 
stances where goods have been shipped from the West to Chicago 
and back again. 

Mr. Speaker, I have in mind a case where a large house in Omaha 
furnished 32,000 pounds of drugs, which were sent to Chicago, and 
all but 11 of the pac went right back through Omaha to vari- 
ous reservations. And that is only one of many instances of the 
same kind. I have obtained some figures from the Indian De- 
partment which show the contracts that have been let for goods 
and supplies for the fiscal year 1897, and of 140 firms interested, 
83 lived in territory nearest to Omaha and 57 in territory nearest 
to Chicago, and of those 57, 44 lived in the State of Illinois. The 
truth is that the warehouse in Chicago is rather a convenience 
for that city and for the State of Illinois than for the Indians of 
the great Northwest, 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, the people of Omaha have seen fit, in their 


ambitious way—and that is their business—to agree to furnish 
the Government a warehouse free of cost, to be used as a distrib- 
uting depot for Indian goods and supplies. If the Government of 
the United States has a mind to receive concessions of that kind— 
and it often does, though it seldom gets the opportunity—then I 
think the members of this body ought to recognize the proposition 
of the people of Omaha and concede their request. It will be 
found, on examination of the figures, that the warehouse at New 
York costs $22,523.54 annually, and the one at Chicago 813,324.35. 

A MEMBER. Are those figures the rent of those two warehouses? 

Mr. MERCER. No, sir; the figures include the rent and other 
expenses. Now, Mr. Speaker, let this warehouse be established 
at Omaha, under the rulesand regulations provided in this amend- 
ment and under the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
it will be equipped and furnished and free of rent for five years, so 
that allthe Government will have to do will be to send clerks from 
Washington to attend to the distribution of goods and supplies 
from Omaha, providing the necessary help can not be obtained 
elsewhere. And in this connection let me say that ev ear 
when there is a distribution of supplies from Chicago and New 
York the Indian Department sends clerks, from one to three in 
number, to Omaha to distribute the goods upon the several lines 
of railroad running out of that city. : 

Furthermore, if it does not cost us anything for rent of ware- 
house for five years, we may just as well have a warehouse in 
which to store the goods. For the past three years my constit- 
uents have been interested in this matter,and so have the peop 
of the Northwest generally, and they think that if we can have a 
depot at Omaha at so little cost to the Government the Indians 
can be 0 pe more conveniently, more rapidly, and more 
economically than they have been in the past. 

In conclusion, I submit the following letter as a part of my re- 
marks, as it sheds some light upon this question not generally 
understood: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, May 6, 1897. 
Sin: In reply to your inquiry of the 3d instant relative to cost of mainte- 


nance of the Indian warehouses at New York City and Chicago, III., I will 
make the following statement, which is approximately correct: 


Warehouse at New York City, fiscal year 1896. 


Rent of warehouse for twelve months $6, 000. 00 
Twenty-two employees during portions of first quarter -- 4,186.50 
Twenty employees during portions of second quarter 3, 020. 00 
Five employees during portions of third quarter 1, 287.00 
Seventeen employees during portions of fourth quarter. 2,061.00 
maden ÄL•——Ä—2»„æ 1.214. 52 
Inspection of goods — 2,864.00 
Cartage on goods to depots, etc. 1, 890. 52 

DOUG os Sener E sheet A A cout bs~aanieer’ aimed sana cabanas 22, 523. 54 

Warehouse at Chicago, fiscal year 1896. 

Rent of warehouse for nine months $3,000.00 
Thirteen employees during portions of first quarter -- 1,744.18 
Fourteen employees during portions of second quarter 2,935. 14 
Seven omple during portions of third quarter.. 646.32 
Nine employees during portions of fourth quarter.. 1,399. 50 
Incidental expenses 1, 169. 38 
Henner cu cee nace cnceshsencpevdsucsbvasudatscabun 2,014. 00 
Cartage on goods to depots, etgʒ—ꝛ-—̃ „„! 415.83 

M ⁰ AA ⁵⁵O—Ä!—:—:.:. sepved 13. 324, 35 


In addition to the above employees, there are usually four clerks detailed 
from the office at W. n, D. C., who assist for twenty days at Chicago 
and for twenty to thirty days at New York each year. _ 

e firms or persons of the various States and Territories to whom con- 
tracts were let at New York and Chicago for furnishing goods and supplies 
for the fiscal year 1897 were as follows: 


State or Territory. Chicago. 


New York. 


9 
1 
6 


The es securing contracts for gross beef, net beef, and flour, which 
were all let at Chicago, were from the following States and Territories: 
Gross | Net 
State or Territory. beef. Flour, 


CORIRNOUIR NOLS R OL Soe on san mae ean ade pad E lemon eae 
South Dakota 2 
Texas 1 


Utah 
ee r ives tase 
NI WOR a SEs eet EN aon wh a p 1 


Very respectfally, 
THOS. P. SMITH, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon, D. H. Mercer, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Chair kindly inform me how much 
time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
has seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the proposition to establish a 
warehouse at Omaha is a new one. To-day there are no ware- 
houses established by statute at any particular places, There is 
a warehouse maintained at New York and another at Chicago, 
located there by direction of the Department of the Interior, but 
there is abies to compel the Department to maintain those 
warehouses at those places any longer than it may be deemed for 
the good of the service to do so. 

The proposition before us is to compel the Secretary of the In- 
terior to maintain at Omaha a warehouse. I believe that is bad 
legislation. I believe that the discretion should be left with the 
Secretary to establish and maintain warehouses at such points as 
he finds it advantageous for the Government service, and that he 
should not be compelled to establish them at any particular point 
and to maintain them there. My friend from Nebraska lays stress 
upon the suggestion that Omaha is a little nearer to the agencies, 
so that thus supplies may be sent very quickly to particular res- 
ervations. 

My friend ought to know that goods are not stored in these 
warehouses; they are shipped directly to the reservations, and 
supplies that are left over are stored there. Neither the ware- 
house at New York nor the warehouse at Chicago is a storage 
warehouse, nor if this one were established at Omaha would it be 
a eee warehouse. That is not the purpose of these warehouses 
at all. 

Mr. Speaker, the shipments are now made, not from New York 
and arago alone, but from various cities—from Kansas City, 
St. Paul, Omaha, and others. Goods are shipped directly to the 
point where they can be most advantageously used. 

This proposition, Mr. Speaker, is opposed by the Interior De- 
partment and the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. If these warehouses are not used for 
storage p oses, why not abolish both of them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They can be abolished at any time when the 
R of the Interior may think it wise to do so. They are 
now used for the purpose of receiving samples and bids and com- 
paring those samples with the bids. When the comparisons are 
not yee in the warehouses they are made at the point of ship- 
ment. 

I have here a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
under date of April 23, transmitted through the Secretary of the 
Interior, a letter which was not before the Committee of the Whole 
or the House when this matter was acted on, and was not before 
the conference committee. For some reason it did not reach us 
until a day or two ago, although it is dated in April. 

Mr. MERCER. hat Commissioner signs that document? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Commissioner Browning. 

Mr. MERCER. Commissioner Browning from Illinois, He 
fought this proposition for three years. Why has not the gentle- 
man obtained a letter from the new Commissioner? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not believe the fact of Commissioner 
Browning coming from Illinois makes any difference. I do not 
care whether he is from Illinois or not. though a Democrat, I 
believe him to be an honorable and honest man, and to have been 
guided by what he believed to be best for the interests of the public 
service, ~ 3 
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Mr. MERCER. I do not . against his honor; but 
he has fought this proposition bitterly. I know that. 
Mr.SHERMAN, I donot blame him for fighting it bitterly; it 
i to be fought bitterly. It ought to be defeated. 
e letter to which I refer is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OP INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 23, 1897. 

Sin: I have the honor to invite ae attention to matter of legislation re- 

ntly pro d in and passed by the Senate in its discussion of the Indian 
Sp ae ion bill for the ensuing year, which I believe should receive atten- 
Hon. refer to the resolution introduced by Senator ALLEN, of Nebraska, 

hich, as finally passed by the Senate, reads as follows: 

That the 9 the Interior shall. within sixt er after the pas- 
gage of this act, esta and thereafter maintain at the city of Omaha, in 
the State of Nebraska, a warehouse for Indian supplies, from which distribu- 
tion shall be made to such Indian tribes of the West and Northwest as the 
Secretary of the Interior Mere t.“ 

This is a measure which, if it becomes a law, will result in no ad van to 
the Government, but call for an annual expenditure of from $5, to 

0,000 for which there is no necessity. By reference to the CONGRESSIONAL 

ECORD of Monday, April 19, pages to 905. it will be seen that the author 
of this amendment to the bill is unfamiliar with the methods in vogue in the 
purchase and shipment of Indian supplies, it being his belief that the Indian 
‘Warehouses are used as storehouses from which requisitions from the differ- 
ent tribes are filled from quantities kept on hand there for that purpose, as 
is the case in the Quarte r’s Department of the Army, and he bases his 
argument for the enactment of this amendment on the ground that. it will 
be cheaper to ship F from Omaha to Indians in Nebraska, South Dakota, 
and Colorado than from Chicago, and therefore a warehouse should be es- 
tablished at the former city. 

As a matter of fact, Indian warehouses are not used as suppl depots where 
requisitions for Indian goods are honored when presented, but are simply 
balata for the reception of goods, where they are ted and immediately 
shipped to destination. Requisitions by Indian agents are made on this 
Bureau once a TAr for a year’s supply for each tribe and school, and the 
articles called for are scheduled, purchased in bulk under contract, and de- 
livered by the contractors at the warehouses in New York, Chicago, and San 
Francisco, and in such of the principal cities in the West as we most ad- 
yantageous to the Government by reason of low freight rates. This work 
occupies, at the most, only nine months of the 8 at the warehouses in New 
York and Chi , and about three months in Francisco. The conditions 
as set forth by the Senator do not exist, and his argument is therefore not 
based upon good grounds. 

As a matter of fact, Omaha is, under the present system, used as a ship- 
ping point for such supplies as, their price and transportation rates being 
S it is most advantageous to the Government to accept at that 

oint; but the articles so shipped are so small as not to call for a warehouse 
In that city, the shipment from that point plan, Bees present year having 
consisted of 50,000 pounds of corn meal, 20,000 pounds of homin: 000 pounds 
of lard, a few stoves, and several hundred nds of nails. dders are in- 
vited to bid on delivery of their goods at New York, Chicago, Omaha, Kan- 
sas City, Sioux City, and St. Paul, but out of the millions of pounds shipped 
annually to the reservations only a few items were found to be cheaper for 
shipment from Omaha, It is the experience of this Bureau that the bidders 
for such Indian supplies as agricultural implements, furniture and wooden 
ware, harness, wagons, paints and oils, tinware, hardware, iron, and nails, 
of which large quantities are annually urchased and shipped to the Indian 
reservations, offer much lower prices for delivery in Chicago than in Omaha, 
Sioux City, or St. Paul. 

For your information I a a table apr. | the transportation rates 
pee by this Bureau during the current year for the transportation of s 

om Chi , Omaha, Sioux City, and St. Paul, to the principal 
North and th Dakota, Nebraska, and Montana, the points under discus- 
sion in the Senate: 


From 
From | From From 
ai Chicago.| Omaha. } Cg. | st. Paul. 


Fort Peck ney, Mont 
Fort Berthold Agency, N. Dak . 
Standing Rock Agency, N. Dak- 
Pine Ridge Agency, 5 Dak 
Rosebud Agency. 8. Dak 
Crow Creek and Lower Brule Agency, 


-E 


BRS 888888885 


$i. 
2. 
1. 
1. 
1. 


H. E 


Rue 88888288 
HH, E= 


BRE ERS 82 


CFP BBP dan E AN 
Cheyenne River Agency, S. Dak.. 
V. m Agency, $3 Dak 


888 888888888 


From this table it will be seen that Omaha is the cheapest shipping. point 
for only three of these agencies, the advantage in its favor being but I cent 
r hundredweight in one case and 4 cents in another; whereas CARO, 
Bioux Gey, and St. Paul rates are much lower in shipment to the eight points 
rema: $ 
These guos demonstrate that Omaha is by no means the cheapest ship- 
ing point to the States named, and when I add that bidders now being as 
Pree to Omaha as a point of delivery as Chicago, Sioux City, or St. 
Paul, it is only found to be cheaper to ship, of the millions of pounds of supplies 
annually purchased, a portion of the corn meal, hominy, and lard purc: d 
for the entire service from that city, at a cost to the Government of not 
exceeding ten days' service of an tor, I believe it will be apparent that 
there is no necessity for the estab ent and maintenance of a warehouse 
in Omaha at an add 


but it is actually not required ed, 
I think legislation of this character is unwise, as it takes from this Depart- 


Government, and are the results of years of experience. The law giving to 
Affairs provides full discretion in 
the duty of the purchase 
has been done heretofore without Co. onal 
tion, and I think it is a matter that should be left in the dis- 
cretion of the Department. 
As this amendment. having been nonconcurred in by the House, will be 
considered by a conference committee of both Houses of Congress at an early 


date, I respectfully recommend that if it meet with your approval copies of 
this communication be transmitted as soon as practicable to the chairman of 
the Senate and House Committees on Indian Affairs, accompanied by such- 
ee arguments as you may deem proper to make in regard to the 
matter. 

I inclose herewith a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the 19th in- 
stant, containing the remarks in the Senate on this measure. 


Very respec 7 
* 9 D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner, 

The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. Speaker, I thoroughly concur in the opinion expressed by 
the Commissioner in this letter. I believe that the step here pro- 
posed would be an unwise deviation from the policy pursued for 
a great many years. I believe that this matter of warehouses 
should be left to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
permitting him to establish and maintain them only at points 
where they can be used for the best interests of the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] will R thes me a moment, I wish to ascertain whether I 
understand the point presented by him, together with the facts of 
the case. I understand, first, that the law now authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish these warehouses at any point 
that the public service may require them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Secondly, that the Secretary of the Interior 
has sent a communication here saying that there is no necessity, 
based upon the interests of the public service, for such a ware- 
house at Omaha. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And further, that the purport of this amend- 
ment is to impose upon the Government, at an expense of five or 
ten thousand dollars, a warehouse at a point where the Secretary 
of the Interior says the public necessities do not require it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. MERCER. Upon what authority does the gentleman from 
Maine state that this depot at Omaha will be established at the 
cost to the Government of five or ten thousand dollars? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon the authority in this letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is what I was referring to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to inquire whether all food supplies 
for the Indians, except groceries, are not drawn from points west 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think they are; and they are shipped di- 
rectly from those points to the reservations. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there any tribe of Indians except those in 
Wisconsin and Michigan that can not be reached by a shorter 
route from Omaha than from Chicago? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so, but I can not meee definitely. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isit not a fact that the food supplies fur- 
nished from Chicago haye to be carried East by rail and then 
1 West ao substantially by the same route? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Will the gentleman name an instance where 
that is not true except in the case of tribes in Wisconsin and 
Michigan? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, it is not true in r t to any of those 
Western tribes, towhom shipments are made directly from Omaha 
and Kansas 175 and other points. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the shipment can be made with a con- 
siderable saving of travel. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is done now. There is no double trans- 
portation; that is a mistaken notion of the gentleman. Goods 
are raps a directly from Omaha or Kansas City, or from the 
point of purchase to the various reservations. If Omaha is the 
nearer point, the goods are shipped directly there; if Chicago is 


“nearer, then they are shipped to Chicago. 


Mr. MERCER. A newspaper clipping which I have, from the 
Omaha Bee, names a number of agencies eee and 
shows that in those cases the goods are snopa to Chicago and in 
turn reshipped West. The extract to which I refer is as follows: 


Few Popin in this vicinity realize that, oven with the Indian supply depot 
located in Chicago, Omaha during the past year bas been sending vast quan- 
tities of goods to the Indian agencies that are located in the West. The fol- 
lowing concerning a shipment recently made by the Mercer Chemical Com- 
ny will give some idea of the magnitude of the Indian supply business 
ransacted from Omaha: 
Montana: Blackfeet Agency, Crow yey Flathead Agency, Fort Bel- 
knap Agency, Fort Peck Agency, Fort Shaw School, Tongue River Agency. 
bad be : Shoshone Agency. 
Colorado: Fort Lewis School, Grand Junction School. 
Utah: Southern Ute School, Ouray Agency, Uintah Valley Agency. 
Idaho: Fort Hall cy, Lemhi ney. 
Nevada: Carson School, Nevada Agency, Western Shoshone Agency. 
North Dakota: Devils e Agency, Fort Totten School, Fort Berthold 
Agency, Standing Rock Agency. 
outh Dakota: Crow Greek Agency. Cheyenne River Agency, Flandreau 
School, Lower Brule Agency, e Ridge Agency, Pierre School, Rosebud 
ency, Sisseton Agency, Yankton Agency. 
‘ennsylvania: Carlisle School. 
Wonks ig eg pene Oneida School, La Pointe Agency, Tomah 
: Green y . e * 
School, Wittenberg School. ef 
ee School, White Earth Agency. 


erritory: Cheyenne and Arapahoe cy, Kiowa Agency, 
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„Kaw A 
ool, C 


, Pawnee Agency, 
occo School, Quapaw 


ncy. 
yon School, Phænix School, 


cy. 
my Mescalero Agency, 
Navajo Agenor, Pueblo A; ona School. 

Ne : Genoa School, Omaha and Winnebago Agency, Santee Agency, 


New York: New York Agency. 
North Carolina: Eastern Cherokee School. 
Idaho: Fort Lapwai Agency, Nez Perces Agency. 1 
Oregon: Salem School, Grand Ronde Agency, Klamath Agency, Siletz 
Agency, Umatilla Agency, Warm Springs Agency. 
an ington: Collyille Agency, eah Bay Agency, Puyallup Agency, Ya- 


gency. 
aggre; ds, and was all 
e 8 Fare a8 Chis 1 "OL all the boxes 
ma packages, all except eleven came back through this city in order to reach 
eir ultimate destination, thus adding to the cost to the Government the 
freight from Omaha to Chicago and N 
The Mercer Chemical Company is one of the largest mercantile 
in the country, and, al ping it bears my name, I have no 
connection with it financially or by family connection. I would 
sid Pah either relationship, however. 
2 r. SHERMAN. That statement of the Omaha Bee is a mis- 
e. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon], and reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with some inter- 
est to the discussion touching this item of the report. I have be- 
fore me a letter from the late Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
which the gentleman from New York has read. It seems to me 
8 clear, if these statements are true (and I have no reason 

doubt their truth), that this legislation is unwise. 

In the first place, it appears that freight rates to the Indian 
feont are on the average cheaper from Chicago than from 

aha 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. How can that be, when each city has 
what are known as river rates? 

Mr. CANNON. “How can it be?” As the gentleman remem- 
bers, a lawyer once said to his client, They can not put you in 
jail;“ but the client replied, ‘‘They have done so.” 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, I think the gentleman is mistaken in 
reference to the freight rates. 

Mr. CANNON. I make mystatement upon the basis of the offi- 
cial report signed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May J interrupt the gentleman right there to 
say that this report was sent voluntarily, without any request from 
the House for it? 

Mr. MERCER. That makes it all the worse, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, gentlemen seem confused in their minds 
as to the facts. This report says, and I have no doubt it is true: 

These figures demonstrate that Omaha is by no means the cheapest ship- 

g point to the States named; and when I add that it is now being as free 
specify Omaha as a point of delivery as Chicago, Sioux City, or St. Paul, it 
is only found to be cheaper to shi Pp. of the millions of pounds of supplies an- 
nually purchased, a on of the cornmeal, hominy, and lard purchased 
for the entire service from that pit. ata ome to th 


ie Government of not 
excee ten days’ service of an believe it will be apparent that 


there is no necessity for the establishment and maintenance of a warehouse 
in Omaha, at an additional expense of several hundred thousand dollars per 
annum. 

Now, in point of fact, the great mass of these supplies do not 
through a warehouse, as stated by the Commissioner. The 
rtment ag do not want it. ho does want it? 

r. HEPBURN. Chicago does not want it. 

Mr. CANNON. Omaha wants it, and wants it so badly that, as 
an inducement to establish it, it says. We will pay the rent on 
the warehouse for five years.” Now, then, if it ought to be estab- 
lished there by law or if it ought to be established at Kansas City 
or Sioux City or at any other point, it ought to be established 
without any inducement of rent paying. As I asked the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], if the wants of the public service 
demand an Indian warehouse to be located at Omaha, taking it 
out of the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, then the 
Government of the United States should establish it and pay for 
it; and if the wants of the service do not require it, the agreement 
to pay the rent for five years should not make the United States 
take that which it does not want. 

Now, a sound public service will leave this whole matter of In- 
dian 5 5 with the Secretary of the Interior, just as it is 
now le 

Now, this bill must go back to a conference committee. The 
gilsonite provision is not agreed to, so that the bill can not be 

ed to-day. As it has to go back to the committee, my 
judgment is that no time will be lost and no injury will be done 
se ang the whole thing back to the committee and letting 
m consider the matter in conference in the light of this report 

of the Indian Commissioner. 


Mr. COOKE. Ifthe gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] 
will allow me, I should like to ask unanimous consent that this 
letter of the Commissioner be inserted in the RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will print it in full as a portion of my re- 
marks. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

hey SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. MCRAE. Before that is done, I should like 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
demands the previous question upon the motion to agree to the 
conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. SHER- 
MAN) there were—ayes 54, noes 47, 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 25 members—not one-fifth of a quorum 
rising in support of the demand therefor. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I guess, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER protempore. The ayes have it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. S er, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CANNON. ere is no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KING. I desire to know if the adoption of the conference 
report di of the Uncompahgre matter? 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. 
ee KING. As I understood, that was postponed until next 
onday. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from IIIinois 
make yes of no quorum? 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave been bulldozed, Mr. Speaker. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theayes have it; and the confer- 
ence report is agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to 


the further conference asked for by the Senate on amendment 
numbered 10. 

Mr. KING. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KING. Will that prevent further consideration of the 
matter at this time or on Monday next? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will bring the conference 
riage errog the House at some future time upon the question of 
the gilsonite. 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN . if the request of the Sen- 
ate for a further conference is to at the present time, 
whether it will not change the order agreed upon by the House to 
bring up the . on Monday? 

Mr. S. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that we may bring the 
matter in on Monday as a conference report, bringing in just 
exactly what will be printed in the RecorD to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair simply desires that the House 
should understand that agreeing to the further conference asked 
for by the Senate will change the disposition proposed for Monday. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker; a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. KING. I desire to inquire whether or not, the House havin; 
heretofore, upon the report of the conference committee, fon 
to consider this tenth amendment next Monday, we can lose juris- 
diction of it now, except by a vote, and relegate it back to a con- 
ference committee? 

The SPEAKER. Well, this would be byavote. The question 
before the House, as the Chair understands it, is a motion to agree 
to the request of the Senate for a further conference on the por- 
tion of the amendments not yet agreed to. If that motion be 
agreed to by the House, then the matter will go back into con- 
ference, and will have to be brought up on a conference report. 
There can not be two places for the papers to be, in the House and 
in the conference committee, at the same time. 

The motion.of Mr. SHERMAN was agreed to; and the Speaker 
appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. LOVERING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. KIRKPATRICK, for ten days, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. Mesicx, for ten rst fo on account of important business, 

To Mr. REEVES, indefini ny on account of important business, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move t the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was to. 
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Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.), the House, in 
3 of the order heretofore made, adjourned until Monday, 


yý 17, 1897, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ea were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Paymaster-General of the Army, together with the draft of a 
bill relating to certain transportation accounts of officers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting, with copies 
of certain letters, a recommendation for an appropriation in the 
sundry civil bill for a clerk in the marshal's office for the District 
of Alaska, and an additional deputy marshal to be stationed at 
J see tot od the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Z 790 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 3219) to establish a branch mint 
of the United States at Dahlonega, in the State of Georgia—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LOVE: A bill (H. R. 3220) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across Pearl River, Mississippi—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3221) to amend “An 
act relating to mortgages in the Indian Territory“ - to the Com- 
mittee on Indian irs. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A 7 resolution (H. Res. 54) to recognize 
the belligerent rights of the people of Cuba—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, favoring a reward for the survivors of the Indian 
massacre of 1862—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private hills and resolutions of 
oF following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 3222) for the relief of Hannah 
Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOZE: A bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of the Mer- 
chants and Miners’ Transportation Company, of Baltimore, Md.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pen- 
sion to George N. Warfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3225) granting a pension to James A. Terry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 3226) to grant a pension to 
Charles Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 3227) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Grove Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3228) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Centenary Reformed Church, of Winchester, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 3229) granting an increase of 
pension to John Sweesy, of Elizabethville, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 3230) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Thomas Connolly to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 3231) granting a pension to 
Margaret J. Morris, of Owen County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 3232) granting 
a pension to Lydia Ann Haskin Cole—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Elmer H. Locke and other citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., urging the restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of numerous citizens of Nuremberg, 
Pa., praying for the passage of a bill to restrict immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of citizens of Providence, R. I., for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Ly Mr. CONNELL: Petition of numerous citizens of Carbon- 


dale, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill restricting immigration 
to the Committee on D and Natuvaliention: En 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa.; also petition of citizens of Pitcairn, Allegheny County, Pa., 
in favor of a law restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Alvin J. Desch and other 
citizens of Fogelsyille, Pa,; also petition of Harvey W. Kemp and 
others, of Berks County, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the 3 (Ind.) Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against the passage of a bankruptcy bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the faculty of Bryn Mawr College, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking that certain books be placed on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Peoria, II., for the 
passage of the bill passed at the last session, and vetoed by Presi- 
dent Cleveland, for the restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Peoria, for the appointment of a 
monetary commission—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, petitions of veterans residing in Elmwood and Lewis- 
town, III., for the passage of a ser vice-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIGGS: Memorial of Sarah Grove Hall, daughter of 
a Revolutionary soldier, for a pension—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of madry citizens of German- 
town, Tacony, and Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of legislation re- 
stricting immigration, and urging the passage at as early a date 
as possible of a bill similar to that passed in the Fifty-fourth Con- 

ess and vetoed by President Cleveland—to the Committee on 

migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petitions of E. E. Sullivan and 40 others and 
W. A. Leet and 34 others, citizens of Somerset County, Pa., ask- 
ing for the enactment of the bill passed by the last Congress for 
the restriction of immigration, vetoed by President Cleyeland—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Sundry petitions of citizens of Oakhurst, 
North Branch, North Long Branch, Glendola, New Market, 
Spotswood, and Old Bridge, Neptune Township and Monmouth 
County, State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of a law to 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Easton and Stroudsburg, Pa., for the passage of an immigration 
bill similar to that vetoed by President Cleveland—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Santa Cruz, 
Cal.; also resolution of the common council of San Jose, Cal., 
recommending the repeal of the reciprocity treaty with the Ha- 
waiian Islands—to the Committee on bite So Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of William J. Hopkins and others, of 
Wirt County, W. Va., praying for the passage of an immigration 
law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of J. W. McGarvey and sundry 
other citizens of Penbrook, Pa., urging the passage of a law to 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. PARKER of New Jersey: Petitions of M. S. Crane and 
103 others, and W. W. Disbrow, jr., and 50 others, citizens of 
Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of a propor immigration 
law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. SHUFORD: Petition of the Tobacco Board of Trade of 
Statesville, N. C., protesting against an income tax on manufac- 
tured tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ 
Union of Saginaw, Mich., protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 30, restricting the right to buy and sell railroad tickets 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 70 citizens of Ve- 
nango County, Pa.: also petition of 57 citizens of Grand Valley, 
Pa., in favor of a law for the more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Teachers’ Institute of Chester, Pa., in 
favor of the adoption of the metric system of weights and meas- 
ures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of S. P. Bish and 34 
other citizens of Armstrong County. Pa., praying for the passage 
of a bill for a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Sundry petitions of citizens of Pottstown, 
Plymouth, Penns Park. Warminster, and Eden, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, for the more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, May 17, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 


approved. F 
* message in writing was received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


essage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the di ing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 15) making . for the current and contin- 
gent nses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1898, and for other purposes; further insists upon its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10; agrees to 
a further conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of 
Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN managers at the conference on the part 
of the House, 

RELIEF FOR DESTITUTE AMERICANS IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the message, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: r 

Official information from our consuls in Cuba establishes the fact that a 

ə number of American citizens in the island are in a state of destitution, 
ering for want of food and medicines. This applies particularly to the 
rural districts of the central and eastern parts. 

The agricultural classes have been forced from their farms into the near- 
est towns, where they are without work or money. The local authorities of 
the several to however kindly disposed, are unable to relieve the needs 
of their own people, and are a! ther powerless to male: our citizens, 

The latest report of Consul-General PA estimates six to eight hundred 
Americans are without meansof support. I have assured him that provision 
would be made at once torelieve them. To that end I recommend that Con- 
gress make an appropriation of not less than $50,000, to be immediately ayail- 
able for use, under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

It is desirable that a part of the sum which may be appropriated by Con- 
grees should, in the discretion of the Secretary of State, also be used for the 

ransportation of American citizens who, desiring to return to the United 
States, are without means to do so. 


Am 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 17, 1897. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will lie on the table 
and be eee 

Mr. DAVIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S, R. 42) ap- 
ee $50,000 for the relief of suffering American citizens 
in the Island of Cuba, to report it with amendment. I ask unani- 
pe consent for the immediate consideration of the joint reso- 

ution. 

Mr, CULLOM, Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is 888 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
relief of suffering American citizens in the Island of Cuba, said. money to be 
expended at the discretion and under the direction of the consul-general of 
the United States resident at Habana. y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
ane consent for the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendments be read. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. HALE. Let them be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The amend- 
mE reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations will be 
read. 

The Secretary. In line 5, the committee report to strike out 
the words suffering Americans” and insert *‘ destitute;” in line 
6, after the word ‘‘citizens,” to insert the words of the United 
States;“ in line 7, to strike out ‘‘consul-general” and insert Pres- 
ident;“ in line 8, at the end of the resolution,” to strike out the 
words “resident at Habana” and insert in the purchase and 
furnishing of food, clothing, and medicine to such citizens and 
for transporting to the United States such of them as so desire 
and who are without means to transport themselves;“ so that if 
amended the joint resolution would read: 

That the sum of $50,000 be, and thesame is hereby, appropriated, out ofany 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the relief of destitute 
citizens of the United States in the Island of Cuba, said money to be expended 
at the discretion and under the direction of the President of the United 
States in the purchase and furnishing of food, clothing, and medicines to 
guch citizens and for transporting to the United States such of them as so 
desire and who are without means to transport themselves. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when, on Thursday last, I 
introduced the joint resolution which the Committee on Foreign 
Relations has reported back with very proper amendments, I 
acted in entire ignorance of the fact that the President and his 
Cabinet had under consideration this very matter. Had I known 
that at the time, or had I been in the secrets of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, which I was not, and properly not, I would 
not have introduced the joint resolution, but would have waited 
for the Executive to have taken action such as he has taken in 
the message which has been read. 

I am in favor of the ee of the joint resolution as amended 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and yet Iam not at all 
sure that this is the best method for us to pursue. I was im- 
pressed yesterday at the great mass meeting which was held in 
behalf of Cuba, attended by 3,000 enthusiastic and earnest friends 
of that cause in this city, by a statement by Mr. Karl Decker, the 
war correspondent of a great metropolitan journal, when he said 
that this is not the way to meet the necessities of the American 
residents in that island. He made the statement that there is an 
abundance of food, of cattle, swine, and vegetables on the Island 
of Cuba to enable every citizen, Cuban and American as well, to 
get the necessaries of life if they are permitted to go to the places 
where foodcan be found. But hestated that the Captain-General 
of that island, in a brutal and inhuman way, had herded the 
people into cities, and was denying them the right to go ont into 
the country where the food exists in abundance and where they 
can get what is required to sustain them. 

I was impressed with a further suggestion made by this corre- 
spondent, that in the interests of acommon humanity the Presi- 
dent and the Congress of the United States ought to demand of 
the Spanish Government and of those in authority in Cuba that 
they shall permit those people to escape from their present bond- 
age and to go into the country, where they would find the means 
of . 

- But, Mr. ident, that does not seem to be the method which 
is to be pursued at the present time. That undoubtedly would be 
an extreme method if resorted to, but from which I, as a member 
51 this body, would not shrink to take my part of the responsi- 

ility. 

Under the circumstances, if this is the best that can be done 
and I presume it is at the present moment—I shall very cordially 
give my vote for the passage of the joint resolution which I intro- 

uced and which the committee have wisely amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no further amendment to 
the joint resolution as in Committee of the Whole, it will be re- 
ported to the Senate. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 4 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


ns ; 

5 URPIE. Task that the joint resolution as amended be 
read. 

The joint resolution was read the third time at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution has been read 
three times. The question is, Shall the joint resolution pass? 

The joint resolution was passed. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A joint resolution appropriating $50,000 for the relief of desti- 
tute citizens of the United States in the Island of Cuba.” 


SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 19th ultimo, certain information relative to the 
amount per mile paid to the Southern Railway Company for mail 
service between Washington and Atlanta, Ga., anid: between At- 
lanta, Ga., and New Orleans, La., each year since 1885; which 
was read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that the report isin response 
to a resolution offered by me. I move that the communication be 

arte and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
oads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNIVERSAL EXPOSITION OF 1900 AT PARIS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from S. H. Tyng, president of the American Chamber of Commerce 
of Paris, France, addressed to Hon. Samuel E. Morse, consul-gen- 
eral of the United States at that city, relative to a provision for 
the participation of American exhibitors in the Universal Exposi- 
tion of 1900; which was read, as follows: 

CHAMBRE DE COMMERCE AMÉRICAINE, 
3 Rus SCRIBE, CABINET DU PRESIDENT, 
Paris, April 27, 1897. 

DEAR SIR: I instructed by th missi inted b. A 
Ghamuber of Commerce to sucharnge and HANS DoI tee the vertices 
tion of American exhibitors in the Universal Exposition of 1900 to forw to 


w the inclosed four copies of a memorial addressed to the Con of the 
nited States in connection with this solemnity. Will you e order to 


1082 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


May 17, 


transmit officially one of these copies to the President of the United States, 
the Vice President of the United States, the Secretary of State, and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, severally, through such interme- 
ry asin ae aga’ may conduce to their more immediate reception 

5 8 on 


and a 
5 TOF RANEDO IA EO TAO OE Fhe CHARSDAN, foe cee Ose neny AE 
this favor, to remain, 
Very tr 
Hon. SAMUEL E. 


E. MORSE, 
Consul-General of the United States, 
36 Avenue de Opera, E P. 


Mr. HOAR. I suppose the American Chamber of Commerce is 
an o ization of American citizens resident in Paris. I desire 
to inquire of the Chair if that is the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the fact. In the absence of 
objection, the communication and accompanying papers wi 
5 to the Select Committee on International Expositions and 
printed. 


y, yours, 
S. H. TYNG, President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 27 citizens of Westfield, 
Mass., and a petition of 22 citizens of Woburn, Mass., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of lithographers of Massa- 
chusetts, praying that they be given protection in their work 
8 foreign competition; which were ordered to lie on the 


e. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented petitions of W. W. Rogers and 51 
other citizens of Wheeling; of E. B. Cross and 51 other citizens of 
West Union; of Charles E. Appleton and 45 other citizens of Cabell 
County; of J. N, Conley and 30 other citizens of Barbour County; 
of W. G. Williams and 33 other citizens of Benson; of C. J. Cow- 
gill and 32 other citizens of Cowen; of Amos Robinson and 45 
other citizens of Randolph County; of M. B. West and 40 other 
citizens of Honesville, and of S. W. Satterfield, of Morgan County, 
all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
a — restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also presented the petition of Mary E. Buckey, of Beverly, 
Mass., to accompany the bill (S. 1911) for the relief of Mary E. 
Buckey; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SMITH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Belleville, 
Bridgeport, Chatham, Frenchtown, Holmdel, Hanover, James- 
burg, Oakhurst, North Branch, and Newark, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation 8 
immigration and to protect workingmen of this country; whic 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
gaa ite ages which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the Tobacco Board 
of Trade of Statesville, N. C., remonstrating against the Tropan 
increase of the duty on manufactured tobacco; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of L. J. Strickland and 23 other 
laborers of North Carolina, praying for the adoption of the lumber 
schedule to the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Newbern, 
N. C., remonstrating inst the adoption of the drawback clause 
in the pending tariff bill which prevents the rebate given on im- 
ported tin in which goods have been exported from this country; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE heer ast sundry petitions of citizens of Oregon, 
praying for the abrogation of the reciprocity treaty with Hawaii; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of R. A. 75 and sundry 
other citizens of Duluth, Minn., and the petition of B. C. Bartlett 
and amuy other cìtizens of Duluth, Minn., praying for the en- 
actmentof legislation restrictingimmigration; which wereordered 
to lie on the table. : 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nebraska, 
praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of John Arthur Lynch, pray- 
ing that some misstatements in publications of the Government 
may be corrected. This gentleman claims to have drawn the first 
bill, and to have been the originator of the policy relating toa 
continental railroad in South America. Some Government publi- 
cations, he claims, have so stated the history of that transaction 
as to deprive him of the very great credit which is his due. He 
asks for an investigation of the matter. I suggest that the peti- 
tion be printed as a document. That will give the gentleman his 
remedy, I think, as well as in any other way. I move that the 

tition be printed as a document, and that it be referred to the 
8 on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. ea 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 23 citizens of Westfield, 


Mass., praying for a more rigid restriction of immigration to 
protect American citizenship and the workingmen now in this 
country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Union 
of Holyoke, Mass., and a petition of sundry citizens of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting th 
reproduction, by kinetoscope or kindred devices, of p ic 
encounters; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of W. H. M. Marshall and 
sundry other citizens of Bridgewiiter, Va., and the petition of 
J. W. Bennett and sundry other citizens of Norfolk, Va., praying 
for the. enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Goshen Milling Com- 
pany, of Goshen, Ind., pra ing for the insertion of a reciprocity 
5 in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 

0. 

He also presented a memorial of Vanhorne, Griffin & Co., of 
New York City, 88 against an increase of the duty on 
plate glass; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Dimock & Co., of New York 
City, praying Congress to put a stop to the war in Cuba; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Sinclair & Babson, of New 
York City, remonstrating against an increase in the duty on Port- 
land cement; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Atlanta, 
Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immi- 
gration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Madison- 
ville, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the Florida State Horti- 
cultural Society, remonstrating against the present system of free 
distribution of vegetable and flower seeds as conducted by the 
Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Tobacco Board of 
Trade of Statesville, N. C., remonstrating against the proposed 
increase of the duty on manufactured tobacco; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

PINE RIDGE RESERVATION, s. DAK. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I present the petition of a delegation of 
Ogalalla Sioux, praying that members of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs of the Senate be sent to the Pine Ridge Reservation 
to investigate certain matters pertaining to the management of 
that reservation and the welfare of the people, and also that an 
early investigation be made. I move that the petition and ac- 
companying letter be printed as a document and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 99) granting to the State of California 5 
per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in 
said State, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 902) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the Do- 
minion of Canada; and 

A bill (S. 138) for the relief of Ira Miller, of Valparaiso, Ind. 

Mr. G. INGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 1369) for the relief of Francis H. McLaughlin; and 

A bill (S. 1615) for the relief of Anna V. Ingerton, widow of 
William H. Ingerton, late lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth Tennes- 
ee 

Mr. E, from the Committee on Printing, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, the amendment proposing an appropriation to enable the 
Public Printer to construct an engine house for the use of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on 1 and printed; Which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi, reported it without 
amendment. 

ELVERTON R. CHAPMAN. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator 
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from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] relative to the case of Elverton R. 
Chapman, to make a report thereon. I desire to have the report 
read at length. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The nie 5 be whom was ropan Senate resolution 

ered re 8 

Nane —.— nites have qacer tained 8 that Elverton R. 
Chapman is not, and has not been, an applicant for Executive clemency or 
for relief from his 


sentence. 
They therefore recommend that the Senate take no further action in regard 


to said resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the rt of the committee be ac- 
ted and that the resolution itself lie upon the table. I have 
ed the attention of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to 

it, and this course is agreeable to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the resolution lie on the table and that the report be 
accepted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LAWS RELATING TO LOANS, CURRENCY, ETC. 

Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] April 1 last, to report it 
without amendment; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of tatives concurring noe 
That there be printed and bound in one volume, with a suitable index, 15, 
copies of Senate Report No. 831, parts 1, 2, 8, and 4, y- third 


to loans, paper money, haaa coton A7 to ch 
4, 1807, 6,000 copies for the . the Senate and §.000 copies or the use of the 


Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee. If the resolution has not been re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
5 of the Senate, it seems to me it must go there under the 


W. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that the expense is not to be paid 
from the contingent fund. It isa concurrent resolution requir- 
ing the action of the other House, and it ought not to go to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent of the 
Senate. Iam about to report another resolution which will have 
to be referred to that committee. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee. If it does not affect the contingent 
fund, my suggestion is not proper, and I withdraw it; but I sup- 
posed it did make a charge on the contingent fund. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I find upon examination that it does pro- 
pae the payment out of the contingent expenses of the Senate.” 

move to amend the resolution in the last line by substituting the 
word “fund” for “expenses,” and I would suggest its reference 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution as 
amended will be referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. COCKRELL 
April 1, 1897, reported it without amendment, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be 


= ttee on Finance 7 3 — 5 ae sacs 
e necessary expenses incurred in the pre ion of the above documents 
shall be tag og t fund pf the £ 


approved by the present chairman of the Committee on 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
5. read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill 1980) for the relief of George S. Ayre; and 
A bill (S. 1981) for the relief of George S. Ayre. 
Mr. E IS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 1982) for the relief 

David H. Lewis, of Lawrence, Kans.; which was read twice by 

ts title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 1983) granting an increase 
of 3 to Esther Williams; which was read twice by its title, 
= , with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

A bill (S. 1984) providing for an adjustment with the public- 
land States for lands in sections 16 and 36, sold as coal ; and 


A bill (S. 1985) granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1986) to increase the pension of 
Mary B. M ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1987) for the relief of 
James V. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1988) authorizing the lease or sale 
of certain public lands in the District of Columbia, known as res- 
ervation No. 201, to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1989) to amend an act 
entitled An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to certify 
to the of the Interior, for restoration to the public 
domain, lands in the States of Alabama and Mississippi not needed 
for naval purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1990) to require patents to be 
issued to land actually settled under the act entitled An act to 
provide for the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled 
part of the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; which 
1 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 

0 ` 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1991) granting a pension to 
David W. C. McCloskey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1992) for the 
relief of William Howett, of Tyrrell County, N. C.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads: 

A bill (S. 1993) for the relief of George Z. French, ex-postmas- 
ter, and the sureties upon his official bond as postmaster at Wil- 
aopean, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 1994) authorizing the Postmaster-General to advertise 
for sealed proposals to furnish to the Government first-class mail 
cars of the best and most substantial structure, sufficient in num- 
bers to perform the railway mail service of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1995) prone ay as pension 
to Mary Abercrombie Shufeldt; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 1996) providing for the pay- 
ment to the Indians of the Klamath Reservation, in Oregon, for 
lands excluded from the treaty reservation of said Indians by 
erroneous survey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1997) for the relief of 
George W.Cotner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1998) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
B. C. Lowe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posod by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to enco the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a list of the judgments of the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases ren- 
dered up to an appropriations at 


including the 25th instant and requiring 
of Congress. 


LIST OF CLAIMS ALLOWED. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secreta 


the present 


and also a list of 


all Congress, 
judgments of the Court of Claims req an appropriation at the present 
session. 
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LIST OF JUDGMENTS, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and a to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to report to the Senate, 
under section 11 of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled“ An act to provide for 
the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” all judg- 
ments rendered in the circuit and district courts of the United States, not 
heretofore reported, which require an appropriation for their payment. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


Mr. ELKINS. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the honorable Attorney- 
General be, and they are hereby, severally requested to transmit for the 
information of the Senate, as soon as may be, if not incompatible with public 
interests, copies of the followiug designated reports, documents, and exhibits 
of testimony, etc., relating to the alleged ill entry into the United States 
through the customs collection districts of C. plain, Vermont, New York, 
and New Jersey, of Chinese persons, either claimed to be merchants, minor 
children, females, or boys, alle to have been born in the United States 
and returning to this coun’ ter residence in China, or immigrant labor- 
ers. laundrymen, etc., in violation of the Chinese exclusion acts of July 5, 
9 3, 1893, and 9 ee ha — ERIR ; 

and accompan e: . Aubre e, employee 
Boston, Masa., of March en B50: of Chinese Inspector J. Thomas Scharf New 
York, N. Y., of November 23, and two of December 8, 1896, of January 20 and 
28, Fe 16 and 20,and March 10, 1897, and of United States Attorney John 
H. Seuter, rict of ‘Vermont, December 30, 1896, addressed to the honorable 
Attorney-General, and such other reports or documents nearing upon the 
subject which, in the opinion of the e e ce the Treasury and Attorney- 
General, made by the above-named or any other officers, will inform the Sen- 
ate as to the matter of the mat ig e illegal entry of Chinese persons into the 
United States since January 1, 1893, or as to the misconduct of officers charged 
with the enforcement of the said Chinese exclusion laws. 

Mr. HOAR. Imove to amend the resolution by striking out the 
word requested and inserting the word directed,“ and by 
striking out the words“ if not incompatible with public interests.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia accept the amendment? 

Mr. ELKINS. I poceni it. 9 í 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPHS AND POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. BUTLER. I submita resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate the reports received by the State Department, in obedience toa 
circular sent out by Secre: of State Blaine on May 20, 1881, to the consular 
representatives of the Uni States, instructing them to obtain from the 
several foreign governments certain information as to the practical workings 
of postal telegraphs and postal savings banks in operation in such countries, 
witch reports were referred to the Post-Office Depártment; also any other 
reports or information from our consular representatives pertaining to the 
same subjects which have been referred to the Post-Office Department; also 
any other information which the Post-Office Department has or may here- 
after receive relative to the nature and operation of postal telegraphs and 
postal savings banks in foreign countries. 

Mr. BUTLER. A week or two ago the Senate passed a resolu- 
tion calling upon the State Department for information in the 
possession of that Department relative to the operation of postal 
savings banks in foreign countries. The report of the Secretary 
of State has been sentin. It seems that niost of the information 
which that Department has received from foreign countries or 
from our consular representatives has been referred to the Post- 
Office Department without being printed. So the report of the 
Secretary of State informs us. It appears that May 20, 1881, at 
the request of Hon. William M. Springer, a circular letter was 
sent out to all our consular representatives asking for information 
relating to the operation of the postal telegraph and postal say- 
ings banks in 7 855 5 countries. That information was sent in 
and referred to the Post-Office Department, and it has never been 
printed. So no one has ever seen it. That information may give 
the Senate in a large measure what it wants. Certainly it will 
let us know in the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
what further information we need on the question. The resolu- 
tion simply calls on the Post-Office Department for that informa- 
ti 


on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution includes the reports that 
have been subsequently made and referred by the Secretary of 
State to the Post-Office Department. I did not think it would 
include them, but I see that the Senator has included them. In 
addition to that, the reports already received from the Secretary 
of State and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads and ordered to be printed ought not to be printed until the 
report is received from the Postmaster-General, and then all ought 
to be printed together. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator that it is my purpose 
to have the reports from the State Department printed with the 
information from the Post-Office Department, 


Mr. COCKRELL, This is only the report and not the accom» 
panying papers. The accompanying papers were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hold in my hand the reports that have been 
published so far and which the Secretary of State refers to in his 
communication, I have them prepared here, to be ready to be 

ublished as a document. When the other information comes 

om the Post-Office Department, I will ask the Senate to publish 
this information with that. I have it here prepared, cut out from 
the consular reports. 

Mr. COCKRELL, But_the accompanying papers that were 
sent with the letter of the Secretary of State are not here. Were 
there not a great many other peers sent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ey were not printed, because the 
Senate did not order the accompanying documents to be printed. 
They were sent to the committee without being printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It reads referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the communication from the 
8 of State which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only the communication? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is all. 

Mr. BUTLER. _It is only the communication that was printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to have the documents that were re- 
ferred to the committee to be held until this report comes in, and 
then have them all printed together. The Senator isa member of 
that committee? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will trust to him to see that that is done. 
We ought not to have them in broken doses. We want to have 
them all together in one document. 

Mr. BUTLER. I assure the Senator that all will be printed in 
one document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF ANNAPOLIS HARBOR, 


Mr. GORMAN. I offer a resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, uested to trans- 
mit to the Senate the reporta and exhibits, and papers submitted therewith, 
transmitted in 189% by the mayor, counselor, and city council of Annapolis, 
Md., to Col. Peter C. Hains, Co: of Engineers, United States Navy, in 
charge of the engineer office, Baltimore, in sup of improving An-; 
napolis Harbor, with a view of straightening, widening, and deepening the 
channel of the entrance of said harbor, so as to obtain a ship channel of 150 
feet wide and 2 feet deep at mean low water from Chesapeake Bay to the 
wharves of the United States Naval Academy in said harbor.” 

And that when received the same, together with House Document No. 57, 
Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, being Letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey 
of Annapolis Harbor, Md.," be printed as a Senate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is therebjection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the word “requested” 
and insert the word ‘ directed.” 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill modify the resolution in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified; 
and the question is on the adoption of the resolution as modified, 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 1,000 
extra copies of the bill (S. 1728) supplemental to an act entitled 
An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also an act approved 
July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amend- 
ment of said first-mentioned act, and other acts amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto, and directing the Attorney- 
General to have certain provisions of said acts judicially enforced: 
and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to take possession of 
the Union Pacific and Central Pacific railroads, to provide for a 
sinking fund, and for other purposes. I offered it as a substitute 
for the bill on the Calendar introduced by the Senator from Iowa 

Mr. GEAR]. The supply in the document room is exhausted. 

here is great demand for the bill, which is short, containing 
only five pages, and it will cost but little to have 1,000 extra copies 
of it printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Carolina? The Chair hears none, and it 
will be so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABILENE, TEX. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the Senate to take up for present consid- 
eration the bill (S. 927) to provide for the erection of & public 
building at Abilene, Tex. It has been reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Public Lands without amendment. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office, court-house, and other Government 
offices, in the city of Abilene and State of Texas, the cost of the 
site and building, including vaults, heating and ventilating ap- 
paratus, elevators, and approaches, not to exceed $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABERDEEN, 8. DAK. 


Mr. KYLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 109) for the erection of a public building at 
Aberdeen, S. Dak. It will take but a moment to pass it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the bill be read for informa- 
tion, sabaot to objection, 

The bill was , and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase or acquire by condem- 
nation proceedings, or otherwise, a site for and cause to be erected 
thereon a suitable building, with fireproof vaults therein, for the 
accommodation of the post-office and other Government offices at 
the city of Aberdeen, S. Dak., the plans, specifications, and full 
estimates for the building to be previously made and approved 
according to law, the cost for the site and building complete not 
to ex the sum of $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK LARKIN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 475) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Patrick Larkin, It is a bill which has 
formerly passed the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
War to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name 
of Patrick Larkin, late a privatein Company K, Fourth Regiment 
of Vermont Infantry Volunteers, to amend his military record ac- 
cordingly, and to issue to him an honorable discharge as of date 
ig thew | 17, 1864. 

Mr. PETTUS. I wish to ask some Senator to explain that bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say in response to the Senator from 
Alabama that a similar bill has passed the Senate once or twice 
before. It has been reported twice by the distinguished Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who examined into all the facts. 
Under a misapprehension, this man has a taint upon his record, 
and there is no question as to the right to have it removed; but, 
under the technical construction of the law by the War Depart- 
ment, he is refused what is manifestly his right; and he comes 
here, as a great many other soldiers come during every session of 


Congress, to get justice done him. There is no question as to the 
merit of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I give notice that as soon as the pending bill 
is disposed of I shall call for the regular order, the endar, so 


that we may dispose of bills in their order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 

PROPOSED PACIFIC RAILROADS INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a resolution for investigation in 
regard to the issuance of patents to the Pacific railroads that I 
should like to have dis of this morning, and I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that it be now considered. It is Order of Busi- 
ness No. 98. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A resolution calling for information? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, a resolution for an investigation of the 
issuance of patents to the Pacific railroads. It has been reported 
sf the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

E VICE-PRESIDENT, The title of the resolution will be 
80 5 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PETTIGREW, providing 
for the appointment of a committee of five Senators to investigate 
the issue of patents for lands to the Pacific railroads and to the 
California and Oregon Railroad, etc. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why does the Senator insist upon the pas- 
sage of the resolution when a standing committee of the Senate 
could just as easily investigate the subject? 
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Mr. GEAR. Ishould like to have the resolution read in full. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
April 19, 1897, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice- 
President, whose auae shall be to investigate the issue of patents for lands 
of the United States to the Pacific railroads and to the California and on 
Railroad. Said committee shall also investigate and report tothe Senate 
amount due the sinking fund of the Union and Central Pacific roads on ac- 
count of subsidies paid the Pacific i 


teamship Company by said roads 
and deducted from the gross earnings of said roads and 8 to the oper- 
ating expenses. 


The said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, to 
administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under oath touching the matte: 
which they are ees! empowered to investigate, and may hold their sessions 
during the recess of the Senate, and may appoint a clerk for said committee; 
and the necessary and proper expenses incurred in the execution of this order 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers ap- 
proved by the chairman of said committee. 

The resolution was reported from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent mses of the Senate with an amend- 
ment, to add to the resolution ‘‘ that the powers of said committee 
may be exercised by any subcommittee of their number.” 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the design of 
that resolution can be accomplished by referring it to the regular 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. It does not seem to me appro- 
priate to refer it to a special committee, which would be in the 
nature of a junketing committee. Every particle of information 
asked for in regard to the lands and in regard to the subsidies 
alluded to in the resolution can be acquired by a note addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of the Interior. 
It seems to me it is hardly worth while to appoint a special com- 
mittee; and I move to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I shall resist that reference, 
because I believe that would be the graveyard of the resolution. 

On December 22 last I introduced a joint resolution in this body, 
which was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House are esentatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of the 8 and he is hereby, directed to pay to the holders of the 
Union Pacific way Company's 6 per cent t notes the amount due 
thereon, and take possession of the bonds and stocks now held as security for 
said 8 bonds and stocks being the property of the Union Pacific Rall. 
way 8 

Then the joint resolution made an appropriation of $10,000,000 
to pay these trust notes. Isaid at that time that the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad had issued its trust notes, had sold them to Morgan 
& Co., and had given as collateral security stock of the branch 
lines to the amount of $63,000,000 and bonds of the branch lines to 
the amount of $28,000,000. I said that a corporation had been or- 
ganized by Morgan & Co. with a capital stock of $5,000,000, which 
proposed to issue bonds to the amount of $10,000,000 to take up 
these trust notes and take these collateral securities held by Mor- 
gan & Co. I said then that the purpose was to uire the title 
and control of the branch lines of the Union Pacific Railroad, and 
thereby destroy the security of the Government of the United 
States. These securities were worth thirty or forty million dol- 
lars. The consummation of this scheme has been going on since 
this resolution was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and yet nothing has been done about it. 

Mr. GEAR. I suggest that a report was made here, and the 
Senator will find the report on file. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Was the resolution reported? 

Mr. GEAR. The information was furnished, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, yes, Mr. President, the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads called upon E. Ellery Anderson for information, 
and a document was furnished corroborating exactly what I have 
said in this connection. My resolution, however, never was re- 
= and no attention was paid to it, but with t haste the 

rst bill reported by the Committee on Pacific R , and now 
on our Calendar, is a bill to carry out the scheme of these rail- 
road companies and accomplish that desire. Therefore, I say, if 
this resolution goes to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, it will 
. there and sleep the sleep of my other resolution in this con- 
nection. 

Here are the branch-line stocks and bonds of the Union Pacific 
Railroad, the essential and valuable securities of the Government, 
put in pledge for six or eight million dollars of collateral notes for 
some sort of floating debt; and that done, too, when the Pacific 
railroads were not bankrupt, when they were not insolvent, when 
they were earning money enough to pay all the interest on every- 
thing they owed. Here is a railroad put into the hands of a re- 
ceiver when it is earning money enough to pay the interest on all 
its indebtedness. But the money is diverted for other purposes, 
in order to put the road into the hands of a receiver, and then the 
stocks owned by the company, into which the earnings of all the 
branch lines have gone, are put up as collateral for the purpose 
of being sold out, so that in case the Government should foreclose 
upon the main line the branch lines could be attached to some 
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parallel road, and thereby the main line be made worthless. And 
yet the Committee on Pacific Railroads have done nothing about 
this resolution at all, except to call upon one of the receivers, who 

always acted, not for the Government or the people of the 
United States, but for the manipulators who have the control of 
these railroads, for a statement, and his statement corroborates 
what I say. r, 

He states that these stocks and bonds were placed in the hands 
of Morgan & Co. assecurities for these trust notes. Then he takes 
up in detail these securities and undertakes to show that they are 
worthiess, or nearly worthless, but no reason is given why the 
Government should not protect its interest, and yet the committee 
is entirely satisfied to let this drift along until the road is shorn of 
its branch lines and this security of the Government is entirely 
dissipated and destroyed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I inquire for information 
what the Senator means by ‘‘the security of the Government?” 
Has the Government now any claim upon the stocks and bonds 
which are pl for these trust notes? 

Mr. PETTIG EW. Iam very glad the Senator from Connecti- 
cut bas asked that question. The Government of the United 
States has security upon the main line and all 8 of the 
Union Pacific Railroad. The earnings of the road were used to 
construct these branch lines, and the Union Pacific Railroad holds 
the stocks and bonds of the branch lines. These stocks and bonds 
are worth 830,000,000, perhaps more. In good times they were 
worth a great deal more than that. They are put up as security 
for six or eight million dollars of borrowed money. The proposi- 
tion now is to foreclose, to sell the stocks and bonds, and to pay 
the trust notes. My proposition is that the Government of the 
United States should put up the money, take up the trust notes, 
and save this property. 

Once you sever the Union Pacific Railroad main line from the 
branch lines, the road would be almost worthless and would do 
simply a local business. That is all. Once you sever these branch 
lines and it can be done in this way and connect them with the 
Northwestern railroads, which run parallel to the Union Pacific 
Railroad pretty apariy into Ogden, you make the Union Pacific 
Railroad not worth the first mortgage upon it, to say nothing 
about the security of the Government, 

Therefore I say it is the duty of the Government to protect 
itself, as every sensible business man would protect himself, to 
advance the money, and to take up these notes, these stocks, and 
these bonds, and to protect its security. Any man who had a 
mortgage on the Union Pacific Railroad and its branches would 
certainly take up and protect the branch lines, which are the 
largest portion of that 5 

In view of the treatment of this resolution on the part of the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, I object to its reference to that 
committee, for I know that there would be an end of it, and it 
would never come back to this body, either adversely or otherwise. 
No attention has been paid to the resolution of December 22, ex- 
cepting to call on E. Ellery Anderson, who, while he pretended to 
be a Government director, was in reality a supple tool of the 
manipulators of the Pacific Railroad Company, for his opinion on 
the subject. What does E. Ellery Anderson reply? t these 
securities have been put up with Morgan & Co., and that they are 
not worth anything; and the committee is satisfied with that. 

I hope the Senate will vote down the motion to refer my resolu- 
tion, and then let the investigation goon. This investigation is 
important, Mr. President. I believe it can be shown that a mil- 
lion acres of land in northern California were patented, that the 
patents were secured through bribery, that they were not earned, 
and there is no pretense of earning the million acres of land. 

There are other things in connection with this matter that need 
looking into, and-need it badly, before this body considers the 
proposition to appoint a commission to settle with the highway- 
men who have lg these roads in the past. 

Mr. GEAR. . President, Ido not know anything about what 
the Senator believes pertaining to certain lands which have been 
granted and ceded by the Government, but I do know as to the 
resolution to which the Senator alludes, which he offered in the 

month of December, in the last Congress, that it was referred to 
Mr. Anderson, one of the Government receivers. There are five 

receivers of that road, and to Mr. Anderson is allotted the business 
of transacting the money part pertaining to that great enterprise. 
Mr. Anderson made an elaborate report, which is a matter of 
record in the Senate, in which he admitted that these securities 
had been put up to guarantee certain paper, and they were worth, 
as I now recollect, about from 2 to 30 cents. They are probably 
worth now about 8 or 9 cents in the aggr te. 

I believe it is not very prudent that the Government should go 
into the business of redeeming these securities and putting itself in 
the place of that paper. and I think it would be a reflection on the 
Committee on Pacific Rai „of which I have the honor to be 
chairman, to refer the resolution to aspecial committee. Every par- 
ticle of the information asked for by the resolution can be got by 


addressing a letter to the Secretary of the Interior or to the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury; and without a particle of expense or trouble, 
except the dictation of a letter on the part of the chairman of that 
committee, whoever he may be. On the other hand. if we adopt the 
resolution, a special committee will be appointed, of which the 
Senator from South Dakota will a be, and ought to be, chair- 
man by virtue of having moved the resolution, which will be a 
sort of junketing committee, with power to send for persons and 
papers, with authority to employ clerks and stenographers, and 
all that sort of thing. I hope the motion to refer will prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] to refer the resolution to the Com- 
ee on Pacific Railroads. [Putting the question.] The Chair 

oubts. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEAR. I suggest the want of a quorum, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from lowa suggests the 
absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Fairbanks, Kylo, Sewell, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Lindsay, Shoup, 
ory Sette 12 sone 
utler, allinger, antle, mer, 
Cannon, Gear, Mitchell, Ille ? 
Carter, rman, Morgan, Turner, 
Chandler, e, Murphy. Tapo 
Chilton, Harris, Kans, Perkins, Ves 
Clarke, nn. Pottigrew, Warren, 
Clay, Hawley. Pettus, Wellington, 
Culiom, Heitfeld, Platt, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Proctor, te, 
Deboe, enny, Raw Wilson, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr, GEAR. I ask that the resolution may spain be read, so 
that Senators who were absent may understand it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from South Dakota will strike 
out his reference to a select committee and refer the matter to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, I have no doubt he will reach all 
the results he now expects from the investigation. The commit- 
tee have every disposition in the world to look into this business, 
and I see no occasion for flying in the face of them now and ap- 
pointing a select committee, when we have never been invited to 
make the investigation, and when no suggestion has ever been 
made in the Senate that there was any desire that the committee 
should do it. 

I hope the Senator will modify his resolution so as to instruct 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads to do this work. Several 
gentlemen have been added to the committee at the present ses- 
sion; in fact, the committee has been almost entirely reconstructed, 
and it is very anxious to get to work about this business. It de- 
sires to inform itself and the country, teo, about the situation of 
this great subject. Isee no reason at all for ignoring it or going 
by it and appointing a select committee, and I hope it will not be 

one, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays having been or- 


dered, the Secre will call the roll. 
Mr. ALLEN, hat is the question before the Senate? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on agreeing to the 
r. GEAR] to refer the resolu- 


motion of the Senator from sr a 

tion to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

5 a ALLEN. The resolution of the Senator from South Da- 
ota? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes. 

Mr. BATE. Was there not a motion on the part of the Senator 
from Alabama to strike out and insert? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; the question of reference is now before 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A suggestion was made by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. MORGAN. As I understand the parliamentary situation 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from South Dakota, the 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. Of course I 
will vote for that motion. At the same time, I asked the Senator 
if he would not modify his original resolution so as to cause the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads to make the investigation instead 


clines to nS resolution or to change it. 
8 W. Yes; I do not accept the modification sug- 
gested by the Senator from Alabama. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Then I hope the resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, this is a proposition 
to have an investigation made, and so far as I am concerned, I am 
perfectly willing to have one of the regular standing committees 
of the Senate make it at any time, if the committee thinks it ought 
to be made, It seems to me it would be better, instead of having 
a special committee appointed for this purpose, to direct the com- 
mittee which would seem to have jurisdiction of the question to 
make the investigation, if it sees fit to do so. 

It is to be an investigation with r seared to patents issued for 

ublic lands, and it seems to me it would be more properly made 
* the Committee on Public Lands than by any other standing 
committee of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN, That is only a part of the proposed investiga- 


tion 

Ar. JONES of Arkansas. If, as suggested by the Senator from 
Alabama, the resolution embraces a larger field, and if there is 
some other standing committee of the Senate having jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter, I think it would be much better to direct 
that standing committee to make whatever investigation ought to 
be made. For that reason I shall vote against the proposition to 
refer, for it seems to me the Senate is just as competent to deter- 
mine now whether an investigation ought to be made as it will be 
after the resolution has been sent to a standing committee. But, 
so far as I am concerned, I should be glad to havea standing com- 
mittee directed to make the investigation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The chairman of the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads has already stated to this body, in support of his 


motion to have the resolution referred to his committee, that no 


investigation is necessary; that without any Whatever a 
T Tat be written to the Department and information 
secur 


ga GEAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I made no such state- 


mie , PETTIGREW. I misunderstood the Senator, then, for I 
certainly 

Mr. GEAR. That would be construed as meaning that I, as 
chairman of the committee, would disobey an order of the Senate. 
If the Senate desires that an investigation shall be made and refers 
the matter to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, it will be made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understood the Senator to say that all 
the information necessary could be acquired without any expense 
by writing a letter to the Department. 

Mr. GEAR. So I believe. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Was not that the statement? 

Mr. GEAR. I believe that to be true, but if it should not be 
found to be true, it can be done the other way 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But the Senator 55 it as a fact that it 
can be done. 

Mr. GEAR. I believe it can be done, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And yet hedesires that the resolution shall 
be sent to his committee for the purpose of seeing that no investi- 
gation is had. That is the situation. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator misrepresents me entirely, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Senator himself says he believes there is great fraud 
connected with these patents. I do not know about that; it may be 
true; but my belief is just as good as the Senator's, and I believe 
the information can be obtained from the proper Department. 
But whatever may be the action of the Senate in referring the 
resolution to the committee of which I am chairman I am willing 
to abide by, and if the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama 
igi Morgan] that the committee be instructed is adopted, I 

I be content. 

Mr. KYLE. I will ask the Senator from Iowa if the standing 
committee is not willing to make the investigation if the Senate 
desires it shall be made? 

Mr. GEAR. Of course. 

Mr. KYLE. I suppose the Committee on Pacific Railroads is 
entirely competent to pass u the subject. 

Mr. FA I would suggest, then, to the Senator from 
Iowa that he withdraw the motion to refer and allow the Senator 
from Alabama to make the motion he suggested. 

Mr. GEAR. If the Senator from Alabama wishes to make that 
-motion, I will withdraw the motion to refer. 

Mr. FAULKNER. He can not do so with the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa pending. 

Mr, GEAR. The Senator from Alabama said he did not wish 
to make the motion. But if he does, I am 3 accept it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is to strike out the words creating a spe- 
cial committee and insert the Committee on Pacific Railroads.” 

Mr. GEAR. Iam willing to accept that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the resolution by striking 
out a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice- 
President, whose duty it shall be to” and insert the 
on Pacific Railroads shall.“ 

Mr. GEAR. accept the amendment, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Ala 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


PROPOSED SALE OF THE UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER on 
the 12th instant, as follows: 


„bearing 6 

the Central Pacific Railroad 8 
and its ö uone opii the con 
80 issued and delive to said 3 ap vee pa with all interest the: 
pest po at maturity, be paid to the United States, and upon the failure of 
vith all the to comply with said condition the said railroad and telegraph 

To wit operty rig! rights, functions, immunities, and appurtenances 
land ts to the said company by the 


thereunto bel gran 
at ye vs of said default shall remain in the owner- 


United States w 


ship of said company, to be subject to be taken Soe poria of by the 

Treasury, for gae use and benefit of the United States; and 
Whereas the United States has issued its bonds, payable in th ears 
date, 6 per cent interest annum. amounting to 


c Railroad Company 
the principal and srg of eg bonds 3 by 


the tral Pacific and Union 


forfeiture of all the e terms of enid sipa 8 G franchises 
asa eiture Ə an 
22 ͤ by Cane trom: te m a Yera Sa 

3 it is made the the A 92 such forfeit- 


Recretary of the Treasury to said railroads and 
all of the property . a 
. thereunto belonging, an‘ all lands granted to com- 
ere by the United States hien at this time may remain in the ownership 
of said companies, subject to any lawful prior and paramount mortgage, lien, 
or as the leading of the United States in 1 
ereas purpose 
build this great transcontinental system of railway wasto estab! 2 
highway across the continent, to be operated as one continuous line as an in- 
strument of the Government, from the Missouri River to the Pacitic Ocean, 
which is the di d public policy of the Government; and 
Whereas information has come to the Senate that the executive depart- 
ment of the Government has entered into an pit polis 
bination of purchasers to sell the Union Pacific ch course would 
not only reverse the declared public policy of the United — but also thus 
destroy 5 FW 
public mite. of this bag a 
‘Whereas the termsof the 


1 wer 
opus 3 Executive or — — Laken — 


this property or any part of the same 


ree That the President.of the United 8 ers to inform 
the Senate under what authority this proposed sale Union Pacific 
Railroad has been agreed on between the Executive tg any 8 of 
purchasers. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
NORTH DAKOTA SCHOOL OF FORESTRY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order, and the Secre- 
will announce the first case on the Calendar. 

e bill (S. 1120) granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry was 
announced as the first case in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who reported the bill is not 
3 and I ask that it may be passed over without losing its 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection on the part 

of Senators, that will be the order. 
GEORGE M, ANDERSON. 

The bill (S. 995) for the relief of George M. Anderson, of the 
State of Nebraska, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘entry,” to strike 
out without any fees or payments to the Government excepting 
the local land office fees:“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., ee gh M. Anderson, of Rock County, Nebr., be,and 


he is hereby, authorized to make a homestead entry of 160 
acres on 5 ya the) buche I 5 — of the United States which are now, or may 
8 to homestead entry, and that in thereof 


be given: — for any time he may have ae — in dae seh Te 


= 8 omestead en by mistake, on the ni 

2 township 95 95 north, of pnd ah in Gregory Oowaty, 8. oe be 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in the case be read, please. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri desires 
that the report shall be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. ALLEN March 
30, 1897, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 995) for 
the relief of George M. Anderson, of the State of Nebraska, leave 
port the recommenda 


to re- 
same back favorably with the tion that it do pass as 
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Geo. M. Anderson resides at Mariaville, Rock County, Nebr. Au 
= rn 


1892, he established a residence on the NE. + of sec. 28, T. 95 N., R. 5 

G ry County, S. Dak., constru thereon a sod house 14 by 30 feet, a 
sod n 14 by feet, an outside cellar 10 by 16 feet, dug and curbed two 
wells, fenced 75 acres,and put 80 acres under cultivation. These improve- 
ments had an te value of about $600. Thesettlement on and improve- 
ment of the land was made in good faith by Mr. Anderson and with a view 
of acquiring title under the homestead laws, and in the full belief that he 
was locating upon that portion of the Big Sioux Indian Reservation Ste 
to settlement 8 of the President of the United States ot 


belief was founded upon the best information obtain- 


the ceded and reserved Indian lands in 8 County, S. Dak., was estab- 
lished, he learned for the first time that the lan: 
was within the boundaries of those set 15 15 for the Indians receiving annui- 
ties at the Rosebud ASOT: In August, 1895, Mr. Anderson abandoned his 
land in Gregory County, S. Dak., leaving his improvements, thereby sus- 
taining a loss to the amount of their value, as above stated. ho 
entry and residence on and cultivation of said land were bona fide and con- 
tinnous from August, 1892, to August, 1895. 

The committee submit as a part of this report the following affidavits: 


STATE OF NEBRASKA, Rock County, ss: 


M. Anderson, being duly sworn, depose and say that m 
Sounty; gobr ni in Angust, 1982.1 
improvements thereon, to wit: Sod 


stead laws, and in the full belief that the same was upo that portion of the 
Big Sioux Indian Reservation opened to settlement the proclamation of 
the President of the United States dated February 10, „Which belief was 
founded upon careful observation and the best information obtainable; that 
when the Government survey was made in 1895, and the line between the 
ceded and reserved lands in Gregory e S. Dak., was established, I for 
the first time learned that land above described was within the boundaries 
of the land set apart for the Indians receiving annuities at the Rosebud 
Agency; that in August, 1895, I abandoned said d, leaving thereon all of 
the above-descri improvements, by which removal and abandonment I 
sustained a loss of not less than $650; that my residence u said land was 
bona fide and continuous from August, 1892, to August, 1 and was made 
and maintained with the view, as above stated, of acquiring title thereto 
under the homestead laws. 
GEO. M. ANDERSON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of March, 1897. 
[BEAL] J. H. LAYNE, Notary Public. 


STATE OF NEBRASKA, Rock County, ss; 


I, George M. Anderson, being duly sworn, nepon and say that my 
office address is Mariaville, Rock County, Nebr,; that in August, 1892, I settled 
upon NE. of sec. 28, T. 95 N., R. 69 W., in Gregory County, S. Dak., and that 
I made upon the said land the foliowing improvements, to wit: One sod house 
14 by 80, sod stable 14 by 50, outside ce 0 by 14, about 60 acres fenced with 
two wires, and 75 acres under cultivation, two wells, curbed up; the 
aggregate value of said improvements was é t said settlement and im- 
proyements were made in good faith with the view of acquiring title to the 
sameunder the homestead 3 in the full belief that the same was upon 
that portion of the Big Sioux Indian Reservation oa to settlement by the 
President's p n dated February 10, 1890, which belief was based upon 
careful observation and the bést information obtainable; that when the Gov- 
ernment survey was made in 1895, and the lines between the ceded and re- 
served lands in Gregory County, S. Dak., established, I found that the land 
above described was within the boundary of the land set apart for the Indians 
receiving annnities at the Rosebud Agency; that in August, 1895, I abandoned 
said land, leaving thereon all of the a ve-described improvements, by which 
removal and abandonment I sustained a loss of not less than $650; that m 
residence upon said land was bona fide and continuous from August, 5 
until 1 1895, and was made and maintained with the view, as above 
peoa of acquiring title thereto under the homestead laws of the United 

tes. 


GEO. M. ANDERSON. 
Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this 24th of March, 


[SEAL] G. A. HILLBURY, 
Clerk District Court. 


STATE OF NEBRASKA, Rock County, s8: 


We, W.H. Scott and Frank Sageser, being duly sworn, sapere and sa 
that after hearing the above affidavit read (which was made by George M. 
re ea hereby 8 that the same is true in all respects, tothe best of 
our knowledge and belie 


W. H. SCOTT. 
FRANK SAGESER. 
Subscribed in my presence and sworn to before me this 24th day of March, 


G. A. HILLBURY, 
Clerk District Court. 


of this bill with the 


[SEAL] 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage 
following amendment: Strike out the words “ without any fees or pa ents 
to the Government, excepting the local land office fees,“ in lines 7, §, and 9. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 


Mr. RAWLINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1896) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, 
the capital of the State of Utah. tc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As this is a special case, I do not object to 


its being eee now, but hereafter I shall insist upon the 
regular order, 

a BATE. I thought we were proceeding with the regular 
order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have been, but this is a special case and 
it will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ISAAC MARSH. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Bagal order! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. The 
next case on the Calendar will be announced. 

The bill (S. 27) for the relief of Isaac Marsh was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “entry,” to strike out 
without any fees or payments to the Government excepting the 
local land-office fees;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Isaac Marsh, of Lincoln County, Nebr., be, and he 
is hereby, permitted and authorized to make a homest entry of 160 acres 
on any of the public lands of the United States which are now or may here- 

ome subject to homestead entry, and that in making proof thereof 
he shall be given credit for any time he may have spent in improving land 
embraced in timber-culture entry No. 13732 in the North Platte land district 
in Nebraska: Provided, That in order to obtain the benefit of this act said 


Isaac Marsh shall show that he was not the owner in fee simple of 80 acres of 


land free of incumbrance at the date of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. X 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


ACCOUNT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND FLORIDA, 


The bill (S. 380) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle the mu account between the United States and the 
State of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary 
under the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CLAIM OF METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH SOUTH. 
The bill (S. 629) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 


in the case of The Book Agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
Hao i i t The United States was considered as in Committee 
of the ole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
The preamble was agreed to. ; 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM MOSS. 


The bill (S. 1310) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, d , was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay $14,175 to the administrator of 
the estate of William Moss, deceased, late of Arkansas, for the 
benefit of the heirs at law of the deceased, for extra services in 
transporting the United States mails from Washington, Ark. 
Clarksville, Tex., and back three times a week from July 1, 1854, 
until June 30, 1858, which services were not provided for in his 
contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF CHARLES M. ROBERTS, 


The bill (S. 438) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to pay to the administrator de bonis non of the estate of 
harles M. Roberts, deceased, $39,034.21, in full settlement of the 
findings of the Court of Claims in Congressional case No. 71, 
House Miscellaneous Document No. 108, Forty-ninth Congress, 
first session. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF LEWIS SMITH. 


The bill (S. 433) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal 
representative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to pay to Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. 

Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal representative 

of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, $2,317.77, 

being their father’s and grandfather's portion of prize money as 

first lieutenant of the brig Warrior, due and unpaid on or about 
July 17, 1815, 


1897. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. In line 3 I move to strike out Treasurer 
of eee States ” and insert Secretary of the Treasury;“ so 
as 3 


That the Secretary of the T. 
hands not otherwise appropriated, to C 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. It is a very old 
claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The sca bard organ to read the report submitted by Mr. 
STEWART March 30, 1897. ben 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator reporting the bill is not pres- 
ent, and I can not tell from the wording of the bill whether inter- 
est was allowed in the account. I have no objection to the bill if 
interest is not computed. If it is computed, I want to make re- 
sistance to it. Therefore I ask that the bill may be passed over 
without losing its place. I had hoped that the report would ex- 
plain whether the interest was computed, but it does not. Ihave 
glanced over the entire report. I ask that the bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be 3 over without 
prejudice, and the next bill will be announced. 


JOHN VEELEY. 


The bill (S. 698) for the relief of John Veeley was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay, to John Veeley 
the value of five certain Treas notes found by Veeley and for- 
warded to and now in the hands of the Treasurer of the United 
States, the five notes being of the denomination of $100. Butin 
ascertaining the value of the notes there shall be added to the 
ast ee of those bearing interest all unpaid interest thereon, 
according to their terms, to the date when the notes became 
redeemable, and such amount shall be paid and received in full 
satisfaction of the claim of John Veeley. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF THOMAS SHERWIN, 


The bill (S. 712) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to the legal representative of Thomas Sherwin, de- 
ceased, late of Washington County, Md., $820 for stores and 
supplies furnished the Army of the United States during the late 
war, this sum having been fixed by the Quartermaster-General as 
fair compensation for the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH J. KINYOUN, 


The bill (S. 240) to authorize Joseph J. Kinyoun, passed assist- 
ant surgeon of the Marine-Hospital Service, to accept a medal 
from the President of the Republic of Venezuela, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and 
for other purposes, further insists upon its disagreement, asks a 
further conference with the Senate, and had appointed Mr. SHER- 
MAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN managers on the 
part of the House at the further conference. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which is Senate joint resolution No. 26. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition 
of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be 
maintained, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
HALE to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr.MORGAN. Unless someother Senator desires to debate the 
joint resolution, I am ready to take a vote on the question of refer- 
ring it to the Committee on Foreign Relations, merely stating that 
there can beno possible reason for such a reference, so faras I have 
had an opportunity to judge of thesituation. I therefore shall ask 
for a vote by yeas and nays upan the motion to refer, 

The VICE-PRESID À e yeas and nays are demanded on 
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shall pay, out of any money in his 
A. Graves, etc. 


the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to refer the 
joint resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I think on a matter of such grave importance 
there should be as nearly as is possible a full attendance of the 
Senate. There certainly is no quorum here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let us have a call of the Senate, then, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum is sug- 
gested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Lindsay, Spooner, 
Baker, boe, McBride, Ste 
te, Fairbanks, Mantle, Thurston, 
Barre Gallinger, M Turpion 
rrows, allinger, organ, rpie, 
Butler, Hale, — 5 Walthall, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Perkins, Warren, 
Carter, sad Pettus. Wellington, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pritchard, hite. 
Cullom, Kenney, Rawlins, 
Daniel, Kyle, Shoup, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 
upon this question, I crave the attention of the Senate for a moment 
or two in the endeavor to express a modest doubt upon the e 
diency of adopting the resolution of the senior Senator from 
bama, and to submit a thought upon the issue confronting us. 

It is a most important matter that the Senate is asked to pass 
upon in the pending resolution. We axe called upon to declare for 
the belligerency of the insurgents in Cuba. If it were to remain 
at that, perhaps it would not be so important; but if the Senate 
at this time declares for belligerency, and the other branches of 
our Government agree thereto, there may be consequences follow- 
ing after, beginning in strained relations with Spain and ending 
perhaps in war, accompanied by all its attendant evils and dis- 
asters; and as we are considering this subject, we should also con- 
template the result which may tread close upon its consummation. 

I believe we should ponder well and study carefully this ques- 
tion, laden as it is with grave and serious effects, and for this 
reason I shall vote to refer the joint resolution to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

As we know, a new Administration has come into power. It 
has been invested with the prerogative of government upon cer- 
tain proposons: and has assumed obligations toward our people 
which it must fulfill. Back of us lie four years of hard times 
with the “plain, common people,” as we would call them in the 
language of Abraham Lincoln; four years of depression, distress, 
and disaster. Back of us lie four years in which capital has 
either been hiding itself or has gone out into the channels of trade 
and manufacture, and has lost not only the compensation that 
should come to it, but the principal as well; four Phe the path- 
way of which is strewn with the wrecks of firms that have failed 
and banks that have broken. Back of us lie four years in which 
many of the American people, eager and willing to work, have 
stood idle in the market places and have had no chance or oppor- 
tunity to sell their labor, and in a land of abundant harvest there 
has been hunger and a lack of food. 

This having been the condition of the nation when the Ameri- 
can poopie 1 the last election, they declared that there 
should a change of policy and an attempt to correct the un- 
fortunate conditions, and that to effect this purpose the Repub- 
lican ariy should be intrusted with control of national affairs. 
The Republican party has come into power. The Republican 
party has come into power upon certain propositions and distinct 
promises; and, sir, in my opinion, the responsibility that now con- 

onts us is the redemption of the pledges made. The matter 
which we should first consider is our own situation and the rem- 
edy for existing adverse circumstances. Let us see that all is 
well at home. t us not look so much to Crete. Let us not look 
so much toward European powers. Let us not look so much be- 
yond our own boundaries, but confine our vision to the affairs 
that concern us within ourselves. 

Onr first duty is to the American people, not to Cuba, not as 

ainst Spain, not with respect to 1 5 or England or any for- 
eign nation. It is to the American people that the Senate of the 
United States owes present, aye, immediate, attention. We should 
faithfully perform that duty, and with due celerity findaremedy 
for the sad plight and unhappy environments which have re- 
tarded advancement and progress for four years, and from which 
the American people desire succor and relief, and if it be not af- 
forded them, they will hold the Administration responsible for the 
failure of its mission, and hurl the Republican party from the 
throne of power. 
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The first step in the performance of this duty is the passage of 
a protective tariff bill, with impost duties so adjusted as to yield 
revenue sufficient for the expenses of our Government and encour- 
age, shield, and protect American industries to the end that Ameri- 
can labor be employed and agriculture, manufactures, and trade 
stimulated, so as to make it profitable for American capital to go 
out and inyest itself in American industries in every section of 
our domain. The people demand it. The Chief Executive of the 
nation has convened Congress for that specific purpose. I have 
but lately come from the people, and I want to say to Senators that 
the American people are more interested in the passage of a tariff 
bill than in the adoption of the Cuban resolution. Why? The 
antidote for the cure of our Bees) ills lies in the restoration of 
confidence, a revival of credit, and a resumption of activity in 
the sluggish channels of trade. This can only be accomplished b 
the removal of the uncertainty surrounding us. Such a tariff bill 
is now before the Senate. We should not hesitate in prompt and 
3 action; we dare not, if we would retain the respect of 

e people. 

After you have passed a tariff bill there is still another and 
by rem important action that you should achieve, if the mission 
of the Republican party, to restore confidence in the country, is 
to become an accomplished fact. When you have provided reve- 
nue and protected our industries, next in order should be the ques- 
tion of the currency. For a prosperous state of business the coun- 
try should have a solid and strong currency—a currency based 
upon the gold standard of value; for sound money is to com- 
merce and trade what pure blood is to the human body, anda 
debased currency acts upon business as poison in our veins. 

The it O party stands pl to that, and, after the 
tariff bill been „the Senate of the United States and the 
House of Representatives should devote their time to bringing 
the American nation face to face with such a system of currency 
as will have the qualities of uniformity and stability throughout 
the land, give the people confidence in our money, and reestablish 
trust and faith at so that hereafter there shall be no question 
as to the value of an American dollarand no doubt as to the mean- 
ing of the pledge of the nation when it promises to pay a certain 
sum. A commission should at once be appointed to formulate a 

and present it for enactment. 

Not only is this necessary, but something more is requisite to 
restore full confidence among the people themselyes and cause a 
revival of reliance among European nations. What is that? We 
must demonstrate to the people of the world that the American 

ublic is a conservative government. We must not go out as 
a Bombastes Furioso among the nations of the earth, nor yet as 
Don Quixote, seeking to attack windmills that are beyond our 
boundary; nor yet be like unto the inebriated Irishman at the fair 
of Donnybrook, who had taken off his over-garment and was drag- 
ging it back of him, ing some one ‘‘to tread on the tail of his 
coat.” No; we must do something more than that; something 
different from that. We must e it self-evident that our Na- 
tional Legislature is careful and discreet, and will do that which 
is honest, fair, and just toward all other nations, 

Why is it n for this country to have the confidence of 
European nationalities? Can we stand alone? We are proud of 
our nationality, and day by day we hear it said that America can 
stand alone. America can not stand alone. America needs the 
brain and the muscle of the nations of the earth for her develop- 
ment. Why is it that in a cen this great country of ours has 
advanced more than Europe did in ten centuries before? It has 
advanced because it became the beneficiary of all the thought 
that was generated in those ten centuries; it has advanced be- 
cause it has had the labor and skill, the nerve and power of those 
nationalities who have come here. 

What we want is not only that, but we need the capital of 
Europe to develop the vast natural resources of this country. 
How will you obtain that? Will you procure it by every week in 
this Senate making an inflammatory harangue? ill you acquire 
it by one week after another having a Senator on this floor evoke 
a resolution attacking some European coun No; youcan not 
accomplish it in that way. I beg the Senate that it hesitate a 
moment, that it take warning in time. It is not well for America 
to stand alone and have opposed to her all European nationali- 
ties. We need their support; we need their help; and the only 
way we can win and earn it is to enjoy their confidence and retain 
r an it that the eres Sopconsica ot $ ? 

wasi e great depression of four years ago came 
It se PANAS Euro nations were losing confidence in this 
Republic, and deemed that the people of America were about to 
break their promises as to obligations incurred. What we must 
do in the Senate, what we must do in the House of Representa- 
tives, what we must do in this Administration, is to app to the 
nations of the earth in a manner which will inspire in them an 
abiding faith not only in our willingness to keep every promise, 
but also in our caution and desire for peaceful gro This 
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will assure them that in this 
servatism as in the monarchies of Europe. Canyou do this by 
passing the resolution offered by the senior Senator from Alabama 
in such haste as will not allow a reference to the Committee on 
Borde Relations? 

As I have said, a new Administration has come into power, and 
anew policy in home affairs is to be pursued. I desire to say here 
and now that the policy of the late Administration under Grover 
Cleveland, in the contention between Spain and Cuba, has my a 
proval. I believe it was the correct policy; I believe it was a safe 
policy; I believe it was a patriotic po icy, andas a Republican here 
to-day I am fair enough to say that Grover Cleveland did what 
was best for his country in refusing to rush headlong into a prop- 
osition which would mean entanglement, if not war. I deprecate 
war. It is under any circumstance a calamity, and if incurred 
without just cause, a crime. 

Having had a new Administration, haying now appointed a full 
Committee on Foreign Relations, is it not well that they should 
first consider this resolution? Is it not well that we should go to 
them with this most important document and say, ‘‘ Consider this 
carefully; look into the information you may have from Cuba, 
and after you have well considered it, if, in your judgment, it is 
best that the Senate of the United States should adopt this reso- 
lution, then we will take it under advisement, and not adopt it 
even then unless it is expedient and wise, upon judgment found 
from indisputable evidence.” Let us not act upon impulse in this 
matter, and without referring it to the appropriate committee. 
Why do we have committees? We have them for the purpose of 
gaining the best information and examining by the calmest judg- 
ment the momentous questions of government which arise in the 
forward march of time. 

I have heard in this Senate, since I have sat here as quietly as 
my constituents would allow me, the speeches of the senior Sena- 
tor from Alabama and the other Senators who favor this resolu- 
tion. I have heard nothing in any of their ar ents which makes 
it appear that we have any such information as would make it 
incumbent upon us to act hastily with prejudice or passion. 

What information has the Senate in regard to affairs in Cuba? 
We have newspaper reports. What are newspaper reports? Are 
they always true?_ Is that the kind of information upon which 
the Senate of the United States should act? I think not, and I for 
one am not willing to act upon newspaper information. We all 
know that very frequently—npon many occasions—newspaper ac- 
counts are wrong. Iam reminded by this of a story that I saw 
not long ago about a town in my own section. There was a daily 
newspaper there and Bey employed a reporter, this reporter be- 
ing paid to give news to the paper. pe ray in one evening with- 
out copy, he said to the proprietor, ‘‘ There has nothing occurred 
in town that is noteworthy; nothing that is of sufficient moment 
to be put into a newspaper, and therefore I have no report to make.” 
Ah,“ said the proprietor, “ but we pay you to give usnews. You 
must produce n The reporter thereupon sat down and 
wrote an account something like this: 


WHAT MIGHT HAVE BEEN A MOST HORRIBLE ACCIDENT. 


ner, foroo down a by-street, there might have been a great accident in that 
locality. 


That is newspaper report, and of like character are many of the 
press dispatches we have in regard to Cuba. We have reports of 
imaginary battles which covered pages,and if you were to add 
together all the killed, wounded, and missing, according to reports 
in the press, the number would aggregate as many as the total 

opulation of the island. Whatother information have we? The 
mate has none before it, and the only way you will finally re- 
ceive it is by referring the resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. Let this committee go to the President of the United 
States, and let him put in motion the machinery of the Govern- 
ment and procure the official reports of the consul-general, the 
consuls, and commercial agents of our Government, Then you 
will have information before you upon which action may be taken. 

For this reason I believe, Mr. President, that the calm, sober, 
second thought of the Senate should refer this resolution to the 
committee, and not act upon it until that committee reports it 
back tous. Whatfurther? When the resolution shall have been 
reported to the Senate, Mr. President, I shall hesitate to vote in 
favor of it. I am cpa to jingoism and that spirit of unrest 
which seems to pervade our people and would force us to quarrel 
whether there is just cause or not. So far as I am concerned, un- 
less there be better authority than I have yet heard, unless there 
be some str information than has yet come to me, I shall 
vote against the resolution, because I do not believe there is such 


t Republic there is as much con- 
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a condition of affairs as would make it advisable for the Senate 
of the United States to recognize a state of war in Cuba. 

Much has been said about the parallel case of our own country; 
much has been said about the struggling colonies when they stood 
in revolution and rebellion against the mother country; but, sir, 
there was a different condition then.. Before the American colo- 
nies asked any of the nations of the earth to look upon them as a 
new accession to the family of nations they had esta ed a civil 
government. 

You remember there was a Continental Congress; you remem- 
ber that Congress sat and conducted its business in an orderly 
manner at the seat of Government; that it had a President anda 
membership representing thirteen regularly constituted States, 
and that the patriots of the Revolution the three different 
branches of a republican form of government—legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial—before the nations of the earth recognized the 
independence and the belli cy of the American colonies and 
received them as the United States of America. They, in the first 

lace, as I have said, established a civil government, and when 

ey had so established it they began to make war, and then it 
was that other nationalities agreed to ig ed belligerency. 

And, Mr. President, when those nationalities recognized it, was 
it because they believed most in the justice of our cause and by 
reason of their devotion to liberty and freedom, or was it because 
they thought by so doing they could attack England and force her 
into a general war that induced them to grant their influence and 
support? It was because they wanted to attack England, and they 
aid attack her through the colonies, and every blow for the colo- 
nies was a stroke inst the mother country. France saw her 
power on this continent waning, and she desired to strike down 
that of her successful rival through the patriot revolutionists. 

Where is the civil government upon the Island of Cuba? Where 
is the capital of the government? Where is the co that is 
there assembled? here are the legislatures? ere is the 
president of the republic? Where is its judiciary? Where the 
many things that would denominate and demonstrate the fact that 
there is in Cuba to-day a civil government? Nowhere. They 
exist only in the imagination of those who are carried away by 
sentiment and sympathy. I do not believe that sentiment should 
guide this nation in its foreign policy. I would have my country 
stand by international law and follow the path of severe justice 
and national advancement. But if itis to be a matter of senti- 
ment, then, sir, there is sentiment upon the other side. 

Let us acknowledge the debt of gratitude we owe. Do we owe 
the Kingdom of Spain anything? I for one make the acknowl- 
edgment that we do. When the Genoese navigator stood a beg- 

in all the courts of Europe, soliciting men and money and 
ips that he might go out upon the great voyage of discovery 
which was to give to the Old a New World, he received no en- 
couragement anywhere until he came to the monarchy of Spain. 
Having made petition there, Ferdinand and Isabella, out of their 
own funds, advanced him enough to make that adventurous voy- 
age, and he gave Spain in return a splendid empire. 

Sines then, in the passing of the centuries, the magnificent pos- 
sessions gained by discovery have disappeared, and Cuba is among 
the last of her N So far as I am concerned, unless 
there be proof to the contrary, I shall vote against this resolution 
if it be considered from the standpoint of sentiment. But again I 
appeal that we be not carried away by sentiment and sympathy 
for others, but look to it that charity begins at home and justice 
be done for our own. 

I say, Mr. President, that we must be careful. I have noticed 
a spirit that seems to indicate that we imagine the nations of Eu- 
rope are our hereditary enemies. I have seen manifest in the 
Senate a spirit which would seem to say that England is lying in 
wait for us with a club to break our national head; that along all 
the pathway of our diplomatic 5 England has 

lacing traps to catch our national feet. Ido not believe it. I 
nob believe England is our hereditary enemy. I believe that 
to England we owe a greater debt of gratitude than to any other 


nation. 
What would this Republic be but for English indomitable pluck, 
incomparable determination, and love of personal liberty? Who 

vethecoloniestheir origin? English inspiration, English power, 

glish thought, English sentiment, English language, English 
law, built them up one after another. I know the State in which 
I live was planted by Englishmen, it was nurtured by * 
men, and became a great State in the American Union mai y by 
English thought and British courage, which into the wil- 
derness with the rifle in one hand and the ax in the other to found 
a new home and to defend it. 

The Declaration of ee pan Enpe; when it was issued in the City 
of Brotherly Love, though written by Thomas Jefferson, but re- 
‘echoed what John Hampden and Algernon Sidney and Oliver 
‘Cromwell had fought for in England years before. 

Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a little longer. I 
know that I shall lay myself open to criticism for having talked 


thus long, being one of the new members of this body; but lam 


always and I want my position understood. I represent in 
part one of the oldest States, and desire to voice the opinion of glo- 
rious Maryland. In my humble . our people would say 
to the Senate of the United States, Be careful, thoughtful, pru- 
dent, for the recognition of a state of war in Cuba may be fraught 
with cares and troubles we know not of.” 

Make haste slowly. You do not know what may follow. This 
is a defiance to Spain by reason of the dangerous situation it creates. 
You may say — is a weak power; that Spain can be demolished 
and annihila by our forces in thirty minutes, as has been sug- 
gested in the newspapers. I donbt it. Are you ready for war? 
Ask the general of your Army; ask the commander of your Navy. 
Is the American Republic ready for war? I do not believe it is. 
If one of the great nations of Europe were to come here to-day, 
they could demolish every "es you have on the Atlantic coast 
from the rock-bound isle of Maine to the headlands of Florida 
before you could gather stren, to prevent or resist an invasion. 

I do not think any nation of Europe or the combined strength 
of the European nations can inv and conquer us; but, sir, 
when we are called upon to defend seaports you will find that our 
Navy is inadequate and our coast without protection. Until you 
are ready for war do not take such steps as will bring on a conflict. 
It is not Spain alone. Every European country that has posses- 
sions will look askance at this proposition. For that reason, Mr. 
President, I hold it is the duty of the Senate to refer this resolu- 
tion and consult with that branch of the Government which ought 
to have the consideration of these matters. I think no action 
should be taken until the President of the United States receives 
a report from his consular officers and his ministers, and then, 
when that has been accomplished and the Senate finds that it is 
incumbent upon it to recognize belligerency, I shall be ready to 
consider it, and not till then. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I only rise to get some informa- 
tion. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] tells us 
about jingoes here in the Senate. I have heard a good deal about 
them in the newspapers also. If the Senator, he and I both being 
very young men, will only give me the information, I shall be 

eatly o to him—who are the jingoes and what is a jingo? 
anahtar and Appas in the galleries. ] 

The PRESID OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in thechair). The 
Chair desires to announce tothe galleries that the rules of the Sen- 
ate prohibit any applause or any evidence of dissent from the audi- 
ence; and, if it is repeated, the Chair will be compelled, under the 
rules of the Senate, to order the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I do not presume that the Senator from 
Alabama, young though he be in the Senate, as I am, needs any 
information from me as to what jingoism is, either in this coun- 
try or in any other country. It seems to me that if I were asked 
for a definition of it, I should say that it is the spirit that would 
drag our country into war, whether we will or not; that it is the 
spirit that seems to think it would benefit American patriotism to 
attack every nation in Europe and make them our enemies, instead 
of 1 them as our friends. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not intend to prolong this 
discussion, but the e of the Senator from Maryland that 
there are four years of hard times behind us, and then his es- 


tion immediately thereafter that, so far as Cuba is concerned, he 
thoroughly indorses the former Administration 
Mr GTON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I wish 


merely to correct him in this regard. I do not indorse the former 
Administration, except in its policy so far as foreign affairs are 
concerne 

Mr. STEWART. Then, so far as foreign affairs are concerned, 
the Senator indorses the former Administration. 

Thad indulged in the hope that the present Administration would 
do some act which would draw the line between it and the former 
Administration on some important question; but I haye not yet 
seen any deviation, so far as the Administration is concerned, oh 
tween McKinley Administration and the Cleveland Adminis- 
tration. The only difference is the difference of personality. Mr. 
McKinley is a very pleasant gentleman. 5 do not 
intend to draw a comparison I leave that to others, if they wish 
to make it between the former incumbent and Mr. McKinley; 
but Mr. McKinley is a very pleasant gentleman, and whether that 


be a div: ce or not, those who are better acquainted with the 
former Administration than I am will be better judges than I. 
But so far as jingoism, American dignity, and American patriotism 


are concerned, I have some interest in those matters. 

Cuba has been regarded by the statesmen of the United States 
from the very beginning as especially under the care of the United 
States. This Government has claimed that no foreign nation 
should interfere; that every nation should keep hands off, so far 
as Cuba is concerned, and so far as making changes and mpi : 
new acquisitions on this continent are concerned. Cuba is = 
iarly situated. She lies in the gateway of the Gulf; she lies where 
she is absolutely essential to the preservation of the peace of the 
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United States. Five States border on that Gulf. The great Mis- 
sissippi drains the vast interior into that Gulf. Cuba is very im- 

rtant, lying right at the mouth of that Gulf. The harbor of 
8 is sufficient to accommodate the fleets of the world. If 
Cuba should fall into hostile hands, or if it should remain in the 
hands of Bpan, nobody knows what disposition would be made 


of it; nob knows what combinations would be made. The in- 
habitants oF that country for many, many years have been strug- 
gling for liberty. During the last four or five years a most out- 
rageous war has been progressing. A man who does not know 
that is not intelligent enough to be called a jingo or an American 
citizen. [Laughter.] Exerybody knows it. The very resolution 
which passed the Senate this morning refers to a condition of bar- 
barity which chills the blood of every humane man. Those peo- 

le are starving in the cities because a monster, called a general, 

as driven them from their homes into the cities without provid- 
ing any means of living, and they are starving. This is undeni- 
able. veral hundreds of American citizens have been driven in 
with the rest, with no means of obtaining food, and no effort is 
made to provide them with food. The war has been one of exter- 
mination. It has been an unsuccessful war in the field. The 
Cubans have retained their capital; they retain three-fourths of 
the country, and the only way that it is proposed to conquer them 
is to exterminate them. 

Is it becoming in this great nation for us to stand by and see a 
people exterminated by starvation and by these inhuman methods, 
and refuse what? Refuse to accord to those struggling patriots 
belligerent rights, which we accord to Spain, unwilling to do that 
sepia justice, although they are struggling for the same princi- 

le which has elevated and which has made this country ero 
ey have gone through much harder trials than America did in 
gaining her Revolution. They have made greater sacrifices in 
proportion to their numbers; they have suffered more persecu- 
tion; and now they are being exterminated, and while they are 
being exterminated, and while they are entitled to the rights of 
war, having sustained themselves in the field for years, we are 
called jingoes because we pro to do this simple act of justice. 
Weare told that if we do justice we will get into war; that if we 
assert American principles war will come. I believe that the 
only way for America to keep out of war is to follow the tradi- 
tions of the fathers, to stand by free institutions, and extend, so 
far as we legally may, the hand of friendship to struggling re- 
publics on this continent. $ 

The Senator from Maryland tells us that England is our friend; 
that England will take caré of us; that we must look to England. 
Look in any direction you please, and you will look down English 
guns. Look on the Pacific, and vou will see that English guns 
are pointing at you from every direction. Millions are being ex- 
pended there by England. Look to the Atlantic and to the north, 
and you will see their gigantic works pointing guns at us. If 
England is our friend, why does she point her guns at us? Why 
does she spend hundreds of millions to build her fortifications 

inst no enemy but us? Shall we stand by until every avenue 
of approach to the ocean is blocked by English guns? Shall we 
abandon our position as Americans? Shall we refuse to assert 
that this country is big enough and strong enough to exercise its 
ordinary rights? 

I say that the purchase of small islands and the building of for- 
tifications pointing S at us is an act of war, if we choose to 
regard itas such. t any country do that to England; let any 
foreign country do what England is doing to us; let them capture 
the islands around any country, build fortifications, and point 
guns at that country, and war will be inevitable. England our 
friend! If she is our friend, let her lay down her arms and let us 

breathe in peace. 

Then, again, the Senator tells us that the hard times of the last 
four years came from want of confidence. Who destroyed the 
confidence of the country? I tell you it was the last Executive 
and the one who preceded him, when they told the world that 
they would not obey Congress and use the coin in the Treasury to 
redeem the obligations of the Government; that they would open 
the vaults of the Treasury contrary to law, invite a raid, and 
declare at the same time that the finances of the country were 
destroyed, bring on a panic, repeal the only law that recognizes 
silver as money, stop the issuance of any more new money, con- 
tract the volume of money, and continue to contract it. The 
Republican ai 6 comes into power declaring that it will adhere 
to this Cleve policy and keep the country in universal beggary 
until Europe comes to our relief. 

The Senator tells us that we must rely on foreign countries, that 
we can not stand alone, There are some things that I would rely 
on this country for, and one is for domestic legislation. I would 
rely on America for domestic legislation. This country, great and 
powerful as it is, is the first mendicant nation that has ever ap- 

ared on earth to send ambassadors to plead with other nations 
for the right to enact financial laws. Eyen Dahomey is not guilty 
of such a thing. We sending commissioners to Europe to ask if 


we may comply with the Constitution of the United States and 
coin money and regulate the value thereof! If we abandon the 
Constitution, if we abandon our right to legislate and trust to 
Europe, I can see why we should be very delicate as to how we 
treat Europe, if we arereally a dependent, miserable nation which 
must look to Europe for legislation. 

Then the gentleman says we must have sound financial legisla- 
tion, What does he mean by “sound financial legislation?” Does 
he mean honest financial legislation? If he does, he does not mean 
the legislation of the last Administration, nor the legislation pro- 
poraa by the Republican platform. That legislation is dishonest, 

ecause the dollar under that legislation is a thief and cheats eve: 

day. The dollar is worth more to-day than it was yesterday an 
worth more yesterday than the day before. It is changing daily, 
all in favor of the usurer, all in favor of the wrecker, all in favor 
of the enemy of mankind, That is honest and sound—sound be- 
cause it robs the many for the benefit of the few. We want no 
more sound legislation in that sense. We want honest legislation. 
We want to return to the teachings of the fathers. We want to 
refrain from supplicating monarchs to do our legislation. We 
want to stand up for America, and if America, great and grand 
as she is, would stand up as she did fifty years ago, there would be 
no danger of war. We have not half the influence in the world 
to-day that we had fifty years ago, because we have not the 


American sentiment and the American reliance. 


I do not want to go to Europe for legislation. I do not want to 
consult the monarchies of Europe whether we shall exercise an 
American poney on this continent. I do not want to consult 
anybody whether we have a right to do justice between the 
struggling patriots of Cuba and the monster power that is ex- 
terminating the Cuban people against every law of humanity and 
every law of war. I believe that the American people desire to 
have the soe resolution passed. I believe they want no more of 
Cleveland’s policy in this regard. I shall stand by the joint reso- 
lation and the American people will stand by it, because it is 
simple justice, simple honesty, simple patriotism, not extravagant 
patriotism; it is nothing of the kind. 

1E Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] seems to have taken a shot at crea- 
tion on the motion to refer the pending resolution. This joint 
resolution introduced by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
recognizes a state or pes war in Cuba, and upon that resolution 
he has discussed tariff, currency, and the late and the prospective 
Administrations of our Government in various ramifications; but 
in so far as he has spoken to the matter in hand, the points which 
he makes seem to be in but a small compass. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the remarks of the Senator 
are based upon an entire misapprehension of the character of the 
joint resolution, and upon an entire misconception of the feeling 
which actuates Senators who will give their support to it. In the 
first place, the joint resolution does not in the least involve an 
act of hostility to Spain. There is no writer upon international 
law with whom I have any familiarity, and there is no publicist 
of accepted reputation as an authority upon such subjects, who 
contends that it is not within the competence of any nation to 
recognize a state of public war in another without giving any 
ground of offense to the nation against which that public war 
exists on the part of a revolutionary body. 

It is a curious incident of the civil war in this country which 
took place some thirty years ago that the President of the United 
States, Abraham Lincoln, was the first to recognize a state of pub- 
lic war, and it was held by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the Prize Cases, reported in 2 Black, that the recognition made 
by him by a proclamation of blockade was in the line of humanity. 

The next point which the Senator makes is an appeal to our 
sympathy with Spain, and he says we should not recognize a state 
of public war against Spain, whatever may be the fact as to its 
existence, because Columbus discovered America. [Laughter.] 
It is a great pity that Columbus ever did discover America if the 
inhabitants of the new continent are to bring to America the 
savagery that prevailed here before they came. If we can not 
have Christian civilization in America, and if we are bound to 
look with cold indifference upon acts which would shock even a 
savage breast, some might consider it a pity that the ships which 
brought the newcomers to our shores were not lost upon the 
ocean and had ever populated the new-found clime. 

HUMANITY A RECOGNIZED GROUND FOR INTERNATIONAL INTERVENTION, 

For my part, Mr. President, I shall address myself to-day for 
the most part to a very narrow feature of the debate. There are 
a number of Senators in this Chamber who sympathize with the 
joint resolution and who believe there is a state of public war in 
Cuba, and indeed the late President of the United States, whose 
poney in this regard is so much admired by the Senator from 

aryland, in his message to the Congress of the United States, 
seemed to evince consciousness of a state of public war in Cuba, 
though he did not make any formal recognition thereof. 

However, he did hold out to Congress, in his message, a picture 
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of the condition of affairs in Cuba, and did use lan, which it 
seems to me is eminently anprapriato and applicable to the case, 
whatever may be thetime which the Congress of the United States 
may select to apply the doctrines and principles which he asserts. 


I have deemed it not amiss— 
He says in his message of last December— 


to remind the Congress that a time may arrive when a correct policy and 
care for our interests, as well as a for the interests of other nations 
and their citizens, joined by considerations of humanity and a desire to see 
a rich and fertile country, intimately related to us, saved from complete 
devastation, will constrain our Government to such action as will subserve 
the interests thus involved and at the same time promise to Cuba and its in- 
habitants an opportunity to enjoy the blessings of peace. 


And the injunctions of neutrality that emanated from the Ad- 
ministration carried equally strong suggestions of existent pub- 
lic war in Cuba. f 

So, Mr. President, while the late Administration by no means 
distinguished itself in the exhibition of ard oe sympathy 
with the people of the neighboring Island o ba, who are only 
struggling to be free, it did recognize the fact that, according to 
principles of international law and under the duty which we owe 
to a neighboring country with which we are intimately related, a 
continuance of the condition of affairs which has harrowed the very 
soul of this nation might bring a time to pass when we should do 
something. . 

The Administration did not undertake to say What that thing 
Was; it only spoke of it in general terms; but it indicated the prin- 
ciple that humanity to a neighboring country with which we are 
intimately associated was a ground for such action as the 
United States Government might see fit in its pleasure to take to 
intervene in the affairs of Spain and the insurgent Cubans, 


THE PENDING RESOLUTION DOES NOT INVOLVE INTERVENTION, 


Mr. President, the pending resolution, however, is not a proposi- 
tion of intervention. Nointernational-law writer and no publicist 
of repute is of opinion that the mere recognition of a state of war 
in a neighboring nation or in any nation is an intervention in favor 
of one side or the other; and, where the recognition of belligerency 
is made, it is generally based upon the doctrine that it isa humane 
observance by the nation which makes the recognition, and that 
all of its influence is toward philanthropy and the cultivation of 
civilized usages in the conduct of war. 


THE POWER OF CONGRESS TO ACT BY ORDER OF JOINT RESOLUTION, 


Mr. President, there is no doubt in my mind that Congress has 
the power, by joint resolution or by any act in pursuance 
of any of its legitimate powers, to recognize either the belligerency 
or the independence of a new state. For instance: To Congress 
is confided by the Constitution the sole power to regulate com- 
merce among the States and with foreign nations. Congress 
to-morrow were to pass an act for the regulation of commerce, 
and were in that act so to regulate commerce as to recognize in 
the body of the act either the belligerency or the independence of 
the new Cuban state, there is no one, as I conceive, who could 
deny the legitimacy of its action. 

So it seems to me that Con may, by order or joint resolu- 
tion, subject to the approval of the President and subject also to 
its passage by Congress without the approval of the President, 
accomplish any p which it might accomplish by a direct act 
dealing with any portion of the subject-matter. 

I will read the provision of the Constitution, which is to be 
found in Article I, section 7: 

Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may be n (except on a question of 

lournment) shall be presented to the President of the United States: and 
before the same shall take effect, shall be approved by him, or being disap- 

roved by him, shall be repassed by two-thirds of the Senate and House of 


b n according to the rules and limitations prescribed in the case 
ofa 


Any subject-matter which is the proper subject-matter of an 
act of Congress may be also a proper subject-matter of an order, 
resolution, or vote, and we may very often accomplish in a short- 
hand way, by a resolution, order, or vote, that which if put in 
the form of a bill would require prolix details to effect. 

The recognition either of the belligerency or the independence 
of a new state is in effect a regulation of commerce, for there goes, 
as a necessary corollary to the proposition that a certain state is in 
a condition of belligerency or in the consummation of independ- 
ence, those rules of international law which apply to a state in 
that status; and the very declaration of belligerency or independ- 
ence on the t of the Congress of the United States, with the 
approval of the President, or if passed over his veto by the neces- 
sary vote, would be an immediate regulation in certain respects 
of commercial relations with the countries affected by it. 


VARIOUS CONTENTIONS AS TO EXECUTIVE AND CONGRESSIONAL POWERS. 


But, Mr. President, I wish now to examine the views which 
have been presented by certain Senators as to the exclusive pre- 


rogative of the Executive in this regard. It is contended by some 
that the President of the United States has the power to recognize 
the belligerency or the independence of a foreign nation. Second, 


that the power is exclusive, plenary, and determinative. Third, 
that his power can not be overruled by a treaty between the United 
States and any foreign nation, or by any act of Congress, or b 
any order, resolution, or vote of Congress, even though such act, 
order, resolution, or vote be passed over the President's veto by a 
two-thirds vote of both Houses of Congress. 


THE CORRECT VIEW. 


It is contended upon the other hand that, while the President 
has power to recognize the belligerency or independence of a for- 
eign nation whenever he must deal, as the Executive, with the fact 
that it exists in astate of belligerency or independence, this power 
is not exclusive, plenary, and determinative, so that Congress may 
not deal with the same matter of fact in the form of a law. 

It is contended also that the power of the Executive is subordi- 
nate to the treaty-making power of the United States, located by 
the Constitution in the President and the Senate, which may also 
deal with the fact as it exists. It is contended, too, that the Ex- 
ecutive power is subordinate also to the legislative power of the 
United States, located by the Constitution exclusively in the Con- 
gress and exercisable as prescribed therein with or without the 
hit of the President. 

nd, finally, that recognition may bemade by Con by order, 
resolution, or vote, as well as by the passage of a bill. To put the 
matter in other words, it is contended, and I contend: First, that, 
the President may recognize the independence or belligerency of 
a foreign nation, and his right to do so when it arises isan Execu- 
tive right which is exclusive to him in the sense that he alone may 
exercise Executive functions; second, that the treaty-making 
power may make the like recognition, in which case that power 
is exclusively in the President and the Senate: and third, that the 
lawmaking power may also make such recognition, either indi- 
rectly by the exercise of some implied power arising out of its stated 

wers, or directly, since by acting directly it only accomplishes 
in a shorthand method of legislation that which it has the legiti- 
mate power to accomplish by a measure in detail. But when Con- 
gress acts, its action is, of course, subject to the Executive veto 
and subject also to that veto being overridden by itself. 


WHAT BELLIGERENCY MEANS. 


Let us now first define the terms we have to deal with. Bellig- 
erency is a word of Latin origin. It comes from bellum, war, and 
erere, to carry on. A belligerent is a person carrying on war. 
lligerency is the state or the condition of a person carrying on 
war. Nations do not deal with persons in other nations who are 
carrying on or participating in mere riots, fights, mobs, which are 
private wars. They do to a degree deal with all persons who are 
carrying on public war, and in an international sense belligerency 
is the state of those persons who are carrying on public war. 

War is that state in which a nation prosecutes its right by force. 
So says the Supreme Court of the United States in the Prize 
Cases in 2 Black, 666, and that case is fruitful in apt expressions 
which define and describe belligerent conditions and rights. 

Judge Grier, in that case, says: ‘‘The paaa belligerent in a 
panno war are independent nations,” but he immediately quali- 

es this expression by observing, but it is not necessary to con- 
stitute war that both parties should be acknowledged as independ- 
ent nations or sovereign states. A war may exist where one of 
the belligerents claims sovereign rights against the other.” 

It is undoubtedly appropriate for Congress, in taking notice of 
the condition of affairs in Cuba, to move with caution and with 
due respect to every condition and suggestion; and to recognize 
a state of war existing in a foreign community without recogni- 
tion of the independence of the party, people, community, or dis- 
trict which is conducting that war against an older state is the 
most moderate and fitting form of action, until at least the insur- 
gents have shown themselves competent to maintain independ- 
ence. 


BELLIGERENCY AND INDEPENDENCE ARE MATTERS OF FACT. 


The independence or the dependence of a nation is simply a mat- 
ter of fact. The belligerency or peaceful condition of a nation is 
also a matter of fact. Anyone may in a mental sense recognize 
any fact. This, indeed, can not be prevented. Anyone may, so 
far as his personal conduct is concerned, govern himself accord- 
ing to the fact, unless 3 by some paramount law which 
controls his conduct. the fact of which he takes mere mental 
cognizance becomes in itself a paramount force, overriding the 
sanctions of law, the individual has the right to recognize that 
paramount force and govern himself accordingly, no matter what 
may be the interdict of municipal law. 

Out of this principle arises the learning about governments 
de facto; that is, governments which exist as facts and which may 
be recognized by those whom they control, or whom they deal with, 
as facts, whatever they may be in legal abstract contemplation. 
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A government de facto is the government of paramount force. 
This is the language of Judge Clifford in Ford vs. Surget, 97 
United States Reports, 617. 


WHAT RECOGNITION MEANS. 


Recognition is the mere act of recognizing. It is a mental act 
primarily, a perception of the mind. It is consciousness that a 

ven object is identical with an object previously cognized or 

own ox previously existent as an ideal of the mind. owing 
what a state of war is, the mind cognizes this abstract condition, 
and to recognize a particular state of war means to identify actual 
conditions as constituting what in the abstract is a state of war. 

From this original meaning the term has passed into a secondary 
meaning; that is, to signify a formal avowal or acknowledgment 
of the object or condition which is cognized. In an international 
or political sense the word recognition is used to express forma 
acknowledgment of one government by another as an independent 
sovereignty or as a belli t nation. The opposite of the word 
„recognize,“ as we are told by the lexicographers, is to ‘‘ disown,” 
or some kindred word, as the opposite of acknowledgment” is 
to deny or to conceal. 


IMPORTANCE OF THE SUBJECT. 


It is important when there is a change in the condition of a 
nation so fundamental as that of peace to war and important 
when a new independent nation ap in the family of nations 
that the facts be intelligently dealt with as soon as possible. 
Such facts can not be regarded with indifference by any nation. 
Sometimes the one or the other of them creates so great an emer- 
gency that it must be dealt with instantly, and in most cases 
commerce and the vast ramifications of business dependent upon 
it are so greatly affected that a conjunction arises of the most 
profound public concern. 


THE QUESTION OF RECOGNITION IS A CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 


The executive power in a nation, always continuous, always on 
the alert, and always apprised of current events by its foreign 
ministers and ambassadors, consuls, agents, and correspondents, 
is in the nature of things the most ready and available agent of 
national action, and in it in Great Britain and other monarchical 
nations is generally re the sole authority to make the appro- 

riate recognitions. But in the United States, Mr. President, 
This is a constitutional question, and it is one in which we might 
be gravely misled if we were to seek its interpretation by refer- 
ence to the practice of the British Government, from which so 
many of our legal and constitutional principles are derived. 
DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES AND THE 
MONARCH OF GREAT BRITAIN. 

The British executive is a hereditary monarch. The powers of 
the monarch are neither conferred nor limited by a written con- 
stitution. They are the wth of the ancient and immemorial 
customs of the realm, and some of them yet smack of the times 
when kingship and absolutism were almost synonymous terms, 
the good old times When the king could do no wrong.” 

The differences between our Executive and the King of Great 
Britain were well pointed out by Alexander Hamilton in the Fed- 
eralist, where he o ed: 

“Our President is elected for four years,” and is to be 
. = —— Vetta ae e worthy of their co: 
—— descendible to his heirs forever.” 

The President of the United States— 

He continues— 
would be liable to be im 


ble as often as the 
nce. EDER 
the crown asa patri- 


hed, tried, and, upon conviction of treason, 
bribery, or other high or misdemeanors, removed from ofice; and 
would afterwards be liable to prosecution and . — ment in the ordinary 
course of law. The person ot the King of Great tain is sacred and invio- 
lable; there is no constitutional tribunal to which he is amenable, no punish- 
ment to which he can besubjected without involving the crisis of a national 


In brief, Mr. President, taking the sense of Hamilton’s essay, 
and contemplating the fact as we all know it to exist, the Presi- 
dent of the United States, instead of being an executive with the 
possession of prerogatives handed down from generation to gen- 
eration and consecrated by custom, is himself a mere creature of 
law and under the law, and has his great office for the most 
in simply seeing to it that the laws are faithfully executed. i 
Hamilton continues: 

The President of the United States is to have 8 to return a bill which 
shall have passed the two branches of the legisla: for reconsideration, and 
the bill so returned is not to become a law unless upon that reconsideration 
he ing of 3 mig ¢ mabey has an absolute negative m the 
acts of the two Houses of Parliament. ta 

So, Mr. President, the President of the United States, being the 
creature of the Constitutionand under the laws made in 
thereof, has no such veto power as exists in the monarchof Great 
Britain, who may destroy and kill a measure, whether it be a bill, 
ajoint resolution, or any other form of parliamentary action, but 


can only act in an advisory relation to Congress with regard to it, 
disapproving it by his veto, indeed, but leaving it subject to be 
1 over his head by the sedate action of that body and by the 


ecessary vote. 

As to the President's part in treaties and the difference between 
his part in making a treaty and the part played by the English 
monarch, Mr. Hamilton says: 

The President is to have power, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to make treaties, ponce two-thirds of the Senators present concur. The 
22 of Great Britain is the sole and absolute representative of the nation in 
all foreign transactions. He can, of his own» accord, make treaties of peace, 
commerce, alliance, and of every other description. 

BRITISH PRECEDENTS INAPPLICABLE HERE. 

It has seemed to me, Mr. President, that those gentlemen who 
have contended that the President alone can exercise the power of 
recognition when there is a state of war in a foreign nation or 
when a new state has made itself independent have reached their 
conclusions from the analogies of the English constitution and 
not from a sufficient reflection upon our own. The monarch of 
Great Britain is possessed of prerogatives which our Constitution 
has not conferred on our Executive. The monarch of Great Britain 
is the sole treaty-making power of the realm, 

The monarch of Great Britain may destroy a bill utterly and 
completely by his absolute veto power. The monarch of Great 
Britain may recognize the independence or belligerency of a for- 
eign nation by royal prerogative, which has existed for ages; and 
to attempt so to construe our Constitution, which was made in 
order to differentiate our President from the English executive, 
and to pattern on the model of British precedents, is to commit, 
as I conceive, a gross and fundamental error. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will I interrupt the Senator if I ask hima 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Not at all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is the constitutional power of the President 
to accept and receive ambassadors, and does not that power give 
him a constitutional right to recognize belligerency or to recog- 
nize a de facto government by implication? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will speak to that point presently, for I intend 
to advert to it fully; and I will then give my learned friend from 
Louisiana the views of Madison and Hamilton that subject, 
which have much greater weight than any which I could myself 
suggest. 

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS. r 

In the light of these introductory views, Mr. President, we look 
to the Constitution of the United States to see in whom is lodged 
the authority to ene the independence or belligerency of a 
foreign nation. We find the powers of government therein aay 
delineated as follows: 

Article I, section 1, puts the legislative power of this Govern- 
ment foremost, and evidently discloses the fact that it is in the 
legislative branch of this Government that the great mass of 
powers is confided. It says: 

All legislative powers herein ted shall be 
voll clears Ciara gana heed Sener ct 

Article II says: 

The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United States of 
America. 

Article III says: 

The judicial power shall be vested in one Supreme Court and in such infe- 
rior courts as the Congress may from time to ordain and establish. 

EXCLUSIVE POWERS OF THE PRESIDENT. 

_Without going through a pon recitation of the detailed pro- 
visions of the Constitution, [ turn to see what are the exclusive 
powers of the President according to its letter and spirit. 

Undoubtedly the article declaring that executive power shall be 
vested in the President of the United States is an investiture of the 
President with sole executive functions. He has also power under 
that instrument to be Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States, and of the militia of the several States when 
called into actual service of the United States, to require the 
opinion in writing of the principal officer in each of the Executive 
e ee to t reprieves and pardons, to nominate ambas- 

ors, other public ministers, and consuls, judges of the Supreme 
Court, ete., to fill all vacancies that may happen during the recess 
of the Senate by granting commissions, to give to Congress infor- 
mation of the state of the nation, on extraordinary occasions to 
convene both Honses, in case of disagreement of the two Houses 
with respect to the time of adjournment he may adjourn them 
to such time as he shall think proper, to receive ambassadors and 
other public ministers, to take care that the laws be faithfully 
executed, and to commission all the officers of the United States. 

These are certainly the principal executive powers conferred 
upon the President of the United States, and we must look to them 
to see whether they confer upon him any power to recognize the 
belligerency or in ndence of a foreign nation. 

Looking over the itution, we ask ourselves the question, In 
which clause is the President, or the President and the Senate, or 
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the Congress, given the power to recognize such belligerency or 
independence, and is such power exclusive in the department to 
which it is given in the sense that no other department can exer- 
cise it? ? 

THE COMMANDER IN CHJEF IS UNDER THD REGULATIONS OF CONGRESS. 

Ara we to say that the President has power to recognize bellig- 
erency or independence because he is exclusively vested with the 
power as Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy? Ido not 
think that such a power can be deduced from that office, certainly 
not in any sense which would deprive Congress of the power to 
limit the exercise of that office. The military function in the 
Constitution is added to the President's civil function to enable 
him to move and order troops, but the war-declaring function is 
solely in Congress. 

Ana, furthermore, the Congress has power expressly ‘‘to make 
rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval 
forces,” and the President, in being made a part of them as their 
chief, comes immediately himself under the rules and regula- 
tions made by law for their government. Instead of the Presi- 
dent being “sacred and inviolable” and surrounded by “that 
divinity which doth hedge about a king,” he is made by the Con- 
stitution subject to the military rules and regulations which 
Congress itself may establish. : : 

If he should invoke his military character to recognize a foreign 
nation as belligerent or independent (and it may become neces- 
sary for him in certain exigencies to invoke that character and to 
exercise it), we must remember that he invokes also the superior 
power of Congress, under whose rules; and regulations he may be 
controlled in the exercise of that power. 5 

Mr. Hamilton says on this subject, in the Federalist: 


There have been cases in which the President of the United 
States has had attributed to him certain powers to act with re- 
gard to the recognition of war as incident to his duties as Com- 
mander-in-Chief; but when he acts as Commander-in-Chief it 
must be remembered that he acts under the superior power of 
Congress to regulate his action, and in no wise steps beyond the 
circle of legislative authority to make the laws which shall be his 


guide. 
THE EXECUTIVE POWER TO NOMINATE AMBASSADORS. 


Is it under the power to nominate ambassadors that there is 
attributed to the Executive the exclusive power to recognize bel- 
rency or independence? Certainly he could not recognize the 
8 of a foreign nation under the power of nominating 
ambassadors, because belligerency does not involve the question 
of sending an ambassador. Certainly he can not derive exclusive 
wer to recognize independence from the right to nominate am- 
3 for if he desired to send an ambassador to a new for- 
eign state he would be dependent upon the Senate to appoint him, 
and with the nomination would end the question of exclusive 


wer, 
But suppose that the President should regard a nation as inde- 
ndentand the Senate did not regardit as independent. Suppose 
e nominated an ambassador and the Senate refused to confirm 
him. The Executive power would thus be exhausted in the nomi- 
nation. It would besna off and curtailed. Who could decide 
between the Senate and the President in the case of such a collision 
of views? Who, Mr. President, but the lawmaking power of this 
country, which is above both? 


THE POWER OF THE EXECUTIVE TO RECEIVE AMBASSADORS. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Virginia 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Suppose the President of the United States should 
receive an ambassador. > 

Mr. DANIEL. I am coming to that point now. Will we be 
told that the exclusive Executive power of recognition of inde- 
pendence or i cy of a foreign state is deducible by neces- 
sary implication on the Executive authority “to receive ambas- 
sadors and other public ministers?” This is too slight a function 
for the attribution of so great a power to it, certainly in any ex- 
clusive sense. It is a mere ceremonial of state, belonging to the 
superficial, social relations of nations and to the etiquette of 
courts, rather than to the structure and genius of states and 
nations. 

To receive an ambassador is to identify and greet him. It is not 
necessarily or naturally the power of ultimate decision Whether 
or not there is a nation which may send an am The 
President may nominate an officer. ss alonecan create the 


office. The may armies and navies; Con- 


gress. alone can raise, support, and maintain armies and navies, 

and regulate the conduct of those who compose them. The Presi- 

dent may receive ambassadors, but Congress is theultimate power 

that must say whether there is a nation competent to send them. 
VIEWS OF HAMILTON, MADISON, AND RAWLE, 

J will read in this connection What Hamilton said in the Feder- 
alist when he was discussing this subject, prior to the adoption of 
the Constitution: 

The President— 

He says— 
is also to be authorized to receive ambassadors and other public ministers. 
This, though it has been a rich theme of declamation, is more a matter of 
dignity than of anthority. It is a circumstance which will be without 
authority in the administration of the Government. and it was far more 
convenient that it should be arranged in this manner than that there should 
be a necessity of convening the legislature, or one of its branches, upon every 
arrival of a foreign minister, though it were merely to take the place of a 
departed predecessor. 

Mr. Hamilton in later days modified his views upon this subject, 
and fell into such a vein of ar; ent upon it as we are sometimes 
treated to in the Senate. In No. 3 of the letters of Helvidius will 
be found some comments of Mr. Madison upon the question which, 
it seems, are worthy of consideration: 

Little— 

Says he— 
if anything more was intended by the clause than to provide for a 
ticular mode of communication, almost grown into a t among m 
nations, by pointing out the department of the Government most proper for 
the ceremony of admitting public ministers, of arany their credentials, 
and of authenticating their title to the privileges annexed to their character 


by the law of nations. This being the apparent design of the Constitution, it 


yould be highly! to magnit the function i im reroga- 
tte: even W arn 8 of other 5 aifocted bf it. 

Again he says: 

Had it been foretold in the year 1788, when this work [The Federalist] was 

ublished, that before the end of the year IT a writer, assuming the merit of 
ing u friend of the Constitution, would appear and gravely maintain that 
this function, which was to be without consequence in the 9 ot 
the Government, might have the e oe of deciding on the validity of 
revolutions in favor of liberty, of putt gte United States in a condition 
to becomé an te in war — ay, “of laying the Legislature under an 
obligation of declaring war’”—what would have n thought and said of so 
visionary a prophet? 

So Mr. Hamilton, at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, 
as Madison, after it was adopted, never regarded this constitu- 
tional provision as carrying that force and effect which has been 
attributed to it by Senators, and certainly neither of them, nor 
any of our earlier statesmen within my knowledge, deduced the 
conclusion that the President had an exclusive right to control 
our foreign relations with respect to belligerency and independ- 
ence through a mere ceremonial clause of the Constitution defin- 
ing who should be the person to receive ambassadors who were 
sent to us, 

I will in this connection cite the comment of an early writer upon 
the Constitution. Rawle, in his work on the Constitution, on 
page 195, uses this language: 

The power of receiving aren ambassadors carries with it, among other 
things, the right of judging, in the case of n revolution in a foreign country, 
whether the new rulers ought to be recognized. The Legislature, ind 
possesses a superior power, and may declaro its dissent from the Executive 
recognition or refusal, but until that sense is declared, the act of the Execu- 
tive is binding. 

Mr. Rawle has stated the matter, as it seems to me, with nice 
legal discrimination, and that is what I take to be the law. I be: 
lieve that the President in dealing with our foreign or domestic 
relations has the rightful power to realize and to recognize any 
fact which intervenes or affects his administration of the law, but 
itis from his vested authority to see to it that the laws are faith- 
fully executed, and as he derives the power which he exercises to 
recognize belligerency or independence from the fact that he is 
the executor of the law, the very statement of his power implies 
the limitation that the law may regulate him in it or override him 
in it according to its constitutional will and pleasure. 

THE PRESIDENT'S DUTY TO INFORM AND RECOMMEND TO CONGRESS, 

Is the exclusive power which is attributed to the President trace- 
able in any degree to the President’s anthority in the Constitution 
to give to Congress information as to the state of the Union, and 
to recommend to their consideration such measures as he shall 
judge necessary and expedient? Ican not think so. On the con- 
trary, that clause indicates the subordinate relation of the Presi- 
dent to Congress in the treatment of facts which he has to deal 


with. 

The state of the Union involves our foreign as well as our do- 
mestic relations, debt, taxes, imposts, excises, favorite nations, 
belligerent nations, foreign and State commerce, postal communi- 
tions, science and art and their encouragement, courts, 3 
navies, peace, and war —all that great diversity and complexity o 
affairs, world-wide and domestic, which are committed by the 
Constitution to the care of the la ing power. The Presi- 
dent may give information touching my andevery of those topics; 
he may facts as he perceives and interprets them; he may 
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make recommendations touching them; but his information may 

be mistaken, for he is not infallible as to his view of any fact of 

which he treats; his recommendation may be rejected. He is not 

a dictator. 

Suppose he is mistaken either in recognizing or in not recogniz- 
ing the belligerency or the independenee of another nation, is 
Congress forever tied and bound down by his mistaken percep- 
tion or conception of a fact? Noone can pretend that it is by any 
other fact, and that is to say that no one pretends to it, except as 
to those facts concerning which the Constitution has made the 
President’s determination ipso facto conclusive. 

If he says such and such a nation is independent, are we to be told 
that Congress must so accept it, although it may involve a change 
of status in all the subjects upon which Congress has power to 
legislate? If he says a nation is belligerent or not, is that to end 
it conclusively and forever? And, according to the recent doc- 
trine that we have had urged upon us here by the State Depart- 
ment of the late Administration and by some Senators upon this 
floor, such action on the part of the ident winds the whole 
matter up. 

Neither the President nor the Senate by a treaty made after- 
wards, neither the Congress, with the approval of the President, 
nor by a law passed over his disapproval, no power on earth, accord- 
ing to their arguments, can alter or change or modify a statement 

of fact which one man has avowed to be true; that is to say, that 
a certain state is to be treated as dependent or independent, bellig- 
erent or peaceful; his ipse dixit has settled it for the day upon 
which he said it and for all time afterwards until some other Presi- 
dent may come along and unsay it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. One moment, if the Senator pleases. 

_ This is the one-man power in the most preposterous and attenu- 
ated shape that has ever appeared in this Republic. This is the 
one-man power modeled upon the power of an ancient British 
king acting by custom and without constitutional limitation, 

ow I will hear the Senator's question. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to know of my distinguished friend, 
first, whether or not he claims that the authority on the part of the 
President and Congress is concurrent in the matter of recognizing 
belligerency or independence; and if so, whether the exercise by 
either of those branches of the Government of this authority pri- 
marily does not conclude Congress having concurrent jurisdiction, 
or, in other words, whichever of the concurrent powers first exer- 
cises jurisdiction over this subject-matter, does not exhaust juris- 
diction and fix the status either of belligerency or independence? 

Mr. DANIEL, My learned friend has asked me two questions. 
I must ate them before I undertake to answer them. 

In the first place, the Senator asks me if I maintain that the 
power of the President and Congress is concurrent. I would not 
use that word concurrent“ in describing the power as I conceive 
it to exist. I think the President of the United States has certain 

implied powers through the exercise of which, for the purpose of 
executing the law, he may recognize the fact that he to deal 
with; but as that power is derived—and I hope presently to show 
it—in the main (if not in all cases, in nearly all cases) from his 
constitutional autory to take care that the laws are faithfully 
executed, that implies that when the law changes he must chan 
with it; and the lawis, inmy judgment, the supreme power in the 
United States on that subject—above the Executive and above 
the treaty-making power. The President can only ‘‘ inform” Con- 
gress as to facts, and recommend as to laws. e is a witness as 
to facts, and an adviser as to laws. But in making laws to apply 
to facts Congress has sole and exclusive power; is, therefore, sole 
and exclusive judge in a legislative sense; and the Presidential veto, 
subject to be overridden by Congress, is the only way in which he 
has the prerogative of participation in Congressional action. 

Now, for the purpose of argument, before I tinish answering the 
Senator’s question, suppose the President and the Senate were to 
make a treaty upon certain subjects and find a certain condition of 
fact setting forth that certain nations were belligerent and certain 
others independent. The Senator would not contend that Con- 

ess might not come along and by a lawset aside that treaty, for 
tis well settled that treatics may be set aside by law. 

So if you can set aside a treaty made by both the President and 
the Senate, why may you not override a conclusion which the 
President himself has reached as to a fact which you propose to 
treat differently? Or, if the President's action is binding, it is 
only binding until the superior power has overruled it, and then 
it ceases to be binding. d 

I will meet the Senator's question, however, with an analysis of 
the President’s power in several cases made by a quotation of 
judicial authority. 

IN WHAT CASES THE PRESIDENT MAY RECOGNIZE FACTS BEFORE HIM. 

I will say here, Mr. President, that I think that the President 
has the power impliedly in the exercise of his Executive function 
(1) to recognize the independence of a foreign nation; (2) also 
the belligerency of one foreign nation with another foreign nation; 


(3) also the belligerency of a foreign nation against this nation; 
(4) also the belligerency of any portion of this nation against 
itself; (5) also any local insurrection against Federal laws: (6) also 
to recognize any invasion of a State; (7) also, on application of a 
State legislature or a State executive when the legislature can not 
be convened, a case of domestic violence which calls for Federal 
interference. 

THE GREAT EXECUTIVE POWER TO TAKE CARE THAT THE LAWS BE FAITH- 

FULLY EXECUTED. > 

But I contend that these cases of Presidential recognition are 
all traceable to the President's duty under the Constitution to take 
care that the laws are faithfully executed. 

It may be when he is acting as Commander-in-Chief of the Arm 
and Navy that a case may arise of an emergent nature in whic 
that officer alone has opportunity and occasion to recognize the 
condition of war that he must deal with; but whether we trace 
his authority to the fact that he is Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army or Navy, or that he is simply acting as an Executive to take 
care that the laws are faithfully executed, itis the law always that 
is the fountain of authority under which he acts. 

When an executive act is to be dong, it does not follow that the 
same fact may not be a subject-matter of executive action on the 
part of the President and of a lawmaking act on the part of Con- 
gress; and when it is made the subject of a 8 act on 
the part of Congress, that act is the supreme law of this land to 
the President and to everyone in it, unless by holding up that 
law in comparison with the Constitution you can see that Con- 
gress has exceeded its power. 

Mr. CAFFERY. . President, my friend has been very indul- 
gent, and I hope he will let me ask one more question. I have 
been very much struck with his exposition of his views upon this 
subject. I would inquire of him by what process of reasoning he 
deduces the poner on behalf of Congress to recognize a matter of 
fact from the grant of legislative functions? In other words, 
whether a recognition of belligerency or a recognition of ade facto 
government by Congress comes within the purview by natural 
implication of the power generally to legislate; and if so, by what 
process of reasoning does he reach that conclusion? 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Louisiana has asked me two 
or three questions. Would he simply put only one now? What 
is the Senator’s first question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. My question is, Does the Senator deduce the 
power of the President to recognize the existence of a new gov- 
ernment from a constitutional grant to receive ambassadors and 
ministers? 

Mr. DANIEL. Not from that alone; but others have so con- 
strued his power. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Well, from others. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will my friend allow me to ask him how can the 
President of the United States derive power to recognize the bel- 
ligerency of a foreign nation like the Cuban Republic, which sends 
no ambassador here, from his right to receive an ambassador, if it 
did send one? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not myself derive the power of the Pres- 
Ment to recognize belligerency from his power to receive ambas- 
sadors. 

Mr. DANIEL. From what source does the Senator deduce it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I deduce the power of the President to recog- 
nize the 1 of a people warring against another. 

Mr. DANIEL. From what power in the Constitution? 

Mr. CAFFERY. From the general power in the Constitution 
that places the President in charge of our external relations. 

Mr. DANIEL. What clause in the Constitution? I should like 
to have the Senator point it out. 

Mr. CAFFERY. From the clause in the Constitution which 
authorizes him to send ambassadors to foreign countries. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would ask the Senator to point out the par- 
ticular phrase he relies on. 

Mr. CAFFERY. To receive ambassadors, I mean. 

Mr. DANIEL. Sappose a country does not send ambassadors? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then itis not a country, and nobody can 
war against it. There is no belligerency and no independence in 
question in such a case. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Virginia will permit me, I 
should like to say to the Senator from Louisiana that the Presi- 
dent can not send an ambassador except by the consent of the 
Senate. He has no such power. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. When he sends his ambassador, 
with the consent of the Senate, to Spain or to England, that places 
him in possession of our external affairs with those countries. 
All matters of fact, allintelligence necessary to be known bearing 
upon the conditions in those countries comes within the purview 
of the President of the United States; and as belligerency is a fact, 
and as the President of the United States is the only branch of the 
Government having charge of the fact and the power to collect 
the facts, I deduce that the President of the United States is the 
proper power, and the only power, to pass upon a matter of fact 
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involving belligerency. That is my deduction, whatever it may 
be worth. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I will come to the point sug- 
gested in the question of the Senator from Lonisiana in a few 
minutes, and then I will yield for a question to the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If my friend from Virginia will permit me a 
little further, I deduce the power to recognize the independence 
of a nation from the power to receive an ambassador or minister 
fromthat nation. Icontendthat when the President of the United 
States has accepted a minister, has received an ambassador, that 
his finding in the premises is conclusive. 

Now, if my friend will pardon me a moment longer—I do not 
want to make a speech, and I shall be very short—he asked the 
8 in a part of his discourse, as to whether or not when the 

esident had found a certain state of facts existing which war- 
ranted him in recognizing an independent government, another 
branch of the Government could not overturn his finding. I 
think clearly not, and that whatever may be the jurisdiction of 
the President, whether it be exclusive cr whether it be concurrent, 
his passing upon the matter primarily is conclusive. 

r. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL, I will yield to a question, but it breaks tho 
thread of my discourse to have other gentlemen make speeches in 
the body of mine. I should have great pleasure in hearing them, 
if they were not speaking when I have the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no desire to make a speech. 

Mr. DANIEL. I know that, and will yield to the Senator’s 
question with pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have listened attentively to the arguments 
of the Senator. I understand the Senator to concede the power 
of the President to recognize the belligerency or independence of 
a nation, as the case may be. President Cleveland might, there- 
fore, have recognized, had he chosen so to do, the belligerency of 
the Cuban insurrectionists or the independence of Cuba. Whence 
comes. in the Senator's opinion, the authority of the President to 
do that? Would it be pursuant to any act of Congress, or would 
he derive 1 from the Constitution alone? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator’s ques- 
tion, I will read him first a peer e from the second volume of 
Story on the Constitution, and I will make this passage my answer 
in some degree to the questions of the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

In 1793 President Washington issued a proclamation forbidding 
the citizens of the United States to take any part in the hostili- 
ties then existing between Great Britain and France, warning 
them against carrying goods contraband of war and enjoining 
upon them an entire abstinence from all acts inconsistent with 
the duties of neutrality. He was assailed for this act. as our peo- 

le sympathized with France, but it is well observed by Judge 
Btory, in his Commentaries on the Constitution with reference to 
President Washington's action, as follows: 


If the President is bound to see to the execution of the laws and treaties 
of the United States, and if the duties of neutrality, when the nation has not 
assumed n 8 attitude, are by the law of nations obligatory upon it, 
it seems difficult to perceive any solid es he toa proclamation statin, 
te aeti and admonishing the citizens of their own duties and responsi- 

es. 


There is the touchstone principle, “the execution of the laws 
and treaties of the United States; that is the great source of 
Presidential authority. 

J admit that that is not a complete answer to the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], because the belligerents in that case 
were established nations, but I make it a halfway house on my 
way to answer; and there is a clear, logical pathway to the con- 
clasion that the President may recognize the belligerency of a new 
nation, since it is the belligerency that makes the occasion for the 
exercise of neutrality as provided for in our laws. I think, and 
the general public sense of this country concurs, that President 
Washington had the right—and such were the construction and 
view taken by the courts—to realize the fact that there was a war 
going on between Great Britain and France, and the greatest of 
our commentators on the Constitution, among the text writers 
who have written about it, predicates that power upon the great 
executive right to see to it that the laws are faithfully executed. 

It is not difficult to deduce the power in that respect. Now, 
where the President may get the incidental and implied power to 
recognize the independence of a foreign nation that sends ambas- 
sadors here, or to whom he sends ambassadors, is also not difficult 
to arrive at. 

There it is deducible from the Constitution as an incidental 
power. But the Senator asks me the question, Where, in the Con- 
stitution, does the President get the right to recognize the bellig- 
erency 75 a new people contending against an old-established gov- 
ernment? 


I could not get it at all unless it may be derived from the Ex- 
ecutive authority to see to it that our laws are faithfully executed, 
and from the incidental power,inherent in our very nature, for 
any man who is charged with the execution of laws to use his five 
senses to perceive the conditions under which they are being ex- 
ecuted or attempted to be executed. I get it in the same way that 
I would that the commander at Governors Island would get power 
if a foreign fleet were to steam up New York Harbor to-morrow 
and were to open its guns upon Governors Island. 

I do not think that any officer or noncommissioned officer or any 
private soldier of the United States would hesitate to train the 
guns of Governors Island upon the foreigner invading our country 
until he had waited to hear from Washington and had got an order 
from the Commander-in-Chief. So a policeman may arrest men 
for assaultand battery when he sees them fighting, but that does not 
conclude their rights before courts nor conclude the legislature 
from making such laws as it sees fit regulating arrests for assault 
and battery and regulating the whole subject-matter. The Presi- 
dent gets authority to recognize a fact from the constitutional fact 
that he is charged with the execution of the laws.in this countr 
and from the exercise of his five senses. Facts can not be fen 
off from the recognition of anyone who has the duty devolved 
upon him to deal with them. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to put in one word? 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me finish my sentence, and then I shall be 
very glad to do so. 

The President kets his authority from the exercise of his five 
senses in contemplating the condition under which the laws are 
to te executed, 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to 

Mr. DANIEL. No; one more moment; then I will yield. I 
remember 

Mr. HOAR. It was merely with reference to the sentence the 
Senator was on. 

Mr. DANIEL. Just one more moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to complete my sentence. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

e DAEN I hope the Senator will permit me to finish my 
thought. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; I beg e 

Mr. DANIEL. Ionce had a friend who had been a cadet at 
West Point. Soon after he got to West Point the commandant sent 
officers around to ask the cadets of the guard what they would do 
under this circumstance or that, and they went to one and said, 
What would you do if you were to see that the barracks were on 
fire?” Hesaid, “I would call the officer of the guard.” One cadet 
gave one answer, another cadet another answer. They came to 
this boy and asked, What would you do?” He said, I would 
halloo fire as loud as I could, and try to put it out as soon as I 
could get to it,” 

Any soldier, no matter what may be the situation, and any ex- 
ecutive officer who is charged with the administration of a trust, 
has the right to realize and recognize a fact which confronts him 
in the exercise of that duty; but he may misperceive it as well as 
perceive it, and, in my opinion, the fact is not ultimately settled 
until dealt with by ultimate jurisdiction. 

The power to declare war rests solely in Congress; but that did 
not prevent President Polk from sending American troops into 
Mexico when war, without being declared by this country, had 
been made upon it and Mexican troops had invaded our soil. 

There is an inherent right in an intelligent being to exercise his 
five senses, and it is not denied to exist in any political body 
which represents sovereignty, except in the Congress of the 
United States, which we are told can not recognize astate of war, 
however flagrant, however patent, and however much it may 
affect our foreign and domestic relations. 

Now, I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I ought to rise now only to apologize to 
the Senator. He was making such a beautiful statement of what 
I generally accord in that I wished simply 

r. DANIEL. I could make no statement that could not be 
bettered by a statement from the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator if his point is not in sub- 
stance that the power to recognize the fact 

Mr. DANIEL. Because it is a fact 
¢ noe HOAR. Arises from the duty of acting upon the fact. That 
is all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think that is a very sententious and a very 
conclusive statement about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question, how- 
ever, in regard to his criticism of the power of Congress. I do 
not wish to interrupt the thread of the Senator’s discourse, but 
perhaps, now that he has been interrupted by another question, he 
may prefer to yield rather than before he resumes his argument. 

Suppose on the 3d day of March, 1897, the two Houses of Con- 
gress, or either of them—I will say both of them—recognized Cuba 
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as an independent and a belligerent and adjourned until next De- 
cember, and thereafter, within ten days, the Cuban armies were 
averthrown in battle, surrendered, and all Cuba were at ©, 
and she, as far as she is a being, admitted the authority of Spain, 


is the President bound by that recognition to treat Cuba as an 
independent and as a belligerent until the first Monday in Decem- 
eae or so long thereafter as it takes Congress to come together 
and act? 5 

Mr. DANIEL. I think not, for then the basis of action disap- 


Mr. HOAR. Then is it not true that the question of belliger- 
— e a question constantly changing from day to day and from 
week to week? 

Mr. DANIEL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. And that no power under the Constitution can 
bind the Executive power, which has the duty of acting upon the 
fact as it exists, because that duty of acting upon the fact as it 
exists must change with the changing facts? 

Mr. DANIEL. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. The Executive is here all the time. He is all the 
time our agent for communicating with torden governments. 
He is not in session half of each year or a little over, like Con- 
gress, and from the necessity of the case must it not be that that 
power, except. so far as it is incident to: some act of Congress 
which is necessary, must be vested in him? 


PRESUMPTION OF CORRECTNESS IN PRESIDENTIAL STATEMENTS OF FACTS, 


Mr. DANIEL. The power is vested in any executive officer to 
recognize a fact with which he is charged by law with the respon- 
sibility of dealing. It is a natural power, and it is one that we 
can not eliminate from mundane affairs and human nature. The 
world is full of facts. He that hath eyes to see, let him see. He 
that hath ears to hear, let him hear. 

When Congress receives a statement of fact from the President, 
it is presumed to be true in every B os betes moral, and legal 
aspect. This is but a common-law doctrine—all things official 
are presumed to be solemnly and rightly done. No one would 
imagine that the President would make false statement of a fact 
in a physical or moral sense, but he is liable to make a mistake as 


to the reality in a physical sense and in a legal sense also. If he } 1 


says there is no public war in Cuba in a legal international sense, 
Wwe may presume it to be true. 

If he says the Cuban Republic is not independent in a legal and 
international sense, we presume it is true. In ninety-nine cases 
out of one hundred no dispute is ever raised as to a presidential 
statement of fact or assumption of fact. When he continuously 
recognizes Great Britain as an in: dent nation, there is no dis- 

ute about it; the matter ends. en he says there is a French 
public and recognizes it, the matter ends, there being no dispute 
about the existence of the fact. 

When President Harrison said there was a Hawaiian ublic. 
there was no dispute about it, and it so ended. When, durin 
this very winter, Major Republic of Central America appeared, 
the President received its minister. There was no dispute about 
it. The Major Republic was recognized by everybody according 
to the fact which, without controversy, existed at the time he 
communicated and acted upon it. 

But now sup we traverse the view of the President that 
there is no public war in Cuba, if such be his view, and he has not 
yet said either that there is or isnot. Suppose we traverse his alle- 

tion as to the Cuban Republic. Have we not the right to do it? 

e we forever — —.— by his mistaken view, if he takes a mis- 
taken view? Are we bound by thesu; ititious fact as he saw it 
with his eyes? In short, is a possible idential mistake as to a 
fact which he communicates to Congress forever beyond remedy 
by the treaty-making power and by the lawmaking power? 
NO EXCLUSIVE POWER IN THE PRESIDENT TO DETERMINE FOREIGN OR 
DOMESTIC FACTS. 

In my judgment, the American people havea right to determine 
by their Senators and — in Congress assembled the 
question of fact as it may concern any law which they have the 
power to , or any resolution which they have the power to pass, 
and I think that the menace from the State Department to Congress 
which was made some months ago, and its defiant attitude toward 
the lawmaking power of the ublic, can never affect the dispo- 
sition of any independent, high-minded Senator or Representa- 
tive to decide this question for himself under his oath of office. 

I deny that the Constitution has anywhere hinted at the exclu- 
sive power of the President of the United States to determine any 
fact with relation to our domestic or foreign concerns, while I 
do not deny he may determine it for hi in so far as the exe- 
cution of the laws may require him to do it as an Executive matter. 
PACTS DETERMINABLE BY THE 5 AND THE LAWMAKING 

Mr. President, I have tried to reason upon this subject without 
resort to precedents, or with very little allusion to them. In my 
judgment, the judicial precedents in this country are in favor of 


my proposition; the necessary logic of the case seems to me to 
render it irrefutable. I will put a case. 3 that the Presi- 
dent of the United States were to-day to declare that the Cuban 
Republic is an independent republic; and suppose a new Presi- 
dent of the United States to-morrow were to ony pare a treaty with 
Spain by which the United States made itself the ally of Spainand 
which recited that the United States would not recognize or would 
not treat the Cuban Republic as an independent nation, and were 
to declare war upon it, and prohibit commerce with it. Is there 
any man in the Senate bold enough to declare that the treaty- 
making power of the United States, confided by the Constitution 
of the United States in the President and the Senate, could not b 
that treaty override, wipe out, destroy, and render absolutely null 
and void any Presidential recognition which had previously oc- 
curred? So, if the treaty-making power may thus override posi- 
tive action upon the part of the President of the United States, 
why may not the lawmaking power, which is superior to the 
5 power, go along and override and destroy and wipe 
out ? 

What the Senator from Massachusetts has suggested it seems 
to me is correct. A fact must be respected because it is a fact in 
the sense and in the conscience of the person who contemplates the 
fact, and the recognition of it is only binding during the period 
that its recognition is extant and efficient. Vesuvius, by its lava, 
might destroy Italy to-morrow; or, suppose it were a fact that it 
did. The independence of Italy, being an attribute, would go. out 
with the destruction of the country, and a recognition of Italy to- 
day would not make an obligation upon us to recognize it to-morrow 
unless the fact remained there for the recognition to apply to. 

Now, let me present a brief examination of some of the judicial 
precedents. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator passes to that point, if he is at 
the end of this subject, I should like to ask him one other question 
in regard to what he has just said. if it would not be disagreeable 
to him. The Senator ea very interesting suggestion, in which 


I entirely with him, which was that when, as he thinks, 
Mexico invaded this country, Mr. Polk was not bound to wait for 
an act of Con „but it was his duty to l the invasion as 
President of United States, c with execution of the 


Now, suppose that party had been strong enough to camy both 
s by a two-thirds vote and to pass an act declar- 


Mr. D L. As J understand it, sup Congress had not 
recognized a state of war, and had 3 

Mr. HOAR. To the contrary. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think a condition of that sort would be so 
near anarchy that the President might seriously consider whether 
he had not better take the law in his own hands and defend the 
country, whether Congress said so or not. It would be a case of 
8 revolution well-nigh impossible. I think that is a 
condition of eg nik 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to go a little further 
into the historical facts in connection with my question to make 
it clear? The Senator said, and it seems to me he is absolutely 
right, that it was within the constitutional power and was the 
constitutional duty of President Polk, Mexico, in his judgment, 
being a belligerent against us at that time, to repel them. Mr. 
Clay said at the same time, or just after, that he would sooner 
have laid down his life than to have subscribed to the resolution 
of the House of Representatives approving Mr. Polk’s course and 
declaring that war existed by the act of Mexico. 

Now, suppose Mr. Clay had two-thirds vote of his followers, 
and that Congress had said war does not exist by the act of Mexico, 
she is not a belligerent. against us, and we prohibit the President 
from repelling her invasion. The question I put is, Would not 
Mr. Polk have had exactly the same power under the Constitution, 
and would it not have been his duty to execute it, Congress or no 
Congress? I think it would. 

ANIEL. The Senator is putting a very extreme and, I 


Mr. D 
might say, a proposerons case. 

Mr. HOAR. . Clay did not think so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Oh, well; political speeches made by gentlemen 
who are candidates for the Presidency very often overstate the 
facts, are very often erations, and irradiate the landscape 
with colors we never see in real life. 

I can not conceive of a case in which a Congress of the United 
States, loyal to the country, would state a fact contrary to the 
manner in which it existed, and declare that there was peace with 
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a nation which had its armed men upon our soil. It would bea 
case of anarchy. Such extreme suggestions confuse rather than 
elucidate e papacy and I might well say as to them, ‘‘Suffi- 
cient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

But so far as the Constitution is concerned, so far as the Con- 
stitution gives to Congress alone the power to declare war and 
gives it authority to prescribe rules and regulations for the gov- 
ernment of its armies, in a constitutional sense, and reading the 
instrument according to its intent and meaning, I can never con- 
ceive that the President of the United States could override a law 
of Congress and make war upon another nation when the power 
in the country which has the sole power of declaring war refuses 
to declare it or to tolerate it. i 

The reason why Mr. Polk was justified in marching his army 
into Mexico and attacking the Mexicans was because he was con- 
fronted with a fact, and that fact was the invasion of his own 
country. It was not a declaration of war by the United States 

inst Mexico, but an exercise of the inherent and natural right 
of self-defense—to execute the laws by repelling those who trod 
m them—to shoot back at a man who commences first to shoot 
at you. These questions of constitutional law are very simple. 
There is no trouble about their elucidation and solution by the 
most simple rules of common reason and common sense. 
THE JUDICIAL PRECEDENTS. 

I wish to say ky Se this ey ge as toa possible conflict of au- 
thority between Congress and the President, that so far as the 
judicial precedents have developed there is no precedent distinctly 
in point; none in which there has ever been a collision of author- 
ity between the lawmaking and the executive power. It is to be 
observed, also, that there is no specific power in the Constitution, 
shaped in so many words, authorizing anybody in this country to 
recognize the independence or the belligerency of a foreign state 
or nation. In whomsoever that power may exist (and that it does 
exist none can dispute), it is a power sented from their being 
invested with the right to exercise some er power to which it 
becomes the essential incident. 

That being the case, I do not question that there may be cases 
in which the President may recognize the independence of a for- 
eign nation, because hemay receive am ors, because he may 
appoint ambassadors, nor the belligerency of a foreign nation, be- 
cause a condition of war, which is the belligerency of a foreign 
nation, devolves m the President the duty and right to see that 
our laws of neu between those who are belligerent are ob- 
served, as President Washington did in 1793 between two estab- 
lished nations which were i ts. 

It matters not what may be the age of the nation; it matters 
not what may be the legal status of the nation. When a nation 
becomes belligerent, we have laws which apply to it as a belliger- 
ent, and haying laws which apply to it, which the President is 
charged to see are executed, he is vested by law as well as by the 
Constitution with the power to recognize and realize the condi- 
tions to which he must apply the law. 

Furthermore, I observe that no case has yet arisen in which it 
was necessary to determine whether the power exercised by the 
President was exclusively vested in him. It being vested in him 
in certain conditions and by certain implications, it has never 
been challenged in the sense that any conflicting power of Con- 
gress has been arrayed against him, and as a rule he has alwa; 

guided by the fact, and in recognizing the fact has simply 
pursued the dictates of his own intelligence in executing the law. 

No case has arisen in which the President has exercised the 
pover of recognition in which he has not been sustained by the 
courts. } 

The courts look to the political, as contradistinguished from the 
judicial, department to take cognizance of the political changes 
which take place in the revolutions and vicissitudesof nations, as, 
for instance, in the case of the Nueva Anna, Wheaton, 193 (1821), 
where the Supreme Court refused to recognize the existence of 
any lawful court of Mexico at Galveztown, which bad assumed, 
under authority of the Mexican Republic, to condemn the cargoes 
of two Spanish ships, basing its action on the fact that the Gov- 

recognized 


ernment of the United States had not hitherto “the 
existence of any Mexican republic or state at war with Spain.” 

In The United States vs. Palmer, in 3 Wheaton, 648, I find lan- 
guage of the Supreme Court which meets with my most hearty 
approbation as containing the law of this subject: 


This court is further of opinion that when a civil war in a foreign 
— tes itself from the Adestaf esd 


— and executive departments of the Government of the Unit 


the 
ence of n civil war, the courts of the Union can N 
acts of hostility which war authorizes, and which the new government may 
direct against the enemy. 
“The legislative and executive departments of the United 
States.” That is the language of the court. 
Now J read again from a more recent decision of the United 


States Supreme Court, Jones against The United States, 187 United 
States Reports, page 212 (1890), in which Judge Gray gave the 
unanimous opinion of that tribunal: 

Grn i Heal question, the determination Ko which by The age and 
executive d ents of any government conclusively binds the judges as 
well as all er officers, citizens, and subjects of that government. This 
prin has always been upheld by this court and has been approved under 
a great variety of circumstances. 

So in astill more recent decision in the case of the Three Friends 
by the Supreme Court of the United States they speak of the 
political department of the Government” as contradistinguished 
from 25 Mag cos suo pot ee 3 55 eee 
guished from the legislative as epartment whi proper 
and suitable jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

A LEADING CASE, SHOWING THE POWER OF THE PRESIDENT IS DERTVED 
FROM HIS DUTY TO EXECUTE THE LAWS. 

I will read from a leading case on this subject, in which I think 
it will appear clearly that according to the decision of the Supreme 
Court made in that particular case, and in concurrence with the 
views which I have just presented from two other cases, it is the 
view of that court that the executive power tor the in- 
dependence or the belligerency of a foreign nation is a power de- 
rived 51 executive duty to take care that the laws are faithfully 
execu 

From the fact that in either nominating an ambassador or in 
United States must 


that under that i power he may get the authority to pass 
upon that question in all cases. But there is no conceivable case 
that I can i ine in which a foreign government has assumed a 


By the Constitution— 

Says the Supreme Court— 
Con alone has the power to declare a national or foreign war. It can 
not r Senita war Potato, or any number of States, by virtue of any 
clause in the tution. The Constitution confers on the President the 
whole executive power. 

Now, what is that? 

He is bound to take care that the laws be faithfully executed. He isCom- 
mander in Chief of the Army and N. of the United States, andof the mil- 


into the actual service of the 
States. F or declare a war either 
nation or a d State. But by the acts of Congress of Fe 
and 3d of March, 1807, he is auth to call out the militia and use 
val forces of the United States in case of invasion by f 
tions and to suppress insurrection the government of a 8 
the United States. 


g — 
15 


E 
8 


te or 


invasion. 

As Commander in Chief of our forces, if at any time an enemy 
to the United States were to appear in his presence or to assail us 
in any direction, the laws are plenary and ample to enable the 
President to recognize whatever condition of things presents 
itself, and to deal with it in a defensive way or in an offensive- 
defensive way, as the facts of the time and the occasion might 
su to his conscience and comprehension. 

President, in all these cases it is recognized by the courts 
that have given their opinion (though I have no doubt that some 
obiter dictum of a judge may be found here and there from 
which a different inference might be drawn) that it is the great 
character of the President as Commander in Chief of our Army 
and Navy and as the Chief Executive to see to it that our civil laws 
are administered, from which he may derive all his rights to real- 
ize and to coe the conditions which are ted to him 
when he p s to carry out his constitutional prerogative and 
his legal authority. 

The very statement of his power implies the fact that he is 
under the laws of this country; that he is a creature, as 
Commander 


in Chief of the regulations which Congress may pass 
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idance of the 
nited States; 


for the guidance of his conduct, as well as for the 
conduct of any other soldier in the Army of the 
that as President, while he may exercise those functions which 
are purely executive without dictation from Congress, in the great 
mass of those duties they themselves consist in seeing to it that 
the laws are faithfully executed; that by the very terms of the 


statement of the power employed, the lawmaking power is above 

the executor of the law, and that heis the agent, the executive 

agent, of the people, simply to carry out and to do in our domes- 

tic relations and in our foreign relations those things which the 

lawmaking agent of the people has prescribed for him to do. 
THERE IS NOTORIOUS PUBLIO WAR IN CUBA, 

Mr. President, there has been a condition of public war in the 
Island of Cuba for two and a half years. The diplomacy of the 
Spanish Government has succeeded in blinding the eyes of the 
diplomatists of the United States to the realization of that fact. 
They have disowned and repressed and concealed under diplo- 
matic expressions the fact instead of recognizing it. But the 
world knows the fact that there is war in Cuba, high-handed, red- 
handed, bloody, lamentable, cruel, savage war—war which has 
resounded all over the universe; that has filled our prints with its 
hideous scenes, and touched our hearts with its piteous cries. 

We know it, Mr. President. There is war in which Spain has 
employed to put down the Cuban insurrection a larger army than 

any government of the Old World ever sent against an American 
revolution—a larger army than the great British Government 
itself ever sent to put down the insurrection of the colonies of 
1776, and it has been opposed by armies upon the other side. 

It may be that the tactics of the forces of the Cuban Republic 
armies have been such tactics which George Washington advised 
Braddock to follow when he assailed the Indians in the wilder- 
ness, not to march in solid divisions, where they could be mowed 
down by the artillery and the train bands of Spain, but to attack 
the enemy where and when they could, with such weapons as 
they had the opportunity to employ,and shaping their tactics and 
strategy according to the country and the population, the sources 
of supply, and the exigencies of the hour, 

The late President of the United States told us in his message 
last December that ‘‘ the insurrection in Cuba still continues with 
all its perplexities,” and that if Spain still holds Habana and 
the seaports and all the considerable towns, the insurgents still 
roam at will over at least two-thirds of the inland country.” 

Innumerable Spanish yictories on paper are always being her- 


alded, and is constantly being proclaimed from the house- 
tops of the tain-General and the dens of Morro Castle; but the 
insurgents roam around over the island, while nearly a 


fourth of the 200,000 troops of Spain have perished, and anarchy 
is ripping up everything amidst scenes of devastation, desolation, 
patel a arson, poverty, disease, and starvation. They are 
making deserts and ing them peace; making proclamations 
and ing them peace; making war and calling it peace. We 
are just now sending bread and clothes to the hungry and naked 
fugitives of our own blood who are being corralled in cities, and 
hying hither and thither to find shelter from the peace that nestles 
under the Spanish torch, and the Cuban sword. But we all know 
here that this is war; the American people know that this is war; 
Europe and the world know that this is war—public war; as pub- 
lic as Cuban and Spanish armies can make it; as public as tele- 
graph and printing pron can make it; as public as any other 
patent, notorious, and irrepressible fact. 

Mr. President, when Congress undertakes to recognize that fact 
about which we have abundance of Presidential messages depict- 
ing all the deplorable incidents of this long and bloody struggle, 
we are met here in the Senate of the United States with the state- 
ment that Congress must not recognize what everybody knows, 
must not demean itself in the spirit of neighborship and humanity 
toward a struggling people who are at our doors, because it may be 
conceived to be inimical to Spain. Ishould not be restrained by 
the fact as it appears to me, 


that consideration from recognizin 
It is not inimical 


2 this argument is a misconception of law. 
e have a right in all friendship to Spain. If Spanish 
friendship is so precious a thing as to be preferred to the rights of 
human nature, it is no breach of friendship with Spain for us to 
recognize with respect to one of her colonies what she realizes and 
what all Europe realizes, and what the United States through its 
President and generals realized when we had civil war in this 
country, that when the guns were thundering they could hear 
their thunder, that when the soldiers were marching and fighting 
they could see them marching and fighting. It is not only our 
right, itis our duty, as intelligent and conscientious men, to ap- 
prehend, comprehend, realize, and conduct ourselves according to 
the fact of which our senses, certainly our senses of hearing and 
sound, take notice. 
HUMANITY PROMPTS THIS RESOLUTION. 
If I am actuated or moved to urge this action upon the Senate 
because in my own breast I sympathize with an oppressed people, 


it is no motive for which I owe anyone an apology. It is an hon- 
est and noble e A It is a fact that there is war in Cu 
whether we record it in our resolution or not; it is a fact tha 
there is public war in Cuba, whether we sympathize with Cuba 
or with Spain; and it being the fact, it is an act of humanity for 
us to deal with it according to the fact, and to throw the moral 
weight of this great Government toward seeing to it that that 
war is conducted with as close an approximation to Christian 
usages and to civilized customs as may be practicable under the 
circumstances, 

WHERE INTEREST LIES. 

I know that in some respects it may be detrimental to some in- 
terests here or there to recognize the belligerency of the Cubans, 
To recognize their belligerency on the part of the United States is 
to change our attitude legally and commercially in certain re- 
spects. But on the whole, I believe that this nation will derive 
advantage from recognizing the belligerency of the Cubans. All 
laws and treaties which are now in force with Spain will still 
remain in force. 

It may subject some of our vessels to the right of search and to 
certain annoyances, but for the sake of doing justice and acting 
rightly these annoyances ought not to be weighed in the balance, 
It will give to the Spanish Government the right to blockade the 
Cuban ports, if she pleases so to do, but she would already have 
done that if she were prepared to do it and if it were their inter- 
ne to do it, and if she should do it hereafter she will suffer more 

n we. 

In the next place, it does relax to some extent the responsibili 
of Spain on account of atrocities committed or damages inflic 
on our citizens in chat island. I would about as soon hold the 
Cuban Republic responsible for what is done by their troops or by 
their agencies as to hold Spain. It is a swap from one to the 
other, in which there is little choice from a pecuniary standpoint, 
It can not be a very disastrous one, and even if we did lose some- 
8 our own citizens in the matter of recovering da bs 
for the cause of human justice, of human liberty, and for the di = 
nified and honorable course of the United States I for one would 
be well willing to pay the price. Justice and liberty and honor 
are cheap at any price. 

THIS RESOLUTION DOES NOT MEAN WAR. 

Mr. President, it is said that this means war. I deny it. If 
Spain should declare war against us, if she should seek to foment 
war against us, because we recognize the belligerency of her for- 
mer subjects who have been fighting her two and a half years, she 
will have an unjust cause of vies pe and war against us, and we 
will have a just cause of complaint and war against her. I do 


not wish to see the American le involved in war. I look upon 
war as one of the greatest ties that can befall the human 
race. 


But there is one other much greater calamity, and that is for 
the high public spirit of a t nation to be so deadened that it 
can look upon plunder and pillage and murder and arson with 
indifference, and can stifle truth for venal considerations. It is 
worse than war for the public spirit of that nation to be so dead- 
ened that it hesitates or delays one instant to go forward and do 
ay act of high and great justice because of fear of war. 

Zoua were a greater and more powerful nation, if she had 
tenfold the power she has, the dignity of the case would inspire 
the Government of the United States to act more quickly and 
without such 2 sentimentality and tenderness as that pro- 
fessed for an old nation which clings with beak and talons to the 
last American possession yet within her grasp. 

OUR PECULIAR RELATIONS 10 CUBA—WE GAVE THEM THEIR EXEMPLAR, 


A few words more, Mr. President, and Iam done. This is not 
the ordinary case of the belligerency of one segment of an ancient 
empire or state against the old and established government. Geo- 

aphically speaking, Cuba is a part of the American continent. 

tis right by us, and all the writers of international law realize 
and write down their views that humanity in such a case is a just 
ground for intervention. If this were an intervention, we could 
multiply the texts of international writers and publicists, includ- 
ing the late President of the United States, to show that it is good 
ground for the interference of this great nation. 

But there is a higher ground, Mr. President, on which it is due 
from the United States that we should act with a high spirit of 
justice and consideration toward the struggling Cubans. If they 
are trying to throw off the yoke of an old government which has 
been oppressive to them, which has burdened them with taxes 
which they can but poorly bear, which has denied to them the 
representation which, as we maintain, is the right of freemen, let 
me remind the people of the United States here and now that, 
however they may preach upon this subject, they were themselves 
the great nation that set the Cuban patriots this example. 

Our fathers did just that thing a hundred years ago which they 
are doing. It is we who have promulgated the pruon it is we 
who have preached the doctrines, it is we who have done the 
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things that Cuba points to to-day and conjures her brave men to] The motion was 


imitate and follow. 
WE HAVE WARNED OTHER NATIONS NOT TO INTERFERE WITH CUBA. 

But more than that, Mr. President, we have assumed from the 
very foundation of this Sid gre as we were so aptly reminded 
by the Senator from Ney Mr. STEWART] to-day, a peculiar 
relation to the Cuban isle. e have said to Great Britain, we 
have said to France, we have said to Germany, we have said to 
all the nations of this earth, Cuba is in natural affinity with the 
American Republic. It is a fortress that is hard by our sea gates. 
We will not allow you to go there and rescue these suffering peo- 
ple. We will not permit you to extend over that island a stable, 
wholesome, established government. We will not allow you to 
intrench yourselves there. We will not allow you to meddle 
with this subject at all. Stand off, stand off, and attend to Euro- 
pean policies. We are the great western nation. We are the 
young, rich, and powerful heir of time, and we are to dictate, and 
to guide, and to rule, and to control, and to shape the destinies of 
the great American continent.” : 

Having taken that attitude, which was to our advantage, hav- 
ing taken that attitude for the p e of working out our own 
development and defending our own liberties, are we going to say 
that we will not bear the burden of that attitude, and are we going 
to back down from it the very first time it presents to us an incon- 
venience or a troublesome complication? 

When a great nation goes forward and announces a great gen- 
eral principle, when it enunciates its destiny and its intentions to 
the nations of the earth, it can no more recede with honor from 
that proposition made than a soldier can abandon a flag which he 
is instructed to plant upon a rampart. We will be looked upon by 
other nations, if we avoid that responsibility, as a nation that makes 
much bluster and brag, but that does not stand up to its essential, 
moral, legal, and international obligations. 

Realizing that to be an obligation, one of equity, one of frater- 
nity, one of neighborship, and one which points its prophetic finger 
to the future career of the American continent, I would not have 
this country act hastily about it; I would not have it act incau- 
tiously about it; but in clear vision and by sure-footed steps, by 
graded from which we should never recede, I would go for- 
ward and let the people in Cuba know that we expect them to be 
accorded by Spain belligerent rights; that their prisoners are to 
be treated as prisoners of war and not shot down as dogs; and 
that Christian civilization, through the voice of the American 
8 gives to them, and demands for them, all the respect 
and consideration which fo with the right of war. 

Let us recognize the belligerency of the Cuban people, which is a 
fact; and in sending to our own people in Cuba bread, as we have 
done, as an act of charity, let us act toward those who are engaged 


in this awful strife with an equal spirit of justice. [Applause in 
the galleries, 
The PR ING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 


Order must be preserved in the galleries. 

Mr. MASON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Ilinois will yield to me, I de- 
sire to make a motion. I know that several Senators desire to 
speak further on the pending joint resolution, but I presume no 
Senator desires to goon to-night, and there are some things which 
ought to be attended to in executive session. I rose for the pur- 
pose of moving an executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is understood that the Senator from IIlinois 
[Mr. ene has the floor. 

Mr. MASON. - I desire to get the floor simply 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
The Senator from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator yield to me to make the motion 
I have suggested? 

Mr. MASON. Ido. I understand the practice to be that I will 
have the floor at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Before the Senator from Maine submits 
his motion, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the House of fae ebay etd on the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill 
(H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1898, and for other purposes, further insisting upon its disa- 
greement to said amendment, and asking for a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendment and agree to the conference asked on the part of 
the Honse of Representatives. 


agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the g of the Senate; and Mr. PETTI- 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CockRELL were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, May 18, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 17, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Frank A. Vanderlip, of Illinois, to be Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, to succeed Scott Wike, resigned. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. = 
General officer. 
Brig. Gen. Zenas Randall Bliss, to be major-general, May 14, 
1897, vice Forsyth, retired from active service. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 17, 1897. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
Lieut. Col. Evan Miles, First Infantry, to be colonel. 
xen William Henry Bisbee, Eighth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. 
Capt. Benjamin Hall Rogers, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major. 
ee Lieut. James Buick Goe, Thirteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
in. 
Second Lieut. Ernest Bertrand Gose, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
lientenant. 
Candidate Private Bert H. Merchant, Troop E, First Cavalry, 
to be second lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel Coddington, to be postmaster at Woodbridge, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

William H. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Ocean Grove, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

Frank E. Benjamin, to be postmaster at Terre Haute, in the 
county of Vigo and State of Indiana. 

James K. Barnes, to be postmaster at Fort Smith, in the county 
of Sebastian and State of Arkansas, 

Burdette T. Burlingham, to be postmaster at MeGrawville, in 
the county of Cortland and State of New York. 

Charles A. Brooks, to be postmaster at Marathon, in the county 
of Cortland and State of New York. 

William H. Nelson, to be postmaster at Smith Center, in the 
county of Smith and State of Kansas. 

John L. Derby, to be postmaster at Cranford, in the county of 
Union and State of New Jersey. 

William H. Larison, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 

Esta Witcher, to be postmaster at Rockdale, in the county of 
Milam and State of Texas. 

James B. Seargent, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Orange and State of Texas. 

John B. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Troy, in the county of 
Doniphan and State of Kansas. 

James Craig, to be postmaster at Waynesboro, in the county of 
Augusta and State of Virginia. 

John W. C. Long, to be postmaster at Statesville, in the county 
of Iredell and State of North Carolina. 

Harvey S. Clark, to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of San 
Joaquin and State of California. 

Dennis Tracy, to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, in the county 
of Boone and State of Nebraska. 

John H. Winne, to be postmaster at Manhattan, in the county 
of Riley and State of Kansas, 

Charles P. Smith, to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the county 
of Henry and State of Virginia. 

Charles A. Long, to be postmaster at North Bend, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska. 

W. Rowell, to be postmaster at Amesbury, in the county 

of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Joseph M. Hollywood, to be postmaster at Brockton, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

Melvin M. Conklin, to be postmaster at Elmira, in the county of 
Chemung and State of New York, 
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Alexander P. Milne, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of ee . and State of New York. 

De Witt C. Middleton, to be at Watertown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

William C. Hinman, to be tmaster at Great Barrington, in 
the county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 

William H. Halsinger, to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, 
in the county of Chase and State of Kansas. 

Jefferson C. Glover, to be postmaster at Cadiz, in the county of 

W te ae ota: te t Bea City. th 

illi 5 S r a ver City, in the 

county of Furnas and State of Nebrack > 

Charles W. Pullen, to be postmaster at Milan, in the county of 
Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 

George B. Faxon, to be postmaster at Ovid, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Michigan. 

Frank F. Hathaway, to be 
county of Clinton and State of New York. 

Henry Cady, to be r at Schoharie, in the county of 
Schoharie and State of New York. 

James N. Brooks, to be postmaster at Rushyille, in the county of 
Sheridan and State of Nebraska. 

George T. Drake, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of 

and State of Ohio. 

Anthony P. Hegner, to be 

Seria ©. TAAA eee ak Spring Valley.din the conti 
avid C. Inglis, pos r at Spring ey, in the county 

of Rockland and State of New York. 

Levi F. Burkett, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Decatur and State of Georgia. 

Lorenzo D. Vickers, to be postmaster at Logan, in the county 
of Hocking and State of Ohio. 

William H. Huntley, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county 
of Meigs and State of Ohio. 


rat Wyoming, in the county 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 17, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be con- 
sidered as a proved. 

Mr. W. LER of Alabama. I have no desire to object. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. „ Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be 
approved. 

5 e SPEAKER proceeded to put the question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to make a statement why the Journal should not be approved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there is nothin 
more important than that the Constitution of our country should 
never be infringed upon by any action of the House. The point 
which I made the other day, I think, was conclusive upon the 
question then raised. But another question à 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Will the gentleman allow me to request 
that he state 2 he made the other day? 

Mr. WHEE of Alabama. The point I made the other day 
was that less than a quorum of either House of could 
not adjourn over for more than one day; that the extent of the 
power of less than a quorum was to adjourn from day to day and 
compel the attendance of absent members. The point I make 
to-day is the adjournment, even by a quorum, from Thursday to 
Monday is in violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
= gentleman is not addressing himself to the subject before the 


use. 
s The SPEAKER. The question is upon the approval of the 
ournal. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] forces me to do so, I will discuss the point 
of order and show that I am proceeding strictly in order and in 
conformity with the rules of the House and the most approved 
parliamentary law. 

In the Forty-second oe Mr. Banks made the point of 
order that action taken by the House when the doors were closed 
and when there was less than a quorum present was a nullity. 
The Speaker, Mr. Blaine, held that the point of order was good, 
and he was sustai the House. 

Me DALZELL, I the point of order that the gentleman 

renew the point er that 
is not speaking to the question under discussion, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Alabama thatthe question before the House is, whether the House 
minutes shall be approved by the House as being a correct state- 
ment of what occurred. 

. WHEELER of Alabama. But, asI will show, Mr. Blaine 
decided that where action of the House involved a violation of the 
Constitution it was a nullity, and that the point was properly 
raised pending a motion to approve the Journal. 

A question similar to the one now before the House was ruled 
og by the eminent statesman, Hon. James G. Blaine, who was 
en Speaker of the House. The point was made at the instance 
of a former eminent Speaker, the Hon. Nathaniel P. Banks. 
I read from the Journal, page 447, Thursday, February 20, 1878, 
third session Forty-seventh Congress: 
The Journal of 3 having been read, 
t of order that the main question on the bill of 
the House No. 2364 having been ordered while the doors were closed, and, as 
hile less than a quorum was present, the said 


Th 

Inw 

This ruling appears to have had the full sanction and approval 
of all Speakers and from that time to this. This ruling 
has been incorporated in our Manual, and has become an estab- 
lished rule of parliamentary law. 

I read from our latest Manual, page 504: 

Ita from the Journal that an order was made when, as appeared 
from the Journal, less than a quorum was present, such order should ba 
treated as a nullity.—Journal, third session Forty-second Congress, page 447. 

5 er Blaine delivered an oy deng ir this question, which 
he closed as I will read. Iread from third session Forty-second 
Congress, page 1538: 

This is not a correction of the Journal, because the Journal states correctly 
what was done, but the facts stated in the Journal show that action on the 
House bill could not be taken by the House. 

I ask the special attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] to this distinction. Mr. Blaine ruled that the 

int was properly made by ex-Speaker Banks at the time that 
0 Jo was sought to be approved. The present question is 
poney similar. The Jo correctly states that Thursday the 

ouse 5 until today, the following Monday, and the 
point e is that, while the Journal correctly stated this, it 
shows upon its face that the provision of the Constitution was 
violated which provides that this House shall not adjourn for 
more than three days without the consent of the Senate. 

The question ruled upon by Mr. Blaine was that the Journal 
upon its face showed that the action of the House was had when 
less than a quorum was present and when the doors were closed, 
and Mr. Blaine held that such action should be treated as a 
nullity, and I contend that the unconstitutional action of the 
House on last Thursday should be treated in the same manner. 

Now, Mr. S. er, I want in the most manner—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I insist upon my point of order, that the 
gentleman is not discussing the question before the House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I earnestly appeal that when a 
member of the House has investigated a question which involves 
the constitutionality of our ings, a question which should 
be interesting to members of the House who desire to learn 
[laughter], he should not be continually interrupted by points of 
order which seek to take him off the floor. The question is impor- 
tant to our country and to the House, and the ruled on 
Thursday on this very point when he overruled the numerous 
points of order when I had the floor. The Speaker then ruled, or 
the effect of his Sna aa, that any pr ing that violated the 
Constitution was a nullity. For that reason I know the Speaker 
will overrule the point made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL]. 

Now, Mr. S er, I come to the main guestion. In the last 
Congress, without having the matter at all di — 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman can not take me 
off the floor with a parliamentary ye te 

Mr, HULL. I rise to a point of order, Mr. S er, and submit 
a parliamentary inquiry upon that. The inquiry I should like to 
have decided is whether, on the question of the approval of the 
J one anything is in order except some one challenges its cor- 
rec 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I challenge the correctness of 
the Journal, because I insist that it violates the Constitution. 
That is my answer to the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HULL]. [Applause.] 

It is conceded that in construing the clause of the Constitution 
in question time must be measured by the usual rule of includin 
the first and excluding the last day. In other words, in an ad- 
journment for not more than three days the day of adjournment 
must be counted and the day to which the adjournment is ordered 
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must be excluded, so that but two entire calendar days can inter- 
vene. 

Now, between Thursday and Monday three calendar days do 
intervene, and therefore the point as to whether an intervening 
Sunday is or is not to be counted is the question for determination. 

I contend that Sunday should be counted, and if I am correct, 
an adjournment from Thursday to Monday would be more than 
three days, and therefore in violation of the Constitution. res- 
sions with regard to time, defining the number of days within 
which certain things may or may not be done, appear in two dif- 
ferent clauses of the Constitution. 

Clause 4 of section 5 reads: 

Neither House, during the session of Congress, s without the consent 
of the other, adjourn for more than three days. ie ay 

Then, in reference to bills which are sent by Congress to the 
Sai wg for his approval, the latter part of clause 2 of section 7 
reads: 

If any bill shall not be returned by the President within ten days (Sundays 
excepted) after it shall have been uted to him, the same shall be a law 
in like manner as if he had signed it, unless the Congress, by their adjourn- 
ment, prevent its return, in which case jt shall not be a law. 

The fact that the framers of the Constitution specially excepted 
Sunday in section 7 and did not do so in section 5, which inhibits 
adjournment for more than three days, shows beyond question that 
they did not intend that it should be excluded in construing the 
latter clause. This is conclusive without further argument, but 
there are other quite as strong reasons. Contemporaneous con- 
struction is oe as conclusive. 

Our first Congresses were composed largely of men who framed 
the Constitution, and they construed that Sunday should be in- 
cluded, and during the early Con, they almost invariably 
adjourned from Friday to Monday; but notwi nding that there 
was little to be done, they never in a single instance adjourned 
from Thursday to Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated tothe Houseof Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I can finish my 
argument in a short time if I am permitted to proceed without 
these constant interruptions. 

The original resolution, which was reported to the House on May 
6 by the | mec from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]}, was in 
these words: 

Resolved, That from and after this day the House shall meet only on Mon- 
days and Thursdays of each week until the further order of the House. 

As the RECORD will show, I endeavored to obtain the floor to 
argue against its adoption. I was unable to do so, and therefore 
availed m of the only parliamentary method left, which was to 
move that the resolution be recommitted with instructions to the 
Committee on Rules to zapori as to its constitutionality. 

I read as follows from the RECORD of May 6: 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move to amend the resolution to recommit, 
recommitted to the Committee on 


My view is that if the House desires to adjourn for more than 
three days, and the Senate desires to remain in continuous session, 
it would be perfectly proper for the House to pass a resolution to 
do so, the resolution being preceded by the words, With the con- 
sent of the Senate.” Such a resolution adopted by the House and 
concurred in by the Senate would authorize an adjournment on 
the of the House for more than three days, and would be 
strictly in conformity with the Constitution. There is no doubt 
but that the Senate would always promptly concur in any resolu- 
tion of that character the moment it was received from the House. 
Such a method would be parliamentary, constitutional, and an 
orderly method of procedure. 

Mr. LL. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that the 
gentleman is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Alabama claims that certain action of the House, which he 
has not yet pointed out, is void, and therefore should not be in 
the Journal. That is the contention which he makes. 

Mr. HULL. But the point of order I submit is that the Jour- 
nal is simply a record of what actually takes place in the House, 
and that if the gentleman from Alabama desires to question the 
ae ee of the action of the House, he ought to adopt some other 

e : 

The SPEAKER. That does not seem to be the opinion of the 
gentleman from Alabama. Doig, west 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Spe: , [make Hia potni that the gentle- 
man from Alabama is notin order. The on of the House to 
which the gentleman from Alabama takes exception is recorded 
in the Journal which was approved at the last meeting of the 
House, so that on no possible ground on which the gentleman has 


planted himself is he in order in discussing a question which is 
not now before the House. 

f of Alabama. The gentleman from P l- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] is entirely mistaken as to the point I 0. 
He utterly misapprehends the distinction between the point which I 
presented last Thursday and the one Iam now endeavoring under 
manifold difficulties to propana Last Thursday I made the 


int that the resolution w. 1 for adjournment from 
Monday to Thursday and from Thursday to Monday, and so on, 
during the session, irrespective of whether a quorum was present 
or not, was unconstitutional. Inow make the point that even with 
a quorum we violated the Constitution by adjourning over from 
Thursday to Monday, because it is an adjournment for more than 
three days without the consent of the Senate. 

The Journal of December 28, 1895, first session Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, page 83, reads: 

Mr. DINGLEY submitted whether it would be in order for the House to ad- 
journ from to-day 1 until Thursday next, January 

TheSpeaker stated that Sunday would not be taken into account in such 
adjournment, but that it would not be in order for the House to adjourn 
from to-day until a day later than Wednesday next. 

When the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DincLEy] made that in- 
quiry, viz, whether the House could adjourn from Monday until 

ursday, the Speaker, without hearing any discussion and with- 
out haying more than a moment to consider it, ruled that an ad- 
journment could not be for a longer time than from Saturday to 
Wednesday. He held that the House could not adjourn for more 
than three days, and he clearly and rightly construed that to mean 
that only two days could intervene between the day of adjourn- 
ment and the day to which the adjournment was made. But, 
without time to give the matter any consideration, the ruling also 
included the proposition that in an adjournment of this character 
Sunday is not to be counted, and that is the question now to be 
considered. 

Before the interruption caused by the presentation of the Pres- 
ident’s message, I read the two clauses of the Constitution which 
designate the number of days within which certain things may be 
done or are required to be done, one of the clauses specially ex- 
cepting Sunday and the other clause not excepting Sunday; and 
my contention is that if appearing that Sunday was excepted in 
the clause which referred to bills sent to the President and not 
excepted in the clause providing for adjournment, it is our duty in 
construing the Constitution to assume that, if the framers of the 
Constitution had intended that Sunday should be excepted in both 
clauses, they would have so stated in that instrument. 

SUPREME COURT OF MAINE SAYS SUNDAY NOT BEING EXCEPTED, IT MUST 
BE COUNTED. 

The first legal authority I will cite is a decision by Chief Jus- 
tice Appleton, Chessy vs. Parks, 75 Maine. I start out with this 
case because I know the Speaker is thoroughly familiar with the 
decisions of the supreme court of Maine. eminent jurist be- 

ns his opinion by quoting approvingly the rule as stated in 

ishop on the Written Laws, paragraph 107, as follows: 

When a statute esa cular number of days, weeks, or the 
computation should be made adding, for instance, to the asce: ned num- 
ber of the day of the month the statutory number. Thus, an enactment 
passed on the 5th day of the month to take effect in ten days, will into 

tion on the 15th day of the month, use the sum of ten five is 
fiftecn. The rule of reason, therefore, may be stated to be, “that of the two 
. days, the one shall be included and the other excluded in the reck- 
* A 

This shows that the Speaker was quite right in that part of the 
decision the effect of which was that in an adjournment for not 
more than three days not more than two calendar days can inter- 
vene. Ishall now endeavor to cite authorities to show that the 
Speaker was wrong in stating that Sunday should not beincluded 
and that Chief Justice Appleton and other jurists differ with our 
eminent Speaker as to whether Sunday should or should not be 
included in the count. This was the question involved in the 
case oe by Chief Justice Appleton. He says (I read from 
page : 


within which an act is to 
be done, and nothing is said about Severs f it is to be included. It was held 
in Carville vs. Additon, 62 Maine, 459, that it was no objection to the legality 
of the collector's proceedings that one of the four days during which the 
distress was kept was Sunday. Soin The State vs. Wheeler, 64 e, it 
was decided the draft for jurors was valid, although one of the four days 
before the draf was apara Š 

Whenever the legislature intend Sunday shall be excluded from the days 
within which an act shall be done, it is done in express terms. It is never 
left to implication. Where an act of Parliament givesa specified number 


of days for doing a particular act, and says nothing about Sunday,” observes 
Hill, y in Ex parte Simpkin, 2 E. and E. “the tase are 8 days, 
including 1 22 


In Asmole vs. Goodwin (2 Salk., 624) it was held “as to business done out of 
court, as rules to 
as other days.“ 


within four da 


te, Sundays are reckoned the same 
uniform current 


of authori is in conformity with 
and 


this decision up to the present time. Thus in ex parte Simpkin (2 


E., 392) it was decided that when an act of Parliament gives a specified number 
of days for doing a particular act and says Boning about Sunday, the days 
are consecutive days, including Sunday. So in this country. King vs. 
Dowell (2 Sandf., on 131) Oakley, C. J., uses this language: “We know of 
no rule or principle by which it (Sunday) is to be excluded from the computa- 
tion when it is an intermediate day,“ and we have supposed the law on the 
subject to be settled. 


The case of Anderson vs. Baughman (6 Mich., 298) also sustains 
the position I have taken. This decision says: 

Where by the rule four days are required in reckoning time on a notice of 
hearing, the day on which the notice is served is to be excluded, and the first 
day of the term included, and an intervening Sunday is to be included in 
such computation. 

Also, in Broome vs. Ni cia hoe (1 Sandf, (N. V.), 664) and also 
in Exp. Dodge (7 Cow. (N. Y.), 147) the court said: 

In New York, where the period fixed by astatute for doing any act expires 


on Sunday the act must be done on the pri day, and intermediate 
Sundays are included in the computation of time. 


The decisions which at first pence appear to vary from this rule 
have no application. Several States have statutes which direct 
that property may be seized for taxes and that— 

The collector shall keep the property four days at le: at t f 
the owner; and shall thon salt the — vy e 

Now, in case the property is seized on Wednesday, the courts 
have held that the sale must take place Monday. The sale could 
not be held on Sunday, because the law prohibits officials doing 
business on that day. It could not be sold on Saturday, be- 
cause on Saturday the collector had not kept the property at least 
four days. It is statutes of this character which have in effect held 
that Sundays should be excluded, but the case is very different 
here. The Constitution does not say we shall adjourn for three 
days, but it says we shall not adjourn for more than three days. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, while what I have already said would ap- 
pear to be conclusive, yet there is another view which may be taken 
of this 575 oe 

Mr. HULL. Mr. . I insist on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair thinks it would be better that the 

ntleman from Alabama should be permitted to proceed. He is 

aying down a proposition in which he contends that the Journal 

ought not to record what has occurred if it ought not to have oc- 


Mr. HULL. Well, of course, the 
myself disagree as to that, and I make the point of order. 

. WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, the gentleman will agree 
with me if he will cease his interruptions and listen to my argu- 
ment. 1 75 hter.] ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt that the gentleman 
from Alabama, having made his point, will bring the discussion 
to an end, and that the matter can be more easily disposed of by 
permitting him to proceed. 

Mr. HULL. If the Chair has no doubt of that, I am willing to 
listen to the gentleman a little longer, but I think the Chair is 


3 ughter.] j 
. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will proceed. 


POWERS NOT GRANTED MUST NOT BE EXERCISED. 


It must also be remembered that it is our duty to construe the 
Constitution much more strictly than courts construe the consti- 
tution of States; and that powers not 99575 by that instrument 
to Congress must not be exercised. have numerous decisions 
which lay down the following well-established rule. 

I read from Cotten vs, Commissioners, 6 Florida, 610: 

The acts passed by the general assembly of the State are entitled toa more 
liberal construction than the acts of Congress, for the Congress of the United 
States contains only specific grants of powers to the Government, whilst the 


constitution of the State makes a general grant of all the political powers of 
the people, restrained only by specific reservations. 


Bishop, on the Written Laws, cites authority, and on paragraphs 
82 and 90, says: 

Par, 82. The exercise even of a doubtful power will not be attributed to 
the legislature; therefore construction will lean against it. 

Pak. 90. If there are two ible constructions of the statute, the one har- 


monious with the Constitution and the other opposed, the harmonious must 
be adopted. 


Chief Justice Marshall, in United States vs. Fisher, 2 Cranch, 
858, said: 

Under a constitution conferring specific powers the power contended for 
must be granted or it can not be exercised. 

Other authorities on this point are as follows: 


The National Government possesses no powers but such as have been dele- 
gated toit. The States retain all but such as they have surrendered. (Su- 

reme Court, 1793, Calder vs. Bull, 3 Dall., 386; 1 Briscoe vs, Bank of Ken- 
facky, 11 Pet., 257; 1865, Gilman vs. Philadelphia, 8 Wall., 713.) 

In the Padelford case (14 Ga., 438) the following rules were 
laid down: 

First. That the Constitution delegated to the General Government, or any 
Depant thereof, no power by implication, but only delegated such powers 
as it expressly enumerated. 

Second. That the words used in it, if susceptible of more meanings than 
one, were used in the meaning which was least favorable to the delegation of 
power and most favorable to its retention. 


ntleman from Alabama and 
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These decisions apply directly to the question under considera- 


on. 

1. There is no expressed authority in the Constitution authoriz- 
ing Congress to except Sunday in counting the three days, and if 
Congress does do it, it is done, of course, by implication, which 
this eminent authority decides can not be done. 

2. An adjournment from Thursday till Monday is exercising 
the power to adjourn for a longer period than is specifically 
granted by the Constitution. 

3. That even if the clause of the Constitution which we are con- 
sidering is susceptible of meaning that Sunday might or might not 
be excluded, the true rule of construction would be to include 
Banner, because it would be the least favorable to the delegation 
of power. 

the resolution as it n passed the House wrongly adopts a con- 
ann favorable to the greatest grant of power instead of the 
east. 

SUNDAY EXCEPTED IN ONE CLAUSE AND NOT EXCEPTED IN ANOTHER. 

I will now refer to another round by which I think the action 
which I criticise violates the Constitution. 

Chief Justice Marshall, in construing the clause of the Consti- 
tution, which reads: 

No State shall, without the consent of the werbe posts 
duties on imports or exports except what 8 be abso 8 9 tar 
executing its inspection laws 
said—I read from Brown vs. Maryland, 12 Wheaton, 438: 

If it be a rule of interpretation, to which all assent, that the exception of a 
particular thing from general words proves that, in the opinion of the law 
given, the thing excep would be within the general clause had the ex- 
ception not been made, we know no reason why this general rule should not 
be as applicable to the Constitution as to other instruments. 

The contrary of this position asserted by Chief Justice Marshall 
is also true; and, where a thing is not excepted, the general rule 
should be to assume that the framers of the instrument did not 
intend to except it. 

The case of Brown vs. Maryland was modified, and in some re- 
spects overruled, in the license cases, 5 Howard; passenger cases, 
7 Howard, and Groves case, 15 Peters. But the principle which 
Ihave quoted from Chief Justice Marshall has never been disturbed, 

Again, in United States vs. Fisher, 2 Cranch, 386, Chief Justice 
Marshall says: 

It is undoubtedly a well-established principle in the e: tion of statutes 
that every part is to be considered, and the intention of the legislature to be 
extracted from the whole. It is also true that where inconvenience 
will result from a particular construction, that construction is to be avoided, 
paee, the meaning of the legislature be plain, in which case it must be 

Again, Bishop,in the work from which I have already quoted, 
aragraph 82, gives a number of authorities which he has con- 
ensed in the following words: 

All its parts and all acts, “though made at different times or even ex- 
red! or repealed, and the entire 8 of laws, and the common law, 
piging the same matter, must be taken together; and if one part standing 

by itself is obscure, it may by aided by another which is clear. 

These authorities admonish us that, Sunday being excepted in 
one clause of the Constitution and not excepted in the other, we 
must take that fact into view and construe that where the framers 
of the Constitution did not except Sunday they intended it to be 
included. 

These decisions from our highest courts including as they do 
the expressions of Chief Justice Marshall show that he would have 
decided that the adjournment from Thursday until Monday was 
unconstitutional; 

1. Sunday not being excepted in that clause of the Constitution, 
we have no right to exclude it from the count. 

2. In looking at the whole instrument, we find that in the clause 
where the framers of the Constitution desired to exclude Sunday 
wey expressed their desire in positive language. 

r. DALZELL. On the motion to approve the Journal I ask 


for the eens e 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iam not yet off the floor. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not yet finished. 

Mr. DALZELL. I thought he had. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, each one of the 
points I have presented, each taken separately by itself, proves that 
an adjournment from Thursday to Monday is not authorized by the 
Constitution; but even if none of these were considered, there is 
another point which taken alone clearly proves the unconstitution- 
ality of the resolution. 

CONTEMPORANEOUS CONSTRUCTION. 

The next point, Mr. Speaker, I make is the question of contem- 
poraneous construction. When the First Congress met on the 4th 
of March, 1789, both the House and Senate were largely composed 
of men who had participated in the construction of and adoption of 
the Constitution. Every provision in that instrument and the 
arguments, reasoning, and discussion which preceded and were 
contemporaneous with the adoption of each paragraph and section 
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was fresh upon their minds. There seemed to be no two things 


To show how often the Senate adopted this plan of procedure, I 


more thoroughly impressed upon them than that the instrument | give below every adjournment of the Senate for more than a day: 


which they had created and under which they were then governed 
protea less than a quorum from adjourning for more than one 

y, and also prohibited one House, even with a quorum, from 
adjourning for more than three days without the consent of the 


other. 

That they construed Sunday as a day to be counted is evident 
beyond question. The House and Senate were then very much in 
the condition of the House of Representatives to-day. The pow- 
ers of the Congress were construed to be limited to the express 
grants of the Constitution, and very little business was attempted 
to be accomplished. Notwithstanding this, there is not an in- 
stance on record where they attempted to adjourn from Thursda: 
until Monday. The record shows that they almost invariabl - 
journed from Friday until Monday, showing that theg song t to 
salan to the fullest extent of their power as it was then under- 
stood. 

The record also shows that most erally very little business 

lled by th f th Const 5 
yet, im y the requirements of the itution, they met 
Thursday Friday 


March 4 but eight Senators appeared, six of them having 
been members of the Constitutional Convention. They met from 
day to day until April 6, when the following-named Senators 
were present: 

John zangdan Caleb Strong, William Samuel Johnson, Oliver 
Ellsworth, William Patterson, Robert Morris, of Pennsylvania, 
Richard Bassett, of Delaware, and William Few, of Georgia, all 
eight of whom were members of the Constitutional Convention. 
The other four were Paine Wingate, Jonathan Elmer, William 
Maclay, and Richard Henry Lee. It will be seen that two-thirds 
of these Senators were members of the Constitutional Convention. 

These twelve Senators constituted a quorum, and the Senate 
was then organized to do business. As before stated, there seemed 
to be so little business that there was no necessity for a meeting, 
yet the record shows that these Senators scrupulously refrained 
from adjourning for a longer period than Friday to Monday. 

The House met at the time provided by the Constitution, namely, 
March 4, 1789, but, like the ee it was without a quorum, and 
being without a quorum, it adjourned from day to day until April 
1, when, a quorum having appeared, the House was organized; but 
it continued to adjourn from day to psy. until Friday, May 1, 
when, for the first time, it availed itself of its constitutional right 
to adjourn until the following On: 

The House, like the Senate, included some of the most eminent 
members of the Constitutional Convention. Among them was 
James Madison, Elbridge Gerry, Roger Sherman, Nicholas Gil- 
mer, George Climer, Hugh Williamson, Thomas Fitzsimons, and 
Abraham dwin, 

I could produce innumerable authorities to sustain my position 
that the practice of these framers of the Constitution fixed the 
construction to which we ought to adhere. I will only call atten- 
tion to a few. 

I read first from Bishop on the Written Laws: 

Par. II. A written constitution of the State or United States is a law.“ 

Par. 70. The ere ence of all rules for interpreting statutes is to as- 
certain the l tive intent. 

Par. 104. An interpretation given by the sages of the law, when a statute 
was passed, or soon after, is much re ed by the courts. 

A contemporaneous exposition of the le ture has weight, and it is some- 
times high evidence of the sense intended. 

Par. I The doctrine of stare decisis prevails in the inte tation of stat- 
utes as in the other departments of the law. A single d on should be fol- 
lowed unless clearly wrong And a series of decisions not just in themselves 
may bind where one would not. A practice which grown out of the con- 
struction of a statute will be somewhat tenaciously adhered to. 

PAR. 137. This doctrine is not limited to statutes; it is applied equally to 
the interpretation of our written constitutions. 

The following is decided in each of the ten cases which I cite: 

A 5 exposition of the Constitution, practiced and acquiesced 
in for a period of years, fixes the construction; the court will not shake 
or control it. Cope Court, 1808; 1 Be T. 4 Wheat., 316; 11 Pet., 257; 
16 Id., 539; 6 How., 344; Id., 507; 12 How., 209; Id., 443; 4 Wheat., 122.) 

The Padelford case (14 Ga., 438) lays down the following: 

1. The United States Constitution is to be construed in the sense in which 
it was understood by the makers of it at the time when they made it. 

In the United States Digest, paragraph 765, Chapter Construc- 
tion of Statutes, I find sixteen decisions, all to the following effect: 

Statutes are to be construed according to the intention of the makers. 

All lawyers are familiar with the principles enunciated by the 
decisions I have cited, but I refer to them for the benefit of those 
who pursue other vocations. 

I have examined the Journals of the Senate, and I find that the 
Senate was in session every day until Friday, May 22, when for 
the first time it availed itself of the privilege of adjourning for 
taren daya, and on that day we find it adjourned until Monday, 

y 25. 
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SENATE JOURNALS. 
First session First Congress. 
Friday, May 22, adjourned until Monday, May 25, 1789. 
Friday, May 29, adjourned until Monday, June 1, 1789. 
Friday, June 12, adjourned until Monday, June 15, 1789. 
Friday, July 3, adjourned until Monday, July 6, 1789. 
Friday, July 31, adjourned until Monday, August 3, 1789. 
Friday, August 7, adjourned until Monday, August 10, 1789. 
Friday, August 14, adjourned until Monday, August 17, 1789. 
Friday, August 28, adjourned until Monday, August 31, 1789. 
eee September 4, adjourned until Monday, September 7, 
Second session First Congress. 
Friday, January 8, adjourned until Monday, January 11, 1790. 
Friday, January 22, adjourned until Monday, January 25, 1790. 
Friday, January 29, adjourned until Monday, Fe 1, 1790. 
Friday, February 5, adjourned until Monday, February 8, 1790. 
Friday, February 12, adjourned until Monday, February 15, 1790. 
Friday, February 19, adjourned until Monday, February 22, 1790. 
Friday, February 26, adjourned until Monday, March 1, 1790. 
Friday, March 5, adjourned until Monday, rch 8, 1790. 
Friday, March 12, adjourned until Monday, March 15, 1790. 
Friday, March 19, adjourned until Monday, March 22, 1790. 
Friday, March 26, adjourned until Monday, March 29, 1790. 
Friday, April 9, adjourned until Monday, April 12, 1790. 
Friday, April 16, adjourned until Monday, April 19, 1790. 
Friday, April 30, adjourned until Monday, May 3, 1790. 
Friday, May 7, adjourned until Monday, May 10, 1790. 
Friday, May 14, adjourned until Monday, May 17, 1790. 
Friday, May 21, adjourned until Monday, May 24, 1790. 
Friday, May 28, adjourned until Monday, May 31, 1790. 
Friday, June 4, adjourned until Monday, June 7, 1790. 
Friday, June 11, adjourned until Monday, June 14, 1790. 
Friday, June 18, adjourned until Monday, June 21, 1790. 
Friday, June 25, adjourned until Monday, June 28, 1790. 
Friday, July 9, adjourned uutil Monday, July 12, 1790. 
Friday, July 30, adjourned until Monday, August 2, 1790. 


Third session First Congress. 


5 December 10, adjourned until Monday, December 13, 

Friday, December 24, adjourned until Monday, December 27, 
1790. 

Friday, December 31, 1790, adjourned until Monday, January 3, 
1791. 
Friday, January 7, adjourned until Monday, January 10, 1791. 
Friday, January 14, adjourned until Monday, January 17, 1791. 
Friday, January 21, adjourned until Monday, January 24, 1791, 
Friday, January 28, adjourned until Monday, January 31, 1791. 
Friday, February 4, adjourned until Monday, February 7, 1791. 
Friday, October 28, adjourned until Monday, October 31, 1791. 
Friday, November 4, adjourned until Monday, November 7, 1791. 
Friday, November 11, adjourned until Monday, November 14, 


1791. 
riday, November 18, adjourned until Monday, November 21, 

791. 
W November 25, adjourned until Monday, November 28, 

1791. 


Friday, December 2,adjourned until Monday, December 5, 1791. 

i 1 8 70 December 9, adjourned until Monday, December 12, 

791. 
123 December 23, adjourned until Monday, December 26, 
1. 

1 December 30, 1791, adjourned until Monday, January 2, 
92. : 
Friday, January 6, adjourned until Monday, January 9, 1792. 
Friday, January 13, adjourned until Monday, January 16, 1792. 
Friday, January 20, adjourned until Monday, January 23, 1792. 
Friday, January 27, adjourned until Monday, January 30, 1792. 
Friday, February 3, adjourned until Monday, February 6, 1792. 
Friday, February 10, adjourned until Monday, February 13, 1792. 
Friday, February 17, adjourned until Monday, February 20, 1792. 
Friday, February 24, adjourned until Monday, February 27, 1792. 
Friday, March 2, adjourned until Monday, March 5, 1792. 
Friday, March 9, adjourned until Monday, March 12, 1792. 
Friday, March 16, adjourned until Monday, March 19, 1792. 
Friday, March 23, adjourned until Monday, March 26, 1792. 
Friday, March 30, adjourned until Monday, April 2, 1792. 
Friday, April 6, adjourned until Monday, April 9, 1792. 
Friday, April 20, adjourned until Monday, April 23, 1792. 


Second ‘session Second Congress. 


1 November 9, adjourned until Monday, November 12, 
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Friday, November 16, adjourned until Monday, November 19, 
1792. 

5 November 30, adjourned until Monday, December 3, 
1792. 

Friday, December 7, adjourned until Monday, December 10, 
1792 


i Friday, December 14, adjourned until Monday, December 17, 
2. 
Friday, December 21, adjourned until Monday, December 24, 
1792. - 
ae December 28, adjourned until Monday, December 31, 


Friday, January 4, adjourned until Monday, January 7, 1793. 
Friday, January 11, adjourned until Monday, January 14, 1793. 
Friday, January 18, adjourned until Monday, January 21, 1793. 
Friday, January 25, adjourned until Monday, January 28, 1793. 
Friday, February 1, adjourned until Monday, February 4, 1793. 
3 February 15, adjourned until Monday, February 18, 


First session Third Congress, 


Friday, December 6, adjourned until Monday, December 9, 1793. 

Friday, December 13, adjourned until Monda; , December 16, 
1793. 
Friday, December 20, adjourned until Monday, December 23, 
1793. 

Friday, December 27, adjourned until Monday, December 30, 
1798. 


Friday, March 14, adjourned until Monday, March 17, 1794. 
Friday, March 21, adjourned until Monday, March 24, 1794. 
Friday, March 28, adjourned until Monday, March 31, 1794, 
Friday, April 4, adjourned until Monday, April 7, 1794. 
Friday, April 11, adjourned until Monday, April 14, 1794, 
Friday, April 25, adjourned until Monday, April 28, 1794, 


Friday, May 2, adjourned until Monday, May 5, 1794. 
Friday, May 9, adjourned until Monday, May 12, 1794. 
Friday, May 16, adjourned until Monday, May 19, 1794, 


Second session Third Congress. 


Friday, December 5, adjourned until Monday, November 8, 1794. 
Friday, December 12, adjourned until Monday, December 15, 


1794. 

Friday, December 19, adjourned until Monday, December 22, 
1794. 

Friday, December 26, adjourned until Monday, December 29, 
1794 


Friday, January 2, adjourned until Monday, January 5, 1795. 

Friday, January 9, adjourned until Monday, January 12, 1795. 
Friday, January 16, 1 until Monday, January 19, 1795, 
Friday, January 23, adjourned until Monday, January 26, 1795. 
Friday, January 30, adjourned until Monday, February 2, 1795. 
Friday, February 6, adjourned until Monday, February 9, 1795. 
Friday, February 13, adjourned until Monday, February 16, 1795. 
Friday, February 20, adjourned until Monday, February 23, 1795. 


First session Fourth Congress. 
Friday, December 18, adjourned until Monday, December 21, 
1795. 
Thursday, December 24, adjourned until Monday, December 28, 
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5. 
Friday, January 1, adjourned until Monday, January 4, 1796. 
idas : 8 until Monday, January 11, 1796. 


Friday, April 1, adjourned until Monday, April 4, 1796. 
Friday, April 8, adjourned until Monday, April 11, 1796. 
Friday, April 15, adjourned until Monday, April 18, 1796. 


Second session Fourth Congress. 
3 December 16, adjourned until Monday, December 19, 
1550 lr, December 23, adjourned until Monday, December 26, 


Friday, December 30, 1796, adjourned until Monday, January 2, 


Friday, January 13, adjourned until Monday, January 10, 1797. 
Friday, January 20, adjourned until Monday, January 23, 1797. 
Friday, January 27, adjourned until Monday, January 30, 1797. 
Friday, February 3, adjourned until Monday, February 6, 1797. 
Friday, February 10, adjourned until Monday, February 13, 1797, 
Friday, February 17, adjourned until Monday, February 20, 1797. 
First session Fifth Congress. 
Friday, May 26, adjourned until Monday, May 29, 1797. 
Friday, June 2, adjourned until Monday, June 5, 1797. 
Friday, June 9, adjourned until Monday, June 12, 1797. 
Second session Fifth Congress. 
Friday, December 1, adjourned until Monday, December 4, 1797. 
Friday, December 8, adjourned until Monday, December 11,1797. 

1 December 15, adjourned until Monday, December 18, 
Friday, January 5, adjourned until Monday, January 8, 1798. 
Friday, January 12, adjourned until Monday, January 15, 1798. 
Friday, January 19, adjourned until Monday, January 22, 1798. 
Friday, January 26, adjourned until Monday, January 29, 1798. 
Friday, February 9, adjourned until Monday, February 12, 1798, 
Friday, February 16, adjourned until Monday, February 19, 1798. 
Friday, February 23, adjourned until Monday, February 26, 1798, 
Friday, March 2, adjourned until Monday, March 5, 1798. 
Friday, March 9, adjourned until Monday, March 12, 1798. 
Friday, March 16, adjourned until Monday, March 19, 1798, 
Friday, March 23, adjourned until Monday, March 26, 1798. 
Friday, March 30, adjourned until Monday, April 2, 1798. 
Friday, April 13, adjourned until Monday, April 16, 1798. 
Friday, April 20, adjourned until Monday, April 23, 1798. 
Friday, April 27, adjourned until Monday, April 30, 1798. 
Friday, May 4, adjourned until Monday, May 7, 1798. 

Friday, May 11, adjourned until Monday, May 14, 1798. 
Friday, May 18, adjourned until Monday, May 21, 1798, 
Friday, May 25, adjourned until Monday, May 28, 1798, 
Friday, June 1, adjourned until Monday, June 4, 1798. 
Friday, June 8, adjourned until Monday, June 11, 1798. 
Third session Fifth Congress. 
: 8 December 14, adjourned until Monday, December 17, 
798. 

e December 28, adjourned until Monday, December 31, 
Friday, January ii, adjourned until Monday, January 14, 1799. 
Friday, January 18, adjourned until Monday, January 21, 1799, 

iday, January 25, adjourned until Monday, January 28, 1799. 

Friday, February 1, adjourned until Monday, February 4, 1799. 
First session Sixth Congress. 

Friday, December 13, adjourned until Monday, December 16, 

1799. 

Peak December 19, adjourned until Monday, December 23, 

1799. 
al December 22, adjourned until Monday, December 30, 

17 


Friday, January 3, adjourned until Monday, January 6, 1800. 
Friday, January 10, adjourned until Monday, January 13, 1800, 
iday, January 17, adjourned until Monday, January 20, 1800, 
Friday, January 24, adjourned until Monday, January 27, 1800, 
Friday, January 31, adjourned until Monday, February 3, 1800. 
Soin eleanor ny Men lee 
y,Fe journed unti nday, Fe 2 
Friday, March 14, adjourned until Monday, March 17, 1800. 
Friday, March 28, adjourned until Monday, March 31, 1800. 
Friday, April 4, es alone until Monday, April 7, 1800. 
Friday, April 25, adjourned until Monday, April 28, 1800. 


Second session Sixth Congress. 


Friday, November 28, adjourned until Monday, December 1, 
1800. 
Friday, December 5, adjourned until Monday, December 8, 1800, 
Friday, December 12, adjourned until Monday, December 15, 
1800. 
Friday, December 19, adjourned until Monday, December 22, 
1800. 
Thursday, January 1, adjourned until Monday, January 5, 1801. 
Friday, January 9, adjourned until Monday, January 12, 1801. 
Friday, January 23, adjourned until Monday, January 26, 1801. 
Friday, January 30, adjourned until Monday, February 2, 1801. 
Friday, February 18, adjourned until Monday, February 16, 1801. 
Friday, February 20, adjourned until Monday, February 23, 1801, 


1 


1897. 


First session Seventh Congress. 
Friday, December 11, adjourned until Monday, 


1801. 


Thursday, December 31, 1801, adjourned until Monday, Janu- 
1802. 


4, 
5 January 8, adjourned until Monday, January 11, 1802. 
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Friday, January 15, adjourned until Monday, January 18, 1802. 
Friday, January 22, adjourned until Monday, January 25, 1802. 
Friday, January 29, adjourned until Monday, February 1, 1802. 
Friday, February 5, adjourned until Monday, February 8, 1802. 
Friday, February 12, adjourned until Monday, February 15, 1802. 
Friday, February 19, adjourned until Monday, February 22, 1802. 
Friday, February 26, adjourned until Monday, March 1, 1802, 
Friday, March 5, adjourned until Monday, h 8, 1802. 
Friday, March 12, adjourned until Monday, March 15, 1802. 
Friday, March 19, adjourned until Monday, March 22, 1802. 
Friday, April 9, adjourned until Monday, April 12, 1802. 
Second session Seventh Congress. 
Friday, January 7, adjourned until Monday, January 10, 1803. 
Friday, January 14, adjourned until Monday, January 17, 1803. 
Friday, January 21, adjourned until Monday, January 24, 1803. 
Friday, January 28, 8 until Monday, January 31, 1803. 
Friday, February 4, adjourned until Monday, February 7, 1803. 
Friday, February 11, adjourned until Monday, February 14, 1803. 
Friday, February 18, adjourned until Monday, February 21, 1803. 
First session Eighth Congress. 
Friday, October 28, adjourned until Monday, October 31, 1803. 
Friday, November 4, adjourned until Monday, November 7, 1803. 
Monday, November 7, adjourned until Thursday, November 10, 
3. 


5 November 11, adjourned until Monday, November 14, 
1603 r, November 18, adjourned until Monday, November 21, 


18 


Friday, November 25, adjourned until Monday, November 28, 


Friday, December 2, adjourned until Monday, December 5, 1803. 
Friday, December 9, adjourned until Monday, December 12, 1803. 
Friday, December 16, adjourned antil Monday, December 19, 


1803. 


180: 


* December 23, adjourned until Tuesday, December 27, 
Friday, December 30, 1803, adjourned until Monday, January 2, 


1804 


Friday, January 6, adjourned until Monday, January 9, 1804. 
Friday, January 20, adjourned until Monday, January 23, 1804. 
Friday, January 27, adjourned until Monday, January 30, 1804. 
Friday, February 3, adjourned until Monday, February 6, 1804. 
Friday, February 10, adjourned until Monday, February 13, 1804. 
Second session Eighth Congress. 


PS bisa November 9, adjourned until Monday, November 12, 
Friday, November 23, adjourned until Monday, November 26, 


180 


Friday, November 30, adjourned until Monday, December 3, 
Friday, December 7, adjourned until Monday, December 10, 1804. 


9 December 14, adjourned until Monday, December 17, 


ccs December 21, adjourned until Monday, December 24, 


Friday, January 4, adjourned until Monday, January 7, 1805. 
Friday, January 11, adjourned until Monday, January 14, 1805. 
Friday, January 18, ee until Monday, January 21, 1805. 
The first time that the House of Representatives adjourned for 


more than a rag Dele on May 29, 1789, Ihave examined the Jour- 


nals and give 


ow all the adjournments of that body for a 


longer period than to the day following: 


HOUSE JOURNALS. 
First session First. Congress. 
Friday, May 29, adjourned until Monday, June 1, 1789. 
Friday, June 5, . until Monday, June 8, 1789. 
Friday, June 19, adjourned until Monday, June 22, 1789. 
Friday, July 3, adjourned until Monday, July 6, 1789. 
Friday, July 17, adjourned until Monday, July 20, 1789. 
Friday, July 24, adjourned until Monday, July 27, 1789. 
Friday, July 31, adjourned until Monday, August 3, 1789. 
Second session First Congress. 
Friday, January 15, adjourned until Monday, January 18, 1790. 
Friday, January 22, adjourned until Monday, January 25, 1790. 
Friday, January 29, adjourned until Monday, February 1, 1790. 
Friday, February 5, adjourned until Monday, February 8, 1790. 
Friday, February 12, adjourned until Monday, February 15, 


1790 
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Friday, February 19, adjourned until Monday, February 22, 


December 14, | 1790. 


Friday, February 26, adjourned until Monday, March 1, 1790. 
Friday, March 5, adjourned until Monday, March 8, 1790. 
Friday, March 19, adjourned until Monday, March 22, 1790. 
Friday, March 26, adjourned until Monday, March 29, 1790. 
Friday, April 16, adjourned until Monday, April 19, 1790. 
Friday, April 23, adjourned until Monday, April 26, 1790. 
Friday, April 30, adjourned until Monday, May 3, 1790, 
Friday, May 7, adjourned until Monday, May 10, 1790. 
Friday, May 14, 8 until Monday, May 17, 1790. 
Friday, May 21, adjourned until Monday, May 24, 1790. 
Friday, May 28, adjourned until Monday, May 31, 17900. 
Friday, June 4, adjourned until Monday, June 7, 1790. 
Friday, June 11, adjourned until Monday, June 14, 1790. 
Friday, June 18, adjourned until Monday, June 21, 1790. 
Friday, June 25, adjourned until Monday, June 28, 1790. 
Friday, July 2, adjourned until Monday, July 5, 1790. 
Friday, July 30, 3 until Monday, August 2, 1790. 
Third session First Congress. 
ay, December 17, adjourned until Monday, December 20, 


‘ . > 
Friday, December 24, adjourned until Monday, December 27, 


1790 


Friday, December 81, 1790, adjourned until Monday, January 3, 


1791. 


1 
1 


Friday, January 7, adjourned until Monday, January 10, 1791, 

Friday, January 14, adjourned until Monday, January 17, 1791. 

Friday, January 28, adjourned until Monday, January 31, 1791. 

First session Second Congress. 

Friday, October 28, adjourned until Monday, October 31, 1791. 

Friday, November 4, adjourned until Monday, November 7, 
791. 

Friday, November 11, adjourned until Monday, November 14, 
791, 

Friday, November 18, adjourned until Monday, November 21, 


1791. 


Friday, November 25, adjourned until Monday, November 28, 


1791. 


1 
1 
1 


Friday, Denember 9, odjournod ae Momiay, December 13 
Friday, December 16, adjourned until Monday, December 19, 
Friday, December 23, adjourned until Monday, December 26, 
"Friday, December 30,1791, adjourned until Monday, January 2, 


1792 


17 


1 
1 


1 


‘ . 
Friday, January 6, adjourned until Monday, January 9, 1792. 
Friday, January 13, adjourned until Monday, January 16, 1792. 
Friday, January 20, adjourned until Monday, January 23, 1792, 
Friday, January 27, adjourned until Monday, Jan 30, 1792. 
Friday, February 3, adjourned until Monday, February 6, 


. 
Friday, February 10, adjourned until Monday, February 13, 
792. 

Friday, February 17, adjourned until Monday, February 20, 
792. 

Friday, March 9, adjourned until Monday, March 12, 1792, 

Friday, April 13, adjourned until Monday, April 16, 1792. 

Second session Second Congress. 

Friday, November 16, adjourned until Monday, November 19, 
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tude. 
Friday, November 23, adjourned until Monday, November 26, 
2. 
Friday, November 30, adjourned until Monday, December 3, 1792. 
Friday, December 7, adjourned until Monday. December 10, 1792. 
Friday, December 14, adjourned until Monday, December 17, 


1792. 


Friday, December 21, adjourned until Monday, December 24, 


1792. 


Friday, December 28, adjourned until Monday, December 31, 


1792. 


Friday, January 18, adjourned until Monday, January 21, 179g. 
Friday, February 1, adjourned until Monday, February 4, 1793. 


First session Third Congress. 
Friday, December 13, adjourned until Monday, December 16, 


1793. 


1 


iIo. 
teal December 20, adjourned until Monday, December 23, 
í 


moe December 27, adjourned until Monday, December 30, 
‘ 


Friday, January 3, adjourned until Monday, January 6, 1794. 
Friday, January 10, adjourned until Monday, January 13, 1794. 
Friday, January 17, adjourned until Monday, January 20, 1794. 
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May 17, 


Friday, January 31, adjourned until Monday, February 8, 1794. 
Friday, February 7, adjourned until Monday, February 10, 1794. 
3 February 14, adjourned until Monday, February 17, 


1794. 
1 February 21, adjourned until Monday, February 24, 


Friday, February 28, adjourned until Monday, March 3, 1794. 
Friday, March 7, adjourned until Monday, March 10, 1794. 


Friday, March 14, adjourned until Monday, March 17, 1794. 
Friday, March 21, adjourned until Monday, March 24, 1794, 
Friday, March 28, adjourned until Monday, March 31, 1794, 
Friday, April 4, adjourned until Monday, April 7, 1794. 
Friday, April 11, adjourned until Monday, April 14, 1794. 
Friday, April 18, adjourned until Monday, April 21, 1794. 
Friday, May 2, adjourned until Monday, May 5, 1794. 
Second session Third Congress. 

12123 November 7, adjourned until Monday, November 10, 

15 7dr, November 14, adjourned until Monday, November 17, 
94. 

1 November 21, adjourned until Monday, November 24, 
94. 

Friday, December 5, adjourned until Monday, December 8, 1794. 
Friday, December 12, adjourned until Monday, December 15, 

1794 


Friday, December 19, adjourned until Monday, December 22, 


A 8 December 26, adjourned until Monday, December 29, 

794. 
Friday, January 2, adjourned until Monday, January 5, 1795. 
Friday, January 9, adjourned until Monday, January 12, 1795. 
Friday, January 16, adjourned until Monday, January 19, 1795. 
Friday, January 23, adjourned until Monday, January 26, 1795. 
Friday, January 30, adjourned until Monday, February 2, 1795. 
Friday, February 6, adjourned until Monday, February 9, 1795. 


First session Fourth Congress, 


F Friday, December 11, adjourned until Monday, December 14, 

795. 

i Friday, December 18, adjourned until Monday, December 21, 

795. 
Friday, January 1, adjourned until Monday, January 4, 1796. 
Friday, January 8, adjourned until Monday, January 11, 1796. 
Friday, January 15, ay dae until Monday, January 18, 1796. 
Friday, January 22, adjourned until Monday, January 25, 1796. 
Friday, January 29, adjourned until Monday, February 1, 1796. 
Friday, February 5, adjourned until Monday, February 8, 1796. 
Friday, February 12, adjourned until Monday, February 15, 1796. 
Friday, February 19, adjourned until Monday, February 22, 1796. 
Friday, February 26, adjourned until Monday, February 29, 1796. 
Friday, March 4, adjourned until Monday, March 7, 1796. 
Friday, March 11, adjourned until Monday, March 14, 1796. 
Friday, March 18, adjourned until Monday, March 21, 1796. 
Friday, March 25, adjourned until Monday, March 28, 1796, 
Friday, April 1, adjourned until Monday, April 4, 1796. 
Friday, April 22, adjourned until Monday, April 25, 1796. 
Friday, May 13, adjourned until Monday, May 16, 1796. 
Second session Fourth Congress. 

Friday, December 9, adjourned until Monday, December 12, 1796. 
Friday, December 16, adjourned until Monday, December 19, 


1796. 
Thursday, December 22, adjourned until Monday, December 26, 
1796 


Friday, December 30, adjourned until Monday, January 2, 1797. 
Friday, December 6, adjourned until Monday January 9, 1797. 
Friday, December 13, adjourned until Monday, January 16, 


11743), December 20, adjourned until Monday, January 23, 
T Friday, December 27, adjourned until Monday, January 80, 

Friday, Wotrunty 11, aijoured unldl Monday, e 20, 
ei First session Fifth Congress. 


Friday, May 19, adjourned until Monday, May 22, 1797. 
Second session Fifth Congress. 
Friday, November 17, adjourned until Monday, November 20, 
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Eray, November 24, adjourned until Monday, November 27, 
97. 

Friday, December 1, adjourned until Monday, December 4, 1797. 
Friday, December 8, adjourned until Monday, December 11, 1797. 
woe December 15, adjourned until Monday, December 18, 


10 y December 22, adjourned until Tuesday, December 26, 

tee. December 29, 1797, adjourned until Monday, January 1, 

Friday, January 5, adjourned until Monday, January 8, 1798. 
Friday, January 12, adjourned until Monday, January 15, 1798. 
Friday, January 19, adjourned until Monday, January 22, 1798. 
Friday, January 26, adjourned until Monday, January 29, 1798, 
Friday, February 2, adjourned until Monday, February 5, 1798. 
Friday, February 9, adjourned until Monday, February 12, 1798. 
Friday, February 16, adjourned until Monday, February 19, 1798. 
Friday, February 23, adjourned until Monday, February 26, 1798. 
Friday, March 2, adjourned until Monday, March 5, 1798. 
Friday, March 9, adjourned until Monday, March 12, 1798. 
Friday, March 16, adjourned until Monday, March 19, 1798. 
Friday, March 23, adjourned until Monday, March 26, 1798, 
Friday, March 30, adjourned until Monday, April 2, 1798, 
Friday, April 6, adjourned until Monday, April 9, 1798. 
Friday, April 13, adjourned until Monday, April 16, 1798. 
Friday, April 20, adjourned until Monday, April 23, 1798, 
Friday, April 27, adjourned until Monday, April 80, 1798, 
Friday, May 11, adjourned until Monday, May 14, 1798. 
Friday, June 1, adjeurned until Monday, June 4, 1798. 


Third session Fifth Congress. 
Set December 14, adjourned until Monday, December 17, 
í 8 
1 December 21, adjourned until Monday, December 24, 
9 


peny, December 28, adjourned until Monday, December 31, 


Friday, January 4, adjourned until Monday, January 7, 1799. 

Friday, January 11, adjourned until Monday, January 14, 1799. 
Friday, Jannary 18, adjourned until Monday, January 21, 1799. 
Friday, January 25, adjourned until Monday, January 28, 1799. 
Friday, February 1, adjourned until Monday, February 4, 1799. 


First session Sixth Congress. 


Friday, December 6, adjourned until Monday, December 9, 1799. 

Thursday, December 12, adjourned until Monday, December 16, 
1799. 
Thursday, December 19, adjourned until Monday, December 23, 
1799 (Washington's death). 
1 December 27, adjourned until Monday, December 30, 

í . 

Friday, January 3, adjourned until Monday, January 6, 1800. 
Friday, January 10, adjourned until Monday, January 13, 1800. 
Friday, January 17, adjourned until Monday, January 20, 1800, 
Friday, January 24, adjourned until Monday, January 27, 1800, 
Friday, January 31, adjourned until Monday, February 3. 1300. 
Friday, February 7, adjourned until Monday, February 10, 1300. 
Friday, February 14, adjourned until Monday, February 17, 1800, 
Friday, February 21, adjourned until Monday, February 24, 1800, 
Friday, March 14, adjourned until Monday, March 17, 1800, 
Friday, March 21, adjourned until Monday, March 24, 1800. 
Friday, March 28, adjourned until Monday, March 31, 1800, 
Friday, April 4, adjourned until Monday, April 7, 1800. 
Friday, April 18, adjourned until Monday, April 21, 1800. 


Second session Sixth Congress. 


Phe November 28, adjourned until Monday, December 1, 
1 


Friday, January 2, adjourned until Monday, January 5, 1801. 

Friday, January 9, adjourned until Monday, January 12, 1801. 
Friday, January 16, adjourned until Monday, January 19, 1801, 
Friday, January 23, adjourned until Monday, January 26, 1801. 
Friday, January 30, adjourned until Monday, February 2, 1801. 
Friday, February 6, adjourned until Monday, February 9, 1801. 


First session Seventh Congress. 


Friday, December 18, adjourned until Monday, December 21, 
1801. 
A PS acer Ls December 24, adjourned until Monday, December 28, 
ts 
Thursday, December 31, 1801, adjourned until Monday, January 
4, 1802 


Friday, January 8, adjourned until Monday, January 11, 1802. 
Friday, January 15, adjourned until Monday, January 18, 1802. 
Friday, January 22, adjourned until Monday, January 25, 1802. 
Friday, January 29, adjourned until Monday, February 1, 1802. 
Friday, February 5, adjourned until Monday, February 8, 1802. 
W February 12, adjourned until Monday, February 15, 
Friday, March 5, adjourned until Monday, March 8, 1802. 
Friday, March 19, adjourned until Monday, March 22, 1802. 
Friday, April 9, adjourned until Monday, April 12, 1802. 


Friday, December 19, adjourned until Monday, December 22, 
1800 


1897. 
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Second session Seventh Congress. 
aa ay; December 17, adjourned until Monday, December 20, 
2 


Friday, December 24, adjourned until Monday, December 27, 
1802 


Friday, December 31, 1802, adjourned until Monday, January 3, 
1803. 

Friday, January 7, adjourned until Monday, January 10, 1803. 

Friday, January 14, adjourned until Monday, January 17, 1803. 

Friday, January 21, adjourned until Monday, January 24, 1803. 

Friday, January 28, adjourned until Monday, January 31, 1803. 

Friday, February 4, adjourned until Monday, February 7, 1803. 


First session Eighth Congress. 


Friday, November 4, adjourned until Monday, November 7, 1803. 

Friday, November 11, adjourned until Monday, November 14, 
1803. 

Friday, November 18, adjourned until Monday, November 21, 
1803. 
; aoe November 25, adjourned until Monday, November 28, 


Friday, December 2, adjourned until Monday, December 5, 1803. 

Friday, December 9, adjourned until Monday, December 12, 1803. 

To eir December 16, adjourned until Monday, December 19, 
3 


1800 dar, December 23, adjourned until Monday, December 26, 
1601 dar, December 30, 1803, adjourned until Monday, January 2, 


Friday, Jannary 13, adjourned until Monday, January 16, 1804. 
Friday, January 27, adjourned until Monday, January 30, 1804. 
Friday, February 3, adjourned until Monday, February 6, 1804. 
Friday, February 10, adjourned until Monday, February 13, 1804. 
Friday, February 24, adjourned until Monday, February 27, 1804. 


Second session Eighth Congress. 


i 5 November 9, adjourned until Monday, November 12, 
804. 
i Friday, November 16, adjourned until Monday, November 19, 
804 


187. day, November 23, adjourned until Monday, November 26, 
a iday, November 80, adjourned until Monday, December 8, 


Friday, December 7, adjourned until Monday, December 10, 1804. 
1 December 14, adjourned until Monday, December 17, 
1854. dar, December 21, adjourned until Monday, December 24, 
180 dar, December 28, adjourned until Monday, December 31, 


Friday, January 4, adjourned until Monday, January 7, 1805. 

Friday, January 18, adjourned until Monday, January 21, 1805. 

Friday, January 25, adjourned until Monday, January 28, 1805. 

It will be observed that neither the Senate nor House adjourned 
for more than three days except in the case of the announcement 
of the death of Washington and upon two occasions when the in- 
terim included both Sunday and Christmas or New Year’s Day, 
and it is very probable that each House had the consent of the 
other, but this record shows that during sixteen years and includ- 
ing the total period while even a single member of the Constitu- 
tional Convention remained in Congress both Houses observed the 
rule to only adjourn from Friday until Monday. 

I might carry this investigation still further, but as no member 
of the Constitutional Convention was in either House after the 
Eighth Congress it would not add to the strength of my argument 
on the question of contemporaneous construction. ` 

I think all will agree with me that it is our duty to avoid any 
infringement upon the letter or spirit of the Constitution, and 
that we should preserve it in its fullest and most unquestioned 
integrity. 

THE CONSTITUTION OUR BULWARK AND PROTECTOR. 


The Constitution is the bulwark and protector of all we hold 
dear. It is the defense of American civilization, the foundation 
upon which our progress and prosperity is based. It is the hope 
8 future of this great Republic, it is the ark of the covenant of 

iberty. 

Disease, epidemic, and plague may come, but they will pass 
away and in time be forgotten. Floods may sweep over our beau- 
tiful and fertile valleys, but the waters will subside and labor will 
restore the desolations they have made. Cyclones may destroy, 
but industry will replace the shattered edifices. Fires may come 
and consume, but stout hearts and willing hands will rebuild. 
Wars and famine may find a place in our country’s history, but 
American fortitude and courage will enable us to rise above their 
desolating effects. But undermine the Constitution of our coun- 


try, and that for which mankind has fought, labored, and struggled 
since the world began is goneforever. Even give itasingle blow, 
and civilization will stop and stagger, liberty will be imperiled, 
and prosperity of the American people will halt, and this great 
Republic, the pride and envy of the world, will be lost and strewn 
among the wrecks of nations, and its triumphant greatness will be 
among the glories of the past. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Inow ask the previous question on the motion 
to approve the Journal. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared the motion 


carried. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division! 

Mr. ADAMSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] 
rises, as the Chair understands, to a question of personal expla- 
nation. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr, Speaker, at the session of the House last 
Thursday, through inadyertence—— $ 

Mr. S ON of Kansas. Did the Speaker hear my demand 
for A division on the approval of the Journal? I made that de- 
mand, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman having made a demand for a 
division, the vote will be again taken. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 48. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] 
makes the point, as the Chair understands, that no quorum is 


present. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I do. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and 
eighty members are present—a quorum. The ayes haveit, and 
the Journal is approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. s 

Mr. SHERMAN. I send to the desk a conference report on the 
Indian appre iation bill. 

Mr. B 


LEY. I desire to ask if there is not on the Speaker's 
table a m from the President? 
The SP The conference report, as the Chair under- 


stands, has precedence. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Georgia was about to make 
some personal remarks—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the question, if de- 
sired, as to whether a conference report in this case has precedence. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] can settle the 
matter by withdrawing the report for the present. 

Mr. S I do so. 


RELIEF OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CUBA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States. 
Mr. BAILEY. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman from 


Georgia. 
_ The SPEAKER. If the message interrupts a conference report, 
it will have to interrupt the gentleman from Georgia. 5 

Mr. BAILEY. It does not interrupt the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has with- 
drawn the conference report. 

Mr. BAILEY. Therefore the Speaker has not held that this in- 
terrupts a conference report. 

The SPE It scarcely seems necessary that there should 
be any dispute on a matter of that sort. The Chair will lay be- 
fore the House a message from the President. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

Official information from our consuls in Cuba establishes the fact thata 
large number of American citizens in the island are in a state of destitution, 
suffering for want of food and medicines. This applies particularly to the 
rural districts of the central and eastern parts. 

The agricultural classes have been forced from their farms into the nearest 
towns, where they are without work or money. 

The local authorities of the several towns, however kindly disposed, are 
unable to relieve the needs of their own people and are altogether powerless 
to help our citizens. 

The latest report of Consul-General Lee estimates six to eight hundred 
Americans are without meansof support. I have assured him that provision 
would be made at once to relieve them. To that end I recommend that Con- 
gress make an appropriation of not less than $50,000, to be immediately avail- 
able for use under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

It is desirable that a part of the sum which may be appropriated by Con- 
pes should, in the discretion of the Secretary of State, also be used for the 

ransportation of American citizens who, desiring to return to the United 
States, are without means to do so. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 17, 1897. 


[Ap lause, ] 
. HITT. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion in the House of a bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] asks 
eos consent for the present consideration of the bill which 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


be, and the same is hereby, apne ~ 


t 
r of the United T- 
tai of American citizens who are desirous of returning to the United 


States and are without the means to do so; said money to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of State. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill just read? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ishall make no objection provided in connec- 
tion therewith the resolution which I hold in my hand can also be 
considered by unanimous consent, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think we had better have the question sub- 
mitted on what has been already presented. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thegentleman from Maine surely does not want 
to force an objection from this side of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to have the question put and tested 
as to whether the House is ready to consider the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
eee a the proposition of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

AILEY]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I object to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Dlinois. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] is recognized. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I send to the desk a conference report on the 
remaining disa ment of the two Houses upon the amendments 
of the Senate to the Indian appropriation bi 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ae, gy me votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 

l year ending June 30, 1508, and for other purposes, haying met, after 
full and free conderenes have agreed to d to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted 1 ne amendment insert the following: 

That the mineral lands of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Utah, are hereby declared open to public entry under the mineral- 
land laws of the United States: Provided, That the title of all lands contain- 
ing gilsonite shall remain in the United States, and any citizen of the United 

gilsonite of the area of 


1 e of said claim and take 
States an amount, to be fixed 


recommend and do recommen: 


the claimant, his heirs or 
tary of the Interior shall take possession of the same. 
Interior is hereby authorized and directed to mak: 

lations to carry this provision into effect.” 

d the Senate agree to the same. 
JAMES S. SHERMAN, 
r CHARLES CURT: 

Managers on the part of the House. 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The following statement of the House conferees was read: 
Statement to accompany e hy via 1 0 05 No. 2 on the Indian appropria- 


This conference report disposes of the only remaining amendment, to wit. 
amendment No. 10, which has reference to the F in the Un- 
compahgre Reservation in Utah. The agreement is in with the appar- 


— T bed the Secre of thè 
terior, and the United States is to 5 by 75 cents — eng 
his report finally disposes of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the report just read summa- 
rizes what this amendment does. It provides that the United 
States shall retain title of these lands on which gilsonite deposits 
are found, and leases may be granted under which the gilsonite 
may be mined pursuant to regulations which the Secre of the 
Interior shall prescribe, royalty being pma to the United States 
at the rate of 75 cents per ton. This, Mr. Speaker, is, we believe, 
in substantial accord with the apparent sentiment of the House 
when this matter was under discussion on, I think, the 20th of 
April last, and when it was proposed to offer instructions to the 
conference committee. 

Mr, HUNTER. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. In the original bill, before it went to the con- 
ference committee, there was, I understand, a limifation as to the 
size of the claims that should be allowed. This report, as I un- 
derstand, provides simply for a royalty at 75 cents a ton upon the 
mineral that may be mi 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not catch the gentleman’s question. 


The Secretary of the 
e all necessary rules and 
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Mr. HUNTER. I wish to know how much area a mine may 
cover? What are to be the limits of the tracts which may be set 
apart for each miner? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About 20 acres, 

_ Mr, SHAFROTH. Ten acres, according to the law a plicable 
in this case. When Congress passed the act of 1894, this same 
reservation was under consideration; and the bill as passed by the 
Senate and House limited the size of the claim to 10 acres. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The limit is 10 acres, as I am now informed. 
Lam obliged to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHarrors] for 
the information. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that the law now? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is. 

me HUNTER. Then the mining act refers to claims of this 
80 

Mr. MCCLEARY rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mo- 
CLEARY] wishes to ask a question, I will answer it. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Is there any provision in this bill which 
would obviate the ibility of a number of men securing pos- 
session of these lands and then not working them? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Perhaps not. No; there is nothing in the 
amendment which in exact terms would prevent certain people 
from obtaining leases and then allowing the lands to remain idle, 

Mr. MCCLEARY. Would it not be wise to insert a provision 
covering that point? 

Mr. SHERMAN, All these mining operations must be done 
under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior; 
and I presume that the Secretary would adopt some regulation 
which would meet the point raised by the gentleman. 

Mr. McCLEARY. hy not fix that matter in this act? 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SHERMAN] a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lyield to the gentleman for that pu ` 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand from the reading of the con- 
ference report, it is proposed by the amendment now reported that 
the title to these lands shall remain in the Government, a royalty 
to be paid to it amounting, as has been stated, I believe, to 75 
cents a ton. 

a SHERMAN. Not exceeding 75 cents a ton, I should have 
sai 

Mr. CANNON. Then it may be a royalty of 1 cent a ton. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; if the Secretary of the Interior chooses 
to fix it at that figure. 

Mr, CANNON. Allow me to express the hope that nothin 
will be said in the way of argument here that may tend to contro 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior in the event that 
this provision is enacted. I am not in harmony with the proposi- 
tion that where there is a real gilsonite deposit a tax of 75 cents 
per ton shall be levied upon the city or e gra that may 
wish to use this gilsonite in the improvement of its streets. It 
seems to me that would be a our whole mineral- 
land policy. I have not investigated the question enongh to sa: 
that I am opposed to the provision submitted by the conferees. 1 
am in harmony, however, with that vision which seeks to 
guard against the formation of a trust in this matter which shall 
pos — RY 3 I am bese in harmony, with an proposi 

ion which looks to imposing a upon the consumers of gi te 
in the United States. = 

Mr. SHERMAN. This does change the general policy which 
has been pursned by the Government for a great many years in 
reference to all mineral deposits; there is no doubt about The 
Senate of the United States has been very insistent upon making 
no change in that respect. But the matter was discussed quite 
fully in the House some two or three weeks ago. At that time, if 
I remember correctly, instructions were not given to the conferees, 
mainly because no quorum was present and that question was 
about to be raised. Hence it was she Vc that the conferees 
would take the apparent expression of the view of the House as 
their instructions; and they have done so. 

The Senate conferees, when we met, recognized at once the ap- 
parent spirit of the House in reference to this matter and yielded 
their position with reasonable readiness; but they did insist that, 
if this land should be opened up under a royalty 3 
the amount of royalty to be paid should be merely nominal. 
The first proposition, as submitted by the Senate conferees to 
those of the House, was for a royalty of 10 centsaton. I after- 
wards submitted the proposition which is now embodied in this 
report to the Secretary of the Interior, and it met his approval 
except as to the question of amount, to which he objected. 

Then a couple of conferences were held, in which House con- 
ferees insi on a larger amount of royalty, and the Senate con- 
ferees still insisted Ase arse a 8 3 ge: last it 
was agreed upon in its present form, with a royalty not exceeding 
75 cents a tan: yet that the discretion should ee Tad in the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to fix it at a lesser sum if he saw fit. 


1897. 


| Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a 

question, if he will yield to me. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 5 

Mr. HEPBURN. This amendment provides for a forfeiture. 

. in the mind of the committee, was that to be a judicial for- 
eiture or a forfeiture by the executive officer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. By the executive officer; by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you think that language is sufficient to 
accomplish that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was our idea, that it was sufficiently 
broad to cover that, and that was the intent, most certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is the amendment which you offer this 
morning the same amendment that was printed on Thursday last? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is supposed to be it, word for word. I 
have not compared it, but Ido not think there is a mistake of a 
word in it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will you state whether or not this royalty 
that is to be imposed on gilsonite that is mined is to apply only to 
discovered veins, or to veins that are still undiscovered? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is to apply to all gilsonite. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman yield to me for one question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. Does this authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to charge one party one price and another party another? 

Mr. SHERMAN It does not contemplate anything of the kind; 
no, sir. 


Mr. MARSH. Or is he obliged to charge all alike? 
Mr. SHERMAN, It contemplates a uniform charge to every- 


y- 
Mr. MARSH. It contemplates a uniform charge? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. But it does not so provide. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not provide that in terms, but it so 
contemplates, z 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman kindly state the express 
language in which the forfeiture is provided for? 

r. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will look at page 1070 of the 
RECORD, he will find the amendment printed there, and he can 
read it and see what it is and construe it to suit himself. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will later. I reserve the balance of my 
time, Mr. Speaker. ‘ ö 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose this conference re- 
port, and I wish to invite the attention of the House to what I 
think are very serious defects in the proposition made by the con- 
ference committee. So far as the question of royalty is concerned, 
I do not regard that as so material as that of ne the pub- 
lic from the imposition of a combine in regard to the holding of 
the title of this property. I recognize that where there is a lim- 
ited amount of a product of this kind, of very great general util- 
ity, where the amount is small, that there must be a monopoly, 
and that that monopoly must be controlled by the Government or 
else by private individuals. 

Nature has created the monopoly by making the area of this 
mineral very small. To enact a law now by which a combine 
may obtain title, even although there is a provision for paying a 
royalty to the Government, would result in that organization 
3 title to the entire area that is covered by mineral de- 
posits. It is true that there is an attempted prohibition in this 
proposed amendment for the p of meeting the objection 
which I now urge; but I wish to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that it would be wholly inoperative, . and 
insufficient for the purpose that the conference commi had in 
view. It provides, first, that the Government shall retain the 
title to all the gilsonite lands. It is silent as to asphalt and alater- 
ite. It is silent as to any form of asphalt there excepting that 
which is known as gilsonite. It should be drawn broadly enough 
to include elaterite and kindred forms of this mineral, whic 
in general terms, no doubt, were in fact intended to be included in 
the proposition of the conference committee. 

Next, there ought to be some provision in this bill as to the size 
of the claim. The act providing for the acquisition of the Un- 
compahgre Reservation fixed the size of claims at 10 acres, but 
the present provision seems to contemplate opening all of the min- 
eral lands containing this mineral under the general mineral laws 
in some form, and the size of the claims under the general mineral 
laws is various. 

If it is to be treated as a stone or coal claim, it would be limited 
to 160 acres. If itis to be taken as a placer claim, it would be 
limited to 20 acres. If it is taken under the general mineral laws 
applicable to fissure veins, then the claim would vary somewhat 
in size, depending upon the various regulations in the locality. 
At any rate, the claim would not be in all cases of the same size 
as a placer claim. While we are enacting this legislation we 
should define the size of the claim. This, however, is only an 
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objection of form, but it ought to be cured while we are enacting 
this important law. 

But the vital defect in this proposed amendment is this: It pro- 
vides that— 

If at any time the claimant or occupant of any gilsonite mine entered 
under the provisions of this act shall enter into any combination with any 
other person or persons to limit the production of mite or increase the 
price of the same, the Secretary of the Interior is bere. directed to take 
possession of said mine, and all the rights of the claimant, his heirs, or assigns 
therein shall be forfeited, and the Secretary of the Interior shall take posses- 
sion of the same. 

But it provides immediately in advance of this clause which I 
. tainin: ite shall remain in the United 

contain re o Un 
States, od 5 of the United Sea es may make an bet A of a tract of 
land containing gilsonite of the area of one mining claim for the purpose of 
mining gilsonite. 

Now, thatauthorizes any individual to take a single claim, either 
of 160 acres, 20 acres, or 10 acres, or whatever is properly construed 
to be meant by this section. Next, it provides that he ‘‘shall be 
allowed to retain possession of said claim and take gilsonite there- 
from upon paying to the United States not exceeding 75 
cents for every ton,” as a royalty. pate ‘ 

It also provides that such entryman, his heirs, or assigns, shall 
be” thus allowed, though there is nothing in this bill that pre- 
vents a hundred different men from taking a hundred different 
claims and selling them to any single corporation or individual; 
but it is said that that would be in violation of the antitrust 
feature of this bill. The antitrust feature of the bill provides 
against an agreement being made with some other person for 
the purpose of limiting the production.” The trust could say, 
„We make this agreement in order to increase the production. 
We bought them from somebody who was unable to mine the 
lands; we are able to mine them, and we thus increase the pro- 
duction;” and when the question of controlling the price is pre- 
sented, after they had uired title, they could meet it with the 
statement that they had lowered the price, that when the com- 
pany had gone into gilsonite mining they came into competition 
with the companies operating the pitch lake in Trinidad, and that 
the price was lowered, and therefore you can not say that as a 
mat of fact that combination was made either to limit the 
amount or to increase the price. f 3 ; 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield to me för a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. ; 

Mr. BLAND. I understand you to be opposed to prescribing 
the 75 cents a ton. If we are to go into this royalty business, why 


not leave it so that it can be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior 
at a percentage? 
Mr. LACEY. The objection to that—— 


Mr. BLAND. Why can not it be fixed so as to compel them to 

wa es certain percentage of the gross proceeds? j 

r. LACEY. We do not want either a maximum price or a 
bottom limit for this reason: We do not know what the expense 
of mining gilsonite will be. To attempt to fix the rate by law in 
advance would possibly defeat the very object we have in view. 

Mr. BLAND. Can not it be fixed by a percentage? 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman is well aware that in coal mining 
in some localities the royalty is 2, 3, and 4 cents a ton, while in 
other localities it is worth 12} cents a ton, and even 20 or 25 cents 
a ton, depending u nearness to market and upon the conven- 
ience of transportation and cheapness of mining and the thousand 
other things which enter into the cost of production, which must 
be taken into consideration. 

Mr. BLAND. Can not there be some mode by which a certain 
nee of the gross proceeds or net earnings can be taken as 
royalty? 

Mr. LACEY. I think not; and I will explain further on how I 
think this can be safely guarded. The amendment of the confer- 
ence committee provides that the persons who take the claims 
shall obtain title in perpetuity. They can assign them to anybody 
they see fit. There is no limit to the assignment, no limit to the 
time during which the leases, so called, are to run though the title 
remains in the United States. This is a method of taking out 
a mineral upon a condition, and that condition is that the Sec- 
retary shall make a contract as to the price; but when that arrange- 
ment is once made, there is no provision by which it may there- 
after be increased or diminished. If they start in at 5 cents a ton, 
there is no authorized method by which he may make it 10 cents 
the next year, or 20 cents later on. He can not cut it down. 

This limitation as to the price ought to be lodged in the Secre- 
tary. There ought also to be some limit as to the time. We 
ought to make the leases run ten or twenty years, or some other 
fixed period of time. If it should by experience be found best to 
make a change, it ought to be within the power of Congress to 
amend thelaw. This bill proposes, first, to let anybody take a 
claim and then he may assign it, and these different claims may 
go into the hands of a single combination without any violation 
of this law at all, because there will be no necessity for ing an 
agreement with any other person or persons. They would have 
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the title in themselves. They make the arrangement at their own 


will. They make it mentally, and they may fix any price or limit 
the production as they choose, because you can not say that they 
have reduced the amount of the production or that they have 
increased the price. 

No one could show that they had reduced the amount of the 
product, nor that they have increased the price, because the open- 
ing up of this deposit would have a tendency to diminish the price 
rather than otherwise, But at the same time they would prevent 
the public from getting the benefit of that diminution of price 
which ought to follow; they would prevent the public from en- 
joying the advantage of competition which the opening up of this 
lsa ought to bring. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Do I understand the gentleman to op- 
pose the assignment of any of these rights or privileges at all? 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir. I shall offer such an amendment as I 
think ought to be adopted to cure the defects which Iam pointing 
out. I would limit the number of claims that any one person, as- 
sociation, or corporation should control to ten, not to exceed 100 
acres in area. I would not permit more than that amount of land 
to be acquired by any one individual or organization, and thus 
prevent the possibility of combinations. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How could you prevent that without 
putting such an embargo on the property as to render it absolutely 
valueless? How can you prevent a party who owns only one claim 
from inducing the owners of other claims not to work them? Do 
you not see the labyrinth into which you are going? s 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; and weare going into it intentionally. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But you propose to go into it when 
you provide that the heirs or assignees of any owner are not to be 
permitted to sell their rights toa company. Does not the same 
thing result if an individual or a corporation purchases from other 
people the privilege of developing and controlling the only mine 
that is developed in that region? In other words, can they not 
prevent the working of the other claims by a process which it 
seems to me you are unintentionally helping to further? 

Mr. LACEY. What process? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This process: If there is not perfect 
freedom in the use of those mines there will be no competition in 
the product. Youpractically give the advantage tothe wealthy, to 
the men who can put up the largest works and offer an induce- 
ment to others not to work their claims or not tosell them to rivals. 

Mr. LACEY. If there are only a few thousand acres of that 
mineral, how will it advance competition to let one organization 
have the whole of it? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Do you not practically give one organi- 
zation the whole of it when you say that the holders of other 
claims can not dispose of their claims to people who will work them? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. I would have the transferable area 
large enough, so that any organization would have an abundance 
of territory. If 100 acres, ten claims of 10 acres each, is not large 
enough for the purpose, let us increase the limit; and if experience 
should demonstrate that 100 acres is not enongh, Congress can at 
a later day further enlarge the limit. But if we pass this bill in 
the form 3 by the conferees, every one of the valuable 
claims will very probably pass into the hands of a great combina- 
tion within the next thirty days, and then, after the horse has been 
stolen, we may lock the stable door in vain. 

I callattention to these defects in the bill and desire to show how 
they can be remedied. Let us reduce the number of claims that 
may be taken by assignment, leaving the number large enough so 
that no individual or organization can say that it is unnecessarily 
hampered in working its property. Let us give them a sufficient 
amount, because, of course, a certain amount of territory is nec- 
essary to the proper working of these mines, just as a coal-mining 
company must have land enough from which to take mineral to 
enable it to build railroads and lateral branches, so as to operate 
its mine successfully and profitably. Let us make the area large 
enough; but at the same time let us put a limit upon it, and, sec- 
ondly, let us fix a limit of time, so that later on we may have the 
benefit of experience, and I prophesy that we shall have abundance 
of experience when we come to open these lands. 

Let us avoid committing errors which can not be cured. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. What is the price of this gil- 
sonite or its equivalent to-day? 

Mr. LACE V. I do not know, 
ing statements on that subject. 

r. BARTHOLDT. . It is worth 840 a ton now; but if these 
mines are opened up it can be bought for $10. 

Mr. LACEY. L hope so; but if it is 840 a ton now, and if we 
arrange to give all this deposit to the concern that is now charg- 
ing us $40 a ton, I venture to say that the price will not come 
down to $10, as predicted by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ihave no interest there. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not intimate that the gentleman has, but 
my friend’s friends have. 

r. BARTHOLDT. Not in these lands. 


There are various and conflict- 


Mr. LACEY. Not in these lands, but upon the border. They 
look over into the promised land. A arge portion of this gilson- 
ite reaches out into the country that is open to settlement, and the 
gentleman’s constituents have taken possession of that part of 
those lands which is on the boundary, and it is highly important 
to them to be able to control, as far as possible, all the deposit 
which is inside the boundary. It was stated here the other day 
by the gentleman from Missouri that the real purpose of his friends 
was to build a railroad to open up this gilsonite. 

That is a very laudable purpose, and one which should be en- 
couraged, All that I ask this House to do is to place such condi- 
tions upon the grants as ordinary prudence dictates, so that after 
the claims shall have been opened up and after they shall have 
passed, as they will pass without these safeguards, into the hands 
of a single corporation, and when the price, instead of coming 
down to $10 per ton, remains at $35 or $10, or some figure very 
much higher than it should be, no one can say to us: Why did 

ou not anticipate this difficulty when you were framing this law? 

ou were in no necessity to hurry. The Senate of the United 
States had great and immediate duties devolving upon it at that 
time, but on were doing nothing, simply adjourning from day 
today. You had abundance of time in which to take this matter 
into consideration.” 

It is not brought up now as it was in the last Congress, just at 
the closing hours, when we had to swallow the whole thing, bait, 
bob, and sinker, in just the form in which the conference commit- 
tee brought it in. e have abundance of time now in which to 
shape this measure so as to guard against the defects to which I 
am endeavoring to call the attention of gentlemen on both sides of 
this Chamber. We should not lay one straw in the way of men 
who may wish to open and operate these mines; I want to aid them 
in doing so; but we should impose such reasonable restrictions 
upon their right of acqnisition of that small territory that a trust 
may not be created under the very authority of this law, which is 
ostensibly an antitrust law. 

Mr. BL Why is the amount of royalty arbitrarily fixed 
at 75 cents a ton? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not arbitrarily fixed at that amount; 
that is the outside limit. 

Mr. BLAND. Why shoulditbefixedin that way? Why would 
it not be better to fix a minimum rather than a maximum? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not favor the limitation as it stands. Ishall 
move an instruction for a substitute striking that out and leaving 
the matter in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior as to 
the terms of the lease. If, after the first period of the lease has 
expired, it should be found that this royalty has been fixed by the 
Secretary at too high a rate, the lease may be reduced to a lower 
rate; if, on the contrary, it should be found that the royalty has 
been fixed too low, it may, at the expiration of the first lease, be 
increased. In the meantime we shall have had the lands separated 
in such a way that no one will have the control of, say, more than 
100 acres, Thus we shall preserve the rights of the Government 
as well as the rights of the citizens. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me that we should pursue some intel- 
ligent and enlightened policy on this subject. In leasing these 
lands we ought to know something about what they are worth 
and what is to be done with them. It does seem to me that in our 
legislation here we ought to adopt some approximate limitation, 
prohibiting, for instance, the Secretary of the Interior from fixing 
the royalty at less than 75 cents or $1 dollar a ton. 

Mr. LACEY. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
this mineral deposit is found in the far West, off the lines of the rail- 
roads; it is found in localities where the freights are necessarily 
heavy. This mineral is used for paving purposes—for all purposes 
for which asphalt may be used. It is a fine form of asphalt. 
What transportation charges this mineral will stand is as yet a 
matter of conjecture. 

The law should be enacted in such a form that the making of 
leases may be for a limited period, as a matter of experiment; that 
they may be renewed at a higher or lower rate as experience may 
show to be best in theinterest of the Government and the interest 
of the people. I shalloffer, in the form of instructions to the con- 
ference committee, a modification of the provision reported. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly, 

The SPEAKER. Andif that should be rejected 

Mr. LACEY. Then, as I understand, a motion for instructions 
would be in order. 

TheSPEAKER. The question of instructions would then arise. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to move to instruct the conference 
committee to secure the adoption of the amendment, amended 
in the form which I will have read at the Clerk’s desk, which I 
think will carry out the purpose that the House conferees really 
have had in view, and will at the same time defeat the purpose 
which persons who are not members of either House of Congress 
seem to have had in view in this legislation. 
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Mr. DALZELL. We wish to call the tleman’s attention to 
the language relating to forfeiture, and to ask him the same 

penon that his colleague asked of the gentleman from New 

or 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill anticipate my friend's question. In this 
proposed amendment I have endeayored to cover that matter by 

roviding that the Secretary of the Interior shall have authority 
i declare a forfeiture for violation of the terms of this law in any 


ect. 

. 5 ALZELL. Then I want to ask the gentleman this further 
uestion: Whether he thinks it is competent for Congress to con- 
er power of that kind on an executive officer? The power of for- 

feiture is essentially a judicial function. These parties, if I under- 

stand correctly, will stand to each other in the relation of lessor 
and lessee. There is to be a condition in the lease—— 

Mr. LACEY. Would the gentleman regard the relation as 
strictly that of lessor and lessee, where a lease is made absolutely 
without limit as to time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, the persons who work these mines are 
to pay a royalty—perhaps not strictly a royalty 

Mr. LACEY. The contract with them proceeds upon a condi- 
tion subsequent. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not base my question upon that phase of 
the amendment, but upon the proposition that the declaration of 
a forfeiture is essentially a judicial question, to be determined by 

‘allowing both parties to have their day in court. 

Mr. LACEY. The contrary has already been held in the rail- 
road-grant cases. It has been held that forfeiture can be declared 
as to these grants in the first instance by Congress only, and that 
afterwards the courts may determine whether Congress, under 
the terms of the grant, had the right thus to declare forfeiture. 
But the declaration must be made by somebody. I have no doubt 
that in giving the Secretary of the Interior authority to make 
these leases or these grants we may, if we impose a condition 
upon the grants, give him authority to declare a forfeiture for 
violation of the conditions, so that the courts will then be open to 
the parties concerned. And when an attack is made in the courts 
with a view to terminate the right of possession, the lessee or pat- 
əntee or grantee can not say that this declaration has not been 
made by authority of law. : 

In other words, the law giving authority to work these mines 
san impose a condition to the effect that those who undertake to 
work them under those conditions shall do so subject toa declara- 
tion of forfeiture by any officer whom the Government may see fit 
o designate as representing it in determining in the first instance 
whether or not the law has been violated. But I presume that 
ction can not be regarded as final; the courts would have to be 
appealed to. 

r. DALZELL. That is what I wanted to understand. 
gd ETDE of Arizona. Why not give definitely the right of 
appea 
. BLAND. 
Mr. LACEY. 
if he desires. 
Mr. BLAND. 


point. 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman wishes to discuss this question, 
Iwill, after concluding what I have to say, yield to him such time 
as he may desire. 

Mr, BLAND. I do not wish to occupy more than a minute, 
anyhow; and I would prefer to go on now. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I will yield to the gentleman one minute; 
but before doing so, it would be best to have the proposed amend- 
ment read. I invite the attention of my friend from Missouri to 
the amendment, so that he may see whether it does not anticipate 
and meet some objections he may have in his mind. 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all. The observations which I wish to 
make will be very general. 

I do not indorse the idea that the Federal Government should 
go into the States and extort royalty upon lands or mines or other 
property that ought to be subject to the control of those States. 

e proposition to collect in this way royalty to be paid into the 
Federal Treasury is a new policy, and one which I think should 
not be adopted in justice to the States to which gentlemen may 
propose to apply it. I would prefer to grant these lands to the 

tates and let them take care of them. They are better able to do 
it than we are. This is a local matter in which they are inter- 
ested and which they can attend to. I do not see why such a 
policy should not have been adopted in this conference report. 

Mr. LACEY. IL say, in answer to the suggestion of my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that a grant to the State of Utah of 
this rich deposit of mineral, giving the State authority to do as it 
might see fit with it, might result in giving it away altogether. 
It might result in accomplishing exactly the purpose that we are 
endeavoring to prevent—a combination to control the production 


I should like to occupy about one minute. 
I will yield to the gentleman when I get through, 


I would rather say what I wish to say at this 


and sale of this mineral. 
It has been stated on this floor—whether truly or not I do not 


know, but it is a matter of common report in the newspapers 

that officials very high in rank in the State of Utah have 8 

commenced the necessary proceedings to obtain private title an: 

pontrol of at least a very considerable portion of this mineral 
eposit. 

e have been met at ay turn, when this gilsonite proposi- 
tion has come up, by somebody who has pleaded in the interest of 
“the people, that this mineral deposit should be given away. 
Now, I have been handed three telegrams, to which I invite the 
attention of my friend from Missouri, the genuineness of which I 
will not vouch for. The first reads: 

TRINIDAD, BARBADOS, May 1, 1897. 


The English Government, which owns the pitch lake at Trinidad and has 
been leasing the right to take and remove the pitch, is considering the ques- 
ticn of donating the lake in 10-acre tracts to some prominent gentlemen in 
that locality. The Government does not need the royalty, and it is thought 
advisable to divide this valuable property up among a few excellent people 


who want it. 2 
The gentlemen who are asking for the donation say that this pokey has 


thi 
produced much wealth among a few individuals in the United Sta 
Here is a later telegram: 
TRINIDAD, May 2, 1897. 


The proposition of the British Government to donate the pitch lake to 
some private individuals has created much excitement. A syndicate has 
been formed, and the employees of the syndicate are camped near the lake 
ready to stake off their claims as soon as the law is spot Some protests 
have been made by the general public, but the syndicate has the support of 
many influential men, and they insist that the donation of this property to 
themselves would be a great advantage to the people generally. 


And here is one still later: 
TRINIDAD, May 8, 1897. 


The Government has decided, before giving away the pitch lake, to wait 
and see how the plan works in the Uni States, where it is understood that 


the Government, after having prospected a large gilsonite deposit, is about 


to try the plan of making a donation of it to some enterprising citizens who 
offer to take the control of it. 

Now, I do not suppose anybody in this House imagines that 
those telegrams are genuine; yet, in substance, they state pre- 
cisely what we are proposing to do here with our “pitch lake” in 
the form of the asphalt . in the Uncompahgre Reservation 
in the State of Utah, e would laugh at the British if they 
should give away the pitch lake, as the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
KINd] desires us to do. 

I call the attention of my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to 
the fact that the proposition made by him to give this in fee sim- 
ple to the State, with the power for the State to handle it in what- 
ever way it may see fit, would result in precisely the same conse- 
quences as if the English Government to-day should open up the 
pitch lake in Trinidad and invite a number of gentlemen to come 
in and take 20-acre tracts of it at their own will, in perpetuity, 
either with or without a . 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman might meet the objection that I 
make if he is willing that this royalty that is paid shall gointothe 
State treasury of the State of Utah. ‘The State will have to take 
care of the people, will have to protect them. The courts will be 
open to them, and the State must pay all the expenses of protect- 
ing the people who have this property. Why notletit gointothe 
school fund or soine other fund? 

Mr. LACEY. We have already given to the State of Utah a 
very large amount of land, larger twice over than was given to 
the State of Missouri, in which the gentleman lives. 

Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman will allow me, why vest any 
State with power to levy a royalty of $50 or $1 a ton that citizens 
of other States would have to pay before they could use the gil- 
sonite? í 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. It would be practically the same in 
effect as the objection that was made by the Supreme Court of 
the United States when an attempt was made to levy a tonnage 
tax ora passenger head tax or a percentage of the passenger fares 
upon interstate commerce. The effect would be to levy upon the 
city of St. Louis a tax to run the schools of the city of Salt Lake. 

Mr. BLAND. Suppose the people of St. Lonis had a ranch in 
Colorado, would you compel them to pay a royalty for cultivating 
it or grazing it? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. The 0 loses sight of the 
E situation in regard to this deposit. He loses sight of the 

act that it is limited in area, that it is of universal necessity, that 
nature itself has created a monopoly there, that it is located in a 
single State. Now, in legislating on that subject we should ada 
our legislation to the wants of the people and the necessities of t 
case that we have in hand. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to say to the gentleman that I sympathize 
with him in that. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask the Clerk to read this amendment as I pro- 
pose to modify it. 

The SP. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the title of all lands containing gilsonite shall remain in the 
United States, and any citizen of the United States may make an entry of a 
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tract of land CCC 
for the pu of ce And such entryman, his or as- 
aiene shall ba allowed to re possession of said claim and take 3 

y e 


—— yok re Sim to the United States an amount to be fix 
nm gen | the Interior for every ton of gilsonite mined or taken from said 


‘eited, and the tary of the Interior shall take posses- 
sion of the same. The Secre of the Interior is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to make all necessary rules regulations to carry this section into 


i she any © 3 
im; partn ip, association; or corporation shall acquire 
and hold, by assignment or in any other way, more than ten of such claims; 
and a vio) assigned or at- 


terms of the entries as will carry out the purposes of this act, and for that 
purpose shall limi: fo termsof not exceeding twenty 
years. 


I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I see by your amendment that you confer 
upon the Secretary of the Interior the power to declare theforfeiture. 
Do you think itis competent for Congress to confer upon an exec- 
utive officer the power to declare a forfeiture of this kind? 

Mr. LACEY. I think so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do not the parties who obtain these rights 
obtain vested rights, and can they be dispossessed of those rights 
without a judicial ascertainment of the fact whether or not they 
have violated the conditions under which these rights have been 
obtained? 

Mr. LACEY. The declaration of forfeiture would precede the 
judicial declaration, carrying into effect the forfeiture declared 
by the Secretary. When the Secretary of the Interior determines 
that the right of forfeiture exists, and has by law the right to 
declare it, that would be followed by the necessary judicial action 
to render it effectual; but if the grantees under this law accept 
leases with the terms and limitations pronao in the leases, as 
contemplated in the amendment which I have just read, they will 
be bound by them. 

They can not say that the law is valid to the extent that it gree 
them certain rights, but invalid when it attempts to put any limi- 
tation upon these rights. I apprehend no diffculty in that re- 
spect, because the very law under which they would get their title 
creates a limitation upon it. Of course I donot think it would be 

roper to enact a law by which the Secretary of the Interior should 
Po vested with judicial power to determine and that determination 
should be conclusive. 
of this proposition. 

In order to meet the objection suggested by the question of the 

ntleman from Minnesota, a provision could be added there to 
the declaration that the Secretary should institute a judicial pro- 
ceeding rendering it operative. There is no objection to that. 
That is merely a question as to the special form of the provision. 
Some power to make the declaration, to begin with, must be given, 

Where a grant has been given upon condition, we would be met 
with the statement that it was a condition subsequent. This is a 
grant with a condition, and necessarily the condition is subse- 
8 The mining must follow the grant; it can not precede it. 

e give permission to mine this deposit on certain terms and con- 
ditions, and the failure to carry out those terms and conditions 
would authorize the Government to recall the grant itself. 

I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Utah. He and I do 
not agree upon this question any further than, I understand, he 
does not to the conference report simply. He puts it on 
the ground it does not give to the gilsonite claimants sufficient 
authority. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand the gentleman to say 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If I understand the gentleman’s position cor- 
rectly with respect to forfeiture, it is simply that the Secretary 
should be directed or authorized in the first instance to declare a 
forfeiture, and then the burden of proof is thrown upon the party 

oc dings to in 


am not particular as to the special form 


P 7 


in possession of these mines to institute 
whether or not the declaration of forfeiture has been made accord- 
ing to the provisions of the act, instead of the Government insti- 
faving proceedings for the purpose of haying a judicial forfeiture 
made. 

Mr. LACEY. No. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Who would take the initiative in order to as- 
certain whether there was a forfeiture or not? 

Mr. LACEY. If the provision should be adopted in the form as 
I have had it read at the Clerk's desk, I presume that the Secretary 
of the Interior would declare the forfeiture; and in order to ren- 
der that declaration operative, the grantee being in possession, it 
will be necessary to go into the court to eject him from possession. 
He would have his day in court. The Government would have to 
institute, in the first case, the proceedings to carry out the decla- 
ration of forfeiture; but there should be a declaration provided 
for somewhere, so that these lessees can not be permitted to say 
that that can only be made by Congress. 

Mr. COOKE. Why not, in view of the very peculiar situation 
of these deposits, the limited aniount, provide that they shall be 
leased to the highest bidder for the term of five years, so as to deter- 
mine by experience what their product may be, and keep them 
within the power of the Government? 

Mr, LACEY. I think, Mr. Speaker, in view of the distance at 
which these mines lie from the railroad, and the necessary ex- 

ense involved in opening them for operation, that a five-years’ 
imit would be too short; and,so far as I am concerned, I do not 
regard this question of royalty as the vital objection at all. 

e contend that there should be some royalty—I do not care 
about a high one but at the same time that there should be such 
8 as would prevent this mineral from being controlled 

y a syndicate, or a single organization, or two or three organiza- 
tions working in harmony with each other. 

Mr. COOKE. Iagree with the gentleman entirely as to that; 
but it seems to me that a method of leasing them gives power to 
completely control them, which is a thing we ought to do. 

Mr. LACEY. The provision which I have had read at the 
Clerk’s desk would limit all these leases to twenty years’ time, in 
the discretion of the Secretary. The provision as reported by the 
conference committee does not really create a lease at all, but 
makes an absolute perpetual grant of the mineral on the paying 
of a specified sum as a royalty, and permits these lands to be as- 
signed without limit, and does not require them to be worked 


at all. 

Mr. COOK E. I quite agree with the views of the gentleman on 
that point. It seems to me that, if necessary, we could make the 
leases run ten years, and there would be no such objection. 

Mr. LACEY. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has nineteen minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Utah. 


Mr. KING withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution (S. R. 
42) appropriating $50,000 for the relief of destitute citizens of the 
United States in the Island of Cuba; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Utah [Mr. Kina] to the instances in which a different 
policy has prevail Not long ago any man could go and take 
the water supply in Utah, take the source of it, fence it off, and 
sell it to his neighbor down the creek. One man could claim it 
and control the entire territory. What did the Utah people do? 
They asked that this privilege that their forefathers had had 
might be taken away and that great areas might be reserved as 
reservoir sites. The same principle applies to this comparatively 
small tract of gilsonite. The principles for which the gentleman 
has contended as applying to the vast areas of ordi mineral 
lands have no application to the matter which is now in hand. 

Mr. KING. ill the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. LACEY. My time is very short. 

Mr. KING. I think the gentleman has inadvertently made a 
misstatement, and I desire to correct it. ; 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

Mr. KING. When the law of 1866 was passed by Congress, 
which repealed pro tanto the riparian system, does not the gen- 
tleman know that in Utah that system was in vogue, and has been 
ever since, the riparian doctrine being revoked and repealed? The 
man owns the water who first goes and appropriates it, and he 
does not own only that which he appropriates to beneficial use on 
the public domain. 

Mr. LACEY. My friend has not got the idea. I called atten- 
tion to the fact that the reservoir sites were reserved in order to 
protect the people. I called his attention to the fact that certain 
individuals are trying to get this deposit of gilsonite, and I am 
informed that 8 om my friend’s own town are endeav- 
oring to control this particular deposit of gilsonite, just as some 
of them attempted in the past to control all the water with which 
they irrigated some of these valleys. 
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I yield five minutes to the 3 from Arkansas [Mr. Mo- 


Ra] and reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MoRAE. Mr. Speaker, I agree with much that has been 
said by my friend from stone apt Kine], but I am opposed to 
the conference report. 1 would not consent to re the present 
mineral laws and substitute for them the old policy of leasing the 
mines, nor would I adopt the general system of letting them for 
a royalty. And if there is not a good reason why these gilsonite 
lands should be taken out of the operation of the general mineral 
laws, then I think that the President gagns to open this reserva- 
tion under the act of August 15, 1894. But TI insist, as the lands 
in question are so limited in quantity and contain a newly-discoy- 
— mineral substance of general utility, that a different princi- 
pe should prevail.. You must remember that this only relates to 

e asphaltum or gilsoniteon a certain reservation in Utah recently 

uired from the Uncompahgre Indians. . 

t does not affect or change the general mineral-land policy of 
the United States. It does not affect it as to that State for which 
my friend has so eloquently spoken, except as to this reservation 
and this particular deposit. ow, what is the controlling reason 
which underlies our present free-mining system which recognizes 
the right of discovery? It is that the miner or the citizen who 
may go out upon the public domain where the location of a mine 
is unknown, who, by the e diture of time and money, discov- 
ers the mineral, have the preference right to purchase at the 
price fixed by law or to work it free so long as he complies with 
the regulations as to the work. 9 is extended to 
every citizen or person who has declared his or her intention to 
become a citizen. It is a reward for discovery. 

But how is it here? This mine was discovered by the officers of 
the Government while in the discharge of their duties and at a 
time when the land was in a state of reservation. The discovery 
was made known in official publications and the mineral can be 
easily located. No one who can lawfully take any oa of it can 
claim any right by reason of having discovered it. It is said to be 
rich and valuable, and it is believed that a syndicate has designs 
upon it. Whenit was thought it would be opened on the 4th of 

arch last, every acre designated as gilsonite by the official survey 
was claimed and staked out and selected by men many of whom 
were believed to be in collusion with the syndicate that wants to 
use the deposit. I know of no reason why we should permit so 
valuable and useful a property to be given to pepe who have no 
claim to it whatever. I insist that it should taken out of the 
operanon of the general mineral-land laws, for the reason as 

sody stated—they do not require any discovery. 

The location and nature of the deposit is officially known and 
was found by the Government, and no citizen has expended any- 
thing on them, This mineral deposit is limited in quantity, and 
is of universal utility, needed in every city and important town 
that is able to have improved streets. And besides this, the ma- 
terial is used for paint and many other p Now, the ques- 
tion is whether, with this deposit, the location of which was made 
known by Government officers, and the utility of which is admit- 
ted, we shall give it to the set of men who may be able, in a race 
with fast horses and with steam engines, to get to it first. What 

portunity has the poor miner of Utah in the race with the class 
of people who want this deposit? What chance will the le for 
whom my friend from Utah has so eloquently spoken have under 
a ne propana by the conference provision for leasing any of 


Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow me one remark? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman know that when the law 
pesed a few months ago opening the reservation there were some 

or three hundred of the poor men of Utah living in that vicin- 
ity who had located in good faith, and that there was not a mining 
corporation or a monopoly which obtained a location there? 
: LACEY. But the question is whether these men did not 
locate in order to aid a monopoly. 

Mr. KING. No; they did not. I know them all personally. 

Mr, McRAE. If Icould feel satisfied that they entered for their 
own benefit and not for others, I would be very much in favor of 

iving it to them, rather than to adopt the proposition of the gen- 

n from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] now involved in this re- 

port. But there are some circumstances that throw suspicion 
upon some of those locations, 

I hope this conference report Will be voted down. I think the 

roposition submitted by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], to 
proposed in the nature of instructions, is better than the one 
pending, and yet I am not entirely satisfied with it. 

But in any event, the conference report should not be adopted, 
because if you adopt that, you make it possible to accomplish 
just exactly what the amendment pretends to prohibit—a monopoly. 

You talk about leasing the lands, and yet you fix no limit to or 
term for the leases. You fix a royalty of from 1 cent to 75 cents 
per ton, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, with no 
power to change it after he fixes it, if a mistake should be made. 


You give them the land in perpetuity for a nominal rent under 
written leases authorized by law. They will certainly acquire 
vested rights, rights that the courts will protect and enforce if 
you adopt this report. 

Whatever you do, do not vote for the conference report. I do 
not ask for any radical changes in our mineral-land laws, and yet 
they might be and ought to be changed so as to prevent the tak- 
ing of lands like these under the placer-mining laws. What is 
meant by the area of the mining claim mentioned in this report? 
Which law is to operate? No, Mr. Speaker, this proposition has 
not been prepared with proper care, and I hope it will be rejected 
and sent back to another conference. 

Now, there are other deposits in this reservation that ought to 
be provided for as well as the gilsonite. It at least ought to be 
stated in as broad terms if not in the same words that were used 
in the act of August 15, 1894. It would be better that we should 
have nochange rather than that proposed by the conference report. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me a few moments to 
have read an amendment as an instruction? 

Mr. LACEY. I have but very little time, and the gentleman 
can get time from the gentleman from New York in a few min- 
utes. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 


bama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a great 
deal of interest to the eloquent address of the gentleman from 
Utah. The gentleman seems to have some feeling in reference to 
the matter; that is, so far as his constituency is concerned, he 
seems to think that this House is about to do an injustice to the 
people of Utah; but others of us also represent constitnencies 
upon the floor of this House. If it were merely a question that 

ected the mineral lands in the United States in that. district, or 
a small one, that went to the question of a small amount of rev- 
enue going intothe Treasury of the United States, it might be one 
that we could easily yield; that we might be willing to yield to 
the eloquent remarks of the gentleman from Utah. But there is 
not a man on the floor of this House who represents a constituency 
in which there is a city or a growing town to which this is not a 
question of vital interest now, or in the future, to his constituents, 

This Uncompahgre Reservation 1 all the 
gilsonite lands or asphaltum beds in the United States. Now, as 
to its small area. It is true the report says it covers 10,000 square 
miles that is, within the area of this 10,000 square miles these 
beds are fonnd—but they are comparatively limited in extent. If 
so, why limit it to one set of men or one corporation or one trust 
which can very easily control them? If the law does not guard 
against their doing so, und if they should do it, what would be the 
results? Why, here isa property on which, according to the reports 
from the Geological Survey, it only costs 874 cents to mine this 
gilsonite, and yet the people of the United States who are building 
up great cities and beautifying this country are required to-day to 
pay $40 or $50 a ton for this same rock. Why? Because the Trini- 

ad mines are practically a monopoly, and because these lands 
have not been opened up and developed in sufficient quantities to 
come into competition with that lake. 

The question of whether we receive a royalty of 75 cents or 25 
cents or $5 a ton is a small matter to the pon that we represent 
in comparison tothe fact of their being able to receive cheaply the 
proper kind of paving for their streets, which is a most important 
matter. So far as I am concerned, I would be glad to see the mat- 
ter left in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. I think the 
ing point is to let our people have cheap paving material; 
and if we want to do that, it is important, of course, that we 
should not put the royalty too high, for if we put a high royalty 
on it, we limit the number of people who can go into the mining 
of this gilsonite, by reason of the fact that the higher the ni igen 
the more capital it will require to develop these 3 and the 
number of people who can go into the business will be to that ex- 
tent limite 

But I agree with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. orig entirely, 
that if we adopt this conference report, if we agree to the report 
as brought before this House by the conferees, we practically turn 
over to this monopoly what we attempt to say we are not going 
to turn over to them. There is no question but under the locas 
way in which this conference report is drawn that these men who 
are attempting to get a monopoly of these gilsonite mines to- 


day—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. Ireserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Alabama be permitted to continue his remarks five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Alabama be permitted to con- 
tinue his remarks for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause,] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I say, the fact is that the amount of 
the lease is practically unlimi that these corporations can get 
hold of, and that there is no real way in which they can be pres 
vented from combining these claims in the future years. It is 
true they can not enter into a combination to limit the quantity or 
to raise the price; but after they have once acquired these lands 
there is nothing to prevent one man from selling the land to an- 
other, and thus get all this property into one corporation. Now, 
then, if this is done, the price of this asphaltum or gilsonite will 
be maintained at nearly the present price of $40 a ton. What 
should be the price? Why, if there were reasonable transportation, 
if a railroad were put into this territory and it should be devel- 
oped, it would be about 814 a ton at Chicago or St. Louis. The 
cost of digging gilsonite ont of the ground is 874 cents, and instead 
of $40 a ton this gilsonite should be sold in St. Louis, Cincinnati, 
or Chicago at $20 a ton, and still enable the miners to make a fair 


profit. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. On what does the gentleman base his state- 
ment that haltum is sold at $40 a ton? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I find it in the report of Mr. Eldridge, 
who made the report to the Geological Survey. He stated that it 
was sold at $40 to $50 a ton. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does not that relate to the Barber asphalt? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. He stated it was the halt that was 
mined by the Duchesne Company. He states in his report that 
the asphaltum which is mined by the Duchesne Company sold in 
St. Louis at 840 or $50aton. I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri this morning also stated that it was sold at $40 a ton. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I asked the gentleman whether he referred 


to this asphalt, and he saidno; he referred to the Trinidad asphalt. 
55 F THOLDT. I referred to the Barber asphalt from 
rinidad. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- 
DERWOOD] need not have any hesitation about the figures he is 
quoting. As he gives them, they are absolutely correct. 

Mr. GNDERWOOD. I understood there could be no question 
about the correctness of these figures. 

Mr. KING. As the gentleman from Ohio has spoken with such 
wonderful assurance, permit me to assure him that he is mistaken. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have been allowed but five minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask for an extension of the gentle- 
man’s time. 

When this bill was pending here before, and when the tariff bill 
was pending, I gave a complete statement of the cost of mining 
asphalt in Trinidad, the royalty paid, the freight to New York, the 
charges in New York, and then stated the prices at $28 a ton in New 
York and $40 a ton in Omaha. I had submitted thestatements to 
various persons connected with the importing company. Ihada 
full statement from a gentleman connected with the Pennsylvania 
Railroad, and also a statement from gentlemenconnected with the 
development of this mineral in California. The statement which 
I thus made has never been denied, and never will be by anyone 
fully acquainted with the facts. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have no doubt the gentleman’s informa- 
tion was correct as to Trinidad asphalt; but we are inquiring as 
to the gilsonite found in the Rocky Mountains, for which we say 
there practically is no market. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not talking about that. 

Mr. LACEY. The selling price of this product at St. Louis is 
higher than that of the Trinidad asphalt. 

fr. SHAFROTH. I should like to see the proof of any such 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
Woop] desires, as the Chair understands, to resume his remarks. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kine] 
protests against our adopting what he calls a new system, that is, 
the royalty system. we were in the condition that we were 
forty years ago—if we had a vast territory to the west of us in 
which settlers and explorers were obliged tu face hostile tribes of 
Indians—we might be willing to offer vast rewards for the settle- 
ment of that territory. But to-day there is practically not a 
hostile Indian in the United States. ose t plains have been 
traversed by railroads. The necessity no longer rests with the 
people of the East to see that the West is developed. It is devel- 
oping itself as rapidly as the East or the South. 

Therefore the same reasons do not apply to-day that applied 
then. But there is a good reason why a royalty should be charged 
on this property—why it should be held under the lease system 
and not be sold absolutely—and that is this: If we lease the prop- 
erty, charging a royalty on it, we still have it in our control; we 
can determine what can be done with the lands; and if it falls into 


the hands of a monopoly, it will be within the power of Congress 
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to defeat that monopoly by canceling the leases. But if we once 
sell the land—if we put it in the market and allow it to become 
the property of third parties—then when patents are issued to 
them, we lose all control of the property; we part with all our 
interest in this mineral which is needed to make cheap pavements 
for our great cities of the West and South. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I want to state 
to this House what every man in it who has ever had anything to 
do with business knows, that any taint whatever upon a title will 
absolutely prevent the development of any property. Furthermore, 
there is nothing in the question in relation to this gilsonite that 
calls upon this House to reverse the whole policy of the Govern- 
ment from the beginning tothepresenttime. Itis entirely within 
the knowledge of this House, from the evidence that has been given 
here, that it will require an immense expenditure of money to make 
these mines available to civilization; that a long and difficult line 
of railroad must be built and an immense expenditure entered 
upon to bring this gilsonite to market. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is it not a fact that those mines can now 
be reached at some points by a railroad only 50 miles in length? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. One hundred miles. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They can now be reached at the farthest 
point by a road 124 miles in length; but to reach certain points 
the road need not be longer than 50 or 70 miles. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is true if you make your railroad 
straight through the mountains; but that would cost too much. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The road uired for the 
development of those mines would be very difficult of construction. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, no one will enter into enterprises of this 
kind unless his title to lands is absolutely clear. We have pro- 
posed not to sell these lands outright, not to allow them to be pre- 
empted outright—— 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman’s proposition, then, is that the 
corporation which may control the gilsonite shall also control the 
transportation necessary to bring the product to market, thus 
making the monopoly absolute. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Why, of course they will 
practically control it, and you can not help it, for there would be 
no other business for the road but to transport this one thing. 
You must either allow these gilsonite mines to remain closed for 
the next century, as they have been during the last century, or the 
men who own the mines must own the means of transportation to 
and from them. 

Have the members of this House become so insane on this mat- 
ter of wealth that they propose no wealth shall exist in this coun- 
try unless it is owned by the Government? Have we come to 
absolute socialism or communism? Is that the position this House 
proposes to take? Is it not understood that if money is to be made 
out of this gilsonite, it must be made not in the form of an im- 
mense profit per ton, but upon an immense number of tons sold at 
a small profit? A railroad must be built to those mines. Thou- 
sands upon thousands of tons of the mineral must be brought out 
at a profit of one, two, three, four, or five dollars a ton, not ata 
profit of ten, thirty, or forty dollarsa ton. Whoever may develop 
those mines will make nowhere near the amount of profit at thirty 
or forty dollars a ton as at three or two or even one dollar a ton, 
or even less. 

Have we lost our heads? Do we know nothing about business, 
in spite of the great exemplars before us? Do we not know that 
every combination we have ever had in this country has cheap- 
ened the product—has given to the masses of the people whatever 
it had to sell at a lower price than prevailed before the immense 
aggregations of capital? 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Ihave only five minutes, and 
the gentleman has had an hour. 

Mr. LACEY. I did not use much of it, except in answering 
questions. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Very well. I will hear the 
gentleman’s question. 

Mr. LACEY. AsI understand, the gentleman favors this propo- 
sition because he thinks it will create a trust. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I favor this proposition of 
the conference committee because I think it will give the people 
of this country cheaper gilsonite than any other proposition which 
youcan make. And I want to say further to the gentleman from 
Iowa that the 75 cents a ton royalty that the Government may put 
upon this gilsonite at the mines will absolutely control its price. 
Is not 75 cents a ton an immense profit on such a product? How 
much will it take to build a double-track rai and take that 
gilsonite out of those beds and distribute it over the cogn If 
any body of men should build a double-track railroad and take 
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out thousands upon thousands of tons of this mineral at 75 cents 
a ton prons they would make money faster than by undertaking 
to make a profit of five or even three or two dollars a ton. There 
is no business man in this country who does not know that prop- 
osition to be absolutely true. $ 

What has the committee of conference done in this report? It 
has provided that these lands must be divided garg 10-acre lots. 
I think that is far too small an area. I think that such a provi- 
sion will hinder the production of this gilsonite and will be a great 

to the consumers of the article. But there is such a 
prejudice, such a fear, that somebody will develop the great indus- 
tries of this country that I presume it is thought very wise to 
insert that provision. If a royalty of 75 cents a ton be required 
by the Government, the desire to escape that royalty will make 
the miners 5 this gilsonite at just as low a price as any corpora- 
tion can afford to put it on the market in order to prevent the 
royalty from being imposed. 

Gentlemen talk about the poor miner.” What are these claims 
good for to ‘‘the poor miner?” The title to any of these claims is 
not worth the paper it would be written on unless a railroad be 
built. Who are going to build a railroad? The men who may 
preempt these claims? Not at all. They can not build a railroad; 
they have not the necessary capital. You are afraid there is a 
goose here that will lay some golden eggs, which somebody will 
get: and so you want to make provision that those golden eggs shall 
not be laid. That is the extent of the wit that is being displayed 
in this Congress on questions of this kind. Gentlemen are so 
much afraid that somebody will make money that they are will- 
ing to violate every Bie on which the rights of property are 
vested in the individual in this country and every other country. 

Look at the immense fortunes which have been made under 
your patent laws; but as much money has been sunk as has been 
made, in losses in trying to develop unprofitable patents. The 
industries of the country have been developed. Take the great 
railroads which have been consolidated under Jay Gould and 
Vanderbilt. Who among the laboring people has been hurt by 
those enterprises? Somebody may have been hurt who had for- 
tunes tolose. But we are not protecting the men with fortunes. 
We are legislating for the farmer and the workingman. We are 
speaking about and taking care of them, or should be. 

The rest of us who have wealth must take our own chances in 
business consolidations. And those Y Gould and Vanderbilt 
combinations have reduced the railroad freights from Chicago to 
Boston to a lower figure per ton than the original Vanderbilt— 
Commodore Vanderbilt—would have believed freight could have 
been loaded into those cars for, to say nothing about transporting 
it and unloading it from the cars. I beseech the House to proceed 
with this legislation in a businesslike way and upon businesslike 
principles long ago established in like legislation. Let the citizens 
of this country Kreer these mines, bring out this gilsonite; let 
them make fortunes if they can. 

Those fortunes will, by reason of failure or death, be distributed 
through bankruptcy or the probate court within each forty years — 
the whole of them. The sons or grandsons of the men Who make 
those fortunes will by that time be working in their shirt sleeves 
in those mines, and the son or grandson of some Irish miner who 
is now working there will be ‘‘bossing” them. [Laughter.] 

I submit that in adopting this conference report we are deviat- 
ing just as much as it is wise or safe for us to deviate from the 
established policy of this Government, the policy which has been 
prue neg the first, the policy that has so grandly developed 

is country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). The gentleman 
from New York fy r. 8 is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It Was the intention of the gentleman 
to yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH]. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman said he would yield ten 
minutes to me, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. ages ee is 5 

Mr. SHAFRO TH. . Speaker, the conference committee 
comes back to the House with an amendment as to leasing these 
gilsonite lands for a royalty to be paid by the men who own or 
work the mines. Immediately the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands of the last House pr Lacey] rises and says 
that the proposition is imperfect, that safeguards have not been 
thrown around it, that if the lands were opened to exploration 
under that system there would be a greater monopoly than 
could possibly exist under the system of permitting ple to 
locate under the general mininglaws. He proposes certain amend- 
ments,and then the gentleman from Minnesota 7 5 TAWNEY| 
interrogates the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey | as to whether 
or not a forfeiture as provided in his amendment can be declared 
without the judgment of a court, and thus we have a jumble of 
ideas concerning the manner in which these gilsonite mines should 
be worked. 

It arises, Mr. Speaker, from the fact that whenever we deviate 


from a general policy, whenever we abandon a principle that 
has existed in the Government and has been found to work bene- 
ficially to the nation, then we are going to get into complications, 
Then we shall find that the experiment which is being attempted 
may perhaps work a greater monopoly than that which it seeks 
toprevent. The only safe and fair way—fair to the State of Utah 
is to let these mines be operated under the same general laws as 
exist in Colorado and in every other State. 

Mr. Speaker, we find that these mines, which it is claimed have 
been discovered by the Geological Survey, extend over into the 
State of Colorado some 4 or 5 miles, and it is estimated that 
there are 880,000 tons of gilsonite in the State of Colorado of the 
same general character as that which exists on this Uncompahgre 
Reservation. Is it fair, is it right to the State of Utah, that its 
miners should be required to pay 75 cents a ton, or any other 
amount, when the miners of Colorado can enter upon their gil- 
sonite mines and work them under the general mining laws with- 
out paying any amount of royalty to the Government? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, your constituents or the con- 
stituents of any other Representative in the State of Colorado can 
we are gilsonite mines in that State to advantage, why do they 
not do it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will tell the gentleman why they do not 
do it. They do not do it because there is great exaggeration con- 
cerning the value of the gilsonite mines in Colorado and in Utah. 
The same excitement existed on the discovery of the gilsonite 
mines in Colorado. The people said that it was a great discovery, 
and they were going to engage in paying. But they could not do 
it, because the gilsonite would not stand wear, and you will find, 
gentlemen, when you try to test the gilsonite on this reservation, 
that it can not be used for paving unless you find some other mate- 
rial to mix with it to give it wearing qualities, which has not yet 
been discovered. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You have not been exaggerating 
about the gilsonite in 1 State of Colorado, have you? 

; He N take the amount solely from the Geolog- 
ical report. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then, if your argument has an 
force or relevancy whatever, when you state that there are ot 
sonite mines in Colorado it must that you think they are 
workable veins and profitable veins? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They, the geological surveyors, say they are 
workable veins. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then why do they not work them? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The great difficulty is this, that in Colo- 
rado the people have found that the material is not suitable for 
paying, and 1 do not believe these mines in Utah are worth any- 
thing for 1 urposes. That is my judgment. I believe that 
they may be good for the manufacture of oil, paint, or varnish, or 
something of that kind; but the idea that you are going to run the 
Barber Asphalt Company out of business by reason of the working 
of these mines will be found to be a mistake, I think. I believe it 
will be found that these mines will not answer that purpose. 

_ This talk about the gilsonite being worth $40 a ton has no founda- 
tion. I defy any man to produce a market quotation of any kind 
on these gilsonite products-in Utah. It is all speculative. We 
have the same trouble in Colorado in regard to mining. A miner 
will set to work upon a lode and make good wages, perhaps $4 a 
day, out of the same. He will get tired of working that lode, and 
hearing of some great discovery beyond the range, beyond the rail- 
road, he will think that is the place to go. He will often abandon 
a mine which is paying him good wages in order to go to the place 
which he has heard of, there to face starvation. e always see 
something great in the beyond. It is always beckoning us on. It 
is enticing, and that is the condition in this House with reference 
to these gilsonite properties. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, It isthe old story of the bag of gold at 
the end of the rainbow. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is the bag of gold at the end of the rain- 
bow, as the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. STEELE. I see in the comparative statement accompany- 
ing the tariff bill that these articles, asphaltum and bitumen, are 
valued at $2.78 per ton. 

Mr. SHAFROTH,. That may be, but it does not relate to this 
asphaltum. I do not think this asphaltum has any value for pav- 
ing, unless some substance can be found to mix with it to make it 
durable. There may be some profit to be made out of it in the 
manufacture of paints and varnishes. I do not know about that. 
If asphaltum is worth only $2.78 per ton, as the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] says, then surely there can not be much 
profit in these mines. 

Mr. KING.. It has some value for varnishes and paints. 

5 = SHAFROTH. It may have some value for that. But, Mr. 
peaker 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me a half a 
minute? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 


1118 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 17, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hold in my hand a letter from the pres- 
ident of the Gilson Asphaltum Company, who states how it oper- 
ates as to this Uncompahgre Reservation. 


He says: 
It is a t that the majority of the members of Congress have all exag- 
gerated eas as to the value of these deposits; neither have they an idea of 


be entailed in making them available and of 
steam trans 


That coincides with the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That letter seems to coincide with my state- 
ment. But, anyway, we find that according to this Geological 
report these gilsonite deposits are almost unlimited in extent. 
They report that there can be taken out of these gilsonite mines 
23,744,582 tons of asphaltum, enough, at the present rate of con- 
sumption in the United States, to furnish this country with as- 
phaltum for three hundred years; and Lask, if these men are borne 
out in that statement, how can it be that a monopoly will exist 
concerning them? These deposits extend over a large territory. 
It is said that is as much as 10,000 square miles; not all over the 
10,000 square miles, but in various parts; and when we find that 
they are in that almost unlimited amount, and the lodes are not 
simply two, three, or four, but a great number of lodes, it is im- 
possible to make a monopoly of it. 

You may as wellsay youcan have a monopoly in gold and silver 
mining. No one ever heard of a monopoly in gold and silver 
mining. Themen who made their fortunes in Cripple Creek are not 
the rich men, but the Burnses, and Strattons, and Doyles. They 
may be worth a million dollars each, it is true, but they were not 
rich men. The rich men have not made much out of Cripple 


Creek.. Are you acting fairly in this nratter? Why should you | tim 


treat Utah in a manner that you do not treat Colorado or the 
other mining States? Why is it that the miner of Utah must be 
taxed 75 cents a ton, or any other amount, for the gilsonite that he 
mines, when the miners of other States are not taxed any amount? 
Why, Mr. Speaker, the only way to prevent a monopoly is to 
open the industry to competition. Let those lodes be taken in 10 
acres each by various persons. The minute that a corporation 
in there and tries to buy any of the lands the miner will raise 
is price for his claim-in proportion as the corporation is to 
acquire such properties, and the corporation that und to 
control all of these mines will find that they can not do it. The 
beds are too extensive. The number of claims will be almost un- 
limited. The 23,000,000 tons can not be controlled and monopo- 
lized by one company. If you impose impediments in the way of 
mining, you are not going to have any development. 
Gentlemen fear that some person may make a fortune. I doubt 
it very much. It takes the expenditure of a large amount of 
money to develop these ee and then the fact as to whether 
it will be profitable is very doubtful. Now, you are going to enter 
upon a system of leases. You will find that the le will hesi- 
tate about going onto these lands. Nobody is going to build the 
railroad in there and attempt to get these mines without they 
attempt to lease all; and if you say they can not lease all, the 
mines will not be developed, the railroads will not be built, and 
the asphaltum is worth nothing without a railroad that will carry 


it to market. 
But, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing I wish to emphasize, and 
that is that this House and the Senate of the United States, after 


a full discussion of this matter, determined upon a policy. In 
1894 they had this question up for consideration, and in that year 
they passed a law which it was supposed should settle this mat- 
ter. Ri Al penna a law that, after the agricultural lands had 
been allotted to the Indians to the amount of 160 acres to each, 
the lands should be opened. to settlement, and that each per- 
son that desired to do so could take the limit of two claims of 
gilsonite. That is the policy that the House of Representatives 
and the Senate established as to these identical mines. Why 
should there be a departure from that? And yet the Executive 
and the Secretary of the Interior have never complied with that 
law. I want to read a part of that law: 

That the remainder of the land on the reservation shall, upon the approval 
of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be immediately open to 
entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United States: vided, 
That no person shall be entitled to locate more than two claims, neither to 
exceed ib acres of any land containing asphaltum, gilsonite, or like sub- 

ices. 

Mr. Speaker, this has been a matter of controversy for six or 
eight years in the House and in the Senate. A bill was passed 
opening these claims and giving a preference right to those who 
had located upon the claims. That bill was vetoed by the Presi- 
dent on the ground that it gave a preference to somebody who had 
gone there and located. A compromise of this matter was made 
in 1894. It was passed on August 15, 1894. A provision was made 
that the land should beallotted to the Indians; that a commission 
should be appointed for the purpose of allotting these lands, and 
that as soon as the lands were allotted the other lands should be 
open to settlement by any citizen of the United States, 


Now, Mr. Sheet, why not carry out that law? Not one acre of 
that land has been allotted to the Indians, although it has been the 
duty of the commissioners first appointed since 1882 to allot them. 
They failed to do so. Then the law of 1894 was d. Still we 
have had no allotment. The truth of the matter is the reservation 
contains only 10,000 acres of agricultural land, and in the allot- 
ment of land the Indians can only take agricultural lands; and 
when we find that there has been a fight upon this matter in Con- 
gress, and when there has been a practical compromise and that 
compromise was enacted into legislation, it seems to me that now 
we ought to insist on that compromise, being carried out. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say that we have no interest in these 
lands in the State of Colorado. We do not want any interest in 
the land; but I feel that any change upon the part of this Hou 
or upon the part of Congress of the general mining laws, making 
one State pay a royalty upon ores extracted, is an injustice to that 
State, and I desire to protest against such action. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker; how much time has the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

The SPEAKER. Only one minute. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If nobody is to speak, I should like the gen- 
tleman to consume his time now. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the guneman from New York allow an 
amendment to be read which I propose to offer at the proper time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. When it comes to my time, I will discuss 
that with the gentleman. Iam trying to get the gentleman from 
e to consume the balance of his time. I suppose Ishould close 

ebate. 
Mr. BLAND. It is only to be read, to be offered at the proper 


e, 
Mr. LACEY. I only reserved my time so that if occasion re- 
quired I should have time in which to reply. Will the gentleman 
consume a portion of his time? 
r. MAN. Will the gentleman consume the balance of 

his time? He has had something to reply to. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave not heard from the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, and when he rises, there is always something to answer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield sufficient time to the gentleman from 
Missouri to have read what he desires. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer what I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
at the proper time, as an instruction in reference to the conference 


report, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the proceeds of the royalties herein provided for shall be 
paid into the treasury of the State or States where the lands on which the 
royalty is paid may be situated, on condition that all such moneys shall be 
devoted to the common-school fund of the State or States receiving the same. 


Mr. BLAND. I desire that they shall go to the benefit of the 


States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin desire? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Three minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word 
or two in reply to the gentleman from Colorado. He complains 
that the mandatory statute of 1894 was not obeyed. The reason 
for the disobedience on the part of the Government is perfectly 
pas and entirely justifiable, when one reads the reply sent to the 

nate by the Secretary of the Interior in response to its inquiry 
asking why he had not obeyed the statute of 1894. Speaking of 
his official report, the Secretary says: 

That report sets forth the fact that valuable discoveries of gilsonite have 
been explored by officers of the Geologi Survey on this reservation since 
the date of the passage of the act of 

Since the date of the act 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing) 

$ 1 5 
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its Treasury. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 8 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the gentleman not know that these 
lodes, although they may not have been explored to the extent 
that they afterwards were—yet is it not a matter of fact that they 
have been known for the last ten years? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I think they have been soknown, 
judging from the persistence with which the attempt has been 
made by some individuals to have this reservation opened and to 
ge these 


t of lands. 

Me SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman name the particu- 
lar individuals and the extent to which they have endeavored to 
get possession of them? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iwill do so, if nec , later on. 
These lodes have been known to individuals who were interested, 
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Mr. Speaker, to an extent that they have not been known to the 
Congress of the United States. f 

Mr. KING. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisonsin. Now, then, as to the matter of the 
persons interested. 

Mr. KING: Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understand that the gentleman's 
partner, or one who was formerly his partner, is interested in this 
matter—was one of the men who made those locations on the 4th 
of March last. 

Mr. KING. I deny that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I said the gentleman’s partner 
or one who was lately his . 

Mr. KING. I deny that that gentleman has any interest what- 
ever upon the reservation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iwas told that ex-Senator Brown 
was your partner up to the time of election. 

Mr. KING. He was; but I deny that he has any interest what- 
ever upon this reservation, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, I will leave that to the 
House to determine upon the facts as they appear. 

We have the report of an Indian agent, Lieutenant-Colonel 
Randlett, of the United States Army, presumably a disinterested 
man—a sworn official sent there to represent the interests of the 
constituents of every gentleman on this floor. This man, an officer 
of the Regular Army, and 4 to be impartial, writes aletter, 
which I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 827. In 
this letter to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs—an official re- 
port—he writes: 

Sim: I have the honor to submit, as additional to my report of the 15th 
instant, that, on the 4th of March, 1897— 

Remember, sir, it was generally understood that the bill open- 
ing up these lands to claimants indiscriminately, which passed 
this House on the 8d of March, would receive the approval of 
President Cleveland. But he did not give it his approval and 
therefore it failed to become a law. But certain gentlemen in 
Utah did not know that— 


on the 4th of March, 1897, there were more than thirty location notices 
d upon the lands of Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, signed by Thomas 


oyd as agent 

As agent, mark you. Who were his principals?— 

And that among the names of the persons so located ap those of Heber 
M. Wells, James T. Hammond, and Arthur Brown. Mr. Lloyd is known as 


is governor of Utah, James T. 


pposed to be ex - United 


State mine inspector of Utah, Heber M. Wells 
Hammond and Arthur Brownissw 


is secre’ of 
States Senator from Utah. 

These, sir. are the ‘poor prospectors” who might make fortunes 
if we were to allow them to create for themselves an absolute 
monopoly of those gilsonite beds. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HEPBURN). The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER] has expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Kine]. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, one minute is yielded me, and I shall 
employ it in defending the gentlemen whose names have just been 
mentioned by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER] 
against the unfair assaults made, Upon a former occasion he in- 
dulged in similar language. It would seem as though he had a 
special grievance against certain officials in Utah. They are Re- 
publicans and differ from me politically, but I beg to assure the 

entleman that they are honorable men. If the gentleman from 

isconsin possesses the honor and integrity characterizing them, 

I certainly congratulate his constituents upon the wise selection 
made by them. 

It appears that the gentleman is manifesting great eagerness to 
try the bow of Ulysses and aim a shaft, prepared, perhaps, by the 

ods upon Olympus’ heights, at these gentlemen whom he assails. 
t he can not bend the bow, and the shaft falls harmless at their 
feet. I do not understand why he makes this attack upon these 
citizens. They are honorable, high-minded men. There are no 
better men in the State of Utah than Heber M. Wells, James T. 
Hammond, Thomas Lloyd, and Arthur Brown. Mr. Lloyd is a 
miner and has workedin the mines. What little he possesses has 
been obtained by going into the depths of the earth and despoil- 
ing, by arduous labor, the earth of her treasure. The governor 
of Utah, the secretary of state, and the ex-Senator referred to—I 
do not think it discreditable of them are not wealthy men. And 
Iask you, gentlemen, is it wrong, because a man holds an office, 
to locate upon the public domain which is open to location and 
settlement? Shall we say that we will restrict the persons who 
may enter upon the public domain and make locations? I have 
sapiy said these words in defense of those eminent citizens of 
ah. 


e the hammer fell.] 
. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, if we were to give away this land, 


I do not know of anybody more entitled to it than these Repub- 


lican officials in Utah; nobody better entitled to it than m 
friend’s partner out there—a most estimable gentleman. If 
were called upon to give somebody some of the assets of the United 
States, I could not pick out four or five gentlemen to whom I 
would rather give them than those gentlemen whose names have 
just been lauded before this House. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Brown is not my partner. 

Mr. LACEY. No longer your partner, I understand; but he is 
referred to in your biography in the Congressional Directory as 
your partner. I suppose the connection terminated w our 
arrival here. No one has attempted to connect my friend here 
with having taken a claim, but he will be foolish if he does not 
take one at once after we pass a bill giving this land away toa 
few gentlemen in Utah. 

11 KING. I would not give a hundred dollars for one of those 
claims. 

Mr. LACEY. The point has not been met in this debate that 
this particular deposit is a limited one, in regard to which it is not 
safe to apply the general mining law. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the politics of the 

rsons who took up those claims is of no significance whatever. 
f Republicans, they were as much justified as Democrats would 
have been in rushing upon that land, if they could get upon it. 
If we should be so foolish as to give the Jands to them, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Iowa, the politics of the persons concerned 
does not signify. Iwas endeavoring to show—if I may be pardoned 
the statement—the utter nonsense of the argument that a number 
of poor men” were going out there to pees to undergo the 
hardships which prospectors undergo, and thus to succeed in locat- 
ing asphaltum mines which might possibly, after the lapse of years, 
make them wealthy. 

Sir, the Government of the United States has already definitely 
located these mines. The men who may go there aA e= to get 
the best of them do not have to “prospect” an hour, because the 
Government, by its survey, has known their location. Iread 
the other day the finding of the United States officials describing 
the maximum width as 18 feet, and showing that the outcroppings 
of the mineral are distinct for 2, 3, or 4 pa Bo on one of the great 
veins. Thus these men know exactly where to locate their claims; 
they do not have to undergo the ordinary hardships of 9 
They sent their agent on the 4th of last March, and he entry 
for them—every one of them. 

They did not need to stir from the capital of the State. The 
agent went out and staked all their claims. One nt acted for 
all of them, and it is safe to presume that through him they took 
up every bit of the valuable gilsonite lands. 

So we have these highly praised e GAEE TEREA is immaterial 
to me what may be their politics—we have those thirty-six gentle- 
men to whom it is proposed to give a monopoly, so that if they 
choose, they may charge $25 or $30 or 840 a ton for this product 
which they ought to sell to your constituents and to mine ata 

profit for $15 or $10 a ton as suggested by the gentleman from 
t. Louis, The only way to control this 

pas the hammer fell. 

r. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that itis a matter 
of the utmost indifference what a then Senator from Utah or 
what the State officials of Utah may have done last March under 
the provision of the then supposed statute, which is entirely dif- 
ferent from the provision contained in the conference report 
now under consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, a conference report does not always convey the 
precise views and wishes of the conferees of either branch of Con- 

ess. As everybody understands, conference reports are the 
result of conferences and concessions. They usually represent 
— middle ground which has been adopted as fair and reason- 

e. 

So this conference report does not meet the wishes of my friend 
from Iowa . LACEY], and others who view the matter in the 
same light that he does, because it is not sufficiently conservative 
or restrictive. And it does not meet the wishes or ideas of the 
gentlemen from Utah and Colorado and other gentlemen with 
their peouner views of the subject, because it is too restrictive. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me that if this report adopts 
middle ground between the notions of those who think a certain 
provision restrictive and those who think it is not sufficiently 
restrictive, it is pretty fair ground for this House to place itself 
upon. 

Mr. Speaker, we have struggled long over this proposition. We 
have brought in an amendment which I believe is strictly in ac- 
cord with the heretofore expressed wish of the House. It is not 
along the lines at all that were desired by the Senate. The Senate 
conferees were loath to give away what they had contended for 
ever since last January, but finally they did, and we have herea 
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roposition which will yield revenue to the Government when 

hese mines are opened, and will do so, I believe, without workin 
any hardships upon the citizens of the country. Ithinkitisa 5 
fair middle ground to take, Mr. Speaker, with the rights of all 
parties fairly well protected, and I do hope that the House will 
agree to the conference report. 

Upon the motion to agree to the conference report, Mr. Speaker, 
I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion to agree to the confer- 
ence report, on a division (demanded by Mr. LACEY) there were 
ayes 36, noes 73. 

Accordingly the conference report was rejected, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. S er— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SHERMAN. To make a motion in reference to this con- 
ference. I desire to move that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment, and ask for a further 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House still further insist on its disagreement and ask for a 
further conference. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitute, if I am 
recognized hee Speaker. 

The SPE R. The question must be taken first upon agree- 
ing to the conference, 

The grennen being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the conferees be instructed to en- 
deavor to secure an agreement substantially in the form of the 
proposition which was read in my time a while ago, and which I 
now renew and ask the Clerk to read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
moves that the conferees be instructed to endeavor to secure an 
agreement substantially in the form of the proposition which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the title of all lands containing gilsonite shall remain in the 
United States, and any citizen of the United Sta ee an entry of a 
8 of land con vga gilsenite KaR ress aps of one mi ng pus of ee 

1 e purpose mi n ; and su entryman, 
shall be allowed to retain: 5 sion of said claim and take zilsonite eres 
from upon ying to the United States an amount to be fixed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for every ton of gilsonite mined or taken from said claim. 
If at any time the claimant or occupant of any te mine entered under 
the provisions of this act shall enter into any combination with any other 
person or persons to limit the production of gilsonite or increase the price of 
the same, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to take possession 
of said e, and all the rights of the claimant, heirs or assigns, therein 
shall be forfeited, and the retary of the Interior shall take possession of 
thesame. The eee of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to make all necessary rules and regulations to carry this section into effect. 
It is the intention hereby to 5 the acquisition of such claim for the 

urpose of in any manner withdrawing the same from use, and the failure 
3 operate any c for a term of five years shall work a forfeiture of such 
claim; and no person, partnership, association, or corporation shall acquire 
and hold by assignment, or in any other way, more than ten of such claims; 
and a violation hereof shall work a forfeiture of the claim so assigned or at- 
tempted to be acquired. and power to declare such forfeiture is hereby given 


to the Secretary of the Interior. 

This section shall also apply to elaterite, halt, or other like substance: 
Provided further, That the retary of the Interior, in making rules and 
regulations to carry out the purposes of this act, is authorized and directed to 
make such limitations and conditions in the terms of the entries as will carr: 


out the purposes of this act, and for that purpose shall limit the time of suc’ 


entries to terms of not exceeding twenty years. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, upon this I move the previous 

uestion. 

a Mr. KING. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] moves 
the previous question. 

Mr. KING. I desire to offer a substitute for the motion. 

The SPEAKER. If the House votes down the motion for the 
previous question, then the substitute can be offered. 

Mr. BLAND. I pope $e gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
will permit my amendment to be pending, as an amendment to 
the instructions. It is simply to give this royalty to the school 
fund of the State of Utah. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, on 
a division (demanded by Mr. Kina) there were—ayes 64, noes 66. 

Mr. LACEY. Tellers, Mr, Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr. LACEY 
and Mr. Kina. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, 
noes 65. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, is a quorum present? I desire 
to raise the question that a quorum is not present. i 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. The point is withdrawn. The previous ques- 
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tion is ordered, and the question now is on agreeing to the motion 
of the Sree from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, do we not have twenty min- 
utes’ debate on a side upon that? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks this question has been de- 
bated, The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. KINd) 
there were—ayes 44, noes 57. 

gS the motion was rejected. 

Mr. KING. Mr. peak I desire to offer an amendment, 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to offer 
instructions? 

Mr. KING. I desire to offer instructions. I move that the con- 
ferees on the part of the House be instructed to recede from their 
position and to accept the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LACEY, I make the point of order that the House has 
already voted upon that question. The parliamentary effect of 
the vote to nonconcur is to decide that question. 

Mr. KING. I will withdraw that, and move that the conferees 
be instructed to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the same thing, and I make the same 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The House has already voted to insist upon 
its disagreement. The gentleman should at that time have moved 
to concur, but the House has already voted to insist. 

Mr. KING, If the Speaker will pardon me, I tried at that time 
to obtain recognition to offer a substitute in lieu of the amend- 
ment to the instructions offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
par Lacey], but the previous question was called, and the Chair 
S 


The SPEAKER. Precisely. Now the gentleman can offer his 
instructions, if he desires. 

Mr. KING. That was ged motion, that the House conferees be 
instructed to recede from their position and to accept the Senate 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That instruction would not have been in order 
if the previous question had not been ordered, because the House 
had se voted to insist. 

Mr. KING. Well, I think, if the Speaker will pardon me, that 
the vote of the House was rather upon ordering another confer- 
ence, There were no instructions given. 

The SPEAKER. In order to order another conference it was 
necessary to insist. 

Mr. KING. That was for the purpose of 5 rid of the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, would it not be in order to instruct 
the conferees to strike the whole provision out of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order, 

Mr. KING. Which provision? 

Mr. BLAND. To strike out the whole of it. 

Mr. KING. The Senate amendment is the one we want. 

Mr. BLAND. I think it all ought to be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. There being no motion before the House, the 
Chair will appoint the conferees. 

TheSPE R announced as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN. 


RELIEF OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CUBA, 


Mr. HITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House to take up and e to the Senate joint resolution which 
was received at the Clerk’s desk a very little while ago, touching 
the relief of American citizens in Cuba. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, we shall be glad to give unani- 
mous consent for that, provided the House will couple with it 
unanimous consent to consider a resolution recognizing the bel- 
ligerent rights of the Cuban patriots. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, we will attend to one matter of 
business at a time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, you will attend to both these 
at once before m attend to either of them. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Might not the whole contention be referred 


to the evans pda on Foreign Affairs, to be immediately appointed? 
aughter. 
Lair DIN I EV. Do I understand that objection is made? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BAILEY. Objection is made only upon condition that ob- 
jection is made to the consideration of a resolution which I offer 
in the same connection. 

The SPEAKER. An objection is an objection all the same. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate joint resolution and the joint resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk be both considered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY} 
afraid to meet this question? 


